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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


FORTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 
SECOND SESSION. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, December 4, 1871. 


The first Monday of December being the 
day prescribed by the Constitution for the 
annual meeting of the Congress of the United 
States, the second session of the Forty-Second 
Congress commenced this day. The Senators 
assembled in the Senate Chamber at the Cap- 
itol in the city of Washington. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The following Senators were present: From 
the State of 

Maine—Hon, Hannibal Hamlin and Hon. 
Lot M. Morrill. 

New Hampshire—Hon. Aaron H. Cragin 
and Hon. James W. Patterson. 

Vermont—Hon. George F. Edmunds and 
Hon, Justin S. Morrill. 

Massachusetts—Hon. Charles Sumner and 
Hon. Henry Wilson. : 

Rhode Island—Hon. Henry B. Anthony. 

Connecticut—Hon. William A. Buckingham 
and Hon. Orris S. Ferry. 

New York—Hon. Roscoe Conkling and 
Hon. Reuben E. Fenton. 

New Jersey—Hon. Frederick T. Frelinghuy- 
sen and Hon. John P. Stockton. 

Pennsylvuania—Hon. Simon Cameron and 
Hon. John Scott, 

Virginia—Hon. John W. Johnston and Hon. 
John F. Lewis. 

North Carolina—Hon. John Pool. 

South Carolina—Hon. Thomas J. Robert- 
son and Hon. Frederick A. Sawyer. 

Florida—Hon. Abijah Gilbert and Hon. 
Thomas W. Osborn. 

Alabama—Hon. George E. Spencer. 

Louisiana—Hon. William Pitt Kellogg and 
Hon. J. Rodman West. 

Mississippi—Hon. Adelbert Ames. 

Missouri—Hon. Francis P. Blair and Hon. 
Carl Schurz. 

Arkansas—Hon. Powell Clayton and Hon. 
Benjamin F. Rice. 

Tennessee—Hon. William G. Brownlowand 
Hon. Henry Cooper. 

Kentucky—Hon. John W. Stevenson. 

West Virgintia—Hon. Arthur I. Boreman 
and Hon. Henry G. Davis. 

Ohio—Hon. John Sherman and Hon, Allen 
G. Thurman. 

Indiana—Hon. Oliver P. Morton. 

illinois—Hon. John A. Logan and Hon. 
Lyman Trumbull. 

Michigan—Hon. Zachariah Chandler and 
Hon. Thomas W, Ferry. 

Wisconsin——Hon. Timothy O. Howe. 

Jowa—Hon. James Harlan and Hon. George 
G. Wright. 

Minnesota—Hon. Alexander Ramsey and 
Hon. William Windom. 
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| lator, impartiality to the judge, strength to | 


Kansas—Hon. Alexander Caldwell and 
Hon. Samuel C. Pomeroy. i 

California—Hon. Eugene Casserly. 

Nebraska—Hon. Phineas W. Hitchcock and | 
Hon. Thomas W. Tipton. 

Oregon—Hon. Henry W. Corbett and Hon. 
James K. Kelly. 

Nevada—Hon. James W. Nye. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, (Hon. SCHUYLER | 
Cotrax, of Indiana,) called the Senate to 
order at twelve o’clock m., there being a 
quorum of Senators present. 


PRAYER. | 


Rev. J. P. Newman, D. D., Chaplain to the 
Senate for the Forty-Second Congress, offered 
the following prayer : 

Almighty and Eternal God, Author of all 
things and source of all power, from this na- 
tional altar we offer to Thee our thanksgiving 
for all Thy mercies to the land we love. 
Through another eventful year Thou hast 
preserved the nation; and though goodness 
and severityhave mingled in Thy dealings to- 
ward us, yet our joys have been more than 
our sorrows, our days of health more than 
those of disease, our successes more than our 
failures. And if, in the execution of natural 
law, the cyclone has swept over land and sea, 
yet that which has been spared is more than 
that which has been destroyed. If one queenly 
city has been consumed, hundreds of others 
remain in all their wealth and beauty. If 
prairie and hamlet have been laid waste by 
the furies of the flame, yet we thank Thee 
that out of the fire has come forth the Angel 
of Generosity, touching all hearts with the 
sympathy of a common brotherhood. 

We rejoice in Thy blessing upon our fruit- 
ful fields, upon the mechanical industries of 
our people, upon our learned professions, our 
schools of learning, our houses of mercy, our 
temples of piety. We pray that these great 
interests may ever be within Thy care and 
keeping. 

We devoutly thank Thee for the revival of | 
official virtue and honesty, for the exposure | 
and punishment of those who plundered the 
public treasury. And we reverenily and earn- 
estly invoke the divine guidance and strength 
in behalf of the three branches of the national 
Government. Oh! give wisdom to the legis- 


i 


the executive. Upon the Chief Magistrate of |! 
the nation, grant the blessing of continued 
strength and support. Accept our thanks for | 
the restoration of the health of him who pre- į 


sides over the deliberations of this honored | 


And, Infinite Father, grant the blessing of |; 
life and lengthened days, of intellectual vigor, | 
of purity of character, of honor of repula- | 
tion, of influence with the nation, upon these į 
Senators again assembled to discharge the | 
duties of their high and responsible position. 
And, God of our fathers, pour the spirit of | 


peace and obedience, of honesty and patriot- 

ism, of charity and piety, upon all our people. 

Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented the credentials of 


| Hon. James L. Alcorn, elected by the Legis- 
| lature of the State of Mississippi a Senator 


from that State for the term beginning March 
4, 1871. 

The credentials were read; and the oaths 
prescribed by law having been administered 
to Mr. ALCORN, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I present the credentials 
of Hon. Thomas M. Norwood, elected a Sen- 
ator from the State of Georgia by the Legis- 
lature of that State for the term which began 


| on the 4th of March last. 


The Chief Clerk read the credentials. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ir is known that that is 
a contested seat; that is to say, there are two 
persons presenting credentials for the same 
seat. I will therefore ask that the credentials 
just read may lie on the table until the com- 
mittees shall be appointed, when I will move 
the proper reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The credentials 
will lie on the table for the present. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of 
Representatives that a quorum of the Senate has 
assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the 
Senate be twelve o’clock meridian, until otherwise 


| ordered. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of two 
members, be appointed to join such committee as 
may be appointed by the House of Representatives 
to wait upon the President of the United States, and 
inform him that a quorum of each House has assem- 
bled, and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 
munication he may be pleased to make, 

By unanimous consent the Vice President 
was authorized to appoint the committee ; 
and Messrs. ANTHONY and THURMAN were 
appointed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT CHICAGO. . 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following resoiution, to lie on the table until 


i| the committees shall have been appointed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of making appropriations fur the immedi- 
ate reconstruction of the public buildings recently 
des troyed at Chicago, State of Illinois, 

DEFALCATION OF J. L HODGE. 


Mr. CONKLING. I offer the following 
resolution, which J should like to have lie on 
the table until the committees are appointed : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into-the recent defalcation 
of J. L. Hodge, late a paymaster in the Army, and 
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into the facts connected therewith, and to ascertain 
and report to the Senate whether any other officer 
or officers of the Government are derelict in dutyin 
respect of the observance of regulations and safe- 
guards intended to prevent such occurrences, and 
also whether other or further legislation or regula- 
tion is needed for the future, 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER. Are petitions in “order, 
Mr. President? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The presentation 
of petitions and memorials is first in order if 
the order of business: prescribed by the‘rules is 
to be regularly gone through with. 

Mr. SUMNER. I offer the petition of a 
large number of colored citizens of Brooklyn, 
in the State of New York. Asit is very brief 
I will read it: 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the city of Brook- 
lyn, State of New York, feoling ourselves aggrieved, 


inconvenienced, and degraded because of our color, 
and for the want of a law like unto the one offered 
to the Senate by Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, known as 
Sumner’s bill, supplementary to the civilrights bill, 
do respectfully pray for the passage of thesame; and 
as in duty bound we will ever pray. 

As that billis on the Calendar of the Senate, 
I ask that this petition lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The petition will 
lie on the table. E 

Mr. SUMNER. Ialso offer the petition of 
Dr. Augusta, professor of anatomy in the med- 
ical department of Howard University, and Dr. 
Purvis, professor of medical jurisprudence in 
Howard University, which is very brief, and 
therefore I will read it: 

We, the undersigned petitioners, respectfully rep- 
resent to your honorable body that the Medical 
Society of. the District of Columbia, an institution 
chartered by Congress, seeks to degrade us as med- 
ical practitioners on account of our race and color, 
and in contravention of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, by denying to us rights accorded 
to whito practioners, and thereby violating its act 
of incorporation. We therefore most respectfully 
potition that the charter of said society be repealed. 
And your petitioners will ever pray. . 

It will be remembered that at the last Con- 
gress I reported a bill from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia in pursuance of the 
prayer of these very petitioners. There was 
no final action on that bill, and of course it fell 
with the expiration of the Congress. I seize 
this earliest occasion to call attention again 
to that question by presenting this petition. 
It seems to me that Congress owes it to the 
colored race everywhere throughout the coun- 
try to put an end to outrage, at least here in 
the national capital. As the Committee on 
the District of Columbia is not yet appointed, 
I ask that the petition lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on 
the table for the present. 

Mr. FENTON. I present a petition from 
General Alfred Pleasonton, Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, touching the matter of his 
suspeusion from that office. It may betermed, 
and perhaps is, an appeal from the action of 
the President in the case. I ought to say that 

. I have not examined the petition and accom- 
panying papers so as to be able to express any 
opinion on the merits of the matter involved 
in these papers. I send first a letter to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask that it may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York desires a letter to be reported 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. FENTON. 
to me. 

Mr. 


It is a letter addressed 


MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest 
whether this would not be better done in 
executive session. 

Mr. FENTON. I ask to bave this letter 
read as my own sufficient excuse, if any is 
needed, for offering these papers this morning. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New. York give way to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FENTON. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON, TIrise, Mr. President, for 


the purpose of moving that we take a recess 
for half an hour or an hour until the com- 
munication which is expected from the Presi- 
dent shall be received. I think we could pass 
half an hour or an hour much more pleasantly 
in congratulating each other on our good looks 
and happy return. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. CAMERON. I am appealing to the 
Senator from New York. i 
Mr. FENTON. = I.ask.to have thig 
read which is addressed to. me. 2 5 L.G 
Mr. CAMERON. Of course I giye way. - 
The VICE PRESIDENT. “The letter will 
be read. : 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, December 1, 1871. 
Dear Sir: On the 8th of August, 1871, T was sus- 
pended by the President from the office of Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. The causes which led 
to this suspension, and which are fully set forth in 
the accompanying papers, do not justify the course 
the President was pleased to pursue in the case, |. 
I have, therefore, the honor to request, as a citi- 
zen of the State of Now York, that you will present 
the inclosed appeal to the Senate of the United 


States, when that body convenes, and oblige, 


Ve spectfully and truly. 
ee ‘A. PLEASONTON, Commissioner. 


Hon. R. E. Faron, United States Senate, Washington. 
Mr. FENTON. I knew nothing whatever of 
these papers, except as they came to me 


letter 


through the mail received yesterday, and, in | 


discharge of my duty as‘a Senator to a citizen 
af my State, I respectfully offer this petition 
and ask that itmay be laid on the table and 
printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It strikes me 
that this is clearly business which pertains to the 
executive session. Itis a subject that must 
come up there, and therefore I suggest to the 
Senator from New York that it should be 
introduced in executive session. f 

Mr. FENTON. I have no choice in the 
matter. If Senators think it should properly 
first go before the Senate in executive session, 
I am entirely willing to withdraw it at present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the better way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The€hairthinks 
the contents of the paper, as disclosed by the 
Senator from New York in his remarks and 
in the letter, indicate that it is of a character 
which should first receive consideration in 
executive session, unless the Senator desires 
to propose some law based on this petition. 

Mr. FENTON. I withdraw the papers. 


BILLS LNTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the introduction of 
bills in order at this time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They cannotbe 
referred, there being no committees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask, is it in order to 
introduce bills? - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. POMEROY. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Task unanimous consent 

to introduce two bills, of which no previous 
notice has been given. 
_ By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 320) to authorize the 
restoration of Gilbert Morton to the naval ser- 
vice; and it was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In connection with the 
presentation of the bill which I now offer, 
which relates to the regulation and promotion 
of the efficiency of the civil service, a subject 
that has engaged the attention of the Senate 
for several sessions, J ought perhaps to say 
that the matter, in relation to its connection 
with the action of Congress, does not seem to 
be perfectly understood in the country. The 
first movement for the improvement and what 
is called the reform-of the civil service of the 
United States, was begun by a distinguished 
member of the House of Representatives now 
employed in the capacity of law adviser to the 
Government. before the joint commission of 
British and American claims, by the introduc- 


tion ọfa joint resolution in 1866 into that | 


House providing for the raising of a commit- 
tee to be called the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, one of whose many duties it was to in- 
quire into the state of the efficiency of the 
civil service of the United States. 

Mr. SUMNER. May I interrupt the Sen- 
ator just there to remind him that, two years 
before that, a bill for that purpose was intro- 
duced in the Senate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much obliged 
to the Senator from Massachusetts for the in- 
formation... I was. not aware of it, as it was 


before my advent in this body had occurred. 


Mr SUMNER. . That-bill:was printed and 
extensively discussed at the timein the papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I accept the correction 
with great pleasure, and will therefore correct 
my statement by saying that the first knowl 
edge I had of any undertaking to promote the 
efficiency of the civil service of the United 
States was in the passage by the House of 
Representatives of the resolution of Mr. Hale, 
of New York, providing for the raising of a 
committee whose business it should be to 
make inquiry into the condition of the civil ser- 
vice, and to devise means, if they could be 
devised, to promote its efficiency, {t is very 
well known, Mr, President, that at that time 
the civil service had fallen somewhat below 
even the standard of partisan civil service; it 
was worse, probably, than it was even in the tur- 
bulent and distracted times of war, and worse 
probably than it was under Democratic admin- 
istrations, for the reason that a person who 
occupied the chief seat in the Government 
had undertaken to desert one party and to 
join another that was not quite ready to re- 
ceive him, except so far as the dispensation 
of offices to hungry people would be consid- 
ered a reception into their body. For this 
reason the civil service at that time would 
naturally provoke inquiry on the part of all 
those who desired to increase the efficiency 
and convenience of government to the people. 

That resolution came to the Senate, was 
agreed to here, and a joint committee was ap- 
pointed,.called the Committee on Retrench- 
ment. I had the good fortune to be one of 
its members on the part of the Senate. That 
committee commenced its labors, and investi- 
gated, as later committees have done, as to the 
methods of transacting business in various of 
the Departments of the Government ; andthe 
result of its inquiries and deliberations first 
appeared in the form of a bill reported in the 
House of Representatives, as a matter of con- 
venience, rather than here, in January, 1867, 
by Hon. Mr. Jenckes, of Rhode Island. Pub- 
lic opinion, and so the opinion of the Honse 
of Representatives, and possibly of this body, 
(although I have no right to say that,) was 
not yet apparently ripe to make what seemed 
to be so great an innovation as to regulate 
by law, and upon principles analogous to the 
administration: of the military and naval de- 
partments of the Government, appointments 
to civil offices. The consequence was, that 
after discussion in the House of Represent- 
atives, the bill failed, and having failed there 
it was not thought wise or advisable at that 
time to press the matter in this body, because 
it was plain it would be work which would have 
no practical fruit. 

That committee was reappointed at the next 
succeeding Congress, and in 1868 itagain went 
through with a course of investigation and 
consideration, and it again reported a bill 
similar to the first, upon the same subject. 
again through Mr. Jenckes, in the House of 
Representatives. I was also at that time a 
meinber of the committee, and thus speak from 
knowledge. ‘That bill also failed. 

Now, Mr. President, having had thus early, 
but not the earliest, connection with this sub- 
ject, I propose for one faithfully to try the 
experiment once more of endeavoring to bring 
into consideration—which I hope will be candid 
and calm on all sides, as I bave no doubt it 
will be—the possibility of our providing by law 
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for the promotion of the efficiency of this 
branch of the public service. 

Tam not ignorant of the fact that we have 
already provided for the appointment of a 
commission by the President to report to him 
a- set of regulations to be enforced as executive 
regulations touching the same subject. I have 
heard with pleasure of the progress which that 
commission has made. I have little doubt, 
although I am not advised about details, that 
the scheme of that commission will be in the 
main a wise and a practicable one. I do not 
know at what time it may be expected. But 


there is this to be said upon the subject of a! 
scheme of thatcharacter: that, however useful | 


and efficient it may be under the present 
Administration, as [ have no doubt it would 
be, a change of administration in the progress 
of time—asin the progress of time of course 
all administrations change—would necessarily 
lead to some difficulty in respect to the execution 
of a mere regulation of the President or of the 
Departments touching appointments to and 
removals from office, for on a change of politi- 
cal administration the natural pressure and 
tendency would be to press upon the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government the prop- 


osition to change all the persons who are the | 


subordinate officers, who are the working men 
in carrying on the Government, and to put 
others in their places. That has so long been 
the history of the country that it would be 
scarcely to be expected that afier the period 
of only a few years we could outgrow it with- 
out having, if it is possible to have, a provision 
of law which shall secure, so far as we wisely 
and rightly may do, the same permanency and 
the same method of ascertaining merit in the 
civil administration that we have in the military 
and naval. 

This is my excuse, Mr. President, if I need 
to offer an excuse to this body on such a sub- 
ject, for presenting this bill to regulate the 


civil service of the United States, and to pro- | 


mote the efficiency thereof at this time. It is 
the bill reported from the select Committee on 
Retrenchment by Mr. Jenckes in the House 
of Representatives. I ask that it may lie on 
the table. 

No objection being made, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 321) to regulate 
the civil service of the United States, and to 
promote the efficiency thereof; and it was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous con- | 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 822) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the owners the proceeds of 
certain cotton seized in violation of instruc- 
tions from the Treasury Department; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 323) to authorize compound-interest notes 
as a substitute for legal-tender notes; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move that that bill be 
printed, and I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate to say a word in explanation of it. 

Compound-interest notes have been already 
tried, so that their operation is known. Itis 
their peculiar quality that at the time of issue 
they enter into the national currency and be- 
come part of the active circulation, but as the 
interest accumulates they are gradually with- 
drawn and held as securities. So long asthere 
is little appreciable accumulation of interest, 
these notes pass from hand to hand as ordinary 
greenbacks, but this ceases with their increase 
in value. Now, if these are made a substitute 
for greenbacks, the currency is gradually con- 
tracted, according to the laws of trade, until 
it is on a par with gold, and we arrive at specie 
payments, 

I know nothing in the business of the coun- 
try more important than specie payments. 
Until this is established the nation is bank- 


$ 


| ments, and the debt will refund itself. 


rupt, and its outstanding notes are no better PE resolution; which was ordered to He 


than failed paper. Beyond the stigma inflicted 
by this condition, there is a derangement of 
affairs and constant embarrassment, especially 
in commercial relationsabroad. Our business | 
is out of gear with the business of the world, 
while at home a ruinous speculation rans riot. 
This has been allowed to go on too long. Dur- 
ing the war it could not be prevented; but it 
should have ceased with the war. 

The suspension of specie payments was a | 
war measure, like the suspension of habeas 
corpus, or like the draft, and like those it 
should have been discontinued at once. So 
long as it is allowed to prevail we have a war 
measure projected into a period of peace. As 
such it is out of place andoni of season. 

I am not insensible to tbe credit obtained 
by a swift payment of the national debt; but 
this is superficial only. It does not enable us 
to refund our debt without extraordinary and 
abnormal effort. Let there be specie pay- 


The 
payment of the national debt is a feather in 
our cap; specie payments will be a fountain, 
and, between these two measures, there is 
just the difference between a feather anda 
foyntain. 

Instead, therefore, of taxing the people for | 
the sake of this feather, I would reduce taxes 
and apply the irresistible energies of the Gov- 
ernment to make paper equal to coin. Here 
is another equality before the law which I 
would establish. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
laid on the table for the present. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. | 
No. 324) to extend the provisions of an act | 
entitled “An act for the final adjustment of 
private land claims in the States of Florida, 
Louisiana, and Missouri, and for other pur- | 
poses ;’’ which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
$25) to aid in the execution of the law against | 
polygamy, and to prevent that crime, in the 
Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill(S. No. 
326) to regulate certain actions in the Court of 
Claims by loyal owners of property seized 
under the act of March 12, 1863 ; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, by Mr. Clinton Liovp, Chief 
Clerk, as follows: | 

Mr. President, I have been directed to in- | 


form the Senate thata quorum of the House 
of Representatives has assembled, and that 
the House is ready to proceed to business. 

The House has passed a resolution directing 
the appointment of a committee on the part | 
of the House, to join such committee as may 
be appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait 
on the President of the United States and in- | 
form him that a quorum of the two Houses has į 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be pleased | 
to make ; and has appointed Mr. James A. GAR- || 
FIELD of Ohio, Mr. Austin Bram of Michi- | 
gan, and Mr. Sauven S. Cox of New York, 
the committee on the part of the House. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That Annie B. Rossand William P. Ross, 
executors of John Ross, late principal chief of th 
Cherokee nation, (asking compensation for prop- | 
erty destroyed by the rebels belonging to the said | 
John Ross,) have leave to withdraw their memorial [| 
from the files of the Senate. 


TREATIES OF PEACE COMMISSION, 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, submitted the fol- 


tt 
it 
i 
li 


on the table: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire whether any, andif so what, 
further or additional legislation is necessary to earry 
into effect the several treaties made, and’ the acts 
and recommendations of the peace commissioners, 
so called, in pursuance of the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 20, 1867, entitled “An act to establish 
peace with certain hostile Indian tribes;” and to 
report by bill or otherwise. 


MARTIAL LAW IN SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to inform the Senate 
under what provisions of the law of April 20, 1871, 
if any, and if not under that law, by what authority 
he has caused the Constitution and lawsof the Uni- 
ted States, and the constitution and laws of the State 
of South Carolina, to be set aside and martial law 
declared and the writ of habeas corpus suspended in 
the counties of Spartanburg, Marion, York, New- 
berry, Chester, Laurens, Fairfield, Lancaster, and 
Chesterfield, in the State of South Carolina, whereby 
the courts and civil authorities are unable to afford 
protection to the lives, liberties, and rights of the 
people therein, and all of them left at the mercy of 
such military subordinates as he has seen or may 
see fit to place over them. He is especially requested 
to lay before the Senate all the acts of insurrection, 
resistance, or opposition to the laws of the United 
States committed in each of these counties at any 
time after the 20th day of April, 1871, prior to the 
date of his proclamation of martial law, giving the 
character of the offenses, the facts relative thereto, 
and the names of the offenders so far as ascertained., 
He is further requested to lay before the Senate any 
cases of resistance to the execution of tha process 
of the civil courts or the officers either of the United 
States or of the State of South Carolina, by any of 
the citizens of any of the counties in which the guar- 
antees of constitutional liberty have been annulled 
by his proclamation aforesaid, since the passage of 
the act of April 20. 1871, aforesaid. And that he 
give the names of all of said citizens who bave been 
arrested or imprisoned under and by virtue of the 
authority conferred by his proclamation, with the 
violations of law with which each is charged, and 
the dates at which itis alleged they committed the 
offenses for which they were so_arrested and im- 
prisoned. And that he give the Senate full inform- 
ation as to all the statements of facts on which he 
acted in issuing his proclamation aforesaid, giving 
the names of his informants, their statements, when 
made to him in writing, and the substance of them 
when made verbally, so that Congress can determine 
what steps are necessary to restore to the citizens 
of the counties aforesaid, and especially to those 
who are not guilty of offenses against the United 
States, the equal protection of the laws with the 
people of other portions of the country, under the 
orms prescribed by the Constitution of the United 
States. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Vermont objects to its present consider- 
ation. It requires unanimous consent to con- 
sider the resolution on the same day on which 
itis presented. It must, therefore, lie over 
until to-morrow. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri desire that it be printed ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. Do I understand 
that the Senator from Vermont objects to the 
consideration of this resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He does object 
to its present consideration, and under the 
rules a single objection carries it over. It 
will be in order to-morrow to move that it be 
taken up for consideration. If there be no 
objection the resolution will be ordered to be 
printed. 


Let that resolution lie 


RECESS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I now move that the 
Senate take a recess for three quarters of an 


hour. 
Mr. MORTON and others, Say half an 


hour. 

Mr. CAMERON. Three quarters will be 
better. I move that we take a recess untila 
quarter after one o'clock, 

Mr. SUMNER. Why not say one o'clock? 

Mr. CAMERON. That is too short a time. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask leave to introduce a bill? 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir; I cannot yield 
further. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the Senate now take a recess until fifteen min- 
utes after one o’clock. ih 

The motion was agreed to. 
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At the expiration of the recess the Senate 
resumed its session. 
i ABSENCE OF MR. HILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair bas 
been requested by the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. HILL] to state to the Senate that he is 
detained fora few days in consequence of sick- 
ness in his family. He wished this announce- 
ment to be made in consequence of an expecta- 
tion on his part that matters relative to his 
State might come up for consideration in the 
Senate, and he desired, if possible, to be pres- 
ent when they were considered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 827) to establish the collection district 
of Duluth, and to create St. Paul, in the collec- 
tion district of Minnesota, a port of delivery ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 828) in relation to the district courts 
of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie onthe table, and be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous 
consent. obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 329) for the relief of Charles W. Whit- 
ney; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lié on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
830) to provide for the relief of sufferers by 
fire in the city of Chicago; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The joint committee 
appointed to wait on the President of the 
United States and inform him that a quorum 
of each House had assembled and were ready 
to receive any communication he might be 
pleased to make, have discharged the duty 
assigned to them, and the President desired 
the committee to report that he would com- 
municate immediately to each House in 
writing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report of 
the committee will be entered upon the 
Journal. 

Mr. Horace Porrer, the President’s Seere- 
tary, appeared below the bar and said: 

Mr. President, I am-directed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to deliver to the 
Senate a message in writing. 

a The message having been taken to the 
esk— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sents to the Senate the annual message of the 
President of the United States, which will be 
read by the Secretary, 

The Secretary proceeded to read, the 
annual message of the President of the 
United States, as follows: 

To the Senate and 
House of Representatives: 

In addressing my third annual message to 
the law-making branch of the Government, it 
is gratifying to be able to state that during 
the past- year success has generally attended 
the effort to execute all laws found upon the 
statute-books. 

The policy has been, not to inquire into the 
wisdom of laws already enacted, but to learn 
their spirit and intent, and. to. enforce them: 
accordingly. ; 

The past year has, under a wise Providence, 
been one of general prosperity to the nation. 
It has, however, been attended with more than 
usual chastisements in the loss of life and 
property by storm and fire. These disasters 
have served to call forth the best elements of 
human nature in our country, and to. develop 
a friendship for us on the part. of foreign 
nations which. goes far toward. alleviating the 
distress occasioned by these calamities. 


The benevolent. who have so generously 
shared their means with the victims of these 
misfortunes will reap their reward in the con- 
sciousness of having performed a noble act, 
and in receiving the grateful thanks of men, 
women, and children whose sufferings they 
have relieved. : f 

The relations of the United States with for- 
eign Powers continue to be friendly. The year 


| has been an eventful one.in witnessing two 


great nations, speaking one language, and 
having one lineage, settling, by peaceful arbi- 
tration, disputes of long standing, and liable 
at any time to bring those nations into bloody 
and costly conflict. An example has thus 
been set which, if successful in its final issue, 
may be followed by other civilized nations, 
and finally be the means of returning to pro- 
ductive industry millions of men now main- 
tained to settle the dispates of nations by the 
bayonet and the broadside. 


Í transmit herewith a copy of the treaty | 


alluded to, which has been concluded since the 
adjournment: of Congress with her Britannic 
Majesty, and a copy of the protocols of the 
conferences of the commissioners by whom it 
was negotiated. This treaty provides methods 
for adjusting the questions pending between 
the two nations. — 

Various questions are to be adjusted by arbi- 
tration. Irecommend Congress, at an early 
day, to make the necessary provision for the 
tribunal at Geneva, and for the several com- 
missions on the part of the. United States 
called for by the treaty. 

His Majesty the king of Italy, the presi- 
dent of the Swiss Confederation, and his Ma- 
jesty the emperor of Brazil, have each con- 
sented, on the joint request of the two Powers, 
to name an arbitrator for the tribunal at Ge- 
neva. I have caused my thanks to be suitably 
expressed for the readiness with which the 
joint request has been complied with by the 
appointment of gentlemen of eminence and 
learning to those important positions. 

His Majesty the emperor of Germany has 
been pleased to comply with the joint request 
of the two Governments, and has consented to 
act as the arbitrator of the disputed water 
boundary between the United States and Great 
Britain. 

The contracting parties in the treaty have 
undertaken to regard, as between themselves, 
certain principles of public law for. which the 
United States have contended from the com- 
mencement of their history. They have also 
agreed to bring these principles to the knowl- 
edge of the other maritime Powers, and to 
invite them to accede to them. Negotiations 
are going on as to the form of the note by 
which the invitation is to be extended to the 
other Powers. 

I recommend the legislation necessary on 
the part of the United States to bring into 
operation the articles of the treaty relating to 
the fisheries, and to the other matters touching 
the relations of the United States toward the 
British North American possessions, to be- 
come operative so soon as the proper legisla- 
tion shall be had on the part of Great Britain 
and its possessions. 

It is: much to be desired that this legislation 
may become operative before the fishermen 
of the United States begin to make their 
arrangements for the coming season. 

I have addressed a communication, of which 
a copy is transmitted herewith, to the Gov- 
ernors of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, and Wisconsin, 
urging upon the governments of those States 
respectively the necessary action on their part 
to carry into effect the object of the article of 
the treaty which contemplates the use of the 
canals, on either side, connected with. the 
navigation of the lakes and rivers forming the 
boundary, on terms of equality by the inhab- 
itants of both countries. It is hoped that the 
importance of the object and the benefits to 
flow therefrom will secure the speedy approval 


and legislative sanction of the States con- 
cerned. g 

T renew the recommendation for an appro- 
priation for determining the true position of 
the forty-ninth parallel of latitude where it 
forms the boundary between the United States 
and the British North American possessions 
between the Lake of the Woods and the sum- 
mit of the Rocky mountains. The early action 
of Congress on this recommendation would 
put it in the power of the War Department to 
place a force in the field during the next sum- 
mer. 

The resumption of diplomatic relations be- 
tween France and Germany has enabled me 
to give directions for the withdrawal of the 
protection extended to Germans in France by 
‘the diplomatic and consular representatives 
of the United States in that country. It is 
just to add that the delicate duty of this pro- 
tection has been performed by the minister 
and consul general at Paris, and the various 
consuls in France under the supervision of 
the latter, with great kindness as well as with 
prudence and tact... Their conrse has received 
the commendation of the German Government 
and has wounded no susceptibility of the 
French. 

The Government of the emperor of Ger- 
many continues to manifest a friendly feeling 
toward the United States, and a desire to har- 
monize with the moderate and just policy 
which this Government maintains in its rela- 
tions with Asiatic Powers, as well as with the 
South American republics. I have given 
assurances that the’ friendly feelings of that 
Government are fully shared by the United 
States. 

The ratifications of the consular and natu- 
ralization conventions with the Austro: Hun- 
garian empire have been exchanged. 

I have been officially informed of the annex- 
ation of the States of the Church to the king- 
dom of Italy, and the removal of the capital 
of that kingdom to Rome. In conformity 
with the established policy of the United 
States, I have recognized this change. The 
ratifications of the new treaty of commerce 
between the United States and Italy have been 
exchanged. The two Powers have agreed in 
this treaty that private property at sea shall 
be exempt from capture in case of war between 
the two Powers. The United States have 
spared no opporiunity of incorporating this 
rule into the obligation of nations. 

The Forty-Tirst Congress, at its third ses- 
sion, made an appropriation for the organiza- 
tion of a mixed commission for adjudicating 
upon the claims of citizens of the United 
States against Spain, growing out of the insur- 
rection in Cuba. That commission has since 
been organized. I transmit herewith the cor- 
respondence relating to its formation and its 
jurisdiction. It is to be hoped that this com- 
mission will afford the claimants a complete 
remedy for their injuriés. 

It has been made the agreeable duty of the 
United States to preside over a conference at 
Washington between the plenipotentiaries of 
Spain and the allied South American repub- 
lies, which has resulted in an armistice with the 
reasonable assurance of a permanent peace. 

The intimate friendly relations which have 
so long existed between the United States and 
Russia continue undisturbed. The visit of the 
third son of the emperor is-a proof that there 
is no desire on the part of his Government to 
diminish the cordiality of those relations, The 
hospitable reception which has been given to 
the grand duke is a proof that on our side 
we share the wishes of that Government. The 
inexcusable course of the Russian minister at 
Washington rendered it necessary to ask his 
recall, and to decline to longer receive that 
fanctionary as a diplomatic representative. It 
was impossible, with self-respect, or with a 
just regard to the dignity of the country, to 
permit M. Catacazy to continue to hold inter- 
course with this Government after his personal 
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abuse of Government officials, and during his 
persistent interference, through various means, 
with the relations between the United States 
and other Powers. In accordance with my 
wishes, this Government has been relieved of. 
further intercourse with M. Catacazy, and the 
management of the affairs of the imperial lega- 
tion has passed into the hands of a gentleman 
entirely unobjectionable. 

With Japan we continue to maintain inti- 
mate relations. The cabinet of the Mikado 
has, since the close of the last session of Con- 
gress, selected citizens of the United States to 
serve in offices of importance in several depart- 
ments of government. I have reason to think 
that this selection is due to an appreciation of 
the disinterestedness of the policy which the 
United States have pursued toward Japan. It 
is our desire to continue to maintain this dis- 
interested and just policy with China as well 
as Japan. The correspondence transmitted 
herewith shows that there is no disposition on 
the part of this Government to swerve from its 
established course. 

Prompted by a desire to put an end to the 
barbarous treatment of our shipwrecked sailors 
on the Corean coast, I instructed our minister 
at Peking to endeavor to conclude a conven- 
tion with Corea for securing the safety and 
humane treatment of such mariners. Admiral 
Rodgers was instructed to accompany him with 
a sufficient force to protect him in case of 
need. A small surveying party sent out, on 
reaching the coast, was treacherously attacked 
at a disadvantage. Ample opportunity was 
given for explanation and apology for the 
insult, Neither came. A force was then 
landed. After an arduous march over a rug- 
ged and difficult country, the forts from which 
the outrage had been committed were reduced 
by agallant assault and were destroyed. Hav- 
ing thus Ba the criminals, and having 
vindicated the honor of the flag, the expedi- 
tion returned, finding it impracticable, under 
the circumstances, to conclude the desired con- 
vention. [respectfully refer to the correspond- 
ence relating thereto, herewith submitted, and 
leave the subject for such action as Congress 
may see fit to take. 

The republic of Mexico has notyet repealed 
the very objectionable laws establishing what is 
known as the ‘‘free zone” on the frontier of 
the United States. It is hoped that this may 
yet be done, and also’ that more stringent 
measures may be taken by that republic for 
restraining lawless persons on its frontiers. 
I hope that Mexico, by its own action, will 
soon relieve this Government of the difficul- 
ties experienced from these causes. 

Our relations with the various republics of 
Central and South America continue, with one 
exception, to be cordial and friendly. 

I recommend some action by Congress 
regarding the overdue installments under the 
award of the Venezuelan claims commission 
of 1866. The internal dissensions of this Gov- 
ernment present no justification for the absence 
of effort to meet their solemn treaty obliga- 
tions. 

The ratification of an extradition treaty 
with Nicaragua has been exchanged. ~ 

It is a subject for congratulation that the 
great empire of Brazil has taken the initia- 
tory step toward the abolition of slavery. Our 
relations with that empire, always cordial, 
will naturally be made more so by this act. It 
is not too much to hope that the Government 
of Brazil may herevfter find it for its interest, 
as well as intrinsically right, to advance toward 
entire emancipation more rapidly than the 
present act contemplates. 

The true prosperity and greatness of a 
nation are to be found in. the elevation and 
education of its laborers. 

It is a eubject for regret that the reforms in 
this direction, which were voluntarily promised 
by the statesmen of Spain, have not been car- 
ried out in its West India colonies. The laws 
ani regulations for the apparent abolition of 


slavery in Cuba and Porto Rico leave most of 
the laborers in bondage, with no hope of re- |! 
lease until their lives become a burden to their | 
employers. 

I desire to direct your attention to the fact | 
that citizens of the United States, or persons | 
claiming to be citizens of the United States, 
are large holders, in foreign lands, of this ! 
species of property forbidden by the funda- 
mental law of their alleged country. Irecom- 
mend to Congress to provide, by stringent 
legislation, a suitable remedy against the hold- 
ing, owning, or dealing in slaves, or being |} 
interested in slave property in foreign lands, || 
either as owners, hirers, or mortgagers,. by ji 
citizens of the United States. 

It is to be regretted that the disturbed con- 
dition of the island of Cuba continues to be a | 
source of annoyance and of anxiety. The 
existence of a protracted struggle in such close 
proximity to our own territory, without appar- 
ent prospect of an early termination, cannot || 
be other than an object of concern to a peo- | 
ple who, while abstaining from interference in 
the affairs of other Powers, naturally desire 
to see every country in the undisturbed enjoy- | 
ment of peace, liberty, and the blessings of 
free institutions. 

Our naval commanders in Cuban waters | 
have been instructed, in case it should become 
necessary, to spare no effort to protect the | 
lives and property of bona fide American citi- | 
zens, and to maintain the dignity of the flag. 

It is hoped that all pending questions with 
Spain growing out of the affairs in Cuba may | 
be adjusted in the spirit of peace and con- | 
ciliation which has hitherto guided the two 
Powers in their treatment of such questions. |; 

To give importance and to add to the eff- 
ciency of our diplomatic relations with Japan 
and China, and to further aid in retaining the 
good opinion of those peoples, and to secure 
to the United States its share of the commerce 
destined to flow between those nations and the 
balance of the commercial world, I earnestly j! 
recommend that an appropriation be made to 
support at least four American youths in each 
of those countries, to serve as a part of the 
official family of our ministers there. Out | 
representatives would not even then be placed _ 
upon an equality with the representatives of 
Great Britain and of some other Powers. As 
now situated, our representatives in Japan and 
China have to depend for interpreters and 
translators upon natives of those countries | 
who know our language imperfectly, or pro- |: 
cure for the occasion the services of employés | 
in foreign business houses, or the interpreters 
to other foreign ministers. i 

I would also recommend liberal measures || 
for the purpose of supporting the American i; 
lines of steamers now plying between San | 
Francisco and Japan and China, and the | 
Australian line—almost our only remaining 
lines of ocean steamers—and of increasing | 
their services. i 

The national debt has been reduced to the |: 
extent of $86,057,126 80 during the year, and | 
by the negotiation of national bonds, at a | 
lower rate of interest, the interest on the pub- i 

| 
i 
t 


lic debt has been so far diminished that now |i 
the sum to be raised for the interest account į 
is nearly seventeen million dollars less than on į 
the Ist of March, 1869. iu 

It was highly desirable that this rapid dim- | 
inution should take place, both to strengthen |! 
the credit of the country and to convince its j 
citizens of their entire ability to meet every | 
dollar of liability without baukrupting them. | 
But in view of the accomplishment of these | 
desirable ends; of the rapid development of | 
the resources of the country, its increasing |; 
ability to meet large demands, and the amount į 
already paid, itis not desirable that the present į 
resources of the country should continue tobe | 
taxed in order to continue this rapid payment. 
I therefore recommend a modification of both 
the tariff and internal tax laws. 1 recom- 
menu that all taxes from internal sources be 


z 
{ 
i 


abolished except those collected from spirit- 
uous, vinous. and malt liquors, tobacco in its 
various forms, and from stamps. 

In readjusting the tariff, I suggest that a 
careful estimate he made of tke amount of 
surpius revenue collected under the present 
laws, after providing for the current expenses 
of the Government, the interest account, and 
a sinking fund, and that this surplus be re- 
duced in such a manner as to afford the greatest 
relief to the greatest number. 

There are many articles not produced at 
home, but which enter largely into general 
consumption through articles which are man- 
ufactured at home, such as medicines com- 
pounded, &c., from which very little revenue 
is derived, but which enter into general use. 
All such articles I recommend to be placed on 
the “free list.’ 

Should a further reduction: prove advisable, 
I would then recommend that it be made upon 
those articles which can best bear it without 
disturbing home production or reducing the 
wages of American Jabor. 

Thave not entered into figures, becauseto do 
so would be to repeat what will be laid before you 
in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The present laws for collecting revenne pay 
collectors of customs small salaries, but pro- 


í vide for moieties, (sharesin all seizures, ) which, 


at principal ports of entry particularly, raise 
the compensation of those officials to a large 
sum. It has always seemed to meas if this 
system must, at times, work perniciously. It 
holds out an inducement to dishonest men, 
should such get possession of those offices, to 
be lax in their scrutiny of goods entered to 
enable them finally to-make large seizures. 
Your attention is respectfully invited to this 
subject. 

Continued fluctuation in the value of gold, 
as compared with the national currency, has a 


| most. damaging effect upon the increase and 


development of the country in keeping up prices 
of all articles necessary in every-day life. It 
fosters a spirit of gambling, prejudicial alike 


| to national morals and the national finances. 


If the question can be met as to how to give 
a fixed value to our currency, that value con- 
stantly and uniformly approaching par with 
specie, a very desirable object will be gained. 

For the operations of the Army in the past 
year, the expense of maintaining it, the esti- 
mates for the ensuing year, and for continuing 
sea-coast and other improvements conducted 
under the supervision of the War Department, 
I refer you to the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of War. 

I call your attention to the provisions of the 
act of Congress, approved March 3, 1869, which 
discontinues promotions in the staff corps of 
the Army until provided for bylaw. Irecom- 
mend that the number of officers in each grade 


: in the staff corps be fixed, and that whenever 
€ the number in any one grade falls below the 


number so fixed, that the vacancy may be 
filled by promotion from the grade below. 1 
also recommend that when the office of chief 
of a corps becomes vacant, the place may be 
filled by selection from the corps in which the 
vacancy exists. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy 


ii shows an improvement in the number and 


efficiency of the naval-force, Without material 


| increase in the expense of supporting it. This 


is due to the policy which has been adopted, 
and is being extended as fast as our material 
will admit, of using smaller vessels as cruisers 
ou the several stations. By this means we 
have been enabled to occupy at once a larger 
extent of cruising-ground, to visit more fre- 

uenily the ports where the presence of our 
fag is desirable, and generally to discharge 
more efficiently the appropriate duties of the 
Navy in time of pesce, without exceeding the 
number of men or the expenditure authorized 
by law. During the past year the Navy has, 
in addition to its regular service, supplied the 


i men and officers for the vesstls of the Coast 
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Survey, and has completed the surveys author- 
ized by Congress of the Isthmuses of Darien and 
Tehuantepec, and, under like authority, has 
sent out an expedition completely furnished 
and equipped’ to explore the unknown ocean 
of the North... The suggestions. of the report 
as to the necessity for: increasing and improv- 
ing the material of the Navy, and the plan 
recommended for reducing the personnel of the 
service to.a peace standard, ‘by the. gradual 
abolition of certain grades. of officers, the 
reduction of otbers, and. the employment of 
some in the service of the commercial marine, 
are well considered and deserve the thought- 
ful attention of Congress. I also recommend 
that all promotions in the Navy above the rank 
of. captain be by selection instead of by sen- 
jority. “his course will secure in the higher 
grades greater efficiency, and hold out an 
incentive to young officers to improve them- 
selves in the knowledge of their profession. 
The present cost of maintaining the Navy, its 
cost compared with that ofthe preceding year, 
and the estimates for the ensuing year, are 
contained in the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

The enlarged receipts of the Post Office 
Department, as shown by the accompanying 
report of the Postmaster General, exhibit a 
gratifying inerease in that branch of the pub- 
lie service. It is the index of the growth of 
education and of the prosperity of the people, 
two elements highly conducive to the vigor and 
stability of republics. With a vast territory 
like ours, much of it sparsely populated, but 
all requiring the services of the mail, it is not 
at present to be expected that this Department 
can be made self-sustaining. But a gradual 
approach to this end, from year to year, is 
confidently relied on, and the day is not far 
distant when the Post Office Department of 
the Government will prove a much greater 
blessing to the whole people than itis now. 

The suggestions of the Postmaster Gen- 
eva! for improvements inthe Department pre- 
sided over by him are earnestly recommended 
to your special attention. Especially do I 
recommend favorable consideration of the 
plan for unitiug the telegraphic system of the 
United Siates with the postal system. It is 
believed that by such a course the cost of 
telegraphing could be much reduced, and the 
service as well, if not better, rendered. It 
would secure the further advantage of extend- 
ing the telegraph through portions of the coun- 
try where private enterprise will not construct 
it. Commerce, trade, and above all the efforts 
to bring a people widely separated into a com- 
munity of interest, are always benefited by a 
rapid intereommunication. 

Education, the ground-work of republican 
institutions, is encouraged by increasing the 
facilides to gather speedy news from all parts 
of the country. The desire to reap the benefit 
of such improvements will stimulate education. 
I refer you to the report of the Postmaster 
General for full details of the operations of 
last year, and for comparative statements of 
results with former years. 

‘There has been imposed upon the executive 
branch of the Government the execution of 
the act-of Congress approved April 20, 1871, 
and commonly. known as the Ku Klux law, 
in a portion of the State of South Carolina. 
The necessity of the. course pursued. will be 
demonstrated. by the report of the committee 
to investigate southern outrages. : 

Under the provisions of the above act, I 
issued a proclamation calling the attention-of 
the people of the United States to the same, 
and declaring my reluctance to exercise any 
of the extraordinary powers thereby conferred 
upon me, exceptin case of imperative necessity, 
but making known my purpose to exercise such 


powers whenever it should become necessary. 


to. do so for the purpose of securing to all citi- 
zens of the United States the peaceful enjoy- 


ment of the rights guarantied to them by the. 


Constitution and the laws. 


After the passage of this law, information was 
received from time to time that combinations 
of the character referred to-in this law.existed 
and were powerful in many parts of the south- 
ern States, partieularly.in certain counties in 
the State of South Carolina. : 

Careful. investigation. was. made, and it was 
ascertained that in nine counties-of that State 
such combinations were active and powerful, 
embracing a sufficient portion of the citizens 
to control the local authority, and having, 
among other things, the object of depriving 
the emancipated class of the substantial bene- 
fits of freedom, and of preventing the free 
political action of those citizens who did not 
sympathize with their own views. Among 
their operations were frequent scourgings and 
occasional assassinations, generally perpe- 
trated at night by disguised persons, the vie- 
tims in almost all cases being citizens of dif- 
ferent political sentiments from their own, or 
freed persons who had shown a disposition to 
claim equal rights with other citizens. Thou- 
sands of inoffensive and well-disposed citizens 
were the sufferers by.this lawless violence. 

Thereupon, on the 12th day of October, 
1871, a proclamation was issued, in terms of 
the law, calling upon the members of those 
combinations to disperse within five days, and 
to deliver to the marshal or military officers of 
the United States all arms, ammunition, uni- 
forms, disguises, and other means and imple- 
ments used by them for carrying out their un- 
lawful purposes. 

This warning not having been heeded, on 
the 17th of October another proclamation was 
issued suspending the privileges of the writ 
of habeas corpus in nine counties in that State. 

Direction was given that, within the coun- 
ties so designated, persons supposed, upon 
creditable information, to be members of 
such unlawful combinations should be: ar- 
rested by the military forces of the United 
States, and delivered to the marshal, to be 
dealt with according to law. In two of said 
counties, York and Spartanburg, many arrests 
have been made. At the last account, the 
number of persons thus arrested was. one hun- 
dred and sixty-eight. Several hundred, whose 
criminality was ascertained to be of an infe- 
rior degree, were released for the present, 
These have generally made confessions of 
their guilt. 

Great caution has been exercised in making 


“these arrests, and, notwithstanding the large 


number, it is believed that no innocent person 
is now in custody. 

The prisoners will be held for regular trial 
in the judicial tribunals of the United States. 

As soon as it appeared that the authorities of 
the United States were about to take vigorous 
measures to enforce the law, many persons 
absconded, and there is good ground for sup- 
posing that all of such persons have violated 
the law. 

A. full report of what has been done under 
this law will be submitted to Congress by the 
Attorney General. 

In Utah there still remains a remnant of 
barbarism, repugnant to civilization, to de- 
cency, and to the laws of the United States. 

Territorial officers, however, have been found 
who are wiiling to perform their duty in.a spirit 
of equity, and with a due sense of the necessity 
of sustaining the majesty of the law. Neither 
polygamy, nor any other violation of existing 
statutes, will be permitted within the territory: 
of the United States. It is not with the reli- 
gion of the self-styled saints that we are now 
dealing, but with their practices. They will 
be protected in their worship of God accord- 
ing to the dictates of their consciences, but 
they will not. be. permitted to violate the laws 
under the cloak of religion. . 

It may be advisable for Congress to consider 
what, in the execution of the laws against 
polygamy, is to be the status of plural wives 
and their. offspring. The propriety of Con- 
gress passing an enabling act, authorizing the 


territorial Legislature of Utah to legitimize 
all children born prior to a time fixed in the 
act, might be justified by its humanity to these 
innocent: children. This is a suggestion only, 
and not a recommendation. : 

The policy pursued toward the Indians has 
resulted favorably so faras can be judged from 
the limited time during which it has been in 
operation. Through the exertions of the vari- 
ous societies of Christians, to whom has been 
intrusted the execution of the policy, and the 
board of commissioners authorized by the law 
of April 10, 1869, many tribes of Indians have 
been induced to settle upon reservations, to 
cultivate the soil, to perform productive labor 
of various kinds, and to partially accept civil- 
ization.. They are being cared for in such a 
way, it is hoped, as to induce those still pur- 
suing the old habits of life to embrace the 
only opportunity which is left them to avoid 
extermination. 

I recommend liberal appropriations to carry 
out the Indian peace policy, not only because. 
it is humane, Christian-like, and economical, 
but because it is right. 

I recommend to your favorable considera- 
tion also the policy of granting a territorial 
government to the Indians in the Indian ter- 
ritory west of Arkansas and Missouri and 
south of Kansas. In doing so every right 
guarantied to the Indian by treaty should be 
secured. Such acourse might, in time, be the 
means of collecting most of the Indians now 
between the Missouri and the Pacific, and 
south of the British possessions, into one Terri- 
tory or one State. 

The Secretary of the Interior has treated 
upon this subject at length, and I commend to 
you his suggestions. 

I renew my recommendation that the public 
lands be regarded as a heritage to our chil- 
dren, to be disposed of only as required for 
occupation, and to actual settlers. ‘Those 
already granted have been, in great part, 
disposed of in such a way as to secure 
access to the balance by the hardy settler who 
may wish to avail himself of them. But cau- 
tion should be exercised even in attaining so 
desirable an object. 

Educational interest may well be served by 
the grant of the proceeds of the sale of public 
lands to settlers. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood.as recommending, in the least degree, 
a curtailment of what is being done by the 
General Government forthe encouragement of 
education. 

The report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
submitted with this, will give you all the in- 
formation collected and prepared for publica- 
tion in regard to the census taken during the 
year 1870; the operations of the Bureau of 
Education for the year; the Patent Office, the 
Pension Office, the Land Office, and the Indian 
bureau. 

The report of the Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture gives the operations of his Department for 
theyear. As agriculture is the groundwork of 
our prosperity, too much importance cannot be 
attached to the labors of this Department. It 
is in the hands of an able head, with able 
assistants, all zealously devoted to introducing 
into the agricultural productions of the nation 
all useful products adapted to any of the vari- 
ous climates and soils of our vast territory, 
and to giving all useful information as to the 
method of cultivation, the plants, cereals, and 
other products adapted to particular localities. 
Quietly but surely. the Agricultural bureau 
is working a great national. good, and if liber- 
ally supported, the more. widely its influence 
will be extended and the less dependent we 
shall be upon the products of foreign.countries. 

The subject of compensation to the heads 
of bureaus and officials holding positions of 
responsibility, and requiring ability and char- 
acter to fill properly, is: one to which your 
attention is invited. But few of the officials 
receive a compensation ‘equal to the respect- 
able support of @ family, while their duties are 
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guch as to involve millions of interest. In 
private life services demand compensation 
equal to the services rendered. A wise econ- 
omy would dictate the same rule in the Gov- 
ernment service. i 

I have not given the’ estimates for the sup- 
port of Government for the ensuing. year, nor 
the comparative stutement between the expend- 
itures for the year just passed and the one 
just preceding, because all these figures are 
contained in the accompanying reports, or in 
those presented directly to Congress. These 
estimates have my approval. $ 

More than six years having elapsed since 
the last hostile gun was fired between the 
armies then arrayed against each other, one 
for the perpetuation, the other for the destruc- 
tion of the Union, it may well be considered 
whether it is not now time that the disabil- 
ities imposed by the fourteenth, amendment 
should be removed. That amendment does 
not exclude the ballot, but only imposes the 
disability to hold offices upon certain classes. 
When the purity of the ballot is secure, ma- 
jorities are sure to elect officers reflecting 
the views of the majority. I do not see the 
advantage or. propriety of excluding men from 
office merely because they were, before the 
rebellion, of standing and character sufficient 
to be elected to positions requiring them to 
take oaths to support the Constitution, and 
admitting to eligibility those entertaining pre- 
cisely the same views, but of less standing in 
their communities. It may be said that the 
former violated an oath while the latter did 
not. The latter did not have it in their power 
to do so, If they bad taken this oath, it can- 
not be doubted they would have broken it as 
did the former class. If there are any great 
criminals, distinguished above all others for 
the part they took in opposition to the Gov- 
ernment, they might, in the judgment of Con- 
gress, be excluded from such an amnesty; This 
subject is submitted for your careful consid- 
eration. 

The condition of the southern States is un- 
happily not such as all true, patriotic citizens 
would like to see. Social ostracism for opin- 
ion’s sake, personal violence or threats toward 
persons entertaining political views opposed to 
those entertained by the majority of the old 
citizens, prevents immigration, and the flow of 
much-needed capital into the States lately in 
rebellion. It will be a happy condition of the 
country when the old citizens of these States 
will take an interest in public affairs, promul- 
gate ideas honestly entertained, vote for men 
representing their views, and tolerate the same 
freedom of expression and ballot in-those en- 
tertaining different political convictions. 

Under the provisions of the act of Congress, 
approved February 21, 1871, a territorial gov- 
ernment was organized in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Its results have thus far fully realized 
the expectations of its advocates. Under the 
direction of the territorial officers, a system of 
improvements has been inaugurated by means 
of which Washington is rapidly becoming a 
city worthy of the nation’s capital. The citi- 
zens of the District having voluntarily taxed 
themselves to a large amount for the purpose 
of contributing to the adornment of the seat 
of Government, I recommend liberal appro- 
priations on the part of Congress in order that 
the Government may bear its just share of the 
expense of carrying out a judicious system of 
improvements. 

By the great fire in Chicago, the most impor- 
tant of the Government buildings in that city 
were consumed. Those burned had already 
become inadequate to the wants of the Govern- 
ment in that growing city, and, looking to the 
near future, were totally inadequate. 

Irecommend, therefore, thatan appropriation 
be made immediately to purchase the remain- 
der of the square on which the burned build- 
ings stood, provided it can be purchased at a 
fair valuation, or provided that the Legislature 
of Ilinois will pass a law authorizing its con- 


} 


demnation for Government purposes; and also 


an appropriation of as much money as.can | 
properly be expended toward the erection of } 


new buildings during this fiscal year. 

The number of immigrants, ignorant of our 
laws, habits, &c., coming into our country 
annually, has become so great, and the impo- 
sitions practised upon them so numerous and 
flagrant, that I suggest congressional! action 


for their protection. . It seems to me a fair | 


subject of legislation by Congress. 

I cannot now state as fully as I desire, the 
nature of the complaints made by immigrants 
of the treatment they receive, but will en- 
deavor to do so during the session of Congress, 
particularly if the subject should receive your 
attention. 

It. has been theaim of the Administration to 


sonally, or who give letters indorsing the 


characters of office:seekers without a proper || 


sense of the grave responsibility which sucha 
course devolves upon them. 

A civil service reform which can correct this 
abuse is much desired. In mercantile pursuits 
the business man who gives a letter of recom- 
mendation to a friend to enable him to obtain 
credit from a stranger, is regarded as morally 


responsible for the integrity of his friend and |j 


his ability to meet his obligations. 

A reformatory law which would enforce this 
principle against all indorsers of persons for 
public place would insure great caution in 
making recommendations. A salutary lesson 
has been taught the careless and the dishonest 
public servant in the great number of prose- 
cutions and convictions of the last two years. 
It is gratifying to notice the favorable change 
which is taking place throughout the country 
in bringing to punishment those who have 
proven recreant to the trusts confided to them, 
and in elevating to public office none but those 
who possess the confidence of the honest and 
the virtuous, who, it will always be found, 
comprise the majority of the community in 
which they live. 


In my message to Congress one year ago I 


urgently recommended a reform in the civil 
service of the country. In conformity with 
that recommendation, Congress, in the ninth 


section of an act making appropriations for | 
sundry civil expenses of the Government, and | 


for other purposes, approved March 3, 1871, 


gave the necessary authority to the Hxecutive , 


to inaugurate a civil servicereform, and placed 
upon him the responsibility of doing so. 
Under the authority of said act, I convened a 


‘board of gentlemen eminently qualified for | 


the work, to devise rules and regulations to 
effect the needed reform. 


adopted ro the great relief of the Executive, 
the heads of Departments, and members of 
Congress, and which will redouud to the true 
interest of the public service. At all events, 
the experiment shall have a fair trial. 

I have thus hastily summed up the opere- 
tions of the Government during the last year, 
and made such suggestions as occur to me to 
be proper for your consideration, 

I submit them with a confidence that. your 
combined action will be wise, statesmantile, 
and in the best interests of the whole country. 


U. S. GRANT. 
Executive MANSION, 
December 4, 1871. 


Mr. ANTHONY.’ I move tbat the mes- 
sage be printed for the use of the Senate, and 
that two thousand extra copies be printed, 


Their labors are į 
not yet complete, but itis believed that they | 
will succeed in devising a plan which can be | 


} 
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the latter motion to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing when appointed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island moves that the message 
and accompanying documents be printed and 
laid on the table. po 

The motion was agreed to. . 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
also moves that two thousand extra copies be 
printed for the use of the Senate; which motion 
will He on the table until the Committee on 
Printing shall have been selected by the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, ia compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of February 
27, 1871, a letter of the Third Auditor relative 
to claims incurred in suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities in Oregon and Washington Territories, 
and which were acted and reported upon by 
the commission authorized by the act of August 
18, 1856; which was ordered to lie on the 


! table, and be printed. 


He also Jaid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 15th of February, 1871, a 
letter of the Third Auditor relative to claims 
incurred in the suppression of Indian hostili- 
ties in Oregon and Washington Territories, and 
which were not acted or reported upon by the 
cowmission authorized by the act of August 
18, 1856; which was ordered to lic on the 
table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Seeretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting additional information relative to 
claims for the suppression of Indian hostilities 
in Oregon and Washington Territories; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, inclosing 
the testimony of M. B. Soto in the matter of 
the claim of J. C. Beals, taken in the city of 
Mexico, to be used before the Committee on 
Private Land Claims; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

TERRITORIAL LAWS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the acts, resolutions, and memorials 
adopted by the sixth Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Arizona, beginning ou the 
llth of January, and ending on the 20th of 
February, 1871; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

ANNUAL REPORTS. 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury on the state of the finances; 
which was ordered to-lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Comptroller of the Currency; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the commissioners to. revise the 
statutes of the United States: which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also presented the nineteenth annual 
report of the Congressional Printer, showing 
the condition of the. public printing, binding, 
&c.; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

He also presented the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture of the operations 
of the department for the year 1871; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of 
the Secretary of the Senate, containing a state: 
ment of receipts and expenditures for the year 
ending December 4, 1871, and also an account 
of the property of the Government in his pos- 
session ; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a report of 
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the Sergeant-at- Arms of the Senate, in accord- 
ance-with the requirement of the act approved 
July 15, 1870, of all the property of the United 
States in his possession; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, -and.be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate the report of 
the clerk of the Court-of Claims, communica- 
ting in obedience to law a statement of all 


judgments rendered. by that court for the year. 


ending December 4, 1871; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


INDIAN SERVICE DISBURSEMENTS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair also 


lays before the Senate a communication from 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting accounts of disbursements for the Indian 
service for the year ending June 30, 1871. The 
very bulky character of this document justi- 
fies the Chair in stating that he will not put 
the question on an order that it be printed, 
unless some Senator desires to have that 
motion made, or to have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing to examine into the pro- 
priety and expense of printing it. It will be 
laid on the table for the present, and it can 
be referred, when the committees shall be 
selected, to the Committee on Printing to 
inquire as to the propriety of its printing. 
ITALIAN PARLIAMENTARY DOCUMENTS, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair also 


lays before the Senate three volumes trans- 
mitted to him from the’ parliament of Italy, 
being the report of a parliamentary commis- 
gion to inquire as to the enforced circulation 
of bank notes and the general question of 
specie payments, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I suggest that they be 
referred to the Committee on the Library when 
appointed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will lie on 
the tuble for the present, They are sent, as 
the Chair supposes, from the parliament of 
Italy as complimentary to the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed: to; and (at two 
o’clock and seventeen minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned.: o> 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Monpay, December 4, 1871. 


In conformity to the Constitution and the 
laws, the Forty-Second Congress of the United 
States of America convened this day in its 
second session. At twelve o'clock m., Hon. 
James G. Buaine, Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, a member from the State of 
Maine, called the House to order. 

Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D., the Chaplain, 
offered prayer, as follows: 

O Thou who dwellest in the heavens, whose 
eyes are in every place, the heart-searching 
Jehovah, the Almighty God, boundless in 
power, and wisdom, and love, we. bow rever- 
ently in Thy presence, and acknowledge Thee 
our King. Coming with confidence into Thy 
presence, as that of a loving father, we thank 
Thee for the kind providence that brings us 
together again in the enjoyment of life and of 
health; and as we now lift: our eyes to Thee, 
we ask, O Lord, for Thy rich blessing upon us. 

Thou hast given us this greatand good land. 
The Ged of our fathers, Thou hast-led us, lo 
these many years. We have been delivered 
from bondage; aud Thou-hast made war to 
cease. We thank Thee for all- Thy goodness, 
O God; for Thou art the Giver.of every good 
gift, the King of kings, and the Lord of lords. 
‘Though Thou hast chastened us, Thou hast 
not destroyed us. We entreat Thee, in great 
mercy continue Thy blessings to usas a people. 

Rule Thou in the heart of thy servant; the 
President: of the United States, and. in the 
hearts of all those associated with him in 
administering the affairs of this Government. 
Teach oar Senators wisdom. Preserve in their 
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integrity those who administer justice in. this 
land. . Give wisdom and courage and patience 
and grace to Thy servant, the Presiding Officer 
of this House. Bless each here in his relation 
to the others; and may we ever be guided by 
the kind and blessed agencies of an enlight- 
ened Christian manhood. : O God, give wis- 
dom that these, the servants of the people, 
may be so directed in their legislation that the 
best interests of this land may be promoted; 
that we may be carried forward in the great 
work of growth in truth and righteousness and 
equity and love and mercy. . > 

Establish Thy kingdom. Enter not into 
judgment with us for oursins. Help us ever to 
walk in Thy fear; and help us so to live that 
after this life we may attain eternal joy, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord, who hath 
taught us to pray: 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed 
be Thy name; Thy kingdom come; Thy will be 
done in earth as it is in heaven. Give us 
this day our daily bread; and forgive us our 
debts as we forgive our debtors; and lead us 
not into temptation, but deliver us from evil ; 
for Thine is the kingdom and the power and 
the glory forever. Amen. 


CALL OF THE ROLL OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cail the 
roll of the House by States, to. ascertain 
whether a quorum of members be present. 

The Clerk called the roll; and the following 
members answered to their names: 


MAINE. 
James G. Blaine, 
John A, Peters. 


John Lynch, 
William P. Frye, 
Eugene Hale, 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Ellery A. Hibbard, Hosea W. Parker. 
Samuel N. Bell, 

VERMONT. 

Charles W. Willard, Worthington C. Smith, 


Luke P. Poland. : 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
. James Buffinton, Nathaniel P. Banks, 
Oakes Ames, George M. Brooks, 


Ginery Twicholl, 
Samuel Hooper, William B. Washburn, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Henry L. Dawes. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Benjamin T, Eames, James M. Pendleton. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Julius L. Strong, Wiiliam H. Barnum. 
‘Henry H. Starkweather, 


NEW YORK. 
Thomas Kinsella, Elizur H. Prindle, 
Henry W. Slocum, Clinton L. Merriam, 
Robert B. Roosevelt, Ellis II. Roberts, 
William R.: Roberts, William E. Lansing, 

' Samuel S. Cox, R. Hotland Duell; 
Fernando Wood, John E. Seeley, 
Clarkson N. Potter, William H. Lamport, 
Charles St. John, Milo Goodrich, 

Jobn H. Ketcham, Horace Boardman Smith, 
Joseph H. Tuthill, Freeman Clarke, 

Eli Perry, Seth Wakeman, 

John Rogers, William Williams, 

John M. Carroll. Walter L. Sessions. 


NEW JERSEY. 


George F. Hoar, 


Jobn W. Hazelton, John Hill, 
Samuel €. Forker, George A. Halsey. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Samuel J. Randall, 
John V. Creely, 
Leonard Myers, 
William D. Kelley, 
Alfred C. Harmer, R. Milton Speer, 
Ephraim L. Acker, Henry Sherwood, 
Washington Townsend, Samuel Griffth, 

J. Lawrence Getz, James S. Negley, 
Oliver J. Dickey, Ebenezer McJunkin, 
John. W. Killinger, William McClelland, 
John B. Storm; 


DELAWARE, 
Benjamin T. Biggs. 
` “MARYLAND, 


“Samuel Hambleton, Thomas Swann, 
Stevenson Archer, ~~. William: M. Merrick, 


Ulysses Mercur, 

John B. Packer, 
Richard J. Haldeman, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, 


James C, McGrew, » ..- 


VIRGINIA. 

Jobn T. Harris, 
Elliott M. Braxton, 
Wiliam Terry. 


John Critcher, 
James H. Platt, jr., 
Charles H. Porter, 
William H. H. Stowell, 

. NORTH CAROLINA. 
Clinton L. Cobb, James M. Leach, 
Charles R. Thomas, | Francis E. Shober, 
Alfred M. Waddell, James C, Harper. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Joseph H. Rainey, Robert B. Elliott. 
GEORGIA. 
Richard H. Whiteley, Dudley M. DuBose, 
John S. Bigby,. William P. Price. 
Thomas J. Speer, 
ALABAMA. 
Benjamin S. Turner, Peter M. Dox, 
Charles W. Buckley, Joseph H. Sloss. 
William A. Handley, 
MISSISSIPPI. 
George E. Harris, George C. McKee, 
Joseph L. Morphis, Legrand W. Perce. 
Henry W. Barry, 
. LOUISIANA. 
J. Hale Sypher, Chester B. Darrall, 
Lionel A. Sheldon, 
OHIO. 

John T. Wilson, 
Philadelph Van Trump, 
George W. Morgan, 
James Monroe, 
William P. Sprague, 
John A. Bingham, 
Jacob A. Ambler, 
William H. Upson, 


Aaron F. Perry, 

Job E. Stevenson, 
Lewis D. Campbell, 
John F. McKinney, 
Charles N. Lamison, 
John A, Smith, 
Samuel Shellabarger, 
John Beatty, 


Charles Foster, James A. Garfield. 
Erasmus D. Peck, 

KENTUCKY. 
Edward Crossland, William E. Arthur, 
Henry D. McHenry, James B. Beck, 
Joseph H. Lewis, George M. Adams, 
William B, Read, John M. Rice. 
Boyd Winchester, 

TENNESSEE, 
Roderick R. Butler, John M. Bright, 


W., C. Whitthorne, 
Robert P, Caldwell. 

; INDIANA. 
William E. Niblack, James N. Tyner, 
Michael C, Kerr, John P. C. Shanks, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, William Williams, 
John Coburn, Jasper Packard. 
Mahlon D. Manson, 

ILLINOIS. 

Charles B. Farwell, Thompson W. McNeely, 
John F. Farnsworth, Edward Y. Rice, 
Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Bradford N. Stevens, John B. Hay, 


Horace Maynard, 
Abraham E. Garrett, 


Jesse H. Moore, John M. Crebs, — 
James C. Robinson, 

MISSOURI. 
Erastus Wells, Samuel S. Burdett, 


G. A. Finkeinburg, Abram Comingo, 
James R, McCormick, Isaac C. Parker, 
Harrison E. Havens, Andrew King. 
ARKANSAS. 
James M. Hanks, John Edw ards. 
Oliver P. Snyder, 
MICHIGAN. 
Henry Waldron, Omar D. Conger, 
William L. Stoughton, Jabez G. Sutherland.” 


Austin Blair, 
pet FLORIDA. 
Josiah T. Walls. 
IOWA. 
George W. McCrary, Madison M. Walden, 
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The SPEAKER. The call of the roll dis- 
closes the presence of two hundred and three 
members—more than a quorum of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was received by 
Mr. Goruam, the Secretary of the Senate, 
informing the House that the Senate had 
ordered that the Secretary inform the House 
of Representatives that a quorum of the Sen- 
ate has assembled, and that the Senate is 
ready to proceed to business; also, that the 
Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of two 
members, be appointed, to join such committee as 
may be appointed by the House of Representatives, 
to wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that a quorum of each House has 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make. 

Ordered, That Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. TAUBMAN 
be the committee on the part of the Senate, 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE SENATE, 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of 


Representatives has assembled, and that the House 
is ready to proceed to business. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, submitted the following resolation ; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be 
appointed on the part of the House, to join such 
committee as may be appointed on the part of the 
Senate, to wait upon the President and inform him 
that a quorum, of both Houses has assembled, and 
Congress is ready to receive any communication he 
may be pleased to make. 

The SPEAKER appointed as such com- 
mittee on_the per of the Heuse, Mr. Gar- 
FIELD of Ohio, Mr. Brarr of Michigan, and 
Mr. Cox of New York. 


PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. McCRARY. I rise for the purpose of 
presenting the credentials of Hon. Sherman O. 

oughion, member-elect from the first district 
of California. They are regular in form. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Towa has other credentials regular in form, 
perhaps he had better present them all at 


once, 
Mr. McCRARY. I have none other regu- | 


lar in form. 

Mr. KERR. Ihave credentials regular in 
form of Hon. John C. Conner, member-elect 
from the second district of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk of the House 
has received other credentials, two of which 
seem to be in regular form. 

Mr. KERR, This is one of those in regu- 
lar form. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest that all 
members-elect who have not been sworn, and 
whose credentials are regular, be sworn in at 


once. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
list of those which have been received by him. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Connecticut—Stephen W. Kellogg. 
California—Sherman O. Houghton and John 
M. Coghlan. 
a Iilinois—Henry Snapp and Jobn L. Bever- 
idge. 
Michigan—Wilder D. Foster. 
Lexas—John C. Connerand John Hancock. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
swearing any of these members at this time? 
If there be no objection the gentlemen whose 
names have been read will be sworn in at 
once. 
There was no objection; and they were 
accordingly sworn in. 


WILLIAM T. CLARK, OF TEXAS, 
Mr. McCRARY. I present the credentials 


of William T. Clark, claiming a seat from the 
third district of Texas, which are not in the 


| put the question on referring both of them 


usual form. I move they be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has the creden- 
tials of W. S. Herndon, claiming a seat from 
the first district of Texas, of precisely a similar 
form. If there be no objection, the Chair will 


to the Committee of Elections, and ordering 
them to be printed. . 
There was no objection ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
DELEGATES SWORN. 


The SPEAKER. The Delegate from the 
District of Columbia and the Delegate from 
the Territory of Montana have not been sworn 
in. Are they present? 

Mr. Norros P. Cureman, Delégate from 
the District of Columbia, and Mr. Wituram H. 
Criacett, Delegate from the Territory of Mon- 
tana, presented themselves, and qualified by 
taking the oaths prescribed by the Constitution 
and the act of aly 2, 1862. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
list of the standing committees for the Forty- 
Second Congress. The Chair would state, in 
advance of the reading, that in the case of 
several committees which were appointed at 
the last session, some changes have been 
made—some by request of the members, and 
some in consequence of considerations that 
made removal desirable. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

Committee of Elections—George W. Mce- | 
Crary of Iowa, George F. Hoar of Massachu- 
setts, Charles R. Thomas of North Carolina, 
Aaron F. Perry of Ohio, Gerry W. Hazle- 
ton of Wisconsin, Benjamin T. Eames of 
Rhode Island, William E. Arthur of Ken- 
tucky, William M. Merrick of Maryland, and 
Edward Y. Rice of Illinois. 

Of Ways and Means—Henry L. Dawes of | 
Massachusetts, Horace Maynard of Tennessee, 
William D. Kelley of Pennsylvania, James 
Brooks of New York, Gustavus A. Finkeln- 
burg of Missouri, Horatio C. Burchard of Illi- 
nois, Ellis H. Roberts of New York, Michael 
C. Kerr of Indiana, and James B. Beck of Ken- 
tucky. 

On Appropriations—James A. Garfield of 
Ohio, Aaron A. Sargent of California, Oliver 
J. Dickey of Pennsylvania, Freeman Clarke 
of New York, Frank W. Palmer of Iowa, 
Eugene Hale of Maine, William E. Niblack | 
of Indiana, Samuel S. Marshall of Illinois, 
and Thomas Swann of Maryland. 

On Banking and Currency—Ssamuel Hooper 
of Massachusetts, Henry Waldron of Michi 
gan, Wortbington ©. Smith of Vermont, Charles 
B. Farwell of Illinois, James Monroe of Ohio, 
Clinton L. Merriam of New York, Samuel S. 
Cox of New York, Samuel J. Randall of! 
Pennsylvania, and Peter M. Dox of Alabama. | 

On the Pacific Railroad—William A. 
Wheeler of New York, James Buftinton of 
Massachusetts, John Lynch of Maine, J. Hale | 


On the Public Lands—Jobn H. Ketcham-of 
New York, Washington Townsend. of Penn- 
sylvania, John B. Hawley of Illinois, Stephen 
W. Kellogg of Connecticut, Mark H. Donnell 
of Minnesota, Jeremiah : M: Rusk of -Wiseon- 
sin, James R. McCormick of Missouri, John 
Ritchie of Maryland, and James H. Slater-of 
Oregon. l 

On the Post Office and Post Roads—John 
F. Farnsworth of Ilinois, John Hill of New 
Jersey, Ginery Twichell of Massachusetis, 
James N. Tyner of Indiana, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall of Pennsylvania, Charles H. Porter of 
Virginia, Sherman O. Houghton of California, 
Philadelph Van Trump of Ohio, and John 
M. Carroll of New York. - 

On Manufactures—Samvel S. Burdett of 
Missouri, Oakes Ames of Massachusetts, Wil- 
liam H. Upson of Ohio, William H. H.: Stow- 
ell of Virginia, Robert C. De Large of South 
Carolina, John M. Rice of Kentucky, John 
| Rogers of New York, Bradford N. Stevens of 
Illinois, and William McClelland of Pennsyl- 
vania., 

On Agriculture—John T. Wilson of Ohio, 
Charles Hays of Alabama, Harrison E. Ha 
vens of Missouri, William H. Lamport of New 
York, Thomas J. Speer of Georgia, John W. 
Hazleton of New Jersey, Richard J. Halde- 
man of Pennsylvania, Abraham E. Garrett of 
Tennessee, and Edward Crossland of Ken- 
tucky. 

On Indian Affairs—John P. C. Shanks of 
Indiana, Samuel S. Bardett of Missouri, John 
A. Smith of Ohio, John T. Averillof Minne- 
sota, John V. Creely of Pennsylvania, John 
Edwards of Arkansas, George M. Adams of 
Kentucky, Alexander Mitchell of Wisconsin, 
and William Williams of New York. 

On Military Affairs—Jobn Coburn of In- 
diana, William L. Stoughton of Michigan, 
John B. Hay of Illinois, William G. Donnan 
of Iowa, Frank Morey of Louisiana, George 
E. Harris of Mississippi, Henry W. Slocum 
of New York, Lewis D. Campbell of Ohio, 
and Willam Terry of Virginia. 

On the Militia—Lionel A. Sheldon of Lou- 
isiana, William L. Sprague of Obio, Ginery 
Twichell of Massachusetts, Josiah T. Walls 
i of Florida, Jeremiah M. Rusk of Wisconsin, 
John C. Conner of Texas, James G. Blair of 
Missouri, Ephraim L. Acker of Pennsylvania, 
and Joseph H. Tuthill of New York. 

For the District of Columbia—Henry H. 
Starkweather of Connecticut, William Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Luke P. Poland of Ver- 
mont, Chester B. Darrall of Louisiana, Alfred 
| C. Harmer of Pennsylvania, Aylett R. Cotton 
| of Iowa, Charles A. Eldridge of Wisconsin, 
John M. Crebs of Illinois, and Robert B. 
Roosevelt of New York. 

On the Judiciary—Jobn A. Bingham of 
‘Ohio, Benjamin F. Butler of Massachusetts, 
Johu A. Peters of Maine, Ulysses Mercur of 
Pennsylvania, Jeremiah M. Wilson of Indiana, 
Milo Goodrich of Now York, Charles A. Eid- 
ridge of Wisconsin, Daniel W. Voorhees of 


Sypher of Louisiana, John W. Killinger of į 


Pennsylvania, John L. Beveridge of Illinois, | 


Sherman O. Houghton of California, John T. 
Averill of Minnesota, Erastus Wells of Mis- | 
souri, John F. McKinney of Ohio, Smith Ely, | 
jr., of New York, James C. Harper of North : 
Carolina, and Henry D. McHenry of Ken- 
tucky. 

Of Claims—Austin Blair of Michigan, Julius | 
L. Strong of Connecticut, Charles W. Buck- 
ley of Alabama, William S. Holman of Indiana, 
H. Boardman Smith of New York, William P. | 
Frye of Maine, Charles Foster of Ohio, John | 
T. Harris of Virginia, and Henry D. Foster | 
of Pennsylvania. 

On Commerce—Samuel Shellabarger of 
Ohio, Philetus Sawyer of Wisconsia, John | 


Lynch of Maine, Omar D. Conger of Michi- || 
gon. Lionel A. Sheldon of Louisiana, James || 


Negley of Pennsylvania, William S. Hol- | 
man of Indiana, Samuel Hambleton of Mary- 
land, and Dwight Townsend of New York. 


Indiana, and Clarkson N. Potter of New York. 
On Revolutionary Claims—Alexander S. 
Wallace of South Carolina, James M. Pen- 
dleton of Rhode island, Elizur H; Prindle of 
| New York, Ebenezer McJunkin of Pennsyl- 
vania, William H. H. Stowell of Virginia, 
Abram Comingo of Missouri, John Haneock 
| of Texas, Wiliam A. Handley of Alabama, 
and Samuel C. Forker of New Jersey. 
i On Public Hxpenditures—Philetus Sawyer 
| of Wisconsin, Julius L. Strong of Connecticut, 
| Riehard H. Whiteley of Georgia, David. P. 
| Lowe of Kansas, Wilder D. Foster of Micbi- 
| gan, Thomas Kinsella of New York, Benjamin 


i E. Meyers of Pennsylvania, John J. Davis of 


West Virginia, and William B. Read of Ken: 
; tacky. ; 

| On Private Land Claims—Ulysses Mercur 
of Pennsylvania, William H. Upson of Obio, 
James C. McGrew of West Virginia, H. Board- 
| man Smith of New York, Jobka M. Coghlan 
| of California, J. Allen Barber. of. Wisconsin, 
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Richard J. Haldeman of Pennsylvania, Samuel 
N; Bell of New Hampshire; and John M. 
Bright of Tennessee, > DER ; 

On Naval Affairs—Glenni W: Scofield of 
Pennsylvania, Henry H. Starkweather of Con- 
necticut, John H, Ketcham of New York, 
Charles Hays of Alabama, James H. Platt, jr., 


of Virginia, John M. Coghlan of California,’ 


Stevenson ‘Archer of Maryland, Jabéz G. Suth- 
erland of Michigan, and Washington ©. Whit- 
thorne.of Tennessee. es 


On Foreign Affairs—Nathaniel:P. Banks: 


of Massachusetts, Leonard Myérs of Pennsyl- 
vania, Charles W. Willard of ‘Vermont, Jacob 
A. Ambler of Ohio, Rv Holland Duell of New 
York, Jasper Packard of Indiana, Fernando 
Wood of New York, George W. Morgan of 
Ohio, and James ©. Robinson of IlHnois. 
On the Territories—John Tafie of Nebraska, 
George'C. McKee of Mississippi, Elizur H. 
Prindie of New York, Isaac C. Parker of Mis- 
souri, David P. Lowe of Kansas, Lazarus D. 
Shoemaker of Pennsylvania, William H. Bar- 


num of Connecticut, William W. Vaughan of 


Tennessee, and Frank Hereford of West Vir- 
Tas k 

5 On Revolutionary Pensions and War of 
1812—Charles W. - Willard. of Vermont, 
Charles H. Porter of Virginia, Benjamin. T. 
Eames of Rhode Island, Clinton L. Cobb of 
North Carolina, William P. Sprague of. Ohio, 
John M. Rice of Kentucky, Samuel C. Forker 
of New Jersey, Robert P. Caldwell of Ten- 
nessee, and Abram Comingo of Missouri. 

On Invalid Pensions—Jesse H. Moore of 
Tllinois, Erasmus D. Peck of Ohio, Alexander 
S. Wallace of South Carolina, Ebenezer Me- 
Junkin of Pennsylvania, Seth Wakeman of 
New York, Benjamin S. Turner of Alabama, 
John T. Bird of New Jersey, Mahlon D. Man- 
son of Indiana, and R. Milton Speer of Penn- 
sylvania. 

On Railways and Canals—John B. Packer 
of Pennsylvania, Oakes Ames of Massachu- 
setts, George A. Halsey of New Jersey, Joseph 
L. Morphis of Mississippi, Henry Snapp of 
Ilinois, Charles St. John of New York, Benja- 
min T. Biggs of Delaware, Boyd Winchester 
of ROntMOKY, and Charles N. Lamison of 

io. 

On Mines and Mining—Henry Waldron of 
Michigan, Aaron A. Sargent of California, 
Nathaniel P. Banks of Massachusetts, Wor- 
thington C. Smith of Vermont, James S. Neg- 
ley of Pennsylvania, Walter L. Sessions of 
New York, Francis E. Shober of North Caro- 
lina, Pierce M. B. Young of Georgia, and 
Charles W. Kendall of Nevada. 

On Freedmen’s Affairs—Clinton L. Cobb 
of North Carolina, George M. ‘Brooks of Mas- 
sachusetts, Roderick R. Batler of Tennessee, 
John B: Seeley of New York, Oliver P. Snyder 
of Arkansas, Joseph H. Rainey of South Caro- 
lina, Samuel Griffith of Pennsylvania, Elliott 
M. Braxton of Virginia, and Andrew King of 
Missouri. 

On Education and Labor—Legrand W. 
Perce of Mississippi, George F. Hoar of Mas- 
sachusetts, Washington Townsend of Pennsvl- 
vania, Roderick R. Butler of Tennessee, Mark 
H. Dunnell of Minnesota, Robert B. Elliott 
of South Carolina, Thompson W. McNeely of 
illinois, John B. Storm ot Pennsylvania, and 
Archibald T. McIntire of Georgia. 

On Revision of the Laws of the United 
States—Benjamin F. Butler of Massachusetts, 
Luke P. Poland of Vermont, Jacob A. Ambler 
of Ohio, William E. Lansing of New York, 
John W. Killinger of Pennsylvania, John's. 
Bigby of Georgia, James M. Leach of North 
Carolina, [leary Sherwood of Pennsylvania, 
and Joseph H. Sloss of Alabama. 

On Coinage, Weights, and Measures—Wil- 
liam D. Kelley of Pennsy!vania, Samuel 
Hooper of Massachusetts, John Beatty of 
Ohio, William L. Stoughton -of Michigan, 
John Critcher of Virginia, William R. Bob- 
erts of New York, and Hosea W. Parker of 
New Hampshire. ae 


On PatentsLeonard Myers of Pennsyl- 
vania, Job E. Stevenson of Ohio, George H. 
Brooks of:Massachusetts, Henry W. Barry of 
Mississippi, “Madison M. Waldew: of Iowa, 
Joseph: M: Warren of: New York, Ellery A. 
Hibbard’ of New Hampshire, Edward I. Gol- 


laday: of ‘Tennessee; and Dudley M.. DuBose- 


of: Georgia. = ns : 

On Public Buildings and Grounds—George 
A. Halsey. of New Jerséy;. James N. Tyner 
of Indiana, James H. Platt of Virginia, Jack- 


son Orr of Iowa; Charles B. Farwell of Ili | 


nois, Walter L. Sessionsof New York, J. Law- 
rence Getz of Pennsylvania, Erastus. Wells of 
Missouri, and Eli Perry of New York. 

On Mileage—James C. McGrew of West 
Virginia, Chester B., Darrall of Louisiana, 
John W. Hazleton of New Jersey, Edward I. 
Golladay of Tennessee, and James. Q. Blair 
of Missouri. 

On Accounts—James Buffinton of Massachu- 

setts, Philetus Sawyer of Wiscousin, George 
E. Harris of Mississippi, Stevenson Archer 
of Maryland, and Joseph H. Lewis of Ken- 
tucky. : 
On Expenditures in the State Depariment— 
Omar D. Conger of Michigan, Richard H. 
Whiteley of Georgia, Harrison E. Havens of 
Missouri, John Stogers of New York, and 
Benjamin F. Meyers of Pennsylvania. 

On Expenđitures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment—John Lynch of Maine, J. Hale Sypher 
of Louisiana, John B. Hay of Hlinois, Wil- 
liam H. Barnum of Connecticut, and Charles 
W. Kendall of Nevada. 

On Expenditures in the War Department— 
William Williams of Indiana, J. Alien Barber 


of Wisconsin, Oliver P. Snyder of Arkansas, | 


Ephraim L. Acker of Pennsylvania, and 
Thomas Kinsella of New York. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Depariment— 
Stephen W, Keilogg of Connecticut, Isaac C. 
Parker of Missouri, Gerry W. Hazleton of 
Wisconsin, Benjamin T. Biggs of Delaware, 
and Joseph H. Tuthill of New York. 

On Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 
ment—Henry W. Barry of Mississippi, Alfred 
C. Harmer of Pennsylvania, John S. Bigby 
of Georgia, William R. Roberts of New York, 
and Francis E. Shober of North Carolina. 

On Expenditures in the Interior Depart- 
ment—John Hill of New Jersey, John A. 
Smith of Ohio, J. L. Beveridge of Illinois, 
George M. Adams of Kentucky, and John C: 
Conner of Texas. 

On Expenditures on Public Buildings— 
John B. Hawley.of Illinois, Joseph L. Morphis 
of Mississippi, Lazarus D. Shoemaker of Penn- 
sylvania, Fernando Wood of New York, and 
Richard T. W. Duke of Virginia. 

On the Rules—The Speaker, Nathaniel P: 
Banks of Massachusetts, James A. Garfield 
of Ohio, Samuel S. Cox of New York, and 
Samuel J. Randall of Pennsylvania. 

Joint Committee on Printing—John Beatty 
of Ohio, James M. Pendleton of Rhode Island, 
and William P. Price of Georgia. 

Joint Committee on the Library—John A. 
Peters of Maine, William A. Wheeler of New 
York, and Lewis D Campbell of Okio. 

Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills—Charles 
W. Buckley of Alabama, Wilder D. Foster of 
Michigan, and John T. Bird of New Jersey. 

Joint Select Committee on Insurrectionary 
States—Luke P. Polaad of Vermont, Horace 
Maynard of Tennessee, Glensi W. Scofield of 
Pennsylvania, John F. Farnsworth of Iliaois, 
Jobn Coburn of Indiana, Job E. Stevenson of 
Ohio, Benjamin F. Butler of Massachusetts, 
William E. Lansing of New York, Samuel S. 
Cox of New York, James B. Beck of Kentucky, 
Philadelph Van Trump of Ohio, Alfred M. 
Waddell of North Carolina, James C. Robinson 
of Illinois, and James M. Hanks of Arkansas, 

Select Committee on the Mississippi Levees— 
Frank Morey of Louisiana, Madison M; Wal: 


den ‘of Iowa, George C. McKee of Mississippi, | 


I 


J. Lawrence Getz of Pennsylvania, and Rich- 
ard T. W. Dake'of Virginia oe en 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. Isubmit the following res- 
olution for consideration at this time: 
Resolved, That the Speaker be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized to increase the number of the Committce 


onthe Territories by the appointment of one terri- 


torial Delegate, who shall have the same rights and 
privileges in the committee as any other member. 

Mr: DAWES. I move that that resolution 
be referred to the Committee on the Rules. 

The SPEAKER. That would have to be 
done in case of a single objection to its pres- 
ent consideration, as -it requires a change of 
the rules of this House. 

Mr. DAWES. Ithink it had better be first 
considered by the Committee on Rules, I 
have no objection to the passage of the reso- 
lution, but it should come from the Commit- 
tee on Rules. ` 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Very well; let it go to 


| the Committee on Rules. 


No objection being made, the resolution 
was received, and referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

TREATY OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, submitted 
the following resolution; which was referred 
under the law to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
House twenty thousand copies of the treaty of 
Washington and the accompanying documents, as 
furnished by the State Department to the Senate. 


MILITARY RULE IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BECK, I desire to offer the following 
resolution calling for executive information: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to inform this House 
under what provisions of the law of April 20, 1871, 
if any, and, if not under that law, by what author- 
ity, he bas caused the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, and the constitution and laws of the 
State of South Czrolina, to be set aside, and martial 
law declared, and the writ of habeas corpus sus- 
pended in Spartanburg, Union, and seven other 
counties in the State of South Carolina, whereby the 
courts and civil authorities are unable to afford 
protection to the lives, liberties, and rights of the 
people therein, and all of them left at the mercy of 
such military subordinates as he has seen or may 
see fit to place over them, He is specially requested 
to lay before this House all the acts of insurrection 
resistance, or opposition to the laws of the United 
States committed in each of those counties at any 
time after the 20th of April, 1871, prior to the date 
of his proclamation of martial law, giving the char- 
acter of the offenses, the facts relative thereto, and 
the names of the offenders so far as ascertained. 
He is further requested to lay before the House 
any cases of resistance to the execution of the pro- 
cess of the civil courts, or the officers either of the 
United States or of the State of South Carolina, by 
any of the citizens of any of the counties in which 
the guarantees of constitutional liberty have been 
annulled by his proclamation aforesaid since the 
passage of the act of April 20, 1871, aforesaid; 
and that he give the names of all of said citizens 
who have been arrested or imprisoned under aud by 
virtue of the authority conferred by his proclama- 
tion, with the violations of law with which each is 
charged, and the dates at which it is alleged they 
committed the offenses for which they were so 
arrested and imprisoned; and that he give this 
House full information as to all the statements of 
fact on which he acted in issuing his proclamation 
aforesaid, giving the names of his informants, their 
statements when made to him in writing, and the 
substance of them when male verbally, so that this 
House can determine what stops are. necessary to 
restore to the citizens of the counties aforesaid, and 
especially to those who are not guilty of offenses 
against the United States, the equal protection of 
the laws with the people of other portions of the 
country, under the forms. prescribed by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. . This being a call for 
executive information, unanimous consent is 
necessary for its consideration on. this day. 

Mr. DAWES. -I object. 

_ Mr. BECK. I move to suspend the rules 
in order that the resolution may be acted on 
now. 
The SPEAKER. -Under the construction 
uniformly maintained, the-rules cannot be 
suspended on the first Monday.of ‘the session, 
because the rule provides that such motion 
shall be in. order ‘at the expiration of one 
hour after the Journal is read.’’? There hav- 
ing been no Journal read to-day, the motion. 
is not in order. oe Peet Sno a ns 

` Mr. BUTLER, of Maasachusetts; “Is theré 
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any objection to having the resolution re- 
ferred? 

Mr. DAWES. 
referred. 

Mr. BECK. et it be referred. 

The SPEAKER. To a select committee? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Isuggestthat the proper 


I do not object to its being 


reference would be to the joint committee on ! 


thecondition of the late insurrectionary States. 
The SPEAKER. That would be the ap- 
propriate reference. If there beno objection 
the resolution will be so referred. 
There being no objection, the resolution 
was referred to the joint committee on the 
condition of the late insurrectionary States. 


PERSONAL SECURITY IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to offer the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
this House any information he may have relative to 
the seeurity of life, person, and property in the State 
of Kentucky. 


The SPEAKER. This being a eall for 
executive information, unanimous consent is 
necessary for its consideration on this day. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Task that the resolu- 
tion may be referred to the joint committee on 
the condition of the late insurrectionary States. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
so referred. 

CLERK. TO JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
authorized to appoint a clerk for the remainder of 
this Congress, with the same compensation he re- 
ceived in the last Congress, 


REPEAL OF INCOME TAX. 


Mr. KETCHAM, by unanimous’ consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 441) to repeal 
the income tax; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RELINQUISHMENT OF TITLE TO LANDS. 


Mr. SHELDON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced: a bül (H. R. No. 442) to relin- 
quish the title of the United States to certain 
lands in the State of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee. on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed, 


PAYMENT FOR COTTON. 


Mr. SHELDON, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 443) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
the owners the proceeds of certain cotton, 
seized in violation of instructions from the 
Treasury Department; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY LEVEE COMPANY. 


Mr. SHELDON, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 444) to incorpo- 
rate the Mississippi Valley Levee Company, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES W. WHITNEY. 


Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 445) for the relief of 
Charles W. Whitney; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PORT OF CHESTER, PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 446) to abolish the office of surveyor at 
the port of Chester, Pennsylvania, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR OF. 1812. 

Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 447) in alteration 
of an act granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors-of the war of 1812, and the widows of 
deceased soldiers; which was read a first and. 
second time, referred to the.Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812,-and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No, 448) granting bounty 


lands to all honorably discharged soldiers and | 


sailors who were mustered into the service of 
the United States in the war commenced in 
1861 for the suppression of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
NAVIGATION AND COMMERCIAL INTERESTS. 

Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 449) to revive the 
navigation and commercial interests of the 
United States, which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to- be printed. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 450) to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF SALARIES. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona, by unani- 
mous consen‘, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
451) to equalize and fix the salaries of the 
Governors and secretaries of the Territories 
of the United States of America; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 


| be printed. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 

Mr. MANSON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 452) to grant 
bounty lands to the soldiers who served in the 
late war to suppress the rebellion, and to the 
widows and children of such as are dead; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF GOVERNMENT LABORERS, ETC. 
Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 47) in} 


relation to pay of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. DAWES. [ask unanimous consentthat 
the joint resolution be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. 
be read for informatión, after which objec- 
tions, if any, will be in order. 

The joint resolution was read as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the proper accounting officers be and hereby 
are authorized and directed, in the settlement of all 
accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Govern - 
ment of the United States, between the 25th day of 
June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics, and the 19th day of May, 1869, the 
date of the proclamation of the President concern- 
ing such pay, to settle and pay for the same without 
reduction on account of reduction of hours of labor 
by said act; and a sufficient sum for said purpose 
is hercby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I will, with the 
leave of the House, state the occasion for this 
resolution. On the passage of the act of Con- 
gress, making eight hours a day’s work for 
mechanics and laborers, some of the super- 
intendents of public works construed it as 
authorizing them to cut down, in propor- 
tion, the wages of the workmen, so that their 
pay was at once reduced two tenths, or one 


The joint resolution will: 


| 


CA. LNS 


fifth. . When this was brought to:his notice; the 
President, by a proclamation, directed the pay 
to be made according to the manifestintent of 
the law, the same as if that law had not passed. 
But some of them had received this pay during 
allthe time, so that a portion of them received 
at one rate and.a portion at another... After 
this proclamation was issued, the general Jaw 
put upon the appropriation bill, prohibiting the 
taking of appropriations for any one year and 
settling such accounts, prevented the settle- 
ment of these accounts in accordance with the 
President’s proclamation. Hence the neces- 
sity for this joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolu- 
tion was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to. reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE FOR TIE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to sub- 
mit to the House a question which somewhat 
embarrasses him. The law reorganizing the 
government of the District of Columbia’ pro- 
vided that the Delegate from the District of 
Columbia should be a member of the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. “The Chair 
is governed by the rules of the House, which 
are made under an express provision of the 
Constitution of the United States giving to 
each House the right to make its own rules; 
and the roles of the House provide that the 
Committee for the District of Columbia shall 
consist of nine members of the House. Look- 
ing at the duties laid on the Chair by the rule 
he has referred to under the Constitution, he 
did not feel at liberty to constitute the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia of ten 
members; and it becomes necessary, as þe- 
tween the law, which seemed to change the 
rule of the House, and between the rule of the 
House as it stands, for the House to determine 
what course shall be taken. If the Delegate 
from the District of Columbia is to be present 
with the committee merely in an advisory 
capacity, the committee, under the law of 
courtesy, would no doubt like to have him 
there. But if he is to be a voting member his 
function would be a much larger one, and 
larger than ever was accorded before to a Del- 
egate on this floor. Uuder the circumstances 
the Chair has not announced the Delegate 
from the District of Columbia asa member of 
the committee, and he will wait the instruc- 
tions of the House as to what should be done 
in the premises. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules of the 
House be so suspended as to allow the ap- 
pointment hy the Speaker of the Delegate from 
the District of Columbia asa member of the 
Committee for the District. 

Mr. WOOD. Itappearsto me that this is 
a very similar question to that presented by 
the Delegate from Colorado, [Mr. CHAFFEE, | 
and that it is a proper question to go to the 
Committee on the Rules. I propose that it 
shall take that course. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] proposes that the question 
be referred to the Committee on the Rules. If 
there be no objection, it will be so referred. 

There was no objection. 

DELEGATES PRESENT. 

The SPEAKER. In calling the list of 
membersthis morning, the names of the Dele- 
gates were omitted. They will now be called. 

The roll was called ; and the following Dele- 
gates answered to their names: 

Uteah—William H. Hooper. 

Washington—Selucius Garfielde. 

Colorado—Jerome.B. Chaffee. 

Dakota—Moses.K. Armstrong. 

Arizona—Richard C. McCormick. 

Idaho—Samuel A. Merritt. 
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: The SPEAKER. The Delegate from the 
District of Columbia and the Delegate from 
Montana ‘have already been at the bar of the 
House, and their names are presented on the 
Journal; ` They have not, therefore, been called 
now. =>: i - 

= AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE FUNDS. 

Mr.. MAYNARD, by. unanimous. consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 453) for the. bet- 
ter security of agricultural college funds ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


POST-ROUTE. BILLS. | 


Mr. BUTLER, of Ténnessee. I ask unani- 
mous consent to introduce a bill for the estab- 
lishment of a post route. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform 
the gentleman from Tennessee that bills for 
the establishment of post routes can be intro- 
duced at the Clerk’s desk,just as petitions are 
presented. 


STURGEON BAY AND LAKE. MICHIGAN CANAL. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) 
extending the time for the completion of the 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. RANDALL. | Can that joint resolution 
be brought back by a motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider 
that it cannot be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House take 
a recess for half an hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly, 
(at five minutes past one o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House took a recess. 

After the recess, (at one o’clock and thirty- 
five minutes, p. m.,) the House resumed its 
session. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee 
appointed to wait on the President, to inform 
him that the two Houses are ready to receive 
any communication that he may have to make, 
have discharged that duty, and the President 
directed them to report to. the House that he 
ig ready immediately to. communicate to the 
House a message in writing. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. HORACE 
Porter, lis Private Secretary. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
annual message of the President, which was 
read. [See Senate proceedings. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the message be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union and printed for the use of 
the members; and that it be printed but once 
in the Globe. I will then make a motion to 
print extra copies. . : 

Mr. BANKS. I ask my colleague to allow 
me to offer a resolution with reference to the 
printing of the message, to which I think he 
will not object. Itis for the convenience of 
the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I will hear it read. 

The Clerk: read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to 
furnish to the House without delay, in.a separate 


form, the several reports of the heads of Depart- 
ments referred to in the message of the President. 


The SPEAKER. That. does not conflict 
with the motion of the gentleman’s colleague, 
[Mr. Dawes, ] 

Mr. BANKS.. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. -Let my motion be first dis- 
posed of, and my colleague can then offer his 
resolution... My motion provides that the mes- 
sage shall be printed but once in the Globe. 
It has been the custom to repeat it in the 
Globe. ooi ; : 

Mr. Dawuzs’s motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. IF now move that twenty 
thousand extra copies be printed. F 
-The motion was referred, under the law, to 
the Committee on Printing. 

‘Mr. BANKS. I-now offer my resolution 
which ‘has been read, but modified so as to 
inclide the message as well as the reports. 

The resolution, as modified, was-agreed to. 


TAXATION. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to. offer the 
resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and I ask that they may be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I did intend 
to ask the favor of the House to allow me to 
explain somewhat the resolutions in ten or fif- 
teen minutes, but at this hour I forbear to do 
go, with the expectation that the subject will 
be before us before long, and that an ample 
opportunity will be afforded to discuss fully 
the important propositions which I present. 

The Clerk read the resolutions as follows: 


Resolved, That with a view to establish a more 
equitable system of taxation, and a greater economy 
in the collection of the internal revenue, the Con- 
stitution of the United States should beso amended 
as that all direct taxes shall be assessed on the basis 
of wealth instead. of population. and the amount 
required by the Federal Government apportioned 
among the States accordingly, and each State left 
free to assess, colleet, and pay over the amount so 
required of it through its own officers in such man- 
ner as the State authorities may see fit to adopt. 

Resolved further, That inthe readjustment of the 
tariff, with a view as well to equalize its burdens 
and its benefits among all classes of the people, as 
to simplify and give permanence and stability to the 
system, and to reduce the expenses of collecting the 
customs, a bill should be reported providing, first, 
that but one rate of duty shall be imposed upon all 
duty-paying articles imported, thereby giving to 
every department of American labor an equality of 
protection to the extent of the duty; second, a 
schedule of articles, specifically named, to be free 
from duties, consisting exclusively of such foreign 

roducts as cannot be profitably produced in the 

nited States and are absolutely necessary for the 
success of American industries; third, the specifi- 
cation of a gross or standard sum deemed necessary 
to be raised annually by the bill, and requiring the 
Secretary of the Treasury, when, at the expiration 
of any fiscal year, it shall be found that the gross 
receipts are$10,000,0001ess than said standard amount, 
to increase the duties upon all dutiable articles such 
per cent, as may be estimated necessary to raise the 
annual receipts to such standard sum ; and when, at 
the expiration of any fiscal year, it shall be found 
that the receipts are $10,000,000 more than such stand- 
ard amount, he shall in like manner cause the 
duties on all dutiable articles to be reduced such 
per cent. as may be estimated necessary to bring 
down the annual receipts to the gross sum contem- 
plated by the bill. 


No objection being made; the resolutions 
were received and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr, COX. I ask unanimous consent to 
submit the following preamble and resolution 
for consideration at this time: 


Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in placing the newly authorized five per 
cent. bonds upon the market has, in defiance of 
the law creating them, increased the public bonded 
debt, and has exceeded the one-half of one percent. 
allowed by the funding act for all expenses in 
placing said loan: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be directed to investigate the said transaction, and 
have power to send for persons and papers, and to 
report the amount of such increase of the bonded 
debt, if any, the agents employed and paid by him 
for the service rendered, all contracts pertaining to 
the same, and the sums paid said agents. 


The question being on agreeing to the pre- 
amble and resolution, aa í 

Mr. DAWES and Mr: BANKS objected. 

- Mr. COX... Then I ask that they be referred 

to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave no objection to their 
reference. i onian: s RRE 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


| 


CURRENCY REPORT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the annual report of 
the Comptroller of the Currency, which was 
referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House a letter transmit- 
ting a detailed statement of the amount re- 
quired to be appropriated out of the revenues 
of the Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1871, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF FOREIGN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of State informing the House that 
the amount appropriated by Congress, $3,000, 
for the collation and publication of the reports 
of the foreign claims commission, between 
the United States and other countries, to be 
expended under direction of the Secretary of 
State, is insufficient even to pay the expenses 
of making copies of the necessary documents; 
that the necessities and pressure of the current 
public business of the Department have been 
and promise to be so great that it is not 
deemed judicious and practicable to withdraw 
from their duties the number of clerks suffi- 
cient to insure the successful completion of 
the compilation, and recommending the appro- 
priation of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to enable the Department to 
employ a competent person to make the com- 
pilation, and a sufficient clerical force to make 
sa tog of such papers as may be required. 

r. BANKS. I move that the communica- 
tion just read be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF TAX LAWS. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced. 
a bill (H. R. No. 454) to provide judicial pro- 
ceedings in all cases of assessment and collec- 
tion of Federal taxes, to prevent seizures of 
books, papers, &c., and for the abolition of 
moieties and informers ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at two o'clock and forty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
William C. Taber and 108 others, citizens of 
New Bedford, Massachusetts, praying for the 
prompt repeal of the tax on savings institu- 
tions. ‘ 

Also, the memorial of Eli Wodell, of Fall 
River; Massachusetts, praying that a pension 
be granted to him. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Delos 
McGraw, H. C. Hendrick, C. D. Greenman, 
and 62 others, citizens of McGrawville, Cort- 
land county, New York, praying Congress to 
grant an invalid pension to Frederick A. Gar- 
lick for services in the war of 1861. 

By Mr. EAMES: A petition for a special 
act of Congress allowing a pension to Sarah 
S. Turner, widow of Peter Turner, late com- 
modore in the United States Navy. 

Also, a petition for a special act of Congress 
allowing a pension to Jane D; Mumford. 

Also, the petition of Christopher G. Dodge, 
to have refunded a sum of money paid by him 
as surety into the United States Treasury. 
By Mr. McCRARY:: The petition of Russell 
Smith, of. Farmington, Iowa, praying to- be 
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allowed a pension on account of wounds re- 
ceived at the battle of Athens, Missouri. 

Also, the petition of Matthew Morgan, a 
private in company I, fortieth regiment Iowa 
volunteers for an invalid pension. 

Also, the petition of D. W. Clark and others, 
of Louisa county, Lowa, praying the establish- 
ment of a post route. 

Also, the petition of John W. Walton, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Henry Barcus, 
praying that certain bounty money may be 
paid to him. 

Also, the petition ofJames B. Doran, praying 
forthe payment of bounty money, back pay, &e. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
David J. Willard for pay for sabers furnished. 

By Mr. WILLARD: The petition of Wil- 
liam Andrews, of Vermont, for reissue of 
United States bonds. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 5, 1871. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
was read and approved. 

Hon. Ext SAULSBURY, from the State of 
Delaware, and Hon. Greorce Vicoxers, from 
the State of Maryland, appearedin their seats 
to-day. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting, in obedience to law, an in- 
ventory of all the property of the United 
States now in his Department; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sub- 
mits a statement from the Treasurer of the 
United States, transmitting his adjusted quar- 
terly accounts of the receipts and expendi- 
tures of the United States for the third and 
fourth quarters of 1868, and the first and 

‘second quarters of 1869, being for the fiscal 
` year ending June 30, 1869, It is, as the Sen- 
ate will see, very bulky, and the question as 
to the propriety of printing it was discussed 
to some extent at the last session of Con- 
gress. If there be no objection, the question 
of printing it will be referred:to the Com- 
mittee on Printing when appointed. It em- 
braces four very large manuscript volumes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the committee 

will not propose that this document be printed, 


because it was printed for several years, and I | 


doubt whether a copy was ever called for. It 
is a detailed statement of the items of ex- 
penditure. It was printed for years, and I 
have been informed that the document has 
lain in the document-room and never been 
called for. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
informed that of late years it has: not been the 


uniform practice to print this document, but | 


at the last session inquiry was made by the 
Senator’s colleague as to its non-appearance ; 
and hence the Chair drew attention to it on 
this occasion, in presenting it. 
of printing will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, when that committee shall be 
appointed by the Senate. In the mean time 
the document will lie on the table. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KELLOGG presented the memorial of 
the New Orleans Chamber of Commerce, pray- 


ing for the return of the cotton tax to those by | 


whom it was paid ; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of B. 
B. Lott, of Mobile, Aiabama, praying for the 
removal of his political disabilities; which was 
ordered to lie onthe table. © 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. COOPER asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. | 


The question | 


No. 381) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812, and the widows of 
deceased soldiers,” approved February 14, 
1871; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous, 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 382) authorizing. mail steamship ser- 
vice in the Gulf of Mexico between the port 
of New Orleans, Louisiana, and certain ports 
of the republic of Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 333) 
for the better organization of the district courts 
of the United States within the State of Louis- 
iana; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 384) to restore the office of the director 
of the Bureau of Statistics; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


TEHUANTEPEC EXPEDITION REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following 
resolution ; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to furnish the Senate with the report and | 
accompanying maps of the United Statesship-canal 
expedition to the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, Mexico, 
commanded by Captain R. W. Shufelt, United States 

avy. 


BRANCH MINT AT NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 


resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to transmit to the Senate any information 
on file in his Department, or which he may be able 
to procure, showing when the branch mint at New 
Orleans was established ; how long it was continued 
in operation; wkat amount of silver or other metal 
was coined at said mint each year during the time 
the same was in operation; also from whence said 
silver or other metal so coined was imported; aiso 
the value of said branch mint property, including | 
grounds, buildings, and machinery ; on what terms | 
and conditions, and for what purpose said grounds 
were deeded by the city of New Orleans to the Uni- 
ted States, and what reason exists, if any, why said 
branch mint should not be reéstablished for the 
coinage of silver or copper, or both. 


RETIREMENT OF RUSSIAN MINISTER. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- ! 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be reguested to communicate to the Senate, if in his 
opinion this should not be contrary to the public 
interest, all official correspondence upon the subject 
of the retirement of Mr, Constantin Catacazy, the 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
gf his Majesty the emperor of Russia to the United : 

tates, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 47) in relation to pay of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by or on 
behalf of the Government of the United States ; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested. l 


MARTIAL LAW IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senate now to take | 
up the resolution that I offered yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to 
take up the resolution is now in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has that resolution been 
printed yet? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been 
printed. Does the Senator from Missouri 
desire that the resolution be reported to the 
Senate before the question is put on taking 
it up? : 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have it 
reported. i 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution as‘fol- 
lows: 

Resolwed, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to inform the Senate 
under what provisions of the law of April 20. 1871, 
if any, and if not under that law, by what. authority 
he has caused. the Constitution and laws of the 
United States and the- constitution and laws of the 
State of South Cardlina to be set aside: and martial 
law declared, and the. writ of kabeas. corpus. sus- 
pended in the counties of Spartanburg, Marion, 

ork, Newberry, Chester, Laurens, Fairfield, 
Lancaster, and Chesterfield, in the State of South 
Carolina, whereby the courts and civil authorities 
are unable to afford protection to the lives, liberties, 
and rights of the people therein, and all of them 
left at the mercy of such military subordinates as he 
has seen or may see fit to place over them. Heis 
especially requested to lay before the Senate all the 
acts ofinsurrection, resistance, or opposition to the 
laws of the United States committed in each ofthese 
counties at any time after the 20th day of April, 
1871, prior to the date of his proclamation of martial 
law, giving the character of the offenses. the facts 
relative thereto, andthe names of the offenders, so 
far as ascertained. He is further requested to lay 
before the Senate any cases of resistance to the 
execution of the process of the civil courts, or the 
officers either of the United States or of the State of 
South Carolina, by any of the citizens of any of the 
counties in which the guarantees of constitutional 
liberty have been annulled by his proclamation 
aforesaid since the passage. of the act of April 20, 
1871, aforesaid, and that he give the names ot all of 
said citizens who have been arrested or imprisoned 
under and by virtue of the authority conferred by 
his proclamation, with the violations of law with 
which each is charged and the dates at which it is 
alleged they committed the offenses for which they. 
were soarrested and imprisoned; and that he give 
the Senate full information as to all the statements 
of facts on which he acted in issuing his proclama- 
tion aforesaid, giving the names of his informants. 
their statements, when made to him in writing, and 
the substance of them when made verbally, so that 
Congress can determine what steps are necessary to 
restore to the citizens of the counties aforesaid, and 
especially to those who are not guilty of offenses 
against the United States, the equal protection of 
the laws with the people of other portions of the 
country, under the forms prescribed by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this resolution 
contemplates that the President shall lay be- 
fore the Senate ‘an account of the manner in 
which he has executed the extraordinary au- 
thority devolved upon him by Congress. I 
understand that large numbers of citizens have 
been arrested for alleged crimes in the State 
of South Carolina, in the counties designated 
in the President’s proclamation, and that of 
all those arrested nine tenths were arrested for 
alleged crimes committed before the passage 
of the act of Congress*of April 20, 1871, 
giving the President this authority. I have 
seen statements in the papers of the names of 
the parties, and of the crimes alleged to have 
been committed by them, which prove to be 
the same incidents or circumstances in regard 
to which the Committee on Outrages in the 
Southern States have examined witnesses, and 
those circumstances all occurred prior to the 
passage of the act under which the President 
proclaimed martial law, so that these parties 
have been arrested for offenses, or alleged 
offenses, committed anterior to the time when 
the Federal courts had any jurisdiction what- 
ever, and anterior to the time when the aa- 
thority was conferred upon the President-——— 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what pur- 
pose does the Senator from Vermont rise? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont has risen to make an inquiry, 
in the nature of a point of order. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri will, therefore, suspend 
his remarks for the present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I inquire whether the 
discussion of the merits of this question is in 
order on the motion to take up? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about, when the Senator from Missouri should 
have concluded this paragraph of his remarks, 
to state to him, as it is the Chair’s duty to do, 
and as he has so often hud occasion to do at 
previous sessions, that the éleventh rule, to be 
found at page 184 of the new edition of the. 
Rules, Manual, &c., reads as follows: — 

“ Motions to take up or proceed. to the considera- 
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tion of any question shall be determined without 
debate upon the merits of the question proposed to 
be considered.” 

The administration of this rale. forms one 
of thé most unpleasant. daties. of the. Chair, 
as Senators on both sides of the Chamber 
have witnegsed..in the past. The Chair. did 
not.check. the Senator from’ Missouri, because 
he supposed ‘that Senator: desired simply. to 
state to the Senate the scope and intent of his - 
-resolution, Neos oe ; 

Mr. BLAIR. That was all I proposed to 


state: : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the merits 
of it cannot be debated at this time, and the 
Senator was certainly proceeding to debate on 
the merits of the proposition proposed to be 
considered. After it shall be taken up, then, 
of course, debate on the merits will be. in 
order. i 

Mr. CONKLING. As the Senator has been 
interrupted, may I ask him a question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I inquire whether the 
Senator isaware thata resolution, which seems 
to be this resolution in precise words, was, on 
the motion of amember of the Senator’s party, 
a distinguished member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, offered in that body yesterday and 
referred to a committee—a committee us well 
of this body as of the House, being the joint 
committee on this general subject, of which 
the Senator from Missouri is himself a mem- 
ber? I make the inquiry because the resolu- 
tion, having been referred to that committee, 
(and without objection as I believe on the part 
of the member who offered it, at least so. far 
as appears on the record,) E thought it very 
likely that that fact might answer the purpose 
of the Senator from Missouri; and if so, it 
might modify his wish as to taking it up here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
now state to the Senator from New York that 
by another rule to be found in the Manual, it 
is not considered proper to refer to what has 
been done in the other branch, because, as the 
Manual states in its peculiar language, “it 
might interfere with the independency of the 
two Houses.” The Chair dislikes, however, 
to interrupt Senators. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Chair will pardon 
me, I supposed I was within the rule by rea- 
son of the fact that this was a joint committee, 
and the. resolution had been committed to a 
conunittee as well of this body (as I took pains: 
to say) as of the other. That being the case, 
I supposed I might be permitted in this in- 
stance to refer to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was, how- 
ever, action of the other House to which the 
Senator referred. The question now is on | 
proceeding to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, which does not involve debate on the 
merits, as has been repeatedly ruled, and as 
the rule expressly states. 

Mr. BLAIR. Under that decision I have 
nothing more to say. : 

Mr. MORTON. Qn the question of taking 
up the resolution. at this time, I desire to say 
a single word. It occurs to me that the sab- 
stance of this resolution was pretty wellan- 
swered yesterday by the President’s message. 
But, aside from that, it seems. to me this reso- 
lution can be ‘much more intelligently dis- 
cussed after we have the report from the in- 
vestigating committee in regard to southern 
outrages. - For that reason I shall vote against 
taking it up this morning, f 
> Mre BLAIR. In reply to what has fallen 
- from the Senator from Indiana, I will say that 
the President's message does, not give us any 
of the information asked for in. this resolution. 
The resolution asks for a. detail of the names 
ofthe parties arrested, the crimes alleged to 
have been committed by them, and the time 
at which they are alleged to have been comi- 
mitted, none of which facts the President gives 
us in his message. The President. states. in 
his message that the testimony. taken before 1 


the committee on southern affairs amply sus- 
tains him in his.proclamation of martial law. 
I do not. know how. the President got that 
information., Certainly, he could not have got 
it: by any report from the committee. Nobody 
wag authorized. by the committee to make any 
such report to. the President... As a member 
of the committee, I can-give.my opinion that 
the facts elicited by. that examination did not 
justify the proclamation. of martial law, and I 
suspect that: know more. about the facts eli- 
cited before the committee than the Presidènt 
himself... There-was no authority given by the 
committee to any one to submit those facts to 
the President, or to make any report to him. 
And while I'am not. surprised that the Presi- 
dent should have exercised the authority given 
to him, as his education and his genius are 
arbitrary and look to arbitrary measures, Í am 
astonished, sir, at the servility of Congress 
in submitting the rights of all citizens of this 
country to..his discretion, and depriving them 
of the guarantees. of the Constitution. And I 
think, sir, thatit becomes us, after having given 
him that authority, at least to.ask him to show 
us the manner in which he has exercised it. 
Mr. CONKLING. I think the reason 
assigned by the Senator from Indiana against 
taking up this resolution is a good one; and 
I beg to add another reason which will-control 
me in voting against the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri. A resolution calling for inform- 
ation upon any appropriate subject is always 
entitled to consideration and indulgence, and 
particularly when it is really a request for 
information, and is accompanied by good faith 
in all respects. This resolution, among other 
things, is full of assertion, and fall of intima- 
tion which may fall short of assertion. Al- 
though I do not propose now to discuss the 
verity or the error of the resolution in that 
regard, it is enough that it contains so much 
of that matter that it does not, in my estima- 
tion, fall fairly within the category of resolu- 
tions seeking information; and therefore I 
should vote against it at any time unless this 
matter were eliminated, unless it were reduced 
to a resolution of inquiry, when, perhaps, there 
might be no objection to it; certainly none of 
the kind which I now specify. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 45; as follows: - 
YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Johnston, Kelly, Saulsbury, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Tipton, and Viekers—l1. 
NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry. of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pome- 
roy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, Trumbull, West, Wil- 
son, Windom, and Wright—45. 
ABSENT—Messrs, Bayard, Carpenter, Cole, Davis 


of Kentucky, Flanagan, Hamilton of M 


‘ f aryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Kellogg, Lewis, Pratt 
Schurz, Sprague, Stewart, and Thurman—15. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
PAY OF GOVERNMENT LABORERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair pre- 
sents a joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives, and in presenting it he ven- 
tures to suggest to members of the Senate, as 
he has no right to do to members of the House, 
that by an existing law enactments of this char- 
acter must be in the shape of bills, and notin 
the shape of joint resolutions, a fact probably 
overlooked in the House at the time of the 
passage of this joint resolution; 

Mr. WILSON. I. move to proceed to the 
consideration of that resolution now, and that 
it be changed from a joint resolution to a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will first be 

„read by its title.. 

The joint resolution 
tion to pay of laborers, 
ics employed by or on 


(H.-R. No. 47)-in rela- 
workmen, and mechan- 
behalf of the. Govern- 


ment of the United States, was read the first 
time by its title. A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The second read- 
ing, which will be now, if there be no objec- 
tion, will be in full. = 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution 
at length. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers, in the settlement of all 
accounts: for the services of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics employed by or on be- 
half of the Government of the United States 
between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date 
of the act constituting eight hours a day’s 
work for all such laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics, and the 19th day of May, 1869, 
the date of the proclamation of the President 
concerning such pay, to settle and pay for the 
same without reduction on account of the 
reduction of the hours of labor by that act. 

Mr. WILSON. I rise merely to ask that 
the joint resolution be put on its passage and 
changed to the required form of a bill. Itis 
a very simple matter, and does not require so 
much money as, perhaps, some Senators may 
think. Ina few cases reductions were made 
in. the wages paid to. men employed in the 
Government service before the President made 
his decision. I hope that, for the purpose of 
doing justice in those cases, the bill will be 
put on its passage now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no objection 
be made, the joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I rise for the purpose 
of proposing an amendment, which is to repeal 
what is known as the eight-hour law. I have 
sent for the Statutes with the view of turning 
to the law. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to reserve the 
right to object to its consideration now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The right to 
object will be considered as reserved. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No bill ought to pass 
without going to a committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts move an amendment? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not object to the 
Senator from Illinois proceeding, but I was 
afraid I might lose my opportunity to object 
to the consideration. of the bill. 

The VICE: PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
regard the right to object to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution as reserved. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to dis- 
cuss it further than to give notice of an amend- 
ment, which I shall offer whenever the bill 
comes up. I shall propose to amend it so as 
to repeal what is known as the eight-hour law. 

Mr. POMEROY, I think this bill should 
go to a committee, It is sweeping in its char- 
acter. It extends to every employé of the 
Government all over the ‘country, in every 
fort, in every arsenal, in every Government 
workshop. 1 certainly should want it consid- 
ered and reported upon by a committee before 
I vote on it. 

Mr. WILSON. I will simply say that it 
extends only tothose who had their pay reduced. 

hat was not general nor universal, nor any- 
thing likeit. I apprehend it was only in avery 

ew cases, 

Mr. POMEROY. How do we know that? 

Mr. WILSON. Because complaint has been 
made by the men, and the demand has been 
made of the Government, and it only comes 
from one or two places where the officers 
adopted the rule of reducing the pay and pay- 
ing men for eight hours instead of ten hours’ 
work, taking ten hours asa day's standard. I 
think it is a very small matter, and I hope the 
bill will be passed now without amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. Only a very few persons 
may have complained, and the reduction may 
have taken place only in a few instances; but 
a bill so general, that is a parently Hable to 
affect every portion: of the United States and 
every person employed as a laborer or me 
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chanie by the Government, I think certainly 
ought not to be passed until wedo know whether 
itis sweeping ornot. Task to have it lie on the 
table until we have committees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kausas objects to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution, which removes it from the 
consideration of the Senate at this time. 


Mr. WILSON. If the Senator will withdraw 


his objection-—— 

Mr. POMEROY. I withdraw it if the Sen- 
ator wishes to make any remarks. 

Mr. WILSON. Of course if any Senator 
objects we cannot close the matter this morn- 
ing, though [had hoped we should do so.. Now, 
I will simply say to the Senator from Kansas 
that I believe this bill covers but a small sum. 
But no matter what may be the amount of the 
sum that it covers, it is to right a wrong and 
to carry out the law. We passed an act mak- 
ing eight hours a day’s work. In some of the 
Government establishments, especially I think 
at Springfield, Massachusetts, and at one or 
two other places, the officers reduced the pay 
ofthe men. They protested against it. They 
appealed to the War Department for a con- 
struction of the Jaw. That construction was 
made by the President, fixing eight hours as a 
day’s work, in May, 1869, thereby construing 
the law as it was intended when it was passed 
by Congress; and this is simply to carry out 
the law as it was originally intended, and it 
matters not whether it costs $1,000 or $10,000 
to do it; it is to do what is fair and right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Kansas to object 
to the further consideration of the joint reso- 
lution at this time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before it passes from 
the consideration of the Senate, I wish to pro- 
pose an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from Kansas withdraw his objection tem- 
porarily?- 

Mr. POMEROY. I withdraw the objection 
for the present. I do not want to object to 
this bill at all. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts would report from his committee what 
he has said to the Senate, it would be inform- 
ation that we could rely upon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer the: following 
amendment, to come in attheend of the bill: 

And that the act entitled “An act constituting 
eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by and on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States,” approved June 25, 
1868, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, let 
both propositions be laid on the table. į 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects to the further consider- 
ation of the joint resolution at this time, and 
it will be ordered to be printed with the amend- 
ment and placed on the Calendar. [After a 
pause.] There appears to be no other busi- 
ness before the Senate. The regular order of 
business has been gone through with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatthe Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at twelve 
o’clock and forty-eight minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tourspay, December 5, 1871. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
CORRESPONDENCE CARDS. 


Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 455) authorizing the 
Postmaster General to issue one cent corre- 
spondence or post cards; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI. 

Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 456) appropriating 
money for the purchase of asuitable site in the 
city of St. Louis, Missouri, for- the erection of 
a building to be used for a custom-house, post 
office, and other Federal offices; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the reg- 
ular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being 


called for, the morning hour now begins. - 


Reports are in order from the Committee of 
Elections. . 

No reports from the Committée of Elec- 
tions were presented. 


CODIFICATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads to report back, with a recommendation 
that it pass, the biil (H. R. No. 1) to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes relating 
to the Post Office Department. It is not 
necessary, [ presume, that this bill should be 
read in eatenso, or that any extended explana- 
tion should be made of its provisions. It is 
the same bill which was passed by the last 
House of Representatives, after having been 
very thoroughly considered by two committees 
of the House, in conjunction with a commis- 
sion of experts—gentlemen learned in the 
post office laws—appointed by the Postmaster 
General. It is simply a codification of the 
postal laws, with a few corrections, additions, 
and amendments, not generally of import- 
ance, but necessary to make the legislation 
on this subject clear and harmonious. Our 
postal laws have never been codified, I be- 
lieve, since the organization of the Depart- 
ment. They run through a great many stat- 
utes. Many of the acts have become obsolete: 
others are contradictory, or difficult of con- 
struction. I ask-the consent of the House 
that the reading of the bill may be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. WOOD. We cannot vote intelligently 
upon the bill until we have heard it read. 
There are members of the present House 
who- were not in the last Congress, and who, 
I think, desire to have. the: bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill 


cannot be dispensed with except by unani- | 


mous consent. 

Mr. WOOD. Well, sir, I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My only objection 
to the reading is that it will consume a great 
deal of time. 

Mr. WOOD. I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well; let it be 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has already 
been read a first and second time; the ques- 
tion is now on ordering it to be engrossed for 
a third reading. The Clerk will read the bill 
in detail. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the bill read at this 
time for amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘It will be open to amend- 
ments after the reading is concluded. It 
could not be considered by sections without 
unanimous consent. When the reading of 
the bill is finished, any part of it will be sub- 
ject to amendment. 

The bill (embracing three hundred and 
twenty-three sections) was partly read, when 

Mr. FARNSWORTH said: It would expe- 
dite business very much if the Clerk could be 
allowed toread merely the changes which the 
bill proposes to make in the existing law. 
There is at the Clerk’s desk a bill iv which 
the amendments to the existing law are indi- 
cated byitalics. Those amendments might be 
read without reading all the provisions of the 
existing law. 

The SPEAKER. That could be done by 


unanimous consent. 


I am directed by | 


Mr.MAYNARD. Lthink it would-be better 
to fix some day, not very distant, when we 
shall take up this bill; and meanwhile we can 
: look it over and, learn more about it than we 
can from its reading at this time. f 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iknow of no bette 
day to go on with this business than to-day.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. © Then let us havethe bill 
read. i i ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does the gentleman 
desire that all the provisions of the’ existing 
postal laws shall be read? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Yes, sir; I desire that 
the whole bill shall be read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The bill now stands: in 
the morning hour, and must remain there 
unless some other disposition be made of it. 
The Clerk will continue the reading. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and 
continued until the expiration of the morning 
hour. 


NAVAL PENSION-ROLL. 


Mr. DAWES. The morning hour having 
expired, I now move that the Honse resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union onthe annual message of 
the President of the United States: 

Mr. ARCHER. Task the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to yield to me for the purpose 
of introducing a bilt and asking that it be put 
on its passage. It is for the relief of two 
widows of men who served in-the Navy. 

Mr. DAWES. I will yield if it does not 
take up too much time. 

Mr. ARCHER. I will say that it had the 
unanimous consent of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs at the last session, and was unani- 
mously passed by the House, but failed in the 
Senate. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a bill (H. R. No. 457) to place on the 
naval pension-roll the names of the widows 
and minor children of Newton H. Adams and 
John Rudenstein. ' 

There was no objection, and the bill was 
received, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. WILLARD. Let it be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the 
House, subject to whatever action the House 
may order. 

* Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


' Mr. DAWES. I renew the motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the an- 
nual message of the President of the Unite 
States. 
` The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
WHEELER in the chair.) 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the following resolu- 


ons. ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of 
the President of the United States to the twu Housesy 
of Congress at the present session, together with the 
accompanying documents, as relates to the finances 
and taxation, to the receipts into the Treasury, to 
the reduction of internal taxes, the readjustment of 
the tariff, and the revisionef any of the laws relat- 
ing thereto, to questions of reeiprocity beiween the 
Canadas and the United States, to the public debt 
and public credit, and to the waysand moans of sup- 
porting and meeting the liabilities of the Govern- 
ment, be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. h 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the necessary appropriations tor 
carrying on the Government in its several depart- 
ments, and to deficiencies in the appropriations, be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and doeu- 
ments as relates to banks and banking and currency, 


ti 


|| be referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


reney. 
Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as.relates to commerce and navigation, be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 
Resolved, That. so much of said message anddocu-~ 
ments ag relates to the public domain, be referred 


u to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the Post Office Department, to 
land or.ocean mail service, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Resolved, Thatso much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the courts and the judiciary, to 
a partial or general amnesty, be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the public expenditures, be re- 
ferred to:the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to agriculture and the Department 
of Agriculture, be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, , 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments asrelates to Indian affairs, be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. . 2 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the Army of the United States, 
and to sea-coast improvements, be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Resolved. That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the Navy of the United States, 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and the 
accompanying documents and correspondence as 
relates to foreign affairs, and all questions arising 
from treaties with other Governments, be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the Territories of the United 
States, be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to pensions and the Pension bureau, 
be referred to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to patents and the Patent Office, 
be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to expenditures in connection with 
the State Department, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 

ments as relates to expenditures in-connection with 
the Treasury Department, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 
Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the expenditures in connection 
with the War Department, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

Kesolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the. expenditures in connection 
with the Navy Department, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Reaolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to expenditures in connection with 
the Post Office Department, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 


ment, 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to expenditures in connection with 
the Department of the Interior, be referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Depart- 


ment. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the militia, be referred to thes 
Committee on the Militia. 


ments as relates to roads and canals, be referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to. the Territory of the District of 
Columbia. be referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Hesolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to coinage, weights and measures, 
be referred to the Committee on Coins, Weights and 
Measures, 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to insurrection in some of the States, 
be referred to the joint Committee on the Insurrec- 
tionary States. . 

fesolved, That so much of the said_message and 
documents as relates to the Bureau of Education, be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message and 
documents as relates to a reform in the civil service 
of the country, be referred to a select committee of 
nine members, to be called the committee on the 
reorganization of the civil service of the Government. 

« ` Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the public buildings and the 
buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia, 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to a union of the telegraphic system 
of the country with the postal service of the Govern- 
ment, and all other questions relating to land or 
ocean telegraphs, be referred to a special committee 
of nine members. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
rise and report these resolutions to the House 
with the recommendation that they be adopted. 

Mr. WOOD. Before the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is 
put tothe committee, I desire to ask whether 
there is really any such committee as the 
Committee on the Insurrectionary, States; 
whether there is any standing committee of 
this House so called? The gentleman: pro- 
poses, in one of the resolutions which have 


Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- | 


been read, to refer a portion of the President’s 
message to what he is pleased to call the Com- 
mittee on: the Insurrectionary States. I deny 
that there are any insurrectionary States, or 
that there is: any such committee of this 
House... =. M 

Mr. DAWES: The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] and myself need scarcely 
discuss this question of fact.. There isa com- 
mittee known by the name of the Committee 
on the Insurrectionary States, and that com- 
mittee was raised for the purpose of consider- 
ing the subjects which it is proposed to refer 
to the committee, 

Mr. WOOD. Ifthe gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will permit me, I will say that we had 
in the last Congress a committee on recon- 
struction ; that several efforts were made by 
the distinguished colleague of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, the late chairman of tbe 
committee, to revive that committee in this 
Congress, and that on every. occasion this 


House voted down the proposition to revive | 


the committee on reconstruction. And when 
the other committee. to which I have referred 
was first moved here, it was for a temporary 
purpose, to go into the southern States to act 
in conjunction with a committee of the Senate, 
and to do certain things. In my judgment, 
that committee, when it reports to this House, 
has performed all the duties this House. dele- 
gated toit, and has no furtner function. There- 
fore I am opposed to reviving that commit- 
tee for this session in this surreptitious man- 
ner. 

Mr. DAWES. There are various answers 
to the gentleman from New York; and the 
first is that he seems to have forgotten that 
the resolution under which the committee 
was raised by its terms continued it during 
the present Congress. And if that were not 
so, the gentleman should remember that yester- 
day certain measures were referred to that com- 
mitiee, and that the House by that act revived 
the committee if it had expired, as the gentle- 
man seems to think it did.- The committee, 
by the terms of the resolution appointing it, 
was to continue beyond the last session, and, 
if it were not, it was revived by a vote of the 
House yesterday, and is now in existence. 

It was fondly anticipated by all lovers of 
peace and good order, I doubt not, that the 
committee would be able to discover some 
remedy for existing evils. ‘The evils seem, 
however, to continue to exist, in spite of the 
best efforts of that committee, certainly to 
such an extent that all lovers of good order 
will desire that it may bave an opportunity 
to report to the House. I do not see any view 
the gentleman can take of it which will not 
bring the committee standing right up before 
his eyes as a committee existing. 

Mr. WOOD. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, 
from this declaration on the partof the leader 
of the House, that we are to assume here upon 
this side that the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House intend to keep in existence this 
committee, formed ostensibly for the purposes 
of preserving order, but really and in fact for 
the purpose of promoting disorder.- Sir, we 
have no recourse here except to do our duty 
to our constituencies and to the whole country; 
and I will say to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that we on this side will go as far as 
he will, or as any members of his party will, 
and much further than this Administration has 
gone, in the preservation of the public order 
in the southern States as well as in other 
sections of the Union. 

Now, sir, I only desire here personally for 
myself, without consultation with any one, to 
enter my protest. against the permanent con- 
tinuance of a committee which is not only 
useless, but-is promotive of disorder and of. 
distraction throughout this country. 

Mr. DAWES.’ It is entirely, as the gentle- 
man from New York knows, beyond the power 
of this committee to discharge that committee 
from the consideration of the matters already 


committed to it... But I am happy to hear the 
gentleman announce to the House and the 
country that he proposes hereafter to codper- 
ate with us in all good measures for the res- 
toration of peace andorder. Ithink the coun- 
try will hail that declaration on his part with 
joy, and I think that hereafter the reign of 
peace and order is nigh at hand. I hope the 
gentleman, therefore, will be reconciled to this 
resolution. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would remind the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that the reso» 
lution creating the committee referred to, by 
its terms authorizes the committee to report 
at the then next session, the present session 
of Congress, or any subsequent session. By 
its terms, therefore, it continues the commit- 
tee to this present session, or, if the com- 
mittee shall find it necessary, to any sub- 
sequent session of this Congreas. I make 
this remark in order that the statement shall 
not go out unchallenged that this is a side 
wind to continue a committee which has 
already discharged its functions, and which 
ought to be dissolved. It is possible that 
when the report of the committee shall be 
made, and the facts gathered by it this sum- 
mer shall have been brought before the House, 
the House may see the importance not merely 
of their past work, but of their continuing to 
prosecute the same general line of investi- 
gation that they have done. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to direct the 
attention of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] to oneclause in these resolutions 
whieh proposes to establish a special commit- 
tee upon postal telegraphy. Iam not certain 
whether that subject would be properly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce or the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
but Í am aware that there is a proposition to 
be submitted to the House and to the Congress 
of the United States looking to the purchase of 
the telegraphic lines of this country, and that 
the owners of those telegraphic lines estimate 
the cost to the Government at $35,000,000, or 
thereabout. I have seen during my service 
here the evil effect of creating special com- 
mittees to consider such subjects. I remem- 
ber, sir, when the first Pacific Railroad Com- 
mittee was established, that the then Speaker 
of the House made up that committee in the 
interests of all the railroads in the country, 
made up a committee prepared to give all the 
lands of the nation away; and I think, sir, 
that this subject, involving as it will an expend- 
itare of $35,000,000 perhaps, should take the 
natural course, and should go either to the 
Gommittee on Commerce, or to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, which are 
both standing committees of the House. I, 
for one, have no idea of giving my sanction to 
any such expenditures or any such scheme, 
by voting to make up a committee in its favor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
was about to move to amend the resolution of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, so as to 
refer so ‘much of the President’s message as 
relates to the union of the telegraphic system 
with the Post Office Department to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads ; not 
that I care to have jurisdiction of the matter, 
so far as the committee over which I have the 
honor to preside is concerned, but because it 
is proposed to connect so intimately the tele- 
graphic system with the Post Office Depart- 
ment, that, it seems to me, no other committee 
can properly take jurisdiction of the subject. 
It is proposed, I understand, to buy all the 
telegraphic lines in the United States, and to 
incorporate them into the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and make them a part of the postal sys- 
tem of the United: States. If-that ig to be 
done, the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. it seems to me, should have juris- 
diction of the subject.: 1 dé not know what 
reason there is for. the appointment of a select 
committee. There was a select committee 
during the last Congress, which labored all 
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through the last Congress, and, I believe, re- 
ported nothing. 
Mr. BECK. It arrived at no conclusion. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. JI stand corrected ; 
it arrived at no conclusion. Now, it is possi- 


ble that the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads may be able to arrive at a conclu- 
sion if the subject be referred to them. I 
know they did once arrive at a conclusion 
on the subject some few years ago, and a 
unanimous one. 


chusetts by striking out the words ‘‘a select 
committee,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
tt the. Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads.” 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I was upon 
the select committee to which this subject was 
referred during the last Congress, and if the 
gentleman has any apprehension in reference 
to that, he will find the views which I enter- 
tained as a single member of the committee in 
the minority report that was submitted to the 
House. The experience which I had in that 
committee leads me to believe, however, that 
it is a subject of a great deal more importance 
than at first view would strike the public. The 
very suggestion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. RANDALL] that it approaches a 
matter valued by its owners ata great many 
millions of dollars, the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworra] that 
it affects the whole postal system, the sugges 
tion that my colleague from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Banks] is about to make, that it affects 
the foreign relations of the country in the mat- 
ter of ocean cables—any view of it that any 
gentleman, who will listen to the suggestions 
that that committee did for some considerable 
time, may take, will satisfy him that no one 
committee, as constituted in this House, can 
take jurisdiction of the whole matter. The 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
so far as it affects the internal postal service 
of the country, might with propriety consider 
it; but it is impossible to separate that branch 
of the subject from ocean cables, and it is 
impossible to separate ocean cables from the 
consideration of foreign relations. And, after 
all, I think the Committee on Appropriations, 
rather than any other committee, might feel ag 
if they ought to have this matter to consider, 
if it is proposed to take very many millions of 
dollars out of the Treasury to purchase these 
telegraph lines. 

It is a grave subject, worthy of the consid- 
eration of the country, and one which is being 
forced upon the consideration of the country 
by the events and the tendencies of the age. 
And if anything is worthy of the consideration 
of a select committee to be appointed espe- 
cially for that purpose—a committee that will 
have the necessary time to devote to its con- 
sideration—I think it is this subject. 

If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] desires to suggest that the House 
has no confidence in its Speaker, if he desires 
by some amendment which he may indicate to 
obtain a vote of want of confidence in the 
Speaker of the House in the appointment of 
such a committee, then let him bring forward 
his proposition in that shape, and the voice of 
the House, I doubt not, will satisfy the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave nothing to say on 
that point further than I have said. 

Mr. DAWES. I was moved in this matter 
of reference, not by any want of confidence in 
the distinguished gentleman at the head of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
[Mr. Farxsworrn, } or in the chairman of any 
other, standing committee, or in any other 
standing committee, bat by the fact that in 


the last Congress, after some little investiga- | 


tion, though I myself failed to see that we 
were at that time in a condition to come up to 
the recommendation of the President of the 
United States, I was led to see that the rami- 
fications of the. whole question were such that 
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I move, therefore, to amend I 
the resolution of the gentleman from Massa- | 


it could not with any propriety be referred to 
i any one particular committee. 

Mr. NIBLACK. 
| tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] to a particular point of his 
remarks, in order to suggest to him another 
very important view which we ought to take of 
this question. 
age which it is proposed to confer upon the 
appointing power. According to the estimates 


this telegraphic business on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, and to discharge the duties that 
would be imposed upon the Government in 
case we should purchase all the telegraph lines 
and assume their control on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment. To me the proposition is appalling, 
and that consideration would control my vote 
in any event, were there no other reason to 
operate upon me. I think that consideration 


is just as important to be considered as the |! 


statement of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] that it would probably 
cost $35,000,000 to purchase the telegraph 
lines in this country. 

But I have sought the floor at this time for 
the purpose of entering my protest against this 
proposition in all itslength and breadth. And 
if it had not come from the Executive of the 
United States in the form it does, I would 
denounce it as the most extraordinary propo- 
sition brought before Congress. 


the greater propriety of having it referred toa 
select committee on account of the grave 
objections to it which he says exist? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I concede that there are 
many reasons why this subject should go to a 
select committee; and to that extent I concur 
in many of the statements of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawzs.] But, asa 
matter of courtesy to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, I shall support 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Farnsworru, ] believing that it bad better 
go to that committee, and with the hope that, 
if it shall go to that committee, their other en- 
gagements will permit them to consider it. 
But with this immense amount of money 
involved, with the immense amount of patron- 
age involved, I confess I feel a little unwilling 
to trust any committee especially organized 
for that purpose. I think the temptations are 
too great to allow this subject to go to a com- 
mittee that will not have much else todo. It 
will be a committee organized for that espe- 
cial purpose, prepared on all occasions to 
consider it, ready to hear every suggestion 
that may be made in regard to it; and it will 
be made a point around which will concen- 


portantscheme, I think, therefore, we should 
great temptations which such a proposition 
would present. And having such unlimited 
confidence in the gentleman from Illinois, the 


and Post Roads, who has been appointed to 
his position without reference to any specialty 
of this sort, I would prefer, I think, to have 


present, rather than to a select committee. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to say a 
word or twoin reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] So far as this 
subject of a postal telegraph affects our for- 
eign relations, as well might the argument be 
made that the question which has already 
been referred to the Committee on the Post 


to such a committee. 


postal arrangements. Ii is not proposed by 


I desire to call the atten- : 


lrefer to the immense patron- | 


which haveeb€en submitted to me, the number || 
of persons to be appointed would necessarily į 
be at least eight thousand to take charge of | 


Mr. DAWES. Does not the gentleman see | 


trate all the influences which relate to this im- | 


not subject a special committee to the very į 


chairman of the Committee on the Post Office | 


this matter go to his committee for the | 


‘Office and Post Roads in regard to the for- | 
eign postal system should be referred to a į 
select committee, as that this subject must go | 
The Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads takes jurisdiction | 
of all matters appertaining to our foreign | 


į the President that we shall acquire foreign tel- |i 


| egraphs—not at all; it is only proposed that 
f we shall acquire the domestic telegraphs, under 
i the statute of 1866, which authorizes the Gov- 


` ernment to take possession of these telegraphic 
lines at their appraised value. Nobody pro- 


i 

| 

ii poses that the Government shall take posses- 
; sion of foreign telegraphs. and. incorporate 
| them into our postal system; so that this 
‘ matter has no sort of connection with our 
i foreign relations. It does have something to 
do with appropriations, as my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has suggested; 
i! and I should not object to sending the subject 
ii to the Committee on Appropriations, for from 
that committee must be reported the appro- 
priations necessary to buy out the telegraph 
companies, the stock of which has, I under- 
stand, gone up already two per cent. since the 
|! message of the President was promulgated 
i| yesterday. 

: Now, sir, it is proposed, I understand, by the 
| President and by the Postmaster General, to 
establish in every post office in the United 
States, where there is a sufficient number of in- 
habitants, a telegraph office, and to make every 
postmaster a telegraph operator, or else to put 
an expert in his office to operate the telegraph. 
It is proposed that we shall not only legislate 
here for postroutes, but that we shall legislate 
from year to year for telegraph routes; that 
every member of Congress, and every Delegate 
from a Territory, shail come in here from ses- 
| sion to session with his little bill to establish 
a telegraph route from one insignificant town 
to another. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The gentleman from Ili- 
nois will allow me also to suggest that the 
measure proposed would place the postmasiers 
and telegraph operators in the employ of the 
Government in possession of all the business 
secrets of the country. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I was about to refer 
to that point. It is proposed that the Govern- 
ment shall do all the telegraphic business ; for 
private citizens cannot compete with the Gov- 
ernment in any kind of business which it un- 
dertakes. The Government is a monopolist, 
and must be such necessarily ; because no citi- 
zen can compete with the Government in the 
prosecution of any business. Whatever the 
Government undertakes to do must be under 
its control exclusively. If it undertakes tele- 
graphing, it must do all the telegraphing ofthe 
country, private, confidential, financial, and 
commercial, Every member of Congress will 
of course be importuned by his constituents to 
secure the establishment of a telegraphic sta- 
tion at every post office, involving the employ- 
ment ata high salary, ofan operator, an expert 
in manipulating the wires. We shail be called 
orto establish wires all over the country and 
throughout the Territories, to every littleremote 
place. All these telegraphic operators are to 
i| be appointed by the Postmaster General, which 
ig another reason why this subject should go 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. This business is all to be done under 
the Post Office Department ; and all the con- 
fidential and business communications through- 
out this country are to come under the view 
of the various postmasters, who are to be ap- 
pointed, as they are now appointed, on account 
of their partisanship. All these things are to 
| come under the control and direction of the 
|| Post Office Department. That is the propo: 
sition of the President's message, and of the 
i| Postmaster General’s report. Therefore I do 
not see the necessity or propriety of sending 
this matter to a select committee. Here is a 
standing committee not appointed with any 
special reference to this subject, and therefore, 
it is to he presumed, quite as fair a committee, 
withregard to this question, as one that might 
be specially appointed with reference to it; for 
we do not want committees appointed here be- 
cause they are in favor of these projects, but 
because they are against them. : 

I do not. wish to be egoiistical, or arrogate 
anything to my committee, the Post Office and 
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Post Roads, which does not belong to any other 
committee ; but I do say, as a general rule, that 
the fairest. committees of the House are the 
atanding committees of the House. 
appointed by taking up men from different 
States in reference to the general subject, and 
not with reference to any particular matter to 
come before them. 

Mr. Chairman, now it will relieve me from 
considerable labor if this resolution passes as 
it has been introduced. Ihave been once over 
this whole subject. I am willing to. say. in 
advance to the House that I have gone over 
already the subject of postal telegraphs. I sat 
and listened week after week, on one occasion, 
to arguments pro and con on this subject. But 
the present.committee in the main has been 
appointed since then. And I think my com- 
mittee is prepared to sit down and listen quietly 
again to arguments on the subject for or 
against. Iam willing to retire, so far as [am 
concerned, from the committee-room. I am 
willing to say in advance, openly and frankly, 
that I am opposed to the whole system. I do 
not believe, with the Postmaster General, that 
any argument. drawn from the adoption or suc- 
cess of this system in Great Britain, or any 
other old and thickly-settled countries, where 
a new post office has not been established for 
fifty years, is applicable to the condition of 
our country and our institutions.. An argu- 
ment has been made in favor of this because 
it has been adopted in Belgium, in England, 
and in some other small, thickly-settled, and 
wealthy States, where new post offices are 
never heard of, where new post roads have not 
been made during a period whereof the memory 
of man runneth not to the contrary. Ofcourse, 
in small, thickly-settled, wealthy States, such 
a telegraphic system may be a success. But 
what sort of argument is that to apply to our 
country and our institutions, where we have 
unsettled or sparsely-settled regions of coun- 
try thousands of miles in extent, with only 
here and there a settlement? Is it proposed 
to saddle upon the Post Office Department 
and the Government of the United States the 
expense of establishing a telegraph office at 
every out-of-the-way place? Why, sir, it 
becomes more monstrous the more you look 
at it, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The committee informally rose, and a mes- 
sage in writing was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States by Mr. Porter, one 
of his Secretaries. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE—AGAIN, 


The committee resumed its session. ~ 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, one part of the 
subject embraced in this resolution is already 

roposed to be referred to the Committee on 

oreign Affairs—that in relation to ocean 
cables. The subject of ocean cables comes 
under the designation of foreign affairs in two 
aspects. In the first place, it concerns our 
relations with foreign nations; and in the sec- 
ond place, it can only be arranged by treaty. 
A resolution offered by my colleague, which 
has already been read, refers all matters arising 
under treaties with foreign nations to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs; and I think so much 
of this resolution as touches the subject of 
ocean cables should be left with the Committee 
on Foreign A ffairs, to which it properly belongs. 
The subject of ocean cables has never been 
considered by any other Department of the 
Government except the State Department. 
It can only be arranged by treaty. Ít touches 
closely our relations with foreign nations, and 
should be left to the regular standing commit- 
tee on the subject. I do not think a select 
committee on postal telegraphs is absolutely 
necessary, I admit itis a question of great 
importance, so far as accommodation to the 
people is concerned. It strikes me, however, 
that the regular standing committee of the 
House, if it be not prejudged on the question, 
is competent to consider and repòrt on it 


They are | 


fairly; and I believe that it is far better for 
the interests of the country, as well as for the 
business of the House, that select committees 
should not be appointed, whenever there is a 
permanent standing committee which has a 
complete and perfect jurisdiction over the sub- 
ject which it is intended to act upon. 

The House cannot have forgotten that at the 
last session—I think it was the last session—of 
the-last Congress a proposition was made for 
the appointment of a select commtttee on this 
very subject of ocean telegraphs under cir- 
cumstances to which the attention of the 
House was called in a very marked manner. 
The proposition then was not only to appoint 
a select committee on the part of the House, 
but to join it with a select committee on the 
part of the Senate, and to give that committee 
the right to report on that subject at any time 
it might choose, thus enabling the commit- 
tee to override all other legislation and all 
other business which did not come under 
the same special privilege. Now, if a select 
committee is appointed, it is very likely that 
some other subsequent action will attach these 
privileges to this committee, and I do not think 
it necessary or advisable or wise to give the 
committee such power. At any rate, I hope 
that that part of the resolution which touches 
the subject of ocean cables will be excluded 
from this resolution. I move, therefore, if 
the motion be allowable, to strike out from 
the resolution under consideration so much as 
refers to ocean cables, which, as I have said, 
is already embraced in another resolution. 

Mr. BECK rose. 

Mr. DAWES. I accept the modification 
of the resolution proposed by my colleague, 
(Mr. Banxs. ] 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say a word. I 
was a member of the select committee of eight, 
which investigated this question most carefully 
during last Congress. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] was also a mem- 
ber. Mr. Washburn, of Wisconsin, was chair- 
man. Mr. Woodward of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Paumer of Iowa, Mr. Lawrence of Ohio, Mr. 
Davis of New York, and Mr. Ferris of New 
York, were the other members. 
weeks, hearing statements on the subject, and 
all sorts of propositions. Frequently we sat 
nights as well as days; and I desire to say to 


the number of employés, the cost to the Gov- 
ernment, and the amount of patronage it would 
give to the Postmaster General, and that adding 
this service to the Government now would just 
have the result which the minority said it would 
have, and in whose conclusions I understand 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
agreed. On the committee I differed from both 
sides, and opposed either the Government 
undertaking the service itself or going into 
partnership with any corporation, on the ground 
that it would produce just what the minority 
said it would, a political monopoly, and give 
to the Postmaster General, to begin with, the 
control of what they here enumerate: 

* Fhe United States have about five thousand tele- 
graph stations, seventy-five thousand miles of line, 
and over seven thousand employés, and transmit 
over eleven million five hundred thousand messages 


annually. Under the Government plan there willbe 
at least twenty thousand telegraph offices, one hun- 


dred and fifty thousand miles of line, and from ! 


twenty thousand to twenty-five thousand employés.”’ 


That is from the report made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, [Mr. Patater,}] and indorsed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] himself. They went on to show that 
the lowest. estimate of it was $40,000,000, 
while the owners of the lines were claiming 
an amount very largely in excess of that.. My 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] must 
see, therefore, that he has understated what 
tho syatem would cost the Government by one 

alf, 

Mr. RANDALL. I always like, 
to do so on the safe side. 

Mr. BECK. And the gentleman from Indi- 


if I err, 


We sat for | 


iH togive up his lines to the United 


ana [Mr. Nreuack] will find that the number 
of employés would be twenty-five thousand 
instead of what he has stated. The minority 
stated what to my mind is the great objection 
to the proposition in the following paragraph 
of their report: , 

“ A governmental telog, aph could be used for po- 
litical’ purposes, through its army of officcholders, 
and the facility of using its wires. The temptation 
would be so strong, and the difficulty of detection 
so great, that it may well be doubted whether any 
administration would refrain from such use. This 
would be impossible under the postal telegraph, 
when every telegram must be transmitted by a third 
party, and full compensation paid for its transmis- 
sion. A governmental telegraph would concentrate 
power in the General Government, and while this 
tendency is in harmony with the principles of arbi- 
trary and monarchical Governments, it is opposed to 
our institutions. Our Government does the least 
through official agencies, the most through the 
people. The national banks are chartered as part 
of the fiscal system ; railroads to open the western 
territory; steamship companies to carry the mails, 
and the postal telegraph company to transmit tele- 
grams,” . i 

These views I cordially indorsed, and I 
therefore opposed thatscheme. On the other 
hand, the chairman of the committee, in the 
course of the investigation, showed that the 
proposed partnership between Mr. Hubbard's 
company and the Government, which the 
minority report advocated, was a swindling 
scheme. e showed in his report that what 
the minority indorsed was only a proposition 
made by private corporations to get the Gov- 
ernment aid in such a form that if they made 
money. they could keep it, and if they did not 
make money they would not be the losers. I 
quote from the report of the committee, 
page 50: 

“If it should prove, as Mr. Hubbard has shown 
would be the fact, that his company would lose 
money, what would bethe effect? We prefer to let 
him state in his own words, (page 152:) ; 

“"Mr. Beck. You fix rates that you say will pay; 
but the Government has to come to whatever rate 
your company will ultimately say is necessary; and 
what surety has the Government that it will not 
have to do it? , g , 

“tMr. Hussard., Woll, sir, as I say, I will admit 
that if thirty-seven and a half cents will not pay, 
I have no doubt thatthe Government would come 
in and take the lines, as they have a right to do, 
at an appraised value, and that a very low one. 

“‘ Mr. Beck. Then you fall back on the plan of 
Mr. Washburn? y g 

“'Mr. Hussard. Yes, sir; for I must say in all 
honesty, that I do not believe that when the people 
have once tasted a low telegraph they would ever 
consent to have it raised, no matter what the cost 


f h i . 
the House that gentlemen have all understated Taa ronment miht be 


Mr. WASHBURN. No more than they would con- 
sent to raising the rates of postage. 

“' Mr. HUBBARD. Nothalf so much. When once 
they have atelegraph at these reduced rates, they 
will never give it up. A 3 

'‘ Mr. Beck. It would operate,then, in this way : 
that if the rate was fixed at thirty-seven anda half 
cents, and the people would not consent, to have it 
raised, then the people of the country that did not, 
use the telegraph would have to be taxed the differ- 
ence between the amount fixed and the amount 
required to pay the expenses in order to keep it 
cheaper. 

‘Mr. HUBBARD. I have no doubt that that would 
be the case, but I donot think such a contingency 
possible. 

“‘“Mr.Wasupurn. It comes to this: if you lost 
money at your rates, you would throw it up and 
compel the Government to take it off your hands. 

Mr. Hussard. No, sir; not exactly. I say if 
we lose money there are two remedies: Congress 
may allow us to put up the rates (which he has just 
said the people would never submit to,) and make 
them self-supporting, or, under the provisions of 
the bill, purchase the lines at an appraised value, 
and get them cheaper than they can get them under 
your plan. 

_ Mr. Wasnpurn. If you are losing money you 
will not run the institution a great length of time; 
and if you are making money, and get more than it 
costs, you would keep it and go on with it. 

i. Mr. Hupparp. Yes, sir; certainly. 

., Mr. Wasupurn, That would be rather a one- 
sided: operation; if it pays you run it, ifitdon’t pay 
you throw it up. a 

‘Mr. Husparp. Yes, sir, and lose our entire in- 
vesiment, thirty or forty million dollars.’ 

As the committee do not understand that Mr. 
Hubbard, in case of the failure of his plan, proposes 
g ) tates without 
consideration, the last above remark of his about 
losing his entire investment does not seem to be 
applicable, ; 

Tho- proposition of Mr. Hubbard, reduced to 
plein English, is this: * Help me to establish lines 
of telegraph that I may transmit dispniches at 
reduced but notcheaprates, The help.derived from 
the Government will give me a monopoly of the 
business of the conntry. Tf, by having that monop 
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oly, I can make money equal to earning dividends 
of ten per cent.on a capital stock based on wires 
put into the company at $260 per mile, being more ; 
than double the cost, I have got a big thing, which, 
under my bill, the Government has no right to pur- 
chase or take from me under five years, and then | 
only by paying cost, $250 per mile of wire, and ten 
per cent. interest after deducting dividends, or by 
paying its appraised value;’ and as he says that the | 
true criterion for an appraisement would be the i 
value of the property as a means of earning money, | 
the value on.this basis, if his scheme should prove a | 
success, would be almost fabulous, | 

** But suppose itshould prove a failure; Mr. Hub- 
bard’s company will have in their control all the 
lines of the country. The people, he says, once 
having had a taste of cheap telegraphy, would never 
consent to a return to old rates, The business of the 
country is dependent on the use of the telegraph, 
and its suspension for a single day would bring loss 
and disaster greater than the entire value of the 
telegraph lines. Mr. Hubbard says to the Govern- 
ment: ‘Lam working at a loss, and can, stand it no 
longer. Itis unjust to ask an enterprising and pa- į 
triotic citizen to longer sacrifice himself and friends | 
to benefit the public. The Government must buy 
me out and pay me my price, oron such aday I shall 
close my offices, discharge my operators, and stop 
expenses and further losses, and will forfeit the 
bond of $100,000, which I have given to perform the | 
requirements of my telegraph bill.’ Itis clear, then, 
that the Government and people would be left en- 
tirely at the mercy of this company, and the final 
result is, ‘Heads I win, tails you lose.’ ”’ 


And when you understand this matter you | 
will fiod that each portion of the committee, 
the majority and the minority, thoroughly de- | 
stroyed the proposition suggested bythe other, | 
and that the only safety to this people, under 
the exhibit made by that select committee, is 
for the Government to keep clear of the matter 
altogether. On the one side is a grand cen- 
tralization and consolidation of twenty-five 
thousand employés in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and on the other an operation where the 
Governmentis bound to lose, and the company 
is bound to make whatever they see fit. And j 
the difficulty with any select committee, no 
matter how it may be organized, is, that they 
would be looking to these particular schemes, | 
and, perbaps, ought to be appointed because 
friendly to them. I believe that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is the proper committee 
to consider the subject. I believe that com- | 
mittee will be very careful how they recom- 
mend anything that will take, not $85,000,000, 
but $70,000,000, from the people in their pres- 
ent condition. While I would be glad to see ; 
the subject go to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, if I thought they all 
felt like their chairman, the gentleman from 
Ilinois, I fear the power of the Postmaster į 
General, and the influence he can bring to 
bear upon a committee appointed to attend to 
the interests of his Department, when he would 
have twenty-five thousand employés put under 
his control by this scheme, and the secrets, 
political and personal, and of every character, 
of the whole people, and with authority to 
extend the system not only to the twelve thou- 
sand post offices now proposed, but to the 
thirty-odd thousand tbat exist, and to swell 
the army of officials from twenty-five thousand 
to fifty thousand, ag will be done in less than 
four years if the Government embarks in this 
scheme. 

I want the subject to go to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and let them look at the 
money question as well as the other, ifit is to 
go to any committee of the House. Iam afraid 
of select committees, I do not care how con- 
stituted. I believe the last select committee 
on this subject was as well constituted as it 
could be. Iwas a member of that committee, 
and I suppose, as that Congress has expired, 
it is not improper for me to say that while there 
appeared to be a majority report, the commit- 
tee allowing the chairman to present a report, 
the committee was in fact divided into three 
divisions, and there was not a majority for 
anything, I do not believe, if the matter 
comes to be understood, that the Committee 
on Appropriations will ever sanction this 
scheme or consider it for a moment, and that 
is why I favor its reference to that committee. 
If it is to be referred to any committee, I want | 


it to go to the committee that is least likely 
to favor it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will my friend allow me 
to suggest to him that, even if the scheme be 
adopted, any money expended on it will, of 
course, have to receive the approval of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. That is true; but I want the 


| question to be considered by a committee 


which is not under the influence of any Depart- 
ment or of anybody, and which has not been 
appointed to look after the special interests of 
any particular Department of the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, {Mr. Dawes, ] with his usual adroit- 
ness in debate, has sought to place me in the 
position of finding fault with the Speaker of 
the House. 
said. I reiterate that the Commiitee on the 
Pacific Railroad, as originally appointed, not 
by the present Speaker, but by the gentleman 
who occupied the chair at the time, was formed 
avowedly in the interest of the railroads, and 
that the members of that committee, chosen 
from the minority, were not gentlemen who 
represented the Democratic sentimeut on the 
subject, but were gentlemen specially selected 
as those who favored the grant of lands to the 
railroads. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. There was one who 
did not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, there was one, but 
he soon retired from the useless task of resist- 
ing the scheme. I am speaking, however, of 
the original committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Notjust now. Isay that 
itis customary for the Speaker of the House 
to select a committee in favor of the project to 
be examined into, and it is just here, at the 
threshold of this scheme of plunder, as I be- 
lieve it to be, that I want to stop it, and to 
send it to some standing committee of the 
House, either the Committee on Commerce or 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

I am informed that originally the whole of 
these telegraph lines did not cost in cash more 
than two or three million dollars, and yet the 
companies have the effrontery to come in here, 
when the value of these lines has appreciated 
to the highest point, and ask that the Govern- 
ment shall take them at that price, under the 
act of July, 1866, which gave to the Govern- 
ment the right to take them at an assessed 
value. For myself, I have no confidence in 
the scheme. It would lay open the whole 
business of the country to the scrutiny of some 
designing man, perhaps, who might be put at 
the head of this Department of the Govern- 
ment. We have had experience enough inthe 
matter of hunting up the private telegrams of 
the people of this nation. I thiuk the expe- 
rience we have had in the past should warn us 
against any further steps in that direction. I 
hope the House will have the good sense to 
put a stop to this thing at once. 

This is a beautiful specimen of your civil 
service reform. Instead of cutting down your 
expenditures, instead of diminishing your num 
ber of employés, as we have all said we were 
in favor of doing, you propose by one single 
enactment to increase, according to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Becx,] the appointees of the Government 
by twenty-five thousand. Now, let us see who 
is in favor of this project of increasing the 
expenditures and the number of officials of 
this Government. It is surely not in accord 
with the platform of either political party 
in this House, as submitted through their 
national or State conventions. 

Mr. PALMER. Neither the President of 
the United States in his message, nor the Post- 
master General in his report, has made any 
specific recommendation of any plan on this 
subject. They submit that question to the 


I take back nothing that I have | 


Congress of the United States. During the 
last Congress there was a special committee 
appointed to investigate this subject, and they 
gave to it more time than the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads could have given 
it. And therefore there seems to be an appro- 
priateness in sending this subject again to a 
specialcommittee. If there was any other rea- 
son needed, it seems to me it would be far- 
nished in the speech which the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads [Mr. Farxsworts] has just made, in 
which he specifically commits himself against 
any project to unite the postal telegraph sys- 
tem with the Post Office Department. I hope, 
therefore, that the resolution of the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, [ Mr. 
Dawes, | to refer this subject to a special com- 
mittee, will be adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know for what pur- 
pose the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ranvav] criticises the past Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. RANDALL. Simply for their deeds as 
exhibited in the legislation of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. I failed to obtain from the 
gentleman, while he was upon the floor, an 
opportunity to ask him a question. I now 
put the question to him directly: does he 
make any such imputation upon the present 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I stated that when the 
original committee was appointed it was made 
up almost exclusively in the interest of rail- 
roads; and their votes in committee and 
their votes in the House will prove the truth 
of my statement. 

Mr. DAWES. I only desire that the gen- 
tleman will answer my question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have answered it. 

Mr. DAWES. If that is all the answer the 
gentleman has to make to my question, then 
he has answered himself. He confesses, that 
so far as the present Speaker of the House is 
concerned, there is no just ground for criti- 
cism upon the Pacific Railroad Committee, 
and he has suggested no other. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have expressed no 
other opinion upon that subject so far as the 
present Speaker is concerned. 

Mr. DAWES, Then there is no occasion 
for that part of the gentleman’s remarks 
against the propriety of intrusting the pres- 
ent Speaker with the appointment of another 
special committee. If he has no complaint 
to make against the present committee in that 
regard, there is no occasion for him to make 
any argument. 

Mr, RANDALL. I cited that as an in- 
stance against the appointment of special 
committees. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that the gen 
tleman’s great grievance is that this is to be a 
special committee. Can he not trast the 
Speaker. to appoint a special committee just 
as much as he can trust him to appoint a 
standing committee? I do not know what 
elements in the Speaker’s character for im- 
partiality are called into exercise in the ap- 
pointment of the one committee, rather than 
in the appointment of the other. The ques- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, is whether a special com- 
mittee can give its attention to this matter 
better than a standing committee, that has so 
many other matters committed to it. The 
difference between the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania { Mr. RANDALL] and one or two other 
gentlemen who have spoken and myself is just 
this : they prefer to decide this question before 
they have heard it; I had a little rather decide 
it after {I have heard it. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. Will the gentleman 


! allow me to ask him a question night at this 


oint? 
Mr. DAWES. Certainly. : 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to know from 
the gentleman, as the representative man of 
the majority in this House upon its leading 
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committee, whether it is not the parliament- 
ary custom, at all events one that has pre- 
vailed for a considerable length of time in this 
House 


‘ouse-— 
Mr. BINGHAM. AnA in the English Par- | 


liament: 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. And in the English Par- | 


liament also; as suggested to me. When a select 
committee is appointed to examine & given 
subject; does not the practice require the 
Speaker to appoint upon that committee mem- 
bers who are in favor of the project, and who 
are also of the majority? 

Mr. DAWES. I understand it to be the 
parliamentary rule that when you submit a 
matter to a special committee there shall be 
a majority in favor of such matter being sub- 
mitted to that committee. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I did not understand the 
gentleman’s answer. Will he restate it? 

Mr. DAWES. Tiried to make myself ex- 
plicit. As I understand parliamentary law, 
when a project. is referred to a special com- 
mittee it requires the appointment of a com- 
mittee with a majority in favor of the special 
reference. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does it not go further, 
and require the officer making the appoint- 
ment to appoint a committee a majority of 
whom are in favor of the project? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
understand that there is any project recom- 
mended here. The geptleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] has come before this 
House and stated that here is a corporation 
that has inflated its stock to thirty or forty 
million dollars, and has the effrontery to come 
before the Congress of the United States and 
ask them to purchase its property at that 
enormous rate. Why, sir, the gentleman does 
not understand the relations of this matter any 
more than a baby. The corporation to which 
he refers arrays itself with all its power of 
money and of influence and of ramification, 
reaching from Maine to Georgia, and from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, against any 
such proposition. 
tacky [Mr. Becx] will do me the justice to 
say that while upon that special committee, 
representing upon it the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I stood up with him against the 
embarkation by this nation in any such project 
ag taking money out of the Treasury for the 
purchase of that enormous property; and the 
gentleman ought to give me the credit of 
having turned the scale upon that question in 
that committee. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to say that what the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has just stated 
is the fact; and it is.a fact, also, that the West- 
ern Union Telegraph Company did oppose, by 
every means in its power, the purchase of the 
telegraph lines by the Government, I under- 
stand, however, from the public press—my 
only means of information in reference to this 
matter—that the company has now changed 
its position, and is most anxious to have this 
measure accomplished. That is one reason 
why I fear the project. : 

Mr. DAWES. The proposition will not, Mr. 
Chairman, commend itself any more to me 
if that change should have taken place. I 
foresaw it in the last Congress. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky ought to have whatever 
credit there may be in having stood with me 
in this matter from the beginning to the end. 

I do not enter into the discussion of the 
merits of this matter, Istand where the Presi- 
dent stands in his message, submitting this 
matter for the consideration of Congress. In 
any view that can be taken of the question, 
its magnitude must press itself upon every fair 
and candid mind. 

There are two sides to it, which ought to be 
weighed andconsidered. There are objections 
to it, serious ones, such as have been suggested 
by the gentleman from Mlinois, [Mr. Farys- 
Torm] 


The gentleman from Ken: | 


t 


‘receive at the hands of the Committee on the 


the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. | 


NIBLACK,] and others—objections that must | 
strike everybody who looks at the subject. On 
the other hand, the proposition appears to | 
offer some great advantages. The matter de- | 


serves such consideration, Mr. Chairman, as, į! 


in my opinion, it cannot receive from any 
standing committee of the House, discharging 
properly the duties devolving upon it under 
the rules. Saee f 

In moving this reference, it has not been in 
the slightest degree my intention to give any 
project any advantage, apart from the fair sub- 
mission of the question for consideration. It 
ig my belief that a special committee, having | 
no other matters to interfere with the consid- 
eration of the subject, will better develop the 
true interests of the Government in this con- 
nection than can be done by any standing 
committee. I believe that the Committee on 
Appropriations has quite as much if not more 
interest in the consideration of this matter 
than the Post Office Committee can. have. 
With entire confidence in those two commit- 
tees, I believe that this great subject will have 
a fairer and more satisfactory examination in 
a select committee, and that the conclusion 
will more probably be such as will commend 
itself to the economy of the House, and main- 
tain those safeguards which must be thrown 
around patronage and power. I wish it under- 
stood that I do not doubt the subject would 


Post Office and Post Roads fair consideration. 
The gentleman from Illinois, however, has 
already committed himself adversely to the 
proposition. Having recorded his opinion 
against it, he now proposes to sit in judgment 
upon it; and I really think, on that account, 
if no other, it would be proper to raise a select 
committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts admits the majority of the select 
committee must be in favor of it. 

Mr. DAWES. I admit the majority of the 
select committee must be in favor of consid- 
ering the subjecte 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. So do I. 

Mr. DAWES. Notthat the majority of the 
committee must be in favor of purchasing 
telegraph lines according to anybody’s scheme, 
and uniting them with the postal service of 
the Government of the United States. Nobody 
suggests any such scheme as that; and in any 
appointment of the committee, the Speaker 
would not have the right to make it in favor 
of any such project. But the committee will 
be appointed, as I have no doubt the Speaker 
will appoint it, uncommitted, except to con- 
sider the whole subject, all the various projects 
which may be suggested, and to bring before 
the country, as I believe such a committee 
will, such a report as will relieve us from fur- 
ther anxiety on this subject. 

Mr. CONNER. I call for the reading of 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of said message and docu- 
ments as relates to the union of the telegraphic 
system of the country with the postal service of the 
Government, and all other questions relating to land 
and ocean telegraphs, be referred to a special com- 
mittee.of nine members. 

Mr. DAWES, The word “ocean” has been 
stricken out, 

The CHAIRMAN. Notyet; butthat amend- 
ment is now pending. 

Mr. BANKS. I believe my colleague ac- 
cepts the amendment as a modification of the 
resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNER. I can find nothing in that 
resolution warranting a general’ discussion. 
It is simply a resolution to refer a portion of 
the President’s. message; no more, no: less. 
The merits or demerits of our telegraphic sys- 
tem are not before us. | | ` 

Mr. Chairman; the propriety. of establishing 
the proposed telegraph system is one every 
way worthy of discussion when the proper j 
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i| matter. 


|j proper time for this discussion. 


time comes. There are, I have no doubt, a 
good many of us who have something to say 
on the subject; but, before entering upon any 
such discussion, I would like to have before 
the House something tangible, covering the 
whole ground, so that every gentleman may 
be prepared to vote intelligently. There seems 
to be a rivalry between various committees as 
to which shall have the investigation of this 
So far as I am concerned, it matters 
not whether it goes to a special committee, to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
or to any other committee. To whatever com- 
mittee it is referred, their report in proper 
time will come before us, and then will be the 
I hope we 
shall now have a vote. 

Mr. BECK. J move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois so that this 
shall be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I accept that as a 
substitute for my own amendment. f 

Mr. KING. I move to amend by striking 
out the resolution which proposes to refer to 
a select committee the subject of purchasing 
the telegraph lines by the Government. Isub- 
mit the motion in order to make up the record 
as we go along in this matter. It appears, from 
what has been said in the House, that the re- 
ports of previous committees on this subject 
have been made and considered; that the mat- 
ter has been fairly developed, and that all the 
information which can be presented has been 
acted on by committees heretofore. Standing, 
as I do, opposed to the whole project, I desire, 
with all iee respect to the President of the 
United States, and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to move to strike 
out the resolution which I have indicated, in 
the way of entering my protest against the 
whole scheme. I do not propose to go into 
any discussion, or into any detail in regard to 
this matter. I make the motion to strike out 
in order that we may stand properly before 
each other, and I trust we shall now havea 
vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
resolution in the shape in which it was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] will prevail. At the last ses- 
sion a special committee was appointed on the 
subject. While my own mind is uncommitted 
on the general question, I do not regard this 
as the proper time to discuss its merits. Yet 
I vill say that I have had occasion during the 
recess to look over the great body of docu- 
ments which the committee having charge of 
the subject gathered together during its work. 
The late chairman of that committee-—Gen- 
eral Washburn, of Wisconsin—sentthe docu- 
ments to me for my inspection. They are 
voluminous and valuable, and it seems to me 
that no one of the standing committees of the 
House can properly take on its shoulders this 
large amount of additional work. So far ag 
the Committee on Appropriations, to which I 
belong, is concerned, I am satisfied that it has 
enough to do without such increased duties. 
Of course, I see that this subject nearly con- 
cerns the appropriation of moneys out of the 
Treasury. And I have no doubt that the sub- 
ject, in some of its phases, would go into the 
hands of that committee. But, first of all, 
the great question whether the Government 
should take charge of the telegraphic service 
of this country, and make it a part of our 
postal system, is nota matter of appropriation 
primarily, is not a matter of foreign affairs 
primarily, is not.a matter of mere postal affairs 
primarily; but concernsa great topic lying off 
in a field by itself, which ought to be exam- 
ined, surveyed, and reported upon. And 
when the subject in its several aspects is ready 
to go before the various committees, they 
ought to have their-say on it at the proper 
time. But it seems to me that at present. the 
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question is a new one, lying outside the prov- 
ince of any of the standing committees. I 
hope, therefore, the proposition will stand as 
it was originally made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. ] 

The question was On Mr. FARNSWORTH’ S 
amendment, that the reference should be to 
the Committee on Appropriations; and being 
taken, there were—ayes 100, noes 86. 

Mr. UPSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So.the amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is next 
upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Kinc,] which is to strike out 
the resolution as now amended. 

The question being taken, the motion to 
strike out was disagreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the resolutions to the 


ouse. 

Mr. COX. Before that motion is put, I ask 
that the resolutions which have reference to 
the Ways and Means and the Banking and 
Currency Committees be again read, with a 
view to my offering an amendment to them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the annual message of 
the President of the United States. to the two 
Houses of Congress at the present session, together 
with the accompanying documents, as relates to 
the finances and taxation, to the receipts into the 
Treasury, to the reduction of internal taxes, to the 
readjustment of the tariff and the revision of any 
of the laws relating thereto, to questions of reci- 
procity between the Canadas and the United States, 
to the public debt and public credit, and to the 
ways and means of supporting and meeting the lia- 
bilities of the. Government, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. p 

Resolved, That so much of the said message and 
documents as relates to banks and banking and 
currency be referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. COX. I propose to add to the latter 
of these resolutions the following words: 

And that the Committee on Banking and Currency 
be directed to investigate the transaction of fund- 
ing the five per cents, and have power to send for 
persons and papets, and to report the amount of 
any increase of the bonded debt, the agents em- 
ployed and paid by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the service rendered, all contracts pertaining to 
the same, and the sums paid said agents. 

Mr. Chairman, I offered a resolution yester- 
day for the purpose of referring this matter to 
the Committce of Ways aud Means. The 
chairman of that committee objected to that 
resolution, as did also another gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs.] I did not mean 
in offering the resolution to imply or express 
any reproach upon the honorable Secretary of 
the Treasury. I supposed, of course, that 
gentlemen on the other side of the House 
would have been glad to see this matter, which 
has been heralded through the papers, thor- 
oughly examined. I proposed that it should 
be examined by the friends, if you please, or 
by a majority of the friends, of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. But the gentlemen I mon- 
tion, and others en masse, objected to that 
resolution, and to the investigation by the 
Ways and Means. Since I failed in that, I 
propose now to send this matter to the Com- 
mittee ou Banking and Currency. It is a 
matter which properly pertains to’ that com- 
mittee, and they, perhaps, will have more 
leisure to attend to it than the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Indeed, it concerns the 
Committee on Banking more than I at first 
supposed. The national banks have been 


the medium for the subscriptions to the new | 


loan. Circulars on this topic have been issued 
tothem. The Seeretary more than hints that 
some of the banks who refuse to take the five 
per cents ought to be, and will be, abolished. 
it is, therefore, clearly a case for the Com- 
mittee on Bankiug and Currency. If I might 
quote from the Secretary's report, in confirm- 
ation of my ideas and design, he says: 

“Tt was also agreed that the subscriptions should 
all be made through national banks, and certificates 


of deposit therefor issued by said banks to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, bonds to be lodged with the 


Treasurer of the United States for the amount of | 
the deposit. By a printed circular, issued on tho 
loth of August, 1871, it was announced that national 


banks making or obtaining subscriptions, payable |! 
in coin, would he designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as depositaries of public money, on the 
usual condition of placing in the hands of the | 
Treasurer of the United States bonds of the United 
States for the security of such deposits; and that, | 
at the commencement of each month, notice would 
be given of the redemption of an amount of bonds 
equal to the amount of subscriptions in coin for the 
preceding month, interest to cease in ninety days 
from the date of such notice. ” 

This matter, therefore, does concern the 
banksof the country, and, therefore, the com- 
mittee I have named. The banks, to a large 
amount, I think $65,000,000, have already sub- | 
scribed for this loan, and without having the 
advantages of certain other people who have | 
since subscribed under a peculiarly interest- | 
ing circumstance yet to be explained. 

Even the Secretary of the Treasury, ia his 
report, which I will not now refer to, rather | 
confirms my thought of the necessity of this 
inguity. I gather from his report these facts : 

t was agreed that subscriptions to this new 
loau of five per cent. should all be made 
tbrough national banks, and certificates of 
deposit therefor issued by said bank to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, bonds to be lodged 
with the Treasurer of the United States for 
the amount of the deposit, &e. Under this 
agreement the books were opened in this 
country and in Europe, and by the last of 
August subscriptions were obtained for the 
entire amount offered. 

On the 1st of September public notice was 
given that one hundred millions of five-twenty 
bonds of 1862 ‘‘ would be paid on the 1st of De- 
cember,’ and that the interest on them would 
cease on that date. In this report the Secre- | 
tary assumes he would have to hold the money 
received for three months. ‘This is absurd; 
it is not the law. But, assuming thai there is 
such a law, may not the disputation be ended | 
by fair inquiry? 

I repeat here now what my resolution of 
yesterday said, and on authority almost as 
direct as the Secretary’s report, that here has 
been, in defiance of the law which we passed 
last session, an increase of the public debt, 
and of its interest. I am in favor of law and 
of its observance, as written on our statute- 
books, Gentlemen upon the other side and 
upon this side of the House have spoken 
loudly to-day for law and order. Now let us 
commence with the President and his Secreta- 
ries. Letus examine whether they have com- | 
plied with the law; andif they haveincreased 
the debt in this new and suspicious transac- 
tion with this so-called syndicate—if anybody 
knows what that is—let us, if we cannot im: | 
peach them legally, at least do it morally. I; 
alleged, on authority, that the Secretary has 
paid more than the half of one per cent. for | 
this business of placing the loan. This was the | 
sum provided inthelaw. Jt wasthe limitation į 
in compensation for services and agents for 
placing this loan in the market. A statement | 
was made in a New York Republican papey, | 
the Tribune, which came directly from the | 
Seeretary of the Treasury, from which it ap- | 
pears that there has been an infraction of law jj 
in two instances. It is our duty either to cor 
rect the law so as to conform to the Secretary 
action, or else to reprimand him in some pub- | 
lic way, so that we may teach our officers their | 
duty, after we have instructed them by legis- | 
lation what that duty is. 

J now propose, Mr. Chairman, to have read 
this article as the basis of my resolution of 
yesterday. Itis also the basis of my motion | 
to-day. 1 send it to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“He is charged with having violated the law in 
two important particulars, namely, in increasing į 
the public debt temporarily and in exceeding the | 

i 


l 


| 
if 
i 
i 
i 


one half of one per cent, allowed by the funding act | 
for all expenses of placing the loan. In the latter | 
part of the first section of the act there is a positive | 
prohibition against any increase of the debt, in these | 
words: * But nothing in this act, or in any other law 
now in force, shall be construed to authorize any ii 


j Tt pertains to the loan. It 
; banks participated in carrying out that loan, 


increase whatever of the bonded debt of the United 
ates. ; 

“This provision, itis alleged, Mr. Boutwell entirely 
disregarded, in allowing the six per cent. bonds re- 
placed by the new five per cents to remain uncan- 
celed and draw interest for the benefit of the syn- 
dicate for the period of three months. During that 
period the debt was virtually increased by the sum of. 
$130,000,000, and the Government paid double inter- 
est on that sum for such period, the excess amount- 
ing to nearly two million dollars. In other words, 
the syndicate is allowed to receive interest for 
ninety days on two sets of bonds by paying for one. 
It gets interest on the new five per cents, and also 
on the old six per cents, which should, according to 
the intent of the law, have becn canceled the day 
the five per cents began to draw interest. And it is 
not only on the five-twenties it holds itself that the 
syndicate receives this handsome profit, but all the 
bonds sent into the Treasury for conversion by the 
banks by individuals in this country, and those ex- 
changed in Europe by Assistant Secretary Richard- 
son, are put aside for three months before being 
canceled, and the interest handed over to the syn- 
dicate. The Government actually pays the syndi- 
cate a large commission on business that is done by 
the banks, and by its own agents, directly with the 
Treasury, and with which the syndicate has nothing 

o do. 

“It isnot easy to see how the conclusion can be 
escaped that the Secretary has made a large tem- 
porary increase in the bonded debt, in violation of 
the express terms of the statute. The other point 
made against him appears to be equally well taken.” 


Mr. COX. I have nothing more to add, 
except if there is any good reason why this 
matter should be investigated by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, rather than the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, why did the 
gentleman object to my resolution yesterday 
which sent it to the Ways and Means, of which 
he ischairman? Ifthere is a good reason for 
that investigation at all, why not send it toa 
committee which is directly connected with the 
subject? I do not wish to cast imputations 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury. I pre- 
sume that if he has paid any extra money to- 
these agents, and increased our debt, (as he 
has,) it was, as he says, and as the Treasurer 
of the United States seems to say, that it grew 
out of his great anxiety to show the people 
that he could place this five per cent. loan of 
$200,000,000 upon the market. But no exi- 
gency, partisan, political, or pecuniary, allows 
an officer to break law. The Secretary has 
been so eager to get his five per cents off his 
hands that he has overleaped not only the 
spirit but the letter of the law. It becomes 
us, however, as the law-makers, to see to it 
that our laws are not the playthings of Secre- 
taries or Presidents. I will not judge the 
Secretary harshly till he is heard fully, but I 
propose to have a committee pass upon the 
matter, with power to send for persons and 
papers, and then the House can judge him, and 
can pass whatever law or censure to it may 
seem necessary. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] asks the House to permit 


I| him, as a member of the Committee on Bank- 


ing and Currency, to try the Secretary of the 
Treasury for a violation of law, and then, in 
order to qualify himself for the impartial dis- 
charge of that duty, he announcesto the House, 
beforehand, that the Secretary has violated 
the law. If anything would render it improper 
to grant the request of the gentleman from New 
York it would be the fact that he ostentatiously 
presents himself as disqualified in having be- 
forehand charged the Secretary with violatin 

the law. On yesterday the House intruste 


‘| the Committee of Ways and Means with that 


duty. The gentleman’s own resolution, at his 
own request, was referred to that committee. 
Ti is true that certain 


but it was a loan authorized through the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means originally, and it 
belongs to the Committee of Waysand Means 
to investigate it if any committee is to do it. 
It is very singular that my friend manifests such 
anxiety to take to himself the delicate position 
of an impartial trier, while at the same time 
he takes so much pains to announce to the 
country that he is disqualified for the position. 
I am one of those who prefer to hear the whole 
question before I pronounce my decision upon 
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it, but I doubt not that the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. is entirely willing to present himself 


before any impartial committee of this House | 


and to the country, and to show that he has 


has had opportunity to. But whether he has 
or has not, if his conduct is to be inquired 
into, let it be by the committee having juris- 
diction over loans, and by such members of 


the committee as have not beforehand declared | 


that the Secretary has violated the law. Let 
the matterremain where my friend, by his own 
consent yesterday, let his own resolution go. 

Mr. COX. Why did you object to it yester- 
day? 

Mr. DAWES. Wait one moment. W 
has my friend slept over his own proposition | 
of yesterday, that it should be referred to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means, and waked up 
this morning to renewed anxiety himself to 


enter into the lists as both trier and judge? |). 
Let the matter be where it was left yesterday. | 
Mr. COX. The gentleman says, in answer | 
to my statement, that I have prejudged une i 
i 
| 


case. Ihave not altogether prejudged it. 
have heard the case prima facie—ex parte, if : 
you will—and would be willing to hear further | 
from the other side. Ido not follow the ex- | 
ample of the President of the United States } 
and some others with reference to those 
arrested in the South, condemning the whole | 


people as guilty without trial. 


On yesterday 1 proposed to send this subject | 
to a committee o i 
Dawes] is himself the honored chairman. 


He objected ; his’ colleague [Mr. Banxs] ob- 


jected; all that side of the House were ready || 
to object. Why? Was it because it was nota || 


proper investigation? Or was it because they | 
wished to shield the Secretary of the Treasury | 
from any investigation whatever? Why did ' 
not the gentleman come forward and welcome | 
the resolution, as he was wont to do in the | 
paliny days when we fought all those doubtful | 
questions? I did not propose a special com- | 
mittee; I would not attempt to fix that reproach | 
upon the Secretary. I proposed to send the | 
subject to the committee which usually has | 
had charge of the funding system, and the gen- | 
tleman objected. And at the last moment I 


was compelled to fling it into a committee || 
where I knew it would sleep the sleep that || 


knows no waking, for the gentleman himself | 
had prejudged the question by his action here. 
I am but one member of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. If there were two 
more of my politics on that committee we 
would still be in a minority with respect to 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Ad- 
ministration. You have a committee, there- 
fore, of your own friends. And if, as yester- 
day you designated, you will not take charge 


of it, why not give it to a committee of which | 


the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoover] is the chairman? He is a} 
man who understands this business of the pub- 
lic debt; aman who, Iundertake to say, under- 
stands all about banks and banking; who has 
had more. experience in it than perhaps any 
other member of the House of Representatives 
or of the Senate; who has made it his study 
from early manhood, and who knows whether 


or not the law, which he helped to frame, has | 


been complied with. That is all I ask, and I 
am sure the honorable member from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Dawes] will not undertake to | 


say that L am unjust or unkind in asking it. 
It is a part of our duty in the Opposition 
here, especially when the majority on the other 
side is so great and so triumphant, to chal- 
lenge everything that comes from the Adminis- 
tration that does not look right prima facie. 
This is‘one of the transactions which the 
country demands should be riddled from one 
end to the other. Therefore I propose to send 
it to a committee where it will not be stran- 
gled—to a committee which will give it, and 


Why | 


which the gentleman [Mr. |: 


which will have. time to give it, a fall and thor: 
ough investigation. 


Mr. MAYNARD.. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. : í 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear 


the gentleman. 
acted in strict conformity to the law when he || 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make it with 
a view, if possible, to harmonize the conflicting 
views of gentlemen. My inquiry is whether it 
would be in order to move to refer this subject 


to “the committee of seventy?” [Laughter.]: 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
fully understand the gentleman. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I made the suggestion 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] 
rather than to the Chair. o 

Mr. COX. Idid not hear the proposition 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I thought the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] might perhaps be 
willing to have his proposition referred to 
‘the committee of seventy” of the city of 
New York. 

Mr. COX. I presume ‘‘the committee of 
seventy’? would do justice to the Adminis- 


tration as they have done justice under other ! 


circumstances. 

Thequestion was on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Cox; and being taken it was not agreed 
to, upon a division—ayes 81, noes 90. 

Mr. DAWES. I now renew the motion that 
this committee rise and report to the House the 
resolutions’ under consideration as amended, 
with the recommendation that they be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. WHEELER re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the annual message of the President 
of the United States, and had directed him to 
report to the House for adoption sundry reso- 
lutions as amended by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I now call the previous 
question upon the resolutions and the amend- 
ment thereto. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the amendment substituting the Committee on 
Appropriations for a special committee to con- 
sider the subject of postal telegraphs. 

On the question there were—ayes 84, 
noes 91. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 107, nays 98, not voting 
81; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Austin 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Clarke,Comingo,Conner, Coghlan, Cox,Crebs, Critch- 
er, Crossland, Davis, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Dunnell, 
Eldridge, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Forker, Garrett, Getz, Griffith, Haldeman, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T, 
Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, Holman, Kerr, King, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall, MeClell 
Kinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Moore, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W.Parker,Eli Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, Rogers, Shanks, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
ton Speer, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Terry, 
Washington Townsend, Tathill, Van Tramp, Wad- 
dell, Waldron, Warren. Wells, Whitthorne, Willard, 
Winchester, and Wood—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, George M. Brooks, Buflin- 
ton, Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, 
Coburn, Conger, Cotton, .Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Kames,Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George E. Harris, 
Havens, Gerry W.Hazleton, John W.Hazleton, Hoar, 
Houghton, Kelley,Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lan- 
sing, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCrary, ‘McGrew, 
McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Mor- 
phis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, 
Palmer. Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sessions, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Shoemaker, + Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, 
Sypher, Tafe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend. Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Walls, Washburn, 


and, McCormick, McHenry, Me- |! 


R. Mil- |: 


Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—98, — 

NOT VOTING—~Megsrs. Barry, Bird, James Q. 
Blair, James Brooks, Buekley, Benjamin F. Butler, 
| Greely, De Large, Dickey, Edwards, Elliott, Henry 
i D. Foster, Golladay, Goodrich, Hawley, Hay, Hays, 
| Hooper. Kendall, Mcintyre, Mitchell, Morey, Roose- 
'velt, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Turner, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Wallace, Williams of New York, and 
Young—al. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

| The resolutions reported from the Commit- 
rtee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
| were, as amended, adopted. 

j NORRIS VS. HANDLEY. 

| The SPEAKER laid before the House tes- 
| timony in the contested-election case of Nor- 
| ris vs, Handley, from the third district of 
| Alabama; which was referred to the Commit- 
; tee of Elections. 

| M’KISSICK VS, WALLACE. 


; The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
; testimony in the contested-election case of 
McKissick vs. Wallace, from the fourth district 
of South Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 

HARRIS VS. ROGERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


li testimony in the contested-election case of 


| Harris vs. Rogers, from the fourth district of 
| North Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. l 


BURLEIGH VS. ARMSTRONG. 


| The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
j testimony in the contested-election case of 
| Burleigh vs. Armstrong, from the Territory of 
, Dakota; which was referred to the Committee 
| of Elections. 


MAXWELL V8. HOOPER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
i testimony in the contested-election case of 
| Maxwell vs. Hooper, from the Territory of 
| Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
of Elections. Bie Sd f 
BOLES VS. EDWARDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
i papers relating to the contested-election case 
of Boles vs. Edwards, from the third district 
of Arkansas; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 


QIDDINGS VS. CLARK. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


papers relating to the contested election of 
Giddings vs. Clark, from the third district of 
Texas; which were referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 


} PUBLIC PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
1a letter from the Secretary of the. Interior, 
' transmitting, in compliance with the act of 
July 15, 1870, inventories and accounts of the 
property of the United States in the public 
buildings and groundsin the District of Colum- 

bia; which was referred to the Committee on 
; Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 


| JUDGMENTS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a communication from the clerk of the Court 
iof Claims, transmitting, in compliance with 
the act of June 25, 1868, a statement of judg- 
ments rendered in said court, with the amounts 
thereof, for the year ending December 4, 1871; 
which was referred to the Committee on A ppro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF UNITED STATES STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
‘also laid before the House a communication 
from the commissioners appointed to revise 
jand consolidate the statutes of the United 
i States under act of June 27, 1866, chapter 
| 140, and May 4, 1870, chapter 72; which was 
referred to the- Committee on the Revision of 
| the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM HEINE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate : 
and House of Representatives: 


- In pursuance of the provisions, second section, of | 


the act approved June 20, 1864, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1865, and for other. pur- 
poses,” I inform Congress that William Heine, a 
consular clerk, was, on the 30th of August last, 
removed from office for the following cause, namely, 
insubordination, disobedience of orders, and disre- 
spoctful conduct toward his superiors. 
A U. S.GRANT. 
WASHINGTON, December 5, 1871.. 


EXPENSES OF CONSULAR OFFICES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the Honse the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and, with the accompanying 
document, ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate , 
and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith to Congress a report, dated 
November 8, 1871, received from the Secretary of 
State, in compliance with the requirement of the act 
of March 3, 1871, making appropriations, among 
other things, for the increase of expenses and com- 
pensation of certain diplomatic and consular officers 
of the United States, on account of the late war 
between France and Prussia. The expenditures 
therein mentioned have been made on my approval, 

S. GRANT. 


WASHINGTON, December 4, 1871. 
DIPLOMATIO AND CONSULAR SYSTEMS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President ofthe United States ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and, with the accompanying 
documents, ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate R 
and House of Representatives : 

I herewith transmit to Congress a report, dated 
the 4th instant, with the accompanying papers, 
received from the Secretary of State, in compliance 
with the requirements of the eighteenth section of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States, a approged 


August 18, 1856. U.S 
WASHINGTON, December 4, 1871. 


CONSULAR AGENTS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

Incompliance with section two of the act making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1871, approved July 11, 1870, I herewith trans- 
mit the names and reports of and the amounts paid 


to consular agents of the United States, 
U.S. GRANT. 


Exrcutive Mansion, December 4, 1871. 
UNITED STATES TREASURER’S ACCOUNTS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House a letter of the Treas- 
urer of the United States, transmitting his 
adjusted quarterly account of general receipts 
and expenditures of the United States for the 
year ending June 30, 1869; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC PROPERTY. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 


also laid before the House a letter from the |} 


Clerk of the House of Representatives, trans- 
mitting a statement of public property in his 
possession belonging to the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House a letter from the 


Secretary of State in relation to property of 
the United States in public buildings and 
grounds in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House a letter from the 


Clerk of the House, transmitting his annual | 


report of contingent expenses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
also laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of State, showing the pay- 
ments made from the contingent fand; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, | 


also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of State, transmitting abstract of 
retarns by collectors of customs for relief and 


protection of American seamen, and showing | 
the number of seamen registered in the sev- | 


eral ports of entry in the United States during 
the year ending September 80, 1871; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MR. WILLIAM B. WASHBURN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
the following communication: 


FORTY-SECOND CONGRESS, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 5, 1871. 
Sır: I have the honor to inform you that I have 
sent to the Governor of Massachusetts my resigna- 
tion of the office of Representative in the Congress 
of the United States from the ninth congressional 
district in that State, to take effect on the Ist day 

of January, 1872, € 
am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


W. B. WASHBURN. 
Hon. JAMES G. BLAINE 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
COMMERCE WITH CHINA, ETC. 


Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 458) to facilitate com- 
merce between the United States and China, 


Japan, and other countries of Asia; which was |! 


read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. FARWELL, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 459) for the con- 
struction of a public building at Chicago, Illi- 
nois; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING A REPORT. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred, under the law, to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That two thousand extra copies of the 


report of the Comptroller of the Currency be 
printed for the use of the Treasury Department. 


LABOR BUREAU. 


Mr. KILLINGER, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and 
Labor be directed to inquire iato the expediency of 
establishing a labor bureau in connection with the 
Department of Agriculture, with a view to the com- 
pilation of statistics, and the more complete recog- 
nition of the rights of the laboring classes. 


BENJAMIN CLARKE, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 460) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Clarke; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


|; posing an amendment, to the Constitution of 
ii the United States; which was read a first and 


i 
| 
! 
i RECONSIDERATION OF REFERENCES. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to recon- 
sider the various references of bills and joint 
i resolutions made to committees this day; and 
ĮI also move that the motion to reconsider be 
| laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave of absence, for ten days, on 
account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. STRONG obtained leave of absence for 
ten days. 


| 
| 


COLONEL L. C. HOUK. 
| Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
| obtained leave to withdraw from the files of 
| the House the papers in the case of Colonel 
L. ©. Houk. 

BIGLEY AND COMPANY. 


Mr. NEGLEY. Iask unanimous consent 
to withdraw from the files of the Committee of 
Claims the papers in the case of Bigley & Co. 
i Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that copies of 
the papers be left with the committee. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
ji that there is no rule upon the subject of leav 
ing copies. 

fr. BANKS. The usage has been to retain 


copies. 

The SPEAKER. Such is the usage, but 
there is no rule, although, in the judgment of 
the Chair, there ought to be. The matter is 
one which has been frequently before the 


House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to move 
‘that when papers are withdrawn from the 
various committees copies be left. 

Mr. PETERS. If the cases were reintro- 
| duced into the House, as in most cases they 
are, there might be an objection to having the 
| copies retained. 

Mr. Neciry’s motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. STARKWEATHER. I demand the 


: regular order. 
DRAWING FOR SEATS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order having 
been called, the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. STARKWEATHER] has the floor to move a 
resolution which is privileged once during each 
session of Congress. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House do forth- 
i with place in a box the name of each member, and 
| Delegate of the House of Representatives, written 
| upon a separate slip of paper; that he then proceed 
i! in the presence of the House to draw from the said 
; box, one at a time, the said slips of paper, and as 
| each is drawn he shall announce the name of tho 
member or Delegate upon it, who shall chooso his 
seat for the present Congress: Provided, That before 
said drawing shall commence the Speaker shall cause 
each seat to be vacated, and shall see that every seat 
continues vacant until itis selected under this order ; 
: and that every seat, after having been selected, shall 
| be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the 
| calling of the roll is finished. 
| Mr. PETERS. I move that the resolution 
: do lie on the table. 

i Mr. BANKS. I move that the House do 
| now adjourn, 

| Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would suggest to 
i the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Starx- 
i . 

| WEATHER] that the drawing would oecupy 
| some time, and that it would be better to post- 
| pone the question till to-morrow. $ 

! The SPEAKER. There are two motions 
! pending, neither of which is debatable—one 
; that the resolution be laid on the table, the 
| other that the House adjourn. : 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 127, noes 66. 
| Mr. AMBLER called for the yeas and nays. 
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On ordering theyeagand nays there were— 
ayes twenty-six, not one fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were refused, and the 
motion to adjourn was agreed to. é 

Accordingly, (at three o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BURCHARD: Resolutions. of the 
Teachers’ Institute of Ogle county, Ilinois, in 
reference to the disposition of the Chinese 
indemnity fund. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of officers 
of ihe Woman’s Christian Association of the 
District of Columbia, asking an appropriation 
of $10,000. i 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of soldiers of 1812, for pension. 

Also, the petition of Howard J. Webber, of 
Portage county, Ohio, for a pension. 

By Mr. HAMBLETON: The petition of S. 
B. Mitchell, G. W. Mitchell, and J. W. Mitch- 
ell, owners of the schooner Thomas J. Frazier, 
praying compensation for the loss of their 
vessel, sunk while in the Government service. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Edward G. 
Allen, for compensation for books supplied to 
the Library of Congress. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The remonstrance of 
Archibald Wilson and 8 others, stationers and 
publishers of Poughkeepsie, New York, against 
unjust and improper interference in the manu- 
facture and sale of stamped envelopes by the 
Post Office Department. 

By Mr. McKEE: A petition of citizens of 
Newton county, Mississippi, asking change in 
the laws relating to mail contracts. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The memorial of N, J. 
Bigley, of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, claimin 
compensation for coal and tow-boat furnishe 
the United States. 

By Mr. PACKER: The petition of David 
L. McDermott, of Adams county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of Mrs. 
Sarah Evans, widow of Major D. B. Evans, 


of Marictta, Ohio, the dependent mother of i 
L. G. Evans, late sergeant of company K, | 


twenty-first United States infantry, asking for 
a pension. 

By Mr. WADDELL: The petition of Wal- 
ter I’, Leak, for the repayment of taxes paid 
by mistake. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of North Caro- 
lina, in regard to deducting from pay of mail 
contractors for failures in mail service caused 
by high water. 

Also, the petition of Allen M. Blackburn, 
of North Carolina, for removal of disabilities. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The memorial of 
William Allen and 20 others, of Northampton, 
Massachusetts, and of E. F. Cook and 10 
others, trustees of the savings-bank of Am- 
herst, Massachusetts, prayiug for the repeal 
of the internal tax on savings-banks. 

By Mr. WILLARD: Papers in the appli- 
cation of William Andrews, of Vermont, for 
reissue of United States bonds. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 6, 1871. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

Hon. Daniez D. Prart, from the State of 
Indiana, and Hon. Marruew H. CARPENTER, 
from the State of Wisconsin, appeared in 
their seats to-day. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SCOTT. I present a petition of com- 
manding officers of the Navy, stating that their 
rates of pay, as established at the last session 


of Congress, are out of all proportion to those | 


of other officers, not only of the Navy, but also 
of the Army, and asking for a corresponding 
increase. I move that the petition be laid on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs when appointed. 

The.motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. I also present a petition of 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, stating 
their objections to the manufacturing and sell- 
ing of stamped envelopes by the Government, 
and suggesting a remedy for the wrong done 
them by that practice. I move that this peti- 
tion lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads when 
appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TIPTON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Nebraska, praying the establishment 
of a mail route from Ashland to Palmyra, in 
that State ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of 
E. A. Powell, of Alabama, praying the re- 
moval of his political disabilities; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the memorial of Denis 
Sullivan, praying compensation for cotton 
destroyed by order of Major General Banks 
on or about the 27th day of April, 1864; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 385) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 
Union, and for other purposes;’’ which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 836) 
to prevent and punish bribery and corrupt 
practices in the election of electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, 
and of members of the House of Represent- 
atives in the Congress of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous ! 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 337) for the relief of Fanny A. Thomp- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 338) 
in relation to the office of attorney of the United 
States for the district of Louisiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 339) for the relief of James Belger ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

CURRENCY REPORT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. T offer the following res- 
olution, and if there be no objection I ask for 
its present consideration: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Comptroller of the Currency two thousand copies of 
his recent report. 

The question of the printing of this book is 
a little different from that as to ordinary books, 
The book that lies on our tablesis printed under 


the law as it stands; one thousand copies are | 


ordered to be printed for the use of Congress; 
but there-are now nearly two thousand banks, 
and the Comptroiler thinks that about one 
thousand more copies are needed to distribute 
to those banks having business with his office, 
and he therefore asks that this enlargement of 
the number be authorized for this session. 
The VICE PRESIDENT., This, however, 
being a proposition to print an extra number, 
must by law be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. The resolution will therefore lie on 
the table until that committee is appointed, 


į 


i 


H 


PRINTING IN GERMAN. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, submitted the 
following resolution; which was ordered tolie 
on the table until the Committee on Printing 
shall be appointed : 

lwed, That there be printed for the use of the 
ean “twenty thousand copies of the President’s 
message and five thousand copies of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with accompanying 
tables, being the report proper, in the German lan- 
guage. 
CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, Iwas not ready 
when reports were called for, and now ask 
leave to make two reports from the joint Com- 
mittee on the. Condition of the late Insurrec- 
tionary States, each of which is accompanied 
by aconcurrent resolution, which I am directed 
to offer in the Senate. The first report which 
I ask leave to make is one accompanied with 
a resolution authorizing the President of the 
Senate to issue his warrants directed to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, commanding bim to take 
into his custody the bodies of Clayton Camp 
and David Gist, two witnesses who were sub- 
penaed before a sub-committee of the joint 
committee in South Carolina, and failed to 
appear. I ask leave to make that report, 
accompanied by the resolution to which Ihave 
alluded. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report: 


The joint select Committee to Inquire into the 
Condition of the late Insurreetionary States, ap- 
pointed under and in pursuance of a concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress of April 
7, 1871, ask leave to report as follows: l 

That at a meeting of said joint select committee, 
convened in the Capitol on the 23d of September, 
1871, the chairman submitted the following extract 
from the record of testimony taken in South Caro- 
lina by a sub-committee authorized by said joint 
select committee: 

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA, July 21, 1871. 

James I. Christie sworn and examined. 

By the Chairman: 

Question, (submitting a paper.) Did youserve that 
subpena on David Gist; and if so, when 2 

Answer, I did, at fifteen minutes past nine o'clock 
on the 18th instant, Tuesday. $ . 

Question. Did youserve it according to the indorse- 
ment on the subpena? : 

Answer. Yes, sir. Isawhim at the depot the next 
morning, just as we were comin away, and inquired 
ofhim ifhe was going down. He replied in a very 
defiant manner, “No, E am not going.” I replied 
that I had performed my duty, and thatif he did not 
appear he must suffer the consequences, 

The subpena above mentioned is as follows: - 


United States of America—Congress of the United 
States, 


To David Gist, greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby 
commanded to appear before the sub-committee of 
the joint select Committee to Inquire into the Con- 
dition of the late Insurrectionary States, on Thurs- 
day, the 20th day of July, 1871, at ten o’clock a. m., 


| at their committee-room at Columbia, South Caro- 


lina, then and there to testify what you may know 
relative to the subject-matters under consideration 
by said committee, 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default 
under the pains and penalties in such cases made 
and provided. 

To John R. French, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Sen- 
ate of the United States, to serve and return., 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, 


| this 18th day of July, in the year of our Lord 1871. 


JOHN SCOTT, 
Chairman of the Select Committee. 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 
„I do appoint and hereby empower James I. Chris- 
tie to serve this subpena, and to exercise ali the 
authority in relation thereto with which Iam vested 


by the within order. JOHN R. FRENCH, 
Sergeant-at- Arms of the Senate of the United States. 


{Indorsement.] 
r UNIONVILLE, Sourn CAROLINA, July 18, Bea 
i served the within subpena personally on the 
within-named David Gist, at the National Hotel, 
Unionville, South Carolina, at nine o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p.m. this 18th day of July, 1871. 
JAMES I. CHRISTIE. 
The CuarrMan. I will also lay before the commit- 
tee the following subpena, served in the name of 
layton Camp, with the indorsement thereon: 
United States of America—Congress of the United 
States, 
To J. Banke Lyle, Clayton Camp, and P. Q. Camp, 
greeting + 


Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby com- 
manded to appear before the sub-committee of the 


1871. 
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joint select Committee to Inquire into the Condition 
of the late Insurrectionary States, on Monday, the 
17th day of July, 187i, at ten o’clock a, m., at their 
committee-room at Unionville, South Carolina, then 
and there to testify what you may know relative 
to the subject-matters under consideration by said 
committee. $ 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default 
under the pains and penalties in such cases provided. 

To John R. French, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Sen- 
ate of the United States, to serve and return. | 

Giyen under my hand, by order of the committee, 
this 14th day of July, in the year of our Lord 1871. 

JOHN SCOTT, 
Chairman of the Select Committee. 


SONATE or THE UNITED Srates, 
OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 


I do appoint and hereby empower E. M. Williams 
to serve this subpena, and to exercise all the author- 
ity in relation thereto with which I am vested by 


the within order. JOHN R. FRENCH, 
Sergeant-at- Arms of the Senate of the United States. 


[Indorsement.] 


SPARTANBURG, SOUTH CAROLINA, 
July 14, 1871. 


Iserved the within subpena personally on Clay- 
ton Camp and P. Q. Camp, on this day, Friday, the 
14th day of July, 1871, and I went to the residence 
of J. Banks Lyle, to serve it on him, and was in- 
formed he had left thisday with his family for North 


Carolina. 
So answers E. M. WILLIAMS. 


Sworn and subscribed as true before me, this 14th 
day of July, 1871. JOHN SCOTT. 


Whereupon the following resolution was adopted: 

“Whereas David Gist, of Union county, South 
Carolina, and Clayton Camp, of Spartanburg county, 
South Carolina, were respectively duly summoned 
to appear before the sub-committce of the joint 
select Committee to Inquire into the Condition of 
the late Insurrectionary States, and have severally 
failed to appear before said sub-committee, pursu- 
ant to said respective summonses: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That the chairman of said joint select 
committee be instructed to report the foregoing- 
recited facts to the Senate, at such time during the 
next session of Congress as he may deem advisabte, 
and request, in behalf of this committee, that the 
President of the Senate issue his several warrants, 
directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms, for the arrest of 
said witnesses, to answer for their contempt of the 
authority of Congress.”’ 


The subpenas by which said witnesses were com- | 
sub-com- į 


manded to appear and testify before said r 
mittee, at the times and places referred to therein, 


together with certificate of service thereof, are hereto | 


attached, and marked ‘‘ Exhibit No. 1.” 

The concurrent, resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress, of April 7, 1871, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a joint select Committee to Inquire into the 
Condition of the late Insurrectionary States, is hereto 
attached, and marked *‘ Exhibit No. 2.” __ 

In pursuance of the foregoing resolution of the 
joint select committee, the following is respectfully 
submitted to the Senate: 


Whereas the two Houses of Congress did, by their | 


concurrent resolution passed on the 7th day of April, 


1871, authorize and direct the appointment of a joint | 


select committee for the performance of certain 
duties in said concurrent resolution specified,the said 
jointselect committee to be composed of members of 
thesaid two Houses; that is to say, of seven members 
of the Senate and fourteen members of the House of 
Representatives, which said joint select commitiee 
was duly appointed as by said concurrent resolution 
provided; and whereas, in the discharge and per- 


formance of the duties so enjoined upon them, the | 
said joint select committee did appoint, a sub-com- | 


mittee of theirown number to take testimony in the 


State of South Carolina, which said sub-con: mittee, | 


on the 14th day of July, 1871, by subpena duly issued 


and served, did summon and command a certain | 


Clayton Camp, of Spartanburg county, South Caro- 


lina, to appear before said sub-committee; and on | 


the 18th day of July, 1871, by like subpena duly 
issued and served, did summon and command a cer- 
tain David Gist, of Union county, South Carolina, to 
appear before said sub-committee, each of said wit- 
nesses so summoned to testify before the said sub- 
committee touching the matters and things which 
the joint select’ committee were authorized and 
required by the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress to examine and inquire into ; 
and whereas the said Clayton Camp and the said 
David Gist, having been so summoned and com- 
manded, did fail and refuse to appear before the 
said sub-committee, thereby showing themselves in 
eontempt of the Senate of the United States as well 
as of the House of Representatives: Therefore, 

Resolved bythe Senate ofthe United States, (the House 
of Representatives concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate issue his several warrants, directed to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, commanding him 
to take into his custody the bodies of the said Clay- 
ton Camp and David Gist respectively, wherever to 
be found, and to have the same forthwith before the 
bar of the Senate to answer as for a contempt of the 
authority of the Senate. 


Mr. SCOTT. It is not necessary to read 
the exhibits accompanying the report. Before 


T ask leave to make the other report to which 
I referred I crave the indulgence of the Senate 
to make a very brief statement giving the 
reason why I shall ask that the consideration | 
of the resolution I have just reported lie over 
until to-morrow. 

It will be observed, that although this report 
is made ‘to the Senate, the resolution appended 
to it is a concurrent resolution. I am not 
aware that any case has heretofore occurred 
in which witnesses have been reported as fail- 
ing to appear before a joint committee of 
Congress. All cases of that character here- 
tofore occurring, so far as I know, have been 
before select committees of one of the two 
Houses of Congress, or before some of the į 
standing committees of the respective Houses 
of Congress. The mode of proceeding pre- 
sents a question here, and the committee has 
directed me to make the report and to present 
the resolution as a concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the President of the Senate to issue 
his warrant for the apprehension of these 
witnesses, believing that although the con- 
tempt committed is a contempt of the whole 
body of Congress, it is in the power of the 
two Houses to authorize one House to proceed 
and deal with the witness for the contempt, as 
of course it would be very inconvenient to 
deal with him by the assemblage of the two 
Houses, and having been dealt with by one, 
the ends of the law would be accomplished, 
and it would be entirely improper, if not 
illegal, to proceed further. 

I will now state that I have also a report 
accompanied with a resolution directing a war- 
rant to issue against another witness who did 
appear before the joint committee, but refused 
to answer a number of questions which the 
committee decided to be pertinent. They have 
instructed me to make this report accompanied 
also with a concurrent resolution. Apart from 
the other questions which may be presented as 
to whether a warrant should issue for all or 
either of these witnesses, this one of the proper 
mode of proceeding is one that I have deemed 
it proper to bring to the attention of the Sen- 
ate, and for that reason, if for no other, after 
this report shall have been received and the 
resolution read, I shallask that the resolutions 
lie over until to-morrow, when I shall call 
them up. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending res- 
olution reported by the committee will lie over 
until to-morrow, and be printed. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania, from the same joint com- 
mittee, makes another report, which he also 
desires to have lie over. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
report, as follows: 


The joint select Committce to Inquire into the 
Condition of the late Insurrectionary States, ap- 
pointed under and in pursuance of a concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress of April 7, 
1871, ask leave to report in part as follows —— 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Senator from Pennsylvania if there is any | 
object in reading this report at length? He; 
has stated what it contains. It is a mere 
formal statement of the issuing of process, and 
the return, I suppose, like the other report, 
except that it relates to another witness. Does | 
he desire to have it read at length? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is not necessary, unless the 
Senate desire to be informed of the nature of 


the questions which the witness declined to |} 


answer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest, then, that the 
Secretary read that portion of the report, leav- 
ing out the issuing of the summons and return, 
and so on. Let him read the questions that 
were propounded and which the witness refused | 
to answer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tory to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is entirely satisfactory 
to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read that portion of the report suggested 
by the Senator from Hlinois. 


Is that satisfac- | 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 

H 

I will inquire of the |j 
| 


i: testimony,” i 
ii altered, and repealed, so as to read as follows: That 


The reading of the report was concluded, ag 
follows: 


That at ameeting of the joint select committee, con- 
vened in the Capitol, on September 21, 1871, it was 

Ordered, That the chairman of the joint commit- 
tee [Mr. Scorr] and Messrs. Poon and BLAIR be a 
sub-committee to examine the witnesses now [then] 
in attendance., 

In pursuance of said order, the said sub-commit- 

tee met on the 23d day of September, 1871, and one 
W. L. Saunders, of Chapel Hill, North Carolina, who 
had been duly subpenaed as a witness to appear 
before the joint select committee of the two Houses 
of Congress, then appeared and submitted to be 
examined ag a witness, and was duly sworn by the 
chairman of the joint select committee. In the 
examination of said witness the following questions 
by the chairman and answers by the witness were 
elicited: : 
_ “Question. The purpose of this committee is to 
inquire in relation to the execution of the laws, and 
the security of life, person, and property in the late 
insurrectionary States. As bearing upon that ques- 
tion we have been examining in regard to the exist- 
ence of secret organizations in the State of North 
Carolina, particularly those which are alleged to 
have committed acts of violence. Have you been 
at any time, or are you now, a member of any secret 
political organization of that character in the State 
of North Carolina? 

“Answer. Well, sir, I decline to say whether or 
not I have been a member of any of the so-called 
Ku Kiux organizations, on the ground that I am not 
obliged to testify in a case wherein I may criminate 
myself. I do this without intending any disrespect 
to the committee, but just simply upon the consti- 
tutional exemption. , 

‘* Question. Do you decline to answer the question 
on the ground that you cannot do so without erim- 
inating yourself? | g 

“Answer. I decline to answer the question on the 
ground that if I testify in this case it will furnish 
evidence which will make'me amenable to the laws 
of North Carolina, as declared by the judges of the 
supreme court of North Carolina. 

** Question. Have you been at any time, or are you 
now, a member of an organization known as the 
White Brotherhood? i 

“ Answer. Well, sir, I conceive that that question 
comes in the same category. A 

‘* Question. Do you declineto answer that question? 

“Answer. I decline to answer that question, be- 
cause, Without meaning to say whether or not tam 
a member of that particular organization, that 
method of examination would Jead to the particular 
organization of which I may be a member, It is 
getting at an affirmative fact by indirectness, which, 
T conceive, is covered by the constitutional pro- 
vision. 

* Question. Have you been at any time, or are you 
now,a member of the organization known as the 
Constitutional Union Guards? : 

t Answer. To that I give the same answer. 

‘Question. Have you been at any time, or are you 
i now, a member of the organization known as the 
Invisible Empire? 

“Answer, I make the same answer as before. 

** Question. Have you been at any time, or are you 
now,a member of any of the organizations which 
! are popularly known as Ku Klux organizations? 

“Answer. I make the same answer to all these 
questions, ‘ 

“ Question. Do you decline to answer any or all of 
these questions on the ground that you cannot do so 
! without criminating yourself ? 

“Answer. Yes, sir; without leading to that result. 

“ Question. I wil] read to you the act of Congress 
of 1862 on that subject, for the purpose of letting you 
know that thatis notavalid excuse, I will first read 
the second section of the act of 1857, which is as 
| follows: 
| "Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no person 
examined and testifying before either House of Con- 

ress, or any committee of either House, shall be 

eld to answer criminally in any court of justice, or 
subject to any penalty or forfeiture for any fact or 
aet touching which he shall be required to testify 
|. hefore either House of Congress, or any committee of 
| either House, as to which he shall have testified. 

whether before or after the date of this act, and that 
; no statement made or paper produced by any witness 
| before either House of Congress, or before any com- 
mitteeof either House, shall be competent testimony 
in any criminal proceeding against such witness in 
any court of justice; and no witness shall hereafter 
be allowed to refuse to testify to any fact or to pro- 
duce any paper touching which he shall be exam- 
ined by either House of Congress, or any committee 
of either House, for the reason that his testimony 
| touching such fact or the production of such paper 
| may tend to disgrace him or otherwise render him 
| infamous: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
! be construed to exempt any witness from prosecu- 
| tion and punishment for perjury committed by him 
: in testifying as aforesaid,’ re 

“That is modified by the act of 1862 in this way: 

“That the provisions of the second section of the 
; act entitled “An act more effectually to enforce the 


| A 5 
il attendance of witnesses on the summons of either 


| Honse of Congress, and to compel them to discover 
` approved January 24, 1857, be amended, 


| the testimony of a witness examined and tesiifying 
before either House of Congress, or any committee 
of either House of Congress, shall not be used as 
evidence in any criminal proceeding against. such 
witness in any court of justice: Provided, however, 
i That no official paper or record produced by such 
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witness on such examination shall be held or taken 
to be included within the privilege of said evidence 
so to protect such witness from any criminal pro- 
ceeding as aforesaid; and no witness shall hereafter 
be allowed to refuse to testify to any fact, or to pro- 
duce any paper.touching which he shall be exam- 
ined by either House of Congress, or any committee 
of either House, for the reason that his testimony 
touching such fact, or the production of such paper, 
may tend.to disgrace him or otherwise render him 
infamous: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed to exempt any witness from piosgu- 
tion and punishment for perjury committed by. him 
in testifying as aforesaid.’ , 

“Now, in view of the law, as it has been read to 
you, and after having putto you the questions which 
you have declined to answer, I will proceed now to 
ask you whether you have ever held, or now hold, 
any official position in any organization in the State 
of North Carolina popularly known as the Ku Klux 
organization? , 

“Answer. I decline to answer that question. 

“Question. Do you know who are members of any 
such organization in the county of Orange, North 
Carolina? i 

* Answer. I decline to answer that question. 

“Question, Do you know who are the commanders, 
chiefs, or heads, by whatever names they may be 
known, of the different organizations of the Ku Kiux 
Klan, in the county of Orange, in North Carolina? 

** Answer, I decline to answer that question, for 
the reason I have assigned. ; 

““ Question. Had you at the time, or have you now, 
any knowledge of the persons who have committed 
the murders and inflicted the whippiugs that have 
been charged against the Ku Klux Klan in the 
county of Orange, and in the State of North Caro- 


q 


lina? 


“Answer. No, sir; not of my own personal knowl- | 


edge, I have not. That question is not saved by the 
answers I have heretofore given. ae , 

“Question. Have you had any communication with 
persons who have stated to you their knowledge of 
such murders or, such whippings in the county of 
Orange, in the State’of North Carolina, or in any 
other part of the State of North Carolina? . 

* Answer. I have had only one such conversation. 

k Question, With whom? 

“ Answer, That I decline to state. _ . 

* Question. Whero did the person live with whom 
you had such conversation ? 

“ Answer. I decline to state that also. > 

“Question, What position, if any, did he occupy in 
North Carolina? 

* Answer. I decline to answer that 

“ Question. Was he a member of the 
North Carolina? 

* Answer. I decline to say that. 

‘t Question. Was he a member of the bar? 

“ Answer. I decline to say. : 

“ Question. Was he a leading man in the State? 

newer. I decline to say. , , 

“* Question, Do you decline to give any information 
which may load to the identification of that person? 
Pree Yes, sir; that is the sum and substance 
of it, 

“ Question. What was the offense which he com- 
municated to you as having been committed by the 
Ku Klux Klan? Was it murder? 

‘‘ Answer, I decline to answer. 

‘“ Question. Was it whipping? 

‘* Answer. I decline to state. 

“ Question. Did hestate to you that he was a mem- 
ber of any of the so-called Ku Klux organizations? 

“t Answer. I decline to state, 

» “Question. Do you know Henry Ivy, or Ivry, of 
Orange county, North Carolina? 

‘' Answer. I decline to state whether I do or not. 

* Question. Do you know Abraham, or Abe Hedge- 
peth, of Orange county, North Carolina? 

t Answer. I have no hesitation in saying whether 
I knew Iyy or not; I knew no such man. 

“ Question. Do you know any man of the name of 
Henry Ivry? í 

| Answer. No, sir; I know of noname similar to 


uestion. 
egislature of 


at. 
“ Question. Do you know Abraham or Abe Hedge- 


peth? 
= Answer. Yes, sir; I know him. 


“ Question. Do you know whether he is or is not, or 


has he at any time told you whether he is or is not 
a member of any Ku Klux organization ? 

“ Answer. I decline to answer. 

“Question. Do you know James Copeland, of 
Orange county ? 

‘Answer. No, sir; I do not. 
Question. Do you know whether he is or is nota 
member of the Ku Klux Klan, or one of the leaders 
of the Klan in that county ? 

t Answer. I decline to answer. 

‘* Question, Have you ever heard of Henry Ivy, or 
Henry Ivry? 

+t Answer, No, sir; I know of no man of any such 


“ 


name. 
1 n gretion, Have you ever heard of James Cope- 
and? 
t Answer. No, sir. 
, “Question Yot you decline to answer whether he 
is or is not a member of the Klan? 
“Answer. Yes, sir; because to do so would lead 
to an affirmative by a series of negatives, 


“* Question. -Do you know William Andrews, of 
Orange county, North Carolina ? pot 
“Answer. No, sir; I do not think Ido, Iknow 


some people of the name of Andrews, but I 
remember any one of them named William. 

“ Question. Do you know whether William An- 
drews is a member or a chief of any Ku Klux 
organization in that county? 


do not 


t Answer. I decline to answer. 

** Question. Do you know Jesse Morrow? 

“ Answer. No, sir; but I have heard that name. 

+“ Question. Do you know of such a man living in 

range county ? 
Or Answer: I think there was a man there of that 
name. F ; 

‘* Question. Do you know whether he is or is not a 
member of a Ku Klux organization, or whether he 
is or is not a chief in command of one of the divis- 
ions or klans in that county? 

“Answer. I decline to answer. 

“Question. Do you know Nat. Williams, of Orange 
county ? 3 

“Answer. I think I do. 7 

‘Question, What is his occupation? | g 

‘Answer. Ifhe is the man Iam thinking of he is a 
wheelwright. $ 

‘t Questron. Where does he liye? — 

“* Answer. Lam not sure whether he lives in Orange 
county or in Chatham county. 3 

“* Question. Do you know whether he is or is not a 
member of the Ku Ktux organization, and a chief of 
one of its divisions or klans ? 

“Answer. I decline to answer. 

“ Question. I believe you said you knew Abraham 
Hedgepeth ? 

“Answer. Yes, sir. | 5 

“Question. Whatis his occupation ? 

‘Answer. Well, sir, I don’t believe he has any. 

a Question, Is he a wealthy man ? 

‘Answer. No, sir. He has been at farm-work, I 
think. Iseehim when I go to Hillsboro’, but he 
never seems to be doing anything. . 

tt Question. Doeshe livein the town of Hillsboro’? 

tt Answer. Yes, sir. 

“ Question. Lives without work? 

‘‘Anawer. I do not know how much work he does. 
I do not often go to Hillsboro’, but my impression is 
that he does not do a great deal of work. 

£ Question You say that he has no occupation ? 
‘Answer. Not that I know of. 
: Question. Do. you know Fletcher Freeland ? 
newer, Yes, sir. ; 

“ Question. Where does he reside? 

‘Answer. At Durham, a station on the North Car- 
olina railroad. a ° 

“ Question, What is his occupation? 

“Answer, He is a merchant. 

‘* Question. Is he or not a member of the Ku Klux 
organization, and a leader of one of the klans in 
Orange county? 

“Answer. I decline to answer. 

s Question. Do you know Samuel Johnson? 

“Answer. Ido, not know any such man. Though 
my residence isin Orange county, L have not been 
in the county a great deal. I have been there prob- 
ably less than I have been at other points. I have 
gone there to reside only since the war. 

a Question. Do you know William Minor? 

“Answer. I have heard that name; Ido not know 
the man. | 

‘ Question. Have you heard of him as a member 
of the Ku Klux organization ? 

‘‘Anewer. I decline to say. 

westion. Do you know John Durham? 
newer, I know some Durhams, but I do not 
know their Christian names, 

': Question. Where do they live? 

Answer. I think some of them live at White 
Cross, abouteight miles west of Chapel Hill. 

Question. Do you know whether any persons of 
the name of Durham are members of the Ku Klux 
organization ? 

,, Answer. I decline to answer. 

.. Question. Have you met any of them in the coun- 
cils or camps ofthe Ku Klux organization ? 

\, Answer, I decline to answer, 

a Question, Do you know Wiliam Workman? 

nswer. I knew one man in my life of the name 
of Workman; what his Christian name was I do not 
Know. I have not heard of him for years. 

z Question, Did he live in Orange county. 

Answer. He did; I do not:know whether he is 
now living or not. 

:ı Question. Do you know any Robinson? 

Answer, I knew one man of the name of Robin- 
son. 
`: Question. Where does he reside? 
nswer. The one I refer to lives on New Hope 
creek, where the creek crosses the road from Hills- 
boro’ to Chapel Hill. 
Question. I have 
Abraham Hedgepeth, 
Answer, Yes, sir. 
. Question. | 
ization of White Brotherhood for the State of North 
Carolina, ever issued to Abraham Iledgepeth, or 
given to him, any orders as a subordinate com- 
mander in that organization ? 
ve anae I decline to answer any of those ques- 
ions. 
maniar a E te oaeoi aah the gom- 
-in-chief of the organization of the i 
Brotherhood in the State of North Carolina ? nee 
_ Answer. I decline to answer all of those ques- 
tions, for the reason I have hitherto assigned. 
... Question. Do you know whether F. N. Strudwick 
is a member of the organization in the State of North 
Carolina? 

(Answer, I decline to answer that question, 

vesiton, Were you the clerk of the senate of 


tie North Carolina Legislature during its ‘last ses- 


Answer. Yes, sir. 
uestion: How many members of that senate do 
you know to have been members of either branch of 
the Ku Klux organization ? 
Answer. I decline to answer that question. 


‘ 
‘ 
‘ 


asked you whether you knew 
and you say you do? 


a 


Have you, as the chief of the organ- | 


“ Question, Wereyouinformed by F. N. Strudwick, 
or oe any other member ofthe North Carolina Legis- 
lature, or by any member of the Ku Klux organiza- 
tion, that he, F. N. Strudwick, was instructed to 
present resolutions of impeachmentin pursuance of 
any agreoment among the members of the Ku Klux 
organization? = —_ 

“Answer. No, sir. 

“ Question. Have you ever had any conversation 
with any one on that subject ? 

“Answer. No, sir. i g , 

“Question. Was the subject ever discussed in any 
meeting of the Ku Klux organization at which you 
were present? | g 

“Answer. I will say this, that so far as I remember 
I cannot now recollect that I ever heard the sugges- 
tion before. i , 

“ Question. I will repeat the question, and I desire 
an answer toit. Was the subject ever discussed in 
any meeting of the Ku Klux organization at which 
you were present ? — , 

“ Answer. Well, sir, that forces me to decline to 
answer the question, for the same reason that I have 
hitherto declined to answer such questions. Put it 


; in another shape, and I will have no hesitation in 


answering the question, but in that shape I decline 
to answer it. a J 

“ Question. Have you, as commander-in-chief of 
either the Constitutional Union Guards, the White 


! Brotherhood, or the Invisible Empire, issued orders, 


or given verbal directions, to William Andrews, as 
a subordinate commanderin the Ku Klux organ- 
ization ? ‘ e 

“ Answer. I decline to answer that question. 

** Question. Do you know John McCauley ? 

“Answer. There is a family of McCauleys in the 
county: and it strikes me I have known a man 
named John McCauley, but L am not sure. 

“ Question. Do you know him as a member of 
either of the branches of the Ku Klux organization? 
“ Answer. I decline to answer the question, 

sí Question: Do you know A. P. Cates? 

“ Answer. I know some persons of the name of 
Cates; but I cannot recollect any of that name. 

© Question. Did or do you know him, or any mem- 
ber of that family, as a member of the Ku Klux 
organization ? 

“ Answer. I decline to answer. 

“ Question. Do you know J. Cooley ? 

* Answer. I think I do. 

'uestion. Where does he reside ? ; 

“ Answer. At Hillsboro’, I know a young man of 
the name of Cooley, and I think his name is James; 
I am not certain. If he is the one referred to, he is 
a telegraph operator at the depot. 

“ Question. Is he a member of the Ku Klux or- 
ganization ? 

‘ Answer. I decline to answer. 

“ Question. Is there any other man by the name of 
Cooley than this one ? i 

“ Answer. Not that I know of. The only man of 
thename of Cooley that I know is the telegraph 
operator at Hillsboro’. j 

“ Question. Do you know J, Carmichael? 

“ Answer. I know a man of the name of ——. I do 
not know what his name is. He is an old man 
residing in Hillsboro’; a tailor. 

Question. Is he a member of the Ku Klux 
organization ? 

‘| Answer. I decline to answer, 

‘‘ Question. Do you know Dr. Holt? 

;, Answer. I know Dr. E. M. Hoit. 

os Question. Where does he reside ? 

«Answer. In the northeastern part of the county. 

uestion. Have'you met him as a member of the 
Ku Klux organization, or of either of its branches? 

‘ Answer. I decline to say. 

Question. Do you know whether he is a member 
of such an organization? 

i Answer. I decline to say. 

.| Question. When did you first learn of the institu- 
tion, in the State of North Carolina, of any branch 
of the Ku Klux organization? 

(Answer, I decline to say. r 

Question. Have you any knowledge of when it 
was first instituted in that State, or by whom it was 
then instituted 7 

‘Answer, I decline to say. 

Question, Have you been in communication with 
the commanders of the Ku Klux organizations in 
other counties than Orange county ? 

; Answer. I decline to answer. ; 

Question. Are there, in various counties of the 
State of North Carolina organizations popularly 
known as Ku Klux organizations ? 

Answer. I decline to say. 

. Question. Is there a State organization control- 
ling the subordinate organizations in the various 
counties ? 

‘Answer, I decline to answer that question. 

uestion. Have you any knowledge of who are 
or who have been the officers of the supreme or grand 
council, or the governing power, whatever it may be 
called, of that organization in the State of North 
Carolina? 

‘Answer. I decline to answer. i 

, Question. Is the purpose of that organization in 
North Carolina a political one? 

Answer, I decline to answer. 

Question. Are you a member of any organization 
which has for its object the overthrow of the recon- 
struction measures of Congress or the nullification 
of the fourteenth and fifteenth articles of amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States? 

_ “Answer, I decline to answer any question touch- 
ing those things. 

Question. Have you any knowledge of the extent 
of any organization of that character in the State of 
North Carolina? : i ac 
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“ Answer. T decline to say, whether I have or not. 

‘Question. Is it not within your knowledge that 
the murder of prominent Republican politicians in 
the county of Orange has been decreed in the sub- 
ordinate councils of the Ku Klux organization, and 
that those decrees have been carried into effect? 

“Answer. Ldecline to state. whether I have any 
knowledge or not in reference to that. 

“Question. Is it not within your knowledge that 
the whipping of prominent Republican politicians 
in the county of Orange has been decreed in the 
subordinate organizations of the Ku Klux Klan, and 
that those decrees have been carried into effect for 
the purpose of intimidating them and preventing 
them from exercising fully their political rights? 

“Answer. L decline to answer any question touch- 
ing that matter. 

“Question. Have you any knowledge of any or- 
ganization in the State of North Carolina which has 
interfered with the rights of person or of property of 
citizens, in pursuance of the purposes and decrees 
of that organization ? 

“Answer. I decline to answer. 7 

“Question. Ilas the existence of such organiza- 
tions been communicated to you by persons who are 
or have been members of such organizations ? 

“ Answer. I decline to answer. 

“ Question, Have you a knowledge of who are the 
leading members of what is popularly called the 
Ku Klux organization in the State of North Caro- 
lina? If you have, give us their names. 

“ Answer. I decline to say whether I have any 
such knowledge or not. 

“ Question. Do I understand you, to say that you 
decline to answer any and all questions that may be 
put to you touching the existence, extent, purposes, 


or members of what is popularly known as the Ku | 


Klux organization, or of any of its branches? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir; that is my purpose. I decline 
to furnish any information whereby I can be affected 
criminally under the laws of North Carolina, as 
declared by the judges of,our supreme court,” 

The testimony of said witness, by question and 
answer in full, is hereto attached, and marked 
“Exhibit No. 1.” , sak 

The subpena by which said witness was com- 
manded to appear and testify before said joint com- 
mittee, at the time and place referred to | 
together with certificate of service thereof, is hereto 
attached, and marked ** Exhibit No. 2.” 

The concurrent resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress of April 7, 1871, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of ajoint select committee to inquire into the 
condition of the late insurrectionary States, is hereto 
attached, and marked “Exhibit No. 3.” ; 

It is the opinion of said joint select committee 
that the questions. put to said witness were proper 
questions, necessary to make the investigation 
ordered by said concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress, and that said witness, by his 
refusal to answer many of the questions put to him 
by the chairman of said joint committee, is in con- 
tempt of the Senate, as well as of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and merits to be dealt with for his 
misconduct; and that the dignity of the Senate, as 
well as of the House of Representatives, requires 
that the pretense upon which the witness based his 
refusal to answer should not be recognized as valid. 

The joint select committee therefore recommend 
to the Senate the adoption of the following resolu- 
tion, namely: , 

Whereas the two Houses of Congress did, by their 
concurrent resolution, passed on the 7th day of 
April, 1871, authorize and direct the appointment 
of a joint select committee for the performance of 
certain duties, in said concurrent resolution speci- 
fied, the said joint select committee to be composed 
of members of the said two Houses; that is to say, 


of seven members of the Senate and fourteen mem- ; 


bers of the House of Representatives, which said 
joint select committee was duly appointed as by said 
concurrent resolution provided; and whereas, in the 
discharge and performance of the duties so enjoined 
upon them, the said joint select committee, on the 
Bist day of August, 1871, by subpena duly issued 
and served, did sammon and command a certain W. 
L, Saunders, of Chapel Hill, North Carolina, to ap- 
pear before said joint select committee and testify 
touching the matters and things which thesaid joint 
select committee were authorized and required by 
the concurrent resolution of the two Houses of Con- 
gress to examine and inquire into : and whereas said 
W. L. Saunders did, on the 23d day of September, 
1871, appear before a sub-committee duly authorized 
by said joint select committee of the two Houses of 
Congress to take the testimony of witnesses then 
present and awaiting examination, and_ having so 
appeared and submitted to be examined as a wit- 
ness, did refuse to answer proper inquiries put to 
him in the course of the investigation by said sub- 
committee, thereby showing himself in contempt of 
the Senate of the United States, as well as the House 
of Representatives: Therefore, g 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring,) That W. L. 
Saunders, of Chapel Hill, and State of North Caro- 
lina, a witness heretofore duly summoned before a 
joint select committee of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, having been lawfully required to testify before 
a sub-committee, duly authorized by said joint 
seléct committee to take his testimony, and having, 
in the course of the investigation, refused to answer 
proper inquiries put to him by the chairman of said 
joint committee, be forthwith arrested by the Ser- 

eant-at-Arms of the Senate, and brought before the 
Senate, at its bar, by the order of the Senate duly 
issued by the Vice President, under his hand and 
the seal of the Senate; and that said Saunders be 


detained, by virtue thereof, by the Sergeant-at- 


to therein, | 


| 


| it, separate and independent, there could be | 


| penalty upon the recusant or contumacious 


Arms of the Senate until he answer for his contempt 
of the order of the Senate in the matter aforesaid, 
and abide such further order as may be made in the 
premises. 


Mr. ‘TRUMBULL. What has been read 
shows that the witness deciined to answer | 
proper questions, and it will be for the Senate 
to determine what action shall be taken. Be- 
fore the subject passes from the consideration 
of the Senate, as the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has suggested the propr.ety of coneur- 
rent action of both Houses, 1 will say a word. 
I can only give a mere impression without | 
investigation, and I presume he has investi- | 
gated the matter, and is prepared to answer 
more deliberately than I would be; but I think 
that this would be a clear contempt of either 
House, and that it would not be necessary to | 
have a concurrent resolution in order to bring 
this witness to the bar of the Senate. I merely 
make this suggestion as occurring to me, with- 
out having reflected upon the matter. Doubt- 
less the Senator from Pennsylvania has given 
it more consideration, and will be prepared 
to state at the proper time the reason why he 
thinks it proper that we should have joint 
action of both Houses in ordering the warrant || 


to issue. T merely throw out this for his con- || 
sideration. Doubtless he has thought of it, į 
however. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree with my friend 
from Illinois that the law probably would war- 
rant usin undertaking to punish a contuma- 
cious witness (if it is proper to punish a con- | 
tumacious witness at all, which is, perhaps, 
doubtful) by an act of our own. There have 
been instances in this body in which disobedi- | 
ence to the requirements of a joint committee || 
has been acted upon by this body alone. Ij 
remember one instance occurring in the com- 
mittee on retrenchment, when that existed— | 
I was then amember of that committee—where 
a witness in the city of New York refused to 
answer questions which the committee, under 
the resolution creating it, was authorized to 
ask him, and a warrant was thereupon issued 
from this body alone, treating it as a contempt 
of this body, and the witness was brought up 
and answered the questions. But no point 
was made upon it, and, therefore, of course, | 
itis not binding or an authoritative prece- | 
dent, although, from the little investigation I | 
then made of the subject, I had no doubt my 
self, that inasmuch as the contempt of either | 
House is an offense against the dignity of the | 
body created, as the Constitution does create 


no difficulty—and probably it would be much | 
the most philosophical treatment to take of 
it—in treating a contempt of this character | 
as a several contempt of each of the Houses. 
But I do not know that:there is any objection | 
to concurrent action, after all. t 
Mr. SCOTT. That may be the conclusion 
at which the Senate may eventually arrive 
after discussing this question; but the ques- 
tion has been made in the committee. The 
case to which the Senator from Vermont refers 
not having been cited in the committee, and 
perhaps not being within the knowledge of 
any member of the committee, it was deemed 
advisable, to obviate all question, that this 
resolution should be made concurrent, vesting 
the power in the President of the Senate to 
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view which the Senator from Vermont pre- 
sents is undoubtedly theoretically correct, | 
that it is a contempt of either House. Itis a 
contempt of the House of Representatives as 
well as a contempt of the Senate for a witness 
to refuse to testify before a joint committee. 
But if that be technically correct, then may 
the Senate and may the House of Represent- 
atives each procced and each inflict its own | 


Í 
i 
| 
i 
i 


H 
i 


witness? 

We deemed it advisable, because this ques- 
tion was made, to present it in this form to the || 
Senate, and I gave notice for that reason that | 


I would call up the resolutions to-morrow, 
There may be other incidental questions aris- 
ing in regard to the powers of joint commit- 
tees, as well as of sub-committees, both to sum- 
mon and toswear witnesses. Iam not sure that 
they will arise in this discussion, but they are 
questions which have presented themselves 
during the investigations of this joint commit- 
tee, and which it may be necessary to consider 
at this point. If not, it certainly will be at a 
subsequent point, for I shall introduce a bill 
on that subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will 
be printed, and laid over until to-morrow or 
some future time. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to take up 


House bill No. 880. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


| from South Carolina moves to proceed to the 
| consideration of a bill in regard to political 


disabilities which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Disabilities at the last session of Con- 
gress. The last clause of the filty-second rule, 
to be found on page 149 of the new edition of 
the Digest, provides that— 

‘All subjects referred to committees, and not 
reported upon at the close of a session of Congress, 
shall be returned to the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate, and be by him retained until the next suc- 
ceeding session of that Congress, when they shall be 
returned to the several committees to which they 
had been previously referred.”’ 

It has been invariably the usage of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate to retain such papers 
during the recess, and at the succeeding ses- 


| sion until the committees are appointed. The 


twenty-first joint rule of the two Houses 
provides: ‘ 
“After six days from the commencement of a sec- 


| ond orsubsequent session of Congress, all bills, reso- 


lutions, or reports which originated in either House, 
and at the close of the next preceding session re- 
mained undetermined in either House, shall be 
resumed and acted on in the same manner as if an 
adjournment bad not taken place.” 

“After six days’’—about the time when the 
committees are appointed in the Senate. 

The Senator from South Carolina moves to 
proceed to the consideration of this bill, which 


| is in the condition indicated by these two rules. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I inquire whether it 
would not be competent at any time, if the 
committees were formed, to rescind a reso- 
lution referring a bill and bring it before the 
Senate; or, in other. words, I believe the par- 
liamentary form of that motionis to discharge 
a committee from the consideration of a s:b- 
ject. That would bring a bill before the Sen- 
ate. I suppose it would be competent for the 


‘ Senator from South Carolina, if the Chair 


thinks such a motion necessary, to move to 
discharge the committee from the consider- 
ation of this bill, and in that way bring it 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in rather 
an anomalous condition by the effect of these 
two rules during the first six days of a second 


` or later session of a Congress. The construc- 


tion of these rules has been debated hereto- 
fore, and no definite conclusion arrived at by 
the Senate. It passed away twice from the 
consideration of the Senate, without final de- 
cision, as the Chair thinks, There may have 
been a final decision, which is not now in the 
recollection of the Chair; but during the first 
six days of a session the matter seems to have 
remained in abeyanc4, except by unanimous 
consent. The bill is not before the commiltee 
to which it was referred at the last session, 
because the committee is not now in existence, 
but is in the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate, to be retained by him, the rule says, 
‘funtil the next succeeding session of that 
Congress, when it shall be returned to the 
committee to which it had been previously 
referred.’ That is the rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Would it not be within 
the power of the Senate to bring the matter 
before the Senate at any time by a vote of the 
Senate ? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. If the rule were 
suspended. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. Does the fact of the 
bill being in the custody of the Clerk withdraw 
it any more from the Senate than would its 
being in the custody of a committee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . It appears so, 
because. the text is specific. It.says, ‘shall 
be returned to the office of the Secretary of 
the Senate, and be by him retained until the 
next succeeding session of .that Congress, 
when it shall be returned to the committee to 
which it had been previously referred.” That 
seems to beimperative, but a majority can sus- 
pend this rule. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would put this inquiry to 
the Chair, whether a motion to suspend all rules 
and proceed to the consideration of that bill 
would not bring it directly before the Senate? 

Mr. CONKLING. But the rules require one 
day’s notice to be given of that motion, l think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The usual mo- 
tion, to which the Senator from Maine now 
refers, isa motion to suspend all prior orders 
and proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If there be any technical 
objection, I would say ‘‘to suspend all prior 
orders and all rules, and proceed.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That requires 
one day’s notice. Rule 53 reads: 


“ No motion to suspend, modify, or amend the 
the rules, or any thereof, shall be inorder, except 
on one day’s notice in writing, specifying the rule 
to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the pur- 
pose thereof.” 


Undoubtedly on one day’s notice any of 
these rules may be suspended, except the one 


in regard to voting after the result is announced. | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I venture to make this 
suggestion, which may relieve us all, that by 
unanimous consent the motion of the Senator 
from South Carolina be entertained. I hope 
there will be no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no 
objection, the Chair will entertain the motion 
of the Senator from South Carolina. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The motion 
js now before the Senate, and the Secretary will 


report the title of the bill alluded to by the | 


Senator from South Carolina. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
380) for the removal of legal and political dis- 


abilities imposed by the third section of the | 


fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina is to proceed 
to the consideration of this bill, and by the 
eleventh rule the Chair would remind the Sen- 
ate, as he did yesterday, that debate on the 


merits of the question proposed to be consid- | 


ered ig not in order ou this preliminary mo- 
tion. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, can the 
Senate suspend one of the joint rules of the 
two Houses? As I read the twenty-first joint 


the consideration of any bill or other business 
coming over from a preceding session until 


after six days have elapsed from the com- | 


mencement of the session. That, it seems to 
me, amounts to an affirmative, and prohibits 
either House proceeding to the consideration 
of a bill or a resolution of the preceding ses- 
sion until the six days have elapsed. 
rule, I apprehend, can be suspended by the 
action of both Houses,‘and in no other way, 
because it is a joint rule. I submit. to the 
Chair whether the Senate alone can suspend 
this joint rule. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
answer the Senator from West Virginia. There 
have been four occasions in this body when 
questions have been raised on the twenty-first 
joint rule, and, as there is no business pressing 
before the Senate at this time, the Chair will 
read in full the various decisions. 

The first decision was made in the second 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, whena 
resolution was submitted and agreed to prò- 


|| rulings of the Senate. 


This || glad to see this bill acted upon at the earliest 


posing to suspend the twenty-first joint rale so 
as to allow action upon a certain House bill, 


which wasthe Army appropriation bill, before | 


the expiration of six days from the commence- 
ment of the session. This resolution was sent 
to the House of Representatives and agreed 
to there, and then the bill was taken up. 

The second decision was at the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, when Mr. 
Gwin moved to take up a Senate bill, the 
Pacific railroad bill, on the second day. of the 
session. A question of order was raised by 
Mr. Pearce, that, under the twenty-first joint 
rule, the motion was not in order. The point 
of order was sustained by the Vice President, 
Mr. Breckinridge. 

At the second session of the Thirty-Ninth 


Congress, when Mr. Foster, the President pro | 


tempore, was in the chair, Mr. Sumyer moved 
to take up a Senate bill relative to the elective 
franchise in the District of Columbia. The 
question of order was raised by Mr. McDougall 


that the motion was not in order under the | 


twenty-first joint rule, and the point of order 
was sustained. 

At the third session of the Forty-First Con- 
gress the question again arose, and that was 
the occasion which was within the recollection 
of the Chair, and to which he alluded a few 
moments since. At the third session of the 


Forty-First Congress, on the 5thof December,’ 
1870, Mr. Suerman moved to take up a bill | 


ceding certain jarisdiction to the State of Ohio. 
The Vice President called the attention of the 
Senate to previous rulings on similar motions 
made. within the first six days of a second or 
subsequent session of the same Congress. 
Debate ensued. The Vice President sub- 
mitted the question to the Senate, and the 
Senate adjourned. The next day the question 
was again debated, but no vote was reached 
on the question of order. The subject then 
dropped. 
former rulings were acquiesced in. 


decisions states, ‘‘shows a distinction in the 
operation of the rule between Senate bills and 
bills of the House, and it was held not to apply 
to Senate bills brought in before the six 
expired.” 

According to these rulings, this House bill 


cannot be now taken up, even with the unani- ` 
‘ mous consent of the Senate, except by con- , 
There are | 
|| three express decisions to that effect, and in 


current action of the two Houses. 


the fourth case where the question was raised 
those decisions were acquiesced in. It would 


appear, therefore, that the construction of the į 


twenty-first joint rule by the Senate has been 
that it requires the concurrent action of both 
Houses to suspend it. The Senate, of course, 
sees that the language of the rule might be 
construed differently ; but the decision of the 


Senate seems to have been uniform on the | 


i| subject, and unless some Senator desires to 
rule of the two Houses, we cannot proceed to | 


have the question again submitted to the Sen- 
ate, the Chair must sustain the rulings of his 
predecessors, acquiesced in by the body in 
previous years. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think myself it would 
not be advisable to attempt to change the 
They seem to have 
been uniform. Although I should be very 


moment—and I trust there is that feeling in 


i| the Senate which will lead to its passage at a 


very early day—I do not well see how it can 

be got up to-day. 

rulings alluded to by the Chair, to lie over. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 

up by unanimous consent. ` ; 
Mr. POMEROY. I object. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw my motion | 


under the circumstances, and give notice that 


on Monday next I will call up the bill and seek | 


to secure action upon it. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Several messages in writing were received | 


It would seem, however, that the | 

This | 

debate,” the officer in charge of the digest of | 
g g 


ays : 


It will have, under the į 


I think it can be taken | 


trom the President of the United States by 
Mr. Porrer, his Secretary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the communicationg 
upon the table of the Chair are of an execu- 
tive character, I make the motion that we pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, 
If they are for open session, I ask that they be 
laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Some are of an 
executive and some of a legislative character. 
The latter the Chair will now lay before the 


Senate. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of State, in compliance with the re- 
quirements of the eighteenth section of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,” 
approved August 18, 1856, relative to the fees 
of consular officers ; which was ordered to be 
printed, and lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the following message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, which was ordered 
to be printed, and lie on the table: 

To the Senate : 
and House of Representatives : 

In pursuance of the provisions, second section of 
the act approved June 2, 1864, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1865, and for other purposes,” 
I inform Congress that William Heine, a consular 
clerk, was, on the 30th of August last, removed from 
office for the following cause, namely, insubordina- 


tion, disobedience of orders, and disrespectful con- 
duct toward his superiors, U. S. GRANT 


WASHINGTON, December 5, 1871. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 


j the Senate the following message from the 


President of the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and þe printed: 
To the Senate 

and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith to Congress a report dated 
November 8, 1871, received from the Secretary of 
State, in compliance with therequirement of the act 
of March 3, 1871, making appropriations, among 
other things, for the increase of expenses and com- 
pensation of certain diplomatic and consular officers 
of the United States, on account of the late war 
between France and Prussia. The expenditures 
therein mentioned have been madleon my a prozal. 

. B. GRANT. 

WASHINGTON, December 4, 1871. 

RETIREMENT OF RUSSIAN MINISTER. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate a letter from the President of the 
United States, communicating, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 5th 
instant, a report from the Secretary of State, 
with accompanying papers, relative to the 
retirement of Mr. Constantin Catacazy, the 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary of his Majesty the emperor of Russia to 
the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and a motion to print it was 
postponed until to-morrow. i 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. > 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. _ After twenty-three minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, 
and (at one o'clock and twenty-eight minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 6, 1871. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. i 


LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 
Mr. SNAPP, by unanimous consent, sub- 


| mitted the following resolution; which was 
ij read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Railways and 
Canals be instructed to inquire.into. the expediency 
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of connecting the waters of the Mississippi river 
with those of Lake Michigan by a ship-canal for 
military, naval, and commercial purposes, and that 
said committee have leave toreport by bill or other- 
wise. 

CUBAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to trans- 
mit to this House, if not inconsistent with publie 
interests, copies of the instructions to the naval 
commanders of the United States in Cuban waters 
for the protection of the lives and property of Amer- 
ican citizens, and to maintain the dignity of the 
American flag; and also such other information as 
may be in possession of the Government, not hitherto 
communicated to this House, relating to the recent 
execution of medical students for alleged insult. to 
the memory of a deceased Spaniard; and also with 
relation to the failure of the Spanish Government 
to carry out in its West Indian colonies the reforms 
voluntarily promised by statesmen of Spain. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular 
order of business, ; 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to change the reference of a bill. 

Mr. McHENRY. I trust the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will allow me to introduce 
a resolution, 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; I withdraw 
my demand altogether. ‘ 

Mr. McHENRY obtained the floor. 

PRESERVATION OF PUBLIC ARCHIVES. 

Mr. BANKS. Lhope the gentlemen on the 
opposite side will allow me to present a reso- 
lution asking the Secretary of State, in view 
of an event which occurred fast evening, if any 
further action of Congress is necessary for 
the immediate temporary preservation of the 
archives and public records of the Govern- 
ment in the State Department, . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Massachusetts for that 
purpose when the pending business is dis- 
posed of. 

GENERAL DON CARLOS BUELL. 


Mr. McHENRY, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 


read, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to furnish this House with a copy 
of the proceedings of the military commission insti- 
tuted by the War Department in the year 1862, to 
inquire into the military operations and conduct of 
Major General Don Carlos Buell, including all let- 
ters, dispatches, opinions, and orders on file in that 
Department relative thereto. 


LIFE-PRESEKVING STATIONS. 


Mr. BUFFINTON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 461) authoriz- 
ing the construction of life-preserving stations 
on the coast of Cape Cod; which was read a 
first and second time, referrred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Appropriations 
were discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2) making an appro- 
priation for a Government building, to beused 
for a custom-house, post office, and bonded 
warehouse, at Port Huron, in the State of 
Michigan; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. WILLARD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 462) toregulatethe 
manner of making appointments in the civil 


service of the United States; which was read | 


a first and second time, referred to the select 


Commirtee on the Reorganization of the Civil | 


Service of the Government, and ordered to be 
printed. 


TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND TORACCO. 
Mr. ARTHUR, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 463) to amend 


sections sixty-one and sixty-three of an act 
entitled “An act imposing taxes on distilled 


| lief of Hermann Raster, collector of the first 


! 
i 
| the District of Columbia; which was read a l 
1 
| 
i 
t 


spirits and tobacco, and for other purposes,’’ | 
approved July 20, 1868; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


HERMAN RASTER. 


Mr. FARWELL, by unanimous consent, |! 


introduced a bill (H. R. No. 464) for the re- 


district of. Illinois; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


SUFFERERS BY THE CHICAGO FIRE. H 


Mr. FARWELL also, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 465) for 
the relief of certain sufferers by the Chicago 
fire; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

LIEUTENANT COLONEL FRANK LYNCH. 

Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 468) for the relief of | 
Lieutenant Colonel Frank Lynch; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812, 


Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 467) toamendan 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
of the war of 1812, and granting pensions to 
these who served thirty days in said war; 
which was read a firstand second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, 

RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE, 

Mr. KELLOGG also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 466) to amendan 
act entitled ‘‘An act to enforce the right of 
the citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States, and for other purposes;’’ which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DULUTH AND ST. PAUL. 


Mr. AVERILL, by unanimous consent, in- | 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 469) to establish 
the collection district of Duluth, and to create 
St. Paul, in the collection district of Minne- 
sota, a port of delivery; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 473) to grant 


twenty-five hundred thousand acres of the | 
public lands for the benefit of public schools in 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- į 

mittee for the District of Columbia. 
Mr. TAFFE. I think this bill should be | 

referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. [I prefer that it shall be 
first considered by the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. TAFFE. I am not a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands, but I suggest that 
it is the proper committee to consider this bill. 

Mr. PERCE. It properly belongs to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. TAFFE. That committee has nothing | 


to do with the disposition of the public lands. | 
The SPEAKER. The bill has already been , 
referred to the Committee for the District of | 
Columbia. f 
Mr. TAFFE. I move to reconsider the vote : 
by which the bill was so referred. | 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. | 
Mr. TAFFE. Inow move that the bill be | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 
The motion was agreed to. | 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the | 


vote by which the bill was referred; and also |; 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. s 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


i! mentin the latter State of Allen Bettis an 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 470) for securing ‘to 
authors in certain cases the benefit of inter- 
national copyright, advancing the development, 
of American literature, and promoting. the 
interests of publishers and book-buyers in the 
United States; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

` 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. WADDELL. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit the following resolution, and to 
haye it referred to the joint committee on 


| alleged outrages in the late insurrectionary 


States: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House all in- 
formation in his possessionin regard to the invasion 
of North Carolina by a part of the United States 
forces stationed in the adjoining State of South 
Carolina, and the arrest, abduction, and im rison- 
other 
citizens of North Carolina; and aiso whether, if 
such a crime has been committed, the perpetrators 
thereof have been arrested or punished. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to the reception of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the resolution is not before the House. 
TUSCUMBIA, ALABAMA. 

Mr. SLOSS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 471) to vest the title 
to commons and streets in the city of Tuscam- 
bia, in the State of Alabama, in the corporate 
authorities of said city; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

JAMES BELGER. 

Mr. KETCHAM, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 472) for the relief 
of James Belger; which was read a first and 


I object 


|| second time, and referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. ` 
COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I bave been 
instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to offer the following resolution for con- 
sideration at this time: 


Resolved, That the committee on the reorgan- 
ization of the civil service of the Government be 
directed to report to the House, at as early a day as 
possible, a bill to provide by law what standing 
committees of the House shall be authorized to em- 
ploy clerks, and to fix thesalaries of such committec 
clerks as are not now fixed by law. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON CIVIL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER announced the following 
as members of the select committee, ordered 
by a resolution of the House adopted on yester- 
day, to consider the subject of a reorgan- 
ization of the civil service of the Government: 

Committee on Civil Service—William D. 
Kelley of Pennsylvania, Samuel Hooper of 
Massachusetts, Omar D. Conger of Michigan, 
John Lynch of Maine, Aaron F. Perry of Ohio, 
Charles W. Willard of Vermont, Fernando 
Wood of New York, Samuel S. Marshall of 


| Illinois, and William S. Holman of Indiana. 


PRESERVATION OF PUBLIC ARCHIVES. 
Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested 
to inform this House if any further action is neces- 
sary by Congress to secure the immediate temporary 
preservation of the archives or public records now 
in the State Department. 


RECONSIDERATION OF REFERENCES. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to recon- 
sider the various votes by which bills, resolu- 
tions, &c., have this day been referred or re- 
committed ; and also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DRAWING FOR SEATS. 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. I-call forthe 


ii regular order. f 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the House resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] pending at 
the adjournment yesterday. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House do forth- 
with place in a box the name of each Member, and 
Delegate of the House of Representatives, written 
upon a separate slip of paper; that he then proceed 
in the presence of the House to draw from the said 
box, one ata time, the said slips of paper, and as 
each is drawn he shall announce the name of the 
Member or Delegate upon it, who shall choose his 
seat for the present Congress: Provided, That before 
said drawing shall commence the Speaker shall cause 
each seat.to be vacated, and shall see that every seat 
continues vacant until it is selected under this order; 
and that every seat, after having been selected, shall 
be: deomed forfeited if left unoccupied before the 
calling of the roll is finished. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. Persrs, ] thatthe resolution be laid on the 
table. 

On the question there were—ayes 


99. . 

Mr. KILLINGHER and Mr. PETERS called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 105, nays 106, not voting 
26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Comingo, Conger, 
Cox, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dunnell, 'arnsworth, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Garrett, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Handley. Harmer, 
Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Hay, John 
W. Hazleton, Hooper, Kelley, Kerr. Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Lamison, Lynch, McHenry, McJunkin, Mc- 
Kee, McKinney, Mercur, Merriam, Moore, Morphis, 
Niblack, Packard, Packer, Isaac ©. Parker, Perce, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Price, Prindle, 
Rainey, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Bilis H. Roberts, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Wor- 
thington C. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Storm,Stoughton,St. John, Sypher, Tafe, 
Terry, Thomas, Tyner, Upson, Waldron, Wallace, 
Washburn, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, John T. Wilson, Win- 
chester, and Wood—105. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Averill, Barnum, 
Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Braxton, Bright, George M. 
Brooks,Caldwell,Carroll, Clarke,Cobb, Coburn, Con- 
ner, Cotton, Coghlan, Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Don- 
nan, Dox, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Hames, Edwards, 
Eldridge, Ely, Farwell, Finksinburg, Forkor. Wilder 
D. Foster, Getz, Griffith, Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, 
Havens,Hays,Gerry W.Hazleton, Hereford, Hibbard, 
Hill, Hoar, Holman, Houghton, Kellogg, King, Kin- 
sella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Man- 
son, Marshall, Maynard, McOlelland, McCormick, 
McOrary, McGrew, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F, 
Meyers, Monroe, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron 
F. Perry, Porter, Randall, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
William R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, Ses- 
sions,Sheldon, Shober,John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Sutherland, Swann, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Walden, Walls, 
Warren, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and. Young—106. 

NOT VOTING-—Messrs. Barry, Beck, Bird, James 
G. Blair, James Brooks, Buckley, Creely, Dawes, 
De Large, Elliott, Golladay,Goodrich, Hawley, Ken- 
dall, McIntyre, Mitchell, Morey, Roosevelt, Scofield, 
Slocum, Sprague, Stowell, Strong, Twichell, Voor- 
hees, and Wakeman—26. 


So the motion to lay the resolution on the 
table was not agreed to. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. I now demand 
the previous question on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer an amendment 
which I think will- be satisfactory to every 
member of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Connecticut[ Mr. STARKWEATHER | withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, in order 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
may offer an amendment? 

Mr.STARKWEATHER, I think we ought 
to have a vote on my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COX. On that question I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and Mr, 
STARKWEATHER were appointed. 


98, noes 


|l 


The House divided; and- the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 100, noes 98. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ivise to a pointof order. 
At the spring session the House made an order 
for the drawing of seats, and in that order 
provided that the drawing should be for the 
Congress. I make the point of order that the 
House cannot now proceed toa new drawing 
until the former order is either reconsidered or 
rescinded. I first make the point that the 
prior order should be reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to recon- 
sider. Strictly speaking, the parliamentary 
process would be to rescind. It having been 
uniformly ruled for a series of years that a 
resolution of this character is privileged once 
during each session of Congress, the House, 
of course, is competent to take all the parlia- 
mentary steps necessary to reach the end. 
Should the gentleman insist strictly on that 
point, that the House must rescind a former 
resolution, it would simply increase the num- 
berof yeasand nays that the House would have 
to take. It would be one of the steps merely. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I claim that the 
gentleman is too late in his proposition. 

The SPEAKER. It is not too late. It is 
never too late to take the necessary parliament- 
ary steps. 

Mr. WHEELER. Under former rulings, 
so far as I have examined, it is a privileged 
question, that is, the drawing of seats at every 
session, and prior drawings were under order 
of the House that they should be for the session 
only. But this resolution I drew myself, and 
expressly provided in it that the drawing of 
seats should be for the Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will find, 
if he goes back, that both points have been 
made and decided. It has been considered a 
privileged question at each session of Con- 
gress, privileged to be entertained, whether 
entertained in the form of rescinding or other 
action without rescinding the previous resolu- 
tion. The rescinding of the previous resolu- 
tion makes no difference beyond causing greater 
delay in the process of arriving at the decision 
of the majority. The end will be the same 
whatever action is taken, and the majority at 
last will determine the question. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I made the same point 
myself at the last:session of Congress, and the 
ruling then was that we were entitled to an- 
other drawing. I was then opposed to a new 
drawing, and was overruled when I made this 
same point. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that has 
been the uniform ruling ever since the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin and the Chair have been 
members of the House. 

‘Mr. STARKWEATHER. I remember that 
in the Fortieth Congress the same point was 
made, which was met by precisely a similar 
decision as that now made by the Chair. It 
has always been considered a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER... It has been the uniform 
decision of the predecessor of the Chair which 
he has followed. 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition to draw for 
seats is undoubtedly a question of privilege, 
because it appertains to the organization of 
the House. But after the seats have been 
drawn, and drawn by express order of the 
House for the Congress, it is no longer a ques- 
tion of privilege, and must come in by recon- 
sideration or by a motion to reseind the pre- 
vious order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point 
does not dispose of the question of privilege. 
If there were no privilege involved it could 
not reach the point of rescinding, A motion 
to rescind ould not be’ reached unless -the 
question was of a privileged character, ` 

Mr. BANKS. -It would come in ‘ag any 
other legislation. E 

The SPEAKER. -Not unless privileged. 


\ 


i 


Mr. BANKS. But when the House has 
disposed of the question of privilege by ex- 
hausting it, it cannot be used again as a ques- 
tion of privilege. . 

The SPEAKER. If it were an original 
question, unembarrassed by the uniform de- 
cisions and rulings of the last six or eight 
years, the Chair does not say he would not 
agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
The same order of the House was made before, 
and was treated precisely in the same way, the 
same point of. order being overruled. 

Mr. WHEELER. Heretofore drawings for 
seats were for the session; but this House, 
expressly with a view to prevent any renewal 
of the drawing for seats, changed that order, 
and made the drawing for this Congress, 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Precisely the 
same order was made in a former Congress, 
and it was decided in the same way. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand the Chair to 
decide that if we are to rescind the previous 
order of the House it must be reached by 
direct vote, and not by indirection. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The rescinding of the 
previous order of the House can be reached 
by incorporating in the pending resolution 
language to that effect. The gentleman can 
move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered, and then move an 


|| amendment rescinding the previous order of 


the House. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I believe the 
House will be better satisfied to arrive ata 
direct vote. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The resolution on which 
Iraised my point of order in language ex- 
pressly provided that the drawing should be 
for the Congress. I made the point, and the 
present Speaker ruled in accordance with the 
previous decisions. He decided that it was 
privileged, and the object sought could be 
reached in the manner now proposed. 

The SPEAKER. It would make possibly 
the parliamentary result more precise to 
insert in the resolution the words ‘‘the pre- 
vious resolution is hereby rescinded;’’ but 
gentlemen must all see that it makes no pos- 
sible difference in the disposition of the reso- 
lution by the House. It is solely a matter of 


form. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then the adoption of 
this resolution would be virtually a repeal or 
rescinding of the former resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the Chair hopes 
that no single member will misunderstand the 
precise usage in accordance with which he 
rules. It is competent for the House, every 
Monday morning, under the call for resolu- 
tions, to order a redistribution of seats. But 
the ruling of the Chair has been that, accord- 
ing to usage, it is a privileged question only 
once each session. While it can only come 
up once each session as a matter of privilege, 
it may come up at any time under the call of 
States as a matter for the majority to settle, 
or they may agree among themselves that it 
shall remain settled when once determined for 
the session. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. STARKWEATHER. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. Do I understand the 
Chair to rule that it is not necessary, asa pre- 
liminary step, to rescind or repeal the previous 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds, whatthe 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Warcrer] 
must himself see, that this resolution itself 
works arepeal of the former resolution. It 
would have been better, as a matter of form, 
if the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. STARK- 
WEATHER] had put in rescinding words; but 
in effect, as the gentleman from New York, 
who is an. experienced parliamentarian, well 
knows, the adoption of the resolution in its 
present form works the same result. 

Mr. PETERS. [demand the yeas and nays 
on the resolution. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


1871. 
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The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 104, nays 107, not voting 
26 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Averill, Barnum, 
Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Braxton, George M. Brooks, 
Rodorick R. Butler, Caldwell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Conner, Cotton, Coghlan, Crebs, Critcher, 
Dickey, Donnan, Dox, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Eames, 
Edwards, Eldridge, Ely, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Wil- 
der D. Foster, Getz, Griffith, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Hanks. Havens, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Here- 
ford, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Houghton, Kellogg, 
King, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, 
Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, McCormick, 
McCrary, McGrew, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Monroe, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Peck. Pendleton, 
Aaron F. Perry. Porter, Randall, John M. Rice, Rit- 
chie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, 
Sessions, Slocum, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. 
Speer, Starkweather, Stevens, Sutherland, Swann, 
Dwight. Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Tuthill, Twichell, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, 
Walden, Walls, Warren, Williams of New York, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Young—104, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Beatty, Beck, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Bright, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benja- 
min F. Butler, Campbell, Comingo, Conger, Cox, 
Crossland, Davis, Dunnell, Farnsworth, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Henry D, Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Garrett, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Handley, Harmer, 
Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Hay, 
John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hooper, Kelley, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, Lynch, McHenry, 
McJunkin, McKee. McKinney, Mercur, Merriam, 
Moore, Morphis, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Isaac 
C. Parker, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, 
Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, 
Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, 
Sloss, II, Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Storm, Stough- 
ton, St. John, Sypher, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Washburn, 

ells, Wheeler. Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, 
Williams of Indiana, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—107, : 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Beck, Bird, James 
Q. Blair, James Brooks, Buckley, Greely, Darrall, 


Dawes, De Large, Elliott, Golladay, Goodrich, 
Hawley, Kendall, McClelland, McIntyre, Mitchell, 
Morey, Roosevelt, Scofield, Sheldon, Sprague, 


Stowell, Strong, and Voorhees—26. 
So the resolution was not agreed to. 


Mr. WOOD. I moveto reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution has been refused a 
passage; and I also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. On the latter motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 101, not 
voting 88 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Beatty, Biggs, Austin Blair, Bright, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Comingo, Conger, 
Cox, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dunnell, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Haldeman, 
Hale, Halsey, Handley, Warmer, Harper, George E. 
Harris, Hay, John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hooper, Kel- 
ley, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, Lynch, Me- 
Henry, McKinney, Mercur, Merriam, Moore, Mor- 

his, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Isaac ©, Parker, 

erce, Aaron D. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Po- 
land, Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, 
Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, H. 
Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, St. 
John, Sypher, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, Tyner, Upson, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Washburn, Wells, 
Wheeier, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams 
of being John T. Wilson, Winchester, and 

ood—. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Averill, Barnum, 
Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Braxton, George M. Brooks, 
Caldwell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Conner, 
Cotton, Crebs, Critcher, Donnan, Dox, DuBose, 
Duell. Duke, Eames, Edwards, Eldridge, Eliott, 
Ely, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Getz, Griffith, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, John T. Harris, Ha- 
yens, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Hereford, Hibbard, 
Hoar, Hoiman, Houghton, Kellogg, King, Kinsella, 
Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, 
Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Crary, McGrew, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F 
Meyers, Monroe, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Orr, Palmer; Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Porter, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, Sessions, Shellabarger, 
Slocum, John A. Smith. Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Stevens, Stowell, Sutherland, Swann, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Walden, 
Warren, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and Young—10l. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Beck, Bingham, 
Bird, James G. Blair, James Brooks, Buckley, 
Coghlan, Creely, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Farns- 
worth, Forwell, Henry D. Foster, Golladay, Good- 


i 


rich, Hawley, Kendall, McIntyre, McJunkin, Me- 

Kee, Mitchell, Morey, Randall, Roosevelt, Scofield, 

Qheldon, Sprague, Strong, Twichell, Voorhees, and 
alls—33. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 


table. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. WOOD. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CODIFICATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. RANDALL, I call for the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences, at one o’clock and fifty minutes 
p. m., and the House resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, con- 
solidate, and amend the statutes relating to 
the Post Office Department, reported yester- 
day from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, the pending question being 
upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 
and continued it, without concluding, until 
two o’clock and fifty minutes p. m. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has the morning 
hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. The Chair will 
remind the House that, under the ruling which 
the Chair inaugurated last session, he does 
not bring any morning hour except that of 
Monday to a close. It takes a question more 
highly privileged than that in the morning 
hour to close it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. _ I rise for the pur- 
pose of moving that the House resolve itself | 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up the 
apportionment bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman for that purpose directly, but 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] has a resolution which he desires to offer. 


OLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask consent of the House 
on behalf of the select Committee on the 
Reorganization of the Civil Service to offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That authority is hereby given for the 
employment of clerks by such committees as were 
authorized to employ clerks in the last Congress, at 
the same compensation then paid, such employment 
to expire upon the passage of a law regulating such 
appointments: Provided, That the Committees on 
Agriculture and Manufactures shall have a clerk 
jointly. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
tion may be again read. 
understand it. 

The Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would say to my colleague 
that the object and origin of this resolution 
are these: a special committee was appointed 
to-day upon the civil service, and a resolution 
providing for the preparation of a bill regu- 
lating the clerks of committees and their pay 
was referred to that committee. Under that 
reference it is felt that the committees have 
no right to appoint clerks. As it is to be a 


I ask that that resolu- 
I did not quite 


pill, it may meet with delay in either House. || 


It is essential that the committees should have 
their clerks meanwhile. This resolution pro- 
poses to authorize the employment of clerks 
of committees on precisely the same terms as į 
during the last Congress, the appointments to 
exist only until the passage of such a law. It || 
also provides that the Committees on Agricul- 
ture and Manufactures shall have a clerk 
jointly, the same clerk having served both |, 
committees during the last Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. I would inquire if the gen- 
tleman has looked over the list of clerks of į 


committees during the last Congress to see 
whether we could not cut off some of them? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
that it would be proper to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know 
how often the Committees on Agriculture and 
Manufactures meet? 

Mr. COX. Do they ever report bills? 

Mr. KELLEY. The Committee on Agri- 
culture is, | am told, one of the active com- 
mitiees. I know that during the last Congress, 
under the chairmanship of my colleague, Mr. 
Morrell, the Committee on Manufactures was 
a tolerably active committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it is rather an 
ornamental committee. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Committees on Agri- 
culture and Manufactures had a clerk jointly, 
and I have not proposed any change. I simply 
propose to let things run as they are until a 
bill can be prepared. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I will explain this 
matter, with the leave of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] to his colleague, 
[Mr. Ranpstu.] The Committee on Manu- 
factures and the Committee on Agriculture had 
a clerk jointly last year. The two committees 
combined had quite enough work for that clerk. 
The Committee on Manufactures meets more 
frequently than that on Agriculture, but taking 
the business of the two committees together, L 
am sure that the clerk had quite enough to do. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wish to say that 
this is a bad omen, coming from a committee 
appointed to consider civil service reform of 
the nation. No one will dispute the fact that 
we have entirely too many clerkships of com- 
mittees, and that very many of them could 
with economy to the Government be consolid- 
ated, as is proposed in reference to the Com- 
mittees on Agriculture and Manufactures, and 
yet here at the start, when the breath is 
hardly from the Speaker’s mouth announcing 
who the committee are, they come in and pro- 
pose to run inthe sameold rut of extravagance. 

Mr. WOOD. Asa member of that com- 
mittee, I desire to say that within my knowl- 
edge there has been no meeting of the com- 
mittee to consider that question. 

Mr. KELLEY. I might accept what my 
colleague [Mr. RANDALL] has said as a cen- 
sure upon the committee if we were proposing 
a permanent measure. But there are certain 
committees of this House that must have clerks. 
The Committee on Civil Service has had no 
time to investigate the question, because, as 


li my colleague says, the names ofthe committee 


have but just dropped from the lips of the 
Speaker. Finding that the appointment of the 
committee has produced embarrassment on 
the part of the standing committees of the 
House, this committee, or rather its chairman, 
submits this temporary measure. : 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ker 
LEY, | the chairman of this committee, whether 
I understood him to report this resolution from 
the Committee on Civil Service? 

Mr. KELLEY. The last words that fell from 
my lips were that it was a resolution of the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what the gentle- 
man has just said, but it was not what he said 
when he offered the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must take the 
blame upon himself, for he indicated the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] when 
he offered the resolution, as the chairman of 
the Committee on the Civil Service, as he often 


| designates members, in order that they may 
| not be confounded with other members from 


the same States. 

Mr. KELLEY. Idid not undertake to say 
that any committee had authorized me to offer 
this resolution; but I will say that the chair- 
men of several of the committees of this House 
have requested me to do so in order to justify 
the committees in selecting clerks, Itisneces- 
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sary that the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the Committee on Appropriations, and a į 
number of other committees, should have 
clerks. ar , 

Mr. BANKS. And the Committee on For- 
eign: Affairs: 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, the Committee. on i 
Foreign Affairs, the Committee on. Invalid 
Pensions, and some other committees, now. 
actually need.clerks to enable them: to prop- 
erly prepare busivess for this House.: It may 
be that there have been too many clerks. | I 
hope that the Conimittee on the. Civil Service 
will be able to report a bill during the next 
week, and then it will be for the House to say 
how soon it shall be passed here, and for the 
Senate then to actupon it. This is a measure 
to be effective in the interim, and only so long. 
It especially provides that these appointments 
shall terminate on the passage of a law regu- 
lating the question. : 

Mr. RANDALL. That may embrace the 
entire session, 

Mr. KELLEY. No; it does not embrace 
the entire session. 

Mr. RANDALL. It embraces a period 
without any knowledge: on our part when that 
period shall cease. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman can tell 
me when the House and the Senate will pass 
the bill, I will fix the day wheu the operation 
of this resolution shall terminate. 

© Mr. RANDALL. And in the mean time 
these unnecessary clerks will be drawing pay | 
from the Government. 

Mr. COX. I wish to makea motion to refer 
this resolution to the Committee on the Civil 
Service. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr, Kerrey] is entitled to the floor, 
unless he yields it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will call the previous 
question on the resolution I have offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A moment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | It seems to me that this 
resolution is in the nature of an omnibus to 
carry a whole lot of clerks, without our know- 
ing whether there is any real and actual 
necessity for them. For one, I am perfectly 
willing to vote the committees that have the 
necessary labors to perform the clerks that 
they really need, but to bring them in in this 
form ali together, making one rest upon the 
other, thereby perhaps carrying through clerks 
for committees that do not need them, it seems 
to me is altogether out of order, and not at all 
in consonance with what is the duty of this 
committee recently organized. 

Mr. KELLEY. There is no committee 
responsible for this resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would suggest that the 
committees, through their respective chairmen, 
address themselves to the House when they 
deem it necessary to ask for clerks, and let the 
House decide each case upon its own, merits. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think I must now call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Willthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLLEY,] allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MAYNARD. J think the resolution, 
as explained hy the mover,is eminently proper, 
and, indeed, absolutely necessary. It will be 
recollected that. there are certain committees 
that have clerks provided by law, while the 
other committees are not so provided. This 
resolution by its terms contemplates the em- 
ployment of these clerks until such a law as 
has been indicated should be passed. If any- 
thing should happen that the law should not 
be enacted until the next session of Congress, 
it would by its terms employ these gentlemen 
through the entire recess of Congress. I think 
we had better provide against any such thing. 
For that reason I wil] suggest a proviso. to that 
effect, for E am sure the gentleman does not 
contemplate any. such thing. 


| lution to the committee whose chairman has 
; presented it. 


| that the salaries of the clerks shall begin with | 
i the present session. My only object in offer- i 


Mr. KELLEY. Certainly I do not. : 
Mr. COX. I desire to say a word, and, if 
possible, to make a motion to refer this reso- 


There is in this House a great 
change since the old days when only two or 
three committees had clerks. -—s- 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman from New | 
York will give way for one moment, I desire 
to insert in the resolution a clause providing | 


ing the resolution is to subserve the con- 
venience of the committees. 

Mr. COX. I do not know that this resolu- 
tion is of very much consequence, or that it į 
ought to call forth a great deal of debate; but 
I think that if these gentlemen wish to reform 
the civil service, they should give to the House 
a thorough and complete statement of the 
clerks now employed by various committees 
ander provisions of law, and such as are to be 
employed under this resolution. Iwould like 
to know how much the employment of these 
clerks is to cost. I would like this committee 
to pass upon the question whether or not these 
clerks will be really useful to the committees, 
or only useful as private secretaries to the 
members who happen to be chairmen of the 
committees. I would like to know whether 
they are to be useful for the purpose of sending 
of political documents. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would be glad to give 
the gentleman all the information he requires, 
if it were possible; but here is a resolution 
arising from an emergency—a resolution de- 
signed to meet a merely temporary case. I 
therefore propose to call the previous question, 
after modifying the resolution so as to provide 
that the pay of these clerks shall commence 
with the present session of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment which 
has been sent to the desk by the gentleman 
from Tennessee {Mr. Maynarp] will be read. 
Perhaps it may cover the point indicated by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the ‘end of the resolution these words: 
“ Provided, That no such employment shall extend 
to the recesses between the present and subsequent 
session of Congress.” 

Mr. COX. I protest against the passage of 
this resolution when we do not know what it 
means. A resolution of this character ought 
to come froma committee before any action 
by the House. The House may hereafter find 
that it goes further than members now intend. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to add to the reso- 
lution, in lieu of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, these words: 

“And provided further, That the employment shall 
not apply to any of the recesses of Congress.” 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 accept that amendment 
as a modification of my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Ulerk will read the 
resolution as now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That authority is hereby given for the 
employment of clerks by such committees ag were 
authorized to employ clerks in the last Congress, at 
the same compensation then paid, such employment 
to expire upon the passage of a law regulating such 
“appointments: Provided, That the Committees on 
Agriculinre and Manufactures shall have a clerk 
jointly: And provided further, Thatthe employment 
shall not apply to any of the recesses of Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. There was a resolution 
passed by the House at the close of the last 
session assigning to the clerk of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions special work during the 
recess. Will this resolution deprive him of 
his pay? f 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends it 
will not, because he has already received his 
pay. [Laughter.] The question is on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question 
upon the resolution as modified. 

On the question there were—ayes81, noes61. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered; and under | 


i the operation thereof the resolution, as mod- 


ified, was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House resolves itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of. considering the apportionment bill, 
referred to that committee at the spring ses- 


sion. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, if hier. 
ally construed, the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union would have to take 
up the Calendar; but there is no printed Cal- 
endar for public business, and the Chair is 
under the impression that the apportionment 
bill stands at the head of the Public Calendar. 
Hence, if the House should adopt the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. Farns- 
worta,} the Chair will direct that that bill 
shall be considered as the business before the 
committee. 

The motion of Mr. FARNSWORTH was agreed 
to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Burrinton in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of House 
bill No. 248, for the apportionment of Rep- 
resentatives to Congress among the several 
States according to the ninth census, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask for the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The bill was read. 

The first section provides that from and after 
the 3d day of March, 1878, the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be composed of two hundred 
and eighty-one members, to be apportioned 
among the several States in accordance with 
the provisions of this act, that is to say: 
within the State cf Maine, five; within the 
State of New Hampshire, two; within the 
State of Vermont, two; ‘within the State of 
Massachusetts, eleven; within the State of 
Rhode Island, two; within the State of Con- 
necticut, four : within the State of New York, 


| thirty-two; within the State of New Jersey, 


seven; within the State of Pennsyivania, 
twenty-six; within the State of Delaware, 
one; within the State of Maryland, six; within 
the State of Virginia, nine; within the State 
of North Carolina, eight; within the State of 
South Carolina, five; within the State. of 
Georgia, nine; within the State of Alabama, 
seven; within the State of Mississippi, six; 
within the State of Louisiana, five; within the 
State of Ohio, nineteen; within the State of 
Kentucky, ten; within the State of Tennessee, 
nine; within the State of Indiana, twelve; 
within the State of Illinois, nineteen; within 
the State of Missouri, twelve; within the State 
of Arkausas, four; within the State of Michi- 
gan, nine; within the State of Florida, one; 
within the State of Texas, six; within the 
State of Iowa, nine; within the State of Wis- 
consin, eight; within the State of California, 
four; within the State of Minnesota, three; 
within the State of Oregon, one; within the 
State of Kansas, three; within the State of 
West Virginia, three; within the State of 
Nevada, one; within the State of Nebraska, 
one; provided, that if after such apportion- 


j ment shall have been made, any new State 


shall be admitted into the Union, the Repre- 
sentative or Representatives of such new State 
shall be additional to the number of two hun- 
dred and eighty herein limited. 

_ The second section provides that the follow- 
ing States shall be entitled to. members of the 
House of Representatives, in addition to the 
number now allowed by law, for and during the 
Forty-Second Congress, as follows: the States 
of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Georgia, Texas, 
Wisconsin, and ‘Kansas, each two additional 
members; the States of Missouri, Michigan, 
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1871. 
and Towa, each three additional members ; 
the States of Massachusetts, New York, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Alabama, Mississippi, California, and 
Minnesota, each one additional member ; and 
the State of Illinois five additional members. 
The thirdsection provides that the additional 
members to which such States are by this act 
entitled in the Forty-Second Congress shall be 
elected at a general election in such States, 
each State electing by general ticket the num- 
ber to which it is entitled; provided, that if 
in any of said States no election is provided 
for by law for the year 1871, then, in such case, 
the election shall be held at such time as may 
be provided by the Legislature of the State; 
and in case the Legislature does not make pro- 
vision for such election, then it shall be held 


on the day fixed by the Governor of the State 


by public proclamation, at least sixty days 
before the same takes place. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to strike out 
the following: 

Sno. 2. That the following States shall be entitled 
to members of the House of Representatives, in ad- 
dition to the number now allowed by law, for and 
during the Forty-Second Congress, as follows: the 
States of New Jersoy, Pennsylvania, Georgia, Texas, 
Wisconsin, and Kansas, each two additional mem- 
bers; the States of Missouri, Michigan, and Iowa, 
each three additional members; the States of Massa- 
chusetts, New York, Maryland, Virginia, North Gar- 
olina, South Carolina, Alabama, Mississippi, Cali- 
fornia, and Minnesota. each one additional member; 
and the State of Illinois five additional members. 

Sec. 3. That the additional members to which such 
States are by this act entitled in the Forty-Second 
Congress shall be elected at a general election in 
such States, each State electing by general ticket 
the number to which itis entitled: Provided, That 
ifi- any of said States no election is provided for by 
law for the year 1871, then, in such casc, the election 
shall be held at such time as may be provided by the 
Legisiaiure of the State; and in case the Legislature 
does not make provision for such election, then it 
shall be held on the day fixed by the Governor of 
the State by public proclamation, at least sixty days 
before the same takes place. 

Mr. BIXGHAM. Why strike them out? 

Mr. FARNSWORTG. Let us have the 
question on that motion before we proceed 
any further. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Talso move to amend 
gection one, linethirty: five, by inserting ‘‘ one” 
after “eighty; so the proviso will then read : 

Provided, That if, after such apportionment shall 
have been. made, any new State shall be admitted 
into the Union, the Representative or Represent- 
atives of such new State shall be additional to the 
number of two hundred and eighty-one herein 
limited. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I ask my colleague not 
to press that amendment until some other 
amendments have been made and acted on, 
I make the suggestion for this reason: the 
bill provides for two hundred and eighty mem- 
bers. Now, the State of Missouri has a frac- 
tion of eighty-seven thousand and over, which 
should certainly entitle her to another addi- 
tional member, if eighty-one thousand would 
entitle the State of Rhode Island to a mem- 
ber. According to this bill, and according to 
any bill fixing the number of members in this 
House at two bundred and eighty members, 
we will have to give the State of Rhode Island 
two members for a fraction of eighty-one 
thousand. The State of Missouri is certainly 
entitled to a member for the fraction of over 
eighty-seven thousand, I wish. to move to 
amend this bill in the twenty-third line of sec- 
tion one, by striking out “twelve” after the 
words “State of Missouri’? aud inserting 
“thirteen;™ so as to give the State of Mis- 
gouri one member for that fraction of over 
eighty-seven thousand. 

By looking at this bill you will find that the 
State of Rhode Island has been. given one 
member for a fraction of eighty-one thousand 
Why not give the State of Missouri one for 
the fraction of eighty-seven thousand? I 
am. opposed, therefore, to acting on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois 
until after we shall have fixed the number to 
which the several States are entitled. It will 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 3. 


{ 


| to the first part of it by making the necessary | 


| within the State of Virginia, nine; within 


be seen tbat this bill has been hastily drawn 
up, and some amendment ought to be made 


changes. If one member be taken from Rhode | 


| Island and one added to Missouri, of course |! 


the number will be the same. We had better, | 
I think, fix that first. ; 

Mr. MERCUR. I desire to present a sub- 
stitute for the pending bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before the gentleman 
proceeds will he allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MERCUR. Certainly. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There has been placed 

on our desks a very elaborate table in regard 
to the apportionment of Representatives under 
the census. J would ask the gentleman if he 
is aware whether this table is issued by author- | 
ity, or whence it emanates? 
Mr. MERGUR. It does not profess on its 
face to be issued by the authority of any | 
Department. I believe that in that table the 
population is correctly stated, but the ratio 
of the number of Representatives to which | 
each State will be entitled is very arbitrarily 
deduced. lt does not appear to be determ- | 
ined upon any fixed or general rule, as I will | 
explain more fully hereafter. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Mercur] will 
allow me to interrupt him, I will state with | 
regard to this table that I know it bas been | 
prepared at the Census Bureau ; for I received 
an advance sheet of it from the Superintend- | 
ent ofthe Census himself some days ago, and, I 
have every reason to believe, rather in opposi- 
tion to what my friend from Pennsylvania 
says, that the calculations of the table are 


correct. 

Mr. MERCUR. After my substitute is | 
read I will take occasion to explain it more 
fully to the Howse. 

The substitute offered by Mr. MERCUR was | 
read. It provides, in its first section, that from | 
and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the House ! 
of Representatives shall be composed of two 
hundred and eighty members, to be appor- 
tioned among the several States in accordance | 
with the provisions of this act, that is to say 
within the State of Maine, five; within the | 
State of New Hampshire, two; within the 
State of Vermont, two; within the State of | 
Massachusetts, eleven ; within the State of | 
Rhode Island, two; within the State of Con- ; 
necticut, four; within the State of New York, | 
thirty-two; within the State of New Jersey, | 
seven; within the | 
twenty-six; within the State of Delaware, | 
one; within the State of Maryland, six; | 


the State of North Carolina, eight; within | 
the State of South Carolina, five; within | 
the Siate of Georgia, nine; within the | 

tate of Alabama, seven; within the State of | 
Mississippi, six; within the State of Louisiana, | 
five; within the State of Ohio, nineteen ; within | 
the State of Kentucky, ten; within the State | 
of Tennessee, nine; within the State of Indi- 
ana, twelve; within the State of Ilinois, eight- 
een; within the State of Missouri, twelve; 
within the State of Arkansas, four; within the | 
State of Michigan, nine; within the State of | 
Florida, one; within the State of Texas, six; | 
within the State of Iowa, nine; within the | 
State of Wisconsin, eight; within the State of | 
California, four; within the State of Minne- | 
sota, three; within the State of Oregon, one; 
within the State of Kansas, three; within the 
State of West Virginia, three; within the State 
of Nevada, one; within the State of Nebraska, 
one; provided, that if, after such apportion- 
ment shall have been made, any new State 
shall be admitted into the Union, the Repre- 
sentative or Representatives of such new State 
shall be additional to the number of two han- 
dred and eighty herein limited. 

The substitute provides, in its second section, 
that in each State entitled under this law to 
more than one Representative, the number to 


State of Pennsylvania, |j 


which said States may be entitled in the Forty- 
Third and each subsequent Congress shall be 
elected by districts composed of contiguous 
territory equal in number to the number of 
Representatives to which said States may be 
entitled in Congress, no one district electing 
more than one Representative; provided, that 
in the clection of Representatives to the Forty- 
Third Congress in any State, which by this 
law is given an increased number of Repre- 
sentatives, the additional Representative or 
Representatives allowed to such State may be 
elected by the State at large, and the other 
Representatives to which the State is entitled, 
by the districts as now prescribed by law in 
said State, unless the Legislature of said State 
shall otherwise provide before the time fixed 
by law for the election of Representatives 
therein. 

The third section provides that all acts and 
parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. MERCUR. If the House will give me 
its attention, | will endeavor briefly to explain 
this bill, and the differences between the two 
bills. This bill was carefully considered by 
the Judiciary Committee of the last House. 
In determining the number of members that 
should be fixed, regard was had to the pre- 
vious action of this House, as well as the 
action of the Senate. It will be remembered 
by gentlemen who were members of the last 
Congress, that either at the first or the second 
session this House passed a bill fixing the num- 
ber of members at two hundred and seventy- 
five. It was sent to the Senate and amended 
by the Senate, the number being fixed at 
three hundred members. The House failed 
to act upon the amended bill during that ses- 
sion. At the last session of the last Congress 
it was again carefully considered, and our com- 
mittee fixed upon two hundred and eighty as 
the proper number which we would recom- 
mend to this House, and that is the number 
designated in the bill which I have offered as 
a substitute. In arriving at this figure we 
take as the ratio of representation the num- 
ber of 187,800 persons, and dividing the popu- 
lation of each State by that number, we arrive 
at a result of something Jess than two hundred 
and eighty members. But by giving another 
member to each State which has a fraction 
greater than one half of 187,800, the whole 
number of members is brought up to just two 
hundred and eighty. 

The House will observe that we have acted 
upon general rules. Wherever a fraction was 
less than one half the number, we have made 
no allowance for it to the particular State, but 
wherever the fraction was greater than one 
half the number, we have given the State bav- 
ing such excess an additional member; thus 
reaching in the aggregate the number of two 
hundred and eighty members. Under this 
general provision, then, the representation of 
the States will be left in this manner: theonly 
Siates whose representation will be lessened 
are the States of New Hampshire and Ver- 
mont. It was deemed advisable, so far as we 
could, not to suffer any States unnecessarily 
to lose any portion oftheir representation upon 
this floor, and by this bill those two States 
alone each lose one member. The States of 
Maine, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Louisiana, Ohio, Florida, Oregon, West Vir- 
ginia, Nevada, and Nebraska wili each retain 
their present representation upon this floor. 
The States of Massachusetts, New York, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Alabama, Mississippi, Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Indiana, Arkansas, California, and 
Minnesota will each gainone over their present 
representation. The States of New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Georgia, Texas, Wisconsin, and 
Kansas will each gain two members over their 
present representation. The. States of Mis- 
souri, Michigan, and lowa will each gain three, 
and the State of Illinois will gain four. > 

The distinction between the substitute which 
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I have just presented and the bill called up by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] 
is in reference to the State of IHinois. The 
- substitute. which I have offered gives to his 
State one less than the bill which he has asked 
to have put upon its passage. In preparing 
this substitute we have not sought to frame it 
in: the interest of any particular State, but 
have settled it upon general rules and princi- 
ples, giving to each State which has a fraction 
greater than a moiety an additional member, 
and withholding it from all those States who 
have not 4 fraction greater than a moiety. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. On that point I 
desire to ask the gentleman how his statement 
agrees with the representation accorded to 
Missouri by his bill? I find that our fraction 
is greater than a moiety; but we do not get 
credit for that fraction in the gentleman’s bill. 
We are entitled to thirteen members, but his 
bill gives us only twelve. 

Mr. MERCUR. Our bill fixes the ratio of 
representation at 137,800. This cireular or 
tabular statement which has been laid upon 
our tables fixes the ratio of representation at 
126,129, and therein lies the difference. 

Mr. FINKE LNBURG. It is only a ques- 
tion of division, I suppose? 

Mr. MERCUR. If the ratio is less, of 
course the fraction will be greater. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. No, sir; the num- 
ber of Representatives is the same, two hun- 
dred and eighty. 

Mr. MERCUR. It is very true that the 
whole number is the same, but there is a dif- 
ference between assuming as the ratio for a 
Representative 187,800 persons on the one 
hand, and 136,119 upon the other hand, 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Is not the result 
arrived at in each case by dividing the whole 
population by 280? 

Mr. MERCUR. No, sir; I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon, but if he had done me the 
honor to follow my remarks, he would have 
seen how wearrived at a different result. This 
is the way in which it was done: I take the 
population of each State and divide it by 
137,800, and that leads to the result which we 
have arrived at in the bill I present. We do 
not take the whole population of the United 
States and divide it up. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Willthe gentleman 
answer me a question? 

Mr. MERCUR. Certainly I will. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Upon the gentle- 
mau’s basis of 187,800 persons to a member, 
how many members will that give altogether? 

Mr. MERCUR. I will answer the gentle- 
man from Hlinois, if he will first permit me to 
conclude my answer to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MERCUR. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri desired to know how large the fraction of 
Missouri would be. Now, taking the popula- 
tion of Missouri, which is 1,721,295, and divid- 
ing it by 187,800, it leaves them a fraction of 
67,695, and you wili observe that 67,695 is not 
one half of 187,800; and, therefore, we do not 
allow them an additional number. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, Onemore question. 
How. do you arrive at the ratio of 187,800? 

Mr. MERCUR. I arrived at it in the first 
place somewhat arbitrarily. The object was 
to keep the whole number as low as two hun- 
dred and eighty, and yet to give to each State 
that had a fraction greater than a moiety a 
member for that fraction. i 

Now I will answer the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, if he will please repeat his question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How many mem- 
bers will there be altogether upon a basis of 
187,800.to a member? 

Mr. MERCUR. Without making any allow- 
ance for fractions? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
how many times does 137,800 go into the 
entire population of the United States? 

Mr. MERCUR, 


The question is, | 


1 have not made the cal- | 


culation this session, but, if my memory serves 
me right, it would go about two hundred and 
seventy-six times, being four less than the 
aggregate number of members we propose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then the four others 
are arrived at arbitrarily? 

Mr. MERCUR. Those fractions in the 
aggregate get a little more than their repre- 
sentation. . In other words, the aggregate 
amount of fractions above-the ratio is consid- 
erably more than the aggregate amount of 
fractions Jess than the ratio. 

Mr. WILLARD. I would inquire with what 
view the number of 280 was selected? 

Mr. MERCUR. I stated in my remarks at 
first that it was done out of regard to the 
action of both Houses of Congress at a pre- 
vious session. Another view was to endeavor 
to so frame the bill that, as few States as possi- 
ble should have their representatjon lessened 
in this House. Under this bill only two States 
have their number lessened. 

I will now proceed to refer to the statement 
found upon our tables, and to answer the in- 
quiry made by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Maynarp.] 

This statement, under the head of two hun- 
dred and eighty members, fixing the ratio of 
apportionment at 136,119, is purely arbitrary. 
It lays down no general rales in reference to 
fractions, or in reference to Representatives. 
Gentlemen who have this table before them 
will observe on looking at it that in the State 
of Arkansas there is a fraction of 76,114 after 
three members have been assigned toit, which 
fraction is much greater than the half of the 
ratio of representation ; and yet thisstatement 
makes no allowance to Arkansas for that 
large fraction. Then, passing the eye down 
the column to the State of Rhode Island, there 
will be found a fraction of 81,234. Yet the 
statement makes no allowance whatever to 
Rhode Island for that large fraction of popu- 
lation, cutting down the representation of the 
State to one member only, and ignoring alto- 
gether the fractional population, very much 
greater than one half of the assumed ratio. 

I know not who procured this statement to 
be made, nor in what interest it is prepared, 
but certain it is, that it does not go upon any 
general rule giving an additional Representa- 
tive to a State that has a fraction greater than 
one half of the ratio, and withholding from 
States that have less than such fraction. It 
does give to the State of Hiinois an additional 
Representative for its fraction greater than one 
half the ratio. If my hasty reading is correct 
of the bill the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH] is advocating, then, so far as 
representation is concerned, my bill is sab- 
stantially the same as his; bat both of them 
are clear departures from the inequality that 
appears in the statement that has been laid 
upon our tables. 

Now, in addition to this principle, which I 
believe to be just to all the States, the bill I 
present as a substitute provides for some other 
contingencies. It is known to members of 
this House that in some of the States they have 
only biennial sessions of the Legislature, and 
in some of those States their Legislatures will 
not meet this winter unless they are specially 


convened for this purpose. Hence I have pre- | 


pared a section providing that in any State 
that may have its representation increased un- 
der this bill, and that shall not be redistricted 
before next autumn, then next fall, at the 
one election, and one election only, they may 
elect such additional member or members by 
a vote of the State at large, but requiring them 
at all subsequent elections to conform to a gen- 
eral rule by which each district shall elect by 
a separate vote. It strikes me that is a pro- 
vision which is just and wise, and which will 
save those States that have only biennial ses- 
sions of their Legislatures the great and uh- 
necessary expense of convening their Legisla- 
tures for the purpose of redistricting the States. 
At all events, it leaves it-éptionai with them 


to do so, and does not make it obligatory upon 
them. 

I believe I have presented the prominent 
points and features in. which my substitute 
differs from the bill 6f the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Farxsworrn.] As have 
already stated, it received the careful consid- 
eration of the committee of the last Congress, 
in which it was perfected, and I believe that 
if passed it will do justice to all parts of the 
country. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desire to ask the 
gentleman one more question ; whether it ig 
not the fact that in the circular which has been 
placed upon the desk of every member, the 
ratio of representation for two hundred and 
eighty members is obtained by dividing the 
total population of the United States by 280, 
while the ratio employed by the gentleman is 
an arbitrary one? 

Mr. MERCUR. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. FINKELNBURG | can see as well as I 
can, and has had as ample opportunity as I 
have had to see from the statement before him 
how the ratio is arrived at. The heading for 
two hundred and eighty members assumes the 
ratio of 136,119. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Is not that obtained 
by dividing the whole population of the United 
States by 280? 

Mr. MERCUR. I think not. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, I think itis. 

Mr. MERCUR. Our thoughts differ; the 
gentleman is entitled to his, and 1 to mine. 

Mr. NIBLACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Willthe gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. NIBLACK. For a few minutes, I will, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
the only difference between the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MERCUR] and 
the bill under consideration by this Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and which is the bill of my 
late colleague, Mr. Cook, not now a member 
of this House, is this: the bill before this 
committee allows the State of Illinois nine- 
teen members, while the bill of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania allows that State but eight- 
een members. That is really the difference 
between the two bills, barring a provision or 


-two at the conclusion of the bill of the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania, which are probably 
proper enough. ` 

Now, in order to get at the conclusion at 
which he has arrived, he has arbitrarily made 
his ratio or basis 137,800 of population, thus 
differing from the method by which my late 
colleague arrived at his conclusion, and from 
the method by which the Census Bureau has 
arrived at the conclusion presented in this 
table, in this: that they take the whole popu- 
lation, and by a simple division arrive at a 
basis, letting the division carry them wherever 
it may, logically, mathematically, and arith- 
metically. Now, itwillbeseen by these tables 
that under the system or method by which the 
Census Bureau has figured out its conclusions, 
the State of Illinois has a fraction of eighty- 
nine thousand and upward beyond the eight- 
een members to which it is entitled by the even 
numbers; that, dividing the whole population 
of the United States by 280, the basis of rep- 
resentation is 186,119. Thus it is seen that 
the State of lilinois, having as an excess a 
fraction of 89,700, has much more than a 
moicty of the number entitling it toa member, 
much more than half of 136,115. 

As to the case of Missouri, which has been 
referred to by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Mrrcur,] I think myself that Mis- 
souri ought to have anothermember. Missouri, 
like Ilinois, has a fraction larger than a moiety 
of the number entitling it to a member. In 
that respect, however, the gentleman's bill and 
Mr. Cook’s bill are alike; for both of them 
give Missouri buttwelve members. Both gen- 
tlemen have fallen into the same error in this 
regard, and a like error to that in the table. I 
shall therefore move to amend the bill by giv- 
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ing to the State of Missouri thirteen members, 
enlarging to that extent the number of mem- 
bers constituting the House of Representatives. 

In these tables there also has been a mis- 
take made in allotting the members to Arkan- 
sas and Rhode Island; but in these cases Mr. 
Cook was more accurate than the tables.. He 
has given to the State of Rhode Island two 
members, and to the State of Arkansas the 
number to which it is entitled by its fraction; 
so that no correction of the bill is required in 
respect to those two States. Now, by simply 
amending Mr. Cook’s bill so as to give the 
State of Missouri thirteen members instead 
of twelve, you have it mathematically correct. 
In this way you make the aggregate number 
of members two hundred and eighty-two in- 
stead of two hundred and eighty-one; and thus 
you reach a number arithmetically as accurate 
as it can be made. 

There is nothing arbitrary about it, nothing 
forced ; it is only the logic of figures and the 
logic of population. That is all we ask. We 
do not ask the benefit of any presumptions. 
Presumptions should be indulged, if at all, in 
favor of the newer States rather than the 
older ones; for the newer States are not yet 
full in respect to population, but will grow 
during the next decade, as they have during 
the last. If any presumptions are to be in- 
dulged in favor of fractions in some States 
while they are not indulged in favor of like 
fractions in other States, those presumptions 
should favor the new States rather than the 
old ones, because the new States will come 
up to their quota within the next one or two 
years, while the old States will rather dimin- 
ish in population. But wedo not ask to be 
favored by any such presumptions. Wesimply 
ask that the logic of the increased population 

- of different States shall be enforced by law. 

Mr. Cook, in framing this bill, did not arbi- 
trarily make an iron bedstead for his State 
aud other States and then square figures and 
fractions to correspond with his system; but, 
as nearly as he possibly could at that time, 
before the tables were. sufficiently made up, 
or as accurately made up, perhaps, as they 
have been since at the Census Bureau, he fol- 
lowed the simple rules of arithmetic and 
arrived at these results. Iam sorry that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania should propose 
the change which his bill embodies. It seems 
to be a ‘*drive’’ particularly at the State of 
Illinois to deprive it of one member to which 
it is entitled. 

When I made the motion to go into the 
Committee of the Whole I had not examined 
these tables with reference to the State of 
Missouri; my attention has been called to that 
point since, and upon examination I think 
that Missouri should have thirteen members 
instead of twelve. Iwill make a motion to 
amend the bill in that regard. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. There are two 
questions I would like to ask the gentleman. 
In the first place, I observe that, under the bill 
which he advocates, Ohio, while it has a pop- 
ulation about one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand greater than that of Illinois, gets the 
same representation. How is that worked 
out on the principles or the arithmetic of the 
gentleman? 

Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois 
another question for information. Is there 
any deduction~—I wish the gentleman’s atten- 
tion—is there any deduction made in this bill 
for that portion of the male population of some 
of the States over twenty-one years of age who 
are deprived of the right of vote? Ought the 
States to be given a full right without regard 
to such deprivation? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand this 
bill makes no provision for any such deduc- 
tion. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER.. One more in- 
quiry. Weare required by the law to deduct 
this element of exclusion when we have been 
furnished by the Superintendent of the Census 


with the number of those over twenty-one 
years of age who are denied the right to vote. 
Now, can we go forward and make an appor- 
tionment in disregard of that fact? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thegentleman from 
Ohio who has put this question can answer 
it himself as well as I can. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do not know that I can 
yield much longer. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As a member 
of the Committee on the Ninth Census in the 
Forty-First Congress, I had occasion to. look 
into this question, and a fact was brought out 
in that investigation which, I believe, is not 
generally understood by the members of this 
House, that by the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution the basis of representation 
has been radically changed. Formerly the 
representative population of the United States 
was the whole actual population. Under the 
fourteenth amendment there was to be sub- 
tracted from the total population of each State, 
in order to get the representative population, 
a number to be ascertained as follows: all 
male persons twenty-one years of age were to 
be put down in one column, and in another all 
male persons twenty-one years of age who were 
denied the right to vote in any State for any 
other cause than crime or participation in 
the rebellion. Now, when those two sums were 
found, the ratio they bore to each other was 
the proportion to be subtracted from the total 
population in order to get the representative 
population. The committee then proceeded 
to inquire what classes of persons were thus 
denied the suffrage under State laws. I hold in 
my hand the report of that committee, in which 
it was shown what classes were excluded from 
the suffrage in the different States, as follows: 

Men were denied the suffrage: 1. On 
account of race or color, in sixteen States ; 2. 
On account of residence on lands of United 
States, two States; 3. On account of residence 
less than required time in United States, two 
States; 4. On account of residence in State 
less than required time, six different specifica- 
tions, thirty-six States; 4. On account of resi- 
dence in county, city, town, district, &c., eight- 
een different specifications, thirty-seven States; 
5. Wanting property qualifications or non- 
payment of taxes, eight specifications, eight 
States; 6. Wanting literary qualifications, two 
specifications, two States; 7. On account of 
character or behavior, two specifications, two 
States; 8. On account of services in Army or 
Navy, two States; 9. On account of pauper- 
ism, idiocy, and insanity, seven specifications, 
twenty-four States; 10. Requiring certain oaths 
as preliminary to voting, two specifications, 
five States; 11. Other causes of exclusion, two 
specifications, two States. 

Here are eleven classes of causes why male 
citizens were excluded from the right to vote 
on other accounts than crime or participation 
in the rebellion. How to find out what was in 
fact the representative population of each was 
a difficult question, and the committee finally 
concluded to recommend, and did recommend, | 
and it was carried into the census taken last | 
year, that there should be two columns set 
down in the census table, putting into the first 
column the number of all male persons twenty- 
one years of age, and in the second the num- 
ber of all male persons twenty-one years of | 
age who were excluded from the suffrage on 
any other ground than crime or participation 
in the rebellion. Those two columns would 
show two sums whose ratio would be the per 
cent. to be subtracted from the actual popula- 
tion in order to give the representative popu- 
lation. i 

Now, I understand that this calculation has 
not yet been made in the Census Office, and 
of course the result does not appear either | 
in the table before us or in the two bills now | 
under consideration. In the State of Massa 
chusetts, for example, people are deprived of | 
the suffrage on account of inability to read | 


and write. All such persons, under the con- 


a 

stitutional amendment which I have indicated, 
must be subtracted from the total population 
of Massachusetts before we can know what is 
her representative population. If in the 
southern States men are still denied the right 
to vote in consequence of race or color, or 
for lack of property qualification, their ‘total 
must be reduced accordingly. I do not know 
how large the sum to be subtracted is in any 
State. I am aware that the facts were very 
difficult to ascertain, and perhaps the results 
may not change the number of Represent- 
atives in any State; but it is clear that we 
ought to have all the facts before we proceed 
to fix the relative numbers of Representatives 
of the States. The Census Office should be 
called on for a report on this subject as the 
first step in this legislation. I desire at this 
time only to state the case as it stands, that 
the House may act intelligently. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I now resume the floor, 
and move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman, before making that motion, allow 
me to offer an amendment for the purpose of 
having it printed? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I yield to the gentleman 
for that purpose. 

The amendment was read. It proposes to 
add, as an additional section, the following: 

That the election of all Representatives in Con- 
gress shall be held on the first Tuesday after the first 
Monday of November of each alternate year, except 
in cases of special elections ordered to fill a vacancy. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I now insist on my motion. 

Mr. CREBS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to offer an amendment to-morrow? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I propose to offer an 
amendment to-morrow myself. 

The motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Bur- 
FINTON reported that, aecording to order, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the special order, 
being House bill No. 248, for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, 
Mr. BECK obtained leave of absence for ten 


days. : 

Mr. RITCHIE obtained leave of absence 
for a like period. 

Mr. COX obtained leave of absence until 
Monday next. i 

Mr. ST. JOHN, on account of sickness, 
obtained indefinite leave of absence. 

Mr. VOORHEES obtained leave of absence 
for one week. : 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BEATTY by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers in the case of J. B. W. 
Haynes. 


EXCUSED FROM COMMITTED SERVICE, 


Mr. LYNCH asked to be excused from serv- 
ing on the Committee on the Pacific Ruiiroad. 
There was no objection, and it was so or- 
dered. G 
THANKSGIVING DAY. 

Mr. PERCE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (A. R. No. 474) to make Thanks- 
giving Day a national holiday; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. 

Mr. WHITELEY, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 40) 
as tothe enforcement of the second section of 
the fourteenth amendment ; which. was, read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SELAH V. REEVE. 
Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, in- 


troduced a bill (H. R. No. 475) for the relief | 


of Selah V. Reeve; which was read a first and 
second. time, and referred to the Committee 
on. Military Affairs. 

RECONSIDERATION OF REFERENCES. 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider all 
references of billsand resolutions made to-day ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DICKEY, (at 
four o'clock p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
S. Agier Chace and 16 others, trustees of the 
Five-Cent Savings Institution of Fall River, 
Massachusetts, praying for the repeal of the 
internal tax on savings banks, 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Jacob F. Broyles, of Washington 
county, Tennessee, praying to be released from 
his political disabilities. 

Also, the petition of Charles M. Meek, of 
Jonesboro’, Tennessee, praying to be relieved 
of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Elizabeth 
Herzberger, for arrears of pension, &e. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of James 
H. Felt, for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
etition of Paul Adams and others, citizens of 
Massachusetts, for the prompt repeal of the 

tax on deposits in savings institutions, 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of L. H. 
ee of Loudoun county, Virginia, for 
relief. 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of Elliott 
Five-Cent Savings Bank and other institutions 
for savings, for repeal of tax on deposits. 

Also, the petition of the Provident Iustitu- 
tion for Savings in the town of Boston, for the 
same purpose. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


The following papers were withdrawn from 
the files of the House, and referred under the 
rules: 

By Mr. ARCHER: The papers of the 
Association of the Roman Catholic Clergy of 
Maryland, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 7, 1871. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. Burimr, D. D., Chap- 
lain of the House of Representatives. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

Hon. J. W. Fuanagan, from the State of 
Texas, appeared in his seat to-day. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of March 20, 1871, 
a letter of the Superintendent of the Census, 
transmitting a report of the number of per- 
sons employed in obtaining the ninth census, 
the tine employed, the amount paid to each, 
&c.; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
aud be printed. 


. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolu- 
tions of the Union Merchants’ Exchange, of 
St. Louis, Missouri, indorsing the policy sug- 
gested by the Secretary of the Navy, and 


recommended to Congress, as to accepting the 
proposal of the International Steamship Com- 
pany for the creation of American steamship- 
building works for the construction of ocean 
steamers; in favor of aid in a similar manner 
to the Western Iron Steamboat-Building Com- 
pany ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I present 
a petition which is described as twenty-one feet. 
and a half long, but itis very brief, and I will 
read it. It is as follows: - i 

“The undersigned, tax-payers residing in Boston, 
county of Suffolk, State of Massachusetts, respect- 
fully pray that the duty on sait be abolished.” 

As I believe there is a bill from the other 
House on that subject now before the Senate, 
I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I will also present a peti- 
tion from colored citizens of Albany, New 
York, which I will read: 

“The undersigned, citizens of the city of Albany, 
New York, respectfully petition your honorable 
body to pass the bill now before the Senate, known 
as Senator SUNNER’S supplementary bill to the civil 
rights bill. We ask it because we are the subjects 
of the injustice it designs to reach and affect, and 
because the end is desirable for the sake of consist- 
ency, and because without it the thirteenth, four- 
teenth, and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution 
fall short of their full effects and benefits.” 

I have already presented during this session 
one petition of this character from the colored 
citizens of Brooklyn, New York. This is from 
Albany, New York. I have numerous letters 
from different parts of the country showing 
that the colored people are justly aroused on 
this question. Iam not astonished. We are 
told that— 


“Who would be free, themselves must strike the 
blow.” 


And I think that the colored people owe it to 
themselves, owe it to the great cause through 
which they have been enfranchised, to insist 
by petition, and in every possible way, that 
equal rights shall at last be established through- 
out the country. Until they are secured in all 
institutions established or regulated by law, 
much remains to be done. As this subject is 
before the Senate, I ask that the petition lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TRONY in the chair.) That order will be made, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would say, Mr. President, 
that it seems to me the Senate cannot do better 
than to proceed at once to the consideration of 
the supplementary bill now on our Calendar 
to carry out the prayer of these petitioners. 
I think if Congress would make a Christmas 
present to the colored citizens of the United 
States of the rights secured by that bill it 
would be one of the greatest Christmas pres- 
ents in all human history.. I wish that the 
Congress might be so inspired. 

I now present, sir, another petition, which 
is from Sherman W, Adams, of Hartford, 
Connecticut, in which he asks Congress to 
aesume a supervising control over railroads in 
the United States, when such railroads are not 
local in their nature; and he sets forth his 
reasons at some length. I move that. this 
petition for the present lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON. I present a memorial of 
several booksellers, publishers, and job print- 
ers at Binghamton, New York, manufactur- 
ers of envelopes, who represent that the Gov- 
ernment is delivering envelopes free through 
the mails at a loss to the Post Office Depart- 
ment in the year 1869 of $184,489 70, and 
that it cannot fall short of $200,000 during 
the present year. They protest against this 
practice of the Government, and ask for the 
abolition or repeal of the law authorizing it. 
I move that the memorial lie on the table for 
the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I present a petition signed 
by a large number of wounded soldiers at the 


National Asylum at Dayton, Ohio, asking for 
a modification of the pension laws and a clas- 
sification of those laws. As the committees 
have not yet been appointed, I move that the 
petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I present a memorial 
from printers and stationers, manufacturers of 
envelopes, in Manchester, New Hampshire, 
similar to that just presented hy the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Fenron,] and I move 
that it be laid on the table for the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWNLOW asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 340) fixing the salaries of certain 
officers; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask leave to introduce 
a bill without previous notice. It is a bill to 
reduce the rates of compensation by telegraph 
and connect the telegraph with the postal 
service. A bill not precisely in this form, 
but a bill containing the substance of this, was 
before the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads at the last Congress. It was. re- 
ceived favorably by the majority of the com- 
mittee, but Congress t6ok no action upon it: 
The bill has been modified somewhat. It is 
not original with me. Itis supposed now to 
contain the views of those who desire to con- 
nect the telegraph with the postal service of 
the country, and it is with an earnest effort in 
that direction that I offer thisbill, I ask that 
it may be read the first and second times, and 
ordered to be printed, and that it lie on the 
table for the present, to be referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
when appointed. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 341) to reduce the 
rates of correspondence by telegraph, and to 
connect the telegraph with the postal service; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie-on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT. Task leave, without.previous 
notice, to introduce a bill to regulate the pay 
of commanding officersin the Navy. I will 
state that I introduce this bill at the request 
of a large number of commanding officers, 
whose names are attached to the petition that 
I presented yesterday. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 342) to regulate 
the pay of commanding officers in the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. : 


NOTICES OF BILLS, 


Mr. SUMNER. I desireto give notice that 
I shall on to-morrow or some subsequent 
day—probably to-morrow—introduce a bill 
to reduce internal revenue taxes and to abol- 
ish the office of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. It will be observed that the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury have 
already recommended the reduction of all the 
internal revenue taxes, except those on spirits, 
tobacco, cigars, and malt liquors; but they 
make no recommendation with regard to the 
machinery of the office. It seems to me that 
the time has come when the office can be dis- 
pensed with, atthe same time that the country 
is relieved of the taxes. I have prepared a 
bill with that view, which, with the permis- 
sion of thé Senate, I shall present to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. CRAGIN: I wish to. give notice that 
on to-morrow, or 80me subsequent, day, I shall 
introduce a bill to reduce and fix the number 
of officers in the various grades of the Navy, 
and for other purposes. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that when the 


Senate adjourns to-day it beto meet on Monday 
next. : 


The motion was agreed to. 
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RETIREMENT OF RUSSIAN MINISTER. 


Mr. CAMERON. Yesterday a motion for 
the printing of the correspondence between 
the late Russian minister and the State De- 
partment was postponed at my request. I 
now move that that correspondence be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 


adjourn. 3 
w Mr. SCOTT. I gave notice yesterday that I 
should call up to-day two resolutions attached 
to two reports that I made, and I should like 
to have them acted upon, unless itis probable 
that they will lead to debate. 

Mr. RAMSEY. If the Senator has any 
business to lay before the Senate, I withdraw 
the motion to adjourn. I supposed there was 
no business before the body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to adjourn is withdrawn. 

Mr. SCOTT. Inow move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
attached to the first report submitted by me 
yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following reso- 
lution ; : 

Whereas the two Houses of Congress did, by their 
concurrent resolution, passed on the 7th day of 
April, 1871, authorize and direct the appointment 
of a joint select committee for the performance of 
certain duties, in said concurrent resolution speci- 
fied, the said joint select committee to be composed 
of members of the said two Houses; that is to say, 
of seven members of the Senate and fourteen mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, which said 
joint select committee was duly appointed as by said 
concurrent resolution provided; and whereas, in the 
discharge and performance of the dutiesso enjoined 
upon them, the said joint select committee, on the 
8lst day of August, 1871, by subpena duly issued 
and served, did summon and command a certain W. 
L. Saunders, of Chapel Hill, North Carolina, to ap- 
pear before said joint select committee and testify 
touching the matters and things which the said joint 
select committee were authorized and required by 
the concurrent resolution of the two Houses of Con- 
gress to examine and inquire into ; and whereassaid 

. L. Saunders did, on the 23d day of September, 
1871, appear before a sub-committee duly authorized 
by said joint select committee of the two Houses of 
Congress to take the testimony of witnesses then 
present and awaiting examination, and having so 
appeared and submitted to be examined as a wit- 
ness, did refuse to answer proper inquiries put to 
him in the course of the investigation by said sub- 
committee, thereby showing himself in contempt of 
the Senate of the United States, as well as the House 
of Representatives: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring.) That W. L. 
Saunders, of Chapel Hill, and State of North Caro- 
Jina, a witness heretofore duly summoned before a 
joint select committce of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, having been lawfully required to testify before 
a sub-committee, duly authorized by said joint 
select committee to take his testimony, and having, 
in the course of the investigation, refused to answer 
proper inquiries put to him by the chairman of said 
joint committee, be forthwith arrested by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, and brought before the 
Senate, at its bar, by the order of the Senate duly 
issued by the Vice President, under his hand and 
the seal of the Senate; and that said Saunders be 
detained, by virtue thereof, by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the Senate until he answer for his contempt 
of the order of the Senate in the matter aforesaid, 
and abide such further ordenas may be made in the 
premises. 


Mr. SCOTT. In order to meet a question 
that has heretofore been made in reference to 
similar process, I ask leave to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso- 
lution has not yet been taken up. The ques- 
tion ison the Senator’s motion, that the Senate 
proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion is now before the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I offer asan amendment, to 
come in after the words “ Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate’’ in the resolution, the words 
“or any deputy appointed by him to execute 
the same.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the resolution. I un- 


derstand the liberty of the citizen is involved. | 


H 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As tbis still stands as a 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses, and 
as I do not believe that to be the proper way 
to proceed, I take the liberty to move, with 
entire friendliness to the object my friend from 
Pennsylvania has in view, to amend the reso- 
lution so as to make it the simple and usual 
resolution of the Senate, by striking out all 
that part which makes it concurrent. Thus 
amended it would read, a resolution of this 
body directing the Sergeant-at-Arms, in the 
usual way, to arrest a culprit and bring him 
up. If my friend from Pennsylvania has any 
serious objection to that, I should be glad to 
have him state tọ the Senate the grounds on 
which he thinks that not to be the correct 
course. i 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not desire to say any- 
thing upon this resolution until somebody 
should indicate some dissent to some portion 
of it, hoping thatit would perhaps meet the 
sanction of the Senate without any discussion. 
The Senator from Vermont, however, has 
indicated one question simply, and having 
risen to answer that, I may as well state briefly 
the views that have influenced the committee 
in introducing this resolution. 

If it were certain that the witness who has 
refused to answer before the committee could 
be indicted under the act of Congress, and the 
question of his liability to answer be determ- 
ined judicially, I presume, in the light of 
the recent disposition of the Senate as to 
action upon questions of this character, the 
matter would not have been brought before it. 
But, upon looking at the act of Congress on 
ihis subject, whatever may be the opinion of 
the Senate or of members of the Senate as to 
the power of the committee to compel wit- 
nesses to testify before them, I felt satisfied 
that if the question had been left to be settled 
by judicial decision this witness could not be 
indicted under the act of Congress intended 
to apply to such cases, for a reason which I 
will now state to the Senate. 

The act of Congress reads—I refer now to 
the act of January 24, 1857: 

“That any person summoned as a witness by the 
authority of either House of Congress to give testi- 
mony or to produce papers upon any matter before 
either House, or any committee of either House of 
Congress, who shal} willfully make default, or who, 
appearing, shall refuse to answer any question per- 
tinent to the matter of inquiry in consideration 
before the House or committee by which he shall be 
examined, shall, in addition tothe painsand penal- 
ties now existing, be liable to indictment as and for 
a misdemeanor, in any court of the United States 
having jurisdiction thereof, and on conviction shall 
pay a fine not exceeding $1,000 and not less than $100, 
and suffer imprisonment in the common jail not less 
than one month nor more than twelve months.” 

It will be observed that this witness, having 
appeared and been sworn, has declined to tes- 
tify before a joint committee. He has not 
declined to testify either ‘‘ before either House 
of Congress,” or before ‘‘any committee of 
either House of Congress.’ This act being a 
penal act, will of course have to be strictly con- 
strued, and if this witness were indicted for 
refusing to testify, the act of Congress would 
not meet his case. He was not called ‘‘ before 
either House of Congress’? nor before ‘‘a 
committee of either House of Congress,’’ but 
before a joint. committee, a committee ap- 
pointed by the concurrent action of both 


i Houses; so that when we came to look at this 


question we found that notwithstanding the 
reluctance of the Senate as recently manifested 
to compel witnesses to testify in examination 
before them, we should be required to bring 


this case before the Senate, if for no other | 


purpose, to show the necessity of an amend- 
ment of the law, so that if the Senate will not 
vindicate its own dignity by requiring witnesses 
to answer, there may be a place in the judicial 
tribunals where we may go hereafter. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Idesiretoknow, before 


Iam compelled to vote on this proceeding, 
(because I regard that asa jurisdictional fact,) 
whether any of these recusant witnesses are in 
any way connected with the press? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. The investigations that have 
been carried on in the late insurrectionary 
States do show that a large number of the 
brethren of this recusant witness are connected 
not only with the press but with the telegraph, 
and have control of it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That I do not regard 
as material. If these particular men are not 
connected with the press I shall vote for this 
proceeding; but I want to know how that factis. 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot inform the Senator 
from Wisconsin whether this particular wit- 
ness is conñected with the New York Tribune 
or any other newspaper. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My friend will allow 
me to make a suggestion. I think he should 
inform himself on that fact before he asks us 
to vote. [Laughter.] That is jurisdictional. 

Mr. SCOTT? I will, however, refer the 
Senator from Wisconsin to the testimony of 
the witness in full, which is an exhibit of the 
report, where he will find the occupation and 
residence of the witness stated. I do not now 
remember it. 

Having stated the motive which induced the 
committee to report the case, I now come to 
the point which is presented by the Senator 
from Vermont, remarking that no other ques- 
tion of jurisdiction or of the propriety of the 
summons, or of the manner of serving the 
summons, can arise in this case, because the 
witness has appeared, has been sworn, and has 
answered some of the questions that have been 
propounded to him. He has declined to an- 
swer other questions; and the sole point which 
the Senator from Vermont now presents is 
whether we ought to pass a separate resolu- 
tion of the Senate or pass a concurrent resolu- 
tion requiring him to be brought before the bar. 

I agree that the refusal of a witness to an- 
swer a question which is pertinent to the mat- 
ter of inquiry before a joint committee is a 
contempt of each House of Congress, and it 
is possible that each House of Congress may, 
if they think the occasion requires it, deal 
directly with the witness; but it certainly is 
contrary to the spirit of all legislation, and 
especially of all statutory and constitutional 
provisions in this country, that any man, either 
i criminal or witness, should be subjected to a 
| double penalty for the same offense; for while 
itis a contempt against each House, the refusal 
to testify is one act, and if it were to be assert- 
ed that the witness may first be brought before 
the Senate and dealt with here, may be sen- 
tenced to pay the costs of the attachment or 
undergo such confinement as the Senate may 
impose upon him, and then the power can be 
| asserted in the other House, certainly it would 
be a case that would not commend itself to the 
| American sense of right and of justice. 

I do not suppose that if one House were to 
| deal with such a witness there would be a 
probability that the other would do so; but 
| whether there be such a probability or not, I 
do not think it ought to be left, if the Senate or 
the House could avoid it, in the power of the 
other House to deal with a witness who has 
once been dealt with by this body for an offense 
of this character. Looking at the only author- 
ity which I find in the elementary books on 
the question, in the Law and Practice of Legis- 
lative Assemblies, by Cushing, I find this 
with reference to proceedings betore joint com- 
i mittees. I may say, before reading it, that 
the scarcity of precedents in cases of this 
character may, perhaps, be accounted for from 
the fact that so great is the opposition to joint 
| committees in the English Parliament that it 
is stated as a fact that no joint committee has 
| been appointed in that body since the year 
| 1695. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. And they never ought to 
i be in this, : 
| Mr. SCOTT. That is. a precedent that per- 
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haps it might. be well for us to consider, at least, 
if not-to: follow: A portion of section two 
thousand and forty-five of Cushing reads thus: 


“In Massachusetts, and in some others of the 
northern. States, joint committees, consisting of un- 
equal nutbers of the two branches, are appointed by 
a coneurrent act; are employed about the ordinary 
business of legislation ; constitute one homogeneous 
committee, and make their report indifferently. in 
either-branch. These committees, as to their form 
and authority and modes of proceeding, do not differ 
from ‘the common select committees of a single 
branch; except that every vote in relation to them 
and their proceedings must be concurrent. The 
former Gommittees are very sparingly, the latter very 
abundantly, used”— 


referring to joint and. separate committees. 
Looking at this as a statement of the parlia- 
mentary practice in relation to joint commit- 
tees, and at the consideratious to which I have 
already adveried with reference to the dealing 
with a witness, it was deemed advisable in the 
committee, as I stated yesterday, to report, 
with the sanction of the committee, a concur- 
rent resolution authorizing the Senate to deal 
with this recusant witness. That will then 
have disposed of the case before the commit- 
tee, mid by authority of both Houses of Con- 
gress it will be in possession of the Senate. 

‘These are the reasons which have induced 
the present form of action. It will be for the 
Senate to determine whether there are other 
and countervailing reasons that will induce 
them to adopt the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Vermont. I have no preference 
onthe subject. There is no object to be gained 
by either mode of proceeding outside of the 
mere question of bringing up and determining 
before the Senate whether this witness shall be 
required to answer. 

r. EDMUNDS. Of course it is entirely 
immaterial as a practical question in regard to 
results, if it isnot to be tested in any other 
way than by our judgment, which form is taken, 
because it is to be presumed that the other 
House would concur in this resolution ; but it 
appears to me that, looking to legal results 
which might arise in a judicial investigation 
into the authority by which this man should be 
held, if he should be arrested, we should find 
much greater danger of his being discharged 
on habeas corpus by the Supreme Court, now 
sitting in: the Capitol, or the supreme court of 
‘the District, under. an arrest on this concur- 
rent resolution, than under an arrest upon a 
‘simple resolution of the Senate. If the author- 
ity to punish this contempt is only a coneur- 
rent authority which resides in the two Houses 
together, then I submit to my friend from 
Pennsylvania that the logical and inevitable 
inference and result is that it is a power which 
cannot be delegated, and it must be exercised 
by both Houses in some form to be gotat. If 
only the judgment and decision of the two 
‘Houses whose dignity has been assailed (which 
is the theory of this resolution) can condema 
this man to punishment then I think my friend 
will agree with me that the House of Repre- 
sentatives cannot delegate its part of that 
judicial ‘function to us, nor we to it, but it 
must be exercised, like all other judicial power, 
in solido in some way. What the difficulties 
may be of reaching that way may.be another 
question; bat Lam now only speaking of the 
principle. 

If this man is guilty of a contempt of the 
two Houses jointly, for which we proceed 
against him, and. he is to be deprived of his 
liberty therefor under the judgment of the two 
Houses jointly, then that judgment must be 
one which does: not come through delegation 
to us, or to the other House, but the judg- 
ment of both, not only upon the fact that heis 
to be arrested, but upon the questions which 
arise after every such arrest,.as-to whether he 
has in fact been guilty of contempt, and if so, 
what punishment shall be. awarded therefor. 
It seems to. me it is impossible to resist that 
conclusion. : 
£ On the other hand, what is. the nature-of a 

- joint committee? It may be entirely true, as 
‘may friend reads from Cushing, that whatever 


1 
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direction. is to be given to a joint committee, 
raised by coneurrent resolution, must be given 
by the two Houses, for the reason that the 
whole body of the committee, or its two parts 
acting together, is not the representative of 
either House alone as to what it is to do, but 
each body of its memberscomposing the com- 
mittee is the representative of their own 
House; and, therefore, whatever indignity is 
committed under their proceedings upon them 
or upon their authority immediately, in, my 
opinion—and it seemsto my mind very plain— 
transmits itself to the rights and to the powers 
ofeach House separately. For example, sup- 
posesome member of a joint committee should 
be guilty of a gross impropriety and contempt, 
disorderly conduct, if you please, could it be 
said thatthe action ofthe two Houses was requi- 
site to his punishment? By no means. if 
that impropriety were committed by a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives it would 
be solely for the House to deal with him. if 
it were committed by a member of this body, 
it would plainly be for us to consider the case, 
and to take the proper action about it. 

My theory of a joint committee, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is simply that so far as it relates to the 
dignity and powers of the Houses represented 
by their members in that joint meeting of their 
respective constituents it is entirely separate 
and several ; and while, for convenience, they 
constitute a joint body of representatives from 
each, representing each in some joint-work 
which they wish to accomplish, the power that 
each. branch of that committee derives is a 
power derived from its own source, because 
the House of Representatives cannot confer 
upon members of this body, in my opinion, 
any powers at all; neither can we confer upon 
members of the House of Representatives any 
powers; and all that the authority which my 
friend has read goes to show is, that so far as 
the joint action of these agents is concerned, it 
must be authorized by the joint action of their 
respective principals, which is plain enough 
in the law of agency, or anywhere else. It 
is a simple proposition, and I submit to my 
friend that it falls far short of covering the 
question we now have before us. 

Then, if I am right in supposing that if this 
be, as this resolution proceeds upon the 
hypothesis that it is, a contempt in its nature 
joint and not several, (and it cannot very well 
be both joint and several,) it must plainly fol- 
low that you must have the ultimate judicial 
action of both Houses in some way to punish 
it. If, on the other hand, the nature of this 
contempt is several to each of the two inde- 
pendent bodies who have a right to inquire, 
either by acting together or by acting sepa- 
rately, into matters of this kind, then it belongs 
to each body to punish for a contempt if it 
sees fit. 

It is true this latter view is open to the moral 
objection, as it always is in many. such cases, 
that a man might be punished twice, not for 
the same offense, but for the same act, which 
act might in and of itself be an offense against 
two separate and distinct jurisdictions at the 
same time. The Supreme Court of the United 
States have decided that question over and 
over again in cases of counterfeiting and for- 
gery, and crimes of that sort, where the same 
act. by the laws of all -the States is an offense 
against the State law, and is at the same time 
au offense against the United States under its 
statutes against forgery and counterfeiting the 
coin and currency of the country; and the 
Supreme Court now sitting in the Capitol have 
decided more than once, as my friend is aware, 
that there is no constitutional or even moral 
objection to a man’s being twice punished for 
the same act, if. that act, done maliciously 
and knowingly, was at the same time two sep- 
arate and distinct crimes against two separate 
and distinet jorisdictions. How far it would be 
wise to go in mitigating the punishment under 
each authority is quite another question. 

It has never yet happened that in this 


double jurisdiction that has been exercised 
fromthe foundation of the country about 
counterfeiting and forgery, any counterfeiter 
or forger got more than he deserved, or that 
the moral sentiment of the community was 
shocked by an excess of punishment for the 
same act. That is a question which refers 
itself to the expediency in the judgment of 
the body as to the extent of punishment 
which shall be inflicted in view of the fact that 
another jurisdiction has already punished 
the party, or may do so. So that, looking atie 
it in the light of a mere question of law and 
proper procedure, I am satisfied myself that 
the true and only safe course, if the question 
were brought under judicial investigation, 
would be for the Senate to treat this as a con- 
temptagaintits own dignity and its own rights, 
and to punish it without undertaking to obtain 
a delegation of power from another body to 
that end. Ofcourse, if the Senate think other- 
wise, I shall acquiesce cheerfully; but that 
being my opinion, I have thought it right to 
move this amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, this com- 
mittee was created by the joint. authority of 
the two Houses. ‘She contempt, therefore, is 
against the joint authority of the two Houses. 
Suppose each House should proceed separately 
to punish this contempt, and suppose they 
should proceed simultaneously, these parties 
could not be in the custody of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of each House at the same time. The 
case differs from that where a State and the 
General Government have concurrent jurisdic- 
tion in regard to acrime. There there is but one 
crime to be punished, and whichever party gets 
jurisdiction of the person first has the right to 
punish him, but here, according to the argu- 
ment of the Senator, there are two offenses, 
one offense against the dignity of the House 
of Representatives and another against the 
dignity of the Senate, so that the cases do not 


agree. 

SMe. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon 
me for interposing, { beg to suggest that Iam 
sure he misunderstood my statement as to what 
the decisions have been. The decisions have 
been éxactly the way I stated, and not as my 
friend states. The Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States has decided explicitly—I can send 
for the authority if my friend would like to see 
it—that in the cases referred to there were two 
distinct offenses arising upon the same act of 
forgery or counterfeiting, and that whichever 
sovereignty got possession of the offender first 
would of course punish him upon other prin- 
ciples that are plain enough, but that would not 
prevent the other sovereignty when it got him 
from punishing him also. 

. Mr. MORTON. The effect of the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia will be simply that both Houses will au- 
thorize the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate or 
his deputy to arrest these refractory witnesses 
and bring them before the Senate. It seems 
to me itis proper, as both Houses created the 
joint committee, that both Houses should 
authorize the arrest of the refractory witnesses. 
Then, when these witnesses are brought before 
the Senate, the Senate has a right to hear 
them, has a right to try them upon the theory 
of the Senator. It makesno difference, then, 
whether his theory is right or not, because the 
Senate has jurisdiction anyhow. These wit- 
nesses were subpenaed by the joint authority 
of the two Houses. Why may they not be 
arrested by the joint authority of the two 
Houses? And then if, according to this reso- 
lation, they are brought before the Senate, 


‘upon the Senator’s own theory the Senate has 


aright to proceed and try the contempt. It 
seems to me that theoretically the resolution 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania is right. 
Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, apart 
from any practical consequences to result from 
this amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont, it seema to me very plain that it 
ought to be adopted. . We are acting in this 


. 
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matter judicially; we are setting a precedent, 
and the time might come when the Senate 
might desire to punish a contempt of this body 
and could not get the aid and concurrence of 
the House of Representatives to do it. It 
would therefore be a very inconvenient prece- 
dent for us now to set, that we cannot punish 
a contempt of this body unless the House of 
Representatives concur in our punishing it. 

I have always regarded this power, while it 
is a delicate one, to be employed with prudence 
and discretion, yet one of the indispensable 
powers of this and of every other legislative 
and judicial body, and I do not desire to see 
it frittered away. I regard it pretty well set- 
tled that we cannot punish a- contempt of the 
Senate without the consent of the press; but 
Iam not willing to put the further condition 
upon it, that we must also have the consent of 
the House of Representatives. 

These men have been subpenaed before a 
joint committee, and have refused to testify. 
Now, one of two things iscertain: their refusal 
to testify under these circumstances is or is 
not a contempt of the Senate. If it is not a 
contempt ofthe Senate, we have nothing to do 
with it, ‘it ig a contempt of the Senate, 
nobody else has anything to do with it. This 
resolution proposes to.arrest these men under 
one authority and have them punished under 
another. There may be a difference between 
this case and others that have occurred, grow- 
ing out of the fact that these men were sub- 
penaed by joint action, for then the question 
comes whether their refusal to answer is a 
contempt of this body or not; but when we 
determine that it is, we must proceed like a 
court to punish a contempt of this body, We 
cannot punish a contempt of the House of 
Representatives; they cannot punish a con- 
tempt of the Senate. Wedo not need their 
assistance, and for the benefit of the future we 
should not invoke it. If there is any doubt 
whatever that the refusal of these men to tes- 
tify before a joint committee is a contempt of 
this body let us determine that, and end this 
proceeding. Ifit be a contempt of this body, 
let this body punish. 

Mr. SCOTL. Mr. President, Ido not desire 
to prolong this discussion, having brought the 
question here more for the purpose of having 
the benefit of the experience of older legis- 
lators, andof haying the precedent established, 
than of having the particular mode which is 
reported acquiesced in ; but it does strike me 
that the starting-point in this inquiry is, by 
what authority was this witness before the com- 
mittee? Was it by the authority of the Senate? 
Not separately. Was it by the authority of 
the House of Representatives? Notseparately. 
But it was by the authority of a joint resolu- 
tion passed by the Senate and the House of 
Representatives that the witness was before 
the committee. That was the authority which 
brought him there. Then it was by virtue of 
this authority, the authority of Congress, that 
the committee proceeded to examine him; 
and when he declined to answer he was, as I 
understand the law of contempt, in contempt 
of the authority which brought him there. 

Tt may very fairly be said that that was not 
only a contempt of the whole body of Con- 
gress, but that it was a contempt of each 
House of Congress; that one House may see 
proper to act upon it and the other may not. 

do not know that it necessarily follows that 
a Congress, which is required to act in legis- 
lation by the action of two bodies, shall, when 
that authority is condemned before a joint eom- 
mittee, undertake also to act as a joint body 
in requiring a witness to purge his contempt. 
It is a contempt, I take it, of cach House. 
But when the question came up, this anomaly 
was presented: shall we punish in one House, 
leaving the witness to be punished in the other; 
or shall we have the anomalous proceeding of 
gathering together a joint convention of both 
Houses for the very dignified purpose of bring- 
ing this witness into contempt? 


‘point on which I submit, with great deference, 


Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Suppose these wit- 
nesses are brought here under this resolution 
and punished by order of the Senate, would 
that take away the jurisdiction of the House 
of Representatives upon it again? 

Mr. SCOTT. It may not take away the 
jurisdiction ; but certainly the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives in this resolu- 
tion is an acquiescence in the assumption of 
the jurisdiction by the Senate to punish him 
and amounts to saying ‘‘Take cognizance of 
it; we will not follow this case.’’ Tt amounts 
to that, and I only desired to call attention to 
that fact, for I think that is the fundamental 
ground upon which the question rests—by 
what authority was the witness before the com- 
mittee? It was by the authority of Congress, 
clearly. It was then in contempt of that au- 
thority that he refused to testify, and, having 
refused to testify, then, if it is a contempt of 
either House, either House may proceed to 
punish him for the contempt or require him to 


answer. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me once more? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is not an order for 
arrest a part of the proceedings to punish? 
And if one House is to punish, should it not 
inaugurate the proceedings that lead to pun- 
ishment? ‘The arrest, the examination, the 
purging of the contempt, and the final order, 
are to be the action of the Senate. The 
House cannot give us any authority to punish 
anybody. 

Mr. SCOTT. The order for the arrest is a 
part of the proceeding, and it is well enough 
to look at what follows. The order for the 
arrest relates to the proceedings before the 
committee. The rule is that with reference 
to all proceedings before a joint committee 
the action must be concurrent, but when the 
order for the arrest has issued, by virtue either 
of the action of the Senate or the concurrent 
action of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives, the action after that does not relate 
specially to the proceedings before the com- 
mittee. It becomes, then, the judicial action 
of the Senate. We have the action of the 
committee before us, and I do not think that 
in the end it would be absolutely necessary 
that it should be followed out by the concur- 
rent action of both Houses in adjudging what 
the witness shall do or shall suffer. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to ask my friend 
if it ig not in analogy with all legal proceed- 
ings, to every attempt of a court of justice to 


punish any of these matters or punish any |! 


crime whatever, to regard the arrest as the 
attaching of jurisdiction? It is the first step 
toward punishment. Now, if we cannot take 
the first step alone, we cannot take the final 
step alone. 

Mr. SCOTT. The misapprehension of the 
Senator from Wisconsin seems to be of the 
same character with that which I thought I 
discovered in the statement of the Senator 
from Vermont; and that is, that this is a con- 
tempt of the whole body of Congress, and can 
be nothing else ; that neither House can treat 
it as a contempt of itself. Now, there is the 


that I differ with the Senator from Vermont. 
While it may be taken to be a contempt of the 
whole Congress, I think it may also be treated 
as a contempt of either House; and therefore, 
while I have stated that I have no pertinacity 
about the manner in which this proceeding | 
shall be carried out, and do not discover any 
great importance in the precedent which the 
Senator from Wisconsin has stated, I do desire 
that in some form or other we shall get rid of 
this question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to 
put a question to my friend, that 1 may under- 
stand him. He says that this may be treated | 


as a contempt of the two Houses jointly... I 
ask him if this proceeding that he is now 
proposing in the form that he proposes it, does 
not proceed upon the theory that the contempt 
which is to be punished is the contempt against 
the two Houses jointly? I should like the 
views of my friend, that 1 may understand 
precisely what he means. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it amounts to this, as 
I have already stated: it amounts to the ac- 
quiescence of the House of Representatives 
in the assertion that they will not follow the 
contempt; that they say to the Senate, “ Pro- 
ceed and deal with this witness;’’ and after 


| that we deal with him in vindicating the dig- 


nity of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if I understand 
my friend, this proceeding is, after all, to pun- 
ish a contempt against this body. 


Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand him 
correctly? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihave already stated that I 


believe either House may punish a witness for 
contempt before a joint committee; bat while 
I have stated that, I have also stated that it 
would be contrary to the principles of Amer- 


! ican jurispradence that a witness should be 


punished before one body and be left punish- 
able for the same act before the other. We 
desired to get rid of that anomaly in our pro- 
ceeding. ‘That is really at the base of this 
mode of proceeding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I can understand ; 


| but my friend does not answer my question. 
He does not yet tell me, so that 1 can under- 


stand it—probably it is my fault—whether the 
crime which he proposes to punish is the crime 
committed against the two Houses or the crime 


| committed against this one. 


Mr. SCOTT. Ihave already indicated to 
the Senator as clearly as I could that it is the 


| same offense, and that, being punishable once. 


it ought not to be punished again, and that we 
may punish him for his contempt against the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, I 
see that my friend is not anxious to answer 
the question in the precise form that I put it, 
because he sees exactly where he would land. 
If the contempt which this man has committed 
is the contempt against the two Houses jointly, 


land the same act may still be a contempt 


against this House separately and against the 
other House separately, then he reasons bim- 


| self into the conclusion that this man has com- 


mitted possibly three conlempts instead of 


ltwo. Now, 1 think he has committed only 
i two—one against this body, and by the same 
! act another against the other House. 


But the difficulty is on this theory, that this 
contempt which we are now going for is one 
committed against the authority that author- 


| ized the commiitce; thatis, the joint authority. 
iWe all agree—my friend does not maintain 


otherwise, I am sure—that we cannot punish 
alone here, either by delegation or otherwise, 
such a contempt as that. We are therefore 
driven to the conclusion that when we catch 
this man we are to try him and adjudge him 
guilty and punish him if he turns out to be 
guilty for a contempt against us. Then the 
effect of this resolution (and putting that con- 


i struction upon it, it is of no great importance 


in point of principle) merely amounts to ask- 
ing the House of Representatives to consent 
that we may punish a contempt against our- 
selves, and thereby by implication, as it is 
supposed, to agree that they will not punish 
the same act, which was at the same time a 
contempt against them. Stated in. that way 
it would seem to be almost a work of superero- 
gation, bordering on the ludicrous, to send 


over to the House of Representatives a reso- 
' lution asking them to consent to a proposition 


of that kind. 

So then, Mr. President, without occupying 
the time of the Senate further, the more you 
discussit the more it seems clear to my mind 
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that we must gither. pursue: one course or the 
other. If this is to- be a concurrent proceeding 
under the authority of the two Houses, then 
the two Houses must participate in it to the 
end. If it isto bea separate proceeding on 
the part of the Senate against this witness, then 


it is quite a work of supererogation, and ones 
certainly not within the line of very wise: pre- 


cedents; I should say, to. send over to the 
House of. Representatives and ask their per- 
mission. to- allow us to punish a contempt 
against ourselves. 

Mr: MORTON, May I be allowed to ask a 
question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS... Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Would a punishment for 
contempt in this body be a bar to subsequent 
punishment for contempt in the House of 
Representatives? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In my opinion most de- 
cidedly not, because [ hold that the same act 
has been a contempt against the dignity of each 
House, which the Constitution recognizes, and 
only recognizes.as it respects themselves as a 
separate body. 

Mr. MORTON. Task the Senator then if 
that is not. a broad distinction between this 
case and the case he formerly put óf punish- 
ment by the United States and by a State for 
the same crime, because in that case the pun- 
ishment by the State would be a bar to subse- 
quent punishment by the United Stetes? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By no means. On the 
contrary, the Supreme Court of the United 
States, as my friend will see if he will do them 
the honor to read their decisions, have ex- 
pressly decided that. it is not a bar, that there 
are two separate and distinct crimes, and that 
each sovereignty may punish notwithstanding 
the other has punished, and to the full extent 
that its own laws allow, and it is only a ques- 
tion for the judge in pronouncing sentence to 
say (just as he would in the case of a longim- 
prisonment before trial, or if there were any 
other. cause which should mitigate in the moral 
sense the extent to which he should go) how 
much punishment should be inflicted. 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN, Mr. President, 
it seems to me that this question is a pretty 
plain one. If we are proceeding to punish a 
contempt of the two Houses of Congress, then 
the arrest ought to be made by the joint action 
of the two Houses, and the accused be tried 
by. the two Houses conjointly, as would be the 
case in the event of a contempt when the two 
Houses were together to count the votes of 
the Electoral College. If that is the proceed- 
ing, then the. warrant, ought to issue in the 
shape proposed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. But it is also perfectly clear that the 
witness may have committed a contempt 
against the Senate or against the House of 
Representatives, which 1s the case proposed 
by thé Senator from Pennsylvania, for he is 
treating. the case as a contempt against the 
Senate, and in that view of the subject it seems 
to me that the proceedings ab initio ought to 
be by the Senate, without any reference what- 
ever to the House of Representatives. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator from 
New Jersey sits down, I should jike to ask him 
a question, The point which he presents very 
clearly is precisely the point of difficulty, with 
one exception. He says that if the two Houses 
in joint convention sat here or in the other 
Chamber and a contempt should oceur, it 
would be the function of the two Houses to 
visit that. contempt. Now, just there I ask 
him this question: when the two Houses, not 
sitting in. body, but having appointed a joint 
comniittee to represent them for a special 
purpose, experience a contempt, are not the 
two Houses pro hae vice present? Does not 
this: joint committee represent and embody 
the two Houses? Is it not the actual presence 
of the two Houses for this purpose? 

In asking the question, I begalso to make a 
suggestion to the Senator. A contempt taking 
‘place before a committee of one House is not 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a contempt as to that committee merely; it is 
a contempt of that House which created, is 
represented by, and is, if I may say so, incar- 
nated in the committee. Now, by parity of 
reasoning, is there not force in the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that, 
although the two Houses were not en masse 
present when.the witness refused, each House 
was present, and both Houses were present, 
in. the committee delegated to personify and 
embody and represent both Houses? Itseems 
to me that just there there is a little question 
about that; and, if my friend from New Jersey 
will pardon me a moment further, I wish to 
say that I agree entirely with him, and with the 
Senator from Vermont, and with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, (as. I understood him, al- 
though I was out during part of his remarks,) 
that all of this resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania cannot be right. 

It.cannot be that he must invoke the joint 
action of both Houses in order that jurisdic- 
tion may attach, in order that the hand of the 
law may be laid upon this man, and that, having 
done that, he can proceed in manner, as this 
resolution resolves, governed entirely by one 
House. In other words, I submit to him that 
if for the future the Senate alone has the 
power to deal with this man, the Senate has 
that power for the present. If its prerogatives 
and powers be not broad enough to lay hold 
upon him, if it requires the aid of the House 
of Representatives to perform that act, its 
powers will be too slender in the future after 
he has been captured and brought here. 
upon the other question, whether this does 
not very closely resemble a case where a con- 
tempt has been offered to both Houses in the 
presence of both, I should be very glad if the 
Senator from New Jersey would enlighten us. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
my view of the case is that this was a contempt 
of both Houses of Congress; and unless there 
is a constitutional difficulty in bringing the 
two Houses together for any other purposes 
than those specified in the Constitution, the 
proceeding might go on as g proceeding to 
punish a contempt of the two Houses. Thére 
is a question there, however, whether if this 
proceeding were treated as a contempt of the 
two Houses, there would be any mode of trial 
of the accused; and as there is no question in 
my mind that it is a contempt of each House 
of Congress as well as of both, I think the 
proper course here would-be. to let. the pro- 
ceeding be by action of the Senate. I entirely 
agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that 
the jurisdiction attaches by the issuing of the 
warrant, and that if we intend to try the 
accused in the Senate, if this is the court to 
try, this is the court alone that. ought to issue 
the process. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, as I now under- 
stand my honorable friend, this proceeding has 
the same attributes that it would have if this 
man had committed a contempt of both Houses 
in the presence of both. Iunderstand him now 
to say, and there I agree with him, that while 
that would be a contempt against both Houses, 
itwould also be a contempt against each House, 
and either House could proceed, and when one 
House had proceeded and exhausted so much 
of its powers as it thought should be expended, 
it would be for the other House to abstain alto- 
gether, in consequence of what the first House 
had done, or to mitigate the rigors of what it 
might do, as the Senator from Vermont said, 
as would be the case with a court taking into 
consideration antecedent punishment. 

here is one practical suggestion about this 
matter which I believe has not been made, and 
which, I think, would fortify very much the 
position of the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, if he would resort to it, I think 
there is that in the history of the country, and 
in this class of proceedings, which would go 
very far to show that both Houses are required 
to punish effectually a witness who refuses to 
answer; and that if one House alone has the 
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power to do that, it is not this one. I think 
a practical argument might be made which 
would go very far toward establishing in this 
case, or in any other, tbat if in truth there be 
power enough in either House of Congress to 
make a witness obey the law, this House is 
badly selected as the one to possess and wield 
that power, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, as I stated 
before, this committee was raised by the author- 
ity of the two Houses; the oath was adminis- 
tered to this witness by the authority of the 
two Houses; the subpena was issued by the 
authority of the two Houses; and if he is 
arrested for a contempt of the joint author- 
ity thus represented by that committee, that 
arrest should be ordered by the two Houses. 
Where a committee is raised by the two 
Houses, and an alleged contempt is committed 
against that authority, there should bea judg- 
ment of the two Houses whether there has 
been a contempt. It is not competent for one 
House to adjudge and determine that there 
has been a contempt against the authority of 
the two Houses, 

This may be an inconvenienceygrowing out 
of joint committees; it may be a”reason why 
joint committees should not be raised ; but is 
it not the logical result of the contempt of the 
authority of a joint committee? And to carry 
it further, when we come to pass a resolution 
of punishment for this contempt, should it not 
receive the sanction of the other House? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would on your theory, 
certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. It would on my theory, 
and it seems to me it would logically; for is it 
competent for one House to determine whether 
the authority of the two Houses has been vio- 
lated? The other House might come to a 
directly different conclusion on the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I ask my friend 
why it is not also the necessary logical result, 
as I think it plainly is, that the other House 
must not only concur in the judgment, but 
assist at the trial? 

Mr. CONKLING. And in every step? 

Mr. MORTON. No, not necessarily assist 
at the trial. The two Houses do not act to- 
gether. In the formation of the joint com- 
mittee they act separately, and it is competent 


for a concurrent resolution to authorize these - 


parties to be brought before either House, but 
when they come they come by the same au- 
thority that raised the committee, that issued 
the subpena, that authorized the oath to be 
administered. As I said before, the contempt 
is against the authority of the two Houses in 
the person of a joint committee. Must not 
the existence of that contempt be determined 
by the judgment of the two Houses; for if we 
should come to the conclusion that there was 
a contempt, and the House of Representatives 
should come to the conclusion that there was 
not a contempt, (and we very often differ on 
questions of law and questions of fact,) what 
would be the condition of the case? . It seems 
to me that logically this arrest should be made 
by the anthority of the two Houses, and if a 
witness is brought before the Senate it should 
be by the authority and concurrence of both 
ouses. 

Mr. CARPENTER. May Task the Senator 

a question ? 
' Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the action of, both 
Houses is necessary to. arrest this man, neces- 
sary to convict him, as I understand the Sen- 
ator to mean by saying that such action is 
necessary to a determination that a contempt 
has been committed, is it not necessary that 
the action of both Houses should concur in 
fixing the punishment? In other words, must 
there not be two separate trials for the same 
offense, which is the difficulty the Senator from 
Indiana wishes to avoid, zi 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir. In that case the 
fixing of the punishment would be by the same 
It seems to me both Houses should 
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concur. The resolution passed here will go 


there. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I wish to ask my 
friend from Indiana how, if the man is brought 
here, the House of Representatives have the 
means of determining first whether guilt ex- 
ists unless they try? How are the House of 
Representatives to pass a resolution that this 
man is guilty or is not guilty, unless they have 
the evidence before them, hear the explana- 
tions, hear the witnesses, and hear the argu- 
ment, soas to be able to pronounce judgment? 
They certainly cannot passa resolution to con- 
sign this man to prison or set him at liberty, 
on the principle ef pronouncing judgment, 
unless they have the evidence on which that 
judgment is to proceed. They cannot have 
the evidence second-hand by its being sent 
over to them, on any principle that I under- 
stand. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator omits the 
fact that by the concurrent resolution the 
House authorizes the Senate to proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But can the House of 
Representatives delegate to us that authority 
to try a man for an offense? 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I do not 
quite agree with these analogies which Sen- 
ators adopt on both sides about trying a man 
for a crime and punishing him; and J think 
we are led a little astray by going into such 
matters. I rose, however, for another pur- 
pose. 

T beg to present to the Senator from Indiana 
the precise point which, with the little reflection 
I have given to this matter, seems to me to dis- 
tinguish the case from such a one as he treats 
it. If by the Constitution a third body could 
be formed, consisting of the members of the 
two Houses, his argument would be complete 
in case a contempt should arise in that body. 
If now, for illustration’s sake, it was provided 
that once in a period of years there should be 
a body assembled, composed for convenience 
of the persons selected as the members of the 
two Houses, there would be a distinct exist- 
ence, and in that would be merged the other 
character of the two Houses, and, perhaps, of 
the members, But now the case, I submit to 
the Senator, is this: here are two Houses, 
each complete in itself; acting separately, 
each as a House; they concur in erecting a 
committee, in delegating an agency to certain 
members of each House. That does not fuse 
or amalgamate these two Houses or the mem- 
bers of the two at all; but each stands sep- 
arate, isolated, intact as it was before; and 
when a witness is guilty of disobedience of the 
lawful behests of this committee, representing, 
not the whole body of the two Houses, but rep- 
resenting both Houses, each being an entirety 
and complete, then, I submit to the Senator, a 
several offense is committed—an offense is com- 


mitted against each court there represented, | 


and whose jurisdiction is there defied or in- 
vaded ; and it does not matter at all, it seems 
to me, that in the same act in which the wit- 
ness commits a contempt against this body 
he conimits a contempt against another body 
also, which is all the time independent and 
separate. 

I submit to the Senator that there is the 
point of deviation, there is the distinetion 
between this case and such acase as this would 
be if what he says were strictly applicable to 
it; and then, as the Senator from Vermont 
very cogently says, how can the House of Rep- 
resentatives add to or take from the attributes 
of this body in respect to punishing a con- 
tempt or dealing with a witness? Surely, it 
seems to me, the only way to progress upon 
that idea is, ag my friend from Wisconsin sug- 
gests, by treating this from beginning to end, 
in every one of its steps and stages, as a pro- 
ceeding pending in the two Houses sitting 
together, each being a part of a joint conven- 
tion made of the two, andacting as a wholein 
a proceeding to one part of which as much as 


to another, it seems to me, the concurrent action 
of both Houses would be needed. Therefore 
I think the safe way and the logical way is to 
treat this as a contempt of the Senate, albeit 
the House of Representatives may have been 


to proceed to redress that so far forth as the Sen- 
ate may adjudge that the facts demand; and the 
House, as my friend from Wisconsin suggests, 
can take care of itself or can waive, owing to 
what has been done here, the necessity of 
exercising any authority whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think 
there is more difficulty in this question than 
Senators are perbapsaware of ; certainly much 
more than I supposed when the question was 
first mooted. The only authority of the House 
of Representatives or of this body to punisha 
contempt, I believe, grows out of the power 
conferred upon us by the Constitution in thas 
clause which gives to each House the power to 
determine the rules of its proceedings. Under 
that authority given by the Constitution the 
Senate may pass rules, may organize commit- 
tees, may punish contempts, and do all the 
ordinary acts done by a parliamentary body 
or by a court to maintain its self-respect, to 
enforce its order, and preserve decorum in its 
proceedings, 

I know of no other provision of the Consti- 
tution which gives the Senate any power what- 
ever to punish for a contempt, or to organize 
committees, or the like. The law seems to 
have been framed on the same idea. All the 
laws which have been passed on the subject 
are framed merely to punish a refusal to tes- 
tify before a committee of either House. There 
is no reference in the law which is provided 
to enforce the constitutional provisions to a 
refusal to testify before a joint committee. Its 
terms are applied simply to a refusal to testify 
before either House of Congress or before a 
committee of either House of Congress. Now, 
as I understand the Senator from New York, 
he suggests that this joint committee may be 
regarded as two several committees, the Sen- 
ate portion of it as a Senate committee, and 


House. 

Mr. CONKLING. That ‘may be so, if my 
honorable friend will allow me; but I do not 
say that because itis not importanthere. I only 
say that each House acts as a House in com- 


not act each as parts of one House, but that 
each House separately delegates and appoints 
certain members to serve on that committee. 
Whether after it is formed it is a committee 
in severalty or a joint committee, is another 
question; but my point is that the bodies 
behind the committee are the two Houses 
separately, each complete in itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido notsee what author- 
ity the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
has to administer an oath to this wituess except 
the authority conferred on him by the law; and 
unless he is chairman of a committee of this 
body, I do not see how he gets the authority 
to administer this oath. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator will alow me 
to say that the resolution which raiscd the 
committee authorized the committee to admin- 
ister oaths. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That still does not solve 
the difficulty. The law itself does not give to 
a joint committee, by name, the power to 
enforce the attendence of witnesses. It does 
| give to a select committee of either House, or 
to a standing committee of either House, or 
| to either body itself, the power to enforce such 
attendance. Now, unless the two Houses bya 
concurrent resolution can enlarge the scope 
of the law, the concurrent resolution referred 
to does not changethelaw. If the lawlimits 


guided by the law and we cannot change it by 
a mere concurrent resolution of the two bodies. 
If the law says that either House itself, or a 


treated with contempt at the same time, and | 


the House portion as a committee of the | 


posing that committee; that the two bodies do | 


the power to punish for contempt, we must be | 
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cominittee of either House, may enforce the 
attendance of a witness, may direct that a 
citizen be arrested and brought here, I do not 
see how a mere concurrent resolution can 
enlarge the power conferred by law. 

In regard to this matter, I desire to pursue 
that course which will bring these witnesses 
before us, hold them here, punish them to the 
extent of our power, and compel them to 
testify; but I have very great doubts whether 


| we have the power, as the law now stands, to 


enforce the attendance of these witnesses. At 
least I do not see that the power is conferred 
by law. The question has occurred to me, 
how could an indictment be framed under this 
law to punish any man for a violation of it 
who should refuse to testify before a joint 
committee? Isubmitto any lawyer whoshould 
sit down to frame an indictment whether ho 


| could find the language of the law broad 


enough to cover the case of a refusal to testify 
before a joint committee of Congress. ‘The 
Senator from Pennsylvania, I believe, suggest- 
ed that donbtwhen he rose. I think we ought 
to proceed cautiously and slowly in this mat- 
ter, so as to pursue a course that will not leave 
our power in dispute. I hope the question 
will go over until next week unless the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is particularly desirous 
to press a vote now. 

Mr. POMEROY. If this matter is to go 
over, I suggest, with a view of economizing 
time, that we take a recess of half an hour, 
after which the list of committees may be 


| reported and adopted to-day, as we have agreed 


to adjourn over until Monday. I move, there- 
fore, that the Senate take a recess until two 
o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at one 
o'clock and twenty-two minutes p. m.) the 
Senate took a recess until two o’clock, at 


| which hour the Senate resumed its session. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Imove that the Sen- 
ate proceed now to the election of the standing 
committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I now move that 
the rules requiring an election be suspended, 
and that the list which I send to the desk be 
appointed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut asks unanimous con- 
sent to suspend the rule requiring the election 
of committees by ballot. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Senator from 


| Connecticut now offers a resolution, which will 


be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the following be the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate for the present session: 

On Privileges and_ Elections — Messrs. Sumner, 
(chairman,) Morton, Rice, Carpenter, Logan, Hill, 
and Thurman, 
` On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Cameron, (chair- 
man,) Harlan, Morton, Patterson, Schurz, Hamlin, 
and Casserly. 

On Finance—Messrs. Sherman, (chairman.) Mor- 
rillof Vermont, Fenton, Scott, Ames, Wright, and 
Bayard. 

On Appropriations ~ Messrs. Cole, (chairman,) 
Sprague, Sawyer, Edmunds, Windom, West, and 
Stevenson. 

On Comm eree—Messrs. Chandler, (chairman,) Cor- 
pett, Kellogg, Spencer, Buckingham, Conkling, and 

Tickers, 

On Manufactures Messrs. Hamlin, (chairman,) 
Robertson, Sprague, Gilbert, and Johnston. 

On Agriculture—Messrs. Morton, (chairman,) Fre- 
linghuysen, Robertson, Lewis, and Davis of West 
Virginia. f z 

On Military Affairs—Messrs. Wilson, (chairman, ) 
Cameron, Morton, Ames, Logan, West, and Blair, 

On Naval Ajairs—Messrs. Cragin, (chairman,) 
Anthony, Nye, Osborn, Ferry of Michigan, Alcorn, 
and Stockton, | 

On the Judiciary—Messrs, Trumbull, (chairman,) 
Edmunds, Conkling, Carpenter, Frelinghuysen, Pool, 
and Thurman. 

On Post Offices and Post Jtoads—Messrs, Ramsey, 
(ebairman,) Pomeroy, Gilbert, Cole, Hamlin, Ferry 
of Michigan, and Kelly. J 

On Public Lands—Messrs, Pomeroy, (chairman,) 
Tipton, Osborn, Sprague, Windom, Logan, and Cas- 
serly. 

On Private Lond Claims—Messrs. Davis of Ken- 
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tucky,-(chairman,) Ferry of Connecticut, Caldwell, 
Bayard, and Blair. 

On’ Indian Affaire—Messrs. Harlan, (chairman,) 
Corbett, Buckinghami, Frelinghuysen, Wilson. Cald- 
well, and Davis of Kentucky. E , 

On Pensions—Messrs. Edmunds, (chairman,) Tip- 
ton, Erat Brownlow, Hamilton of Texas, Logan, 
and Saulsbury. 

On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. Pool ,(chairman,). 
Brownlow, Corbett, Hill and Davis of West Virginia. 

On Claims—Messrs. Howe, (chairman,)Seott, Pratt, 
Stewart; Boreman, Wright, and Davis of West Vir- 

inia; : 

s Ön the District of Columbia — Messrs.. Patterson, 
(chairman,) Sumner, Lewis, Spencer, Sawyer, Hitch- 
cock, and Vickers. : r: ; 

On Patents—Messrs. Ferry of Connecticut, (chair- 
man,) Carpenter, Morrill of Maine, Windom, and 
Hamilton of Maryland. i 

Qn Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Morrill 
of Vermont, (chairman,) Trumbull, Sumner, Cole, 
and Stockton. i i ` 

On Territories—Messrs. Nye, (chairman,) Cragin, 
Schurz, Boreman, Hitchcock, Clayton, and Cooper, 

On the Pavifie Ratlroad—Messrs. Stewart, (chair- 
man,) Ramsey, Harlan, Rice, Fenton, Scott, Kel- 
long, Hitchcock, Ferry of Michigan, Cooper, and 

Kelly, , 

On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Rice, (chairman,) 
Chandler, Flanagan, Tipton, Caldwell, Alcorn, and 
Saulsbury, a 

On the Revision of the Laws of the United States— 
Messrs. Conkling, (chairman,) Carpenter, Stewart, 
Wright, and Hamilton of Maryland, . 

On Education and Labor—Messrs. Sawyer, (chair- 
man,) Morrill of Vermont, Flanagan, Patterson, and 
Johnston. i 

To Audi and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate—Messrs. Fenton, (chairman,) Windom, and 
Saulsbury. j 

Cn Printing—Messrs. Anthony, (chairman,) Howe, 
and Casserly. : , 

On the Library—Messrs. Morrill of Maine, (chair- 
man.) Howe, and Sherman. i , 

On Engrossed Bilis—Messrs. Buckingham, (chair- 
man,) Clayton, and Davis of West Virginia. , 

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Carpenter, (chairman, ) 
Lewis, and Kelly. ve 

Select Committee on the Revision of the Rules— 
Messrs. Pomeroy, (chairman,) Edmunds, and Bay- 


ard. 

Select Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities—Messrs. Roberston, (chairman,) Boreman, 
Ames, Hamilton of Texas, Clayton, Vickers, and 
Stevenson, | Se 

Select Committee_on the Levees of the Mississippi 
River:— Messrs. Kellogg, (chairman,) ‘Trumbull, 
Schurz, Alcorn, and Blair, ; 

Select Committee on Alleged Quirages in Southern 
Ktates—Messrs, Scott, (chairman,) Chandler, Rice, 
Pool, Pratt, Bayard, and Blair. 


The resolution was adopted. 
COMMITTEE ON RETRENCIIMENT, 


Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate 
o now adjourn. ; 

Mr. TROMBULL. I hope that motion 
will not be made for a moment. I desire to 
offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New York withdraw the motion? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to stand 
in the way of the Senator. I do not know 
what his purpose is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
lution. 

Several messages in writing were received 
from the President of the United States by 
Mr. Porrer, his Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from New York withdraws the motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer for adoption 
the following resolution : 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That a joint select committee on retrench- 
ment, consisting of four members of the Senate and 
seven members of the House, be appointed by the 
Presiding Officers of the two Houses, and that said 
committee be instructed to inquire into the expend- 
itures in all the branches of the service of the United 
States, and to ‘report whether any, and what, offices 
ought to be abolished; whether any, and. what, 
salaries or allowances ought to be reduced: what 
are.the methods of procuring accountability in pub- 
lic officers dr agents in the care and disbursement of 
public moneys; whether moneys have been paid out 
illegally ; whether any officers or agents or other 
persons have been or are employed in the service 
without, authority of law, or-unnecessarily; and 
generally how, and to what extent, the expenses of 
the service of the country may and ‘ought to be cur- 
tailed, And also to consider the expediency of so 
amending the laws under which appointments to the 
public service are now made asto provide for the 
selection of subordinate officers after due examina- 
tion by proper boards; their continuance in office 
during specified terms, unless dismissed upon charges 
preferred and sustained before tribunals designated 
for that purpose; and for withdrawing the public 
service from being used as an instrument of polit- 


+ 


I desire to offer a reso- 


ical or party patronage. That. said committee be 
authorized to sit during the recess of Congress, to 
send for persons and papers, and to report by bill or 
otherwise; and that said committee may appoint a 
clerk for the term of six months, and no more. 


_Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed and 


ie over. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Illinois ask for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to object to its present con- 
sideration; otherwise I should ask for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itisa question for con- 
sideration whether it'is a wise thing to do, and 
I want to look into it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
being made, the resolution will lie over under 
the rules. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I renew my motion 
t adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are 
some executive messages on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. At the suggestion of 
the Chair, I will change the motion and move 
to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF PETITIONS AND BILLS. 


Mr. POMEROY. While that order is being 
executed, I move that all petitions, papers, 
and bills lying on the table be referred to 
their appropriate committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate thereupon proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 
fifteen minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock 
and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


l 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TavRsDaY, December 7, 1871. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MASTERS OF COASTING VESSELS. 


Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a, bill (H. R. No. 476) to relieve masters 
of coasting vessels engaged in trade upon the 
frontiers of the United States from procuring 
and presenting manifests of cargoes, as now 
required by law; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LYNCHBURG. 


Mr. DUKE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 477) to provide for 
the erection of a building for the use of the 
post office, United States circuit and district 
courts and internal revenue offices at Lynch- 
burg, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 478) to provide for 
the payment of pensions through postmasters ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


BASIS OF REPRESENTATION, 


Mr. WILLARD, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he hereby is, directed to furnish to the House of 
Representatives the following information, namely : 
the number of inhabitants, excluding Indians not 
taxed, in each of the States and Territories of the 
United States as ascertained by the last census; the 
number of male inhabitants of each State, twenty- 
one years of age and over; the’number of male 
inhabitants in each State, being twenty-one years 
of age, and citizens of the United States, whose right 
to vote in such State at any election for the choice 


of electors for President and Vico President of the 
United States, Representatives in Congress, tho 
executive and judicial officers of a State, or the 
members of the Legislature thercof, is denied, or in 
any way abridged, except for participation in rebel- 
lion or other crime. 


CODIFICATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I call for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences at twelve o’clock and fifteen min- 
utes p. m., and the House resumes the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes relating 
to the Post Office Department, reported on 
Tuesday last from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, the pending question 
being upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 
and continued it, without concluding, until 
one o’clock and twenty-five minutes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union upon the apportionment bill. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will not gentlemen 
allow the Clerk to finish the reading of the 
bill? I believe it is nearly through; there 
are only two or three pages left. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There are two pages of 
the bill unread. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I made my motion in 
order that the reading of the bill might not 
be absolutely finished to-day. It will take 
but a moment to finish it during the next 
morning hour. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire to say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that I have moved 
that the House adjourn, believing that it will 
expedite the consideration of the apportion- 
ment bill which he proposes to take up. 

Mr. MAYNARD. i withdraw my motion 
until the sense of the House can be taken 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin takes precedence, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I did not call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker to the fact that the morn- 
ing hour had expired, because I supposed the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] 
desired to go on with his bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has notified 


| the House that he will not terminate by an- 


nouncement any morning hour except that of 
Monday; but, of course, a privileged motion, 
like that of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Maynarp, ] supersedes the morning hour. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the gentleman from 
Illinois is not allowed to proceed with his bill 
I shall insist on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. AMBLER. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that motion to allow me to introduce 
a bill for reference. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin that he do not 
press the motion to adjourn, but allow the 
gentleman from Illinois to go on with the post 
office bill and finish it. That will be so much 
time saved. 

_ Mr. ELDRIDGE. I should have no objec- 
tion to that, but there are gentlemen around 
me who have important matters to attend to 
this afternoon, and they think it will expedite 
legislation if my motion is pressed now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We might at 
least as well finish the reading of the bill. 

_ Mr. ELDRIDGE. It will be finished dur- 

ing the next morning hour. 

_ Mir, MAYNARD, It is substantially fin- 

ished now. I prefer that it should not be 

completed to-day. : i 
The SPEAKER: The Chair desires to say, 
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at this early stage of the session, not with any 
disposition, of course, to lecture the House, 
but merely to remind them, that on Monday 
morning every State is called, and the amplest 
opportunity is given for the introduction of 
bills. A great deal of the regular business of 
the House is interrupted by the introduction 
and reference of bills that. might just as well 
be introduced and referred on Monday morn- 
ings. The Chair hopes that members will 
make a point of introducing their bills during 
the hours specified and set apart for that pur- 
pose. Every gentleman has the amplest op- 
portunity on Mondays, the rule requiring every 
State to be called, if it consumes the entire 
day. Itisnot limited to the hour. The Chair 
hopes that unless some peculiar exigency re- 
quires the immediate reference of a bill, gen- 
tlemen will conform to this rule of the House, 
and he therefore discourages the asking of 
leave for this purpose. 


WRITS OF ERROR IN CRIMINAL CASES. 


Mr. AMBLER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 479) to allow writs 
of error to be taken, in criminal cases, to the 


Supreme Court of the United States; which | 


was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, thatthe House 
adjourn. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
want. [Langhier. ] 

The question was taken on Mr. ELDRIDGE’ S 
motion, and it was agreed to; and the House 
{at one o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
‘adjourned until Monday. 


I now demand 


That is what I 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of H. B. 
Hoskins, treasurer of the Gardiner (Maine) 
Savings Bauk, and others, for the repeal of 
the present tax on savings institutions. 

Also, the petition of Anna Butterfield, for 
pension. 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of Rich- 
ard B. Crawford, praying that the pension 
granted him as a private, for disability because 
of wounds received in battle, be increased to 
the pension of a second lieutenant, that being 
his actual rank at the time he received said 
wounds. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Hosea 
Crane and others, of Millbury, Massachu- 
setts, for the abolition of the tax on savings 


banks. f 
By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of W. H. 


Colley, of Brunswick, Maine, fora pension for 
services in the United States frigate Potomac. 

Also, the petition of Mary Wood, of Naples, 
Maine; for pension. 

Also, the petition of Mary R. Loring, of 
Maine, for the removal of the five years’ lim- 
itation from the pension act. 

Also, the petition of David Loring, Simeon 
Snow, and Calvin Robbins, for pension. 

By Mr. PERRY, of Obio: The memorial 
of A. Labrot, praying compensation for dam- 


age to his grounds aud shrubbery by the | 


United States Army during the war. 

By Mr. WADDELL: A petition of to- 
bacco manufacturers of North Carolina, to 
abolish or abate the duty of ten cents a pound 
on block licorice. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. f 

The following papers were withdrawn from 
u files of the House, and referred under the 
rules: 

By Mr. ARCHER: The papers in the case 
of Bernard Swartz, of Maryland, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 11, 1871. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday 
last was read and approved. 


Hon. Wirtam T. Hasruron, from the State | 
of Maryland, Hon. Josuva HILL, from the | 


State of Georgia, and Hon. Moreas C. HAMIL- 
ton, from tbe State of Texas, appeared in 
their seats to-day. 

REFERENCE OF PETITIONS, 

Under the general order made on Thursday 
last, the following petition and resolution were 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A. petition of citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying that the duty on salt be abolished; and 


Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of | 


New Orleans, Louisiana, asking for the refunde 
ing of the tax collected on cotton in the years 
1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868. 

The petition of citizens of the District of 


Columbia, praying the repeal of the charter | 
of the Medical Society of the District of Colum- | 


bia, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The following petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

A petition of citizens of Binghamton, New 
York, praying that the sale of stamped envel- 
opes be abolished ; 

A petition of citizens of Nebraska, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Ash- 
land to Palmyra, in that State; and 

A petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Penn- 


sylvania, and a. petition of citizens of New | 


Hampshire, praying that the monufacturing 
and selling of stamped envelopes by the Gov- 
ernment may be discontinued. 

The following petitions were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 


A petition of citizens of Brooklyn, New | 


York, and a petition of citizens of Albany, 
New York, praying the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 99) supplementary to an act entitled 
‘An act to protect all citizens df the United 
States in their civil rights, and to furnish the 
means for their vindication,’’ passed April 9, 
1866; and 

The petition of Sherman W. Adams, of 
Hartford, Connecticut, praying for such legisla- 
tion as may establish general rules in relation 


to road-beds, tracks, gauges, bridges, depots, | 
railway maps and guides, the qualifications of | 
inspectors and officers of railroads, the rates | 


of carriage of passengers and freights, &. 
The following petition and resolutions were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


A petition of commanding officers of the |; 
Navy praying an increase of their rates of pay; | 


and 


Resolutions of the Union Merchants’ Ex- | 


change of St. Louis, Missouri, indorsing the 
policy suggested by the Secretary of the Navy, 
and recommended to Congress, as to accept- 


ship Company for the creation of American 
steamship-building works for the construction 
of ocean steamers; in favor of aid ina similar 
manner to the Western Iron Steemboat Build- 
ing Company. 

The petition of E. B. Scott, of Mobile, Ala- 


bama, and the petition of E. A. Powell, of | 


Alabama, praying the removal of their polit- 


ical disabilities, were referred to the select, i 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- |} 


abilities. 


The memorial of Denis Sullivan, praying | 


compensation for cotton destroyed by order 
of Major General Banks on or about the 27th 
day of April, 1864, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The petition of honorably discharged wound- 
ed soldiers, praying for an increase of pen- 
sions, and also for an increased allowance for 
the purchase of artificial Jimbs, was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The letter of the Assistant Secretary of 


| 


State, transmitting a copy of a dispatch of May 
25, 1871, from the United States consul at the 
city of Mexico, relative to the claimsof J. C. 
Beals and others, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land. Claims. : 

The following motion and resolutions were 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

A motion by Mr. Axtaoxy to print additional 
copies of the President’s message and accom- 
panying documents ; 

A resolution by Mr. Ferry, of Michigan, to 
print the President’s message, and the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, in the German 
language; and 

A resolution by Mr. Suenmwan to print two 
thousand copies of the report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency for the use of the 
Comptroller. 


BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (S; No. 821) to regulate the civil ser- 
vice of the United States, and to promote the 
efficiency thereof; 

A bill (S. No. 326) to regulate certain 
actions in the Court of Claims by loyal owners 
of property seized under the act of March 12, 


-y 

A bill (S. No. 328) in relation to the district 
courts of Alabama; 

A bill (S. No. 883) for the better organiza- 
tion of the district courts of the United States 
within the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. No. 335) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to enforce the rights of citizens of the 
United States to vote in the several States of 
this Union, and for other purposes ;”’ 

A bill (S. No, 336) to prevent and punish 
bribery aud corrupt practices in the election 
of electors of President and Vice President 
of the United States, and of members of the 
House of Representatives in the Congress of 
the United States; and 

£ hill (S. No. 888) in relation to the office 
of attorney of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana. 

The following bills were referred to the 
Committee on Finance: y 

A bill (S. No. 322) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to the owners the 
proceeds of certain cotton seized in violation 
of instructions from the Treasury Department; 

A bill (S. No. 323) to authorize compound- 
interest notes as a substitute for legal-tender 
notes ; 

A bill (S. No. 330) to provide for the relief 
of sufferers by fire in the city of Chicago; and 

A bill (8. No. 334) to restore the office of 
the director of the Bureau of Statistics. 

The following bills were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. No. 820) to authorize the restora- 
tion of Gilbert Morton to the naval service; 

A bill (S. No. 829) for the relief of Charles 


| W. Whitney: and 
ing the proposal of the International Steam- || 


A bill: (S. No. 342) to regulate the pay of 
commanding officers in the Navy, 

The following bills were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

A bill (S. No. 832) authorizing mail steam- 
ship service in the Gulf of Mexico between 
the port of New Orleans, Louisiana, and cer- 
tain ports of the republic of Mexico; and 

A bill (S. No. 841) to reduce the rates of 
correspondence by telegraph, and to connect 
the telegraph with the postal service. 

The bill (S. No. 324) to extend the provis- 
ions of an act entitled ‘An act for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in the States 
of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for 
other purposes,’’ was referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Private Land Claims. 


The bill (S. No. 825) to aid in the execution 
of the law against polygamy, and to prevent 
that crime in the Territory of Utah, and for 
other purposes, was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 


The bill (S. No. 327) to establish the collec- 
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tion district of Duluth, and to create St. Paul, 
in the collection district of Minnesota, a port 
of delivery, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce... k 

The bill (S. No. 331) to amend an act enti- 
ted“ An act granting pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the war of 1812 and the 
widows of deceased soldiers,” approved Feb- 
ruary 14, 1871, was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. . f 

The bill (S. No. 337) for the reliefof Fanny 
A. Thompson was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

The bill (S. No. 839) for the relief of James 
Belger was referred tothe Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : . 

The bill (S. No. 340) fixing the salaries of 
certain officers was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I ask the 
Senate to be good enough to relieve me from 
the duties of chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. I saw by the papers 
that my name wasin that position, and I desire 
to be excused. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts asks to be excused from 
service as chairman of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, to which he was elected 
by the Senate on Thursday last. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. The Senator 
is therefore excused. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of December 5, 1871, the 
report and maps of the United States ship- 
canal expedition to the Isthmus: of Tehuan- 
tepec, Mexico; which, on motion of Mr. 
ANTHONY, was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWNLOW presented the petition 
of Thomas N., McAffry, of Knoxville, Ten- 
nessee, praying that his name be restored to 
the roll of pensioners; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUMNER presented five petitions of 
‘citizens of Massachusetts, praying that the 
duty on salt be abolished; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also’ presented a petition of citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying that the sale of 
stamped envelopes be abolished; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also offer the petition of 
a large number of colored citizens of Rhode 
Island, in which they ask for the passage of 
the bill which they say is known as Senator 

` SUMNER’S bill supplementary to the civil 
rights bill. They set forth at some length their 
reasons in favor of the bill, saying that now, 
merely on account of color, they are treated as 
though they were slaves, denied rights and 
privileges accorded to others who are no more 
meritorious or better citizens. Being Senators 
and Representatives in Congress, holding judi- 
cial, executive, and other positions that usually 
command consideration, these do not protect 
them on railroads or steamboats, in taverns, 
in public schools, and other places where the 
law bas control, from invidious proscription, 
from insult and intended degradation. ‘As the 
bill on this ‘subject is already on the Calendar, 
I move that this petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented six petitions 
of citizens of New Hampshire, praying that 
the duty on salt be abolished; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the -petition of 
Lucy Clancy, widow of Robert Clancy, for- 
merly a private soldier in the one hundred and 
sixty-fourth regiment of New York volun- 


‘Oregon, praying Congress 
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teers, praying for back pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented twelve petitions of citi- 
zens of Vermont, residing in various counties 
of that State, praying that the duty on salt be 
abolished; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. ae 

Mr. PRATT. I present the petition of 
Bowen, Stewart & Co. and other firms, pub- 
lishers and stationersat Indianapolis, Indiana, 
praying Congress to abolish the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government, or to modify the 
existing law authorizing their sale in certain 
particulars pointed out, so as to relieve them 
from unjust competition. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PRATT. I also present the petition 
of William W. Speirs, late assistant surgeon 
United States Army, praying that the Secre- 
tary of War be authorized to pay him such 
additional sum of money as will make his en- 
tire compensation equal to that of assistant 
surgeon during the period of his actual ser- 
vice in that capacity and during the period of 
his imprisonment in rebel prisons, estimating 
such period from the date of his commission 
as assistant surgeon. A bill for his relief was 
passed by the House of Representatives atthe 
third session of the Forty-First Congress. It 
was read twice in the Senate, and on the 25th 
of January, 1871, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. I now move for an order 
that the papers and proofs in the case be with- 
drawn from the Secretary’s office and referred, 
with this petition which I now present, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN presented two petitions of 
citizens of West Virginia, praying an amend- 
ment to the twenty-fifth section of the act 
approved July 15, 1870, entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1871, and 
for other purposes,” so as to allow the soldiers 
mentioned in said act to enter the amount of 
land therein allowed, or such other amount as 
may be thought just and proper, without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation, 
and to receivea patent therefor unconditionally; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, 

He also presented the petition of Captain 
Charles H. Briggs, praying arrears of pension 
from the date of his discharge; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
West Virginia, praying that the back pay and 
bounty due the late James P. McGee, of com- 
pauy E, sixth West Virginia volunteers, may be 
paid to his heirs, Nora and Clara McGee; 


which was referred to the Committee on Mili- : 


tary Affairs. 

Mr. LEWIS presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Virginia, praying that the duty on salt 
be abolished ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 


stamped envelopes be abolished; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. CORBETT, I present the memorial | Ci 
of Henry Failing, W. S. Ladd, L. White & Co., 


C. H. Lewis, R. R. Thompson, Jacob Mayer, 
and nine hundred others, citizens of Portland, 
to aid the Portland, 
Dalles, and Salt Lake Railroad Company in 
constructing a. railroad from Portland, Ore- 


gon, to some point on the Union Pacific rail- | 


road in the vicinity of Salt Lake. Iwill state 


that this memorial is signed by a very large. 


number of the most respectable citizens of 
Oregon, and the only excuse they have in pre- 
senting. it, when the country appears to have 
decided against subsidies, is the entire impracti- 


i! cability.of the settlement of that country with- 
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out some Government aid for the development, 
of a railroad system. This projected railroad 
will develop a country. some five hundred and 
eighty-eight miles in length, which now is prac- 
tically excluded from agricultural pursuits, I 
move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of 
Sarah Graffam Glover, of Camden, Maine, 
praying to be allowed a pension in consequence 
of certain services rendered by her husband dur- 
ing the warof 1812; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of lowa, praying that the sale of stamped 
envelopes be abolished ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Mary 
P. Jarvis, widow of the late Commander 
Joseph R. Jarvis, United States Navy, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Theodore Welch, relating to the matter of the 
restoration of Lieutenant William Welch, 
United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON. [ also present a petition of 
book-sellers and printers at Geneva, New York, 
who represent that while the Government is 
engaged in the manufacture of stamped envel- 
opes, at a loss of over two hundred thousand 
dollars a year to the Treasury, it is acting in 
a manner greatly injurious to their private 
business, I move that this petition be referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FENTON also presented a petition of- 
printers, stationers, and book-sellers of Albany, 
New York, praying that the sale of stamped 
envelopes be abolished; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. FENTON. I have received a letter 
from Mr. Miron Winslow, the secretary of 
the Anti-Income Tax Association of the city of 
New York, inclosing a petition signed by sev- 
eral hundred people, members of the associa- 
tion and others who have joined them, prop- 
erly authenticated as to handwriting by the 
certificate of Mr. Winslow, the secretary of 
the association, who asks me to present this 
petition to the Senate. The petitioners, 
among whom I recognize the names of many 
of the most prominent and respectable citi- 
zens of New York, state that the bill proposed 
to be introduced by Senator Sumner for the 
repeal of this tax only provides for its repeal 
after June, 1872, which would leave the tax- 
payers liable to pay the tax on the income of 
the present year; and they desire immediate 
relief, I move that this petition be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. POOL presented the petition of Fred- 
erick Vincent, administrator and sole repre- 


SE Pinludclobia, praying that the ale oe || sentative of James Le Caze, surviving partner 


of the firm of Le Caze & Mallett, praying pay- 
ment of a balance due for advances made by 
them during the revolutionary war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
aims. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas 


| P. Paschall, of Warren county, North Caro- 


lina, praying the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on. the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities, 

He also presented the petition of Henry 
Watson, of Davidson county, North Carolina, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties ;, which was referred to: the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. ° 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a petition of 


citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the uniform 


tax of sixteen cents per pound on. smoking 
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and thirty-two cents on chewing tobacco may 
be continued; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. : 

He also presented the petition of A. G. 
Peabody, jr., late second lieutenant of com- 
pany B, fifty-first regiment Wisconsin volun- 
teer infantry, praying payment for services ren- 
dered the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying 
papers in the case of D. B. Allen & Co. be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and_referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case 
of Elbridge Gerry, now on file in the office of the 
Secretary of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That J. B. W. Haynes have leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Senate his petition and 
papers. 

On motion of Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, it 
was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Isaac W. 
Ingersoll and Joseph Granger be withdrawn from 
the files of the Benate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. BUCKINGHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Grace 
B. Peck be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. THURMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of L. B. C. 
Johnson be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Addison C. Fletchor, 
with the accompanying papers, be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
it.was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged trom the further consideration of the claim 
of Joquina Sierra, and that the petitioner have 
leave to withdraw her papers. 


On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the ease of John W. 
Smith be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers now on file in the case 
of John Templeton be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That William L. Nelson, chaplain United 
States Navy, bave leave to withdraw his petition 
from the files of the Senate. 


CURRENCY REPORT. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print 


ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
additional copies of the report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency for the use of the Comp- 
troller, have instructed me to report it back 
with an amendment, in the nature of a substi- 
tute, and torecommend its passage. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Print- 
ing was to strike out all of the original reso- 
lution after the word ‘‘resolved,’’? and to 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

By the Senate, (the House of Representatives con- 
curring,) That thera be printed for the use of the 
Comptroller of the Currency two thousand copies of 
his last annual report. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the 


same committce, to whom was referred a res- 
olution to print additional copies of the Pres- 
ident’s message, to report it back with an 
amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration, 
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There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution : 

Resolved, That two thousand copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Committee on Print- 
ing was to strike out the words ‘‘and accom- 
panying documents.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Iam instructed by the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 380) for the removal of legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the third sec- 
tion of the fourteenth article of amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, to report 
it back without amendment and recommend 
its passage. I ask for its present considera- 


tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read at length, after which the Chair will ask 
for objections to its consideration, if there be 


any. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 
but was interrupted b, 

Mr. SUMNER. I object to that bill being 
proceeded with now, until we get through with 
the morning business. Then I shall make no 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The objection is 
in time. The Secretary will suspend the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr.SUMNER. There is some morning busi- 
ness which I know Senators wish to attend to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions is next in 
order. 

INTERNAL TAXATION. 


Mr. SUMNER. In pursuance of the notice 
I gave at the last meeting of the Senate, I now 
ask leave to introduce a bill with the follow- 
ing title: “A billto reduce internal taxes and 
to abolish the office of Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue; ” and I will make a brief expla- 
nation of it. ; 

This bill gives expression to a prevailing 
sentiment for a reduction of taxation, and at 
the same time provides that with the reduc- 
tion of taxation there shall be a correspond- 
ing reduction of expensive machinery. The 
first section is very brief, as follows: 

That allinternal taxes and duties, except from the 
sale and use of stamps, shall be_ abolished on and 
after the ist day of July next, and thestamp duty on 
spirits shall be increased to eighty cents a gallon on 
and after that date: Provided, That no income tax 
shall be assessed on or after the Ist day of January, 
1872, but assessments made before such date shall be 
collected. 

By reducing our whole internal system to 
duties on stamps, the Senate will at once see the 
process of simplification. Itis by stamps that 
we tax tobacco, malt liquors, and spirits; but 
in addition to a stamp tax of fifty cents a gallon 
on spirits, there are now four other taxes: 
first, a barrel tax amounting to ten cents; 


| second, a tax on the wholesale dealer of one 
| percent. on his sales; third, a tax on the retail 
| dealer of one per cent.; and fourth, what is 


called a capacity tax. I propose that all those 


taxes shall be abolished, but as a substitute for | 


those taxes, I add thirty cents to the fifty cents 


a gallon, which is already paid by stamps, so ; 


that the duty on spirits shall be eighty cents a 
gallon. 

Then I have a further provision applicable 
to the income tax so as to remove all possi- 
bility of doubt on that question, as follows: 

That no income tax shall be assessed— 
that is the word I employ— 
on or after the let day of January, 1872; but assess- 
ments made before such date shall be collected. 

That is the main object of the bill. 

The next section provides: 


_ That the offices of Commissioner, deputy commis- 
sioner, solicitor, collector and deputy collector, as- 
sessor and assistant assessor, supervisor, and detect- 


ive, heads of division, and clerks, and employés 


H 


under the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
cease on and after the Ist day of September next, 
and instead thereof there shall be one collector for 
each State and Territory appointed and qualified 
according to existing law, who shall administer such 
law in the sale of stamps and the coHection of reve- 
nue therefrom; and all the powers and duties now 
belonging to collectors or other officersin the enforce- , 
ment of such law are devolved upon such collector, 


It willbe observed, Mr. President, that while 
I propose to abolish the taxes, with the excep- 
tion of the income tax, on and after July 1, I 
do not propose to abolish the office until Sep- 
tember 1. It will then be ten years since the 
office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
was first organized by Mr. Boutwell, and it 
seems to me proper that an office which in its 
day has done good service for ten years, and 
which was first set in motion by Mr. Boutwell, 
should be closed also by him, having performed 
Ae duty, there being no longer any accasion 
or it. 

The remaining sections of the bill provide 
for the transfer of clerks and other officers to 
the control of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
so that he shall beable to wind up the business 
of this bureau and to continue the business 
that remains, especially relating to stamps, and 
to the taxes on spirits, malt liquors, and 
tobacco. 

I ask to have the bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and I will say to my friend, 
the chairman of that committee, that in intro- 
ducing this bill I simply make my contribution 
to an important question, not presuming to 
suppose that I may have anticipated all that 
ought to be done in the premises, but simply 
marking out what seems to myself, and to some 
others with whom I have had the good fortune 
of conferring, an outline of what is desired. I 
do not doubt that the committee 

Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to suggest to my 
friend from Massachusetts one difficulty that 
occurred to me when he gave notice of the 
introduction of this bill. What use is there in 
introducing a bill of this character in the Sen- 
ate of the United States? Bills to raise reve- 
nue must originate in the House of Represent- 
atives. Itwould be proper enough tointroduce 
bills, or amendments in the nature of bills, on 
the subject of the tariff, because we have before 
us several bills from the House of Represent- 
atives on the subject of the tariff; but we have 
no bill in the Senate from the House in regard 
to internal revenue. AsI understand, the bill 
of the honorable Senator proposes to increase 
the tax on whisky from fifty to eighty cents 
a gallon. By what authority can the Senate 
originate such a bill as that? 

Mr. SUMNER. By the precedents of the 


body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have the power to 
repeal taxes, I think. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator sees that it 
may be moved as an amendment to the pend- 
ing tariff bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; it would not be per- 
tinent. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don; [think it would be. I am not disposed, 
myself, to amplify the jurisdiction of the Sen- 
ate as against the House of Representatives— 
on other occasions I have vindicated the 
jurisdiction of the House of Representatives— 
but I think the precedents will show that from 
time immemorial the Senate has acted on 
questions like that which I now bring before it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Constitution is very 
plain that all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives, 
but the Senate may propose amendments, It 
is very proper that the subject-matter should 
be suggested to the Committee on Finance, and 
I may say that the subject has been pretty well 
considered already, but we shall be very glad 
to have assistance from any member of the 
Senate. We have, however, no bill before 
us upon which we can properly propose amend- 
ments raising internal revenue taxes. z 

Mr. SUMNER. Then the practical question 
would be whether the Senate, to this extent, 
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„may ‘not. originate. a, bill. I think that the 
Senator himself has made several such prop- 
ositions. - I think I can recall his attention to 
several that: he has-made on other occasions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator is 
mistaken. about that. . I have proposed: fund- 
ing bills; I have proposed loan bills, and bills 
reducing taxation; but what is technicelly a 
bil: raising revenue I have never proposed 
here, because it would bein plain and manifest 
violation of the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion. In that view I doubt the propriety of 
the Senate even going so far as to allow such 
a bill to be introduced and referred; thereby 
directing its committee to examine it, because 
it creates at once a feeling in the other House 
that we-are indirectly violating a provision of 
the Constitution which declares that we shall 
not originate a bill raising revenue, 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, ‘raising revenue.” 
My object is to reduce. taxation.. There is 
a rule of the Senate that you cannot report 
from a committee to increase, but you may 
to reduce. The Senator will see in that the 
philosophy of the provision in the Constitu- 
tion, and I have serious doubts whether the 
Senate should disarm itself of the power of 
interfering to diminish the taxes ofthe people. 
Is that the principle to be asserted, that the 
Senate has no right to initiate a movement to 
diminish taxation? Where is there any such 
provision in the Constitution of the United 
States. The Senator misreads the Constitu- 
tion. Wecannot. originate a bill to increase 
taxation ; but I think the Senator will agree 
thatit will be dangerous to tie the hands of the 
Senate so that it shall not bear its part in 
reducing the taxes of the people. 

Why, how often, during these last years, 
have we all, or at least some of us, insisted 
upon the reduction of taxation. I myself, 
more than once, have said from my seat 
here, ‘Down with the taxes.” Was I utter- 
ing a cry that I should not utterasa Senator ? 
Certainly, if I had no right to initiate any step 
in that direction, the cry was out of place. Í 
believed that it was in place, and I believe 
that in bringing forward this bill now, which 
has for its special object the reduction of taxa- 
tion, I am discharging the duties of a Senator, 
and responding to the demands of the people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the question ig 
taken on the reference of this bill I again 
wish to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that he cannot put me in the position of being 
opposed to the reduction of taxes, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not seek to put the 
Senator in that position. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am strongly in favor 
of the reduction of taxes, and I hope at this 
session to see accomplished the reduction of 
at least fifty million dollars of taxation; but 
I propose to do it in a constitutional way. I 
do not wish to invite a controversy with the 
Honse of Representatives on a question in 
which the Constitution is against us, or even 
upon one on which the constitutional power 
of the Senate is doubtful. I wish to see the 
reduction of taxes accomplished in the proper 
and usual mode. At the last session of the 
last Congress we proposed to repeal the in- 
come tax. The House of. Representatives 
took the ground that we had no power to 
originate a` bill repealing the income tax, 
because that was a revenue bill, I did not 
concur with the House of Representatives, I 
supposed that a bill simply repealing a specific 
tax was not a bill raising. revenue, and that 
the Senate was right in that controversy ; bat 
the House of Representatives was so tenacious 
about it that after long conferences the com- 
mittees of ‘conference disagreed, and were 
compelled to report the disagreement, and the 
bill fell j 

Now, Mr. President, we bave three: bills 
from the House of Representatives in regard 
to duties.on imported .goods.. We have the 
power to propose any modification of the duties 
which they propose to repeal. Our right to 


amend those*bills would go so far as to allow 
us to make any amendment that is pertinent 
to.a tariff bill. Instead of repealing tne duties 
they propose to repeal, we may propose to re- 
peal others, to modify the duties they propose 
to repeal, or to change them in any form. But 
it does not seem to methat, under the color of 
an amendment to those bills, we have the power 
to change the internal revenue laws. At any 
rate that raises a very doubtful question. Cer- 
tainly; however, upon one point Iam clear: 
this Senate cannot, under pretense of decreas- 
ing taxes, propose to raise the tax on whisky 
from fifty to eighty cents a gallon. Jfa bill 
doing that is not a bill raising revenue I do 
not know what a bill raising revenue is. 

Mr. SUMNER. May I remind the Senator 
there that in raising the stamp tax from fifty 
to eighty cents the additional thirty cents is a 
substitute for four taxes on spirits which I pro- 
pose to abolish, so that my object is to make 
a single stamp tax of eighty cents as a substi- 
tute for the existing stamp tax of fifty cents 
and the four other taxes which I mentioned 
when I introduced the bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There again the Senator 
is mistaken as to the amount. It is conceded 
on all hands that the present whisky tax is 
about sixty-seven cents a gallon; no more. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think the Senatoris mis- 
taken. I will mention to him that my author- 
ity is the very best that is possible in Wash- 
ington, 

Mr. SHERMAN.. Ihave the highest official 
authority, and have examined the subject fully. 
The taxes levied at the distillery are about 
sixty-seven cents a gallon. Then there isa 
special tax on a different class of people, the 
wholesale dealers and the retail dealers. 

Mr. SUMNER. Lincludethat. I take into 
consideration first the barrel tax of ten cents, 
second the one per cent. tax on the sales of 
the wholesale dealer, third the one per cent. 
tax on the sales of the retail dealer, and then 
fourthly what is called the capacity tax. Those 
four taxes together—so J am informed by those 
who ought to know as well as anybody can 
know, and after inquiry during the last few 
days with special reference to ascertaining the 
amount—those taxes together are something 
above twenty-five cents, between twenty-five 
and thirty cents. I propose to call it thirty 
cents; abolish those taxes, and add thirty cents 
to the existing stamp tax of fifty cents. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now E hope the-Senato 
from Massachusetts will allow me to finish my 
statement, 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. Excuse me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator himself ad- 
mits that, to a small fraction, what he proposes 
is an increase of taxes ; buthe ismistaken yet in 
regard to the precise amount of the whisky tax. 
Itisa fraction over seventy-four, nearly seyenty- 
five cents, including the special tax on retail- 
ers and wholesale dealers; so that his bill pro- 
poses to consolidate a great mass of taxes, and 
to impose a new tax in lieu thereof of eighty 
cents on a gallon of whisky. . If that is not a 
bill raising revenue, then no bill can be pro- 
posed that will raise revenue. 

Mr. President, it occurs to me thatin a prac- 
tical measure of thiskind, where itis absolutely 
necessary to bring about a concurrence between 
the two Houses, we ought not to invite a con- 
troversy by attempting to do that which the 
Constitution plainly forbids usto do. We have 
no more right to originate a revenue bill than 
the House of Representatives have a right to 
pass upon the nominations of the President, 


; and any assertion by the Senate of a power to 


do it, even ina doubtful case, willonly prevent 
that agreement between the two Houses which 
is necessary to accomplish the result we both 
have in view. 

I have no doubt, Mr. President, that during 
the present session of Congress nearly all the 
taxes that the Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
poses to repeal will pass away, because they 
are no longer necessary ; but we ought not to 


do anything that: will prevent a substantial 
agreement between the two Houses. We 
ought not to assume unconstitutional power, or 
commence in a way that is likely to prevent an 
agreement between the two Houses. I there- 
fore think that the bill introduced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, if he in- 
sists upon introducing it, ought to lie on the 
table, and not. be referred to the Committee on 
Finance or any other committee; because if 
it is referred, that is an assumption by the 
Senate that we have the right to pass it, else 
why refer it? If it is merely referred to the 
Committee on Finance for their information as 
the basis of an amendment to some bill that 
may come to us hereafter, all I can say is that 
itis premature. We have now before us bills 
relating to the tariff which will cover the whole 
tarif question, and on which in due time we 
can report our amendments to the tariff; but 
it seems to me we ought not in any way to 
recognize in any form any legislation propos- 
ing to originate here bills raising revenue. If 
the Senator insists on a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, I, as a member of that 
committee, certainly do not object to consid- 
ering the subject, but I think the bill ought to 
lie on the table simply because we have not the 
power to originate that particular bill or that 
class of bills. : 

Mr. SUMNER. It seemsto me, if my friend 
will pardon me, that his objection is prema- 
ture. It might come very properly on the re- 
port of his committee; but I do doubt whether 
it is seasonable now. In offering the bill, I ask 
the Senate through its committee to consider 
the expediency, propriety, and also, if you 
please, the constitutionality of such a measure. 
Lhe Senator proposes to meet the whole ques- 
tion on the threshold without a reference. I 
think it would be better that the bill should 
take the ordinary course of bills in this Cham- 
ber—be referred, be considered, and at the 
proper time acted on. If on careful inquiry 
the committee should be of opinion that it was 
not advisable to proceed with it, that proceed- 
ing with it might be'the occasion of difference 
between the two Houses. J think the Senator 
knows me well enough to be assured that I 
should have no disposition to press the bill 
under such circumstances. I should gladly 
defer to the judgment of the committee. In 
introducing the bill [have made myself the rep- 
resentative of my own constituents, and of peo- 
ple generally throughout the country anxious 
for the reduction of taxation, and at the same 
time to do away with the expensive machinery 
through which that taxation is enforced. I 
bring forward the measure in all simplicity as 
an honest contribution to that question. I did 
not suppose that I should be encountered on 
the threshold by an objection of form. I hope, 
therefore, that the bill will take the ordinary 
course, will be referred to the committee, and 
I shall await with proper tranquillity their de- 
cision on the subject. I ask for its reference, 
and that it be printed. 

Mr. THURMAN. If my recollection is not 
at fault, the celebrated compromise bill of Mr. 
Clay was introduced originally in the Senate. 
The question certainly was very much debated 
whether that bill could properly originate in the 
Senate. The argument in favor of it was that it 
reduced the duties, brought them all, or nearly 
all, down ultimately to a uniform rate of twenty 
per cent. ad valorem. It was said that there 
were certain provisions in the bill that raised 
the duty on certain’ articles, and the Senate 
was divided in opinion as to whether that bill 
could originate in the Senate; but, if my recol- 
lection is correct, a majority of the Senate sus- 
tained the bill, and the bill which ultimately 
became a law originated in the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. THURMAN, I may be mistaken, but 
I think Iam not. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my colleague will allow 
me, a bill had béen passed: by the House of 
Representatives, and on Mr. Clay’s motion his 
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bill was attached as an amendment to the bill 
from the House; but the House considered 
the question first. My colleague states the hbis- 
tory of the bill correctly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know the question was 
frequently discussed. Iam speaking now sim- 
ply from memory, not having looked at it for 
many years; but my recollection is that the 
bill which ultimately became a law originated 
in the Senate, though there was a very great 
diversity of opinion among the ablest members 
of the Senate whether that bill could properly 
originate in the Senate. 

I do not propose, however, to go_into that 
question one way or the other, but I do think 
this bill ought to be referred to a committee, 
and that the committee should, if necessary, 
consider that question, whether or not itis a 
bill that can originate in the Senate. If it is 
not, that will be a good ground for the com- 
mittee to report that the bill ought not to pass. 
I do not think it ought to be laid on the table. 
I do not think a question involving the power 
of the Senate to originate a bill on so great a 
question as this ought to be silenced at once 
by laying it on the table. We ought either to 
discuss it before the reference on the question 
of referring it or we ought to refer it and have 
a report of a committee upon it, which I think 
would be much the better way. 

In view of the disagreement of the Houses 
at the last session of the last Congress, when 
the House of Representatives sent us back one 
of our bills with an admonition that we were 
transcending our jurisdiction and had no busi- 
ness to originate any such bill—I refer to the 
bill abolishing the income tax—I think this 
bill ought to be referred, and let the committee 
report on the constitutional question, and I 
hope my colleague will not object to that 
course. I know nothing about the merits of 
the bill, I have never heard it read. 

Mr. SCOTT. Having had occasion to ex- 
amine this question with some degree of care 
at the last session, I only rise to say that the 
course suggested by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. THURMAN] is the course that was taken 
with Mr. Clay’sbill. When that bill was intro- 
duced, a question was made upon its introduc- 
tion, whether it should be received in conse- 
quence of the very question which he stated 
in reference to it, and although there was a 
diversity of sentiment in the Senate as to the 
power of the Senate over the bill on the con- 
stitutional question, yet there was but little 
diversity as to the propriety of referring it to 
a committee. 

While I am on my feet on this point, I may 
gay, in view of what has already been elicited, 
that the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts 
certainly does raise the question in both forms 
that it has hitherto been presented to the Sen- 
ate. In the first place, it raises the question 
as to the power of the Senate to originate a 
bill toreduce taxation ; a measure which, even 
if the Senate were to stand upon its opinion, 
would be productive of no good, for the House 
would stand upon its opinion, asit did at the 
last session. {t also introduces the feature of 
raising revenue, not raising revenue in the 
sense of increasing revenue, but of producing 
revenue; so that in either point of view the 
bill will have to encounter the objections that 
have hitherto been made. But I concur in 
what the Senator from Ohio has said, that its | 
reference will be proper, when these questions 
can be disposed of. 

Leave was granted to introduce the bill (S. | 
No. 348) to reduce internal taxes and to abol- 
ish the office of Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue; and it was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimons 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 344) to amend section two, act of August 
30, 1852, in relation to the transportation and | 
exportation of imported goods, wares, and 


| 


merchandise in bond through certain ports in 
the State of Texas; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER also asked, and by unan- 
imous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 845) for deepening St. Clair flats 
canal to sixteen feet; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 846) for the appraisement and sale of 
the Kansas Indian lands, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move thatthe bill, with 
an accompanying communication from the 
Department of the Interior on the subject, be 
printed and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. The communication gives the 
history of the action of the Department in 
reference to the subject-matter of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY also asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 347) granting a pension to Sarah 
McEnany; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 348) 
to provide for the irrigation of the Bear River 
valley, in Utah Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to’ introduce a biil 
(S. No. 849) to provide for the payment of D. 
B. Allen & Go. for services in carrying the 
United States mails; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 850) for the relief of Captain J. M. 
Keeler, late provost marshal for the State of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 851) to fix the compensation of the Sec- 
ond Comptroller and Register of the Treas- 
ury; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 


|| be printed. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unani- 


mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 852) for the relief of Benjamin 
H. Campbell, marshal of the United States 


for the northern district of Ilinois ; which | 
was read twice by its tirle, referred to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent 


obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 353) | 
to restore the records of the United States 


courts in the northern district of Illinois; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to state in 
reference to these two bills that they have 
been sent to me by the officials at Chicago to 
accomplish the objects which the titles indi- 
cate, and I introduce them without having 
carefully examined as to the features of the 
bills. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 354) relating to the Reform School of the 


District of Columbia; which was read twice | 


by its title, referred to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia, and ordered to be; 


printe 


d. 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 


i 
H 


| 


1 


H 


| 


unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 355) referring the claim of 
Isaac W. Ingersoll and Joseph Granger for 
damages under a contract for building a marine 
hospital at Detroit, Michigan, to the Court of 
Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introducea bill 
(S. No. 856) giving construction to the acts of 
Congress granting lands to the State of Wis- 
consin to aid in building arailroad; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 357) 
for the relief of Francis Holborn; which was 
read twice by its title, referred, with the ac- 
companying affidavits, to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
858) to confer jurisdiction upon the United 
States circuit court for the fifth cireuitand dis- 
trictof Louisiana to settlethe conflicting claims 
ofthe United States and other creditors of the 
late First National Bank of New Orleans; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 359) to confer upon the Court of Claims 
jurisdiction of the claim of Brevet Brigadier 
General B. S. Roberts; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 360) to establish the Territory of Ojibway, 
and to provide a temporary government there- 
for ; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
361) relating to witnesses and to proceedings 
before congressional committees ; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
862) declaratory of an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 14, 1870; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOREMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 863) to provide for a building for a post 
office, for the accommodation of the revenue 
officers and United States courts and their 
offices, in the city of Parkersburg, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on. Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The morning bour hav- 
ing expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business, which is the 
resolution reported by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scorr] with regard to certain 
witnesses. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have been very unfortu- 
nate, and I am sorry that the morning hour 
has expired. I have tried three different 
times to get the eye of the Chair to introduce 
a bill, but have not been able to do so. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the unfinished business will be 
laid aside informally for that purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous eon- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill ($. No. 
364) legalizing the issue of food, blankets, 
&e., to the sufferers by fire at Chicago; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. MORTON. I offer the following reso- 
lation: 

. Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That each House of Congressshali 
pbeadjourned sine die, by the Presiding Officer thereof, 
on the third Monday of May, 1872, at twelve o’clock 
meridian. 

I doviotask for action on the resolution now. 
Let it pass over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The resolu- 
tion will lie on the table. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF DECEASED OFFICERS. 


Mr. NYE. I desire to introduce a resolu- 
tion which, I am told, is similar to the resolu- 
tion that has been ‘introduced under similar 
circumstances for many Congresses, and I sup- 
pose there will be no objection to it: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to the three daughters of John C. Burch, 
deceased, late minute and Journal clerk of the Sen- 
ate, $150 for his funeral. expenses, and a further 
plow anea equal to three months’ pay of his annual 
salary, 


Mr. TRUMBULL, Why not passitat once? 

Mr. NYE, I desire to have it passed now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a similar resola- 
tion to offer in behalf of the widow of Mr. 
Jones, who died during the recess: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to the widow of John W. Jones, deceased, 
late keeper of the stationery of the Senate, $150 for 
his funcral expenses, and a further allowance equal 
to three months of bis annual pay. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I presume 
those resolutions are all right; but I think 
the better way would be to refer them to a 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will, 
under the rules, be referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 


HODGE DEFALCATION, BTC. 


Mr. CONKLING. I should like to takeup 
the. resolution that I offered some days ago, 
instructing the Committee on Military Affairs 
to make an inquiry into a recent defalcation, 
that of Hodge, the paymaster, and have it 
passed, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion called up by the Senator from New York? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. TI laid upon the table 
on Thursday a resolution which is cognate to 
the resolution which the Senator from New 
York desires to call up, and I think it would 
be best not to pass on the resolution of the 
Senator from New York until we decide upon 
the propriety of reviving the Committee on 
Retrenchment which we had at the last ses- 


sion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We did not have any 
such committee at the last session. 

Mr. TROMBULL. Well, at the last Con- 
gress—~at the last legislative session when we 
did any business. We had for years a Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment, which would be the 
proper committee to investigate the matter to 
which the Senator from New York refers, if it 
should be raised; and it seems to me we had 
better decide that first before we act upon the 
resolution.of the Senator from New York. I 
have no other objection to its coming up ex- 
cept that. It seems to me, if we are going to 
revive the Retrenchment Committee, that it 
would be appropriate to consider that ques- 
tion. As there. are some other defalcations 
also, they probably had batter all be examined 
together, 

Mr. CONKLING, - Let mè inquire of the 
Chair whether it is in order for me to move 
the consideration of this resolution now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisin order 
to move to postpone the unfinished business 
and take up the resolution. It requires a 
motion unless there be unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. . Then I move to post- 
pone the pending order for the purpose of tak- 
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ing up the resolution offered by me relative to 
the defalcation of Hodge; and I make the motion 
partly to enable me to make an observation in 
answer to the Senator from Illinois. Idid not 
know that we had ever had a committee in this 
body with functions so broad and absorbing 
that it would take to itself from the Committee 
on Military Affairs an inquiry like this. A 
defalcation occurred on the part of a paymaster 
in the Army, and the fact, coupled with the 
amount of the defalcation and the circum- 
stance that it had covered several years, led 
many persons to suppose and some public 
journals to declare that there must be a defect 
in the regulations and the laws governing the 
War or the Treasury Department, or both, or 
else that: there must have been a lax and inefli- 
cient: administration of those laws. It was 
thought that if the legislatiou was adequate, 
and if the enforcement of it had been serious 
and effectual, it could hardly have happened 
that a paymaster continuing his proceedings 
for several years would have occasioned a 
defalcation amounting, I think, to nearly half 
a million. 

The object being to ascertain whether the 
administration of the military affairs of the 
Government is sufficient or not, I did not sup- 
pose that there ever had existed in this body 
a committee which would oust the Committee 
on Military Affairs of jurisdiction over that 
question and take it to itself; and I say, with 
great deference, that if there ever was such a 
committee as that, in my judgment it was a 
great violation of the harmony and symmetry 
of parliamentary proceedings. If the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is not to exercise 
that as one of its functions, I really do not 
know what the province of that committee is. 

Therefore, without waiting for the contin- 
gency of the erection of some new committee, 

ask the Senate to take up this resolution, to 
the end that the Committee on Military Affairs 
may proceed to ascertain whether in truth it 
ought to report some bill rendering it impossi- 
ble to take by embezzlement such a sum of 
money, or whether in truth there be on the 
part of the War Department or any officer of 
the Army so lax an understanding of the regu- 
lations in that regard, thata, half million dollars 
may be taken, $100,000 this year and $100,000 
next, and the rest not until future. years, and 
no discovery ever be made until the last part of 
the fifth hundred thousand dollars has been 
embezzled. That I conceive to be'very strictly 
apart of the business of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and so I move to take up the 
resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Mr. President, I have 
certainly no disposition to antagonize any in- 
quiry as to the manner in which this defalea- 
tion took place. IJ am for the investigation. 
It is only a question as to how it hed best be 
made. And certainly no one has any design 
of encroaching upon the legitimate functions 
of the Committee on Military Affairs; but the 
very fact that the Senator from New York 
seeks to introduce a resolution in order to get 
the Committee on Military Affairs to examine 
into this matter goes to show that itis not a 
matter which they would necessarily look into; 
it is not a matter over which the Committee on 
Military Affairs have any jurisdiction whatever. 
The Committee on Military Affairs are not or- 
ganized for the purpose of examining into the 
manner in which the disbursements of the 
officers of the Government are made. That is 
not one of their duties. They may be charged 
with such an investigation, doubtless, if the 
Senate think proper to impose it upon them; 
but it is no appropriate duty of theirs to ex- 
amine into the manner in which the Treasury 
Department keeps its accounts, and into the 
manner in which the Paymaster General keeps 
his accounts, and to ascertain who is in fault, 
if anybody, and as to what defects need to be 
remedied by legislation. 

But if the Senator from New York will look 
at the resolution adopted by this body in the 


Thirty-Ninth, Fortieth, and Forty-First Con- 
gresses, raising the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, which committee existed for nearly six 
years, up to the 4th of March last, and during 
that time performed great service to the coun- 
try; saved to the country hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars by its investigations, he will 
find in that resolution this provision among 
other things: the Committee on Retrench- 
ment is instructed to inquire ‘‘ what are the 
methods of securing accountability in public 
officers and agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public money.” Now, sir, a com- 
mittee charged with the duty of inquiring into 
the methods of procuring accountability in 
public officers and agents in the care and dis- 
bursement of public money would be the 
identical committee to inquire into the way in 
which the moneys are kept in the Treasury 
Department, where within the last week two 
defalcations have come to light, one of them 
brought to light by a banking association in 
the city of Washington. A clerk, an assistant 
in the Treasury Department of the United 
States, as appears by the public prints, bas 
been speculating in stocks for years, and hig 
bankers here in the city of Washington dis- 
covered that he was using money in a way 
that aroused their suspicions, and they notified 
the Treasury of the United States, andin that 
way this defalcation and this illegal use of 
public money were discovered. 

Then here is the other case to which the 
Senator from New York has called attention, 
the Hodge case. There is also a second case 
in the Treasury Department. There has been 
a case within a few weeks in the city of Phil- 
adelphia in the pension department. There 
has been a case within a few months in the city 
of New York in the post office department. 
We have them in the pension department, in 
the pay department, in the post office, and now 
in the Treasury of the United States itself. 
We had a committee for six years to inquire 
“ whet are the methods of procuring account- 
ability in publie officers or agents in the care 
and disbursement of public money,’’ and when 
these defalcations are occurring in these various 
departments of the Government one after an- 
other, this committee is the very one to make 
this inquiry,and not the Committee on Military 
Affairs, unless they should be charged with it. 
That would be a very proper committee to do 
it. Nobody has more confidence in the head 
of that committee than I have. I know he 
would discharge his duty, and I know he would 
put his foot upon fraud and corruption as 
quickly as any man in this body. 

But, sir, we had a committee for six years 
for the very purpose of inquiring into the way 
in which these accounts are kept under which 
it has been possible for such a defaication to 
occur. 

Therefore I am opposed to taking up the 
resolution of the Senator from New York, with 
a view of dividing this business. I would raise 
this Committee on Retrenchment, not only 
for the reason I have now stated, (because it is 
not appropriate, on this motion to take up, to 
go into the merits of the question,) but for 
other reasons I oppose the motion to take up 
the resolution of the Senator from New York, 
simply till we can have action upon the ques- 
tion of raising a Committee on Retrenchinent 
that shall take jurisdiction of all these ques: 
tions; and I trust provide some way by which 
the publio cannot thus be plundered hereafter. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I am in favor 
of appointing a special committee for the pur- 
poses indicated in the proposition before us. 
I have no objection, certainly, to investigating 
the case proposed to be referred to the Mili- 
tary Committee by the Senator from New 
York; but at this time, when we have so many 
developments of dishonesty in ‘public life, I 
think it is the duty of Congress to do every- 
thing in its power to correct these abuses, and 
see whether it be not possible that legislation 
can be inaugurated which shall be a security 
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to the public. The case referred to by the 
Senator from New York is one, I think, that 
surprised us all. The gentleman appointed to 
the place of paymaster was the son of a former 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States. He was a gentleman of character 
and standing among all those who knew him. 

There is another thing about that case which 
has surprised me. During the war the pay 
department of the Army paid to the almost 
innumerable number of men we put into the 
field more than a thousand million dollars. 
This money was paid under adverse circum- 
stances, even paid to men when on the march, 
when under fire, sometimes in the night, in all 
the conditions our Army wasplaced ; and dur- 
ing this war less than half a million dollars 
was lost—the merest pittance compared with 
the enormous amount paid out. In the war 
of 1812, when we paid out $80,000,000 to 
our soldiers, we lost nearly. two million dol- 
lars; and in the Mexican war we lost two or 
three times more than we lost in paying out 
this $1,000,000,000. It is one of the most ex- 
traordinary things in the history of the world, 
and I think there is nothing parallel to it. 

Now, this case was the case ofa man trusted, 
perhaps, more than any paymaster in the ser- 
vice. No man understood everything about 
it better than he; and perhaps it .was because 
he was so trusted that he was enabled to do 
this work. I should like to ferret out and 
understand howit was done, and see if we may 
not so legislate as to prevent anything of the 
kind in the future ; and if the laws are all right 
and somebody neglected his duty, let us know 
who it was; let us know whether it was in the 
War Department, in the pay department, or 
in the Treasury Department. tt can do no 
harm to make the most thorough and search- 

- ing investigation into all departments of the 
Government, and to put every security before 
the country, for it is one of the most painful 
things in our country that evidences of cor- 
ruption and peculation and defaleation in pub- 
lic life and in private life are coming to light 
almost every day. 

Therefore, sir, I am in favor of having such 
a committee, a joint committee; and I trust 
there will be put upon it gentlemen who are 
so situated here in regard to other committees 
that they can devote their time to it, and that 
everything will be done to correct and extirpate, 
if possible, these corrupt practices that are 
bringing reproach upon the Government of the 
United States, as they have brought reproach 
upon State and municipal governments, 
think if there is anything required to be done 
for the morals of the country, for the good 
of the country, it is that we shall take every 
security in our power and be watchful all the 
time to prevent such things as are happening 
about us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if God 
had endowed all men with universal knowl- 
edge, perhaps this universal committee might 
be of advantage; but He has not so created 


man, and we learn by study, by experience, | 


by investigation. 

Now, sir, we have in this body a commit- 
tee upon every conceivable important subject. 
There is my honorable friend from Ohio, chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. It is his 
business and the business of his committee 
to investigate everything connected with the 
finances of the country. Í am disposed to send 
this matter to the Committee on Finance, and 
if there is any defaleation or trouble in the 
War Department I propose to send it to my 


honorable friend from Massachusetts and his Í; 


committee, in which I havethe most unbounded 
confidence; and if there is any defalcation or 
fraud connected with the commercial relations 


of this country I expect to devote my best | 


time and talent to the investigation and ex- 
posure of such frauds and peculations. If 
anything occurs in the Judiciary, I expect my 
honorable friend from Illinois to give it his 
best efforts to probe, correct, and expose. 
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But, sir, what does the honorable Senator | 


from Illinois propose? He proposesa retrench- 


with universal knowledge. 


men; they do not exist; at least, if they do, 
they have never come under my observation— 


United States. [Laughter.] 
I am in favor of referring all matters con- 


ment; and if other committees are kept as 


committee of universal geniuses will not be 
reappointed. 

Mr. EBMUNDS. 
subject open to debate at this time? If it is, 


| I should like to say a word. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ay- | 
THONY.) It is not properly open to debate, | 
but the Chair has not interfered, as there ; 


seemed to be general consent. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


to make a few observations, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


debate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Mr. SUMNER, 


one remark, 


broad proposition pending. In other words, 


it cannot afford to take a mere specific inquiry | 
as against a broad inquiry into the whole field. | 


Now the statements made to-day by various 


Senators, the Senator from Illinois, the Sen- ! 


ator from Michigan, and my colleague, all 


point in one direction, that there is abuse, | 
that there is peculation, not merely in New (| 
York, where an indignant people has at last | 
risen and summoned judgment, but elsewhere; ; 
and, as I understand, the Senator from Illinois jj 
moves a proposition which looks to a broad ii 
inquiry covering all, and he is encountered | 
By a proposition for a specific inquiry |! 
‘| a certain sensibility where the public faith is 
i in question, where our officers are changed 
'| into peculators. 
|| the case; I do not mean to throw any sus- 
Mr. CONKLING. He misunderstands the | 
On the | 
very first day of this session, before the Sen- į 
ator from Illinois or anybody else indicated any | 
proposition on this subject, I ventured to offer || 
this resolution asking for a prompt inquiry | 
| the occasion. 
Therefore I hope the Senator will |; 
| to suggest that the Senator intended any such 
as he expresses it, any other proposition. |) 
‘af adopted, would be an evasion, at least for 


how? 
into one case. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to 
allow me to interrupt him for a moment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 


facts, and does me great injustice. 


into the case of Paymaster Hodge. That I 
ask now. 


not say that I have offered this to encounter, 


My friend from Massachusetts may have sup- 


posed, and doubtless did, that I moved this . 
i for the first time to-day. i 


Mr. SUMNER. No. 


misapprehension. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


simple reason that there is a broader proposi- 


since the minor proposition of the Senator 
from New York. 


i 1, not before the Senate at all. 
busy as the Committee on Commerce, they | 
will have as much as they can do, and this ; 


i ’ _ || the motion. 
Mr. President, is this | 


i| I certainly was not conscious of it. 
I hope we shall vote to |! 
take up the resolution, and then I should like | 


© inquiry. 
Mr. CONKLING. I rose to correct that } 
! Senator from Illinois then move to strike out 
I noticed the motion of || 
the Senator on the first day of the session, and | 
sympathized with it; but he will pardon meif | 
I do not sympathize with it now, and for the | ‘ 
| favor of taking up the resolution of the Sen- 
ition which has found its way to the Senate | 


I accord all honor to the | 
Senator from New York for introducing his ., 
proposition when he did, on the first day of | 


the session. It was in theright direction. The 


| Senator must see now that it does not go far 
ment committee; in other words, a committee ii 
They are to know | 
all about the judiciary system, all about the | 
financial system, all about the commercial sys- | 
tem, all about our foreign relations; they are | 
to be men of universal genius and universal || 
knowledge. Well, sir, God has not made such | 


enough. He proposes to deal with an individual 
case when we must deal with the whole field; 
and now the Senator from Illinois proposes to 
deal with the whole field. He asks you to take 
up his proposition to create a committee which 
shall inquire into all cases, including the case 
of the paymaster, Hodge, and the cases that 


| have recently occarredin the Treasury Depart- 
i ment, and I know not how many others else- 
they are not usually sent to the Senate of the | 


where; and he is encountered—do I not use 


li language correctly ?—he is encountered by the 
i) proposition of the Senator from New York to 
nected with any of the Departments of this | 
Government to the committees appointed to | 
investigate, and thoroughly investigate, every- | 
i thing connected with that particular Depart- | 


take up his resolution for a specific inquiry. 

Mr. CONKLING, The error of the Sen- 
ator, if he will allow me to interrupt him, is 
that the motion of the Senator from Illinois is 
Therefore, it 
cannot have been encountered. I move to 
take up this proposition, and the Senator from 
Hlinois objects to that. That is the form of 
I do not see, therefore, how the 
Senator from Massachusetts can repeat that I 
am encountering the proposition of the Senator 
from inp, which is not before the Senate 
at all. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; I hope the Sen- 
ator will believe that I cannot do him injustice. 
He will, 
therefore, pardon me if I say that his objection 
ig a technical one. The Senator from Illinois 
has lying before him on the table—I see it 


i, there now—his proposition for the committee; 
is indisposed to interfere with the latitude of | 
The pending question is on the mo- | 
tion to postpone the present and all prior | 
| orders for the purpose of taking up the resolu- ; 
tion submitted by the Senator from New York. | 
I hope it will not be | 
taken up until we pass on ihe other question. | 
I would venture to make | 
It seems to me that the Senate | 
now cannot afford to adopt a limited and fee- į 
ble proposition when there is a strong and | 


he has announced his desire to press it to a, 
vote to-day; and he is encountered by the Sen- 
ator from New York, who wishes to press his 
minor proposition to a vote also, Now, I do 
not do that Senator injustice. I put aside the 
technicality of the question, whether the Sen- 
ator from New York got the floor first or last; 
whether he wade his motion first, or the Sen- 
ator from [linois his, That isa matter of entire 
indifference. The two propositions are before 
the Senate at this moment, and the point is, 
which of the two to choose. The Senator from 
New York says, ‘‘ Choose my proposition, and 
satisfy your conscience, perhaps at least for 
to-day, by an inquiry into the case of Mr. 
Hodge.’’ The Senator from Illinois, I submit 
better advised, says, “Take my proposition, 
and make an inquiry into all such cases; not 
merely into the case of Mr. Hodge, but into 
every case of which we have any knowledge or 
which future inquiry may disclose.” 

I submit, sir, that there cannot be any ques- 
tion as to the duty of the Senate. I submit 
that the echoes from New York ought to re- 
sound in this Chamber. We, too, should show 


Now, I would not exaggerate 


picion in any quarter beyond the facts abso- 
lutely before the Senate; but I do say that 
enough has occurred to put us on our guard 
and stimulate us in the path of duty. There- 
fore, I submit again that the proposition of 
the Senator from New York is inadequate to 
It does not meet the case. I 
will not say it is an evasion. I do not mean 


purpose; but I do say thai its practical effect, 


to-day, of the duty of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I rise only to make an 
Suppose we take up the resolution 
of the Senator from New York, cannot the 


all after the word ‘‘resolved,’’? and insert bis 
resolution by way of amendment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose not; thatis 
the very difficulty, Otherwise I should be in 


ator from New York. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why not? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My resolution is a con- 
current resolution to raise a joint select com- 
mittee to Inquire, not into one defaleation, but 


a 
ap 
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into a into the abuses that exist, if 
any do exist, and if they do not exist, let us 
show it to the country. It is a copy of the 
resolution which. we adopted three or four 
times over in three or four different Con- 
gresses, and I suppose it would not be a proper 
amendment to a resolution of the Senate to 
offer a concurrent resolution.. If it would be, 
I have no objection at all to the motiun of the 
Senator from New York, and I should then 
offer my proposition as an amendment. If 
the Chair is of opinion that I can offer this 
as an amendment, I withdraw any objection to 
calling up the resolution of the Senator from 
New York. My objection is that if you take 
up the motion of the Senator from New York, 
and refer the single defalcation of Mr. Hodge 
to the Military Committee, you separate that 
from the others; and if we are going to have 
a committee at all to investigate these defal- 
cations, it should have charge of all of them. 
I thought it better to act first on this concur- 
rent resolution; but if the Senate fails to 
adopt it, I shall unite with the Senator from 
New York for the specificinquiry he proposes. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am entirely with the 
Senator from Illinois in wishing to see his 
resolution pass. I asked the attention of the 
Senate at the last session to the fact that the 
joint committee on retrenchment had been 
dropped. t i 
would move a concurrent resolution for its 
reappointment, and that it would be appointed 
no doubt; and it was suggested that that motion 

ught not to be made until the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Parrerson,] who had 
been chairman of that committee, and was 
then temporarily absent, should return. But 
nothing was done at that session. Iam with 
the Senator from Illinois; but what I want to 
learn from some of the gentlemen who are 
learned in the rules of the Senate (about 
which I confess I know nothing) is, why is it 
that the Senator from Illinois cannot move his 
resolution as an amendment? What differ- 
ence does it make that it is a concurrent reso- 
lution? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senators about me 
say it can be done. Ifthat is the opinion of the 
Chair I withdraw any objection to the motion 
of the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the 
opinion of the Chair the motion the Senator 
from Illinois suggests would be in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I withdraw any 
objection, and hope the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from New York will be taken up. 
` Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I cannot 
myself see that there is any conflict between 
the resolution offered by the Senator from 
New York and that offered by the Senator 
from Illinois. Here is a proposition to direct 
the Committee on Military Affairs to investi- 
gate a particular matter that falls particularly 
within the province of that committee. It has 
been suggested that there is certainly a want of 
proper checks and balances in thepay depart- 
ment, apart of the military department of this 
Government, or this defalcation could not 
have existed so long. It occurs to me that that 
question falls properly and particularly within 
the province of the Military Committee, and 
that that committee must now be supposed to 
be more familiar with the laws governing the 
pay department and other laws regulating the 
War Department.than a new committee to be 
appointed. For that reason it seems to me 
that, aside from the merits of the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Illinois, it is 
proper that this committee should have charge 
of this particular investigation, I hope this 
investigation will be made, and I hope it will 
be made thorough, and that if any means can 
be devised by this committee in the form of a 
bill to prevent the recurrence of similar frauds 
and defalcations that committee will present 
the bill. 

Now, in regard to the committee proposed 
by the Senator from Hlinois, is it to be under- 


I was told in reply that somebody | 


jand to report by bill or otherwise. 
| member of it, and we always examined just 


stood that all investigations of this character 
areto be directed to that committee? If so, it 
will have a great deal to do, more probably 
than it can do. It will have certainly enough 


| business without this particular investigation. 


Therefore, I shall vote for the resolution of the 
Senator from New York, not believing there 
is any conflict and being in favor substantially 
of the proposition of the Senator from Illinois. 
If there are to be new checks and balances 
devised in the War Department to prevent the 
recurrence of similar frauds, it falls properly 
within the province of that committee that has 
always had charge of business of that character. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I am at a loss to see why the resolution of the 
Senetor from Illinois should be put in oppo- 
sition to that of the Senator from New York. 
I have read the resolution of the Senator from 
Ilinois. Not only is there no conflict between 
the resolutions cf the respective Senators, but 
there is nothing in the provisions of the 
resolution of the Senator from Illinois which 
would cover Hodge’s case. You cannot get 
the information or the investigation which 
you seek by passing the resolution of the 
Senator from Illinois. That resolution pro- 
vides that the committee shall ‘inquire into 
the expenditures in all branches of the 
service of the United States and report 
whether any and what offices ought to be 


abolished’’—it does not come under that; | 


“whether any and what salaries or allowance 
ought to be reduced ’’—it does not come under 
that; “ what are the methods of procuring 
accountability in the public officers or agents 
in the care and disb 
money ’’—nor under that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why not? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. How does it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the very thing we 
want to inquire into. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. The very thing 


we want to inquire into is how it was that this | 


defalcation of Hodge occurred, and what evils 
actually exist that you need tocorrect. This 
resolution would have been proper if no such 
defalcation had occurred. You gain nothing 
by investigating the particular case, while the 
intention of the Senator from New York is 
that that specific case, where there has been a 
defalcation going on for years, may give us 
information and enable us to stop the leaks, if 
any exist. 

Mr. SCHURZ. May I interrupt the Senator 
from New Jersey for a moment? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. . 

Mr. SCHURZ. Gentlemen speak as if this 
committee had never existed. This commit- 
tee existed for about six years, and the meth- 
ods followed by the committee are exactly 
those required in this case. The committee 
has had power to send for persons and papers, 
l was a 


such cases, sent for persons and papers, tried 
to fathom the frauds, and then inquired into 
the methods by which they could be stopped, 
and soon. It has been exactly the business 
of the committee. 

. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What the prac- 
tice of the committee has been has nothing to 
do with the construction of the resolution. 
The resolution does not, in any manner, re- 
quire this committee to investigate what frauds 
have taken- place, and te base their action upon 
the facts and experience of the Departments. 


than the resolution provides; but Iam speak- 
ing of the resolution. There is nothing inthis 
resolution from beginning to end which requires 
the committee to investigate the case of Hodge 
and to report how that defalcation occurred. 
The very best possible way of discovering the 
leaks inthe Treasury is by the light of experi- 
ence. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the 
me again to interrupt him? 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 


Senator permit 


ursement of the public | 


H 


Mr. SCHURZ. In a great many cases, 
resolutions of this kind were referred to the 
Committee on Retrenchment, and were then 
investigated in just the manner in which the 
Senator from New Jersey wants them to be, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. So understood 
the Senator to state before, but not by author- 
ity of the resolution, Now, the true plan 
doubtless is, if any specific case occurs, to 
refer it to the proper committee, to the com- 
mittee that has charge of that department; let 
the attention of the country be called to that 
particular case; and it seems to me that it is 
very improper to attempt—that is not the in- 
tention, but that is the effect—to cover up this 
defalcation by generalizations; by referring it 
to a general committee. Here is a specific 
fraud. We want it referred to a committee 
that has cognizance of that whole subject, and 
let the evidence be brought before the country. 
If we want further investigation, if a general 
committee is necessary, thatis an entirely dif- 
ferent subject, but it in no manner conflicts 
with the propriety of having this specific in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to discuss 
this question, nor to oppose either of these 
resolations, but simply to call the attention 
of the Senate to onepoint. The Senator from 
Indiana and others have alluded to it by say- 
ing that the Military Committee, because of 
its name, I suppose, is the proper committee 
to investigate this question of defulcation. If 
questions of defalcation are to be investigated 
by committees because of their relation to cer- 
tain Departments, then those gentlemen are 
mistaken, and the Military Committee as a 


|| military committee would not be investigating 
| military affairs if they were to investigate this 


defalcation. Why? The defalcationis a proven 
fact, and the man is undergoing punishment 
for it because that the fact has been judicially 
established that he was a defaulter. What, 
then, are they to investigate? To investigate 
the manner in which these defalcations may 
be prevented hereafter. How will you do that, 
sir? The Military Committee has ao relation 
whatever with the Auditors of the Treasury 
Department, or with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or the Treasurer. The paymaster 
obtains his money from the Treasurer on 
rafts; his accounts are sent to the Auditors 
to be audited; and those are the men with 
whom the committee would have to deal and 
to examine as to the manner in which these 
accounts are kept. Hence, if these matters 
are to be referred to committees because of 
their relation with the particular thing or the 
particular Department, then this subject should 
be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
not to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I only desire to call the attention of gentle- 
men to the fact that it is a misstatement of the 


| proposition when they say that the relations 


of the Military Committee with this depart- 
ment are such as to make them the proper 
committee to investigate this subject. Hence, 
in my Judgment, you will find, when you come 


|! to these investigations, that the proposition 
| that the subject should be referred to the Mil- 


itary Committee because the man was a mil- 
itary man, or that because he was a financial 
man, or belonged to the revenue department, 
it must go to that particular committee, is not 
correct. If you propose to guard aguinst 
such practices hereafter, by preparing such a 


i L mode of examining and keepin counts as 
The committee may have acted more wisely | i thee 


shall prevent defalcations in the future, it 
should be referred to the committee that is 
related officially with that Department which 
examines the accounts, and passes upon the 
accounts, in order to make a check against 
things of this kind. It would commence not 
in the military capacity of this man. In fact, he 
1g nota military man. He is merely a fwan 
cial man of the Army. He has no military 
control, no jurisdiction, no authority to order 
anybody, no connection with the Army, except 
aga mere attaché, asa financial officer. Hence, 
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in order to examine this subject, if you propose 
to refer it to the proper committee, it should be 
referred to the Finance Committee, if it must 
o to a committee that has relations with the 
epartment in which you wishto make checks 
and balances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from New 
York, to postpone the pending and all previous 
orders and proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution offered by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution 
submitted by Mr. ConxLING on the 4th instant: 


Resolved, That the. Committee on Military Affairs 
Be instructed to inquire into the recent defalceation 
of J. 
into the facts connected therewith, and to ascertain 
and report to the Senate whether any other officer 
or officers of the Government are derelict in duty in 
respect of the observance of regulations and safe- 
guards intended to prevent such occurrences, and 
also whether other or further legislation or regula- 
tion is needed for the future. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend that 
resolution by inserting the resolution which I 
offered to the Senate the other day, which I 
will ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all after the word ‘‘ resolved,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


(The House of Representatives concurring,) That 
a joint select committee on retrenchment, consisting 
of four members of the Senate and seven members 
of the House, be appointed by the Presiding Officers 
of the two Houses, and that said committee be in~ 
structed to inquire into the expenditures in all the 
branches of the service of the United States, and to 
report whether any, and what, offices ought to be 
abolished; whether any, and what, salaries or allow- 
ances ought to be reduced; what are the methods of 
procuring accountability in public officers or agents 
in the care and disbursement of public moneys; 
whether moneys have been paid out illegally; 
whether any officers or agents or other persons have 


been or are employed in the service without author- | 


ity of law, or unnecessarily ; and generally how, und 
to what extent, the expenses of the service of the 
country may and ought to be curtailed. And also 
to consider the expediency of so amending the laws 
under which appointments to the public service are 
now made as to provide for the selection of subor- 
dinate officers after due examination by proper 
boards; their continuance in office during specified 
terms, unless dismissed upon charges preferred and 
sustained before tribunals designated for that pur- 
pose; and for withdrawing the public service from 


cing used ag an instrument. of political or party | 


patronage, That said committee be authorized to 
sit during the recess of Congress, to send for persons 
and papers, and to report by bill or otherwise; and 
that said committee may appoint a clerk for the 
term of six months, and no more. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould have preferred 


to have had the amendment which I have | 


offered come before the Senate as a distinct 
proposition, and not to have had it compli- 
cated by-the resolution offered by the Senator 
from New York; and if I could have got the 
floor to make the motion, it would have been 
better for the Senate to have considered this 
resolution first, becanse, so far as I am con- 
cerned, if the Senate should think proper not 
to continue the Committee on Retrenchment, 
which we had at the last Congress and for the 
two previous Congresses, then I should be in 
favor of the resolution of the Senator from 
New York. 

The only reason that I offer this as an amend- 
ment is, that I think it would be proper, if this 
committee is to be raised, that the Senator’s 
resolution should go to this committee. If 
there was any parliamentary way by which we 
could act first on the resolution I have offered 
I should much prefer it, but the Senator from 
New York insists upon pressing his resolution. 
Ido not know whether he means to interpose 
any objection to the passage of the resolution 
which I have offered or not. 

The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHAND- 
LER, | who has frequently voted for this res- 
olution, which he denominates, I believe, a 
resolution that supposes men possess all 
knowledge, seems now to indicate some oppo- 
sition to it. It was a favorite resolution of 
his for one session and two sessions, for three 
sessions, for four sessions, for five sessions, 
for six sessions; and have all the men of 


L. Hodge, late a paymaster in the Army, and || 


i} Mr. 


| knowledge departed in the present Congress? 
Was all the wisdom in those former Congresses 
when the Senator from Michigan championed 
this resolution as a very proper one, and gave 


| it his support? Now it seems it is a very 


improper one, because it presupposes that the 
| men upon this committee are to be omniscient ! 
Mr. President, I think it due to the condi- 
j tion of the country, due to the Chief Magis- 
trate of the nation, who, in his recent message 
| to Congress, told us in strong and decided lan- 
guage that numerous defalcations and convic- 
tions of dishonest servants had occurred within 
| the last two years, and that the civil service 
| was demoralized, and who recommended to 
| us at a former session of Congress action on 
this subject, that we should act in harmony 
| with and aid him as far as we can to punish 
j fraud, and correct existing abuses. I know 
| that humanity is imperfect. I know that we 
have not, as the Senator from Michigan inti- 
| mates, all wisdom. Tt is probable that in spite 
of any laws that we can pass there will some- 
times be dishonest men in office; but it is our 
duty to find what the evils in the public service 
are, and then apply the remedy. We cannot 
tell how to legislate to prevent future defalca- 
tions in the pay department until we ascertain 
something about how they occur, and so in the 
Post Office Department, and so in the pension 
department, and so in the other Departments 
of the Government. 

We have had this Retrenchment Commit- 
tee, as I have already stated, for six years; 
and I ask the Senator from New Jersey, who 
is earnestly opposed to all fraud, dishonesty, 
and corruption in public office as well as every- 
where else, if he does not know that this com- 
mittee has had jurisdiction of these very sub- 
jects for years? Why, sir, in its investiga- 
tions into the customs department, of which 
| the Senator from Michigan is chairman, so 
far as we have a committee in this body hav- 
ing charge of that department, it saved us hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. Where was the 
Senator from Michigan when goods were being 


and when this Committee on Retrenchment 
discovered the fraud and saved to this Gov- 
ernment hundreds of thousands of dollars? 
We had a Committee on Commerce then, but 
the Committee on Commerce did not con- 
sider itself charged with that particular mat- 


ter. 

CHANDLER. If the Senator will 
pardon me, I should like to have some particu- 
lars of that salvation of so many hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in the transit of goods 
across the Isthmus. I should like to hear the 
facts in the case. I have never heard them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 


the Senate at a former session, and I presume 
is prepared to state them again for the inform- 
ation of the Senator. 

Sir, it was not only in reference to the 
exposure and correction of frauds in the transit 
of goods across the Isthmus that the Retrench- 
ment Committee rendered service. Has the 
Senator from Michigan forgotten, and if he 
has, I am sure the country has not forgotten, 
the enormous frauds brought to light by this 
committee in the custom-house in New York 


| ten that at the last Congress, during this pres- 
;ent year, the Committee on Retrenchment 
' made a report to this body, in which they 
| stated publicly to the world on sworn testi- 
mony that officers in the custom-house at New 
York were in the habit of receiving bribe 
money? Has he forgotten that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did they point them 
ji out to the Secretary of the Treasury? 
|| Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; I hold in my 
i hand the published statement of the names, if 
: the Senator has never seen it. 
| Mr. CHANDLER. I will guaranty that if 
| the Committee on Retrenchment, or any other 


| committee of this body, pointed out to the Sec- 


smuggled into California by the Isthmus route, | 


| Hampshire (Mr. Parrerson] stated them in | 


city? Has the Senator from Michigan forgot- | 


retary of the Treasury the men wiro received 
bribes, they were promptly and ignominiously 
removed from that custom-house. Did the 
committee do it, and were the men removed, 
| or did they not do it? 
i Mr. TRUMBULL. The very thing I want 
to know is whether they have been removed. 
| I want the committee to inquire and to let us 
; know whether these men have been removed. 
| , Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will par- 
don me, the Committee on Commerce goes 
| directly to the Secretary of the Treasury when 
| it discovers fraud or peculation and demands 
the immediate remedy. Did this committee do 
' that, or did it not? 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I was nota member of 
| the committee. I know not whether they went 
to the Secretary of the Treasury or not, but I 
do know that in an official report laid before 
this body and published to the world and now 
„in my hand, the committee did report and 
i, did show upon the sworn testimony of wit- 
|| nesses that men in the New York custom-house 
: habitually received bribe money. They re- 
|; ported that in the weighers’ department alone, 
|in each division three extra weighers were 
‘appointed, who had nothing to do, receiving 
i salaries amounting in the aggregate to $57,000. 
Mr. NYE. How many? 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. Three in each division, 
| and I believe there are some fifteen or twenty 
| divisions. The testimony will show how many. 
|| Tread a few sentences from the testimony of 
, one of the witnesses. He says: 
| “Ihave heard weighers say that men have been 
| sent to them for whom they had no use, and they 
| have protested.” 
i He was asked: 

“ On the average, what should you think were tha 
äumber of useless men in each of the divisions or 

“ Answer. My judgment would be about three on 
a district that could be dispensed with if we-were 


doing the business in the way that men would doit 
: for themselves.” 


Then he is asked: 

| “What should you say is paid per year to these 
j extra or unnecessary men—that is, men who are 
not needed to perform the work ? 

“ Answer, I think there is directly paid to those 
men that might be dispensed with from fifty to 
sixty thousand dollars, to the extra laborers, all told, 
about $1,000 per annum each.” 

Then he states that there are eighteen or 
nineteen of these weighers’ districts in the 
custom-house in New York. Further on the 
same witness states that on or about the Ist 
, of October ‘they made an assessment of ten 
dollars apiece on our clerks and foremen.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who is that witness? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The name of the wit- 
i ness is Henry C. Lake. Why, sir, that is not 
| the beginning of what is in this document. 
| The testimony shows that not $50,000 only, 
but hundreds of thousands of dollars are un- 
necessarily paid in New York for cartage pur- 
poses. It appears that a few years ago goods 
| were taken from steamers by the companies 
| owning them and delivered to the importers 
without any or a very trifling expense. Now 
| they are taken and carted to warehouses and 
| the importers are charged for a month’s store- 
age, although the goods do not remain in the 
| warehouse twenty-four hours. I want to know 
| if these abuses have been corrected in the city 
l! of New York? 

This testimony also shows the manner in 
Duon customs officers are appointed in New 

ork. 
|| Mr. EDMUNDS. On what page was that? 
ii Mr. TRUMBULL. I read from page 8. 
! On page 18 of this document it will be found 
that when complaints were made—I hope the 
Senator from Michigan will hear this—by the 
merchants in New York to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the way they were being plan- 
dered— 

“The Secretary wrote to Mr. Murphy rather 
sharply, I should think, from the way Mr. Murphy 
seemed to take it; the consequence of which was 
that Mr. Murphy told us we had been ‘crowding’ 


; him too much, and be should do nothing in the 
‘matter, He said there were certain people who had 


a 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 11, 


to be taken care of, and itwas well known that they 
had to be taken care of, and nobody in the party 


would say anything about his taking care of them, | 


and he would doit.” 

That is to say, after information was sent to 
the Secretary of the Treasury showing how im- 
porters in New York were plundered by the 
officials there, the Secretary wrote sharply to 
Mr. Murphy, and he replied that certain men 
had to be taken care of, and the party would 
not complain, and he would take care of them! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In reply to the Secretary, 
do you mean? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He replied to this party 
complaining. The witness who states this is 
Mr. Francklyn. 

In regard to these impositions that were put 
upon merchants, the same witness says in an- 
swer to a question propounded by Senator 
PATTERSON: 

“Your charge, you say, was about a dollar a pack- 


age on theaverage, where the goods remained longer 
than forty-eight hours. Do you know what it is 


now . 

e Answer. This will show what it is now, [showing 
bill.] They range anywhere from one and a quarter 
to twelve dollars,” 


«Again he is asked: 


“Whatdo you think of that monopoly, ifitis amo- 
nopoly ?”— 


Referring to the cartage business— 


tee is it worth to this company—that is, to 
eet oO. 

“Answer, They work it very cheaply. They never 
hoist any goods if they can help it, and they keep 
goods waiting on the street until they can get rid of 
those on the ground-floor, to save labor, &e. 
should think their gross receipts from that business 
must be $15,000 a week—say $10,000 a week, any 
way. 

“Question. Making $520,000 a year? , s 

“Answer. Yes; but of course thore is a good deal 
of labor to be deducted from that. Ishould think 
it was worth $100,000 a year at any rate, perhaps a 
great deal more. 


On page 20 of this report another witness 
testifies on this subject of ‘‘taking care” of 
parties. as follows : 

“Question, Did Mr. Mason go to you at the time 


of the change? , 
' Answer. Not to me; but Mr. Grinnell has made 


to me the same proposition, to put somebody in at a | 


salary of $2,500, for he evidently wanted to take 
gare of a man who had the business before. And 
T can also testify to the fact that Mr. Murphy said 
he had to take care of somebody. that was *poor.as 


arat, and he would be very glad if he could find a | 


berth for him. He did not mention the name of the 
party, but Mr. Halsey, of New Jersey, was with us 
at the time, and he went over and had a private in- 
terview with Mr. Murphy, and he afterward told 
us that the collector referred to a Mr. Laflin.” 


He was the party who was as ‘ poor as a 
rat” and had to be ** taken care of.” 

To regard to a former collector and this stor- 
ageand cartage business, itis testified to on page 
24 that— 

When Mr. Smythe came in he thought it was‘a 
big plum,’ as he termed it, and commenced nego- 
tiating for the sale of it. 

<, Question. Directly, in person? 

. Answer, Yes, sir; without any concealment 
either. He started off on a new tack, and since then 
it has been a matter of bargain and sale; and ali I 
can say ig that it is a very disgraceful thing, and 
compels the merchants to pay a very high price for 
ibe storage of goods.” 


Here is the testimony of a witness who was 
a supernumerary in the custom-house at New 
York. He is asked : 
< When were you appointed ?” 

He answers: 

*“ The 10th of last month.” 


The testimony I think was taken about the 
beginning of the year. 


“* Question. Have you performed any duties since 
that timein discharging any vessels? 

Answer, No, sir; nothing but report for duty 
every day. I have reported daily at the barge office 
dor duty, and T have been given no business to per- 

orm. 
`! Question.. What is your salary, Mr. Horton ? 
i Answer. Four dollars a day. 
i Question. For six days in the week? 

Answer, Seven days in the week.” 


He was supposed to be there on Sundays, 
but he never had anything to do, getting four 
dollars a day including Sundays! 

“Another witness, William E. Dodge, jra 


gentleman well known, I doubt not, to many 
Senators, certainly known to the country, an 
to all business men in the city of New York, 
| says: 

s x ink the custom- 
Í oak anon oe papel Pott the age? 
“Answer. 1 think that,and, more serious, that the 


great curse of our management now is that the em- 
ployés of the custom -house are appointed entirely 


a case that came to my notice. A very nice young 
gentleman, who had been appointed in the custom- 
! house, and had been turned out for political reasons, 
asked me if I would use my influence to haye him 
reinstated. I told him I had no political influence 
and knew noone in thecustom-house. ButIsigned 
my name, with some of the principal merchants, to 
his petition, and he was reinstated. Hecameto me 
about a fortnight ago, looking very blue. I said to 
him, ‘ What is the matter now; are you stillin the 
custom-house?’ ‘Yes, sir; I am very pleasantly 
situated there,’ he said. ‘Well, what is the mat- 
ter? said I. .‘I am ashamed of myself, he an- 
swored; ‘I eame to know whether you could give 
| me anything to do.’ ‘What do you mean by that? 
| Hesaid, ‘Another gentleman and myself are sur- 
veyors of some particular district along the East 
river; the gentleman with me keeps a grog-shop 
on the Harlem road, and is a local politician. We, 
together, are appointed for that purpose, and the 
entire work the past fortnight, for both of us, would 


and I sit there doing nothing, and I am losing my 
self-respect; if youcan give me any work connected 
with any charitable institution, so as_to employ my 


find something better.’ Now, our whole custom- 
house is filled up in that way.” 
The same witness testifies further: 


“The simple point is, that our custom-house is a 
political machine. Sometimes before election, yougo 
to the collector and you cannot see him, owing to the 
convention that meets at Syracuse. He cannot see 
you, although there are things of vital importance 
affecting your business during allthe year.” 


Mr. President, this book is full of sworn 
testimony exposing frauds in the New York cus- 
| tom-house. I cannot detain the Senate to read 
| more of it. It was laid on our tables on the 
third day of last March. Whether the abuses 


To some extent, I should think, the report 


the abuses it exposed. But the Senator from 
Michigan, chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, did not investigate any of these matters. 
They were not inquired into until we appoint- 
ed a Committee on Retrenchment charged with 
that particular duty; and now my resolution 
proposes to continue that committee, I hope 
| there will be no objection to the fullest investi- 
gation, 

Let us know whether it be true, in the lan- 
guage of some of these witnesses, that the 
offices of this Government are used merely for 
political purposes, and let us devise some way, 
if we can, in the language of the resolution, 
for t‘ withdrawing the publie service from being 
used as an instrument of political or party 
patronage.” Let us inquire into all the De- 
partments of the Government, and if it be 
untrue that these abuses exist; if it be untrue 


as so many dollars and cents merely for parti- 
san purposes, and, worse than partisan pur- 
poses, for the selfish purposes of a faction in 
the party, let it be exposed, and if it be untrue, 
let us show that to the country, and let this 
clamor that is raised throughout the land of 
corruption and demoralization in the public 
service cease. 

I think the testimony of Mr. Dodge discloses 
one of the great evils in our public service 
system. In olden times removals in the sub- 
ordinate offices were very unusual. During 
the entire administration of General Washing- 
| ton, lasting eight years, there were only nine 
| removals, During the administration of the 
elder Adams there were but ten, and during 
| the administration of Mr. Jefferson, who came 
into power on a party issue, who was elected 


| eralists of that day, who had previously been 

in power, and when the offices might be sup- 
| posed to bave been generally filled by persons 
| in harmony with the outcoming Administra- 
t tion—-even Mr. Jefferson, during the whole 


for political ends, without the slightest reference to | 
their fitness for the work. I would like to mention į 


not ocenpy twenty minutes of time for one of us; j! 


time, I shonld be obliged to you, and Lshall try and | 


have been corrected or not, I do not know. | 


itself would have led to the correction of ! 


that the patronage of this Government is used | 


| by the Republicans in opposition to the Fed- | 


| 


i 
| 


H 


| organizations, 


term ofeight years that he served, removed from 
office but thirty-nine persons. Madison, in the 
eight years of his presidential service, removed 
but five; Monroe removed but nine, and John 
Quincy Adams only removed two. 

Then men were selected for office on ac- 


: count of their supposed fidelity to the Consti- 


tution and the country, their ability, their 
integrity, and their capacity to perform the 
duties of the positions to which they were 
assigned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many did Jackson 


emove? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have not the table 
before me. He made more removals than his 
predecessors, and it was during the days of 
Jackson that the doctrine of ‘spoils’? was in- 
augurated which has poisoned our civil service 
system. Why, sir, as long ago as 1825 or 1826 
a committee of this body, of which Mr. Benton 
was chairman, made a report deprecating the 
use of the patronage of the Government for 
political purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was before Jack- 
son’s time, then. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was before Jack- 
son’s time. I have not that report before me, 
but my recollection of the report is that Col- 
onel Benton called the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that there was then collected and 
disbursed some $22.000,000, and he pointed 
out the danger of allowing this money to be 
handled by persons placed in position for mere 
political purposes; and I think he predicted 
in that report that the time might come during 
the life-time of some of those then present 
when the revenues and disbursements of the 
Government might amount to $50,000,000. 
What would he have thought if he had lived 
to this day and seen between three and four 
hundred millions collected, and a like sum 
disbursed in a single year, and more than a 
re millions kept in your Treasury all the 
time 

Later, Mr. President, in 1882 or 1883, a 
committee of this body was raised to investi 
gate this subject a second time, and on that 
occasion Mr. Clay, in alluding to the system 
which has been described by this witness in 
the city of New York, used this language: 

“It is a detestable system drawn from the worst 
periods of the Roman republic, and if it were to be 
perpetuated, if the.offices, honors, and dignities of 
the people were to be put up to scramble and to be 
decided by the results of every presidential election, 
our Government and institutions, becoming intoler- 
able, would finally end in adespotism as inexorable 
as that of Constantinople.” 

That was the opinion of Mr. Clay in 1832, 
when the patronage of the Government bore a 
very small proportion to its patronage now. 

Mr. President, I am not opposed to party 
c I believetbat men must organ- 
ize for the purpose of carrying out measures 
of public policy. I think when there is a 


T 


| question before the country that commends 


itself to the judgment of the people as the best 
for the country, those who think alike should 
unite together and endeavor to carry it out 
A political organization for the purpose o 

carrying out measures, Í believe to beri ht and 
proper. I go further than that: 1 believe that 
when a political organization thus formed suc 
ceeds to power in the Government, it should 
make use of instrumentalities in harmony with 
it to carry out the great measures on which it 
was elected as to high officials vested with 


| discretionary powers. 


Batin the subordinate offices, where the duties 
are merely ministerial, there is no particular 


i importance in a man’s political affiliations, it 


he isa faithful, conscientious, competent officeri 
and in reference to all officers when appointed 
or elected, from the Presidentdown, my posi 
tion is this: they are the officers of the country 
and not of any party, and their whole effort 
should be to promote the interests of their 
country and not the interests of any political 
sis ear 

l do not believe in. using the patronage and 
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the power of the Government for the purpose 
of perpetuating party rule, but for the purpose 
of carrying out measures that are best for the 
interests of the whole people; and inasmuch 
as the party that succeeds to power on certain 
measures belicves that those measures are best 
for the country, it will naturally call around it 
those who sympathize in those views; but in 
carrying them out it should be for the benefit 
of the country and not as party measures. 

But it seems the public service has fallen 
far below thisin the city of New York. There, 
as in many other places in our country, appoint- 
ments to office have become a mere personal 
question. Officersare appointed, not because 
of their particular qualifications, or fidelity to 


the Constitation, or ability, or party devotion |, 


even, but to a great extent for personal reasons 
and on account of the importunity of some 
member, either of the Senate or House of 
Representatives. I ask any Senator in har- 
mony with the party in power, what are the 
usual causes assigned as entitling persons to 
office? , . 

Thereare two: one is poverty, misfortune in 
business, and bad health; and the other, party | 
service, and some office is usually sought where 
the service is light and the pay large. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Scuurz] 
calls my attention to a part of the testimony 
embraced in the document from which I have 
been reading, as illustrating how appointments 
are made. On page 30, Luther Horton testifies 
as follows: 

‘Question. By whom were you appointed ? 

“Answer. By Mr. Murphy. . 

ay pale, On whose recommendation? | 

“Answer, Well, I guess my own political status 
gave me the position. 

“Question. Be kind enough to state what that 
political status is here in the State. . 

“Answer. I live in a district where I keep up an 
organization for the party. Icould hardly tell you 
whether there was any recommendation with regard 
to my appointment, I know that when he gave itto 
ime he spoke about the position, and I said I would 
take such a position this winter. I think he said 
that he would put as my backers William A. Dar- 
ling and Colonel Corneil. I think they were the 
names that were filed away. | 

“Question. Were they put on at your request, or at 
Mr. Murphy’s suggestion 

‘Answer. I think he said, ‘I will put Mr. Corncll 
and William A. Darling down.’ 

“Question. Do you think it was as a reward for 
your political services that you were appointed? 

“Answer. I don’t think it could he anything else. 
Ihave been an active politician here for a number 
of years.” 

Now, Mr. President, I want this committee 
appointed for the purpose of following up the | 
investigations that have been begun in regard 
to the use of patronage. I wantareform, and 
a substantial reform, in the civil service. I 
have believed, and Istill believe, that it would 
be a long step toward a reform to pass a law 
disconnecting members of Congress from all 
appointments. At a former session I intro- 
duced a bill to that effect, and if no man was 
to be appointed to any office who had obtained 
the recommendation of eithera member of the 
Senate or House for the place, it would, in my 
judgment, bring about a very salutary reform- 
ation in the civil service. Not only that, but 
it would have asalutary effect upon the mem- 
bers of Congress, and upon the heads of De- 
partments, The independence of members 
of Congress, and of the heads of Departments, 
cannot be maintained so longas they continue ; 
to put themselves under obligations to each 
other in the matter of appointments of friends 
to office. ; 

Why, Mr. President, I think it is no unusual 
thing, even in this body, for appointments to 
be held up until other appointments are made; | 
or at least in former times such things have 
occurred. The appointing power has been 
given to understand that unless certain other 
nominations were made, certain pending ones | 
might not be confirmed. But, sir, whether or 
not this has actually been the condition of 
things in any given case, it 1s liable to be. I} 
think that it would have been a great relief to | 
the Departments and to the members of Con- | 
gress, and would have been highly promotive 


of the public service, if a law could have been 
| enacted forbidding Congressmen to make rec- 
ommendations for office; but the Senate seemed 
not disposed to pass such a law. 

I do not wish to be understood as denouncing 
as corrupt or unfit all the officers of the Gov- 
ernment; farfromit. Some of the best men 
I know, men of the highest integrity, of great 
capacity, of intelligence, of education, of 
character, of fidelity to the Government, hold 
offices in the country; but while that is true, 
many others are appointed from other consid- 
erations than fitness. 

I think this committee during its former 
organization rendered great service to the 
country in exposing abuses that had crept 
into the public service. I am sure in trying 
to correct these abuses we shall have the 
coöperation of the Executive. We are noti- 


appointments are often made upon recom- 
mendations given without due consideration, 
and he even suggests the propriety of holding 
the parties recommending responsible for the 
character of the persons whom they recom- 
mend. If it were practicable the plan might 
be excellent. 

But it is not simply with regard to abuses in 


tee to be continued. I wish it continued to 
suggest remedies, if it be possible, against the 
robbery of the public by its officials. These 
defaleations have become too frequent to be 
passed over without investigation. Let us 
examine into them, and let us examine thor- 
oughly; let us go to the boitom without fear 
or favor to any one; and if the abuses do exist, 
if the organization inthe Treasury Department, 
in the pay department, in the customs depart- 
ment, or anywhere else, is such as to afford 
facilities for robbing the public, let us apply 
the proper remedy. Ifthe system is as perfect 
as we can make it, if the accusations recently 
made in the newspapers of the country as to 
the abuse in the use of patronage, particularly 
in the city of New York, be untrue, let the 
fact be made known. I have heard nothing 
in reference to the present collector. The in- 
vestigation from which L have read took place 
before he was appointed, and E hope he may 
bring about all the reforms we desire in his 
office. If he has done so, and is administering 
the collector’s office honestly and faithfully, 
| let the country know it. 


demoralization in the public service. The 
recent exposures showing that the people of 
the city of New York have been robbed of 
millions of dollars, have awakened a public 
sentiment throughout the nation; and how, 
Mr. President, was it possible for Tammany 
to perpetrate its frauds? Only upon this prin- 
ciple of partisanship in official position. Do 
you suppose that all of the many millicns 
of which the people of that city have been 
robbed remained in the hands of the robbers? 
Do you suppose the persons who were arrested 
in the city of New York for robbing that cit, 
have got the many millions of dollars that 
they took from the public treasury? They 


doubt not, have gone to perpetuate themselves 
in power from year to year. It has been paid 
to just such persons as are spoken of in this 
report—persons who had political influence. 
It has been paid to pack conventions, to carry 
elections, and to stuff the ballot-boxes. 
have no doubt millions have gone in that way. 

Mr. President, let us separate the Federal 
Government from any such use of patronage; 


officials; let us elevate both official integrity 
and public virtue by insisting that the public 
patronage of the country shall no more be used 
for mere selfish and partisan purposes. And 
then, sit, we shall purify the Government; 
then republican institutions may be continued ; 
| but, unless we can have purity in the adminis- 


fied in the message of the President that | 


the use of patronage that I desire this commit: | 


Throughout the land there is an impression | 
that corruption exists, and that there is great | 


may have a portion of it, but millions of it, 1 | 


let us have a higher state of morals among |; 
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! tration of the Government, in its officers, the 
i state of things predicted by Mr. Clay, when 
i, he said that the Republic would go down ina 
(| despotism as inexorable as that of Constanti- 
| nople, must sooner or later come to pass. 

i Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, | believe 
i the question is up now, and the last speech of 
my friend from Illinois is fully to the point. 
|| I think, however, that my friend misappre- 
| hendsa little what the precise point of discus- 
| sion here is, after all. I think everybody on 
| all sides of the Chamber will agree with him in 
_ condemning robbery, peculation, dishonesty, 
| favoritism, everything that is mean and unholy. 
i 
i 
i 


! I know the Republicans here will, and I have 
| no doubt the Democrats will. The pointis not 
| whether it is wise and right to purify every de- 
| partment of the Government, but what is the 
wisest and most effectual method of doing it. 
Thatis the question, and that is all the question. 
| My honorable friend need not spend time in 
i reading pieces of this testimony taken in the 
|| city of New York to show that appointments 
| to office in the custom-house at New York can 
be improved. He does not need any special 
committee, or any joint select committee, to 
' show that the appointments in the custom- 
house in New York and in other custom- 
houses can be improved. It is a waste of the 
public treasure to enter upon any such inquiry 
|| for such a purpose, because every Senator who 
ii hears me, and every intelligent man in the 
| country knows and has known for a great many 
years that the system of selections tor appoint- 
| ment to subordinate offices—and not very sub- 
| ordinate either, for I would go up pretty high,. 
| higher perhaps than my friend would be willing 
| to go—has not heen the system best adapted to 
| subserve the public interests. 

Whether another can be devised is a subject 
| that the Committee on Retrenchment at the 
| first session of its existence acted upon, ex- 
| hausted itself, reported upon; and it attempted 
i| with all the zeal and ability it possessed then 
to persuade Congress to pass the bill regulat- 
i| ing the civil service of the United States, 
| which I had the honor the other day to intro- 
duce in the identical language in which the 
| committee reported it the last time I was on 
the committee. But there are difficulties about 
this business, as my friend from Illinois knows 
perfectly well, difficulties that I hope he and I 
and the other members of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to which the bill to which Ihave 
just referred has gone, will be able to over- 
come. Where, forinstance, are youto draw the 
line (as he speaks of it) between appointing a 
+ man on account of his political status and ap- 
| pointing a man on account of his want of 
| political status, or some other reason, is the 
| difficulty. He has read from the testimony 
of Horton as showing a case of grave miscon- 
duct on the part of Murphy, and it may have 
! been—I pronounce no opinion on that—his 
| statement when asked upon whose recom- 
' mendation he was appointed to office: ‘Well, 
| I guess my own political status gave me the 
i position.” i 


That is exactly the answer that 
might be truthfully made by my friend from 
| Iliinois as to his being in this Chamber at this 
moment. It was his political status that made 
him a Senator. Itwas not, I suspect, because 
he was thought exclusively and solely the only 
man in the State of Illinois whose private 
character and whose fidelity to the Constitu- 
tion was above question, for, as high as we all 
place that, and 1 certainly place it as high as 
possible, nobody will maintain that Senators 
are selected upon that ground solely. 

That is one of the general qualifications 
which all men who are called to public trust 
ought to possess; but it is the political status 
of every one of us here that has given us the 
| places we hold, as persons having had charge 
of carrying on what my friend denominaies 
© party warfare— political influence. That is to 
| say, we have endeavored to maintain the princi- 
| ples of action in public affairs that we believe 
ji to be right, and we have endeavored to impress 


it 
H 
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those opinions upon our fellow-citizens, and 


having convinced them or assisted in convin-: 


cing them that a particular course of policy is 
the true one, then they take us or our prede- 
cessors or our successors from among the body 
of their partisans, as they are called, to repre- 
sent those principles. Does my friend from 
Illinois oppose that? If so, he ought to resign 
to-morrow and ask the Governor of Illinois to 
appoint a Democrat, or an ultra Republican, 
or something that he is not, to the place that 
he fills, because he is holding office upon false 
principles. Why, Mr. President, that is absurd. 
My friend knows it as wellasI do. And sohe 
said that in a general and abstract way he did 
not object to certain persons being appointed 
upon the idea that they had been politicians, 
upon the idea that they fraternized with certain 
other persons in the country with a view to a 
certain policy. A 

Well, sir, how far are pi togo? There is 
the practical question. You are certainly to 
go through the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, I take it we should all agree. We 
do not want to be turned out and have our 
political adversaries put in, in order to purify 
the Government for our sakes. If you are to 
go into the Departments, would you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, or would my friend from Illinois who 
wishes to return to specie payments, desire to 
depose a Secretary of the Treasury, who was 
in favor of returning to specie payment, and 
put in a man who was opposed to it, upon the 
ground that you must be perfectly impartial 
in the selection of public agents, must not 
inquire which side of a political question a 
man is on in order to know whether he is a fit 
man to execute the purposes of the Govern- 
ment in carrying out its policy? By no means. 
And so you may run through the Department 
of the Treasury down a good way—I do not 
undertake now to say where, for I am as 
much in difficulty about that as my friend is; 
{I wish to be abstract about that; you may run 
down a great way before you will be perfectly 
safe in saying, in advance of experiment, the 
Government can be carried on upon a partic- 
ular policy or principle without reposing trust 
to carry on the Government upon that policy 
and principle in the hands of the men who 
are in favor of it from their hearts, instead of 
those who are against it or are indifferent to it. 

But, as I said, I think we have miscon- 
ceived the issue here a little. The point is 
not whether we are to have a civil service 
reform—which is a subject referred to my 
friend’s own committee, where, I trust, it will 
meet prompt and favorable action—but the 
point simply is whether we are to have a par- 
ticular committee raised, which the Senate at 
the last session decided there was no occasion 
for, or whether we are to proceed with the 
duties of investigation that belong to. this 
body according to the ordinary course of re- 
quiring each committee charged with a par- 
ticular branch of the public service to make 
inquiries into that. That is all there is to it, 
and I was sorry to hear the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, in making this fine speech of 
his, go out of his way upon this little question 
to assail the conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the management of his branch 
of public affairs, and to have the country un- 
derstand as a cause of grave offense on 
the part of that official, that he had kept 
$100,000,000 in the Treasury. It was a 
little out of place, Mr. President, I submit 
to you and to him, to complain of a man 
keeping money in the Treasury at the same 
time that you are trying to raise a committee 
to keep it from going out of the Treasury. 
What has the propriety of the policy of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in undertaking to 
bring legal tenders into some decent kinship 
to coin, to do with the question of whether we 
shall have a select committee to investigate 
into the administration of affairs touching 
peculation or defaleation? Nothing at all. 

It was therefore entirely gratuitous on the 


part of the honorable Senator from Illinois to 
bring in, in this left-handed way, a criticism 
on the conduct of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to go to the country, when that subject is 
not open to debate, and when it would be ont 
of place to go into a debate upon it—a criti- 
cism upon his conduct in undertaking, as a 
private banker would, to hold resources enough 


hope and expectation of meeting his liabilities. 
If I may say a word in reply on a question 
that is out of the way, I will say that, instead 
of a loss of interest to the people in holding 
that money, in my opinion it has been worth 
to them ın the way of interest saved, and in 
the reduction of the inflation of currency to a 
gold standard, more than twenty per cent. per 
annum, and I think a discussion of that sub- 
ject would entirely satisfy everybody, even my 
friend from Illinois, of that fact. But that is 
entirely apart from this consideration. 
Another thing I was a little sorry for, and 
that was to hear my friend boldly assert, and 
in terms, that the President of the United 


service of the United States was demoralized. 
That is the language which he imputed to the 
President of the United States. I have read 
that message with some care and a great deal 
of satisfaction. I find no such clause in it. 
The President of the United States has said 
in his message, to his honor, that the public 
service of the United States in respect to 
appointments to office could be improved. 
He hass hown, by his reiurn of the manage- 
ment of affairs during the period of his admin- 
istration, that instead of the public service in 


moralized from the condition of demoraliza- 
tion in which he found it at the expiration of 
the term of Mr. Johnson. He has expelled 


service, and he has done it as quickly and as 
readily whenever he has found people who 
have been appointed by himself as he has in 
respect to officers who were appointed by 
others. 

And let me tell my honorable friend from 
THinois that the condition in the improvement 
of the civil affairs of this Government, indeed 
all its affairs, beginning from the 4th of March, 
1869, and coming down to this time, com- 
pared with the three years preceding that, is 
Immeasurably to the advantage of the people 
of the United States. There is hardly any 
comparison between the efficiency and fidelity 
of the public service for the last three years 
and its inefficiency and infidelity from the time 
succeeding the death of Mr. Lincoln to the 
expiration of the term of office of the prede- 
cessor of the present incumbent; and no com- 
mittee knows that better than the honorable 
gentlemen who last composed the Committee 
on Retrenchment; nobody knows it better than 
the honorable Senator from Illinois, if he will 
take the pains to inform himself of some of 
the light strokes in this picture of publicaffairs, 
instead of looking for all the dark places he 
can find. 

Why, Mr. President, take this very custom- 
house at New York, which, I admit, is in a 
locality so festering with corruption on all sides, 
so filled up with that element of population 
which makes politics a mere game and a fraud 
almost, that itis a wonder we getany revenue 
atall there; and yet therecordsot the Treasury 
Department will show, compared with previous 
years and previous Administrations, that even 
this much-abused Mr. Thomas Murphy has 
been far more efficient and successful in col- 
lecting the revenue than any of his predeces- 
sors; and yet my friend, instead of stating that 
fact, hunts through this stock of testimony, 
where there was no cross-examination, where 
the other party was not heard, and finds a fel- 
low who says that he was appointed to office 
on account of his political status. 
| Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator willallow 
l me to say that both parties were heard, Ifhe 


in his own hands to show that he had some | 


States in his message had said that the civil | 


his hands being demoralized it has become ! 


pecalators and defrauding officers from the | 


will read the testimony all through he will find 
that the testimony given by Mr. Bixby, which 
was quoted, was replied to by other witnesses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am much obliged to 
my friend for the suggestion. When I said 
that the examination was ex parte I did not 
intend it in any sense as reflecting on the com- 
mittee, because they could not go into trials. 
I only meant that while the witness was telling 
his story there was no man to face him, asina 
court of justice, cross-examine him, and find 
out exactly what.he did know and how he 
knew it; but afterward, of course, the commit- 
tee, in the performance of its duty, would en- 
deavor to seek information to see whether 
these different statements were well founded or 
not, and I learn from what my friend from 
New Hampshire says that in taking this evi- 
dence they did find that many of the state- 
mentsof men of this character were not borne 
out by the statements of others. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator once more. Testimony was got. 
from Mr. Bixby, and also from Horton, in 
respect to Mr. Leet and others. The com- 
mittee had Mr. Leet before them, and he 
denied many of the statements which had 
been made by Horton and Bixby. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to appeal to 
the Senator from Vermont. There is no prob- 
ability of this debate closing to-day. ‘here 
are a number of executive nominations on the 
table, as well as reports from committees 
already made, and I hope he will give way to 


| a motion for an executive session. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I willin a moment; but 
I wish to say one word more before I give 
way. 

Jt seems that Mr. Bixby was the chief wit- 
ness relied upon by the honorable Senator from 
Illinois to show that there was one man in this 
Government who wasnotexactly what he ought 
tobe. This Mr. Bixby, if he is the same man 
I mean, is an old acquaintance of the Commit- 
tee on Retrenchment. We found him carry- 
ing on operations under Mr. Smythe in 1866 
and 1867. I do notremember all the functions 
he filled, but the chief one was to sell offices 
and cartage and bea general broker for sundry 
people who were speculating and peculating 
in public affairs there in the time of Mr. John- 
son, I do not think his character has very 
largely improved since—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Who is that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bixby. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not read Bixby's 
testimony. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from New 
Hampshire said you did. That is all I know 
about it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
and from Dodge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Illinois 
says he did not call Bixby. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. TI do not recollect 
whether I read anything at all from him or 


not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not very material. 
Mr. Bixby’s statement would not add, to any- 
raay that knows him, very largely to its cred- 
ibility. 

Mr. PATTERSON. On page 21 Mr. Bixby 
was called, and the examination of Mr. Bixby 
ran on till Mr. A. T. Stewart was examined. 
I understood the Senator from Illinois to quote 
from his testimony on page 24, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall yield to my friend 
from Minnesota to make the motion he has 
indicated, as I shall not finish to-night, and if 
it were not so late, with the permission of the 
Senate, I should ask the Secretary to read the 
very interesting and lucid and short report of 
this very committee, summing up this whole 
testimony, in which the committee itself shows 
that while abuses of this character have from 
time to time in special instances run through 
the administration of affairs in the city of New 
York, much moré so in former times, they 
express entire confidence and satisfaction at 


I read from Horton 
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the existing management of affairs, and are 
glad to recommend certain legislation in re- 
spect to revising the laws touching certain points 
of difficulty and disturbance in that city between 
the importers and the customs officials which 
had given rise to a great deal of recrimination 
and debate. I will not ask to have that read 
this evening, but to-morrow, if it shall be the 
pleasure of the Senate to have an executive 
session now, I will ask the Secretary to read 
that as part of my remarks, because the atten- 
tion of the Senate and the country, after the 
very extraordinary speech of my friend from 
Illinois, ought to be called to the commentary 
of the committee upon this very evidence. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. On what page 
is that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The opening of the re- 
port of the committee. I now yield. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I make the motion for an 
executive session. 


INTERNAL REVENUE REPORT. 


Mr. HOWE. I desire consent to introduce 
a concurrent resolution, to be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Very well. 

Mr. HOWE submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate, (tho House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That two thousand additional 


copies of the last report of the Commissioner of In-. 


ternal Revenue, with the tables, be printed and 
bound for the use of the Commissioner; and that 
five hundred additional copies be printed with paper 
covers, also for the use of the Commissioner. 

The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. : 


SENATOR FROM GEORGIA. 


Mr. THURMAN. Task the Senator from 
Minnesota to withdraw the motion fora moment 
to allow me to ask unanimous consent to take 
up the credentials of Mr. Norwood, of Georgia, 
and refer them to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. ask the Senator from 
Minnesota to withdraw his motion to allow me 
to ask that House bill No. 380, for the removal 
of legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, reported by the Committee on Disabili- 
ties this morning, be made the special order 
for one o’clock on Thursday next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, do not let us have 
any special orders yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont objects. 

Mr. RAMSEY. That will take more time 
than we can spend just now. It will com@up 
naturally to-morrow morning after the morn- 
ing hour. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihope the motion to 
go into executive session will be voted down 
then, and let us get up the other business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from 
Hlinois will not violate the rules by making 
speeches on a motion to go into executive ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Minnesota moves that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the ayes were twenty-seven. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As this is the test-ques- 
tion on the removal of disabilities, I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not a test-question 


at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thinkitis. Icall for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish simply to say that 
the ipse dizit of the Senator from Illinois 
cannot make this a test-question for me nor 
for any other man, 


| 483) authorizing the Commissioner of Internal | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 25; as tollows: t 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, ; 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, | 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Scott, Sherman, and Wright—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, John- 
ston, Lewis, Logan, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, i 
Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wilson—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Caldwell, Cole, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, 
Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Saulsbury, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stewart, West, and Windom—ls. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were reopened, and (at three o’clock and 
thirty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 11, 1871. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Borer, D. D. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 


i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the | 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for | 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and | 
reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
five minutes past twelve o’ clock. 


DISCHARGE OF POOR CONVICTS. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
480), in regard to the discharge of poor con- 
victs; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 481) in amendment of an act entitled ‘f An 
act for the removal of causes in certain cases | 
from State courts,” approved July 27, 1867, 
and acts in addition to and amendatory thereof, 
approved March 2, 1867, and July 27, 1868; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

COMPENSATION OF CRIERS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 482) regulating the compensation of criers 
of the United States courts; which was read į 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, | 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a resolution | 
to amend the rules of the House so that bills | 
introduced by unanimous consent shall not be 
brought back by a motion to reconsider; which || 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the | 
Committee on Rules. i 


H 
REMISSION OF TAXES ON VESSELS. i! 
Mr. LYNCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 


Revenue to remit and pay back taxes assessed | 
and collected on vessels; which was read a || 
first and second time, ordered to be printed, | 
and referred to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means. ; | 

EXPENSES OF JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE. i 


Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
484) making an appropriation to supply a def» 


55 


ciency in the appropriations for the expenses 
of the joint select Committee on Alleged Ont- 
rages in the Southern States; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 
ACTIONS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (B. R. 


No. 485) to regulate actions in the Court of 
Claims by loyal owners of property seized 


| under the act of March 12, 1863; which was 


read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

FALL RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. BUFFINTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 486) authorizing the construction of a 
building at Fall River, Massachusetts, for cus- 
tom-house, post office, and other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Commitiee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSION OF ARBITRATION AT GENEVA. 


Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
487) making appropriations for expenses which 
may be incurred under the treaty of Washing- 
ton relating to the commission of arbitration 
at Geneva; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


FISHERIES. 


Mr. BANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 488) to carry into effect the provisions of 
the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, signed in the city of Washing- 
ton on the 8th of May, 1871, relating to the 
fisheries; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


BRITISH AND AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. BANKS also introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 489) to give effect to the provisions of the 
treaty of Washington relating to the British 
and American claims commission; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS OWNING SLAVES, 


Mr. BANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
490) to carry into effect article thirteen of the 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, and to prohibit the owning or dealing 
in slaves by American citizens in foreign 
countries; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

BRONZE STATUE OF ADMIRAL FARRAGUT. 

Mr. BANKS also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 51) providing for a colossal 
bronze statue of Admiral Farragut, after a 
design molded from life; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to ihe Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

EXPOSITION OF INDUSTRY IN AUSTRIA. 

Mr. BANKS also presented a letter from the 
Secretary of State, relating to an exposition 
of industry in Vienna, Austria; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

D. B. ALLEN AND COMPANY. 

Mr. TWICHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 491) to provide for the payment of D, B. 
Allen & Co. for services in carrying the Uni- 
ted States mails; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 492) for continuing the improvement of 


; New Haven harbor, Connecticut; which was 


read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
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HOUSATONIC RIVER, CONNECTICUT. 
Mr. KELLOGG also introduced a bill (H. |j 
R. No. 498) for continuing the improvement 
of thé Housatonic river, Connecticut; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 494) relating to the Central Pacific rail- 
road; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Pacific | 
Railroad. 


STAFF OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 495) to reorganize the staff 
of the Army, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered | 
to be’printed. 


STATE AND WAR DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
496) to authorize the renting of certain build- | 
ings for the temporary use of the State and War | 
Departments; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


FREDERICK A. GARLICK., 


‘Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
497) granting an invalid pension to Frederick 
A. Garlick, of Cortland county, New York; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Pensions. | 


HENRY A. MESSENGER. 


Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 498) for the relief of Henry A. Messen- | 
ger; which wag read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


UNITED STATES COURT AT SYRACUSE. 


Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 499) to provide for the holding of a term 
of the circuit and district court of the United 
States for the northern district of New York 
at the city of Syracuse, in said State; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


GENERAL AMNESTY. 


ir. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 500) 
for general amnesty withoutexceptions; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURFMEN ON JERSEY COAST. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of New Jersey, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing an | 
appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
at life-saving stations on the coast of New | 
Jersey; which was read a first and second 
time, and, with an accompanying letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAY OF INFORMERS. 


Mr. MERCUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 


502) to repeal all laws giving to an informer | 
any share or portion of the fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures imposed upon persons con- 
victed of violation of the internal revenue 
laws; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. i i 


| 
| 
INTER-STATE COMMUNICATION. i 

Mr. KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. | 
| 

| 

l 


No. 503) to facilitate intercommunication and 

promote a cheap and uniform system of rail- 

road transportation in all parts of the United 

States aud Territories; which was read a first | 

and second time, referred to the Committee on | 

Railwaysand Canals, and ordered to be printed, 
JOHN P. REED. 


Mr. GRIFFITH introduced a bill (EL R. 
No. 504) for the relief of John P. Reed, late | 


il deputy collector of internal revenue for the 


twentieth district of Pennsylvania ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM COURSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GRIFFITH also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 505) for the relief of William Courson, 
Huldah Courson, David Courson, and Emma 
Courson, minor children of David W. Cour- 
son, deceased, late a private in company G, 
sixty-third regiment Pennsylvania volunteers; 


which was read a first and second time, re- | 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BOUNTY LANDS FOR SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. GRIFFITH also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 506) granting bounty lands to ail hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors who were 
mustered into the service of the United States 
in the war for the suppression of the rebel- 
lion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE ERIE. 


Mr. SCOFIELD introdnced a bill (H. R. 
No. 507) to authorize the building of a light- 
house on the north side of Presque Isle, Lake 
Erie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. SCOFIELD also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 508) to extend certain privileges to the 
port of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PATENT OFFICE DRAWINGS, ETC. 


A ee cee ae Marine corps, and for other purposes; which 


R. No. 509) to provide for furnishing copies 
of drawings and specifications of the Patent 
Office to the circuit courts of the United States 


at Erie and Williamsport, Pennsylvania; which |! 


was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered $0 be 
printed. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


510) to prevent the enlistment in the Army of 
the United States of persons under the age of 
twenty-one years ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 


|| Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 

„Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 511) fixing thetime from which 
pensions heretofore granted, or which may 
hereafter be granted, shall commence, and ex- 
tending the time for the filing of applications 
for the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS, 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also intro- 


| duced a bill (H. R. No. 512) granting bounty 


lands to the soldiers and sailors who served in 
the war for the suppression of the rebellion, 
and to the widows and children of those who 
are dead; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GARSED, 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 518) for the relief of John Garsed; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY WADE. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (E. 
R. No. 514) granting a pension to Mary Wade; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ofdered to be printed, i 


| 
| 
| 
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SECURITY OF LIVES OF PASSENGERS. 
Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
| No. 515) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to 
provide for the better security of life on hoard 
i of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 


|| steam, and for other purposes,’’ approved 


February 28,1871; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 


i} Commerce. 


ABOLITION OF HARBOR AND OTHER FEES, 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 516) prohibiting that harbor, port, or pilot- 
age fees, dues, or other taxes or imposts be 
levied or pretended to be levied on the tonnage, 
merchandise, trade, imports, or cargoes of 
any vessel, or the vessel itself, by virtue of 
the authority of any State or municipal govern- 
ment, except wharfage, pierage, and dockage, 
and enacting that the collection or attempt to 
collect the same or any portion thereof be a 
penal offense; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, aud ordered to be printed. 

FIXING SALARIES. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 517) fixing the salaries of certain officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RETIRED NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 518) in relation to promotion in the Navy 
to grades of commodore and rear admiral, and 


| pay of retired officers; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


NAVY AND MARINE PENSIONS, 


Mr. ARCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
519) to regulate the pensions of the Navy and 


was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 
GRANT OF LANDS TO COLLEGES. 
Mr. TERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
520) donating public lands to the several States 


i! and Territories which may provide a college 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. No. jj 


for the advancement of literature, science. and 
the arts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF AN OATH OF OFFICE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 521) to repeal the act of July 2, 
1862, prescribing an oath of office; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed, 

JOHN 0’KELLY. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
522) for the relief of John O'Kelly, of Cam- 
den county, North Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims, 

WILLIAM E. BOND. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 528) for the relief of William E. Bond, 
late collector of internal revenue of the first 
district of North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 

Mr. WALLACE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 524) to remove disabilities from John R. 
Alexander, John R. Wallace, end James 
McCants; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

JACOB R. DAVIS, 


Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 525) for the relief of Jacob R. Davis, of 


Richmond county, Georgia; which was read 
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a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Freedmen’s Affairs. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. WHITELEY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 526) to relieve from political disabili- 
ties Richard F. Lyon, Cincinnatus Peoples, 
and David Irwin, of Georgia; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 527) to remove the disabilities of 
certain parties laboring under disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment in the 
State of Georgia ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


AUGUSTINE BACON. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
528) for the relief of Augustine Bacon; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
529) to remove all legal and political disabili- 
ties from persons therein named; which was 
_ read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 580) for the removal of the 


political and civil disabilities of certain citi- | 


zens of Mississippi therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. DARRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 581) to provide for the sale of certain pub- 
lic lands in the State of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

MRS. ANNE JEFFRIES. 

Mr. SPRAGUE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 532) in relation to the pension of Mrs. 
Anne Jeffries; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

ISAAC B. KINKBAD. 


Mr. SPRAGUE also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 588) for the relief of Isaac B. Kinkead ; 


which was read a first and second time, and | 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, TOLEDO. 


Mr. PECK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
584) to provide for holding the United States 


district court in the city of Toledo; which was | 


read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed, 

ASA M. TRIMBLE. 


Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
585) for the relief of Asa M. Trimble; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP introduced a resolution 
to amend a certain rule of the House; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Rules, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 

_Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 52) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
so as to make naturalized citizens eligible for 
the offices of President and Vice President ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COVINGTON. 


Mr. ARTHUR introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 586) to enable the President to purchase 
a site and erect thereon a fire-proof build- 


i 


ing for the accommodation of the United 
States courts and post office in the city of 
Covington, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


WILLIAM T, CHEATHAM, 


Mr. McHENRY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 587) for the relief of William T. Cheat- 
ham; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. McHENRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 588) for the benefit of William T. Cheat- 
ham; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


HOMESTEAD LAW. 


Mr. RICH, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 539) to enable honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors, their widows and 
orphan children, to acquire homesteads on 
the public lands of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS LANE. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 540) for the relief of Thomas 
Lane, of Tennessee; which was read a first 


' and second time, and referred to the Commit- | : ve d 
‘| tend its provisions to the soldiers of the war 


I| against the Indians in the Northwest, under Gen- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 


METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. GOLLADAY presented joint resolu- 
tions of the senate and house of represent- 
atives of the State of Tennessee in favor of the 
establishment, by international coöperation, 
of a systematic plan of meteorological observa- 
tions and crop reports ; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


PENSION LAW OF 1871. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE presented resolutions 
of the General Assembly of the State of Ten- 
nessee, instructing her Senators and request- 
ing her Representatives to vote for a modifi- 
cation of the pension law of February, 1871; 
whick were referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 541) to modify the first section of the 
act of Congress, approved February 14, 1871, 


oe . . } 
entitled ‘‘ An act granting pensions to the sol- }j 
tg gp 


diers and sailors of the war of 1812, and the 
widows of deceased soldiers,’’ so as to extend 
its provisions to all soldiers and sailors of said 
war and the surviving widows of such as may 


be deceased; which was read a first and sec- | 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN WEST TENNESSEE. 
Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 542) to change the place of holding the 
United States circuit and district courts in the 
districtof West Tennessee to Humboldt, in Gib- 
son county ; which was read a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 
MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 548) to grant to the justices of the 
county of Fulton, Kentucky, and the justices 
of Lake county, Tennessee, five hundred thou- 
sand acres of public land to enable them to 
levee the Mississippi river upon the borders 
of said counties; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Mississippi Levees. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GARRETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 544) to relieve certain persons therein 
named of legal and political disabilities ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 


| referred, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. VAUGHAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 545) to provide fora building suited to 
the use of the custom-house, post office, and 
pension and revenue offices, and the judicial 
officers of the United States in the city of 
Memphis, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, andreferred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


CHARLES F. TRACY. 


Mr. NIBLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
546) for the relief of Charles F. Tracy; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


T. R. CURTIS AND J. H. RICHMOND. 


Mr. NIBLACK also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 547) for the relief of T. R. Curtis and 
J. H. Richmond; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


PENSIONS FOR SERVICE IN INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 548) 
to so amend an act entitled ‘An act granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
war of 1812, and to widows of deceased sol- 
diers,” approved February 14, 1871, as to ex- 


eral William H. Harrison, in 1811 and 1812; 
which was reada first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812. 


GEORGE W. WILSON, 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 549) for the relief of George W, 
Wilson, private in the first Iowa battery, and 
to remove from him the charge of desertion ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BUREAU OF LABOR. 


Mr. SHANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
550) establishing a bureau of labor, providing 
for the appointment of a commissioner thereof, 
and defining his duties; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
teron to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT INDIANAPOLIS. 


Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
551) to provide for the erection of an addi- 
tion to the United States court-house and post 
ofice at Indianapolis, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


RESTORATION OF RECORDS AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
552) to restore the records of the United 
States courts at Chicago, Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

B. H, CAMPBELL. 

Mr. FARWELL also introduced a bill (H, 
R. No. 553) for the relief of B. H. Campbell, 
United States marshal at Chicago, Ilinois ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 


| referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS, 

Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 554) to divide the State of Illinois into 
three judicial districts, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

RELIEF OF CHICAGO SUFFERERS BY FIRE. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 555) for the relief of the sufferers by 
fire at Chicago, Illinois; which was read a first 
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and second time, ordered to be printed, and 

referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
TAXATION. 

Mr. MceNEELY introduced a joint resolu- 

tion (H. R. No. 53) proposing an amendment 


to the Constitution of the United States in |i 


regard to. taxation; which was read a first 
and. second time, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MISSISSIPPI AND MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. SNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
556) for the construction of a ship-canal for 
the passage of armed and naval vessels from 
the Mississippi river to Lake Michigan, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SNAPP. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that mo- 
tion so that the bill shall be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SNAPP. I prefer that it shall go to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask that the bill may be 
read at length. 

The bill was read. 

The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Conerr, to refer the biil to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Concer] will not 
insist upon his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. CONGER. Iunderstand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Snapp] accepts my amend- 
ment to have this bill referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. SNAPP. I will not object. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


- ELIZABETH YORK. 


Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 557) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth York; which 
was read a first and second time, aud referred | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MARY S. HOME, 


Mr, MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. | 
No. 558) granting a pension to Mary S. Home; | 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL PAY TO VOLUNTEERS, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 559) for additional pay to persons commis- 
sioned in the volunteer service and not mus- 
tered in new rank; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

DUTIES AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 560) for the suspension of the col- 
lection of duties on goods, &c., at the port of | 
Chicago; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
561) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, 
and consolidate certain Indian tribes under 
territorial government; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS B. WALLACE. 

Mr. COMINGO introduced a bill (H. R. | 

No. 562) for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace, 

of Lexington, Missouri; which was read a first 

and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY. 

Mr. COMINGO also introduced a bill (H. 

R. No. 563) to provide for a building at Kan- 

sas City, Missouri, for the use of the post office 


and internal revenue offices; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 564) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims, and provide for the payment 
of certain demands for quartermasters’ stores 
and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army 
of the United States,” approved July 4, 1864; 
which was read a first and second time,referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MISSOURI, KANSAS, AND TEXAS RAILROAD. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, also intro- 
duced abill (H.R. No.565)designating the point 
at which the Missouri, Kansas, and Texas rail- 
road may cross Red river; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

WILLIAM M. NEECE. 

Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
566) for the relief of William M. Neece; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HUGH WALLACE. 


Mr. HAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 567) granting a pension to Hugh Wallace ; 
which was read afirst and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

WILLIAM $. JOHNSON. 


Mr. HAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 568) for the relief of William S. Johnson ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CHARLES A, STEINHARD. 

Mr. HAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 569) for the relief of Charles A. Stein- 
hard; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PAY OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. HAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 570) placing the officers of certain Mis- 
souri troops upon an equal footing with others 
as to the three months’ pay proper authorized 
by an act approved March 3, 1865; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARRIAGE AND EDUCATION. 


Mr. KING introduced a joint resolution (H, 
R. No. 54) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States in regard to 
the marriage and education of the white and 
colored inhabitants of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. MONKS. 


Mr. EDWARDS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 571) for the relief of Francis M. Monks; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, 


AMOS FARLING. 


Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 572) granting a pension to Amos Far- 
ling, of Buchanan, Michigan ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

ASHER A. SPICER, 

Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 573) for the relief of Asher A, 
Spicer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, 
Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill 


(H. R. No. 574) to equalize the bounties of 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in 


| 


| 


} 


| to the rolls of the Army; which was read 
| first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


i . 
| the late war for the suppression of the rebel. 
i lion; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee ou Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SETI M. WHITLER. 


Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 575) for the relief of Seth M. 


! Whitler, late private of the fourth regiment 


Michigan infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 


| on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY PETRIE. 

Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Mary Petrie, 
widow of George C. Petrie, late a private sev- 
enteenth Michigan infantry volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 


Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 577) to extend the time for filing 
claims for additional bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY ROAD. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 


| R. No. 578) to extend the time for the cow- 


pletion of the military road from Fort Wilkin, 
at Copper Harbor, in the State of Michigan, 
to Fort Howard, at Green Bay, in the State of 
Wisconsin ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAHAM COOPER. 
Mr. WALDRON introduced a bill (H. R. 


| No. 579) granting a pension to Abraham 


Cooper; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commiitee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. CONNER introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
580) to remove political disabilities from cer- 
tain citizens of Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 


i the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


T. H. CARPENTER, 
Mr. DONNAN introduced a bill (II. R. No. 


! 581) to restore the name of T. H. Carpenter, 


late captain seventeenth United States infantry, 
a 


tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SARAH T, CLOUGH. 

Mr. DONNAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 582) granting arrears of pension to Sarah 
T. Clough; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


IRRIGATION OF BEAR RIVER VALLEY. 


Mr. McCRARY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 583) to provide for the irrigation of Bear 
River valley, in Utah Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UTILIZING WATER POWER. 

Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 584) providing for utilizing certain 
water power; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. JORDON. 

Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (E. 
R. No. 585) for the relief of James H. dor- 
don, a surviving partner of Jordon & Cane, 
of Van Buren county, Iowa; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 


Mr. McORARY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 686) to regulate commerce among the 
several States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT SUTHERLAND. 


Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 587) for the relief of Robert Suther- 
land; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM MOUNT. 


Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 588) for the relief of William Mount; 
which was read a first and second time, and |! 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JOSEPH A. MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 589) granting a pension to Joseph A. 
Montgomery; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 590) | 
for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands in Iowa under the provisions of the 
homestead law; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LETTER=CARRIERS. 

Mr. COTTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
591) in relation to the employment of letter- 
carriers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. COGHLAN introduced a joint resolu- | 
tion (H. R. No. 57) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States in 
relation to the disposal of the public lands; 
which was read a first and second time, referred | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. í 


MILITARY RESERVATION AT POINT SAN JOSÉ. 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 592) for the relief of the former occupants 
of the military reservation at Point San José, 
in the city and county of San Francisco, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and | 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INCORPORATION OF RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 593) to incorporate the Great Salt Lake 
and Colorado River Railway Company and to ! 
aid in the construction of its road, and for the 
purpose of securing the lands along the line 
of said road to actual settlers at $2 50 per 
acre, and in quantities not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres to each settler; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOPEKA. 

Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
594) to provide for a building for the use of 
the Federal courts, post office, internal rev- 
enue and other civil offices, in the city of 
Topeka, Kansas ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 


Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. HEREFORD introduced a bill (H. R. } 
No. 595) to remove politieal disabilities from |! 
all the citizens of the United States; which || 
was read a first and second time, referred to || 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered | 
to be printed. 
Mr. HEREFORD also introduced abill (H. | 
R. No. 596) to remove disabilities from certain 


persons named therein; which was read a first 

and second time, referred to the Committee on 

the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
SETTLERS IN COLORADO. 

Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 597) for the relief of actual settlers upon 
certain lands in the Territory of Colorado, 
and for other purposes ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT COLLINS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CHAFFEE also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 598) declaring the lands constituting 
the Fort Collins military reservation in the 
Territory of Colorado subject to preémption 
and homestead entry, as provided for in exist- 
ing laws; which was read a first end second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 


Mr. CHAFFEE also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 599) to provide for the construction of 
a building for the use of the post office, United 
States courts, the United States marshal, the 
internal revenue and other civil offices in the 
city of Denver, Colorado; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, -and 
ordered to be printed. 

RAILROADS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 600) approving the act passed by the 
Legislative Assembly of Dakota Territory 
authorizing the people to vote aid to railroads ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Railroads and 
Canals. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 601) conferring upon the Terri- 
tories the benefits of internal improvement 
Jands under the act of September 4, 1841; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

COURTS OF MONTANA. 


Mr. CLAGETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 602) more clearly to define the nature 
of certain courts in Montana, and for other 
purposes ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS ©. BOUDINOT. 

Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
603) for the relief of Elias C. Boudinot, a 
Cherokee Indian: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with the accompanying papers, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF THE FRANCHISE. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
604) to protect the elective franchise; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revision of the Laws of the 
United States, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE WITUIN THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced | 
lla bill (H. R. No. 605) to secure and protect 


the freedom of transit and commerce within 


the United States; which. was read a first and | 


second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
HOMESTEADS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 606) granting home- 
steads to actual settlers who were soldiers or 


time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


| IMPROVEMENT IN FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 
Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 


607) in addition to an act for the improvement 
of water communication between the Missis- 
sippi river and Lake Michigan by the Wiscon- 


t 


į 


: and these the highest. 
| ciary Committee who 


| attention whatever to it. 


sin and Fox rivers, approved July 7, 1870; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF LETTER-~CARRIERS. 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 608) increasing the compensation of let- 
ter-carriers, under the free-delivery system, to 
$1,200 per annum; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF THE MAILS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 609) relating to proposals and contracts 
for the transportation of the mails, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SALE OF UNITED STATES ARSENALS. 


Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
610) authorizing the sale of certain arsenals 
and other property ofthe United States; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MERCUR. Iask unanimous consent 
to make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the 
gentleman desire ? 

Mr. MERCUR. A few minutes only. I can- 
not state the exact time, but not to exceed 
fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
allowing the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
make a personal explanation, not to exceed 
fifteen minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MERCUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
make a personal explanation, based upon a 
dispatch in the New York Times of the 8th 
instant, from Washington, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“The Anportionment.—Mr. MERCUR, of Pennsyl- 
vania, in the debate on the apportionment bill yes- 
terday, undertook to criticise the census tables which 
had been distributed to members, giving the ratio 
of representation for any specified number of mem- 
bers, from two hundred and. forty-one (the present 
House) up to three hundred. The result was that 
he made a miscalculation, Instead of taking the 
representative population of the United States, as 
shown by the table prepared, he took the total popu- 
lation, including the District of Columbia and Ter- 
ritories, and divided that by 137,800 as the ratio for 
two hundred and eighty members, then distributed 
the members among the States according to this 
ratio. Whereas the census tables took the actual 
representative population, excluding the District of 


| Columbia and Territories, which, for two hundred 


and eighty members, made theratio smaller, namely, 
136,119. Then in his criticisms about the arbitrary 
application of the fractional representation, if he 
had referred to the law, plainly printed in the same 
statement, he would have seen that it requires that 
the surplus representation shall be given, not to all 
the States having a majority fraction, but to those 
having the largest fraction. If but four members 
are thusapportioned, but four States can beselected, 

For a member of the Judi- 
has studied this subject for 
ten months, the judge was decidedly foggy.” 


Mr. MERCUR. If this were only a ques- 
tion of opinion—— 

Mr. DAWES. Is this a personal explana- 
tion? 

Mr. MERCUR. I believe the House bas so 
held; I desire but a few minutes, 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 


| Massacbusetts [Mr. Dawes] raise a point of 


order? 

Mr. DAWES. I willnot make a point of 
order. 

Mr. MERCUR. I will be brief. If the 


; : + i tion was whether the writer of this dis- 
nS; ad a first and second || dues ; : 
säilora; which. waste Paea patch or the gentleman who is now addressing 


the House was foggy, if that was merely à 
matter of opinion, I should have given no 
But there is a dec- 
laration in this dispatch of a fact which, iftrue, 
is calculated to make me appear before the 
country as both ignorant and ridiculous. 

propose to allude to it merely for the purpose 
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of showing who is ignorant, and consequently 
who, if anybody, has been made to appear ridic- 
ulous.. Thisarticle charges that in fixing upon 
a ratio I took the whole population, not only 
of the States, but of the District of Columbia 
and of the Territories. Nothing could be 
further from the truth, nothing could be more 
incorrect. I would have had just as good a 
tight to have taken the census of Canada, or 
of some of the Mexican States, as to have con- 
sidered the population either of the District 
of Columbia or of any of the Territories. It 
is a matter of surprise to me how the writer of 
this article could have been so grossly igno- 
rant. If he had listened to the debate in this 
House upon that subject, he would have known 
that I distinctly stated that I did not take any 
such thing. ; 

I ask the Clerk to read from the Daily Globe 
of Thursday last a portion of the debate upon 
the subject of apportionment. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to raise a point of 


order. 

Mr. MERCUR. Itrustthe gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] will notraise any point 
of order. My explanation will be very brief; 
I will occupy not more than six or eight min- 
utes more. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not object to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] going 
on and making a personal explanatiou ; but I 
do object to a discussion with a newspaper 
reporter. 

Mr. MERCUR. All I desire is to answer 
that one point. I will be brief. 

Mr. WOOD. Well, I will withdraw my 

oint. 
Mr. MERCUR. I now ask the Clerk to 
read what I have indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Mr. FINKELNBURG. On that pointI desire to ask 
the gentleman how his statement agrees with the 
representation accorded to Missouri by his bill? I 
find that our fraction is greater thana moiety; but 
we do not get credit for that fraction in the gentle- 
man’s bill. We are entitled to thirteen members, 
but his bill gives us only twelve. 

“ Mr. MRROUR, Our bill fixes the ratio of repre- 
sentation at 137,800. This circular or tabular state- 
ment which has been laid upon our tables fixes the 
ratio of representation at 126,129, and therein lies 
the difference. 

* Mr. Fiykepysure. It isonly aquestion of divis- 
ion, I suppose. A 

t Mr. MERCUR. If the ratio is less, of course the 
fraction will be greater, K 

“ Mr. FINKELNBURG. No,sir; thenumber of Rep- 
resentatives is the same, two hundred and eighty. 

‘Mr. MERCUR. It is very true that the whole 
number is the same, but there is a difference be- 
tween assuming as the ratio for a Representative 


137,800 persons on the one hand, and 136,119 upon j 


the other hand. 
_ Mr, Fincennsure. Ts not the result arrived at 
in gach ease by dividing the whole population by 


* Mr. Mercur. No, sir; I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon, but if he had done me the honor to follow 
my remarks, he would have seen how we arrived 
at a different result. This is the way in which it was 
done: I take the population of each State and divide 
it by 137,800, and that leads to the result which we 
have arrived atin the bili I present. We do not take 
the whole population of the United States and divide 

Mr. MERCUR. Now, there is a distinct 
declaration which I made that we did not take 
the whole population of the United States and 
divide it up by 280. If the newspaper corre- 
spondent had read my remarks, or had heard 
them, he could not have made the mistake 
which he has made. 

But his dispatch is characterized by addi- 
tional and further ignorance. He starts off 
by assuming that the present House consists 
of two hundred and forty-one members—that 
is the language of this dispatch of his—whereas 
the present House consists of two hundred and 
forty-three members. That shows his igno- 
rance of the present number of members of 
which this House is constituted. I suppose he 
was led into that mistake by the act of Con- 
gress which is quoted by this paper, which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] said was 
furnished bythe Census Bureau. It quotes the 
act passed on the 4th of March, 1862, fixing 
the number of members of this House at two 
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hundred and forty-one. But he entirely ignores 
a subsequent act passed on the 2d of June, 1862, 
by which an additional member was given to 
California ; and he entirely ignores the fact that 
on the 19th of April, 1864, Nebraska was ad- 
mitted with an additional member, thusmaking 
the number of members two hundred and forty- 
three, instead of two hundred: and forty-one. 
In his attempts to bolster up these charges 
which he has made he has thus shown that he 
was entirely unacquainted with the existing 
laws, and with the number of members of 
which this House is composed. 


If I had seen proper to go further and criti- | 
cise the illogical conclusion to which this state- | 


ment leads I might have done so. It appears, 
by reference to this statement, that allowing 
two hundred and seventy members to this 
House, the State of Rhode Island will have 
two members, but when the aggregate num- 
ber of members of the House is increased to 
two hundred and eighty Rhode Island has by 
this statement but one member. Whether it 
is in pursuance of law matters not. We are 
not expounding the old law; we are seeking 
to establish a new law more in accordance with 
justice, with reason, and with wisdom. 

I am led to believe that the generally accu- 
rate and correct correspondent of the Times 
did not act upon bis own judgment in writing 
this article, but was induced to do it by some 
one who has been instrumental in laying this 
statement before the House, thus suppressing 
a portion of the laws which show the num- 
ber of members of which this House is com- 

osed, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Mercur] was interrupted during 
his remarks by points of order, which were 
withdrawn, and therefore the Chair did not 
rule upon them. The Chair now gives notice, 
as he did at the last session, that if in any case 
where leave is given to make a personal expla- 
nation the remarks as they are developed do 
not appear to be properly a personal explana- 
tion, the Chair will, of course, sustain a pointof 
order if it beraised. The explanation in which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has been 
indulged was a matter of debate simply, not 
affecting him in a personal sense; and the 


Chair would have been compelled to sustain |) 


the point of order had it been insisted upon. 
. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department bo directed to inquire and 
report to this House, by bill or otherwise— 

First. Whether the expenditures in the Treasury 
Department are justified by law. 

Secondly. Whetherclaims, from time to time satis- 
fied and discharged by said Department, are sup- 
ported by sufficient vouchers establishing their just- 
ness both in character and amount; whether such 
claims have been discharged out of funds appropri- 
ated therefor, and whether all moneys have been 
disbursed in conformity with appropriation laws. 

Thirdly. Whether any and what provisions are 
necessary to be adopted to provide more perfectly 
for the proper application of the public moneys, and 
to secure the Government from demands unjust in 
their character and extravagant in amount. 

Fourthly. Whether any and what retrenchment 
can be made in the expenditures of said Department 
without detriment to the public service; whether 
any and what abuses exist in the failure to enforce 
the payment of moneys which may be due to the 
United States from public defaulters or others, and 
what provisions are necessary to add to the economy 
ofthe Department and the accountability of is of- 

Fifthly. Whether any offices belonging to said De- 
partinent have become useless or unnecessary, and 
whether it is expedient to modify or abolish the 
same; also, to examine into the pay and emolu- 
ments of said offiees, and report such reduction or 
increase as a just economy and the public service 
eSixthly. To investi a 

ixthly. To investigate and report speciali 
the recent defaleations in the Teasatera ofice pe 
to have power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. LYNCH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. _ 


H 


APPALACHICOLA RIVER. 


Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 611) for the survey and improvement of. 
the Appalachicola river and its tributaries, the 
Flint and Chattahoochee rivers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DAWES. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, and submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2lst instant, 
they adjourn to meet again on Monday, the 8th 
day of January next, at twelve o’clock noon. 


Mr. Speaker, on looking over the records, I 
find that the adjournment proposed in this 
resolution is two days shorter than the adjourn- 
ment at the long session of the last Congress. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFORM. 


Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Republican party, having a 
large majority in both Houses of Congress, and the 
President, and those possessing ample power, should 
at once take measures to provide for the immediate 
reduction of direct taxation and of import duties to 
a strictly revenue standard; to provide for the im- 
mediate reduction of public expenditures in all the 
Departments of the Government; to abolish all sine- 
cure offices and the system of collecting the revenue 
by secret informers and spies; to restore to the peo- 
ple of the States and their local governments the 
rights originally possessed by them under the Con- 
stitution; to abolish governmental paper mousy and 
to restore the only constitutional money—gold and 
silver; to reduce the Army to a peace footing, and 
abolish a system, recently established, of employing 
military officers in the discharge of civil duties; to 
provide against the accumulation and retention of 
large sums of money in the public Treasury, by which 
the interests of the people are subordinated to Gov- 
ernment influence, and made dependent upon the 
caprice and personal views of the head of that De- 
partment; to prevent the purchase and sale of the 
public credit by the Secretary of the Treasury, at his 
own option, with no other control than his individ- 
ual and‘personal will; to bring the President and his 
Cabinet advisers under the authority of law, making 
them obedient to iis provisions, and, alike with otbers, 
subject to its penalties; to restore to the southern 
States and people peace, prosperity, and content- 
ment, which can only be accomplished by a cessation 
of vindictive legislation and military interference 
and a recognition of their equal rights, including 
self-government and political equality with the other 
States and peoples of the Union; torevive American 
commerce; toresiore American credit; to reinau- 
gurate American republican simplicity in the admin- | 
istration of public affairs; and to aid by all proper 
legal and constitutional authority in the full devel- 
opment of the agricultural, mineral, and commer- 
cial resources of the country. 


Mr. DAWES. [think that resolution should 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WOOD. Ifthe gentleman objects, I 
then move that the rules be suspended, and on 
that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
to suspend the rules to pass the resolution, or 
to introduce it? 

Mr. WOOD. I move to suspend the rules 
to put it on its passage at this time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does the gentleman 
propose to put such a resolution through this 
House under the previous question without 
opportunity for a moment of debate? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee and his political friends that 
I mean, if I can, to secure an honest vote ou 
that resolution. I do not propose to have it 
smothered by reference to the Commitiee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. What does the gentleman 
call an honest vote, if he will not allow any 
discussion? 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to have a vote on the 
resolution; and therefore move to suspend the 
rules, and on that motion demand the yess 
and nays. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
to suspend the rules to pass the resolution, or 
to introduce it merely? 

Mr. WOOD. I believe the Chair holds that 
the vote suspending the rules necessarily passes 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the gentleman 
so words his motion. 

Mr. WOOD. I move, then, to suspend the 
rules in order to pass the resolution; and on 
that motion I demand the yeas and nays, 

Mr. MAYNARD. If we allow the rules to 
be suspended, will the gentleman allow the 
resolution to be debated? 5 

Mr. WOOD. I would be willing to have 


that resolution debated—indeed, I am anxious’ 


it should be debated—provided we can have 
honest, liberal, fair debate; that is, if they will 
consider it on its face, clearly and fairly. 

Mr. DAWES. In the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union it can have 
no other debate, and therefore I have moved 
that reference. 


The SPEAKER, That is not in order pend- || 


ing the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. DAWES. I know that. 

Mr. WOOD. I propose to have a vote now. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If weare to have a vote, 
let the resolution be again read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Woop] is that 
the rules be suspended and that the resolution 
be passed. For the information of the House 
the resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on order- 
ing the yeas and nays on the resolution. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I rise to a question of 
order. It is that the resolution is not perti- 
nent to the legislative proceedings of this 
House. This is the House of Representa- 
tives, a portion of the national Legislature, 
and it is not within the purview of our juris- 
diction to say what the Republican party, or 
any other body outside of our own, ought to do. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of pro- 
priety for the members and not for the Chair 
to settle, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 77, nays 126, not voting 34; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, | 


Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Caldweli, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Cox, 
Crebs, Crossland, Davis, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Eld- 
ridge, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Hancock, 
Handley, Hunks, Harper, Jobn T. Harris, Hereford, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McCormick, McHenry, 
McKinney, McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W., Parker, Eli Perry, Pot- 
ter, Price. Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slocum, Sioss, Storm, Swann, Terry, Tut- 
bill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of New York, Winchester, Wood, 
and Young—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, 
chard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Coghlan, Darrall, Dawes, 
Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Elliott, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 


jienry. D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, į 


Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Harmer, George E. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. 
Hazleton, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, May- 
nard, McClelland, McCrary, McGrew, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negley,Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac 
C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ran- 
dail, Ellis H, Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Soapp, Suyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Sypher, Tafe, Thomas, Turner, 
Twicbell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wald- 
ron, Wallace, Walls, Washburn, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
aud John T. Wilson—126. 

NOT VOLING—Messrs. Barnum, Beck, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, Creely, Crit- 
cher, De Large, Edwards, Ely, Forker, Halsey, Ham- 
bleton, Hay, Hays, Hill, Houghton, Kendall, Kin- 
sella, Mclutyre, MeJ unkin, Merrick, Morey, Rogers, 

vosevelt, Sessions, Slater, Strong, St. John, Suther- 


Bur- } 


Jand, Dwight Townsend, i 
Voorhees, and Wore [Washingtoñ Townsend; 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 
tion was not adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. Irise to what may be a 
privileged question. I desire to move to re- 
consider the vote just taken, my object being 
to say that the first three lines of that resolu- 
li tion are a heresy in Pennsylvania. That is 
the reason why my colleagues and I have voted 
against suspending the rules and passing the 
resolution. Theremainder ofitis sound Dem- 
ocratie doctrine, and would, if alone, meet 
; my approval. 


EMPLOYÉS OF INTERNAL REVENUE BUREAU. 


j| Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
quested toinform the House what number of persons 
were employed in the service of the Internal Rev- 
enue Office on the Ist day of March, 1869, and on the 
Ist day of December, 1871; and, if practicablo, what 
number of said employés were at these dates respect- 


{ 


1 


service. Also, what number of persons were em- 
|| ployed by said office temporarily during the twelve 
|| months preceding said Ist day of March, 1869, and Ist 
day of December, 1871, together with the total 
! amount paidin each of said periods of twelve months 
to said employés, whether as salary, traveling, or 
contingent expenses, fees, moieties, or otherwise. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irise to move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the apportionment bill; but before 
doing so, yield to the chairman of the Commit- 
ee Appropriations, who desires to report 
a bill. 


EXPENSES OF NINTH CENSUS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to intro- 
duce a deficiency bill, and to request that itbe 
| now put upon its passage. 

The bill (H. R. No. 612) to provide for a de- 
ficiency in the appropriations for the expenses 
of taking the niath census of the United States, 
|. was introduced, and read a first and second 
time. It provides that, to supply the defi- 
| ciency in the appropriations for defraying the 
| 


expenses of taking the ninth census of the 
| United States, the following sums be, and are 
‘| hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, namely: 
for the payment of marshals and assistant and 


|| clerk hire and miscellaneous expenses the sum 
of $187,000. 


_chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
| a question. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I will hear the 
| gentleman. 


pay to the marshals over what was originally 
proposed to be given them by the Government? 
| Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It does not. 
If the House desires it, I will make a brief 
explanation of the bill. 

i| The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that it must first be determined 
whether the House will consider the bill in the 
| House or under the rule which sends it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


nion. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not care 
which course is pursued, 
The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
i! House that the bill shall be considered in the 
i| House at this time? The Chair hears no 
objection. 
i Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


1 


I desire to say 


appropriations for the ninth census which kave 
n been made hitherto were made with the under- 


ively engaged in each of the designated classes of | 


deputy marshals, the sum of $293,000. For | 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the | 


Mr. RANDALL. I would ask the gentleman | 
| whether the bill provides for an increase of | 


|| to the House, in regard to this bill, that the | 


| 


t 


standing that they would not complete the 
census. They were made, asit were, on account, 
with the expectation that, as the development 
of the work went on, other appropriations 
would be needed. Before recommending the 
passage of this bill, the Committee on Appro- 
priations have considered the character ofthe 
work being done, and of the relative cost of 


| this census, so far as it has progressed, com- 


pared with the seventh and eighth censuses, 
taken under the samelaw. Those facts are set 
forth in a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, covering one from the Superintendent 
ofthe Census. The letter of the Superintendent 
is as follows: 


Census OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 7, 1871. 


Sir: I have the honor to recommend that the 
Committee on Appropriations ofthe honorableHouse 
of Representatives be addressed with the request 
that they will introduce, at the earliest practicable 
date, a bill or resolution appropriating the sum of 
$480,000 for the expenses of the ninth census, the 
same to be made available during the present 
fiscal year. 

Thesum of all appropriations for the ninth census 
to the present time is $2,807,600, of which $11,130 39 
remain unexpended. 

Of the amount above indicated, as further required 
for the necessary expenditures of the Census Office, 
$293,000, as nearly as can be ascertained, a few ac- 
counts necessarily remaining unadjusted, will be 
required for the payment of marshals, assistant 
and deputy marshals, and the sum of $187,009, in 
addition to the halance of appropriation remaining, 
for clerk hire and miscellaneous expenses. 

The aggregate of payments which have been 
audited and approved by the Comptroller of the 
Treasury to date, on account of the eighth census, 
appears by a statement of the Comptroller to be 

5 ayi i 

There are still remaining unpaid, ag appears by 
the records of the office, claims for services rendered 
in enumeration at that census to the amount of 
$175,571,80, as nearly as can be ascertained; a few 
accounts necessarily remaining unadjusted. 

The services on account of which these claims are 
made are acknowledged by this office, but payment 
is withheld for proof of loyalty, as required by the 
act of June 24, 1870. k 

The proper cost, therefore, of the eighth census 
may be stated at $1,982,366 08, exclusive of the ex- 
pense resulting to the Government from the employ- 
ment of a portion of the clerical force of the General 
Land Office, during portions of the years 1865 and 
1866, in preparing for the publication of two quarto 
volumes, which were sent to press after the transfer 
of theremaining census work to that office. It will, of 
course, be understood that the payments on account 
of the census must increase with the increase of the 
country in population and wealth. During tbe de- 
cade the population of the country bas increased 
twenty-two and sixty-two hundredths percent., while 
the number of farms reported has been increased 
forty per cent., and the number of establishments 
of productive industry eighty per cent., in round 
numbers. The average increase, therefore, upon the 


; several elements of expense, may fairly be stated 


at twenty-eight per cent., and in this proportion the 
expenses of the ninth census might be expected to 
reach $2,537,428 58. 

Additional payments, however, to the total amount 
of $684,758 33 have been made under the authority 
of the acts of March 3 and April 20, 1871, as addi- 
tional compensation to assistant marshals, 

The justification of so large an expenditure on this 
account, it is believed, will be found within the 
observation of every member of Congress as to the. 
inadequacy of the rates of compensation fixed by the 
act of 1850. 

The addition of this sum will be found to raise the 
natural expense of the ninth census to $3,222,186 91. 

The amount asked to be appropriated in this com- 
munication, added to the amount stated as pre- 
viously appropriated, would raise the total expense 
of the census to $3,287,600. a 

The difference between thissum end the sum last 
mentioned, such difference being $65,413 09, is ampiy 
accounted for, first, by the expense attending the 
reénumeration of certain cities and counties under 
executive order, in the aggregate $38,400 83; andsec- 
ondly, by the natural increase in the large miscel- 
laneous expenses of the census, especially in con- 
nection with the fact that the amount of clerical 
labor undertaken in the compilation of the present 
census is hardly less than double that involved in 
preparing for the publication of the eighth census. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 


obedient servant, se 
F. A, WALKER, 
Acting Superintendent. 
Hon. COLUMBUS DELANO, Secretary of the Interior. 


It is thought that fiye months’ more work 
will complete the census. The work is now so 
far advanced that the Superintendent believes 
he sees the end of it. The cost of clerk hire, 
one of the items in this bill, if the same num- 
ber of clerks shall be employed, will amount 
for the five months to the sum of $87,000. The 
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payment of assistant marshals, whose work is 
completed, or nearly completed, will require 
the other amount named in the bill. 

I believe the work is going on with great 
efficiency and rapidity, and the appropriation 
here made seems necessary. Unless some 
gentleman has.a question to ask, I will call 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main questions ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered. to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
state that the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
McNex.y,] who is a member of the Commit- 
teeon Education and Labor, and the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. PARKER, ] 
who is a member of the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, desire to ex- 
change places, and the Chair sees no objection 
to that arrangement. ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Beforemoving to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union I yield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL. ] 

ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution, 
not for the purpose of putting it upon its pas- 
sage, because it is of too grave and important 
a character to be passed without debate. I 
shall ask, if it be introduced, to have it made 
the special order for the third Wednesday of 
February next. I now ask consent to intro- 
duce it for the purpose of making its consid- 
eration a special order, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate. concurring,) That with a view to remove all 
causes which may tend to disturb our relations of 
peace with the peoples who inhabit other parts of 
the continent of North America and with European 
Powers, and to promote a common fraternity and 
prosperity, the President be requested to cause nego- 
tiations to be opened with Great Britain and Mexico 
to ascertain on what, conditions those Governments 
will consent, respectively, to the annexation of their 
possessions on the continent to the United States of 
America. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
olution, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no ob- 
jection to the resolution, but I object to its 
being made a special order. 

Mr. BANKS. It should be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. No objection 
will be made to its introduction then. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no; my friend from 
Massachusetts held Cuba too long. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that it shall be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to introduce the resolution. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield for 
a motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will allow his resolution to go to the 
Committee. of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no; that is a tomb. 

JOHN DAWSON. 


On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 
by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Appropriations was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 20) 
for the relief of John Dawson; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, 

PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIER, 


On motionof Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, and 
also by unanimous consent, the Committee on 


I must object to that res- 


Appropriations was discharged from the fur- 
ther conatleation of the bill (H. R. No. 276) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund to the Territory of Dakota the sum of 
$28,137 17, for expenses incurred in protect- 
ing the frontier settlements during the Indian 
rebellion of 1862; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


FALL RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, also reported back 
a memorial, which had been referred to that 
committee, from the mayor and sundry citi- 
zens of Fall River, Massachusetts, for an ap- 
propriation for a building at that place for 
a custom-house, post office, and for other 
purposes, and moved that the Committee on 
Appropriations be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. That is right. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say | 


that a large number of bills for public build- 
ings have been introduced by gentlemen, and 
have been referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, which ought to have gone to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
That is a new committee, or rather it has had 
new duties imposed upon it, and these bills 
should be referred to that committee, so as 
not to lose time in their consideration. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. As a great many 
gentlemen desire to take advantage of this 
day, Monday, to introduce resolutions, &c., 
which cannot be considered on other days 
except by unanimous consent, I do not think 
I will press my motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the apportionment bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. i now move that the 
rules be so suspended that the resolution which 
was read a moment ago may be received and 
made the special order for two o’clock on the 
third Wednesday of February next. 

The SPEAKER. The business of the House 
has gone somewhat awry. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] was on the 
floor to movean adjournment, but yielded tothe 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworta, | 
who indicated a desire to move to gointo Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of re: 
suming the consideration of the apportion- 
ment bill. The Chair will be compelled to 
take the sense of the House on the question 
of adjournment, as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] was 
upon the floor for that purpose, unless the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnswortn] insists 
upon his motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the apportionment bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will insist upon 
my motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to, upon a division— 
ayes 127, noes 44. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Burrinron in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
243, for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is upon the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH, ] to amend section onc, 
line thirty-five, by inserting ‘one’? after 
“ eighty; °’ so the proviso will then read: 

| Provided, That if, after such apportionment shall 
have been made, any new State shall be admitted 
into the Union, the Representative or Represent- 
atives of such new State shall be additional to the 


number of two hundred d ei - i 
number : and eighty-one herein 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will modify my 
amendment by substituting the word “three”? 
for the word ‘one; soas to make the proviso 
read “two hundred and eighty-three.”’ 

Mr. NIBLACK. I believe I had the floor 
when the committee last rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Nisnack] will be recognized 
when he expresses a desire to take the floor. 

Mr. NIBLACK. When this bill was before 
under consideration I obtained the floor, but 
yielded for a few moments to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworty.] I appeal 
to him to not press his amendments for the 
present until I can move one I desire to offer, 


‘fixing the number of Representatives in this 


House at two hundred and forty-one. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. There will be noth- 


| ing in my amendments that will interfere with 


or hinder the gentleman in offering his amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Nis- 
LACK] will have the right to move his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to suggest to the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Nrpiack,] who 
has intimated his desire to have the number 
of members in this House fixed at two hun- 
dred and forty-one, that hecan accomplish his 
object by refusing to pass any bill at all. The 
law of 1850 fixes the number attwo hundred 
and forty-one, and, unless that law is changed, 
every subsequent apportionment must be upon 
that basis. 

Mr. NIBLACK. As it is probable that 
some apportionment bill will be passed by 
this Congress, I desire, at the proper time, to 
offer the amendment I have indicated. I was 
afraid that if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworra] should 
be adopted it might interfere with my pro- 
posed amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I willnot move any 
amendment that will interfere with the amend- 
ment of the gentleman. The words I now 
move are not broad enough to prevent the 
gentleman from moving his amendment. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I will take the floor at 
the proper time and move my amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move also the 
following amendment, the effect of which is 
to give Ohio twenty memhers, instead of nine- 
teen, as proposed in the bill: 

On page 2 in line twenty, after the word ‘* Ohio,” 
strike ont the word ‘'nineteen” and insert the 
word “twenty.” 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move also to 
amend by substituting “thirteen” instead of 
“twelve,” as the number of members allowed 
to Missouri. 


There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
by inserting two sections in lieu of the sections 
which were struck out. The two sections which 
I now propose, and which are identical with 
the second and third sections of the bill of the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mercur, ] 
are as follows: 


Src, 2. That in each State entitled under this law 
to more than one Representative the number to 
which said States may be entitled in the Forty-Third 
and each subsequent Congress shall be elected by 
districts composed of contiguous territory equal in 
number to the number of Representatives to which 
said States may be entitled in Congress, no one dis- 
trict electing more than one Representative: Pro- 
vided, That in the election of Represontatives to the 
Forty-Third Congress in any State which by this 
law is given an increasod number of Representatives 
the additional Representative or Representatives 
allowed to such State may be elected by the State at 
large, and the other Representatives to which the 
State is entitled by the districts, as now prescribed 
by law, in said State, unless the Legislature of said 
State shall otherwise provide before the time fixed 
by law for the election of Representatives therein. 

SEG. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed, 
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Mr. HALE. I desire to puta question to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 
To how many and what States will the proviso 
in the second section, providing for an election 
by the State at large, apply? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It applies to all the 
States except those that have only one mem- 
ber and that shall not make districts in time 
for the election. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman does not under- 
stand the full force of my question. I desire 
to know how many States there are which, 
from the fact of having no Legislature in ses- 
sion, will be obliged in the election of 1872 to 
elect on a general ticket their additional mem- 
bers gained underthis apportionment? I ask 
this question because I am opposed to embody- 


ing in the bill anything which will send the | 


election of any members of the Forty-Third 
Congress to the people voting by general ticket. 
In my view the districting of any State is of 
importance enough to require that the Legis- 


lature be called together ; and I, for one, am | 


opposed to embracing in the bill any provision 
which will allow the Governor of any State, 
by withholding a call of the Legislature, to 
bring about an election of members by general 


ticket. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. = Icannot answer the 
question how many States would not have their 
Legislatures in session in order to provide the 
requisite districts under this bill. My own 
impression, however, is that there would be 
very few, if any. I think that during the pres- 
ent winter the Legislatures of nearly all the 
States are in session, and if we pass this bill 
very early they can provide for the election of 
the additional members by districts, 

Mr. SHANKS. 
say to the House that the State of Indiana has 
now no legislative body that can meet; and 
unless we shall first have an election of a Legis- 
lature under a proclamation of the Governor 
it will be impossible for us to have a Legisla- 
ture in time to provide for the election of 
members under this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Is the State of Indiana ever 
without a Legislature, elect or elected? 

Mr. SHANKS. Yes, sir; I will explain. 
A numberof the members of the Illinois Legis- 
lature—about fifty—resigned, reducing the 
number below that constitutionally requisite 
for carrying on legislation in that State. In 


Indiana we have to-day no legislative body | 


that can meet until an election shall take place 
under a proclamation of the Governor, and as 
there probably will be no such election in time 
to have legislative provision for the election of 
additional members by districts, we shall not 
be safe in depending upon any law except such 
as will secure to us positively and unequivo- 
cally the right to have a vote of the people in 
an election held under a proclamation of the 
Governor. 

Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman expects that the delegation from Indi- 
ana in the next Congress will be elected on a 
general ticket. 

Mr. SHANKS. No. Iam afraid the gen- 
tleman will not understand me if I were to 
explain again. Only the additioned member 
is to be elected on a general ticket, We have 
eleven districts, and by this bill we get another 
member, and it is in reference to that addi- 
tional member I am now speaking. It must 
be done on a general ticket or not at all. If 
we do not elect the additional member at large 
then we shall not get our full quota. 

Mr. HALE. How many do you gain? 

Mr. SHANKS. Indiana gains one. 

Mr. MARSHALL, 
amendment to the amendment of my colleague 


the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words ‘‘at large,” in line twelve, section 
two, Farnsworrn’s amendment, insert: ‘* Andinall 
elections of Representatives aforesaid each qualified 
voter may cast as many votes for one candidate as 
there are Representatives to be elected by the State 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to | 


I offer the following | 
H 
[Mr. Fanysworrn] to the second section of |} 


} 


! Congress, but to permit a State to elect four 


at large, or may distribute the same, or equal parts 
thereof, among the candidates, as he shall see fit, 
and the candidate receiving the greatest number of 
votes shali be declared elected.” 


Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I will 
not undertake to discuss at this time the prop- 
osition which I have offered; but I shall do 
so when it comes up to be considered as an 
amendment to theamendment of my colleague, 
[Mr. Farnsworru.] I am also prepared to 
offer the same amendment to the substitute of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mer- 
cur.] In the election in any State of more j 
than one Representative by the State at large 
the propriety of the amendment I have offered 
is manifest. Suppose that in Kentucky, Mis- 


| souri, or in the State of Illinois, there should 


be two, three, four, or five additional Represent- 


j atives to be elected by the State at large, to 


allow the majority party in the State to elect all | 
of those members, and to hold outa temptation 
to the Legislature to refuse to redistrict the 
State, thus depriving the minority of any rep- 
resentation through these additional members, 
would be an outrage which this Congress, lam 
sure, would not tolerate for one single moment. 
It would be little else than holding out the 
strongest temptation to the majority party in a 
State to deprive the minority of any voice in 
the election of their Representatives. By the 
amendment I propose, if more than one mem- 
ber be elected by the State at large it will give 
both parties an opportunity to have represent- 
ation in this House in proportion to their 
strength in such State; and that is what ought 
to be given, whether the party in the majority 
is the Democratic or the Republican party. It 
would be an outrage in the case Í have indi- 
cated to deprive the minority in a State of any 
voice at all in the election of three or four 
additional members to seats upon this floor. 
Mr. DAWES. In reference to the difii- 
culty in Indiana, I will state that the same 
condition of things existed ten years ago in 
Illinois. After the general apportionment 
bill became a law, under which the State of 
Illinois had one member less than she now 
has—after that became the law, the Legisla- 
ture redistricted the State for that number, 
but subsequently to that the Congress of the 
United States by a special law gave to the 
State of Illinois, and to two other States, 
each one member. Because they had already 
redistricted the State an exception was made 
for Ilinois by name. It was expected that 
Ilinois would, when her next Legislature 
assembled, redistrict the State for the whole 
number. But instead of that she has gone 


|| on for ten years electing one member at large, 


which has not been the case in any other State 
in the Union. I, therefore, would be willing 
to make an exception for Indiana for the 
Forty-Third Congress, but no longer. Ithink 
it would be an outrage, as the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MARSHALL] has well said, to 
permit any State to elect three, four, or five 
members to this House on a general ticket. | 
It would destroy all the benefits of the dis- 
trict system, which, since it has been adopted, 
seems to have worked well and to be acqui- 
esced in by all parties. There may be difii- ; 
culty in a single State which would justify | 
the election of one member at large for one | 


or five additional members on a general ticket | 
would be such a violation of the rights of the 
minority that there could be no justification 
for it whatever, and I hope it wiil not be done. 

Mr. CREBS. Fuily agreeing with the views 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] and the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. 
Harr, ] and desiring to get over the difficulty I 


A : | 
suggest, I offer an amendment which will have | 
H 


the effect of positively requiring auy State enti- 


|i tled to increased representation to make an 


apportionment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to state 
that no further amendment is in order at the 


| the minority half. 


present time. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. Let it be read. 


| Mr. CREBS. I desire that it may at least 


þe read. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was read for information, and is as follows: 

Amend section two, in line fourteen, by striking 
out all after the word “State” where it occurs the 
second time, and inserting as follows: ‘‘Shall, 
before the next general election for members of 
Congress, he in regular or called session, so as to 
| enable such Legislature to redistrict the State as 
| provided herein: and in case of the neglect or 
refusal of any State Legislature to so redistrictsuch 
State as to give her full representation as contem- 
plated by this act, that then and in that event such 
State so neglecting and refusing shall, in the Forty- 
Third and succeeding Congresses, until so redis- 
tricted, have only its number of members now pro- 
vided by law, and nomore.” : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire the com- 
mittee to understand precisely what I propose. 
I find that there is an impression in the com- 
mittee that the proviso to the second section 
which I have offered extends through the 
next decade. It is not so. It applies only 
to the next Congress, the proviso being that 
where States shall not be redistricted by rea- 
son of the Legislatures not meeting, or from 
other causes, then the additional number of 
Representatives, for the next Congress only, 
may be elected from the State at large. 

As regards the State of Illinois, our Legis- 
lature is in session, and has instructed us, and 
is constantly urging the adoption of this bill, 
or some apportionment bill, in order that it 
may make the necessary redistricting before 
it adjourns; and the same, I believe, is the 
case with other States. Isee no difficulty in 
the waysuch as has been suggested. In Indi- 
ana and some other States, where the Legis- 
latures are now in session, but will probably 
adjourn very soon, the Governor, it is likely, 
may not call the Legislature together again. 
There are several such States, believe, ac- 
cording to the representations of their Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor, where the Governor 
will not be likely to call the Legislature together 
again for the purpose of redistricting, perhaps 
for the very reason that he wishes to deprive 
the State of the additional representation to 
which it may be entitled. Now, how shall we 
deal with such cases? Shall we declare that 
the State shall not have additional representa- 
tion until it is redistricted? That would be 
scarcely fair, for it would leave itin the power 
of the Governor to defeat the additional rep- 
resentation. And, since this proviso only ex- 
tends to the next Congress, I do not see that 
any great harm can be done by electing two 
or three members ina State upon a general 
ticket, even if the majority should be very 
large in that State. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose, on the other hand, 
that the Governor was afraid of the result of 
redistricting for additional members, and pre- 
ferred not to call the Legislature together, so 
that there might beageneral election? Would 
not the result there also be a wrong? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It would. The Gov- 
ernor would be in the wrong in either case, 
depriving the people of the State of repre- 
; sentation to which they were entitled. Jam 
inot myself particular about this matter, but 


ii there are States which desire particularly this 


provision of the bill, because they fear that 


į! otherwise they will not get their additional 


| . 

| representation. i 
Mycolleague, [Mr. MARSHALL, ]in his amend- 

ment with reference to minority representa- 


ji tion, goes a step further than even the consti- 


tutional convention of Illinois, that provided 
for minority representation only in the case 
where three or four more Representatives were 
tobe elected. He proposes to divide the apple 
where but two are to be elected, and to give 
That is putting minority 
| representation a little farther than anybody 
in my State ever thought of. No one there 
ever thought of giving the minority half. 
i But it isonly an experiment, and a very doubt- 
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ful one at best, and I doubt very much the 
policy of incorporating it into an act of Con- 
gress in reference to apportionment. — 

Mr. SHANKS. My State is particularly 
interested in this matter, and I agree with the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworts] 
in regard to.it. Ithought it was plain thatthe 
provision of the bill in regard to elections by 


general ticket related only to the Forty-Third | 


Congress. I wish, however, to call attention 
to a statement made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawss,] in which he 
seemed to throw out the idea that Congress 
had at some time authorized a State to go 
beyond one election for a member of Congress 
at large. Sir, Congress has never done such a 
thing. The State of Illinois has had a Repre- 
sentative upon this floor elected by the people 
at large, without any legal authority whatever, 
for several years; but the population of that 
State was so large, and there was so much jus- 
tice in that representation, that-no one raised 
a voicé against it, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think we have had 
a joint resolution authorizing it from Congress 
to Congress. 

Mr. SHANKS. Ithinknot. I may be mis- 
taken, but I think there has been no authority 
forit. But, ofcourse, it would not do to depend 
on the continuance of that condition of things. 
Task that a provision shall be put in the bill 
that will secure to us our full representation, 
even though the members of the Legislature 
may have resigned, or the Governor may not 
call an extra session. We, in Indiana, have 
only biennial sessions of our Legislature, and 
we cannot control this matter in any other way. 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
call the attention of the House—because it is 
necessary that they should consider it before 
they make any further progress in this bill—to 
a matter which was alluded to by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Garriero] when this sub- 
ject was last before the House. This is the 
first apportionment under the fourteenth arti- 
cle of amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, and of course it is to be made 
on a new basis; there is a new constitutional 
regulation in respect toit. The second section 


of the fourteenth article of amendments pro- | 


vides that “Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to 
their respective numbers, counting the whole 
number of persons in each State, excluding 
Indians not taxed.” 

I desire the particular attention of the House 
to what follows: 

“But when the right to vote at any election for 
the choice of electors for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, Representatives in Con- 
gress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, 
or the members of the Legislature thereof, is denied 
to any of the male inhabitants of such State, being 
twenty-one years of age, and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for partici- 
pation in rebellion, or other crime, the basis of rep- 

. resentation therein shall be reduced in the propor- 
tion which the number of such male citizens shall 
bear to the whole number of male citizens twenty- 
one years of age in such State.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the requirementin that 
provision of the Constitution as to the persons 
who shall be counted in this apportionment is 
that they shall be those only who are not ex- 
cluded from the franchise in any of the States 
for any other reasons than those specified in 
this amendment; in other words, if a State 
excludes any persons from the franchise who 
are male citizens of the United States twenty- 
one years of age, and inhabitants, except for 
participation in the rebellion, or for. other 
crimes, a proportional number of persons shall 
he counted out of the basis of representation 
of that State. Let meillustratethis.. Georgia 
excludes all those who have not paid all taxes 
which may have been required of them, and 
which they have had an opportunity of paying 
within the preceding year. Nevada excludes 
those who have not paid a poll-tax; Massa- 
chusetts excludes those who have not paid’a 
State or county tax assessed within two years 
preceding, unless by law exempted from taxa- 


tion; Delaware excludes those over twenty-. 
two who have not within two years paid a 
county tax assessed at least six months before 
election. Pennsylvania has the same require- 
ment in regard to all taxes assessed ten days 
before the election. Rhode Island has a prop- 
erty qualification which covers all her inhab- 
itants. oe . 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me entirely 
clear that in Pennsylvania, for instance, the 
whole voting population of that State over 
twenty-two years of age has its right to vote 
abridged by this provision that no person in 
that State shall vote who is over twenty-two 
years of age unless he has paid taxes. He 
may be a male inhabitant; he may be twenty- 


one years of age; he may be a citizen of the | 


United States; he may never have participated 
in the rebellion, nor committed other crimes, 
and yet when he comes to the polls, if he has 
not paid taxes, he cannot vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. Any time within two 


ears. 

Mr. WILLARD. Well, that is an abridg- 
ment of his right to vote. Suppose we turn 
the proposition around. Suppose, instead of 
the amendment as it now stands, we had this 
amendment: ‘‘Therightto vote for the choice 
of electors of President, Vice President, &c., 
of the male inhabitants of any State above 
twenty-one years of age, and citizens of the 
United States, shall not be denied or in any 
way abridged except for participation in rebel- 
lion or other crimes.’’ Would any gentleman 
here pretend, if that provision was in the Con- 
stitution, that the State of Pennsylvania, or 
any other State, could require a property quali- 
fication, or that persons otherwise voters should 
pay taxes before they had a right to vote? It 
seems to me very clear that such a require- 
ment would in that case be plainly unconsti- 
tutional. 

I had the honor of offering a resolution on 
Thursday last, which was passed by the House, 
calling on the Secretary of the Interior for a 
statement of the persons excluded from the 


right of suffrage in their respective States for | 


reasons other than those named in the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I do not understand 
that that information has yet been presented 
to this House. I suppose it will be laid before 
us in a day or two at farthest; I so under- 
stand. It seems to me it will be impossible 
for us.to proceed intelligently under that four- 
teenth amendment unless we know what per- 
sons are excluded from voting in the respective 
States. Iam not, by any means, certain that 
the whole population of Vermont, as well as 
of many other States, would not be excluded 
or counted out by that provision. We in Ver- 
mont require that all voters shall take the free- 
man’s oath, as it is called; and they must also 
be persons of quiet and peaceable behavior. 
That, perhaps, is a reason why our State is 
Republican. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Would that take out the 
whole population of Vermont? 

Mr. WILLARD. It seems to me those are 
all qualifications in addition to those named in 
the fourteenth amendment, and I am by no 
means certain that they do not affect all the 
voting population of my State. Other States 
require other oaths. All States require a resi- 
dence longer or shorter, and it may be a ques- 
tion whether even residence is not a qualifi- 


‘cation in addition to those required by the 


fourteenth amendment, as in that amendment 
the phrase ‘‘male inhabitants”? is used; and 
every lawyer understands that a person who 
has gone into a State with the intention of 
remaining is an inhabitant of that State though 
he may have resided there but one day. New 
York requires that a person shall have been a 
citizen at least ten days before the election at 
which he offers to vote; and this certainly is 
in addition to the qualifications of citizenship 
named in this fourteenth amendment, 

Thave mentioned only a part of the various 


; amendment, 


limitations—other than those specified in the 
fourteenth amendmeut—on the right to vote in 
the various States; but I have named enough 
to show that we cannot safely proceed to make 
this apportionment without further information 
from the Interior Department. Perhaps the 
committee may as well rise and wait for this 
information, rather than to go on in this way 
without it. We donot know whether we ought 
to give an additional member to Missouri, and 
to Ohio, and to other States until we have 
before us the information called for by my 
resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is notthe gentleman ad- 
vised that the paper laid upon our tables the 
other day is one prepared by the Interior De- 
partment, and that it declares the aggregate of 
the representative population of the United 
States ? 

Mr. WILLARD. I heard the colleague of 
the gentleman [Mr. GARFIELD] state the other 
day that that paper was a correct statement 
from the Census Bureau, but it does not con- 
tain the information we must have in order to 
go ahead understandingly with this apportion- 
ment, I take it that Congress is not acting 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or of the Superintendent of the Census, 
or of anybody else, in determining this matter 
of the representative population of any State. 
We do not submit questions of that sort to 
them; they furnish us with the facts, and we 
determine those questions for ourselves. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to take the census himself, or to let those 
take it who are designated by law for that 
purpose ? 

Mr. WILLARD. I will tell the gentleman 
what I propose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to know. 

Mr. WILLARD. The Secretary of the 
Interior has been ordered to take a certain 
census; to ascertain certain facts. When we 
have the returns of that census before us we 
will know what it contains, and then we can 
tell for ourselves whether the representative 
population of Ohio is one million, that of 
Pennsylvania two millions, &. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Interior Department 
is authorized by the act of 1850 to take the 
census, and we must take the census which 


| that Department gives to us. 


Mr. WILLARD. Some of the facts called 
for by my resolution offered the other day 
appear in the statement before the House; 
but there is one fact called for by that reso- 
lution that does not there appear, and that is 
the number of persons in the respective States 
who are deprived of the right to vote for rea- 
sons other than those named in the fourteenth 
Tables are being prepared to 
show that very fact, and those tables will be 
laid before us in season to enable us to act 


| upon this matter understandingly. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. Has the gentle- 
man ascertained that when we get those tables 
they will show the number of persons over 
twenty-one years of age in the various States 
who are disfranchised, and also the number 
of persons who are enfranchised by the opera- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment ? 

Mr. WILLARD. I suppose the report will 
show the nationality of all the males in the . 
United States, the number of each nationality 
who are citizens of the United States and the 
number.who are not citizens; and it will also 
show the color of the inhabitants of the United 
States. The fifteenth amendment provides that 
no person shall have his right to vote denied 
or abridged by reason of color, race, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. I suppose, as a 
matter of course, thisinformation I have called 
for will show the number of males in the 
United States over twenty-one years of age, 
how many of them are black, how many are of 
Irish birth, how many are French, how many 
are Germans, &e. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Will it show how 
many are voters? 
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Mr. WILLARD. It ought to show that fact. 
Now, to return to the proposition with which 
I started. When the fourteenth amendment 
first came before the House it provided in 
substance that no person whose right to vote 
was denied or abridged in any State by reason 
of race orcolor should be included in the basis 
of representation. It at once occurred to gen- 
tlemen of the House that such a provision did 
not reach the object which they sought to 
accomplish, which was that the colored people 
should not be disfranchised on account of color 
or by any hocus-pocus of a tax or a property 
qualification. It was at once said, ‘A prop- 
erty qualification of $500 or $1,000 would as 
effectually exclude every black man in the 
United States as though he were excluded on 
the ground of color.’? And soit would. To 
avoid such a result the proposed amendment 
was modified, and it was provided that if the 
right to vote should be abridged for any cause, 
except those now specified in that amendment, 
the persons so excluded should not be counted 
in the basis of representation. 

Now, sir, I cannot see why every voter over 
twenty-two years of age in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, or the State of Georgia, should not be 
counted out in the basis of representation. 
Both those States require a property qualifica- 
tion; that is, both require that the voter, if 
over twenty-two years of age, shall have paid 
a tax; and my friend from Georgia, [Mr. 
WHITELEY, | who sitsin front of me, saysthatin 
his State forty or fifty thousand persons who 
would otherwise be voters: are practically dis- 
franchised by that requirement. It was to 
meet that very possibility—a property quali- 
fication—that the particular phraseology of the 
fourteenth amendment was selected. And, sir, 
- when we are going forward to make an appor- 
tionment for the first time since the adoption 
of that amendment, let us abide by that amend- 
ment, Let us take no backward steps. Let 
‘us not fail to construe that amendment in 
accordance with the purpose for which it was 
framed. 

As under the present circumstances we seem 
to be making no satisfactory progress with the 
bill, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ihope the motion 
will not be adopted, but that we shall go on 
with this bill. 

Mr. WILLARD. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. COX. I renew the motion that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was not agreedto; there being— 
ayes 66, noes 73. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, the ques- 
tion which has been raised by the honorable 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Wituarp] with 
regard to the provisions of the fourteenth 
amendment, as affecting the apportionment of 
representation in this House, is one not with- 
out interest or importance. Itis one that we 
are likely to meet at various times, and per- 
haps we may as well meet it at the threshold || 
and consider it now as at any other time. The 
view which he has presented, while plausible 
and not without argument to support it, seems 
to me not the view that was entertained by the 
country when that provision was incorporated 
in the organic law of the United States. That 
amendment provides for a case where the right 
to vote is by any State ‘‘ denied or abridged.” 
Those are the words as I recollect them. The 
question then arises, what are we to understand 
by an abridgment of the right to vote? 

Almost every State, every one I presume, |! 
requires various qualifications on the part of 
voters. Qne is residence. It is required that 
the citizen shall vote in the place of his resi- 
dence, the place where he has resided alonger į 
or a shorter time. Other qualifications the 
gentleman himself has suggested, education 
for example, and others which have been 
indicated. These qualifications, it will be 
observed, are possible qualifications. Every 
citizen may possess them. ‘There are other 
qualifications that have been imposed, and | 
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some that are imposed which are impossible 
in their character. For example, when we 
prescribe as a qualification of the voter that 
he shall be a male, such a requirement pre- 
sents as to the female portion of the community 
an impossible qualification. 

Mr. WILLARD. If the State of Tennessee 
required of voters a property qualification of 
$1,000, would not the gentleman consider such 
a requirement as an abridgment of the right to 
vote within the terms of the amendment? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will answer that ques- 
tion presently. 

I say that as to the women of the land the 
insertion of the word ‘‘male’’ in prescribing 
the qualifications of voters presents an impos- 
sible qualification. It denies them the right 
to vote beyond all power on their part to over- 
come the obstacle. So also the provisions 
which, prior to the adoption of the constitu- 
tional amendment, required that the voter 
should be a white man prescribed as to the 
colored people of the country an impossible 
qualification. Every colored man was abso- 
lutely excluded. But it is not so where the 
qualification in its nature is impossible to be 
provided. Thegentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
WILLARD] is putting extreme cases. Requir- 
ing property to the amount of $1,000 as a 
qualification for a voter is another thing. 

Mr. WILLARD. What is the difference in 
principle? 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman is too 
good a logician, too profound a lawyer, not to 
know that arguments drawn from extreme 
cases do nothing. While a thousand dollar 
property qualification would be, in my judg- 
ment, unwise, oppressive, and unjust, and 
while I do not say that would make any differ- 
ence in the principle of the case, still it is a 
condition which a great number of people in 
the land, both white and colored, men and ! 
women, would be unable to comply with. 

Mr. WILLARD. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was, I believe, a member of the House 
when the fourteenth amendment was proposed, 
and I now ask him if the phraseology of the 
amendment was not changed after it was first 
reported from the committee, because it was 
understood that, as it then stood, it did not 
prevent States from adopting a property or 
educational test, which would as effectually 
exclude the blacks as though they were partic- 
ularly named ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman refers to 
my being a member of Congress at the time | 
of the passage of the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution. He does not recollect 
that I became a member only when the four- 
teenth amendment had passed. The object 
of the fourteenth amendment was to prevent 
the disfranchisement of the colored population. 
It gave the States which had that population 
the same strength they would have in case 
they allowed the colored people to vote. It 
provided that if they allowed colored men to 
vote they should be represented accordingly, 
and if they did not allow the colored men to 
vote, then that their representation should be 
abridged in proportion to their exclusion of 
the colored vote. That was the object of that 
amendment. There was some discussion in | 
this and in the other House as to the form of | 
the amendment, as to the words to be used in 
framing the amendment, so as to carry out the 
object sought to be accomplished. It finally 
took the form in which it now stands, as under 
all circumstances being the most likely toattain 
the end. In my belief, and Isubmit with con- 
fidence to the House that the proper and just 
interpretation of the fourteenth amendment 


of the Constitution will be secured by making || 


the distinction I have already stated, and I do 
not care to amplify or press it beyond the mere 
statement of it, that is by observing the differ- 
ence between possible and impossible condi- 
tions prescribed as qualifications for voters. 
Mr. WILLARD. The gentleman does not | 
answer my objection. Suppose, instead of | 


property qualifications applicable to all voters, 
the constitution of a State disqualified all col- 
ored people who were not possessed of $500 
in property. Should those thus disfranchised 
be counted in the basis of representation under 
the fourteenth amendment, on the ground that 
a disqualification for want of property is not an 
abridgment of a person’s right to vote for 
other reasons than those mentioned in the 
amendment? 

Mr. MAYNARD. That would conflict with 
the Constitution in other respects. If that 
case arose, however, we should treat it pre- 
cisely according to the distinction I have made, 
whether, in fact, it was not an impossible con- 
dition to be fulfilled. 

Mr.. NIBLACK. I cannot hear a word of 
what is going on between the two gentlemen 
on the other side of the House, and I hope 
they will be compelled to address the Chair 
and not each other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point 
is well taken. 

Mr. KELLEY. Pardon mea moment. I 
wish to say to my friend from Vermont that 
the only requirement under the constitution 
of the State of Pennsylvania is that a citizen 
over twenty-two years of age shall have paid 
a tax within two years, so that any male citi- 
zen over twenty-two years of age who has paid 
a twenty-five cent poll-tax within two years is 
entitled to vote. This, therefore, cannot in 
any sense be taken as a property qualification 
in order to be entitled the right to vote. 

Mr. WILLARD. I wish tosay, in reply to 
the gentleinan from Pennsylvania, that the 
statement I made in reference to the provis- 
ion in the constitution of his State was taken 
from a pamphlet on this subject, laid upon our 
desks during the last session of Congress. It 
is there stated that there is a constitutional 
provision in the Stateof Pennsylvania which, 
in my judgment, operates as a property quali- 
fication, and is therefore an abridgment of the 
right of suffrage in that State. I found the pro- 
vision referred to, and I understood froma 
prominent Pennsylvanian, a friend of mine, 
that the statement was correct in this, that the 
constitution of Pennsylvania provided that all 
citizens over twenty-two years of age who did 
not pay taxes should not be entitled to vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. All thet is required is the 
payment of a poll-tax of twenty-five cents 
every other year. 

Mr. WILLARD. Then, there isa disquali- 
fication to that extent? 

Mr. MAYNARD. LI hope the chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole will not regard it 
ag a want of respect on my part if I allow my 
friends and neighbors all around me to assist 
me in theline of my thoughts, and in present- 
ing views which I, perhaps, entertain myself, 
and presenting them more forcibly and ele- 
gantly than I can do. I say, in response to 
the question of the gentleman from Vermont, 
that there are various ways in which the right 
to vote at any election may be abridged. Take 
the case of the election of electors for Presi- 
dent. There area great many ways that can 
be imagined by an ingenious man in which the 
| right of an obnoxious voter might be restricted, 
and which would come undoubtedly within the 
purview of the fourteenth amendment. 

There is another aspect of this question 
which I would present to the consideration of 
gentlemen. . In the case, for example, of the 
| payment of taxes, how are we to know who 
has paid his taxes, and who hasnot? That is 
a matter, to use alegal phrase, of in pais. It 
is not a matter of record. And the man who 
| has not paid his taxes to-day may pay them 
to-morrow, so as to be qualified as a voter. 
An estimate, therefore, on any sueh basis as 
that, would be simply impossible; and it is 
manifest that the framers of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution contemplated 
| nothing of the sort. 

The object of the fourteenth amendment was 


| simply this: to provide either that the colored 
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man should be allowed to vote, or if he was 
not, that his influence should not be felt in the 
apportionment of representation in this House. 
You must either let him vote, or you shall not 
be represented by reason of his numbers. That 
is the proposition which was incorporated in 
the second section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment. It means that, and that, I respectfully 
suggest, is all that it does mean; because I 
cannot conceive that in the nature of things 
there should be another state of facts which 
would be applicable. And when the fifteenth 
amendment affords a relief to this portion of 
the population, thigsecond section of the four- 
teenth amendmentstrikes me as having become 
functus officio, or rather as having no vitality. 

Mr. MERCUR rose. . 

Mr. BURDETT. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania give way for a motion that the 
committee rise? 

Mr. MERCUR. LI yield to the gentleman 
for the purpose of making such a motion. 

Mr. BURDETT. There is so much confu- 
sion prevailing that I think it is.time that the 
committe should rise, and I make that motion. 

The motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr, Bur- 
FINTON reported that, according to order, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the special order, 
being House bill No. 243, for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PROPERTY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, in compliance with 
the act of July-15, 1870, in relation to inven- 
tories and accounts of the property of the 
United States in the public buildings and 

rounds, &c.; which was referred to the 
Jommittée on Agriculture, and ordered to be 


printed. NINTH CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the House of December 7, 1871, 
in relation to the number of the inhabitants, 
excluding Indians not taxed, in each of the 
States and Territories of the United States, 
as ascertained by the last census, &c. ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union in connection with 


. I desire to ask the Chair 
whether we could not have that information 
printed in the Globe to-morrow morning? 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered, 


The communication and accompanying table 
are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, December 11, 1871. 

Sir: In compliance with a resolution of the hon- 
orable House of Representatives, under date of the 
7th instant, I have the honor to transmit a table 
exhibiting '‘the number of inhabitants, excluding 
Indians not taxed, in each of the States and Terri- 
tories of the United States, as ascertained. by the 
last census.” 

Also, “the number of male inhabitants in each 
State being twenty-one years of age, and citizens of 
the United States, whose right to vote in such. State 
at any election for the choice of electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, the executive and judicial 
officers of a State, or the members of the Legisla- 


ture thereof, is denied, or in any way abridged, 


except for participation in rebellion, or other 
erime.” 

X have also decmed it proper to add. a statement 
of the number of male citizens of the United States 
twenty-one years of age and over, as the same have 
been returned by the assistant marshals of the sev- 
eral States. K SEI i 

Itis necessary to state, in transmitting these tables, 
that the Department is disposed to give but little 
credit to the returns made by assistant marshals in 
regard. to the denial or abridgment of suffrage. The 


unfavorable judgment of the Department:in respect 
to this single class of statistics is formed, first, from 
the application of certain statistical tests, and sec- 
the agencies employed, 


ond, from a consideration of 3 
which are not deemed adequate to the determina- 
tion of the numerous questions of difficulty and 
nicety which are involved. Le . 
have further the honor to state, that it is not in 


the power of the Department to give “the number 
of male inhabitants of each State twenty-one years 


of age and over,” as required by the resolution of 


; 


tisties will b ee 
expected that these statistics wi e prepared for 
some months to come. It needs, perhaps, to be stated 
that the corresponding statements for the eighth 

i rom the pross until October, 


the honorable House of Representatives. 


oo were not issued 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
i nt, 
obedient serva 0. DELANO, Secretary, 
Hon. James G, BLAINE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


ae Malo citizens of the 
United States of 
2l years ofngeand 
tis upward whose 
` Aggregate Repre- | Male citizens 21 ` } 
States and Territories. sentative popu- | years of age and zieht T ors se 
lation. upward. abridged on other 
grounds than re- 
bellion, or other 
crime. 

A 996, 202,182 690 
EETA 484,47 102,359 198 
Californi 560,247 145,802 243 
Connecticut.. 537, 127,499 1,249 
Delaware... 125,015 28;207 284 
Florida... 187,748 38,871 41 
Georgia.. 1,184,109 234,971 1,064 
Illinois... 2,539,891 542,833 609 
Iadiana.. 1,680, 377,938 566 
Towa... 1,191,792 ATL 283 
Kansas 64,3! 99,929 1,223 
Kentucky.. 1,321,011 4,096 873 
Louisiana.. 726,915 159,007 185 
Maine... 626,915 153,160 840 
Maryland.. 780,89. 169,845 533 
Massachusetts. 1,457,351 312,77 3,719 
Michigan... 1,184,059 4A 1,318 
Minnesota. 439,706 75,27 117 
Mississippi 827,922 169,551 342 
Missouri... 1,721,295 381,129 9,265 
Nebraska.. 122,993 35,009 115 
Nevada... 42,491 18,652 16 
New Hampshire 18,300 83,361 689 
New Jersey..... 906,09 194,109 535 
New York.... 4,382,758 984,255 469 

1,071,361 214,142 674 
665, 260 3,950 2,551 
90,923 24,60 123 
3.521, 191 776,627 2,345 
217,3: 3,996 2,835 
705,606 146,979 516 
1,258,520 1993 733 
818,579 166,343 2,766 
330,551 74,867 107 
Virginia. 1,225,163 266,437 981 
West Vir 442,014 93,847 982 
Wisconsin. 1,054,670 204,177 301 
Total States.. 38,113,253 8,314,805 40,380 
= a 
AYIZON@.. eee 9,658 - - 
Colorado 39,864 - ~ 
akota 14,181 - - 
ri 181,700 - a 
daho 14,999 = i | 
Montana... 20,595 A 2, | 
New Mexico 91,874 - - Í 
h 86,786 = 3 
23,955 - a 
9,118 e F 
Total Territories... ..ssesssserosser sse rer sesser sees 442,730 - $ 


CONTESTED ELECTION— BOLES V8. EDWARDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House documentary evi- 
dence in the contested-election case of Boles 


vs. Edwards; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee of Elections. 


F. AND E. REED. 

Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House papers relating to the claim of F, and E. 
Reed, numbered 563. 

LEAVS OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Rircnig,] who did not avail himself 
of the absence of ten days granted him on 
Wednesday last, asks now the same privilege, 
to be reckoned from to-day. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. TUTHILL, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave of absence for five days. 

COURTS IN IDAHO, 

Mr. MERRITT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R.. No.«613) to regulate 
the practice in civil cases in the courts of 
Idaho Territory; which was read a first and 


second time, and-referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


INDIAN HOME GUARDS. 


Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Résolved, That the Secretary of the Department of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to this House copies of all letters, telegrams, 
and reports of special agents, and other official 
papers and records of his Department, pertaining 
to the payment of bounties, back pay, and pensions 
to the first, second, and third regiments of Indian 
home guards, together with copies of all letters in 
the case taken from the pension ageney at Fort 
Gibson, Arkansas. 

RECONSIDERATION, 


Mr. DICKEY. I ask that by unanimous 
consent all matters that have been referred to 
committees since the morning hour shall be 
considered as having been referred under the 
rule of the morning hour, and not to be 
brought back by motions to reconsider. 

There was no objection, and it was so 


i ordered. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to 

offer the following resolution for adoption: 
Leaolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
directed to consider the question of an international 
copyright, and te report to this House what, in their 
judgment, would be the wisest plan, by treaty or 
aw, to secure the property of authors in their works 
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without injury to other rights and interests; and if, 
in their opinion, congressional legislation is best, 
that they report a bill for that purpoge. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. PERCE. Let it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. COX. The committee have a bill be- 
fore them, and there is no propriety in refer- 
ring this resolution to them. It is a direction 
that they exercise their duty in a peculiar 

` mode, either by reporting a bill or by sug- 
gesting a treaty. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. COX. Then I move to suspend the 
rules, so as to enable me to introduce it. 

Mr. DAWES. Pending that motion I move 
that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agrecd to; and (at three 
o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: i i 

By Mr. AMBLER: A memorial of the print- 
ers and stationers of Salem, Ohio, praying to 
be relieved from the injurious competition of 
the Government in the manufacture and sale 
of envelopes at less than cost and the printing 
of business cards thereon gratuitously. 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of H. W. Rob- 
inson and others, citizens of North Bridge- 
water, Massachusetts, for the repeal of the 
tax on sayings institutions. ` 

By Mr. BEATTY: The petition of Jay 
Kling, asking that he be allowed pay as surgeon 
of United States volunteers for the time he 
was held as a prisoner of war. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: A peti- 
tion of the officers of the Dedham institution 
for savings, Dedham, Massachusetts, for a 
repeal of the tax on savings banks. 

Se BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Jess@ Eddy and 20 others, citizens of Fall 
River, Massachusetts, praying for the prompt 
repeal of the tax on savings banks, 

Also, the memorial of Daniel J. Robbins 
and 24 others, citizens of Plymouth, Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the immediate repeal of 
the tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. COBB: A petition of citizens of 
Warren and Nash counties, North Carolina, 
asking for the establishment of a post route 
from Ridgeway to Hilliard’s store, North Car- 


olina. 

By Mr. CROSSLAND: The petition of J. 
S. Wylieand others, citizens of Kentucky, pray- 
ing the enactment of a law prohibiting the 
deduction of any part of the pay of mail con- 
tractors for the failure to deliver mails when 
failure is caused by high water. 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of John 
Blakinsop and others, of Brooke county, 
West Virginia, late soldiers in the Army of 
the United States, requesting the passage of a 
law amending the twenty-fifth section of the 
act of Congress approved July 15, 1870, enti- 
tled “An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army, and for other purposes,” 
so as to allow soldiers mentioned in said sec- 
tion to enter the amount of land therein al- 
lowed, or such other amountas may be thought 
proper, without the requirements of scttlement 
and cultivation, and to give a patent therefor 
unconditionally. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Jaco and others, 
of Preston county, West Virginia, late soldiers 
in the Army of the United States, requesting 
the passage of a law amending the twenty-fifth 
section or the act of Congress approved July 
15, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 80, 1871, and for other purposes,” 
so as to allow soldiers mentioned in said section 
to enter the amount of land allowed therein, or 
such other amount as may be thought proper, 
Without the requirements of settlement and 


cultivation, and to give a patent therefor un- 
conditionally. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of Thomas 
Lewis, who accompanied Meriwether Lewis 
in his expedition across the Rocky mountains, 
praying that a pension may be allowed him. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of B. A. Bailey, 


for relief for seizure and detention by Govern- | 


ment of his ship Argo. 

Also, the petition of Mary A. Ducan, for 
removal of limitation of five years in pension 
laws. 

Also, the petition of Michael F. Garnett, for 
relief for hospital duties wrongfully exacted. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of O. Under- 
wood and others, of Milford, Massachusetts, 
for repeal of tax on savings banks, 

Also, the memorial of G. H. Whitcomb and 
others, in regard to the sale of stamped envel- 
opes by the Government. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The memorial of John 
Garsed, in regard to a claim. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of White 
& Wells and others, of Waterbury, Connecti- 
cut, against the present system of selling 
printed stamped envelopes. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Elias C. 
Boudinot, a Cherokee Indian, praying for re- 
lief against certain proceedings of the Govern- 
ment against him under the internal revenue 
laws for carrying on certain business in the 
Indian territory. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of J. B. 
Brown and others, citizens of Portland, Maine, 
asking the repeal of the tax imposed upon sav- 
ings institutions. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of Ros- 
ser, Spring & Co., S. Vater, Wilson & Ellis, 
William S. Lingle, and 6 others, editors and 
printers, of Indiana, praying Congress, for 
reasons therein set forth, to prohibit the Post 
Office Department from manufacturing and 
selling envelopes at or below their cost to the 
Government in the city of New York, and 
delivering the same through the mails to all 
parts of the country free of charge, at a loss to 
the Department of the cost of transportation, 
handling, &c., and to prohibit also the print- 
ing on the same of any cards or advertisements 
for merchants and others, because such action 
by that Department is injurious to the public 
service, and unjust and injurious to citizens 
engaged in such business. 

By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of Mary 
Haag, widow of Francis Haag, deceased, late 
private in company K, thirteenth regiment [owa 
volunteers, : 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of S. L. 
Hammond and 76 others, citizens of Jefferson 
county, New York, asking that a suitable cus- 
tom-house building be erected at Cape Vin- 
cent, New York. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of George 
Graham, company l, one hundred and fifth 
Pennsylvania cavalry, for a pension. 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio: The petition of 
Captain John T. Watson, praying compensa- 
tion for damage and losses sustained in res- 
cuing and saving the lives of officers and sol- 
diers fromthe burning steamer Sultana, above 
Memphis. 


By Mr. PLATT: The petition of 8. W.- 


Venable and others, for the abolition of the 
present duty on mass licorice. 

By Mr. RICH, of Kentucky: The petition 
of Eugene Campbell and others, of Cincinnati, 
asking relief from the present law regulating 
steamboats, and for the improvement of water 
routes. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of pub- 
lishers and booksellers of Oshkosh, Wisconsin, 
asking that the printing of business cards on 
stamped envelopes and the sale of the same 
by the Government at less than cost price may 
be abolished. - 

By Mr. SCOFIELD: A copyof the present- 
ment of the United States grand jury for the 
western districtof Pennsylvania, recommend- 


ing the erection of a Government building at! 


Erie, Pennsylvania, to furnish the necessary 
customs, postal, and court conveniences re- 
quired at that place. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of J. 
C. C. Whalley and others, of Lock Haven, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against the manufac- 
tare and sale of envelopes by the Post Office 
Department. A 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of Ann 
Jeffries, mother of Henry L. Jeffries, deceased, 
late of company C, twenty-fifth Ohio regiment 
volunteer infantry, for arrearages of pension. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: A petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Batavia, New York, forincrease 
of pension to James H. Hogan. 

Also, the petition of Timothy Paige, of 
Lockport, New York. for a pension. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A petition to 
establish a mail route between Dover and 
Erin, Tennessee. 

Also, a petition to establish a mail route 
between Dover, Tennessee, and Murray, Ken- 
tucky. 


N IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, December 12, 1871. 


Prayer by Rev. Joux B. Van Merar, of 
Washington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
was read and approved. 

Hon. Tuomas F. BAYARD, from the State of 
Delaware, and Hon. Witniam M. STEWART, 
from the State of Nevada, appeared in their 
seats to-day. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE IL0USE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuexsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
612) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 
priations for the expenses of taking the niuth 
census of the United States; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following resolution; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2ist instant, 


they adjourn to meet again on Monday, tho Sth day 
of January next, at twelve o’clock noon, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 612) to provide for a 
deficiency in the appropriations for the ex- 
penses of taking the ninth census of the 
United States was read twice by its title, 

Mr. CORBETT. As it is important that 
that bill should be acted upon at an early day, 
the money heretofore appropriated for that 
purpose being entirely exhausted, I call the 
attention of the Committee on Appropriations 
to the bill and ask them to report it as soon as 
possible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
ADJOURNMENT FOR THE HOLIDAYS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 21st instant, 
they adjourn to meet again on Monday, the 8th day 
of January next, at twelve o’clock noon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
is before the Senate, and the question is on 
agreeing to it, unless some other motion shall 
be made. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of col- 
ored citizens of Massachusetts, praying the 
passage of the bill known as Mr. Sumygr’s 
supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
Archibald Wilson and others, citizens and sta- 
tioners of Poughkeepsie, New York, praying 
that the sale of stamped envelopes by the Gov- 
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ernment be abolished; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John Caleb, 
a citizen of the State of New York, praying to 
pe allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on. Pensions, a 

Mr. CONKLING. I present alsoa petition 
very numerously signed by citizens of the city 
of. Utica, New York, praying that a building 
may be erected there to furnish accommoda- 
tions which have long been needed for the post 
office and other matters pertaining to the pub- 
lie service.. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
John S. Burch, of Russell county, Ala- 
bama, praying the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which. was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Russell county, Alabama, praying the removal 
of the political disabilities of John S, Burch, 
of that county; which was referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented three peti- 
tions of citizens of Connecticut, praying that 
the sale of stamped envelopes by the Govern- 
ment be abolished; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. POOL presented the petition of Henry 
Watson, of Davidson county, North Carolina, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 


He also presented the petition of Jacob T. | 


Brown and others, citizens of Davidson county, 
North Carolina, praying the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities from Henry Watson, of that 
county; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. - 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
a petition of E. E. Ewing and others, citizens 
of Maryland, praying that the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government be abolished; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Bay City, Michigan; a petition of citi- 
zens of Grand Rapids, Michigan; a petition 
of citizens of Hast Saginaw, Michigan ; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Kansas City, Missouri; a 
petition of citizensof Minneapolis, Minnesota ; 
and a petition of citizens of Portland, Maine, 
complaining of certain alleged arbitrary decis- 
ions by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
and praying for such a general reformation of 
the revenue laws by Congress as will take from 
any officer of the revenue the power to deprive 
any citizen of his rights to property without 
process of law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Matthew 
Callaghan, of the city of New York, praying 
compensation for the use of his improvement 
in envelopes; which was referred to the Gom- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New 
Orleans, praying aa appropriation of $4,000,000 
forthe construction of a ship-canal from the 
Mississippi river te the Gulf of Mexico ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
George O. Wooley, praying compensation for 
services rendered as watchman in the Interior 
Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of 
Ann E. Boyle, praying that her name be placed 
on the naval pension-roll in consideration of 
services rendered the United States by. her 
late husband, Commodore James J. Boyle, 
United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

: Mr. PRATT. I present the petition of 


i for other 


Thomas S. Taylor and others, publishers and 
stationers at Fort Wayne, Indiana, praying 
Congress to abolish the sale of stamped envel- 
opes by the Government, or to modify the 
existing law authorizing’ their sale in certain 
particulars pointed out, so as to relieve them 
from unjust competition. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COOPER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Nashville, Tennessee, stationers, book- 
sellers, &c., praying that the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government be abolished ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CASSERLY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of J. Ross 
Browne be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Moses B. Bramhall. 
raying payment for cotton seized by the United 
States Army and sold by order of the Government, 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


INTERNAL REVENUE REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Howe, 
reported it without amendment; and, by unani- 
mous consent, the resolution was considered 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives coneurring,) That two thousand additional 
copies of the last report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the tables, be printed and 
bound for the use of the Commissioner; and that 


five hundred additional copies be printed with paper 
covers, also for the use of the Commissioner. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a, bill (S. 
No. 365) to secure equal rights in the public 
schools of Washington and Georgetown ; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SUMNER. . I move the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and that it be printed ; and withthe 
permission of the Chair I will make one obser- 
vation. The bill I now have the honor of 
introducing I introduced during the last Con- 
gress, and after careful consideration in the 
Committee on the District of Columbia I was 
authorized to reportit. It was on the Calen- 
dar of the last Congress among the unfinished 
business. I hope that the committee will be 


able to report it promptly, and that the Senate | 
It is practically | 


will be willing to act upon it. 
to strike out the word ‘‘ white ” in the educa- 
tional system of the District of Columbia, going 
on the idea that that is the first thing to be 
done in order to secure education for the 
colored race; and the example of the District 
of Columbia will naturally be followed through- 
out all the States where there are colored per- 
sons. I hope that when the bill comes before 
the Senate finally, on the report of the com- 
mittee, it may be acted upon promptly. 

he bill was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 

rinted, 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
366). to establish a marine registry of shipping 
and to promote the interests of American com- 
merce; which was read twice by its title,-re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CONKUING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 367) to amend an act entitled “An act 
regulating proceedings in criminal cases, and 

; purposes,’’ approved March 8, 1865; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committees on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. š 

Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 


| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, No. 


368) to establish certain post routes in Indi- 
ana; which was read twice byits title, referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 4 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 
869) for the relief of certain citizens of Glas- 
gow, Missouri, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. } 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 370) for the relief of William L. Adams; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CORBETT also asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 371) granting lands to the State 
of Oregon, to aid in the construction of a 
military wagon-road from the navigable waters 
of Tillamook bay to Grand Ronde valley, in 
Yamhill county, in said State; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CORBETT also asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 872) for the relief of Jeronimus 
H. Underhill, of New York city ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers in 
the case already on the files of the Senate, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 873) for the relief of J. Ross Browne, 
late minister to China; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That ig the same bill 
which was reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations at a previous session and 
passed by the Senate. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the same committee now. * 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 374) making appropriations for certain 
expenditures therein named; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 875) for the relief of M. Von Eutress Fuers- 
teneck, late second lieutenant of the sixty- 
eighth New York volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK L. DAYTON. 


Mr. HARLAN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, requested to send to the Senate the 


papers in the case of the application of the minor 
eirsof Frederick L. Dayton for pension, No. 179,714. 


DUTIES ON COTTON BAGGING. 

_ Mr. WEST submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Kesolved, That the Committee on Finance bein- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of exempting 
from the payment of customs duties all materials, 
including iron ties, imported into the United States, 


which are used for the purpose of baling and bag- 
ging cotton. 


_ POPULATION STATISTICS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate fifty thousand copies of the statistics of popu- 
lation of the ninth census. 


TIMBER ON HOMESTEAD LANDS. 
Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


, Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
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ing by law that in all settlements hereafter made 
upon. the public lands under the homestead law it 
shall be necessary, as a condition to the perfection of 
the homestead, that the. occupant of prairie lands 
shall put out and cultivate some certain number of 
acres of timber, for a time to be fixed thereon, prior 


to the making of his or her final proof; and report 
by bill or otherwise. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move that the 
vacancy on the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, occasioned by the excusing of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] 
from service on that committee, be filled by 
the Vice President. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom 
Massachusetts having been excused from serv- 
ing upon the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections, the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Mor- | 


ton, | who is next on that committee, becomes, 
under the rules of the Senate, its chairman, 
and the Senator from Connecticut now moves 
that the Vice President be authorized to fill 
the vacancy in the membership of that com- 
mittee. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. That order will be made. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections be author- 
ized to employ a clerk. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON. I desire to resign my posi- 
tion upon the Committee on Agriculture. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana being chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture, desires to resign his position on 
that committee. Is there objection to excus- 
ing him from further service? The Chair hears 
none. By the rule of the Senate, the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. FRELINGRHUYSEN] now 
becomes chairman of that committee, and 
there remains one vacancy in the membership 
of the committee. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move that the Vice 
President be authorized to fill that vacancy. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered: 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MORTON. [If it is in order, I move 
to proceed to the consideration of the concur- 
rent resolution that I offered yesterday in re- 
gard to the final adjournment, and which was 
then laid on the table under the rule. 

Mr. WILSON and Mr. SUMNER. 


< not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
is not yet taken up. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the joint 
resolution that came from the House of Rep- 
reseniatives in regard to the pay of laborers 
in the Government employ. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. That motion is 
not in order pending a motion to take up 
the resolution indicated by the Senator from 
Indiana. If that motion should be disposed 
of in the negative, the motion of the Senator 

- from Massachusetts would be in order. De- 
bate upon the merits of this proposition can- 
not be entertained by the Chair on the motion 
to take it up, and the Chair will state now 
that he intends, if the Senate will sustain him, 
to adhere as strictly as is possible to the rule 
prohibiting debate on the merits of proposi- 
tions proposed to be considered, for if a sin- 
gle sentence is allowed upon the merits on one 
side, inevitably there is complaint if it is not 
allowed to be replied to in extenso on the 
other. Therefore, under the rule, no debate 
upon the question of the adjournment of this 
session of Congress will be in order on the 
motion to take up this resolution, as that would 
be on the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that will be en- 
forced in all cases. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


I hope 


on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, to | 


proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
in regard to the final adjournment of this ses: 


sion. 
Mr. SUMNER. Iask, is it advisable that 


we should take time on that now? It seems 
to me not. It seems to me that we are not in 
a condition to determine when the adjourn- 
ment should oceur. My friend from Indiana 
smiles. Evidently he wishes to gohome. He 
begins thusearly. I hope, Mr. President, that 
we shall nottake this up; but, if itis taken up, 


I give notice that I have an amendment to | 


move; as follows: 


Provided, That there shall be no adjournment of | 


Congress until after the passage of a supplementary | 
civil rights law securing equal rights without dis- 
tinction ef race or color. 


{ Laughter. ] 


And on that I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis | 
on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration | 
of the resolution offered by him. 

Mr. SUMNER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on thai question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 49, nays 9; as follows: 

YBEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis_of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Vickers, West, and Wright—49. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hill, Morrill of Vermont, Rice, Schurz, Sumner, 
Trumbull, and Wilson—9. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 
ton, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Osborn, Pool, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, and Win- 

om—13. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Sen- 
ate proceeded to consider the following reso- 
lution: ‘ 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That each House of Congress 
shall be adjourned sine die, by the Presiding Officer 
thereof, on the third Monday of May, 1872, at twelve 
o’clock meridian. 


Mr. SUMNER. I offer the following: 
amendment, to be added to the resolution 
by way of proviso: 

Provided, That there shall be no adjournment of 
Congress until after the passage of a supplementary 


civil rights law securing equality before the law 
without distinction of race or color. 


Mr. SCHURZ. Will it be in order to move 
an amendment to the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Then I move to add to this 
amendment: : 


A bill to reduce the tariff and internal taxation, 
anda bill to reform the civil service of the United 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read 
by the Secretary as soon as it can be reduced 
to writing. Has the Senator from Missouri 
this amendment in writing? 

Mr. SCHURZ. I have not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have it 
reduced to writing, as the rules require. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed | 
amendment to the amendment will be reported | 
by the Secretary, as he has reduced it to writ- | 
ing. 

The Cuter Clerk. The proposed amend- 
ment to the amendment is to add: 

Also laws that shall provide for a reduction of the | 


tariff and internal taxation, and a reform in the 
civil service of the United States. | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I donot 
know that I am in favor of all the propositions 
which are suggested. J am certainly in favor 
of an early adjournment; and Iam in favor of 
giving equal rights to allour people; and I am 
very much in favor of a reform in the civil 


service; and I am for reducing taxes; but || 


it is manifest that we cannot dispose of all 
those questions this morning, and I think it | 


will be a mere waste of time to discuss this | 


resolution. The Senator from Indiana will 
see that if we are to stay here until we pass all 
these measures, which I have no doubthe is for 
as well as myself, a proposition to postpone the 
adjournment until we accomplish these various 
objects may keep us here perpetually. . I know 
he does not want to tie up our hands so that we 
cannot get away till we doallthese good things 
thatare suggested by different Senators. Now, 
in order to dosomething practical, and which, 
I think, is important, and which, if it is to be 
done at all, ought to be done speedily, and I 
should hope might be done unanimously, (for 
the effect of the act, if it is to be done at all, 
will be much better if it be done by a general 
consent of all parties, ) I propose to. take up the 
bill for the removal of political disabilities, re- 
ported by the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Ropertson.] I move to postpone the 
present and all prior orders with a view of 
taking up the bill for the removal of political 
disabilities. On reflection, however, lest there 
should be debate, and as I desire to get a 
vote on that question, I will make my motion 
in another form. I give notice that before I 
sit down I will move to lay on the table the 
pending propositions, with a view of ask- 
ing the Senate to take up the bill for the re- 
moval of political disabilities. I now make 
the motion that the pending propositions be 
laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves that the pending resolu- 
tion, with the amendment and the amendment 
to the amendment, be laid on the table for the 
purpose indicated by him in his remarks. 

e question being put, a division was called 
for, and the ayes were 22 and the noes 81. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I think we 
had better have the yeas and nays on this 
proposition, and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill 
of Vermont, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Vick- 
ers, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony,Boreman, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, 
Morrill of Maine, Morten, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Stewart, and Wright—2l. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Cameron, Casserly, Cole, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Howe, :Kelly, Logan, 
Osborn, Pool, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Trumbull, West, and Windom—18. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this and all prior orders, with the 
view of taking up the joint resolution from the 
House of Representatives in relation to the 
pay of laborers and workmen in the public 
service; and I hope—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The merits of 
the proposition cannot be debated on the 
motion to take it up. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves to postpone the 
further consideration of the pending proposi- 
tion, for the purpose of considering the bill 
from the House of Resresentatives in regard 
to the pay of laborers under the eight-hour law. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to say one 
word on that. Those laborers are men of 
Massachusetts 

Mr. WILSON. Some of them, 

Mr. SUMNER. My colleague says “some 
of them.’’ The petitioners and those who 
represent the interest are men of Massachu- 
setts, and they have been treated differently 
from laborers in other parts of the country 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
remind the Senator—— 

Mr. SUMNER. Oh, I am not going to 
debate the merits. l 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
must: insist that he thinks this is debate on 
the merits, in his construction of the word 
t merits.” If laborers in Massachusetts have 
been treated differently from laborers in other 
portions of the country, that is certainly a 
question going directly to the merits of the 
proposition. . 

Mr. SUMNER. I submit, of course, with 
infinite deference to the Chair, and I do not 
doubt that the Chair is right 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairthinks 
he is. 

Mr. SUMNER. But I have not finished 
my sentence, the Chair will notice. The ques- 
tion is of urgency, and all I intended to say 
was to that single point of urgency, that here 
are laborers in Massachusetts who have been 
treated differently from laborers elsewhere, 
and they come here now asking a remedy. A 
bill has passed the House of Representatives 
supplying the remedy, and I think that the 
Senate will do well to act on it at once. I 
merely speak to the point of urgency; I say 
nothing of the merits of the case; but I say 
that there are special reasons why this should 
be proceeded with now. 

‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
now see that if this debate on his part is in 
order, it is right for every other one of the 
more than seventy Senators in this body to 
undertake to prove that these laborers have 
not been treated differently from other labor- 
ers, which covers the whole merits of the 
question; and its discussion would probably 
consume several days. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks he is right in his construction. The 
morning hour, however, has expired, and the 
Senate resumes the consideration of the unfin- 
ished business pending at the adjournment 
yesterday. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair hav- 
ing called up the unfinished business of yes- 
terday, upon which the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps] is entitled to the floor, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How can he make the 
motion ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Because the Sen- 
ator from Vermont did not claim the floor. 
The Chair could not put’ him on the floor 
except by his own claim, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I give notice that 
I shall claim it at the first opportunity. 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not give the floor to a Senator who does not 
in some. way claim it. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. As itis a matter of no 


consequence at this moment, I am willing to 
accommodate my friend from Pennsylvania ; 
but I wish to suggest to the Chair that accord- 
ing to my little experience in this body, the 
custom is to award the floor to a Senator who 
is taken from it upon a motion to go into exec- 
utive session in the course of a speech, and 
that nobody can take from him the right tothe 
floor by happening to jump before he rises 
when the measure on which he had the floor 
in the course of the speech in which he was 
interrupted is called up, ifthe Senator entitled 
to the floor is on hand within a reasonable time 
to claim it. I do not make the point now, 
however, because it is perfectly agreeable to 
me that the Senate should proceed to the eon- 
sideration of executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
answer the point which the Senator from Ver- 
mont has stated partially. The Senator from 
Vermont being out of his seat when the morn- 
ing hour expired, is to the eye of the Chairthe 
same as if he were out of the Chamber. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania rose at. the very 
instant the words fell from the lips of the Chair 
declaring that the morning hour had expired 


and that the unfinished business of yesterday 
was before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Vermont not then claiming the floor, the Chair 
recognized the Senator from Pennsylvania ; 
but he first looked to see if the Senator from 
Vermont was in his seat, for the purpose of 
awarding him the floor if he should claim it. 
` The question is on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and after twenty- 
eight minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened ; and (at one o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 12, 1871. 


The House metat twelve o’clockm. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Rules: 

Resolved, That the following be added to therules 
ofthe House: 

Ruise—. Whenever theseatsshall have been drawn, 
no proposition shall be in order for a second draw- 
ing during the same Congress: Provided, That this 
rule shall not apply to the Forty-Second Congress. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was referred; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HARBOR OF BALTIMORE. 


Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted’ the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to communicate to this House all information in his 
Department relating to the commercial necessity for 
increasing the channels leading to the harbor of 
Baltimore. 


MEMBER SWORN IN. 


Mr. HOAR. Irise to make a report from 
the Committee of Elections. The committee 
are unanimous in the opinion that the docu- 
ments referred to them in the case of William 
S. Herndon, from the first district of Texas, 
entitle him to a seat in this House from that 
district. I suppose it is not necessary that the 
report should be read. I merely ask that Mr. 
Herndon be sworn’in. . 

The resolution reported by the Committee 
of Elections was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved; That William S.Herndon, upon the docu- 
ments referred to the committee, has a prima facie 
right to the seat for the first congressional district 
of Texas, without prejudice to the right of any other 
person claiming to have been duly elected thereto 
to contest his right to said seat upon the merits. 

Mr. Witiiam S. Herypoy, Representative- 
elect from the first district of Texas, then 
appeared and oe by taking the oath of 
office prescribed by the act of July 11, 1868. 


REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution, 
upon which he demanded the previous ques- 
tion: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed for the use of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency two thousand extra copies of his recent report. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and. 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution : 


._ Resolved, That the Committees th - 
itures in the. State Department, the AA 


H 


Department, the War Department, the Navy 
Department, and tbe Interior Department, each be 
respectively directed to examine and report to thig 
House by bill or otherwise— i ‘ 
First. Whether the exponditures in the said De- 
partments are justified by law. . , . 
Secondly. Whether claims, from time to time satis- 
fied and discharged by said Departments, are sup- 
ported by sufficient vouchers establishing their just- 
ness both in character and amount: whether such 
claims have been discharged out of funds appropri- 
ated therefor, and whether all moneys have been 
disbursed in conformity with appropriation laws, 
Thirdly. Whether any and what provisions are 
necessary to be adopted to provide more perfectly 
for the proper application of the public moneys, and 
to secure the Government from demands unjust in 
their character and extravagant in amount. 
Fourthly. Whether any and what retrenchment 
can bemadein the expenditures of said Departments 
without detriment to the publie service; whether 
any and what abuses exist in the failure to enforce 
the payment of moneys which may be due to the 


i! United States from public defaulters or others, and 


what provisions are necessary to add to the economy 
of the Departments and the accountability of their 


: Fifthly. Whether any offices belonging to said De- 
partments have become useless or unnecessary, and 
whether it is expedient to modify or abolish the 
same; also, to examine into the pay and emolu- 
ments of said offices, and report such reduction or 
increase asa just economy and the public service 
may require, 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] whether he 
has comprehended all the various Executive 
Departments in his resolution? 

Mr. DAWES. It is very similar to a reso- 
lution which passed the House yesterday in 
reference to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COX. Does it comprehend an investi- 
gation into the syndicate? 

Mr. DAWES. Into what? 

Mr. COX. Into the payment of iuterest and 
the refunding of the public debt. 

Mr. DAWES. That relates to the Treasury 
Department. Iam sorry my friend sleeps so 
uneasy upon his own reference. 

Mr. COX. I sleep uneasy because I have 
uo faith that the Committee of Waysand Means 
will ever report that resolution back. 

Mr. DAWES. I am sorry the gentleman 
sent his resolution to a committee that he has 
no confidence in. i 

- Mr. COX. It was sent to the Committee of 
Ways and Means because it was objected to 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] and his colleague, [Mr. Banxs ;] and 
it went to the Committee of Ways and Means 
pro forma. ` 

Mr. DAWES. If myimpatient friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] will only hold himself, 
he will be satisfied in due time that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has conformed to the law 
in every particular. The gentleman seems to 
be impatient for an execution; let him look tu 
to those of his own household. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to get-at the 
names of the defaulters, and then the amounts 
they owe to the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. The best way to do that is 
by the investigation which is provided for by 
this resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this resolution in- 
volve any such instructions to the committees? 

_Mr. DAWES. I do not think the investiga- 
tion can be made without getting at the names. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this an instruction for 
them to report the names? í 

Mr. DAWES, Itisan instruction to these 
committees to do all they possibly can in the 
way of investigation, If any one knows how 
to jinveatigate and keep the names out of 
sight —~ 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not care about the 
names alone; I mean the whole subject. 

Mr. DAWES. The whole subject is com- 
mitted to these committees, and they are espe- 
cially instructed to make this investigation. 

Mr. RANDALL. [want to add to the res- 
olution a clause requiring the committees to 
report to this House. 

Mr. DAWES. That is in the resolution 
already. 

Mr, COX. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] whether, 
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under the instructions of this resolation, he 
intends to include the investigation of which I 
have been so impatient ? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not, because yesterday 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department were instructed to make that 

‘investigation. For that reason the Treasury 
Department is not included in my resolution. 
All the committees upon expenditures in the 
other Departments are included in this De- 
partment. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask my friend 
whether his Committee of Ways and Means 
will report back my resolution to the House 
for action ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will say to the gentleman 
that the transactions of the Committee of 
Ways and Means I am not at liberty to detail 
to the House, except in the form of reports 
from that committee. Iwill assure the gen- 
tleman, however, that if he will but possess 
his soul in patience he will be entirely satisfied 
by the report from that committee on the sub- 
ject of the syndicate. 

Mr. COX. Well, I will endeavor to be 
patient. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CODIFICATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences at twelve o’clock and fifty min- 
utes p. m., and the House resumes the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, 

- consolidate, and amend the statutes relating 
to the Post Office Department, reported on 
Tuesday last from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, the pending question 
being upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, this 
pill is, in substance, merely a codification of 
the postal laws. There are a few amendments 
of existing laws, making them harmonious and 
intelligible, repealing enactments which have 
become obsolete, reconciling conflicting stat- 
utes, and the like. This bill has already been 
passed by the House several times. There are 
still several sections the phraseology of which 
ought to be amended; but I prefer to send the 
bill in its present form to the Senate, where 
the committee of that body may make any 
necessary corrections, rather than to enter 
upon amendments now in this House. Ido not 
think any material amendments are required. 

We shall, of course, supplement this bill 
with such bilis as may be necessary to amend 
the postal laws in anyparticulars not embraced 


in this bill, acting upon and reporting for or || 


against every bill that may be sent to the Post 
Office Committee by any member of the House, 
and considering every petition that may be re- 
ferred tous. But I would feel obliged to mem- 
bers of the House if they would allow this bill 
now to be passed in its present shape and sent 
to the Senate, that it may be acted upon there 
early, so that the Department may have the 
benefit of it as soon as possible. Unless some 
gentleman has some suggestion to submit, I 
will ask the previous question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is one subject to 
which I would call the gentleman’s attention, 
and which it seems to me might as well be 
passed upon at this time as at any other. In 
the fourth section of.the bill, fixing salaries, 
the salaries of the Assistant Postmasters Gen- 
eral are placed at $3,500, in accordance with 
the present law. J need not say to the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads that these officers perform very 
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important service. They are not merely as- 
sistants of the Postmaster General, they are 
heads of separate and distinct branches of the 
service. The First Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral has charge of all the personnel of the Post 
Office Department throughout the country. 
The Second Assistant has charge of all the 
contracts for carrying the mails; and his duties 
are of a very high administrative character. 
Yet we pay these officers under the present 
law, and it is proposed to pay them by this 
bill, less than we pay third-class postmasters 
in many of the offices of the country. For this 
service we ought to have talents of an order 
second only to those required in the officer at 
the head of the Department. In the Treasury 
Department we pay the First Comptroller 
$5,000, and the Comptroller of the Currency 
receives the same amount. Now, I submit to 
the chairman of the committee who has charge 
of this bill whether the salaries of the Assist- 
ant Postmasters General ougbt not to be raised 
to at least the same amount; whether he will 
not consent that such a proposition may be 
submitted and the sense of the House taken 
upon the question; and whether, if he cannot 
give the proposition the sanction of his com- 
mittee, who may not have considered it, he 
may not give it the sanction of his personal 
influence? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it may 
be, and very likely it is true that the salaries 
of the officers referred to should be increased ; 
but I do not think it best to enter upon that 
subject in this bill. That question has not 
been considered by the committec, nor is it 
desired by the Department that we shall make 
such amendments in this bill. When we enter 


-upon the subject of regulating or increasing 


the salaries of Department or bureau chiets 
we shall have to go through every Department. 
There are in the Treasury Department as well 
asin the Interior Department heads of sev- 
eral bureaus whose salaries ought perhaps to 
be increased. I would rather not entertain an 
amendment upon that subject to this bill, for 
in doing so we would immediately enter upon 
a boundless sea of discussion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Can the gentleman give 
any intimation whether the subject is likely to 
receive the attention of his committee? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As a committee 
upon the civil service has now been provided 
for by the rules, I would prefer that the mat- 
ter should be sent to that committee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ido not think that the 
Committee on the Civil Service has anything 
to do with salaries. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh, undoubtedly it 
has. However, any bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads on 
that subject will receive due attention and 
report. 

Mr. PETERS. Why not abolish the frank- 
ing privilege just about this time? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the previous 
question on the bill. 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to address an in- 
quiry to the chairman of the committee before 
the previous question is asked on this bill. 
Under the existing postal laws, which I under- 
stand to be repealed or modified by this bill, 
it is permissible to transmit bullion through 


the mails in packages of four pounds, or about: 


one thousand dollars. I am informed that it 
is apprehended the effect of this codification 
will be to repeal that privilege. Such repeal 
would be certainly in the interest of the ex- 
press companies, but not in the interest of the 
people or of business. I have looked at the 
bill, and have not been able to satisfy myself 
whether that would be its effect. Therefore I 
address an inquiry in that regard to the chair- 


man. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand this 
bill makes no change in that regard at all. It 
provides for the transmission of specimens of 
ores, and things of that kind, at different post- 
ages than what they have been obliged to pay 


before. Ido not understand this bill makes 
any change in regard to the transmission of 
bullion packages of four pounds each. 

Mr. POTTER. Iam to understand, then, 
that this transmission of samples is in addition 
to the present law? ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is my under- 
standing. 

Mr. MeCRARY. It is evident there is no 
disposition on the part of the House to enter 
on any general amendment of this bill. I 
hope there will be no amendment in any mate- 
rial particular; in such a codification there 
should not be; but there is one slight amend- 
ment which I think ought to be made, and 
which will, I think, commend itself to the 
House, and meet with the approval of the 
chairman of the committee. The purpose of 
it is, Mr. Speaker, to do justice to a class of 
small money-order offices in the matter of 
compensation. These are such offices as are 
situated at places where there is no safe place 
of deposit for money-order funds, and in such 
offices the order of the Postmaster General 
requires the postmaster shall deposit his funds 
when collected at some other post office. 
The consequence is that these postmasters 
get nothing for the collection of these funds 
and for their transmission to the neighboring 
offices, their pay being limited to the orders 
which are paid by them. These small offices 
are very few. When they receive money they 
are required to transmit it to neighboring 
offices for deposit. They have to keep an 
account of every money order, its description, 
number, and all that, and are put to much 
more trouble than if they were allowed to re- 
tain the funds and pay them. I propose to 
add a proviso to section one hundred and 
twenty-four. Section one hundred and twenty- 
four is as follows: 

Seo. 124. That postmasters at money-order offices 
may be allowed, as compensation for issuing and 
paying money-orders, not exceeding one third of 
the whole amount of fees collected on orders issued, 
and one fourth of one per cent. on the gross amount 
of orders paid at their respective offices: Provided, 
Such compensation, together with the postmaster’s 
salary, shall not exceed $4,000 per annum. 

My amendment is to add the following: 


And provided further, That the postmaster at any 
money-order office, who may be required to deposit 
with another postmaster any money-order funds by 
him collected, shall receive upon sums so deposited 
the same commissions as upon sums paid out upon 
money orders. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would rather not 
yield to havethat amendment offered. I think 
that the gentleman from lowa[ Mr. McCrary] 
is correct in the view he takes, and that that 
amendment should be made to the laws; but 
I would rather let the bill now before the House 
go as it stands, and we can take up that matter 
when we make some other amendments in re- 
gard to the portion of the law having reference 
to money orders. 

Mr. McCRARY. [still think the gentleman 
should yield to have the amendment offered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Jam not certain what 
the effect of the amendment might be on large 
offices. Perhaps sometimes the office at Phila- 
delphia might find it necessary to deposit some 
of its'money-order funds in the office at New 
York. 

Mr. McCRARY. I think not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have not had an 
opportunity of considering the effect of it, nor 
have the committee. Therefore, I decline to 
admit it, and demand the previous question on 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
man question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

i The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. POTTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 
229) relating to certain officers of the Army, 
with the recommendation that the committee 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 351) to prescribe 
the time for holding the election for choosing 
electors for President and Vice President in 
the State of Louisiana for the year 1872. 

The bill was read. It proposes that the 
electors for President and Vice President shall 
be chosen by the State of Louisiana on the first 
Monday of November, in the year 1872, pro- 
vided that said State may by law provide for 
the filling of any vacancy or vacancies which 
may occur in its college of electors, when such 
college meets to give its electoral vote. 

The question. was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say, in ex- 
planation of this bill, that there exists now a 
general law requiring the choice of electors to 
be made upon, the same day throughout the 
United States. By reason of the condition of 
things in Louisiana, it will be impossible that 
the choice should be made there on the day 
prescribed by existing law without the expense 
of an additional election. I propose that we 
shall change the act of 1845 for the benefit of 
Louisiana alone, as to the day of choosing 
electors in that State. Idesireto say further— 
what doubtless is within the knowledge of the 
House—that this form of legislation, permit- 
ting the States to appoint electors on different 
days, is found in the legislation of the First 
Congress, in the act of 1792. I see no objec- 
tion in the Constitution to the legislation pro- 
posed, and I see a necessity for it in the state 
of things which now exists in Louisiana under 
its constitution and laws. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. SaeLpon] who 
introduced the bill. 

Mr. SHELDON. The constitution of the 
State of Louisiana requires that the State elec- 
tion shall be held on the first Monday of 
November. By the terms of that constitution 
it cannot be amended, except by an amend- 
ment voted upon at the general election. That 
general election cannot take place until one 
day before the next presidential election; con- 
sequently we cannot amend our constitution ; 
and we only ask this in order to save the 
people of Louisiana trouble and expense in 
holding the two days’ election, when the whole 
matter may be done in one day. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to know how in pre- 
vious years this election has been held in the 
State of Louisiana? 

Mr. SHELDON. We had no State election 
in November, 1868. Our. constitution was 
adopted in April, 1868, and it provides that 
our next general election should be held in 
November, 1870, and every two years there- 
after. g 

Mr. KERR. Was there not an election 
held in 1868 in that State for electors for Pres- 
ident and Vice President? 

Mr. SHELDON. Yes, sir; but we had no 
State election except for members of Congress, 
and,. by an express law of the Legislature, 
that election was held on the day that we chose 
electors. Now the law is different, and we 
cannot amend it before the next general elec- 
tion, which comes the day previous to the presi- 
dential election. í 

Mr. KERR. I do not see, then, but that 
the same authority exists now to hold thiskind 
cf election.in. the State of Louisiana that ex- 
isted in 1868, and I see.no occasion for the 
enactment- of this bill. It is an anomalous 
thing, and I believe that a measure of this 
kind is a novelty in the history of the coun- 


į yonder, 
The SPEAKER. That is not a point of || 


try, and ought not to be hastily enacted. I | time of the sale have been paid by him or 


doubt very much the propriety, in a constitu- 
tional point of view, of its enactment at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will be greatly obliged 
if the gentleman will point to anything in the 
Constitution which raises a colorable consti- 
tutional objection to this bill. The committee 
were careful to inguire into this matter, and I 
refer the gentleman now for a precedent, so 
far as the constitutional question is concerned, 
to the act of 1792, It furnishes a complete 
precedent for the proposed legislation. | 

Mr. KERR. . I confess I have not had time 
to look at the Constitution. The way in which 
this measure is sprung upon the House affords 
no gentleman upon this floor any opportunity 
to satisfy his own judgment as to the propriety 
of its enactment. 

I do not question the propriety of the inten- 
tion of the committee, nor the fact that they 
have satisfied their own minds as to the pro- 
priety of the enactment of this bill, but I 


| have only suggested that. they have not satis. 


fied my mind, and that I have had no oppor- 
tunity to look at the bill or examine the ques- 
tion. I think the measure is one involving a 
sufficiently important question to entitle the 
House at least to an opportunity for a little 
more careful consideration of the subject. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am cntirely confident 
of the propriety of this legislation in the first 
place, and its constitutionality in the next 
place, but Ibeg leave now, in order that gen- 
tlemen may satisfy their doubts on this subject, 
to ask that the bill be made a special order 
for the third Wednesday in January after the 
morning hour. Ihave great respect for the 
gentleman’s convictions on this subject, and 
if I had doubts, such as he expresses himself, 
I would not wish to vote upon the bill until I 
had had an opportunity to make an examina- 
tion of the subject. Iam fully persuaded my- 
self that without such legislation as this there 
can be no choice for electors of President and 
Vice President of the United Statesin the 
State of Louisiana without a special election. 
It is in the power of the Congress of the United 
States to provide for the choice of electors at 
the general State election; it is not in the 
power of the people of the State to correct 
their law for a general election in time to meet 
the case by reason of the limitation in their 
State constitution upon their own legislative 
powers. 

I now ask consent of the House that the bill 
be made the special order for the first Wednes- 
day in January next, after the morning hour. 

Mr. SNAPP. Irise to a point of order. I 
would like to know what is going on over 
[ Laughter. ] 


order. It is not the duty of the Chair to in- 
form members what is going on. Members 
should ascertain that for themselves. 

The bill was then made the special order 
for the third Wednesday of January next, 


|| after the morning hour. 


LANDS SOLD FOR TAXES, 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the- 


Judiciary, reported back, with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 106) 


for the relief of purchasers of lands sold for | 


direct taxes in the insurrectionary States. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read_a third time. 

„The bill was read.” The first section pro- 
vides that. no owner, his heirs or assigns, of 
any land sold for taxes under the provisions 
of the.act entitled ‘An act for the collection 
of direct taxes in the insurrectionary districts 
within the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 7, 1862, and of the 
acts amendatory thereof, shall be permitted 
to recover the same in any action or proceed- 
ing against the purchaser at such sale, his 
heirs or assigns, without showing, in addition 
to other necessary facts, that-all taxes, costs, 
and. penalties. due upon the said land at the 


H 


them, or bringing into coart and depositing 
with the clerk, for the use of the United 
States, the amount, with interest, of the taxes 
and penalties due to the United States on 
account of the land when sold, together with all 
the costs and expenses of the sale, which sum, 
in case of the recovery of the land by such 
owner, his heirs or assigns, shall be paid by the 
clerk into the Treasury of the United States, 
The second section provides that in all cases 
where the owner of any land sold for taxes, 
his heirs or assigns, shall recover the same 
from the purchaser, his heirs or assigns, with- 
out collusion on his or their part, by the judg- 
ment of any court of competent jurisdiction, 
by reason of a failure, without his or their 
fault or neglect, of the title of the purchaser 
derived from said sale, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the payment into the Treasury 
by the clerk of the money deposited with him, 
and on being satisfied that any purchaser, his 
heirs or assigns, without his or their collusion, 
has been evicted from or turned out of posses- 
sion of any such land by the judgment of any 
court of competent jurisdiction, in the manner 
before mentioned, is hereby authorized, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to repay to the person or. per- 
sons entitled thereto a sum of money equal to 
that originally paid by the purchaser of the 
land so recovered, if the same has been paid 
into the Treasury. 5 

Mr, PETERS. Imovetheprevious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLAIM OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

On motion of Mr. ELDRIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
419) authorizing the payment of interest due 
to the State of South Carolina; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
CHILDREN OF N. H. ADAMS AND J. RUDENSTEIN. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Na- 


| val Affairs, reported back, with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
457) to place on the naval pension-roll the 
names of the widows and minor children of 
Newton H. Adams and John Rudenstein. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
names of Mrs. Eunice Adams, widow of New- 
ton H. Adams, late a surgeon in the United 


|| States Navy, and his minor children, and Mrs. 


Frances I. Rudenstein, widow of John Raden- 
stein, late a surgeon in the United States Navy, 
and his minor children, shall be placed upon 
the naval pension-roll, subject to the rules gov- 
erning naval pensions. 

Mr. MOORE. Has this bill been before 
the Committee on Pensions? 

The SPEAKER. It is reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
ib was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
mat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
able. : 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Gorman, its Sec- 
retary, notifying the House that the Senate 


had concurred in the resolution providing for 
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a recess of Congress from Thursday, the 21st 
instant, to Monday, the 8th day of January 
next, at twelve o’clock noon. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed resolutions, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, pro- 
viding that there be printed for the use of the 
Comptroller of the Currency: two’ thousand 
copies of his last annual report, and thatthere 
be printed for the use of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue two thousand additional 
copies of his report, to be bound, and five hun- 
dred additional copies with paper covers. 


EXPENSES OF GENEVA, ETC., COMMISSION. 


_ Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on For- 

eign Affairs, reported back House bill No. 
487, making appropriations for expenses that 
may be incurred under articles one to nine, 
inclusive, of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, concluded at Wash- 
ington May 8, 1871, with a recommendation 
that the same be passed without amendment. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read at length. The first sec- 
tion provides that the sum of $250,000 shall 
be appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable 
the President to fulfill the stipulations con- 
tained in the first, second, third, fourth, fifth, 
sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth articles of the 
treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, signed on the 8th day of May, 1871, 
in relation to the tribunal of arbitration at 
Geneva. The second section provides that 
the sum hereby appropriated, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary 
of State, with the approval of the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I niake the 
point of order that this bill must go to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BANKS. Idesire to make an explana- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will waive my 
point of order for the present, reserving it, 
however, for the proper time. 

Mr. BANKS. This bill must, by a single 
objection, be first considered in the Committee 
of the Whole; but it is not required by any 
rule of this House to be referred to the Com- 
mitteeon Appropriations. It has been referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that 
committee is fully competent to consider and 
report it to the House. As it is an appropri- 
ation bill, it is necessary that it shall receive 
its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole, should any member object to its con- 
sideration in the House, 

I desire to say that the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs have unanimously agreed to report 
this bill to the House and recommend that it 
be passed, only one member of the committee 
being absent from the committee when that 
resolution was taken. But we do not wish it 


to be understood that we press immediate | 


action upon this bill, if there be any objection 
to it, with a view of preventing the most full 
discussion upon the subject of the treaty. But 
the appropriation being absolutely necessary 
at once, as the Geneva commission must enter 
upon its duties upon Saturday of this week, it 
has been supposed by the members of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs that the House would 
be willing to waive discussion upon this ques- 
tion if the other provisions of the treaty could 
be taken up and fully discussed some time 
hereafter. According to the terms of the 
treaty, the case on the part of the Government 
of the United States is to be presented on Sat- 


urday of this week; and in four months there- | 


after the presentation of the counter case on 
the part of the Government of the United 
States, that is, the argument against the case 
presented by England, must also be filed. 


The commission is waiting to enter upon its | 


duties, and an appropriation of money is neces- 


sary-for that purpose. Inasmuch as the com- 
mission has been appointed, and cannot enter 
upon its duties without further action by Con- 
gress, it was supposed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs that the House would be will- 
ing at the proper time to make this appropria- 
tion in order that the commission might go to 
work according to the terms of the treaty, re- 
serving to themselves full opportunity to enter 
into a discussion of the other provisions of the 
treaty. Ihave said to my colleague who rep- 
resents the Essex district of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Buriter,] and who is inter- 
ested in some of the questions presented by the 
treaty, that we did not intend to prevent the 
fullest discussion upon the merits of the treaty 
at large. And inasmuch as he is interested 
chiefly in the subject of the fisheries, he has 
signified to me his willingness to consent to 
the appropriations that are necessary, if he 
may have it understood that there shall here- 
after be a discussion upon the subject of the 
fisheries. 

But what I have to propose is, that if the 
House will agree that this question may be 
called up on Tuesday next, to be considered 
in Committee of the Whole, I will consent to 
postpone it until that time; or, if there shall 
be objection, we may call it up on Monday 
under a suspension of the rules. In accord- 
ance, however, with a suggestion of my col- 
league onthe committee, [ Mr. AMBLER, | inas- 
much as the bill is the unanimous report of 
the committee, I will ask the consent of the 
House that it may be considered now, making 
at the same time the declaration that, upon the 
other subjects embraced in the treaty, there 
will be after the holiday recess a full oppor- 
tunity given to members of the House for the 
freest discussion of the provisions of the treaty. 
The principal feature of the treaty is in regard 
to the fisheries; and although the bill on that 
subject isin print, it will not be reported by 
the committee until after the reassembling of 
Congress on the 8th of January; and we shall 
then make no objection to devoting to the 
discussion of that question as much time as 
the House may choose to allow. If there be 
no objection, I will ask that the bill may be 
acted upon at this time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
make the point of order that this bill ought to 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPHAKER. Under what rule? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For the reason 
that it contains an appropriation, and under 
the general understanding of the House that 
appropriations are to go to that committee for 
their action. 


The SPEAKER. Thereis no rule of the 


i| House requiring that because a bill appro- 


priates money it must go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. The rule defining the duties 
of that committee requires that it shall report 
the regular appropriation bills which are pro- 
vided for by law; and it, of course, requires 
that the committee shall report upon every 
proposition referred to it. But the rule does 
not require that a bill reported from another 
committee shall, merely because it contains 
an appropriation of money, go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It does require 
that every such bill, if there be a single objec- 
tion to its consideration in the House, shall 
goto the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. But there is nothing in the 
rule, as the Chair apprehends, that requires a 
bill containing an appropriation to go neces- 
sarily to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I hope that the motion 
will not prevail, because the bill has already 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

Mr. BANKS. This subject has been ex- 
pressly referred, by order of the House, to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I think it was inadvert- 


ently referred. The intention of the House 
always is to refer such appropriation bills to 
the proper committee, so that we may. have 
uniform action. 

Mr. BANKS. The bill has been referred 
to the proper committee. It cannot be re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Appropriations 


under the general rule, because the rule defin- 
ing the duties of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations expressly prohibits that committee from 
considering an appropriation under a treaty, 
except under certain conditions. Such an ap- 
propriation cannot be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations under the general 
authority conferred upon that committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This is not one of 
the annual appropriation bills which the rule 
contemplates shall be reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BANKS. Invariably, according to the 
custom of the House, where an appropriation 
is called for by a treaty, and the treaty has 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, that committee has been regarded as 
having jurisdiction of the subject of the appro- 
priation, ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
make a single suggestion. I do not profess to 
be very familiar with the practice of the House 
in this direction; but I do desire to suggest 
that if the Committee on Appropriations are 
to have any general intelligent supervision of 
the appropriations of the Government we must 
not permit each committee of the House—the 
Committee on Military Affairs, on Naval Af- 
fairs, on Foreign Affairs, on Public. Build- 
ings and Grounds, or any other committee—to 
bring in their bills making appropriations for 
these respective departments of the Govern- 
ment without the knowledge or consent of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has misunderstood the Chair. The regular 
appropriation bills (which include, of course, 
those providing for the support of the Navy, 
the Army, the Post Office Department, &e,) 
are by the rule of the House expressly confided 
to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appro- 

riations. The ruling of the Chair was, thata 

ill, simply because, to meet an emergency or 
an extraordinary case, it contains an appropri- 
ation, does not for that reason necessarily go, 
upon a point of order, to the Committee on 
Appropriations. Should the Post Office Com- 
mittee report the Post Office appropriation 
bill the Chair, on the point of order, would 
send it to the Appropriation Committee, but 


i he could not sustain the point of order on any 
| bill coming up as this does, merely because it 


contains an appropriation. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
Ido not desire or intend to make any point 
of order, but simply to call the attention of 
the House to the importance of settling now 
what our practice shall be in this regard. For 
instance, a bill is ready to be introduced appro- 
priating $5,000,000 for the purpose of public 
buildings in the city of Chicago. If that bill 
be put on its passage, appropriating $7,000,000, 
and that money is paid out of the Treasury 
without reference to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, then that committee cannot in any 
sense be held responsible for the appropria- 
tion of such large sums of money. 

I have no doubt at all that the provisions of 
this bill ought to be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, of which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs ]is chair- 
man. It ought to be acted on in the House as 
coming from his committee. But I suggest 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill 
is one of the regular appropriation bills, pro- 
viding the moneys to be paid out for our for- 
eign service. This is a large item connected 
with our foreign service, and I think it would 
be better to leave it to the appropriate com- 
mittee which has charge, under the rules, of 
the appropriations of money from the Treas 
ury. The Committee on Appropriations can 
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put in their bill the requisite appropriations. 
That will leave his work separate and our work 
separate. : 

Mr. AMBLER. There is an urgent neces- 
sity for this appropriation to be made now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If there is any 
special emergency, as I have no doubt there 
is, the Committee on Appropriations will meet 
to-morrow morning, and will report on the 
measure at-once. 3 i f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have 
a portion of the rules read, so that the House 
may. entirely understand this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

“It shall be the duty of the Committee on Appro- 
priationg, within thirty days after their appoint- 
ment, at every session of Congress, commencing on 
the first Monday of December, to report the general 
appropriation bills for legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for con- 
sular and diplomatic expenses; forthe Army; for 
the Navy; for the expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment; for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions; forthe support of the Military Academy; for 
fortifications; for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment, and for mail transportation by ocean 
steamers; or, in failure thereof, the reasons of such 
failure, And said committee shall have leave to re- 
port said bills (for reference only) at any time. In 
all cases where appropriations cannot be made spe- 
cific in amount, the maximum to be expended shall 
be stated, and each appropriation bill when reported 
from the committee shall, in the concluding clause, 
state the sum total of all the items contained in said 
bill.” — Rute 77. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires par- 
ticular attention to the next clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

*In preparing bills of appropriation for other 
objects the Committee on Appropriations shall not 
include appropriations for carrying into effect trea- 
ties made by the United States; and when an appro- 
priation bill shall be referred to them for their con- 
sideration which contains appropriations for carrying 
a treaty into effect, and for other objects, they shall 
propose such amendments as shall prevent appro- 
priations for carrying a treaty into effect being in- 
cluded in the same bill with appropriations for other 
objects. 


The SPEAKER. These rules, it will be ob- 
served, give the Committee on Appropriations 
exclusive jurisdiction of the regular annual 
appropriation bills. They also prevent that 
committee from including in any general ap- 
propriation bill appropriations for carrying any 
treaty into execution, so that each treaty must 
stand on its own merits. What committee 
shall take charge of the subject is for the 
majority of the House to determine, 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs will allow 
me, I desire to add another word. I supposed, 
in the remarks I made a moment since, that 
this bill had_ provisions concerning the treaty 
generally. I observe, on examining it, that it 
is nothing in the world but an appropriation 
bill. There is no change of the law regulating 
our foreign affairs in any respect whatever. 
It is a simple, naked appropriation bill, and I 
desire to get the sense of the House on that 
question, whether a bill having only appropri- 
ations in it ought not to go, asa matter of good 
practice in the House, to the committee which 
has the general charge of the appropriations. 
I have not the least. feeling in the world about 
it, except the desire that we should start fair 
with a good habit and practice to be followed 
hereafter. I think the bill should clearly be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BANKS. Let me say, in reply to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that that committee has jurisdiction in cases 
of appropriations authorized by law. That is 
what the committee is for. When a matter is 
referred to that committee, involving an appro- 
priation, it has special jurisdiction from the 
House over the subject, as any other commit- 
tee has. f 

But this subject of the treaty has not been 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
It has been, by a special order, specially re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and the committee will report four bills. to 
give execution to this treaty. This one of 
appropriation is the first one; butit is not to be 
adopted, and would not have been adopted by 
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the committee, except on account of its being 
in connection with other bills, to which the 
attention of the House will þe called here- 
after. Therefore, this bill making an appro- 
priation, so far as the treaty is concerned, 
cannot go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, unless the whole subject of the treaty. of 
Washington goes to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. You cannot refer one part to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and another 
part to the Committee on Appropriations. On 
the contrary, the whole subject must go to the 
one committee or the other. And, inasmuch 
as it has already been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs; inasmuch as itcon- 
cerns the foreign affairs of the country; inas- 
much as it belongs expressly and particularly 
to that committee; inasmuch as the coustant 
practice of the House has been in conformity 
with the rule of giving it the jurisdiction of the 
appropriations involved in the approval of the 
treaty, ib is improper and unjust now, when 
the committee has considered the subject, to 
deprive it of its jurisdiction in the premises. 

I am reminded by the gentlemen about me 
that when the bill making an appropriation 
for the Alaska treaty was reported no ques- 
tion whatever was made about the bill making 
the appropriation being reported by the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Affairs. The question was 
made whether that treaty should be referred 
to. the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the 
House decided that it should be. But when 
the appropriation was made, there was no 
proposition by my colleague,[Mr. Dawes, ] 
then chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, that the appropriation belonged to 
them. Theappropriation cannot be separated 
from the merits of the treaty itself, and I am 
sure the House will not declare by its vote 
that it is not to commit to any standing com- 
mittee of the House the right to determine 
the various questions which, by order of the 
House, have been referred to other commit- 
tees; for the result will be, if the proposition 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
is adopted, to take from every standing com- 
mittee of the House the right to consider and 
determine any question which may be sent to 
that committee involving an appropriation. 

Mr. DAWES. I was not chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations at the time of 
the Alaska treaty, but 1 think my colleague 
has stated correctly the action of the House 
with regard to it. I have no doubt that. it is 
strictly within the rules of the House to refer 
this either to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs or to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. To which it shall be referred is only 
a question of propriety. I think this should 
have gore to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs in the first instance. But I think also 
that, after the Committee of Appropriations 
have considered this bill in connection with 
the whole matter as presented to them, the 
Committee on Appropriations should have the 
bill for consideration before them, precisely 
as is done in the case of the Committee on 
Commerce in the matter of light-houses and 
the matter of river and harbor improvements. 
They consider those matters, they bring their 
recommendations with regard to them before 
the House, and then they ask to have their 
own bill committed to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations consider that bill and return it to 
the House. And then it has been the custom 
of the last few years for the Committee on 
Appropriations to return the bill and restore 
it to the Committee on Commerce, just as they 
would restore this bill to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. This was the policy adopted 
by the last Committee on Appropriations, with 
the approval of the House. 

They did not take the bill away from the 
Committee-on Commerce, or from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, but they had the 
bil, after it was reported by them to the House, 
submitted to the Committee on Appropriations, 


and for this reason: that these large appro- 
priations have their effect upon the other 
appropriations, and upon the aggregates. The 
Committee on Appropriations is responsible 
for those aggregates; held responsible by the 
country; and the courtesy between the com- 
mittees in the last Congress was such that the 
Committee on Appropriations had opportunity 
to pass upon all these bills; not that it is in 
conflict with the rules for the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to consider such a bill as this; 
but with the approval of the House, after they 
had reported their bill, it was committed to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and that 
committee reported it back and delivered it 
back to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
They did it because they felt that they were 
held before the country responsible for the 
aggregate, and that therefore they should have 
an opportunity to consider the measures as 
appropriations ; not in the light of giving effect 
to the treaty ; not with an attempt to recon- 
sider the action of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs upon the propriety of carrying out the 
treaty ; but because the appropriations for that 
purpose cannot be separated from the grand 
aggregate of appropriations, It was with that 
view that the Committee on Appropriations, 
with the consent of the codrdinate committees, 
considered bills of this kind to that extent. 

I think that my colleague would do well to 
let the Committee on Appropriations have the 
consideration of this bill; not to take it away 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, not to 
undertake to discuss, themselves, the merits of 
the bill. Ido not think that it would be proper 
for them to do that. I think that belongs to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. If I had 
been on the Committee on Appropriations 
when this bill was committed I should Have 
acquiesced in its reference to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs just as it has been referred, 
and then I should have asked my colleague, 
after he had reported it, to let it go to the 
Committee on Appropriations for their con- 
sideration, with the understanding that I should 
have yielded it back to him with such recom- 
mendation as the Committee on Appropria- 
tions might make. I do not think the rules 
requiré it to go to the one committee or the 
other. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say, in reply to 
my colleague, that the course recommended 
by him is impracticable, under the rules of the 
House. If the House chooses to change its 
rules, I have no objection; but it is not now 
in accordance with the rules, nor would it be 
in accordance with the practice of the House. 
I do not assent to the proposition that the 
country holds the Committee on Appropria- 
tions responsible for all the expenditures of 
the Government. That committee is held re- 
sponsible only for the appropriations that are 
referred to it by the House; and when the 
House refers a subject involving an appropri- 
ation to another committee of the House, that 
committee and the House that may act on its 
recommendation are responsible for the result, 
whatever it may be. . 

Now, sir, if the practice recommended by 
my colleague and by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations shall be adopted, it 
will defeat the action of the House altogether, 
because the Committee on Appropriations. has 
the privileged right to report at any time only 
upon those appropriations authorized by exist: 
ing law. That is what the committee is for, 
to consider appropriations authorized by stand- 
ing laws, and it is not its privilege to report at 
any time upon any other subjects except those 
which are authorized by standing law or are 
required by some of the exigencies of the 
Government.. Now, if this appropriation be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
that committee cannot put itin a regular appro- 
priation bill; the rules of the House forbid 
that. They must report it in a separate bill, 
and they must await the call of their commit- 
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on Foreign Affairs has had to wait its turn to 
make the report, and if the subject is referred 
now to the Committee on Appropriations, ac- 
cording to the claim of that committee, it will 
have to wait the turn of that committee to 
make a report. 

This, sir, is not an appropriation authorized 
by standing law, and therefore they have not 
the same privilege in regard to it which they 
have in regard to the general appropriation 
bills of the House. This subject, involving an 
appropriation, was referred, by order of the 
House, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
We have considered that subject, and we have 
a right to report our views upon itto the House 
and ask its judgment. The Committee on 
Appropriations is responsible in no degree 
whatever for ouraction, or for the action which 
the House may take upon our report, and I 
am sure if gentlemen understand this ques- 
tion, and appreciate its great importance with 
regard to the rights of the other committees 
of the House, they will not take the course 
recommended -by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man will allow me a word or two? 

Mr. BANKS. Iwill, ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no other 
desire than that the House shall now settle its 
own custom on this question. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] seems 
to think that treaties form an exception to the 
rule. Now, I desire to ask the members of 
this House whether, when the Committee on 
Indian Affairs shall report about some Indian 
treaty, and the amount required under it, they 
think those treaties and the appropriations 
under them should be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs alone, and not go to 
the Committee on Appropriations? - 

Among the general appropriation bills which 
the Committee on Appropriations is ordered 
to prepare and report to this House is a bill 
making appropriations for consular and diplo- 
matic expenditures. Now, I wish to call the 
attention of members to the fact that this is 
just. one of the items of our diplomatic ex- 
penditures. And if the Committee on Appro- 
priations are not to have general control of 
that class of appropriations, so that we may 
know, with all the items before us, whether 
we cau afford to give this amount to this pur- 
pose, it seems to me we shall be called upon 
to act in some cases without the proper knowl- 
edge to enable us to act intelligently. I only 
want to know from the House, by its action 
upon this subject, what they desire to be the 
rule. If the Committee on Military Affairs, 
for instance, shall be allowed to ask for a 
special appropriation for some special object, 
and it shall then be acted upon by the House 
upon their recommendation, then Ido not see 
how we of the Committee on Appropriations 
can have any intelligent control of the whole 
subject of military expenditures when we come 
to report our general military bill. 

Iam clear that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs had a perfect right, under the direction 
of the House, to consider this subject. But it 
seems to me that in order to secure a proper 
settlement and adjustment of our business, in 
relation to the whole expenditures of our Gov- 
ernment, the Committee on Appropriations 
should be allowed to take this bill and con- 
sider it, and report it back, when we shall have 
the greatest pleasure in delivering it over again 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs for their 
management in the House. But it seems to 
me that, in order to secure an intelligent con- 
sideration of our duty, we should understand 
this bill, have it put upon our records in the 
Committee on Appropriations, so that we may 
know the amount of money involved init. {I 
hope the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Baxxs] will consent to have this bill referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, for we 
shall certainly be able to report it back very 
soon, 


Mr. WOOD. It appears to me that there 
are grave practical difficulties in the way of 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Garriztp.] If it shall be considered 
desirable to establish the precedent in this 
case, (because it will be a precedent entirely 
novel and new,) it will involve two methods, 
either of which is calculated to perhaps defeat 
legislation, certainly to delay it indefinitely. 
The gentleman asks thal two committees may 
be authorized to investigate and act upon and 
conclude and report upon the same subject. 
After the question has been referred to a com- 
mittee, and that committee has gravely con- 
sidered it, reported favorably upon it, reported 
a bill to appropriate the necessary money to 
carry out the purpose, then, under his sugges- 
tion, it would have to go to the Committee on 
Appropriations, which would be obliged to go 
through the same labor, and probably would 
reach a different conclusion, and perhaps an 
erroneous one, and thus defeat the appropri- 
ation entirely. 

Now, it has ever been the practice of Con- 
gress to clothe certain committees with cer- 
tain rights, authorizing them to report bills 
that involve the necessity of appropriating 
money. The Committee of Claims does it, 
the Committee on Military Affairs does it, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs do it, and other com- 
mitteesdoit. Now, ifit be trueand ifit be cor- 
rect that all those committees are to have their 
investigations reviewed by the Committee on 
Appropriations, who are also to be clothed with 
the power of investigation and determination, 
for otherwise the reference to that committee 
will not be of any practical importance, then 
we will not be able to legislate at all, on many 
subjects at least. 

It so happens that in this particular case the 
delay asked for by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Garvimry] is virtually to produce a grave 
and serious complication in the operations of 
this Government. Now, it is desirable under 
this treaty that this money shall be appropri- 
ated before our adjournment next week for the 
holiday recess. We do not know the results 
that may grow out of delay upon our part in 
appropriating the necessary money which, 
under the treaty already made and ratified by 
the two Governments, we are, nolens volens, 
compelled to make sooner or later. 

This subject has been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It has been labo- 
riously considered; and every item of expendi- 
ture involved in the appropriation has been 
duly weighed, criticized, and concluded upon. 
As I understand the present proposition, it is 
to take the subject away from that committee 
and refer it to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, already overburdened with their legiti- 
mate work, to have them go through the same 
process, and probably reach a conclusion some 
time in January or February. 

But, sir, aside from this particular case, I 
am opposed to the practice sought to be intro- 
duced, because it would lead to the delay, and 
probably the defeat, of propositions which are 
meritorions and important. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I submit the question of 
order, whether, under the rules, this bill does 
not necessarily go tothe Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to receive 
its first consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. This prolonged discussion 
the Chair understands to be really upon a 
point of order. A single objection to the con- 
sideration of any bill containing an appropria- 
tion, no matter from what committee, carries 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKS. . We do not ask to have the 
bill considered now; we only want to make 
arrangements for its consideration. ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. Atthe proper time I shall 
press the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The right to make that 
point is reserved, of course. 


Mr. BANKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have but a word to 
say on this question. It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations takes a very correct view 
of this question. That committee is to a great 
extent responsible to the House for the 
amount of appropriations which may be rec- 
ommended. It will be borne in mind that in 
former years the entire question of raising rev- 
enue, whether by tariffs or taxation, as well ag 
the making ofappropriations, was concentrated 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, for the reason that it was 
deemed proper that that committee should be 
constantly advised, from day to day, as it were, 
as to the resources and condition of the Treas- 
ury and the amounts of money recommended to 
be appropriated. The large increase in the 
labors of that committee has led to a division 
of the responsibility. The Committee of Ways 
and Means is now charged simply with the 
duty of examining questions pertaining to the 
raising of revenue, while the responsibility for 
appropriations is left mainly to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

In former years, ifthe Committee on Military 
Affairs desired any appropriation forthe Army 
in addition to those recommended by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, the proposition was 
considered in the first place by the Committee 
on Military Affairs and afterward referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. So with ap- 
propriations recommended by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and otber committees. This 
practice was pursued with the view of keeping 
the Committee of Ways and Means informed 
from time to time as to the extent of the drafts 
that were about to be made upon the Treasury. 
Now it may seem very proper, at this stage of 
the session, that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs should act upon this question directly; 
but if that privilege be accorded to this commit- 
tee, every other committee of the House will 
be asking the same privilege; and the result 
will be, that while the Committee on Appro- 
priations are nominally responsible for the 
appropriations recommended to the House, 
their responsibility will in fact be taken away. 

One word more. Near the close of the ses- 
sion, as every old member will bear testimony, 
large amounts of appropriations are brought 
in without time for careful consideration or 
investigation; and it strikes me that if you 
open the door in this general way disastrous 
consequences will result in practice. 

Mr. BANKS. I yield to the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Hate. ] 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is in any degree opposed, as the matter 
stands at present, to this appropriation, or 
that it seeks to delay in any way action upon 
the subject. As has been said by the chair- 
man, the committee will meet to-morrow and 
may consider the question at once, may report 
back the bill and put it under the control of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs that has had 
it thus far. f 

A consideration occurs to me which seems 
of importance to the House. The committees 
for the different Departments arc to a degree 
the organs of those different Departments. I 
know that to be so from some experience in the 
last Congress as a member of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. I know that it was looked 
upon as the organ of the Navy Department, 
which it represented in this House. So I pre- 
sume the Committee on Foreign Affairs, under 
the able management of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs,] may be consid- 
ered as the organ of the State Department, as 
the Committee on Military Affairs may be 
considered to be the organ of the War Depart- 
ment. The Committee on Appropriations is 
the organ of this House. The tendency of 
every other committee is to push forward mat 
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ments. The Committee on Appropriations 
stands here constituted for the House as a check 
on all other committees, and my fear is, if in 
this case $500,000 be allowed to be appropri- 
ated without going to the Committee on Appro- 
priations—I find no fault intrinsically with the 
amount—if this is allowed to go through with- 
out reference to the Appropriation Committee, 
then to-morrow another committee will come 
in with $250,000, and the next day other com- 
mittees will come forward calling for millions, 
and asking this House to. enforce a similar 
rule. How, then, can the Committee on Appro- 
priations, in compliance with our rules, have 
full charge of the general appropriations, when 
$250,000 here and $500,000 there are reported 
from special committees and passed by this 
House, when this subject has not at all been 
considered by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? It seems to me to be clearly proper 
and just that this bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. seen 
Mr. E, MYERS. Mr. Speaker, [have little 
to say not already covered by the chairman of 
our committee, It seems to me, however, the 
House should understand, if the point of order 
made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and overruled, yet still in fact 
urged by him, should prevail, what will be the 
substantial effect upon the business of the 
House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not make 
a point of order, but merely ask the House to 
settle the precedent. 

Mr. L. MYERS. If that be established, as 
the gentleman desires, we are, in effect, here 
in the outset called upon to adopt a new rule 
for the government of the House, for under 
the existing rules the Committee on Appropri- 


ations have not the jurisdiction of this present } 


appropriation. Ithas not been sent to them. 
On the contrary, it was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. The rules do not 
provide that the Committee on Appropriations 
should have it, or else the point of order would 
have been well taken. The Committee on 
Appropriations, under the rules, is intrusted 
with the duty of reporting the general appro- 
priation bills for legislative, executive, and 
judicial.expenses; and also such other appro- 
priations and executive communications for the 
purpose of carrying on the several departments 
of the Government as may be presented and 
referred to them by the House. This subject 
was notreferred to them bythe House. ` Under 
the provisions of Rule 77 it does not belongto 
them. It relates especially to foreign affairs ; 
and it is a subject from which they have been 
inferentially excluded by Rule 76, unless this 
House sends it to them, namely, the subject 
of treaties. The appropriations for carrying 
into effect the Alaska treaty, and other like 
appropriations, came from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. The same question was 
raised under the Alaska treaty, and was de- 
cided then in favor of the jurisdiction of that 
committee. The chairman of Appropriations 
suggests that there need be no delay in this 
matter, if this subject be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, because that com- 
mittee meets to-morrow, and they will con- 
sider and report it to-morrow. With all re- 
spect to him, that cannot be the case, for the 
rules prevent it. ? 

The expenses. now to be provided for, let 
the House understand, have arisen during the 
vacation of Congress, under the treaty. made 
since the House adjourned. No one claims 
they should not be appropriated for at once, 
and it is searcely to be supposed that these 
reasonable estimates of the State Department 
will be objected to. The Committee on For- 


eign Affairs askg that provision shall be made | 


to meet the actual outlay to be incurred under 
the treaty. Suppose, however, the House 
should choose to take this bill from Foreign 
Affairs and refer it to Appropriations, that 
committee cannot report it back at.once, even 
if it should desire to do so; for it is enly 
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authorized to report at any time the subjects 
given to it by the rules. The result may be 
that we shall adjourn over the holidays and 
leave unpaid these necessary expenses, pay- 
ment of which already is in arrear several 
months. 

Such a course of conduct would not reflect 
honor on the country or do justice to the able 
men we have selected to represent us under 
the treaty. The Foreign Affairs Committee 
has considered the question, has unanimously 
reported it, and now, or if it goes to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, can next week place the 
bill on its passage. 
not wrest it from us at this advanced stage, and 
run the risk of delay merely to please another 
committee. But the broader question is 
whether our members are ready to adopt a 
new rule, so that whenever an appropriation 
occurs in any bill, either under treaty or new 
law therein proposed, or on subjects referred 
otherwise, the bill must, nevertheless, go to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
Committee on Pensions, the Committee of 
Claims, and all other committees which now 
have the right, with the consent of the House, 
to report appropriations, shall have that right 
taken from them, that it may be committed 
entirely to the Committee on Appropriations, 
which already has large enough dutiesto attend 
to under the rules, in passing appropriations 
in pursuance of general law or references to 
it by the House. That is the question for the 
House to determine; and I take it they will 
not in this manner alter their rules; that they 
will not in this manner take from a committee 


| thecharge of a subject committed to it, but will, 


without jealousies of each other, once again 


| see to it that committees shall be allowed to 


retain supervision of the questions to examine 
and report upon which they are appointed. 
This discussion presents a case which should 
determine the matier. To meet any difficulty 
we can send any bill of this kind to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole whenever there is a doubt | 


about it. But here I believe there is no doubt. 
No committee other than Foreign Affairs can 
report with the same propriety on this appro- 
priation, or better obtain information in regard 
to it. 


I believe, Mr. Speaker, the good sense of | 


the House will keep this matter where it is. 
Itis far better to let the bill take its course than 
to take from a committee the supervision of a 
subject which belongs to it. 

Mr. BANKS. Iyield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [ Mr. MAYNARD, | who desires to say 
a word, 

Mr. MAYNARD. This is a subject in 
which I feel, myself, comparatively little inter- 
est. But in the character of the proposition, 
every member of the House is deeply interested 
The committees of this House are of equal 
dignity. Their relative importance may de- 
pend on the character of the subjects confided 
to them, but their dignity and their authority 
over the subjects that are committed to them 
are codrdinate and equal, one with the other. 
This proposition is to give one of the commit- 
tees of this House a_revisory jurisdiction over 
the action of the other committees. It con- 
court of revisal over the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. I have seen thissame thing attempted 
before in the House, but never with success, 

I remember in a former Congress it was 
proposed that when the naval appropriation 
bill was reported it should be referred for 
revisal to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The House refused that proposition, and I 
think when they have had the question pre- 
sented fairly before them they have always 
refused it, and always will refuse it; because 


it is possible in the course of our legislation | 


that every committee of this House shall have 


some subject that will come up incidentally. | 


and collaterally, that, as a matter of first and 
original jurisdiction, must 


of some other committee. For example, al- 
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i time, until they are regularly called. 


| most every committee may be required to pre- 
' sent a bill which calls for the appropriation of 


money. In this case, on the principle which 


i is now contended for, all such legislation must 
: be presented by the Committee on Appropria- 
i tions and revised by them. It is said in thig 
case that the Committee on Appropriations can 


| report to-morrow or next day at furthest, 


They can, perhaps, if they choose; but sup- 
that they do not choose, and that after 
examining this bill they think the public in- 
terest requires that the bill shall not become a 
law, and they withhold it. 

I protestagainst conferring upon the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, for which I have a 
high respect—as high a respect as I have for 
any other committee of the House—I protest 
against conferring upon that or any othercom- 
mittee a revisory power over the action of the 
other committees. I would have every com- 


| mittee attend to its proper business ; and when 
| it is necessary that such a bill as this shall 


go to the Committee of the Whole, let it be 


| revised there, as our rules contemplate. 


Mr. PETERS. This matter seems to meto 
be in a out-shell. The Committee on Appro- 
priations are a privileged committee on cer- 
tain subject-matters. Are they a privileged 
committee on this appropriation? The gen- 


| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Baxxs] says 


that without the unananimous consent of the 
House the Committee on Appropriations can- 
not report back to-morrow, or at any other 
If that 
is so, it seems to me to be useless circumlocu- 


i tion, or, if I may be allowed the expression, 


il 


i 


H 


i 


‘ 


; Committee of Ways and Means. 


boy’s. play, to report this bill to the House 
and then to the committee, and then allow that 
committee to toss it back to the other com- 
mittee, and finally have it again launched 
here for discussion. But I would like to be 
posted ; and I ask the Speaker, as a parlia- 
mentary question, whether if this billis referred, 
to the Committee on Appropriations they will 
be privileged to-morrow, or at any other time, 
to report it back? 


Mr. BANKS. _Tyield for a moment to my 


| colleague, [Mr. Hoar. ] 


Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the sev- 
enty-sixth rule of the House answers all the 
arguments of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations and the chairman of the 
1 Their argu- 
ment is, that it was the purpose of the House 
to give to the Committee on Appropriations 
general jurisdiction over and general respons- 
ibility for all the expenditures of the Govern- 


i ment, and that is true with one exception, 


and that is this: that appropriations for carry- 
ing into effect a treaty the House has declared 
ought not tobe mixed up with the general 
appropriations of the Government. The rule 
expressly declares that the Committee on Ap- 


| propriations shall not report such proposed 


expenditures in general appropriation bills, 
or that if they find it in one referred to them, 


i Shall at once propose such amendment as to 
į Separate it. 


| complishing a mere formality, but because 


Why? Not for the sake of ac- 


when the House established this rule it was 


|| of opinion that although all oth ropria- 
stitutes the Committee on Appropriations a | i £ mion OF Ul 


tions were to depend upon the opinion of Con- 
gress, and of its committee, of the capacity 
and resources of the nation to expend money, 
appropriations for carrying into effect a treaty 
are to depend, and depend only, on our sense 
of the obligations of public faith. 

Jt is no matter whether $100,000,000 or 
$500,000,000 are to be expended by this Gov- 
ernment for other purposes; it is no matter 
whether the country is rich or ig poor; itis no 
matter whether the country desires to be 
economical or extravagant, the question of 
carrying into effect a treaty is a question what 
the Government has promised to do, and 
therefore the rule of the House requires that 
this shall not be taken within the scope of the 
general duties of the Committees on Appro- 
priations, and that they shall not be permitted, 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


17 


in the discharge of their general duties, to 
report upon subject-matters of that kind at 
any time. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, thereis no 
possible reason why the Committee on Appro- 
priations can better consider, or can better 
present to the Committee of the Whole this 
subject, than the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
On the contrary, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs can better present it than can the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, because they know 
all about the treaty; they know its construc- 
tion; they know the construction of other 
treaty obligations of the Government; they 
know the particular state of things which 
makes the present expenditure necessary; and 
they know everything which determines the 
amount of that expenditure. It seems to me, 
therefore, that the rules of the House show 
conclusively that when they were adopted it 
was the purpose of the House that subjects of 
this class should not be presented through the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. BANKS. [yield now to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SCOFIELD. | 
Mr. SCOFIELD. I made the motion to 
refer this bill to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, not because I cared very much which 
committee should consider it, but in accord- 
ance with the rule upon which I have acted 
ever since I have been a member of Congress. 
Ihave had occasion to notice that there are 
two committees in this House that a large 
number of persons having interests in or in 
_ charge of bilis almost always avoid: one is the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the other 
, isthe Committee of Claims. I have steadily 
fought to send to the Committee of Claims all 
bills of that kind, although they involve appro- 
priations, because the rules of the House ex- 
pressly require it. I have antagonized the Post 
Office Committee, as my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. FarwsworrH] knows, When they would 
introduce claims that pertain to the Post Office 
Department, I alleged that they should go 
to the proper committee, the Committee of 
Claims, which is a committee of all claims, 
because they will then be examined according 
to a’ common rule, and everybody having a 
claim would have an equal chance; whereas 
the committee having particular charge of 
postal matters might feel friendliness toward 
claims connected with that Department which 
another committee, looking over the whole, 
mightnot. But Ihave had occasion to observe 
that persons interested in these claims are 
always endeavoring to send them to some other 
committee. Wehavehad them before the Naval 
Committee. I have seen them go tothe Mili- 
tary Committee and the Post Office Committee 
on the flimsiest excuses, because the parties 
interested thought that those committees had 
more time or were more disposed to be friendly 
toward them. So with regard to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Ihave seen mem- 
bers of the House and individuals having in- 
terests in appropriations dodge that committee 
whenever they could, because that committee 
have the general supervision of appropriations 
and must act upon them in accordance with 
certain rules which other committees are not 
obliged to actupon, Suppose that the Com- 
mittee on the Insurrectionary States, or the 
“Ku Klux Committee,” as it is called, should 
bring in an appropriation now to pay the ex- 
penses of summoning their witnesses; would 
not you send itat once to the Committee on 
Appropriations? Still, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] says in regard to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, what com- 
mittee would know so well as the committee 
charged with the investigation whatamount of 
money is necessary to pay the expenses of 
witnesses and the other expenses attending 
that investigation? 

T would like to see this, and all bills like it, 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
has referred to a rule which provides that this 
clags of appropriations.shall not be mixed up 


with general appropriations. But that very 
rule shows that the House contemplated that 
just such bills as this should go. to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, for it expressly says 
that that committee shall consider such bills 
in a certain way; that they shall not mix up 
this class of appropriations with something 
else, as the Committee on Foreign Affairs can 
do; that they shall single it out, and if the 
member who draws the bill and presents it to 
that committee shall mix up with it something 
else, then the rule expressly says the commit- 
tee shall strike off everything that is extraneous 
and leave that appropriation by itself. 

The rule which the Speaker has had read, 
and which has been referred to by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] con- 
templates that this bill and everything like it 
shall go to the Committee on Appropriations. 
But, as I said when I rose, I care nothing 
about the rule on this bill. I shall vote, how- 
ever, as I have always voted, to keep all 
appropriations before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and all claims before the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman has 

referred by way of illustration to the Commit- 
tee on the Insurrectionary States, I would 
ask him which committee would be the best 
judge of the amount necessary to pay the wit- 
nesses summoned by that committee, that com- 
mittee itself or the Committee on Appropri- 
ations ? 
Mr. SCOFIELD. I said that the commit- 
tee that had the investigation in charge was 
the proper one to determine that question ; 
but that when that committee had taken action 
on the subject the appropriation asked for by 
them should go before a disinterested com- 
mittee, and be considered by them. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not only before a 
disinterested committee, but a committee that 
is entirely innocent of any knowledge of the 
subject. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. They could get their 
knowledge from the committee that is inter- 
ested in getting that appropriation. 

Mr. BANKS. I have only one word more 
to say, and then I will leave the question to 
the House. The course advocated by gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this question is 
entirely impracticable. Ineed only tosay to the 
House that it is impossible for one committee 
to consider the merits of this treaty and for 


another committee to consider the questions | 


of the appropriations necessary to give it effect. 
Suppose the Committee on Pensions should 
declare that a certain individual or class of 
individuals was entitled to a pension, and the 
House should approve that finding of that com- 
mittee; the Committee on Appropriations 
declares that the money shall not be appropri- 
ated to pay that pension; what sort of a Gov- 
ernment have youthere? Youshould give the 
subject and all that relates to it to one com- 
mittee or the other. There are some twenty 
or thirty committees of this House, each just 
as capable, important, and honorable as the 
Committee on Appropriations; not more so. 
But it is impossible that the Committee on 
Appropriations should consider. all the sub- 
jects, perform all the labors, and discharge 
all the duties of all the other committees; and 
it is equally impossible for them to say whether 
an appropriation shall be made for a subject 
that is only considered and reported upon by 
another committee. F 

I have but one other remark to make, and 
I ask the attention of the Speaker to it; that 
is, if the House shall refer this appropriation 
bill to the Committee on Appropriations this 
day, I would ask whether or not that commit- 
tee could make a report upon it until called in 
its regular order? More than that, if this appro- 
priation shall be referred tothat committee, and 
it shall embody itin a general appropriation bill, 
then when itshall come up for consideration in 
the House or in Committee of the Whole any 
member can demand that this appropriation 


for the treaty shall be stricken out on his indi- 
vidual objection to it, because it is not author- 
ized by any law. Now, with what propriety 
can gentlemen come to us and say that we in 
this. House shall consider -no bill that has an 
appropriation in it until that appropriation has 
been approved by the Committee on Appro- 
priations? 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentlenian from 
Massachusetts permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. BANKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it not the fact that, from 
the earliest period in the history of the Gov- 
ernment down to the present hour, whenever 
an appropriation has been necessary to carry 
out the terms of a treaty the bill for that pur- 
pose has been reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly, that hag always 
been the practice. Appropriations of this kind 
have always been reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. Inthe case of the French 
exposition in 1866 the bill was recommended 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs; such 
has been the action in every similar case, aud 
it has never been objected to. Itis the prac- 
tice of the House; it is consistent with the 
rules; and no other course is possible under 
a practical form of government. 

I wish only to call the attention of the House 
again to a point I have already suggested, and 
I ask the Speaker to correct me if [am wrong. 
If this identical appropriation were inserted in 
an appropriation bill, in pursuance of an order 
of the House, and if that bill were before the 
House as aprivileged question and under con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole, could 
not any member object to its being acted upon 
on the ground that it was not an appropriation 
authorized by law, and therefore not within the 
scope of the Committee on Appropriations? 
Certainly that is the rule of the House; and 
such being the rule, it is unreasonab.e for 
gentlemen of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to ask, in this case of pressing emer- 
gency, that they should have exclusive control 
of this question. i 

If all the other committees of the House 
are ready to surrender their rights and submit 
themselves to the supervision of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs will do the same thing. But unless 
the committees generally are ready to abdicate 
their positions and duties we must insist upon 
our rights. I should be glad, for myself, to 
submit to the supervision of the Committee 
on Appropriations; but I am sure that the 
gentlemen of that committee, and especially 
my honorable friend from Maine, [Mr. Hare, | 
have too many pleasant engagements at this 
season of the year [laughter] to allow them to 
take it into consideration. { shall ask a vote 
of the House upon this question of commit- 
ment, and then I shall ask that the subject be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to 
differ on one point from the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks;] and he only 
speaks lest he might be misunderstood. Should 
the appropriation embraced in this bill be re- 
ported in a general appropriation bill, (and 
the cognate bill would be the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill,) then the Chair 
agrees with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
that a single objection would strikeit out; but 
not because it would be an appropriation notin 
pursuance of law. The Chair apprehends that 
ag a treaty is the highest law of the land an 
appropriation to carry out a treaty would be 
in pursuance of law, But the appropriation. 
would have to be excluded on the ground 
that it is not competent for the House to con- 
sider, in connection with any other subject 
whatever, an appropriation for carrying into 
effect a treaty. The Chair reaches the same 
conclusion as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, but bases his opinion on a different 
ground, i 
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Mr. BANKS. This touches upon very dan- 
gerous and very delicate ground. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only construes 
the rule of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I-am aware of that; but I 
was about to say that if a treaty is the law of 
the land so far as to control the action of Con- 
gress upon a question of appropriation of 
money, then in that sense it may be, as the 
Senate has sometimes claimed, that when the 
Executive and the Senate have agreed to a 
treaty, the concurrence of those two branches 
of the Government is all that is necessary to 
order the payment of money for the execution 
of that treaty. But, sir, we have not conceded 
that. We come before the House upon the 
belief that this is a question of legislation, and 
that it belongs to the proper committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has only argued 
the parliamentary point—nothing further. It 
is not for the Chair to discuss the propriety 
of the rule; he is only construing it; and the 
rule is explicit that appropriations to carry 
into effect treaties must be considered by them- 
selves. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
- himself very ably sustained this view in the 
case of the seven million dollar appropriation 
for the purchase of Alaska, when a similar 
point was raised. 


Mr. BANKS. I accede to the propriety of 
the suggestion of the Chair. ` 
Mr. HALE. T wish to puta question to the 


Speaker. Is not the bill in its present condi- 
tion, as reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, in the condition indicated by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? Would not a 
single objection now take it away from the 
consideration of the House and carry it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? ; 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; and no 
appropriation from any committee can evade 
that rule. The point made by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Perers] was raised by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] The 
duty of the Committee on Appropriations is 
clearly defined. It is provided by the rules 
that the Committee on Appropriations shall 
report the general appropriation bills. It is 
further provided that said committee shall 
have leave to report. said bills at any time. 
Now, the jurisdiction of the committee to re- 
port at any time does not go beyond this. The 
power to report at any time is explicitly con- 
fined to the general appropriation bills. Should 
this bill, therefore, be referred to that commit- 
tee, no doubt it would have the indulgence of 
the House to report it back at any time; but. 
the rules do not give that committee any such 
power, 

Mr. BANKS. TI ask the decision of the 
House in reference to the point whether this 
bill shall go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions or not? 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Foreign 


Affairs has no greater privilege in reference. 


to this bill than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. Of course it has not. 
The bill is before the House, and it came up 
in the regular call of committees for reports 
during the morning hour. The Committee on 

- Foreign Affairs having been called, reported 
this bill. One single objection will send it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. DAWES. © It depends on the unani- 
mous consent of the House whether it shall 
be considered in the House or not. 

The SPEAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. So that my friend and col- 
league has no more right to report on this 
subject than has the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. It must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
if there be a single objection, which point the 
Chair has waived during the discussion of the 
parliamentary point. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] desires the sense 


of the House on the motion to refer to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and until that 
is decided the Chair reserves the point of 
order as to whether the bill does not go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the reason that it makes an 
appropriation. 

Mr. COX. Has that motion been made to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? . 

The SPEAKER. If that motion be made 
in the nature of an amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania then it 
would take precedence. l 

Mr. COX. Then I make that motion. — 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
first let the point of order be determined by 
the House. 

Mr. COX. I understand my motion takes 
precedence. f 

Mr. BANKS. I shall ask that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not 
feel disposed to enforce the point of order to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union so long as a major- 
ity of the House might wish to refer to the 
Committee on Appropriations. But if two 
motions be pending, one to refer to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and another to a stand- 
ing committee, the motion to refer to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole must be submitted first 
to the House. The Chair has not enforced 
the rule in reference to sending this bill to the 
Committee of the Whole, desiring that the 
House should determine whether this bill 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations 
or not, and for this reason, that no gentleman 
loses his right by the Chair not enforcing the 
rule. For if the bill be referred, when it is 
reported back to the House again the point of 
order will be still good that the bill must have 
its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole, as it contains an appropriation. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask that the vote may be 
taken. 

Mr. COX. Ihave made a motion to refer to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and for the reason—— 

Mr. BANKS. I do not wish to hear the 
gentleman’s reason. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. COX. Ipresume the gentleman wants 
votes on this side of the House for his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken 
first on the motion to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
one hundred and fifty-three, noes not counted. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires not to 
leave any point in doubt, and the Clerk will 
therefore read the forty-third rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ “43. When a resolution shall be offered or a mo- 
tion made to refer any subject, and different com- 
mittees shall be proposed, the question shall be taken 
in the following order: 

“The Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union; the Committee of the Whole House; 
a standing committee; a select committee.” 

Mr. BANKS, I ask -to give notice that on 
Monday next, by direction of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs 

Several Members. Do it now. 

Mr. BANKS. I move, on the suggestion 
of my colleagues, that we go into Committee 
of the Whole, to proceed with the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. COX. The bill is not now on our files. 

The SPEAKER. The bill in charge of the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Farnsworry] 
would take precedence on the Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move thatthe rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the apportion- 
ment bill; and, pending that motion, I desire 


to move that general debate be closed in fifteen 
minutes. 

Several Mexwsers. Oh, no. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well; I will 
not press that. I yield for a moment to my 
colleague, [Mr. McNesry.] 


BREVET BRIGADIER GENERAL G. W. BALLOCH, 
Mr. McNEELY. I desire to offer the fol- 


lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That tho Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, sev- 
erally directed to inform this House of the circum- 
stances attending the suspension of Brevet Brigadier 
General George W. Balloch, and of the subsequent 
steps taken in the examination and settlement of 
his accounts, so far as the same were brought to the 
notice of their respective Departments. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McNEELY. I object to that reference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohic. Then I object 
to the introduction of the resolution. 


CHANGES ON COMMITTEES. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair announces that 
the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. KELLOGG, 
will serve on the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Lyncu, of Maine, and that 
Mr. Srevensoy, of Ohio, now on the Commit- 
tee on Patents, and Mr. KELLOGG, now on 
the Committee on Public Lands, will take each 
other’s places on their respective committees. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular 


order. 
APPORTIONMENT BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 


motion of the gentleman from Tilinois [Mr. 
FarnswoktH ] that the rules be suspended and 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the apportionment bill. 

The question being taken, the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Burrinron in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
248, for theapportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Marsuaty] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. 
Farnsworta, | which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “at large,” in line twelve, section 
two, Mr, Farnswortu’s amendment, insert: “ And 
in all elections of Representatives aforesaid each 
qualified voter may cast as many votes for one can- 
didate as there are Representatives to be elected by 
the State at large, or may distribute the same, or 
equal parts thereof, among the candidates, as he 


shail see fit, und the candidate receiving the great- 
est number of votes shall be declared elected.” 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee 
rose yesterday the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Mercur] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MERCUR. Mr. Chairman, during the 
discussion of this question yesterday several 
gentlemen invoked the power of the fourteenth 
amendment as bearing upon the whole ques- 
tion of apportionment, A great question does 
arise under this fourteenth amendment. It 
provides, in substance, that if any State denies 
the right of suffrage to any of its male inkab- 
itants, being twenty-one years of age and citi- 
zens of the United States, or in any way 
abridges the right to vote, except for partici- 
pation in rebellion or other crime, the basis 
of representation therein shall be reduced in 
the proportion which the number of such male 
citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens twenty-one years of age in such 
State. 

This fourteenth amendment, like many other 
parts of the Constitution, does not enforce 
itself, It required legislation in order to give 
practical effect to its terms. Now, I take it 
upon myself to say that Congress has passed 
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no law calculated to give effect to the terms 
and restrictions of this fourteenth amendment. 
The first part of this second section of the 
fourteenth amendment provides that— 

" Representatives shall be apportioned among the 
several States according to their respective numbers, 
counting the wholenumber of persons in each State, 
excluding Indians not taxed.” 

A question arises whether the language 
imposing this restriction is to reccive a broad 
or strict construction. I take it that when 
the object is, or when the attempt is made 
to so use it as to abridge the right of a 
` State to representation upon this floor, itshould 
receive a strict construction. Ido not think, 
however, that it is necessary to decide or de- 
termine now, for the purpose of discussing 
this apportionment bill, precisely what class 
of cases were designed to be included in the 
word “denied.’? It appears to me, without 
very much reflection upon that point, that the 
position taken by the gentleman from Ten- 
pessee [Mr. Maynarp] yesterday was well 
taken, that it meant something beyond the 
power of the citizen to control, and that it 
- did not mean to apply to that class of restric- 
tions which every State, for its own security 
and its own protection, and for the purity ofthe 
ballot-box, saw proper to throw around it, 
But I say that Congress has failed to pass any 
Jaw by which the number of the persons re- 
ferred to could be ascertained and determ- 
ined. The Census Bureau has, in an imperfect 
manner sought to obtain that information; 
but they have proceeded and they have taken 
the census under the law of 1850. No lawhas 
been passed by Congress since the adoption 
of the fourteenth amendment providing any 
way or manner for ascertaining the number of 
persons who were denied the right of suffrage. 
The law of 1850, under which this census was 
taken, is specific in its terms, and it has incor- 
porated within it a list of tables or schedules, 
some six in number, giving the forms which 
shall be submitted to the assistant marshals, 
and which they should cause to be filled. It 
might appear at first blush that these were 
merely directory, and that under that law the 
Department of the Interior or the Superin- 
tendent of the Census might modify and change 
them, but, by reference to the law of 1850, it 
will be found that these tables, these sched- 
ules, are made a part and parcel of the law, 
and have the same force and effect as if they 
were incorporated into it and formed a part of 
the text, as they in effect do form a part of 
the text of that law. They are made so by the 
twenty-second section of the act, which reads 
thus: f 

“The tables hereto annexed, and made part of this 
act, are numbered from one to six inclusive.” 

Thus you will see that they are made a part 
of the act, and have the same force and obliga- 
tion as any other part of it. 

The next section, section twenty-three, pro- 
vides that unless the mode of taking the cen- 
sus shall be changed by law the census shall 
continue to be taken and made in pursuance 
of the same act. I will read the twenty-third 
section. It is as follows: 

“Tf no other law be passed providing forthe taking 


of the eighth, or any subsequent census of the United 
States, on or before the Ist day of January of any 
year, when, by theConstitution of the United States, 
any future enumeration of the inhabitants thereof 
is required to be taken, such census shall in all 
things be taken and completed according to the pro- 
visions of this act.” 

It requires, then, that these forms and sched- 
ules shall be adhered to. Itis true the last 
Congress sought to prepare some legislation in 
reference to taking the census, and a commit- 
tee reported a bill’to this House, but that bill 
failed to become a law, and the census was 
taken in pursuance of the law of 1850, Then, 
without any law, without any statute, without 
any act of Congress whatever, the Department 
of the Interior or the Superintendent of the 
Census sought to procure thisadditional inform- 
ation. They thought it might be right and 
proper, and afford some information that would | 


be of value, and hence in the preparation of 
their blanks they added a column to which I 
desire to call the special attention of the House 
in order to show that in their attempt they have 
prepared it so imperfectly that it affords no 
satisfactory information to this House. Ihave 
in my hand one of the blanks which they pre- 
pared, to which they have added columns, 
numbered nineteen and twenty. I refer to this 
in order that members may apply to these 
columns an extract from the report of the 
Superintendent of the Census, which I shall 
presently cause to be read. The general head- 
ing of these columns is ‘‘ Constitutional Regu- 
lations.” Thatthey have subdivided into two 
parts: one part, No. 19, is headed ‘ Male citi- 
zens of the United States of twenty-one years 
of age and upward ;’’ No. 20 is headed ‘‘ Male 
citizens of the United States of twenty-one 
years of age and upward whose right to vote 
is denied or abridged on other grounds than 
rebellion or other erime.”’ 

Mr. HALDEMAN. May Task my colleague 
if those columns were not added in pursuance 
to an amendment of the act of 1850 that ori- 
ginated in the Senate, and was acceded to in 
this House? 

Mr. MERCUR. I understand not. I have 
arrived at the opinion which I have from some 
careful examination of the laws myself, and 
from conferring with the Superintendent of 
the Census, who himself told me there was no 
law authorizing them to do so. 

Now, I was proceeding to refer to these 
columns. No. 20, you will observe, makes 
the assistant assessors the judges both of law 
and of fact—a class of men, in the main, illy 
qualified to discharge those duties. If there 
had been any Jaw authorizing it, I have no 
doubt that law would have been framed differ- 
ently. To arrive at an intelligent result, a 
blank form ought to have been prepared, eon- 
taining numerous subdivisions, showing (if any 
man said he was disfranchised) the reasou or 
ground upon which he said his disfranchise- 
ment was based. The facts should have been 
reported here, and then Congress would have 
determined whether those facts brought the 
individual within this clause. They should 
have ascertained and reported the facts only 
in separate columns, instead of attempting, as 
ran column does, to combine both fact and 
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I am not disposed by any means to censure 
or find fault with the Census Bureau in this 
respect. The fault lies with Congress, if auy- 
where, for not having passed some law pro- 
viding for the collection of this information. 
The Census Bureau has, however, taken itin 
an imperfect manner, by which it appears that 
the male citizens of twenty-one years and 
upward in the United States, excluding the Ter- 
ritories, amount in the aggregate to 8,314,805, 
and the number of citizens deprived of the 
right of suffrage for other causes than for par- 
ticipation in the rebellion or for crime amounts 
to 40,880. Those thus disfranchised are dis- 
tributed among all the States in this Union. 
The largest number is put down as being in 
the State of Missouri, which is reported as 
containing 9,265 persons thus disfranchised. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MERCUR. Yes, sir. 

` Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desire simply to 
state here, by way of correction, that there is 
not a single person disfranchised in the State 
of Missouri. I do not mean to say that this 
showing arises from any error of the Commis- 
sioner of the Census, but the fact is that itis an 
error, that no one is disfranchised. 

Mr. MERCUR. 1 was going to make the 
statement which the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. FINKELNBURG] has made. I have not 
undertaken to say that this showing is correct; 
my object is to show that it is all incorrect. 


What I stated, and what I now repeat, is that | 


according to the information obtained by the 
Census Bureau, as shown by this report, there 


H 


are nine thousand two hundred and sixty-five 
persons in the State of Missouri thus disfran- 
chised. ‘The nexthighestin number is Rhode 
Tsland, with two thousand eight -hundred and 
thirty-five persons thus disfranchised ; and it 
goes on down until some States have but afew 
hundred, and some of them less than one 
hundred so disfranchised. 

The point I desire to make is that this whole 
table is utterly inaccurate; it is not reliable; 
it is not made in pursuance of any law; it is 
without weight, and consideration is not given 
to it at the Department. In this connection 
I send to the Clerk’s table and ask to have 
read an extract from the report of the Com- 
missioner of the Census.. That report has not 
yet been printed; it is at the Government 
Printing Office. But the Superintendent of 
the Census has kindly furnished me with this 
extract, which contains his views and his opin- 
ions in regard to this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“To schedule No. 1 two inquiries were added 

(Nos. 19 and 20) in compliance with what was be- 
lieved to be the requirements of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution, Tho first wag 
intended to obtain the number of male citizens of 
the United States in each State of twenty-one 
years and upward; the second, to obtain the num- 
ber of such citizens whose right to vote is denied or 
abridged on other grounds than rebellion or other 
crime. No anticipations were entertained that the 
results of these inquiries would be of value for the 
purpose for which directly they were introduced 
into the schedule, but it was believed that, in tho 
absence of any legislative provision for determining 
these two classes of the population, in order to carry 
out the requirements of the fourteenth amendment, 
the Department would not be clear if it neglected 
to make the attempt, it being the only executive 
organ through which, without such special provis- 
ion, the information could be obtained, and the 
present being the only time for ten years when the 
attempt could be made. 
_ ‘The census is not the proper agency for such an 
inquiry. Tho questions of citizenship and of the 
denial of suffrage to rightful citizens are mixed 
questions of law and fact, which an assistant mar- 
shal is not competent to decide. No particular value 
is attributed to the results of these questions, so far 
as the original object is concerned, but incidentally 
it is believed information of value has been ob- 
tained. The count thus required of the total number 
of male citizens above twenty-one in each State and 
in the United States, while it perhaps has not author- 
ity enough to be used in reducing the representative 
rights of a sovereign State, has yet been carefully 
made, and is believed to be as exact ag most statis- 
tical results. The information is of a kind never 
before obtained in thecountry,and has certainly an 
important bearing upon political philosophy and 
political history in the United States.” 


Mr. MERCUR. Ialso send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read an extract from a 
communication received by this House yester- 
day from the Secretary of the Interior, cover- 
ing a portion of the same ground. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“It is necessary to state, in transmitting these 
tables, that the Department is disposed to give but 
little credit to the returns made by assistant mar- 
shals in regard to the denial or abridgment of suf- 
frage. The unfavorable judgment of the Depart- 
ment in respect to this single class of statistics is 
formed, first, from the application of certain statis- 
tical tests, and second, from a consideration of the 
agencies employed, which are not deemed adequate 
to the determination of the numerous questions of 
diffienlty and nicety which are involved.” 


Mr. MERCUR. Mr. Chairman, that is all 
that I desire to say upon the question which 
arises on the application of the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution. J now wish 
to say a few words bearing upon the substitute 
and the amendments. When I had the honor 
to address the House a few days ago, I had not 
since last session refreshed my recollection in 
regard to all the intermediate steps by which I 
arrived at the ratio of representation. I gave 
the starting point and the conclusion, but I 
omitted some part of the intermediate pro- 
cesses, which would have made the mannerin 
which I arrived at it more clear and specific. 

In the first place, the Union now consists 
of thirty-seven States. Four of those States, 
Delaware, Nevada, Nebraska, and Oregon, 
have each a population so small that, but for 
the express provision of the Constitution that 
each State shall have at least. one Representa- 
tive, they would not be entitled to a Repre- 


|| sentative on this floor under any apportion- 
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Į start. out by giving to each of those 
four States one member. That disposes of 
them; There: remain thirty-three States. I 
ascertained by successive experiments—by 
dividing by a smaller number and by a larger 
number—what would. bring out a result of 
about two hundred and eighty members. Per- 
mit me to say that I think two hundred and 
eighty members are about the number that 
appeared to meet the approval of this House. 
We should not have too smali a number; we 
should not have too large a number. 
small a number imposes duties too onerous 
upon each member of the House; for I need 
not:say to any member who has long sat upon 
this floor that his duties here are twofold. 
One portion of them is to participate in the 
legislation of the country ; another portion is 


ment. 
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| state that the bill presented or advocated by 


me disregards the fraction of more than a 
moiety in the cases of Ohio, Missouri, and 
IHinois. ; 
Mr. MERCUR. The gentleman understands 
me correctly when he adopts my line of division. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is not what I 


mean. 

Mr. MERCUR. That is what I have been 
discussing. ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not adopt his 
ratio. I do not adopt anybody’s ratio. I take 
the figures, I take the population. I take 
two hundred and eighty to start with, as he 
does ; but when you adopt two hundred and 
eighty you will find that some States have frac- 
tions entitling them to another member. You 
cannot make it precisely two hundred and 


to represent his constituents before the several || cight: 


Departments of the Government in this city; 
and it takes about as much of the Representa- 
tive’s time to do the latter as to discharge his 
official duties in this House. 

Having these thirty-three States to dispose 
of, and desiring not to ignore large fractions, 
I set about experimenting as to what number 
of inhabitants would, if adopted as the ratio, 
best reach that end. I found that by taking 
as. the ratio of representation 137,800, and 
dividing the population of each of the thirty- 
three States by that number, it gave in even 
numbers two hundred and fifty-eight. mem- 
bers. Adding these two hundred and fifty- 
eight members tothe four given to the smaller 


States increased the number to two hundred | 


and sixty-two members. I then examined 
the fraction which each State had after divid- 
ing its whole population by 187,800. There 
must be, I thought, some dividing line where 
a fraction if very large ought, as appeared to 
me, to be represented; where the fraction was 
small, it did not seem necessary that it should 
be. On looking over the fractions remaining 
in these thirty-three States, I found that eight- 
een of them had each a fraction greater than 
one half of 137,800, while thirteen States had 
fractions less than one half of that number, 
Therefore, where the fraction was less than 
one half, I allowed no additional member to 
those States; but in every case where the frac- 
tion was greater than one half, I allowed an 
additional member. 

Now,.some persons appear to have the idea 
that by the allowance of this fraction with 


reference to particular States, some partiality | 


is shown; and I observe that one of the news- 
papers states that Pennsylvania gets an addi- 
tional member in consequence of the fraction. 
It is true she does; but eighteen States get an 
additional member in consequence of having 
a fraction greater than one half. Those States 
are Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylva- 
nia, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Geor- 
gia, Kentucky, Arkansas, Michigan, Texas, 
lowa, Wisconsin, and Kansas. Adding the 
additional members of those eighteen States 
to the two hundred and sixty-two that I had 
previously procured, the whole number was 
brought up to two hundred and eighty. 

But the bill presented here by the gentleman 
from Illinois as amended by him seeks to go 
further. It seeks to disregard this divisional 
line as to whether. they have a fraction greater 
than a moiety of the ratio or not, and seeks to 
give an additional member each to Illinois, 
Missouri, and Ohio. Now, I feel regret at being 
compelled to antagonize. our friends in those 
three great States. It seems to me that the 
line of division we have adopted is the true 
one, and just as soon and as often as we depart 
from it we will lay ourselves liable to: partiality 
and injustice to the other States. 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 ask the gentleman 
to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. MERCUR. I willdo so fora question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I know the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania does not intend to 
misrepresent any one. I understand him to 


| injustice to some State. 


righty. 

Me MERCUR. Excuse me if I do not 
yield further to the gentleman. He says he 
divides by 280, but he does not stop with two 
hundred and eighty. He ends by making his 
bill two hundred and eighty-three. I wish to 
point out the injustice to which it leads. Let 
us cite the case of Ohio. Adopting my ratio, 
the State of Ohio would have a fraction of 
47,060. He seeks to give her an additional 
member. Yet under my ratio the State of 
Vermont has a fraction of 54,951, a larger 
fraction than the State of Ohio. Notwith- 
standing that faet, the gentleman from Illinois 
would give Ohio an additional member and 
leave Vermont without one. I say whenever 
you depart from that true line, excluding all 
those which have less than a moiety, you do 
You cannot carry it 
out on any other fixed rule and do justice to 
all the States. 

It seems to me the question for the House to 
settle is how many members you desire this 
House to be composed of. If you desire it to be 
composed of two hundred and eighty, then the 
bill L have had the honorto present makes it two 
hundred and eighty, and gives to each State 
which has a fraction greater than one half an 
additional member, and withholds an addi- 
tional member from those which have less. It 
is true you can assume some otherratio. You 
can take someother basis. If this House shall 
say it shall consist of two hundred and eighty- 
three members, then the gentleman would be 
right in giving to those three States an addi- 
tional member; that is, he would be right so 
far as he goes, but he would be wrong in this, 
that is, in stopping there, because the State of 
Vermont has a greater fraction than the State 
of Ohio. So, Mr. Chairman, it appears to me 
the great question first to be determined is, how 
many members do we desire the House of 
Representatives shall hereafter consist of? If 
itis to consist of two hundred and eighty, I 
submit, no fairer, no more just, no more equi- 
table apportionment can be made than that 
contained in the substitute I have had the 
honor to submit. 

_ Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, it was my 
intention not to submit any remarks on this 
bill, or on the substitute, until Ishould get the 
opportunity of offering an amendment to the 
substitute ; but, as I am apprehensive I may 
not be able to get the attention of the House 
again while this subject is under consideration, 
I will now indicate my views in regard to this 
bill and some of thepending amendments pro- 
posed to it. For my own part, sir, I am 
entirely content not to enact any legislation 
on this subject at all; but to allow the appor- 
tionment to be made by the Secretary of the 
Interior under existing laws. Still I have no 
objection to considering the question, and fix- 
ing by an act of Congress the number of 
Representatives to which each State shall be 
entitled, inasmuch as questions often arise 
about the assignment of members to fractions 
of ratios which may exist in certain States, 
and which is really the most delicate duty to 


perform in regard to this matter of an appor- 
tionment. 
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But, sir, I am, and have been ever since this 
proposed new apportionment has been mooted, 
earnestly opposed to any very great increase 
of the number of members of this House. F 
know, sir, that in a form of government like 
ours, a representative form of government, it 
is desirable in many cases to make the Rep- 
resentatives as numerous as possible, in order 
hat not only the average sentiment of the 
country may be properly represented, but that 
local interests, and local prejudices, if you 
please, may also be considered, and may be 
represented in the body composed of Repre- 
sentatives of the people. But, sir, there must 
be a limit to this beyond which we cannot 
safely go. Under our Government, including 
the States and all subordinate municipalities, 
every officer receives a compensation. This 
compensation which the officers receive is 
drawn from the people in some shape or other 
by taxation. While, therefore, in some re- 
spects, it is desirable that this House should be 
composed of a comparatively Jarge number of 
Representatives, I sincerely believe that the 
present number of two hundred and forty-one, 
as fairly as can be, does represent not only the 
sentiment of the country, but -the interests of 
every portion of it. And, indeed, sir, as a 
practical question, I think our present num- 
ber is not only quite great enough, but is 
better than a larger number would be, for 
the reason that it is more practicable for 
all the members of a legislative body to 
participate in its legislation, when the num- 
ber is not so large as to be unwieldy, than 
when the number is so large that necessarily a 
small proportion of the members must do the 
business, as is necessarily the case when the 
body of members is so great asto be unwieldy. 
Now, so far as I have been able to get inform- 
ation on this question, the practical result of 
enlarging any representative body to a much 
larger limit than exists now in this House, in 
point of numbers, is to throw the business more 
and more into the hands of committees and of 
the chairmen of committees, and to practically 
exclude a large portion of the House from 
any participation in legislation, further than 
to vote ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ after the business has 
been matured and presented to them for their 
votes. I think, therefore, that no practical 
good can result from very.much enlarging this 
body. 

Then, too, the Hall is not constructed to 
accommodate a much larger number. I donot 
think we are prepared now to go into the busi- 
ness of building a new Capitol or new House 
of Representatives for the sake of accommo- 
dating a few additional members, twenty, 
thirty, or forty, who might be elected under a 
law to be enacted by us. I think we ought 
not to be called upon either to enlarge the 
present Hall, in order to accommodate a few 
more Representatives of the people, when the 
effect of it is only to create that additional 
number of offices to be filied by distinguished 
gentlemen, citizens of the country, while no 
practical good is to be accomplished by it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the great question after 
all resolves itself into this—is there no point 
at which we shall actually enter upon the work 
of reform, upon the work of retrenchment and 
economy? We have not only to support our 
national Government, which used to be one of 
our lightest burdens in respect of taxation, but 
we have to support our State organizations, 
which are inereasing in importance every day, 
which are becoming moreand more expensive, 
more and more burdensome, and have to be 
supported by direct taxes from the people. 
We have, too, our county organizations, which 
are also daily increasing in importance, and 
becoming more and more expensive. Then, 
sit, we have our city and our town organiza- 
tions, and in most of the States we have our 
township organizations; and all these have to 
be supported by taxes drawn from the people 
in some shape or. other. 

The tendency, sir, in this country for years, 
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certuinly, at least, during all the time that I 
have had any connection with public affairs, 
has been to increase the number ‘of offices 
and officers in every one of these divisions 
and subdivisions of our Government. One 
of the gravest apprehensions I have had for 
years past in connection with our political 
fature is that we are so increasing the num- 
ber of offices, and by this means, among 
others, so increasing the burdens of taxation, 
that our form of government is absolutely in 
danger, sooner or later, of a collapse by the 
weight of the official machinery which we are 
placing upon it. Why, sir, go among the tax- 
payers, the property-holders in your cities, in 
your large towns, in your communities where 
thrifty and prosperous men are accustomed to 
live and to carry on their business and occupa- 
tions, and you will find that they all cry out 
against the rates of taxation imposed upon 
them by the various departments and sub- 
divisions of Government, State and national, 
which they have to support. Our States are 
governments, each independent for some pur- 
poses, and to be supported by the people. 
They are divided up into cities, towns, coun- 
ties, and townships, and the people have to 
pay taxesto keep up the organizations of those 
municipalities. These State governments and 
municipalities are the home governments of 
the people, and without them the Federal Gov- 
ernment itself could not exist. Hence they 
have to be supported by the vitalizing power 
of taxation at whatever cost. 

Unless, therefore, some practical good is to 
be accomplished by increasing materially the 
members of this House, we ought not, as a 
matter of economy, to so increase our num- 
bers. The pay of each member is not the 
only expense which is entailed upon the Gov- 
ernment. There are other incidental expenses, 
and this proposed increase of forty members 
would add nearly one fifth to the expenses of 
the House of Representatives. Nor is that 
all; their election would entail other burdens 
incidentally, which, in the aggregate, would 
amount toa considerable sum of money. How- 
ever desirable in some respects it may be to 
make some additional places for our friends 
at home, a strict regard to economy, a strict 
regard to that simplicity in our form of gov- 
ernment which constituted in the eyes of those 
who framed it one of its greatest merits, re- 
quires that we should not greatly increase the 
number of Representatives here. The pro- 
posed increase would not give any real advan- 
tage to the South and West, as it is sometimes 
claimed, if the apportionment in each case is 
made fairly. New England will lose six mem- 
bers if we retain the present limit as to the 
number which shall constitute this House; but 
the six lost by New England will be gained by 
other States, mostly of the West and South, 
and the relative strength of the different sec- 
tions will be the same if the number of Repre- 
sentatives shall be either enlarged or reduced. 
But New England ought not to complain if she 
should lose those six members, because she 
will still have her twelve Senators, although 
her population and territory are both smaller 
than the State of New York. New England 
will still, therefore, have sufficient influence in 
the Congress of the United States, aud no cause 
of compiaint on that account. 

But that is not all, sir. Isee a paragraph 
going the rounds of the papers to the effect 
that in the two Houses, as at present consti- 
tuted, there are forty-seven sons of New Eng- 
land hailing from the different States of the 
Union; so that there need be no apprehension 
that that section of the country will not be 
well taken care of under any system of ap- 
portionment which we may adopt. Therefore, 
Mr. Chairman, when the proper time arrives, 
when we shall reach the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Mercur,} which I regard as better in some 
respects than the original bill, I shall move to 
amend this substitute so as to make the num- 
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ber of Representatives two hundred and forty- 
one, and if that shall fail, I shall then offer an 
amendment, fixing it at some number not 
greatly in excess of the present number, say 
two hundred and fifty, earnestly believing that 
there ought not to be any substantial increase. 

Sir, if we have not the power, if we have 
not the courage to practice a little economy 
and retrenchment in matters affecting our own 
body, I do not really see how we can complain 
of an increase of the offices in other depart- 
ments of the Government. One of the sub- 
jects most earnestly discussed now in the pub- 
lie journals, in political conventions, and in 
all the political centers where the condition 
of the country is being especially considered, 
is how to get rid of the very large number of 
offices which we have connected with the 
executive department of the Government, in 
the collection of the revenue, and in fact in 
all the other departments of the Government. 
If we increase the number of the members of 
this ILouse, I do notknow with what grace, with 
what sort of assurance, we can go before the 
country and ask that there shall be a diminu- 
tion in the number of offices in the other 
departments of the Government. It is an 
indication that we are willing to increase the 
number of offices simply for the sake of 
magnifying the legislative department of this 
Government, without reference to the neces- 
sitiesof the public service. For my own part, 
I will not vote for any bill which shall very 
greatly increase the number of members of 
this House. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX. I understand that my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. SusLuaparcer] wishes to 
leave to-morrow, and I will yield to him. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I will not detain 
this committee more than five or ten minutes. 
I am induced to do that only from whut I un- 
derstand has been said in this debate in regard 
to the constitutional question with which we 
are compelled to deal in our consideration of 
this bill. I understand the opinion has been 
expressed by certain gentleman upon this 
floor, for whose opinion I have the very high- 
est respect, that in making this apportionment 
we may not take into consideration any depri- 
vation of the right to vote in theseveral States 
on account of lack of intelligence, or lack of 
property, or the like. 

Now, it is to express my own convictions in 
regard to that subject that 1 desire to say a, 
word or two. Iam very confident that those 
gentlemen must be wrong. I know there are 
difficulties that we will encounter of a practical 
character, perhaps also difficulties of princi- 
ple, in- the application of this constitutional 
provision, but, I think, not any that are either 
insurmountable or very grave. Take this idea, 
for instance: it is said that a lack of residence 
is a cause of disiranchisement that comes 
within the purview of the fourteenth article of 
amendment. My own State of Ohio, for ex- 
ample, requires that a man shall reside in the 
State for one year before he shall be permitted 
to vote. Now, if we go to extending these 
classes beyond those that have been alluded 
to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Maywarp] and others, we will be compelled 
to take in that class, and to reduce the repre- 
sentation of Ohio, because she does not per- 
mit certain males over twenty-one years of 
age to vote until they have resided in the 
State for one year. Now, my reply to that is, 
that is a mere regulation to secure the purity 
of election; it does not go to the fundamental 
right at all. It is like the requirement that a 
man shall reside in the county for thirty days, 
or in the township for twenty days, or that he 
shall not vote by proxy, but shall go to the 
pollsin person. It is like those requirements. 


Mr. DAWES. Like the resigy law, ; 
Mr. SHELLABARGER. Yes, sir; like 


the registry law, as suggested by my. excellent 
friend on my left, [Mr. Dawes, ] and does not | 


affect the matter of the right to vote. But 
when we get away from the class of require- 
ments that relate to the matter of protecting 
the pnrity of elections, and go to extending 
the deprivations beyond those, you do come 
within the operation of the fourteenth article” 
of amendment, and you do then touch the 
magnitude of States’ rights and powera in this 
Hall. Suppose we permititto be enacted in this 
the first law that we pass under this fourteenth 
amendment that all men who cannot read or 
write shall be counted out ; or that all men who 
shall not come up to some other and higher 
standard of education shall be counted out; that 
all who are not astronomers and cannot cal- 
culate an eclipse shall be counted out; you 
may iu a State fix it arbitrarily as you please; 
you may cut down the right to vote of all 
men whose standard of intelligence may not 
be in accordance with the ideas that the 
State Legislature may have at any time. 

Now I say it was the design of this consti- 
tutional amendment, and it was a beneficent 
one, that wherever a State may choose to do 
that thing—and the State may do it—the 
fourteenth amendment does not take away the 
power of the State to doit. You in Massachu- 
setts may establish your qualifications of intel- 
ligence, or you in New York and Rhode Island 
may establish your property qualifications as 
you may please, but you take the consequences 
in their effect upon your power in this House ; 
you have your choice. The design of this 
constitutional amendment was that the poor 
man, the ignorant man, the colored man, 
should be secured, should be guarantied his 
right to vote ; that the States should not de- 
prive him of his right of representation, except 
by taking the consequences of not having in 
this Hall representation for those of his class. 
That is to say, if a State decides that a man is 
not good enough to vote, the Stateshall thereby 
be regarded as saying that he is not good 

-enough to be represented here. In other 
words, we are not to have the old slave sys- 
tem—the learned men voting for the unlearned, 
on the theory that the latter are not competent 
themselves to vote. The principle of the con- 
stitutional amendment is a correct one; and I 
appeal to the Representatives of the people to 
enforce it now and here. 

Thigis all, Mr. Chairman, that T designed to 
say. I doubt whether, under the operation of 
the figures furnished by the Census Bareau, we 
shall really have anything to do with these 
fractions. I understand that, asa matter of 
fact, the numbers disfranchised are too small, 
perhaps, to result in any changes as to the rep- 
resentation of the several States, and that so far 
as this particular case is concerned we are 
brought under the operation of the rule, that 
the law does not care about little things. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in what class he would place persons dis- 
franchised on account of the non-payment of 
a tax? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I would place 
such a requirement in the same class as the 
requirement of an educational qualification—a 
thing which, if the State resorts to it, operates 
to abridge its representation in this Hall. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SHELLABARCER] to one consequence of 
his very remarkable discussion of this consti- 
tutional point. Yesterday, as the House will 
remember, a communication came here from 
the Census Bureau. At my request it was put 
in the Globe. We to day have had read to us 
by the geutleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Mercur] a communication which shows that 
this table prepared by the Superintendent of 
the Census was prepared on the same sort of 
information, through the same agencies, and 
with the same sanctity and solemnity as the 
rest of the census. For certain purposes, this 
table isto be taken, if not as the very best 

| evidence, as good and sufficient. evidence of 

the facts and figures stated. It gives in detail 
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the number disfranchised in the various States 
enumerated. Now, I think that the remark 
made by my friend from Obio needs some 
qualification in one regard. There could be 
no more complete testimony, even for action 
on the general question of apportionment, than 
the official returns of the census. I do not 
care whether authorized by legislation or not, 
they are authorized, as the Superintendent of 
Census in his communication states, by the 
paramount law—the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I thought you 
proposed to ask me a question. . 

Mr. COX. Lhope the gentleman will hear 
me out. Ido not care so much for the form 
of my statement. The gentleman made a mis- 
take which I think the majority of this House, 
if not all of its members, has made. The mis- 
take consists in deducting the number of dis- 
franchised persons in the different States from 
the ratio of representation or from the frac- 
tional portion of the ratio, without giving effect 
to the Constitution itself in a very peculiar 
clause. To that clause I will call earnest at- 
tention. Iwillthen draw the conclusion, which 
Ithink arithmetic, interpretation, and our oaths 
to the Constitution fairly require. That con- 
clusion will satisfy all that some of the States 
are rated too highly in their representation. 
Ohio is one of them, Massachusetts comes 
within a thousand of being in the same cate- 
gory. Rhode Island is certainly in that posi- 
tion. There are others, as to which I have not 
calculated. If gentlemen will only follow the 
rule of three, and at the same time the Consti- 
tation, they will find that there is a different 
mode of calculation from that which has been 
heretofore attempted by the gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania { Mr. Mercur] and from Illinois, 
{Mr. Farnsworrs.] The fourteenth article 
of amendments to the Constitution provides 
tnat— i 

“When the right to vote at any election for the 


choice of electors for President and Vice President of | 


tho United States, Representatives in Congress, the 
executive and judicial officers ofa State, or the mem- 
bers of the Legislature thereof, is denied to any of 
tho male inbabitants of such State, being twenty- 
one years of age, and citizens of the United States, 
orin any way abridged ?—— 

I call particular attention to this language: 
“or in any way abridged ”— 

That is, cut off in part, limited, or affected— 
“excopt for participation in rebellion, or other crime, 
the basis of representation therein shall be reduced 
in the proportion which the number of such male 
citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citi- 
zens twenty-one years of age in such State.” 

This requires ns to resort to the rule of 
three. Take, for instance, Rhode Island. The 
whole number of her population is 217,353. 
According to this table, which I take to be 
a solemn act of the Government, resulting 
froma sworn and vigilant performance of duty, 
there are 2,885 people disfranchised in that 
State under her election law of 1842, Her male 
citizens of twenty-one years of age and upward 
are 43,996. Ifyou cipher in accordance with 
the Constitution you will find that 18,728 should 
be deducted from the whole population, 217,353, 
leaving 203,625. To ascertain the fraction for 
a member, deduct from this 208,625, 136,219, 
the ratio for two hundred and eighty mem- 
bers, as reported from the Census Bureau; 
or take, if you please, the ratio of my friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mercur,] which is 
187,800, and yon will find that Rhode Island 
falls beneath the moiety. She is, therefore, 
not entitled to two members—only one. She 
comes down by the first deduction to 67,406, 

- less than one half of the moiety fixed in this 
table from the census department, which is 
81,284. And it is still worse when you apply 
it to the bill of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. MERCUR, | for he makes the ratio 
187,800. This is your boasted calenlation of 
the apportionment of your new era! So if you 
pursue the Constitution in respect to all these 

_ States, and take as a basis the figures which 
your Administration, pursuing your pet amend- 


ment, has collated for your action, you should 
send this bill to an intelligent committee of 
simple arithmeticians of honest impulses for 
revision. i 

Again, Ohio has disfranchised 2,551 of her 
voting male citizens over twenty-one years of 
age. I donoteare, for this argument, how the 
abridgment of suffrage is made. It is enough 
for me just now that your officer of the census 
reports the number. The Constitution says, 
‘Sif it be abridged in any manner.” I do not 
know but my friend from Ohio is right when 
he says that the Ohio abridgment is a matter 
of protection, and pertains to the purity of 
elections. But whether that be so or not, we 
have this official and careful return made on 
some careful data. It shows that Ohio abridges 
her voting population 2,651. The male vote 
over twenty-one is 593,000, while the whole 
population is 2,655,260. The calculation shows 
that there is only a fraction of 35,596, which 
is less than the half of 187,800, according to 
the bill of the gentleman from Pennsytvania, 
[Mr, Mercur,] and less than one half of that 
of the census table. Massachusetts, as I have 
said, comes within 1,000 of losing one member 
under this constitutional rule. As to the other 
States, I will not inquire into them justnow. I 
have said enough to illustrate the absolute dis- 
regard of Constitution, census, and equality 
contained in the bills before the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House to a matter notaltogether arithmetical, 

You made this constitutional amendment. 
I know what you made it for. You made it 
to hold it in terrorem over the southern States. 
You used it as a lash te make them adopt 
negro suffrage. You did nviknow that it would 
apply to Ohio or Massachusetts. Oh,no! You 
did not know—or if you did, you were reckless 
in your partisan aims—that it would apply to 
Rhode Island. In that State they disfranchise 
men according to law when they do not happen 
to own $184 of real estate or property which 
rents for more than seven dollars per annum. 
This is the Rhode Island law: 

“SEC. 1. Every male citizen of the United States 
of the age of twenty-one years, who has had his 
residence and home in this State for one year, and 
in the town or city in which he may claim a right to 
vote six months next preceding the time of voting, 
and who is really and truly possessed in his own 
right of real estate in such town or city of the value 
of $184, over and above all incumbrances, or which 
shall rent for seven dollars per annum over and 
above any rent reserved, or the interest of any in- 
cumbrances thereon, being an estate in fee-simple, 
fee-tail, for the life of any person, or an estate in 
reversion of remainder, which qualifies no other 
person to vote, the conveyance of which estate, if by 
deed, shall have been recorded at least ninety days, 
shall hereafter have a right to vote at the election 
of all civil officers, and on all questions, in all legal 
town or ward meetings, so long as he continues so 
qualified.”” E 

You did not know thatit would strike as well 
tbe intelligent State of Massachusetts, where 
they require reading and writing as the pre- 
requisite for the suffragan. Butitdoes. ‘The 
engineer is hoist with his own petard.” You 
thought to strike the South, to compel them 
to negro suffrage; but you have struck your- 
selves and now you wriggle over it. [Laugh- 
ter.] Ohlit is pitiful. Why do you not stand 
by the Constitution, orthe amendments which 
you made? We Democrats have made a ‘new 
departure,’’ on the amendments at least. We 
are taunted for accepting them. Very well. 
We stand by the amendments as we have 
always stood, as you know, by the old and 
unamended organic law. Wetake the amend- 
ments and you are avoiding their effect. Now 
enforce your pet ideas. Why do you not? You 
have ingrafted them, after much eloquence and 
labor, on the Constitution. Your excuse is 
that there is no law to carry out the funda- 
mental constitutional law I have quoted. For 
shame! You dodge the “higher law’? you 
made. You undertook to disfranchise the 
South, or rather to decrease their representa- 
tion unless they accepted your negro suffrage. 


Does anybody here dispute this, your pitiable | 


predicament? Is there any one who does not 
know the constitutional effect of this amend- 
ment? I hear not one word. 

I did intend, Mr. Chairman, to argue the 
question so handsomely presented by my hon- 
orable friend from Indiana, [Mr. Nipnacx,] 
but I fear the House, which has listened to me 
so heedfully, may wish to adjourn, and I do 
not now propose to proceed on that subject; 
and, if there be no objection, I will postpone 
my further remarks until to-morrow. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
Į desire to call the attention of the House to 
one cr two points pertinent to this debate, In 
doing so I shall not reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat. He 
is trying to make some party capital out of 
this subject, and to some extent, I admit, he is 
justified in his criticism. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; fally justified. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The language 
of this amendment seems to me unfortunately 
chosen, and I do not believe that those who 
put itinto the Constitution saw, at the time, the 
full scope and extent of its meaning. Asa 
matter of history, it was intended to declare 
simply that where suffrage was denied or 
abridged in any State on account of race, or 
color, or previous condition of servitude, rep- 
resentation should be diminished in the pro- 
portion of such denial and abridgment. And 
that was a wise and a just proposition. But, 
I believe, as a matter of historical fact, that 
when the article was pending in Congress, 
some one suggested, in the spirit of a similar 
criticism made by Madison in the consti- 
tutional Convention, that the word ‘‘servi- 
tude,’ or “slavery,” ought not to be named 
in the Constitution as existing or as exercising 
any influence in the suffrage; and hence this 
negative form was adopted to avoid the useof 
an unpleasant word. But, in adopting the 
negative form, with a view-to the exclusion of 
only two classes, they did as a matter of fact 
exclude many classes, who were manifestly 
not in the mind of the authors of the amend- 
ment atthe time. Thus they made the back 
of the blade cut as sharp as the edge itself. 
The whole case is a striking illustration of the 
danger of attempting to reach an object indi- 
rectly where there was a direct road which 
led to the same end. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution is here, 
in the words that have been quoted several 
times during this debate. Can we obey its 
requirements? If so, how? Or, shall we 
neglect it? The gentieman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MERCUR] says we may neglect it, because 
the Constitution does not execute itself and 
Congress made no law to provide for taking 
the statistics necessary to its execution. I 
wish to call that gentleman’s attention to a 
matter of history which, I think, will answer 
his argument. The House of Representatives 
passed at the beginning of the last Congress a 
very elaborate bill, in which the carrying out 
of this specific clause of the fourteenth amend- 
ment was provided for, and the method pre- 
scribed by which the statistics called for under 
the fourteenth amendment should be obtained. 
That bill passed the House after eleven days’ 
debate, but the Senate came to the conclusion 
that the old law for taking the census, the law 
of 1850, was good enough, and the committec 
which had charge of the subject reported on 
the 7th of February, 1870, a bill as a substi- 
tute for the House bill, in these words: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be direeted so 
to change the schedule and blanks to be used in 
enumerating the inhabitanis of tho United States 
in 1870 so asto make the same conform to the Con- 
stitution of the United Statos.” 

These words were proposed as a substitate 
for the House bill of some thirty or forty pages. 
After a long debate, it was declared by Sen- 
ators that this substitute was unnecessary; not 
that, as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr 
Mercur] affirms, the Coustitution would not 
execute itself, bat that it would be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Tuterior to make his 
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‘schedules conform to the changes in the 
‘organic law without any new act of Congress. 
This view was discussed, and I have before me 
the speech of the Senator who had charge of 
the bill. That Senator expressed the opinion 
that no legislation was necessary, and that the 
Secretary of the Interior must consider the 
amendments as a part of the law which should 
guide him in his work. The Senate agreed to 
this view, and by an overwhelming vote laid 
both the bill of the House and the Senate 
substitute on the table. That substitute, 
as I have already shown, required the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to change the sched- 
ules and make them conform to the Consti- 
tation. We thus had from the Senate a sol- 
emn declaration that in their judgment no 
legislation was needed, and that the Secretary 
of the Interior must give such instructions, 
and must make such changes in the schedules 
as the amendments to the Constitution re- 
quired. I understand that my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. WILLARD] desires to ask me a 
question. 

Mr. WILLARD. I desire to ask the gen- 
man from Ohio, who was acting chairman of 
the Committee on the Census if in his judg- 
ment the present census, as it is now in the 
office of the Secretary of the Interior, does 
not contain facts which will enable the House 
to make the apportionment in obedience to 
the requirements of the constitutional amend- 
ment? Georgia, for instance, requires a tax 
to be paid by all persons over twenty-two 
years of age. Now, the census will show how 
many male persons over twenty-two years of 
age there are in Georgia. A fair construc- 
tion will bring that case under the amend- 
ment. Will not the census show the fact; and 
may we not get at the basis of apportionment 
there by deducting that number ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I shall come to 
that in a moment, if my friend will allow me. 
If gentlemen have been following my remarks, 
they will see that the Secretary of the Interior, 
by this vote of the Senate, considered himself 
instructed as to his duties in the premises. 
Now, what did the Secretary proceed to do? 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that the 
law and schedules of 1850 were his only law, 
and that he had no right to change them. I 
call the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to the fact that the Secretary of the 
Interior actually dropped out of the census of 
1870 a whole schedule which stands in the law 
of 1850, and, according to the gentleman’s 
view, the only law that the Seerctary had. 
How could he drop out one of thesixschedules 
of the law under which he was acting? Ian- 
swer, for the manifest reason that that schedule 
required him to take a census of slaves, and 
to collect special statistics in reference to 
slaves. But by the thirteenth amendment 
slavery had been abolished, and he was bound 
to take notice of the fact, and govern himself 
accordingly. He did very properly drop that 
schedule out. 

Now, if he took cognizance of that fact, he 
wus equally bound to take cognizance of the 
further fact that the basis of representation 
had been changed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment; and he was bound to conform his 
schedule to this change. That he proceeded 
to do; and how? He knew that the House 
Committee on the Ninth Census had examined 
this subject, and reported a method of taking 
the census, so as to meet the demands of the 
fourteenth amendment as far as practicable. 

In the report of that committee, on pages 
52 and 58, they say: 


“After much reflection, the committee could de- 
vise no better way than te add to the family sched- 
ule a column for recording those who are voters, and 
another with this heading copied substantially from 
theamendment: ‘Citizens of the United States being 
twenty-one years of age, whose right to vote is de- 
nied or abridged on other grounds than rebellion or 
crime.’ It may be objected thut this will allow the 
citizen to be a judge of the law as well ag the fact, 
and that it will be difficult to get true and accurate 
answers. We can only say that, this is the best 
method that has been suggested.” 


m 


The Secretary of the Interior adopted these 
suggestions, as being in his judgment the best 
method that he could take to carry out this 
clause of the Constitution. Those two col- 
umns, as my friend from Pennsylvania has 
said, are numbered nineteen and twenty, in 
the population schedule which was used by the 
marshals throughout the country. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior, therefore, considering 
himself instructed by the constitutional amend- 
ment, took this method to get the required pro- 
portion from which to- find the representative 
population of the United States. He has given 
us the result in the table now before us. The 
Secretary says officially that the result is not 
satisfactory nor trustworthy. I presume this 
is so, for the machinery of the old law was 
wholly inadequate to such work. But correct 
or incorrect, this table is the only result we 
have or can get. The original idea of the 


census was for the very purpose of basing the 


representation of the country on its results. 
The purpose, and the only purpose for which 
a census was authorized by the Constitution, 
was to apportion Representatives and direct 
taxes among the people. 

Now we have the results as ascertained un- 
der the Constitution and laws, and, however 
imperfect they may be in the judgment of any 
gentleman, they form our only basis of appor- 
tionment. Inmy judgment, we areboundtodo 
one of two things: either to refuse to obey 
the fourteenth amendment according to- the 
results obtained, or take the results as they 
come and make them the basis of apportion- 
ment of representation. 

Now, in a table which I have received from 
the Census Burean the reductions have been 
made from the total populations of each State, 
according to the proportion of their disfran- 
chised persons. 

That table is as follows: 
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* Subject to constitutional provision assigning at least one Representative to each State, whatever its 


population. 


It will be seen that the results shown by this 
table differ only from the bill of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworra] in giving each 
of the States of Rhode Island and Arkansas 
one member less than his bill gives them. That 
is the practical application of this rule of the 
fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. BURDETY. The gentleman from Ohio 
insists that the House shall accept and act upon 
this report which he holds in his hand. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No, sir; I say 
the House must choose between doing that and 
declaring by formal law that it will not regard 
that part of the Constitution at all. 

Mr. BURDETT. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the special case of 
Missouri. Itis true that as to Missouri there 
does not exist and has not existed any pro- | 
vision whereby any person is disfranchised 
under the purview of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution. Therefore 
this report, that there are over nine thousand | 


persons in that State who are disfranchised, is 
utterly untrue and unreliable, and ascertain- 
ably so by reference to the laws of Missouri. 
I ask, therefore, if the gentleman will insist 
that we shall accept that table so far as Mis- 
souri is concerned? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not see 
that we have any choice. ‘This is an official 
report, the report of the only tribunal that 
the Constitution knows in connection with this 
subject. If that tribunal is wrong, I will not 
say that we may not in any way revise it; for 
we could order the census of Missouri taken 
over again. But if we apportion the Repre- 
sentalives this winter, and obey the Constitu- 
tion, we cannot go outside this report upon 
any unofficial statistics any individual may 
present, however correct such statistics may 
be. It secms to me that we are bound to take 
this report into account; and I hope this work 
will compel future Congresses to provide. sonie 
more efficient mode for taking those statistics. 
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Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman yield 
for a motion that the committee now rise? 

Mr. KERR. I will. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 move that the commit- 
tee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and. the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Bur- 
FINTON reported that, according to order, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly the special 
order, being House bill No. 248, for the ap- 
portionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, asked and obtained ! 


indefinite leave of absence for his colleague, 
Mr. Foster, of Michigan, 

Mr. SHELLABARGER asked and obtained 
leave of absence for ten days. 


NEW YORK CITY BANKS. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unan- 


imous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Scerctary of the Treasury be 
requested to ascertain whether any of the banks in 
the city of New York, organized under the banking 
system of the United States, are in any way con- 
cerned or interested in promoting an artificial 
soareity of money, and to report the same to this 

OUSE. 


ENVELOPE MANUFACTURE. 


Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the following petition; and the same 
was ordered to be printed in the Daily Globe: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
; in Congress assembled : 

The petition of the undersigned, envelope manu- 
facturers, printers, and stationers, respectiully rep- 

regents that the United States Government, through 
the Post Office Department, has been for some time 
past manufacturing and selling envelopes at or below 
their cost to the Government, in the city of New 
York, and delivering the same through the mails to 
all parts of the country free of charge, at a loss to 
the Post Office Department of the cost of transport- 
ation, handling, &e., estimated at $1 654 per thousand 
envelopes, on the basis referred to in the Postmaster 
General’s report for 1869, (page 34;) and, in addition, 
are printing on the same gratuitously for merchants 
and others, requiring a large and expensive clerical 
force to receive, copy, and transmit orders for the 
same, at a total estimatet loss to the Department for 
the year 1869 of $134,489 70, while on the increased 
business of 1870 and i871 it cannot be far short of 
$200,000, ‘Po this action of the Government we most 
respectfully submit the following 
Objections, 

1. That the stamped envelopes so manufactured 
by the Post Ofice Department are furnished exclu- 
sively for sale, and not for Government use. 

2. That the manufacture and sale of stamped en- 
velopesani printing on the same by the Government 
gratuitously is an unjust and improper interference 
with your petitioners’ trade. 

3, ‘That the Government thereby becomes a pow- 
erful competitor against all envelope manufactu- 
rers, printers, lithographers, stationers, and dealers 
throughout the country, for business which should 
be conducted solely by private citizens and with 
private capital. 

4. That the Government, by soliciting orders for 
envelopes by its thirty thousand postmasters, comes 
upon the market as a retail dealer, offering to print 
them without charge, in direct competition with en- 
velope manufacturers, printers, stationers, and other 
dealers, none of whom can afford to print envelopes 
for their customers gratuitously. 

5. That the Government delivers envelopes 
through the mails to all of its thirty thousand post 
offices without charge to the consumer, overburden- 
ing the mails, adding to the freematter (now charge- 
able to Congress under the franking privilege) many 
hundreds of tons annually, and increasing the rates 
charged by transportation companies for the mail 
service, and while your petitioners are compelled to 
pay for such transportation they cannot compete 
with the. Government, which. bas its printing and 
transportation done at the expense of the public. 

6. That supplying stamped envelopes at less than 
cost benefits only large firms aud corporations who 
are abundantly able to pay a profit for making and 
printing envelopes. 

7. That by this interference of the Government 
their businessis largely diminished, their machinery 
reduced invalue, and it operates as aninvidious dis- 
crimination. against your petitioners, and one not 
made against any other class of manufacturers, and 
constitutes a dangerous precedent, which, if fol- 
lowed in other departments of the Government, on 


all articles requiring a stamp, would powerfully 
tend to discourage private enterprise, and concen- 
trate in the Government unwarrantable powers. 


Suggestions as to the Remedy. . 
Should Congress not deem it advisable to abolish 
the sale of stamped envelopes, then your petition- 


ers respectfully suggest that it would be but an act | 


of justice to them: to pass an amendment to the 
present law authorizing the sale of stamped envel- 
opes. and requiring: k 

1. That the Post Office Department furnish envel- 
opes to the public at ten per cent, above actual cost 
and not at cost, as at present. This would assist in 
making the Department self-sustaining, as well as 
in some degree help the trade. me 

2, The amendment to the Post Oficeappropriation 
bill passed by Congress at its last session, providing 
“that no envelope as furnished by the Government 
shall contain any lithographing or engraving, and 
no printing, except printed request to return the 


i| letter to the writer,” should be made into a perma- 


nent Jaw, as it expires July 1, 1872. ae 

3. Should Congress not. prohibit the printing of 
business cards, then all stamped envelopes printed 
to order, with the name, address, and business of 
the party ordering them,should be charged one dol- 
lar per thousand extra, which is less than ordinarily 
charged by printers andstationers. 

4, That allstamped envelopes with business cards 
printed on them, and sent through the mails, should 
bo charged with postage, same as other printed 
matter, which cost of transportation is estimated at 
$1 44 per thousand, from data given in the Postmas- 
ter General’s report for 1869, page 34. 

Your petitioners therefore pray that such legisla- 
tion may be adopted by your honorable bodies as 
may relieve them from injurious competition. 


FRAUDS IN THE NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 615) for the bet- 
ter detection and prevention of frauds in the 
naval service; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and to be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was referred; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SNAPP. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: The memorial of Jane 
Dulaney, for a pension. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of Thomas 
A. Dillon, in relation to his claim for bounty. 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of James 8. 
Wheat, Benjamin Stanton, and others, of West 
Virginia, praying the passage of a law author- 
izing an additional term of the circuit court 
of the United States to be held in the city of 
Wheeling in the district of West Virginia. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: A petition 
of manufacturers of tobaceo at Lynchburg, 
Virginia, praying a uniform tax of sixteen 
cents per pound on manufactured and smoking 
tobacco. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Jere- 
miah Peck, of Connecticut, for an amendment 
of the tax laws. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of L. H. 
Bogardus, jr., late second lieutenant fourth 
United States infantry, asking to be restored to 
his former rank in the regular Army. 

By Mr. LAMPORT: The petition of R. L. 
Adams and others, relating to printed envel- 
opes, &c. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of George 
Olmstead and 12 others, citizens of Elyria, 
Ohio, asking for legisiation in regard to the man- 
ufacture of envelopes by the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: A resolution of the city 
of Philadelphia, asking the repeal of the Uni- 
ted States tax on gas consumed in the public 
lamps of said city, and on all illuminating gas. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of Edward 
Cavendy, for compensation for. the invention 


of tripods for-taking zenith observations at 
sea; &e, : 


| 


Also, the petition of Mrs. Mary A. Dodd, of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, for a pension. 

By Mr. PRICE: The memorial of Mrs, 
Margaret S. Fain, widow of W. C. Fain. 
praying for a pension. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A petition of sundry 
envelope manufacturers, printers, and station- 
ers, remonstrating against the present sysiem 
of sale of stamped envelopes by the Post 


|| Office Department. 


By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of Har- 
rison Gibson & Co. and others, of Williams- 
port, Pennsylvania, protesting against the 
manufacture and sale of envelopes by the Post 
Office Department. l 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The 
petition of John J. Crittenden, Charles Van 
Name, Cornelius C. Jones, Garrett P. Wright, 
and Barnett Jones, to change the name of 
the American coasting vessel known as the 
Andrew Stewart. 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of Rand, 
Avery & Co., and others, printers and station- 
ers, to change the present mode of furnishing 
the Post Office Department with envelopes, &c. 

By Mr. VAUGHAN: The memorial of J. 
L. Beasley and 45 others, citizens of the county 
of Shelby, Tennessee, praying for tbe refund- 
ing of the cotton tax heretofore collected. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, December 18, 1871. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J, P. New- 
xax, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


The Vice President appointed Mr. ANTHONY 
to fill the vacancy upon the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and Mr. Cracry to 
fill the vacancy upon the Committee on Agri- 
culture, under the order made yesterday. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER, . I present the petition of 
the Twenty-first District Republican Club of 
Washington, and also of the executive com- 
mittee of the Workingmen’s Association of 
Washington — a Republican club and the 
workingmen uniting in the same petition. 
They set forth that there exists ‘a wicked and 
unjust discrimination against citizens of color 
in the District of Columbia and in the States,” 
and they ask Congress to adopt the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill now pending. They 
say, ‘‘ By so doing you will perform an aci of 
justice, and send to the hearts of thousands 
who at present are denied the common rights 
of men and women throughout the entire coun- 
try a thrill of joy for snch a reasonable and 
just consummation.” This issigned “William 
T. Davis, chairman of the Republican clab,” 
and “J. B. Mansfield, secretary; also by 
“James G. Marshall, president of the Work- 
ingmen’s Association,” and “Aaron Brad- 
shaw, secretary.’’ 

In presenting this petition I desire to express 
my joy that the workingmen of the country 
unite with the colored men in asking for equal 
rights. I regard thatas a good sign, and I 
hope the Senate will take notice, and will make 
haste to pass the bill which this petition prays 
for. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present the memorial 
of the Ohio yearly meeting of Friends, held at 
Salem by adjournments from the 28th day of 
the eighth month to the 81st day of the same 
month, of this year, in which they wish to ex- 
press their satisfaction with the settlement of 
grave difficulties with Great Britain by arbi- 
tration, and pray that all the powers of the 
Government may use their influence with the 
Governments of the world for the settlement 
of all national difficulties in some similar way, 
that the disarmament of all nations may thereby 
be brought about. I move the reference of 
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this memorial to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. . 

‘Lhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented petitions of citi- 
zens of Essex, Russell, Lowell, and Hinsdale, 
Massachusetts, praying the repeal of the duty 
on salt; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Emma 
M. Moore, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
widow and legatee of the late Commodore 
Edwin M. Moore, praying for the payment of 
interest on a claim which she alleges to have 
been unjustly withheld from her by the Gov- 
ernment from the 3d day of March, 1857, to 
April 11, 1869; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented the petition of the 
children of Mrs. Harriet dela Palm Baker, 
deceased, daughter and legal heir of the late 
Lieutenant Colonel Frederick H. Weissenfels, 
of the army of the Revolution, praying a dona- 
tion of land to them by the Government in 
payment for services-rendered by Colonel 
Weissenfels ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of 
Hanover, Mount Vernon, Bradford, Wolfbor- 
ough, Gilmanton, and Dunbarton, New Hamp- 
shire, praying the repeal of the duty on salt; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. - 

Mr. SPENCER presented a petition of citi- 
zens, tax-payers, of the city of Mobile, Ala- 
bama, praying the repeal of the duty on salt; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PRATT. I present the petition of W. 
S. Single and others, citizens, publishers, and 
stationers at Lafayette, Indiana, praying Con- 
gress to abolish the sale of stamped envelopes 
by the Government, or to modify the existing 
law authorizing their sale in certain particulars 
pointed out, so as to relieve them from unjust 
competition, I move its reference to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of 
Joseph J. Petrie, praying compensation for 
services rendered to emigrants in the Sacra- 
mento valley in 1849 and 1850; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Ann M. 
Marshall, widow of Captain Patterson Mar- 
shall, deceased, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented papers in relation to 
claims of certain citizens of Glasgow, Mis- 
souri, praying remuneration for certain prop- 
erty destroyed by military authority during the 
late war; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
signed by sundry citizens of different parts of 
the State of Vermont, asking the repeal of the 
duty on salt. These petitions, although evi- 
dently gotten up by some association and sent 
around to be signed, no doubt express the 
opinions of these gentlemen, and I do not 
kuow but that they represent the opinions of 
the whole body of our people in Vermont; but 
I always wish to submit with a qualification 
petitions of this character, that evidently ema- 
nate from some central source, and do not seem 
to be very spontaneous. I move the reference 
of these petitions to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. RICH. I wish an order made for the 
withdrawal of some papers; but I desire first 
to make a statement in regard to ıt. 
sented a petition some sessions back for the 
relief of William J. Patton, a collector in 
Arkansas, and owing to the fact that he could 
not get his accounts settled in the Department 
the case was reported back adversely. His 
accounts are now in a condition to present 


I present nine petitions | 


I pre- | 


that case again, and. I wish to get leave to 


withdraw the papers which were then pre- | 
sented from the files of the Senate and have | 


them referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. PomE- 
ROY in the chair.) The Senator from Arkan- 
sas asks unanimous consent to withdraw certain 
papers. 
no objection, and the order to withdraw will be 
entered. 

On motion of Mr. SCOTT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Captain Samuel 
Adams, praying compensation for services rendered 
and expenses incurred in the exploration of the 
Colorado river of the West, its tributaries, and the 
country adjacent thereto, be withdrawn from the 
fe! of the Sonate and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 163) for 
the relief of Mrs. Martha L. House Russell, 
reported it without amendment, and snbmitted 
areport thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF DECEASED OFFICERS. 

Mr. FENTON. The Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, to whom was referred a resolution pro- 
viding for a certain payment to the daughters 
of the late John C. Burch, have directed me 
to report it back and recommend its passage; 
and I ask that it be put on its passage now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the following resolution submitted 
by Mr. Nye on the 11th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to the three daughters of John C. Burch, 
deceased, late minute and Journal clerk of the Sen- 
ate, $150 for his funeral expenses, and a further 
allowance equal to three months’ pay of his annual 


salary. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think this has not been the universal 
usage of the Senate. It is something that has 
grown up recently. 
in all cases, I think it would be better to estab- 
lish a general rule for the practice of the Sen- 
ate. I believe that in the case of Senators it 
is not allowed at all. We are only allowed 
pay up to the time of death. I will inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Contingent 


Expenses what the practice of the Senate has 


een. 

Mr. FENTON. The Senator from Nevada 
has a list of the cases, I think. 

Mr. NYE. I will say, in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, that { find on examination 
that allowances of this kind have been usual 
ever since 1824. 
was allowed to the widow of Samuel Turner 
for funeral expenses. They could bury people 
cheaper then, On February 21, 1839, the Sen- 
ate attended the funeral of Edward Ware, 
assistant doorkeeper, aud paid all the ex- 
penses ; Mr. Ware left no family. On January 
13, 1841, $500 was allowed to the widow of 
Stephen Haight, Sergeant-at-Arms, and the 
expenses of conveying his remains to Ver- 
mont, and of the funeral there. In addition he 
was allowed his salary to the end of the term 
for which he was elected. On April 2, 1846, 
$500 was voted to the widow of Edward Dyer, 
late Sergeant-at-Arms, for funeral expeuses, 
and salary to the end of the term for which he 
was elected. On May 14, 1846, $150 was 
allowed to the family of James Timms, late 


| Postmaster of the Senate, for funeral expenses, 


and salary to the end of the session, and also 
the allowance then usually granted to the em- 
ployés of the Senate, namely, two months’ pay. 
On December 15, 1858, $150 was voted to the 
unmarried daughters of Isaac Holland, late 
assistant doorkeeper, for funeral expenses, 
and three months’ salary. On March 3, 1863, 
$500 was voted to the widow of J. C. Fitzpat- 
rick, late pay clerk in the Secretary’s office. 
On July 9, 1866, $300 was voted to the family 


of William Hickey, late Chief Clerk ofthe Sen- | 


ate, for funeral expenses, and his salary for 


Is there objection? The Chair hears | 


If it is proper to be done | 


On February 9, 1824, $100 | 


i 


H 


the residue of the year in which he died. On 
March 80, 1868, $300 was allowed to the fam- 
ily of Noah Smith, late principal legislative 
clerk, for funeral expenses, and two months’ 
pay in addition. 

There are other precedents of like character, 
all of which show an existing custom of the 
Senate since 1824; and certainly if in any case 
it was deserved, it wasin the ease of my friend, 
the late Journal clerk, John C. Burch. 

Mr. FENTON. The precedents which have 
been referred to by the Senator from Nevada 
came to the knowledge of the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses, and they directed me to 
report back another resolution referred to that 
committee with that now before the Senate, 
which I hold in my hand, to make an allow- 
ance to the family of John W. Jones, who had 
charge of the stationery department of the 
Senate, and died during the recess. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am told that the cus- 
tom has been uniform to give to the employés 
of the Senate an allowance fully equal to this, 
avd in some cases more. In the case of a 
former Secretary of the Senate, Mr. Dickins, 
who died during my service here, his family 
were allowed a full year’s extra pay, together 
with his funeral expenses. In the case of one 
Sergeant-at-Arms, the allowance was $500. 
The amount fixed in this resolution seems to 
be small. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thisbeinga reso- 
lution appropriating money out of the contin- 
gent fund, is to be treated, according to the 
twenty-sixth rule, like a bill. It will there- 
fore be considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, reported to the Senate, and read the 
the third time. The question is, ‘Shall it 
pass?’ 

The resolution was passed. 

Mr. FENTON. Thesamecommittee instruct 
me to report the resolution in regard to Mr. 
Jones; and I ask that the same disposition be 
made of it as in the preceding one. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Swunaan on the 11th 
instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to the widow of John W. Jones, deceased, 
late keeper of the stationery of the Senate, $150 for 
his funeral expenses, and a further allowance equal 
to three months of his annual salary. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third read- 


ing, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 


i (S. No. 377) for the relief of the legal repre- 


sentatives of the late George T. Wiggins, of 
Keokuk, in the State of Iowa; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers in the 
case already on the files of the Senate, referred 
to the Committec on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 878) granting lands to aid in the coustruc- 


i tion of railroads in Florida, and to secure rail- 


road connection with the nearest harbor to 
Cuba and other West India islands; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 379) for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Chicago, Ilinois; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there are no other 
bills to be introduced, I desire to move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill for the removal of political disabilities. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have a bill which I 
wish to introduce. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. That has pri- 
ority under the rule. p | 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous | 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 876) to provide for a building for the use 
of the post office, United States circuit and 
district courts, and internal revenue offices at 
Utica, New York; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed, 

Mr. WILSON. I moveto take up the joint 
resolution from the House in regard to the pay 
of persons in Government employment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Three Senators 
are on the floor with morning business, which 
has priority unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICE. The bill (S. No. 245) amenda- 
tory of an act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas river, passed the | 
Senate last spring, went to the House, and was 
returned here with an amendment. I wish to 
make a motion that the Senate non-concur in 
the amendment of the House, and ask a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will require 
unanimous consent at this time, as Senators 
have risen with morning business. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to make a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will; 
receive it. 

CENSUS DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER. I have been directed by 
the members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions who are present in the city to report 
back the bill (H. R. No. 612) to provide for a 
deficiency in the appropriations for the ex- 
penses of taking the ninth census of the United | 
States, and to ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. After the bill is taken up, if Senators 
desire it, I will make a brief explanation of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to get up the 
amnesty bill this morning, and I wish to get it 
up without antagonizing it with anything else. 

Mr. SAWYER, It will not take three min- 
utes to dispose of this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will not object if it 
does not take time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for taking the ninth census. It 
appropriates the following sums: for the pay- 
ment of marshals and assistant and deputy 
marshals, $293,000; for clerk hire and mis- 
cellaneous expenses, $187,000. 

Mr: SAWYER. The appropriations already 
made-——— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We do not want any 
explanation. Everybody understands the bill, 
T think. 

Mr. SAWYER. If nobody objects to it, I 
do not want to explain it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPruzrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of pur- 
chasers of lands sold for direct taxes in the 
insurrectionary States; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 457) to place on the naval 
pension-roll the names of the widows and minor 
children of Newton H. Adamsand John Ruden- 
stein. 

The message further announced that the 

_House had passed a resolution, in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested, pro- 
viding that there be. printed for the use of the 
Comptroller of the Currency two thousand 
copies of his last annual report. 


CURRENCY REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The concurrent resolu- 


tion which has just come from the House of 
Representatives for the printing of additional 
copies of the report of the Comptroller of the 
Gurrency is precisely similar to the one which 
passed the Senate yesterday. I move, there- 
fore, that it be put upon its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, it will be considered as referred to 
the Committee on Printing and reported back, 
and the question is on concurring in the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed for the use of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency two thousand extra copies of his recent report. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
PENSION AGENTS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following 


resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire whether any additional legisla- 
tion is needful to provide further guards against 
unfaithfulness in the care and disbursement of public 
moneys by pension agents. 


COMMITTEE ON RETRENCHMENT, 


Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its present considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That a standing committee of seven, to 
be known as the Committee of Investigation and 
Retrenchment, be created to investigate and report 
on such subjects as may be committed to it by the 
Senate, such committee to be elected by the Senate 
as other standing committees. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, if this 
resolution is to be adopted, creating a stand- 
ing committee of the Senate for the purpose 


of making investigations to bring about re- | 


trenchment and correct abuses in the Gov- 
ernment, I desire that it should be vested with 
the same powers that were conferred on the 
joint select committee which formerly existed. 
Some objections are made to a joint commit- 
tee of the two Houses for this purpose. It 
will be remembered that I introduced some 
days ago a resolution providing for a joint 
Committee on Retrenchment, and now the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island introduces a resolu- 
tion for a standing committee of the Senate 
on retrenchment. My object is to get at the 
retrenchment and correct abuses in the Gov- 
ernment, and I have no preference as to 
whether it be done by a joint select committee 
of both Houses or by a standing committee 
of the Senate, if one is as thorough as the 
other. I will move, therefore, to amend the 
resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island 
by adding to it the following: 

_ And that said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, and to report whether any 
and what offices ought to beabolished; whether any 
and what salaries or allowances ought to be reduced; 
what are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public moneys; whether moneys have been 
paid out illegally; whether any officers or agents, 
or other persons, have been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unneces- 
sarily; and generally how and to what extent the 


expenses of the service of the country may an 
ought to be curtailed. zama 
, And also to consider the expedieney of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lic service are now made as to provide for with- 
drawing the public service from being used as an 
instrument of political or party patronage. 

That said committee be authorized to sit during 


the recess of Congress, to send for persons and 


papers, and to report by bill or otherwise; and that 
said committee may appoint a clerk. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The amendment which 
the Senator from Hlincis proposes covers the 
ground of subjects which will be referred to 
this committee; but I think it is much better 
to appoint it as we appoint all the other Com- 
mittees, and then the Senator from Illinois can 
move to refer to this committee the subjects 
embraced in hisamendment. We have a Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but in constituting that 
committee we do not say that to that commit- 
tee shall be referred all subjects relating to the 


f 


Navy. We have a Committee on the Judiciary, 
but we do not say that to that committee shall 
be referred all projects of Jaws and amend- 
ments of laws; and yet we do refer to the 
Naval Committee all matters relating to the 
Navy, and we do refer to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee all matters relating to the judiciary; 
and undoubtedly to this committee we should 
refer the very subjects which the Senator has 
proposed to refer to it by his amendment, I 
should vote to refer those subjects to this com- 
mittee immediately after its formation, but I 
think it is more parliamentary and_ orderly, 
more in conformity with the usage of the Sen- 
ate, to state the name of the committee and 
its object, if at all, very generally. 

A committee of the Senate is undoubtedly 
better than a joint committee for this purpose. 
We have now the legal ability of the Senate 
divided upon the question whether a witness 
can be punished for contempt for refusing to 
testify before ajoint committee; and one House 
of Congress cannot discharge a joint commit- 
tee, I suppose, from the consideration of a sub- 
ject which has been referred to it. A com- 
mittee of the Senate with a corresponding 
committee of the House works much more 
readily, more handily, and, I think, more effi- 
ciently. 

Now, ifthe Senator from Ilinois will with- 
draw his amendment, and allow the resolution 
to pass as it is, and then offer a resolution 
referring to this committee the subjects which 
he has embraced in his amendment, I shail 
cheerfully vote for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I hope 
that in organizing this Committee on Retrench- 
ment we shall pursue the ordinary usage of the 
Senate. There is one striking difference be- 
tween the action of the House of Representa- 
tives and of the Senate in the organization of 
standing committees. The rules of the Son- 
ate merely provide for the organization of 
the committees subject to the future action of 
the Senate as to the matters which shall be 
referred to them, and without defining their 
powers. For instance, we have one general 
rule providing for the organization of fifteen 
or twenty committees. It provides that certain 
committees shall be appointed, namely: “a 
Commiitce on Privilegesand Elections, to con- 
sist of seven Senators; a Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to consist of seven Senators ; 
a Committee on Finance, to consist of seven 
Senators,” and so on. The duties of these 
several committees are not defined by our rules, 
because they are subject entirely tothe will of 
the Senate, to be altered and changed from 
time to time. On the contrary, by the rules 
of the House of Representatives the duties 
of each committee of the House are defined 
expressly, and there is a constant controversy 
between the committees on the floor of the 
House as to their respective duties growing out 
of the definition in the rules. 

Now, Mr. President, when we organize a 
Committee on Retrenchment, as a matter of 
course every one knows what that means, You 
cannot make the definition broader than the 
word, because the word is known, and no 
definition can make it any broader. As to the 
power to send for persons and papers, to sum- 
mon witnesses, to go about, if necessary, and 
take testimony—all these are powers which 
are conferred upon any committee of this body 
whenever the committee itself asks for them. 
I would not myself, in any case, unless it was 
a gross case, where an abuse of power might 
result from it, refuse to give these requisite 
powers on the request of the committee. 

Why not, then, let this committee stand like 
all other committees? and if any proposition 
is introduced and referred to this committee, 
and it sees proper in that particular case to 
send for persons and papers, an intimation of 
that kind from the committee, or a resolution 
of that kind introduced here, would be followed 
by the authority being conferred asusual. Why 
not pursue the same course in the organization 
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of this committee? It seems to me that the 
attempt to define power always limits power. 
If, as I have no doubt is true, the Senator from 
Illinois desires a committee organized to have 
power to investigate into all matters of re- 
trenchment, all matters of public abuses, let 
the resolution be passed as it is presented, and 
it will be very easy at any time for this com- 
mittee to call for the requisite power to invest- 
igate such matters. 

I hope, then, the ordinary precedent will 
not be departed from. The only cases that I 
see where our rules define the powers of com- 
mittees are in the cases of committees which 
are in their nature joint, as for instance the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills, and the Committee on 
Printing. The powers of these committees 
are defined, because from their nature they are 
joint committees; but so far as I can discover 
from an examination of the rules, there is no 
definition of the powers of any other commit- 
tees of the Senate, whereas in the House of 
Representatives a number of pages of the book 
of rules is taken up in defining the duties of 
the various committees. 

In practice, however, there can be no great 
difficulty in regard to this matter. I take it 
that when any Senator of any party will rise 
in his place here and make an allegation 
affecting the integrity of a publie officer in his 
official capacity, or suggest a mode of retrench- 
ing the expenditures of the Government, there 
will be no trouble in referring that matter to 
this committee with ample powers to investi- 
_ gate it; but I doubt very much either the 
expediency or the necessity of giving the com- 
mittee these ample powers in advance. We 
should always wait until the particular case 
arises, when the necessary authority will be 
conferred by the Senate. For instance, sup- 
pose we desire to intrust this committee with 
the investigation of the recent defalcations in 
the Treasury Department—a very proper sub- 
ject of inquiry. We might in that case be 
willing to give them enlarged powers to send 
for persons and papers, even to the derange- 
ment of the business of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in order, if possible, to correct any 
abuses that might have arisen there or to 
expose any frauds that might have occurred. 
But there might be cases where a different 
subject-matter would be referred to this com- 
mittee, where such powers ought not to be 
given; and no committee of this body ought 
to have unlimited power to send for persons 
and papers, to examine into private affairs, to 
do that which is forbidden to be done in many 
cases by the Coustitution of the United States, 
Unless the power is expressly conferred in a 
given case by the Senate itself upon the refer- 
ence of a subject to the committee or at the 
request of the committee, it ought not to have 
such unlimited power. 

I see no necessity in this case for departing 
from the usual course, in the organization of 
standing committees in the Senate, of allowing 
the extent of the powers of the committee to 
be decided in each case when it arises on the 
reference of a subject-matter to the committee. 
This is the view I take of it, and I shall there- 
fore vote against the amendment of the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, weall agree, 
or profess to agree, and I have no doubt we 
are all sincere in it, that we desire to do every- 
thing here that can be done to prevent abuses 
or to correct them when they have occurred. 
Now, sir, a proposition was brought in to ap- 
point a joint committee with certain powers, 
and they are the powers that were given to 
joint committees in past years. It is thought 
best to have a Senate committee, a standing 
committee of this body, to be not only astand- 
ing committee now, but to continue perhaps 
in years to come as astanding committee of 
the Senate, whoever may be President of the 
United States. It isa general proposition, 
which has nothing to do with any abuses that 


have grown up recently or at any other time, 
but applying to the general service of the coun- 
try, and I think applying for years to come. 

I want to see such a committee in this body. 
I hope when it is established the Senate will 
not last long enough ever to do without it, for 
I believe that it will take all the vigilance of 
the President, of the members of his Cabinet, 
of the Senate, and of the House of Representa- 
tives, to keep the hands of thieves out of the 
Treasury of the United States. Not only do I 
believe thatit will apply to the time in which 
we live, but I believe it will do so until at any 
rate there is a wonderful reform in our whole 
country in relation to all the affairs of business 
of every kind and degree. 

I do not suppose that any Senator proposes 
this measure as a war on the Administration 
now existing. I do not suppose that any Sen- 
ator believes that it is so aimed. For one, I 
think every Senator here would disclaim that. 
It is a general proposition looking to the ac- 
complishment of a great good. Jam for such 
a committee, and I am for its being a Senate 
committee, to avoid the very difficulty which a 
joint committee has already encountered in 
regard to witnesses. 

Now, sir, the proposition is to establish this 
committee to accomplish the very purposes 
suggested by the Senator from Ilinois in his 
amendment. The Senator from Rhode Island 
says he will vote for that proposition just as 
soon asthe committeeisordered. Why, then, 
have an apparent division here in the Senate 
on that subject? If he is ready to vote for it 
when the committee is appointed, what is the 
difficulty in voting for it when you make the 
committee? Iam perfectly willing to vote for 
the committee, and then for the proposition 
of the Senator from Illinois; or I am willing 
to vote for the committee and for the amend: 
ment of the Senator from Illinois in one 
proposition. There is no real difference be- 
tween the two. It is only the difference 
between tweedledum and tweedledee. It is 
an apparent difference here when in reality 
there is none. If the amendment had not 
been moved by the Senator from Itinois, I 
would have voted for the proposition before 
us for raising the committee, and then for this 
amendment as to the powers of that com- 
mittee; but as the Senator has chosen to move 
it, and we all profess that we are willing to 
have it, why make a division here among our 
friends in regard to it? Therefore, I go for 
both propositions, and I hope they will stand, 
and that Senators of large experience, having 
the confidence of the country, will be appointed 
upon this committee, and that everything will 
be done which can be done this year, next 
year, before the presidential election, after 
the presidential election ; that, whoever is in 
power in this Government, there will be a 
committee of this body true, faithful, vigilant, 
always active to correct every abuse that 
grows up in the administration of the gov- 
ernment of the country. Abuses have existed 
in the past; they exist in the present; they 
will exist in all the years to come, more or 
less, depending entirely upon the vigilance of 
Congress, of the President, of the Cabinet, 
and the men appointed to fill responsible posi- 
tions under the Administration. 


I hope, therefore, that we shall have no | 


division. here among us, but that we shall 
adopt both these propositions. Let it be 
understood before the country that this com- 
miitee is a standing committee of this body ; 
not a special committee, but a committee that 
we establish now as a reformatory measure; 
that we expect it to stand as long as other 
committces stand in the Senate, and as long 
as such a committee shall be needed, and I do 
not look forward to the coming into power of 
any body of men in this country who can dis- 
pense with the utmost vigilance of the Con- 
gress of the United States over the adminis- 
tration of this great Government. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr, President, I have 
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no objection in the world to the appointment 
of a standing committee of investigation or 
retrenchment, a Senate standing committee, 
and I think it better than a joint committee 
of the two Houses. The reason suggested by 
the Senator from Massachusetts in regard to 
witnesses is sufficient of itself to show the 
advantage of a standing committee of the 
Senate. But it seems to me that if the reso! 
lution offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island should pass without amendment, it will 
be a complete reversal of the policy of the 
Senate for the last six years, I believe. You 
had a joint Committee on Retrenchment; 
you gave to it the amplest powers that per- 
haps were ever given to a committee by Con- 
gress. You constituted, in fact, a grand jury. 
You did not say that it should inquire into such 
matters as you specifically referred to it from 
time to time, but you gave it authority to in- 
augurate investigations, not simply during the 
sessions of Congress, but in the vacation, and 
with the amplest power, so far as language 
could confer it, to make such investigations as 
it saw fit to make. You made it the duty of 
the committec to make investigations wherever 
it had reason to suppose that any benefit could 
result from such investigations. I am not 
going into any history of that committee to 
show whether it resulted in any good or not, 
whether it presented bills of indictment or not. 
My acquaintance with it, although I served on 


| the committee for a brief space of time, is too 


limited to say whether ov not the fall duty of 
that committee wasdischarged. i know it did 
a great deal during the last few years, and I 
know that what it did, whenever the Senate 
shall see fit to consider it, willbe found to be of 
great value to the Senate and to the country, 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. He refers to the powers 
heretofore conferred upon the Commiitee on- 
Retrenchment in regard to its investigations 
and the duties it performed, and says that it 
was actually in the nature of a grand jury. | 
beg to say to the Senator that the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Illinois confers no 
such powers, either directly or by intendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whether that is broad 
enough, I donot know. If it isnot, J am quite 
sure if my friend from Indiana will call the 
attention of the Senator from Ilinois to any 
defects or omissions in it, he will make it broad 
enough. 

Mr. CONKLING. Jt is the same resolu- 
tion existing before. 

Mr. THURMAN. But that was the idea 
of the Committee on Retrenchment, It was 
always my idea that that committee might have 
pursued a more vigorous course than it did 
during the six years that it had existence, with 
benefit to the country, and yet it was hardly 
to be expected of it that it would consume the 
whole of the vacation of Congress with these 
investigations without any rest at all, and also 
discharge the duty of these investigations during 
the session of Congress. 

But the difference with the committee to be 
raised on the resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, if it be passed without amend- 
ment, is that that committee will have cogni- 
zance of nothing but what shall be referred to 
it specifically by the Senate. The argument 
will be immediately, if that committee is to 
have an investigation, there must be some 
charge made against A B or against C D 
in open Senate, and then that charge referred 
to that committee ; that instead of its being a 
committee to hunt up abuses itself and report 
them to the Senate, the Senate is to find out 
the abuses and prefer them to the committes. 
That is the truth of it, and I undertake to say 
that if this committee is raised on this resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island, without 
amendment, and then the course is taken that 
itis to have jurisdiction of nothing but such 
specific charges as may be referred to it by 
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the Senate, it will not be worth the paper the | 
resolution is written on. 

-Mri TRUMBULL, The Senator from Ohio | 
has expressed very clearly — 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him forone moment? Another | 
reason-for the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois is, that the committee ought to have 
power to’sit in the recess. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio who first addressed the Sen- 
ate [Mr. Suurman] has clearly shown the 
necessity of my amendment. He takes the 
ground that he would, on the request of the 
committee, give it power to send for persons 
and: papers, and on the request of the com- 
mittee, orof any Senator who should state that 
any particular case of abuse existed, he would 
vote to refer that case to the committee; but 
is that the object of this committee? The 
object of this committee, as I understand it, | 
and of the old joint committee, which we had | 
for six years, was to inquire into the abuses 
of the Government. The very thing that we 
organize this committee for is to inquire into 
the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, to inquire whether any 
salaries ought to be reduced, to inquire what 
are the methods of procuring accountability 
in publie officers and agents. How are we to 
know, how is the Senator from Ohio, or how 
am I to know whether accounts are properly 
kept or not? Here is a committee who, if 
you charge it with that duty, will ascertain. 
The Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, has not examined the 
accounts in the Treasury Department to know 
whether they are behind, to know what the 
means of insuring accountability are. He has 
not inquired to know whether paymasters’ 
accounts are behind, to know whether they 
have not been settled for years; but we want 
a committee to investigate these things. 

Now, take the action of the old joint com- 
mittee, which discovered that in the transmis- 
sion of goods between California and New 
York, each way, great frauds were practiced 
uponthe Treasury, which discovered very great 
abuses in the custom-house at New York. I | 
have not the information that that committee 
had when they came to investigate the matter. 
I want to clothe the committee with the power 
to make the investigation. The Senator from 
Rhode Island : : 

The ViCij PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
JiHinois will suspend his remarks. The morn- | 
ing hour has expired, and the unfinished busi- 
ness is before the Senate, upon which, when 
last under consideration, the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Epauxps] was entitled to the floor. 
It is the resolution of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Conxrine] in regard to the defal- 
cation of J. L. Hodge, and the amendment 
offered thereto. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont now yield to the Senator 
from. Pennsylvania? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I had the floor. 
I was proceeding 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Ver- 
mont: hear a statement of the purpose for 
which Lrese? 

Mre EDMONDS. Certainly. 
= Mr. SCOUT. Having yielded to the Sena- 
tor. fro) York for the purpose of getting 
“up this?vesdlution, I desire, at the earliest 
possible. moment, to give notice that I wish to 
bave the. resolution then under consideration 
disposed of—the resolution in. relation to cer- 
tain wituesses—and if the Senator will yield 
for that. purpose I willmake amotion to post- 
pone the consideration: of this resolution for 
the purpose of taking that up... If not, I shall 
seize the first opportunity. to do so. 2. | 

Mr. CONKLING. Had we not better dis- 
pose of this one now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Vermont is entitled to the floor, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I must decline to yield 
to anybody now. i 

Mr. President, I was proceeding the other 
day, in reply to my good friend from Hlinois, 
to show that he was mistaken, from the report 
of the Committee on Retrenchment, which 
was the text for the sermon that he preached 
on the conduct of his brothers and other peo- 
ple in this world; but I find on reading the 
New York Tribune of a day or two ago that I 


made a pretty heavy failure of it as far as I , 
had gone, and I am so much discouraged by | 
that that I am entirely willing to yield now | 
until I can recuperate from that suggestion | 


for balf an hour or so, and let my friend from 
Illinois finish the speeeh he is now making, 
reserving, as soon as I can get courage enough, 
my right to go on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the unfinished business will be in- 
formally passed over, and the Senator from 
Ilinois will-continue his remarks on the busi- 
ness pending at the expiration of the morning 
hour. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will say to my honor- 
able friend from Vermont that J have not any 
speech to make. I shall detain the Senate 
but a moment. If there was only the differ- 
ence which the Senator from Massachusetts 
thought between the offering of the amendment 
which I have offered now, and wailing until 
the committee is formed and then offering it, 
I should withdraw it at once and offer it after- 
ward. I should be entirely willing to do that 
if he were right about it; but, sir, he is evi- 
dently mistaken. There is something more 


here than the difference between tweedledum | 
The Senator from Rhode | 
Island tells me he would vote for my proposi- | 
tion, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Sumr- | 


and tweedledee. 


Man] gives us notice that be would vote to 
give this committee authority to make investi- 


having their attention called to the particular 
subject. 
guage than the Senator’s colleague expressed 
it, The object which I have in view in the 
creation of this committee, is to have a com- 


accounts, and try and correct them, without 
being moved upon by the Senate. 


tion and send it to the committee to investi- 
gate afterward. There is the difference. 
is very manifest, from what the Senator from 


Ohio says, that he does not propose to have : 
the committee vested with power to send for | 


persons and papers, vested with power to ex- 


amine into those abuses on its own motion, | 
but it must be done when a particular case is | 
I think such a com- i| 


called to their attention. 
mittee as that will amount to nothing. 


If we are in earnest, and I trust we all are, | 
in trying to ascertain whether there are any | 
abuses in the Government, let us create a com- | 
mittee with the powerto make that inquiry. | 
It is no new thing to define the powers of a | 
committee, The Senator says we have not done | 


it in the Senate, but they have done it in the 
House of Representatives. 
new committee, as in this instance, there is a 


mittee on Finance of the Senate; and why? 


We need not look at the rules to ascertain what | 


their powersare. They are established by the 
practice and usage of the Senate ever since it 
had an existence. Much of our business here 
is. done according to the custom or the prac- 
tice that has: prevailed in the Senate from time 
immemorial; bat we have no such custom or 
practice iu regard to this new committee that 


I cannot express that in better lan- | 


r I want this |} 
committee to get the information for the Sen- : 
ate, and not the Senate to have the informa- : 


When we create a ` 
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‘ LIS ¢ ittee, is ‘| Senate special authority to do it. 
mittee that will itself inquire intothese abuses ‘i 


if they exist, into the manner of keeping | 


J s A i| to time, 
propriety in defining its- powers. There may | 
be no necessity to define the powers of the | 
Naval Committee of the Senate, orthe Com- | 


is proposed to be raised, and therefore there 
is a propriety in establishing it. When com. 
mittees were first formed, if the Senator wiil 
look back he will find that their duties were 
defined; but there is no neces-ity of defining 
the duties of the well-established com mitteeg 
of the Senateany more than there is of defining 
by the rules the particular duties of the Cierk, 
Everybody understands what duties he hag 
to perform according to the usages of legisla- 
tive bodies and the usages of the Senate. If 
the Senator from Ohio—I address myself par- 
ticularly to him, because the Senator from 
Rhode [sland did not make this objection—if 
the Senator from Ohio means that this com- 
mittee should have these powers, what earthly 
objection is there to saying so? If he does not 
mean that, then the committee is to be shorn 
of all its usefulness, Ifitis to have no power 
to initiate proceedings, is not to be understood 
as acommittee formed for the purpose of going 
without being moved upon, of its own motion, 
to examine as to whether abuses exist, when- 


| ever and wherever it thinks proper, then it will 


be avery useless thing to form such a comm:t- 
tee; and therefore I must insist upon my mo- 
tion to amend the resolution of the Senator 
from Rhode Island in the manner which I 
have suggested. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Illinois 
insists that this committee shall commence 
with extraordinary powers not conferred upon 
any committee of this body. The Committee on 
the Judiciary has a very high standing always 
in this bodyand a great influence; yet the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary cannot send for per- | 


sons and papers, drag private affairs into pub- 
lie light, or do anything of the kind, unless on 
a case properly presented it has, by the sane- 
tion of the Senate, special authority to do so. 


‘| The Committee on Foreign Relations, which 
‘| has charge of all foreign relations, has no 
gations on the statement of a Senator, or on | i 
the request of the committee he would give ; 
them power to send for persons and papers. | 
I want to vest this power originally in the | 
committee, so that they shall have it without | 


such power. It has no right to inquire into 
the private or public conduct of any one unless 
it takes the case to the Senate and seeks and 
obtains the requisite authority. ‘The Commit- 
tee on Finance are compelled to examine into 
various branches of your revenue and expend- 
iture, and yet we dare not exercise the powers 
of investigating into private affairs or public 
affairs of individuals without asking of the 
So with 
this committee, 

Why should a standing committee of this 
body now be organized armed with power to 
go all over the United States without limit, 
without any restriction upon their authority to 
examine into persons and papers, to go and 


i | examine the private desks of individuals, to 
t: 


go and explore the secret recesses of every 
man’s household? Sir, I am amazed that 
such powers should be sought to be conferred 
in violation of the ordinary usages of the Sen- 
ate unless in a special case for special reasons. 
The joint Committee on Retrenchment was 
organized in this way, and I may here say to 
the Senate that all its important daties (and I 
concede that it did a great deal of good) were 
performed in pursuance of special authority 
from time to time conferred. Under the res- 
olution introduced the other day that commit- 
tee would have no power to do anything except 
to examine into matters relating to retrench- 
ment. That was sufficiently pointed out in 
debate. The powers specially conferred upou 
it during its existence were given from time 
My honorable friend from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Parrersoy] himself intro- 
duced resolutions referring special subjects to 
it. The very subject the Senator alluded to 
was specially referred to it—the question of 
the “ free zone’? of Mexico. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think, if the Sena- 
tor will allow me, he is laboring under a 
misapprehension. When the Committee on 
Retrenchment was created it was vested with 
the very powers which I now propose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. The Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment was organized us 8 
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joint committee. There it is usual to define 
the powers of the committee, and so with the 
committees of the House of Representatives, 
Dut itis not usual when we establish a perma- 
nent standing committee of the Senate, which 
is within the power of this body and is to be 
continued time on without end. The Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment wasa mere temporary 
committee, which expired at the end of the 
session unless renewed, and it had.to be re- 
newed at every session by a concurrent reso- 
lution. Jt was a temporary exigency, and they 
were armed with extraordinary powers for a 
temporary purpose, and continued from time 
to time. Now the two Houses are taking up 
these matters by separate committees, and they 
are falling back upon the ordinary usages of 
legislative bodies. No committee of the House 
of Representatives has power of itself to send 
for persons and papers; that power is only 
conferred upon it by resolution of the House ; 
and yet it is here proposed to confer upon this 
new standing committee extraordinary powers 
which no committee ofeither-body has. There 
ig something due to the rights of citizens as 
well as to the public service. 


‘There is no practical difficulty in the matter. | 


Tf any Senator hears that abuses occur in the 
Treasury Department or in the custom-houses, 
or in any,specific matter, where he has either 
public or private information, it is his duty to 
make it known here, and in such case there is 
no danger but that the requisite power will 
be given. Any one of the Senators who are 
opposed to the present Administration may rise 
in his place any day and say that he is reason- 
ably satisfied that such and such a state of af- 
‘fairs, exhibiting either public or private frauds, 
exists in any of the public Departments, and 
he can ask and demand an investigation, and 
nobody in the Senate dare refuse it. It has 
been done over and over again. It has been 
done in the House of Representatives repeat- 
edly, in Democratic times by Republicans and 
in Republican times by Democrats. But in 
order to allow a committee to exercise these 
extraordinary powers, there ought to be a 
specific case presented, and they should he 
confined to a certain class of abuses. For 
instance, the Senator from New York has a 
resolution which no doubt will be referred to 
this committee, if it be created, directing an 
examination into the defalcation of Paymaster 
- Hodge. There can be no objection to having 
this committee authorized to examine all his 
papers, all his accounts, everything that would 
throw light on his transactions. But would 
you, because it is necessary in that case to arm 
the committee with this power, give it a right 
to go without limit, without restraint, without 
definition, without accusation, without partic- 
ulars, all over the United States with these 
extraordinary powers? It seems to me not. 
There isa distinct line which ought to be drawn. 

I trust, therefore, that the ordinary course 
will be pursued in raising this committee. I 
would be the last man, I know, among my 
fellow-Senators here to refuse this committee 
full’ power in a proper case, or in almost any 
specific case where an allegation was made 
either against a public officer or against a pub- 
lic office, or against any system of law; but I 
think we ought not to go beyond what the 
oceasion demands. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Ohio 
has anticipated what I had to say, and said it 
so much better than I could say it myself that 
J will only refer to a single point. 

It seems to me that the difference between 
what the Senator from Illinois proposes and 
what is proposed in the original resolution, so 
far as he desires, is merely a technical one, 
It is whether this committee shall be invested 
in the beginning with all the powers with which 
we can invest it and with which we do invest 
other committees from time to time, or whether 
it shall stand precisely on the same platform 
as allour other standing committees. The 
Senator from Ohio farthest from me [Mr. 


| 


TuurMaN]j objects because the committee will 
not investigate matters of its own motion. 
That is a recommendation, in my view. I do 
not want a committee to investigate any mat- 
ter unless there is sufficient ground for accusa- 
tion for it to be referred to them, and when- 
ever anything comes to the knowledge of any 
member of acommittee that ought to be invest- 
igated, itis the duty of that Senator to make 
a motion in this body referring the matter to 
the committee, and it is done continually. 
Half the business that is referred to our com- 
mittees is referred upon the motion of the 
members of the respective committees them- 
selves. 

I have not forgotten the eloquent remarks 
of the Senator from Ohio farthest from me 
{Mr. Touran] at the last session, when we 
sent a committee to examine into the Ku Klux 
outrages, Although at that time there was the 
strongest possible provocation, although the 
cry from plundered men, from the widows and 
orphans of murdered men, filled the whole 
country, I recollect that my friend from Ohio 
thought it was very doubtful whether we were 
not exceeding our just legislative authority, if 
not our constitutional authority, in sending 
men out to inquire into any case unless we 
had the specification and the accusation and 
the particulars in advance. Now it is pro- 
posed to appoint a committee, which, or any 
member of which, may go into any part of 
this country, and upon the motion of the com- 
mittee, or upon the motion of that member 
under authority of the committee, may call į 
before it any American citizen, may make him 
bring to it his books and papers, the records | 
of his most private transactions, without any | 
notice to him why he is sent for! Ido not 
believe itis proper to appoint such a com- 
mittee as that. But when this committee is 
appointed, if it shall be upon the resolution I 
introduced, then if the Senator from Ohio, or 
the Senator from Illinois, or any other Sena- 
tor shall move to refer to the committee any 
subject, any matter which he will say has suffi- 
cient cause, has sufficient suspicion to entitle 
it to be investigated, there will not be a voice 
raised against it in the Senate; certainly mine 
never will be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, when 
this subject was before the Senate the other 
day, the discussion as to the nature of the 
committee to be appointed for this purpose 
was very slight indeed. The subject seems 
rather to have been opened in a manner 
which in old times, when there was any such 
difference of parties as amounted to anything, 
might have been called the opening of a presi- 
dential campaign. If I had been a stranger 
here and had not known that the politics of 
the country were pretty much all one way, and 
had listened to the speech of an honorable 
and respectable gentleman that Idid listen to, 
I should have said that the presidential cam- 
paign was about to be opened in form, and 
that that mental malaria which sometimes 
obscures the eyes of great men, and of which 
they are themselves unconscious, had obscured 
the mental vision of the distinguished Senator 
who made a speech on that. occasion, not 
alluding to myself, so that in seeing the bright- | 
ness of a distant object he had gone into 
what a Massachusetts Senator once called the 
“sounding and glittering generalities” of 
affairs with a view to open to the eyes of the 
American people the fact that we had sud- 
denly fallen upon very evil times; thatinstead | 


period of the administration of Mr. Jobnson i 
-—we had been rapidly growing worse and: 
worse ever since, and that the whole people | 
were crying aloud for vengeance upon the | 
entire body of public officers who were plan- | 
dering them in every direction and for reform | 
in a dozen respects that were of course entirely | 


new, such as reducing taxes and a variety of 
other things which no other means of reaching 
could be attained than that of reviving a com- 
mittee that expired inthe last Congress! 

But of course, Mr. President, this would be 
an entire mistake on the present occasion, {I 
am sure that no unconscious malady has 
attacked my hovorable friend from Ilinois. 
I am sure that he is looking with an eye single 
and an eye clear to the mere details of public 
administration. I am sure that he believes, 
as I believe, and I am sure that he knows as I 
know, (so far as any public man engaged in 
affairs can know about large operations.) that 
the administration of this Government for the 
last three years, in respect to the fidelity of 
the whole body of its twenty thousand agents, 
leaving out deputy postmasters, will compare 
favorably with any administration that ever 
preceded it from the days of George Washing- 
ton to this day, when you take into consid- 
eration the number of persons necessarily 
employed in the Government now, compared 
to its early days, and the larger amount of the 
transactions that they are obliged to perform. 

Why, sir, we have had held up to ns, as if 
it were a subject for the utmost astonishment, 
the fact that out of twenty thousand peopla 
engaged in the administration of executive 
affairs—and I believe the number is just about 
twenty thousand aside from deputy postmas- 
ters—there have been recently discovered 
three or four, say half a dozen, if you please, 
or say a dozen cases of defalcation and pecu- 
lation by publie servants. Why, sir, there is 
no ground to be horrified at that, unless you 
are to be horrified at the statement which is 
made every day, that the millennium has not 
come. As I said before, the proportion of 
failures in fidelity by public agents within the 
last three years is less than it has been under 
any recent, and I think I am safe in saying, 
under any prior Administration ; and ifanybody. 
will look at the statistics of public affairs, he 
will discover another fact, which I commend 
to my honorable friend from Ilinois, and that 
is, that the proportion of defaleations in the 
public service is less than in private employ- 
ments—largely less. There -have been more 
defalcations within the last five years, in pro- 
portion to the number of persons employed, 
in the bankingehouses and in the commercial 
houses of this country than in the same num- 
ber of persons employed in public trusts. So 
that I do not think there is any great occasion 
for alarm at this present time, as if we were 
on the brink of a tremendous crisis on account 
of the misconduct of public affairs discovered 
in the instances that have come to our knowl- 
edge. The reverse is quite true. 

I do not know but that some newspaper will 
say to-morrow that I am defending detaulters 
when I say this. I beg them to suppose, if it 
is necessary to say so, that I am not. In fact, 
on the whole, the people that I represent are 
opposed to defaulters; we do not tolerate 
that sort of men in our State; and therefore, 
being a sufficient politician to like to keep on 
the popular side with my people, if for no bet- 
ter reason, I am opposed to defaulters, and I 
am in favor of such men being panished. I 
am in favor of the accounts in the respective 
Departments being investigated, and the last 
| measure of justice applied to the defaulters, 
and the best measure of legislation and regu- 
lation applied to prevent the recurrence of 
similar disasters. 

But what I have now said is intended to 
meet, in the humble and weak way which L 
| confess is the only way I can meet, the obser- 


| vations of my good friend from Illinois, which 
| had the appearance, and which were treated 


in a good many of the public papers as having 
had the intention, certainly the effect, to pro- 
duce the impression upon the public mind that 
we were now in a very extraordinary condition 
of evil as it respects the administration of our 
| Government, and that extraordinary measures 
| in this great crisis must be resorted to. I 
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think the contrary is quite true, and that our 
simple ‘business is to go straightly and calmly 
on, as we have done in the last few years, ap- 
plying a correction to every wrong that comes 
to our knowledge, improving by legislation 
every possible means which can be adopted to 
diminish the public expenditures and to insure 
faithfulness in the public service. . 

Why, sir, referring for a moment again to 
what I said: just now, even a body as careful 
as this, selected from the States by the formali- 
ties of legislative election, and therefore being 
supposed—certainly by ourselves—to embody 
about as much of carefulness and faithfulness 
to the public interests as any public body can, 
has not been so fortunate in the selection of its 
servants as to entirely escape unfaithfulness 
and the lossof money. It is nota great many 
years since we had a defalcation in this body 
by one of its cashiers, who was a trusted ser- 
vant before that time, and in whom everybody 
had confidence. The Government did not go 
to pieces on that account; it was not thought 
necessary to revolutionize the Senate. It was 
one of those unfortunate things which, situ- 
ated as human nature is, will happen (to use 
avery old similitude) in the best-regulated 
families, 

Now, what are we todo? We are not, as 
my friend seemed to intimate—he certainly 
could not have intended it—to smother any 
investigation. On the contrary we are to make 
it, and all this discussion which we have had, 
and a certain seeming beat which appears to 
have been exhibited, have arisen entirely with- 


out any necessity. The simple dispute among | 


gentlemen here is as to the way in which we 
will accomplish an object which we all desire 
to attain. Shall we have a joint select com- 
mittee of the two Houses, or shall we have a 
select or standing committee of the Senate? 
Now, it seems to be conceded pretty much all 
around that the wisest thing is to have astand- 
ing committee of the Senate. Then it is whit- 
tled down again to the simple proposition: 
shall we have a standing committee of the 
Senate that shall appear in the rules like ever 
other standing committee, with a name whic 
defines the class of subjects over which it is to 
exercise. jurisdiction, or shall we accompany 
the appointment of that standing committee 
by a dissertation, or a manifesto, or a pre- 
amble, or call it what you will, which shall be 
plastered on to the back of it, a specific enum- 
eration of all the things that it is supposed 
it will be competent for that’ committee to do? 
That is the question. Thatis really a question 
of taste, anc as a question of taste I shall not 
presume, in this presence, to discuss it much. 
There is no other dispute about this. 

My honorable friend from Illinois says that 
he wants a standing committee to have general 
powers to send for persons and papers. Has 
he, however, thought of asking that the stand- 
ing Committee on the Judiciary should have 
general power to send for persons and papers? 
Would he not, although the chairman of that 
committee and rather conservative, possibly 
be the first man to resist a proposition of that 
kind? I have not the slightest doubt that he 
would. He would say that it was an invasion 
of private rights and of constitutional liberty 
to give a general authority to a standing com- 
mittee of this body to deprive a citizen of the 
private rights that belonged to him, in respect 
tohis being compelled to dance attendance on 
that committee and to submit to that commit- 
tee his private affairs for investigation. It 
would only be upon some special instance, 
where a particular point was sent for investiga- 
tion to that committee, that the Senate would 
determine in the first instance whether it was 
a matter of such grave occasion as to authorize 
such a committee to require the attendance of 
citizens and the production of papers; and 
that is universal usage everywhere, founded 
upon a constitutional philosophy that fo my 
mind has great force in it. 

Now, it may be said that this old committee 


which expired in the last Congress had broader 
powers. So it had. It had broader powers 
for two reasons. In the first place, 1t was 
formed at a time when those who composed 
the majority of both Houses of Congress be- 
lieved, rightly or wrongly, what I have sug- 
gested one might suppose my friend from Illi- 
nois believes now, that the whole body of 
executive administration was going wrong in 
every direction; that there was unfaithfulness, 
not only as an exception, but as a rule, in the 
collection and disbursement of the public 
money; and that it was an emergency and a 
crisis which would justify the two Houses of 
Congress in appointing a committee to sit in 
the recess (when they could not apply for 
power to send for persons and papers) to 
exercise that authority, just as we did in the 
case of the Ku Klux Committee at the last 
session. That was the reason of it originally, 
and then, without any special consideration 
afterward, that committee was continued in 
the same form of power from time to time. 

This is all, Mr. President, in the form that 
this matter has now taken, that I wish to say. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that we are discussing a matter of form 
which is of no greatimportance. The impres- 
sion seems to be that any committee which is 
appointed to investigate frauds will go forth 
like bloodhounds into all parts of the country 
to hunt up all possible mischief and all possi- 
ble fraud. Now, Ido not suppose any com- 
mittee of reasonable, sensible men, such as 
would be appointed on this Committee of Re- 
trenchment from the Senate, would do any 
such thing as that, and if I understand the 
Senator from Illinois, his only object in moving 
this amendment is to clothe the committee 
with sufficient authority to make it of some 
possible service to the country. 

Many of the investigations, and the most 
important investigations of the joint Committee 
on Retrenchment, were made on the solicitation 
of the heads of Departments during the recess 
of Congress, for the reason that the heads of De- 
partments had not the power to send for persons 
and papers, and could not investigate alleged 
frauds'in their Departments. Now, suppose 
that a fraud should occur, or an ellegation of 
fraud should be made during the recess of Con- 
gress, the head of a Department could not make 
the investigation which might be desirable. 
If this committee was clothed with the author- 
ity which it would have under this amend- 
ment then this committee during the recess 
of Congress could investigate that fraud, could 
send for persons and papers; not that the 
committee would go and take all the private 
papers, the business papers of men engaged 
in trade or business of any kind in the country 
and haul them over, turn them upside down, 
and so interfere with the business of the country. 
The simple object, as I understand it, is to 
create a committee which shall have the power 
of doing some good to the country. 

If you deprive the committee of the power 
to send for personsand papers, or to sit during 
the recess of Congress, I think you might just 
as well let the committec go. I am decidedly 
in favor of having the committee a stand- 
ing Senate committee, rather than a joint com- 
mittee of the two Houses, although I think 
there were some advantages in that, and 
mainly in this way: members of each House 
would then have cognizance of the matters 
under investigation, and could explain them 
fully and fairly to each House when the ques- 
tion came up; but, as we have seen, there are 
inconveniences which perhaps overtop these 
conveniences or advantages. I am therefore 
in favor of the amendment of the Senator from 
Hlinòis, because it will give the committee a 
power which it cannot otherwise have, and 
without which it will be useless. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 1 move to postpone 
the present and all prior orders for the purpose 
of taking up House bill No. 880. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Carpes- 


TER in the chair.) The Senator can demand 
the regular order. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I demand the regular 


order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the regular 
order be postponed for the purpose of dispos- 
ing of this resolution. It relates to the organ- 
ization of the Senate, and it ought to be dis- 
posed of one way or the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator trom 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator from South 
Carolina will allow this debate to go on, I will 
not make the motion, but leave the unfinished 
business to be the regular order after this is 
disposed of. I think we ought to dispose of 
this. It relates to the organization of the 
Senate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso- 
lution of the Senator from Rhode Island will 
be regarded as before the Senate, and the 
question is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Illinois to the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to correct an error 
into which the Senator from Rhode Island fell. 
He represented me as having urged, against 
the appointment of the Ku Klux committee 
and the powers given to it, that there was a 
constitutional objection to giving it authority 
to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I said the objection came 
from that side of the Chamber. I certainly 
thought the Senator objected to it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I never made any such 
objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iwas not sufficiently con- 
fident in my own memory to name the Sen- 
ator; but such objections certainly came frora 
a side, and I thought from the Senator from 

io. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not remember hav- 
ing heard any such objections from any side. 
The objection which was made to the appoint- 
ment of that committee arose not upon the 
first resolution to appoint it, because then I 
believe the entire Senate, with but one excep- 
tion, voted for the resolution that was sent 
to the House of Representatives; but it was 
because you passed the law first without wait- 
ing for any inquiry by a committee, and made it 
wholly unnecessary to appoint any such commit- 
tee ; because the very information upon which 
you should base legislation was rendered unne- 
cessary by your passing the law, jnst as broad 
a law as you could make it. Hence, I saw 
nothing in the appointment of that committee 
after that but an effort to get electioneering 
capital, Atleast I thought so. That was the 
reason why I objected to it, and not upon any 
constitutional ground. 

Now, in respect to this matter, I must con- 
fess that I am a little surprised at the objec- 
tions to the amendment of the Senator from 
Iinois, objections made by gentlemen, every 
one ef whom I venture to say voted for the 
appointment of the joint Committee on Re- 
trenchment, with far larger powers than would 
be conferred on this committee if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ilinois should be 
adopted. But let it be so, Mr. President. 
The majority of the Chamber can shape this 
resolution and pass it just as they please. 
They can pass it in such wise that the country 
will believe that there is an earnest determ- 
ination to ascertain whether there are abuses 
and frauds, and there are some people in the 
country who will not take the round and white- 
washing statement of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, much as he is respected, as complete 
and conclusive evidence of the purity of the 
officeholders of the United States. There are 
some people uncharitable enough to require 
further evidence than that, and who think that 
something like a grand jury ought to sit to 
make these inquiries. You may pass a reso- 
lution that will be regarded all over the coun 
try as evidence that the Senate intends to make 
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a thorough investigation, or you may pass it 
in such form that the whole country will see, 
or at least will think they see, that you mean 
that there shall be no investigation at all. The 
responsibility is upon the majority of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask to have the ori- 
ginal resolution and the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois both read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution and 
the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Itseems to me, from the 
reading of the original resolution brought in 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, that two 
things are plain: first, that this committee, 
though it is denominated a Committee of In- 
vestigation and Retrenchment, is not: to invest- 
igate anything of its own motion, but is, by 
the very terms of the resolution, confined to 
such subjects as may be committed to it by the 
Senate; and second, that it is armed with no 
powers to send for persons and papers, even 
for the purposes of such investigations. 

Ido not claim, for I do not possess, any 
very intimate acquaintance with parliamentary 
proceeding ; but to my own uninstracted mind 
the idea of a committee of investigation with- 
out powers to send for persons and papers is 
a contradiction in terms. How is a commit- 
tee to investigate, how is a committee to in- 
quire, except upon proof? How is it to obtain 
proof unless it has power to seek it and com- 
pel it if necessary? Therefore, sir, the com- 
mittee, as proposed by the resolution of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, is struck with 
death in the very moment almost of obtaining 
birth. It is a sort of parliamentary still-birth. 

The Senator from Ohio who is nearest to the 
Chair [Mr. Superman] spoke of the enormity 
of leaving to any committee power to look into 
the private affairs of anybody. This is a com- 
mittee to investigate public affairs, the affairs 
of the General Government, the affairs of the 
General Government in all its departments 
and in all its offices in regard to the adminis- 
tration of the trust committed to that Govern- 
ment and to its various officials, high and low, 
by the Constitution and people of the United 
States. Is there anything in the inquiry into 
that general subject, however strict, to which 
any one should object, or from which any 
party or any set of men, conscious that the 
affairs will bear investigation, should shrink ? 
It is supposed that the committee can determ- 
ine when a proper case for a requisition upon 
the Senate for the power to send for persons 
and papers may arise. How do we know that, 
sir? The committee is to be constituted by 
the Senate as other committees; that is to say, 
by the majority of the Senate. It will be such 
a committee, of course, that in its formation 
jt will have the entire sanction and approval 
of the majority of the Senate; and upon that 
point I desire to say just here, that one of the 
extraordinary features of the opposition to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois is that 
in the same breath in which the Senate pro- 
poses—as it properly should, I concede, in ac- 
cordance with its general practice—to reserve 
to itself the making of this committee, Sen- 
ators are found, and leading Senators, too, to 
object to confiding to a committee of its own 
making the power to produce persons and 
papers, without which, as I said, a committee 
of investigation seems to me to be a solecism 
in terms, and a nonentity in practice. Of 
course the majority of the committee will be 
a majority in sympathy with the majority of 
this body; and if an inguiry should be sug- 
gested by a Senator from the minority in this 
body, if such a one should be a member of the 
committee, or by a member of the majority, it 
would not be a public inquiry; it would bea 
mere private inquiry until the committee should 
have acted, and it might be suppressed there. 
It will be in the power of a bare majority of 
the committee present to suppress any move- 
ment for a report or a request from the com- 


mittee to this body for the necessary powers to 
send for persons and papers in any given case. 
But if the majority of the committee should 
deem a proper case presented, and should ask 
of the Senate the necessary powers, it must be 
in a specified case, Senators insist. How speci- 
fied? The particulars must be given. In other 
words, sir, before the first step can be taken 
to detect a wrong, either committed or medi- 
tated, you have to give notice to the offenders 
in the Senate, in the most public manner that 
can be devised, so that they shall have time to 
put their house in order, and if not to baffle 
your investigation when you do make it, at 
least to escape from the offended justice of the 
country. ; 

In the next place, how many Senators here, 
not merely of the majority but of the minority, 
aspire to the function of a detective? How 
many aspire to occupy the position of a pub- 
lic accuser? This is not like a court of justice. 
Itis acourt of a particular kind, which, dealing 
with subjects of great public concern, dealing 
with questions of Government, is obliged to deal 
with them upon different and much broader 
principles than courts of law can deal with 
them, Webhave to actalmost universally upon 
evidence which falls far short of the evidence 
that would be requisite in the law, in order to 
set our apparatus of inquiry in motion, 

Why, sir, I have heard things since I came 
to Washington for this session, in reference to 
a very important public transaction in perhaps 
the most important Department of this Gov- 
ernment, that I should regard ag eminently 
necessary to be investigated, and which came 
to me upon very high authority, at least upon 
very distinguished and explicit authority; but 
I should not feel justified in getting up and 
making that matter the subject of public men- 
tion in my place in the Senate ; and yet I should 
think it a matter very proper to be suggested 
by me to this committee if it were appointed, 
so that if the accusation were well founded 
they could take the necessary steps to make it 
good, and so that if it were not well founded 
no great amount of injury could be done to 


private rights or to private feelings or to the | 


public interests. 

Sir, this ought not to be a party question. 
It is not a party question. We are all inter- 
ested—the minority as much as the majority, 
yes more than the majority—in having the 
Government of the country in its practical 
operations purged of abuses; and it is with 
regret that I have heard already this morning 
appeals, adroitly if not expressly made, to par- 
tisan feelings upon this subject. Why, sir, I 
trust that honesty is not the privilege of any 
party in particular. I believe the great bulk 
of the American people in both parties are 
honest; and a recent signal demonstration in 
the greatest city of this country proves, if any 
man doubted it, that even in the party to which 
I belong, so much the object of suspicion and 
of accusation from too many of our opponents 
in the majority party of this country, there is 
public virtue enough upon a proper occasion 
to deal solemn and severe justice upon its own 
offenders. 

It is not now, of all times that have ever 
been, it seems to me, when as a matter of 
judgment, to say nothing of public duty, any 
objection should be interposed to giving to 
such a committee as is now presented for our 
consideration every parliamentary, proper, 
and legal means for being efficient and useful 
in the great public interests which are involved. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, this debate 
it seems has now passed into its second phase. 
It originated on the proposition of the Senator 
from Llinois to revive the old joint Committee 
on Retrenchment. It was then objected that 
all the business which formerly was transacted 
before that committee, all the investigations 


| which were conducted by it, might be properly 


referred to the various standing committees of 
the Senate ; and in fact one Senator went so 


| 


‘last three or four months. 


far as to intimate that the Committee on Re- 
trenchment was composed of ignoramuses, who 
did not understand anything of the. business 
ofthe different branches of the service, and 
that it was far better, in fact the only way to 
obtain satisfactory results, to put everything 
into the hands of the standing committees, 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether that was 


| in caucus or in the Senate? 


Mr. SCHURZ. _I think it was here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is mis- 
taken. I object to his bringing our caucus 
discussions into the Senate. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Iam sure the Senator used 
similar expressions in the Senate. At any 
rate, he seems to have recovered from that 
impression, for at the present moment it 
appears to be conceded on all hands that the 
creation of a new committee, a committee to 
be organized distinctly for the purpose of 
carrying on these investigations, is eminently 
proper and unobjectionable. If I understand 
the Senator from Michigan, he himself agrees 
to that proposition. ‘The only point upon 
which we now differ is as to whether the new 
committee is to have the same powers which 
made the old committee as cminently useful 
as the Senate and the country know it to have 


been. What we are discussing here is by no 
means a new proposition. It is at least five 
years old. 


Ido not think there is a Senator on this 
floor, unless he became a member of this body 
during this Congress, who has not at least 
once voted for the powers formerly conferred 
on the Committee on Retrenchment, and I 
have yet to hear of the first objection that was 
made to the practice. It was done by gen- 
eral consent; ib was considered a matter of 
eminent propriety. I have never heard a 
single complaint of the abuse of this power 
except in one single instance, and that was, 
unless I am greatly mistaken, by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Conxitye] when the 
committee brought in its last report on the 
New York custom-house. 

Well, sir, this Committee on Retrenchment, 
with such powers, was organized five years 
ago. What was the occasion for its organiza- 
tion, and why were such discretionary powers 
conferred upon it? The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Mpwunps] stated that at that time 
the civil service of the United States was in 
a very demoralized condition. I take it for 
granted that was the reason, and no other, for 
certainly I cannot imagine that the Senate 
would have organized a committee like this 
actuated by mere motives of political hostility 
to the Administration. But if it was organ- 
ized for the purpose of ferreting out abuses 
connected with the public service, then I think 
if the reason was good then the reason would 
be good now, unless the character of the civil 
service has changed so immensely as to make 
what was very imperfect then very perfect now. 

The Senator from Vermont has told us that 
great improvements have taken place. J have 
no doubt of it. I think in course of time all 
things are bound to improve, and yet I doubt 


| whether there is a single Senator on this floor 


who would undertake to assert that the civil 
service of the United States is to-day as per- 
fect as it ought to be or as it might be. Nay, 
sir, if you search the history of this country 
you cannot point out to me four consecutive 
months during which so many embezzlements 
and defalcations have come to light as have 
been laid bare to the public eye during the 
If Iam mistaken, 
I shall be glad to be corrected. A great many 
of these frauds, embezzlements, and defalca- 
tions were not diseovered by diligent inquiry 
or investigation, but by something like acei- 
dent; we simply stumbled over them, and 
there they are, So it would seem that as to 
the condition of the civil service, however 
much it may have improved, yet it is not so 
perfect at this time that a measure which was 
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orice. considered eminently conducive to the 
public good in ferreting out abuses and wrongs 
can be cast aside now as entirely useless. 

' -Thave already admitted that in some respects 
matters had improved, and yet there are some 
things which certainly would demonstrate to 
the common sense of every one of us, to the 
common sense of the country, that close, fear- 
less, unbiased investigation would not only be 
very desirable, but that it is absolutely neces- 
sary; and in order to give you an illustration 
_ of this fact, I will simply refer to the results of 
one of the inquiries conducted by the Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment, embodied in its last 
report. : 

It has been stated that subjects might be 
referred singly by the Senate to the Commit- 
tee on Retrenchment, instead of endowing that 
committee with broad powers so as to enable 
it to‘initiate investigations of its own motion. 
The Senator from New Hampshire, I believe, 
has already called the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that some of the most useful investi- 
gations were commenced and conducted by 
that committee at its own discretion; now and 
then their attention being called to existing 
abuses by the heads of Departments, and some- 
times they themselves obtaining important in- 
formation in other ways and then acting upon 
it. This was the case with the smuggling 
practices on the Panama transit route, and, 
unless [am greatly mistaken, so it was with 
the investigations concerning the postal con- 
tracts in Texas, in both of which cases very 
large sums of money were saved to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

It so happened that the existence of the 
Committee on Retrenchment was cut off im- 
mediately after a very important investigation 
which it was conducting—I mean an investiga- 
tion concerning abuses prevailing in the New 
York custom-house, especially one commonly 
called the ‘‘general-order’”’ business; and I 
speak of this merely in order to give you an 
instance which will demonstrate to you not 
only how proper, but how eminently necessary 
it is; that a committee like that proposed by 
the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. TRUMBULL, | 
invested with large powers, should exist. f 


doubt whether all the Senators know what the | 


‘“general-order’’ business in New York is. 


I have no doubt the Senator from Michigan | 


{Mr. Cuanpier] knows it; but inasmuch as 
we have not all had the advantages of a mer- 
cantile education, it may be that the rest of us 
are entirely ignorant of the subject. Although 
the Senator from Michigan asserted that only 
those who were brought up in acertain way of 
education could know something about it, yet 
I take great pleasure in reading a very luminous 
statement from. the report submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. PATTER- 
son,] who I believe was brought up a man of 
letters and not a merchant: 


“ A brief explanation may conduce to an under- 
standing of what is known as the ‘general-order’ 
business’ 


I am reading from the report of the Senator 
from New Hampshire: 


“ After a vessel is entered at the custom-house a 
certain time is allowed to consignees in which to pay 
their duties and take possession of their goods. At 
the expiration of that time a general order is given 
by the collector of the port to discharge the cargo, 
and all merchandise remaining on board is landed 

delivered into the custody of the custom-house 
officials. Goods discharged under this order are 
known as ‘ general-order goods.’ Under the law of 
1799 the time allowed was five days. In 1854 it was 
reduced to three days, and in 1861 tooneday. Under 
the ruling of the then Secretary of the Treasury, 
Hon. S. P. Chase, the law of 1861 was interpreted to 
allow forty-eight hours from the time of entry, and 
that construction still obtains. Priorto 1854 the time 
allowed gave the merchant gmple opportunity to 
pay his duties and take his goods, so that very little 
was left to be discharged under general order, and 
the Government itself conducted what. little there 
was of the general-order business, 
use of steam vessels increased and business began to 
be conducted in a more rapid manner, thelong delay 
was found too great a burden upon ship-owners, and 
the law. of 1854 not only reduced the time for the 
discharge. of steamers, but provided that in case a 
contract was made for immediate delivery the col- 


As, however, the | 


-in the regulation of 


lector might take possession of the merchandise at 
once. ‘fo steamship lines which have regular days 
of departure this is a matter of no small import- 
ance, especially in winter, when an unusually long 
yoyage makes it necessary to discharge and load 
with the utmost expedition in order to sail at the 
appointed time, 


“To facilitate their business the steamship lines | 


landing at Hoboken and Jersey City built ware- 


houses upon their wharves, which were placed under , 
the supervision and control of United States custom- | 


house officers. Immediately on the arrival of a 
steamship its cargo was discharged into these ware- 
houses without going from under cover, and stored 
for forty-eight hours without expense to the con- 
signees, 4 
Government were as fully protected as if the goods 
had remained on board the vessel, and the steam- 
ship company saved two days’ time without any in- 
convenience tothe merchants. This practice existed 
for many years to the satisfaction of all parties, so 
far as the committee have been able to learn, but on 
the Ist day of February, 1870, the collector of the 
port ordered that all goods discharged under general 
order should be sent to general-order stores in New 
York under the control of private parties, where 
they are charged a month’s storage, although 
moved by the owners instantly on their arrival. 

** This entailsa heavy expense for cartage and stor- 


age, averaging, according to the testimony, about | 


one dollar and seventy-five ceuts on every package, 
large or small, and the goods ure subjected to the 
danger of theft and damage during transit from the 
vessel to the storehouse. These chargesare paid-by 
the steamship companies if the goods are removed 
from the general-order store within forty-eight 
hours, but at the expense of the importers, through 
increase rates of freight. All the general-order busi- 
ness being done at two storehouses, they are very 
much crowded, which necessarily produces confusion 
and delay, to the great inconvenience of the mer- 
chants. Thecommittee have been able to discover 
no advantage resulting from the change to any one, 
except parties controlling the general-order busi- 
ness. 

“ The reasons given by the collector for taking the 
gencral-order goods away from the Jersey City and 
Hoboken stores were, that they were unsafe, and 
that losses resulted therefrom both to the merchants 
and to the Government; that they were also used for 
bonded goods, and that the steamship companies or 
their agents were themselves importers, having their 
own goods in those stores. y : 

“All these charges have been investigated by 


| agents of the Treasury Department and by the com- 
| mittee, and both the committee and the Treasury 


agents were satisfied that they could not be sup- 
ported by evidence. They could learn of but two 
instances of loss from these storehouses, both occur- 
ring some years ago, and no evidence was presented 
showing that there had been any smuggling from 

nem. 


city of New York about forty thousand dollars, 
without recognized liability on the part of any one: 
whereas at the Cunard and Hoboken warehouses he 
has never lost one dollar.’ Other merchants testify 
to a similar experience. They also complain of 
damage to their goods by being handled by inexpe- 
rienced carmen, and of the heavy rates of insurance 
they are compelled to pay on accountof the exposed 
position of the present general-order stores. 
“While no single instance is showa of loss to the 


| Government at the Hoboken or Jersey City stores. 


the evidence gives conclusive proof that the general 
order stores at New York havenot been equally free 
from frauds on the Government. fu one instance, 
during the last summer, a large amount of goods was 
abstracted from one of the general order stores in 
New York, evidently by collusion with the owners, 
in order to avoid the payment of duties, and their 
place was supplied with similar cases filled with rub- 
bish. The fraud was discovered, and the parties con- 
trolling the store fled to avoid arrest, and the Gov- 
ernment ordered the store to be closed. i 

The committee have sought to learn fully the 
merits and demerits of the present system, as com- 
pared with those of the one which it superseded, and 
of others which have been proposed, in order to 
devise, if possible, a more satisfactory one.” 


Even the Senator from Michigan will admit 
that this is an exceedingly clear statement 


of the case, although not. one of those who | 


investigated the matter was a merchant. Still 
they seem to have acquired some knowledge 
about it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will my friend 
ee Missouri allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. SCHURZ, Certainly. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Did that com- 
mittee, after all-its investigations, report to the 
Senate and recommend to the Senate anything 
more than a change of the laws regulating the 
customs at New York? Did they report any 
defaulters, any peculation, any defect in the 
public service, or anything but simply a change 
customs, and if so, will my 


friend be good enough to read the report to the 
Senate? 


By this arrangement the interests of the | 


Ye- ; 


One merchant testified that ‘during the past | 
ten years he has lost by theft from warchousesin the | 


Mr. SCHURZ. I shall gratify t 


he Senator 
even beyond his desires in that respect. | was 
just going to show what kind of n picture the 
committee exhibited to the country as to cer- 
tain practices in the New York custom-house, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If my friend 
will permit me, my question did not refer to 
pictures or to exhibitions to the country, I 
ask the Senator if that committee did report 
for action anything to the Senate excepting a 
change in the regulation of the customs, to be 
good enough, being familiar with the report, 
to read it. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I desire to reply to the Sen- 
ator that the point Iwas making was this, that 
the committee through its investigations in 
the New York custom-house had succeeded in 
laying before the country facts which demon. 
strate how eminently necessary it is that there 
should be some authority to look into those 
cases independent of such control as is pro- 
posed here. That is the point I desired to 
make, not whether the committee had reported 
by bill or otherwise, but simply commenting 
upon the state of facts which the committee 
disclosed in this investigation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ifthe Senator from Mis- 
souri will allow me, I will say in reply to the 
Senator from New Jersey that the committee 
were authorized to investigate certain things, 
the general order businessamong others. While 
we were prosecuting our investigation upon 
that and other subjects included in the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from New York 
not now in his seat, (Mr. Fexvon,] the evi- 
dence of great frauds in the eustom-house was 
brought to light. We reported directly on the 
subjects included in the resolation, and then 
recommended the appointment of a commit- 
tee to take into consideration the revision 
of the customs laws which might cover those 
frauds which were brought to light. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If my friend 
from Missouri will permit me, I should like to 
get a specific answer to my question from my 
friend from New Hampshire, for I ask measur- 
ably for information. I have looked over the 
report,and I do not find that that committee 
reported a single defalcation, that they rec- 
ommended by their report the removal of a 
single officer, but all they did was to recom- 
mend a change in the regulation of our cus- 
toms. Am I, or not, correct in supposing that 
to be all that the committee reported to the 
Senate? ; j 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ifthe Senator will do 
us the honor to read the report he will find 
that we report that there are chronic evils and 
frauds in the custom-house at New York, and 
we recommend that a committee be appointed 
to revise the customs laws so that they shall 
cover all these frauds and enable the Govern- 
ment to root them up. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is the only 
recommendation? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the only rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Now, Mr. President, I 
have stated what the committee report in gen- 
eral language about the general-order busi- 
ness. I wish to point out also to the Senate 
those parts of the testimony which support 
the committee in its statements. 

Here is the testimony of Mr. Alexander 
T. Stewart, whose name is widely known in 
the country. Mr. A. T. Stewart testifies about 
the general order business as follows: 


“ When the Cunard stores and the Hoboken stores 
ad the gencral-order business, ifa steamer arrived 


at times when entry could not be made at the cus- 
tom-bouse, the agents gave the importers forty- 
eight hours in which to make their entries, Thero 

At present, when ves- 


was no charge for that time. 
or docks, E have to dis- 


sels arrive at these stores 
charge immediately on arrival; no time is given te 
make entries, The goods are taken immediately 
and carted to a general order store in the eity of 
New York, A charge is made for this cartage, and, 
in that store, for storage for a month, although the 
goods may not remain there one day. This ainounts 
which is so much 


to an average of $1 50 a package, 
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taken from the pockets of the importers unneces- 
sarily. Again, when goods so situated are in part 
to be entered for consumption and in part for bond- 
ing, the price paid for the bonded goods (that is 
$175 per case, which is the charge of the parties 
now having the general-order business) is so much 
money lost to the importer.” 

* $ * * * * 


“By Senator PATTERSON: 


“ Question. What are the charges made by Leet & 
Co. under the present system? 

“Answer. One dollar and fifty cents and $1 75 per 
caso or bale, . N 

© Question. Have they in any instance charged 
more than that? 

“Answer. Yes, sir; two dollars. 

“ Question, Have you allowed this latter charge? 

“ Answer. No, sir. . 

“ Question, Have they entered into an agreement 
with you that in no instance the charge be more 
than $1 75? i 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. i 
a a Question. What were the charges under Bixby & 

quire? 

“Answer. Under Squire, $1 20 for the same ser- 
vice; under Bixby, ninety cents. : 

“ Question, Is there greater security in the ware- 
houses now used than in the warehouses at the Jer- 
sey City and Hoboken docks? 

“Answer. No. On the contrary, the Cunard and 
Hoboken stores were considered more secure, beyond 
all comparison. They were more safe, and we had 
greator facilities in getting our goods. During the 
past ten years, in warehouses in the city of New 

ork, wo have lost by theft about forty thousand 
dollars, without recognized liability on the part of 
any one, whereas at the Cunard and Hoboken ware- 
houses we have never lost one dollar. There is 
another trouble with the present general-order 
stores. They being so crammed with goods, it is 
dificult to find, as speedily as desired, the cases 
ordered for examination in the public store. 

" Question. What effect does the present system of 
general-order business have upon the action of the 
merchants, if any? 

“Answer, Formerly, when the bonded warehouses 
doing general-order business were in charge of the 
authorized agents of responsible steamship lines, 
and were situated in localities known to be safe, the 
merchant was in no haste to get his goods from the 
custody of the Government, and the result was that 
a few years ago, to accommodate the importers, eight 
or ten stores were required to do the general-order 
business. Now that business is limited to two stores, 
and the reduction arises in my opinion from the fact 
that the importer is not willing to trust his goods to 
the custody of the Government officers one moment 
more than he can help, because these warehouses 
are such as to excite the suspicion of danger, be- 
sides, it being very difficult to procure insurance on 
the goods stored in them. The merchant prefers to 
withdraw his goods at the earliest moment, so that 
now these two stores do the whole work, where for- 
merly eight or ten were required. , 

“Question. Does the Government, in your judg- 
ment, derive any advantages under the present sys- 
tem which it did not under the old? 

“ Answer, None whatever; the present system can 
only bə used to annoy and vex and deplete the 
pockets of the importers, 

“Question. What remedy would you propose? 

“Answer. Give to all responsible foreign steam- 
ship lines that may desire it the privilege of having 
a gcneral-order store under such regulations as were 
formerly accorded to the Cunard and German lines, 
or such as may be proscribed by competent author- 
Aly. 

Then Mr. Stewart goes to say that the new 
warehouses are very dangerously situated as 
to their surroundings, inasmuch as they might 
easily be destroyed by fire, and goods are so 
crowded in them as to. increase the risk and 
cause great inconvenience to the merchants. 

Here is the testimony of Mr. William E. 
Dodge, jr., one of the most prominent mer- 
chants in the city of New York. He says of 
the old system, changed by the collector in 
1870: 

“Tt was a very great facility to the merchant—a 
very reasonable and sensibleone, It seemed impos- 
sible to do without it. As Iunderstand it, some dis- 
satisfaction arose when Mr. Grinne!l came, whether 
for the sake of making places for employés in the 
eustom-house, I never have known, but this system 
which had worked so easily, without any one having, 
as far as I know, lost a single dollar, and which was 
a great saving and convenience to the merchants 


and ship-owners—it was peremptorily decided that 
this should not be used any more, and all these goo 


ae bi Æ = 


should be carted over to the other side and putin Í 


the general-order store. 

“ Question. Were those warehouses built by the 
Cunard and the Dutch companies erected at the sug- 
gestion of the Government? 

“ Answer. That I am not able to say. 
their being there I know. We oceupy very large 
dock room, and the vexation and annoyance to us 
has been very great. Our goods are not carted to 
these general-order stores, because they are not the 
packages necessary, to be carted; but because they 
have been handled in sucha way it is equally a labor 
and care to us to remove them instantly, adding 
much to our expense, greatly to the risk of break- 


The fact of i 


age, and very much to the annoyance and trouble 
of doing business. 

_ “ Question. Is there a liability to loss and thieving 
in the passage of goods from the wharf to the general- 
order storehouse? 

“ Answer. There has always been a danger there, 
There is also an increased cost in cartage, the month’s 
storage of these general-order stores, the increased 
insurance, and the difficulty of getting out goods 
where the goods go in and come out rapidly. Great 
confusion in every way. K 

‘* Question. Whatshould you think was the amount 
of increased expenses to the merchants? 

* Answer. I am not able to state definitely ; Ihave 
heard so many complaints, and it varies very much 
with the classes and kinds of goods. 

“ Question. Should you think the increase was 


a kind of goods? 

* Answer. I can say very frankly that if our goods 
were subjected to that—which they are not, only 
because their bulk isso great—that it would use up 
all the profit we have made during the past years 
on certain classes of goods. On spelter or slab zine, 
which comes by the German steamers, the profit is 
never over one to one and a half per cent., except 
some extraordinary change in the market. ‘That 
would be nearly all eaten up if it was subjected to 
these charges. I think the point is this, Senator, 
tbat many of the laws and regulations, and all the 
management of our custom-house is based on the 
experience of years gone by, when slow sailing ves- 
sels, coming in at odd intervals, made up the busi- 


on 
‘ 


nessofour port,” * 
** Question. What is the effect of the present cus- 

tom-house management upon the mereantile inter- 

ests of New York city as to the diverting of trade? 

* Answer. I can say this: the complications, 
annoyances, vexations, and the dangers which are 
occurring to merchants from the present custom- 
house management, are such that every merchant 
whose imports come from Europo sends them to 
any other port in preference to New York, if he can 
arrange to do so. 

“ Question. Does your own firm send any freight 
in that way ? 

* Answer. We send all the trade we can get to 
Baltimore, New Orleans, and Portland, in prefer- 
ence to New York. 

* Question, On account of the delay ? 

* Answer, Very largely from that. We have local 
laws which are very unfortunate in regard to our 
quarantine. The simple pdint is, that our custom- 
house is a politica} macltine. Sometimes, before 
election, you go to the collector and you cannot see 
him, owing to the convention that meets at Syra- 
cuse, He cannot sec you, although there are things 
of vital importance afiecting your business during 
all the year.” 


Now comes the testimony of Mr. Simeon B. 
Chittenden, one of the principal merchants of 
New York: 


“Question, Please give any information which you 
have upon this subject. 

“Answer. The change that has taken place insend- 
ing goods to the warehouse on their arrival has been 
a great affair,in taking the whole business of the 
city into account. In old times, when the Cunard 
ships were delayed, they. sentus notice that our 
permits must be on board immediately, sometimes 
discharging a ship within a few hours after they 
arrived in port; the goods were taken into their own 
warehouses and there remained until the permits 
were sent on board, and they were brought to the 
merchants with no cxtra expense and only a little 
extra labor, which amounted to nothing. Now, if a 
sbip arrives after a prolonged voyage, and she is 
obliged to discharge immediately in order to start 
on her return voyage to-morrow, or the day follow- 
ing, the goods aro all sent over to New York, and 
ithink the charge is fifty cents a case when full 
loads are sent; three cases are counted as a load; 
the price per load is $1 75, not to exceed three cases. 
It is $1 50 if itis one ease, So, if a merchant has a 
single case on a Cunarder arriving to-day, and can- 
not get his papers through the custom-house, and 


pay $1 50 to haveit carted by the Government carts, 
and the expense at the warehouse is $1 60 or $1 70, 
i whereas it uscd to be about one dollar. That, in 
substance, is the result. My man who has charge of 
custom-house affairs, and whom I consulted before 
coming here, says that is the general system.” 


Here is the testimony of Mr. William E. 
Dodge: 


views on the subject? 
i steamships, there must 


system. So far as this general-order movement 
affects our business, mainly as connected with the 


expense occurs. 

“ Question, The Cunard and the Dutch lines? 

“Answer. The Cunard and the Bremen lines which 
arrive there. Their arrival is telegraphed, and a 
general order is immediately issued. If the vessel 
arrives at the dock late in the day it is impossible 
i for a merchant to secure a permit for his 
eleven o'clock the next day. The goods, as soon as 
lauded, are immediately carted (to favorite stores I 
was going to say, but won't) to stores under the gen- 
eral order system on the New York side and sub- 


sufficient in any instance to cover the whole profit: 


the ship is obliged to discharge to-morrow, he has to į 


“ Question, Will you give to the committee your | 
“Answer. First, I would say that I am perfectly | 
aware that, under the new order of things, where | 


the business of the country is being mainly done by | 
be a change from the old | 


lines that land on the Jersey shore, itis there the | 


goods until | 


jected to expenses, as a general thing double what 
they would be if there was a warehouse on the 
other side, where the goods might lie for twenty- 
four or forty-eight hours, under the charge of the 
revenue department, before they were seat away, 
giving merchants time to get their permits, No 
matter whether they are permitted or not, they are 
sent over here. This process makes the port of New 
York, in my opinion, the most expensive port for 
the transaction of business inthe world. I have no 
hesitation in saying that—in the world. 

“ Question. Has it any tendency to drive business 
elsewhere? 

t Answer. I was going to remark, the profit on the 
species of goods that we import is so close that it is 
impossible for us to continue our business and pay 
the expenses which have been imposed here for the 
last few years. The consequence is we are import- 
ing at any other port than this where itis possible. 
Weare obliged to import goods largely into Balti- 


‘more, New Urleans, &., that we would not import 


there if it were not for the expenses of the custom- 
house here.” 


Now the testimony of Benjamin F. Mudge : 


“Tam acquainted with the docks at Hoboken and 
Jersey City, where the Bremen and Cunard lines of 
steamers land; I was familiar with the management 
of the warehouses connected with these docks when 
they were allowed to receive general-order goods; 
the effect of changing the storage of the general 
order goods from these warehouses to New York 
city was only to impose a large additional tax upon 
the merchants; it could not possibly add anything 
to the security of the Government or the facility of 
the customs work. The old warehouses are safer 
from firc, and in a more respectable locality. The 
cost of cartage, labor, and storage, in the present 
gencral-order warehouses, is just so much money 
lost to the merchant, for the reason that the goods 
might be obtained with more facility from the ware- 
houses connected with the docks, and without charge 
for storage if removed within forty-cight hours from 
the entry of the steamer, whereas now the general- 
order charges for cartage, storage, &c., attach imme- 
diately on the goods being placed on the docks; it 
has also a demoralizing effect on the customs force, 
as the general-order men resort to all means to hurry 
goods from the vessel which are subject to general 
order, before permit goods, being anxious to get pos- 
session of them and subject, them to charges before 
the owner can get bis permits on board. 

“It is understood that these general-order stores 
are designated by the person having control, and 
given to favorites or sold, The last gentleman who 
told me of buying the general order was F. M. Bixby. 
T have a general knowledge of the charges made by 
the persons now running the general-order stores; 
these charges are exorbitant for the work done; 
they would be exorbitant. at one half the rates 
charged. The tendency of these extortions is to 
drive importations to other places; the tendency 
of these practices is to bring the Administration into 
contempt, and is much more injurious to the Repub- 
lican party than could be offset by all the money re- 
alized from it, if used for political purposes. There 
are at least from one quarter to one third more in- 
spectors employed by the Government than there is 
need of. The class of men employed as night-watch- 
men are of a character that render the stores more 
unsafe under their care than in their absence.” 


Here is the testimony of P. M. Moore: 


“Question. You mean to say from your own knowl- 
edge that efforts are made on the part of general- 
order men, and those connected with them, to gct 
discharged from the steamers first goods where no 
permit has been entered on board? 

t Answer. If it is possible. 

“Question. They attempt. to bring about that? 

“Answer, That is very often done. 

“ Question. They do that before the discharge on 
the dock of the regular permit goods? 

“Answer, Yes, sir. The man that has a ware- 
house will have runners around. J haye heard peo- 
ple say, "Drive them away, they have no business 
here.’ They try to get every ease it is possible in 
the store before a permit is got.’” 


Then follows the testimony of George P. 
Gale, of the firm of A. D. Greif & Co.: 


“Here was the case of the Parthia, for instance; 
she discharged on Saturday night; New Yearcame 
on Sunday; Monday no business was done at the 
custom-house; at cloven o'clock on Tuesday morn- 
ing our goods were all over here on general order, 
and when we go there with our permits the goods 
are on this side; they give us a bill that we think 
exorbitant—$l1 50-for a little case of satins with 
nine pieces of satin init. Wethinkit an exorbitant 
charge, and say, “Ishall not pay this? * Well, then, 
you can’t have the goods.’ We first go to Mr. King, 
(Mr. Murphy’s right bower:) he sends us to Mr. 
Sharry; he says, ‘Come to-morrow.’ Wecome to- 
morrow, and he says, ‘I will fix it all right; what 
do you suppose youought to becharged?’ “One dol- 
lar and twenty-five cents is plenty, and Mr. Grinnell 
established prices that would not bring it up to that,’ 
Mr. Sharry gives a permit the next day; Igo up to 
the office with it and say I want the goods. ‘You 
cannot have them without paying $1 50.7 ‘There is 
twenty-five cents off.’ ‘Well, you can’t have the 
goods. If you want twenty-five cents, here, PH 
make you a present of it,’ This bill is lying down 
in Mr. Sharry’s office now. 

“In the case of the Queen I went down tosee what 
time she would come in. I was there at six o'clock 
the next morning, and sent the cartman down at 
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eleven o’clock, but the goods were under general 
order. ‘Goods under general order,’ I said, “that is 
very singular. You did not come in until lastnight.’ 
‘Well, we have been working all night.’ Perhaps 
the dock will be full of goods all under general 
order, and cannot be taken off. We send our cart- 
mon up there and they charge us $1 50 a case for 
riding not over a quarter of a mile. Wesay, ‘This 
isan exorbitant charge.’ “Well, you cannot have 

our. goods without paying it; take your permit.’ 
Ja this case our goods were wanted very much in- 
deed, and we frequently lose the sale of goods that 
are ordered and come too late, the price having 
fallen. A merchant says, ‘We won’ttake these goods 
if we cannot get them to-morrow.’ Itis impossible 
to get them to-morrow. ‘The duty-paid goods are 
never carted down for examination until the gen- 
eral-order business is done. ‘his shows there is a 
collusion between the general-order store, the in- 
spector, and the cartman. I do not know whether 
the ships are in or not. Itis avery unusual thing if 
a case of our goods on the dock passes an officer, 
We say, ‘There are those goods,’ ‘Icannot helpit’ 
he says, ‘they are under general order.” We then 
have to wait two or three days. They say, ‘In all 
probability they will be sent up to-night or to-mor- 
row morning.’ I would observe I am most strongly 
in favor of having our general-order stores on the 
Hoboken side, I was deputized by ninety of our 
largest importers here to take a petition for this to 
Mr. Grinnell. i : 

* Question. What was the result of your interview 
with Mr. Grinnell? ree 
ti Answer. The result was this: in the first place he 

would not listen to me. I told him I should have to 
go on to Washington unless he would listen to me; 
that we had made up our minds to have this thing 
rectified in some way or other. ‘Well,’ said he, 
‘sit down.’ I told him wherein we felt ourselves 
aggrieved. Illustrating by the articles on his desk, 
he said, ‘Now, how easy it is for thesteamship com- 
panies and the agents to collude with each other,’ 
Said I, ‘The agonts of the lines are under heavy 
bonds.’ ‘No,’ said he, ‘when we had asale of goods 
at Atlantic dock they consisted of a whole lot of rab- 
bish that did not pay for the cartage.’ I said that 
the baggage belonged to emigrants who came by that 
line, and who, to avoid the railroad charges, left their 
rubbish in a trunk behind. ‘Oh! pah, pah, pah,’ he 
said, ‘we understand all that. Here are nineteen 
pieces of poplins taken out of Cunard’s store.’ Said 
p ‘That is very singular. If Sir Edward Cunard was 
alive I think he would see about this thing, We have 
nover lost asingle piece of our goods from the Hobo- 
ken or Cunard stores since we have been in busi- 
ness; our goods all comesafely.’ ‘Well,’ saidhe, ‘I 
um bound to protect my party.’ And that was the 
end of it.”, 


Then comes the testimony of Emil Magnus: 


“Question. Where is your office? 
‘Answer, No. 49 William street, New York. Iam 
a custom-house broker, and have been for about 
fiftcen years, I have a partner, Mr. John Gillispie. 
I attend to the office, and he attends to the custom- 
house business exclusively, although everything is 
under my supervision. 

“Question, Are you familiar with the present gen- 
eral-order business? 

“Answer. Yes, sir; I know the workings of it. 

“Question. Were you familiar with the operation of 
the gencral-order business at the time the general- 
order stores were at Jersey City and Hoboken, with 
the Cunard and Bremen lines? 

Answer, Yes, sir. I believe I am one of the 
Jargest. brokers in those lines, principally the Ho- 
boken line, and I am employed by most firms doing 
business with the Inman line. It is very important 
to have permits out within forty-eight hours, and if 
we are diligent we can get our men on board before 
the goods go under general order. 

“Question, In your judgment, which is preferable, 
the present general-ordersystem, orthesystem which 
prevailed when the stores were at Jersey City or Ho- 
boken? 

“Answer. The former was very much better so far 
as the interests of merchants were concerned. The 
Cunard and German lines allowed the importer to 
have goods on the wharf until or nearly sundown, 
When not there, the goods were sent to their stores 
on the dock, In consequence of this, there was no 
cartage on them. Atthat time we paid eighty cents 
for good-sized cases. Now we have to pay two dol- 
lars for other cases. 7 

“ Question. You think the general-order charges 
averaged two dollars ? 

“Answer. [have bills by the hundred, and you can 
seg them if you wish. 

“Question. But the Cunard and Bremen lines 
charge nothing for storage or labor where the goods 
are permitted under forty-eight hours? 

Answer. Not in such cases. They havevery large 
wharves, and they can very easily leave goods there, 
If a permit was there at the dock within forty-eight 
hours they never charge for storage. 

“ Question. If the goods go under general order 
within forty-eight hours do thesteamship companies 
repay storage? . i 

(, Answer. Yes, sir, 

Question, Is it any better for small importers 
under the present system than under the old? 

“ Answer. No, sir; itworksjustthesame. Under 
the old system importers could send their own trucks 
for goods, thas saving the expense of cartage. Under 
the present system goods are sent from Hoboken to 
the general-order store in New York, and cartage 
charges made for a single case or two or three cases, 

* Question. Is the present general-order system 
preferable to the other system for small importers? 


“ Answer, I cannotsee where they have the ad- 
vantage. 

“ Question. Your judgmentis that they do not have 
the advantage any more than the large importers? 

* Answer. So sir. There is another thing: those 
steamer lines have their own warehouses, and when 
you send a permit for general-order goods you could 
obtain them immediately from the stores at Jersey 
City and Hoboken under the old system, but now, 
if a ease is ordered from the general stores to the 
publie stores to be examined, it would be at least 
two days before it would reach the public store. 

‘Question. In brief, you mean to say that the 
goods ean -be obtained with greater facility from 
the old warehouses than from the present? 

“Answer. Decidedly. We used to havea great 
many general-order steres where we now have only 


‘two or three. 
Question. Do you think that the effect of con- 


Qi 


solidating the general-order stores into two or three 
is detrimental to the interests of the merchants? 

“ Answer. In my opinion it is, because itis against 
facilitating the doing of business. 0 
system, I could send a truck over on the other side 
to get a whole lot of goods at once, which it is im- 
possible todo now. If there were ten cases, I could 
get them at once from the wharf.” 


And now the testimony of D. C. Gillispie, 
custom-house broker: 


“ Question. Please tell how the present general- 
order system works as compared with the old 
system. 

“Answer. We have a great deal of annoyance now 
that we did not haveunder the old system, and ex- 
orbitant charges. The charges are now probably 
twice as much, probably $2 25ucase. The delay in 
getting the goods tranferred from the warehouse to 
the public store is great. Sometimes we have to 
wait from two to ten days, and I have to send up 
repeatedly to have them transferred to the public 
store. Those are the principal annoyances.’’ 

“Question. How is there greater expense under 
the present general-order system ? 

“Answer, Formerly, when the general order was 
distributed around, the average price was about 
seventy-five cents a case; now the business is con- 
centrated in two stores, and the price has gone up. 
I think there should be a greater number of stores. 
If there was, I suppose they would be situated han- 
dior to the steamers, and it could be done so much 
cheaper. The goods would not have to be carted 
all over the city. When I speak of the charge being 
seventy-five cents a package, it was when the stores 
were at Hoboken and Jersey City. Now the charge 
is probably $2 25 and $2 50 a case; they average two 
dollars, certainly. 

“Question. Has the storekeeper any right to charge 
suel a charge as that? 

“Answer. No, sir.” 

* o£ * & t  £ k ë g 

“Question. Have youany evidence that theaverage 
ebarges arc $2 50acase? 

Answer. I have bills which I pay daily. I think 
tho avorage is that. I think about two dollars would 

e fair. 

“Question, Are the goods thrown promiscuously 
together into those storchouses? 

(Answer, es, sir. 

‘Question. Do you find any difficulty in getting 
out your goods when you transfer them from there 
to your store? 

‘Answer. Yes, sir, and delay. They do not keep 
help and our carman has to do it himself. 

Cit jucstion. How was it at Hoboken and Jersey 
ity ? 

.. Answer. It was far different. There was very 
little delay there; goods were delivered to our car- 
man atthe door. Icould not say that we ever met 
with any loss there; we have met losses here. Fn- 
variably the loss has always been of eases that have 
gone to the public store; the cases have been opened 
and part of the contents taken. 

{, Question, Have you any idea who opened them? 

Answer. No, sir; it has been a mystery. We have 
often tried to ascertain whether it has been on the 
wharf or in the general-order store. 

. Question. Was it so when you took your 
directly off of the wharf at Hoboken and Jersey 

ity 

“Answer. I cannot say that it was. I think 
took better care of the goods there than here. ney 

nestion. Do you know of any advantage to the 
merchant or to the Government resulting from the 
present general-order system over that of the old? 
Answer. No, sir. 
Question. Do you know of many disadvantages 
to the merchant? 

Answer. Yes, sir.” 


Now the testimony of Luther Horton, for- 
merly an officer in the custom-house, and also 
for some time in business connection with Lee 
& Stocking, the monopolists of the general 
order business on the North river: 


“Question. Then the parties interested—being the 
Government, the steamship lines, and the import- 
ers—would all be benefited by the return of the gen~- 
eral-order business to the Jersey City shore? 

Answer. Certainly. 

Question. Is there any legitimate interest con- 
nected with this general-order business that would 
not be subserved by transferring it to the Jersey 
City shore as it was before? 

Answer, Nothing but dollars and cents for aring; 
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Under the old | 


that is what’s the matter, and it is a nice little job if 
they can keep it up, and I tell you they have power 
enough to keep it up.” 

Finally, the testimony of the agents of the 
great steamship companies, first Mr. Francklyn, 
of the Cunard line, who had made complaints 
of the existing abuses to Mr. Boutwell, where- 
upon Mr. Boutwell wrote to Mr. Grinnell, dis- 
approving of these practices: 


** Shortly after that letter of Mr. Boutwell, dated 
9th June, 1870, recommending to Mr, Grinnell that 
the privileges I have mentioned be restored to 
our warehouses, Mr. Grinnell went out of office and 
was succeeded by Mr. Murphy. Mr, Murphy did 
not tell us, but he led us to believe that he 
would investigate this matter as soon as he had 
time, and, in all probability, from what he knew of 
it, the general order privileges would be restored. 
However, he never had time. lie put it off. 
would go occasionally to see him and ask him to 
look into it, and name a dzy when we could go 
together to Jersey City and look at the stores; but 
heneverdid. Then the Saratoga convention came 
on, and he was up there all the time; could not 
attend toanything until that was over, and when it 
was over ho seemed to have changed his mind; 
at any rate, from an interview I had with him, 
I thought so. ‘Then I asked the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in a letter which I wrote, to send some 
instructions to Mr. Murphy about this matter, in 
order to carry out bis letter of the 9th June. Mr. 
Schwab, I beliove, wrote also, and got several peo- 
ple to call on the Secretary and ask bim to do 
something in the matter; and we sent a petition 
to Washington, signed by over one hundred mer- 


-chants of Now York, (the principal people inter- 


ested in the business,) and after having done this, I 
believe the Secretary wrote to Mr. Murphy, rather 
sharply, I should think, from the way Mr. Murphy 
seemed totakeit. The consequence of which was 
that Mr. Murphy told us we had been ‘crowding’ 
him too much, and he should do nothing in the 
mutter. 

* He said there were certain 


l i eople who had to be 
taken care of, and it was well 


nown that they had 


| to be taken care of, and nobody in the party would 


say anything about his taking care of them, and he 
would doit. Atthe same time he said be had been 
explaining to those parties that it was not their in- 
terest to have anything to do with the general order 
business; and he told mo that it was not his inten- 
tion to have it in the hands of the people who had it 
then, (Leet & Co.,) but he was going to give it to 
somebody else. However, he never did give it to 
anybody else. We have been to see him since, sev- 
eral times, but. we have never succeeded in getting 
him to do anything. He has told usrepeatedly that 
the business was far better done by us, end that the 
custom-house had never been bothered hy any com- 
plaint about the general order business while it was 
in our hands, while he had been run down with com- 
plaints against the present parties, and it took half 
his ttine to look into them. With regard to the way 
the business is done now, from the bills I have re- 
ceived and had to pay, I should say that the charges 
are very exorbitant,” 

And so I might still go on for some time 
quoting the testimony of merchants, of custom- 
house brokers, of clerks and others, all testi- 
fying to this one fact, that in the place of the 
arrangements formerly existing, which were 
safe for the Government, convenient and 
economical for the merchants, and beneficial 
to the general interests of commerce, another 
system has been invented which is less safe to 
the Government, imposes extortionate charges 
and great inconvenience upon the merchant, 
hampers commerce, and has only the advan- 
tage of putting large amounts of money into 
the pockets of a favored somebody, who is 
“taken care of.” 

Now, sir, reading through this whole testi- 
mony, going from Mr. Stewart to Mr. Dodge, 
and from Mr. Chittenden to Mr. Moore and 
Mr. Gale, from witness to witness, you will 
find this system designated as a system of 
shameless and wanton robbery imposed on the 
merchants of New York; a system so out- 
rageous that its very beneficiaries excuse it 
only with the flimsiest pretexts. It reminded 
me when I read this testimony of what I had 
read of the stories of the robber knights of the 
Rhine, who lived in the castles whose ruins 
you see on the hill-tops along that romantic 
river—robber knights who stretched a chain 
across that river and made the shipper who 
went up or down pay toll to him for the mere 
privilege of passing his haunt. And so you 
find now a gentleman in the possession of the 
so-called general order business on the North 
river who enjoys the privilege of extorting tolls 
from the merchants of New York, not for the 
benefit of the service, not for the security of 
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the customs, not for the accommodation of 
trade, but simply to fill his own pockets. 

Now, sir, how did this thing come about? 
We read in this same report that these high- 
wayman’s privileges of the general order busi- 
ness are in the hands of gentlemen of the name 
of Leet and Stocking. Who is Mr. Leet? Mr. 
Leet, it appears from the testimony, was one 
of General Grant’s aids-de-camp during the 
war. At the commencement of this Adminis- 
tration, or shortly before it, he left the service 
and went to New York with a letter of intro- 
duction from General Grant to Mr. Grinnell, 
before Mr. Grinnell was appointed collector 
of customs. 

Colonel Leet subsequently applied to Mr, 
Grinnell for this general order business, and 
obtained it. The profits which he makes out 
of his privileges, as estimated by several mer- 
chants, are from fifty to one hundred thou- 
sand dollars a year. 
$25,000, and certainly he will not be suspected 
of having put the figure too high. Not only 
did he realize profits by carrying on the busi- 
ness himself, but he actually went so far as to 
farm out a part of his privilege toa man by 
the name of Bixby. We have heard from the 
Senator from Vermont that this Bixby was an 
old customer of the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, and not considered the most reliable 
man inthe world. However reliable or unre- 
liable he may be, one thing is certain: not 
only does he testify that he bought part of the 
general order business from Mr. Leet at the 
rate of $5,000 a year, but Mr. Leet confesses 
it himself; so that we have in the custom- 
house at New York a gentleman who holds a 
sort of a monopoly, conferred upon him by 


the custom-house authorities, which he, ad; 


libitum, for a valuable consideration, farms 
out to such persons as may be found willing 
to pay him money enough. 

In the report of the committee, sir, you will 
find one protest after another coming from the 
merchants of New York, all of them stating 
that they are robbed, wantonly robbed, mon- 
atrously robbed, for a purpose which does not 
subserve in any respect the public interest. 
More than that, you will find that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury himself had this matter 
inquired into; that he sent a special commis- 
sion to New York to investigate the general 
order bnsiness; that that commission did so 
investigate it, and reported to the Secretary of 
the Treasury that the general order business, 
as now carried on, is a crying abuse, and that 
the old system ought to be restored for the 
general interest just as it was before the Ad- 
ministration came in, That was in May, 
1870. I have their report before me, and 
there is in the possession of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. PATTERSON, ] the former 
chairman of the Committee on Retrenchment, 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
pronouncing most emphatically against the 
general-order business as now conducted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is not now in my 
possession. ‘The letter was sent to the Public 
Printer, and I have notbeen able to getit. He 
has lost it, [ believe. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator from New 
Uzcapshire has read the letter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. And he can testify that the 
Sceretary of the Treasury himself pronounced 
most emphatically against the system as it now 
exists. 

Now, sir, look at the state of thiscase. Here 
is a monstrous abuse which originated under 
this Administration. This abuse is remon- 
strated and protested against by all the mer- 
chants of New York who have been examined 
on the subject. There are among them the 
most prominent business men of that city. 
There are among them some of the most hon- 
orable men of the country. Not only that, a 
commission was sentthere by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and that commission pronounced 
against it in the same manner. ‘The Secretary 


He himself confesses to | 


of the Treasury expressed his opinion against 
it, and yet that monstrous system of robbery 
survives even to the present day. 

T ask, sir, what power is there in this Gov- 
ernment that maintains so shameless a prac- 
tice? Itis not the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for if we are permitted to believe that he isan 
honest man, and I do not know a Senator on 
this floor who does not believe so, after having 
sent that commission there, after having re- 
ceived its report, after having expressed his 
own opinion against that abuse, he certainly 
would not hesitate a moment to abolish it. 
What power then is it that maintains this mon- 
strous wrong in spite of all that has been said 
and done against it, even to this day? 

It wag intimated by some of the witnesses 


i that Mr. Leet, who pockets the enormous 


profits arising from that business, had some 
connection with the White House; but Gen- 
eral Porter was examined, Mr. Leet himself 
was examined, and they both testified that it 
was not so, and counting the number of the 
witnesses we have no right to form a different 
conclusion. But the fact remains that this 
scandalous system of robbery is sustained—is 
sustained against the voice of the merchants 
of New York—is sustained against the judg- 
ment and the voice of the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself. I ask you, how is it sus- 
tained? Where and what is the mysterious 
power that sustains it? The conclusion is 
inevitable that it is a power stronger than 
decent respect for public opinion, nay, a power 
stronger than the Secretary of the Treasury 
himself. 

Now, sir, the Committee on Retrenchment 
arrived just at that point in its inquiries when 
its existence was cut short, and we are now 
told that for a committee with such powers 
there is no further use. I have given you this 
simply as an instance of a monstrous wrong 
which may be discovered and put in its true 
light by a committee which is free to investi- 
gate, and also to show you that there are some 
matters which stiil might form fruitful subjects 
of untrammeled inquiry; and although on this 
occasion it acted by virtue of a resolution in- 
troduced, I think, by the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Fewron, ] yet other things of sim- 
ilar importance would never have been dis- 
covered, for instance, the wrongs connected 
with the transit route and the Texas post con- 
tracts, had not the Committee on Retrenchment 
possessed the discretionary power to initiate 
investigations themselves. 

It has been intimated that at the present 
moment there is no further use for such invest- 
igations with discretionary authority since the 
President has promised to reform the civil 
service of the country himself. Iwould be the 
very last man to undervalue the importance 
of that promise, as it came from the President 
of the United States ; bat it must be borne in 
mind that the President promised the very 
same thing a year ago in his annual message 
of December, 1870, and that since that prom- 
ise was made that very same abuse and scandal 
which I have described has been going on 
under the very eyes of the Administration ; 
there under its eyes, I say, for since the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury himself had sent a com- 
mission to New York to investigate the wrong, 
they cannot have been unacquainted with its 
nature. As I said, I put great value upon the 
promise of civil service reform to be initiated 
by the Executive of this nation; but permit 
me to say that here there was a most inviting, 
an almost irresistible opportunity for a com- 
mencement in practice. Why was not that 
evil uprooted as it appeared so clearly before 
the eyes of the country?) Why have almost 
two years passed without its being remedied? 
I may be pardoned for observing that as to 
civil service reform a single pound of perform- 
ance would have been far more valuable to this 
country than a whole ton of promise. 

Let me return to the question at issue, the 
powers of this committee. For years and 
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years the Senate without a single dissenting 
voice hag been voting for conferring exactly 
those powers which the Senator from Illinois 
now demands upon the Committee on Re- 
trenchment. Now it is suddenly found entirely 
improper, nay, even dangerous. ‘There is 
something said of secret proceedings, of put- 
ting our hands into the private concerns of 
other people, of ruining innocent persons, of 
star chambers, and other frightiul things. 
Why, sir, if a committee with such powers was 
not dangerous before, I ask in all candor.why 
it should be dangerous now? If it is danger- 
ous now, I should like to know how Senators 
could find it compatible with their conscien- 
tious convictions to vote for such a dangerous 
thing before? Hither they were not conscien- 
tious when they did it before, or they would be 
equally conscientious in doing it to-day. Wither 
jt never was a proper thing, or itis now justas 
proper as it ever was, What has happened, I 
should like to be told, that you should look at 
this committee with its powers now with such 
remarkable apprehensions as a source of mis- 
chief and danger? Who has been injured in 
the past by the exercise of the powers this 
committee possessed, and which are now 
claimed for it again? Look into its record. 
Whose rights have ever been violated by it? 
Whose private affairs have been invaded? 
Where is the innocent person that has been 
harmed by it? Whom did it injure? None but 
corrupt men whose misdeeds ought to have 
been dragged into the light of day. 

You cannot point to a single committee, I 
venture to say, that has more zealously, more 
efficiently, aud more carefully, more impar- 
tially and more fearlessly conducted these in- 
vestigations than the Committee ou Retrench- 
ment; and as an argument has been made that 
all these subjects ought to be referred to the 
standing committees, L venture to say that all 
the standing committees of this body com- 
bined never brought so many iniquities to light 
as the Committee on Retrenchment did under 
the powers it enjoyed during the five years of 
its existence. 

I teil you, gentlemen, whatever we may say 
of ihe improvements that have taken place 
in the civil service, the people of the United 
States are startled at the frequency and the 
enormity of the disclosures which are now 
accumulating from day to day. Do not give 
yourselves up to any delusions in this respect. 
The American people demand honest govern- 
ment, and to secure it they want to have all 
the means used that are compatible with the 
laws of the country. The people of the United 
States demand the exposure and everthrow of 
| corruption, regardless of the advantage of any 
party, and of the interest of any person, how- 
ever high or low. 

It seems to me we are standing at the thres- 
hold of a great moral revolution in our polit- 
ical life that bids fair to sweep beyond the 
overthrow of ‘Tammany Hall at New York, 


d and in that revolution the science ‘how not 


to do it’? will be at a great discount, and all 
the arts of concealment will not be of avail 
much longer. Neither willthe cheap declam- 
ation against corraption in the abstract, 
against the sinfulness of sin, and about the 
beauties of virtue in general, as it resounds so 
frequently inthis Chamber, avail much longer. 
i We have had enough of that. The people will 
not much longer take that worthless currency 
as a legal tender; the people want to see 
energetic and fearless efforts to put down 


i : ; : s 
j abuses bodily, not in theory, but in practice ; 


and if we mean to serve the country and to 
| command its confidence, we must take such 
i . 

| measures as shall make it clear to the whole 


| world that we hate no political party more 


| than we hate corruption, and that we love no 
| party more than we love honest and good 
| government. 

| Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Sen- 
| ator from Missouri has with great animation 
| delivered a prepared speech: and now that 
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the Senate has heard him, what shall we believe 
is the object and meaning of the Senator? He 
is. a logician, and knows what belongs to the 
argument, and what is foreign to it. The 
question before the Senate is, whether a com- 
mittee about to be created shall come into ex- 
istence in the ordinary way, which all can 
understand alike, or whether in its creation 
we shall employ unusual and uncertain words, 
differently understood already by the members 
ofthe Senate. The question is whether a com- 
mittee shall be left to select and reject for 
itself, without the knowledge or action of the 
Senate, the matters it will consider, and sball 
to this end be endowed indefinitely, in advance, 
with power to send forpersonsand papers, or 
whether, following the customary modes of 
parliamentary proceeding, a different course 
shall be pursued. i 
Under color of this clearly-seen question, 
and as if bearing upon it, the Senator intro- 
duces to the Senate certain allegations, often 


repeated, pertaining to the custom-house in |; 


New York. He directs attention especially to 
a past investigation, so called, of the general- 
order business. Why? Ostensibly, to con- 
vince the Senate that the committee now pro- 
posed should have power in advance to pursue 
all investigations of its own motion, and to 
send for persons and papers without any direc- 
tion by the Senate. To make this instance of 
avy value, to make it just and true in this 
debate. it should be an instance showing the 
need of powers in the committee such: as are 
now in question; it should at least be a case 
in which a committee acted under such powers. 
But the case is expressly otherwise. Look at 
-the position the Senator assumes. He refers 
us to acase which in fact shows how ample 
the ordinary powers are. It is a case investi- 
gated, as the report shows, not by reason of 
general powers supposed to attach to the com- 
mittee, but under the specific and express 
direction of the Senate, just such as is pro- 
posed now by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
{Mr. Antuony.] Here is the resolution pre- 
facing the report, and I call attention to the 
fact that the committee rendered to the Senate 
its report prefaced by this explanation: 

“The joint select Committee on Retrenchment, 
who were, by a resolution of the Senate passed De- 
cember 14, 1870, instructed” — 

And then follows the resolution, the latter 
part of which only I read: 

“Also to particularly report on the present system 
and practices connected. with the warehousing busi- 
ness at the port of New York; also, in relation to 
what iscommonly known as the ‘general-order busi- 
ness’ and the cartage of goods while in the custody 
of the Government, beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing report.” 

The very point, that is, the general-order 
business, was with unnecessary minuteness 
referred by resolution to the committee. 

The committee having thus proceeded under 
the order of the Senate, the Senator cites us 
to what it did, in order to prove that a com- 
mit'ee acting in the same way cannot perform 
functions so great and useful as these. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator will remember 
that I myself stated that in that case they had 
acted under the authority of a resolution of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. That remark, though 
quite casual and passing, did not escape me, 
Mr. President, and it was one of my reasons 
for concluding that the honorable Senator 
from Missouri had some purpose broader and 
more distant than the point to which he was 
speaking, in lugging in this dismal recital 
touching the custom-house at New York. I 
was confirmed in that suspicion by another 
circumstance, namely, that this matter to which 
he has referred, in addition to being one spe- 
cially given in charge to his committee, was | 
one as to which the committee, by its own 
action, was functus officio, one as to which the | 
committee, asthe Senator shows, unconsciously 
perhaps, now, by the logic of his speech, had | 
discharged its whole duty, having ascertained | 


1 


what he denominates a great wrong, which he 


says calls for legislation. Why, I migbt ask 
the Senator, does not he propose legislation 
on that subject now? If it be true that he has 
revealed 3 colossal wrong, something so trans- 
parently improper that merchants, the public 
at large, the Secretary of the Treasury, and, 
last and most overtopping of all, the commit- 
tee, unite in pronouncing it without the shadow 


of extenuation, why not bring forward a bill | 
in regard to it, instead of dilating upon it at | 


a time and in a way which does not admit of 
any practical result? Why is it not remedied? 
If the Senator is so sure he knows of a great 
wrong needing laws to abate it, why does not 
the arm of legislation interpose against. that 
t mysterious power’? which, pointing upward 
with certain nebulous and mysterious expres- 
gions, the Senator insinuates presides over the 
custom-house and Treasury Department, and 
paralyzes and arrests the efforts of reform? 


Mr. President. I submit that the honorable ! 


Senator from Missouri, who in logic and 
rhetoric alike so far excels some of the rest 
of us, shot wide when he went so far to fetch 
a precedent and example, unless, indeed, he 
went after it for a purpose very different from 
that for which it was ostensibly employed. 

The laws of civility, and the laws of parlia- 


mentary proceeding, inbibit us from ascribing | 


motives to each other; but I think I may say 
within the limits of propriety that to produce 
and reproduce, and produce again, when 


accusations against persons officially repre- 
senting the Administration, with swelling and 
portentous intimations of overwhelming de- 


moralization in the public service everywhere, | 


these are reasons apart from the business of 
the Senate. I cannot be mistaken in believ- 
ing that, if allowed to pass unchallenged, 
these givings out will carry misapprehension 
to the country. 

I will not at this time—I hope not at any 
time—be drawn into an irrelevant discussion 
of matters in the New York custom-house. 
am not going to discuss, in this connection, 
whether Mr. Grinnell was wise or otherwise in 
the change be instituted, and which has been 


| referred to. I am not going to discuss whether | 


the Secretary of the Treasury and the other 
authorities have been wise or otherwise in suf- 
fering the arrangement of the gencral-order 
business inaugurated by Mr. Grinnell to con- 
tinue to this time. I make one remark upon 
it, however, and there I confirm the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, and I should have 
confirmed him had he seen fit to be more em- 
phatic. I affirm that the testimony to which 
the Senator referred presents not only a pre- 
ponderance of evidence that no one at the 
White House had any improper connection 
with the general-order business, but it estab- 
lishes the fact not only negatively, butit proves 
it so clearly as to defy any sane mind, however 
prejudiced, to cherish an honest suspicion 


that there was between the White House and | 
the New York custom-house any improper | 


relation whatever. 


Now, Mr. President, as I shall vote for the | 
resolution proposed by the honorable Senator ; 
from Rhode Island, I beg to assign briefly my | 


reasons for my vote. 
It is of little credit to the Republican party, 


or to any member of it, however humble or | 


exalted, to profess orto practice willingness to 
investigate the affairs and the administration 


of that party. Neverin American history was | 
there a political organization having less to | 


deter it from rigid investigations, or more to 
induce it to go forward in purity and improve- 


ment. The strength of the Republican party | 
resides largely in the fact that itis able and | 
willing to purify and purge itself; and this you | 


may see in instances to which reference has 
been made. 


A short time ago-a young man, an official | 


whose selection was not obnoxious to any of 
the objections made against the existing man- 


i 
H 


H 


1 


H 


H 


il 


ner of selecting publie officers; a young man 
born of parents able to confer upon him the 
blessings of education; a man of address; a 
man of intelligence ; a trained accountant; a 
man who, in a competitive examination, would 
have come up to the highest standard and 
measure of official fitness; a man who did not 
hold his place at the pleasure of anybody, but 
who, subject to the Rules and Articles of War, 
was to be tried and dismissed the service by 
law, and not for political reasons—this man 
was found, in an unhappy hour, not long ago, to 
have forgotten himself, and to have crossed 
the line which divides integrity from infamy. 
I refer, of course, to Hodge, late a paymaster 
in the Army. 

The national Administration was apparently 
responsible for him before the country. Didit 
seek to draw avail about him? No, sir. He was 
seized, hurried to a dungeon, accused, tried, 


| condemned, and the doors of the penitentiary 


swiftly closed behind him for ten years. The 
Government entered his habitation, stripped it 
of its furniture and sold it. The proceeds went 
into the public exchequer, and his wife and 
children are beggars and outcasts in the world. 

Sach are the painful results of a rigorous 
administration of justice, and such are tha 
illustrations furnished by the Republican party 
of the truth that it does not protect or screen 
offenders, but means, without hesitation and 
even without mercy. to hold all who are re- 


i ae en || sponsible to it officially toa stern and unflinch- 
nothing is pending to which they pertain, || 


ing accountability. 

‘This, I say, is one of the great elements of 
strength before the American nation possessed 
by the Republican party; and if we were to 
degrade the question to the level of mere par- 
tisan expediency, it would be suicide for men 
who represent that party in this conspicuous 
forum, to giveany, the least occasion for public 
suspicion, that they are unwilling that every 
avenue of the service should be swept with a 
new broom, or unwilling to hew to the line of 
official integrity, no matter where the chips fly. 

I say, then, Mr. President, that I assume 
of the majority, and 1 am equally safe in 
assuming of the minority, that there is a dispo- 
sition to employ every means to introduce fru- 
gality and integrity everywhere in the public 
service. Accordingly it has been thought wise 
to introduce a resolution creating a new com- 
mittee, charged with the investigation of abuses, 
and the honorable Senator from Missourithinks 
that my friend from Michigan behind him 
would involve himselfin inconsistency were he 
to vote for this committee. 1 do not see this. 
The Senator from Michigan argued that to take 


' out of the hands of the various committees of 


the Senate the special matters whereof they 
are supposed to be informed and heap them 
upon one committee would bean error. Were 
that Senator now to adopt the idea of acom- 
mittee of mere discretionary jurisdiction, he 
might be charged with inconsistency, and it is 
to guard against the danger of undermining 
or superseding the other committees that the 
Senator from Rhode Island has made his res- 
lution clear and defined. 

It was suggested the other day by the Senator 
from Michigan, and by others, and it struck me 
with great force, thata committee raised by the 


| language of the resolution proposed by the Seu- 


ator from Jllinois would release the standing 
committees from a variety ofresponsibilities and 


| duties; thatspreading a general drag-net allover 


the service, and directing one committee in ad- 
vance, without the order of the Senate, to take 
cognizance of everything, would presuppose a 
committee of men of extraordinary versatility 


| of genius and attainment, and would have the 


effect to release every standing committee from 
more or less, and no one could determine from 
how much, of the responsibilities now resting 
upon it. 

Now it is proposed to erect a committee to 
which may properly be referred all subjects 
described by its title. No standing committee 
of this body will thereby be exonerated from 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


97 


responsibilities. The Committee on Commerce 
cannot sit down and repose upon the idea that 
this new committee is to take charge of the 
things which would otherwise pertain toit. On 
the contrary the Senate will judge of the sub- 
jects to be referred to the one committee and 
to the other, and every committee will know, 
as it should know, what is expected of it, and 
what has been committed to some other organ 
of the Senate. 

Thus, I submit to the honorable Senator 
from Missouri, there is not the slightest incon- 
sistency on the part of those who disbelieve in 
the propriety of having one committee over 
ail committees, and who yet believe in the 
propriety of having an additional committee 
to which large classes of subjects may be re- 
ferred, and | think my friend will agree with 
me, if I make myself clear, that there is no 
inconsistency in this. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will my friend permit me 
a word? 

Mr. CONKLING. 
Senator. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I will not call it inconsist- 
ency. I will call it progress of opinion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Progress of opinion ! 
Well, Mr. President, as my honorable friend 
is more accomplished and polished in phrases 
than I am, I render him my gratitude for 
these softly chosen words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call it ‘civil reform.” 

Mr. CONKLING. My other friend from 
Vermont says it is a civil reform, and I wish 
to adopt both these suggestions. 

My objection to the proposition now pend- 
ing as an amendment, grows first out of its 
uncertainty. Ifa new committee is to be 
created, I should like to know when we create 
it the nature and scope of its powers, or at 
least to have provided some time and some 
way in the future by which we may asceriain 
what its scope and. nature are to be. 

In what predicament shali we find ourselves 
in thisregard under the language of the amend- 
ment? That language has received construc- 
tion from very high authority. The honorable 
Senator from Missouri has construed it. He 
has construed it not only in his own nrind, but 
he has suited the action to the word, and en- 
foreed his construction of it, he tells us, here- 
tofore. He told us of his interpretation of it 
the other day in reply to the honorable Sen: 
ator from New Jersey, and he construed it with 
an amplitude and as embracing powers which 
Tam constrained to believe as foreign to it as 
any declaration of the Koran is foreign to the 
Lord’s prayer. Yet so the Senator understands 
it. Other Senators differ utterly with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana on my 
left understands this language as conferring no 
right to act as a grand jury, or to investigate 
frauds or thefts. He understands that this 
language confers no right whatever to investi- 
gate frauds. So I understand it; and hence 
my surprise, when a Senator, now in my eye, 
stated the other day that I encountered this 
proposition by a minor proposition antagonistic 
to it, because I moved that the Military Com- 
mittee should investigate a fraud perpetrated 
by a man whose act violated the Rules and Arti- 
cles of War, and who was tried by a military 
tribunal and condemned under the Rules and 
Articlesof War. My honorable friend from Il- 
linois, [Mr. Locax,] to whose military knowl- 
edge | of course defer, thought it not altogether 
reasonable to suppose the Military Committee 
the suitable organ of the Senate to investigate 
a fraud, itself a felony civilly, but which in this 
case was an offense committed by a man inthe 
military service, against the Rules and Articles 
of Wax, tried by ajudgeadvocate before a court- 
martial upon charges and specifications, and 
condemned by that tribunal. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator excuse me 
for a correction? 

Mr. CONKLING, Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. My suggestion was not that 
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I always permit the 


the Military Committee would be an improper 
committee to investigate that or any other 
question which might be referred to it; but it 
was thus: it was said by the Senator from | 
New York and others that the committees 
should have matters referred to them pertain- 
ing to the business of their committees to in- 
vestigate. My suggestion was that the fact 
that this man had committed a fraud was an 
established fact, and therefore it needed no 
investigation ; that he was undergoing punish- 
ment for the fraud that was established before 
a judicial tribunal, and hence the investiga- 
tion here would be as to the mode of prevent- 
ing frauds of that character in future ; and in- 
asmuch as that would be the investigation, 
the Finance Committee should conduct it, be- 
cause it appertained to the dutiesofthe Audit- 
ors of the Treasury Department. That was 
my suggestion. 

Mr. CONKLING. So, Mr.. President, in 
substance, I understood my honorable friend, 
and so I venture to remind him of the palpa- 
ble propriety, as it seems to me. of the invest- 
igation of this offense by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. True, the culprit has been | 
tried and convicted before a court-martial; but 
the gravamen of the resolution was to inquire 
whether other men, conniving with him, or, | 
without couniving, careless and heedless in 
connection with him, had allowed this great 
wrong to be done, when vigilance on their part | 
would have prevented it; and I think my hon- | 
orable friend, on reflection, will agree with me 
that the Military Committee is the appropriate | 
one to investigate such a subject. This, how- 
ever, is apart from tie purpose. 

J was reminding the Senate that upon this 
very language now proposed as an appendage 
to the resolution creating this committee, the 
Senator from Missouri stated that the former 
comuittee acted, and gave to it an interpreta- 
tion which I venture to say would be dis- 
carded by every lawyer in the Senate. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator allow me 
a word? ` 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I do not remember the | 
exact language I used in my conversation with 
the Senator from New Jersey; but I think I} 
am not wrong in saying that I merely stated | 
that the Committee on Retrenchment so in- | 
terpreted its powers as to initiate investiga | 
tions of its own motion, I think that was | 

i 
! 


about all. 
Mr. CONKLING. Withoutthe Globe before | 
me, I venture to refresh the recollection of | 


the Senator by reminding him that the Senator || 


from New Jersey, with remarkable clearness | 
and brevity, directed the atteution of the Sen- 

ate to the fact that my resolution directing an 
jnvestigation of the Hodge embezzlement in 
no way conflicted with the resolution now! 
offered as an amendment, and to the further | 
fact thatif the resolution offered by the Senator | 
from Illinois prevailed, it would still be neces- į 
sary for the Senate to direct some committee 
to investigate the case of Hodge, because this 
language would not and could not carry power 
to make the investigation. It was this that: 
the Senator from Missouri most emphatically , 


and with much animation denied, declaring |! 


that it would be within the power of the com- | 
mittee to do it without additional authority ; | 
that the language was clear, and not only so, | 
but by way of driving the nail and clinching į 
it, he assured the Senator from New Jersey | 
that the committee had always thus construed | 
this very language, and had acted in cases on | 
all-fours with the Hedge case as to the powers | 
of the committee. [Mr. Scnunz nodded.] 
Very well, then, the Senator from Missour 
aud myself, judging from his nod, are now 
ju accord as to his statement. 

Mr. President, I say then that here is a; 
proposition to encumber this committee with | 
language seeking to define its powers or to 
render them undefined, upon which language 
on the threshold there is a diametrical opposi- 


{ 


į 


! branch of the service as to another. 


tion of opinion. One Senator understands 
that it means one thing, and I think the great 
body of the Senate understand that it means 
another narrower thing, and a committee act- 
ing under it has been, according to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, transcending, in good faith, 
no doubt, the limits of the language itself and 
all its implications. o 

Mr. SCHURZ. I would remind the Sena- 
tor of the fact that the committee, time and 
again, after having investigated cases of their 
own motion, made reports to the Senate, and 
that the Senate always received them as a 
matter of course, being, as I thought and still 
think, perfectly cognizant of the modus operandi 
of the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have not denied that. 
I do not wish to be drawn into any discussion 
of what the committee did or omitted. I say 
nothing now in that regard. Iam simply ar- 
gning the Inexpediency of ensnarling the pend- 
ing resolution with a needless and ambiguous 
amendment, the meaning of which is matter 
of doubt. 

Bat, Mr. President, I have another objection 
to this. The general aud vague terms of which 
Iam speaking will unsettle in a great degree 
the understandings and obligations now resting 
upon the other standing committees. It is 
proposed to employ this language, they are to 
inquire ‘‘ what are the methods of procuring 
accountability in public officers or agents in 
the care and disbursement of public money F?’ 
‘hese powers, as to piace and time, are uni- 
versal. They apply just as much to one 
Now, 


| what is the Committee on Commerce to under- 


stand? Is the Committce on Commerce to 
understand that it is exonerated, after this 
commitieeis erected, from all further duties or 
obligations asto so much of this matter as per- 
tains to its domain? Is that committee to un- 
derstand that, without any order of the Senate 
directing the new committee to inquire or to 
do anything, the Committee on Commerce may 
fold its hands and go to sleep as to all the 
abuses in the consular system; as to every- 
thing relative to the manifold transactions and 
instrumeutalities of commerce? That would 
bea great relief to the Committee on Com- 
merce, but I think it would be very unwise. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Does the Senator expect 
an answer from me? 

Mr. CONKLING. | am always glad to have 
an answer from the Senator, though L have no 
right to expect one just now. 

Mr. SCHURZ. t would say that while the 
Committee on Retrenchment was investigating 
cases which might properly be looked upon as 
belonging to the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Commerce, nevertheless the Committee on 
Commerce went on performing its duties just 
as before, andinvestigating subjects also. There 
was no conflict of jurisdiction. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator, 
I submit to him, is very lame in making that 
suggestion again, for two reasons: one is that 
this investigation to which he has called our 
attention was under the express direction of 
the Seuate, of which we all had notice. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I was not alluding to that 
investigation at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. To what was the Senator 
alluding? 

Mr. SCHURZ. There was the transit route 
question, for instance; anda great many other 
subjects were investigated. 

Mi. CONKLING. I have no doubt of it; 
and I think the Senator will see that that is 
no answer to the suggestion I make. Bat he 
reminds me of another thing to which I wished 
to aliude, and 1 will do it here. He spoke 
twice of having been “ext off? in the aci of 
making an investigation touching great abuses 
in the general-order business in the city of 
New York. I will send to the Secretary and 
have read as a part of my remarks the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report referred to by 


: the Senator, made after the investigation in 
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which he now complains the committee was 
cutoff. Tread it to show, first, that the com- 
mittee never was cut off at all; and, second, 
that according to the report itself this whole 
thing was concluded, finished, consummated 
entirely, and the committee was qualified and 
prepared to express, and did express, a final 
“judgment upon it; which judgment was not 
that it should be further investigated, but that 
the investigation, having been full and ample, 
a joint committee should be appointed. For 
what? To investigate further? No, sir; but 
to prepare and bring in, at the last session of 
Congress—because one session intervened 
between then and now—to bring in at the ses- 
sion of Congress then next, provisions of law 
establishing certain new customs’ regulations. 

L submit to the honorable Senator that he 
was borne too far when he said to the Senate 
and to the country that by the action of the 
Senate the committee was. cut off, meaning 
that it was intercepted and arrested, in the 
midst of this great revelation which it would 
have completed had it been permitted to pro- 
ceed. Now I ask the Senate to hear the con- 
eluding paragraph of the report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

"Abuses and fraunds are inevitable in the con- 
duct of public affairs, and can only be discovered 
and removed by constant vigilance and earnest en- 

eavor. 
Administration, and we confidently believe it will 
exert all its power to complete the work of reform 
which it has so auspiciously begun. As nearly two 
thirds_of our customs are collected at the port of 
New York, as the interest of the revenue and the 
prosperity of the commerce of the whole country 
are involved in the faithful and efficient adminis- 
tration at this port of the customs laws and regula- 
tions, your committee would respectfully recom- 
mend the appointment of a joint committee of the 
two Houses, whose duty it shall be to prepare, and 
submit at the next session of Congress, a bill pro- 
viding for such amendmends of our customs laws as 
the progress, new conditions, and methods of com- 
merce may seem to demand, and for such reorgan- 
ization of the departiments and regulations of the 
custom-houses of the country as present abuses and 
tho interests of business may require.” 


Mr..CONKLING. That is the conclusion 
of the committee, and its whole conclusion. 
Was it cut off in the act of investigating? 
‘Che Senate will perceive that there is totally 
absens there even a recommendation that the 
committee should ever be continued or re- 
vived. That recommendation is doubly ab- 
sent, first, because it is not there; and second, 
because a recommendation is there, irrecon- 
cilably repugnant with the idea that an invest- 
igating committee was needed for any purpose 
embraced in the report. So that the Senate 
need not plead guilty to having invaded the 
powers of that committee, outraged propriety, 
and tripped up justice, as charged by the hon- 
orable Sevator. 

Bat, Mr. President, I was diverted by the re- 
mark of the honorable Senator from Missouri, 
and turned aside. 1 am indisposed to couple 
with this resolution erecting a new committee 
language so uncertain that irreconcilable differ- 
ences of understanding as to its import have 
heen already revealed. Again, I am indisposed 
to vote for language so general in its character 
as to exonerate other committees from the 


obligations resting upon them; or, at least, to į 


eréute uncertainty without a mode of ascer- 
taining how much of any given subject belongs 
to this committee and how much to that. 

l have an additional objection, and I can- 
not state it more clearly than it was stated by 
the honorable Senator from Rhode Island. It 
is enough, under auy Government, despotic or 
free, to provide the instrumentalities by which 
persons and papers may be brought from any 

. part of the jurisdiction and submitted ex parte 
toa committee that they may investigate any- 
thing which shall be given them in charge. It 
cannot be unnecessary, I submit that it can- 
not be in accordance with any theory of a free 
Government or sound administration, to invest 
any body of men with such powers as it turns 
out now the honorable Senator from Missouri 
supposes may slumber in the words now pro- 
posed to us. It cannot be safe or wise to con: 


This we know is tbe fixed purpose of this | 


fide such powers to any committee, whatever 
it may be. x 

Upon the theory of the honorable Senator 
from Missouri we should have a committee 
with power, and therefore bound, to take juris- 
diction ofits own motion, or on the suggestion 
of any one, of any matter which seems to be 
a proper one forits investigation. Every man, 
then, has a right equally to come forward and 
suggest to any member of the committee that 
he wishes A B or C D investigated. No 
committee could investigate all complaints thus 
made, ‘Thus the discretion is commiited to 
the members of the committee to say when it 
will and when it will not advance in any direc- 
tion pointed out to it. That, I submit, is un- 
just and unfair to the committee itself; ex- 
posing it tocharges of favoritism, of partiality, 
of malice, therefore impairing its usefulness, 
and diminishing the respect in which itis held. 
So I maintain that no sound argument can be 
made in favor of arming any commitice with 
power, as the Senator from Rhode Island said, 
to go anywhere upon a secret suggestion, how- 
ever mistaken, imposed perhaps upon: the 
committee, and do acts which should be done 
only considerately and cautiously. 

Mr. President, it has been said that in place 
of being a committee to investigate and hunt 
up frauds and bring them to the Senate, this 
proposition is to have acommittee which would 
be informed by the Senate of frauds which had 
been committed. That was very ingenious, 
and good as an antithesis and as a saying, but 
let us examine it. 

If a Treasury agent, as has been the case in 
many of these investigations, comes with in- 
formation to the head of the Department, or 
toa Senator, that there is suspicion of lax 
practice in a certain field of the public ser- 
vice, is it possible that there is any objection 
to coming into the Senate and directing the 
committee in appropriate terms to inquire into 
that field? And is it just or rational to say 
that the Senate must, in the first place, ascer- 
tain the facts and then refer the case to the 
committee? Suppose there comes informa- 
tion to the head of a Department as to the 
transit route which has been referred to, that 
there is suspicion of wrong doing, of lax prac- 
tice; suppose information comes to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in regard to something 
which is happening on the frontier of Mexico 
as to smuggling, is there any difficulty in di- 
recting the committee to inquire generally in 
that field, and arming it with all the powers 
Suitable and adapted to that inquiry? Not at 
all. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

_ Mr. THURMAN, Suppose it is in the vaca- 


tion? 

Mr. CONKLING, I thank the Senator for 
that admonition. T should have forgotten it 
otherwise. Unfortunately for his convenience 
and for mine, weare now at the threshold of a 
session of Congress which is notto end, I fear, 
as early as the day fixed by the resolution of 
the Senator from Indiana. ‘Sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof.’ I will enter into 
a covenant now—I will put itin such form as 
will make it good within the statute of frauds, 
so that the Senator can sue on itand recover— 
that I will vote with him all the time for any 
prolongation or continuance of the powers of 
the committee that anybody may think wise; 
and it would be very absurd, I submit, to in- 
vent extraordinary suppositions for fear that 


‘| the six or seven months we are to be here will 


rol] around and this committee and everybody 
else would forget to ask leave for it to sit in 
vacation. If others forgot to see to this, I am 
certain the honorable Senator from Ohio who 
puts the question to me would be vigilant and 
would offer. the resolution and we would all 
vote for it, 

Now let me ask that Senator s question. 
Why is it that we do not pass a resolution now 


that the Committee on the Judiciary, of which 
he is one of the most distinguished members, 
shall have power to sit, in case it shall be re- 
quired, during the recess? I do not know 
whether it will be necessary or not. It may 
be or may not. Why do we not pass that res- 
olution now? Because, like other resolutions, 
it is ordinarily moved when something occurs 
to suggest it. Itis moved for some practical 
purpose. I have no belief that this new com 

mittee will be heedless and random enough to 
go off without asking the Senate to give it 
power tositin the recess; and, as I said before, 
if that should happen I shall rely on the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to supply the forgetfulness. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me 
that while it is very well to appoint a new 
Committee on Retrenchment and Investiga- 
tion, it is very well also to have it understood 
as far as we can in the beginning what are the 
limits and the powers of this commitice, and 
to what extent those of us who are members 
of other committees have a right to rely upon 
it. The way to do that, I humbly submit, is 
that way pointed out by the Senator from Ohio 
nearest to me, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] to commit to 
this committee, as we do to other committees, 
all those things which we expect it to have in 
charge. 

Some Senator said the other day that the 
Committee on Military Affairs, unless it was 
so ordered, would not have power to investi- 
gate Hodge's case; that a resolution was 
necessary to arm it with the power; and that 
that showed that it was not the proper com- 
mittee. I know that slumbering away back in 
the musty records of old parliamentary law is a 
mooted question whether a committee in and 
of itself can originate a bill without having any 
petition or bill referred to it. I will concede 
for the purpose of the argument, and I believe 
the aathonty is that way, that a committee 
can originate a bill and come in and report it 
and have it read the first, second, and third 
time on its own motion; but ia modern 
practice, in universal practice, not only here 
but in Great Britain and in all the States of 
the Union, no committee takes jurisdiction of 
any matters except those referred to it by the 
body of which itis the organ. Is not this so? 
Lhe oldest parliamentarian here—I am one 
of the youngest—will bear me out. 

Now, why not have this new committee put 
upon the same well-understood footing with 
the other committees existing in all parlia- 
mentary bodies which we know anything about ; 
and why should there be objection, and why 
should any Senator suppose we lose something 
when we do not couple with it language which 
we sce already is widely misunderstood or 
differently understood by different members 
of this body ? 

Mr. President, I shail vote very gladly for 
the erection of this committee. I shall vote 
for it in the hope that we shall get the com- 
bined force of the new committee and of all 
the other committees of the Senate to investi- 
gate and probe and purge every branch of the 
publie service; and whenever it turns ont that 
the committee or the mode of its organization 
is defective or deficient, I will promise the 
honorable Senator from Missouri in advance 
to go as far as he will go in eking out and sup- 
plying the defect; but do not let us assume, 
to begin with, either that the committee wiil 
not do its duty or that the same regulations 
and powers which pertain to all other com- 
mittees are not to be adequate to this, 

I have said so much, Mr. President, be- 
cause after what was said the other day in the 
Senate as to my having antagonized another 
proposition with the motion for a Committee 
on Retrenchment, with having encountered it 
with a proposition of my own, I was unwilling 
to remain silent in the hearing of remarks in- 
timating that there might bea purpose, or that 
it might be supposed there was a purpose, to 
do something narrow in place of doing some- 
thizg broad. F will only add that if I could 
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understand that the form proposed by the 
amendment was likely to be more effectual or 
better than the other, I would certainly vote 
for it; and I vote for the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island fully believing that it 
is the effectual and the best way of securing 
that object which we all profess to have at 


heart. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I ask the 
Secretary to read the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the resolution. 

‘ithe Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the first 
suggestion I have to make is that that resolu- 
tion as it stands is much broader than the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from Illinois; 
that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Illinois is a limitation upon a resolution 
much broader in its scope and consequences 
than the proposition which he offers. The 
resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island embraces all matters of retrenchment, 
Whatever may tend to retrench the expenses 
of this Government in reference to any depart- 
ment of the Government is embraced within 
the jurisd ction of the committee under that 
resolution; but the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Illinois is in its nature a limita- 
tion; it narrows it. 

But, Mr. President, the discussion has pro- 
ceeded upon another theory. The resolution 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island 
authorizes the investigation by the committee 
of such matters as may be referred to it by 
the Senate; of course, embracing within it 
the powers necessary for that investigation ; 
bat it has been assumed in the discussion that 
the committee should have the power to initiate 
investigations upon its own motion without any 
order from the Senate, and have power to send 
for persons and papers. Iinsist that such a 
power has never been committed toa standing 
committee of this body. To give to a stand- 
ing committee the power to initiate investiga- 
tions and to send for persons and papers is to 
make it an inquisition. Itceases to be a com- 
mittee and becomes an inquisition, becomes a 
tyrant. That power might not be abused, and 
perhaps would not be in this instance; but we 
put it into the power of a committee, upon its 
own motion, to investigate the conduct of any 
officer of this Government, or any man con- 
nected with the Government, directly or indi- 
rectly, upon mere private information given to 
that committee, or it may act without informa- 
tion, if it chooses to abuse its power. 

Now, Mr. President, let me refer to a remark 
made by the Senator from California to-day. 


He said that he was informed, this morning I || 


believe, of a very grave matter, which I under- 
stood him to intimate referred to the integrity 
of some officer of the Government or of some 
Department that deserved investigation, but 
that he would not feel at liberty to bring the 
matter forward in the Senate, though he might 
communicate it to the committee. The com- 
mittee might upon the Senator’s private in- 
formation be set upon any officer of this Gov- 
ernment, the highest, in a matter so delicate 
that he would hesitate about speaking about it 
in the Senate, or so indefinite, perhaps, that he 
would hesitate to give the information in the 
Senate. I say that when any Senator has 
information so definite as to authorize an invest- 


igation, it ought to be so definite as to author- | 


ize him to mention the matter in the Senate 
and obtain the order of the Senate for that 
purpose. 

No standing committee has ever had this 
power. Why has not the Committee on Com- 
merce this power? Can they not be as safely 
intrusted with a general power to initiate in- 
vestigations as this new committee? And yet 
that power has never been conferred. It is 
so high that it is never granted to a commit- 
tee except upon special occasion. But here 
it is asked to give it in general termsto a com- 


i| on that subject which will doubtless be laid: 


mittee, to be exercised year in and year out. 
J understand that no such power ever hasbeen 


| given in Congress, or in Parliament, or by any | 


legislative body. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator from | 


Indiana will allow me to correct him as le is 
about to quit that part of the subject in rela- 
tion to which he referred to what I said. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I stated was that 
Ibad information, which I had reason to be- 
lieve was substantially correct, of a proceed- 
ing in regard to a very important transaction 
in the most important Department of the Gov- 
ernment, with respect to the magnitude of its 
operations, that I thought eminently deserving 
of investigation ; but though I myself had rea- 
son to believe the substantial truth of the rep- 
resentations made to me, I should not feel 
warranted in making them a matter of public 
motion in the Senate. The Senator, I trust, 
understands the distinction which I sought to 
draw. There may be many things that we may 
feel should be examined, and yet should not 
deem ourselves warranted (either on the ground | 
of taste, or delicacy, or from an unwillingness | 
to injure a public or 2 private interest except | 
upon the best of reasons and under an extra- 
ordinary urgency) in bringing before the Sen- 
ate publicly, though they would be very proper 
to be looked into, and could only be looked 
into through the medium of acommittee armed 
with such powers as are covered by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MORTON. Then, Mr. President, it | 
seems to me the inference from the Senator’s 
position is obvious and irresistible that no 
committee should assail the character of a 
high officer by an investigation which must 
necessarily become public, cannot be con- 
cealed. upon mere private information, without 
the authority of the Senate. We owe much to | 
public integrity, and we owe something to pri- 
vate rights. A committee so armed, as I 
before said, would become an inguisition, a 


tyranny too intolerable to be borne by a free || 


people. This Senate will authorize investiga- 
tions upon any reasonable showing. If any 
of us have knowledge, or have reason to believe 
that crimes have been committed, it is our 
duty to bring them to the knowledge of the 
Senate, and. have investigation made, but not 
to empower a committee to range all over this 
nation, perhaps to act upon the information 
of private persons, given in malice, made 
falsely, and thus to ruin the characters of men, 
and put them to expense and put them to shame 
when there was no occasion for it. There is 
a proper medium to be preserved on both 
sides. 

Mr. President, in the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Illinois he requires this 
committee to consider the whole subject of 
civil service reform. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, no; notasamended. 
In the amendment which I sent to the Clerk’s 
desk I struck out the words relative to the 
selection of subordinate officers, after due | 
examination by proper boards, &c. 

Mr. MORTON. Theamendmentreads thus, 
now: ; 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the Jaws under which appointments to the public 
service are now made as to provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrument 
of political or party patronage. 

I think that substantially embraces the sub- 
ject of civil service reform as it has been in- 
troduced in the Senate for a year or two past. 
The great argument has been that the patron- | 
age was used for the purpose of obtaining or 
maintaining political power. We passed a law 
at the last session authorizing the President 
to act upon that question, to prepare rules for 


the regulation of the civil service. Itisunder 
stood that he has appointed a commission; 
that that commission is now in session; that | 
it is about to make a report to the President | 


| by a majority counted by thousands, and I 


believe he is now at large living in his palace. 
Surely, then, there can be no reflection made 
upon the Republican party in this respect. 


i 
i 


i 


before Congress; and yet, while that is going 
on, it is proposed to invest this new committee 
with substantial power to consider and produce 
a plan for the reformation of the civil service. 
It seems to me under the circumstances that 


| this matter shouid be left where it has been 


placed by a law of Congress until the report 
has been made. If thereport be not satisfac- 
tory to us we can then legislate again; but 
until that report has been made, we ought not 
to assume that nothing has been done. This 
virtually refers to the proposition as if no 
action had been taken, as if it were a new 
thing. The Senator from New York suggests 
to me that it is already in charge of the Jadi- 
ciary Committee on the bill offered by the 
Senator from Vermont; and I would further 
suggest that it is a question of law especially 
and particularly, and that it should be referred 
to that committee, and would go with more 
propriety to the Committee on the Judiciary 
than to any mixed committee such as this will 
be likely to be. The Senator from New York 
suggests that it is a question of constitutional 
aw. 

Iam not mistaken about the whole drift of 
this debate. It has been to show that there is 
corruption existing under this Administration, 
and gross corruption. The drift of this debate 
is a reflection upon the Republican party. I 
might appeal to those distinguished Senators 
and ask them if there is any ground for special 
assault upon the Republican party in that 
direction. I ask if ever therehas beena party 
in this country that has exerted itself more 
systematically to expose and to destroy corrup- 
tion than the Republican party? Task if there 
has been an Administration within the mem- 
ory of any man on this floor that has more 
promptly punished crime when it bas been 


| brought to light, or has more promptly removed 


the offender from office? 1 think none of us 
remember an Administration entitled to higher 
credit than the present. 

And now take the case of Hodge. Since 
the discovery of the frauds in New York, the 
development of those immense plunderings 
there that have shocked the whole world, the 
ease of Hodge came to light. As was said by 
the Senator from New York, he has been tried 
and convicted, and is nowin the penitentiary. 
Bat of the great plunderers in New York who 
were brought to light before Hodge was, not 
one has been brought to trial. Some say they 
never will be brought to trial. I will not say 
that, for 1 have no authority for saying it; but 
I do say that although their exposure was first 
in point of time,not one of them has been 
brought to justice, and the principal offender 
of them all has since been elected to the New 
York Legislature, I believe indorsed by a 
majority of some ten or fifteen thousand of 
the people of New York city. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask a question? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator makes a 


! point that there has been very speedy action 
iP y speeaj 


by the Administration in convicting people 
because they convicted Hodge. Will he say 
that if Hodge's crime had had to be subjected 
to trial in a civil court, instead of a court-mar- 
tial, he would have been convicted any sooner 
than those New York people? 

Mr. MORTON. I cannot say how much 
longer it would have taken to convict Hodge 
in a civil court; bat I refer to it to show that 
the Administration promptly upon the dis- 
covery of his crime brought him to trial and 
as promptly brought him to punishment, while 
the chief offender in the city of New York, 
whose villainy exceeds Hodge's by millions, 


| since his conviction in public opinion, since 
his crimes have been brought to light, has 


been elected to the Legislature of New York 
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We propose to raise this committee. We do 
not propose to confine it to the narrow limits 
specified by the Senator. from Illinois in his 
resolution in the first branch of it, but to give 
it jurisdiction over all matters of retrenchment, 
and at the same time to give it power to send 
for persons and papers whenever in the opinion 
of the Senate the committee should be invested 
with that extraordinary power; but we cannot 
give it these general powers to initiate investi- 
gations upon its own motion and to arrest any 
man, to take his private papers and bring them 
to the public gaze. f 

Why, Mr. President, this seizure of private 
papersupon one pretense and another was one 
of the causes which Jed to the Revolution in 
1776, and when we came to make the Consti- 
tution we put this clause into it: 

“The right of the people to besecure in their per- 
sons, houses, papers, and effects against unreason- 
able searches and seizures shall not be violated, ind 
no warrant shall issue but upon probable cause, 
supported by oath or affirmation, and particalarly 
describing the place to be searched and the persons 
or things to be seized.” 

That is the provision of the Constitution; 
but here it is proposed to clothe a committee 
with a general power to investigate any man 
in the United States, and to send for his 
private papers, upon private information given 
to them, without consulting the Senate of the 
United States. Now, suppose a power ofthat 
kind was proposed to be vested ina committee 
for any political- purpose, I ask if it would 
not meet with universal condemnation? Is it 
more safe when proposed to. be invested in a 
committee for the particular purpose stated 
in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
illinois? Let us create this committee as we 
do other standing committees, and when they 
require power to send for persons and papers, 
we will give them that power in just the same 
way we give it to any standing committee of 
this body, and not upon any different terms or 
principles, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Before the Senator from 
Indiana leaves the subject on which he has 
been speaking, I ask his attention for a mo- 
ment. He has seen fit to draw a comparison 
between the extreme promptness of the pun- 
ishment of Colonel Hodge by a military tribu- 
nal and the slowness of the proceedings taken 
in the city of New York against Tweed and 
some of his associates. Lask him if he knows 
of any other defaulter of the many under this 
Administration that has been punished except 
Hodge? and if he does know of any, I shouid 
like him to name the case. I think of two 
defanliters now: one of them is General Law- 
rence, and the other Joshua Fessenden Bailey. 

Mr. MORTON. I do not know the partic- 
ular circumstances surrounding those two 
eases; but I will venture this assertion, (and 
I will challenge the Senator to contradict me 
if he is familiar with the circumstances of the 
two cases,) that wherever a defalcation has 
been brought to the knowledge of this Admin- 
istration the offender has been dealt with 
promptly, and that upon areasonable showing 
he has been removed from office, and the 
matter has been placed in the bands of the 
proper law officers. I believe that this Admin- 
istration will be distinguished beyond those in 
the past, or the most of those in the past, for 
the investigation and punishment of its own 
friends where they have been found to be 
criminals. There ought to be no distinction. 
No party is worthy of the. confidence of this 
people that will not investigate crime in its 
own ranks and bring its own offenders promptly 
to justice. [believe it is a charge that has 
heretofore been made against the Democratic 
party in former days when it was in power 
that it was not prompt in bringing to justice 
ils own criminals. That, perhaps, was one of 
the reasons why that party passed out of 


power; and when ours shall become justly 


obuoxious to that charge, it will then be time 
to consider the question whether it should not 
give place to a new one. 


t 
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| led to the discovery of his defaleation. 


Mr. CONKLING. I wish to answer the 
question which the Senator from California 
put to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON, I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia spoke of two officers, both of them re- 
siding officially in the State which I in part 
represent—General Lawrence, pension agent, 
and Joshua F. Bailey, if I mistake not. Did 
the Senator refer to those two men? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I spoke of those two as 
two that occurred to me at the time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to say, then, that 
they were not the casesof offenders who could 
be prosecuted and tried at all in the sense we 
are speaking of here. ‘They were men whose 
flight was the firstindication that anybody had 
of their guilt. Lawrence, the pension agent, 
suddenly disappeared. There wasa sensation. 
People waited fora day or two; went to his 
office; it was said he would be there the next 
day; and before suspicion, even, came, much 
less a conviction in anybody’s mind that he 
was a delinquent, he had passed far beyond the 
reach of the arm of the law. So with Joshua 
F. Bailey, the collector of the thirty-second 
district in New York. Ithink Senators will 
remember the daily bulletins; first, that Mr. 
Bailey had not been at his office that day. 
There was great inquiry. It was said that he 
had gone to Brooklyn for some purpose; that 
he would bethere the nextday. The next day 
came, and he was not there; and so on. It 
was only when lapse of time and non-appear- 
ance had drawn the gaze of the public and the 
officials upon Mr. Bailey that anybody seriously 
suspected him of wrong; and I may add that 
although his whereabouts are suspected now, 
he isina country with which, I believe, we have 
no extradition treaty. I think that is so, al- 
though Lam not sure of the fact. At all events 
he is ‘* beyond seas,” and beyond the reach of 
the beak or claw of Federal power. As to Gen- 
eral Lawrence, he has gone I believe no man 
to this day knows where. J understand there 
isnoinformation. ‘Therefore [think the Sen- 
ator can hardly cite those as cases where the 
Administration has been delinquent in institut- 
ing prosecutions. 

Mr. MORTON. One word further and [am 
done. In these cases of defalcation and these 
cases of crime that have been referred to more 
particularly, they have occurred with men who 
could not be weeded out from the service by 
any system of civil service reform. They 
have not occurred with the ignorant, with the 
stupid, with the uneducated, but they have 
oceurred with those men who would be par- 
ticularly reported as qualified under any sys- 
tem of civil service reform that could be pro- 
vided. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Saer- 
MAN] suggests to me that Mr. Bailey was pro- 
moted during Mr. Johnson’s administration 
with general approbation. I know he was 
regarded as an elficient officer. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator will allow 
me to say that he was renominated by this 
Administration and confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. He was transferred by 
this Administration from the fourth to the 
thirty-second district. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Hewas confirmed by the 
Senate since | have been in the body. 

Mr. MORTON. He was put in office dur- 
ing the administration of Mr. Johnson. He 
had a high character for efficiency and ability, 
{ believe was spoken of as one of the ablest 
revenue oflicers in the cityof New York, or 
perhaps in the United States, and he was 
transterred from a district having less business 
to one having more business because of his 
superior ability, and his integrity was never 
seriously suspected until he had fled. That 


Mr. President, lam sorry to have to refer 
to this; but, as Í said before, the whole drift | 
of this debate has been to make the impres- 


sion on the country that under this Adminis- 
tration there was wide-spread corruption be- | 


yond what had existed before; that it wag 
necessary to use some extraordinary means 
for the purpose of ferreting it out and bring- 
ing the offenders to punishment. Now, sir, 
there will always be corruption under all 
administrations; the time will not come in 
our day when all men wiil be pure and 
honest; but what I say for the benefit of this 
Administration is that it is as pure as any 
that has gone before it, much purer than 
many that have gone before it; and that there 
is no more occasion now for the use of ex- 
traordinary means than there has been under 
any Administration that has gone before. Ie 
is true the country has become larger, the 
number of officers is vastly increased, the 
amount of business to be done is vastly greater ; 
but the average ability in administration and 
the average integrity is as high, may I not say 
higher, than it has been before in the history 
of the nation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Indi- 
ana, I repeat, drew a distinction intended to 
be a criminatory distinction against the admin- 
istration of affairs in New York, between the 
swiftness of the conviction and punishment of 
Hodge by the Federal Government before a 
military tribunal and tbe slowness of the pro- 
ceedings against Tweed and his accompticesin 
the civil courts of New York. I asked of him 
to mention, if he could, any other case of the 
many persons whom we had known of through 
the public prints and otherwise as defaulters to 
the Federal Government, under the present 
national Administration, who had been pun- 
ished with the swiftness with which Hodge 
had been punished, or punished at all. ‘The 


| Senator in reply again launched out into a 


general eulogy of the present Administration 
and the lack of virtues on the part of Demo- 
cratic Administrations in former times. That, 
sir, is not the question between the Senator 
and myself; nor is it, I may be allowed to say, 
the precise question before the Senate. Tie 
issue was made by the Senator himself as to 
swift punishment of a Federal defaulter and 
the extreme tardiness of punishment inflicted 
upon wrong-doers in the city of New York. 

The Senator from New York upon that in- 
ecitement came into the fray. The Senate 
heard what he said about the two cases which, 
on being challenged, I mentioned because they 
were the only two that [ then thonght of—the 
cases of Lawrence and Bailey. He and the 
Senator from Indiana concurred in the general 
statement of the extreme high standing and 
exceptional fitness of those two persons for 
the offices, the duties of which they discharged 
so ill. Do those Senators wish us to under- 
stand that the very best men they have are 
men who are dishonest in public trust ? 

The Senator from New York interposed a 
further plea for his Administration that Bailey 
and Lawrence had both fi-d. Is that a virtue 
in an Administration, that it allows its rogues 
to get away? That is the most extraordinary 
element of praise in regard to an Administra- 
tion in power, or to the administration of justice 
anywhere, that I think Ihaveever beard, Mr. 
Tweed was not allowed to get away, nor Mr. 
Connolly, nor any of the great offenders in 
New York. They were seized there; they 
were laid hold of by the process of the law, 
and they are there held to-day, as far as the 
process of the lawcan avail to hold them, and 
there they will be kept, if there is power in 
the law to do it. 

I did not pretend to speak of Lawrence and 
Bailey as the only two defaulters under the 
present Federal Administration. ‘Phere are 
many more; there are at least half a score 
that could be named could I have prepared 
myself for a debate on such a matter, And 
now, sir, I will ask this farther question: 
whether as regards Lawrence or as regards 
Colonel Hodge, or the two latest cases in the 
Treasury Department, the detection of either 


| Hodge or of those two latest cases was owing 


to any vigilance in the Administration? 
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our information derived from the papers is 
correct, the discovery of Hodge’s defalcation 
was by himself. Oppressed by the conscious- 
ness of his wrong doing, he confessed it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
for information-— 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly; Lonly speak 
of what I read in the newspapers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite otherwise 
from the truth as I am informed. The defal- 
cation was discovered by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury in passing upon Hodge’s 
vouchers; and then when it was brought to 
his attention, finding that the thing was dis- 
covered, he confessed it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. At all events he had 
gone on fora long period, some years, with- 
out detection; five years, the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAIR] says, of which of course 
I shall be told that two or three are charge- 
able to the administration of ‘‘the greatest 
criminal of this or any other age,’’ (Andrew 
Johnson,) in the phrase of our Radical friends. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I wish to make an appeal 
to the Senator from California if he will allow 
me to doso. Itis now four o'clock 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator from 
Minnesota wish to speak on this subject? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Not particularly now. My 
object is to move an adjournment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. [Ishall be through ina 
moment. Then, sir, as to the two recent de- 
faulters in the Treasury, there certainly ean be 
no doubt that if the information in the papers 
be at all correct they were discovered by the 
agency of an outside person, a banker, a Mr. 
Fant. Becoming suspicious from the transac- 
tions of these parties, or one of them, with his 
banking-house, he very properly imparted his 
suspicions to the authorities. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend allow me 
to interrupt him again? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly the bank- 
ing-house to which my friend reters was aware 
of the statute of the United States, as my friend 
is, which makes it a felony for any person 
employed in the Treasury Department to be 
engaged in commercial transactions or in stock 
jobbing, either in gold or the securities of the 
Jnited States. This person having stolen 
money out of that which was in his custody, to 
be used for this purpose, these bankers would 
make themselves accessories to the crime if 
they did not disclose it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is a mere side issue, 
obviously. Ido not know Mr. Fant. It was 
not my intention to eulogize him. If my com- 
mendation of him has affronted the Senator 
from Vermont, J withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notatall. He did quite 
right. He did just what the law required, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was not aware of that 
statute, and I do not believe it is generally 
known. Certainly, judging by what most of 
us must know of the transactions of officials 
under the administration of the United States, 
it would be very difficult to imagine that such 
a statute was in force. 

Now, sir, while I have been speaking, the 
names have been handed to me of several 


other defaulters who are still unwhipped of | 


justice. 
Mr. CONKLING. Who are they? 
Mr. CASSERLY. TI find the names of | 


Colonel Forbes and Colonel Calhoun, pension 
agents in Philadelphia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Colonel Forbes has been 
brought to justice already. 

Mr. CASSERLY. But have these parties 
been punished? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are under arrest. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from California 
asks a question, and [hope hewill give mean 
opportunity to reply to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator asks a question 
in relation to the pension.agents who have been 
recently defaulters in Philadelphia, and as this 


If my friend is asking į 


whole subject has been brought in by an illus- 
tration relating to the municipal officers of 
New York, I will answer that question, and 
take occasion to answer it by referring to the 
sister city of Philadelphia. First, in relation 


were discovered by the examination of the 
officers of the Pension Bureau themselves; 
and as soon as those defalcations were discov- 
ered, those pension agents were dismissed. 
The investigations are in progress, and I was 
informed by the head of the Pension Bureau 
that it was his intention, as soon as those in- 
vestigations satisfied him of whether it was 
right in the case or not, to institute a prosecu- 
tion. I understand that the money has been 
returned in both instances to the Government. 
The Government loses nothing in either case. 
Now, as it was a municipal illustration that 
brought this case in, and the Senator from 
California seems exceedingly desirous to get 
an illustration in contrast with that, let me 
give him one in relatiou to Philadelphia. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I did not start the 
municipal illustration. 

Mr. SCOTT. Within the last six weeks the 
Republican treasurer of the city of Philadel- 
phia was detected in having loaned about four 
hundred thousand dollars of the funds of the 
city toa banker on Third street. lt was in 
violation of the law of the State. The coun- 
cils of the city were in Republican hands ; the 
district attorney of the city is a Republican, 
and as a consequence of that revelation that 
treasurer has within these six weeks been dis- 
missed from office, tried in court, and found 
guilty; and there is an indictment also pend- 
ing against the banker as an accomplice, who, 
if not already tried, Í suppose will also be 
found guilty on the same testimony. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I stillam 
right. No Senator here is able to name any 
one but Hodge who has undergone the penal- 
ties of the law for his defalcation. The fact 
that Colonel Forbes and Colonel Calhoun have 
been dismissed is certainly hardly worth men- 
tioning as an adequate punishment for such an 
offense. Of course they were dismissed—dis- 
missed in the exercise of a power which acts 
on the moment, which is extremely summary, 
having no sort of analogy or comparison to the 
proceedings of courts of law. 

I have had handed to me other names, but 
I do not wish to prolong the controversy. I 
have afforded an opportunity for Senators so 
disposed to name one person——— 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would 
read those names. I should like to know who 
they are. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not wish to read 
them. I have given Senators the opportunity 
to name anybody besides Hodge who has been 
punished. 
country now can judge of the justice of the 
comparison raised by the Senator from Indi- 
ana and of the high-sounding claims which we 
have heard here all day, without any objection 
on our part, of the superior virtue and vigor 
of this Administration, not only above all pres- 
ent administrations in the States, but above 


tration of George Washington. 

Mr. WILSON. I regret very much that 
this debate has occurred, but it is very evident 
to my mind that it cannot be finished to-night. 
I desire to say a few words upon it myself atter 
what has been said; and I therefore move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. [‘‘ No!’’ Nol] 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope we shall finish 
this matter to-night. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAR- 
PENTER in the chair.) The Senator from 
Massachusetts moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn, which is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 82, noes 20; and (at four 
o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the Senate 
| adjourned. 


They have failed to do so, and the | 


all Administrations that ever existed in this | 
Government, not even excepting the adminis- | 


to the two pension agents, their defalcations ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepyespay, December 18, 1871. 


The House metat twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN UTAH, ETC. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 615) grant- 
ing lands to aid in the reclamation of desert 
lands in the Territory of Utah; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, also, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 616) to 
incorporate the Bear River and Cache Valley 
Canal Company, and for a grant of land to aid 
in the construction of a canal for irrigation 
and other purposes in the Territories of Utah 
and Idaho; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, also, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 617) to 
incorporate the Weber Riverand Kay’s Creek 
Canal Company, and for a grant of land to 
aid in the construction of a canal for irriga- 
tion and other purposes in the Territory of 
Utah; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, also, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 618) 
granting lands to aid in the reclamation of 
desert Jands in the Territory of Utah; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNORS. 


Mr. CONNER. Task unanimous consent 
to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be, aùd he is hereby, 
requested to report to this House the names of the 
several Governors of the Territories of the United 
States, the dates of their appointment to office, the 
length of time they or any of them have been ab- 
gent from their posts of duty, whether any of them 
are traveling in foreign countries at this time, and 
if so, whether they draw their pay for the time of 
their absence. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I object: 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins; and the first business in order is the 
presentation of reports from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BANKS. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to report back the 
bill (H. R. No. 489) making appropriations 
for expenses incurred under articles twelve to 
seventeen, inclusive, of the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, concluded at 
Washington May 8, 1871. It is my purpose, 
Mr. Speaker, to move that this bill be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. I will state, however, that the 
appropriation of $62,000 which is provided for 
in this bill is for the British and American 
claims commission, which, since September, 
has been in session under the -treaty without 
pay. The bill reported yesterday, and this 
bill, are all that the committee will report in 


i the way of appropriations for the execution of 


the treaty. At the suggestion of several prom- 
inent members of the House, the other pro- 
visions of the treaty will not be reported upon 
until after the holidays, when a full opportun- 
ity will be given, so far as the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs is concerned, to discuss them 
at length upon their merits. To-morrow, if 
there be no insuperable objection, I shall ask 
the House to go into the Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering these 
two appropriation bills. I move now that this 
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bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. ‘ 
The motion was agreed to. 


. WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor to report back, 
with a recommendation that it pass, the bill 
(H. R. No. 374) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a commission on the subject of the 
wages and hours of labor and the division of 

profits between labor and capitalin the United 
` States.. I propose to move that an additional 
number of copies of the bill be printed, and 
that its consideration be postponed until after 
the holidays, and made a special order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I shall object 
to its being made a special order. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed and made 
a special order for Wednesday, the 10th of 
January. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition cannot 
be adopted éxcept by unanimous consent; and 
the Chair understands the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GarrFieLp] to object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will not ob- 
ject if the consideration of the bill be restricted 
to the single day named; but I cannot agree 
that the bill shall be continued as a special 
order from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, then, that the bill be 
made a special order for that one day at one 
o’clock, to take precedence at that time of all 
other business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had bet- 
ter fix half past one. 

Mr. HOAR. I accept the suggestion of the 
cae and modify my motion so as to fix that 


our. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the committee, [ Mr. Hoar. ] 
Is this bill approved by the committee? 

Mr. HOAR.  [ understand it to be approved 
by the committee, but the understanding is that 
there shall bé opportunity for any amendment 
which may be desired. It is the purpose of 
the committee to afford opportunity for any 
amendment which may be offered at the proper 


time. 
. Mr. KERR. That being so, I do not ob- | 


ect. 

d The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s propo- 
sition is that this bill shall be made a special 
order, to the exclusion of all other orders, for 
the single day of Wednesday, January 10. 

Mr. WOOD. I object to that, 

Mr. KERR. So dol. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I now move 
to put the bill on its passage, and ask the Clerk 
to read it, 

The Clerk read the bill. The first section 
provides that there shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, a commission of three per- 
sons, who shall hold office for the period of 
two years from the date of their appointment, 
unless their duties shall have been sooner ac- 
complished, who shall investigate the subject 
of the wages and hours of labor, and of the 
division of the joint profits of labor and capital 
between the laborer and the capitalist, and 
the social, educational, and sanitary condition 
of the laboring classes of the United States, 
and how the same are affected by existing laws 
regulating commerce, finance, and currency. 
The second section provides that said commis- 
sioners shall receive a salary of $5,000 each, 
shall be authorized to employ a clerk, and 
shall report the result of their investigation to 
the President, to be by him transmitted to 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been twice 
read, and the question now is upon ordering 
it to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. KERR. I move to lay the bill on the 


table. Ee 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has the floor. 


purpose. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I had hoped the House, for its 
own convenience, would have desired to post- 
pone the consideration of this bill toa fixed 
day, in order that members might have an 
opportunity to consider it in detail more fully 
than they have done. It is, however, a very 
simple bill, and one which, when it is thor- 
oughly understood by gentlemen on both sides 
of the House, I am quite sure will receive 
nearly or quite their unanimous approbation. 


Mr. HOAR. And I do not yield for that : 


It is well known that from all parts of the | 


country, from all parts of the civilized world, 
there comes up to our ears a cry of discontent 
from that portion, that large portion of the 
human race who receive the compensation of 
their daily labor in the form of wages. In 
other countries these classes are a portion of 
the governed. In this country these classes 
are the State itself. The number of persons 
who come within the general description of 


“the laboring classes’? is in this country so | 


large and important, and the other classes are 
sofew and unimportant, that it is not too much 
to say that the latter may be left out in consid- 
ering who.are the persons whose will should 
determine the policy of the country, and who 
are the persons for whose benefit that policy 
should be directed. The laborers of the State, 
they are the State. 

Now itis urged, not only by agitators, by mal- 
contents, but by alarge and increasing number 
of the class I have named, that our existing 
institutions, our existing laws on the subject 
of the tariff, the finance, the currency, and on 
taxation, tend more and more to give an undue 
share of the joint profits of the result of labor 


and capital to the latter, and to deprive the | 


former of its due and proper share. In other 
words, that a man who, either by his own 
economy or by fortune or accident has got 
into his possession the savings of the labor of 
the past generation, and contributes the use 
of these savings to the labor of the present, 
receives an undue and improper share of the 
result of the labor of the country. Now, the 
first duty of legislators in regard to a com- 
plaint of this sort is to provide for a thorough, 
exact, fearless ascertainmentof the fact. We 
ought not to be afraid of light; forno abuse is 
so great, no darknessso profound, no prejudice 
in this country so intense, that we require to 
cover it with avail or need fear to letin on it the 
light of day. In regard to most of the evils 
of society the cure, just as in regard to many 
of the diseases which beset the human frame, 
is not medicine, but the cure is light. 
them be brought into the sunlight and the sick 
will get weil. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not place this bill 
on the judgment or recommendation of the 
committee alone. I claim we owe the slight 
expenditure necessary to ascertain the fact to 
the judgment of the laboring men themselves. 
In my own State, during the last campaign, a 
respectable body of our tellow-citizens, consti- 
tuting whatis called the ‘‘Labor party,” in their 


State convention assembled, commended to | 


Congress the passage of this very bill whichis 
now before the House. And, although they 
were arrayed politically against the party which 
has the majority in the administration of the 
Government to-day, they expressed their grati- 
fication and respect for that party, in conse- 
quence of its giving its attention to this matter. 

Another and more interesting fact I desire to 
state to the H ouseiu this connection. Thegrand 
International Association of Workingmen, an 
organization which pervades Europe, which un- 
derlies thrones, orders of nobility, establish- 
ments for trade or for commerce, and which is 
making its voice heard and its power felt every- 
where, has asked of the Congress of the United 


States this specialmeasure. Now, sir, Lam not || f 


competent to express an opinion in regard to 
the interesting historie question of the relation 


of the Commune to the events which took 
place in Paris during the last summer. We 


Let | 


| 


H 


1 
i 


have not heard their side of the story. One 
thing we know, that there was a cause in ex% 
istence, whatever it may have been, that there 
was an object before their eyes, whatever that 
object may have been, which led these work- 
ing people in Paris, young meu and young 
women in the morning of lite, not merely from 
the ignorant or oppressed classes, but from 
the classes of culture, of family ties, in some 
cases of wealth—which led them to go down 
to their deaths calmly, heroically, cheertully, 
as ever bridegroom went to his marriage feast, 
And Ido not believe that a cause which in- 


| spired that heroism is a cause which is not 


entitled to the respect of Americans every- 
where. 

The International Association of European 
and American Workingmen has this title to 
respect among others, that it has established 
among the nations of the world a relation, that 
it has recognized a kindred between tan and 
man, growing out of the common bond of 
labor, greater, more powerful, more binding 
than any mere national attachment, or than 
any tie which connects the subject to the sov- 
ereign. America is the last nation that ought 
to be ungrateful for that sublime accomplish- 
ment. In the darkest days of our own war, 
when the governing classes of England would 
have been glad to have joined the emperor of 
France in recognition of the southern confed- 
eracy, what prevented it was the angry growl 
from the workingmen of Lancashire, saying to 
the English Goveroment, ‘We love the work- 
ingmen of North America a great deal better, 
we are more nearly allied in interest aud in feel- 
ing to the workingmen of America, than we 
are to the aristocracy of England; and although 
we have borne many things from you, one 
thing we will not bear, that you shall array the 
power and the might of England against the 
cause in which those American workingmen 
are engaged.’’ 

Now, sir, I hold in my hand the general 
rules and the administrative regulations of 
the International Workingmen’s Association, 
adopted at their meeting in London in October 
of the present year—a mecting attended by 
delegates comprehending leading minds from 
al} civilized nations of the world; and among 
other things they express their desire that an 
inquiry may be instituted in cach locality 
where branches of their association exist, and 
they express their wish for a coöperation, 
especially in the United States of America, in 
ascertaining the facts which this bill of mine 
requires to be ascertained by this commission. 
I will ask the Clerk to read the two paragraphs 


| beginning at the top of the tenth page. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


“The congress, therefore, proposes that in cach 
Yoeality where branches of our association exist the 
work be immediately commenced, and evidence col- 
lected on the different points specified in the sub- 
joined scheme of inguiry; the congress iuvites the 
workingmen of Europe and the United States of. 
America to codperate in gathering the elements of 
the statistics of the working class; reports and evi- 
dence to be forwarded to the general council. The 
general council shall elaborate them into a report, 
adding the evidence as an appendix. ‘his report, 
together with its appendix, shall be laid before tho 
next annual congress, and, after having received its 
sanction, be printed at the expense of the associa- 

10n. 

“General scheme of inquiry, which may of course 
be modified by each locality: 1, Industry, name of. 
2. Age and sex of the employed. 3. Number of the 
employed, 4. Salaries and wages; (a) apprentices ; 
(b) wages by the day or piecework; scale paid by 
middiemen; weekly, yearly average. 5. (a) Hours 
of work in factories, (b) The hours of work with 
small employers and in home-work, if the business 
ve carried on in those difierent modes. (e) Night 
work and day work, 6. Meal times and treatment. 
7. Sort of workshop and work; over-crowding, de- 
fective ventilation, want of sunlight, use of gas- 
light, cleanliness, &e. 8. Effectof employ mentupon 
the physical condition. 9. Moral condition, educa- 
tion. 10. State of trade; whether season trade, or 
more or less uniformally distributed over the year, 
whether greatly fluctuating, whether exposed to 
oreign competition, wheter destined principally 
for home or foreign consumption, &c.’’ 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
that in framing this bill it was the desire to 
avoid, if possible, anything that should excite 
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any political antagonism whatever. Iam quite 
sure that among the Democratic party a very 
considerable number of influential gentlemen 
approve the purpose of this bill, and desire 
that the investigation which it contemplates 
may take place. In my own State of Massa- 
cbusetts a similar bureau for the investigation 
of this question has been established and the 
result of their examination has been claimed 
by the Democratic party of that State to show 
great mistakes and errors in the administra- 
tion of the affairs of the State by the party to 
which I belong. Whether they are right or 
wrong in that claim, I do not care to discuss at 
present, All I desire to say is this: that, so 
far as I am concerned, I welcome the investi- 
gation as cheerfully, if its results shall be to 
show that in all the measures to which I have 
given my assent there has been error, as if it 
shall be the reverse. This isa question whether 
the daily life of millions of Americans can be 
made better. It is a question too high for 
party, too sacred to be mingled with the petty 
schemes or the petty ambition of mere politi- 
cians. 

Now, sir, some gentlemen have thought that 
it would be more proper to establish a bureau 
of labor instead of the commission which I 
propose, and perhaps when this commission 
has made its report sucha bureau may be 
recommended, and Congress may see fit to 
establish it. But it occurred to me that if, in 
the outset, a bureau of this kind were pro- 
posed, it would encounter the objection that 
that bureau must necessarily become a part of 
the general administration of the country, that 
the selection of the person to be at the head 
of it would be governed partly by political or 
partisan considerations, and it might therefore 
unjustly, undoubtedly, but still naturally, en- 
counter opposition and criticism ; whereas if 
we provide in the first instance a commission 
whose term of office is to expire in two years, 
unless it shall please Congress to extend it, 
composed of gentlemen capable of dealing 
with this special subject, of high character and 

_ high attainments, representing all phases of 
opinion, the two essentials for their selection 
being capacity and impartial honesty, it will 
not encounter the objection I have named. 

How much time is there left? 

The SPEAKER. There are thirty minutes 
of the morning hour left, and the gentleman 
himself has forty minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, I yield ten minutes to 
my colleague, [Mr. Dawes. ] > 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not rise to debate the 
merits of this measure so much as to express 
my regret that it has not arrested the attention 
of my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. 


Kerr] on the other side of the House, and | 


that he should feel constrained, withont any 
suggestion of anything as a substitute, or of 
any solicitude in regard to this matter, to make 
a motion that would put it forever to sleep. 
It would, I think, have been better, and that 
we might have deliberated more intelligently, 
if my other friend on the other side of the 
House, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Woov,] had been willing that this bill should 
have been set down asa special order fora 
single dayinthe future. But neither my friend 
from Indiana nor my friend from New York 
seems to have had his attention at all called 
to the great subject which is now creating so 


much uneasiness and anxiety and inquiry | 


throughout the country. They do not seem 
so much to complain of this particular meas- 
ure as not meeting the great end for which 


there seems to be so much reaching forward as | 


that we should consider it at all; and that is my 
regret. 

I do not desire to intimate that they repre- 
sent upon this subject the party to which they 


belong, for I do not think they do; but I must |i 
| order. 


express my surprise that gentlemen of such 
ability, and of such inquiring minds, as know 


they are, have.not had their attention called |: 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
l 
| 
i 


| out any debate at ali. e 
| manifestation of desire that he has exhibited. || 
| If the gentleman will now agree that the ques- 


to the fact that no greater subjectis looming up 
in the near future, calling upon those solicit- 
ous that legislators shall meet the demand of 
the hour to reconcile labor and capital, than 
this question. I regret that they should oppose 
a measure simply providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to gather together and 
submit to the legislators of the country the re- 
sults of their investigations and any statistics 
they may gather together. I think my friend 
from Indiana, upon due consideration, will 
himself see that it is better, at least, that 
instead of talking here so much upon our 
political status, and our anxiety to run a 
race on the one side and on the other, in 
professions, we should stop awhile, an hour 
or two, it may be, and consider some practical 
question, and let alone this idea of resolving 
in our conventions our attachment for the 
cause and our promise in the future to do 
something in relation to it. The great princi- 
ple of coöperation, now so successfully devel- 
oping itself in other countries, and just being 
introduced into this country, does not seem to 
have attracted the attention of either of my 
distinguished friends who desire to brush this 
whole thing away or put it to sleep; neither | 
the claim of labor, on the one hand, that its 
best interest lies in limiting the hours of labor, 
nor of capital, on the other, that the true 
interests of labor and capital may possibly 
be reconciled upon some principle of mutual 
advantage, so that they will go on band in 
hand in developing each other, and in strength- 
ening each other and improving each other in 
this land of laborers. 

I hope, therefore, my friend will see it in 
the line of his duty to withdraw his motion to 
lay this bill upon the table, and to consent to 
setting aside for its consideration a single 
day in the future, or to permit its passage at 
this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana near me, [ Mr. SHANKS. ] 

“Mr. KERR. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] wiil allow us on 
this side of the House a little time to answer 
what has been said on the other side. Their 
statements have been so extraordinary, so 
fallacious in all respects, it is due that we 
should have an opportunity. at least to answer 
them. 

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. HOAR. No gentleman upon the other 
side of the House has expressed any opposi- | 
tion to this bill, or any desire to speak upon 
it, pro ov con, with the exception of one gen- 
tleman, a member of the committee, whose 
request was communicated to me by the chair- | 
man of the committee but a momentago. I 
am certainly desirous of allowing the fullest 
debate that will be agreeable to the House. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman will do much 
better to give us a little time. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. KERR. Lam in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Indiana | 
[Mr. Kerr] desires to lay this bill upon the | 
table, to have a vote that will dispose ot it with- 
And that is the only 


tion on this bill shali be taken at a fixed hour | 
to-morrow, I will consent to divide the time 
with gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

Mr. KERR. I will agree to nothing. 

Mr. HOAR, Then I will yield, as I have 
said, to the gentleman near me, [Mr. Suanxs. ] 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman’s colleague 
[Mr. Dawes] has attacked me without cause, 
and I am entitled to auswer. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of | 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman willstateit. | 


rules of the House it is the exclusive right 
and prerogative of the Speaker to assign the 
floor to gentlemen; but a custom seems to 
have grown up of giving any gentleman who 
takes the floor on any subject, and who is 
therefore entitled to speak for an hour, the 
privilege of farming it out, first to one to speak 
for the bill, and then toanother to speak against 
it; to peddle out the time pretty much as an 
old colored woman peddles peanuts at her 
stand. Now, the point I make is this: when a 
gentleman who has the floor has addressed the 
House and has finished his remarks he should 
take his seat, and the Speaker should then assign 
the floor to whoever he may designate as enti- 
tled to it, whether on the one side or the other. 
I object to the whole system of peddling, dick- 
ering, bargaining-——— 

The SPHAKER. The point of order need 
not be further argued. Both the usage of the 
House and its rules allow it to be done. The 
rules provide that if a gentleman yields the 
floor to another to offer an amendment he 
cannot resume it, But nothing is better estab- 
lished than the right ofa gentleman to yield a 
portion of his time to another. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then, if I may be allowed 
to make a remark against this usage, which I 
hold to be in violation of the spirit and the 
letter of the rale, a usage that has grown up in 
violation of law, I will say that I would like to 
have the question settled. As an illustration, 
if I may be permitted to refer to it 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that the rules have been changed since 
he was formerly a member of this House; the 
rule used to be as he states. 

The SPEAKER. The rules only prohibit 
a gentleman from yielding the floor for the 
purpose of allowing an amendment to be 
offered and then resuming it again. But the 
rales expressly provide that where a member 
is entitled to the floor for one hour he may 
yield a portion of his time to any other mem- 
ber. That may be a wrong rule, but it isa 
rule of the House. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Irise to a-pariiament- 
ary inquiry. Will there not be an opportunity 
for amendment after the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yields the floor? 

TheSPHAKER, That the Chair is notable 
to answer. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts reported the bill and proposed to have it 
made a special order for Wednesday, the 10th 
of January. That was objected to. The bill 
is now under discassion, and must holdits place 
in the morning hour. It is now in the amend- 
able stage. To whom the floor shall be as- 
signed after the hour of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has expired is a matter within 
the discretion of the Chair, 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Speaker, on last Mon- 
day I introduced in this House a biil for the 
purpose of establishing a bureau of labor, and 
to define the duties of the head of that bureau. 
I believed then, as I believe now, that the time 
has come when this Congress should take hold 
of this subject and discharge promptly its duty 
to the people by a thorough investigation, which 
shall determine by clear proof whether labor 
practically stands on an equal footing with cap- 
ital, or whether the capital of the country 
practically owns the labor of the country. It 
has been the pride of the Republican party, and 


i of this age, that the labor of this country has 


been rescued to a very great extent from the 
hands of capital, It remains now for the Repre- 
sentatives of the people to see to it that labor 


| does not go back into the hands of capital, 


The laboring people of this nation think to-day 
that they are subjected unjustly to capital; 
that discriminations are made against them 
which have this effect. It is due to the large 
number of people holding this opinion that we 
should investigate the subject and determine 


| whether they are correct in their judgment. 


If they are correct, it is the duty of this Con- 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand that by the |} gress to redeem them from that thraildom ; and 
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if they are not correct, it is the duty of Con- 
gress to. place in their hands the means by 
which their judgment shall be proved to be 
unfounded. 

` I am in favor of this bill, though I much 
prefer the organization of a bureau that shall 
proceed at once to make an inquiry of this 
kind, because the commission contemplated 


in consequence of its want of power to bring 
before it the proper testimony, the evidences 
which may produce the effect desired. How- 
ever, I sustain this measure. Speaking for 
the people whom [ have the honor to repre- 
sent, I say to this Congress that the time has 
come when we should no longer neglect this 
matter. The question is, whether we shall 
obey the edict of the American people which 
has gone out to the effect that their legislative 
department shall take care of the laboring 
elements of the country, and not leave them 
to be mistreated by capital. In every country 
the original element of wealth is labor. Cap- 
ital is the result of that labor; and if it has 
come about that capital, the result of labor, 
controls labor itself and directs its fate, then 
the time has come when this wrong should be 
righted, and the laboring people restored to 
their original and rightful position. 

Lam, as I have said, in favor of this measure, 
and shall sustain it; but [am much more in 


favor of a measure that shall gotothe root of the | 


eviland investigate the wages of laborers, male 


or female, the expenses of living, the amount } 


of rents, the rates of interest, all the outlays 
imposed upon the laboring people in the sup- 
port of themselves and their families. Wemay 
thus be enabled to see what are practically the 
present relations of labor and capital, and 
whether labor stands fairly in the fight with 
capital. 

The SPEAKER. In answer to the point 


made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- | 


BELL, ] the Chair directs the reading of an 
extract from the rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“While a member is occupying the floor he may 


yield it to another for explanation of the pending | 


Measure, as well as for personal explanation. So, 
too, he may yield it for a motion to adjourn, or that 
the committee rise, without losing his right to reoc- 
cupy it for the remainder of his time whenever the 
pending question shall be resumed; but it is other- 
wise when he yields to enable another to offer or with- 
draw an amendment.” 


Mr. HOAR. I now yield for ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KeL- 


LEY. | 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am grateful 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] for having brought this subject to the 
attention of the House. It demands imme- 
diate and earnest consideration, The failure 
to investigate such questions as this bill pro- 
poses to submit to an able commission has 
deprived England of her national prestige and 
threatens her imminently with revolution. It 
was the failure to consider these questions by 
the imperial Government of France, and those 
which preceded it, that lighted the fires of the 
Commune in Paris. It is the failure of Gov- 
ernments to cousider the condition of the 
masses of the people that is upheaving society 
in ali lands, and has brought about an inter- 
national association of the bone and muscle 
of the world, the action of which is teaching 


Governments and privileged classes that with | 


the laborers, notwithstanding their hard con- 
dition, there are also intellect, culture, and 
energetic butdisciplined will. It is the failure 
of Governments to revognize the questions pro- 
pounded by the geutleman’s bill that is arous- 
ing the young enthusiasts of England and the 
continent of Europe in hostility to church 
and throne, and making them, titled though 
they be, leaders of the poor and oppressed 
toilers of the Old World. 

Sir, it is the failure of European Govern- 
ments to cousider these question that is bring- 
ing to our country each. year more than a 


j 


Hj 


by this bill will be embarrassed to some extent | 


|| and freedom of our public lands. 


quarter of a million of people, who flee from 
lands which are not poverty-stricken, but which 
abound in wealth and its elements, because the 
toilers in the midst of that wealth are doomed 
to penury, to want, to hunger, and often to 
death from inanition, Recent English writers 
and the reports of parliamentary commis- 
sions show that among the laboring people 


of England are several millions who are in | 


want of healthful and sufficient food through- 
out succeeding years. It is owing to the fail- 
ure to consider these questions that England 
is becoming the land of drunkenness, and that 
while her receipts of revenue from spirits swell 
from year to year, her home gonsamption of 
her own cotton goods has fallen off thirty-five 
percent. in four years. ` Heragricultural labor- 
ers are ill-fed, ill-clad, and housed in kennels 
inferior to those of the hounds of the plutoc- 
racy. I have the authority of R. H. Patter- 


! son, of Daniel Grant, of Sir Edward Sullivan, 


and a host of recent writers, proving that the 
honest toil of a laboring family in England 
can no longer keep a decent roof over that 
family. 

Mr. Speaker, we are walking in the ways 
of old nations. We are saved from these dire 
results for the present by reason of theextent 
Go into our 
old and crowded cities; go into New York, 
the commercial metropolis of the country, and 
you find poverty as gaunt, want as absolute, 
the inability to find employment at certain 
seasons as complete, as it is in the east end of 
London or the heart of Lancashire. Thank 
God, it is never so widespread! Let us take 
measures to prevent it from ever becoming 
so. Prudent forecast will do this. We are 
following in the footsteps of the old nations; 
and now, while it is day, while without vio- 


lence order may be given to that which is | 
running into chaos, while the whole subject is 


susceptible of easy control, let us authorize 
the appointment of a commission which shall, 
at the end of two years or sooner, give us such 
a report as may be agreed upon. Wesee what 
results England’s commercial and revenue sys- 
tems have produced. Let us be admonished 


Ihopethe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] will, in the thirteenth line of the first 
section of the bill, where he speaks of laws 


|| regulating commerce, finance, and currency, 


add—‘‘and of partnership,” in order to pro- 
mote, if possible, or to at least enlighten the 
laborers and capitalists of the country as to 
the feasibility of coöperation and the prospects 
of happy results from its establishment in this 
country. 

We who live under a Government resting 
upon the virtue and intelligence of the people 
cannot afford to permit the laborers of any 
one of the States of the Union to fall into 


|| the condition of the laboring people of Eng- 


land, of France, of Austria, or even of Bel- 
gium, where better provision is made for edu- 
cation than in the others. We must look to it 
that they whose skill and toil in the mine and 
the coal-bank initiate our industries and sup- 
ply us with power, or who convert the ores 
into metal and all forms of utility and beauty ; 
that they who shear the flock and wash the 
wool and spin and weave and dyeit; that they 


who by their labor convert the apparently arid | 


fields of the South into cotton and all its useful 
and beautiful fibers, shall not live in igno- 
tance, and shall not, in this country, so richly 
endowed with every description of material 
wealth, live in poverty and die in want. Their 
toil, enforced by steam and mechanical appli- 
ances, and our resources, if regulated and 
equitably adjusted, are sufficient to banish 
poverty, except as the result of intemperance, 
from the wide limits of our country. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. HOAR. I now yield to the gentleman 


ihe Pennsylvania (Mr. Srora] for five min- 
utes. ; 


i 


1 


Mr. WOOD. I desire to ask the Chair for 
what length of time the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] holds the floor? 

The SPEAKER, For one hour. 

Mr. WOOD. How many minutes of his hour 
are left ? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen. 

Mr. STORM. I am very sorry that any 
opposition is made to this bill on the floor of 
this House. If there werein the bill what the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] think 
there is, I should certainly be opposed to it. 
I am as much opposed to the creation of any 


| bureau in connection with the national Gov- 


ernment as any gentleman on this floor can 
be, and if I believed that this bill had for its 
object the erection of another bureau in con- 
nection with the General Government I should 
be opposed to its passage. But I regard this 
as simply an investigation, and as such {intend 
to vote forit. I am not particular how this 
investigation may be carried on. I am not 
tenacious as to whether weshall havea special 
commissioner appointed as enacted in this bill, 
or whether we shall direct the inquiry to be 
made by the Committee on Education and 
Labor itself, or whether this House will raise 
a special committee for the purpose of investi- 
gating the facts set forth in this bill. But as 
regards the simple purpose of investigating 
into these facts, [ am heartily in favor of it. 
There is a general uprising all over this coun- 
try of the laboring classes. They are rising 
up in rebellion against the system of class 
legislation which has characterized the Gov- 
ernment of the country for the last ten years. 
It is the enactment of unjust and unequal laws, 
I contend, that has called forth the laboring 
classes of the country in opposition to the 
capitalists of the country; and I am in favor 
of an investigation which will go to show that 
this Government, in the enactment of its 
tarif laws, in the giving away of the public 
lands, and in the enactment of national bank 
laws, has been legislating against the interests 
of the laboring classes, and in favor of the, 


À ucel i| capitalists of the country. 
and avoid them in time; and I would add—and | 


Now, I say that if we have the right on this 
floor to be constantly legislating in favor of 
corporations, capitalists, and monopolies, the 


; laboring interests of the country demand some 
j attention at our hands also; and I am not 


willing that my Republican friends on the 
other side of the House shall steal all the thun- 
der in this matter. I think that my friends 
upon this sideof the House should place them- 
selves square upon the record on this subject. 
We have always been the consistent friends of 
the laboring classes, and I hope we shali so 
vote to-day, or whenever the final action shall 
be taken on this bill, as to show that we sull 
care for the interests of those classes. 

_ As I have already said, the proposition here 
is simply for an investigation, not for the pur- 


| pose. of enacting any law, but of letting the 
| country see that during the last ten years our 


legislation has been against the interests of the 
laboring ‘classes and in favor of the interests 
of the capitalists and corporation. I am in 
favor of such an investigation, and I am sure, 
Mr. Speaker, it will show such a state of things 
as should lead us in the fature legislation of 
the country to discriminate in favor of the 


| laboring interests at least as much as in favor 


of the capitalists of the country. The labor- 
ing classes of the country are complaining 
about the unjust and unequal enactments that 
are made here. They say that by the legis- 
lation of Congress there has been stolen from 
them one third of the public domain. They 
say that while you have been enacting enor- 
mous and extravagant tariff laws they reap none 
of the benefits ofthose laws. ‘hese corpora- 
tions and monopolists come here annually and 
demand the enactment of laws ostensibly in 
the interests of the laboring classes, when in 
reality they receive no benelits from such laws. 
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I am tired of seeing the poor man made a pack- 
horse to carry corrupt schemes through this 
House. 

Lam sure an investigation will show that the 
laboring classes of the country are opposed to 
many of the laws which have been passed here, 
conferring enormous privileges on national 
banking associations and many other large 
corporations in this country. I demand this 
investigation, and I want to see itthorough and 
complete. We cannot afford to and we dare 
not shirk this question. 

Mr. HOAR, I would inquire how much 
more time is left of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. None; the morning hour 
has expired. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts intend to call the previons ques- 
tion now? Ihope not. I would like to take 
a little turn at the bill myself. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Will thegentleman from 
Massachusetts allow me to offer two amend- 
ments to the bill? 


Mr. HOAR. Notatthistime. Idesire the 


unanimous consent of the House that the bill ; 


may be reprinted. 
Mr. KILLINGER. 
consent of the House to offer my amendments, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had absolute control of the floor for 
sixty minutes, of which ten minutes are left. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
if the remaining ten minutes of my hour must 
be used up now or to-morrow morning under 
the rules of the House? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehended 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farns- 


wortH] who has charge of the apportion ment | 


Pill would at the expiration of the morning 


hour move to go into Committee of the Whole | 


on.the state of the Union. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
that motion now. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire simply for the con- 
venience of the House to ask that the bill 
may be printed, so that members may have 
copies of it, and that the amendments which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KIL- 
LINGER] will offer to-morrow may also be 


printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
it will be so ordered. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire to make an 
objection to that, if no debate is to be allowed 
further than the ten minutes which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has at his disposal. 

Mr. KILLINGER. The amendments I de- 
sire to offer are as follows: 

After the word “persons,” in line five, insert the 


I desire to make 


words “at least one of whom shall bo particularly į 


identified with the mining interests of the country,” 
In line five strike out two years,” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘ one year.” 


I ask that those amendments be printed with 
the bill. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope the first 
amendment will not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Eupriper) objects to the bill being 


printed, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. No; I did not make the 
objection in that form, if you please. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot 
make a conditional objection + he must object 
or not object. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
dulge me in a word, I think Ican make myself 
understood. I do not make an objection to 
having the bill printed merely, but my objec- 
tion is, when unanimous consent is asked, to 
the limitation of debate. Let there be some 
proposition that shali be fair. 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised 
what is the purpose of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. It is my purpose, so far as my 
purpose is of any consequence to anybody, it 
is my desire, that there shall be such debate as 
the House wishes, and I will not call the pre- 


I ask the unanimous 


Tf the Speaker will in- j 


vious question for one hour after my own hour 
has expired. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to notify 
the gentleman that even if the apportionment 
bill shall be disposed of to-day the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs has given 
notice that to-morow he will ask the House to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on the bills reported by that com- 
mittee in regard to the recent treaty with Great 
Britain. 

Mr. HOAR. Then 1 will take the sense of 
the House to-morrow as to what it desires. 

TheSPEAKER. This bill will hold its place 
in the morning hour until disposed of. If there 
be no objection, the bill will be ordered to be 
reprinted with the amendments indicated by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. BANKS. I shall ask my colleague to 
accept an amendment to insert after the word 
“ persons,” in line five, the words ‘' from civil 
life ;?’ so that. it will read: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
commission of three persons from civil life, who 
shall hold office for the period of two years from the 
date of their appointment, unless their duties shall 
have been sooner accomplished, &c. 

Mr: COX. Can I offer a substitute for the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania yields for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. COX. Iam sure this side of the House 
is entitled to some courtesy, and I hope the 
gentleman will give us an opportunity to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. KING. 
here. 

Mr. COX. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to permit me to 
offer a substitute for his bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that this bill 
goes over to the morning hour of to-morrow, 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Farnsworrs] that the House now resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
apportionment bill. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw my 
motion for a moment to allow the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Hauser] to report a 
bill from the Committee on Public Buildings 


We want a little time over 


and Grounds. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. HALSEY, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, by unavimous 
consent, reported back House bill No. 459, 
for the construction of a public building at 
Chicago, Illinois. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Harser] if 
this bill is accompanied by any reportas to the 
probable cost of the land that it is proposed 
to occupy by this building? 

Mr. HALSEY. I report the bill at this 
time merely for the purpose of having it re 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations for 
their examination, which motion Í now make. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BULLDING IN ST. LOUIS, 


Mr. WELLS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported a bill (H. R. No. 619) appro- 
priating money for the purchase of a suitable 
site and erecting a building thereon in the city 
of St. Louis, Missouri, to be used for the pur- 
poses of a custom-house, post office, and other 
Federal offices; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now renew the 
motion that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the apportionment 


t 


bill. Pending that motion, I move that all 
general debate on the apportionment bill be 
limited to thirty minutes after its consider- 
ation shall have been again resamed. ‘ 

Mr. KERR. 1 hope not. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Let us havea little 
longer time than that 

The question was takea on the motion of 
Mr. FARNSWORTH ; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will move thatall 
general debate be limited to one hour. 

Mr. KERR. Why not let it run for to-day? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I must insist upon 
some limit to the general debate. The five- 
minutes debate willrun after the general debate 
has terminated. : 

Mr. POTTER. This side of the House have 
not had any time atall to discuss this measure. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
of Mr. FARNSWORTH, to limit general debate 
to one hour; and it was agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes 82, noes 78. 

The question recurred upon the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole; and being 
taken, it was agreed to. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Burrixron in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
248, for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House 
all general debate on this bill is limited to one 
hour. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MARSHALL] to the amendment of the 
gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. Farysworru, | 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words “‘at large,” in line twelve, section 
two, Mr. FARNSWORTH’S amendment, insert: “And 
in all elections of Representatives aforesaid each 
qualified voter may cast as many votes for one can- 


idate as there are Representatives to be elected by 
the State at large, or may distribute the same, or 
equal parts thereof, among the candidates, as he 
shall see fit, and the candidate receiving the great- 
est number of votes shall be declared elected.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KERR. Inwhat I shall have to say on 
the pending bill I desire the leave of the com- 
mittee not to address myself to the particular 
amendment of my friend from Illinois, [Mr. 
MARSHALL, ] but to speak more generally to 
two or three important points involved in the 
billitself. But in passing, it is due to myself 
to say that I heartily approve the principle 
involved in that amendment—the principle of 
minority representation by the process of 
cumulative voting. It is demanded by the true 
spirit of our institutions and by the most 
obvious considerations of justice. 

First, then, I desire to express my opinion 
with proper modesty and-as briefly as I can as 
to the proper construction of the second sec- 
tion of the fourteenth article of amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. I fear 
that on that subject this House is in danger of 
falling into a dangerous and erroneous inter- 
pretation of the true intent and meaning of 
that section. The language of it is peculiar: 


“Representatives shall be apportioned among the 
several States according to their respective num- 
bers, counting the whole number of persons in each 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the 
right to vote at any election for the choice of electors 
for President and Vice President of the United States 
Representatives in Congress, the executive an 
judicial officers of a State, or the members of the 
Legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State, being twenty-one, years 
of age, and citizens of the United States, or in any 
way abridged, except for participation in rebellion 
or other crime, the basis of representation therein 
shall be reduced in the proportion which the number 
of such male citizens shalibear to the whole number 
of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such 
State.” 


If the words “or in any way abridged’? 
could be eliminated from the section its mean? 
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ing and interpretation would be clear, because 
a brief reference to the history of its enact- 
ment would render it conclusive that the object 
of. the section was to accomplish by indirec- 
tion what has since been directly accomplished 
by the fifteenth amendment. But as the sec- 
tion stands, I confess its truc and proper con- 
struction is much complicated and by no means 
clear. Equally honest and able minds may 
reach different conclusions. The importance 
of the subject is apparent at a glance, and, 
guided by a settled principle in such cases, I 
feel bound to favor a strict construction. 

è Coming directly to the expression of my 
own opinion, I have to remark that the pri- 
mary aim and duty in construction of any 
enactment should be to ascertain the true in- 
tent and meaning of the framers and of the 
people at the time it is made. The intent 
must be gathered from the words, the context, 
the subject-matter, the evils to be remedied, 
the ends to be attained, the contemporaneous 
condition and circumstances of the country, 
and the effects and consequences of the enact- 
ment. 

The fourteenth amendment was declared 
ratified on the 16th of June, 1866. Negro 
suffrage did not then exist in the States. It 
was denied by the States of the South. It 
became the policy of the Republican party 
and of Congress to require its adoption. The 
party and Congress hesitated at first to pro- 
pose to enforce it directly. Hence the resort 
to’ the indirect mode contained in the section 
under consideration. Itis punitivein its char- 
acter and object. It practically said to the 
States, ‘Grant negro suffrage, or your repre- 
sentation here shall be reduced.” 
application of a sort of force to the States to 
compel them to accept the views of Congress, 
It was then never pretended by any one, in or 
out of Congress, that this seclion was intended 
to affect any States except such as might deny 
suffrage to some classes of its citizens on some 
ground of race, color, nationality, or other 
quality which inheres in and constitutes a part 
of the identity or individuality of the voter, on 
some ground which was a part of the man, 
was permanent and fixed in his person, in 
contradistinction from a mere regulation con- 
cerning the exercise of the right, such as pre- 
vious residence, or registration, or the pay- 
ment of taxes. Such is the history of its 
enactment, 

It is proper further to appeal to contempo- 
raneous construction in order to explain the 
doubtful or ambiguous language used in this 
section, It will thus appear that, after June 
16, 1866, and long before the ratification of 
the fifteenth amendment, several States of the 
South were reorganized; new constitutions 
were formed by them ; and those constitutions 
were submitted to the Congress of the United 
States for its ratification or approval. Those 
constitutions involved many provisions which, 
under the construction to-day put upon the 
second section of the fourteenth amendment, 
are in direct conflict with it. Notably, the 
constitution of the State of Georgia requires 
that electors, before they shall be allowed to 
vote, shall not only be registered, but shall 
have paid a certain tax. Other constitutions 
of the southern States contain somewhat simi- 
lar but not quite the same provisions. Those 
constitutions so framed and adopted by those 
people have been approved by Congress ; they 
have been by you in this House solemnly ad- 
judged to be not only “‘ republican in form,” 
but also in entire harmony with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, including the four- 
teenth amendment. It was never suggested 
by way of objection to any of them that their 
ratio of representation in this body ought to 
be reduced because they required the citizen 
to reside a certain length of time in the State 
before voting, or to go and have himself regis- 
tered or lose his. vote, or to pay a small poll- 
tax or be denied his vote. It was never inti- 


It was the | 


i 


mated -against them that such regulatious of 
suffrage by any such States amounted to a 
denial or abridgment of the rights of suffrage 
for other causes than participation in rebel- 
lion, or for other crime. 

On the 80th day of March, 1870, after nearly 
all of these constitutions had been framed, the 
fifteenth amendment was declared to have been 
ratified by three fourths of the States of the 
Union. Why. was the fifteenth amendment 
proposed to the States at all? I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that the entire and single object of 
the fifteenth amendment was to accomplish by 
more direct, effective, and speedy means the 


| very end proposed to be accomplished under 
| the second section of the fourteenth amend- 


ment. The only difference is that under the 
second section of the fourteenth amendment 
it was proposed that by a sort of punitive regu- 


i lation in the Constitution of the United States 


the States should be forced to grant suffrage to 
all their people without any distinctions based 
upon color or race or nationality, or any other 
cause or qualities that inhere in and constitute 
a part of the individuality of the voter. The 
adoption of this policy was considered to be 
too slow under the second section of the four- 
teenth amendment. The States did notreceive 
very kindly the suggestion made in that section. 
Some of the States were not willing to follow 
it. They were willing possibly to suffer a re- 
duction in their representation here rather than 
voluntarily adopt universal suffrage. Hence, 
the policy conceived and forced upon the coun- 
try by the Republican majority in Congress, of 
compelling by a fifteenth amendment the giv- 
ing of suffrage to the negroes, was a practical 
abandonment of this second section, as inef- 
fective and insufficient to accomplish the estab 

lishment. of their policy on this subject in the 
South. Does not this latter amendment, there- 
fore, in legal effect, supersede the second sec- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment? 

I have looked in vain through the entire 
discussions that took place upon the fourteenth 
amendment to find one single utterance from 
the mouth of any gentleman on either side of 
this House which indicates an understanding 
in his mind at the time that the purpose of 
this second section was to require the States 
of this Union to surrender or cease to exer- 
cise their constitutional right without any con- 
sequent loss of representation here, to regulate 
the manner in which the suffrage should be 


enjoyed and exercised by their citizens, or to. 


require that there should be certain previous 
residence in the State, district, and voting pre- 
cinct, or that there should be a previous regis- 
tration of the voters, or a previous payment of 
a poll-tax by the voter, or compliance with any 


| other domestic regulation intended to. regulate 


suffrage, protect the ballot-box, secure the 
purity of elections, and keep persons from 
voting who are not bona fide residents and 
citizens. Every State of the South and of the 
whole country does these things, and no ques- 
tion was ever before raised. 

Viewing this section, then, in the light of 
these contemporaneous acts and construc- 
tions and expressions of opinion, intent, and 
purpose, I hold it to be clear that the sole 
object of this second section, both in the 
minds of its framers and in the light of its 
history and of sound reason, wasand ought 
now to be held to be merely to prohibit the 
States of this Union from denying suffrage to 
any class of their citizens on any ground of 
race or color or nationality, or any other 
quality which inheres in the person and con- 
stitutes a part of the individuality of the voter. 
This construction is consistent with the idea 
of leaving some powers to the States, and not 
entirely sponging them out, or reducing them 
to mere slavish dependence on the will of 
Congress. 

_ When you give to the constitutional provis- 
ion this construction, you make it easy for 
the Congress.of the United States to observe 


| and enforce it. Solong asyou havo reference 


alone to those limitations upon the right of 
suffrage which are of the character to which 
I have referred, you find that the determina- 
tion of the number of electors in each of the 
States thus deprived of suffrage becomes not 
only practicable but easy and simple, 

The census takers can then have no trouble 
in determining how many persons are denied 
the right of suffrage, and on what grounds, of 
race, color, nationality, or other cause per- 
taining to or existing in the persons of the 
voters. But if you hold, for example, that 
no State shall require the payment of a poll- 
tax as a condition-precedent to the exercise 
of suffrage, and then a State, as it appears 
now that the States of Georgia amt? Pennsyl. 
vania in fact do, declares that no citizen shall 
vote until he pays the required tax, and you 
attempt to determine the numbers of electors 
whose right to vote is thus denied or abridged, 
how will you proceed, and what rule will you 
adopt? Will you say to those States that they 
shall have no representation here, because the 
right of suffrage of all their citizens is abridged? 
Or will you attempt to ascertain the actual 
numbers who do not or cannot pay the re- 
quired tax, and then reduce the representa- 
tive rights of those States in Congress in that 
proportion? Or, take the State of Massa- 
chusetts, in which there is an intelligence 
qualification, and of Rhode Island, in which 
there isa property qualification required of 
voters. Will you attempt to ascertain how 
many voters in those States do not possess the 
requisite ability to read and write, or own the 
required amount of property, and then reduce 
their representation here proportionately? | 

But the men who cannot read and write 
to-day may do so a week hence, or at the next 
election; so the poor man may acquire the 
requisite property. It appears to me that any 
attempts of this kind would be most unsatis- 
factory and unsafe modes by which to settle 
the representation of a State in this House. 
But if these forbidden disqualifications are lim- 
ited to such as I have mentioned, the process 
becomes easy and simple. It must not be in- 
ferred that I approve the policy of the States 
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island in the reg- 
ulation of suffrage there. I do not, but I think 
they retain the power so to regulate it with- 
out violation of the sceond section of the 
fourteenth amendment. I think this the better 
and safer construction of it. If, under this 
section, no disqualifications are considered as 
forbidden except such as relate to race, color, 
nationality, or other quality of the person, 
then there is no trouble, for these matters are 
permanent, fixed, and palpable, and easily as- 
certained. When a State requires of the 
voter residence, payment of taxes, ownership 
of some property, or previous registration, it 
does not absolutely deny or abridge suffrage, 
but only prescribes a mode by which the elector 
shall come into the actual enjoyment of it, 
shail exercise it, and leaves it always in the 
power of the elector by compliance to attain 
and exercise it. These regulations are in the 
nature of police regulations, and only touch 
the manner of enjoyment. 

This constraction, not free from doubt, I 
agree, seems tome to be most in harmony with 
the spirit of the whole Constitution, the par- 
ticular language in this section, and the rights 
and dignity of the States, It secures to the 
States the right to regulate their own domestic 
policy according to their own judgment, 

Mr. Chairman, this construction enables us 
to proceed at once on the information we now 
have to make a just and fair apportionment. 
We needno delay, no further statistics, no angry 
attack upon any States, no departure from the 
golden role of numbers in apportioning Repre- 
sentatives to the several States. It best main- 
tains relations of equality and harmony amoug 
them. ‘The statistics sent us from the Census 
Bureau of the number of persons in each State 
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denied suffrage or abridged in its enjoyment 
for other reasons than participation in rebellion, 
or for other crime, are wholly unreliable, and 
in my judgment of no value in this business. 
They do not inform us what the grounds of 
denial are in the respective States. They only 
inform the House that in each State there are 
certain numbers of persons who are denied the 
right of suffrage for reasons other than par- 
ticipation in crime or in the rebellion. For 
example, in my own State of Indiana this 
report shows six hundred and nine persons are 
denied the right to vote for other reasons than 
those named. When I state to gentlemen of 
this House why those six hundred and nine 
are denied the right to vote, I think they will 
agree that it was never intended by this amend- 
ment that you should deduct those persons 
from the basis of representation. ‘Those six 
hundred and nine persons are idiots or insane 
persons disqualified by the laws of nature. 

Are we to be punished in our representation 
here for the State of Indiana because we do | 
not suffer those insane and idiotic persons to 
go to the polls and vote? lt is equally true, 
I have no doubt, that a large per cent. of all | 
these denials in all the other States is for 
these same reasons of idiocy and insanity. 
And shall it be said that a State shall be de- 
nied representation here because it prescribes 
the qualification of sanity as a basis for a right 
to vote, because its law recognizes sanity as 
needful for the safe and proper exercise of the 
sacred franchise of suffrage? Surely that will 
not be attempted, 

Jt may be said by gentlemen on the other 
side that if we concede the right of a State to 
require the payment of a tax at all it follows 

` logically that a State may require the payment 
of a tax of any amount it pleases, and thus 
may make the amount of the tax an engine 
of oppression and tyranny. In reply I have 
only to say that from arguments of that kind 
Congress does not and cannot acquire power. 
We must get our power from the letter and 
from the intent and meaning of the Constitu- 
tion. Ifa State government attempts an act 
of that kind it will become instantly odious in 
the State itself, and its own people will com- 
bine and agitate against it, and require that 
such legislation shall be reversed, and that the 
popular rights of the people of the country 
in the matter of suffrage shall be protected 
and maintained under all circumstances. But 
I say that those regulations to which I have 
referred, including this one, are not intended 
to deny to any classes the right of suffrage 
absolutely or unconditionally. It appears to 
me fair to assume that the effect, the legal and 
constitutional effect, of the ratification of the 
fifteenth amendment, as I before said, is to 
supersede and practically to do away with the 
second section of the fourteenth amendment; | 
because, under the fifteenth amendment, no | 
State hereafter can do any of those things 
which would involve a denial of the right of 
suffrage to classes of its people for reasons 
based upon color, or race, or nationality, or 
any qualities that belong to them personally. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words, 
and then I shall be done, in reference to 
an amendment which my colleague [Mr. 
NIBLACK] proposes, at the proper time, to 
introduce. That amendment relates to the 
number of persons of whom this body shall 
consist. This is in itself an exceedingly inter- 
esting and important inquiry, which touches 
very closely the welfare and safety of the 
country and of our institutions. Itis due to 
our consciences and to our country that, in the 
solution of this question we shall suffer no 
considerations or motives to control us except 
such as relate to the welfare of the whole 
country. No mere policy of State pride, ora 
desire to gain a member fora State, or to take 
one from the number any State may now have, 
should be tolerated for a moment. So long 
as Representatives are distributed to the 


States on the basis of population no injustice 
can be done. The only just and worthy ques- 
tion for us to ask and answer is, how numer- 
ous a representative body do the interests 
of the whole country demand; how many 
Congressmen are necessary to transact the 
national business, and protect the- liberties 
and institutions of the people; how many 
servants do the people require in this House 
to render it most serviceable to them? In my 
judgment it is large enough now. 

Heretofore we have got along very well with 
two hundred and forty-one members. The dis- 
tricts which that number respectively represent 
are not territorially very large. If we con- 
tinue that number those districts will be made 
no larger; they will be made territorially no 
smaller. But when we reflect that since the 
last decade our country, in all the means of 
intercommunication, has advanced beyond all 
precedent in its previous history, it follows 
that practically since that time the districts 
have become smaller, that is to say, the facili- 
ties for close and familiar acquaintance of the 
members with the different parts, pursuits and 
interests of their constituents throughout their 
districts have very greatly increased. No gen- 
tleman here can say that he does not possess 
to-day better facilities, more complete means 
of communication, with a more thorough 
knowledge of all the relations and interests 
and pursuits and wishes of the people of his 
district than he could have done ten years ago. 
Why, then, should we now increase the num- 
ber of Representatives and the number of dis- 
tricts in order to secnre a full and sufficient 
representation upon this floor? I can see no 
reason. 

Tt is sometimes claimed that as you enlarge 
a legislative body you improve its conduct and 
enable it better to represent the people. 
is done only to the extent of requiringa medium 
or moderate number, such a number as will 
enable the whole body to gather needful in- 
formation concerning the wants and conditions 
of the different sections and people of the 
country. I think itis vain to assume that if 
this House were more numerous than it is it 
would any better understand the demands of 
the country than it does, or any more effi- 
ciently discharge its duties, or give any more 
faithful attention to current business of the 
House. I think the contrary results would 
follow. There would be less attention, more 
confusion, more idleness, more vice and igno- 
rance, and the public interests would be more 
neglected or abused. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will ask the gentleman 
whether he thinks that any State now has too 
numerous a representation ? 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chatrman, in answer to 
the question of the gentleman, I have to say 


that [ have no doubt that the representation | 


as now distributed to the country is not fair, 
is not as it ought to be. The changed rela- 


| tions of the States to each other in population, 
| industries, development of resources, and rela- 
tive strength during the last decade, do require | 

f 


a readjustment of representation in order to 
do justice to all. Thisreadjustment would do 
injustice to none. It wouid simply execute 
the Constitution. It would distribute repre- 
sentation on the basis of the census of 1870. 
That is what the Constitution requires. If 


that should reduce the number of Representa- | 


tives from any State, it would do that State no 
wrong, but only restore the true and proper 
relations among them all. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will ask the gentleman 
if he thinks that the State of Maryland is dis- 
proportionately represented now, represented 
out of proportion to the wants and material 
interests of her people, and if not, why not 
allow that State to retain the representation 
which she now has, increasing that of other 
portions of the country so as to produce the 
equality we all insist upon and contemplate? 

Mr. KERR. I say that if Maryland has 


That | 


H 
H 


increased in her population and material inter- 
ests, and in her importance generally, it is 


-equally true that other States and sections of 


the country have done the same thing, and sc 
long as we adhere to the rule of numbers, 
which we must do always in distributing rep- 
resentation, the State of Maryland will have 
no just ground of complaint whether her num- 
ber of Representatives be increased or dimin- 
ished. If by adopting two hundred and forty- 
one as our basis she be allowed one Repre- 
sentative less than she has now, she will not 
be injured, her relative strength here will not 
be less than it ought to be, aud the same rule 
will apply to all the other States. In the State 
of Indiana we have multiplied in population 
by nearly twenty-five per cent. during the last 
decade, yet this apportionment as now pro- 
posed willonly give us one additional member ; 
but if the number is retained as at present, 
at two hundred and forty-one, Indiana will 
acquire no additional member upon this floor. 
I say that is right. It is right by the code by 
which we must be governed, and it will leave 
her still an entirely sufficient and satisfactory 
representation in this body. 

Mr. MAYNARD, It is not merely a ques- 
tion of equality. It is a question of expedi- 
ency, to get such representation as will ade- 
quately express the wants of every section of 
the couniry. 

Mr. KERR. That brings me to what I in- 
tend to make my second observation on this 
subject, and it is that I would hoid represent- 
ation to be too small, too limited, if it consti- 
tuted a body of such small numbers as would 
not be able, without over-work, properly and 
fully to attend to, consider, carefully invest- 
igate, and determine all the interests of a great 
country. Now, my judgment is that the pres- 
ent number fully and sufficiently attains this 
result. I think that if all the two hundred 
and forty-one members of this House will per- 
form their duties to their constituents, and to 
the country at large, the country will have 
no occasion to complain, or to find fault that 
they have too little representation in this 
body. 

I believe that any material increase of the 


| number of members in this House would have 


a tendency, not to diminish idleness and inat- 
tention to business here, but very effectively 
and directly to encourage such conduct. What 
the people need is the more faithful services 
of the members they have. They need more 
industry, more willingness to perform severe 
and painstaking labor, more intelligent in- 
vestigation and study of the laws, institutions, 
and demands of our country, and more thor- 
ough comprehension of economic principles 
and questions. These cannot be secured by 
mere increase of Congressmen, but rather by 
the people selecting better aud abler men to 
represent them. I would rather reduce than 
increase the number. I believe it is a prin- 
ciple in such interests that as you reduce the 
number of the body to a certain reasonable 
standard you increase the efficiency of the 
Representatives, the dignity and responsibility 
of the office, and‘that the people will the more 
certainly appreciate the importance of select- 
ing their best and -most useful citizens to serve 
them here. 

I bave often heard it said, Mr. Chairman, 
that we may with propriety look to the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain for analogies to guide 
us in the determination and settlement of this 
question. Ithink this isan error. There is 
no. nation whose iustitulions in this respect 
it would be safe or wise for us to follow. They 
all organize their Governments on very differ- 
ent and inconsistent principles. Their polit- 
ical institutions are not truly representative— 
they are mixed. f ` 

In this country we should never forget that 
we have a General Government, to which the 
people of the country have delegated certain 
limited and specified powers, and that all of 
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those powers are of a general and national 
‘character. It is. no part of the duty of a Rep- 
resentative in this House to understand in 
detail or minutely all of the local relations, 
social, domestic, and material interests of the 
people, because those things, and questions 
arising out of them, and the action which 


should be based upon them for the advance- | 


ment of the interests of society, pertain to the 
duties of the representatives of the people in 
the Legislatures of the respective States, and 
not to Representatives in Congress. But in 
foreign nations there is no system of local gov- 
ernments by States, counties, and municipali- 
ties such as we have in the United States. 

When you refer to the Parliament of Great 
Britain, you find that the number of the House 
of Commons is now six hundred and fifty-eight, 
and. of the House of Lords four hundred and 
sixty. And the power of Parliament, in the 
language of Lord Coke, is ‘‘so transcendent 
and absolute as that it cannot be confined, 
either as to causes or persons, within any 
limit.”’? But thaf is not the case in this coun- 
try, thank God; it is rapidly becoming so, I 
am afraid, but it is not so yet. Let us at least 
try to respect the boundaries which limit our 
powers. 

It becomes us to legislate with reference to 
the institutions of the country and the Con- 


stitution as it stands, remembering that our | 


duties are of that general character, And be- 
sides, many gentlemen on this floor will bear 
me testimony, because they know,either from 
personal observation or intelligent inquiry, that 
that great number of representatives in the 
House of Commons of Great Britain is con- 
trolled in all of its public conduct and actions 
by less than fifty members. The House of 
Commons cannot conveniently seat more than 
one third of the number of members of which 
it is composed. During much observation of 
the proceedings of that House, in the closing 


days of an important and excited session, I ! 


never saw two hundred members in the House 
of Commons at one time, 

Mr. POTTER. By the rules of the House 
of Commons forty members constitute a quo 
rum for public business, and twenty for private 
bills, while under our Constitution a quorum 
of this House must embrace a majority of its 
members, å 

Mr. KERR. Tam obliged tothe gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Porrer] for his sugges- 
tion. Forty men of the six hundred and fifty- 
eight of whom the House of Commons consists 
constitute aquorum ; and they may, and prac- 
tically do, transact the business of that king- 
dom. But it is to be further remarked, that 
the members of Parliament give their services 
without compensation or salary. Much of the 
membership in Parliament is merely nominal, 
hereditary, and practically indifferent to the 
actual duties of the office, and not expected 
to be otherwise. 

In this country it is entirely different. All 
representation is actual, is expected to be 
active, earnest, and watchful, is based upon 
contract and the highest obligations, is paid 
for, is not suffered to rest on hereditary right 
or upon royal grant. 

We are not only paid pecuniarily, but in 
that higher compensation which every honor- 
able Representative appreciates as infinitely 
more valuable than the dollars and cents he 
may receive for his services here. The Rep- 
resentative here has every honorable induce- 
ment to devote all his energies and talents to 
the discharge of his duties. Letus not weaken 
this motive by increasing the number. 

Mr. Chairman, before I'sit down I wish, in 
this connection, to call the attention of the 
gentlemen of the committee to a very signifi- 
cant and emphatic opinion on this subject 


expressed by Mr. Madison in the fifty-eighth | 


number of the Federalist. I wish to read 
a brief extract from that letter in reference to 
the subject I am now considering. It appears 


to me to be exceedingly pertinent, and almost 
prophetic in its wisdom and foresight: 


“In all legislative assemblies, the greater the 
number composing them may be, the fewer will be 
the men who will in fact direct their proceedings. 
In the first place, the more numerous any assembly 
may be, of whatever characters composed, the 
greater is known to be the ascendency of passion 
over reason. In the next place, the larger the num- 
ber the greater will be the proportion of members 
of limited information and of weak capacities. 
Now,.it is precisely on characters of this description 
that the eloquence and address of thefew areknown 
to act with all their force. In the ancient republics, 
where the whole body of the people assembled in 
person, & single orator or an artful statesman was 
generally seen to rule with as complete a sway as if 
a scepter had been placed in his single hands. On 
the same principle, the more multitudinous a rep- 
resentative assembly may be rendered, the more it 
will partake of the infirmities incident to collective 
meetings of the people. ; 

~“ Ignorance will be the dupe of cunning, and pas- 
sion the slave of sophistry and declamation. The 
people can never err_more than in supposing that 
by multiplying their Representatives beyond a cer- 
tain limit, they strengthen the barrier against the 
government of the few. Experience will forever 
admonish them that on the contrary, after securing 
a sufficient number for the purposes of safety, of 


local information, and of diffusivesympathy with the | 


whole society, they will counteract their own views 
by every addition to their Representatives. The 
countenance of the Government may become more 


democratic, but the soul that animates it willbe | 


more oligarchic. The machine will be enlarged, 
but the fewer and often the more secret will be the 
springs by which its motions are directed.” 


This was written, Mr. Chairman, with refer- 


ence to a then pending proposition that the | 


House of Representatives of the first Congress 
ofthe United States should consist of sixty- 
five members. It is true that that number 
was intended to represent only the thirteen 
original States; but the present number of 
two hundred and forty-one members, consider- 
ing the greater extent and population of our 
country and our wonderful means of inter- 
communication, is fully equal in all essential 
respects to the basis then adopted, 

I think, therefore, that there should be no 
increase in the number of Representatives of 
whom this body shall consist under the new 
apportionment. Hence, I earnestly hope that 
my colleague [Mr. Nrpuack] will introduce at 
the proper time his amendment, and that it 
will meet the favor of the House. 


necessity to multiply its numbers and its cost. 
It is demanded by no public interests. 

There are some other points to which I 
intended to refer, but there are several other 
gentlemen who desire to speak, especially the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] to 
whom I yield any time that I have remain- 
ing. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Before the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] takes his seat, 
I desire to ask him whether the legislation 


j in those States having the most numerous 


legislatures has not been as wise as in those of 


| States having small legislative bodies? 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, my judgment 
is that no answer pertinent to this investiga- 
tion can_be made to that inquiry. The con- 
duct of State Legislatures has been extremely 
different in the different States. In other 
words, I believe that the conduct of the local 
Legislatures in the various States of this Union 


has not been determined by their numbers at | 


all. I believe that in every one of them the 
Legislature is quite numerous enough, while 
in many of them it is entirely too large; but I 
believe it is emphatically true (and I think my 
friend from Illinois will agree with me in this) 
that quite other circumstances and causes have 
tended to bring about the inefficiency, the 
worthlessness, the corruption, the demozalized 
and infamous conduct that have of late charac- 
terized some of our State Legislatures; and I 


| refer now more particularly to those in the 


South, though some in the North have not 
done much better. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That has not re- 
sulted, however, from the number constituting 
the legislative bodies. 


This body | 
costs the people enough already. There is no | 


i 


l| governments, 


Mr. KERR. Ithink ithasnot, Therefore 
I think the gentleman’s inquiry has no perti- 
nence to this questiou. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then why apply 
sucha consideration to the House of Repre- 
sentatives ? 

Mr. KERR. It is our duty to fix a number, 
and therefore it is our duty to adopt as near as 
possible the proper number, neither more nor 
less, I think the present number is quite 
large enough. 

Mr. COX. I would not claim the floor to- 
day but that I yesterday gave a part of my 
time to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Snert- 
LABARGER.] He was about to leave for his 
home. I should have concluded my remarks 


! yesterday, but I was unable by reason of ill- 


ness. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to 
state that at his suggestion the gentleman from 
New York yesterday yielded to the gentleman 
from Ohio, who was obliged to leave the city 
last evening. 

Mr. COX. I made this explanation be- 
cause I do not want to appear as seeking to 
occupy too much of the time of the House 
on a topic of such general interest, and when 
there is such anxiety for debate. 

I wish now to call attention to something 


| moreimportant than the argument I made yes- 


terday with reference to the ratio and frac- 
tions. 

Let us go back to the origin of our system 
of representation. I do not now undertake to 
inquire into the question whether the fourteenth 
amendment, concerning suffrage, was or is an 
outrage. Democrats are presumed to have 
accepted the amendments, including the four- 
teenth. We have accepted them in good fuith. 
Hence, I charged yesterday that gentlemen on 
the other side have madea‘ departure.” They 
have on this measure made a hurried departure 
from their favorite amendment. I refer to the 
fourteenth. I made my argument yesterday 
on the construction made by gentlemen on 
the other side as. to the meaning of the word 
“ abridged.” In my judgment, after looking 
into it exhaustively, there is no way of getting 
over it, or under it, oraround it. 

The word ‘‘abridge,’” according to Webster’s 
Dictionary, means ‘‘to lessen, to diminish; as 
to abridge labor, to abridge power or rights,” 
so that when the fourteenth amendment says 
that you shall not “abridge in any way” the 
right of suffrage without loss of representa- 
tion, it means that you shall not in any way 
lessen or diminish the “right? of suffrage. 
The only argument I propose to draw just now 
from that definition is the ad hominem. If it 
answers no other end it will show that Repub- 
lican gentlemen, in passing the fourteenth 
amendment and now discarding it in legisla- 
tion, are a little toofast. They did not antici- 
pate where it might strike. They should not 
be surprised that it struck themselves. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a departure 
in that amendment from the original constitu- 
tional plan of representation. The fourteenth 
amendment in its second section. was an out- 
rage on the representative system. It is a 
‘departure’? from the constitutional plan of 
equality. As the Government was to be a 
Government of States—united States—the 
greatest difficulty was in the representation of 
the lower House. 

To make my argument complete it is best 
to remember that there was such a thing as 
State rights when the Constitution was framed 
and adopted. Althongh we had a General 
Government, constituted by the States, it was 
not destructive, but preservative of the States. 
As Judge Ellsworth said, (Elliott's Debates, 
144,) itis ‘drafted on the State governments. ” 
The people in 1787 were strongly attached, 
more than they are now, to their State consti- 
tutions. They proposed to support a General 
Government only on. the pillars of the State 
Our name signifies this, The 
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word ‘national’! was stricken from the projet 
of the Constitution on the 20th of June, 1787, 
and in room of it ‘* Government of the United 
States’? was inserted, mem. con. It was 
therefore a difficult problem how to give the 
States their equal share of power in the gen- 
eral system. Some were large States, some 
small, some commercial, some agricultural, 
some rich, some poor. Jealousy and distrust 
were not absent from the constitutional Con- 
vention. Weakness had been developed in 
the Articles of Confederation. The old bond 
of union was too weak. ‘There was fear lest 
the new bond would be too stringent. The 
independence and sovereignty of the States 
were uppermost in the minds of the framers 
of the Constitution, and of course every prop- 
osition looking to their absorption by the Gen- 
eral Government was severely scrutinized and 
opposed. The first article had reference to 
the legislative department. Two branches 
were at once agreed on. Next, it was agreed 
that in the second branch, the Senate, each 
State should have two Senators, without regard 
to population or wealth. 

Thus the States were made equal in the 
Senate, as afterward, by the amendments, 
each State had one vote only in the election 
of President by the House. The equality of 
the States was the condition of union. In the 
Senate, however, it was not accomplished with- 
out great anxiety and effort. The Constita- 
ticn was about to become an abortion, Mr. 
Madison says: 

” “The knot felt as the Gordian one was the ques- 
tion between the larger and thesmaller States on 
the rule of voting in the Senate, the latter claiming, 
the former opposing, the rule of equality. Great 
zeal and pertinacity had been shown on both sides 
and an equal division of votes on the question ha 

been reilerated and prolonged, till it had not only 
become distressing, but seriously alarming. It was 
during this period of gloom that Dr. Franklin made 
the proposition for a religious service in the Con- 
vention.” 

By the moderation and wisdom of Washing- 
ton and Madison, and a brilliant speech of Mr. 
Morris, from the large State of Pennsylvania, 
and the yielding of other large States, the gloom 
passed away, and the smaller States became 
equals in the second branch. Delaware became 
the peer of New York, and Rhode Island of 
Virginia. Whileclaiming cquality in the States, 
the smaller States were fearful of yielding to 
the doctrine of representation in the House on 
the basis of population, for that would enhance 
the power of the large States. 

It was urged that equality meant equality 
of votes by States, not equality by represent- 
ation of individuals. It was shown that in the 
Amphictyonic confederation of Greece each 
city, however different in wealth and strength, 
sent the same number of deputies, and each 
had an equal voice.» So, too, in the seven 
provinces of Netherlands and in Switzerland. 
It was insisted, on the other hand, that taxation 
and representation ought to go together, and 
that wealth as well as numbers ought to be 
considered in fixing the number of Congress- 
men and their votes. It was urged that rep- 
resentation should depend on the quotas of 
money furnished. Mr. Rutledge argued that 
money was power, and was entitled to be heard 
in the affairs of the Federation. To this it 
was answered by Mr. Wilson that wealth was 
measured fairly by population, and that 
bers represented as well the wealth as the 
people. 

Again, it was replied, that ifone State had 
by reason of its excess of people more votes 
than another, the smaller ones would become 
the slaves of the larger ones. ‘‘ Hach State,” 
it was said, ‘like each individual, had its 
peculiar habits, usages, and manners, whieh 
constituted its happiness, and could not give 
to others a power over it, any more than an 
individual when he could avoid it.” Here, 
indeed, was a difficulty almost insurmount- 
able. Finally,through the wisdom and efforts 
of these great and good men, the present plan | 
of the Constitution was adopted. Early in the | 


num- |i 


sittings of the Convention the number of in- 
habitants was taken as the basis. Then arose 
a question of details. Shall untaxed Indians 
and enslaved negroes be counted? Ifuntaxed 


Indians, then is not representation given for | 


those who pay no taxes? Accordingly, the 
red men who had the felicity of being untaxed 
(what a blessing, if they lived now!) were 
dropped out. 

As to the enslaved Africans. the three-fifths 
rule was adopted on the motion of Mr. Wil- 
son, seconded by Mr. Pinckney. Eleven out 
of the thirteen States agreed to it. Mr. King, 
who was strongly anti-slavery, agreed to this 
as the rule of equality between the ‘‘ eastern 
and southern States.” He argued that as the 
eastern had more population and the southern 
more wealth the slaves should be partially 
counted to attain equality. Accordiugly the 
slaves were carved into five parts, three parts 


counted as persons and two parts property. | 


The property parts were ignored and the per- 
sons counted three for five. This was not 
done without conflict. Mr. Gerry contended 
“that the blacks were property, and are used 
to the southward as horses and cattle to the 
northward, and why should their represent- 
ation be increased to the southward on account 


of the number of slaves than horses or oxen | 
Why, indeed, except that it | 
was intended to approximate to the principle | 


to the North?” 


of population as the basis voted by the Con- 
vention? I maintain that this is the only just 
and stable principle. Any other is a fraud on 
the representative system. By the abolition 
of slavery, since our war, all the negroes are 
counted one for one, and not one for three 
fifths of one. If there had been no slavery in 


1787 all would have been thus counted then. | 


Unless this had been done there could have 
been no Union. There was no other plan of 
equality possible unless every State had been 
given one vote each in the House of Represent- 
atives, as when the House elects a President. 
The object of representation is not to protect 
States simply, but the interests and rights of 
individuals in the States. 

What, then, is the principle of the four- 
teenth amendment? Isit population? Or is 
it suffrage? Is it both or neither? It pur- 
ports, in its terms, to be based on the princi- 
ple of the Constitution—population. ‘* Rep- 
resentatives shall be apportioned among the 
several States according to their respective 
numbers, counting the whole number of per- 
sons in each State.” ‘t But’’—ah, how much 
in this monosyllable! The exception contains 
the swindie, the threat, and the bribe. See! 


“But, whenever in any State the elective fran- | 


chise shall be denied to any portion of its male 
citizens, not less than twenty-one years ofage, 


or in any way abridged, except’? —another | 


swindlein the form of aproposition— ‘except 
for participation in rebellion or other crime, 


the basis shall be reduced in the proportion |! 
which the number of such male citizens shall į 


have tothe whole number of male citizens not 
less than twenty-one years of age.” 

This is your boasted fourteenth amendment, 
about to be discarded by your disregard of the 
disfranchised. Any one who will take the 
pains to read the Madison report of the debates 


of the constitutional Conyention will find that | 
the question of States’ rights was involved in the | 


question of representation. Inthe first place, 
the larger States claimed they should have the 
same voice in the Senate proportionate to their 
size. The smaller States said: ‘No; we must 


have equal representation inthe Senate.’ You | 


have seen how that was settled. That settle- 
ment remains; bni the House is subject to 
the vicissitudes of every decade, and we are 
called upon to decide about thisdecade. Our 
representative basis is not based on money or 
wealth. lt should be, as it was intended, 
based on population. 

After much controversy, which almost drove 
the good people of that day to distraction and 
the Union nigh unto failure, our fathers struck 


| 
| 


i 


| 
t 
: 
} 


"others are counted so much more? 


the idea of ‘‘numbers’’ as a safe rule. From 
this idea—the genius of our constitutional 
polity—the Republican party have departed. 
The idea of population is not altogether the 
idea on which suffrage is based. You, gentle- 
men, in the fourteenth amendment, in making 
a basis counting out ‘‘ numbers,” who are dis: 
franchised, have departed from the original 


; constitutional order. You gave us in the four- 


teenth amendment a mixed basis. It isa basis 
of numbers and suffrage; and they are not 
akin or correlative. Our representation, ac- 
cording to the original structare and theory of 
the Government, is one of numbers. Any fair 
construction of the instrament should be on 
that principle. It should be so, unless we 
depart from the genius and form of our Federal 
system. : 
Now the question is, how shall ‘‘numbers’’ 
be best represented? How shail we select for 
that purpose, and yet preserve the fourteenth 
amendment? That brings me to the argument 
I was about to urge yesterday in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Nipuacx.] Gentlemen seem to think it 
a disgrace should any State lose a portion of 
its representation. Why should it be? The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] 
said that he endeavored to so frame the bill as 
that each State should have its representation 
in this House. This bill for two hundred and 
eighty-odd members was made to save the 
amour propre of certain States ; for at the pres- 
ent number of Representatives, for instance, 
Ohio would lose two members, and New York 
would lose four, I mean that by keeping the 
number of which this House shall consist down 
to its present number, two hundred and forty- 
three, these losses would occur. Massachu- 
setts would lose one, New Hampshire one, 
Rhode Island one, and Maine two. Thus 
New England would lose five in all. Why do 
gentlemen on the other side seem so sensitive 
about losing members? Is it because New 
England is ‘‘running out??? Why should its 
Representatives want to seem so numerous and 
great, as they once were? Do we not know 
they are declining and degenerating, compared 
with the West? Any argument drawn from 
that source is unfair, for it throws the odiam 
of degeneracy upon Vermont and New Hamp- 
shite. By these bills fixing the members at two 


| hundred and eighty-three they lose one mem- 
| ber each. 


lf you will raise the number of 
Representatives to hide New England, why 
strike down the weak sisters of that interesting 
section? If you do it to the least of these, do it 
to the greater States also. Let New York, 
Ohio, and Massachusetts go along with New 
Hampshire and Vermont in their humiliation. 
But is it any more humiliating in any rational 
sense to be counted less when others are kent 
the same, than to be counted the same when 
Every one 
knows the proportions of decadence and in- 
crease are preserved, whatever the count. 

Is there anything to be gained in or to the 
great West, or elsewhere, by aggrandizing its 
congressional representation? Do you want 
to advertise to the people that the West is big, 
great, and growing? What Napoleon said of 
ihe French republic when the English denied 
its existence is very applicable to our great 
and growing West: ‘‘1t is the misfortune,” 
said he, ‘of those who deny the existence of 


| the sun in heaven or of the republic in France.” 
| The verse of Virgil applied to Latium is spe- 


cially apposite, as applied to the West: 
“Ubere gleba atque potens armis.” 


She is fat in her soil and powerful in her 
strength. She needs no herald from a con- 


| gressional bill to aggrandize or display her 


growth and greatness. f 

Suppose certain States are falling behiud 
while the West grows. Such an argument 
is altogether unpatriotic, provincial, and un- 
philosophical. In our former dealings with 
this question of representation Congress has 
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cut. down representation. . In 1830 the repre- 
sentation in the House was two hundred and 
forty members. In 1840 it dropped down to 
two hundred and twenty-three, although the 
ratio of-representation had grown from 47,700 
in 1830 to 70,680 in 1840. At the beginning 
of the Government in 1790, when the States 
numbered sixteen, and the ratio was 43,000, 
there were only one hundred and eight mem- 


bers of Congress. In 1800 there were one 
| hundred and forty-two; in 1810 there were one 
hundred and eighty-two; in 1820 there were 
two hundred and sixteen ; in 1830 there were 
two hundred and forty ; in 1840 there were 
two hundred and twenty-three; in 1850 there 
were two hundred and thirty-three; in 1860 
| there were two hundred and forty-three. The 
| following table will show these figures in detail : 


Noot Rent 2 Year. Nopi eae Ratio. References. 

108 1799 16 43,000 Statutes-at-Large, volume 1, p. 253. 
142 1800 V7 33,000 Statutes-at-Large, volume 2, p. 128. 
182 1810 18 35,000 Statutes-at-Large, volume 2, p. 669. 
216 1820 27 40,000 Statutes-at-Large, volume 8, p. 651. 
240 1830 28 47,700 Statutes-at-Large, volume 4, p. 516. 

+ 228 1840 29 70,680 Statutes-at-Large, volume 5, p. 491. 
283 1850 33 93,420 Statutes-at-Large, volume 9, p. 432. 
243 1860 37 126,823 Statutes-at-Large, volume 12, p. 353; also 

supplementary act, volume 12, p. 572. 


In all these several eras and in the legisla- 
tion for the number of members, there was a 
Joss to certain States and a gain to others. 
This was to be expected from the very nature 
of our Government and the character and 
mobility of our people. But no one made an 
argument at any era to show that a State was 
to be considered dishonored because, in the 
changes of population and the alteration of 
the former ratio, she did not retain her former 
number of members. 

There are other reasons why I am opposed 
to increasing the number of the members 
of this House beyond the present number, 
two hundred and forty-three. 

Let me ask gentlemen if they can agree what 
should be our number? First, I may inquire 
with reference to tbe services of a Congress- 
man outside of the House. He is made the 
servant or slave of every one. If it were only 
his constituency, or if it were not for office- 
seekers, he could get along with a clerk or 
messenger. As it is a Congressman isa bureau. 


He is himself a messenger, watchman, clerk, | 


agent, and detective-policeman, and he adds 
to these the graces sometimes of being a tem- 
perance lecturer, a preacher, lawyer, editor, 
doctor, philanthropist, gentleman, and a states- 
man! This is too much for one mortal. It 
may therefore be said that it would be well to 
divide the labor by lessening the district and 
increasing the number of Representatives. 
But this would not be done to any appreciable 
extent by the increase of from two hundred 
and forty-one to two hundred and eighty-three 
or an increase of forty members, as proposed 
by this bill. But the advantageat least would 
be offset by the disadvantage. 

Twill not dwell on the argumentum ab in- 
convenienti, That has been done by the gen- 


tleman from Indiana, [Mr. NıBLACK.] It is | 


clear to any one that one hundred men in this 
House could do the proper business of legis- 
lation better than two hundred. In fact, in 
large parliamentary bodies about one tenth 
generally do the work of the body. So faras 


aration of legislation, there is less than one 
twentieth engaged. Again, ithas been urged 
for this increase that the House should keep 
pace with the increase of the Senate in num- 
bers. I do not feel the force of this reasoning. 
If the object of Congress were the procure- 
ment of offices, or the display of activity. and 


strength in calling on the Departments, there ! 


might be some. force in numbers; but. then 
we are not pitted against the Senate, either 
vy the Constitution or by numeration. Weare 


* 


not an antagonistic, but a concurrent and 
separate body. -The greater the inefficiency 
of the House by reason of its unwieldy size, 
the greater the advantage of the Senate in 
cases of collision. A body is not great by 
being big. Corpulence is not health or vigor. 
A wheezy adiposity is not necessarliy a con- 
dition of mental alertness. [Laughter.] Lay- 
ers of jard and monstrosities of fat are not 
conducive to manhood. The size of the great- 
est of us is very small by the side of the Cardiff 
giant or Mont Blanc. Quantity is not the 
thing, but quality. Cattle and horses are 
stuffed with hay, but it is not for nutriment. 
Therefore, if we would strengthen the House, 
let us give the number most efficient, not the 
“wallowing, unwieldy’? mass. Without being 
personal to myself, I go for the smaller body. 
(Laughter. ] 


iis not so necessarily. European monarchies 
| have outnumbered us in their parliaments, 
even when their population has been less. 
The Commons have six hundred and fifty- 
| eight ; the Lords four hundred and sixty-three ; 
the French Chamber had three hundred and 
| seventy-six ; the Cortes three hundred and fifty: 
the Prussian Chamber had three hundred and 
fifty-two; the Italian has four hundred and 
| ninety-three, or one to every forty thousand. 
The ratio of population isthe samein Belgium, 
where there are one hundred and sixteen mem- 


l 


bers, one for forty thousand. In Switzerland 
there are one hundred and twenty-eight repre- 
sentatives, one deputy in the ‘‘ Nationalrath’’ 
for every twenty thousand souls. They may 
well make these small assemblies as we did at 
first, and especially when by their organism 
there are local representative assemblies. 
Again, if the principle of this bill is correct; 


i 


|| if we are to grow in members here as in popu- | 
lation, then, by the year A. D. 1900, when we | 
i have one hundred million people in the United 


States, we must have a thousand members. 


; || Then we will fall into the English ways. Legis- 
relates to the detailsand debates, and the prep- || 


lation, except on great ‘division days,” will 
be impossible with all the number. As it is, 
there is scarcely ever more than a quorum in 
the English Parliament for the bulk of the 
business.. And so it was before the French 
war for the ordinary business of the French 
; Chambers, 

Besides, if we add forty to our number it 
will be impossible to continue in this small 
Hall, or at least we must oust these desks, 
unless we dismissall our members but the work. 


ing men. The main object of this increase to 


Is it more democratic or republican to | 
have greater numbers in this assembly? ‘This | 


! 
t 


two hundred and*eighty-three is to keep the 
fact latent that New England is failing. Mas- 
sachusetts and the rest of New Englaud will 
lose if we do not increase our members. Well, 
let them lose. New England has now Repre- 
sentatives for seven thousand voters, while in 
New York the voters are not in proper relation 
as to their number, baving twenty-five thou- 
voters fora member. In Austria the Reichs- 
rath has two hundred and three members only, 
but there are twelve department and local 
assemblies in the empire. But in all these 
bodies a very few do the work. The House 
of Commons in England, as my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] has stated, consists of six 


i| hundred and fifty-eight members, while the 


House of Lords has four hundred and sixty- 
three members. He was quite right in saying 
that a much smaller number do all the work 
of both Houses, to wit, the quorum of forty. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, for I have to 
be very brief, I am in favor of theameudment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. [Mr. Nipnack, ] 
because it will give more efficiency to Con- 
gress. It will be better for our people at home. 
lt will be more convenient, with this present 
Hall already erected, for our use, and it will 
save half a million of expenses, which, in 
these days of taxation, will be something 
saved. lf we add forty more members to this 
House there will be $500,000 added to our 
expenses, and no proper equivalent for the 
extra expenditure, either by the wisdom or 
honesty of legislation. 

l now give notice that at the proper time, 
with a view to test this matter, and in viewof 
the fact that there has been so much irrelevant, 
wrong argumentation and bad caleulation in 
this matter, and in order that it may be thor- 
oughly digested by the intelligence of the House, 
I shall move that the committee report the bill 
to the House with the recommendation to refer 
it to a special committee for a thorough revis- 
ion. Ibope such a committee will report a 
bill more in correspondence with the Consti- 
tution as interpreted by our Republican breth- 
ren who made it; more in conformity to the 
genius, form, and structure of our civil polity, 
as illustrated in our written but almost oblit- 
erated Constitution. : 

The CHAIRMAN, General debate upon 
this bill has closed by order of the House, 
and the question now is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MARSHALL] to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworru. ) 

The Chairman put the question, and decided 
that the amendment to the amendment was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to a point of 
order. I rose for the purpose of claiming the 
attention of the Chair, with a view of con- 
tinuing the discussion under the five minutes’ 
rule on my amendment. Ido not understand 
the order taken by the House to close debate 
to include debate under the five minutes’ rule. 
I rose for the purpose of continuing the dis- 
cussion, If I had supposed that all debate 
was cut off, and the vote was final, I should 
have called for a division of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
from Hlinois offer an amendment now, and 
speak his five minutes upon it? 

Mr. MARSHALL, 1 propose, if it is in 
order, to discuss my own amendment. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, But the gentleman 
has discussed bis own amendment ouce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard 
the amendment to the amendment as still 
pending. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, under 
the five-minute rule, asa matter of course, I 
can make but very brief remarks upon this 
amendment. I proposed, if I had had an op- 
portunity of discussing the billin other respects, 
to have done so; but the order of the House 
has cut that off, and I wish now merely to call 
the attention of the House to the amendment 
which I have offered. I believe it is correctiu 
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principle, and that it should be applied in some 
way to all elections of Representatives of the 
people. But I do not desire to discuss that 
question. I only propose to discuss the pro- 
priety of adopting it as applied to the amend- 
ment of my colleague. ‘I'he second section, 
which proposes an amendment to his bill, pro- 
vides that where the Legislatures of States do 
not provide for elections by districts, the addi- 
tional members allowed to those States may be 
elected by general ticket. j 

It is proposed to give to Illinois, under the 
pending bill, five additional members, and to 
give to other States additional members, and 
when it is provided that those additional mem- 
bers shall be elected by general ticket the 
propriety in adopting what iscalied ‘‘ minority 
representation’? or “ totality representation,”’ 
and giving every elector an opportunity of 
utilizing his vote, is most manifest. I imagine 
that if it were properly understood by this 
committee, they would not deny the right of 
the people an opportunity of being heard in 
this way by means of this principle. My col 
league says that my amendment goes further 
than the application of the principle as now 
applied in Illinois, aud that where there were 
but two members to elect, the minority would 
have an opportunity of electing one of them. 
Well, sir, that would depend upon contingen- 
cies. Ifthe majority in the State possessed with- 
in themselves two thirds of the vote of the State, 
they could under this amendment elect the 
two members; butif the majority and minority 
were nearly equally divided, the right of the 
minority to elect one of those members would 
be most manifest, 

But what does my colleague [Mr. Farns- 
worru] propose? He proposes that where 
there are five members to be elected by a 
State, although there may not be two thousand 
difference between parties out of four or five 
hundred thousand voters, the majority shall 
elect every one of those members, and the 
minority shall have no opportunity to be heard 
on the floors of Congress. Isay now, as I said 
the other day, that the adoption of a propo- 
sition producing such results would be an out- 
rage. Wither you should adopt the amendment 
I have proposed, or the amendment of my 
colleague (Mr. Farnsworru] should be voted 
down, and the States compelled to redisirict 
so that there shall be a fair representation on 
this floor. I insist upon my amendment only 
upon the supposition that the amendment of 
my colleague may be adopted, If it shall be 
adopted, then the amendment I have proposed 
ought most unquestionably to be added to it, 
It would be gross injustice, not only to the 
people of Illinois and of Missouri, but to other 
States where the majority would have an op- 
portunity, and the temptation is held out to 
them by the amendment proposed by my col- 
league [Mr. FARNSWORTH ] to refuse to district 


the State, and thus allow the majority to coni | 


mit an outrage upon a large portion of the 
electors of the State. 
In Illinois, for instance, the difference be- 


tween the two parties at this time is not very | 


great. There are probably a half million of 
voters in that State, and the two political par- 
ties are very nearly equal. Now, some prin- 
ciple should be adopted by which the voice of 
every portion of the people should be heard 
upon this floor, and I repeat, no temptation 
should be held out by the bill which we pass 


here to induce the majority to outrage the | 


minority and deprive them of any voice in 
making the laws by which they are governed. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to speak only to 
the bill for the short time allowed me. I 
the House to consider that the only difference 
between the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur]| forth 
bill of the gentleman from Hiinois { Mr. Parns- 
WORTH] is, that the bill of the gentleman from 
Ulincis [Mr. Farnswortm] allows one addi- 
tional member to each of three western States, 
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to wit: Ohio, Illinois, and Missouri. I desire 
further to say that in my judgment no gentle- 
man who will carefully examine the returns 


of the Interior Department will say it is not. 


equity to allow this additional member to each 
one of those States, for the reason that they 
have each the population entitling them re- 
spectively to it. As clear is this to my mind 
as it is that each of the other States in the 
Union has the population entitling them to 
the number of Representatives set forth in 
the bill of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH. | 

I desire to say farther, in this connection, 
that it is one of the distinguishing features of 
the system of representation under the Consti- 
tution, as compared with that under the Con- 
federation, that the whole people shall be rep- 
resented by an equal rule of apportionment. 


‘Under the Confederation the States were rep- 


resented exclusively as States, each State hav- 
ing onevote only. Under the Constitution the 
pecple of all the States, as well as the States 
themselves, are represented, each State being 
entitled to one Representative and the people 
of all the States to equal representation. It 
was intended, and it was so provided in the 
text of the Constitution, that the ratio of rep- 
resentation should change with the popula- 
tion. Hence the constitutional provision for an 
enumeration every ten years, and an appor- 
tionment thereupon of representation. Suck, 
sir, has been the practice of the Government 
from its foundation to this hour. 

But here stand gentlemen to-day asking us, 
in substance, to overturn the very philosophy 
of the representative system in the interest of 
eleven small States that are in no wise affected 
by the pending bill. Ifthe bill of the gentle- 
man from Jlinois [Mr. 'arnsworrn] be de- 
feated, together with the amendments, the 
representation of ten of the small States will 
be under the act of 1850 precisely the same as 
it will be under the biil of the gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. Fannsworts,] while the three 
great States of New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Ohio will be deprived of eleven Representa- 
tives on this floor as the result of the refusal 
of the House to pass the bill or amend the act 
of 1850. Yet gentlemen dare to call such re- 
fasal Democratic. Sir, the people will have 
some account to take of this matter, of this 
denial of the equal representation to which 
they are entitled under the Constitution. 

I am not here to represent simply the inter- 
est of any one State. I stand here for the 
egual right of every State, as a State, to repre- 
sentation under the Constitution, no matter 
what may be its population. I stand here as 
well for the equal representation of the whole 
people, as organized within the thirty-seven 
States of this Union. The bill of the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] meets 


this requirement of the Constitution, aud se- 
cures this right of each of the States and of 
the people of all the States. 
of 1850 does not do this. 


Mr. Chairman, allow me to say thet instead | 
of meeting this requirement of the Constitu- | 


tion by any arithmetic that this House can 
employ, the State of Ohio is deprived under 
the act of 1850 of representation for 400,000 
of representative population, while the State 
of Vermont is allowed two Representatives on 
this floor for an entire representative popula- 
tion of only 331,000. In other words, by re- 
fusing to amend the act of 1850, Vermont is 
to be allowed one Representative for 165,500, 
aud Ohio denied one for 400.000 of her people. 
Gentlemen talk about the Coustitution. Sir, 
it is rending it in tatters to appordon rep- 


resentation in that way among the States aud | 


people of the Union. The fault is not in the 
Constitution; the fault is in gentlemen who 
stand here and refuse to legislate in accord- 
ance with the express requirement of its text; 
that is, to change the whole number of Rep- 
resentatives every ten years according to the 
increase of population, so as to equalize the 


The existing law | 


representation of all the people of all the 
States. 

Mr. Chairman, I have stated hurriedly my 
views of the merits of the bill as reported by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

I venture to say in this connection that 
while I am perfectly willing to stand by the 
letter and spirit of the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution, I defy any man on this 
floor, if you give us time for careful investiga- 
tion, to demonstrate wherein that amendment 
is departed from to the extent of a single syl- 
lable in the apportionment here proposed. 
Why, sir, nothing can be clearer—and I think 
my honorable friend from New York [Mr. 
Cox] will agree with me—than that under the 
second section of the fourteenth amendment, 
no State is to be reduced in the basis of its 
representation on this floor if at the time of 
the passage of the bill apportioning repre- 
sentation it discriminates against no citizen in 
the right to vote. No matter though a dis- 
crimination may have existed when the cen- 
sus of 1870 was taken, if between that time 
and this the State has redressed the wrong and 
removed the unjust discrimination, the pro- 
vision of the Constitution requiring that.the 
basis of representation be reduced does not 
apply. 

i desire further to say, aftera careful exam- 
ination of this bill and the statement of the 
Interior Department, that applying the pro- 
vision of the second section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments, there is not a State in 
the Union affected by it—not even the State 
of Missouri, because the wrong alleged, if it 
existed there in 1870, when the census was 
taken, to the extent of the illegal disfranchise- 
ment of nine thousand citizens of the United 
States, has since been remedied, and no man 
to-day is disfranchised in that State within the 
meaning of the constitutional amendment. 
This fact is well known to the whole country. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. If the State of Georgia or Ken- 
tucky should by law declare that persons not 
able to read or write should be distranchised, 
would that be such a disfranchisement as is 
contemplated by the second section of the four- 
teenth amendment; and if so, what is the 
difference between such a case and that of 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will ex- 
cuse me for not departing from my position 
to answer a question not in issue, and for say- 
ing that I propose and prefer to argue the bill 
before us. 

Admitting the case of Rhode Island to 
be within the terms of the fourteenth amend- 
ment, I believe that a careful examination of 
the returns will show that under the fourteenth 
amendment her representation is not affected, 
and that she is entitled to two Representatives 
upon this floor, as provided in the bill of the 
gentleman from Iilinois, [Mr. Farsswortu. ] 
I have gone through with that calculation; L 
ask members of the House to go through with 
it for themselves, if they doubt the conclusions 
at which I have arrived. I will only state in 
general terms what those conclusions are. 

Mr. KING. I wouid like 10 say a word for 
issouri. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave already said that 
Missouri is not within the operation of the 
rule at all, and is entitled to thirteen Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. KING. I wish to say that the nine 
thousand citizens of Missouri to whom the 
gentleman has referred as having been cx- 
cluded from suffrage were disfranchised in 
consequence of their disloyalty. 

Mr. BINGHAM. So 1 understand. 

Mr. KING. Therefore they did not come 
within the provision of the fourteenth amend- 


M 


| ment, so far as it provides for a reductioa in 


the basis of representation, 
Mr. BINGHAM. I agree to that, but the 
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disability has been removed, so that they 
could not come within the restrictions of the 
amendment upon any construction. 

Mr. KING. Therefore it is overruled. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Agreed; it does not come 
within the amendment at all. Now, as to 
Rhode Island. The gentleman [Mr. Cox] 
does not venture to refer to any other State in 
this Union that can be affected by the four- 
teenth amendment in its representation upon 
any hypothesis he dare assume before this 
House... It is fair to assume that in the gen- 
tleman’s opinion Rhode Island is the only 
State that can by any possibility bereduced in 
representation, under the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Farys- 
WORTH, ] by reason of the provision of the four- 
teenth amendment. The whole population of 
Rhode Island, as returned by the census, is 


Island over twenty-one years of age, as re- 
turned by the census, is 43,996. The whole 
number of persons disqualified, being male cit- 
jzens over twenty-one years of age in Rhode 
Island, even if you include those disqualified 
for other causes than those within the consti- 
tutional provision, is 2,835. Whatis the pro- 
vision of the fourteenth article? It is this: 
that Representatives skall be appointed among 
the several States according to the whole num- 
ber of persons in each State, excluding In- 
dians not taxed. That is ‘‘the basis of repre- 
sentation ’’ under the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution. 

What is the limitation of the amendment? 
But when the right to vote for officers therein 
named is denied to any of the male inhabit- 
ants of such State being twenty-one years of 
age and citizens of the United States, or in 
any way abridged, except for participation in 
rebellion or other crime, the basis of repre- 
sentation therein shall be reduced in the pro- 
portion which the number of such male citi- 
zens so denied or abridged in their right shall 
bear to the whole number of male citizens 
twenty-one years of age in such State. What 
is to be reduced? The basis of representa- 
tion. What does the section say shall be the 
basis of representation of a State? The whole 
number of people in it, excepting Indians not 
taxed. By what rate shall it be reduced? It 
shall be reduced in the proportion which the 
number of such male citizens denied the right 
to vote, or abridged in the right, shall bear to 
the whole number of male citizens over 
twenty-one years of age in the State. What 
is that proportion in Rhode Island? Itis six 
per cent. and a fraction not worth calculating, 
and which the gentleman and I combined 
could hardly calculate in a week. What does 
that amount to under this constitutional pro- 
vision?. It amounts to 13,041. What is the 
proportion it bears to the whole representative 
population? Take 18,041 from 217,353, 
which is the basis of its representation 
according to the fourteenth article of amend- 
ment, and you have 204,812, which is the rep- 
resentative population in the State of Rhode 
Island. What, sir, is the ratio under this 
bill? It is 186,000 in round numbers, accord- 
ing to the rule fixed by law for twenty con- 
secutive years, and now the rule of law as it 
stands on the statute-book. Take the 186,000 
from 204,812 of representative population in 
Rhode Island, and you have 68,312 persons 
remaining, which is the moiety required by 
this bill, and three hundred and twelve more 
than is necessary to entitle Rhode Island to 
two Representatives. I want to know what 
the gentleman has to say about it. 

Mr. COX. I say your calculations are 
wrong. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
to say that figures lie. 

Mr. COX. It. is only necessary to under- 
stand the simple rules of arithmetic. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted, and no further 
amendment is in order. 


It is easy for gentlemen 


i 


Mr. COX. Whatever is ascertainable ought l 


to be stated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Soitcan. I understood 
the gentleman, as I proceeded, to admit the 
the proportion I gave was right, 18,041. 

Mr. COX. It is 13,478. The gentleman has 
made a mistake. $ 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is my statement in 
regard to that thing; but the gentleman now 
says the difference between us is four hundred : 
and that will be more than overcome by re- 
ducing the ratio 186,000, as stated by me in 
round numbers, to the exact figure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is the amendment of the gentleman from Jili- 
nois [Mr. MARSHALL] to the amendment of 
his colleague, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

Mr. MARSHALL. I ask that my amend- 


i ll ment to the amendment be again read. 
217,353. The whole male population of Rhode | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words “at large,” in line twelve, section 
two, of Mr. Farnsworta’s amendment, insert, ‘and 
in all elections of Representatives aforesaid, each 


qualified voter may castas many votes for one candi- | 


date as there are Representatives to be elected by 
the State at large, or may distribute the same or 
equal parts thereof among the candidates as he shali 
see fit, and the candidates receiving the greatest 
number of votes shall be declared elected.” 

The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes 74, noes 90. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to offer an amendment which I think there 
will be no objection to anywhere in the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Asan additional section insert the following be- | 


tween sections two and three: ‘‘ That, after the elec- 
tion of Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress, 
the election of all Representatives in Congress shall 
be held on the first Tuesday after the first Monday 
of November of each alternate year, except in case 
of special elections ordered to fill a vacancy.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The ob- 
ject of thisamendmentis to provide a uniform 
time of electing Representatives in Congress, 
beginning with the elections to the Forty- 
Fourth Congress. My reason for putting it off 
till then is to allow some States time to change 
their constitutions, so as to bring the State 
election on the same day. 


If I were looking at this matter ina partisan | 


view only, I should prefer to leave the elections 
as they are now, because we always hear from 
Maine first, and that gives a cast to the whole 
elections for the year. But on account of the 
facility for colonization and repeating among 
the large central States, New York holding 
its election in November, and Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, and Indiana holding their elections 
in October, the privilege is allowed the border 
States, if any man is so disposed, of throwing 
voters across from one into theother. I think 
it will be fair for everybody that on the day 
when one votes all should vote, and that the 
whole question should be decided then. 

Again, there is another and a different ques- 
tion. Every fourth year many of the States 
have to hold two elections: one for the State 
on one day, and one for the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President on another day. This 
throws a great burden needlessly and uselessly, 
it seems to me, upon the people, and I move 
this for the purpose of having a uniform elec- 
tion to take place in the future at a time when 
all the State constitutions as to State elections 
may be conformed to it, if the people of the State 
choose to conform them to it; for the amend- 
ment itself would have no effect on State elec- 
tions as such, and is not intended to have any 
effect on State elections as such, 

The committee informally rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSOXN, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had agreed to the concurrent resolution 
of the House of Representatives for the print- 
ing for the use of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
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rency two thousand extra copies of his recent 
report. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed the bill (H. R. No. 612) to 
provide for a deficiency in the appropriations 
for the expenses of taking the ninth census of 
the United States. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. In the few 
minutes which I have it will be impossible for 
me to do more than indicate my views upon 
the subject under discussion. And in its con- 
sideration it will be the daty of the Honse 
first to determine and settle the number of 
Representatives for the whole country, and 
then to apportion them to and among the sev- 
eral States. And this duty, Mr. Chairman, 
should be performed with the single purpose 
of advancing and serving the interests of all 
sections, and, if possible, of doing injury to 
none. While I take just pride in being a son 
of Pennsylvania—a State glorious in her his- 
tory and marvelous in her progress and develop- 
ment—I would not forget that she is one of a 
sisterhood of States, each shedding, while 
receiving, luster from the others. Asno mem- 
ber of the natural body can suffer without all 
the members suffering, so no member of the 
body-politic can suffer without injury to all. 
Hence, I have no sympathy with.argument, or 
rather objections, against the increase of rep- 
resentation in this House, which spring from 
no better soil than sectional prejudice. We 
have had too much of that feeling in the coun- 
try, and our experience of its bitter fruits has 
been too sore and appalling for me to engage 
in its revival here or elsewhere. I trust that 
it is now sleeping the sleep of death. 

It has been charged upon this floor, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Democracy are opposed to 
popular representation—or, in other words, to 
an increase of the members of this House. As 
an individual member of that party, I can speak 
simply for myself; and I say that I am in favor 
of a reasonable increase in our congressional 
representation. I am in favor of the bill of 
my colleague, [Mr. Mercur,] which fixes the 
number of Representatives at two hundred and 
eighty, being an increase of thirty-nine over 
the number allowed by the act of 4th March, 
1862, because I believe it does substantial jus- 
tice to all sections of the country. In 1860 
our actual population was 31,443,321, and our 
representative population 29,550,028—being an 
excess of the actual over the representative 
population of 1,893,298. In 1870 our actual 
population was 88,582,852, and our represent- 
ative 38,113,253—being an excess of the actual 
population of only 469,599; while the increase 
in the actual population during the decade is 
7,189,531, aidia the representative 8,563,225. 
The fact that the representative has increased 
more rapidly than the actual population in the 
last ten years is accounted for by the adoption 
of the constitutional amendments abolishing 
slavery, and providing, as the basis of repre- 
sentation, the whole number of persons in each 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. 

Here, then, we have an actual increase of 
population, since the last apportionment was 
made, of 7,189,581. And taking the five Staies 
in which there has been the largest actual in- 
crease in representative population, althuagh 
not the largest gain per cent., they stand thus: 
in Ilinois, increase 827,940; Pennsylvania, 
615.576; Missouri, 595,256; Iowa, 516,879; 
and New York, 502,024. 

Now, by leaving the representation unchanged 
Pennsylvania would get but twenty-two mem- 
bers, a loss of two, although her representa- 
tive population is 615,000 more than it was 
ten years ago, when she got twenty-four mem- 
bers; and this loss would really be sustained 
by the rural districts, where the exteut of ter- 
ritory is largest, but where the increase of 
population has been the least. 

lt is said that twenty-two bears the same 
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ratio to two hundred and forty-one that twenty- 
six (the number.of members Pennsylvania 
would get under the bill I advocate) bears to 
two hundred and eighty and therefore her 
relative power in the House would be the 
same. ut I regard not alone the relative 
power of the State; I look also to the interest 
and convenience of her people, and if one 
hundred and twenty-one thousand of her popu- 
lation were entitled to a member in 1862, why 
should it require one hundred and sixty thou- 
sand for a methber in 1872? The war has 
vastly increased the business of the people at 
Washington, and while my experience here 
has been brief, yet it has been long enough to 
teach me that the notion prevalent in some 
sections that a member of Congress has noth- 
ing to do is utterly erroneous. It is his duty, 
and it should be his pleasure, as it always is 
mine, to respond to the inquiries and calls of 
his constituents, and these have become so 
numerous that they engage ‘no small portion 
of his time. Nor should it be forgotten that, 
under our Constitution, this House is intend- 
ed to be nearer the people than any other 
branch of the Government. It emphatically 
represents them, at least in theory, and it 
should be so constituted at all times as to 
be the best expression of their will. The 
pulsations of the public pulse, and the vibra- 
tions of the public heart are, and should 
be, soonest felt here; and here they should be 
soonest heeded. Our sense of dependence 
upon the people can be in no way so well 
preserved as by bringing and keeping us close 
to them, and thus making their interests our 
own. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, in view of our great 
increase in population and of the business of 
the people in the various departments at the 
national capital, what reason is urged, or what 
reason can be urged, here or elsewhere, against 
an increase of representation? Why shall the 
magnificent march of Pennsylvania to pop- 
ulous empire be not only not rewarded with 
an increase of members upon this floor, but 
be met with an actual loss of members here? 

It is urged, and this seems to be the chief 
objection, that such an increase in the rep- 
resentation as is proposed by the bill of my 
colleague, will largely increase the expenses 
of the Government, and therefore, ag a mat- 
ter of economy, it should not be made. This 
objection plants itself upon popular ground, 
for our people have been so tax-ridden, for 
many years, and so plundered by dishonest 
officials and public defaulters, that they have 
cause to be sick at heart, and to demand a 
more careful and more honest expenditure of 
the public money. But if, as I believe, and 
as I have attempted in a very brief way to 
show, an increase of the representation in 
Congress is demanded by the interests and 
the good of the people themselves, the ex- 
pense of such increase will afford them no 
cause of complaint. 

Our country is so rapidly growing in all the 
elements of greatness—intelligence, wealth, 
and population—that with-an honest adminis- 
tration of the Government the increased ex- 
pense of forty additional members in this 
House will not be felt, while the convenience 
to the people, in many ways, willimmeasurably 
repay the necessary cost. A great question 
like this, involving the proper representation 
of the people and their interests, is not to be 
valued in dollars and cents, and to be determ- 
ined by the considerations which would con- 
trola jockey in the sale or trade of a horse. 
If, notwithstanding the terrible baptism of fire 
and blood through which thenation has passed 
in the last ten years, our population has in- 
creased over seven millions, what may we not 
expect, under the blessingof God, in the next 
decade, with peace prevailing through all our 
borders, our great industries protected, and 
our people, with their swords turned into 
pruning-hooks, and learning war no more, 
uniting their energies in developing the untold 
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resources and wealth of the country? The 
nation has stretched its giant arms from ocean 
to ocean, and from the Gulf to the lakes, and 
all this vast area in the coming ten years will 
teem with increasing millions of people. In 
legislating now for so long a period the proba- 
bilities of the future should not be disregarded 
in the logic nor forgotten in the action of the 
present. 

Passing, then, from the first branch of the 
question, the number of Representatives, how 
shall the apportionment be made? The second 
section of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution provides that— 

“ Representatives shall be apportioned among the 
several States according to their respective numbers, 
counting the whole number of persons in each State, 
excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right 
to vote at any election for the choice of electors for 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
Representatives in Congress, the executive and judi- 
cial officers ina State, or the members of the Legisla- 
ture thercof, is denied to any of the male inbabitants 
of such State, being twenty-one years of age and 
citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, 
except for participation in rebellion, or other crime, 
the basis of representation shall be reduced in the 
proportion which the number of such male citizens 
shall bear to the whole number of male citizens, 
twenty-one years of age, in such State.” 


I have no doubt that the object of the per- 
son who drew this section was to induce the 
southern States to admit the negroes to full 
political rights, by punishing them with the 
loss of representation in case of their refusal. 
But the words, ‘‘in any way abridged,” are 
very broad, and a construction is placed upon 
them on this floor, by high Republican au- 
thority, too, which I am sure neither their 
author nor Congress intended they should 
bear, and which I think is not sound. By the 
return of the census it appears that there are 
in the United States 40,880 male citizens over 
twenty-one years of age whose right to vote 
is “abridged” for reasons other than for par- 
ticipation in rebellion or for crime. 

There are of these, in Pennsylvania, 2,345, 
and in the little State of Rhode Island, 2,825. 
Itis claimed that this number, whatever it may 
be in each State, should be deducted in arriv- 
ing at the correct representative population of 
the State. The census returns do not show for 
what causes the right to vote is ‘‘abridged’’ 
in the several States; but it is known that in 
Rhode Island there is a property test, and this 
will explain the large number disfranchised 
there. In Pennsylvania, however, there is 
neither intelligence nor property qualification, 
and the number that must be made up of luna- 
tics and perhaps deserters may be included. 

These classes may be deducted without seri- 
ously affecting the representation to which 
each State is entitled ; but it is further claimed 
by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SHELLABARGER] that wherever persons are pre- 
vented from voting on account of the non-pay- 
ment of taxes, all such persons should be 
deducted from the representative population 
of the State where the disfranchisement occurs, 
because, within the meaning of the constitu- 
tional amendment, such disfranchisement is an 
abridgment of the right to vote! This con- 
struction seems to me, with deference be it 
said, most absurd. 

The payment of tax in Pennsylvania is a 
qualification of all voters, and if they should 
all, by reason of poverty or other cause, fail 
to pay it, the State would be entitled to no 
representation whatever in Congress! To state 
this proposition is to answer it. The require- 
ment of the payment of a tax is no absolute 
abridgment of the right to vote, it isa mere 
regulation, and on compliance with it the right 
to vote, so far as this point goes, is perfect. 
It operates on no special class, but on all 
classes alike. It isa mere limitation, to be 
removed at the pleasure of the person upon 
whom it is placed. It stands precisely upon 


! the same ground as the right of the State to 


require a specified residence in the district 
before the election, which has been held by 
our highest courts to be only a regulation to 


secure a fair election. The Constitution of 
the United States, as it now stands, declares 
who are citizens of the United States and of 
‘the several States; yet the right remains to 
the States to adopt their own form of proof in 
establishing this citizenship. 

At the time of the adoption of this amend- 
ment laws were in forcein nearly all the States 
requiring the payment of tax, or imposing 
other restrictions, as a condition to the exer- 
cise of the right of suffrage. And it cannot be 
thought for a moment that in view of this 
fact it was ever intended by Congress, or the 
Legislatures of the States ratifying the amend- 
ment, that it would bear or that it would ever 
be tortured into such a construction. As 
there is no way of ascertaining the exact cause 
of the reported abridgment of the right of 
citizens in the several States to vote, and as 


the Secretary of the Interior states in his com- 
munication to this House that this branch of 
the census returns is not reliable, I deem it 
best to accept the population of the States as 
furnished and apportion the Representatives 


upon it. 

I believe the bill of my colleague is substan- 
tially fair and just, and I shall vote for it with 
pleasure, or for some bill which embodies the 
same principle. 

The question was taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Butier, of Massachusetts ; and 
it was agreed to. « 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desire to say a 
few words concerning the practical details of 
this bill, and for that purpose I move pro forma 
to amend by striking out the last word. 

I leave out of view the operation of the four- 
teenth amendment as a matter of no import- 
ance in this apportionment, and principally 
for the reason that there is no reliable statistical 
information upon which we can base ouraction. 
The information furnished by the Census 
Bureau. is not only confessedly erroneous by 
the admission of the Superintendent himself, 
but it is voluntary in its character. It was 
unauthorized by law, and hence it is improper 
for us to base our action on it in so important 
a matter. 

I was surprised at the idea advanced by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GarFrie.p] yester- 
day, that, notwithstanding this fact, we were 
to be bound by that information; in other 
words, that although we may come with the 
constitution and laws of Missouri before this 
body and show that to-day not a soul is dis- 
franchised in Missouri, yet, notwithstanding 
this highest of all evidence, it is to be out- 
weighed and upset by mere hearsay evidence 
of the census-takers. The idea is preposter- 
ous to my mind, but I leave that out of view. 

I desire to say a few words in reply to the 

-gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. MERCUR, | 
who yesterday compared the merits of the bill 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farws- 
worTH] with those of his own, and in doing 
so he followed a very remarkable line of argu- 
ment. Assoming that the basis, the ratio, the 
theory of calculation which formed the ground- 
work of his own bill, he applied them to the 
Illinois bill, and then proceeded, with some 
show of plausibility, to indicate several errors 
and apparent absurdities in that bill, This is 
certainly a novel mode of testing the correct- 
ness of a bill, Isuppose that if we were to 
measure the merits of the naval appropriation 
bill by the estimates made for the Army sim- 
ilar absurdities might be made to appear. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania certainly knew 
that each of those bills has a separate and 
distinct basis from which it starts, and that 
each bill is consistent with that basis; that the 
-Ilinois bill is consistent with the ratio adopted 
by the gentleman from Illinois, and that the 
Pennsylvania bill is consistent with the ratio 
assumed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The true question is which basis shall the 
House accept, and I certainly prefer the Hli- 
nois basis, which is a logical one, the result 
of simple arithmetical calculations. That bill 
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agrees in-its main features with the table fur- 
nished by the Census Bureau, which I hold in 
my hands, and which has been furnished to 
every member. Thattable is calculated accord- 
jug to the law of 1850. It takes the aggregate 
representative population of the United States 
and divides it by the whole number which are 
to constitute the House of Representatives. 
The product of that division constitutes the 
ratio. Ttisa simple matter and clear to every 
one. The Ilivois bill follows that law and 
follows that table. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has at- 
tacked this table upon one or two occasions, 
but after a careful examination I am prepared 
to say that that table, as furnished by the 
Census: Barean, is clear, reliable, and correct 
in all its results, and that it is to be relied 
upon as an accurate computation, an accurate 
statement of facts and figures altogether in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of the law of 
1850, The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
indicated that there are several majority frac- 
tions in this table for which credit is not given. 
That follows from the provision of the law of 
1850, which requires that ouly so many major- 
ity fractions shall be allowed members as shall 
suffice to fill the number fixed for the House 
of Representatives. It fixes the limit for mem- 
bers of the House, and there stops. The re- 
sult is that fifteen States are allowed a mem- 
ber for fractions, and three that have fractions 
are not allowed members. 

I now come to the only difference between 
the Iilinois bill and the census tables; and I 
think it is a very proper and commendable 
alteration. The bill of the gentleman from 
Hiinois, (Mr. Parysworvu, ] as it now stands, 
proposes to allow one member for each 
majority fraction, which increases the whole 
number from two hundred and eighty to 
two hundred and eighty-three. It is upon the 
theory that it is better for us not to stickle 
about two or three more seats in this House 
if we thereby. deprive several hundred thou- 
sand people of representation. I think the 
Hilinois bill a fair and just one, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

(Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
amendment, 

‘Mr. POTTER. I move to strike out the 
proviso to the second section of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Panysworrn,| in order that I may have an 
opportunity to say something on this very im- 
portant subject. 

This debate, Mr. Chairman, has proceeded 
for some days, during which we have been 
favored with much discussion in respect of 
fractions and figures, aud the effect of the dif- 


I withdraw my 


ferent pians that have been brought forward, 


upon perticular States, and iu respect also of 
the constitational question which arises under 
the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Constitution. But during all this discussion it 
has been taken for granted that the number of 
Representatives which should compose this 
House under the new apportionment should 
be about two hundred and eighty, And when 
the reason for fixing upon any such number as 
that is challenged in debate, the gentleman in 
charge of this bill [Mr. Farnsworrn] moves 
at once that general debate be closed in an 
hour, and we are thùs loft with but ive minutes 
or so each in which to discuss this most im- 
portant matter. 

Now, why should two hundred and eighty 
be about the number that should compose this 
House? No reason has been assigned for 
that in debate ; butit has been assumed, if I 


may judge from the opinions expressed in. 


conversation on the floor, that two hundred 
und eighty was about the proper number, 
because with that number of members for this 
House each State woald retain at least its 
present number of Representatives, except the 
two States of Vermont and New Hampshire. 
But, sir, that isa reason merely personal to 


gentlemen who may expect to remain in Con- 
gress; for the States will lose nothing, what: 
ever the number of this House may be fixed 
at, in their proportion of representation. When 
a State is reduced from twenty votes out of 
two hundred to ten votes in one hundred, it 
has lost absolutely nothing of its rights. If 
upon the new apportionment which must be 
had, any State in a House of the present num- 
ber would have a smaller number of Repre- 
sentatives than it now has, it would neverthe- 
less retain all the proportionate representation 
it was entitled to, and so would lose nothing, 
although there may be gentlemen here who 
would be prevented by the change from longer 
representing their State. But that would be a 


| loss to gentlemen personally, and not to the 


States or to the people. 

If we should have a House of two hundred 
and forty members or thereabouts, my State, 
instead of longer having thirty-one members 
here, would have but twenty-eight; therefore 
three of us, in that event, could not possibly 
come back here. That, however, is a consid- 
eration affecting us personally; but so far 
as the State and its people are concerned, it 
is a consideration of no importance at all. 
Indeed, I insist that it is a grave objection to 
this bill that it fixes the number of the House 
at that number which leaves a seat for every 
member but two at present in the House—and 
I hear those two are to be provided for by 
amendment—and that it bas nothing else in 
respect of the number which shall compose 
the House to commend it. That is, it is a bill 
in the interest of members personally, and not 
of their States or of their constituents. 

It has been suggested, sir, in this debate 
that it was necessary for every State that it 
should haveatleastas many members under the 
new apportioument as it has now, (although 
that result would largely increase the whole 
number composing this body,) in order that 
the interests of the State and of the people 
upon this floor may be properly cared for. 
Even my friend from Indiana [Mr. Nisuacx] 
argued yesterday that though New England 
would lose under this bill six members, she 
would still, with the members she would yet 
have in this House, and her present number of 
Senators, retain quite as much influence as she 
ought to have. Asif her influence would be 
diminished by a diminution in the actual num- 
ber of her Representatives, although her just 
proportional representation was preserved. 
But surely this is a mistake. Whatever may 
be the number of the House hereafter, New 
England will have exactly that vote in the 
House which by reason of her population she 
is entitled to, and as much, therefore, as her 
States or any of the States ought to have; 
while, as regards the actual number of her 
members, whether deprived of two or of six, 
she will lose nothing in her influence. That 
this is so is indeed best illustrated by one of 
these very New England States. . 

Massachusetts has ten members in this 
House and New York has thirty-one. Not 
to refer to this Congress { will remind gentle- 
men that in the last Congress Massachusetts, 
with her ten members, had the chairmanships 
of five of the principal committees of the 
House—the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Committee ou Appropriations, the Com- 


| mittee on Reconstruction, the Committee of 


Claims, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
while New York, with thirty-one members, 
had the chairmanship of but one committee, 
and. that only the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad! Having regard to the right which 
thechairmen of some of these committees 
possess under the rules of the House to 
claim the floor of this House at all times, 
Massachusetts, with a million and a half of 


i people, had in the Forty-First Congress more 


to say in this House, more control, and in 
every respect but in the number of votes she 
cast, more power than New York, with a pop- 
ulation of four and a half millions. 


; more Representatives. 


Sir, I do not complain of that. It was the 
constitutional right of Massachusetts; it wag 
an advantage due to the wisdom of her policy, 
A member of this House, than whom none is 
more able and distinguished, himself a New 
England Republican, said to me during the 
last Congress that when the middle States of 
this Union should learn to send their best men 
to this House and to keep them here, they 
would control this Government; but that just 
so long as they adhered to that principle of 
rotation which takes men away from the House 
before they become familiar with the duties 
and rules of the House, and get those posi- 
tions on committees which result from long 
service here, just so long those States would 
fritter away the power and influence in this 
Government which by their central geograph- 
ical position they ought to have. Sir, I repeat 
I do not complain of this, Whatever influence 
and power Massachusetts has here, she has 
as of right; and she will continue to have it, 
whether this House be composed of one hun- 
dred or of five hundred members, so long as she 
pursues the same wise policy as to her members 
of Congress that she has adopted heretofore. 

Mr. Chairman, the only consideration which, 
it seems to me, we should admit upon a matter 
of this kind, is what number of members is 
necessary to secure a faithful representation 
of all the interests and rights of the people 
here, consistent with the efficient discharge of 
public business. As regards the discharge of 
public business, what is the present condition 
of things? We have now a House composed 
of two hundred and forty members. Can any- 
body speak bere so as to be heard throughout 
the Hall? Can business be dispatched in a 
deliberate tone of voice or manner? When a 
man begins to speak in this House, he has to 
raise his voice and shout with all his might, 
and presently he is obliged to thrash about 
with his arms in order to supply his lungs 
with the necessary blood to keep up the 
volume of voice required. Next he gets 
excited and violent; and thus it results that 
the legislation of one of the most powerful 
bodies in the world is conducted with more 
apparent violence, with less deliberation, and 
with less creditable manner, than that of per- 
haps any other civilized country. Why, sir, 
legislation like that of this body, which affects 
the gravest rights of the people, ought to be 
carried on in a deliberate manner—ought to 
be conducted, if possible, in a conversational 
toné of voice. In the House of Commons, 
with its six hundred and fifty members, forty 
constitute a quorum for general business and 
twenty for private bills. The members nestle 
around in a little space in front of the speaker, 
and nobody has to raise his voice greatly to 
be heard. While in this House, in which by 
constitutional provision a quoram must always 
be at least a majority of the whole House, in 
order to command any attention beyond those 
who immediately surround us we are, on the 
other hand, obliged to shout until we make 
an exhibition of ourselves ereditable neither 
to us nor to the legislation of the country ; and 
yet it is proposed for the next ten years to still 
further increase these embarrassments to wise 
legislation. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania who last 
addressed the Chair has suggested that the 
people, whose pulse is quickly felt here, want 
I confess I do not see 
any indication of that kind so far as I come in 
contact with the people. During the last ten 
years many of the congressional districts of 
this country have increased very much in pop- 
ulation. In some districts there are now over 
two hundred thousand people. In my own dis- 
trictthere are now about one hundred and eighty 


| thousand; and yet can anybody say that the 


more populons districts of the country are less 
effectually represented, or that the people have 
any more difficulty in expressing their will and 
having itobeyed than in districts having but one 
hundred and twenty or thirty thousand people? 
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No such complaint or suggestion has ever been 
made, so far as I know. On the contrary, such 
is the condition of the country, such are the 
facilities of communication by railway and 
telegraph, and generally the various means 
of iatercommunication now existing have 
become so developed, that a Representative 
can closely represent a district containing two 
hundred thousand people, and maintain gen- 
eral and constant communication with his con- 
stituents, with far more ease than was the case 
when the Government was established and the 
constituency was but thirty thousand. Sir, it 
is not the people who want more Represent- 
atives, but the Representatives who want an 
opportunity to continue to be Representatives. 

My own judgment is, that in the proportion 
you increase the quota of representation you 
will be apt to increase the dignity of the repre- 
sentative office and elevate the character of the 
persons who come here as Representatives of 
the people. I firmly believe that the people 
would be better represented, that business 
would be better dispatched, with one bundred 
and fifty members in this House, than with two 
hundred and fifty. But when this body, now 
consisting of two hundred and forty members, 
is swelled to two hundred and eighty, then I 
believe that this ‘‘cave of the winds,’’ as some- 
body has called it, will have become very much 
worse, as regards its confusion, as regards the 
inability of members to understand the course 
of business, as regards the carelessness and 
want of responsibility exhibited on the part of 
members, than it has ever been before. And 
here let meadd one other objection to increas- 
ing the number of this body which occurs to 
me; and that is, as Representatives are in- 
creased in number, the number of propositions 
brought before the House is proportionably in- 
creased in number. The fertility of our peo- 

le in invention and suggestion is notorious. 
Aven now the House is overwhelmed with the 
rush of bills and resolutions, which two hun- 
dred and forty members bring before it. And 
to increase the House one sixth, is to increase 
just so much the difficulties of wise, provident, 
and careful legislation, already so great. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I renew the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire only at this time to 
eall attention to what I consider a very import- 
ant neglect by the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. FARNSWORTH] and my colleague from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Mercur] in the pending 
bill and substitute. It is that neither of these 
bills provides for a permanent organization of 
this House, nor provides for an apportion- 
ment of representation amoug the several 
States in the decade that shall succeed this, 
and after the census of 1880. They determined 
and fixed the number for each of the States, 
but they in no wise provide for the change of 
the basis of representation which will take 
place within the next decade. The Constitu- 
tion requires the census shall be taken each 
ten years, and the members shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States in proportion 
to their population, Such an apportionment 
could not be had ten years hence under either 
of these bills. The number of Representatives 
which the original bill of the gentleman from 
Illinois and the substitate of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania apportions to each State 
would not be even an approximation to the 
number that each State would be entitled to 
after the next census and under the constitu- 
tional provisions which so plainly require that 
a common representative basis as ratio or 
divisor should be employed in determining 
the number of Representatives each State is 
entitled to. In the language of the Constitu- 
tion, ‘‘ Representatives shall be apportioned 
among the several States according to their 
respective numbers.” This manifestly implies 
the nearest common divisor or ratio for each 
and every State, which ratio it would be im- 
possible to find under either of these bills, 


j times first determined the representative ratio. 


“to more than one Representative, the number to 


wherein a fixed representation is given to 
each State, and no provision made for changes 
in the populations of the States in the course 
of ten years. 

Originally members were apportioned among 
the several States by those who framed our 
system of government by first determining a 
representative basis, which was fixed in the 
first instance at thirty thousand. But in time, 
and decade after decade, the Congress some- 
times fixed the number of members, and some- 


Upon one or other of these principles each ap- 
portionment has been based, and no apportion- 
ment can be logically founded upon any other. 
Neither of these bills, upon its face, shows you 
upon what principle of representation the Rep- 
resentatives are to be apportioned among the 
several States. There is nothing in the bills 
themselves to tell us the principle adopted by 
the gentlemen. We only know that a certain 
definite number of Representatives are to be 
given to each State. 

My colleague says he experimented. The 
bill of the gentleman from Illinois is silent. 
Now, it is well known that at every recurring 
period of ten years this House and the country 
were agitated by the discussion between the 
larger and the smaller States, until the year 
1850, when in the census bill were incorpo- 
rated two provisions exceedingly wise, one pro- 
viding for taking the census each decade in 
case Congress should fail to provide for it, and 
the other establishing a fixed law, however 
just or unjust you may consider it, in accord- 
ance with which the Secretary of the Interior 
performing a clerical duty, should apportion 
the Representatives among the several States, 
thus securing a permanent organization of this 
Honse, as contemplated by the Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of the sad 
events of the last ten years, when State after 
State withdrew from these Halls, should we | 
still hug to ourselves the fond delusion that 
these people are a people so blessed by the 
Deity that we are not subject to the ills which 
other nations are subjected to? Must we not 
remember different branches of the Govern- 
ment have attempted to exclude one another? 
Is it right that we should be at the mercy of 
the other end of the Capitol failing to pass a 
bill apportioning members among the States? 
Do we wish to be at the mercy of an Executive 
failing to sign, or vetoing a bill, and thus dis- 
solving the representative body of the people 
which holds the purse-strings? 

I consider this so important, Mr. Chairman, 
that I have prepared an amendment in the form 
of a substitute which I will offer at the proper | 
time. I think, whatever we do, however we 
discuss questions of fractions of larger States 
against smaller ones, however much we may 
remember that Pennsylvania, with a population 
of three million five hundred thousand, can 
have only one fraction, while New England, 
with a population of three million five hundred 
thousand, must have six fractions, and may 
have six additional members, however much | 
we may remember that New England, with a | 
population of three million five hundred thou- 
sand, has six fractions, while New York, with 
a population of feur million four hundred thou- | 
sand, has only one fraction; however much we į 
may feel on these questions, I do hope that, | 
rising above party and section and State, we 
may keep firmly in mind the necessity of per- | 
manently organizing this House, of placing 
our existence as a body beyoud the reach of 
senatorial jealousy or executive ambition—— | 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman | 
withdraw his amendment to the amendment? | 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Ido. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurson | 
the following amendment of the gentleman | 
from IHinois, [Mr. Farnswortn:] i 


Sec. 2. That in each State entitled under this law | 


which said States may be entitled in the Forty-Third į 


i| ing the election of Representatives. 


and each subsequent Congress shall be elected by 
districts composed of contiguous territory equal in 
number to the number of Representatives to which 
said States may be entitled in Congress, no one dis- 
trict electing more than one Representative: Pro~ 
vided, That in the election of Representatives to the 
Forty-Third Congress in any State which by this 
law is given an increased number of Represent- 
atives the additional Representative or Represent- 
atives allowed to such State may be elected by the 
State at large, and the other Representatives to 
which the State is entitled by the districts as now 
prescribed by law in said State, unless the Legis- 
lature of said State shall otherwise provide before 
the time fixed by law for the election of Represent- 
atives therein. 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make a sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Farnswortu, | rather than a motion, that the 
third section be stricken out. It is not only 
unnecessary, but inelegant and ungraceful. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the gentleman 
make his motion, then. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I more, then, to amend 
the amendment by striking out that section. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. FARNSWORTH, as amended. 

The committee divided; and there were-— 
ayes 34, noes 76. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. FARNSWORTH - 
and Mr MERCUR were appointed. 

Mr. CONGER. Would it be proper to divide 
that amendment and have a separate vote on 
the proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the amendment cannot be divided. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 84, noes 87. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 
desire to offer my amendment as an amend- 
ment to the original bill, to come in as an 
additional section, section two. 

Mr. SHANKS. Will not this deprive us of 
the privilege of going back to the previous 
section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would decide 
that any part of the original bill would be 
amendable. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. BUTLER. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the election of all Representatives in Con- 
gress shall be held on the first Tuesday after the first 
Monday of November of each alternate year, after 
the election of electors of President and Vice Pres- 
ident in the year 1872, except in case of special elec- 
tions ordered to fill a vacancy. 

Mr. COBURN. I think a question arises 
here of precedence in the order of business. 
My colleague [ Mr. Suaxxs] proposes to amend 
the first section as it stands, and unless the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rutter] 
has special reasons for pressing his amend: 
ment just now I think the committee would 
act more logically in taking the amendment 
of my colleague first. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Burier, } 
which he offers as an additional section of the 
original bill, is before the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
desire to say that this amendment was offered 
to the substitute which has been lost, and I now 
want to apply it to the original bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] a 
question, merely for information. WhereState 
constitutions have fixed a day for the election 
of members of Congress, I would like to know 
hov gon can abrogate these by an act of this 
kind? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. ‘The Con- 
stitution of the United States, as I understand 
it, gives us the power to fix the day of hold- 
Bat we 
cannot interfere, nor does this amendment 
interfere, with the day of holding State elec- 
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tions. And, as I said before, the time for giv- 
ing effect to this provision has been put off till 
1874, in order to give the States time to alter 
their constitutions in regard to their State elec- 
tions. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from. Massachusetts [Mr, Borier] 
whether, by the language of bis amendment, 
States in electing to the Forty-Third Congress 
are not obliged to elect on the Tuesday follow- 
‘ing the first Monday of November. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

Mr. KELLOGG. In my own State we elect 
sor the Forty-Third Congress on the first Mon- 
day of April, 1878, and under that amendment, 
as I understand it, we are obliged to elect mem- 
bers of Congress on the Tuesday following the 
first Monday of November. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In order 
to save all possible cavil the Clerk will please 
add to the amendment the words ‘‘ except for 
members of the Forty-Third Congress.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to read the clause 
of the Constitution bearing upon this point. 
It is as follows: 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elec- 
tions for Senators and Representatives shall be pre- 
scribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time by law make or 
alter such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators.” 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, | in his statement in 
relation to the time at which this law should 
take effect, says he proposes to postpone its 
operation till 1874, in order that the constitu- 
tions of the States may be amended so as to 
bring the State elections to the same date as 
the presidential. It strikes me that that may 
work some inconvenience, and possibly in the 


State of Indiana, whose constitution fixes the | 


general election in October, the constitution 
would not be amended before that time, our 
provision as to amendments to the constitution 
being as follows: 

“Any amendment or amendments to this constitu- 


tion may be proposed in either branch of the Q 


Gen- 
eral Assembly; and if the same shall be agreed to 


by a majority of the members elected to each of the 
two houses, such proposed amendment or amond- 
ments shall, with the yoas and nays thereon, be en- 
tered on their journals, and referred to the General 
Assembly to be chosen at the next general election; 
and if, in the General Assembly so next chosen, such 
proposed mend mentor amendments shall be agreed 
to by a majority of all the members elected to each 
house, then itshall be the duty of the General As- 
sembly tosubmit such amendment or amendments 
to the electors of the State; and if a majority of said 
electors shall ratify the same, such amendment or 
poten shall become a part of this constitu- 
ion.’ 

Now, the first thing to be done in order to 
getan amendment of our constitution would 
be to have it passed by the next Legislature, 
which will be elected at the next election ; 
then, two years after that, at the next regular 
session of the Legislature (as we have only 
biennial sessions) the matter would be again 
submitted to the Legislature; and then, after 
that Legislature has adopted it, at the next 
election the people would vote upon it, and 
this will take more than four years. So that 
if the gentleman wishes to postpone the opera- 
lion of this proposed law until the States may 
amend their constitutions, his amendment in 
its present form will avail nothing so far as we 
are concerned, 

A word now as tothe point of convenience. 
We have biennial elections in Indiana, and in 
one year, at one election, that is, at the time 
of the presidential election, it might be cou- 
venient for our people to vote for members of 
Congress at the time indicated in the amend- 
ment; that is, once in four years, But at the 
election intervening between the presidential 
elections, such a law as this would work very 
great inconvenience. We could elect no off- 
cers at that time except members of Congress. 
We should have an election forState, county, 
and township officers in October, and only 
members of Congress would be elected in 


That covers the ground. | 


November, thus needlessly doubling election 
expenses and troubles in that year. _ f 

Now, in enacting laws the ease with which 
they can be carried out and the convenience 
of the people should. be looked to, and this 
amendment would entail unnecessary incon- 
venience upon us, while it would work very 
little good. It may be said that it would be 
avery great advantage to have all the elec- 
tions held at the same time, as there might be 
some safeguards against colonization and 
other frauds. But we in Indiana have not 
found that any great frauds or wrongs con- 
nected with the holding of elections have been 
committed by persons from neighboring States, 
and we are willing, so far as we are concerned, 
to take the risk of that rather than suffer the 
worse alternative presented by this amend- 
ment, 

It strikes me, therefore, that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts contem- 


plates such an interference in the elections in | 


the States as would not be acceptable, and would 


work very great inconvenience, and I therefore | 


feel like opposing it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I move, pro 
forma, to strike out the last word of the pend- 
ing amendment. I wish to call the attention 
of the House to the provision of the constitu- 
tion of the State of Indiana upon this subject. 
I understand that it has been the settled policy 
of the Government to leave this matter of 
choosing Representatives in Congress to be 
regulated by the States. 
has never assumed to legislate upon this sub- 
ject. The Constitution of the 
makes this provision : 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elec- 


tions for Senators ond Representatives shall be pre- 
scribed in cach State by the Legislature thereof; 


_but the Congress may at any time by law make or 


alter such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators.” 


I presume that there can be no question that 
Congress has the power to indulge in this kind 
of legislation, but it having been the practice 
from the earliest history of this Government to 
allow the States to regulate these matters,ag they 
have the right to do under the provision above 


quoted, the State of Indiana has made a} 
By the constitution | 


regulation on the subject. 
of that State it is provided that— 

“AN general elections shall be held on the second 
Tuesday in October.” 

Acting upon the settled policy of the Gov- 
ernment, the State of Indiana has adopted 
this constitution, and the Legislature of the 
State has made laws fixing the time of holding 
elections in accordance therewith. My col- 
league [Mr. Cosurn] has pointed out the dif- 


| ficulties and delays that must be encountered 


in attempting to change the State constitution. 
Now, I can see no good reason why Con- 


gress should now interfere to disarrange the | 


matter of elections in that State. 


What occasion is there for this amendment? | 


The gentleman from Massachusetts says that 
the facilities for colonizing voters, and for 
repeating, have become very great. That may 
be true; but I presume that the Legislatures 
of the various States have it in their power to 
pass laws to prevent those violations of the 
ballot-box, those election frauds of which he 
speaks. Certainly it is ill-timed to put into 
this bill a provision of this kind, which would 
disarrange the elections in a great many of the 
States of this Union. I imagine, from what 
the gentleman from Ohio { Mr. CAMPBELL] says, 
that they in that State would labor under pre- 
cisely the same difficulties that we would in 
Indiana if this section is adopted. ‘he time for 


holding these elections is fixed in the State of | 


Indiana, by the constitution, and as we have only 
biennial elections in that State, it would happen 
under the provisions of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that we would 
have to hold in every alternate two years an 
election for the purpose of electing members 
of Congress alone. All of our State officers 
and all of our county officers would be elected 


Hitherto Congress | 


nited States. | 


i 


in October; and then again in November the 
State would be put to the expense, and the 
people to the inconvenience of holding an elec- 
tion for the sole purpose of electing members 
of Congress. ‘There is no necessity for this, 
and therefore I am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

Mr. PETERS. Iam not in favor of thig 
amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. BurLer.] Ido not know 


| that it is of any use to saya word in opposi- 


tion to it, for I have an apprehension that the 
sentiment of the House may be largely in its 
favor. 

Sir, the State of Maine has had a system 
ever since 1820 which she will have to change 
constitutionally if this amendment shall be 
adopted. We have become used to it. We vote 
in September, and we ordinarily vote rightin 
September. It isthe time of the year in which, 
all things considered, we can throw the fullest 
and fairest vote. I know the gentleman who 
has offered this amendment has urged in its 
favor an argument of great weight and con- 
sideration. But taking a full view of the sub- 
ject, is it quite fair for the House to say that 
we in the State of Maine shall vote in Novem- 
ber, when we desire to vote according to our 
laws and the system to which we have been so 
long used, to vote in September for our mem- 
bers of Congress? 

There are many advantages, in my opinion, 
in our present system and machinery of voting. 
By it we have a shorter political contest. We 
know in September what we can afterward do 
in the presidential election in November; and 
I have always thought that we had a decided 
advantage in this in avoiding the tedious polit- 
ical contests of other States, which are so wear- 
ing to mind and body and so hard upon the 
pocket. [Laughter. ] 

There is another reason which might not 
apply to other States, for I am willing to con- 
fess that our present position in the calen- 
dar of voting has given us a little political 
prestige and consideration. All battles have | 
to be fought, or if they are fairly and care- 
fully fought ought to commence with a 
reconnois’sance. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Recon/noissance. 

Mr. PETERS. My friend from Tennessee 
says ‘‘recon’/noissance.’? Down in Maine, 
where we throw a full and fair Republican 
vote, we call it ‘‘reconnois’sance;’’ and I 
stand by ‘‘reconnois’sance.’’ {Laughter.] 
Now, we feel around a little up in Vermont, 
where my distinguished white-headed friend 
[Mr. Poran] lives, and we get up a little 
courage there. And then we go down in Maine 
for work. And although this year we had the 
valued services of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York, formerly from Ohio, [ Mr. Cox, ] 
who talks about ships, and all those things, 
very entertainingly and agreeably, and whom 
we always like to see present there, yet we 
whipped him and his party completely out of 
their boots in that skirmish in Maine. [Laugh- 
ter.] That showed what the country was going 
to do, because human nature is the same in 
Maine as everywhere else. 

Mr. MERCUR. If not a little more so. 

Mr. PETERS. Perhaps a little more so, 
as my friend says. Now, I dislike to give up 
to the amendment of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Burien] this political prestige 
that we have there. It will be an advantage 
to my political friends, for if the political sen- 
timent of this country ever changes, and I 
hope to God it never will, the first breaking 
out around on the edges you will see away 
down in Maine. I hope, however, that when 
you do see it, it will be a great way off. We 
want in the future, as we have had in the past, 
the position of indicating to the country the 
first sentiment on great political questions. I 


: hope the amendment will not be adopted. 


| Here the hammer fell. ] 
_Mr. DAWES. After the presidential elec 
tion of 1844 


1871. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would sug- 
gest that there is no amendment pending upon 
which debate is in order. 

Mr, PETERS. I spoke upon striking out 
some last words. The gentleman can speak 
upon putting them back again. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I renew it for the purpose 
of saying a few words. After the presidential 
election of 1844, when presidential electors 
all over.the United States were elected at dif 
ferent times, all parties, by an almost unani- 
mous vote, determined that thereafter the 
election of presidential electors should be upon 
one and the same day, the Tuesday after the 
first Monday in November. A day was desig- 
nated upon which but a single State { think at 
that time held its election ; not more than one 
or two States held their elections on that day. 
But vow nearly all of the States, at least three 
fourths of them, have conformed in their State 
elections to that day. Therefore, every two 
years all the States will be obliged to assemble 
at the polls on the very day which is fixed by 
this amendment. There is no other day which 
will accord so well as this day with the day 
fixed in the States. The second Tuesday of 
October is the day upon which four States 
hold their elections. There is no other day 
upon which more than one State holds its 
election. Therefore, every year or two years 
three fourths of all the States meet at the polls 
on the day named in this amendment; four 
States meet in October, and all of the other 
States have each a day of its own. 

Now, the sentiment of the country upholds 
the statute which fixed, as the day for choos- 

ing presidential electors, the day which is pro- 
` posed by this amendment. The general tend- 
ency of all the States is to come to that day. 
It makes no difference with us. We altered 
our constitution so as to conform to that day. 
It was the day upon which elections were held 
in New York; it was not the day upon which 
we held them in Massachusetts. We altered 
our constitution to conform to it. 

Now, every reason urged at that time is a 
reason for having a uniform day for the elec- 
tion of members of Congress. Whether it 
should be that dain November or some day 
in October does not alter the question. It 
might be just as well to fix some cay in Octo- 
ber; but the reason, I suppose, why my col- 
league fixed the day in November was because 
all the States at each alternate election of 
members of Congress will be obliged to hold 
an election on that day, and three fourths of 
them will hold elections about the same time 
in the intervening periods. So that if we fix 
this day in November, it will disarrange the 
time for the elections in only one quarter of 
the States at every alternate election of mem- 
bers of Congress. It seems to me that there 
are so many reasons why we should have a 
uniform day, that the States whose time of 
election is thus disarranged will see the force 
of the requirement, and will ultimately, in 
their own time, conform their State elec- 
tion to that day. I would go for any other 
day just as quickly as for that day but for the 
reason that all the States are required to hold 
an election on that day once in every four 
years, and three fourths of them in the inter- 
yening periods of two years. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As it is evident 
that we shall not get through the bill this 
evening, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Bur- 
FINTON reported that, according to order, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly the special 


order, being House bill No. 248, for the appor- |i 


tionment of Representatives to Congress among 
the several States according to the ninth cen- 
sus, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


DELEGATES ON COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RANDALL. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Rules to report the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the following be adopted as an 
additional standing rule of the House, namely: 

Ruiter —. The Speaker shall appoint from among 
the Delegates from the Territories an additional 
member of the Committee on the Ferritories; and 
he shall also appoint the Delegate from the District 
of Columbia an additional member of tha Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. But the said Del- 


egates in their respective committees shall have 
the same privileges only as in the House. 

Mr. Speaker, it may be necessary that I 
should briefly explain this proposition. The 
Constitution provides that each House shall 
make such rples as may be necessary for the 
government of its business. The rules of the 
House provide that the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories and the Committee for the District of 
Columbia shall each consist of nine members. 
It has been thought by the Committee on the 
Rules that the business of these two commit- 
tees will be greatly facilitated if these Dele- 
gates can consistently with the Constitution 
and the rules be admitted each to the appro- 
priate committee for conference, and I may say 
as advisory members. I can see no objection 
to the proposition now reported. It has been 
unanimously agreed to by the Committee on 
the Rules, and I hope the House will confirm 
the action of the committee. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desire to under- 
stand distinctly whether it is proposed to give 
these Delegates any right to vole in committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. On thecontrary, the reso- 
lution expressly provides that the rights ac- 
quired by these Delegates in committee under 
this proposed rule shall be only such as they 
have in the House. ‘heir rights in the House 
are limited to discussion and the making of 


motions. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read 
the additional rule proposed by the committee. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will add that this prop- 
osition is acceptable to the Delegates from 
the Territories, and also to the Delegate for 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Itseemsto me, Mr. 
Speaker, that this is dangerous ground we are 
treading upon. Congress no doubt did a very 
foolish thing when it provided in theact estab- 
lishing a territorial government in this District 
that the Delegate elected for the District should 
be a member of a committee; for the Con- 
stitution provides that “the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be composed of members 
chosen every second year by the people of 
the several States,” and that ‘‘all legislative 
powers herein granted shall be vested in a Con- 
gress of the United States, which shall consist 
of a Senate and House of Representatives.” 

Now every committee of this House has 
vested in it to some extent legislative powers. 
It takes the initiative, it originates bills. 
Any Delegate from any Territory becomes in 
the committee-room a committee-man, like 
any other, unless his power is particularly 
defined. He may report a bill to the House 
as a member of a committee, and it becomes 
the duty of the Speaker to recognize him on 


the floor as a member of that committee. Hf | 


he may report a bill, he may ask for its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Hecan do that under 
the rules now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. He can make a 
speech. He can speak. He appears here as 
an agent of the Territory, but in no sense as a 
member of Congress. He isan agent for the 
Territory, a corporation which Congress has 
organized. He can make a speech, but he 
cannot vote. 

The SPEAKER. For the information of 


the House the Chair will have the rule read’ 


which defines the power of Delegates. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“The right of a Delegate to submit a resolution 
is recognized by the fifty-second and one hundred 
and thirtieth rules, and it is also eompetent for 


him to submit. any motion which a member may 
make, except the motion to reconsider, which is 
dependent upon the right to vote.” 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is one of the 
rules. Thatisa rule of the House, and nota 
part of the Constitution, that Iknow of. There 
is no power conferred by the Constitution on 
this House to authorize a Delegate from a 
corporate body, except he comes from aState, 
to make motions on this floor. We may allow 
him to be heard in argument, but the making ° 
of motions on this floor is equivalent to vot- 
ing, and it isin fact voting. It is submitting 
a question to a vote. If you make Delegates 
members of committees, what are to be their 
poe It is true your rule says that this 

elegate shall have the same powers as in the 
House. Then he can only debate; but accord- 
ing to the rule which has been read, he may 
submit motions in the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. . Let mo ask the gentleman from 
Illinois whether in his judgment a motion is 
anything more than a petition, bywhich any 
citizen of the country can bring a matter be- 
fore the House for its action? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is a good deal 
more. : 

Mr. HOAR. How so? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No citizen of the 
country can come into the House and make a 
motion. A citizen of the country sends his 
petition through a member of Congress. A 
Delegate it is proposed shall do something more 
than that, It is proposed he shall do some- 
thing more than send a petition through a 
member of Congress. It is proposed he shall 
make the motion himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Itisthe same thing in principle. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir. I desire 
to be understood that I only make these re- 
marks and criticisms because I think we are 
treading upon dangerous ground here, and not 
because I am opposed to allowing the Delegate 
from the District of Columbia to appear before 
that committee and be heard. I presume the 
Committee on the Territories allows the Dele- 
gates from the various Territories to appear 
in the committee-room and be heard in refer- 
ence to all matters pertaining to their respect- 
ive Territories. The door of that committee- 
room is not locked against the Delogates of 
the Territories, nor will the door of the com- 
mittee-room of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia be locked against the Delegate 
from this District. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Let me make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Illinois for the 
purpose of hearing him on the point. J ask 
him whether, if the rule is adopted as proposed 
by the Committee on Rules, and tae Delegates 
are admitted, they can be bound by any regu- 
lation of the committee to keep the secrets of 
that committee as are members of the com- 
mittee and members of the House; that is, 
whether they caunot reveal the secrets of the 
committee, and whether under the circum- 
stances the House would have the power to 
punish them? 

Mr. RANDALL. We are all presumed to 
be honorable men, and we are to presume 
likewise that the Delegates from the Territo- 
ries are honorable men. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If my friend will allow 


| me, that presumption may include some dis- 


honorable men. It may be good as a general 
rule. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from IlHnois whether, if anything of that 
kind be done, the committee would not report 
at once and the Delegate be censured or ex- 


pelled? à 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman from! 
Tennessee has propounded a question in ref- 
erence to what the House would do. I am 
not a prophet, nor the son of a prophet: and 
I have never been able to divine what this 
House would do. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BANKS. The rule reported by the 
Committee on Rules does not change the rela: 
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tion in any degree of the Delegates from the 
Territories. The Constitution provides that 
members of the House shall be such as are 
described in that instrument. This rule does 
not at all interfere with that constitutional 
provision. The law gave to the Territories 
the right to send to Congress a Delegate or 
advisory member in regard to their own affairs. 
The Delegate has the right to participate in 
debates upon affairs relating to his own Ter- 

- ritory, and to make suggestions; and a motion 
is only a suggestion. It is the same as asking 
the Chair to put a question. That is fixed by 
law, and it does not interfere with the rights 
cf members at all. It proceeds on the sup- 
position, which long experience has shown to 
be a correct one, that a man who comes from 
a Territory is likely to possess information 
which may be useful to the members of the 
House who are to legislate. 

The Territories have become numerous. 
Their interests are very important. They are 
rapidly growing into States. And the Com- 
mittee on Rules have reported a rule that the 
Delegates shall occupy the same advisory posi- 
tion on committees which they now do in the 
House. They will only be able to make a 
suggestion or propose action in the committee. 


They will have no right to vote, but being | 
there under the rules of the House, they will | 


be bound to obey and observe every rule 
‘of the House precisely the same as if they 
were members. ‘here is very good reason 
why these advisory privileges should be ex- 
tended to the Delegates from Territories in 
the meetings of the committees, and that will 
interfere in no possible way with the very high 
privilege enjoyed by gentlemen on the floor 
of the House as members of the House repre- 
senting States. 

The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Farys- 
wortH] desires to ask mea question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Constitution 
provides that all legislative powers shall be 


vested in a Congress, composed of ‘a Senate | 


and House of Representatives, and that the 


House shall be composed of members from |i 


the States. I would ask the gentleman, how 
is the legislative power ever exercised except 


by a motion that the House do so and so, or |! 


that the Senate do so and so? 

Mr. BANKS. I would say that that is not 
power, The power to propose a motion is not 
an absolute power. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is no other 
way of exercising power in such a body as this 
than by motion. 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly the Speaker can 
present questions to the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Heis a member of 
the House. 

Mr. BANKS. He presents them to the 
House as Speaker. And questions can be pre- 
sented by memorials, The absolute power of 
the House is the power to decide by its vote 
on all questions. With that power we do not 
interfere, but we can if we choose extend the 
power of making suggestions, of presenting an 


izen of the country who may ask to be heard 
on any question. Now, all that we do in the 
case of Delegates is to give them by a law 
that which we are competent to give any day 
on any question to any of the citizens of the 
country whom we may choose to hear on any 
subject that may. come before us, and who, 
being here, may ask the Chair to submit to 
the House such and such questions, or to sub- 
mit a question in such and such a form. 
that is what the gentleman calls a motion. The 
power is to decide. Now, it is clearly wise 
end clearly just, the interests of the Territo- 


ries being so important and so numerous, and | 


so near us as they are, that we should admit 
their Delegates to the deliberations of the com- 
mittees to make suggestions under the exer- 
cise of exactly the same privileges as they 
have on the floor of the House, 


And | 


| 


i 


| jlege of sitting here and making 


Mr. COX. I desire to say just a word. 
There is a precedent for this action, occurring 
in the year-1817, in the case of a Delegate 
from the Territory of Missouri, who was 
appointed chairman of a committee to inquire 
into the advisability of the admission of that 
Territory as a State into the Union. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Have not 
the territorial Delegates always been members 
of the Committee of the Whole House? 

Mr. COX. They are members only as far 
as the law of Congress gives them the priv- 

motions, and 
not voting. s 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They are not mem- 
bers of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. They are members only so far 
as the law of Congress gives them the right to 
sit here for certain purposes. This resolution 
is not intended to enlarge any of their powers 
or rights. It is for the convenience of the 
committees more than for the convenience ofthe 
Delegates. They come here to Congress for 
the purpose of giving information in regard to 
their Territories. The purpose now is to give 
them a chance of being heard in regard to the 
business of those Territories in advance in 
these committees, so as to post the committees 
as to territorial affairs or District of Columbia 


| affairs. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then why not make 
them members of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. COX. That is what I was in favor of. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This rule rather 
cireumscribes their usefulness. 

Mr. COX. I would distributethese various 
Delegates among the committees for the pur 
pose of furnishing information to the commit- 
tees with reference to the business of the Ter- 
ritories, to mines and mining, and Indian 
affairs. I will not go any further in the enum- 
eration. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Youhad better put 


‘them on the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


road also. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to make an inquiry ? 

Mr. COX. Iwill hear it. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. My inquiry is whether 
this is not precisely the same question which 
he once argued upon this floor with another 
member of the House from Ohio,as to the 
propriety of the heads of Departments occu- 
pying seats upon the floor of Congress to give 
information to members of Congress? It 
seems to me that it is precisely that question, 
and nothing more nor less. 

Mr. COX. There is no analogyand no com- 
parison at all between the two cases. The one 


relates to the executive department of the 


Government, and the other to the legislative 
department. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I desire to answer the 


18), | objection which the gentleman from Illinois 
argument, and even submitting propositions |! [ 


to the House for decision by a vote to any cit- | 


Mr. Farxsworrn] makes, that the power of 
these Delcgates to sit in the House and make 
motions is a legislative power. It is a ques- 
tion for the House to determine whether they 
possess that power in the House or not. But 
that issue is not raised at all by this resolution, 
for we have distinctly restricted the powers 


| which we propose to extend to the Delegates 
| by this resolution to such only as they possess 


in this House. It will be seen that his objec- 


j tion, and the only one which has really been 


raised here that should cast a doubt on the 
propriety of the adoption of this resolution, 
amounts to nothing when it is explained. If 
a Delegate does not possess the power which 
the gentleman calls a legislative power to make 
a motion in this House, he will’ not possess it 
under this resolution in the committee. The 
object of the resolution is simply to facilitate 
legislation, and to make that legislation intelli- 
gent and wise by introducing into the deliber- 


ations of these two committees one Delegate 
from a Territory and the Delegate from the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. RANDALL, Iwill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What doesthe Dele- 
gate from Colorado know of the necessities of 
the ‘Territory of Arizona? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer that ques- 


ion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why not putall the 
Delegates on the committee? 

Mr. RANDALL. My answer is that the 
Delegates have formed among themselves as 
it were a quasi committee, that they meet 
together both socially and in a legislative sense, 
and they will seek through one of their num- 
ber to instruct and enlighten the Committee 


t 


| on the Territories, and that gentleman will 


really come to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries as the representative of the opinions of 
the necessity of legislation of the entire num- 
ber, the nine representatives of the Territo- 


ries. ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
them all in? 

Mr. RANDALL. 
them all in myself. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The wisdom of the 
whole is greater than the wisdom of one. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the addition of the 
nine Delegates to the committee would make 
itcumbrous. I have examined the subject in 
all its bearings, and Ican see no possible objec- 
tion to the resolution; and I now move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
(H. R. No. 612) to provide for a deficiency in 
the appropriations for the expenses of taking 
the ninth census of the United States; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

CHILDREN OF J. E. MARTIN. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill and have it referred, with 
the understanding that it shall not be brought 
back into the House by a motion to reconsider. 

_No objection was made, and accordingly the 
bill (H. R. No. 620) for the relief of James 
C. Martin, Emilia E. Martin, John G. Martin, 
and Leonor Martin, children of J. E. Martin, 
deceased, was received, read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Commiitee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

APPOINTMENTS ON COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER, in compliance with the 
rule of the House adopted this day, announced 
the appointment of Jerome B. Cuaress, of 
Colorado, as a member of the Committee on 
the Territories, and Nortox P, CHIPMAN ag a 
member of the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


But why not let 


I was in favor of letting 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &e., 
under the rule, 
committees : 
By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of R. S. 
Semple and numerous others, citizens of the 
United States, for relief from the grievances of 
the steamboat law of February 28, 1871, and 


0 were presented 
and referred to the appropriate 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘119 


a 


for the improvement of the water routes and 
the encouragement of our navigation interests. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Charles Drew and 24 others, citizens of Fair- 
haven, Massachusetts, praying for the repeal 
of the tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of J. R. Milvin, of Washington county, 
Tennessee, praying for the removal of his polit- 
ical disabilities. 

By Mr. KING: A petition for a post route 
from O’Falion, via Cottleville, Hamburg, Me- 
chanicsville, Dalhoff, and back to O’ Fallon, in 
St. Charles county, Missouri. 

Also, a petition for a post route from the 
city of St. Charles, via Portage des Sioux, to 
the city of Alton, Ilinois. 

By Mr. KINSELLA: The petition of Ralph 
King, for claim for extra services rendered 
while United States consul at Bremen. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of Nathan 
Clark, for payment of property taken by Uni- 
ted States forces in 1864. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Mary 
Thornhill, mother of John A. Thornhill, de- 
ceased, late of the ninth Tennessee cavalry, 
asking for pay and bounty. 

Also, the petition of Minerva B. Thornhill, 
of Tennessee, for arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of William R. Duncan, of 
Tennessee, praying for pension. 

By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of Jacob 
A. Edwards, private in company C, eleventh 
regiment Iowa volunteers, for pension. 

Also, the petition of Mary Desbrow, widow 
of Erastus Desbrow, for same. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of Charles R. 
Messinger, Chase, Isherwood & Co., and Wit- 
ker, Nash & Co., tobacco manufacturers of 
Toledo, Ohio, for a uniform tax of sixteen 
cents on manufactured and smoking tobacco. 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio: The petition of 
R. S. Simple and 40 others, praying modifica- 
tions of the act of February 28, 1871, relating 
to steamboats, and for fostering navigation 
interests. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: A petition of the 
officers and crew of the steamer Emily, for 
indemnity on account of their capture and 
imprisonment during the rebellion. 

Also, a petition in favor of the repeal of 
the income tax, prepared under the auspices 
of the Anti-Income Tax Association. 

By Mr. WALDEN: A petition from certain 
printers and stationers of Ottumwa, Iowa, in 
regard to the manufacture of envelopes. 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of Mrs. 
E. Horton, widow of Rev. J. W. Horton, who 
was killed in the ‘‘New Orleans massacre,” 
for relief or pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 14, 1871. 


Prayer by Rev. B. D. Owen, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of land sold for direct taxes in the 
insurrectionary States was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 457) to place on the 
naval pension-roll the names of the widows and 
minor children of Newton H. Adams and John 
Rudenstein was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate a report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 12th instant, the 
papers in the case of the application of Fred- 
erick L. Dayton for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


il 


He also laid before the Senate a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
reports of the deputy comptroller of the cur- 
rency and of the supervising architect of tlie 
Treasury, relative to the branch mint at New 
Orleans, its operations, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. __ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I presenta peti- 
tion to which I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, who is present, [Mr. Mor- 
TON, ] he beingupon the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It is the petition of the Vene- 
zuelan Steam Transportation Company. This 
ig a transportation company consisting of citi- 
zens of the States of New York and New Jer- 
sey. They constructed four steamers to ply in 


the waters of Venezuela. That republic passed 


a law opening their navigation to foreign ves- 
sels. These four steamers, manned by Ameri- 
can citizens and officers, carried the American 
commerce and flag some thousand miles iuto 
the interior, when the vessels were seized, the 
seamen and officers imprisoned, and the revo- 
lutionists -in that republic still hold two of 
these vessels. The petition prays that a vessel 
of our Navy may be sent-there to release those 
steamers, and that indemnity may be had for 
the injury done. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations will re- 


‘member that the President in his message calls 


attention to the conduct of that republic. They 
have neglected to give us the indemnity which 
has beenawarded. [suppose thatsome decided 
action would be conducive to peace, as wellas 
maintaining the respect due to our flag. In- 
demnity could very easily be obtained, if that 
extreme measure should become necessary, 
by seizing the custom-houses in that republic; 
but I do not think that any such measure will 
be necessary. The Secretary of State, as Con- 
gress isin session, and as the President has 
called the attention of Congress to this matter, 
does not, I presume, feel authorized to take 
decided action. This republic has, by reason 
of its weakness, felt at liberty on many occa- 
sions to treat with disrespect the rights of 
American citizens and the honor of the Amer- 
ican flag. 

I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before that reference is 
made I think I ought to say that there are two 
sides to that question. Having looked into it 
most carefully, most patriotically, with a desire 
to find my country in the right, I fear that it is 
in the wrong. That is all that I shall under- 
take to say now, though, should the question 
ever come up for discussion, I shall be ready to 
meet it. There are a great many documents 
in the case; they have been carefully consid- 
ered; and there isa standing protest on the 
part of the Venezuelan Government against 
the conduct of the agents of the United States, 
and some of the agents of the United States 
themselves concur with the Venezuelan Gov 
ernment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not know 
anything which authorizes me to controvertthe 
statement made by the distinguished Senator 
from: Massachusetts excepting this: that the 
facts which I have stated are in proof, certified 
by the American consul, and will be laid before 
the committee, and, asl understand it,. this 
subject has never before been subjected to any 
investigation. It is a new claim. 

Mr. SUMNER. Precisely; and there I 
should like to correct my own statement. I 
did not intend to say anything especially appli- 
cable to the petition introduced by the Senator; 
butas the Senator went forward and stated 
that we had additional grounds of complaint 
against Venezuela, I felt it my duty in justice 
to that country, in justice to the absent, in juas- 
tice to my own country, which cannot afford to 
do wrong, to make the statement which I did 


ke. : 
es FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not know 


ne 


anything in reference to the merits of the 
claims presented in the President's message ; 
but this claim has never been questioned. 
While we ought to be very careful in not being 
aggressive toward a weak republic, it will not 
answer to let the weakness of that republic be 
a defense against aggressions upon our flag. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented a memo 
rial of Gould & Stiles, and others, printer 
and stationers of Bridgeport, Connecticut, 
protesting against the manufacture and sale 
of stamped envelopes by the Government; 
which was referred to the Commitiee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I present a protest 
against the extension of suffrage to women. 
It is signed by Mrs. Elmira Lincola Phelps, 
of Baltimore, corresponding secretary of the 
National Anti-Suffrage League or Committee 
of Women, and is said to be signed by three 
thousand five hundred and ninety-eighi other 
women; and this number, added to those who 
have already presented like petitions or pro- 
tests, makes the number more than ten thous 
sand who have been heard on this question 
as a unit 

This protest is said to contain the names of 
many of the most highly respectable, influen- 
tial, and talented women, who reside in ten dif- 
ferent States, over sixteen hundred of them in 
the State of Connecticut. Jn looking over the 
names I find that { know many of them, and 
that they are entitled to great respect. They 
are not manly women, but women of good 
sense, and their judgment is entitled to con- 
sideration. They do not say anything in regard 
to the right of suffrage. They do not claim 
but that they have as good a right by nature to 
vote as men; nor do they assert but that a boy 
of ten years of age has as good a right to vote 
as they; nor do they say that the Government 
has not aright to adopt some arbitrary rule 
which shall define who may and who may not 
exercise the right of suffrage; but they are . 
alarmed and express their alarm, Having, as 
they claim, now their full share of burdens and 
responsibilities, they fear that others more bold 
than they will place upon them other duties 
and responsibilities unsuited to their physical 
organization, and therefore they ask Congress 
to shield them from these dangers. 

They say they think the extension of suffrage 
to them will be adverse to the interests of the 
workingwomen, that it will introduce a fruit- 
fal element of discord in the existing marriage 
relation ; and that it will be fraught with great 
danger to the general order of the country. 

l sympathize with them. {see no possible 
benefit that can arise by the extension of suf- 
frage to women which shali be of advantage to 
them or to the country. I send the petition 
to the desk with its envelope of red, white, 
and blue, emblematical of their layalty, [the 
petition was inclosed in a bag made of alier- 
nate stripes of red, white, and blue silk,] and 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires 
to stats, without interrapting the remarks on 
the petitions presented this morning, that the 
twenty-fourth rule provides that— 

“When a petition is presented, a brief statement 
of the contents of the petition or memorial shall 
verbally be made by theintroducer.” 

This is in order to allow the morning busi- 
ness to be completed before the expiration of 
the hour. The Senator from Maine is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will endeavor to comply 
with that rule. I have received two petitions 
from citizens of Maine, and in these petitions 
they ask that the duty on salt be repealed. 
believe that is a short and succinct. statement 


It will be so 
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of what they request. I believe that matter is 
still before the Committee on Finance, and I 
move: that the petitions be referred to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOWE presented a petition of citizens 
of Wisconsin. praying that the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government be discontinued ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING. T present a petition of 
numerous citizens of New York largely engaged 
as rectifiers of spirits, making suggestions 
apparently very wall considered, touching the 
consolidation and arrangement of special taxes. 
I move the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I presentalso a petition 
extensively signed by citizens who were sol- 
diers for the Union in tbe late war for the sup- 

ression of therebellion, residing in very many, 
1f not all, of the counties of the State of New 
York; which petition is intended to remind 
Congress, and does remind usia forcibleterms, 
of the services of women during the war, who, 
going into hospitals and camps, rendered, as 
nurses, most valuable services, which these 
soldiers recognize, and which, they say, have 
never been compensated in any way, and they 
pray that some provision may be made by pen- 
sion for the acknowledgment tangibly of the 
heroic and charitable offices of these women. 
I move that this petition be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. OSBORN presented the memorial of 
Louis Baker, praying that the necessary steps 
bé taken by Congres to introduce into the 
southern States certain palms for the produc- 
tion of sugar and fruits; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mir. KELLOGG presented a petition from 
tax-payers of New Orleans, Louisiana, pray- 
ing the repeal of the duty on salt; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Me- 
linda Walters, widow of Robert Walters, late 
of the United States Marine corps, praying to 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee’on Pensions. . 

Mr, SPENCER. I present the petition of 
David A. Perryman, a citizen of Randolph 
county, Alabama, praying the removal of his 
political disabilities. This petition is recom- 
mended by the Republican members of the 
General Assembly of the State of Alabama. 
I move its reference to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPENCER. I also present the petition 
of William McMahan, of Cleburne county, 
Alabama, praying the removal of his political 
disabilities, This petition is alsorecommended 

. by alarge number of the members of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Alabama. I move its refer- 
ence to the select Committee on the Removal 
of Political Disabilities. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER. [also present the petition 
of Jobu W. Wiggonton, of Cleburne county, 
Alabama, praying the removal of his political 
disabilities. This petition isalso recommended 
by a large number of members of the General 
Assembly of the State of Alabama. I move 
its reference to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

The motion was agreed to. e 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against 
the sale of stamped envelopes by the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, relative to the tax on spirits; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr, CARPENTER presented the memorial 


of Charles Lanman, of Georgetown, District of 


Columbia, praying to be reimbursed for losses || 


sustained by the infringement of the Govern- 
ment on his copyright for the work called 
Lanman’s Dictionary ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Frintidg : 

Mr. COOPER presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Tennessee, asking the enact- 
ment of a law by Congress during this session 
that will cause to be refunded to the people of 
the cotton-growing States the tax imposed and 
collected on cotton for the years 1865, 1866, and 
1867; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. a 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of 
Edward B. Southworth, formerly an acting 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, praying that 
the sum of $1,098 kept back and deducted from 
his accounts by the Treasury Department may 
be restored to him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. OSBORN. I move that J. D. Reed be 
allowed to withdraw his papers from the files 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has there been 
an adverse report? . 

Mr. OSBORN. I do not think there has 
been any adverse report. __ 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the order will be made. 

On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Mary- 
land, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of H. R. de 
la Reintrie, for the settlement of his accounts as 
vice consul general at Havana, be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 


On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Mary- 
land, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Henry Roy de la 
Reintrie, for compensation for his services in expos- 
ing the fraudulent claims of José Y. Limantour to 
lands in San Francisco county and adjacent islands, 
California, be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That papers relating to the claims of 
Anna Green and Maria Bohrer, heirs-at-law of Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Uriah Forrest, an officer in the rev- 
olutionary war, be taken from the files of the Senate 
ane referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

laims, 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John B. 
Emerson be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Commit- 
tee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Lewis Wieser, praying the erec- 
tion of a bureau in the Department of the 
Interior, in connection with the Patent Office, 
to be known as the bureau of industry, have 
instructed me to report it back, asking to be 
discharged from the farther consideration of 
this memorial, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. Although 
the Patent Office is named in the indorsement 
of this paper, it is really a long memorial ask- 
ing for the erection of asystem of model schools 
by the Government, and the subject-matter 
properly belongs to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 105) for 
the relief of J. Milton Best, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersow, itsClerk, announced 
that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
enrolled bill (H. R. No. 612) to provide for a 
deficiency in the appropriations forthe expenses 
of taking the ninth census of the United States; 
oe was thereupon signed by the Vice Presi- 

ent. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
i sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
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880) to promote the securing of efficient sea- 
men for the Navy of the United States ; which 
was read twico by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 381) restoring to the marshal of the 
District of Columbia the exclusive supervision 
of the jail in said District; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
882) to provide for a building for the use of 
the Federal courts, post office, internal rev- 
enue, and other civil offices, in the city of 
Little Rock, Arkansas; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KELLY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 888) extending the time for the selection 
of swamp and overflowed lands in Oregon, 
under an act of Congress approved March 
12, 1860; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 885) to regulate the admission of 
pupilsinto the Columbia Institution for the Deaf 
and Dumb; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY (ashe stated, at the request 
of the Delegate from the Territory of Utah) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by: their titles, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. No. 386) granting lands to aid in 
the reclamation of desert lands in the Terri- 
tory of Utah; and 

A bill (S. No. 887) to incorporate the Bear 
River and Cache Valley Canal Company, and 
for a grant of lands to aid in the construction 
of a canal for irrigation and other purposes 
in the Territories of Utah and Idaho. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 388) imposing tonnage duties, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 889) for the relief of certain settlers 
on the publie lands in Iowa under the provis- 
ions of the homestead laws; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 390) granting a pension to Sarab 
Evans; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, if 
there be no objection, 

Mr. THURMAN. That bill was referred 
at the last Congress and reported upon favor- 
ably, and I do not think it is necessary that it 
should be referred again. It is the identical 
bill that was referred then and reported upon, 
I do not consider it necessary to have it re- 
ferred now, but prefer that it should take its 
place on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
take its place on the Calendar instead of being 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, if the 
Senator desires that action. 

Mr, ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 391) regulating promotion, employment, 
and pay in the Navy of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
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the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
GREEN BAY SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
384) extending the time for the completion of 
the Green Bay and Sturgeon Bay and, Lake 
Michigan ship-canal in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to ask a favor of the 
Senate. The Senate has twice passed that 
bill, accompanied with an appropriation of 
two hundred thousand acres of land for the 
State of Wisconsin. The State has become 
satisfied, since we have fallen upon these 
parsimonious dispositions, that Congress will 
grant no more land for that purpose. This is 
a bill simply to extend the time for completing 
the canal without any grant. I have shown it 
to the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands; I have shown it to the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Casserzy,] who is a member 
of that committee, and they both find it unob- 
jectionable. It is very desirable that it should 
pass before our Legislatures meet, in order 
that they may legislate to prevent trespasses 
on these lands. They are in the neighborhood 
of the burnt district, and I ask the Senate to 
unanimously consider that bill at the present 
time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which proposes to extend the 
time for the completion of the Green Bay and 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal 
to the 10th day of April, 1874. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. CORBETT submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to furnish to the Senate any information on file in 
his Department as to the cost of the necessary im~- 
provement of the Columbia river near and below 
‘the mouth of the Willametto, and the removal of 
qnuenetons in the Columbia river above Celilo, 

regon. 


LIFB-SAVING STATIONS ON JERSEY COAST. 


Mr. STOCKTON submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish to the Senate any information in 
his possession in reference to the present, condition 
of the life-saving stations on the.coast of New Jer- 
sey and Long Island, including the report of Captain 
Faunce; also, what increase has been made in their 
number and efficiency since the last session of Con- 
gress. 

REPORT OF COLUMBIA INSTITUTION. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: ` 

Resolved, That one thousand additional copies of 
the last annual report of the Columbia Institution 
for the Deaf and Dumb be printed for the use of the 
president of the institution. 


ARMY REGISTER. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the usc of the 
Senate one thousand copies of the Army Register 
to be published in January, 1872. 


DRAINAGE OF BEAVER LAKE. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Interior be 
directed to communicate to the Senate all informa- 
tion in his possession connected with the drainage 
of Beaver lake, situate in Newton (formerly Jasper) 
county, in the State of Indiana; when, by whom, at 
what cost, and under what authority, the lake was 
drained; how much land not ineluded in the ori- 
ginal public surveys has been laid bare and made 
dry in consequence of such drainage; the probable 
value of the land reclaimed, with and without the 
improvements placed thereon,and the profits realized 
from its occupancy ; what persons are in possession of | 


the same, and by what right or claim of right; what 
other persons not in possession lay claim to the same, 
and by what claim of title; whether since the drain- 
age the bed of the lake so laid bare has been sur- 
veyed, and if not, why not; how much of the ori- 
ginal bed of the lake still remains covered by water, 
and the practicability of further draining the same; 
what legal proceedings have been had in the courts 
or before the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office by the claimants to detormine their title, and 
what decisions have been made in the premises; also, 
what further legislation, in his opinion, is necessary 
to enable said Commissioner to dispose of said land, 
and adjust the conflicting claims thereto, provided 
the United States have any title to the bed of the 
lake, under the principle named by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in Pollard, lessee, vs. 
Hagan et al., 3 Howard’s Reports, page 212, 


IRON SHIP-BUILDING YARDS. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That so much of the report of the Scere- 
tary of the Navyas refers to the establishing of iron 
ship-building yards and docks be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and that they be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 


ing an iron ship-building yard and docks at some 
point in the Mississippi valley, and report by bill or 
otherwise. 


SHIP-BUILDING. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution; which was cònsidered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That so much of the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury as refers to the establishment 
and continuance of ship-building in the United 
States, and to the means for obtaining the control 
of such proportion at least of the commerce of the 
world as is derived from the export of the products 
of this country and the importation of merchandise 
required for domestic consumption, be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and that said commit- 
tee be directed to inquire into tho expediency of 
paying a premium per ton upon American-built iron 
steamers. 


THE TARIFF QUESTION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business seems to have concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I think every Senator has 
had all he wants, or ought to have, in the 
shape of morning business this morning, and 
now I desire to call up the joint resolution 
from the House of Representatives in relation 
to the pay of laborers in the Government ser- 
vice. I hope the Senate will take it up and 
dispose of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to make an 
inquiry, and perhaps a motion, which I suppose 
will be proper during the reception of morn- 
ing business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the morning business ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir, as it would 
be a motion which [ suppose would be proper 
to be made now if it is made atall. I desire 
to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance when we may expect a report from 
that committee on the bills which came from 
the House of Representatives at the last ses- 
sion of Congress repealing the duties upon 
coal and salt. The Senate will remember that 
we could not consider those bills at the former 
session under a rule that prevented any action 
upon them, and at the close of the session 
they were referred with a mass of other bills 
to the Committee on Finance. Now, I desire 
to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance whether we may expect those bills 
to be reported back before the holidays or at 
a very early day? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Jam authorized. by the 
Committee on Finance to say that they are 
prepared to report the amendments to those 
bills which they intend to propose to the Sen- 
ate. We were prepared to do it at the begin- 
ning of the session, but we withheld our report 
onthe ground, first, that the Committee of Ways 
and Meansof the other House had never passed 
upon the bills which were sent to us by the 
House of Representatives; and in the next place 
we doubted very much whether we could re- 
port amendments coextensive with the entire 
subject-matter of those bills; that is to say, 
we doubted whether, under our power to pro- 
pose amendments, we could propose amend- 


In regard to 


ments to tariff bills that would affect internal 
revenue. Our inquiries have extended to the 
whole subject of taxation, and our amendments 
cover the whole subject of internal and exter- 
naltaxes. The committee, therefore, after con- 
siderable discussion, concluded that it would 
be advisable to postpone any report until the 
Committee of Ways and Means had had an 
opportunity to present the subject in the House 
of Representatives. 

I will, however, say that ifthe Senate desire 
and wish to have a report from the Finance 
Committee of those bjlls, at any time that its 
vote indicates that fact I shall be prepared to 
make the report; but I do not wish to do it, 
and it is the judgment of the Committee on 
Finance that it oughtnot to be doneat present, 
and until the House of Representatives have 
had the opportunity to develop a little further 
what they intend to propose on this subject of 
taxation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I desire, 
then, after this statement of the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, to give notice that 
I will move to-morrow morning, if the oppor- 
tunity offers, to discharge the Committee on 
Finance from the further consideration of the 
bills from the House of Representatives re- 
pealing the duty on coal and the duty on salt ; 
and I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio 
that I entirely concur with him that it is incom- 
petent, under the action taken by the two 
Houses, for the Committee on Finance to 
undertake to attach a general tariff bill to 
those two bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that. On 
the contrary, I never have heard a suggestion 
denying that we had ample power to say that 
instead of repealing certain duties we would 
repeal others. We can, undoubtedly, propose 
amendments coextensive with the whole tariff 
question. There are several precedents of 
that kind. I suppose that noone would doubt 
that under our power to amend a bill wecould 
propose any amendment that would be perti- 
nent and parliamentary. The. doubt we had 
was this: as the internal and external taxes 
are part of one great system, is it advisable to 
take up the tariff question separately from the 
consideration of the question of internal rev- 
enue taxation? We thought that perhaps it 
would not be proper for us to propose amend- 
ments of the internal revenue taxation on a 
bill sent to us from the House of Represent- 
atives about the tarif. I have no doubt at all 
about our power to propose any amendment 
coextensive with the whole tariff legislation 
of Congress, on the bills now before us. 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. WILSON ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts claims the floor, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois has given notice of his inten- 
tion to-morrow—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to reply to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, and will 
take but a moment. The Senator from Ohio 
did not quite understand me. I understood 
the Senate at the last session to take this 
position: that a bill to repeal a duty or a tax 
was not a bill for the purpose of raising reve- 
nue. The House of Representatives, however, 
disagreed with us on that. Now, here is a 
pill simply to repeal the duty on salt, if you 
please. On that bill to repeal the duty on- 
salt, it not being a bill for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue according to the understanding 
of the Senator, it would be improper for the 
Senate to undertake to attach a general reve 
nue bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


claimed. 


I never heard that 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


Mr. WILSON. I now insist on my motion 
to take up House joint resolution No. 47. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
| consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 47) 
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in relation to pay of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States; the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
‘TRUMBULL, which was to add: 

Sec, 2, That the act entitled ‘‘An act constituting 
eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States.” approved June 25, 

868, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope, Mr. President, that 
the Senator from Ulinois will withdraw that 
amendment, and if he desires to test the sense 
of the Senate on that question, let a separate 
bill be brought in by which we may have the 
question settled on its merits. This is a reso- 
lution that comes from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to correct a mistake which was made 
in the construction of the law. It does not 
apply wholly to the Springfield workmen, 
although they protested against it at the time 
and took their pay under protest. It applies 
to men employed in other arsenals, and in the 
navy-yards, and to several other employés 
of the Government. Take the case of Rock 
island, where a number of workmen were em- 
ployed. They worked some fourteen months 
and received reduced pay, while the men at the 
arsenal at Allegheny, Pennsylvania, never had 
any reduction at all. In several other places 
there was no reduction made; in others there 
were reductions, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Will the Sen- 
ator answer the inquiry, what was the mistake 
in the law or the mistake in the construction 
of the law which it is proposed to remedy? 

Mr. WILSON. The law was passed for the 
purpose of making eight hours a day’s work. 
After the law was passed, in some of the pub- 
lic works the superintending officer declared 
that the workmen should receive pay not for 
a day’s work but for eight hours’ work, on the 
assumption that ten hours constituted a work- 
ing day. It was a violation of the law evi- 
dently. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Now, another 

uestion right there. Had not the Attorney 

eneral given an opinion that that construc- 
tion was the correct construction, that the 
laborer was to be paid according to the amount 
of labor done? 

Mr. WILSON. The Attorney General made 
a construction on that subject, but it was over- 
ruled by the President of the United States, 
who decided otherwise. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Very well. 
Then there was no mistake in the construction 
of the law. 

Mr. WILSON. The ultimate decision was 
contrary to that construction, and this is to 
make a correction. One wordin regard to the 
amount of labor done. I have positive testi- 
mony here before me—the testimony of Major 
Benton—that the piece-workmen earned as 
much and one cent over while working eight 
hours a day, and Major Benton also says the 
men worked at eight hours a day better than 
they ever worked at ten. 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear that report. 

Mr. WILSON. I will find his letter in a 
moment, I will simply say, sir, that I hope 
this resolution will pass. I know that it will 
accomplish the result, and that under it the 
men who had their pay reduced will receive 
their proper compensation. After that is done, 

` if Senators desire to bring up the question of 
repealing this law it will be a fair subject for 
consideration, and we may take it up by itself, 
but I do not think it ought to be put on this 
little resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives, 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, I hope 
that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from. Ilinois will be adopted if this bill is to 
pass. I think it is quite time that we repealed 
this eight-hour law. I think it has produced 
enough mischief already among our people, 
and particularly in the manufacturing districts, 
and in fact in all classes of mechanical labor 


where there is competition. There it proves 
to be a very greatinjury. Our mechanics who 
are laboring alongside of those engaged on 
public works work ten hours and receive only 
the same wages that these people obtain who 
work eight hours. a 
satisfaction, and it prevents improvements, 
and it has throughout the country prevented 
improvements and advancement of building 
throughout all our cities that I know anything 
of. It has put a stop to many works that were 
in progress. I think if this bill is to be adopted 
now itis a good time to repeal this law. I 
certainly will not vote for this bill unless the 
amendment is attached to it, In order to 
repeal this law, and to close this whole matter 
up, I am willing to vote for the bill with the 
amendment; without it I am opposed to the 
bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President f 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Hli- 
nois allow me to read an extract from Major 
Benton’s letter? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yield for that purpose? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it all be read at the 
desk. 

Mr. WILSON. I send it to the desk to be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NATIONAL ARMORY, 
SPRINGFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS, August 20, 1868. 

Sır: I hayetoacknowledge the receipt of your let- 
ter of the 18th instant, inclosing a decision of the Sec- 
retary of War in relation to the wages paid to work- 
men under the eight-hour system. The instuc- 
tions will be duly observed. From the 13th of July 
to the present time the workmen have been work- 
ing under the impression that their daily wages, as 
well as the price of their piecework, would be the 
same as under the ten-hour system, and I desire to 
be informed if the rolls can be made out for this 
period on this basis, is i 
eight-hour law I thought was the one generally ac- 
cepted in the different Departments of the Govern- 


ment, and was the one which I allowed to govern 
me until I was otherwise instructed. With the piece- 


workmen the decision of the Secretary of War will | 


make but little difference, as they have managed 
under the old tariff to make quite as much per day 
under the eight as under the ten-hour system, while 
I believe that the day-workmen have worked harder 
and more faithfully under the eight than under 
the ten-hour system. I am not, of course, prepared 
tosay that they have accomplished fully as much 
for the Government. 

Rather than pave their wages reduced to conform 
to the eight-hour day, all the day-workmen have 
expressed a wish to work ten hours every twenty- 
four, or one day and a quarter, so that the amount 
of work turned out hereafter will be the same as 
formerly. 


The pieceworkmen will have the option of work- | 


ing eight or ten hours, as they may choose, provided 
they accomplish as much in the former as in the 
latter time, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. G. BENTON, 
Brevet Colonel Commanding. 

Gen. A. B. DYER, Chief of Ordnance, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This letter shows the 
folly of this law, if I may so say. None of us, 
I suppose, are opposed to the enactment and 
maintenance of any law that has a tendency to 
elevate labor and to relieve labor from improper 
burdens; but in this case our law has had no 
such effect. The men whom it was designed 
to benefit do not approve of it, as this letter 
shows. It produces unpleasant feelings be- 
tween those who are employed in the Govern- 
ment service and work eight hours and those 
who are outside and work ten. The effect of 
the law has not been beneficial upon the labor- 
ing interests of the country. On the contrary, 
it has created alienation and bad feeling, and 
has done no good. It has been construed differ- 
ently at different places, as we now see by the 


bill which the Senator from Massachusetts has | 
in charge; and I think it will be better for | 
į the Government, better for the laboring men, 


better for all concerned, to repeal the statute. 

I have no opposition to the proposition which 
the Senator from Massachuseits has in charge, 
and do not wish to embarrass it. Idid not 
wish to take up any time in the discussion of 
the proposition which I submitted; but I 
thought that this was the proper place to take 


That creates great dis- | 


This interpretation of the i 


H 


a vote upon it. Jf nobody wishes to discuss 
it, as the Senate understands very well the 
effect of this eight-hour law, I thought we 
might take the vote upon itat once. If it be 
voted down, I shall be entirely satisfied. If it 
is to be adopted, let it be adopted with the 
provision of the bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to produce equality in the various 
armories of the country, where it seems in- 
equality bas hitherto obtained. I understand 
that in my own State, at Rock Island, there 
were a number of laborers who were not paid 
according to the rule adopted in some other 
of the arsenals. I think the rule should be 
uniform on the part of the Government, I 
have no hostility to the bill which the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to have passed. 
I do not offer this amendment with that view; 
but I should like very much to see what the 
judgment of the Senate is in reference to the 
continuance of a law which has created only 
trouble and disagreement and done no good 
to a laboring man anywhere. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I shail vote 
for the proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, because I think some inequality has 
been done in the construction of the law. I 
have no doubt that the Attorney General gave 
the correct construction of the law, and that it 
was a mistake to overrule it; but Iam opposed 


|| to the existence of the eight-hour law because 


it is a degradation tothe workingman. The 
man himself should be considered a man equal 
to his employer, and allowed to dictate his own 
terms, whether he will work eight hours, whether 
he will work for a dollar anda half a day or two 
dollars and a half a day; and for us here to 
step forth and legislate on the subject is utterly 
preposterous. Some men are worth doubleas 
much as others. They may be more expert, or 
have stronger nerves, or they have stronger 
inducements to labor, for the reason that they 
may have families who require ten hours or 
twelve hours of labor for their support; and 
yet it is proposed here to solemnly enact that 
eight hours shall constitute a day’s work. 

Why, Mr. President, there never was a 
more preposterous scheme brought forward 
for the elevation of the workingmen. How 
many will it reach in this country? Not five 
per cent. of the workingmen in this country. 
Most of the working men of this country own 
their farms, or own their workshops, and they 
work not only eight hours, but they work ten, 
twelve, and many of them fifteen. These men, 
ninety-five per cent. of the whole number, do 
not want to pay increased taxes in order to 
support a few Government employés by less 
labor. Now, shall we say that if a man will 
only get his Senator or his Representative to 
get him employment in the Government work- 
shops, he may work only eight hours and get 
as much reward as his neighbors obtain by 
double that time? Why, sir, if we intend 
anything in the way of civil service reform, it 
is utterly impossible to accomplish it while we 
make employment by the Government of the 
United States so great a desideratum, We 
must not create an aristocracy of labor, com- 
posed solely of those employed by the Govern- 
ment. All who wantto do the least work for 
the Jargest amount of pay will be crowded 
into place by any system which gives counte- 
nance to the eight-hour law. The men who 
make guns or build ships should have no pre- 

erence over the mechanics who shoe horses 
or build houses, nor over the men who raise 
wheat and corn, and pay taxes. 

Mr. President, it is not true that these men 
can earn as much in eight hours as in ten 
though ever so industrious and ever so active, 
and the statements from our navy-yards, from 
our arsenals, as I obtained them on a previous 
occasion when I discussed this subject, exhib- 
ited the reverse in astronglight. Some of the 
men that have these places in charge declined 
to furnish the information lest it might work 
some injury to themselves. ‘They are very fas- 
tidious about giving information on this sub- 
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ject; but wherever they can do it in confi- 
dence. it will be found to be utterly destructive 
of this idea that. men can perform as much 
labor or that they will do it in eight hours as 
in ten. 

Mr. President, I have discussed this subject 
heretofore at length fully, and do not propose 
to do it again. My impression was, alter that 
diecussion, that even my friend from Massachu- 
setts would have voted with me for the repeal 
of that hastily-considercd law. I think thata 
very large majority of the Senate at that time 
were in favor of its repeal. Jt has worked 
nothing but mischief, and I tell the Senator 
from Massachusetts that ifhe can get that law. 
incorporated in his State it will be the knell 
of millions of industrial interests in his State, 
and cause an immense emigration therefrom 
to other States. A Statethat shall adopt that 
law cannot compete with other States where 
men work more. No nation can so compete. 
Jt is not for the interest of the laboringman 
that this should be adopted, for more than 
eighty-seven and a half per cent. of the pro- 
ducts ofthe world are consumed by the laboring- 
men. If we areto reduce them all two hours 
out of ten each day, it follows that instead of 
there being as much produced hereafter as 
there has been heretofore the amount of pro- 
ducts of the world is to be reduced so that the 
laboring man is not to have as much to con- 
sume as he has had heretofore. It is a blow 
at the well-being of laboring men. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont will please suspend his remarks. 
The morning hour has expired. The Chair 
Gid not at first interpose while the Senator 
was speaking, supposing that he was about to 
conclude his remarks; but two minutes have 
passed since the expiration of the morning 
hour, and the Chair must interpose. The 
unfinished business of yesterday is now before 
the Senate, being the resolution in regard to 
the appointment of a standing committee of 
investigation and retrenchment, upon which 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Witsoy] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I hopewe shall havea vote 
on this matter. From the remarks made by 
the Senator from Vermont it must be very 
apparent that if this amendment is persisted 
in it will take a very large amount of time., I 
hope that it will be withdrawn, and that we 
shall afterward take up the eight-hour ques- 
tion by itself. Let us do justice now; at any 
rate, let us equalize the pay of these men who 
have been in the Government employment and 
have discharged their duty. I hope that will 
be done, and that the Senale will drop the 
question of the eight-hour Jaw forthe present, 
and pass the billas it came from the House of 
Representatives. When we shall have done 
that, I shall be willing to join with Senators in 
an elaborate and careful examination of the 
whole subject. I would like to do it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to 
the regular order being passed over informally 
until the Senator from Vermont éhall have fin- 
ished his remarks. I do not wish to interrupt 
him in the middle of his speech, but I must 
insist that the regular order be taken up after 
he coneludes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I did not 
intend, Mr. President, to occupy any consider- 
able length of time of the Senate, and I had 
nearly concluded what I had to say. In my 
judgmentit‘s eminently proper that we should 
add this amendment to this proposition which 
is pending now on the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. Jt was from Massachu- 
setts that this subject first obtained an entrance 
into the legislation of the country, and it is fit 
and proper that it should go out by the same 
door. 


I am in favor of elevating the laboring man, | 


Out I would not elevate him by saying that he 
shall labor for so much when his labor may 
be worth a great deal more or a great deal 
less. I would not create places under the 


H 


| Ilinois? 


| dezt, I am v 
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Government that will be more desirable for 
him to have than any he can obtain at home. 
We know here in the Public Printing Office that 
it has been almost impossible to conduct the 
establishment since the adoption of the eight- 
hour law. Itis involved in great difficulties. 
We also know that the Government will be 
compelled to abandon all its public works 
unless we abandon this eight-hour system. 
We cannot carry ou any sort of enterprise in 
the way of our governmental workshops under 
that system, for we shall be beaten out of 
house and home by private enterprise. The 
Treasury cannot afford it. 

Now, unless the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is prepared to abandon all our navy- 
yards, all our arsenals, and every point and 
place where the Government employs men to 
do work, he must be content to allow this sub- 
ject of labor to be regulated by the several 
States, or to be regulated by the law of supply 
and demand. It is the only way that we can 
leave the laboring man independent. Give 
the laboring mau an education and an oppor- 
tunity to work, and that is the greatest benefit 
we can confer upon him. 

Mr. CASSERLY and Mr, WILSON ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire, if this amendment 
is to be persisted in 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [Mr. Casserty] claims the 
floor if this debate is to continue. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusettsis entitled to the floor 
on the unfinished business. 

Mr. WILSON. I simply proposed to say 
that if this amendment wasto be persisted in I 
would prefer to have the measure go over for 
two or three days. There are some facts that 
T desire to look into. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sevator 
from Rhode Island gave notice that he would 
only consent to the unfinished business being 
passed over informally, as was tacitly done, 


and if he demands it the unfinished business: 


is before the Senate. If not, theSenator from 
California will be recognized on the proposi- 
tion pending at the expiration of the morning 


hour. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has appealed to me 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from California yield to the Senator from 


Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. I merely 
wished to say in reference to the proposition 


of the Senator from Hlinois that it cannot 
pass the Senate without being discussed thor- 
oughly. J, for one,am thoroughly opposed to 
it. Iam in favor cf the cight-hour law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to embar- 
rass what is regarded rather as a private bill 


here to bring about equality among the em- | 


ployés at the different arsenals. That was not 
my intention in offering the amendment. 
am appealed to by Senators to let the bill, 


i which is a bill from the House of Represent- 


atives for the relief of certain individuals, 
stand upon its own merits. I feel a little 
embarrassed under those circumstances in per- 
sisting in theamendment here. J am in favor 
of the repeal of this eight-hour law, but under 
the circumstances I am willing to withdraw 
the amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment | 


is withdrawn. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
much inclined to renew the 
amendment which was offered by the Senator 
I cannot vote for this bill as it 
now stands for this reason: I think that the 
effect of the bill as it now stands is to give a 
ve consiruction to the eight-hour law 
h is entirely contrary to the understand- 
of this body at least when that law was 
ed, and is itself erroneous. I remember 
well the passage of the eight-hour law in the 


| 


Senate. The question was asked directly of 


| the gentleman who had the bill in charge 
| whether it wasintended, by making eight hours 


a day’s labor in the Government employ, to 
thereby entitle the Jaborer to the same wages 
which he had hitherto received for ten hours, 
and the gentleman having the bill in charge 
replied emphatically that such was not the 
intention of the law. 

The bill was accordingly passed. After its 
passage this question arose, and it was submit- 
ted by the President to the Attorney General. 
The Attorney General held, and in my judg- 
ment held properly, that it was not the true 
construction of the law that it imposed upon 
the officers of the Government the necessity 
of paying at the same rate of wages for eight 
hours that they had hitherto paid for ten hours’ 
work; and according to that proper constrac- 
tion of the law the superintendents of some of 
the Government workshops acted in the pay- 
ment of the wages of the laborers. Then an 
appeal was taken to the President, and the 
President simply overruled the action of the 
subordinates in charge of the Government 
workshops, although I presume he did not 
attempt to overrule the legal opinion of the 
Attorney General. 

Now, we here are called upon to pass a bill 
paying the laborers in the Government work- 
shops in accordance with a construction of the 
law which was expressly repudiated in this 
body when the law was passed, and which has 
been decided by the Attorney General to be 
incorrect. 

Mr. THURMAN, Will my friend allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I was not here then, and 
I do not know how that matter was, and I 
want to get all the light I can. Will he tell 
me what benefit this law could be to the work- 
ingmen upon the interpretation which be places 
upon it? If the workingmen were not to re- 
ceive for eight hours’ what they had formerly 
received for ten hours’ labor from the Govern- 
ment, of what possible benefit was the law to 
them? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. If the Sen- 
ator asks me for my opinion, I say that the 
law is of no benefit to the workingmen under 
any circumstances, but is a curse to the work- 
ingmen; and if I were a workingman I would 
never agree that a legislative body should have’ 
the power to say how many hours I should 
work, and what should be the amount of my 
wages. But that isnot what the Senator from 
Ohio wishes to ask me probably. That which 
was claimed by the advocates of the bill was, 
tbat the laborer, being compelled to labor in 
the Government workshops only eight hours, 


‘| would have more time for culture, for improve- 


ment, for reading, for attending the evening 
schools, and the like. I remember that argu- 
ment was used. 

But, sir, to return. My objection to the 
present bill is that Congress is now pledging 
itself ío the construction by which the work- 
men in the Government workshops for the 
labor of eight hours are to be held to be enti- 
tled by law to the wages which they formerly 
received for the labor of ten hours. Conse- 
quently I cannot vote for the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts as it stands, I would 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut renews the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois, which is now pending. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President—- 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ttrust before this mat: 
ter passes away the Senator from Massachu- 
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setts will allow the bill to be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, or on Finance, 
to ascertain how much money is involved in 
the appropriation. . 

Mr. WILSON. As this amendment is per- 
sisted in, I will consent to the refereuce. 
hope, however, that the Committee on Finance 
will report within a day or two. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather it should 
be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 
< Mr. WILSON. Very well, say the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONKLING. `I should like also to 
make a suggestion to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts about this matter, which is about to 
pass from the Senate. By the terms of the 
pill, as I understand it, it is applicable alike 
to men from whom a certain portion of the 
day’s wages was withheld by a regulation of 
the Department, and to those who, by their 
own agreement or contract, may have hired for 
thé sum which in truth they received. 

I see the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts pays no attention to whai I say, and there- 
fore | will suggest it to any member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who may have this 
in charge, that the bill, as it stands, seems to 
apply as well to those from whose wages a 
rebate occurred by the action of the Depart- 
ment, and no more to those than to others 
who may have agreed for the very sum 
which they in truth received. I looked at it 
to see whether there was any distinction of 
that sort, and, as I understand it, the lan- 
guage would require a payment just as well to 
those who had fixed by agreement the rates 
which they received as to those who were 
curtailed in their wages by the action of the 
Department. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I desire to 
make one suggestion, in reply to the Senator 
from Connecticut, as to what was the under- 
standing here when the eight-hour law passed. 
My recollection is that the Senator from Ohio 
sitting behind me [Mr. Saerman] offered an 
amendment to that bill forthe purpose of test- 
ing the sense of the Senate as to whether there 
should. be a full day’s wages paid for eight 
hours work, or only eight hours labor paid for. 
My recollection is that the question was dis- 
tinctly presented in that amendment, which 
. was voted down by a very decided majority. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I call for the regular 


order. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands that the Senator from Massachusetts 
consents to the reference of this bill to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations is not here. 

Mr. WILSON. Then the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr SUMNER. [should like to make one 
remark? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Then the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island demands the regular 
order. 

Mr. SUMNER. Just one word. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and then I shall demand 
the regular order, whoever gets up. I shall 
not yield to any Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER, I was simply about to say 
that the question in this bill seems to me to be 
very small, for, as I understand it, there is 
one uniform rule now in the public works of 
the United States, in the Printing Office here 
in Washington, in the arsenals everywhere, 
and inthe oavy-yards. That is, all the work- 
men are paid a day’s wages for eight hours’ 
work. But three years back there was an in- 
terval of a few months during which that rule 
was not applied in certain of the public works, 
for instance, in the arsenal atSpringfield; and 
the object of this bill is to repair that neg- 
Tect—— 


Mr. MORTON. To equalize them. 

Mr. SUMNER. As the Senator well says, 
to equalize the condition of workmen, for in- 
stance in the arsenal at Springfield and in the 
Printing Office here in Washington. It seems 
to me it is a simple bill, thoroughly equitable 
in character; it cannot amount to a very large 
sum; and I donot see that there is any reason 
for delay. I really think it would be better if 
the Senate would proceed with the bill with- 
out attaching the very important proposition 
which the Senator from Connecticut has moved, 
and which I, for one, should be very happy to 
consider by itself, and act simply upon the bill. 
It is unquestionably an act of justice. These 
workmen are out of their money. Some of 
them are dead and are represented by their 
families, and to them this small allowance is 
of very great importance. I do not think it 
advisable for us to take more time. I think 
we fairly owe the money, and therefore the 
sooner we pay it the better. 

Now, may | not appeal to Senators to allow 
this bill to be passed in the shape in which it 
came from the House of Representatives? It 
was supported in the House, as I understand, 
by my two distinguished colleagues, one the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the other the gentleman who is about to 
leave the House to be Governor of Massachu- 
setts, who never supports any measure except 
afier the most careful consideration. I there- 
fore submit that a bill so simple in character, 
in the nature of a private bill, coming from the 
House of Representatives, where it had such a 
support, had better be acted upon at once. 
Now, may I appeal to the Senate to act upon 
the bill itself at once without any further 
reference or delay? I doubt if there is any 
objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The billhas already been 
referred, 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us have it acted upon 
now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS Can we now have the 
regular order, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is still upon the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish to violate 
the notice given by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, but I should like to say one word. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator 
from Ohio? 

a ANTHONY. I call for the regular 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has not 
been referred, but is still pending, and the 
Senator from Rhode Island calls for the reg- 
ular order, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to 
the reference of the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why not allow it to be 
passed? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Tt cannot be passed now. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands that the regular orderis still demanded. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the bill can be re- 
ferred without further debate, I have no objec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It cannot be 
referred while Senators are claiming the floor 
to debate it. The Senator from Ohio rose 
as soon as the Senator from Massachusetts 
concluded, 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
order. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the reference of this bill and the pend- 
ing amendment tothe Committee on Finance ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so referred. 


COMMITTEE ON RETRENCHMENT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. ANTHONY: 

Resolved, That a standing committee of seven, to 

ə known as the Committee of Investigation and 


Retrenchment, be created, to investigate and report 
on such subjects as may be committed to it by the 


I call for the regular 


Senate, such committee to be elected by the Senate 
as other standing committees. 

The pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Trumbutt; which was to add 
thereto the following: 

And that said committees be instructed to inquire 
into the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, and toreport whether any and 
what offices ought to beabolished ; whether any and 
what salaries or allowances ought to be reduced; 
what are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public moneys; whether moneys have been 
paid out illegally; whether any officers or agents or 
other persons have been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unneces- 
sarily; and generally how and to what extent the 
expenses of theservice of the country may and ought 
to be curtailed. , 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lic service are now made as to provide for withdraw- 
ing the public service from being used as an instru- 
ment of political or party patronage. i 

That said committee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress, to send for persons and papers, 
and to report by bill or otherwise; and that said 
committee may appoint a clerk. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I appeal to 
the Senate, especially to my political friends, 
not to put us in a false position before the coun- 
try. No Senator, I am sure, desires to put 
the Senate or his political friends in sucha 
position. But whatever may be the intention 
of Senators, the Senate and the majority 
of the Senate are this day in a false position 
before thenation. It has gone outon the wings 
of the wind, flashed all over the country, and 
millions of our countrymen believe this hour 
that there has been an attempt made in the 
Senate of the United States to shield the Ad- 
ministration from scrutiny and investigation. 
I know this is not the purpose of any Senator, 
and I beg Senators not to make apparent what 
is notreal. I wouldremind them that it is not 
only important to be right and to do right, but 
it is quite important that we should always 
appear so. Individuals and parties are often 
judged by appearances, and the country, noting 
our action, will judge us, not by our intentions, 
but by the unfortunate attitude we have been 
made to occupy by those Senators who decline 
to accept the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

A joint committee of investigation was ap- 
pointed by the Thirty-Ninth Congress; and it 
was continued through the Fortieth and Forty- 
First Congresses. The evidence is conclusive 
that it saved to the Treasury millions of dol- 
lars, that it corrected many abuses, and it 
cannot be doubted that it prevented others. 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 
justly claims that there have been during the 
past three years reforms in the administration 
of public affairs. Was not this joint commit- 
tee, with its ample powers of investigation, an 
important portion of the influences by which 
these reforms have been consummated? If 
such a committee contributed in any percepti- 
ible degree to the retrenchments and reforms 
that have been inaugurated, is it wise to dis- 
pense with it? Will not the country, will not 

riends and enemies alike, assume that we are 
attempting to stifle investigations? 

The present Administration came into power 
clearly and distinctly committed to reform 
the abuses that had grown up under the policy 
adopted by President Johnson. Everywhere 
in the canvass of 1868 economy, retrenchment, 
reform, were in the hearts and upon the lips 
of the people, especially the great body of the 
people who always desire good government 
whoever may bein power. Coming into power 
with these solemn pledges, the executive and 
legislative departments of the Government 
entered upon the work of retrenching expend- 
itures, of reforming abuses. ‘The appropria- 
tions were reduced by tens of millions, and 
more system and vigor infused into the service, 
by which tens of millions were secured to the 
Treasury. Through this economy in the ex- 
penditures, this fidelity in the collection of 


i the public moneys, the nation is indebted for 


that magnificent reduction of the public debt 


1871. 
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which excites the surprise and admiration of 
the world, and is the subject of just and well- 
founded national pride. 

The Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morrow, ] 
who opposes the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, proudly refers to these achieve- 
ments of the Administration. I go quite as 
far as that honorable Senator in applauding 
what has been done. It is because I approve 
swith all my heart every effort made to prevent 
fraud and to punish frauds, to prevent abuses 
and to punish abuses, that I would establish 
this standing committee for the purposes indi- 
cated by the amendment, and clothe it with 
ample powers. The facts demonstrate to the 
comprehension of the whole country that much 
has been done, but facts also show that there 
is a demand that we should do more. The 
President and the Executive Departments, 
Congress and the people, ought to go to the 
extreme verge of constitutional power in every 
practical measure that tends to insure fidelity 
in all branches of the civil service. 

Sir, I have no sympathy whatever with any 
movements here or elsewhere, if any such 
movements there are, intended to assail the 
executive department of the Government. 
Nor have I either sympathy or respect for that 
superserviceable zeal that rushes to the sup- 
port of the Administration when nobody ques- 
tions or assails it, Isee no reason why Repub- 
licans in or out of the Senate should either 
assail the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment or hasten with unmauly servility to its 
defense. Sir, this is the Senate of the United 
States; we are a portion of the Administration; 
we must take our full share of responsibility ; 
and the Senate is most faithful to the execu- 
tive department when itis the most vigilant, 
watchful, and active in preventing abuses and in 
correcting abuses. Sir, this is to be a stand- 
ing committee, not raised against the present 
Administration, but to endure through many 
Administrations for long years to come. It 

_ matters not whether we adopt the resolution 
as originally introduced and then give it the 
instructions contemplated in the amendment, 
or whether we accept the amendment now. 
The result is thesame. If Senators are in favor 
of taking each separately they cannot object to 
taking them both together. As the amend- 
ment has been offered by a Senator of long 
and large experience, and is vigorously pressed 
by other Senators, I ask Senators if it is wise 
to have a divided vote. Sound policy dictates 
that we should take the amendment, give a uni- 
ted vote, and appoint a committee of Senators 
of large experience and high character, that 
will give an assurance to the country that all 
will be done that becomes honorable men, to 
keep the Administration and all its depart- 
ments pure and stainless. 

If I understood the Senator from California 
aright, he told us that no convictions had been 
made by the judicial tribunals for defalcations 
and frauds; that the conviction of Major Hodge 
by a military court was the only instance in 
which punishment had been meted out to de- 
linguents. Does not that Senator know that 
many persons were convicted during the first 
year of President Grant’s administration for 
larcenies and frauds committed during the pre- 
ceding Administration? Does he not know 
that two assistant collectors at Baltimore, the 
collector at Buffalo, and a clerk in the Treas- 
ury Department, and many others have been 
convicted, and sent to the penitentiary? The 
report of the Attorney General shows that six 
hundred and eighty-eight persons were con- 
vieted of criminal offenses during the year 
1870. The report for 1871 has not yet been 
made, but I have areport madeto the Attorney 
General of the conviction of several persons 
in November, whose sentences, in the aggre- 
gate, amounted to more than fifty years’ impris- 
onment in the penitentiary. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that a list of? 

Mr, WILSON. A list of persons convicted 


in November last, inthe United States court, 
and in the aggregate sentenced to many thou- 
sands of dollars fines and fifty-five years of 
imprisonment. Í 

Mr. POMEROY. What State is that? 

Mr. WILSON. TheStateof Kansas. There 
are from two hundred to three hundred men in 
the penitentiaries of this country, many of 
whom are now begging for pardons, who have 
been convicted for offenses against the Gov- 
ernment. Inthe history of this nation there 
has never been such vigor in prosecutions as 
there has been during the last year or two, and 
especially under the new organization of the 
Attorney General’s Department. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Bureau of Justice. 

Mr. WILSON. The Bureau of Justice. I 
want Senators to remember the fact that since 
General Spinner, one of the most faithful men 
that ever served this nation, has held his office, 
more than forty thousand million dollars have 
passed through the Treasury Department. 
There are four hundred persons, men and 
women, counting money and bonds and securi- 
tiestheredaily. There is an investigation now 
going on there involving the examination of 
accounts to the amount of $800,000,000. We 
had a couple of poor women punished for 
stealing a few dollars in that Department, 
and had one man punished for stealing seven 
or eight thousand dollars. He wasa man of 
ability, trusted, known for his ability. Within 
a few days we have had a development of defal- 
cations there of two men known to be men of 
ability. Talk of civil service reform reaching 
such men as those! Why, sir, they were just 
the men that any system ofexamination known 
to the civil service would approve. They were 
men of reputed character, who knew their 
work, but they were tempted, and they fell. 

Think of forty thousand millions passing 
through that Department! A system of checks 
exists there more perfect than exists in any 
counting-house, bank, or insurance company 
in America. They have as perfect a system 
as can be found in the best banks or in the best 
mercantile houses in the country, and they 
have very much morein the way of checks and 
balances; and if there is a human intellect 
that can devise anything to give additional 
security, let us have it. 

It is one of the marvels of the world that 
we have not lost more ; and compared with your 
banking institutions, with the cotinting-houses 
of your great merchants, with your insurance 
companies, with all the relations of life, the 
losses have been very insignificant. 

We have better men in the Departments 
than when I came into this body, and I 
venture to assert that the average amount of 
work performed by the clerks now is far in 
excess of what it was then, and that in their 
habits of life there has been quite as marked 
an improvement. 

Sir, compare the present with the ‘‘ good 
old times.” John Tyler, son of President 
Tyler, stated a day or two ago, in aspeech, that 
of ninety-eight receivers of public money in 
Van Baren’s administration ninety-two were 
defaulters. We have no such corruption as 
existed in this Government in those days. In 
comparison with the moncy handled the im- 
provement isas a hundred to one. I heard 
Mr. Corwin, Secretary of the Treasury in 1852, 
say that he believed from twenty-five to thirty- 
three per cent. of the money appropriated by 
Congress was stolen, or in some way or other 
did not go properly to carry out the purposes 
for which it was appropriated. Now, I ven- 
ture to say, there is not five per cent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. : 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is very boastful about this Administration, 
and its vigor in prosecutions. I should like to 
call his attention to the case that recently oc- 
curred in Arkansas, where the districtattorney 


and marshal were both removed after procur- 
ing an indictment against an offender against 
the laws of the United States. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from. Massa- 
chusetts will permit me, I think I can answer 
the inquiry. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. 

Mr. SCOTT. That has been a subject which 
has been before the public to some extent, and 
it has been a matter of investigation to an 
extent which I am not permitted to speak 
about here, but I may say this much, and the 
knowledge which I have on the subject enables 
me to say, that the measures for the removal of 
the district attorney and the marshal referred 
to, were taken long before the indictment was 
found against the officer referred to. 

Mr. BLAIR. ` If the Senator will allow me 
another word in answer to that, I will say that 
I think the Senator from Pennsylvania is 
entirely mistaken. I have the same means 
of knowledge on the subject that he has, and 
my memory is not as he has stated. The offi- 
cers, as I understand and as I think the Sen- 
ate will very soon have occasion to know, were 
turned out of their offices for finding an indict- 
ment against a person for violating the laws 
of the United States. 

Mr. WILSON. I say to the Senator from 
Missouri that I am not boastful about the 
Administration, and do not mean to be. I 
simply desire to be exactly just and truthful 
about it, and to show that progress is making 
in the right direction; and we need a good deal 
more of it. We wanthis help and that of every- 
body else in that direction, forwehave enough 
to do, andit does no good to get up here and 
have one side tell the otherthat we have men 
in the public service who have been stealing. 
The wholecountry knows that we have had dis- 
honest men in both parties, that we have them 
now, and that we have to watch to keep them 
out. But there has been improvement. I 
am glad of it; but I tell my political friends 
here that the work is only begun and is not 
finished, and I beg of them not to appear be- 
fore the country as resisting or arresting any 
movement for investigation, or to do anything 
by reason of which anybody in the country 
can say that we are shrinking from investiga- 
tion or from duty. But let our united action 
give assurance that weare, and meanto be, the 
steady and consistent advocates of retrench- 
ment and reform, 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, Iam always de- 
lighted to hear our universally kind friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Witson] make a speech ; 
but after having heard him on this occasion, 
Iam still in doubt which way he intends to 
vote on this question, but no doubt we shall 
ascertain itin due time. Now, sir, in times 
of epidemics science and quackery run a race 
for the mastery. At the present moment in 
this city small-pox is said to be an epidemic, 
and everybody gets vaccinated. I have tried 
it myself. [Laughter.] It works upon some 
and does not upon others. It has taken with 
my friend evidently, [laughter, ] and | guaranty 
him hereafter safety from that pestilentia, 
malady. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the im- 
mediate question before the Senate has heen 
greatly magnified and run into diverse courses 
where it was hardly possible to imagine it 
should have run. Some like to dwell upon 
the records of the past, while others bid adieu 
to the past to step along and grapple with the 
present and the future. I have cast loose 
pretty much from the past. and would be glad 
to forget much of it, and so would all of us 
around this circle. 

It seems that the reason why this amend- 
ment should be adopted is that during other 
times, during times when the very atmosphere 
was all beclouded with doubt and darkness, 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
in their wisdom raised a committee for pur- 
poses of retrenchmentand reform. More than 
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a year ago, by common consent, (and I was 
one of the witnesses of the death, and one of 
the pall-bearers at the funeral,) that commit- 
tee died. I supposed it was buried. It has 
remained for my friends from Massachusetts 
and Illinois and Missouri to resurrect this 
buried committee. I repeat, it died by com- 
mon consent; and why? Because the neces- 
sities that gave it birth had passed away. We 
had passed from the clouds and the darkuess 
andthe murkiness, to which I have referred to 
the clear atmosphere of a Republican Admin- 
istration. Then the labors of this commit- 


died. 


A little later in the history of our party, cer- | 


tain gentlemen who were filled with specula- 
tive philosophy had a ‘‘new revelation,” as 
it is called among the Mormons. They dis- 
covered that the honorable gentleman who fills 
the executive chair of this nation was growing 


lightened people. They discovered a universal 
panacea forall wrong, which they said the Presi- 
dent of the United States would not adopt ; and 


that was this great question of ‘‘civil service | 
reform,” reform in the manner of appointments | 


to office, and in conducting the civil offices. 
This was a thought worthy of a birth, but one 


doomed to die while the marks of its swaddling ! 


clothes are yet around it. That same class 


here have sought to give birth, or rather to | 


resurrect this old committce; and that is what 
is now sought by the amendment offered by 
the honorable Senator from Illinois. 

Now, sir, if any such circumstances per- 
vaded the atmosphere as did when the com- 
mittee was born I would vote for its recrea- 
tion, because I will do anything that is neces- 
sary to avert a wrong; but I will not go 
for measures that anticipate, ay, promulgate 
and advertise that we are surrounded by the 
same dangers now that we were then. My 
friend from Massachusetts says, ‘* Oh, two 
men supposed to be good have stolen.’ J have 
no doubt of it. Of the first twelve that were 
selected by One wiser than all of us one 
proved treacherous and false. So it will be 
away down the pathway of time as long as men 
are selected for human agencies. Here and 
there, to make virtue shine the brighter, there 
will be these plague-spots of vice. What ad- 
ministration on the face of this earth has ever 
been exempt from theseinfirmities? None. Sir, 


even your generals in your Army have betrayed | 
In our infantile revolutionary struggle 


you. 
who butan Arnold in the hour of peril betrayed 
his country and his post? But stronger than 
all that is an honest, intelligent people, who 
hold to a judgment more dreadful than the 
judgments of courts, who hold to a judgment 
more to be dreaded than the petty fine or 
imprisonment that you may impose. Sir, the 
man in office who steals now goes before a 
tribunal and stands in trial where utter and 
eternal condemnation is written if he is false 
_ to his principles or to his trust. 

Am I to be told, Mr. President, that it is 
this committee with these powers that is to 
keep men honest? I tell you, no; if a man 
is wanting in the substantial elements of jus- 
tice and truth and faithfulness and trust, he 
laughs at your committee; and it is a thing 
quite immaterial, in my Judgment, whether 
we have any committee on this subject or not. 
There is none now; and see how quick the 
late offenders have been dragged to justice. 
Would that duty have been more potently or 


quickly performed if this committee had been | 


in existence? No, sir. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has told the whole 
story—that the eagle-eyed watchman who 
stands at the Treasury was the first to find 
it out. : 
About the only difference there is between 
the two propositions—the original resolution 
and the amendment—is that the one has power 
to send for persons and papers; that is, self- 


too rapidly in the popular judgment of an en- | 


| 


acting all the time without any advice or con- 
senton the partof theSenate. Idonotlikesucl 


committees, and my friends on the other side | 


of the House will tell you how eloquently they 


rallied the public mind on that point with | 
{recollect |; 


distinctly—and they almost shook my nerves | 


regard to the Ku Klux committee. 


upon it—that they said it was a dangerous 


: power; and if the times which surrounded us 
| had not been full of peril and danger Í should 


not have voted for it myself. But subsequent 


| events have shown that our apprehensions 


have been more than realized, and have proved 


tee, that was good in its day, ceased, and it!) the wisdom of conferring the power at that 


; time. 


That, however, is a power which [ 
would reserve to the Senate in an emergency. 
I would keep in this body the power to give 
direction when a commiitee should send for 


persons and papers, and direct as well as may |; 
be the able committee who may be appointed |; 


for this purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. NYE. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘The Senator has spoken 


of the danger of clothing a committee with į 


power to send for persons and papers, and has 


said that he was almost persuaded to be a Chris- | 


tian on one occasion. 
Mr. NYE. Not “almost,” but 
[Laughter. ] 


Mr. THURMAN. Now I should like to ask 


the Senator where was his voice on a memor- | 
able occasion when a committee of the House | 
of Representatives was assuming to inquire !; 


into the conduct of Senators of the United 


States to find whether they were not bribed to |: 


acquit Andy Johnson, and when that commit- 
tee was ransacking all the telegraph oifices, and 
seizing all the telegrams, private and public, 
ofevery man there? Where was tne Senator's 


| voice then? 


- Mr. NYE. Just where it is now, [laughter,] 
and you give me another just such a set of cir- 
cumstances and I will vote for it again, as 
would to call out the militia to put down the 
rebellion, and as I would use ail the power in 
our hands; but, sir, there is no such occasion 
now. Throughout the Republican ranks there 
is peace, save here and there one that would 
be greater than his master. Throughout the 


Democratic ranks there is a general acquies- ij 
cence, I believe. taking their papers as a guide, | 


that the administration is honestly adminis- 
tered. Aside from that, and at a time when 
there is universal peace and prosperity, what 
is the use of getting up these bugbears to 
frighten people? Here you have got you 
committee at your hand, and you advertise to 
these several Departments that this commit- 
tee is here ready to pounce upou them when- 
ever the Senate tells it to do so, 1s vot that 
enough? 

I have said what I desired to say upon the 
resolution, but I have intimated that I see in 
this thing a little animus that I think requires 
a passing notice, and especially on the part 
of my friend from Missouri, [Mr. Scuvrz.] 
You recollect, Mr. President, ihat he dwelt 
upon certain alleged custom-house frauds in 
New York with a keen appetite, as the raven 
feeds upon a dainty bit of food, and he seemed 
to perch and revel there with a delightful satis- 
faction which bespoke, I think, the animus 
which animated him. In the cariage business 
there—a business with which my friend seems 
to be entirely familiar, for he dwells on ii— 
he findsa man by the name of Lect. I will 
read the Senator's own language, so that I 
shall not misrepresent him. He asks, ‘* Who 
is this Mr. Leet?’ He goes on to say that he 
was a member of General Grant's staff in the 
time of the war. What did the Senator from 
Missouri say that for? Has be any enmity 
with Leet? None. Why docs he drag that 
in? To connect the Exccutive of this nation 
with that cartage business and send the im- 
pression. abroad that the President of the 


altogether. | 


' United States had stooped to dabble in the 
eartage business of the New York custom- 
house. No cther inference can possibly be 
drawn. 

Well, now, sir, has it come to be a reproach, 
does my honorable friend from Missouri mean 
to say that, because Mr. Leet was upon the 
staff of a general who conquered more men 
and more territory in the same time than mortal 
man had ever conquered before, it isa reproach 
upon that faithful man who discharged all his 
! duties in the time of the bloodiest strife in this 
i country that he should be engaged in the cart- 
age business? No, sir; he means to carry the 
impression that the Executive has stooped to 
© dabble in the cartage business in the city of 
New York. No sensible man can draw any 
other conclusion. I stand here not as the 
' defender of Mr. Leet, for I do not know him, 


‘but I honor him for having been called to so 


i high and honorable a station, and I should be 
; sorry to have the doctrine of the Senator from 
' Missouri prevail, that because he had been in 
the Army it was not becoming in him to pro- 
cure an honest livelihood by cartage. 

The honorable Senator from Missouri, with 
his military plume all reddened with the blood 
of his enemies, would hardly be willing to 
li have it said, as he goes to the plow, the anvil, 
‘and the workshop and finds those there who 


| 
| fought with him, that it was a toil unbecoming 
li the soldier; that it was a reflection upon his 
i character that atter he had served bis country 
© faithfully and long and effectively he should 
i again return to the peaceful avocations of life, 
| No, sir; that is the glory of our soidiery and 
, of our citizens. 1 find no satisfaction myself 
‘in lightisg upon euch a litile tender spot as 
that. and perching with an air of triumph over 
i the President of the United States. Seek other 
game. 

Then, when we come to look carefully at 
the motive of this thing as displayed on the 
| surface—if I am mistaken gentlemen will cor- 


I i rect me—it is not that they want this amend- 


/ ment, but it is that they want a machinery by 
| which they can probe around and see if they 
! cannot ascertain or find some litle dust that 
'! they can throw out just before a nomination 
iis to be made for the Presidency. Give my 
| friend from Missouri. and those who act with 
| him here the selection of this committee, and 
i I tell yon you would see a report full of por- 
;ientous evil, and it would not appear until 
| about the time the National Convention was 
Í to sit. 
| Now, sir, I likea good, honest, old-fashioned 
: opposition, If my friend from Missouri—and 
; if anybody can, lie is the man—can write down 
the Administration upon the theory of a reform 
n the civil service, let him go, and I shall wish 
i him God-speed; and I hope when that time 
omes that nobody in the Senate of the Uni- 
i ted States will stand up, if he succeeds to his 
i highest wishes, and complain that one of his 
_ staff is a carter in New York. 
| Now, Mr. President, what is precisely this 
| original resolution? 
i. Resolved, That a standing committee of seven, to 
į be known as the Cummittce of Investigation and 
| Retrenchment, be crested, to investigate and report 
| on such subjects asimay be committed to it by the 
i Senate, such committee to be elected by the Senate 
{ as other standing committees, 
What fairer thing on earth could there be 
thau that? Whatisthe use of amending that, 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


i and what is to be the consequence if it is not 
amended? Weshall see by reading the amend- 

ment thatis offered. Itis: 

{| , And that said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expenditures in all branches of the service 


i of the United States. 


Í 
| We havc two or three committees that an- 
| swer that end; and not only that, bat we have 
| the reports from the heads of the Departmenta 
every year, more true iu their statements of 
$ 
1 


detail than anything any committee could pre- 
sent, with all the time it could take to juvest- 


‘igate and ascertain facts. But suppose an 


n 
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‘occasion should arise when they wanted to 
investigate some special thing in that respect. 
My friend from Missouri will rise in his place 
and say, ‘‘I move that this committee be 
clothed with power to investigate such and 
such expenditures.”? They go ov their errand ; 
they start on their mission; they return, and 
lay here at the feet of the Senate their doings. 
How quick is that reached? 

Again: 

Whether any and what salaries or allowances 
ought to be reduced. 

Now-a-days there is a little clap-trap, or as 
has been said, a little stump speech stuck into 
aresolution. Itis a fact well known that there 
is no class of people so poor (and I call the 
large majority of my friends to bear me wit- 
ness) as those who live on salaries. A Sen- 
ator of the United States gets $5,000 a year}; 
and his boarding-housekeeper has it before 
ninety days. [Laughter.] Some one will say 
$5,000 is an enormous salary ! This commit- 
tee are to gravely sit here on the question 
whether they cannot live on $8,500 a year; 
and my friend from Missouri and my friend 
from Illinois and my friend from Massachu- 
setts seem to deem it important that some 
committee should report on that. Sir, here is 
a Committee of the Whole that will report on 
that ina minute. A clerk gets from eight to 
twenty-five hundred dollars a year, and lives 
in Washington, where every pound is a dollar, 


* not in weight, but in price, and every shelter 


costs a quarter. [Laughter.] I think it would 
“pea good thing, and T should like to see my 
_ friend from Missouri at the head of a commit- 
tee going around and inquiring of the poor 
Treasury girls how much they save; and that 
committee must go with power to send for per- 
sons and papers and bring out the satchel of 
the laboring girl and examine it and see if 
there is not something in it! Nonsense! Sen- 
ators ought to be engaged in bigger business. 
. My friend from New Hampshire [ Mr. Parrer- 
son] sits back there aud laughs. He has 
“tried it, and does not want any more of it. 
_[ Laughter. ] 
-” Next, sir, go to your Cabinet officers. They 
get $8,000 a year. Stand aghast, ye reform- 
ers, aud tell me ye head of the civil reformers 
what would you put them at? Some of them 
have to live in rooms now, they cannot keep 
house. Oh, the power of this committee is 
to act like a charmer and whisper into the ear 
of every Cabinet officer to know how much 
he saves, when the world knows that they are 
struck with blasting poverty every ove of them. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Go to your clerks in the Departments. I 
was especially pleased with the glowing blush 
that my friend from Massachusetts had about 
the Jaboring man. I like to see these period- 
ical spasms for labor. [Laughter.] I have 
labored all my life and as hard as the man 
that toils with his hands, and so has my 
friend from Massachusetts. If he is the friend 
of the laboring man in the navy-yard that 
‘swings the broad-ax and the sledge-hammer, 
` or that drives the spikes into the ship or that 
“fixes the rigging, why should you not bea 
friend of him who, while they sleep, toils over 
his midnight oil in performing duty to this 
Government? Why start it here? I under- 
take to say that so many people were never 
aggregated together that discharged their duties 
so honestly and honorably and fairly. But yet 
we must have this committee on salaries, which 
committee shall have a clerk, driving in the 
spigot and pulling out the bung! Again: 
Whatarethe methods of procuring accountability 


in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public money, 


That isa good thing. Sir, every man at the 
head of these bureaus is a man of reputation 
enough to know that the system he inaugurates 
will be sufficient and ample, or that he will be 
the sufferer. Again: 


Whether any officers, or agents, or other persons 
have been or are employed in the public service 
without authority of law. 


I imagine my distinguished friend from Mis- 
souri, for he is a leader in this movement, 
going into the navy-yard at New York. The 
commandant says: ‘‘Good morning, sir; who 
are you??? “Mr. Scuurz, the head of the in- 
vestigating committee; I want to see your 
books.??. He showsthem. ‘*Thatis not quite 


enough; I want to talk with your men; bring: 


them up.’’ They are brought up; and. the 
Senator says to them: “ I want to know if 
any of you are employed without authority of 
law!” My short answer to. all that is that 
when the Secretary of the Navy makes his 
report, and shows the number of hands em- 
ployed, we can look at the law, and we have 
the means of ascertaining right here, without 
giving any special authority to a committee to 
see whether there is a law for the employment 
ofa particular man or not. Again: 

That said committee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress, to send for persons and papers, 
and to report by bill or otherwise ; and thatsaid com- 
mittec may appoint a clerk. 

What are they going to do during the recess ? 
The Senate isgone. Somebody from St. Louis 
writes a letter to the chairman of that commit- 
mittee, my honorable friend in front of me, 
[ Mr. Scrurz,] and says: ‘I gravely mistrust 
that there is stealing going on inthis navy-yard 
below here.” One blast upon his bugle horn 
would summon the whole committee, and a 
special train is chartered and away they go to 
the place, and the Mr. Somebody who wrote 
to him does not appear. ‘That is economizing 
Government expenses! That is what I call 
strict economy, to have this committee playing 
the dog upon the track of the pursued hare, 
when nobody pursues that they know of, or 
nobody of any responsibility; but that is what 
is asked by this amendment. 

Mr. President, my friend from Massachu- 
setts in his glow to-day thought we were losing 
ground in public estimation by not giving all 
these powers to the proposed committee. My 
friend will remember that two or three times 
at the last session he had just such forebodings 
that the Administration was losing ground ; 
that the Republican party was beiug weak- 
ened; and so had our friends on the opposite 
side. But I never coincided for a moment with 
that apprehension. I knew that the ground 
upon which the Republican party stood was 
not to be shaken. I knowitnow. I knew 
that thig Administration was honest in its 
endeavors to promote the material interests of 
this country. I saw by every month’s report 
a disappearing debt anda rising credit. 1 saw 
men of all parties commending the iategrity 
of this Administration. 1] shared in none of 
the apprehensions of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. And how have my proph- 
ecies been verified? 

From California to the most distant eastern 
States the trumpet that they have blown has 
given forth no uncertain sound. It was heard 
upon the mountains of California, and echoed 
back from North Carolina and the Everglades, 
So it will be again if we ourselves do not 
become indorsers of doubt and filled with 
apprehensions about the manner in which the 
Administration shall be conducted. It is 
strengthened every day; and you need not tell 
me that a committee of this characrer, that is 
to go out at its own volition to hunt into any- 
thing it pleases, is going to strengthen the 
Administration. No, sir; we should stand 
erect with full confidence in the integrity of 
the party; and though here and there may be 
a case of recreancy and crime, it is no more 
than bas blotted society from its earhest in- 
ception to the present moment. Shocking 
as it is, yet it is a living fact which all hisiory 
confirms, that now and then man’s lower nature 
gets too strong for him and he yields to temp- 
tation; but so long as the helm of the ship is 
steady and in strong hands, as it is now, no 
matter if a sailor drop here and there, sie 
will reach the haven of success, and no com- 
mittees. will save it and no committees hurt it. 


Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, tbe Senator 
from Nevada, as is well known, is magnificent 
in his oratory, and we all delight in listening 
to the music of his voice. However fond we 
may be of earnest disquisition, we all enjoy. 
comedy; but I fear the usefulness of the jester 
is in most cases confined to the walls of tke- 
theater. - At any rate, however sévere some 
of his sayings may appear, yet: we readily for~: 


give him for the amusement he affords... If... : 


the Senatoris satisfied with the rôle he. plays, 
nobody else his any reason to find fault with it. : 

Let me treat what he undoubtedly desired 
to represent as argument in a serious way. > I 
think it is a general experience that a bad 
cause in extreme cases finds its last resource 
of defense in throwing suspicion upon the 
motives of .an opponent; and thus we have 
heard in the speech of the Senator from Ne- 
vada not a single word to disprove the facts 
which I have stated, not a single word to 
extenuate the scandals which I have exposed 
in quoting the report of the Committee ‘on 
Retrenchment, but he was simply making:an 
attempt. to throw suspicion upon my motives, 
as if I had no other object in view but: to 
represent a soldier as not entitled to public 
employment, and the President of the United 
States as being personally interested iu the 
carting business at New York. I candidly ask 
the Senate was there a single word in iny 
speech from which the Senator from Nevada, 
with all the arts of oratory of which he is so 
perfect a master, could draw the astounding 
conclusion that I thought a soldier was not, as 
such, as fit a man for public employment. as 
any oneelse? Is it not an inference absolutely 
unwarranted by my words? If there were any- © 
thing reflecting upon Colonel Leet’s character 
asa soldier in the simple statement I made, 
the colonel indicted himself, as I will prove by 
simply quoting from his testimony. 
s Mr. CONKLING. What pagedo you read ~ 
rom? : a 

Mr. SCHURZ. Page 91: 

“George K. Leet sworn, pace 

Gaeslion, When did you come to the city? i 

Answer. A year ago last spring, with the inten- 
tion of remaining. 

“ Question. Trom what place? 

answer, From Washington. : 

nae Have you been a long time resident 

“ Answer. Yes; I was there since 1864, before com- 


ing here. [was an officer inthe Army. 
“© Question, Were you on General Grant’s staff?. 


“ Answer. Yes, sir; [served with Grant three years, 

“ Question, In what business did you engage here? 

Answer. Bonded warehouse and general-ordor 
storage.” 

There itis, Colonel Leet indicting himself, 
according tothe construction put upon it by 
the Senator from Nevada; and now that Sen- 
ator goes into a wonderful flight of eloquence 
to denounce me, asif I had said something ex- . 
cessively improper in merely stating ‘the fact 
that Colonel Leet, before he went to New 
York, had been an officer on General Grant’s 
staff. : 

Now, a word as to the other charge, that I 
meant to accuse the White House of being 
connected: with the carting business of New 
York; and here I may allude to some expres- 
sions used by the Senator from New York 
[ Mr. Conxine] yesterday. The Senator said 
that the case of ihe general-order business, of 
which I gave some illustrations yesterday in 
my remarks, was virtually closed up by the 
committee in its last report. Yes, sir; the 


! committee undoubtedly indulged in the fond 


delusion that the case was whoily finished ; for 
it had some reason to believe that when such: 
a scandalous. system of robbery. as. the. so- 
called general-order business administered: by 
Leet and Stocking, in New York, was exposed 
to publie view, the Administration would 
eagerly jump at the chance to put an end.to 
the disgrace; but it turns out that.the com. 
mittee found themselves greatly mistaken: If 
they really considered the case closed. by their 
exposure of it, expecting the Administration 
to apply the necessary remedy without delay, 


128 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 14, 


they were doomed to disappointment; for the 
same scandalous system of robbery exists to 
. this. very day in spite of the exposures made 
by the committee; and I may say that the 
gentlemen who are at the head of that great 
monopoly, Leet and Stocking, are even now 
putting their arms to their eibows into. the 
pockets of the commercial community of New 
York by virtue of the privilege they enjoy, in 
order to fill their own. 

The Senator from New York asked me yes- 
terday why there was not a bill introduced for 
the purpose of putting a stop to these practices. 
Let me say to him that there was no legisla- 
tion necessary for that purpose, just as, strictly 
speaking, there is no legislation necessary for 
reforming the civil service. The Executive 
had always power enough to doit. The abuse 
of the general-order system at New York was 
created by the act of the Executive, by the 
regulations of the New York custom-house, 
and the abuse might have been done away with 
by an act of the same Executive, by the regu- 
lations of the same New York custom: house, 
without any legislative interference on our 
part.. It might have been, and it ought to have 
been, but it was not. 

It is true I spoke of a power sustaining 
this scandalous system of robbery, a power 
apparently stronger than the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself. Why did I say so? I said 
so.after having laid before the Senate conclu- 
sive evidence of the fact that in the first 
place the most respectable and most highly 


respected merchants of New York had de- |j 


nounced inunmistakable language the charac- 
ter of the general-order practices. I said so 
after having laid before the Senate evidence 
that the Secretary of the Treasury himself had 
pronounced against itafter having investigated 
the case by a special commission sent by him- 
self to New York; after having received a 
report disapproving of the system and recom- 
mending the restoration of the old regulations, 
I therefore said, and I repeat it, when the 
most respected merchants of New York pro- 
test against this system of robbery; when the 
Secretary of the Treasury time and again pro- 
nounces against it, and when still that system 
of robbery is kept alive to this very day, there 
must be a power stronger than decent respect 
to. public opinion, there must be a power 
stronger than the Secretary of the Treasury 
himself, to sustain practices which, to the dis- 
advantage of the trade of New York and of 
the public service, which, in defiance of public 
opinion, which, in disregard of the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, merely serve 
to put money into the pockers of a favored few. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly. 

Mr CONKLING. He employs the term 
‘whicb the Secretary of the Treasury has time 
and again disapproved of.” 
stand the Senator to assert that the Sec-etary 
of ihe Treasu: y has tir eand again disapproved 
of the arrangement which the Senator denom- 
inates an abuse, aud has ordered it to be 
changed? 


Mr. SCHURZ. I refer to the testimony. I 


informed the Senate yesterday that there had | 


been a leiter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in the bands of the Coomittee on Retrench- 
ment 

Mr. CONKLING. So the Senator said. 

Mr. SCHURZ.* And more particularly in 
the hands of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
[Mr. PATTERSON, ] disapproving of this system. 
i would ask the senator from New Hampshire 
once more, whether this is not so? 

Mr. CONKLING. If my honorable friend 
will pardon me, I do not wishany further in- 
formation upon that point, for he stated it fully 
yesterday. I only mean to inquire whether he 


intends now to enlarge his’statement, because | 


he employs the words that the Secretary has 
‘time and again’’ (if I caught his expression) 
directed this to be changed? Now, if the ref- 


Shall we under- | 


| 


erence is merely to the letter alludedto yester- 
day, I understand that. 
else, I should like to know it. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Here is the testimony of 
Mr. Francklyn. 

Mr. CONKLING. About this letter? 

Mr. SCHURZ. About two letters. There 
were two letters—one addressed by the Secre- 
tary to Mr. Grinnell, and one to Mr. Murphy, 
about this very case. - 

Mr. SUMNER. That would make three. 
That is “ time and again.” 

Mr. CONKLING. . As I understand, there 
were two letters—one to Mr. Grinnell, and one 
to Mr. Murphy. How does that make three? 

Mr. SCHURZ. There would be two, then. 
In the estimation of the Senator would the 
term ‘‘time and again’’ be applicable to two 
letters? 

Mr. CONKLING. That I do not dispute, 
but when the Senator from Massachusetts as- 
sists my friend by counting two into three, as 
a matter of arithmetic, it is something that I 
do not understand. 

Mr. SUMNER. I supposed that the letter 
referred to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was a different letter. I so understood. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Allow me to state that 
it was simply’a copy of a letter which the Sec- 
retary had addressed to Mr. Murphy on this 
subject, obtained by the committee for the pur- 
pose of publishing it with the report, but which 
accidentally was left out of the report by the 
printer, 

Mr. SUMNER. But was that letter different 
from the two letters referred to in the report? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Itwas one of the two. 

Mr. SCHURZ. So it appears after all that 
the Secretary of the Treasury repeatedly (if 
that term suits the Senator from New York 
better) in writing disapproved of this system, 
and, as the testimony states, wrote about it 
to Collector Grinnell and then again to Col- 
lector Murphy, as he himself says, rather 
sharply ; and yet in spite of the disapproval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury this abuse 
subsists to this very day. 

Now, sir, I stated yesterday in my remarks 
that this testimony also shows the following 
things. There are two witnesses 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my friend allow 
me to make a word of explanation there? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do it in justice to 
the Secretary of the Treasury onasingle point 
in respect to which the Secretary spoke to me 
this morning. He bad supposed that the Sen- 
ator from illinois made the remark, but I think 
it was the Senator from Missouri, that after 
information had been brought to him of pecu- 
lations and frauds in the custom-house at New 
York he had suffered that evil toremain. The 
facts are as follows: after we hud partially 
completed, perhaps got half through with our 
investigations. I had occasion to make some 
remarks in the Senate upon the civil service 
reform, and alluded to facts which had been 
brought out in our investigation in the way of 
illustration of my remarks. The Secretary 
saw those remarks and sent me a letter asking 
for the names of those inspectors who had tes- 
tified that they were in the habit of taking 
from twelve to fifty dollars from the agents of 
the steamship companies in order to quicken 
their industry in the discharge of vessels. I 
went to the Treasury and saw the Secretary, 
aud told him we had only partially done our 
work in New York, that as soon as we had 
completed that work we should make a report 
of ail the names to the Senate, when he could 
use that report. This, you remember, was just 
at the close of the session. I made the report 
only, perhaps, two or three days before the 
close of the session, so that there was not time 
to distribute printed copies upon the tables 
of Senators, and I left immediately after the 
adjournment, and had no opportunity to see 
the Seeretary jin 
told me that he 


ad not seen the report, and 


If it is to something 


pee upon this subject. He | 


therefore these people remained. Those are 
the facts. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Did the Secretary also deny 
before the Senator from New Hampshire that 
he had written these letters ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. He did notsay a word 
in relation to that. 

Mr. SCHURZ. And by the way, I may say 
that I did not make the remark which called 
forth the Secretary’s explanation, but the Sen- 
ator from Illinois did. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He supposed that the 
Senator from Illinois did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will allow 
me, my remarks are published, and I should 
like to know what remark of mine it is that 
the Senator from New Hampshire undertakes 
to controvert ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Idonot know. The 
Secretary spoke to me this morning in relation 
to this point, and I said to him that I would 
frankly state to the Senate the facts in relation 
to the matter. He supposed that the Senator 
had made such a remark. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [think it would be very 
well to know what remark is attributed to me. 
I do not understand it. If any remark Ihave 
made is incorrect and has done injustice to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, I shall be very 
prompt to correct it; but I do not know of 
any remark I have made of that sort. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator made this re- 
mark, that there were officers in the custom- 
house in New York who were in the habit of 
taking bribes. Was not that it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator from 
New Hampshire undertake to deny the state- 
ment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator himself tsa 
the authority for that statement. He stared it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And I state it ayain, 
if itis necessary. I say there are inspec:ors 
in the custom house at New York who stated 
before the committce under oath that, in vio 
lation of their oath, aud in violation of the 
laws of the land, they had taken bribes, snd 
that they took bribes every time they discharged 
a vessel; and the agent of the steamship com- 
pany told me they could not get their vessels 
discharged in time until they had paid this 
money. It is true that the inspector and 
the agent alike committed a violation of the 
law and were both liable to prosecution for 
doing it. 

Ail that I rose to explain was the relation 
which the Secretary bore to this matter, for I 
do not want to do any injustice to the Secre 
tary, nor, indeed, to anybody else, in relation 
to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I should be very 
sorry to do it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not suppose the 
Sevator would. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to know if 
those men have been continued in office, the 
bribers and the bribed? 

a Mr. PATTERSON. I have no knowledge 
of their having been removed. 1 donot know 
anything about that. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Well, sir, at any rate this 
seems to be certain, undeniable, and undenied, 
that there exists a calling, under the name of 
the “‘general-order business,” in New York, 
on the North river, which constitutes a monop 
oly estimated to be worth from fifty to a bun- 
dred thousand dollars to those who enjoy it; 
that this business, as appears from the prin- 
cipal merchants of New York, constitutes a 
system of plunder; that it has been investi- 
gated by a special commission sent there by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, whose report I 
have before me, and which report bears date 
May 5, 1870; that the system is also strongly 
disapproved of in this report as a great abuse, 
and the restoration of the arrangements pre- 
vailing before this Administration came in is 
recommended; that therefore public opinion, 
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the voice of the mercantile community of New 
York, and the Secretary of the Treasury himself 
condemn this abuse, and that still, even to 
this very day, it is kept in existence. I went on 
further to say that since it is thus kept in 
existence there must be a power stronger than 
a decent respect for public sentiment, stronger 
even than the repeatedly. expressed opinions 
of the Secretary of the Treasury himself, to 
keep that abuse alive and to put ill-gotten 
profits into the pockets of certain favored 
individuals. Is there a Senator on this floor 
who will undertake to deny it? Is there one— 
and I challenge all—who will assert that the 
conclusions I have drawn are not justified by 
facts, that there must not be such a power? 
Where is it? The Senator from Nevada says 
I pointed to the President of the United States. 
No, sir, I did not. I admitted that the tes- 
timony discloses two things: two witnesses 
swear that Colonel Leet, the man in whose 
hands the principal share of the profits of the 
general-order business falls, declared to them 
that he was supported and sustained by Gen- 
eral Horace Porter at the White House. Col- 
onel Leet denies it, and General. Horace Porter 
denies it. . They both swear that there is no 
such thing; and so I stated in my speech that 
we have no right to draw any other conclusion. 
I declared, further, that however readily we 
accept Colonel Leet’s and General Porter’s 
declarations, yet the fact is not changed that 
this system of robbery is sustained down to 
the present day by a power which neither pub- 
lic opinion nor the Secretary of the Treasury 
has been able to influence. Is there any one 
to deny the justice of this conclusion? I would 
- ask the Senator from Nevada what will he say 

in reply to this ; what joke he has in extenua- 

tion of it now? [Laughter.] 

I now say again, that although the Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment might well have sup- 
posed the case to be disposed of when they 
reported to the Senate at the close of the last 
Congress, yet that committee may by this 
time be ready to acknowledge their mistake. 
They had a right to expect that even if the 
report of the special commission sent to New 

. York in May, 1870, was disregarded, yet on 
the report of a committee appointed by the 
Congress of the United States, whose plain 
testimony spreads the scandalous abuse be- 
fore the eyes of the people, the Adminstra- 
tion would make an effort to put an end to 
it at once, This not having been done, I 
suppose the members of the Committee on 

Retrenchment may have come to the conclu- 

sion by this time that their labors were not 
finished as they should have been. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator will 
allow me, there seems to be a little misunder- 
standing as to whatthe committee did report, 
I judge from the tenor of this discussion. They 
reported two things: first, that the general- 
order business should return to its old chan- 
nels; that goods going on to the dock under 
general order should go into the warehouse 
‘immediately from the dock; secondly, we re- 
ported that a special committee should be 

Appointed to take the customs laws of the coun- 
try into consideration, and report a bill by 
‘which those laws should be so revised as to 
prevent those frauds and to facilitate the work 
of the custom-house. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Precisely. What I mean 

- to say is this: the members of the Committee 
on Retrenchment may have come to the con- 
clusion that whatever may have been in con- 
templation by the investigation, the investiga- 
tion has not yet touched bottom; and I am 
very glad to conclude, from the nodding of my 
friend from New Hampshire, that he seems to 
entertain the same opinion. 

Now, sir, my motives have been reflected 
upon, and we have been asked what objects 
we pursue. Jam ready to tell the Senate in 
a-few words. My object is. to uncover, to 
denounce, and to have corrected any and every 
: abuse wherever I can lay my hand upon it, 
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without regard to the effect it may have on the 
interests of any party, and without regard to 
the likes or dislikes of any person. | That, 
and no other, is the aim I pursue. 

I desire, also, to make a remark in reply to 
something that fell from the lips of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] yesterday. 
He disclosed a most horrible picture of tyran- 
ny to which the operations of ‘the ‘investigat- 
ing committee would most certainly lead if it 
were invested with the powers embodied in 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 
It is just.as if we were discussing an entirely 
new thing; as if the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, invested with just such powers, had 
never been heard of in this body; as if it had 
never held a single sitting; as if it had never 
conducted a single inquiry and investigation ; 
as if it had never reported to this body; as if 
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the Senate had never acted upon its sugges- { 


tions. We have witnessed and sustained the 
exercise of these very same powers, verbatim 
et literatim, for the last five years of our his- 
tory. The Committee on Retrenchment held 
a meeting almost every week, and was almost 
continually engaged in some investigation 
under the very eyes of both Houses of Con- 
gress, and never, not a single time during those 
five years, have those immense dangers been 
discovered which we are now threatened with 
in such thrilling language, if we continue to 
do what we have been doing for five long years. 
Not once has there been a whisper in this 
Chamber or in the other about any abuse of 
these powers which the Committee on_Re- 
trenchment might have been guilty of. Nota 
single person has been discommoded in his 
private affairs ; the rights of nobody have been 
violated. Nay, there has not even been a sin- 
gle complaint of anybody being dragged before 
that Star Chamber, as it is called now. Only 
once, that I remember, were the proceed- 
ings of that committee called in question, and 
that was when the committee rendered its 
report about the very abuses in the New York 
custom-house of which I have just been speak- 
ing ; and mark you, that was one of the very 
few instances when the committee did conduct 
an investigation in pursuance of a resolution 
of the Senate. All those investigations which 
were conducted by the committee of its own 
motion, the investigation concerning the transit 
route, the investigation concerning the postal 
contracts in Texas, and many others, have 
never given rise even to a whisper of censure. 
And now we are suddenly told that the lib- 
erties of the American people will be in danger 
if we continue to do what all the Senators 
using that extravagant language have been 
voting for from 1866 to the opening of this 
Congress... Is it not an astonishing spectacle? 
Whence this bugbear which is raised before 
oureyes? What flimsy material is it made of? 

And here I must refer to the Senator from 
Nevada once more. However glowing in his 
language, he is not quite correct in his facts. 
He said that about a year ago by common con- 
sent the Committee on Retrenchment was dis- 
continued. He is very much in error. During 
the whole first Congress of this Administration 
the Committee on Retrenchment was in exist- 
ence, and during that time it rendered some 
of its best services. It was dropped last spring, 
not by common consent, for several movements 
were made here to revive it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did you not make 
the motion? 

Mr. SCHURZ. We did move the matter, 
and several times mentioned the matter in 
debate. 

The Senator from Indiana yesterday said 
something which I think is worth considering. 
He said: 

“T am not mistaken about the whole drift of this 
debate. It has been io sbow that there is corrup- 
tion existing under this Administration, and gross 


corruption. The drift of this debate is a reflection 
upon the Republican party.” 


“A reflection upon the Republican party!” 


| How so? Do we not all profess to be in favor ij 


| ought to be; still we 


of reform? We. have listened.-to, the. most- 
fervid protestations in this debate time and. 
again. There is not a Senator on this floor, 
it appears, who will not. be glad and happy ‘to: 
disclose corrupt practices and to see them cor: 
rected. So we. hear, is 
general and enthusiastic among us, and: yet 


when a member of this body does attempt, to: eo 
lay bare a gross. abuse existing inthis Govern-: °°” 


ment, at once we are reprovingly told, ‘This 
is done for the purpose of hurting the Repub: 
lican party.” Gentlemen, either the party.is 
notwhat you pretend it to be, a party of reform, 
or the party should, instead of repelling: the 
denunciation of abuses, rather encourage that 
spirit which will prompt members of the party 
fearlessly and without hesitation, whenever 
they find a wrong in this Government, to dis- 
close it before the eyes of the country, , 
Mauch has been said about the Hodge- case; 
and how promptly Hodge was punished.. The 
Hodge case seems to have become the stalk- 
ing-horse of those who find nothing but virtue 
in the Government service. Hodge was pun: 
ished promptly, and it was right; it would 
have been a great scandal had he not been 
punished promptly and severely.. Ido not see 
any.extravagance of virtue in that, nor in. the 
other cases of punishment promptly inflicted 
upon evil-doers. It is simply right. If we 
go into a paroxysm of enthusiasm over cases 
like these, is it not asif there were so depraved 
a public sentiment that we had a right to be 
astonished ourselves and to challenge public 
admiration when a simple act of justice is. 
done? : It was simply right on the part of the 
Administration to punish those men, and I — 
accord to the act the full credit which’ it 
deserves; but it was nothing more than right. 
On the other hand, a case has been shown, 
also, in which the Administration has not been 
as prompt.to do its duty. I refer to the abuse 
I have denounced. That the Administration 
did right in the Hodge case and similar emer- 
gencies is no reason why a dereliction of duty 
in another matter should be. overlooked,’ If: 


we are a party of reform, while being ready: ` 7 


to recognize all the good that is done. we 
should not be unwilling to denounce all the 
bad thingsthat aretolerated. If you want your 
Administration to be such as it ought to be 
and what you want it to be you must eonvince 
it that its shortcomings do not escape your 
attention. You do not serve it as true friends 
if you denounce those who strive to set it right 
as its enemies. inte 

I, for my part, as the Senator from Nevada 
has taken the trouble to tell you, am in favor 
of reform; and let me assure you I am in.dead 
earnest. In’ my eyes an abuse is an abuse; 
a wrong is a wrong, whoever may be responsi- 
ble for it, friend or foe, and Iam determined 
to call things by their right names. If .we 
are sincerely in favor of reform, thisis the way 
to achieve it. ; php te 

To judge from the lecture delivered to us. by 
the Senator from Nevada, we are living in the 
most perfect state of society that ever existed 
in human history. In fact, it would seem our 
mere existence constitutes a sweeping reform- 
ation of the universe He may believe so; I 
do not. We have fallen a little too much into 
the habit of extolling our own virtue by com- 
paring our perfections with the vices of our 
opponents. Let us take care, or it will be the 
story of the pot calling the kettle black, and 
the kettle replying, ‘‘ but you are blacker.”’ 

I remember to have found in the New York 
Evening Post, last summer, a very striking 
illustration of the present state of parties... A 
Republican newspaper, commenting on the 
municipal nominations made by the Repub- 
lican party in an eastern city, made the follow- 
ing remark : : 

“Tt is true our nominations are not what they 
denounce as faithless to the 
party those Republican newspapers who threaten. to 

olt, for we may congratulate the community upon 
the fact that the Demoerati¢c nominations:are still 
worse.” 4 
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-It was a matter of congratulation to one 
party that although itself was bad, the other 
party was still worse! Gentlemen, I consider 
that a depraved state of political morals; “and 
if we attempt te live and prosper on the short- 
comings of our opponents, we shall certainly 
not achieve those reforms which the people so 
earnestly demand. 

Mr. President, I was called out by the re- 
marks made by the Senator from Nevada. I 


had already given up replying to what yester- . 


day had fallen from the Senator from New 
York, because I did not desire to prolong this 
debate. But the classical jokes coming from 
far off Nevada exercised so electrifying an 
influence upon me that I could not resist. 

~ Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, we were 
informed by the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WrLsox] that there was much 
feeling in the country, and, if I mistake not 
his:language, that millions of people are receiv- 
ing the impression that there is a desire on the 
part of Senators here to cover up and shield 
the shortcomings of this Administration. I 
think it is literally and emphatically true that 
such an impression has gone out to the coun- 
try. Yesterday evening the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Morton]—and I have had 
it upon my notes ever since it was uttered— 
said: 

“I am not mistaken about the whole drift of this 
debate. It has been to show that there is corrup- 
tion existing under this Administration, and gross 
corruption. 

Certainly, that is just what I mean when I 
enter into this debate; but to the other part 
of the proposition of the honorable Senator I 
plead not guilty: 

“The drift of this debate is a reflection upon the 
Republican party.” 

No, sir; I believe the Republican party is 
worthy yet to be redeemed from the curse that 
rests upon it to-day on account of the mistakes 
of the Administration and the corruption and 
downright plundering of dishonest officehold- 
ers. 1 stand here for the purification of the 
Republican party; but I do plead guilty to 
that other charge, that I believe there is cor- 
ruption, deep and damning and festering, all 
through this Administration of ours. I believe 
that, and I have uttered it. 

The honorable Senator from Nevada, [Mr. 


Nye,] with all the blandishments of external į 


oratory for which he is so famous, treated us toa 
high- flown description of the purity of the party 
at the present time, and also congratulated the 
country that so little of peculation had occurred. 
He caused me to remember the prayer of the 
Chaplain from your desk, sir. on the first morn- 
ing of the present session, when he thanked the 
Supreme Ruler of the universe that although the 
ceyelone—he called it the cyclone [laughter]— 
had passed over the land, there was more left 
than had been taken. [Laughter.] I come 
here to plant myself beside the Chaplain and 
to change the tenor of the prayer and refer it 
to my party, andI am thankful that although 


the cyclone of corruption has been passing | 


over it, there is a little more left than was 
taken, [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, we have had not only the 
language of the Senator from Indiana on the 
subject, but we have heard from the Chronicle, 
a paper known to most of the members of 
this body, for it has, according to tradition, I 
believe, become an established fact that who- 
ever edits the Chronicle ought either to be the 
Secretary of the Senate or an officer of the 
body. [Langhter.] When the old Secretary 
of the Senate used to sit at that desk and de- 
liver his fulminations morning after morning 
to us in the Chronicle, telling us what was our 
duty, I sometimes thought he was transcend- 
ing the rules of propriety, especially while 


the editorialsofthe paper. Itherefore thought 
this morning, when I read the article which I 
am about to read to you from the Chronicle, 
that perhaps it might be just as well if that 
paper was entirely severed from any connec- 
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tion with the Senate, and then, if it is so inde- 
pendent in its present attitude, it might become, 
in its release from any connection with us, 80 
independent that I should love it for its very 
audacity. [Laughter.] That paper this morar- 
ing says: 

“The opponents to the revival of the joint com- 
mittee base their action on the ground thatits cham- 
pions intend, should they be successful, to get up 
needless investigations. for the purpose of throwing 
dirt upon the action of the Administration, with a 
view of creating a false public opinion.” 


This organ, as I might call it, of our party 
in this Chamber charges literally, without nam- 
ing them, thatthe Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
TRUMBULL, ] and the Senator from Missouri, 


| [Mr. Scuvrz,] who have led in this discussion, 
i intend, if they can get up this committee, ‘‘to 


throw dirt upon the Administration, and create 
a false public opinion.’? Has it come to this, 
that we are to be thus charged, to be thus 


| denounced, to have our reputations as worthy 


members of the great Republican party thus 


| frittered away? When the corruption is so ! 


evident and palpable as that we all talk of it 
here, and the press carries it everywhere, and 


the people read it everywhere, if we undertake | 


to ask a legitimate reform, are we to be told, 
“ You are warring upon the Administration?” 
Sir, if the Administration is that corrupt com- 


bination and concentration of rascality we are | 


fighting it. 

We are told that we are hostile to the head 
of the party. Look at that. May I not, as an 
honest Republican, be allowed to suppose that 
there might be a Senator on this floor bet- 
ter qualified to control the destinies of this 


! nation,as a President even,than the intellectual 


Colossus who now sits in the White House? 
[Laughter.] And yet if I hold an opinion of 
that kind, am f to be denounced as entirely 


opposing the interests of my party? Has it | 


come to this, that we havé only one standard- 
bearer and only one man under whom we can 
marshal and be loyal? If that is so, God 


| have mercy on you on the great muster-day. 


[Laughter.] If gentlemen wish to press me 
on that question and desire especially to un- 
derstand what I mean, if I am not sufficiently 


explicit, on demand they can have the satisfac- | 


tion. 

Now, sir, let me call your attention to one 
fact. Five years ago we had a Senate here 
that was intensely in earnest, and their actions 
indicated their zeal and their determination. 
They said, ‘We fear that there iscorruption in 


: the Administration ; we fear that appointments 


are made for corrupt considerations; we fear 
that too many offices are merely sinecures; 
we fear that men are removed from office for 
no other reason in the world than that they 
hold views perhaps adverse to those of other 
men.” 
Senate, having a due appreciation of the rights 
of men—for when you take from me the 


| right to think and utter my sentiments and to 


make an effort to control those whose intel- 
lects I may be able to reach with my argu- 
ments, you degrade me beneath the dignity 
of a machine—that Senate, fearing that those 
undue influences were abroad in the country, 
determined that they would do something to 
right the wrong. That Senate was in earnest. 
That Senate I think was, generally, honest. 
They said they were, and they therefore pro- 
vided for a committee of investigation, and 
they wrote it down in the words and figures as 
follows: 


_ “And that said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, and to report whether any and 
what offices ought to be abolished ; whether any and 
what salaries or allowances ought to be reduced; 
what are the methods of procuring accountability 
n public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ments of public moneys; whether moneys have been 
paid out illegally; whether any. officers or agents 
or other persons have been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unneces- 
sarily; and generally how and to what extent the 
expenses of the service of the country may and 
ought to be curtailed. i 
. Anā also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to ths public 


That independent Senate, that able | 


j igate? We cannot tell, 


ibe known as LL.D.’s, 


service are now made as to provide for the selection 
of subordinate officers after due examination by 
proper boards; their continuance in office during 
specified terms, unless dismissed upon charges pre- 
ferred and sustained before tribunals designated for 
that purpose; and for withdrawing the public ser- 
vice from being used as an instrument of political 
or party patronage. 7 k n 

“ Thatsaid committee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress, to send for persons an 
papers; and to report by bill or otherwise.” 

That was the action of a Senate that. was in 
earnest, and determined that it would do some- 
thing to ferret ont the great wrongs that it 
supposed existed. Now the Senator from 
Illinois comes forward here and brings in the 
same identical resolution that was passed by 
the Senate at that time—nothing more and 
nothing less. We see at once opposition made 
to the passage of the resolution in that form, 
and a substitute is brought in for it, and gen- 
tlemen on each side of the Chamber have their 
preferences, a very large number for the res- 


| olution of the Senator from Illinois, and a 


very large number contending for the resolu- 


| tion of the Senator from Rhode Island, with- 


out the resolution of the Senator from Illinois 
being appended to itas an amendment. If 
no amendment is made to it the resolution of 
the Senator from—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Rhode Island. 

Mr. TIPTON. Rhode [sland—I wish that 
State was larger; it is hard to think of its 
name, [laughter]—will read as follows : 

Resolved, That a standing committee of seven, 
to be known as the Committee of Investigation and 
Retrenchment, be created to investigate and report 


on such subjects as may be committed to it by the 
Senate. 


Now, Mr. President, [Mr. Ramsey in the 
chair,] you may tax your ingenuity to the 
utmost—and any man representing a State in 
which Duluth exists is ingenious and has a 
fine apprehension—and you will not be able 
to find by that resolution that it meane 
retrenchment, or that it contemplates invest- 
igation. It does not contain a single word, 
it does not contemplate one single thought on 
the subject of retrenchment, good, bad, or 
indifferent. What is it? 

Resolved, That a standing committee of seven, 
to be known as the Committee of Investigation and 
Retrenchment— 

That is to be the name of the committee. 
Itis to have a name, and that is all there is 
about it. Itis to be called the Committee of 
Investigation and Retrenchment. Is it to 
retrench? We donot know. Is it to invest- 
But what will it do? 
It will “report on such subjects as may be 
committed to it by the Senate.” When ‘they 
get it on the track of investigation, then it will 
be an investigating committee. When they 
run it out on the chute of retrenchment, it will 
be a retrenchment committee. When they 
put it on any other track, it will derive its 
name from the service in which it is engaged 
and then performing. 

But there is no question whatever about the 
proposition presented by the Senator from 
Illinois as an amendment to that nonentity. 
It says emphatically and positively that the 
investigation shail be made in the direction 
where these wrongs are likely to be found. 
The other resolution says the committee 
shall be called a committee of investiga- 
tion and retrenchment, and then it shall not 


| be either and it shall not be anything except as 


the Senate shall press it into service and send 
out on its mission. It isto be known as the 
Committee of Investigation and Retrenchment. 
How will its authors be known? Will they 
doctors of laws? 
They will be known by the initials H. N. 
T. D. 1.— how not to do it.’ [ Laughter. ] 
That will be their title before the conntry. 
Their intentions may be very good; they may 
feel a determination to make a most thorough 
investigation; but when they vote down a 
resolution, as { fear, unfortunately for the 
couniry, they will vote it down, that says 
investigation, that means investigation, that 
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—— 
directs investigation, that authorizes sending 
for persons and papers in the investigation, 
then they will have this innocent lamb-like com- 
mittee of theirs to go abroad when they furnish 
it with teeth or when its -horns shall be suffi- 
ciently protruded ; and I say that that will be 
a perfect and entire and unqualified evasion 
on their part of the whole matter of the invest- 
igation. 

But the honorable Senator from Nevada says 
that so far as this question is concerned the 
necessity for the descriptive part of the res- 
olution of the Senator from Illinois has passed 
by. What is that? ‘The first clause of it is: 

And that said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, and to report whether any 
and what offices ought to be abolished; whether 
any and what salaries or allowances ought to be 
reduced. 

The voluminous report of the Committee on 
Retrenchment that I now hold in my hand 
shows that there are numerous officers in one 
single locality, the custom-house ip New 
York, who perform no duty, who report daily 
by order, but have never performed duty. 
This report sums up a loss to the Goyernment 
of probably more than fifty thousand dollars in 
the opinion of one witness, money paid for no 
service whatever. I find in this report that 
one of these unfortunate men who obtained a 
position and was sent out to do service with a 
comrade who was engaged in keeping a drink- 
ing-house on the Harlem road came to a 
gentleman and begged him to give him some- 
thing to do. ‘‘ Why,” said he, have you not 
a position?’ ‘Oh yes, I have an appoint- 
ment.’’ ‘Are you drawing asalary?’’ +‘ Yes, 
I am drawing a salary, but I have nothing 
to do, and I am losing my self-respect on 
account of it, and I hope, therefore, that 
you willgive me something that I can do.” The 
meaning of this was, ‘Give me something 
to do that I can stay in my position or at my 
desk and seem to be at work.” Said hbe, “I 
will work for a charitable institution if you 
will only let me have the work to do.’’ Yes, 
sir, here we have the case narrated of an off- 
cer of the Government having nothing to do, 
and ashamed of himself because he was there 
from day to day and from month to month 
sitting in his solitude, asking to have some 
charity work furnished him in order to employ 
himself, and that he might not utterly forget 

_ how to work while he was in the Government 
employ. Sir, this report is not a very old one. 


T find that it was presented to the Senate March | 


8, 1871. I presume the memory of gentlemen 
on the other side can run back that far—March 
8, 1871.. While we have such a report as this 
on record, and while the very first clause of 
the resolution of the Senator from Illinois pro- 
vides for looking into that state of affairs, 
the honorable Senator from Nevada, with all 
that placidity which characterizes him, comes 
in and says, ‘The occasion has passed by ; 
all is lovely, and the bird of Jove soars heaven- 
ward.’’ {Laughter. ] 

I want this committee organized, and I want 
it to possess that power which was so effica- 
cious in exposing corruption in the custom- 
house at New York. I want it because there 


isa custom-house in New Orleans, with all def- | 


erence to the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 


Kexioge,] and I mean no reflection on him. [ | 


want it because there is a custom-house in 
Philadelphia also ; and while I have great re- 


spect for the collector of customs there, Ihave | 


this to say, that the circumstances of his ap- 
pointment, if I know anything about them, 
are so unfavorable to him as that I would 
wish him to be watched, not scrutinized, not 
pertinaciously followed, but. simply watched. 
(Laughter. ] E 

I must explain why I have that feeling toward 
the collector of customs at Philadelphia. I 
may have a little animosity toward him because 
of his conduct toward my venerable friend from 


Pennsylvania [Mr, Cameron] in olden times, 


| party I have some experience. 
| heretofore to give direction to public patron- 
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[laughter;] but when he uttered those burning, 
truthful words; when he so vindicated the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] less 
than a year ago; when he so denounced the 
infamy that he thought had got contro! of men 
in high places, when that honorable Senator 
was deposed from the chairmanship of a com- 
mittee; when he uttered that in the ‘‘ Press,” 
one of his ‘‘two papers; both daily,” I was so 
gratified at the stamina of the man that I 
almost gave myself over to weeping when the 
President went to Philadelphia and came back 


| and Forney was made the collector of the port 


of Philadelphia. Then I supposed he was 
sold. I never expected to. hear any further 
denunciation from him of what I thought was 
a great wrong upon the dignity of the Senate, 


upon the rights of a Senator, and upon the } 


Therefore I want 


dignity of individual man. 
I included the 


a committee to watch him. 


-custom-house in Louisiana because I did not 


wish to be invidious, and I now release it, 
having accomplished my object. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, I desire to retain also the second 
proposition contained in the resolution of the 
honorable Senator from Illinois. He says he 
wants this committee to inquire— 

What are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public moneys; whether moneys have been 
paid out illegally; whether any oflicer or agents, or 
other persons, have been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unne- 
cessarily; and generally how and to what extent the 
expenses of the service of the country may and 
ought to be curtailed. 

The honorable Senator from Nevada says 
the occasion has passed by when we want a 
scrutiny into the manner in which disburse- 
ments are made under this Government. I 
think not. T think the hour is just dawning, 
and now is, in which if we ever wanted such 
a committee we want it now. How did it 
happen—we-must know it and the country 
must know it—how did it happen that the de- 
fuleation of Hodge could extend to nearly 
half a million dollars, and yet, with all the vigil- 
ance of the officers of the Treasury, not be 
discovered through so many years? How did it 
occurin the disbursements of the Treasury that 
right in the Treasury itself, right in the cash- 
room, right in the vaults of the Treasury, there 
were men who were preying upon the Treasury, 
rather than praying for the Treasury, and who 
have at last confessed their crimes and are to 


be brought to justice? I impugn the charac- | 


ter of no officer there, but I say the vigilance 

of such an honest, faithful Treasurer as Gen- 

eral Spinner was not able to detect it, and if 

he was not able, I say let bim have all the 

ability, all the scrutiny, and all the power that 

tie Congress of the United States can give 
im. 

We want no more Hodge defaleations; we 
want no more leaks right in the Treasury 
itself, without looking into them, if we are 
true to the people. Therefore that clause of 
the honorable Senator’s resolution which calls 
for an investigation of that kind is in place, is 
necessary, and ought not to be voted down by 
a Republican Senate that wishes to save the 
very large remnant of the Republican party. 


The third proposition which the Senator: 
! from Illinois offers to the Senate, and which I 


fear may be voted down, is this: 


_ And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lie service are made as to provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrament 
of political or party patronage. 

Mr. President, on this subject of the pat- 
ronage being prostituted to the benefit of a 
Thave helped 


age; but when I look back and see the man- 
ner in which we have had. to do it in order to 


| be Joyal to our Republican constituency and 


loyal to our party, 1 stand amazed at the fact 
that I ever could have consented to it. It will 
do you no harm, my fellow-Senators, to refer 


an 


to the condition of things: in thet respect in 
the little State of Nebraska. It illustrates 
uncomfortably close the proposition under dis? ` 
cussion. Oe 
When my first: colleague and myself’ came 
here as Senators we found. Republicans’ in 
office all over the State of Nebraska, and though: 
they were the appointees of Andrew: Jolin: 
son, they were our fellow-Republicans, losing 
no part of the confidence of the people because. 
they held the offices. We thought we must 
have the patronage, and that, let itcome from 
what sourceit might, we needed the patronage. 
We were out of the material that the boy was 
in pursuit of when he declared that he had an 
appetite and there was great destitution in 
the family larder; and therefore we, ourselves, 
when we came to the Senate, had to see to turn- 
ing out all the Republican officers in our State. 
Two years after I received a reélection. ‘Then 
that class who had gone in two years before 
had to go tothe slaughter-block, politically, in 
order to give place to my friends that had 
aided me to position a second time. While 
they were there reveling in the spoils of office ° 
for twenty-four months, in comes my colleague 
to my right, elected by a new set of loyal Re- 
publicans; and now we must turn out my sec- 
ond class of friends to be loyal and keep pace 
with the interests of the party in its demands 
on what I think to-day is a very mistaken 
policy. And here I stand, saying to my col- 
league, ‘‘Go forward, enthrone your friends, 
bury mine out of sight; only permit me to 
close my ears and bandage my eyes, so that 
I shall not hear the crack of the rifle that 
drops them to the dust or see their bodies 
swing from the political gibbet.” [Laughter.]_ 
It had to be done. It was necessary under 
the system of party caucuses and party appli- 


i| ances, and it had to bedone. If it was proper 


here to-day, I would make respectful mention 
of those gentlemen by name, in order that they 
might go upon the records, and if there is no 
political satvation for them otherwise, save 
them in the Globe. [Laughter.] But time 
would not serve me; and I say what has oc“ 
curred in my State is a transcript of what has 
occurred in your State, [Mr. Ramsey in the 
chair,] only that you have not been crowding 
the elections of Senators so close, for your 
terms are six years. 

Then I say there must be an amendment in 
this matter, and our people, honest men, trae 
men, devoted men, when they come to the 
public service, must know that virtue and 
fidelity will be rewarded, and that every twenty- 
four months they are not to beremoved simply 
for political expediency merely. Iaminclined 
therefore to say, ‘‘ Touch no man but for spe- 
cial cause; bar the gates of the Departments’ 
inbehalf of those who now occupy them, rather 
than continue this everlasting slaughter-house 
of honest men.” ; 

On this subject my heart is fall, I ‘have 
seen the operation of the present system; I 
have understood it. I have beet myself a 
clerk in one of the Departments under this 
Government in this city when, had I not had 
the confidence of such a man as Governor 
Corwin and such a man as Hon. Thomas 
Ewing, whose memory is dear to the American 
people to-day, I would have had necessarily 
to consent to become a puppet, a slave in my 
own estimation, or lose my place. 

So much on that point. I understand slightly 
the system of removals and appointments. 

I dared to go into appointments that have been 
made for the purpose of trammeling Senators, 
of throwing obstructions in the pathway of 
Senators, of retaliating upon Senators’ friends ; 
if I dared undertake to uncover the record 
upon that subject, and then refer to the State 
ot New York, to the State of Arkansas, and 
to the State represented by that Senator who 
has just left my side, from Alabama; if I could 
refer properly in this place to all these and to 
my ewn State besides, perhaps we should have 
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a very lively and interesting performance be- 
fore we leave this Chamber. [Laughter.] I 
have notes before me: but I am admonished 
to proceed. 

Phen comes the last proposition, that which 
would give some force, some power, some eff- 
cacy to this committee, namely, that they may 
send for persons and papers, When it is pro- 
posed to give power to send for persons and 
papers, Senators who have lived heretofore 
apparently for no other purpose, having no 
visible means of occupation except sending 
for persons and papers, throw themselves 
into an atlitude of perfect horror. Grasping 


the Constitution of the country they exclaim, | 


“What! send for persons and papers when 
this blessed document declares that men’s 
persons and papers shall not be subject to un- 
necessary seizures!’ These are necessary 
seizures, or else there can never occur a set 
of circumstances thai would admit it. No, 
that is so much for declamation and so much 
for the prairies and the intelligent men in the 
back country. [Laughter. ] 

If these propositions contained in the 
amendment are voted down, what will the 
unsophisticated people think about this? Will 
they think for one single. moment that there is 
not something wrong, something suspicious? 
The President of the United States has spoken 
in behalf of reform. I stand by his side on 
the platform of reform. I think the Senator 
from Illinois is ranged on the same platform, 
as I understand him. I think the Senator 
from Missouri has been there preoccupying it 
so long that if a platform could be cultivated 
he might as a preémptor take possession of 
it, Now, when we come to that position and 
begin, to sustain the President in the matter 
of reform, if a majority of the Senate who are 
par excellence the friends, the keepers of the 
Administration, shall go back upon it, there is 


no reasonable construction that the people | 


could make of the whole matter except this: 
they will ask, “Is there a little arrangement 
by which the President is to commit in his 
message the party to reform; and then is 
there a little understanding that his special 
friends in the Senate will hold back in the 


traces and let him have the glory of the | 


reform and they never let the people have 
the benefit of the reform?” Of course there 
is nothing of this kind intended; but I fear 
the gentlemen will be placed in a false posi- 
tion, and being a lover of humanity, I would 
not willingly see them slaughtered. 

Now, why should the Chronicle have been 
alarmed and suppose that it would be in the 
power of the Senator frem Missouri and the 
Senator from Illinois to get control of this 
committee, and cast dirt upon the Adminis- 
tration? Isthere not a majority of us here; 
or, where we are all on one side, can we talk 
about majorities at all? These Democratic 
inembers Look upon as here by our kind per- 
mission simply. [ Laughter. ] Would they have 
any right to seats in the Senate of the United 
States unless they subscribed to our creed, 
which I trust in good time they will all do? 
(Laughter.] Isay we are a majority here, and 
we can organize this committee, therefore, so 
that neither the Sevator from Missouri nor 
any other Senator can get such a degree of 
control of it as to injure the Republican party. 


Such men must not have prominent positions | 


upon it, and so far as I am concerned they 
shall not have these important. positions upon 
it; and yet the papers in advance of the action 
here have prepared the public mind for any- 
thing that shall be done in order that the coun- 
try may be saved from the calamity of two or 
three Senators who are designated getiing the 
control of the committee. 

The honorable Senator from New York yes- 
terday laid it down as a general proposition 
that the strength of the Republican. party con- 
sisted in its willingness to expose frauds among 
its own members. I think I quote him cor- 
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rectly. I used to agree with him; but I tried | pated their contemplated resurrection. They 


that once. Not very long since an office- 
holder of my State received a renomination, 
and I went into the contest against him, but 
he was elected. I thought that I could not 
apply to him the prayer of the Chaplain that 
he had left more than he had carried off, for 
I thought he had taken it all and left the peo- 
ple nothing of their school fund. I opposed 
him on the basis laid down by the honorable 
Senator from New York, believing that the 
purity of my party demanded the effort. I 
was overwhelmed; but the agitation produced 
the action of the Legislature one year ago, 
and that officer was impeached, and he was 
removed when the charges were proven which 
I used against him. 

But in my own State first I was informed 
that according to the manner in which offices 
were awarded on the rule of fidelity to party 


in this country, if I did not desist I would he. 


read out of the party in the city of Washing- 
ton. Well, now, we want the capital out West. 
But I did not recognize the existence of Wash- 
ington yet in the State of Nebraska, and my 
simple response was, ‘f Washington has nothing 
to do with me; let the authorities in Washing. 
ton mind their business and I will take care of 
mine.’’ But though I have been sustained in 
that infidelity to my party in opposing a man 
who, for the crimes I charged on him, has 
been convicted and removed by impeachment, 
I was told on Pennsylvania avenue, ‘‘ You 
have been reported to headquarters, and you 
will be discarded in the distribution of pat- 
ronage.’’ I have not yet recovered from that 
charge; I am not yet extricated from that 
position. I understand how party power is 
exerted in this land when there is a degree of 
independence that becomes offensive to men 
in very exalted positions. Weare discussing 
those points at the present time. , 

Mr. President, I think, in conclusion, that 
when the honorable Senator from Illinois pre- 
sented his amendment here; when I remem- 
bered that an earnest, active, not a know-noth- 
ing Senate, but a working, determined Senate 
five years ago had passed the same identical 
resolution he offered; when I saw the great 
necessity for the continuance of the committee, 
when the voluminous record of testimony taken 
by it with regard to the New York custom- 
house was ventilated to the Senate by distin- 


| guished Senators for two days, I was justified 
-in supposing that we should come together, and 
i that wewould yet pass the resolution with the 


amendment of the Senator from Illinois. I 
did not suppose that a proposition which had 
been so dear heretofore to distinguished Sen- 
ators, that a proposition which had been aided 
and sustained by them, would be ignored at 
the present time when the leaks in the Treas- 
ury were as large as they had been. I did not 
anticipate that they would thus be willing to 
go back, as I thought, upon what was custom 
here, if not imperative customs, that where 
there was evidence of such frauds full power 
should be given to sift them. It has happened 
within the last fifteen or twenty minutes in 
this Chamber that the information is given to 
us that even the chairman of the committee 
that presented this exposé of corruption in New 
York is not aware that the men have ever yet 
been removed, though the testimony showed 
that they were in the habit of receiving abso- 
lute and naked bribes. 

With all these facts before us, I could not 
suppose but what these gentlemen would sus- 
tain the proposition with eloquence, with 
power, with determination, and that if other 
men faltered, they never could falter. Lhada 
right to suppose that if they died before all the 
corruptions were finally ferreted out and pun- 
ished in the land they would desire that their 
graves should be but slightly filled in order that 
hereafter they might come back, if possible, 
and help to complete the whole of the day’s 
work, But, instead of that, they have antici- 


| writing. 


bring us in their resolution a political corpse, 
shrouded and coffined, hereafter to be ani- 
mated with a very lamb-like soul which shall 
only receive its retrenchment authority when 
the honorable Senator from New York, [Mr. 
CoNKLING,] standing by its temporary tomb, 
in the majestic attitude of a Republican deity, 
shall infuse life into it and bid it go forth. 
Sleep is to be the rule, and breathing and 
moving in this land of ours is to be the excep- 
tion, of their Committee on Retrenchmentand 
Reform. ` 

Sir, I have done what T could to present the 
views wbich I have on this subject; but if we 
are overruled here, we have the consolation 
of knowing that, perhaps, clear-headed hon- 
esty, pure-hearted integrity, unskilled in the 
wiles of the politician and the necessities of 
hard-pressed partisan leaders, may some time 
come to the conclusion that, though we lose 
the cause to-day, we shall yet gain it in that 
better time coming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wri- 
son in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
TRUMBULL, } 

Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 

Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Patterson, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, 
and Wilson—24. 
AYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman,Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler. Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Spencer, and Stewart—30. : 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, 
Morrill of Maine, Pool, Rice, Sprague, Windom, 
and Wright—12. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the original resolution offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
ÅNTHONY. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I now move that the 
committee be instructed to inguire, as was 
proposed in my amendment to the resolution 
just adopted. I now move that amendment 
as an independent proposition; namely, that 
the Committee on Retrenchment—— 

Mr. HAMLIN. Itis not raised yet. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is ordered to he 
raised. I move that it be instructed to 
inquire into certain things. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
is raised. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is ordered to be 
raised. The Senator from Khode Island and 
other Senators said that they were in favor of 
making this a live committee. Now we have 
voted to raise the committee, I want that it 
should be vested with authority to do some- 
thing when it is raised, and I offer this as a 
distinct proposition. 

Mr. POMEROY. Is it a resolution that is 
offered by the Senator? 

_ Mr TRUMBULL. It is offered as an 
instruction te the committee. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reduced to 


Wait until it 


g 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It is on the table in 


i writing. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolu 
tion will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That tho Committeo of Investigation 
and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire into the 
expenditures in all branches of the service of the 
United States, and report whether any and what 


| offices ought to beabolished; whether any and what 


Salaries or allowances ought to be reduced: what 
are the methods of procuring accountability in pub- 


OTL t 
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lic‘officers or agents in the care and disbursement 
@f-public moneys; whether moneys have heen paid 
out illegally ; whether any officers or agents, or 
other persons, haye been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unneces- 
sarily ; and, generally, how and to what extent the 
expenses of the service of the country may and 
ought to be curtailed. i 

"And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the public 
service are now made, asto provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrument 
of political or party patronage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Llinois a question. Does he desire 
that as a permanent instruction to a standing 
committee of the Senate for all time, or is it 
only for this session ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My object is accom- 
plished by saying “for this session.’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator desires 
an investigation of that kind for this session 
I will vote for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do, for this session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me the whole 
debate has gone on without recognizing the 
distinction between a standing committee and 
a special committee, but I say now to the 
Senator that if he desires the investigation 
during this session to cover these points of 
inquiry I will vote for granting these powers ; 
but to make this a permanent standing grand 
jury of this body in all time, as long as this 
standing committee exists, I think is totally 
indefensible, notwithstanding all the eloquent 
speeches that have been made. But if the 
Senator proposes now, for this session, to 
direct this committee about to be organized, 
to pursue this kind of investigation, I am per- 
fectly willing to vote for it. I have no objec- 
tion to it, except that I would like to have the 
resolution more specific as to the matters 
about which the inquiry is to be made; but as 
it is offered in general form, I am willing to 
take it as it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senate will 
adopt it, then. The commitiee falls at the 
end of every session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This instructionis sep- 
arate from the appointment of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the instruction ex- 
pires with this session, I understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me explain. 
committee is now to be formed. The indi- 
viduals to compose it have not yet been des- 
ignated, but there is to be a Committee of 
Investigation and Retrenchment, It will be 
precluded from doing anything till the Senate 
givesit sunething todo. The resolution order- 
ing it contains a clause that it is to consider 
such matters as shall be referred to it by the 
Senate. It can never do anything, then, until 
something is referred to it by the Senate. 
Now, I propose this instruction for the govern- 
ment of the committee to be organized. 
want to get rid of these technicalities, and 1 
have no objection to its being said that it shall 
be an instruction for this session, if that is 
more acceptable to the Senator from Ohio. 
And while Iam on my feet I want to say one 
or two other things. 

_ Whatever others may say, I have no dispo- 
sition to have an investigation that is hostile 
to the Republican party. I disagree utterly 
with the Senator from Indiana that an investi- 
gation of the kind that I propose is hostile to 
the Republican party. I believe that the Re- 
publican party has done great good to this 
country. It started as a reform party ; it pro- 
claims everywhere its devotion to honesty, in- 
tegrity, purity in the Government; and the 
Senator from Indiana is not to put mein the 
position of saying that the Republican party is 
more impure than other parties have been. 
He insisted yesterday that the Republican party 
was as pure as any of the parties that had pre- 
ceded it. Did I ever suggest anything differ- 
ent? But I trust we are progressing and im- 
proving, and when I propose to have an inquiry 
made into the expenditures of the publicservice 
and to learn whether any, and what, offices 


The | 


can be abolished, and an inquiry into the ac- 
countability of public officers and_agents, is 
that hostile tothe principles of the Republican 
party 

I am utterly astounded at the position taken 
by some members of this body. Shall it go out 
to the people of this country that an inquiry to 
ascertain what are the methods of procuring 
accountability in public officers or agents in 
the care and disbursement of public money is 
hostile to Republicanism? Is that the idea 
of Senators? Why this zeal to rush in to the 
defense of Republicanism and the President 
when nobody proposes to assail either? 

The President of the United States is in 
favor of economy. He tells us in his message, 
with great satisfaction, that the plunderers of 
the public Treasury have been hunted down, 
prosecuted, and convicted in numerous in- 
stances. He tells us that he urgently pressed 
upon Congress a year ago areform in the civil 
service. He tells us in his message that heis 
in favor of amnesty to the people of the South, 
and gives a reason for it that cannot be an- 
swered. And when J struggle here day by day 
to have a resolution adopted in aid of reform 
in the civil service, which in bis annual message 
the President has proclaimed to the country 
that he is for, and when I offer an instruction 
to a committee to inquire whether useless 
offices can be abolished, and propose that the 
manner of keeping accounts and the account- 
ability of public officers, many of whom, as the 
disclosures of the last few months show, have 
been plundering the public Treasury, speculat- 
ing with the money of the people for years 
without its having been found out, should be 
inquired into, is it to be said to the American 
people that such inquiry is hostile to Repub- 
licanism ? It is hostile to nobody but those who 
are corrupt and dishonest. Will any one 
insinuate that this Administration does not 
want honesty in the public service? I make 
no such insinuation. 

This resolution is in aid of purifying the 
public service, elevating the public morals, 
bringing about greater security in the collec- 
tion and disbursement of public money, and 
I am utterly astounded at the apparent effort 
made here by certain Senators to place others 
in a false position before the country. Ido 
not know that they design it. J made no 
appeals to party considerations. I disclaimed 
them at the outset; but we find some Senators 
speaking of the amendment I offered as if it 
was hostile to some party or person. Now, 
sir, my hostility extends to abuses. It is 
against the system I protest. I am for purify- 
ing the public service, and that is my only 
object. Ít is not to hit at any individual, and 
no Senator here will be more gratified than I 
if the investigations, when they take place, 
show honesty and fidelity in all departments 
of the Government. But we have seen enough 
of defaleations within the last few months to 
justify an inquiry as to how the accounts are 
kept; and 1 think that there ought to be no 
objection to such an instruction to the com- 
mittee as I have proposed. 

I know that the Senator from Nevada rises 
and makes sport of economy; tells you that 
he is paid the pitiful sum of $5,000 a year, 
and that he spends it all in ninety days—more 
than fifty dollars a day! I am sorry that that 
Senator, economical, prudent, abstemious in 
all his habits, as we al know him to be, finds 
it necessary to spend more than fifty dollars 
a day. [Laughter.] 

We have been met by technicalities from 
the beginning in regard to this matter. The 
same resolution that had been adopted time 
and again, and which the Senator from Ne- 
vada had voted for and supported for five 
years—half the time he has been in the Sen- 
ate—is now discovered, for the first time, to 
be a horrible resolution and dangerous to the 
rights of the citizen. The resolution was not 
aimed at anybody but officeholders and the 
manner of keeping public accounts. It ia not 


| proposed, as has been intimated, to send for k 


ersons and papers of private citizens who: 
ave no relations with the Government. The: 
object is to ferret out abuses: in the publie 
service. And is there any objection to cloth- 
ing a committee with authority. to: send: for 
persons and papers for such a purpose? $ 

I believe there is now a disposition to clothe 
the committee with the powers I suggest; but 
ihe argument was yesterday, when this propo-: 
sition was first started, against any committee 
on retrenchment. It is immaterial to me 
whether it is a committee of retrenchment of 
the Senate alone, or a joint committee of the 
two Houses. J want the most efficient one, 
and I acquiesced very readily in the disposi- 
tion to make it a committee of the Senate. It 
ig just as satisfactory to me as a committee of 
both Houses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.” [ask whether he was not 
appealed to to propose to make ita committee 
of the Senate before he offered his resolution ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then my friend’s recol- 
lection and mine do not agree at all, for if he 
had proposed it to be a committee of the Sen- 
ate, L would have gone for it any time. 

Mr. CONKLING. So we all would. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And there is notia mem- 
ber of the Senate, I imagine, who would not 
have voted for a proposition to refer any par- 
ticular charge, or even a general charge made 
in this body, to the committee. j 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the very point: 
“any particular charge.” That is what de- 
stroys the value of the committee in my judg- 
ment. If it is to bea committee to investigate 
a particular matter that is referred to it, with 
authority to send for persons and papers in 
reference to that matter only, it will bea com: 
mittee of very little use. Suppose this com- 
mittee is to go onand investigate the manner.of 
keeping accounts. We cannot tell inthe Sen- 
ate in advance—at least I cannot; the Sena- 
tor from Obio is doubtless more familiar than 
I am with the manner of keeping the accounts 
of the Treasury Department, but I could not 
frame a resolution to go to that committee 
directing them in what particular office they 
were to look for that defective system of keep: 
ing accounts which allowed plundering to go 
on for years without discovery. The com- 
mittee must go clothed with the authority to 
see what checks there are upon the manner of 
keeping accounts, and they will be of very | 
little use without it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont 
is mistaken in his recollection, because I had 
had no conversation with anybody about intro- 
ducing into the Senate the resolution for a 
joint committee till it was offered just at the 
close of a session of the Senate; but when it 
was thought better to have a committee of the 
Senate alone, and the Senator from Rhode 
Island came forward with such a proposition, 
I am sure ihe Senator from Vermont did not 
hear any objection from me; but I did want 
the Senate committee which was to be raised, 
or whatever committee was to be raised, to be 
clothed with authority to make the investiga- 
tions into the matters set forth in the resolu- 
tion which I originally offered to the Senate, 
and which was a copy of the old resolution 
that had been adopted time and again on the 
vote of all of us. I shall be much gratified 
now if the cbjection is withdrawn, and the 
committee of the Senate, which, it has now 
been determined to raise, can be clothed with 
the same authority heretofore conferred on the 
joint committee of the two Houses. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I cannot 
permit myself or those with whom I act in 
this matter to be putin a false position by 
the remarks of the Senator from Illinois. He 
has represented me as saying here that a prop: 
sition to investigate the affairs of the Gov- 
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ernment is hostility to the Republican party. 

have said no such thing; I have meant no 
such thing; but on the contrary, I have said, 
and it is so recorded in the Globe, that the 
Republican party can bear investigation, that 
it courts investigation, and that it claims the 
merit of having exceeded other parties who 
have gone before it in its zeal to bring to pun- 
ishment its own members who may have been 
guilty of crime. 

What I said I shall have to repeat, because 
the debate that has occurred here to-day con- 
firms every word that I said yesterday. I did 
not say that a proposition to investigate was 
ineaical to the Republican narty, but I said 
‘this : 

“Tam not mistaken about the whole drift of this 


debate. It has been to show that there is corrup- 
tion existing under this Administration, and gross 


corruption.”  * 

“The drift of this debate is a refiection upon the 
Republican party.” 

And can the Senator, or anybody who has 
heard this debate, deny that the whole spirit 
of the debate has been hostile to the Repub- 
lican party and intended to make the impres- 
sion on the country that there is gross corrup- 
tion in that party beyond that which has ordin- 
arily existed in the Government, and that 


there has been a purpose on the part of the | 


Administration and of the party to cover up 
and protect that corruption? Sir, if that has 
not been the spirit of this debate, then I am 
mistaken. I repel that imputation. I do it 
now as I did yesterday. 
taken about the purpose, I deny the fact. As 


I said yesterday, there is corruption at all | 
times in all parties, and there will be until the | 


millennium sball come. Men are fallible, and 
there are corrupt men in all organizations. 
But what I denied was that there was more 
corruption in the Republican party than ordin- 
arily belongs to parties, and I said there was 
not as much. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Did I say that there 
was? Has the Senator ever heard me intimate 
such a thing? 

Mr. MOKTON. The Senator asks me the 
question and Í must be frank with him. From 


the spirit of his speech and from what he said | 


I did infer that he was of the opinion that this 
Administration was grossly corrupt, and that 
extraordinary measures were required for the 
purpose of ferreting it out and bringing it to 
punishment. IfI have done the Senator in- 
justice, I beg to retract it. Can it be denied 
that that was the imputation cast by other 
Senators who have acted with him in this 
debate? I was glad to hear what the distin- 
guished Senator said a few minutes ago about 
the President; I was glad to hear him vindi- 
cate the President; and in so doing he has 
answered speeches that were made upon this 
floor to-day and that were made yesterday. I 
willtake his vindication of the President as 
an answer to the imputations which have been 
hurled against him during the course of this 
debate, and when the Senator now says that 
he means to make no imputation upon the 
Republican party that it is corrupt beyond that 
corruption which perhaps must necessarily 
exist. when we consider the fallible character 
of men—when he says that, Iam glad to accept 
it and put it down to the credit and to the vin- 
dication of my party. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I did 
not say that I thought there was no corruption 
beyond that which was necessary from the 
character of men. I believe there are great 
abuses under this Administration and have 
been under all Administrations; but I believe 
that the extent of the business and patronage 
of the Government, and the large amount of 
moneys collected and disbursed, necessarily 
enlarge the abuses of Government. That there 
is more corruption in proportion under this 
Administration than under other Administra- 
tions the Senator has not heard me say or in- 
timate; but I want this Administration to be 
better than other Administrations, and I want 


While I am not mis- | 


} 


j 


the Republican party to be purer and better 
than any party that ever preceded it in the 
history of the Government. I did say that the 


obtain under the earlier Presidents; but I did 
not suppose that the Senator from Indiana 
understood that as an attack upon this Ad- 
ministration. It commenced thirty or forty 
years ago, and [think I so said in the remarks 
which I made the other day. I am for the 
correction of the abuses of the Government, 
and not for making attacks on individuals. 
Mr. MORTON. Iam glad, Mr. President, 
to hear the Senator declare his devotion to 
the Republican party. Iam glad to hear him 
declare that this party is not worse than those 
that have gone before it, and to hear him now 
say that his proposition to investigate looks to 
the fact that the character and the operations of 
the couniry are enlarged, and perbaps require 


that I did understand the spirit of his speech 


and, of course, I accept very fully his declara- 
tions. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say one word 
in regard to reform. There seems to be a 
disposition on the part of some people in this 
country to become professional reformers, to 
have it understood that they are the reformers 
par excellence. They seem to desire to monop- 
olize that business, and to have it understood 
by the country that they of all others hate cor- 
ruption, and that they are to make it the busi- 
ness of their lives to hunt down those who are 
corrupt. I desire to say to those gentlemen, 
wherever they may be, that for one I shall not 
permit them to monopolize that business, that 
| Í claim to be as good a reformer as any of 


it, or make such high pretensions. 

The Republican party, as the Senator re- 
marked awhile ago, has been a reform party 
from the beginning. 


investigate every matter requiring investiga- 
tion which is brought to its attention in Con- 
gress, and that it will use all the means that 
may be necessary and proper for bringing 
offenders to justice. But, sir, we are so con- 


may be proposed for fear that somebody will 
| Say that we are corrupt and afraid of investi- 
gation. 

Mr. President, I profess to be a reformer in 
earnest. I claim that my party is entitled to 
that character above any other that has gone 
before in the history of this couniry. 
are Pharisees in religion and there are Phari- 
sees in politics. 
corners of the streets and make loud prayers 
are not always the most pious or the best men; 
and those who are constantly clamoring about 
corruption and clamoring that they are the 
purest and the best men in the nation, may not 
be any better than the rest of us. 

Now, Mr. President, one word in regard to 
this resolution. As was stated a moment ago 
by the Senator from Ohio, I believe the Re- 
publican members on this floor have been in 
favor, from the first, of a standing committee 
on retrenchment. They were notin favor of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Illinois for reasons which have been given 
heretofore, and I will not go over them again. 
But it has been said that because we were op- 
posed to investing a committee with general 
power to send for personsand papers in regard 


Senate, to investigate anybody at all times 
upon any public or private charge that might 
be made, and thereby cast imputation, we were 
against the exercise of a power which has 
been conceded to this committee for the last 
five years. I want to call the attention of my 
friend, the Senator from Ilinois, to the fact 
i that if that power has been ever exercised for 


use of patronage for party purposes had grown | 
up of later years; the spoils system did not į 


more attention than formerly; but I again say | 


to be different from what he now expresses, | 


I trust it will continue | 
to be a reform party, and I believe that it will | 


scious of the strength of our position that we | 
are not compelled to accept every means that i| h 
| of the country may and ought to be curtailed, 


There | 


Those who stand upon the | 


to matters that have never been before the | 


them, although I may not say so much about |i 


i 


the last. five years by the committee it was not 
given by the resolution creating it. I think I 
have heard the Senator admit the construc- 
tion I have given to this. resolution, that it 
conveyed no power of that kind, and not even 
by intendment did it instruct the committee to 
make investigations of frauds and of wrongs. 
The Senator understands me upon that point. 
If the committee have exercised that power, 
they have never drawn it from the language 
employed in this resolution. Whether the 
committee usurped powers that did not belong 
to it I will not now undertake to say. I make 
no charges against it; but what I do say is, 
that throughout this discussion this resolution, 
offered by the Senator from Illinois, has been 
assumed to confer powers upon the committee 
that it did not confer. I think the Senator 


| will hardly dispute that, and the discussion 


from the first has proceeded, perhaps, on a 
false basis in that respect. 

A word now in regard to these instructions, 
I care nothing about them in this stage of the 
case, bui I will call attention tothem. These 
instructions are: 

That said committee be instructed to inquire into 
the expendituregin all branches of the service of the 


United States, and to report whether any and what 
offices ought to be abolished. 


To inquire into the expenditures in all 
branches of the service! No one committee 
can do that in one year or intwoyears. If this 


| resolution is to be understood as withdrawing 
| these inquiries from the respective standing 


committees, it will be a positive injury, because 
it gives to this committee duties that it cannot 
perform in five years, if it sits every day, Sun- 
days included. Let me read on: 


Whether any or what salaries and allowances 
ought to be reduced. 


That extends to all the offices of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States—a vast field of 
inquiry. 

What arethe methods of procuring accountability 
in publie officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of publie moneys, 

There is another vast field of inquiry that the 
committee would hardly have time to enter 
upon during this session, let alone investigate 
all the other matters. 


Whether moneys have been paid out. illegally; 
whether any officers or agents or other persons have 
been or are employed in the public service without 
authority of law or unnecessarily; and generally 
ow and to what extent the exponses of the service 


I remark here in general terms that this res- 


, olution charges this committee substantially 


with inquiries that belong to all the commit- 
tees of this body. All the committees of this 
body, if they should engage in this work of 
investigation from now until the end of the 
session, could not comply with the instruc- 
tions embraced in this resolution ; but it is to 
be taken, at least by inteniment and by infer- 


| ence, from the other committees and given 


to a single committee. A single investigation 
in regard to a charge of fraud may take days 


| or weeks ; but hereis a resolution that charges 


this committee substantially with the whole 
business of this Government. If that is to 
have the effect of relieving the other commit- 
tees from it, it is simply proposed to do noth- 
ing where something could be done. But I 
read on. What else? This committee is to 
consider— 

the expediency of so amending the laws under which 
appointments to the public service are now made, 
so as to provide for withdrawing the public service 
from being used as an instrument of political or 
party patronage. 

We are asked specially to construct this com- 
mittee to go to work and examine the subject of 
civil service reform in its length and breadth 
and make report. to this Senate during this ses- 
sion, while the President by an act introduced 
by the Senator himself is empowered to make 
that investigation, to make the rules, has had 
a commission in session: now for more than 
three months considering them, who are just 
about bringing their labors to a close, and 
whose report we shall have in tha course of 


1871. 


ten days. Now we are asked as a matter of 
reason and propriety to instruct this commit- 
tee, in addition to all these extraordinary 
duties, to report and examine the whole ques- 
tion of civil service reform, that we may act 
upon it as if nothing had been done! I sub- 
mit to the distinguished Senator that that in- 
struction is out of place, and is not respectful 
tò the President, to whom he paid such a high 
compliment but a little while ago. 

This is about all that I have to say, so far 
as the present instructions are concerned. If 
the proposition has any effect at all in placing 
upon this committee this immense labor dur- 
ing this session, it will all falla dead letter. 
That will be its effect, if it shall have any. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, my rec- 
ollection of the proceedings of the Senate is 
not entirely in accord with that of the Senator 
from Indiana. He seems to indicate 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it my duty to raise 
a question of order. There are half a dozen 
Senators trying to get the flour. The Senator 
is now speaking the third time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Ohio wants to make a point of order on me 
that I have spoken more than once on this 
question in this body 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order 
because I desire to say a few words myself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will move an amend- 
ment, then; I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was recognized by the 
Chair, and I desire to offer an amendment. I 
propose to modify my resolution by striking 
out that part which relates to the civil service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ibelieve I havethe floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WiL- 
son.) The Senator from Ohio calls the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to order, and the Chair 
rules that the Senator from Illinois is out of 
order, he having spoken several times already 
on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to state to the 
Senator from Illinois that I do not make this 
point of order from any discourtesy to him; 
but the tone of his remarks awhile ago was 
exceedingly offensive to the majority who 
voted for the resolution we have adopted ; it 
was so certainly to me. He has had in this 
debate the amplest latitude. He has arraigned 
to some extent the Administration, and very 
severely the conduct of his fellow-Senators; 
and therefore I do not think it is very severe 
when I insist that he shall observe the rules 
of the Senate when so many Senators rose at 
the time he did to address the Chair. 

Mr. President, the whole of this debate has 
been maguified beyond all comprehension. 
Never during my service in the Senate have | 
seen a little bit of moonshine so expanded into 
a balloon as this matter about the organization 
of a committee has been. There never has 
been an hour when either a select or a stand- 
ing committee of this body could not have 
been organized on retrenchment or on expend- 
itures upon the demand of any Senator; but 
instead of pursuing the course dictated by par- 
liamentary usage, by the custom of the Senate, 
by the rules of the Senate, the Senator from 
Illinois persistently insisted upon organizing a 
joint committee of the two Houses, armed with 
extraordinary powers. After a cursory debate, 
when that matter was considered, it was be- 
lieved and admitted by the Senator himself 
here repeatedly that a joint committee was 
not the best committee for the purpose of pur- 
suing these investigations. The very trouble 
that occurred in regard to a joint committee 
the other day shows that there are legal diffi- 
culties in the way of the exercise of its proper 
powers and functions. There is therefore no 
occasion for the organization of a joint com- 
mittee. 

Then, when it was proposed by the friends 
ofthe Senator from Ilinoisto organize a stand- 
ing committee on retrenchment and expendi- 
tures and piace it on the same footing with all 


| 


the other standing committees of this body, he 
sought in his remarks to raise the impression 
that the majority of this body were seeking to 
smother investigation, to prevent an examina- 
tion into corruption, that we were hiding cor- 
ruption and preventing investigation ; while at 
the very moment thatresolution was introduced 
he was informed by halfa dozen Senators all 
around him that there was no desire at all to 
suppress investigation, that they would vote 
for the resolution of the honorable Senator 
from New York which proposed investigation 


into one branch of this subject, they would į 


vote for his proposition either for a general or 
a special investigation, provided only that the 
rules and usages of the Senate were complied 
with; and when the proposition was made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to organize a 


standing committee of this body and place it | 


on a footing with all the other standing com- 


mittees of the body, the Senator from Illinois at | 


once acknowledged that it was betterto have a 
standing committee of the Senate rather than 
a joint committee, butheinsisted upon putting 
into the powers of that committee for all time 


to come, as a standing committee of this body | 


for session after session, the extreme powers 
that are only conferred by the Senate for spe- 
cial occasions. Now, sir, if he will show me 
a case in the whole history of this Government, 
from the foundation of the Government, where 
such powers as are conferred by this resolu- 
tion have been given to any committee of this 
body, I will yield to him the whole palm ; but 
it has never been done. 

Resolutions conferring the power to send for 
persons and papers, to drag the citizen before 
our committees, are always special resolutions 
passed from time to time when the occasion 
arises, and the power is never refused on ap- 
plication for it in a proper case. In my expe- 
rience in the two Houses I have seen members 
rise in their place and arraign the President 
of the United States, offer a resolution of the 
most searching inquiry, sometimes making 
specific charges, and sometimes making gen- 
eral charges, and I never heard either Senate 
or House refuse a fair investigation ; no party 
dare doit; no man dare do it. Therefore, 
when the Senator seems to imply that we 
are here seeking to prevent investigation, we 
naturally feel hurt when the accusation comes 
from our own political friend. 

Sir, I, for one, am perfectly willing to con- 
fer full power on this committee when itis 
announced. Untilit is announced nothing can 
be done. You refused to refer at the begin- 


ning of this session the most important public j 
measures because your committees were not j 


announced. You cou!d not refer a bill, great 
or small, you could not refer the petition of a 
citizen until your committees were announced; 
and yet before this committee is announced 
you are required now by this resolution to 


instruct it and to invest it with most extraor- | 
dinary power, not only for this session, but for | 


all time. It is true my honorable friend, when 


I appealed to him to confine it to this session, | 


said he was willing to have it so confined. 
After this committee is announced in theusual 
way by the election of the Senate by ballot, 
(and it must be elected by ballot on the demand 
of any Senator) there will be no objection 
either to a general or a special direction of 
inquiry; no one would object. Then we shall 
all vote for the resolution. I will, and I pre- 
sume nine tenths of Senators here, perhaps all, 
will vote for the resolution of the Senator from 


Illinois, broad and sweeping and general as it | fl 


is, entirely too broad and sweeping. I would 


be willing then to vote for it, although I think | 


if he would look over it carefully he would 
modify it somewhat. Rather than have an 

further controversy about this matter, I woul: 

vote for his resolution. I simply insist that 
this matter shall be proceeded with in order, 
aud that we shall not be held up here before 
the country either as belonging to a corrupt 
party or aiding a corrupt Administration or 
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as seeking to conceal corruption wherever. it 
occurs. i Tee 

The Senator from Illinois, perhaps, did not 
appreciate the force of his language, the earn» 
estness of his manner, the imputation thatwas - 
cast-upon a majority of his own political friends. 
After the fullest debate and the fullest discus- 
sion, after he had had full range and. sweep, 
because we did not choose to do what never 
has been done from the foundation of thig 
Government—arm a standing committee of this 
body without limit with extraordinary powers——- 
we are to be arraigned and the public at large 
are to be taught that we are seeking in some 
way or other to protect the frauds and raseali- 
ties of a corrupt Administration! That was 
the effect of his language. Now, sir, what we 
want is to go according to order. At the begin- 
ning of this session many Senators believed 
that the better way was toarm the different 
committees of this body with the different 
branches of this investigation according to.the 
branch of service to which they are assigned. 
I do not agree with that motion because I know 
our standing committees are fully charged with 
important public duty, and they are apt to 
neglect a more general inquiry. 

No proposition was made for a select com- 
mittee. A proposition was made for a joint 
committee. Objection was at once made, 
argument arose, and finally, after a consulta- 
tion among the great majority of this body, it 
was deemed better to have a standing commit- 
tee of the Senate appointed in the ordinary 
and usual way, and then to be instructed from 
time to time as to the objects of their inquiry, 
and armed with the necessary powers. . When 
you frame a standing committee and put that 
standing committee on your rules, it stands 
there to be renewed session after session, time 
after time, and never to be abolished, Stand- 
ing committees are not abolished, But when 
you make these powers a part of the organiza- 
tion of the committee, you keep these extraor- 
dinary powersa partof the weaponsof offensive 
warfare of this committee. Never. has. that 
been done; but when it is proposed in a par- 
ticular case or in a general examination to 
arm this committee, thus properly organized, 
with the powers that have been conferred. on 
other committees, then there will be no objec- 
tion. i 

Now, it does seem to me that my honorable 
friend from Illinois in his heat, (because he has 
become somewhat heated by this long contro- 
versy,) goes a little too far. He ought to yield 
to his associates here at least the same purity 
of motives that he claims for himself, and that 
we most cheerfully yield to him. Let him pur- 
sue the olden way, the path of peace, that course 
which has been adopted in alltime by those 
who went before us; let us form our appro- 
priate committees, and then charge them with 
proper subjects of inquiry from time to time, 
and arm them then with the powers to pursue 
those inquiries. I, for ove, will not stand in 
the way of the most searching inquiry he. may 
choose to propose into the conduct of any 
officer of the Government. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. I move to amend the 
resolution under consideration by adding to it 
at the end, where it provides for the appoint- 
ment of a clerk, the words ‘‘at a salary of 
$1,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois modifies his amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. President 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe I have the 


oor. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 do not undersiand that 
there can be any resolution under consider- 
ation at this time, It cannot be introduced at 
this time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithas been under con- 
sideration for an hour. 

Mr. POMEROY. I make the point of order. 
If there is a resolution 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. TRUMBULL.. The 
point is too late. 
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! Mr: POMEROY. This is not the season to 
introduce resolutions, and if there is a reso- 
lution offered it cannot be proceeded with 
except by unanimous consent. - 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is of opinion that it is too late to make that 
pant now. The resolution has been under 


discussion. 
“Mr: POMEROY. If it was in order to in- 


troduce the resolution, it could not be pro- | 
ceeded with at this time but by unanimous | 


consent, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate has 
gone on for some time. 


Mr. POMEROY. I ask the Chair, then, if | 


there is a resolution before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
rules that there is a resolution before the Sen- 
ate introduced by the Senator from Illinois, 
and several Senators have addressed the Sen- 
ate on the merits of it. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Illi- 
nois proposed a resolution. I did not under- 
stand that he had introduced it. If I had, I 
should have objected to its consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Have I the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam a little surprised 
at the sensitiveness of the Senator from Kah- 
sas andthe Senator from Ohio. During an 
experience of now more than sixteen years I 
recollect scarcely a single instance in this body, 
distinguished for courtesy among its mem- 
bers, in which a Senator has ever been called 
to order because he proposes to speak more 

. than once or twice upon a subject before the 
Senate. We have sucha rule, I know. We 
have a rule that no person shall read a news- 
paper in the Senate. We have a number of 
rules of like character; but that courtesy and 
that kindness among the members of this body 
which have distinguished it from its organiza- 
tion have been such that there has seldom been 


found a member to attempt to enforce them, | 


and especially to choke off discussion or pre- 
vent a reply. 7 

~ Is was supposed that there was one body on 
the American continent where discussion was 
free. But the Senator from Ohio thought 
proper to undertake to enforce this obsolete 
rule upon’ me that he might take the floor him- 
self and read me a lecture. I have heard it. 
He spoke of excitement upon my part. Was 
anybody more excited or more unjust than he? 
Sir, I am happy now to know that I have the 
floor in accordance with the rules of the Sen- 
ate, for I never wish to violate its rules or to 
impose myself obtrusively upon its consider- 
ation. The Senator from Ohio intimated, and 
has suffered the intimation to go out to the 
country, that I had spoken of ‘this corrupt 
Administration.’? He used the words ‘‘cor- 
rupt Administration,’ and could have used 
them with no other intention than to carry the 
erroneous impression to the people of this 
country that I had intimated that this was a 
corrupt Administration. I have made no such 
intimation. 


And, Mr. President, he rises in his place | 


here and says that nobody had any objection 
toinvestigation. Why, has he forgotten, and has 
the Senator from Indiana forgotten that when 
‘the resolution was proposed for a joint com- 
mittee that they both voted for for five years, 
it was opposed on the ground that the stand- 
ing committees of the Senate were the proper 
committees to make these investigations? Did 
we not have a discussion upon it here in the 
Senate, and was not action prevented day after 
day by motions to go into executive session and 
to adjourn, when the Senate had been in ses- 
sion but an hour or less than two hours? Has 
the Senator from Ohio forgotten this? And 
now, forsooth, he is for investigation! It is 
a singular way of manifesting a zeal for invest- 
igation by opposing any means to accomplish it. 
The Senator talks of this ‘‘ extraordinary” 
proposition. Has he not voted for it time and 


1 


i 


agam? But then it was a joint committee. 
Yes, but is the right of the citizen any more 
likely to be encroached upon by the action of 
a joint committee than of a standing committee 
of the Senate? Did not the Senator from Ohio 
vote year after year to clothe the joint com- 
mittee with authority to send for persons and 
papers during the recess of Congress? Where 


|i then was his zeal for the rights of the citizen ? 


He says such a thing was never heard of in 
the history of the Government, as clothing a 
standing committee of the Senate with a gen- 
eral authority to send for persons and papers. 
Why, sir, it has been heard of for five years, 
as to a joint committee of the two Houses. 
What are these but mere technicalities thrown 
in the way of investigation? 

The Senator from Indiana draws inferences 
as to what has been said by others in the Sen- 
ate. I am not responsible for what others 
have said. It is as much as I can do to be 
responsible for what I say myself. Nor am I 
responsible for wrong inferences that he may 
draw from my remarks. But the Senator from 


! Indiana very complacently ‘‘accepts’’ my 


statement about Republicanism. Yes, Mr. 
President, he ‘‘accepts’’ it, Well, I do not 
answer to the Senator from Indiana for my 
Republicanism. Who set him upas the stand- 
ardof Republicanism? Upon what meat does 
he feed that he is to “‘accept’’ a statement that 
I make? My Republicanism is not to be 
measured by his. I recognize no allegiance 
to him and no authority in him to condescend- 
ingly ‘‘accept”? my statement as to what con- 
stitutes Republicanism. He tells us that he 
is for reform—and he has a strange way of 
manifesting it! He is as much for it as those 
who talk about it more. Ay, I remember to 
have read a speech of the Senator from Indi- 
ana delivered, I think, in Missouri, in which 
he eulogizes our civil service as we have it, as 
the best in the world. When did he become 
such a reformer ? 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. In referring to my St. 
Louis speech the Senator onght to say, in 
justice to me, and perhaps will say, that while 
I declared that I believed there were reforms 
which could be made and would be made, and 
that the Republican party would do all that 
could be done in that direction, I said still I 
believed, as I now do, that we have the best 
civil service in the world to-day.. That is 
what I said. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was my recollec- 
tion, substantially, of the speech as I read it. 
Now, if there is any worse civil service in any 
country on the face of the earth than that in 
the United States, I pray God to deliver that 
people from it. Here, as we have shown day 
after day, officers are appointed in many local- 
ities simply for partisan service, without per- 


| forming any duty whatever for the Government, 
į and that is the best civil service in the world! 
| How could you get a worse one? Thousands 


of dollars are paid to men whose only service 


| is to sign the receipt for the money they re- 


ceive; and that is the best civil service on the 
face of the globe! 

Mr. President, the people will not misun- 
derstand what has occurred herein the Senate. 
The Senator from Ohio may become excited, 
and the Senator from Indiana may pronounce 


| eulogies upon cur Civil servicé as it exists, but 
| the people of this country will think that when 
p a resolution is offered in this body to inquire || 


into the manner in which the public moneys 
of the country are collected and disbursed ; to 
inquire whether there are supernumerary offi- 
cers in the service; to inquire whether patron- 
age cannot bedispensed so as not to constitute 
a corruption fund for partisan purposes, and 
itis not allowed to pass, first, because a joint 
committee will not do, (which was found out 
for the first time this session, ) and then because 
it is dangerous to give a committee the neces- 
sary powers to expose corruption. disrov- 


i 


ered also for the first time this session, that 
there is some design somewhere to prevent 
the exposure of corruption. 

What do the people of Ilinois or the people 
of Indiana care whether it is a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate or a joint committee of 
the two Houses that is proposed to inquire 
into frauds and corruption in the public ser- 
vice, and to correct them, if they exist? What 
will they think of the effort that is made first 
upon one ground and then on another to pre- 
vent the passage of a resolution to clothe a 
committee with the power to ferret out and 
expose corruption, if it exists, and if not, to 
let the country know the fact? y 

Sir, who is the best friend of the Republican 
party, he who goes to work to ferretout and re- 
form its abuses—for it is admitted that abuses do 
exist—or he who throws first one obstacle and 
then another in the way of investigation because 
the committee proposed is not precisely the 
one he wants? If itis expected by Senators 
that the Republican party, which has hitherto 
done so much for human liberty, its own and 
its country’s honor, and for mankind, is to 
preserve its escutcheon untarnished, they must 
purify it of all corruption and make it a party 
of progress and reform; and the day that it 
shall begin, under one subterfuge or another, 
to hide iniquities, to cover up defalcations and 
fraud, that day it will begin to fall in public 
estimation and soon go down in disgrace under 
the condemnation of an honest people. 

My Republicanism is not partisan. I care 
nothing for the Republican party except as a 
means of benefit to my country; and when I 
see around me, from the Pacific ocean to the 
Atlantic coast, first one defaulter and then 
another, and an attempt is made by anybody, 
first by interposing one objection and then 
another, to prevent investigation into the pab 
lic service, and the means of accountability, 
then I think I am a much better Republican 
than he. I certainly am in my own estimation, 
and I shall not submit my Republicanism to 
the test of the Senator from Indiana, particu- 
larly after that declaration of his, first promul- 
gated in the West, and repeated here to-day, 
that onr civil service as it exists is the best in 
the world. The President does not think our 
civil service system the best; the country does 
notthink so; and if there is one thing demanded 
by the honest’ people of this country, it is that 
it should be reformed and be made better. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to pro- 
long this discussion. Iam sorry that I had to 
movean amendmentin order to be heard by the 
Senate, I believe it isthe first time during my 
service that I have had to resort to such an ex- 
pedient to avoid a rule seldom if ever before 
enforced. Having said all I desired, I now 
ask leave to withdraw the amendment which I 
proposed, aud I hope that the Senate may con- 
sent to adopt the resolution I have offered. 

Mr. MORTON. Just one word. Ido not 
intend to be placed improperly before the 
country even on the subject of the civil ser- 


| vice. When J said I believed we to-day had a 


better system than any Government, as I said 
at St. Louis, I did not mean to say it was per- 
fect; on the contrary, I said it was imperfect; 
I said it should be reformed, and that the 
Republican party would do all in that dirce- 
tion that could be done. Ido not intend to 
be placed before the country as saying that it 
is perfect now, although I believe it is better 
than any other that now exists in the world. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer a resolution that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Ohio asks consent to move a resolution 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it shall 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better 
go over until to-morrow. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont objecis. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask consent 


T871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


£6 take a resolution from. the table, and refer 
itto the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, in reference to the Chicago appro- 
riation. 

F The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont asks unanimous consent to 
take a resolution from the table. 

“Mr. THURMAN. Is objection made to my 
motion? , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. è 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules. : 

:Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot suspend the 
rules by motion. d 

Several Senators, (to Mr. Epmunps.) With- 
draw your objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The subject we have been 
discussing is so very important as to whether 
we shall have an 7% dotted or a ¢ crossed that 
ĮI think we had better go on with it to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it in order to move to 
go into executive session ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. THURMAN. 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio farthest from the Chair moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. Allow me to make an 
appeal to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will vote it down. 
‘Do not talk on it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to withdraw his motion to 
adjourn so that we may go into executive ses- 


sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
- tion recurs on the motion of the other Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Suerwan,] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after thir- 
teen minutes spent in the consideration of 
executive business, the doors were reopened; 
and (at five o’clock and twelve minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned to Monday next. 


It is. 
I make that motion. 
I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 14, 1871. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butrmr, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


EXPENSES OF COLLECTING CUSTOMS. 


Mr. BURCHARD, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform the House what number of por- 
sons were employed, and the total compensation paid 
them, in the collection of customs during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1871, in the United States, and 
in the districts of New York, Philadelphia, Boston 
and Charlestown, Baltimore, New Orleans, and San 
Francisco, and the amount of additional compensa- 


tion as fees, moieties, traveling or contingent ex- | 


penses, allowed to or received by such employés; 
also the total amount expended during said time 
in the United States for the collection of customs, 
including all incidental expenses and all expendi- 
tures for the revenue-cutter service, and for the 
rent, repair, erection, completion, or furnishing of 
custom-houses or other buildings or rooms used in 
the collection of customs revenue. 


BLECTION CONTEST-——BOLES VS. EDWARDS. 


_ The SPEAKER laid before the House addi- 
tional evidence in the contested-election case 
of Boles vs. Edwards; which was referred to 
the Committee of Elections. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole upon the apportionment bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, (Mr. Burrintow in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
248, for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House 
all general debate on this bill is limited to one 
hour. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment’ offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] which will be reported 
by the Clerk. It isin the form of a new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Sec. —. That the election of all Representatives 
in Congress shall be held on the first Tuesday after 
the first Monday of November of each alternate year, 


after the election of electors of President and Vice 
President in the year 1872, except for members of the 


Forty-Third Congress, and except in case of special 
elections ordered to fill a vacancy. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend the 
pending amendment by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided further, That this section shall notapply 
to the State of Maine or to the State of Indiana until 
the year 1876. . 

Jt will be remembered that during the last 
Congress a bill was passed by this House sub- 
stantially the same as the section now pending 
as an amendment proposed to this bill. The 
sentiment of the last House of Representatives 
was largely in favor of that measure. I deem 
it very important that some such measure should 
become a law. What has been said of the 
State of Indiana satisfies me, however, that 
we should not attempt to bring that State into 
this uniformity until 1876. She will then have 
had time to amend her constitution and adapt 
her legislation to that of Congress. As to the 
State of Maine there is also a constitutional 
objection; but I have not heard that there is 
any obstacle to her changing it except her own 
indisposition to do so. I am told that it can 
be done within six months.. I recognize, how- 
ever, the propriety of indulging the State. of 
Maine. She does much for us. She not only 
takes care of us by pointing the way in elec- 
tions, but she gives to this House the beauty of 
youth and the beauty of age, and furnishes the 
guiding hand in our legislation. She holds 
within her grasp the power of this House to 
elevate or to depress men and measures. We 
should deal gently with a State so fortunate 
and powerful. I propose, therefore, to allow 
her also the time to make the changes neces- 
sary to conform to our act. Let us, with this 
addition, adopt the amendment, so that by the 
year 1876, which will be our national centen- 
nial, we can all stand in line. If thero is any 
other State as to which there is an objection 
in the State Constitution, I am willing that such 
State shall be included in the amendment. 

Mr. KERR. I hope that the amendment 
will prevail. Itis ouly a proper protection for 
the two States named. 

On agreeing to the amendment to the amend- 
ment there were—ayes 44, noes 50; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STEVENSON 
and Mr. McInryre were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 87, noes 67. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
adopted. 


Mr. RANDALL. 1 move further to amend 
the amendment by adding these words: 


And Pennsylvania and Ohio, unless an alteration 
be sooner made by amendment to their State consti- 
tution. 

Mr. Chairman, as to Pennsylvania and Ohio 
the same necessity for this exception existsas | 
jn the case of Indiana and Maine; and if the | 
latter two States are to be excepted from the | 
operations of this bill, there is no reason why | 
Pennsylvania and Ohio should not be excepted. | 
For myself, I prefer a uniform day throughout i 

i 
i 
Hi 


the United States for the election of members |} 
of Congress; but the majority of this House | 
hag indicated a disposition to relieve Indiana | 


and Maine; hence I feel it my duty to offer 1 
this amendment. 


Mr. DAWES. I would like to suggest a. — 


change in the phraseology of the gentleman's ` 
amendment. f PAE 
Mr. RANDALL. I will hear the sugges: 
tion of the gentleman. : `: 
Mr. DAWES. 
to modify his amendment so as to read thus: 
The days for the clection of members of Congress 


shall be uniform throughout the Union, except in `: : 


those States that prefer some other day. < : 
[Langhter. } : 
Mr. RANDALL. I recognize the sarcasm, 
the well-pointed sarcasm, of the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 
Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman accept 
the modification I suggest? na 
Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. The gentle- 
man can have all the glory of his sarcasm in 
the Globe; I do not think I need insert, it in 
my amendment. . 
Mr. SCOFIELD. I ask that the whole 
amendment, as amended, be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RanDaLL] is entitled to the 
oor. a 
Mr. RANDALL. I yield for the purpose 
of allowing the amendment to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: : : 
Src. —. And be it further enacted, That the elec- 
tion of all Representatives in Congress shall be held 
onthe first Tuesday after the first Monday of Novem- 
ber of each alternate year, after the election. of 
electors of President and Vice President in the year 
ons 


1872, except for members of the Forty-Third 
gress, and exceptin case of special elections ordered 
to fill a vacancy: Provided further, That this section 
shall not apply to the State of Maine or to the State 
of Indiana until the ycar 1876. f a 
Mr. RANDALL. My amendment proposes 
to add to what has just been read a provision 
to include Pennsylvania and Ohio among the 
States excepted unless the day be sooner 
changed by an amendment of their State con: 
stitutions. In Pennsylvania, it is true, we 
have by an immense majority voted to make. a 
general revision of our. State constitution ; 
and I was in hopes that if this original propo- 
sition had passed our State convention would 
promptly have acquiesced in the judgment of 
Congress and fixed in the amended constitu- 
tion the first Tuesday after the first Monday of 
November, instead of the second Tuesday of 
October, the day now fixed in the State con- 


' stitution; and Pennsylvania would thus con- 


form hereafter to the day which has been 
selected by a vast majority of the States. 
But if Indiana and if the State of Maine are 
to be exempted from the operation of this 
bill, why should not Pennsylvania, and why 
should not the State of Ohio? As to the 
State of Ohio, I do not know whether their 
constitution can be amended in time. I do 
not know but it may be in the same situation. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it 


į seems to ine it will be better to postpone the 


fixing of the day of election until some other 
time. Let it be referred to some committee, 
to the Committee of Elections, or to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to prepare and report 
a proper bill on this subject. It is only pro- 
posed by the amendment that the elections 
shall be uniform after 1872. It is not to take 
effect until 1874, so that there is no necessity 
for putting any provision in this bill on this 
subject whatever. There is plenty of time 
for Congress to provide by law, and by such 
law as will obviate the least hardship on these 
several States. A bill can be digested by the 


i proper committee, and reported to this House 


for its action in the future. 

I desire to getthe apportionment bill through 
so that the Legislatures may act upon it and 
get it through before the holidays. This pro- 


| vision in regard to fixing the time for the elec: 


tions may be postponed to some future day., It 
only embarrasses the passage of this bill. We 
have not the constitutional provisions of the 
various States before us. We have not exam- 
ined the subject sufficiently, nor can we at this 


: time. : 


I suggest to the gentleman a 
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. While it is trae that Congress hasthe power 

to fix one day for the election of members of 
Congress throughout the United States, it is a 
power which Congress has never yet exercised. 
I confess to a disposition on my part to leave 
something to the convenience of the States 
themselves on this subject. I am willing to 
leave it to them to fix the best time to suit 
themselves for the election of the men they 
send to this House as their Representatives. 
‘Phe tendency throughout the country is, how- 
ever, to uniformity in this matter. We have 
fixed a uniform day for the election of elect- 
ors of President. That is proper, for the pres- 
idential office is a higher office. Itis more of 
anationalofiice. The Presidentisthe President 
of all of the United States, while a member 
of Congréss is a member only from his own 
State. It is well enough to leave something 
to the States themselves in this matter. Sev- 
eral of the States have divers times for the 
election of their members of Congress. Some 
elect in September; others hold their elec- 
tions in October. Pennsylvania, Ohio, and 
Indiana hold their elections in October, while 
other States have their elections at other sea- 
sons of the year. But the tendency in all the 
States is to uniformity in this matter. As they 
change the time for holding the election they 
are pretty generally fixing November. The 
State of Ilinois elected its members in August, 
and it has now changed the time to November. 
That, I believe, is the general tendency. I 
hope, therefore, the committee will not incor- 
porate any of these amendments in this bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I 
last word of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is not in order, 
as the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is an amendment to an amend- 
ment. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Cannot I move to strike 
out the last word of the original amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The question must be 
first taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. RANDALL to the amendment of Mr: 
STEVENSON. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 69, noes 33; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule appointed 
Mr, RANDALL and Mr, FARNSWORTH as tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the teilers 
reported—ayes 95, noes 34. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 move to insert after 
the word “ Pennsylvania,” in the amendment 
jast adopted, the word “Connecticut,” At 
the suggestion of my friend from Vermont, I 
will modify my amendment and moye to insert 
the words ‘‘Vermont”’ and ‘Connnecticut 3?’ 
and I offer the amendment for this reason: 
although I hope the State of Connecticut will 
amend its constitution so as to hold its elec- 
tions only once in two years, and hold them at 
the same time the presidential election is 
held—on the Tuesday following the first Mon- 
day in November in each year of a presidential 
election—-and the other alternate elections on 
the like day of the year as the presidential elec- 
tion, still our constitution at the present 
time, so far as State officers are concerned, 
compels us to elect them on the first Monday 
in April in each year. We can change the 
time of election of members of Congress by 
law even for the next Congress, but we can- 
not change the time of electing our State off- 
cers in season for the next Congress. Wecan 
elect members of Congress on the Tuesday 
following the first Monday of November by a 
change of our laws, and without a change of 
our constitution; but it will give us six elec- 


tions in four years instead of five, as we have |! 


now; and five elections are altogether too 
many. We hope to get~and I hope my State 


i 


I move to strike out the | 


{ 


will soon come to it—an election once in two 
years, or two elections in four years, instead 
of five elections, as we now have. But to adopt 


an amendment of our State constitution it || 
| must first be passed by the lower house of the | 


Legislature, which will be in session in 1872, 
after which it must lie over for one year and 
then be passed by a two-thirds vote in each 
branch of the Legislature, which will be in 
session in 1878, and then it must be submit- 
ted to the people for ratification. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Put them all in. I am 
willing to include Texas and California also; 
but I say it is impossible, and I hope gentle- 
men of the House will understand me, it is 
impossible for us to change our constitution 
in a legal way, and without a revolution, at 


least previous to the year 1873; and for that | 


reason I think the State of Connecticut ought 
to be inserted as well as the States of Maine, 
Indiana, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. 


Mr. McCRARY. I should wish to have | 


Iowa inserted in the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I accept that also. I 
trust we shall have‘a uniform day fixed for 
the election of Representatives in Congress; 
but I do not think the State of Connecticut, or 


any other State, should be compelled to hold | 


an additional election until they have had 


ample time to change their constitution for- 


the election of other officers, if they choose 


to change it. > 
Mr. McCRARY. I think, Mr. Chairman, 


now that the question is before the House, 


that there ought to be some provision made to 


have one day for the election of members of 


Congress throughout the country. In doing ' 


this, however, there ought to be such provision 
made as will save the necessity of a double 


election in any State at the next election for | 


members of Congress. If the States which 


| have been named are included in the amend- 


ment, I think there will be no difficulty any- 


where in the country, and, if the amendment | 
be adopted, after the next election of members | 
of Congress there will bea uniform day for the 


election throughout the Union. I hope, there- 
fore, that, with the insertion of those States, 
the amendment will be adopted. I yield the 
remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Witrarp. ] 
> The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WILLARD. I simply desire to state 
what is the reason for inserting Vermont. 


| The constitution of Vermont requires that our 
i| annual election for State officers should be 


held in September. We cannot change that 
constitution, if we tried, for eight years. We 


are shutup now for eight years from alter- | 


ing our constitution, and shall be obliged to 
hold a special election between the presiden- 
tial elections for that purpose. For this rea- 


son I think Vermonit should be included in the i| to the whole number of free persons, inciuding those 


amendment. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Thedéebate on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 
KELLoGe] to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Burner] is closed. 
The Clerk will again report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word “Pennsylvania” insert the words 


Vermont, Connecticut, lowa;” so that the proviso 
will read : 


Provided further, That this section shall not apply 


“ 


to the State of Maine, or to the State of Indiana, | 
É Vermont, Connec- | 
Ohio, unless sooner changed by an ! 
amendment of the constitutions of said last-named | 
| States, until the year 1876, j 


The question being taken, Mr. KeLLoce’s | 


or tothe States of Pennsylvania, 
ticut, Iowa, and 


amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move to strike out all 
except the enacting clause of the pending bill, 
and to insert the following in lieu thereof. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the | 


House of Representatives shall be composed of two 
hundred and forty-three members, to be apportioned 


among the several States in the manner directed 
in the next section of this act. 

580. 2.— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. the 


It is that 


| amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
| [Mr. Brreut] is not an amendment to that of 
i| the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Burt- 
Mr. DAWES. There are two States still | 
| left out, Texas and California. 


LER] on the subject of a uniform day of elec- 
tion. This is a substitute, and there is one 


| substitute pending already. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule 
after the amendment is read, 

The Clerk having resumed and concluded 
the reading of the amendment offered by Mr, 
Bricat, .. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Tennessee that the 
amendment he offers will evidently be in order 
at the proper time. The question now before 
the committee is the amendment offered by the 
gentiemanfrom Massachusetts, [ Mr. Buren, ] 
asamended. There is a substitute already 
pending, and the Chair decides that that should 
be disposed of before another substitute is in 
order. : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no desire to offer 
my amendment out of order, so that I have 
the opportunity of bringing it in at the proper 
place. That is all I desire, and I will with- ` 
draw it for the present. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Itiswhether, when we reach 
the consideration of the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mercur, | the 
proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee 
will not be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will enter- 
tain the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee as an amendment to the substitute 


| of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. STORM. I move to strike out the last 
word of the enacting clause, merely for the 
purpose of correcting a mistake which was 
made yesterday in the calculation upon the 
basis of representation. My distinguished 
friend from Ohio [Mr. BryeHam] antagonized 
the position taken by the gentleman from New 


i| York, [Mr. Cox,] and asserted that his calcu- 


lation was wrong. I contend, Mr. Chairman, 
that the calculation made by the gentleman is 
correct. The mistake thatthe gentleman from 
Ohio made in his calculation is this: that he 
treats the apportionment as if it were to be 
made among the whole population of the Uni- 
ted States, without regard to the Constitution ; 
but I cali his attention to the second section 
of the first article of the Constitution, which 
says: 

“Representatives and direct taxes shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States which may be in- 


cluded within this Union, according to their respect- 
ive numbers, which shall be determined by adding 


bound to service for a term of years, and exelud- 


ing Indians not taxed, three fifths of all other per- 
sons,” &c, 

The apportionment must be made among the 
several States. We must treat the population 
as the population of the States, and not as the 
population of the entire United States, and for 
this reason: thatseveral of the States have not 
the population which makes up the ratio which 
the gentleman makes hisdivisor, For instance, 
Delaware has not that number, Nevada has not 
that number, neither has the State of Ore- 
gon the requisite number; and certainly the 


|i population of those States must be deducted 


from his dividend, and if the dividend be thus 
diminished he will get a different number of 
Representatives for some of the States. 

I say again, that the position which the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] took yes- 
terday, when he stated that Rhode Island would 
suffer a deduction of oue member, is correct, 
and is correct upon the principles of mathe- 
matics. Itis said that figures will not lie, and 
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- athey.will not lie of themselves if gentlemen:do 
not makethem lie; but I am afraid that in this 
case my distinguished friend from. Ohio [Mr. 
— Binenam] has been guilty of mathematical 
subornation of perjury. (Laughter. ] 

’ Mr. EAMES. I rise for the purpose of 
answering the statement of the gentleman on 
the other side. JI understand the statement to 
be made by him that in the event that we take 
from the aggregate population of all the States 
the population of Delaware, Nevada, Oregon, 
and Nebraska by the calculation he makes- 
the State of Rhode Island would lose one mem- 
ber. i have had occasion to look into this 
matter, and I admit that if the rule is applied, 
to deduct from the aggregate population of the 
whole country the population of the Territories 
and of those States which have not a sufficient 
number of inhabitants to entitle them to a Rep- 
sentative here, but who have a constitutional 


right to representation upon this floor, to wit, 


the States of Oregon, Nebraska, Delaware, and 
Nevada, when their population is deducted 
from the aggregate population of all the States 
it will undoubtedly reduce the dividend, and 
reduce, of course, the ratio of representation. 
Ido not know to what precise extent it will 
reduce it; but I do know from calculations I 
have made that there has been no estimate 
made, no statement presented to this House 
from any quarter, whether from the Secretary 
of the Interior or from the suggestions made by 
members here in relation to the matter, that 
would throw Rhode Island out and reduce her 
representation. I am happy to say this. 

Take the tabular statement which has been 
prepared and laid upon our desks, aud you will 
find that on dividing the population by 280, if 
that is fixed as the number of which the House 
shall be composed, Rhode Island has a frac- 
tion over a moiety; that she has a population 
entitling her to one Representative, and a frac- 
tion over a moiety for an additional Represent- 
ative. And if it is so under the number 280 in 
that tabular statement, it is so also in relation 
to any number that exceeds that, whether 281, 
282, or 283. 

There was also another tabular statement 
‘presented by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] in which he fixes the ratio by de- 
ducting the number of citizens thatare abridged 
of their right to exercise the elective franchise 
from the aggregate population of the whole 
country, éxclusive of the Territories, and put- 
ting the number of the House of Represent- 
atives at 280, making that the divisor in order 
to find the ratio of representation. In that case 
Rhode Island is brought in having a fraction 
over a moiety, Thatis so, of course, with 281, 
282, or 288, if either number should be agreed 
upon for this House. The same result is pro- 
duced upon the ratio named by the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Bineuam] with a House of 
two hundred and eighty-three members. 

I say, therefore, that upon any tabular state- 
ment that has been made here, or of any fig- 
ures that can be made from those tabular 
statements, whether from individuals or offi- 
cial quarters, Rhode Island would come in 
with a fraction greater than a moiety. That 
is the only rule that ought to be applied. 

This apportionment is to be made for the 
period of ten years. It is a question of vital 
interest. to the people of every State in this 
country. It is of as much interest to Rhode 
Island, and no more so than, to any other 
State. .In my judgment, the only rule that 
ought to be applied is, after an equal division is 
made, to give to each State an additional mem- 
ber if it shall have a fraction over a moiety. 
Such has been the legislation of this country 
from the first organization of the Government 
under the Constitution, except when the first 
number (sixty-five) was fixed in the Consti- 
tution itself, which was done by an arbitrary 
assignment, As to the next apportionment, 
made in 1792, after the first census was taken, 
we find that the rule is applied there, that 
‘after you have fixed the ratio to be necessary 
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for one Representative on this floor, the popu- 
lation of each State is to be divided by it, and 
wherever a fraction exceeds a moiety, in that 
event the State is to be entitled toan additional 
Representative. i 

So it continued, running down through the 
other apportionments of 1811, 1822, and 1832, 
and until we come to the apportionment under 
the sixth census. Then, by the statute it is 
expressly declared to be the rule that when- 
ever a State has a fraction over a moiety, in 
that event it shall be entitled to an additional 
Representative. It was not until the legisla- 
tion of 1850 that we find any departure at all 
from that rule. It was then changed by fixing 
a certain number, to wit, two hundred and 
thirty-three, for the number of members of 
which this House should be composed, not 
only during the decade for which they made 
that apportionment, but that it should be the 
rule for all time to come. That Congress, the 
Thirty-First, I think, undertook to prescribe 
a rule for the decade which now commences, 
and for all time. It departed from the prin- 
ciple that had been followed for years before 
that time, and by the Constitution itself, in 
fixing the ratio. It undertook to prescribe 
that there should be a certain number, two 
hundred and thirty-three, and that that num- 
ber should be increased only by the addition 
of members from States thereafter to be ad- 
mitted into the Union. lt did more than that ; 
it violated the principle which had been acted 
upon by the Government from its organization, 
and declared that after a certain number had 
been assigned among the States by an equal 
division, the number necessary to make the 
whole number should be given to those States 
that had the largest fractions. It did more 
than that; it took from this House the right 
to make the apportionment, and gave it to 
the head of one of the Departments. 

What I say is this: that under any. just and 
equitable rule that can be made we must give 
an additional Representative wherever the 


‘fraction exceeds a moiety, and that upon any 


figures made upon any tabular statement used 
here Rhode Island comes with a moiety en- 
titling her to a Representative. 

Here the hammer fell. | 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pend- | 


ing amendment has been exhausted. 
Mr. STORM. I withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I renew the amendment 
for the purpose of correcting the gentleman 


who, in the hurry of his statements, has sim- | 


ply reversed the order of things that took place 
on this floor yesterday. I was notified yester- 
day that I was mistaken in my calculation. 
The impression went to the House that upon 
the hypothesis which I assumed I had made a 
mistake. I repeat here to-day, after delibera- 
tion, that any mistake I made was a mistake 
against my own position. I expressly said 
yesterday that my statement was general. I 
answer the gentleman further, that I demanded 
an exact calculation. I have made it since. 
I stand upon it, and I defy contradiction. I 
say that Rhode Island, according to the pro- 
visions of existing law, to which I alluded 
yesterday, as to the mode of computing the 
representative population of this nation, is 
entitled, upon the basis of representation set 
forth in the bill of the gentleman from Illinois, 
to two Representatives, and has a fraction in 
excess of a moiety of not merely three hun- 
dred and twenty-five, but twenty-two hundred. 

Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman allowme 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STORM. Iaskthe gentleman whether, 
in his dividend and in his method of making 
the apportionment under the bill, he does not 
treat the States of Delaware, Oregon, and 
Nevada as each having one hundred and thirty- 
six thousand inhabitants ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have not treated them 
at all otherwise than as stated in the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior. I took the 


whole number of representative population-ia - 


every State of this: Union as stated in the 


report of the Secretary of the Interiorandchal- 
lenged bynobody. The position lassumed yes: `; 
terday, and which the gentleman will find re- 


ported in my remarks, was that the true method. a 


of ascertaining the ratio of representation was: 
prescribed by law for twenty consecutive years; 


and I believe itis in accordance with all the’... 


preceding action of the Government, and: is: 
the law to-day. That is the point the. gentle- ` 
man overlooks. He undertakes to state here 
that I misinterpreted the Constitution. Why, 
sir, the whole nation, according to the gentle- 
man’s logic, has been misinterpreting the Con- 
stitution from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. The law of 1850 declares that the 
whole representative population of the nation 
shall be ascertained; that the aggregate of 
the whole representative population shall be 
divided by 238, the whole number of Repre- 
sentatives provided for in that act, and that 
the product shall be used as the divisor of the 
representative population in each State. That 
isthe law. I stand upon it; and I will read 
it now in the hearing of the House: 

“Suc, 25. And be it further enacted, That so soon 
as the next and each subsequent enumeration of the 
inhabitants of the several States, directed by the 
Constitution of the United States to be taken, shall 
be completed and returned to the office of the De- 
partment of the Interior, it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the aggregate 
representative population of the United States, by 
adding to the whole number of free persons in‘all. the 
States, including those bound to service for a term 
of gears and excluding Indians not taxed, three 
fifths of all other persons; which aggregate popula- 
tion he shall divide by the number 233, and the pro- 
duct of such division, rejecting any fraction of a. unit, 
if any such happen to remain, shall bo the ratio, or 
rule of apportionment, of Representatives among the 
several States under such enumeration; and thesaid 
Secretary ofthe Department of the Interiorshall then 
proceed, in the same manner, to ascertain the repre- 
sentative population of each State, and to divide the 
whole number of the representative population of 
each State by the ratio already determined by him as 
above directed; and the product of this last division 
shall be the number of Representatives apportioned 
to such State under the then last enumeration,” = 

I have followed, sir, the practice of the 
Government and the law. I admit that the 
law is not obligatory upon us if it is not in 
accordance with the Constitution; but I sub- 


i mit that the nation has always acted upon it, 


and it has never been challenged until this 
debate, when the gentleman, in the exigency 
of the moment, sees fit to raise this question. 
I say that act gives the true rule. eG 

Mr. MERCUR. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to ask him a question? ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. MERCUR. I understand the gentle- 
man to say that that law of 1850 remains in 
force, has not been modifed, changed, or im- 
paired. I wish to ask him whether it was not 
changed or modified by the law of March 4, 
1862, by which the number of members of this 
House was increased by the addition of eight. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir; that does not 
change the principle T am talking about at all. 
And let the gentleman produce the act to which 
he refers. He ought to remember the words 
of Coke, that he should be ashamed to report 
the provisions of a written statute without pro- 
ducing it. Iundertake to say that the principle 
to which I refer has been changed by no law. 

Mr. MERCUR. Did not the act of 1862, 
increasing the number of Representatives, mod- 
ify the act of 1850? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tunderstand that; but it 
does not change the principle ahair’s breadth. 

{Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. COX. I do notintend to go into any 
discussion about arithmetic. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irise to a point of 
order, that this whole discussion is not perti- 
nent to the amendment now pending and next 
to be voted on. : 

Mr. COX. Then I will move to strike out . 
the last word of that amendment, wen 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thatis notin order, . 
for there is an amendment to the amendment 
pending, : 
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f 
~My. COX, Why did not the gentleman 


make his point of order on his friend from 
-Qhio, who is a friend of the bill? 
: Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am doing it now 
upon one of my best friends. {Laughter.] 
“Mr. COX. Thank you. I will sit down 
after that. (Laughter. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is 
well taken: . 
Mr. COX. Then I move io strike out Mr. 
Bryewam’s speech. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BINGHAM. Not quite. 
+ The question then recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Burner, of Massachusetts, as 
amended. : 
Mr. KING. I wish to submit a substitute 
for the amendment. 
“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot en- 
tertain further amendments in the way of sub- 
stitutes. 
` The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 23, noes 92. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. So the amend- 
ment as amended was rejected. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The question next 
recurs: on the following substitute of Mr. 
MERCUR, as amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the 
House of Representatives shall bo composed of two 
hundred and eighty-one members, to be apportioned 
among the several States in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this act, that is to say, within the State 
of Maine, five; within the State of New Hampshire, 
two; within the State of Vermont, two; within the 
State of Massachusetts, cleven; within the State of 
Rhode Island, two; within the State of Connecticut, 
four; within the State of New York, thirty-two: 
within the State of New Jersey, seven; within the 
State of Pennsylvania, twenty-six; within the State 
of Delaware, one; within the State of Maryland, 
six; within the State of Virginia, nine; within the 
State of North Carolina, eight; within the State of 
South Carolina, five; within the State of Georgia, 
nine; within the State of Alabama, seven; within 
the State of Mississippi, six; within the State of 
Louisiana, five; within the State of Ohio, nineteen; 
within the State of Kentucky, ten; within the State 
of Tennessee, nine; within the State of Indiana, 
twelve; within the State of Illinois, nineteen; within 
the State of Missouri, twelve; within the State of 
Arkansas, four; within the State of Michigan, nine; 
within the State of Florida, one; within the State of 
Texas, six; within the State of Iowa, nine; within 
the State of Wisconsin, eight; within the State of 
California, four; within the State of Minnesota, 
three; within the State of Oregon, one; within the 
State of Kansas, three; within the State of West 
Virginia, three; within the State of Nevada, onc; 
within the State of Nebraska, one: Provided, That 
if, after such apportionment shall have been made, 
any new State shall be admitted into the Union, the 
Representative or Representatives of such new State 
shall be additional to the number of two hundred 
and cighty herein limited. 

Sue. 2. That in cach State entitled under this law 
to more than one Representative, the number to 
which said State may be entitled in the Forty-Third 
and cach subsequent Congress shall be elected by 


districts composed of contiguous territory equal in | 


number to the number of Representatives to which 
said States may be entitled in Congress, no one dis- 
trict electing more than one Representative: Pro- 
vided, That in the election of Representatives to the 
Forty-Third Congress in any State which by this law 
is given an increased number of Representatives 
the additional Representative or Representatives 
allowed to such State may be elected by the State at 
large, and the other Representatives to which the 
State is entitled, by the districts as now prescribed 
by law in said State, unless the Legislature of said 
State shall otherwise provide before the time fixed 
by law for the election of Representatives therein. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move the following amend- 
meni in the way of a substitute for that amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the 
House of Representatives shall be composed of two 
hundred and forty-three members, to be appor- 
tioned among the several States in the manner 
directed in the next section of this act. 

Sec. 2. That from the ninth census returns, now in 
the Department of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
at each subsequent enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the several States, directed by the Constitution 
of the United States to be taken, shall be completed 
and returned to the Department of the Interior, it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the aggregate representative population of 
the United States “ counting the whole number of 
persons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed,” 
and “when the right to vote at any election for Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States, Rep- 


resentatiyes in Congress, the executive and judicial | 


i| be reduced in the 


officers of a State, or the members of the Legisla- 
ture thereof, isdenied to any of the male inhabit- 
ants of such State, being twenty-one years of age 
and. citizens of the United States, or in any way 
abridged, except, for participation in rebellion or 
other crime, the basis of representation therein shail 
i roportion which the number of 
Balt bear to the whole number of 
male citizens twenty-one years of age in such State,” 
which aggregate population shall be divided by the 
number 243, and the product for such division, re- 
jecting any fraction of an unit, if any such happen 
to remain, shall be the ratio or rule of apportion- 
ment of Representatives among the several States jj 
under such enumeration; and the said Secretary of 
the Department of the Interior shall then proceed 
in the same manner to ascertain the representative 
population of each State, and to divide the whole 
number of the representative population of such 
State by the ratio already determined by him as | 
above directed; and the product of this last division 
shall be the number of Representatives apportioned 
to such State under the then last enumeration: Pro- 
vided, That the loss in the number of members, 
caused by the fractions remaining in the several 
States on the division of the population thereof, 
shall be compensated for by assigning to so many of 
the States having the largest fractions, one addi- 
tional member each for its fraction as may be neces- 
sary to make the whole number of Representatives 
two hundred and forty-three: And provided also, |I 
Thatif, before the apportionment of the Represent- 
atives, under the next or any subsequent census, a 
new State or States shall be admitted into the Union, 
tho Representative or Representatives assigned to 
such new State or States shall be in addition to the 
number of Representatives herein above limited, 
which excess of Representatives over two hundred 
and forty-three shall only continue until the next 
succeeding apportionment of Representatives under 
the nextsuceeeding census: And provided also, That 
“each State shall have at least one Representative.” 

Src, 3. That when the Department of the Interior 
shall have apportioned the Representatives, in the 
manner above directed, among the several States, or 
any subsequent enumeration of the inhabitants of 
the United States, he shall, as soon as practieable, 
make out and transmit under his seal of office to the 
House of Representatives a certificate of the num- 
ber of members apportioned to each State under the 
last enumeration; and shall likewise make out and 
transmit, without delay, to the Executive of cach 
State, a certificate, under his seal of office, of the 
number of members apportioned to such State under 
such last enumeration. E l 

Src. 4. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with 
the foregoing are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, within the 
short time allotted I should be unable to enter 
into a discussion of the merits of that amend- 
ment. Indeed, I presume it would not be 
necessary for me so to do, for the House will 
perceive the amendment is framed upon the 
law of 1850, so as to accommodate it to the 
altered condition of our representative popu- 
lation. The committee will perceive that the 
bill first fixes the number of Representatives; 
secondly, it is declaratory, declaring the repre- 
sentative population of the States under the 
Constitution ; and thirdly, it is directory to the 
Secretary of the Interior to make the appor- | 
tionment, which is arithmetical as well as i 
judicial to a certain extent. So I might re- | 
mark further, it not only covers the emergency 
of the present, but provides for the future ; so | 
it will be enabling and directory to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to make out any future 
apportionment. 

It may be objected, Mr. Chairman, that this ; 
refers a judicial matter to the Seerctary of the || 
Interior. It is’no more than what has been 
already done by the law of the land. 

I would say, furthermore, Mr. Chairman, 
that, owing to the peculiar organization of our 
laws, it is necessary a certain portion of judi- 
cial power should be intrusted to the Secre- 
tary of the Interioror some other person. It | 
has been a matter of necessity to adjudge to us 
the slave population heretofore. It has been | 
a matter of necessity to adjudge who were the 
freedmen heretofore. It has been a matter of 
necessity to adjudge who were Indians not 
taxed. So, Mr. Chairman, the committee will | 
perceive that this bill proposes simply to ac- 
commodate itself to the existing requirements | 
of the Constitution of the United States. I 
might remark, furthermore, in relation to the | 
fourteenth amendment, that it makes a provis- || 
ion to enforce thatso far as the representa- || 
tive population and the excluded classes under 
the fourteenth amendment are concerned. - I 
know that it has been intimated here that the || 
fractions are so diminutive that the maxim, |j 


such male citizens s 


| selves. 


“de minimis lex non curat, applies to it. 
But I do not understand that this House has 
any right to temporize with the constitutional 
question. All we have to do is to see that 
the Constitution be faithfully executed; and 
in the bill I have offered it will be seen that 
there is a provision for the enforcement of the 
Constitution ; nothing more, nothing less; and 
leaving consequences to take care of them- 
If any State, by constitution or by 
law, has infringed the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States, why, 
as a matter of course, it has done so at its own 
peril. Itis a denial of a right to its own citi- 
zens, and, as a matter of course, it must be 
responsible for the denial or abridgment of 
the rights of any of its citizens. As to the 
number of Representatives, I call attention to 
the comments of Justice Story in the follow- 
ing sections in his valuable work on the Con- 
stitution: 

“Src, 651. Neither isthere any ground to assert that 


| theratio betweon the Representatives and the peo- 


ple ought, upon principle, to be the 
the latter be numerous or few.” = * i 
“ Nothing can be more fallacious than to found polit- 
ical caleulations on arithmetical principles. Sixty 
or seventy men may be more properly trusted with 
a given degree of power than six orseven. But it 
does not follow that six or seven hundred would be 
proportionably a better depositary ; and if the sup- 
position is carried on to six or seven thousand, the 
whole reasoning oughtto bereversed. The truth is, 
that in all cases a certain number seems necessary 
to secure the benefits of free consultation and dis- 
cussion, to guard against too easy a combination 
for improper purposes, and to prevent hasty and 
ill-advised Icgislation. On the one hand the num- 
ber ought to be kept within a moderate limit, in 
order to avoid the confusion, intemperance, and in- 
convenience of a multitude. It was a famous say- 
ing of Cardinal De Retz, that every public assembly 
consisting of more than one hundred members was 
a mere mob. But surely this is just as incorrect as 
it would be to aver that every one which consisted 
of ten members would be wise. — 

“Sec. 652, The question then is, and must forever 
be in every nation, a mixed question of sound 
policy and dizeretion, with reference to its size, its 
population, its institutions, its local and physical 
condition, and all the other circumstances uffeeting 
ils own interests and convenience. 

“Sec, 653. The suggestion is often made thai a 
numerous representation is necessary to obtain the 
contidence of the people. This is not generally 
true, Public confidence will be easily gained by a 
sood administration; and it will be secured by no 
other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Bricut,] which is in the nature of an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Merdcr. 

Mr. MERCUR rose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let us have a vote 
on this, 

Mr. MERCUR. I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted. I am glad, however, 
that an amendment has been presented rais- 
ing the question as to the proper number of 
members of which this House should be com- 
posed. It proposes to have it consist of two 
bundred and forty-three members; but no 
tabular statement is presented showing pre- 
cisely what fractional number would be rep- 
resented or fail to be represented under such 
apportionment. 

The statement which was laid on our table, 
coming from the Census Bureau, does make a 
calculation on the supposition that the House 
shall consist of two hundred and forty-one 
members, and the number of large fractions 
which would be entirely unrepresented shows 
the unreasonableness of the House being com- 
posed of any such number. It proposes that 
the ratio shall be 158,146, if the House shall 
consist of two hundred and forty-one members. 
Increasing the number by two, and making it 
two hundred and forty-three, would lessen the 
ratio somewhat, but not materially. Now, this 
tabular statement shows that several States 
would have very large fractions entirely unrep- 
resented; that Connecticut would have 63,016 
unrepresented ; that Georgia would have 77,087 
unrepresented ; that Iowa would have 84,770 
unrepresented; Kentucky, 55,843; Michi. 
gan, 77,037 ; Rhode Island, 59,207, and South 
Carolina, 78,022, Thus, whenever an attempt 


same whether 


-is made to.have the House consist of the lim- 
“ted number, under the ratio prescribed by the 
of 1850, or any kindred application of the 
: e, it leads to manifest injustice.. But, apart 

from that, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to 
Teducing the number below two hundred and 
forty-three, and I hope the amendment will 
not prevail. . Y 
“The question was on agreeing to Mr. 
Bricur’s amendment. 
“Phe committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 48, noes 92. : 

Mr. BRIGHT called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brieat and 
Mr. MERCUR were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 58, noes 94. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


. Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to offer the following amendment: 

Add the following additional sections: 

Buc. —. Be it enacted, &c., That the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November, in the year 
1874, is hereby fixed and established as the day in 
each of the States and Territories of the United 
States for the election of Representatives and Dele- 

ates to the Forty-Fourth Congress; and the Tues- 
day next after the first Monday in November, in 
every second year thereafter, is hereby fixed and 
established as the day for the election in each of 
said States and Territories of Representatives and 
Delegates to the Congress commencing on the 4th 
day of March next thereafter: Provided, That this 
gection shall not apply to the State of Maine or the 
State of Indiana until the year 1876, , 

Bec. —, And be it further enacted, Thatif, upon trial, 
there shall be a failure to elect a Representative or 
Delegate in Congress in any State, district, or Terri- 
tory, upon the day hereby fixed and established for 
such election, or if, after any such election, a vacancy 
shall occur in any such State, district, or Territory, 
from death, resignation, or otherwise, an election 
shall be held to fill any vacancy caused by such fail- 


ure; resignation, death, or otherwise, at such time 


and in such manner as is or may be provided by law 


for filling vacancies in the State or Territory in which 
the same may occur. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chair- 
man, this amendment which I offer is substan- 
tially like the one which I first offered, has 
all the effect of the one which I first offered, 
except that it leaves out the States of Indiana 
and Maine, the gentlemen from Indiana insist- 
ing that by the terms of their State constitu- 
tion they cannot alter their election laws until 
after 1874. 

That our fathers contemplated that we should 
take this matter in hand would clearly appear 
from the provision in the Constitution which 
is to be found in the fourth section of the first 
article, and is as follows: 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elec- 
tions for Senators and Representatives shall be pre- 
seribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time bylaw make or 
alter such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators.” 

Now, the desirableness of this is shown by 
the fact that the amendment which I now offer 
passed the House of Representatives on the 
4th of April, 1870, in the very words in which 
I have drawn it, except that it did not contain 
the exceptions which my amendment does. T 
have yielded to those exceptions on account 
of the inconveniences which have been stated 
by the gentlemen from Indiana and Maine. 
-How desirable, therefore, it is that there should 
be.auviform day for the election of Represent- 
atives in Congress has been settled once by the 
House, and how desirable it is everybody, I 
think, can see when they look at the opera- 
tions of the present law. Unless we do fix 
some time at which, as a rule, Represent- 
atives shall be elected, it will be in the power 
of each State to fix upon a different day, and 
we may have a canvass going on all over the 
Union at different times. It gives some States 
undue advantage. It gives some parties undue 
advantage. I can remember, in 1840, when 
the news from Pennsylvania and other States 
that held their elections prior to the presi- 
dential election settled the presidential elec- 
tion as effectually as it was afterward done, 
and I-agree with the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Perers] that the election in that State 
has an influence, and that the elections in 


i 


Vermont and the elections in California in 
September also have great influence upon the 
other elections. I agree also that Indiana, 
Ohio, and Pennsylvania, by voting in October, 
have an influence. But what I contend is that 
that is an undue advantage, that it is a wrong, 
and it ig a wrong also to the people of those 
States, that once in four years they shall be 
put to the trouble of having a double election. 
On every election day the poor laboring man 
who. goes to the polls to vote loses his day’s 
work, to say nothing of the expenses which fall 
on the politicians, and are of no very great 
consequence one way or the other. 

{Bee the hammer fell.] 

r. McHENRY. Is an amendment to the 
amendment now in order? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. The amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts must first be acted on. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I submit that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is an amendment to the substitute, and 
therefore an amendment to it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute is in the 
nature of an amendment, and another amend- 
ment would be an amendment in the third 
degree, which the Chair cannot entertain. 

Mr. CONNER. Before the question is put 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I would like to make an explan- 
ation to the House as to the effect it will have 
upon my State. We at present have no Legis- 
lature in Texas. Under the pending bill we 
will gain two additional Representatives, As 
the law now stands there is no provision for 
electing more than four Representatives, and 
anless the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts shall prevail we 
will be here without the two additional Repre- 
sentatives to which we are entitled. I trust 
that our friends will so vote as to give us our 
legitimate strength on this floor. Under the 
existing law our Legislature cannot meet until 
January, 1878, andan the mean time we will 
be deprived of two Representatives to which 
we shall be entitled under each of the bills 
now pending before the committee unless the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts shall prevail. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Burer, of Massachusetts; and 
there were—ayes 56, noes 74. i 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLATT. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the substitute of thè gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mercur :] 


Insert in line five, Pree 3, after the word “ terri- 
tory,” the words “and containing as nearly as prac- 
ticable an equal number of inhabitants, and.” 


There is no provision of law that I have been 
able to discover which provides that the State 
Legislatures in districting the States for con- 
gressional Representatives shall make the dis- 
tricts contain an equal number of inhabitants. | 
There is nothing to prevent a State, if it chooses 
to do so, from making half a State one con- 
gressional district and dividing the rest of the 
State among the other members. They can 
make one district containing any population 
they choose, and other districts with as small 
a population as they choose. It is for the pur- 
pose of meeting a contingency of this kind 
that may possibly arise that I desire to have 
inserted in the bill the amendment which I 
have proposed. 

Mr. MERCUR. I believe that is just, and 
I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I rise to oppose the 
amendment. Itisa question, agrave question, 
whether that amendment would not involve 
more difficulty than would be compensated by | 
any advantages that might possibly arise from | 
it. In the western States especially I can show | 
what its practical effect would be. Tn the older : 
settled portions of the western States the in- | 


crease in population is very small, while in the | 
| an amendment to that amendment. 


newer portions of the States it is very large. 
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Take my own State of Michigan, for instance: 


in the southern part of the State the increase. 


of population during the last decade has been > 
comparatively small, while in some of the =: 


northern counties, in most of the northern 
regions of the State, the increase of popula. 
tion has been very rapid. According to ‘the 


old apportionment of the State of Michigan, : : : 


larger districts, so far. as popafation is con-. : 
cerned, were made in the southern. part of the 
State than in the northern part of the State, 
Yet to-day in some of the northern: districts 
there are two hundred and fifty thousand peo: 
ple. In apportioning the States under this law ` 
it will be absolutely necessary to make. dis: 
tricts in the southern part of the State con- 
taining more population than in districts in 
the northern part of the State, for the very 
obvious reason that the northern districts will 
increase very rapidly, while she southern dis- 
tricts will have but a small increase of popula- 
tion. In order to geta fair average during the 
decade a discrimination must be made, for. it 
will be but just and right. I think it should 
be left to the discretion and ‘judgment of the 
Legislature, and not be tied up by a provision 
of this kind. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. : fy 


Mr. KILLINGER. I move the sections 
send to the Clerk’s desk as an amendment.to 
the pending substitute. i re 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Sue. —, Thatthe Tuesday next after the first Mon- 
day in November, in the year 1876, is hercby fixed 
and established as the day in each of the States.and 


Territories of the United States for the election of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Forty-Fifth: . 
Congress; and-the Tuesday next after the first Mon- 
day in November in every second year thereafter is 
hereby fixed and established as the day for the elec- 
tion, in each of said States and Territories, of Rep- 
resentatives and Delogates to the Congress com- 
mencing on the 4th day of March next thereafter. ; 
Sec. —. That if, upon trial, there shall be a failure: 
to elect a Representative or Delegate in Congress 
in any State, district, or Territory upon the, day. 
hereby fixed and established for such eloction, or if, 
after any such election, a vacancy shall occur in anv 
such State, district, or Territory, from death, resi¢-. 
nation, or otherwise, an election shail be held to fill: 
any vacancy. caused by such failure, resignation, 
death, or otherwise, at such time and in such man- 
ner as is or may be provided by law for filling vacan- 
cies in the State or Territory in which the same, may. 


occur. 

Mr. KILLINGER. The object of that 
amendment is to put off a uniform day of elec- 
tion for two years longer than by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Burer.) It is his amendment in other 
respects, omitting the exception in favor. of. 
Indiana and Maine. It covers the same ground, 
but extends the time so that all the States may 
come under this provision. j 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move. 
to amend by striking out the last word, for the 
purpose of saying simply that this amendment 
as offered by my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KILLINGER]| goes into operation in 1876, when 
a presidential election will take place. That 
will give every State time to conform to it. Tt 
deals with members of the Forty-Fifth and sub- 
sequent Congresses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Bur.ER] that his amendment is not strictly in 
order. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
withdraw it. i 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to move a sub- 
stitute for the first section of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{[Mr, KILLINGER. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Vermont.[Mr. Poraxn] 
that but one amendment to the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MERCUR} ean be entertained at one time. 
The substitute moved by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] is in the nature 
of an amendment, and the other gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr, KıLuINGER ] has moved 


I will 


The question. was then taken upon the 
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amendment of Mr. KILLINGER; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 67, noes 61, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ARCHER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KILLINGER 
and Mr. ARCHER were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 107, noes 32. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. i 

‘Mr. POLAND. I move to amend the first 
section of the substitute by striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting in lien 
thereof what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the 
House of Representatives shall be composed of two 
hundred and ninety-one members, to be apportioned 
among the several States in accordance with the 
provisions of this act; that isto say, within the State 
of Maine, five; within the State of New Hamp- 
shire, three; within the State of Vermont, three; 
within the State of Massachusetts, eleven; within 
the State of Rhode Island, two; within the State of 
Connecticut, four; within the State of New York, 
thirty-three; within the State of New Jersey, seven; 
within the State of Pennsylvania, twenty-seven; 
within the State of Delaware, one; within the State 
of Maryland, six; within the Stato of Virginia, nine ; 
within the State of North Carolina, eight; within the 
State of South Carolina, five; within the State of 

. Georgia, nine; within the State of Alabama, eight; 
within tho State of Mississippi, six; within the State 
of Louisiana, six; within the State of Ohio, twenty; 
within the State of Kentucky, ten; within the State 
of Tennessee, ten; within the State of Indiana, thir- 
teen; within the State of Illinois, nineteen ; within 
the State of Missouri, thirteen ; within the State of 
Arkansas, four; within the State of Michigan, nine; 
within the State of Florida, one; within the State 
of Texas, six; within the State of Iowa, nine: with- 
in the State of Wisconsin, eight; within the State of 

- California, four; within the State of Minnesota, 
three; within the State of Oregon, one; within the 
State of Kansas, three; within the State of West 
Virginia, three; within the State of Nevada, one; 
within the State of Nebraska, one: Provided, That 
if after such apportionment shall have been made 
any new State shall be admitted into the Union, the 
Representative or Representatives of such new State 
shall be additional to the number of two hundred 
and ninety-ono herein limited. 


Mr. POLAND. Mr. Chairman, for my own 
part I would not have advised any increase 
in the number of Representatives. I voted in 
favor of the proposition that was offered by the 
gentleman. from Tennessee, [Mr. Brienr,] to 
keep the House of Representatives at its pres- 
ent number. That is my own judgment in re- 
lation to the proper number to compose this 
House, But by a very considerable majority 
it has been indicated that the House does not 
intend to restrict the number of Representa- 
tives to that fixed under existing law, but 
intends to increase it. 

The only consideration in my judgment that 
should be looked at in fixing the number of 
Representatives is what is the best practicable 
number for a working legislative body. But 
that is a consideration that has hardly been 
looked at here at all, hardly suggested by any- 
body. The question with members from each 
State seems to be, how are we to increase the 
representation from our State? Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not consider it a matter of very 
great importance eee Vermont has two 
Representatives or three, provided she has her 
fair share and proportion. By keeping the 
members of the House at the present number 
Vermont would be reduced to two members. 
I was in favor of that; I am in favor of itnow. 
Ifthe majority of the House would agree to it, 
I should be altogether better satisfied to have 
it in that way. 

The only argument I have heard advanced 
why we should increase the aggregate number 


prevent any State from losingany. If we are 
to enter upon that benevolent undertaking, 
why not carry it out? By the bill which has 
been proposed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Mercur] we increase the nom- 
ber to two hundred and eighty; and it is pro- 
posed by the bill which the gentleman from 
Ulinois (Mr. Fannsworru] has the care of 
that it be increased to two hundred and eighty- 
three. The substitute I now propose raises 
the number to two hundred and ninety-one, 


aan 


not & very large increase above the number 
named in those two bills; and it goes far 
enough to save the present number of Repre- 
sentatives from the States of Vermont and New 
Hampshire, : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the ratio proposed in 
my amendment has, as will be seen,’ a very 
material advantage in relation to the fractions. 
It was suggested by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. Mercur] himself, that very much 
importance ought to be attached to securing 
a ratio that will result in the smallest number 
of fractions. Gentlemen will see by look- 
ing at the table furnished us by the Superin- 
tendent of the Census, that the fractions upon 
the basis of two hundred and ninety-one mem- 
bers are half a million less than they are upon 
any of the other ratios that are proposed. 

it is true, Mr. Chairman, that my propo- 
sition gives an additional Representative to 
New Hampshire, although her fraction is a 


trifle less than one half. I think that we have | 


the right to give some consideration to the 
number of Representatives from a State. Sup- 
pose a State having twenty Representatives 
has a fraction of one hundred thousand; if 
that fraction is divided up among the various 
districts, the number of people to be repre- 
sented by each member is only increased by 


the addition of five thousand; but if a State | 


with two Representatives has a fraction of 
one hundred thousand, the number to be 
represented by each member is increased fifty 
thousand. The Constitution provides that 
Representatives shall be apportioned among 
the several States according to the respective 
number of their population. Of course we can 
only reach the result approximately. What- 


ever mode of calculation we may adopt the | 
number of Representatives will not come out 
exactly even,and we cannot divide a Repre- į 


sentative; hence, we can reach only an ap- 
proximation. Sometimes fractions have been 
counted, and sometimes they have not been 
counted. Ifthe judgment ofthe House should 
decide that these large fractions in a State 
having only one or two Representatives should 
be treated upon a somewhat different principle 
from that adopted with reference toa State 
having a large number of Representatives, I 


take it our action would be in conformity with | 
If we are going to prevent |j 


the Constitution. 
mischief by loss of representation, let us do it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. Mr, Chairman, I antagonize the 
motion of the gentleman from Vermont in so 
far as it increasesthe number. The gentleman 
from Vermont [ Mr. PoLAND] says that hitherto 


nobody has debated the question as to the | 


increase of the number of this body—— 

Mr. POLAND, Ifthe gentleman will excuse 
me, I said that nobody who is in favor of the 
proposition of two hundred and eighty had 
debated it. 

Mr. COX. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
If the propositions argued so well by my 
friends from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr and Mr. Nig- 
LACK,] as well asthe argument of an incon- 
siderable person—whom it would not be mod- 
est to name—have any weight, then it would 


apply, æ fortiori, against this amendment for | 
two hundred and ninety-one. Againstthe gen- |! 


tleman from Vermont I would quote even a 
stronger authority than himself. Judge Story, 
in his Commentaries on the Constitution, vol- 
ume two, page 120, says, in discussing the 


| question which is now before the House, that— 
of Representatives is that it is desirable to'l 


“The question is and forever must be, in every 
nation, a mixed question of sound policy and disere- 
tion with reference to its size,its population, its 
institutions, its local and physical condition, and all 
other circumstances affecting its own interests and 
convenience,” 


He takes the ground in a very emphatic 
paragraph (section six hundred and fifty-one) 
against the increase of the number. He held 
that sixty-five was enough atthe beginning of 


our Government; and the ‘fathers’ in 1790 | 


thought that one hundred and eight were suf- 
ficient. He quotes Cardinal De Retz, who said 


|i agora, in one mass. 


that every public assembly over one hundred in 
number amounted toa mob. In my humble 
judgment three hundred cannot do the business 
of forty million people as well as two hundred. 
We number now forty more than we should in 
this House for the purpose of business. The 
people who gather in our galleries and look 
down on our attempt to be decorous and duti- 
ful, look upon this assemblage almost asa cha- 
! otic farce. They cannot understand how we 
do anything here in this noisy and numerous 
body. 

I would quote, in addition, another extract 
from Judge Story. It should have some 
| influence on this Honse. In referring to the 
| fact that the State of Massachusetts had a 
larger Legislature, while Pennsylvania had 
; but one fifth of the number, he goes on to say: 


“Nothing can be more fallacious than to found 
political calculations on arithmetical principles. 
| Sixty or seventy men may be more properly trusted 
| with a given degree of power than six or seven. 
But it does not follow that six or seven hundred 
would be proportionably a better depositary. And 


t if the supposition is carried on to six or seven thou- 


sand, the whole reasoning ought to be reversed. The 


| truth is, that in all cases a certain number seems 
| necessary to secure the benefits of free consultation 


and discussion, to guard against too easy a combi- 


' nation for improper purposes, and to prevent hasty 


and ill-advised legislation. On the other hand the 
number ought to be kept within a moderate limit, 
in order to avoid the confusion, intemperance, and 
inconvenience ofa multitude. It was a famous say- 
ing of Cardinal De Retz that every public assembly, 
consisting of more than one hundred members, was 
a mere mob. But surely this is just as incorrect as 
it would be to aver that every one which consisted 
of ten members would be wise.” 


In our Republic we have a representative sys- 
tem. Our people cannot meet, asin the Grecian 
Our people cannot by 
any possibility assemble, much less legislate 
and debate. The question is, what is a proper 
representation of their varied interests? I 
would go beck to the fathers. I would go back 
to those men who studied the spirit, form, and 
structure of our polity as interpreted by the 
best commentator of their work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. Ponanp’s 
amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 82, noes 102. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the first section of the 
substitute. It provides for the same distribu- 
tion of Representatives as the first section of 
the bill of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
| Farnsworrn, ] which section has already been 
| adjusted by this committee. What is of still 
more consequence, itis in accordance with the 
result of the census as taken under the amended 
Constitution. It makes the ratio of representa- 
tion a little more than one hundred and thirty- 
four thousand. T willnot debate this proposi- 
tion, but will refer members to the table and 
suggestions which I submitted to the House a 
j few days since. Let my amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. Strike out all after the word “ Representatives,”’ 
| in line four of section one, and in lieu thereof insert 
the following : 

Shall be composed of two hundred and cighty- 
three members, to be apportioned among the several 
| States in accordance with the provisions of this act; 

that is to say, within the State of Maine, five: 
| Within the State of New Hampshire, two; within 
; the State of Vermont, two; within the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, eleven; within the State of Rhode Island, 
two; within the State of Connecticut, four: within 
the State of New York, thirty-two; within the State 
of New Jersey, seven; within the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, twenty-six; within the State of Delaware, 
i one; within the State of Maryland, six; within the 

State of Virginia, nine: within the State of North 
Carolina, eight; within the State of South Carolina, 
five; within the State of Georgia, nine; within the 
State of Alabama, seven; within the State of Missis- 
| sippi, six; within the State of Louisiana. five: within 
the State of Ohio, twenty: within the State of Ken- 
| tucky, ten; within the State of Tennessee, nine; 

within the State of Indiana, twelve: within the State 
; of Illinois, eighteen; within the State of Missouri, 
| thirteen; witbin the State of Arkansas, four: within 
: the State of Michigan, nine; within the State of 
_ Florida, one; within the State of Texas, six; within 
| the State of Lowa, nine: within the State of Wiscon- 
sin, eight: within the State of California, four ; 
within the State of Minnesota, three; within the 


within the State of Kansas, 
State of West Virginia, three; 
the State 


‘tate his point of order. 
Mr, MERCUR. It is this: that the amend- 


original bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not offer 
it as a substitute, but simply as an amend- 
ment to the first section, just as the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Potanxp] offered a simi- 
lar amendment to the first section. 

- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is in order. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GsrRFIELD] to with- 
draw his amendment temporarily in order that 
we may have a vote on the proposition to re- 
duce the number of Representatives below the 
number in the bill. 

- Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
had already. 

My. NIBLACK. Not upon the number I 
propose. Iappeal to him, as I was ona former 
occasion excluded on a point of order, to 
withdraw his amendment for a few moments, 
that we may have a vote on the propdsition I 
have indicated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the commit- 
tee will permit my motion to come up as soon 
as the proposition of the gentleman from In- 
diana is voted upon, I consent to yield to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider 
that that is the understanding if there is no 
objection. The Chair hears none, 

‘Mr. NIBLACK. I move to amend the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
aylvania [Mr. Murcur] as follows: 


In the fifth line, strike owt the word “eighty,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” 


I gave notice the other day, when occupyin 
the floor for a short time on this bill, that f 
would at the proper time move to amend the 
substitute by reducing the number to two hun- 
dred and forty-one. But, after some consult- 
ation, I have come to the conclusion that my 
motion will be a stronger one if I make the 
number two hundred and fifty, instead of two 
hundred and forty-one as I originally intended. 

The result of the vote this morning upon 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Bricut,] I took as an indi- 
cation on the part of the committee that the 
House intends to increase the number beyond 
its present limit. Acting, then, upon the ad- 
vice of friends around me, and upon the indi- 
cations which have been given by the vote 
already taken, I have concluded to submit an 
amendment proposing to make the number of 
members of this House hereafter to consist of 
two, hundred and fifty, and I think this will be 
considered a fair compromise with all those 
members of the House who are not inclined 
to: go for any very great increase over the 
present number. {l earnestly hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the House will agree to my amend- 
ment, not because I have local interests to 
serve by it, or any personal interests, but 
because I believe that we ought not to make 
this House consist of more, in any event, than 
two hundred and fifty members, and for the 
purpose of settling this question as to whether 

: we should adhere to something like the present 

‘numbers. I therefore offer this amendment, 
and shall insist on a vote upon it. 

I am not prepared to state what effect this 
will have on different States. That is not 

~pecessary. We have first to determine what 


That has been 


| the number shall be, and it will then be 
time enough to settle matters of detail. I 
shall not complicate my motion by indicating 
what proportions of representation the differ- 
ent States shall have. 

The question was on agreeing to Mr. Nis- 
LACK’s amendment, 

Mr. NIBLACK demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. NIBLACK 
and Mr. Farnsworvtn were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 82. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I again offer 
my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow an amendment to be offered fixing 
the number at two hundred and sixty instead of 
two hundred and eighty-three? The adoption 
of his substitute might perhaps prevent that 
motion from being made hereatter. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have had 
two test votes already on the question of a 
lower number. Let us now have a vote on the 
proposition I have offered. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to 
make a statement to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Mercur,| who was under the 
impression that this was the identical bill 
already passed upon on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

Mr. MERCUR. Not passed upon, but 


pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, pending; but this 
amendment is changed so as to bring it within 
the rule. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment is substantially the first section of the 
bill reported by my colleague, [Mr. Farns- 
wortn.] During the period of five minutes 
allowed for debate it is impossible to give 
my views satisfactorily upon this subject. I 
wish, however, to say that, like the gentle- 
man from Vermont, I voted for the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
restricting the number of this House to two 
hundred and forty-three, and the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana, fixing it at 
two hundred and fifty. But, sir, there have 
been two fair tests of the sense of the House, 
and it is clear to my mind that a large major- 
ity is in favor of à considerable increase in 
the number, and no practical result can be 
attained by opposing that feeling. 

Now, with, regard to the two bills which are 
before us for consideration—the bill reported 
by my colleague, and that of the gentleman 
from Pennayirania—] have this to say: all the 
arguments which have been presented show 
that the bill of my colleague is the fairest, and 
the most deserving of support. lt is founded 
upon the basis ofa simple and just mathematical 
! calculation to which no one can reasonably 
object. The principal objection, and one that 
ought to strike the mind of every fair man, to 


great and prosperous States of Ohio, Illinois, 
and Missouri, whose growth in population is 
far more rapid than’ that of any other States 
in the Union. 

I confess, sir, that I can scarcely understand 
this under-current of feeling now developing 
itself, which seems to be prompting members 
to oppose the bill of the gentleman from Tli- 
nois. Is it because it is supposed, or feared, 
that the votes of the Representatives from those 
States may not be in the interest of New Eng- 
land and the middle States? Sir, having the 
largest fractions over a moiety, these great 
States, growing faster in population than any 
others, should, by every consideration of right 
and justice, have their full measure of repre- 
sentation in this House, and I trust it will be 
conceded to them. i 

While I would prefer that the House should 
remain at its present number, I am by no 


means alarmed at an increase, such as has 
been proposed in the bills now pending. In 


the bill of thegentleman from Pennsylvania, is | 
that it denies full representation here tothethree | 


i 


proportion to the population represented on = 


this floor, this is as small popular legisla-. 


tive body as probably can be found anywhere. 
Tt is true that under present circumstances it 
is difficult to deliberate in this Chamber with 
proper calmness and decorum, but that: must 
be set down largely to the useless furniture 
which is here, and the habits of inattention 
which we too constantly practice while -mem- 


before us. These desks ought to be removed, 
so that we could gather around the Speaker 
within a circle not further from his chair than 
where I now stand. Weshould dispense with 
these pages, and, with a few desks on each side 
of the Speaker’s chair, to do such writing on 
as is necessarily incident to: legislation, we 
could greatly improve upon our present man- 
ner of conducting the proceedings of. this 
House, and more calmlyand decorously delib- 
erate in the discharge of our grave and responsi+ 
ble duties. 

The.question was taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Garrizip, of Ohio ; and there were— 
ayes 70, noes 77. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
and Mr. Merour were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the. tellers 
reported—ayes 93, noes 89. > 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McHENRY. I move as an additional 
section what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. —. That the nineteenth section of the act 
approved February 28, 1871, entitled “An act to 
amend an act approved May 31, 1870, entitled’ An 
act to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 


States to vote in the several States of this Union, _ 


and for other purposes,” shall not apply to any 
State whose constitution requires that votes shiall 
be cast viva voce. 


Mr. McHENRY. The provision referred to 
in my amendment is as follows: ee 
That all votes for Representatives in Congress 


ghall hereafter be by written or printed ballot, any 
law in any State to the contrary notwithstanding; 
and all votes received or recorded contrary to the 
provisions of this section shall be of none effect. ` 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that 
this amendment is not germane to the subject- 
matter of this bill. 

Mr. McHENRY. The object of the amend- 
ment is merely to regulate the manner of vot- 
ing for Representatives in Congress. Tt isas 
germane to the subject now before the House 
as several amendments which have been offered 
in regard to the time of voting for Represent- 
atıves. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order, 

Mr. McHENRY. The constitution of Ken- 
tucky requires that all votes at elections. in 
that State shall be viva voce. This House bas 
shown a disposition not to interfere. with the 


The Chair overrules 


| election laws of a State that are prescribed: by 


the constitution of that State. There: are 
probably other States which have the same 
provision as Kentucky. By alaw of Congress 
we are to have our election for Representatives 
in Congress at the same time as for electors 
for President: and Vice President. By the 
law of February 28, 1871, we will be voting 
by ballot for Representatives in Congress, 
whereas the constitution of Kentucky compels 
us to vote viva voce for presidential electors. 
I see no necessity for such a provision ; it must 
produce confusion. To adopt my amendment 
will be a relief to Kentucky, and to any other 
State where there is such a requirement in her 
constitution. If our Legislature could conform 
to such a law we would do it. But the con- 
stitution of Kentucky cannot, by its own pro- 
yisions, be amended under seven years; we 
therefore cannot comply with the law of Con- 
gress, except to have voting both viva voce and 
by ballot at the same time. : 

I think Congress ought to permit us to vote 
viva voce for Representatives in Congress as 
we are compelled by our constitution to. vote 
for electors for President and. Vice President, 


‘| bers are addressing us upon questions pending ` 


` 


ig 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ws 


December 14, 


: Lhave:drawa my amendment so as to make it 
apply to any State whose constitution prescribes 
the mode of voting. 

i Mr. BINGHAM. As I understand it, and 
I suppose the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McHenry] so understands it, the act. amend- 
atory of the act of May 31, 1870, requires a 
printed or written ballot for the election of 
members of Congress. 

Mr. McHENRY. Yes, sir. 

: Mr. BINGHAM. The effect of the amend- 
ment which the gentleman now offers is pro 
tanto to.repeal the act amendatory of the act 
of May, 1870, as to the States whose constitu- 
tions provide for elections viva voce. That is 
the question that is raised here. Itis for the 
House to determine whether, having exercised 
the.authority expressly granted by the Consti- 
tution to the Congress of the United States, to 
prescribe the time, place, and maner of elect- 
ing Representatives in Congress, we will now 
go back upon our own statute and repeal it as 
to States whose constitutions happen to provide 
for elections viva voce. It was to cure that very 
defect in the constitutions of the States that 
that feature of the act of 1871, amendatory of 
the act of 1870, was incorporated into your 
law. It was competent for Congress to do it, 

~ and it is the duty of the electors in the several 

States to comply with the requirements of 
that law. There is nothing in the constitution 
of Kentucky, nothing in the constitution of 
any State in the Union, that can for a moment 
be pleaded in bar of the right of Congress to 
prescribe the manner in which Representatives 
in Congress shall be elected. Whether it shall 
be by ballot or viva voce depends upon the decis- 
ion of the law-making power of the United 
States. They have asserted that power, and, I 
think, asserted it wisely. It does seem to me 
that so far as that provision of the law is con- 
cerned this amendment will repeal it so far as 
relates to the several States which have such a 
provision in their constitutions. 

Mr. McHENRY. I do not question the 
power of Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The policy of the law is 
wise and just. “The manifest purpose of it is 
to prevent frauds at elections, and to permit 
the nation to correct any frauds that may be 
attempted or committed at elections. 

Mr. McHENRY. Will thegentleman allow 
a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly I will. 

Mr. McHENRY. Has not this House voted 
to-day not to interfere with the time of hold- 
ing elections where it has been prescribed as 
in Pennsylvania and some other States by the 
State constitution ? 

Mr, BINGHAM. Iknow we have; but we 
have voted all that down. ` 

Mr. McHENRY. Why should not this 
House extend to Kentucky the same courtesy 
that has been extended to those other States? 
We cannot amend our State constitution for a 
number of years; and it is a matter of con- 
venience and justice that the proposition I 
have offered should be adopted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amend- 
ment is closed. 

On agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 70, noes 93, 

Mr. McHENRY called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McHenry 
and Mr. Biycuam were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 93, 

So the amendment of Mr. McHenry was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. AMBLER. I move to amend the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Mercur] by adding to the new section 
which has been adopted on the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Burner] 
the following: 

Provided, That the Representatives to the Forty- 
Third Congress shali be elected on the day-fixed by 


law for the, election of presidential electors in the 
year 1872. 


Mr. Chairman, it-seems to be the sense of 
the committee that so far as it can. reason- 
ably be so arranged there shall be a uniform 
day provided for the election of members of 
| Congress; and the objection to making imme- 


|| diately such a change is because of the fact 


that many States do not provide for any elec- 
tion upon the day proposed, except every four 
years, when the presidential election occurs. 
Now there is an election provided for in the year 
i 1872 for electors of President and Vice Pres- 
ident; and no inconvenience, it seems to me, 
will arise from the adoption of thisamendment, 
which provides simply for this rule of uniform- 
ity as applicable to that year. 

On agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 45, noes 65. 
| Mr. AMBLER called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. AMBLER was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. POTTER. I offer the following pro- 
viso, to come in at the end of the bill: 

But no State shall hereafter be admitted to the 
Union without having the necessary population to 
entitle it to at least one Representative according to 
the ratio of representation provided for by this bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to have my 
friend from New York [Mr. Porrer] tell us 
what would be the effect of his proposition if 
we should attach it to this bill and enact it into 
alaw. Does he think it would prevent this 
Congress or the next Congress, or any other, 
from admitting, if it thought proper to do so, 
a new State with a smaller population than 
that indicated in the amendment ? 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
MAYNARD] touches a matter of which I am 
not unmindful. Iam quite aware, that Con- 
gress has power to repeal, either to-morrow or 
at any subsequent time, any legislation that it 
may theretofore have seen fit to adopt. I 
would, of course, have preferred to provide 
in my amendment that no State should be 
hereafter entitled to representation unless it 
possessed the population necessary for a Rep- 
resentative according to the ratio fixed by 
this bill. But under the Constitution this is 
not practicable, for the Constitution declares 
that each State in the Union shall be enti- 
tled to at least one Representative, whatever 
its population, and our only way of prevent- 
ing Representatives coming here from a less 
population hereafter is to admit no State with- 
out at least that population. Congress has 
the power now, to declare its sentiment in this 
respect, and to now enact (and the enactment 
will remain in force until repealed) that here- 
after no new State shall be admitted unless it 
' has population enough to entitle it toat least one 
Representative according to the ratio fixed in 
this bill. That enactment can indeed be re- 
pealed, as the gentleman from Tennessee sug- 
gests; but until it is repealed it will remain, as 
it seems to me it ought always to remain, in 
force; and it will have the effect at least, of 
preventing Territories from coming here seek- 
ing admission as States, when their population 
is less than one hundred and thirty-six thou- 
sand, or thereabout, which this bill fixes as 
the number entitling a State to a Represent- 
ative. 

Mr. Chairman, we talk about this as a rep- 
resentative government, yet even this very bill 
under consideration does not, according to my 
reckoning, apportion the Representatives to 
compose this House among the States fairly 
according to population ; while in the other 
House ofthe Legislature somewhere about sixty 
Senators out of seventy-four, represent a mi- 
nority of the people, and that inequality and 
| injustice continues and is aggravated exactly 
so fast as new States with small populations are 
admitted and as the powers of government are 
centralized. 

Now, in the last few years there has been 
no equality of government for the people 
iin the different States. For all practical 


i 


| purposes of sovereign legislation the States 
| have been reduced to provinces, and we are 
now, forty million people, governed substan- 
tially in all things here at Washington by a 
| central Government, which we call a popular 
| Government, when it is the absolute truth 
i that in one body of our national Legisla- 
ture three fourths of the members represent- 
i buta minority of the people. This condition 
of things cannot continue. One of two alter- 
natives must follow: either we must get back 
to the equality of States as to their sovereignty, 
as I prefer, or we musi have popular repre- 
| sentation in the other branch of the Legisla- 
ture, As one step in that direction—no, 
rather as expressing an opinion which indi- 
cates but the most manifest justice to the great 
States of the Union—I desire Congress now to 
declare that no other new State shall be ad- 
mitted to the Union until it shall possess at 
least population enough under the ratio fixed 
by this bill to entitle it to one Representative. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the proposed amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York would 
have the effect to incorporate as a feature of 
our Government the principle indicated, I 
would be glad of it. It is not presented here, 
however, for thefirst time. When I first came 
to this House some years ago, I believe it was 
in the Thirty-Fifth Congress, I remember a 
proposition was before the House to admit a 
western State with a population which turned 
out to be less than fifty thousand. It was then 
insisted in opposition to that attempt, as the 

entleman insists now, that the practice of the 

rovernment before that time had been to re- 
quire a Territory to have a population equal 
to the then ratio of representation before being 
admitted as a State into the Union. I refer, 
of course, to the State of Oregon, which was 
then admitted. This was a departure from 
that system. The evils which the gentleman 
has portrayed with so much force were pre- 
sented to us. I will add, that his political 
friends had a large majority in both (Houses. 
They also had a majority in the proposed 
new State of Oregon. They had two Senators 
elected, and ready to take their seats as soon 
as the new State should be admitted. They 
also had a member elected, ready to take his 
seat upon this floor. Though the principle the 
gentleman insists on and presses with so much 
force was then fully brought to the attention 
of Congress, yet it was voted down by the 
gentleman’s own political friends, and the pol- 
icy was then inaugurated of admitting Terri- 
tories as States with a population less than the 
ratio, or apportionment, for the time being. 
If we could get back to the early practice of 
the Government, I should be in favor of it, 
because the view which the gentleman has 
pressed with so much force is the proper aud 
just one, and ought to be adopted in the admis- 
sion of all of our new States. But it was 
departed from by the gentleman’s own polit- 
ical friends in the instance which I have indi- 
cated. I certainly would sustain him in the 
passage of this amendment if it promised to 
have any effect. Even though it should stand 
upon the statute-book, it will not be effective; 
no State can come into the Union except 
by positive action of Congress. When Con- 
gress sees fit to pass a law admitting a Ter- 
ritory as a State it will come in, anything we 
put on the statute-book in this shape to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Hence this amend- 
me would be useless, and only encumber the 

ill. 
| Mr. POTTER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 
Mr. POTTER. I move to strike out the 
| last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 86, noes 43. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Unless we come to 
a vote, I shall move that the committee rise 
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and close debate on this bill. I believe I will 
make that motion now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
amendment to be printed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I insist on my mo- 
tion, It will not cut off amendments. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Debate may be 
closed by unanimous consent. 

The motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Bur- 
FINTON reported that, according ta order, the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union had had the Union generally under con- 


ment of Representatives to Conzress among 


the several States according to the ninth cen- |! 


sus, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Before moving that 

the House resolve itself again into the Com- 

mittee of the Whole, I move that all further 


debate on the pending bill and amendments |; 


shall be closed in one minute after its consid- 
eration shall be resumed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
the rules be suspended, and the House resolve 


I now move that 


itself into Committee of the Whole upon the | 


apportionment bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Borrtyroy in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
248, for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House 
the debate on the pending bill and amend- 
ments has heen ordered to be closed in one 
minute, ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend by 
adding the following as an additional section: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to 
he made, and report to Congress at its next session, 
an enumeration of male citizens of the United States 
over twenty-one years of age, inhabitants of Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Georgia, 
respectively, who are denied the right to vote at any 
election for the choice of electors for President and 
Vice President of the United States, Representa- 
tives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers 
of the Stato in which they reside, or the members of 
the Legislature thereof, because they cannot read or 
write, or because they are not property-holders, or 
because they shall not have paid taxes. 

J desire to say just one word. We are act- 
ing here utterly in the dark on this question. 
The paper which has been laid before us is 
not worth consideration. 
officially, because it is so carelessly done that 
the Department dares not indorse it. I say 
that we are acting here blindly and without 
regard to this provision of the Constitution, 
and I ask for facts to enable us to act upon 
that provision hereafter. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. STEVENSON. 


The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment | 


is in order at the present time. 

Mr. DAWES. Is not an amendment to an 
amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is already an 
amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a point of order. 
desire to know whether, if an amendment 
is moved in the shape of an additional sec- 
tion, it is not in order to move to perfect that 
additional section before adding it to the 
bill? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would decide |! 
that the whole bill is under consideration; | 


that there isan amendment already offered n 
the nature of a substitute by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. MERCUR; ] and that 
this being an amendment to that amendment 
cannot be amended, 

The question was taken on the amendment 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 10. 


It is not given us- 


ĮI desire to offer an} 


|| the word ‘‘ to.” I therefore move the follow- 


: : ; : | the bill that which has always bee ? 
sideration, aud particularly the special order, /! ie bill that which has nlways heen used 


being House bill No. 243, for the apportion- | 


| 
t 


Iji 


ji in the negative—yeas 60, nays 146, not voting ii 


ii John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Roosevelt 


I| Cotton, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, 


—y 


offered by Mr. STEVENSON ; and it was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. The bill is probably now |! John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, 


! Foster, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, 
L Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Hanks, Harmer, George i 


Mee 


Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, 


in the shape in which it ought to pass; but I Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lami- 
wish to suggest a verbal amendment, which on Lamport, Lansing, Lonach, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, 

: s se it arshall, May rd, M ary, , ʻ ' 
may not affect the sense, but which I think it | Mekee MeNeD. Meers Menan Momiak 
is well to make. The language of the bill is, || Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
that so many members shall be apportioned |, Negley, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 


: Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. 
| Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, , Scofield, 
i Seoley, Bhanks, Bheldony Sherwood, Phopmaner 
. PERAS | Sloss, H, Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, 
, Amend by striking out the word “within” and | Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Spraeuo, 
; inserting the word “to,” wherever it occurs. j Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stow- 
Tos eval r 1 el, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, 
Mr. BINGHAM. Is not the phraseology of |. Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
: ason, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls, Washburn, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley. Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John 

: T. Wilson—146, a 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barnum, Beatty, Beck, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, Clarke, 


“ within” the State of Maine, &e, I suggest 


ing amendment: 


ct 


Mr. MAYNARD. Ihave before me theact ` 
of 1862, which uses the language I have indi- 
; cated. : 
The question being taken on Mr. Maynarn’s `i 


i > i Darrall, De Large, Dunnell, Wilder D. Foster, Ham- 
amendment, it was agreed to. : bleton, Ilays, Kendall, Morey, Orr, Poland, Higebie, 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The question is now on |; Robinson, Rogers, Sessions, Shellubarger, Slater, 


ii Worthington C. Smith, Strong, St Jehn, Dwight 
' Townsend, Tuthill, Voorhees, Willard, Williams of 
New York, and Wood—32, 

So the House refused to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. T desire to ask the 
previous question on the bill and amendment, 
but before doing so I will submit a motion to 
amend the substitute by striking out theamend- 

Mr. COX. I now move the amendment of | ment which wasadopted on motion of the gen- 
which I gave notice, that the committee rise | tleman from New York, [Mr. Porter. | Ido 
and report the bill to the House with the | jt for the reason that I do not like to have this 
recommendation that it be referred to a spe- | hill ineumbered by that kind of legislation, or 
cial committee for revision, and to be again H anything else which may as well be passed in 
reported to the House. . | a separate bill or a declaratory or joint reso- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not‘! lution, I therefore move to strike ont that 
aware that any such motion had been made. || amendment, and I call for the previous ques- 

Mr. COX. I gave notice that [would move |! tion. 
it at the propertime. ButI understand when The words proposed to be stricken out were 
the bill is reported to the House I can make || read, as follows: 
that motion. It may perhaps be as well made > But no State shall be hereafter admitted to the 
there. Union without having the necessary population to 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tet us have a vote on it }! 


the adoption, as asubstitute for the bill, of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania [Mr. MERCUR] as amended, ; 

The question being taken, the amendment. ` 
| was agreed to. 4 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I movethatthe com- | 
| mittee rise and report the bill to the House as | 
amended. 


entitle it to at least one Representative, according 
; to the ratio of representation fixed by this bill. 


| here. ji z i . 
The question was taken on the amendment | The previous question was seconded and 
of Mr. Cox; and there were—ayes 44, noes 93, ; the main question ordered, being first upon 


So the amendment was disagreed to. | agreeing to the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Th sti 1 Mr. Farxsworra’s | FARNSWORTH. 
e question recurred on Mr. F ORTH S | The question was put; and there were—ayes 


motion; and being put, the said motion was | 76, noes 80. 


agreed to. i \! i PA 
The committee accordingly rose; and the |! ae BINGHAM called for the yeas and 


vaving resumed the chair, Mr. Ber- |) A 
Speaker having resume chair, Mr. B i he yeas and nays were ordered. 


| FINTON reported that, according to order, the | : s t ‘ 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | , Ine question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 87, nays 118 
5 y ’ y 


Union had had the Union generally under con- !: ot voting 82% aa follows: 
sideration, and particularly the special order, ji SAE f: 7) 5 baei ; E EE 

: x ‘ $ ame RAS—Messrs. Barber, Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, 
being House bill No, 243, for the apportion .. Bingham, James G. Blair, Burchard, Burdett, Rod- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among '! erick R. Butler, Cobb, Cohurn, Coghlan, Conger, 
the several States according to the ninth cen- ; Cotton, Creely, Delarge, Ponnan, Duell, Eames, 
sus, and had directed him to report it back to iti Gnefold Goodrich Halsey, Tlarmer, George te 
the House with an amendment in the nature `! Harris, Havens, Hawley, Ilay, John W. Hazleton, 
of a substitute. € Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Lamport, Lowe, Maynard, 


RR ` 7 x z : MeGrew, Melvee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, 
ea E A al a a aove Mener 10US | Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, 


n 1 _. | Packer, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. 
Mr. NIBLACK. I rise to a motion which | 


pan; Peters, prindlo., Rüsk, Sawy en Speler, 
s ` =} © Shanks, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, s ; 
has precedence of that, I move to lay the bill £ Smith, Snapp, snyder, Thomas “de Spoor, Sprague: 
and amendment on the table; and on that : 

; motion I call for the yeas and nays. 


Starkweather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Taffe, 
The yeas and nays were ordercd. 


Thomas, Washington Townsend, Twichell, et 
The question was taken ; and it was decided | 


: Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Walls, White- 
ley, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
John T, Wilson—s7. 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
` Archer, Arthur, Banks, Beatty, Bell, Bi gs, Bird, 
Austin Blair, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
Buflinton, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, 
Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dawes, 
Dox, DuBose, Duke, Eldridge, Ely, Finkelnbure, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Gol- 
inday, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Gerry W. Hazleton, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hill, Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, 


! 32; as follows: ; 
| YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Bell, Biggs, Bird, : 
| Braxton. Bright, Caldwell, Carroll, Comingo, Con- : 
ner, Cox, Davis, DuBose, Duke, Eldridge, Ely, i 
| Forker, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Haun- -i 
i cock, Handley, Harper, John T. Harris, Hereford, © 
| Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Kinsella, Man- : 
| son, McClelland, McCormick, MeHenry, Mcintyre, | H pi M, ol 7 
' McKinney, Benjamin $: Meyers, Morgan: J iblack, : per Ketcham, Killinger, Wins: Renae Damion, 
ik a W. Parker, Eli Perry. Potter, Price, Randall, | Lansing, Beach, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, 
| Hosea W "3 ! McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, Melienry, Me- 
Intyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Mitcheil, Morgan, Niblaek, Hosea W. Par- 
ker, Eli Perry, Poland, Porter, Potter, Price, Rainey, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Joha M. Rice, BHis 
IL Roberts, William R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Scofield, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, R. Mikon Speer, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, 
: Swann, Terry, Turner, Van Tramp, Vaughan, Wad- 
í dell, Waldron, Warren, Washburn, Wells, Wheeler. 
Whitthorne, Willard, Winchester, and Young=-118, 

NOT YOTING—Messrs, Averill, Barnum, Beck, 


Shober, Slocum, Storm, Terry, Van ‘trump, | 
Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, Whitthorne, Winches- | 
| ter, and Youne—60. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, | 
: Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, : 
| Bingham, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, George } 
| Brooks, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. 
| Butler, Campbell, Cobb. Coburn, Coghlan, Couger, 


of) 


| Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Duell, Eames, Edwards, |, 
| Elliott, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles | 


. 


December 15, 


| 
James Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, Clarke, į 
Cox, Darrall, Dickey, Dumnell, Wilder D. Foster, | 
Hambleton, Hays, Uibbard, Kendall, McJunkin, | 
Morey, Isane C. Parker. Platt, Ritchie, Robinson, | 
Sessions, Shellabarger, Worthington C.Smith, Strong, į 
St. John, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Voor- | 
hees, Williams of New York, and Wood—33. 

So the amendment of Mr. FARNSWORTH to 
the amendment reported from the Committee 


of the Whole was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
substitute reported from the Committee of the | 
Whole; and being taken, it was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to | 
be engrossed and read a third time: and being | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
time. ii 

The question was upon the passage of the | 


bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the | 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was passed. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider ; 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; and also | 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | 
on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPrsON, ; 
one of its clerks, notified the House that tbe 
Senate had passed a bill (8. No. 384) extend- | 
ing the time ror the completion of the Green 
Bay and Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan | 
ship-canal inthe State of Wisconsin ; in which |! 
the concurrence of the House was requested. | 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. DAWES. TI hope not. 

Mr. RANDALL. To-morrow will be the 
third Friday in the month, and must be devoted 
to the consideration of business from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, which | 
committee is not likely to have any business | 
ready for our action. 

{ 


Mi. DAWES. Not necessarily devoted to 


at. 
Mr. RANDALL, The rule so provides. 
The SPEAKER. The House should prop- | 
erly understand the rule. The third Friday | 
of each month, after a certain specified hour, į 
is devoted to business from the Committee | 
for the District of Columbia so long as they | 
desire to occupy the time. i 
| 
4 


th 


The motion of Mr. RANDALL was not agreed | 
to, upon a division—ayes 78, noes 97. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the House now | 
adjourn. i] 
Pending the motion to adjourn, | 
FUR-SEAL FISHERY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, | 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a report made by the special agent in į 
charge of the far-seal fisheries at the islands of | 
St. Paul and St. George, Alaska. 

Mr. PETERS. 


A petition upon that sub- |! 
ject is now before the Committee on the Judi- || 
ciary, and I move that this communication he f 
referred to the same committee. | 
Mr. NEGLEY. I object; it should go to | 
the Committee on Commerce. Hi 
Mr. PETERS. Ido not care where it goes. i 
The communication, with the accompanying || 
paper, was accordingly referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be |} 
printed. i 
DELIVERY OF MANIFESTS. | 


laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting to 
the House a draft of a bill entitled ‘+A bill in 
aid of the laws requiring the delivery of a! 
manifest in certain cases;’’ which was re- i 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, : 
| 


| 
: 


ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


UNEXPENDED BALANCES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to 
balances of appropriations unexpended, &e. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, aud ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House.the first general report 
of the commissioners of claims, of Decem- 
ber, 1871; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of New Jersey, by unani- 
mous consent, obtained leave of absence till 
next Monday. 


Mr. DARRALL, by unanimous consent, i 


obtained leave of absence for ten days. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House 
papers in the case of Rufus P. Hawks. 

Mr. MeCRARY, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files 
petitions of Mary Desbrow and of Jacob A. 
Edwards, for pensions. 


Mr. WARREN, by unanimous consent, | 
| obtained leave to withdraw from the files the 
petition and accompanying papers of W.P. Bas- 
| com, administrator of Oliver Bascom, assignee 
: of Edward Lusher ; and the same were ordered 


to be referred to the Commitice of Ciaims. 


The question was then taken on the motion | 
of Mr. Dawes, that the House adjourn; and it i 
Accordingly (at four o'clock © 
and twenty minutes p. m.) the House ad- . 


was agreed to. 


journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented | 
under the rule, and referredtothe appropriate | 


committees: 


By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- ; 


tions of D. W. F. Peoples and William E. Til- 
son, of the State of Tennessee, praying for the 
removal of their political disabilities. 


Also, resolutions of the Legislature of the | 


same State, recommending the refunding of 
the tax on cotton. 

By Mr. GETZ: The petition of Jonas 
Hoch, of Kutztown, Berks county, Pennsyl- 
vania, (witb accompanying papers, ) praying for 
aproper adjustment of his compensation for 


services as an assistant marshall in taking the | 


census of 1870. 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of Mar- 
geret C. Gibson, of West Virginia, for pen- 
sion 


praying for legislation in regard to stamped 
envelopes by the Government. 


Walker, praying payment for services as scout 
and guide in the army of the Potomac during 
the late rebellion. 

By Mr. VAN TRUMP: The petition of 


Appiegate, Poundsford & Co., and 19 other H 


printing, publishing, and book and stationery 
houses of Cincinnati, Ohio, upon the subject 
of the Government monopoly in the maau- 


facture and sale of stamped envelopes, and 1 
praying for relief against the same by legisla- | 


tion of Congress. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


The following papers were withdrawn from | 


the files of the House, and referred under the 
rules: 


By Mr. SHERWOOD: The papers of John | 
A. Montgomery, from the files of the House | 


and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


" By Mr. PARKER of New Hampshire: The 
petition of G. H. Tilden & Co. and others, — 


By Mr. TAFFE: The petition of Dabney : 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Fripay, December 15, 1871. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
y the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burren, D. D., 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SOLDIERS? MONUMENT. 

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, intro- 
© duced a joint resolation (H. R. No. 56) donat- 
| ing certain condemned cannon for a soldiers’ 
monument; which was read a first and second 
time. ‘ 
The joint resolution authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War (if it can be done without detri- 
ment to the Government) to issue and deliver 
six condemned cannon and twenty-four can- 
on balls to the corporate authorities of the 
‘town of Pittsfield, Massachusetts, for the pur- 
< pose of aiding in the erection of a soldiers’ 
© monument at that place. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be 
‘engrossed for a third reading; and being 
‘engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
` by which the joint resolution was passed ; and 
‘also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. SNAPP, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution: which was 
© referred to the Committee on Public Ex pendi- 
' tures: 

Resolced, That the Committee on Public Expendi- 
| tures be instructed to report to this Howse the ex- 
pense to the United States Government of printing, 
‘ binding, folding, and delivering to the members of 

each Congress per year what are called ** public 
documents,” and: also report the cost of transport- 
ation of the same; and also that such committee be 
requested to report a bill to abolish the printing 
and transportation of said documents, or that docu- 
ments be sent at the expense of members of Con- 
gress, the whole scheme being fraught with great 
: and totally unnecessary expense to the Government. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHELDON. Task unanimous consent 
j to introduce a bill at thistime. 

The SPEAKER. As there is ample oppor- 
tunity afforded every Monday morning for the 
i introduction of bills from every State and 
Territory, the Chair will not recognizea mem- 


‘ber for the purpose of introducing a bill at 
| any other time, unless there be stated some 
| exigency requiring the immediate introduction 
of the measure. 

Mr. KILLINGER, 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
demanded, the morning hour now begins at 
eleven minutes past twelve o'clock. MKeports 
i of a private nature are in order, 
REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILLARD. I am directed by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
: War of 1812 to move that the committee be 
| discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 410} to provide for the 
_ settlement of the claims of the officers and 
` soldiers of the revolationary army, and of the 
widows and children of those who died in the 
| service; and also to move that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
i; Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HEIRS OF If. M. WOODYARD. 


Mr. MOORE. J am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to move that the 
committee be discharged from ihe further con- 
sideration of the hill (H. R. No. 114) for the 
` relict of the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Hum- 
= phrey M. Woodyard, late of the twenty-first 


I call for the regular 


i Missouri infantry; and also to move that the 
game be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
fhe motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM BRINK. 
ii Mr. MOORS also, from the Committee on 


1871. 
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Invalid Pensions, reported back adversely the 
petition of William Brink, of Bradford county, 
Pennsylvania, asking for a pension; which was 
laid on the table. 

ADELIA HUTCHINS. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, i 
reported back adversely the petition of Adelia | 


Hutchins, for a pension; which was laid on 
the table. 
PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, | 
reported back adversely the petition of soldiers ! 


of the war of 1812 and others, for pensions 
which was laid onthe table. 


W. L. DORSEY. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, | 
reported back adversely the memorial of W. | 


L. Dorsey, of Indiana, for certain changes in 
the law granting pensions to the soldiers of 
the war of1812 ; which was laid on the table. 


ELIZABETH YORK. 
Mr. MOOREalso, from the same committee, 


reported back a bill (H. R. No.557) granting || 


a pensionto Elizabeth York, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
The preamble of the billrecites that whereas 


by special act No. 18, approved April 17, 1866, | 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth York, i| 


widow of Shubal York, deceased, late surgeon 


whereas the said Shubal York was assassin- 


ated on the 28th day of March, 1864; there- i 
fore the bill provides that the Secretary of the | 
Interior be authorized and directed to place :; 


the name of Elizabeth York, widow of Shubal 


York, late a surgeon in the fifty-fourth regi- |} 
ment Illinois volunteer infantry, cn the pen- ; 
sion-roll, at the rate of twenty-five dollars per | 


month, to commence on the 28th day of March, 


1864, and to continue during her widowhood; | 
provided, that all payments heretofore made 
ii woman is as much entitled to this pension as 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed ; 
the House at the last session of Congress, or | 
near the close of the last Congress, and was | 
referred during this session to the Committee | 


be deducted. 


on Invalid Pensions, and has passed that com- 
mittee unanimously. 


as the House already understands it. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


gentleman from Illinois a question. Is there 


any special reason why this case should be ex- | 
tended back beyond seven years any more than | 


in the case of other persons who died as early 
as this person did? 


five dollars a mouth is a pretty fair sum to pay |; 
any pensioner, but if there be anyspecial hard- ; 
ship in this case, if there be any special rea- ; 
son why the case should go back seven years | 
other than in all other cases, of course we | 
But unless there is some spe- | 


ought to do it. 
cial reason, we ought to have a general law 
referring all cases of a similar character. 

Mr. MOORE. 
of 1868 all pensioners were allowed pension 


from the date of the discharge or death of |; 


the party. This lady received a pension by 
` a special act. The action of the House has not 
been uniform, but has been governed by the 
circumstances of each case. During the same 


session this act was passed for Mrs. York sev- | 


eral other acts were passed granting pensions 
from the date of the death of the party. Why 


. H 
this was not so passed Iam not prepared to | 
say, but a more meritorious case than this | 


could not have been presented to the House. 
Her husband was shot down, assassinated by 


i| case at first. 


And I think any further ; 
explanation in reference to it is unnecessary, 


I will ask the | 


It seems to ine twenty- | 


the enemies of the country. It was impossible 


hence she has come here. This widow hada 
husband and three sons in the service. AsI 


son is unable to assist her because of the loss 

| of his health in the service. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

this pension is not under the general law, but 


sion to Mrs. York. This House had before it 
the special case of Mrs. York, and knowing 
the merits of it, fixed her pension. 


extend back. 


friends. 


speak simply without knowing what are the 
merits of this case. Iam inclined tothink we 
ought not to pass this act. 

Mr. MOORE. This case was brought be- 
fore the last session of the last Congress 


why, 
done. 
case, 
have 
of the bill. 


and all the facts being before them, they 


It is but an act of justice. This 
any pensioner upon the pension-roll. 

Mr. ARCHER. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. MOORE, Certainly. 

Mr. ARCHER. 
husband of this lady was assassinated by the 
enemy, or assassinated when at home? 

Mr. MOORE. He was assassinated in a 
riot. A raid was made upon a squad of the 
men of his regiment, just as they were start- 
ing from the depot, and he was shot in the 
back and killed instantly, 


to the widow before, as I understand? 


T will state that by the act | 


to the widow from the date of the act. But the 
claim is that she ought to have had a pension 


have stated, her husband was assassinated, and i 
two of her sons died in the service. The other 


thata special law was passed granting this pen- | 


I wish to ask whether the | 


| 


fer the Pension Bureau to settle this case, and |! 


I understand | 


Because | 
the general law which applied to all soldiers ' 
regularly entitled to pensions was amended to |: 
extend back, the proposition now is to take | 
up this’special case as though the House did |) 
not do justice by her when we acted upon this : 
If we pass this special act then | 
{| we ought to take up the caseof Mrs. McCook, |! If that were possible, there would be no neces- 
‘ of Ohio, and all other cases ofa like character. i 5 
j| We ought to take up and reénact that every | 
|| special pension we have passed should also | ing to pensions could be settled at the Pension 
Ifthis act passes, the members | 
i of other States must necessarily feel that they `i 
i| should not be behind the gentleman trom IIli- j 
| nois in providing for their constituents and | 


unanimously recommended the passage |; 


Mr. ARCHER. No pension has been granted | 


from the date of the death of her husband, on ; 
the ground that at that time he was on service | 


on his way to the front. 

Mr. ARCHER. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
another question. 
more meritorious case fora pension than where 
: a man was shot down facing the enemy? 


Mr. MOORE. More meritorious? No. In į 


| 

! every such case the pension is granted to the 
claimant from the day the man was shot down. 
| Mr. STOUGHTON. I desire to ask the 
| gentleman whether the rate of pension here is 


j the same as it would have been had the man 


been killed in action? 

Mr. MOORE. It is precisely the same. The 
i husband of the claimant was principal surgeon 
| of the regiment, with the rank of major. 


that was absolutely in the line of duty, being : 


Does he consider this a | 


i to discriminate between them. 


il 


| engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer a sugges- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. Tbere being a large class 


| of claims of this same character, would it not 


be proper to consider whether a general law 
should not pass providing that all pensions 


| should date back to the death of the husband? 
i Would it not be fairerand better to have such 


a general law than to pass special acts of this 
kind? Itis not desirable, when such special 
acts are brought before the House, to have 
I make that 
suggestion to my friend from Illinois, [Mr. 
Moore,] and, with his permission, I would 
like to move that the bill be recommitted for 
that purpose. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hormax] must know that it is utterly 


‘impossible to make a general law that will 


meet every sort of exigency which may arise. 


: sity, as I conceive, for aCommittee on Invalid . 


Pensions. In that case every matter pertain- 
Bureau under a general law. But, as I said 
before, the question has been settled by this 
House. And during the same session in which 


] l | this bill was passed a number of others were 
lt seems to me if we did that, we ii 


| should never get through with distributing | 
i extra justice in revising all special acts. [Í 
of the fifty-fourth regiment Ilinois volunteer | 
infantry, and said special act No. 18 gives the | 
said Elizabeth York a pension of twenty-five | 
dollars per month, to commence from and | 
after the passage of said act, and to continue | 
during her widowhood; and whereas, by the | 
act of 27th July, 1868, all pensioners were ij 
allowed by said act a pension from the date || 
of their discharge, or death of the party ; and | 


passed giving pensions from the date of death. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I will make the motion that the bill be 


i recommitted, with instructions to the commit- 
' tee to inquire into the propriety of reporting a 
| general bill to the House which will cover the 
| whole class of cases analogous in their nature 


a | to the case provided for by this particular bill. 
2e ʻi 


Mr. MOORE. I cannot see any necessity 
for any such motion as that. I may state that 


i the Committee on Invalid Pensions, if they 
i should discover any addition that can be made 


to the pension law, by which it shall work more 


|| equitably all round, will of course introduce 

„j abill to make such a change. 

! l 3: i; case that is not at all singular, unless it be sin- 

‘| where, by a special act, the pension was granted ii 

from the day of death. And there is no reason | 

in a meritorious case, this should not be ! 
The committee have looked into this į 


But here isa 


gular from its meritorious character. The 


; House has passed this bill before, and passed 


it with a great deal of unanimity, and I feel 


| satisfied that the House will again pass it now. 


I call for the previous question. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the previous question he 
not sustained, will it bein order to recommitthe 
bill with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. Of course it will. 

The question was put upon seconding the 
previons question; and there were—ayes 41, 
noes 48; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Moors and 
Mr. HouMan were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes seventy-six, noes not counted, 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the committee will 
report a general bill on this subject. 

The main question was then ordered; and 
under the operation thereof the hill was or- 


: i| dered to be engrossed and d a third time; 
Mr. MOORE. Yes; a pension was granted | e Aa AE A ' eee 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY 8. HOWE. 


Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
itdo pass, the bill (H. H. No. 558) granting 
a pension to Mary S. Howe. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be 
Tt directs 


| 
l the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 
| 
l 
| 


pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
S. Howe, and continue to her the pension here- 


‘| tofore paid to her deceased husband, David 
| Howe, by virtue of the special act approved 


| 


February 28, 1868, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BELINDA CRAIG. 


Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 621) granting a 
pension to Belinda Craig ; which was read a 
first and second time, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place en the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Belinda Craig, 
widow of William T. Craig, late a private in 
company B, ninety-eighth Pennsylvania vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension from and after 
the passage of this act during her widowhood. 

Mr. BIRD. I call for the reading of the 
report in this case. 

The report was read. It sets forth that the 
petitioner was the wife and still remains the 


widow of William T. Craig, who was drafted ; 


into the service of the United States in 1864. 
After having been forwarded to his regiment. 
the said Craig was taken sick with typhoid 
fever, and granted a furlough of seventy days. 
Upon his return to duty, being still in a weak 
condition, he was sent to the front at Peters- 
burg, and being unable to endure the fatigues 
of the march he dropped exhausted by the 
way, and has never since been seen or heard 
of. The committee, taking into consideration 
the character of the man, proved to be cor- 
rect, the fact that he was a stranger to his 
comrades, and his sick condition, are of the 


opinion that his death may be fairly inferred. | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports upon the following peti- 
tions, &c.; whieh were severally laid upon the 
table : 

The memorial of Captain J. W. Quinn, of 
Charlestown, Massachusetts, for pension on 
account of injuries received while on duty in 
the United States revenue marine; 

_ The petition of B. J. O’ Driscoll, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of Amy Halsey, of Morristown, 
New Jersey, for additional pension; and 

The petition of Mary A. Miller, of Morris- 
town, New Jersey, for a pension. 

RICHARD B, CRAWFORD. 

Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 622) granting a 
pension to Richard B, Crawford; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read athird time. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the 
pension-rol], subject to the provisions and lirna- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Rich- 
ard Crawford and pay him a second lieuten- 
ant's pension from the date of the allowance 
of his pension by the Pension Office. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it wa: 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the metion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, re- 
| ported adversely upon the following petitions ; 
which were laid upon the table: : 
| The petition of Frank L. Tibbits, of Epping, 
Rockingham county, New Hampshire, for a 
| pension; and 
| The petition of William D. Boyd, of Ken- 
‘tucky, asking that his name be placed upon 
the pension-roll. 

JOSEPH BRYANT. 


| Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, from the 
; Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill 
| (H. R. No. 628) granting a pension to Joseph 
| Bryant; which was read a-first and second 
| time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
| be engrossed and read a third time. 

| The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
|, tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
: roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
i the pension laws, the name of Joseph Bryant, 
| late a private of company E, fifty-fourth Penn- 
' sylvania volunteers, and to pay him a pension 
i from and after the passage of this act. 

| Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. Is there 
| any report in this case ? If so, I ask that it be 


i 
i 


read. 
ii My, SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There is no 
i report accompanying the bill. I was simply 
: instructed by the committee to report this bill, 
; and recommend its passage by the House. 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH H. MORGAN, 
Mr, WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 


gan; which was read a first and second time. 


The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
| tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
! of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth H. 


| ensign in the United States Navy, and to pay 
ii her a pension from and after the passage of 
|; this act and during her widowhood. 

Mr. BIRD. I ask that the report in this 
ease be read. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. There is no written re- 
port in this case, but I canin a very few words 
state the facts in the case. Peleg H. Morgan, an 
i; ensign in thenaval service of the United States, 
j was granted one month's leave of absence, 
|} and during that month he died. 
testimony of his attending physician stating 
that his death was occasioned by fever con- 
|; tracted before his leave of absence was granted. 
It was abouttwenty days after he left the steamer 
| Montgomery before he died; he died at home 
; while on furlough. The committee were of the 
i; Opinion that under the circumstances the pen- 
| sion should be grasted to his widow, to take 
i: effect from and after the passage of thisact. If 
| he had died while on board his vessel, of course 
|, there would have been no question about the 
: pension. It is a mere question whether or not 
! he died of disease contracted while in actual 
service, or while at home. There isno doubt 
in the mind of the committee that he died of 
disease contracted while in actual service, 
and therefore they recommend the passage of 
this bill. 


| case might be brought distinctly to the atten- 
| tion of the House. This ensign had a furlough 
i of thirty days. After he had been at home 
| about two weeks he was taken sick, and in a 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 


| Morgan, widow of Peleg H. Morgan, late an | 


i! 


| 
| 

Í 
i 
i 


| time expired before he was taken sick. 


| 
| Montgomery. 


i} man did. 
|| ferent position from the Army pensions. 


week's time thereafter he died. The testi- 
mony of the attending physician was that he 
helieved he died of disease contracted while 
he was in the service; but he gives no faets, 
no data. He was not sick until he had been 
at home upon furlough for two weeks. Now, 
if it be the pleasure of this House, under these 
circumstances, to grant a pension, well. I call 
the attention of the House to this particular 
case in order that, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, I may have the benefit of 
the instruction to be derived therefrom. If 
this testimony be deemed sufficient to warrant 
us to recommend a pension in this particular 
case, then such an instruction will be of great 
service to the committee. 

I repeat, that this ensign obtained a fur- 
lough of thirty days; about two weeks OF that 
na 
week’s time after he was attacked with the 
disease he died. The question in my mind 
is whether there is sufficient proof for us to 
grant this pension; whether it is clear that he 
died in the line of his duty, or of wounds or 
disease contracted while in the service. It is 
not apparent to my mind that he did not, 
through indifference, or neglect of his person, 


j or otherwise, contract this disease foolishly, 


or by some hardihood of his own. I think 
that where there is a want of affirmative proof 
the application should be accompanied by such 
negative proof as to satisfy us that the disease 
was not contracted by neglect or imprudence 
of the individual, himself. 

But I repeat that my object in asking for the 
reading of the report and in making this state- 
ment is to ascertain the sense of the House, 
that we may derive therefrom instructions as 
to what our action should be when such testi- 
mony as this is presented to us in the future. 
If it be the pleasure of the House to grant a 
pension in this case I am content, though I 
question very much the propriety of such 


action. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think 
that my colleague on the committee [Afr 
Birp] is a little mistaken as to one point of 
fact. The physician testifies that this man 
died of malarial fever; and he gives what it is 
true is merely an opinion, that the disease was 
contracted while the man was in the service 
of the United States. But it seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that where a person inthe military 


| service is on furlough for only thirty days, and 


dies within that period of a fever which may 
naturally be presumed to have been contracted 
in the southern climate, where the man has 
been on duty, that fact ought to be sufficient 
to warrant us in granting a pension to his 
| widow. This man was, in point of fact, in the 


t actual service of his country when he died, for 


i he was only on furlough. It is true, as stated 


t 
i| by the Department, that he was sick only one 
We have the || 


week, but there is no evidence that he was not 
really unwell at the time he left the steamer 
We have no evidence on that 
point one way or the other, 


there is no evidence one way or the other. 


| Mr. BIRD. That is the point I make, that 
lane is evidence, very full and satisfactory, 


that the man was sick only one week, which 
would seem to exclude the other conclusion. 

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker. I hope this 
hill will be passed, for without regard to the 
| particular merits of the case, I think the meas- 
| use should be adopted as a precedent for giv- 
| ing pensions to naval officers who died as this 
The naval pensions stand in a Ne 
The 


| $14,000,090 which belongs to the officers and 


{ 


t 
i 
j 


| 

| 

| 
H : : 
i naval pensions are derived from a fund of 
H 

t 

l 

j 

t 

t 


ii seamen of the country, having accrned as the 
: Mr. BIRD. My object in asking for the | a 5 
i reading of the report was in order that tbis 


fruit of captures made in the war. Fhe Gov- 
i ernment has deprived the officers and seamen 


y of more than one halfof the interest of this fand 
i by an act which was passed allowing only three 


| per cent. on the $14,000,000. I hope that the 
: House will pass this bill, not only for the pur- 


1871. 
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pose of giving a pension to the widow in this 
case, but in some measure as an instruction or 
guide to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
with reference to applications for invalid pen- 
sions which may hereafter come before that 
committee. There are ample funds to pay all 
the pensions to widows of officers who died in 
the service. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUFFINTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. There are no further reports 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The remaining committees were called 
through for private business, and no further 
reports were presented. 

TEXAS ELECTION CONTEST. 


Mr. McCRARY offered the following reso- 


lutions; which were referred to the Committee | 


of Elections: 


_ Resolved, That the sixty days which the law allows 
for taking testimony in the contested-election case 
of G. W. Whitmore vs, W.S. Herndon, from the first 
district of Texas, shall commence on the Ist day of 
Jannary, 1872. 


Resolved, That either party to the said contest be i 


authorized to take the testimony of Hon, 
Fuaxaaay, United States Senator, Hon, J. D. New- 
comb, secretary of State, and Hon. E. J. Davis, Gov- 
ernor of the State of Texas, at the city of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, before any officer author- 
ized by law to take depositions therein, within sixty 
days after the passage of this resolution, upon three 
days’ notice to the opposite party. 

Mr. BANKS. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? 

The SPEAKER. It has not; butthe House 
has got through with the business assigned to 
the morning hour. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, to 


take up and consider the two appropriation | 


bills in reference to the treaty of Washington ; 
but the gentleman from Illinois asks me to 
yield for the consideration of the bill providing 
for the construction of public buildings at 


Chicago, which 1 will do if it does not give | 


rise to debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
that. 

Mr. BANKS, If it is going to occupy time, 
I cannot yield. Ishall reserve my right. 


CHICAGO PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am directed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to report 
back a bill (H. R. No. 459) for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Chicago, Illinois, 
with the recommendation that itdo pass, with 
two amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


order, : 

The SPEAKER. That it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

Mr. RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER. 
reserve that point of order until the bill has 
been read in full. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
opportunity to test the sense of the House on 
the reduction of the amount. 

ar GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the bill be 
read. 

The Clerk read the bill. 
the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
and directed to purchase, at private sale or 
by condemnation, in pursuance of the statute 
of the State of Illinois, the remainder of the 
square of ground not now belonging to the 

nited States, on which the custom-house and 
post office building, lately destroyed by fire in 
the city of Chicago, was situated, if the same 
can be obtained either by private purchase or 
condemnation at what, in his judgment, is a 


I reserve the point of 


Yes, sir. 


fair and reasonable price; but if not, then it il 


1 cannot say | 


The Chair will always | 


I only want to have an | 


It provides that | 


f 


i 
i 
| 
| 


shall be his duty to purchase, in one of the | 


ways aforesaid, some other square of ground 
in the city of Chicago, not more than two 


| squares distant from the square on which said 


building destroyed by fire was located, and to 


cause to be erected on the square purchased a | 


fire-proof building, suitable for the accom- 
medation of the custom-house, sub-Treasury, 


post office, United States courts, pension and | 


internal revenue offices; and for this purpose 


| there is hereby appropriated, out of any money ! 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, | 
! $2,000,000, to be expended under the direc- 


tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall cause proper plans and estimates to be 
made, so that no expenditure shall be made or 
authorized for the full completion of said build- 
ing, including the cost of the site, exceeding 
$5,000,000 ; and before any money is expended 
upon the constraction of the building the plan 
of the same shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the Postmaster General, 
and the Attorney General ; provided that no 
money hereby appropriated shall be used or 
applied for the purpose until a valid title to 


the land for the site of such building shall be ! 


vested in the United States, and until the State 
of Illinois shall also duly release and relin- 
quish to the United States the right to tax or 
in any way assess said site or the property of 
the United States that may be thereon during 
the time that the United States shall be or 
remain the owner thereof. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I, In line twenty-five strike out the wore “five” 
and insert “four ;” soit will read, ‘‘so that no ex- 


Now read the 


penditure shall be made or authorized for the full į 


completion of said building, including the cost of 
the site, exceeding $4,000,000.’ eten S 

IIL. In line thirty-two, after the word “ Illinois,” 
insert the words “shall cede its jurisdiction over said 
site to and ;’? so it will read, `“ and until the State of 
Illinois shall cede its jurisdiction over said site, and 
shall also duly release and relinquish to the United 


States the right to tax orin any way assess said site | 


or the property of the United States that may be 
thereon during the time that the United States shall 
be or remain the owner thereof.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tocon- 
sidering this bill in the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object, unless we con- 
sider it in the House as in the Committee of 
the Whole. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I do not object 


|| to that. | 
The SPEAKER. Under the five-minutes | 
‘| rule? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Yes. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The bill to be open to | 


amendment? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
no objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no speech to make on this bill, but simply 


wish to make a statement showing the action | 


of the Committee on Appropriations in regard 
ta it, leaving it to other gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, if they desire, to discuss it. 

The Committee on Appropriationsinvited the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
meet and consult concerning this bill. As 
the result of that conference the committee 
became satisfied it was a matter of good policy 
to construct upon one square, to be wholly 
owned by the United States, a public building 
large enough to accommodate all the offices of 
the United States in the city of Chicago. 
All the public buildings of the United States 
there were burned down in the late fire. 
It was thought, in view of the great disaster 
and the imperious necessity of furnishing 
offices for the officers of the Government 
there to transact business, the work should be 
done at once. Nothing more could be done 
immediately than to secure a site, and the 
committee were informed that the Legislature 
of Illinois has lately passed a law authorizing 
the condemnation of the property, if necessary 
for ceding it to the United States. 

This bill provides that the site may be pur- 


There being | 


1) 1 


chased by private sale, or by condemnation 
under the laws of Illinois, limiting the cost of 
the whole square not now owned by the United 
States to $1,000,000. The bill further pro- 
vides that the cost of the structure and site 
together should be limited to $3,000,000. 
The committee, after considering the relative 
cost of other buildings, thought we should 
not authorize the erection of a public build- 
ing which, exclusive of the site, was to cost 
$4,000,000. We knew that in that respect we 
were setting an example for Cincinnati, St. 


Louis, Baltimore, and all other cities of simi- 


lar size. And, as there is not now any one 
public building belonging to the United States 
outside of this city that has cost more than 
$3,000,000, exclusive of the site, we thought 
it was not wise to set the gauge so high as 
$4,000,000. The committee, therefore, rec- 
ommend to cut down the total sum for site and 
building to $4,000,000, and to require the 
architect to make his plans, drafts, and esti- 
mates upon that basis, The committee also 


| adda clause requiring the cession by the State 


of Illinois of jurisdiction over the site, in addi- 
tion to what the bill alrcady required, that 
there should be a cession of the right to tax 


' the site and the building. That seemed to the 
| committee to be a wise and prudent restriction. 


These are the only amendments which the 
committee have offered; and this is all I desire 
to say, except simply this: we show our sym- 
pathy with the city of Chicago, in the great 
calamity which has befallen it, by the prompt- 


' ness of our appropriation, and not by a need- 


less extravagance in the amount. It will not 
rationally aid Chicago to throw two or three 
bushels of hundred dollar bills ont on the 
prairie to the wind. But the appropriation 
of $2,000,000 for the purchase of a site for 
a public building, and the beginning of the 
work, is a simple act of justice, and te do this 


| promptly will afford great aid in relieving the 


sufferings of that great city. I am ready to 
believe that they themselves, proud, trae citi- 
zens as they are, appreciate this act more 
highly if it carries with it the provision for a 
solid, substantial, even magnificent building, 
such as $8,000,000 will make, and yet gives 


i evidence that we are not forgetting that otber 
| worthy cities will by and by need as good ones. 


I believe the appropriation recommended by 
the Committee on Appropriations is amply 
large enough, 

I ask the attention of the House to the para- 
graph in the President’s annual message refer- 
ring to this subject, as follows: 

“ By the great fire in Chicago, the most important 
of the Government buildings in that city were con- 
sumed. ‘Those burned had already become inadc- 


quate to the wants of the Government in that grow- 
ing city, and looking to the near future, were totally 


i| inadequate. I recommend, therefore, that an appro- 


priation 
mainder of the square on which the burned buildings 
stood, provided itean be purchased atafair valuation, 
or provided that the Legislature of [linois will pass 
alaw authorizing its condemuation for Government 
purposes; and also an appropriation of as much 


be made immediately to purchase the re- 


li money as can properly be expended toward the 


erection of new buildings during this fiscal year.” 
_ TL also submit the following letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending the 


| passage of sueh a bill as this: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 9, 1871, 

Srg: Yours of December 6, inclosing a copy of 
House bill 459, providing for the construction of the 
proposed publie building at Chicago, Illinois, and 
asking my opinion as to the amount necessary to be 
appropriated at the present time, together with esti- 
mates of the total cost of the building and of the 
additional Jand required, is received. 

fn reply, I have to say that I have examined the 
bill, and it appears to me to mect the requirements 
ofthe case. Phe nmount therein provided for will, 
in my opinion, be sufficient to enable the Depart- 
ment to procure the necessary land and erect a suit- 
able building, and the amouni_it is proposed to 
appropriate immediately will suffice for the purchase 
of the land and cover all the expenditures necessary 
for the current fiscal year. 

Very respectfully, i 

GEO. S. BOUTW BLL, Secretary- 

Hox. Grorge A, Harsey, Chairman Committee on 

Publie Buildings aned Grounds, House of Representa- 

faves. 
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If any member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds now desires to take 
charge of this bill, I will be happy to surrender 
it to him. As there seems to be no such wish 
I will ask the House to act on it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to strike out ‘ $5,000,000” and insert 
*$4,000,000,’’ as the cost of the site and 
building. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before that question is 
take I desire to offer an amendment, as fol- 
OWS: 

Amend by striking out in lines thirteen, fourteen, 


and fifteen of the billthe words ‘‘not more than | 


two squares distant from the square on which said 
building destroyed by fire was located.” 


I think those words should be stricken out | 


as a matter of safety against any combination 
to increase the real value of the property, I 


do not suppose that this amendment will þe- 


objected to. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to explain, in con- 
nection with the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] 
that by the bill the parties who have charge of 
the matter will have the discretion of selecting 
from twenty-four squares, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania may ascertain by making 
a calculation. It was thought that this was a 
liberal margin, sufficiently so to prevent any 
combination by which the Government would 
be forced to pay an extravagant sum for a 
site. The matter was sufficiently considered 
in the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and by the Committee on Appropri- 


ations in conjunction with that committee, and | 


it was deemed by both of those committees 
that the interests of the Government were suf- 
ficiently guarded by the limitations as they 
now stand in the bill. I hope, therefore, the 
amendment will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be 
taken upon the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations, to strike out 
**$5,000,0007? and insert “ $4,000,000,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend that 


amendment by striking out ‘t $4,000,000" and | 


inserting ‘‘ $2,000,000” in lieu thereof; and I 


desire to say a word in favor of that amend- | 


ment. The bill as originally introduced pro- 
posed an appropriation of ‘ $5,000,000. ‘The 
Committee on Appropriations propose to re- 
duce that sum to ‘'$4,000,000."’ They impose 
no limitation upon the cost of the land which 
isto be bought in addition to the land now 
owned by the Government, and which is to 
constitute the site of this building. I insist 
that an appropriation of an additional sum of 
$200,000 to purchase land to enlarge the pres- 
ent site, if that be thought desirable, or to 
purchase the site in some other part of the 
city of Chicago, would be ample for that pur- 
pose. That would leave $2,000,000 for the 
construction of this building; and I submit 
that in the present condition of the affairs of 
this country and the taxed condition of its 
labor, and with its past experience in refer- 
ence to the public buildings, a larger appropri- 
ation than $2,000,000 is not required for this 
purpose. I believe that, with perhaps two 
exceptions, the construction of no building of 
this kind has been authorized where the appro- 
priation in the first instance has amounted 
to over $2,000,000, and there the magnitude 
of the appropriations only excited the most 
revolting frauds and profligacy. 


I trust this amendment will be adopted, if | 


only to prevent a dangerous precedent for ex- 
travagance ; for this appropriation in no wise 
benefits the sufferers by this fearful calamity 


which has so excited the sympathies of the | 
It is simply an appropriation | 
of public money to build a building for the use | 


civilized world. 


of the United States. I propose $2,000,000. It 
is certainly a very large appropriation for such a 
purpose, and is ample if honestly applied. If 
the country was in the most prosperous condi- 
tien, and its finances were in the most satis- 


|| factory state, an appropriation of more than | 
| was necessary would not be justifiable, for it | 
| would be used only for corruption and fraud 
‘and not for the benefit of the impoverished 
i| people of that city. To this appropriation add | 
|| the value of the property already owned by 
the Government in the site of this building, and 
it would certainly be ample. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. The appropriation made li 
by this bill, as reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations, is only $2,000,000. This 
building is intended to accommodate all the 
i| Government business in Chicago. It will con- jj 
tain the post office, the custom-house, accom- | 
modaiions fur the internal revenue officers, | 
the pension office, the United States courts, | 
i| and every other office for which the Govern- | 
ment of the United States requires accommo- 
dation. Now, the bills for the post office in 
the city of New York and the post office in 
the city of Boston provided that the cost of 
i| those buildings should not exceed $8,000,000 
each, and they are simply for the accommoda- | 
tion of one department of the Government. 
The Government owns in those cities, besides 
the post office buildings, for which an appro- | 
priation of $3,000,000 was made in each city, 
eustom-houses and other buildings for the 
accommodation of other departments of Gov- | 
ernment business. I submit that the sum of 
$4,000,000, to which the entire cost of the | 
building is limited by this bill as amended by | 
the Committee on Appropriations, is a small | 
sum for such a building as is required in: 
Chicago, including the cost of the land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my friend that | 
$200,000 will be an ample sum for the purchase | 
of a site in addition to what the Government į 
now owns there. 

Mr. PLATT. Yn order that the House may | 
understand this subject, I send to the Clerk’s lj 
desk, for examination by any member who |! 
chooses to examine it, a plan showing the 
proposed site of this building and the property 
ij which it is desired by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the supervising architect of the 
Treasury to purchase for the purpose of ereci- 
j| ing the building. It is situated in the very | 
heart of the business portionof the city. Itis | 
‘| bounded by Madison street, Dearborn street, | 

Monroe street, and Clark street. The Gov- | 
ernment owns already in that square nineteen | 
thousand nine hundred feet of land, and it is ji 
proposed to purchase one hundred and seven | 
thousand one hundred feet more. The Gov 
ernment is carefully guarded against any loss | 
‘| by speculators or combinations on the part of | 
property-holders by the provisions of this bill, 
and it is said by parties well acquainted with 
the price of real estate in Chicago that the sum 
of $1,000,000 is a very small price for the 
amount of land the Government has to pur- 
chase in this locality, and is not a speculative 
price. I hope the House will pass the hill as 
reported by the two committees who have had 
it under consideration, and who have given to 
all its provisions a careful scrutiny. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may seem to some an 
ungracious task to attempt to reduce an appro- 
priation to a city so recently destroyed, and I |! 
i can well understand the sympathy which would | 
operate in inducing gentlemen here to vote 
money in behalf of Chicago. But we must | 
| recollect thatwe have a higher duty to per- | 
form. In making this appropriation we have | 
a daty to perform to the entire tax-payers of | 
the country. And that duty, for one, 1 do not | 
shrink from, even though I may be charged | 
here with doing an ungracious act. Accord- | 
ing to my judgment $1,000,000 for the land | 
and $1,000,000 for the building, as suggested | 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hor- | 
MAN, ] is quite far enough for us to go. ‘They | 
could not, if they wanted, expend $2,000,000 i 
| between now and the time of the next meeting į 
| of Congress. Why tie down this Government 
| to such an enormous appropriation as is here |i 
lH recommended, to wit, 84,000,000? ji 


| 
t 
| 
| 


Mr. PLATT. Let me correct the gentle: 
man in one statement. The appropriation 
recommended by this committee ig only 
$2,000,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know that; but if the 
gentleman will listen to me he will hear me 
say that I think $1,000,000 is enough to áp- 
propriate at this time. As to the land, Tam 
credibly informed that with the present siteand 
the additional land which it is proposed to pur- 
chase there will be purchased an areaof nearly 
five acres. 

Mr. PLATT. I gave the gentleman the 
exact number of feet. 

Mr. RANDALL. We ought to be justbefore 
we are generous, and to recollect that we are 
not voting our own money away, but other 
people’s money. And I venture the opinion 
that if every man here who votes for such an 
enormous appropriation as this was: giving 
away his own money, he would give a very dif- 
ferent vote from that which he is about to cast 
in giving away the people’s money, the people 
he is here to represent. 

Ido not want a niggardly economy in. the 
construction of this or any other building for 
the use of the Government; but I do not 
mean to sit silent here and see debt after 
debt heaped upon the people, when J am ready 
to show that the most outrageous corruption 
has been perpetrated in connection with public 
buildings throughout thisentire country. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pratt] has al 
iuded to New York and to Boston. That is an 
unfortunate allusion. The experience of the 
two Government buildings in those cities should 
make us quite careful of the manner in which 
we make further appropriations for public 
buildings. Inreferenceto the New York post 
office we were told thatit was to cost $3,000,000. 
By corruption, by a profligate expenditure of 
the public money in the construction of that 
building, and by an enlargement of the original 
plan, that building is likely to cost the Gov- 
ernment $10,000,000. I tell you that these 
architects, and those who execute their plans 
in building these structures, as experience has 
shown, will not be bound by the restrictions 
of any law of Congress in reference to the 
expenditure of public money. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I dissent entirely from the 
views just presented by my colleague [Mr 
RANDALL] as to the amount of. this appro- 
priation. I believe that the entire population 
of his district and mine, and of the city which 


| we in part represent, will dissent from them. 


If there is among our constituents one, or a 
few, whose necessities have prevented them 
from making a contribution to the suffering 
men and women of Chicago, they will rejoice 
that the ration has stepped forward to makea 
slight contribution in their behalf by the prompt 
and liberal performance of a duty. They will 
rejoice in a liberal appropriation for this pur- 
pose, and that the Government, in the charac- 
ter of the buildings it shali erect for its pur- 
poses in that desolated city, provide a monu- 
meni to endure through all time, expressive 
of the desire of the Government and people 
to aid in rebuilding Chicago. To thus express 
our sympathy with that city at this time, to 
give employment to its people and to furnish 
ready money to be disbursed among the 
ruined people of that city, will be a work of 
practical benelicence. 

I hope the appropriation will be for the full 
$4,000,000 recommended by the Committee 
on Appropriations. We can guard against 
fraud there as we can almost everywhere else. 
I say ‘talmost everywhere else,’’ for I do not 
believe it cau be doue in the city which my 
colleague holds up es an example, the city of 
New York, even by Government officials, be- 
cause the Tammany leaders had so corrupte 
the whole atmosphere of the place that hon: 
esty was impossible in any department of public 
affairs. [ cheerfully support this appropriation 
of $4,000,000; and T take occasion to express 
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my regret that the amount originally proposed— 
$5,000,000—has been reduced. I hope that 
my friend and colleague will review his opin- 
ions, and vote for the bill as reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is not a question of 
charity at all. If my colleague or I want to 
be charitable, we have a private mode of 
extending charity. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam notasking charity; I 
am only asking the Government to deal with 
generous justice toward a stricken people. 
There is no charity in this proposition to per- 
form a duty promptly and with a generous 


hand. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the line of the 
gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. KELLEY. The block of ground in 
question contains about three acres in the 
heart of the business portion of the most enter- 
prising city in the world. 

ur FARNSWORTH. About two acres and 
a half. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Legislature of Hli- 
nois has provided means by which it can be 
condemned; so that the Government is not 
liable to be swindled in the purchase. I hope, 
as I have said, that this ground will be taken 


by the Government, and that it will not be | 


taken ata niggardly price, but that the Gov- 
ernment will pay in bulk for it what Chicago 
merchants would have given in the hour of 
the city’s greatest prosperity. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania 

The SPEAKER. 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] proceeds, 
the Chair will remind the House that this 
debate is proceeding irregularly. Debate is 
exhausted upon the amendment. The Chair 
willindulge the discussion, however, so long as 
there is no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I merely wish to correct— 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would like to make 
an inquiry of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If gentlemen desire to con- 
tinue the debate I will withdraw my amend- 
ment, with the understanding that it shail be 
renewed. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I ama member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and also a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Illinois; and I 
would like to know by what rule the floor is 
constantly assigned to other gentlemen, while 
I have been endeavoring all the while to obtain 
a hearing. 

Tho SPEAKER. 
same side of the House as the gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. MARSHALL, ] and in his imme- 
diate vicinity, have jast spoken. Does the 


gentleman object to the assignment of the 
! 


floor as made by the Chair? 

Mr. MARSHALL. If Lam not mistaken, by 
the rules, or at least the usage of the House, 
in assigning the floor preference should always 
be given to gentlemen representing the com- 
mittee reporting the bill under consideration, 
where they claim the privilege of addressing 
the House. It is my misfortune to have great 
difficulty in catching the eye or ear of the 


Speaker; bat as there is a peculiar propriety | 
in my being heard in reply to my friends on | 
this side, 1 am disposed to insist upon my | 


rights, if I have any. 
Mr. DAWES. I will yield to the gentle- 
man. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recog- | 


nize the gentleman from lilinois as seeking 
the floor. Two gentlemen on that side of the 
House have just occupied it; and the Chair 
sought to equalize the matter by assigning it 


to a second gentleman on the other side, only | 


one on that side having spoken. Butthe Chair 
is very glad to make the number three on one 
side to oue on the other. The gentleman 
from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. MARSHALL. [am notin partnership 
with my friends on this side of the House who 
spoke on this measure, and it is because they 


Before the gentleman | 


Two gentlemen on the 
D } 


have spoken that I wish to be heard in reply 
to them. I desire to say a few words in advo- 
cacy of this measure. As a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and as a Rep- 
resentative from Illinois, I think I have a right 
to be heard, and I have attempted two or three 
times to get the ear of the Speaker for this 
purpose. It is to call the attention of the 
Speaker to this fact that I have interposed at 
this time. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recog- 
nize the gentleman as seeking the floor. The 
right of the gentleman to the floor is equal to 
that of every other member, not a particle 
greater. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I certainly have never 
asked for greater privileges than those accorded 
to my brother members, and have been very 
reluctant even to insist upon these. The 
Speaker and the House will bear me witness | 
that I have never taken up the time of the | 
Tlouse with useless disputation. As amember 
of the Committee on Appropriations I gave 
my assent to this bill. I think the measure is 
misapprehended by gentlemen on this side of ; 
the House as wellas by the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] on the other side. 
Neither Chicago nor the State of Illinois, as I 
understand it, asked any appropriation on the 
ground of charity. “We ask this appropriation 
because it is proper and right, and necessary 
for the purposes of the Federal Government. 
A great city, one of the first on this continent, 
the most rapidly-growing city on the face of 
the earth—one of which Illinois and the whole 
country are and ought to be proud—has been 
desolated and laid in ashes. The Government 
has important interests there. It has no cus- 
tom-house, no court-house, no post office, no 
building for any public purpose in that city. 
The officers of the Government are almost lit- 
erally turned out of doors. The interests of 
the Government require the erection of asuit- 
able building at this time in thatcity promptly, | 
without delay. 

The inquiry is made, why is so much land 
asked for? I answer, because no public build- į 
ing will be safe unless it is protected by the 
interposition of surrounding streets from adja- 
cent and combustible buildings. In each of 
our great cities the buildings of the Govern- 
ment ought to occupy a square. Buildings 
thus protected by a street on each side are not 
so liable to such desolation and ruin as has 
recently fallen upon the public and other 
buildings in the city of Chicago. 

Then, what will be thecost? My friend from 
Pennsylvania says $200,000. {imagine prob- 
ably somewhere within the range of Chicago | 
property for this purpose may be acquired for | 
$200,000, but not where the Government wishes 
to put up these buildings, not where they are | 
needed for the purpose of the people and of ; 
the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is for the additional 
land. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 


I know it is for addi- 


tional land, but there is no danger of the Gov- | 


ernment being imposed on by combinations, | 
for the Legislature of Illinois has already 
passed a bill authorizing the condemnation of 
this property if those who own it refuse to sell 
at a fair price, the price io be assessed by a 
jury selected by the agents of the Govern- 
ment as well as the owners of the land. 

What class of buildings should be erected ? | 
Here is a rapidly growing city, which in a 


short time will reach half a million inhab- || 
itants, and at no distant day will contain a | 
million, where the Government at this time || 
is deprived of buildings of any character for | 


the transaction of its business. The buildings | 
which we erect should, of course, be com- 
mensurate, not only with the present, but the | 
future wants of the Government. In this | 
building it is proposed to accommodate the || 
post office, the custom-house, and Federal || 
courts, and various internal revenue offices, i 
and all that is asked for this building, as Iii 


understand it, does not equal what has been 
appropriated for the erection of a single post 
office building in some cther cities of the coun- 
try. Itis said this money bas been wantonly 
squandered in many instances; but when we 
appropriate money for these purposes we must 
leave its expenditure to the discretion of some- 
body. The Government desires to erect there 
a permanent, fire-proof building, a building 
equal to the present and future wants of the 
people and the Government. 

It is estimated that about two acres of land 
will be necessary for the erection of all the 
buildings required by the Government in that 
city. ‘Lhe land now owned by the Govern- 
ment is inadequate for the purpose. Hereto- 
fore, indeed, the Government was compelled 
to rent buildings. A small portion of this 
desired square the Government owns. But 
the public buildings in Chicago before the fire, 
not being adequate to the then purposes of the 
Government, we were compelled .to rent at a 
heavy expense other buildings on some of the 
adjacent lots. 

Now, it is the desire, and it is the interest 
of the Government to erect a permanent, fre- 
proof building, and on a piece of ground not 
connected with private buildings. To do this 
they must purchase or acquire in some way a 
square or block of land in that portion of the 
city where it will best accommodate the peo- 
ple, the purposes of the post office, the custom- 
house, the Federal courts, and other public 
purposes. 

What is the limit of the appropriation for 
these purposes in this bill? Itis proposed to 
appropriate $3,000,000 for the erection of all 
these buildings, after paying out $1,000,000 
to acquire the land. 1 insist the limit fixed 


| in the bill is not, under all the circumstances, 


an extravagant one. Undoubtedly we are all 
here, or ought to be, in favor of economy. 
We oughtin all cases to oppose the erection of 
new buildings where they are not needed, but 
where they are, as in this case, absolutely 
necessary for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment, to be built as rapidly as possible, and 
on a scale adequate to the present and future 
wants of the Government. 

It is said by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that this money cannot be expended 
during the present year. If it costs $1,000,000 
to acquire the property to erect these build- 
ings on, certainly there can ‘be no impropri- 
ety in permitting $1,000,000 more to go into 


i| the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury for 


the purpose of commencing the erection of 
the buildings provided for in this bill, Asa 
matter of course it will be the object of the 
officers of the Government to put up one of 
the wings as rapidly as possible. The wants 
of the Government demand this. The Gov- 
ernment has no building to accommodate its 
officers or its business. By reason of the great 
fire it is virtually turned out of doors, and it 
is necessary to push forward the erection of 


i these buildings more rapidly than in any other 


place for which an appropriation has ever been 
made by us. The urgency is beyond compari- 
son greater. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported a bill fixing the limit at 
$5,000,000. After careful inquiry and discus- 
sion, the Committee on Appropriations, anx- 
ious to protect the Treasury as well as to do 
justice to the wants of the Government and the 
people of a sorely strickeu city, reduced it to 
$4,000,000. I sincerely hope my friends will 
see that their action has been eminently just 
and proper, and will withdraw their opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to modify my 
amendment, As it was thought $3,000,000 
was sufficient for the public buildings in New 
York, I move to limit the expenditure, inciud- 
ing the purchase of this additional land, and 
the erection of these public buildings, to 
$3,000,000. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
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they have already expended $2,000,000 on the i 
f 
gentlemen will refer tothe report of the super- | 


first story of the building at New York. 


vising architect, they will fnd the expenditure 
stated there at $1,900,000, and this did not 
include the unexpended balance, since ex- 
pended, which brings the amount to over 
$2,000,000. Its public buildings cost some- 
thing to this country. 

It is proposed to erect in Chicago a build- 
ing which shall accommodate all the Federal 
offices, the post office, the United States courts, 
the custom-house, thesub-Treasury, the inter- 
nal revenue offices, &c. Now, sir, in New 
York they have a custom-house which cost 


$1,200,000, and a sub-Treasury building which | 


cost $1,300,000; and they have already spent 


over $2,000,000 on the post office and court- ; 
house, a building which, in the end, will cost ; 
i able to take care of myself. 


probably over $5,000,000. And all that it is 


proposed to give Chicago by this bill for the | 


whole public buildings, including the site, is 
$4,000,000. 
Now, as to the site which it is proposed 


the Government should purchase, it is not | 


confined by this bill to any particular square. 
If it cannot get the remainder of the square 
on which the building formerly stood at a 
reasonable rate, it may bargain for any one 
of twenty-four other squares, for any square 
within two squares of that one. This covers 
twenty-four squares, which gives sufficicnt 
leverage to make men reasonable as to price, 
and the bill provides for the condemnation of 
this property in case the parties will not at 
private sale deal reasonably with the Govern- 
ment. . 

Had the public building at Chicago been on 
a square by itselfit would not have been burned. 
The building which was there was not a very 
valuable one, for it only cost the Government 
about five hundred thousand dollars all told. 
It was a small building, entirely unsuited to 
the wants of Chicago, not sufficient even for 
a post office, not sufficient even for the courts, 
scarcely sufficient for any branch of the Fed- 
eral offices in that great and growing city. This 
block, before the fire in Chicago, could not 
have been purchased, without the buildings 
upon it, for probably $2,000,000. Now, it is 
possible that the Government might go out 
somewhere into thesuburbs of the city and pur- 
chase a block a great deal cheaper. Of course 
it could. But oughtit to do this? By no means. 
It should have its public buildings in a central 
portion of the city, where the people would be 


accommodated ; and the Government has no | 


right, because it can purchase property some- 
where else cheaper, to depress the value of 
private property in the vicinity of where the 
public buildings were. When men have in- 


vested large sums in real estate in that vicinity, | 
the Government has no right to go and take | 
away from them the value of their property by | 
removing the public buildings to some other || 


portion of the city. 


matter preciscly as if that block alone had 


been burned over, and the rest of the city left |, 


untouched. Nay, wo should deal more liher- | 
ally with the city on account of what has: 
occurred, and put the buildings back where | 


they will accommodate the wants of the peo- 
ple. Ido not stand ap here asking charity 
for Chicago. 
its desolation as it was great in its life, and, 
rising from its ashes, it will show to the people 
of the United States that it will require public 


buildings costing $4,000,000 in avery few years | 


for the amount of public business which will 
have to be transacted there. 

Mr. DAWES, I desire, if possible, to dis- 
abuse this bill of any prejudice growing out of 
the question of public buildings in New York. 
I believe the bill can stand upon its own merits, 
and I do not think that even the public build- 
ings in New York are open to the charge of 
the gentleman from Penusylvania, [Mr. Rax- 
DALL, | who says that the promise was made in 


Chicago is a giant still, great in | 


|| building in New York. | 
Mr. DAWES, You may talk in your own i 


| up that thirty feet under ground, giving them 


the last Congress that these buildings would 
cost $8,000,000, but that by enlargement and 
corruption they are to cost $10,000,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; I meant both 
buildings, the post offices at New York and 
Boston. 

Mr. DAWES. 
did not say what he meant. 

Mr. RANDALL. The two buildings at New 
York and Boston will cost $10,000,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I regret, then, that the gen- 
tleman did not say what he meant. 

Mr. RANDALL. Jam not responsible for ; 
what the gentleman understood me to say. 

Mr. DAWES. If it was necessary to drag | 
the Boston custom-house in to help the gentle- 
man out in the statement which he made—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not need any help 
from the gentleman whatever. I am quite 


Mr. DAWES. Well, E do not think the | 
fter-thought of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania, in reference to the Boston custom-house | 
will give him any aid in carrying outthis mat- | 
ter, for the Boston post office has never been 
enlarged one hair’s breadth of an inch, nor has 
one dollar been expended on the Boston post | 
office over and above the original appropria- 
tion under the limitation put in the first bill. 
It has no more connection with the gentle- 
man’s statement of corruption and enlarge- | 
ments than the wind has. The gentleman’s | 
new-born zeal in reference to corruption and | 
enlargements has led to confusion in his mind. 
The $10,000,000 expended on the court-house | 


in New York has led him to mistake what he || 


is talking about. It is not a court-houge that 
the Government is building in New York; it | 
is a post office. | 

Mr. RANDALL. And for the courts. | 

Mr. DAWES. Thecourt-housein New York, | 
built by the county of New York, I know is | 
costing $10,000,000, and I regret that the new 
rôle the gentleman is attempting to play leads | 
him to this confusion. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will allow 


States courts are to be accommodated in this į 


time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. T will correct the mis- 
statements of the gentleman wherever I can, 
in or out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is entitled to the floor now. 


Mr. DAWES. Ideal with the gentleman with i 


perfect fairness. I am entitled to the floor now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania was out of order in interrupting. | 
Mr. DAWES. The gentleman stated as an 
argument against this bill that we were told in 


the last Congress that the New York post 'i 


office would cost but $3,000,000, and that by 


corruption and enlargements it is going to cost ii 
2 > : ; _ | $10,000,000. Now the gentleman says that |) 
Sir, we should deal with Chicago in this : 


he meant the New York and Boston post | 
offices. 


than the New Orleans custom-house, which 


was a grand demonstration in itself of the zeal i! 
li for economy with which those with whom the | 
` gentleman is associated are accustomed to illus- | 

{ 


trate their lives and their votes. [Laughter. ] 


enlargement to which the gentleman alludes | 
is under ground. When they came to build 
the foundation they found that it was sand. 
They were obliged to sink the building thirty | 
feet, and they made one third as much room 
underneath before they got to the solid founda- 
tion as there was above. Congress gave them 
$800,000 in addition to the $8,000,000 to finish 


one third as much room as there was above 
ground. It was an addition of $800,000 to 


| the $3,000,000 which was the original limit- | 


ation, and it will never exceed that unless | 


I regret that the gentleman || 


| 
low || Mr, SWANN obtained the floor. 
ine to say that the post office and the United | 


|| gentlemen on both sides of the House. 


Tsay to him that the Boston post office |: 
has no more connection with that statement || 


those who now control the Treasury of. the 
United States shall -pass out of power in this 
House, and that power shall fallinto the hands”: 
of those who preach rather than practice. =. = < 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word in reference; to 
this building. If there had been no: fire: in, 
Chicago at all the demands of the public there 
would have required a building as large as that 
| in New York, and larger than that in Boston, 
so that the only result of the calamity that was 
visited upon Chicago is this, that the necessity 
of the building is upon us now.. We might have 
postponed it for two or three years had it not 
been for the fire, but when built it would have 
had to be built according to the necessities and 
exigencies of the public, and as large.a build- 
ing would have been required in Chicago asin 
| New York. Everybody knows what.a center 
it is, and how large a business must be trans- 
acted there. It requires $3,000,000 for the 
structure and $1,000,000 for the site. In New 
York it was originally $3,000,000 for the struc- 
| ture, outside of the amount for the site. Added 
i to that is $800,000 for building that part of it 
which is under ground, making $3,800,000 for 
the building outside of what the land itself has 
cost.. Thisis, therefore, less than the New York 
appropriation. Andif Congress is true to itself 
they will hold them to this limitation as we in 
the last Congress held New York to the limit- 
ation which was imposed in the bill making 
the appropriation. 

There is no occasion for saying that by cor- 
ruption any more than by enlargement there 
has been an improper expenditure of money 
in New York in the superintendence and ex- 
penditure of that appropriation. Not a dollar 
of that money has been improperly expended, 
and the closest scrutiny is challenged into the 
expenditure of every dollar of the money ap- 
propriated by the last Congress for New York. 
And when that appropriation is enlarged it will 
be by the vote of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Raxpau.] and his associates, 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
that I propose to call for a vote as soon as the 
| gentleman from Maryland [Mr.’ Swany] shall 
| have concluded his remarks. . 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope not. 

Mr. SWANN. I have but recently taken 
part in the discussions of the Committee on 
Appropriations. Iam very sorry to see that 
it is attempted to make a party. question 
; of this appropriation, and that some feeling 


| has been manifested on this floor between 
Now, 
|I approach it without reference to party; I 


My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rax- 
DAUL] bas said this is not a question of 
charity. Sir, I do nol approach it as a ques 
tion of charity; but I do approach it as a 


Here is a community, comprising almost the 
largest city population in the United States, 
stricken down by one of thé most awful calam- 


i question of sympathy, as well as public duty. 
H 


‘| ities known in the experience of the civilized 
But, Mr. Speaker, the cost of the New York | : 
| post ofice was limited to $3,000,000, and the 


world. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a single question? 

Mr. SWANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman regard 
this as an appropriation to assist in building 
iup this stricken city, or does he regard it in 


i! any other light than that of a mere appropria- 


tion of public money for a specific improve 
ment? ; 

Mr. SWANN. I regard it in both lights. 
| If gentlemen will hear me out, I will explain 
; myself on that point. The Committee on 
| Appropriations have had before them the 
| report of another committee of this House, 
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estimating the cost of the pubhe buildings 
destroyed at Chicago and the cost of rebuild- 
ing them, fixing the amount at $5,000,000. I 
have not gone into the examination to learn 
whether the aggregate cost of those buildings 
would be four or five million dollars. But out 
of abundant caution I adopt the estimate agreed 
upon by the Committee on Appropriations, 
abating $1,000,000 of the amount reported 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, who had previously considered this 
subject. 

My own judgment is that every dollar of this 
4,000,000 wilk be consumed in reproducing 
the buildings which are absolutely necessary 
in Chicago for governmental purposes ; I mean 
such buildings as comport with the character 
and the trade of. that great city. Iam not 
here to advocate any limited and niggardly 
policy in regard to Chicago or any other city 
inthis Union. I might justly complain of what 
has been done in regard to my own city, where 
not over three or four hundred thousand dol- 


lars, as I believe, have been expended iu the | 


public buildings for the use of the Government 
in that city. J hold that the Government is 
bound to provide just such buildings for public 
use as are necessary to transact the public 
business conveniently and with proper dignity. 
And I will venture to say that when you come 
to examine into this subject, when you come 
to examine the estimates of the architect, you 
will find that every dollar of this $4,000,000, 
out of which is to be deducted the cost of the 
ground, will be consumed in giving such 
accommodations as comport with the character 


and importance of that great commercial | 


emporium. 

Tam therefore in favor of the bill which has 
been reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, because I believe it to be just, be- 
cause I believe it to be economical. And if 
wy friend will permit me to go further, I will 
say that Ido it because I believe that a liberal 
policy displayed on the part of this House 
toward that stricken community will have the 
effect of emboldening them to go on in their 
enterprises and to reconstruct their ruined city 
so as to make it in the futare what it was, and 
even greater than it was, in the past. 


deprive himself of that natural sympathy which, 
it seems to me, all must feel in looking at the 
desolation which has been brought upon that 
people (our brethren, our fellow-citizens) by 


the calamity which has recently befallen them ? |, 


I am, therefore, Mr. Speaker, in favor of 
making this appropriation. I am for making 
it to the full amount reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I believe such an ap- 
propriation to be economical; I believe it to 
be wise and just ; I believe it to be due to the 
great commercial emporium of the West. I 
call upon my friends on this side of the House 
to divest themselves of party feeling in deal- 
ing with a great question of this sort. I trust 
that they will unite in putting that community 
upon its feet, and restoring it to its ancient 
prosperity—a prosperity which not only affect- 
ed its own immediate community and the peo- 
ple by whom it was immediately surrounded, 
but which affected measurably the whole 
Union, as I know it did to a great extent the 
community which I am here in part to repre- 
sent. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that no niggardly policy 
will be pursued on this subject. I can only 


say for myself, that, even if I shall be disap- | 


pointed in my expectations of favorable action 
on this proposition from my friends on this 


side of the House, I consider that there is a | 


higher duty than party which should influence 
my judgment upon a great question like this. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that the gentleman 
will not intimate that any party lines are to be 
drawn on this question. It is impossible that 
any party considerations should affect it. The 
question is simply as to the amount which shall 


I ask | 
whether any gentleman in this House can |i 


be appropriated for the erection of these pub- 
lic buildings. Every member on either side 
of the House must favor a proper appropri- 


amount. I believe it will be economy in the 
end to vote what is asked in this bill. 

Mr. SWANN. I did not make any charge 
at all against this side of the House. I do 


is proper to be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then against whom did 
the gentleman make the charge? 

Mr. SWANN. I was simply justifying my- 
self in the vote I propose to give; and I say 
there ig not a community throughout the 
length and breadth of this extended country 
that would not, in view of the great calamity 
which has befallen the people of Chicago, 
|| rejoice in such action on the part of Congress 
as shall givethem increased spirit, which shall 
invigorate them, which shall nerve their arms 
to go forward once more and pui themselves 
again upon that proud footing which they 
have heretofore occupied as a commercial 
community. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Myr. Speaker, an effort 
| has been made to put me and those who act 
with me in a false position before the House. 
No issue has been made as to the propriety of 
| erecting public buildings in Chicago ; the only 
! issue is as to the amount necessary. I prefer, as 
|| one, to be upon the side of economy, and upon 
i the side of safety in putting proper guards 
| upon this appropriation, whatever may be the 
i amount. I have said that our expericnce of 
| the corruptions which have attended the erec- 
li tion of buildings of this kind should teach us 
| that it is our duty to provide these safeguards 
‘i and to limit the aggregate of appropriations 
for this purpose. 1am surprised that the cor- 
ruptions which have been shown by the report 
lof the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farys- 
| WORTH] as to the Boston post office, where the 
| contract (in violation of law, as I understand) 
was not given to the lowest bidder, and the 
other corruptions, manifest and known to as 
all, in the construction of the New York post 
office, should find an apologist on this floor. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] speaks of my ‘new-born zeal.” 
ask him to name, if he can do so, asingle occa- 
i sion, during the time [ have occupied a seat 
|! here, when my vote was given for an extrava- 
| gaut appropriation, if it was in my power to 
| secure lis reduction to what I deemed a poper, 
| perhapsa ‘‘niggardly’? amount. Sir, we have 
, recently seen in the doings of the Congress of 
|| the United States—-we saw only yesterday in 
|| the codrdinate branch of the legislative depart- 
meee of the Government—a disposition mani- 

fested not to ferret out these corruptions—— 

The SPEAKER. 
' gentleman to order. 

Mr. RANDALL, I beg pardon if I bave 
transgressed the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order fora 
member to refer in debate to the proceedings 
of the codrdinate legislative body. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I will say that we 
| do not see in this House such a disposition to 
ferret out the corruptions of your Administra- 
tion as you proclaimed on the hustings would 


j 


The Chair must call the 


youa man with the integrity and courage of 
i! Charles O'Conor and Samuel J. Tilden, who 
| roused out the wrong-doers in the city of New 
York, even at the hazard of the defent of their 
own party? When you can present such a 
i| man, you will find this side of the House will 
join you, and give you the power, by its entire 
l| vote, to expose entirely these frauds and cor- 
il raptions to which I have alluded, and will turn 
out of office the men who have perpetrated 
them, which I am bound to say the present 
| Executive has not done. So much for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. l 
ii” Mr. HOLMAN. Lhope the gentleman from 


ation ; the question is simply as to the suitable 


not believe that Democrats differ as to what 


be exhibited. Where can there be found among 


Pennsylvania will yield to me for a moment. 
Ts not this a question of precedent rather than 
anything else, so far as the erection of public 
buildings is concerned in the great cities of 
the country? It is a well-known fact that 
every large city in the country is applying to 
Congress for the erection of public buildings. 
This will be a precedent which will be applied 
to all other appropriations. 1 therefore sub- 
mit that an appropriation of $8,000,000 for the 
erection of these public buildings in Chicago, 
on the ground of necessity, is not only ample, 
but, in view of establishing a proper precedent 
for future appropriations, is all that should be 
voted by this House. 1 trust that no member 
on either side of this House will consent that 
this question shall be treated as one where our 
feelings are alone to be considered, It is not 
a question whether we shall be liberal or not, 


| and it is unjust to refer to the question in any 
| such aspect. 


It is a matter of public import- 
ance that in settling this precedent we should 
settle it upon grounds of policy and necessity. 

Mr. RANDALL. <A word now in reply to 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Swayy.] 
So far as I know, he is the only member who 
has approached the subject in any political 
way whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. The gentleman forgets his 
colleague, [Mr. Keniry. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, what he said wentin 
one ear and out of the other, {Laughter.] I 
did not pay much attention to it. This is a 
question whether we will be economical in the 
expenditure of the Government, or whether 
we wili not. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, took the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield 
half of my five minutes tothe gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not care whether 
I speak now or after the gentleman from Ohio 
has finished. l 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Go on now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 


the simple purpose of saying that, however 


i| much I may regret to part with friends on this 


side of the House, I expect to cast my vote 
for this appropriation. In doing so I am satis- 
fied I represent the wishes of the people whom 
I represent, without respect to party. There 
can be no party in a measure like this. I 
speak for nobody's constituents but my own. 
We live within one hundred and fifty miles of 
Chicago, and at that distance we almost felt 
the heat of the flames which burned it to 
ashes. It is one cf the great cities which the 
West takes special pride in. Her growth bas 
been unparalleled in the history of this or any 
other country in the world. Į am satisfied the 
resources surrounding her, her privileges of 
navigation, and the mighty country which is 
tributary to her, all proclaim her speedy resur- 
rection from her present fallen condition, 
Aside from considerations, however, of this 
kind, I am satisfied the people of this country 
will receive the worth of this outlay of money, 
An amount of this kind put into publie build- 
ings, under judicious management, will erecta 
monument that will last long after we are all 
gone, and after our memories are forgotten. 
Tt will stand as a monument of the justice and 
liberality of the Government, as long as the 
recollections of the awful fire itself remain. 
There is a permanence about an appropriation 
of this kind which is pleasant for me to con- 
template. It will be an honor to the Govern- 
ment which makes it, as well as a benefit to the 
city in which it is expended. 

I desire to be on the side of a just and wise 
economy. If ever I have given a vote in favor 
of a profligate expenditure of the public money, 
Tam not aware of it. I shall, however, not 
only vote for this appropriation, but I expect 
also to vote for an appropriation, within proper 
limits, for a suitable building for similar pur- 
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poses in the city of St. Louis. J was in that 
great city this fall for a week engaged in the 
trial of an important case in the United States 
circuit court, and there is not a court-room in 
the most interior county represented on this 
floor which is not superior to the room in 
which that distinguished court was held. 

Let us act with decent liberality upon these 
subjects. Let us have our Government build- 
ings accommodate the wants of the business 
of the country. I have not only no hesita- | 
tion in casting this vote, but I give it with | 
pleasure. It may be a liberal appropriation |! 
for the purpose. If it is, the occasion calls | 
for it. In my opinion, the people of the entire | 
country, certainly the people of the Northwest, | 
who were the more immediate witnesses of | 

hicago’s great calamity, will stand by their | 
Representatives in the votes they cast for this 
measure. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield now 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Bayxs. | 

Mr. BANKS. The conflagration of Chicago, 
Mr. Speaker, presents a new order of calami- 
ties. Itis something that the world has not 
seen before; for though there have been great 
conflagrations, there has not been in our time 
a city in a moment swept out of existence as |} 
Chicago was. The same thing may happen | 
to New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, or to jf 
any other city in this country or in Europe. i 

Now, in presence of such a calamity as tbis, | 
unparalleled in the past and without precedent | 
in any part of the world, although [ know that 
large conflagrations have taken place before, 
itis the duty, the absolute and positive duty 
of the Government, to be the first to step 
in to assist in repairing that disaster, not in i| 
the way of charity, not in the way of sym- 
pathy, but in the way of reéstablishing its own 
power, The Government itself was one of 
the sufferers; and, as it has the means, it 
ought to be the first to aid in repairing its loss, 
and thus give the people of Chicago effectual | 

| 


assistance in recovering from their own losses 
and reëstablisbing their prosperity. 

The building which it 1s proposed to resiore | 
is the people’s building. It isthe building of 
the people, for their use, and they wish to have | 
the very best buildings for their use that can : 
be constructed in Chicago and everywhere else. | 
Itis impossible for the gentlemen on the other | 
side of the House, or for gentlemen on this | 

i 
i 


side, to defeat liberal appropriations for the ! 
construction of the buildings erected by the | 
people for the use of the people. They want i 
the very best buildings that cau be constructed, 
and they will have them better and better in 
proportion as we improve in taste and capacity 
toconstruct useful and elegant buildings. This 
is something in which they have just pride. 
Every American who visits a foreign country 
is glad to see that the public buildings of his 
own country surpass in elegance and utility, | 
and in all other respects, those he sees in 
foreign countries. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say it is not only a 
duty for the Government to make an imme- 
diate liberal expenditure in Chicago, but it 
would be a crime not to do it. It hag the 
means for it, and there is no reason why it 
should not do it. In this matter it should fol- 
low the example of the people in all the States 
of the Union, who put just as much money 
in the construction of their public buildings— 
the buildings of the people, which are for the | 
use of the people—as good taste and utility | 
require. They are, in truth, the monuments | 

`of our time. We should guard against cor- li 
ruption and fraud, of course, in this asin other | 
things. i 

I do not think that the appropriation asked | 


for by the Committee on Appropriations is at | 
all extravagant, considering the purpose for i 
which it is designed. And, inasmuch as it i 


is to begin the reconstruction of the city of | 


of this country have the most pride, it ought 
to be instantly and unanimously agreed to. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Å desire ouly to 


| refer to a point which has been made by some 


gentlemen in the course of this debate. Ifthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
shall secure the assent of the House to his pro- 
posed amerdment, he will produce two results. 
First, he will compel the Government to goa 
roaming through Chicago and its suburbs to 


buy a square of ground on which to erect this | 


building; of course, if they go out on theopen 
prairie, they can find a lot as cheap as it will 
be worthless. 


In a maritime city like Chicago the area ! 


within which so important a structure as this 
ought to be located for the convenience of the 


Government and the public is not a large one. | 


In this case, I believe, it isagreed on all hands 


that the Government building lately destroyed | 


was in the best location that could be chosen. 
There are other reasons why that very square 


should be chosen for the proposed building. | 


The United States already own a part of it; 


and it is due to the people whose property was | 


burned near it that this building should be 
built where it was before, and thus restore the 


local value which its presence gave to their i; 


property. Batif that square alone is named 
in the bill, a few owners might demand an 


unreasonable price, and thus embarrass the | 


Government. It has therefore been thought 
best to add a range of choice of two squares 
ona side from the old site, which will give a 
competition of sixteen squares of the burnt 
district for the site of this building. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Twenty-four. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Sixteen cer- 
tainly; and if opposite corners are counted, 
twenty-four. That competition will be suffi 


cient to enable the United States to get the | 
If the gentle- ij 
man's view prevails, we go hunting all over | 


property at a reasonable rate. 


Chicago to find the cheapest and, of course, 
the poorest place. I hope it will not prevail. 
He also proposes to cut down the $4,000,000 
proposed by the committee to $2.000,000. 
that amendment prevails, this will be the result: 


when the Government shall have purchased a | 
site that is fit for the building, the balance of | 


of the appropriation will vot erect a building 
worthy ofthe Government or worthy of Chicago. 

With ali respect to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, he will allow me to say that his 
view appears to me far too provincial and 
narrow for the great occasion which requires 
action at our hands. It remiads me of a stat- 
ute passed about the middle of the seventeenth 


century, in the province of Massachusetts Bay, | 


for the establishment of a ‘‘hie-waie’’ from 


the town of Salem westward twelve miles to a `| 
little conical hill with three oaks on the top of : 
The statute closed with this remarkable | 
provision: ‘‘which is probably as far to the | 
needed,” ; 
[Laughter.] Now, [take it, we would hardly | 


it. 


west as a road will ever be 
be willing to legislate in that spirit. If we 
were legislating for a snug little city which 
had attained its growth, $2,000,000 would be 
abundant; but I remind the genileman from 


Penusylvania that we are legislating for the 


wants and convenience of the United States | 


I know a man who is yet in a green old age, 
who told me not long ago that his own gon, 
after graduating from college, went to what is 
now tke site of Chicago, and with his own 
hands helped to raise the third framed house 
that was erected in that city. The father of a 
man who helped to build the third house in Chi- 


cago is still alive, and that city is growing with | 
If | 


a growth never before known on this carth. 
we erect there a building only just adequate to 
the present wants of Chicago, in a few years 
this giant will have outgrown its garments, Let 


|! us, therefore, calculate largely and adequately | 


If ; 


T now ask that all 
debate be closed on this amendment, 


done a work for all time. 


Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will allow 
| me to say a word. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield to 
| the gentleman whatever time I have left. 

Mr. COX. It was said by the gentleman 
|, from Massachusetts [Mr. Baxxs] that this 
|| calamity in Chicago had scarcely ever been 
equaled upon our star. It was in fact one 
| of the three great conflagrations of history. 
| In the great burning of Rome, where only four 
! 
| 
l} 
1 
i 
H 
i 


out of the fourteen quarters of the city were 
saved, where there was great destitution, so 
great that even Nero became humane and the 
Government gave aid and all Italy gave con- 
tributions, we find the first precedent for our 
| action bere, even from pagan days. In the great 
i! conflagration of 1666 in London, where there 
i} were fourteen thousand houses consumed and 
|| four hundred streets burned up, the charity 
i which lifted London again more superb than 
if ever wasnotsimply the charity of the people; it 
i| was the charity of the Government to aid them, 
i and London grew again. So with respect to 
|| Chicago. In the line of our duty here on a 
1; question where there is no constitutionality 
i; involved; on aqnestion where economy should 
not be considered, I am proud to give my vote 
for this appropriation. [am more especially 
glad to do it, because there are seventy thou- 
sand people made houscless and destitute by 
this fire, aud our appropriation will enable 
; those men to have employment during the 
next year, and in that way, perfectly legiti- 
mate, we will be doing great good, and at the 
same time subserving the credit and dignity 
of the Government. F thank the gentleman 
from Ohio for his courtesy. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
i| debate be closed on the amendment. 
| There being no objection, all debate was 
;, then closed upon the pending amendment. 
| The question was upon the amendment of 
i Mr. Hormax, to the amendment reported from 
i the Committee ou Appropriations, to reduce 
ithe aggregate sum to $3,000,000 ; and being 
|| taken, it was not agreed to, upon a division— 
1 
1 
f 


I now ask that 


ayes 39, noes 142. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priaiions, to reduce the total amount from 
$5,000,000 to $4,000,000; and being taken, it 
was agreed to. 

The next question was upon the amend- 
ment reported from the Com:mirtee on Appro- 
priations, to insert after the word ‘ Hlinois ” 
the words ‘shail cede its jurisdiction over 
said site, and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next question was upon the amendment 
moved by Mr. RANDALL, to strike out the words 
“not more than two squares distant from the 
square.’ 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to further amend 
the bill by adding to the last section the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That the cost of the additional Jang for 
the site of such buildiug shall not exceed $500,050. 

The amcudment was uot agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes thirty-nine, noes not counted. 
| ‘Ihe bill, as amended, was then ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third ime; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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H BOUNDARY COMMISSION, 

Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, re 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
a joint resolution (HL, R. No. 57) recommend: 
ing the appointment of a commission to survey 


Chicago, one of the cities in which the people || for the growth of the giant, and we shall have || and mark on the ground the boundary between 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


155 


the territory of the United States and the 
British possessions, from the Lake ofthe Woods 
to the Rocky mountains; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That five thousand extra copies of 
the report of the Bureau of Statistics on the subject 
of emigration, with the accompanying papers, be 
printed, two thousand copies for the use of the 

ouse, one thousand copies for the use of the Sen- 
ate, one thousand copies bound in paper covers for 
the use of the Treasury Department, and one thou- 
sand copies for distribution in Europe by the Treas- 
ury Department. : 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolution was adopted ; aud į 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BANKS. I now move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering the appropriation bills reported 
the other day from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. POLAND, 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope not. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the 
motion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Pouanp] will take precedence of the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banks, | 

Mr. MAYNARD. If we are to go into 
Committee of the Whole, unless there is some 
special reason for considering the Private Cal- 
endar, it appears to me that we had better 
consider the appropriation bills reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,-as there is 
a special reason for their immediate consider- 


ation. 

Mr. POLAND. I believe there is but one 
bill on the Private Calendar, and that can soon 
be disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. The question will first 
be taken upon going into Committee of the | 


Whole on the Private Calendar. 
The question being taken, the motion was 
agreed to—ayes sixty-eight, noes not counted. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. SHanxs in the 
chair, ) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the Private Calendar. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is but one bill 


on the Private Calendar, which the Clerk will | 


proceed to report to the committee. 
COLAIM OF WILLIAM P. PRESTON. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 


No. 284) to pay William P. Preston the sum | 
It provides for paying to | 


therein mentioned. 
him the sum of $1,487 93 for his expenses in 


contesting the seat of J. W. Harris, of Mary- 


land, in the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 
this case, | would like to hear it. 
Mr. POLAND. This bill was reported 


unanimously by the Committee of Elections | 
at the first session ofthis Congress; andas I was | 
then a member of that committee and reported | 
the bill, I have been requested by the chair- | 


man of the committee to state in substance 
the facts upon which the bill is based. 


Myr, Preston, in whose favor this bill is | 


drawn, was a contestant for a seat in the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress. His case was heard 


by the Committee of Elections along with a | 


large number of similar cases in that Con- 
gress, and the committee reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 


‘* Resolved, That such expenses as the Committee 
on Accounts of the House shall find to have been 


I move that the House} 


if there is a report in | 


{ 
i 


E 


i| the Committee of Elections in the first instance, | 


i} by the Committee of Elections in that Con- 


actually and necessarily incurred in the prosecution i 
or defense of the several election cases from the 
States of Michigan, Kentucky, Missouri, New York, 
aryland, and the Territory of Nebraska during 
the present Congress, shall be allowed and paid out 
of the miscellaneous items appropriation for con- 
tingent expenditures of the House.” 


That resolution, which was reported by the | 


gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes, ] | 


was adopted, and the motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. About that time Mr. Pres- 
ton received a very severe injury, which dis- 
abled him for a long period from attending to 
business; so that his claim for his expenses 
was not presented to the Committee on Ac- 
counts at that session of Congress. It was not 
presented to the committee until the Fortieth 
Congress. A petition from him setting forth 
the facts [ have stated was then presented by 
him, and was referred to the Committee on 
Accounts, which reported in favor of allowing 
him the sum now named in this bill, $1,437. 
The committee arrived at this result by making 
an average of the amounts allowed to various 
contestants from the several States named in 
the resolution, some of them receiving larger 
amounts than this and some smaller. 

After the Committee on Accounts had re- 
ported to the House, the subject was referred 
by a vote of the House to the Committee of 
Claims. That committee examined the ques- 
tion, and agreed to report in favor of allowing 
the sum of $2,400. That proposition when | 
brought into the House was referred at the | 
first, session of this Congress to the Committee 
of Elections. That committee not having any | 
data before them—having no means of exam- | 
ining the claim except by going back and re- 
ferring to the documents that had been before 


found by such examination that it was a very 
voluminous contested- election case, much more 
so than any of the others that were acted. upon 


gress. We decided to adopt the rule that had | 
been adopted by the Committee on Accounts 
when this matter was before them, and re- 
ported in favor of allowing the sum of $1,487, 
which is an average of the amounts allowed to 
the contestants named in the resolution passed | 
by this House in the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 
- Mr. ARCHER. I move that the commit- | 
tee rise and report the bill to the House, with | 
a recommendation that it pass. ; 


The motion was agreed to. | 
The committee accordingly rose; and the | 
Speaker having resumed the cbair, Mr. SHANKS | 


į reported that the Committee of the Whole | 


on the Private Calendar, having had under | 
consideration the bill (H. R. No.°284) to pay | 
William P. Preston the sum therein men- | 
tioned, had directed it to be reported back | 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. MAYNARD. ! 
sidering claims against the Government (and | 
this is in the nature of a claim) we have since | 
the war uniformly inquired into the status of | 
the claimant during the war. 
man from Vermont prepared to tell us whether 


during the war? 


Mr. POLAND. I know nothing in relation || 
I presume that ` 
some of the gentlemen who represent the State | 
| as we are informed by the public prints. 


to this gentieman personally. 


of Maryland can answer the inquiry. i 
Mr. ARCHER. Icananswerit. Mr. Pres- 
ton resides in my district; and I can state that 


all through the war he was peaceable and well | 


disposed toward the Government. 


On ordering the bill to be engrossed for a f 


third reading, there were—ayes 68, noes 24; | 
no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. 
upon? 

Mr. SNAPP. Yes, sir; I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; aud Mr. Snapp and | 
Mr. Ponasp were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes one hundred and twelve, noes not 
counted. 


Is a further count insisted 


j 
i 
F 


i 


Mr. Chairman, in con- i 


Is the gentle- | 
i 
' this claimant was loyal to the Government | 


| 
| 


| Switzerland. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engroased, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BANKS. I move the rules be sus- 
pended and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of considering the ap- 
propriation bills reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs in execution of the treaty 
of Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
WHEELER in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question be- 
fore the committee is a bill making appropria- 
tions for expenses that may be incurred under 
articles one to nine, inclusive, of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, 
concluded at Washington May 8, 1871, which 
will be read for amendment 

The bill was read. The first section provides 
that the sum of $250,000 is hereby appro- 
Driated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Presi- 
dent to fulfill the stipulations contained in the 
first, second, third, fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, 
eighth, and ninth articles of the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, signed on 
the 8th day of May, 1871, in relation to the tri- 
bunal of arbitration at Geneva. The second 
section provides that the sum hereby appro- 
priated, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, shall be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of State, with the approval of 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, several gen- 
tlemen of the House have expressed a desire 
to debate the general question of the treaty of 
Washington on some other of its provisions. 
This is a bill providing an appropriation for 
the commission pow in session at Geneva, in 
The subject referred to that 
commission or tribuval of arbitration is the 
measure of damages this country has a right 
to claim on account of acts committed by the 


i several vessels which have given rise to what 


are generally known as ‘‘the Alabama claims.” 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs desires to 
give to the Honse the fullest opportunity to 
discuss the merits of the treaty on othet pro- 
visions than those for which this appropriation 
is intended if it be desired. But inasmuch as 
this is for the appropriation of money to en- 
able the officers of the Government already 
appointed on this tribunal of arbitration to 
perform their duty, it isto be hoped the time 
of the House will not be consumed in discuss- 
ing the merits of the treaty at this time, but 
that members will wait until the bill covering 
the other provisions is presented. It is not 
proposed, I understand, nor do the members 
of the committee propose to enter into any 
such diseussion on this bill. 

The tribunal of arbitration consists of five 
members. It is in session already at Geneva, 
Le 


consists of cne member named by the Presi- 


: dent of the United States, who has appointed 


Charles Francis Adams; one by her Britannic 
Majesty, Right Honorable Sir Alexander Cock- 
burn, baronet; one by the king of Italy, Sen- 
ator Count Seclopis; one by the president of 
the Swiss Confederation, Mr. Jacob Siaempfle, 
and one by the emperor of Brazil, Baron de 
Itajuba. Mr. J. ©. Bancroft Davis has been 
appointed the agent of the United States, and 
Lord Tenterden by Great Britain. Caleb Cush- 
ing, of Massachusetts, William M. Evarts, of 
New York, and Morrison R. Waite, of Obio, 
have been appointed counsel for the United 
States, and Sir Roundell Palmer, counsel for 
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Great Britain. The majority of arbitrators 
are to decide all questions, their decision to be 
final. The case of this Government is to be 
presented onthe 17th of this month, six months 
from the day when the ratifications of the treaty 
were exchanged. The counter case, or an- 


swer of the United States and England, is to | 


be presented within four months of that time. 
Any documents cited must be produced in full, 
if desired. 
to be delivered within two months. Decisions 
are to he made, if possible, within three months 
of the close of the argument, so that we may 
expect the final decisions of this tribunal within 
a year or fifteen months of the ratification of 
the treaty. 

The Secretary of State estimates the expenses 
of the commission at about two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. All expenses of the 
commission, incinding contingent expenses, 
are to be paid out of the awards, the deduction 
not to exceed five per cent. The expenses of the 
commission, therefore, it will be perceived, 


will ultimately be reimbursed by the awards to | 
I believe every | 


be returned by this tribunal. 
tribunal of arbitration, so far as 1 know, has 
always had sagacity enough to report sufficient 
awards to pay its own expenses. And inas- 
much as this tribunal of arbitration is com- 
posed of men of high character, and the coun- 
sel who represent the interests of the two Gov: 
ernments are men of great experience in the 
legal profession and of great capacity other- 
wise, there is scarcely a possible doubt that 
there will be sufficient awards agreed upon to 


reimburse the expenses of the commission, at t! 


all events, whatever else may happen. 


I am not able to state in detail the general ` 
subjects of expenditure to which the appropri- | 


ation will be applied if it shall be granted. I 
may say, however, that the Secretary of State 


gave the details to the Committee on Foreign jj 
Affairs at a meeting, a very full meeting of the į 


committee, only one member being absent, 
and [believe it was entirely satisfactory to the 
members of the committee. 


The general purposes of this appropriation ;] 
are as follows: for the payment of the arbitra- | 
tor, the agent, and the counsel appointed by | 
this Government, one half of the expenses that |i 


may be incurred in the labors of the arbitra- 
tion; for associate counsel, for procuring evi- 
dence additional to that already obtuined by 
the Government, for clerical labor and for 
messengers, and for the contingent expenses 
of the tribunal. 
quire about two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars. 


be expended in detail, the second section of the 
bill authorizes the expenditure of the amount 
of the appropriation under the general direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State. 

I believe that this is all that is necessary to 
be said to justify the appropriation of the money 
that is asked for this purpose until the dis- 
cussion of the general merits of the treaty 
shall be entered upon; and, unless some far- 
ther information is desired, I shall now move 
that the bill be laid aside temporarily, to be 
afterward reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in 
order, there being another biil which has been 
referred to the committee. 

The question being taken on the motion of 

. Mr. Banks, it was agreed to. 
Mr. BANKS, The next bill ig to make an 


appropriation in connection with that part of | 
ington, May 8, 1871; and the bill (H. R. 
I move that the | 


the treaty which refers to the American and 
British claims commission, 
comuniitee take up for consideration that bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the com- 
mittee procecded to consider the bill (H. R. 
No. 489) making appropriations for expenses 
incurred. under articles twelve to sevenieen, 
inclusive, of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, concluded at Wash- 
ington, May 8, 1871. 


Arguments in counter cases are | 


This, it is estimated, will re- | 


This is the only subject embraced in | 
ihe bill, and, inasmuch as we cannot, by any i 
possibility, give direction how this money shail | 
i the United States will be reimbursed to the | 


H 
i 


H 
i 


$ 


Í 


f 
| 
i 


| the State Department for the payment of some | 
| 


i! expire at the end of two years. 


The bill was read. It proposes in the first į 
section to appropriate the sum of $62,225 out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 
appropriated, to enable the President to fulfill 
the stipulations of the twelfth, thirteenth, four- | 
teenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth 
articles of the treaty between the United States | 
and Great Britain, signed on the 8th day of | 
May, 1871, in relation to the United States aud | 
British claims commission. The second sec- ;; 
tion provides that the sum hereby appropri: į 
ated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended under the direction of the | 
Secretary of State, with the approval of the : 
President. 

Mr. BANKS. The appropriation called | 
for by this bill amounts to $62,225. The: 
United States and British claims commission | 
is acting under articles twelve to seventeen, | 
inclusive, of the treaty. This commission has | 
under consideration all the claims presented | 

1 


by American or British subjects under these 
several articles, and all claims existing against | 
either Government, except those to which | 
reference has been made in articles one to 
eleven of the treaty, inclusive, which will be 
covered by the other appropriation which has | 
just been passed upon by the committee, 
The claims commission is composed as fol- 
lows: The arbitrator is Count Corti, the 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary of Italy; the United States commis- 
sioner is Judge James S. Fraser, the United | 
States agent is Judge Robert S. Hale, the | 
British commissioner is Right Hon. Russell : 
Gurney, the British agent is Mr. Henry How- į 
ard, and the secretary to the commission is į 
Mr. T. C. Cox. The commission has been in | 
session since the 24th of September last, and | 
is still at work. So far, all the labors of the 
commission have been without any pay what- ; 
ever. About twenty-five thousand dollars has 
beeu expended from the contingent fund at 


expenses of the officers appointed under the 
other articles relative to the Geneva tribunal. || 

But I believe no money whatever has been ʻi 
paid to the American or British claims com- | 
mission which has been in session since the |! 
24th of September. This commission is to |: 
Its report is || 
to be final upon all subjecis referred to it, and | 
the appropriation that is asked by the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Affairs is for the payment | 
of their current expenses for the year 1871-72. i 
It is of the same character as the appropria- || 
tion that has already been ordered by the com- | 
mittee. It is to be refunded from the awards <| 
of the commission itself. All the expenses of | 
every character whatever that are incurred by ii 


Treasury of the United States from the awards | 
that may be reported and agreed on by this | 
commission, so that this is substantially an | 
advance only. i 

If no further information is desired, I move ! 
that the committee rise and report the bills to 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to, ; 

So the committee accordingly rose; and | 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. | 
WHEELER reported that the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union had had į 
under consideration the state of the Union | 
generally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. Í 
487) making appropriations for expeuses that | 
may be incurred under ariicles one to nine, | 
inclusive, of the treaty between the United | 
States and Great Britain, concluded at Wash- į 


No. 489) making appropriations for expenses 
incurred under articles twelve to seventeen, 
inclusive, of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, concluded at Wash- | 
ington, May 8, 1871; and had directed him to 
report the same to the House, with the recom- 
mendatiou that they do pass. 

The bills were severally ordered io be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being | 


engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the bills were severally passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POST OFFICE DEFICIENCIES, 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 625) 
to supply a deficiency in the appropriations for 
the salaries and contingent expenses of the 


: Post Office Department for the current fiscal 


year; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that the bill may be 
considered in the House as in Commiitee of 
the Whole. 

No objection was made. 

The bill was read. It appropriates the fol- 
lowing sums to supply a deficiency caused by 
the defalcation of F. A. McCartney, late dis- 
bursing clerk, in the appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Depariment for the 
present fiscal year: for salaries, $11,453 22; 
for contingent expenses, $12,268 26. 

Mr. DAWES. I willask the gentleman from 
Iowa whether Mr. McCartney did not give 
bonds? 

Mr. PALMER. He did, to the amount of 
10,000. 

Mr. DAWES. Have his sureties been called 
upon to make good the deficiency ? 

Mr. PALMER. Proceedings have been com- 
menced to recover the amount of the bond, and 
also to recover from his property. The man 


Eg 


d 


i himself is dead, but he left some property, and 


proceedings have beeu commenced for the 


i purpose of getting, if possible, the money from 


his estate. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, PALMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


And then, on motionof Mr, HOLMAN, iat 
two o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the 


; House adjourned until Monday. 


PETITIONS, BTC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Jesse Murdock and 26 others, citizens of Ware- 
ham, Massachusetts. praying for the repeal of 
the tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of Hon. 
John Edwards, of Arkansas, asking leave to 
amend hig answer and fer time io take 
testimony. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of S. L. 
Goodall, of Saco, Maine, asking a repeal of 
the tax on savings banks 

Also, the petition of Caroline Dammon, of 
Poland, Maine, for arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of Mary Bragden and 

Eliza Bragden, of Poland, Maine, for removal 
of limitations in the act granting pensions to 
dependent parents, 
_ By Mr. MeCRARY: The petition of La i. 
O'Connor, late first lieutenant third United 
States cavalry, praying to be restored to his 
late rank or placed npon the retired list. 
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By Mr. McHENRY: The memorial of Lu- 
eretia B. Galloway, praying for a pension. 


By Mr. McNEELY: The petition of Mrs. 


Sallie T. Burton, widow of Garrison Burton, ' 


deceased, praying the passage of a special act 
granting her a pension on account of her hus- 
band’s services in the war of 1812. 

By Mr. MERCUR: A copy of the pre- 
amble and resolutions adopted by the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian church in the 
United States of America, held at Chicago, 
May 18, 1871, together with a petition signed 
by Stephen Torrey, Edward H. Camp, James 
Macfarlane, and 70 others, citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the publication of a fair 
and adequate edition of Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 87 of the Forty-First Congress. 

By Mr. B. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
Walter B. Pierce and Mooney & Howe, for 
abolition of duty on licorice. 

By Mr. SHANKS: The memorial of Louis 
Goldstone, relative tothe Alaska seal fisheries. 

By Mr. SLATER: The memorial of John 
H. Stevens, E. S. McComas, Daniel Chaplain, 
E. C. Brainard, and 180 others, citizens of 
Union county, Oregon, praying Congress for 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Port- 


land, Oregon, to Salt Lake, by a grant of land | 


to the Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake Railroad 
Company. 

Also, the memorial of Nathaniel Gates, B. 
B. Comfort and 150 others, of Dalles City, 
praying Congress for aid in the construction 
of arailroad from Portland, Oregon, to Salt 
Lake, by a grantofland to the Portland, Dalles, 
and Salt Lake Railroad Company. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: A petition of merchants 
of New York and Boston, for reduction of 
the duty on rice. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of T. Hardeman, jr., praying for the removal 
of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. SWANN: The memorial of Edward 
Turner, of Baltimore, Maryland, in relation to 
a floating screw and portable dry-dock. 

Also, the petition of James McConky, Rick- 
etts & Co., and several others, owners of steam- 
boats and other vessels, in the city of Balti- 
more, protesting against the passage of an act 
renewing the tax of two cents per ton on ves- 
sels arriving at that port. : 

Also, a similar petition signed by D. H. 
Morgan and others. 

Also, a similar petition signed by D. C. Me- 
Tntosh and others. 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of 
Charles K. Darling and 27 others, stationers, 
against the present mode of furnishing envel- 


opes. 

By Mr. WILLARD: The petition of Davis 
Tucker and others, of Bristol, Vermont, ask- 
ing for back pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 18, 1871. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
MAN, D. D 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday 
last was read and approved. 

Hon. Garrerr Davis, from the State of 
Kentucky, appeared in his seat to-day. 


MESSAGH FROM THE HOUSE. 


_A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 248) for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among 
the several States according to the ninth 
census ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 284) to pay William P. 
Preston the sum therein mentioned ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 459) forthe construction 
of a public building at Chicago, Hlinois ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 487) making appropria- 
tions for expenses that may be incurred under 


H Š 
| articles one to nine, inclusive, of the treaty 
| between the United States and Great Britain, 
|, concluded at Washington, May 8, 1871; 

A bill (H. R. No. 489) making appropriations 
for expenses incurred under articles twelve to 
seventeen, inclusive, of the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, concluded at 
Washington May 8, 1871; 

Abill (H. R. No. 557) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 558) granting a pension to 
Mary S. Howe; 
| A bill (H. R. No. 621) granting a pension to 
| Belinda Craig: 

i! A bill (H. R. No. 622) granting a pension to 
Richard B. Crawford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 623) granting a pension to 
Joseph Bryant ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 624) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth H. Morgan; 
|| A bill (H. R. No. 625) making appropri- 
ations to supply a deficiency in the appropri- 
ations for the salaries and contingent expenses 
of the Post Office Department for the current 
fiscal year; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) donating 
certain condemned cannon for a soldiers’ 
monument. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for printing 
extra copies of the report of the Bureau of 
Statistics on the subject of emigration: in 
ij which concurrence was requested. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting, in compliance with the act of 
April 10, 1869, a list of all the attorneys em- 
ployed as assistants to United States district 
attorneys since December, 1870, with their com- 
| pensation; which was ordered to lie on the 
| table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of War, calling the attention of 
Congress to a discrepancy in the act of Feb- 
raary 24, 1871, which locates the Fort Walla 
Walla military reservation in Oregon instead 
| of Washington Territory, and recommending 
| the passage by Congress of an amendatory act 
| correcting this error; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 248) for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among 
i the several States according to the ninth cen- 

sus was read twice by its title. 
| Mr. MORTON. I suggest that that bill be 
| referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
: Elections. 
| Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
‘from Illinois (Mr. TRUMBULL] is not now in 
| his seat. I supposed he might take some in- 
` terest in reference to this bill; I do not. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a bill pro- 
i viding for the apportionment of members of 
the House of Representatives. The Senator 
| from Indiana moves its reference to the Com- 
| mittee on Privileges and Elections. If there 
i is no objection it will be so referred. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the proper 
direction of that bill would be to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, but I do not wish any 
controversy in regard to it. J think such bills 
have ordinarily gone to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and [ suppose that would be the 
proper reference on the present occasion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; it went there 


efore. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish a con- 


l the proper committee would be the Committee 


; on the Judiciary. 
Mr. MORTON. 


It seems to me that the 


i 
jl 
i 


because there was. no Committee on Privileges ` 
and Elections in the Senate; but every:bill 
| must make a law; that is the very nature of it; 
and it cannot for that reason go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, There are certain 
matters which go, of course, with propriety tọ 
that committes. ie 

Mr. SUMNER. I[ ask the Senator how it 
isin the other House. Did this bill come from 
the Committée of Elections or the Committee 
on the Judiciary there? 

Mr. MORTON. I donot know. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should be disposed to 
follow the precedent set in the other House, 
where they have had from time immemorial a 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Tam quite sure that the 
bill of last session, which came to us from the 
House of Representatives, was reported from 
the Judiciary Committee there; and J am quite 
sure that this bill was; and I believe all the 
apportionment bills for the last. forty years 
have been considered in both Houses in the 
Committees on the Judiciary. [hope, therefore, 
that this bill will take the ugual course and’ go 
to that committee ; and I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana moves the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and 
the Senator from Vermont moves to amend 
by striking out that committee and inserting 
“the Committee on the Judiciary.” They 
are both standing committees. f 

Mr. MORTON. 1haveno particular desire 
to take charge of this bill. Ido not wantany 
controversy about it. It appeared to me that 
the organization of the Committee on Privi- 
' leges and Elections would properly draw to it 
the consideration of such a measure, and I 
still think so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
insist on his motion or withdraw i6? 

Mr. MORTON. I will leave it to the decis- 
ion of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
leaves it to the decision of the Senate. The 
first question is on the amendment offered. by 
the Senator from Vermont, to strike out.‘ the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections” and 
insert “the Committee on the Judiciary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The motion, as amended, was agreed to ; and 
the bill was referred to the Committee.on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 459) for the construe- 
tion of a public building at Chicago, Ilinois, 
was read twice by its title. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Isuggest that 
it lic on the table for the present, as the com- 
mittee have already considered the subject, and 
it can be called up in the course of the. mora- 


ing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 

objection, this bill will lie on the table for the 
resent. 

`” The bill (H. R. No. 284) to pay William P. 

Preston the sum therein mentioned was read 

twice by its title. 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest that that bill be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is to pay the 
expenses of a contested election in the House 
of Representatives a number of years ago, and 
if there be no objection it will be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The following bills were severally read twice 
| by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
! on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (H. R. No. 487) making appropria- 
| tions for expenses that may be incurred under 
| articles one to nine, inclusive, of the treaty 
| between the United States and Great Britain, 
|! concluded at Washington May 8, 1871; and 
| A bill. (H. R. No. 489) making appropria- 


i 
| tions for expenses. incurred under’ articles 
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twelve to seventeen, inclusive, of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, 
concluded at Washington May 8, 1871. i 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 557) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth York ; : 

A bill (H. R. No, 558) granting a pension 
to Mary 5. Howe; j 

A bill (H. R. No. 621) granting a pension 
to Belinda Craig ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 622) granting a pension 
to Richard B. Crawford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 623) granting a pension 
to Joseph Bryant; and . 

A bill (H. R. No. 624) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth H. Morgan. 

The bill (H. R. No. 625) making appropri- 
ations to supply a deficiency in the appropri- 
ations for the salaries and contingent expenses 
of the Post Office Department for the current 
fiscal year was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) donating 
certain condemned cannon for asoldiers’ monu- 
ment was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT ON EMIGRATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
received from the House of Representatives ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That five thousand extra copies of 
the report of the Bureau of Statistics on the subject 
of emigration, with the accompanying papers, be 
printed, two thousand copies for the use of the House, 
one thousand copies for the use of the Senate, one 
thousand copies bound in paper covers for the use 
of the Treasury Department, and one thousand 
copies for distribution in Europe by the ‘Treasury 
Department. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FENTON presented a petition of im- 
porters and merchants of Boston and New 
York, praying for the passage of a bill to 
refund certain duties paid on Russian hemp 
under the act of August 5, 1861, in violation 
of treaty stipulations between Russia and the 
United States, contained in the treaty ratified 
May 11, 1833; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. FENTON, 
of George F. Comstock, president of the Salt 
Company of Onondaga, New York, V. B. 
Horton, president of the Ohio River Salt Com- 
pany, and H. M. Fitzhugh, president of the 
Saginaw and Bay Salt Company, Michigan, 
who say that information has reached them to 
the effect that extraordinary statements in 
printed form have recently been put in circu- 
lation for the purpose of procuring petitions 
in favor of the repeal of the duty on imported 
salt; that these statements with printed peti- 


tions are issued from the salt-importing houses | 


in one of the eastern cities, with the request 
that such petitions be signed and forwarded to 
Congress. These memorialists say that the 
circular to which their attention has been 
called presents a tissue of fable altogether ex- 
traordinary. They conclude by asking Con- 


gress to delay action on the subject until they || 
shall forward documents now being prepared, | 


which will makea faithful exhibit of this ques- 
tion. I move that this memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Finance, which now has 
charge of the bill relating to the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
D. H. London, a merchant of New York, in 
which he asks Congress to establish what he 
calls an exchequer of the United States. 
have no opinion to express on the main prayer 
of this very elaborate memorial, but it is sus- 
tained by reasoning in favor of specie pay- 
ments, and is presented with a view of promot- 
ing that great result. Therefore to that extent 


T also present the memorial |} 


I present the memorial of | 


I i 


l, ; 
it has my entire sympathy. 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I also present the petition | 
of colored citizens of Rhode Island, in which ; 
they pray Congress to enact what is known as 


i| tableoftheSenate. Theysetforth thatthey are | 
“denied rights and privileges accorded to | 
others, who are no better advanced, no more ; 
tidy, no more educated, no more refined, no | 
more wealthy, no more respectable, who are | 
no better citizens than are your petitioners.” | 
They say, ‘‘We are outraged insulted, mal- į 


judicial, executive, and other positions, does | 
not protect us on railroads, on steamboats, in | 
taverns and hotels, in licensed places, in public į 
schools, and in other places, from invidious ; 
proscription, from insult and degradation.”’ | 
They say that this ‘fosters the Ku Klux | 
spirit.” I move that this petition lie on the | 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of J. | 
R. Hunter, of Lancaster Court-House, South 
Carolina, praying the removal of his political | 
disabilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. i 

Mr. HARLAN presented the memorial of 
Benjamin Severson, engineer, in behalf of 
property-holders of the city of Washington, 
praying for an investigation of the work on 
the Washington canal; which was referred to | 
i the Committee on the District of Columbia, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of the borough of Wrightsville, Pennsylvania, 
| praying for compensation for losses sustained | 
in consequence of the burning of the Columbia | 
bridge during the war for the suppression of | 
the rebellion; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. SCOTT. Talso present thirteen peti- | 
tions from soldiers and sailors and the widows | 
and parents of deceased soldiers and sailors } 
who died or were killed during the late rebel- | 
lion, praying that the provisions of the home- | 
stead law attached to the act of Congress | 

| 
| 
i 
f 


granting them land warrants be repealed, and 
that an act be passed permitting them to dis- 
pose of such lands or warrants by settlement 
i| or otherwise as they may deem proper. Imove | 
tee on Public Lands. | 

The motion was agreed to. | 


| Mr. SCOTT. I also present four petitions | 
|i signed by officers of insurance companies, by | 
ii proprietors of metal founderies and boiler- 
i| works, by merchants and shippers, and other 
citizens of Alleghany, Beaver, and other coun 
| ties of western Pennsylvania, representing that | 
| the act of February 28, 1871, operates injuri- 
ously in many particulars upon steam towing 
boats on the western rivers, especially in re 
ducing the amount of pressure of steam to a 
standard insufficient to work them up to their | 
| capacity or to safely navigate them, and pray- | 
ing that they may be exempted from th 
|| restraining provisions of that act upon these | 
| 

i 


and other subjects. I move the reference of | 
these petitions to the Committee on Com- 
|| merce. 

| The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. I also present the memorial 
of the Industrial League of Pennsylvania, in 
|i which they briefly and forcibly set forth the | 
benefits and prosperity due to the system of | 
tariff protection which has existed since 1861, | 
giving facts which rebut the theory that im- | 
port duties upon foreign goods are onerous | 
taxes upon home consumers; conceding that | 

| 
į 
H 
| 


sound policy requires a diminution of the re- 
| ceipts of the Treasury, but suggesting that this 
be accomplished, first, by the abolition of the 
| entire internal revenue system except the taxes | 


; eee ene || 
I move its refer- ; 
H 
; 
| 
i 


i 

i 
the supplementary civil rights bill, now on the }; 

f 


treated, mortified and degraded. Being Sen- jj 
| ators and Representatives in Congress, holding ;! 


the reference of these petitions to the Commit: |! 


i take place. 


usually classed as excise; second, the aboli- 


|, tion of the import duties upon tea and coffee; 


third, a cireumspect extension of the free list ; 
and submitting that nothing but evil could 
result to the country at large from any gen- 
eral reduction of the tariff rates upon manufac- 
tured goods. , 

This memorial is signed by the chairman of 
the representative council of this organization, 
by Frederick Fraley, now president of the 
National Board of Trade, who represents the 
interest of transportation, and by other gen- 
tlemen representing the interests of steel and 
iron labor, of coal, chemicals, textiles, leather, 
glass; metals, books, paper, pottery, and china 
ware, It has evidently been prepared with 
care, is brief, and sets forth the views of per- 
sons representing a large number of employés, 
as well as of capital invested in these enter- 
prises, and I ask that it be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Is there objection to its printing? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of 
James D. Green, praying compensation for 
services during the war as lieutenant and cap- 
tain in the second regiment Florida cavalry 


i} volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 
Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of 


i} John W. Cornyn, late brevet major and com- 


missary of subsistence, praying compensation 


| for two horses lost while in the service of the 
| United States; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of 
P. Lorillard & Co., for the Pioneer Tobacco 
Company, H. M. Hunt, and Buchanan & Lyall, 
manufacturers of plug tobacco, of the city of 
Brooklyn, New York, representing that they 
have paid within the last twelve months to the 
Government $8,319,888 82 taxes on articles 
of their own manufacture; and they protest 
against the recent action ot the so-called 
National Tobacco Association in the state 
ments reported as having been made to th: 
Committee of Ways and Means by the dele 
gates of that association. They set out ai 
considerable length the reasons why the tax 
on manufactured tobacco should not be dimin- 
ished, and why no changes in the law should 
I move that this memorial be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY presented a petition from 
setilers upon the Miami lands in Kansas, ask- 
ing for some legislation to secure them their 
homesteads at a fair price; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NYE presented the memorial of A. 
C. Cleveland, commissioner for the State of 
Nevada, praying remuneration for inoneys 
paid by the Territory of Nevada for the use 
and benefit of the United States, and also for 
moneys paid since the Territory became a State ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN presented the petition of 
Jiles S. Boggess, of Henderson, Texas, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Thomas 
Hardeman, of Bibb county, in the State of 
Georgia, praying the removal of his political 
disabilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Politieal Dis- 
abilities. 

He also presented the petition of William 
D. Kiddoo, of Randolph county, Georgin, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 


i ties; which was referred to the select Com- 


mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. ROBERTSON presented the petition 
of W. H. R. Workman, of Kershaw county, 
South Carolina, praying the removal of his 
political disabilities; which was referred to the 
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select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and papers of L, O. 
P. Cowper, praying compensation for the destruc- 
tion of his library by the troops of the United States, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, it 
was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying 
papers of Joseph Wilson, praying compensation 
for horses and mules captured by the rebels in con- 
sequence, as is alleged, of the refusal of the pickets 
to allow him to pass within our lines, on the outposts 
of Washington, in July, 1864, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Caleb 
White and Bertie A. Thomas, praying to be reim- 
pursed for overcharges in the shipment and sale of 
certain cotton seized by order of the general com- 
manding at Baton Rouge in 1865, and sold by an 
agent of the Government, be withdrawn from the 
Ales of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 


On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of W. IL 
Vesey, late United States consul at Havre, praying 
the payment of moneys lost by the failure of Green 
& Co., American bankers, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. CORBETT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of F. Q, 
Schwatka be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the petition of 
Charles Lanman, praying for the payment of 
damages sustained by him by the infringement 
of a copyright, have instructed meto ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it bereferred to the Committee on Claims. 
It is clearly a claim. 

The report was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COLUMBIA INSTITUTION, 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
copies of the report of the Columbia Institu- 
tion for the Deaf and Dumb, have instructed 
me to report it back without amendment, and 
recommend its passage. I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That one thousand additional copies of 
the last annual report of the Columbia Institution 


for the Deaf and Dumb be printed for the use of the 
president of the institution. 


ARMY REGISTER. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I am also instructed by 


the same committee, to whom was referred a 
resolution to print one thousand copies of the 
Army Register for the use of the Senate, to 
report it back without amendment, and to ask 
for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there bo printed for the use of the 


Senate one thousand copies of the Army Register 
to be published in January, 1872. 


BILLS RECOMMITTED, 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the following 
bills were recommitted to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. No. 67) for the relief of the pur- 
chasers of lots and houses and lots sold by 
virtue of an act of Congress entitled “An act 
providing for the sale of the lands, tenements, 
and water privileges belonging to the United 
States at and near Harper’s Ferry, in the 
county of Jefferson, West Virginia,” approved 
December 15, 1868; and 

A bill (S. No. 219) to carry into effect the 
decisions of the Supreme Court relating to 
bounty to soldiers enlisted between the 3d day 
of May and the 22d day of July, 1861. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POMEROY. [I ask leave to introduce | 
a bill to set apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone as a ; 
publie park. It has been ascertained within | 
the last year or two that there are very valua- 
ble reservations at the headwaters of the Yel- 
lowstone, and it is thought they ought to be | 
set apart for public purposes rather than to 
have private preémption or homestead claims 
attached to them. There are valuable hot 
springs, geysers. Professor Hayden has made 
a very elaborate report on the subject. This | 
bill is to set apart that whole tract, about forty 
miles by fifty, as a public park,and put it under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, keep it from preémptions and homestead į 
entries and from sale, and reserve it from any | 
grants that may be made, to be disposed of | 
hereafter as Congress may direct. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 392) to set apart a 
certain tract of land lying near the headwaters 
of the Yellowstone river as a public park; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered į 
to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 893) to authorize the discontinuance of | 
certain grades in the military service; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

My. STEWART asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 394) to amend an act entitled “ An act 
supplementary to an act approved July 1, 1864, 
for the disposal of coal lands and town prop- 
erty in the public domain,” approved March 
8, 1865; which was read twice by its title, | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
395) for the relief of Enos J. Pennybacker ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 896) granting lands to aid the construc- 
tion of the Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake 
railroad, and to provide for the sale of such 
lands by the United States to actual settlers 


by preémption as other lands; which was read |; 


twice by its title, referred to the Committee | 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. | 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent | 
obtained, leave to introduce -a bill (S. No. | 
397) to facilitate specie payment; which was | 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on ! 
| 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. | 


98) f reli tr 34 SAEN 3 the myste 
No. 398) for the relief of James D. Greene; i) power that sustains it? Theconclusion isinevitable 


i| that itis a power stronger than decent respect for 


which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

Mr. LEWIS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 399) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankraptey ; 
throughoutthe United States ;*’ which wasread 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


400) for dividing the State of Georgia into <; 
three judicial districts, and organizing and } 
establishing an additional district court of the į 


| 
United States with circuit court powers and | 
jurisdiction ; which was read twice by its title, | 


| 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, | 
l Mr. ANTHONY. 
| 
| 
| 


and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous |; 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. - 


No. 401) granting public lands in the State of f 
| Alabama to the Decaturand Aberdeen Rail- | 


|) Mr, ANTHONY. 


i| retary of the 
Phere 


road Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad to be built from Decatur, Alabama, to 
! Aberdeen, Mississippi; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 
402) granting a right of way to the Mobile and 
Alabama Grand ‘Trunk Railroad Company 
through and over lands owned by the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 
! consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 403) for the relief of Rufus M. Pickel; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
404) to establish a certain post ronte in In- 
| diana; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 


|, Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FENTON asked; and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
i (S. No. 405) to provide for the repayment of 
certain duties collected upon the importation 
of Russia hemp; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
406) to encourage the laying of ocean telegraph 
cables and to secure the same for the use of 
the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee ou Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-ILOUSE, 


Mr. CONKLING. Ioffera resolution which 
I should like to have considered at the present 
time. 
I hope the Senator will 
allow me to offer a resolution relative to the 
| organization of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let my resolution be 
read and then I wili give way. 

The resolution of Mr. ConkKLtNG was read, as 
follows: 


Whereas it has been declared in the Senate that 
! at the port of New York there exists and is main- 
| tained by officers of the United States, under the 
| name of the ‘general-order business,’ a monstrous 
i abuse, fraudulent in character;” and whereas the 
following statement has been made by a Senator: 
“Tt was intimated by some of the witnesses that 
; Mr. Leet, who pockets the enormous profits arising 
i from that business, had some connection with the 
White House; but General Porter was examined, 
i fwas examined, and they both testi- 
snot so, and counting the number of 
the witnesses we have no right to form a different 
conclusion. But the fact remains that this sean- 
dalous system of robbery is sustained—is sustained 
| against the voice of the merchants of New York—is 
is ined against the judgment and the voice of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury himself. I ask you, how 
is it sustained? Where and what is the mysterious 


public opinion, nay, a power stronger than the Sec- 
Treasury himself :”” 

r resolved, That the Committee of Invest- 
igation and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire 
into the matter fully and at large, and particularly 
vhether any collusion or improper connection with 
i said business exists on the part of any ofliccr of the 
! United States: and that said committee further in- 
: quire whether any person holding oflice in the cus- 
| tom-house at New York has been detected, or is 
} 

i 
i 
| 


! known or believed by his superior oficer to have 


j! been guilty of bribery, or of taking bribes, or of 
| other crime or misdemeanor; and saideommittee is 


hereby empowered to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. CONKLING. Before I ask for a vote 
on the resolution just read, I wish to know 
whether I correctly understood the Senator 
from Rhode Island as siating that he desired 
to offer a resolution relating to the organiza- 
tion of this committee? ' 

: Yes, sir, the same com- 
mittee. 


Mr. CONKLING. Then my resolution 
would follow that more properly, and there- 


fore I give way, and shall ask that this resolu- 


160 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 18, 


tion be taken up when his resolution shall 
have been acted on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
of the Senator from New York is withdrawn 
for the present. 

COMMITTER ON 


Mr. ANTHONY. 


RETRENCHMENT. 
I move that the Senate 


proceed to the election of the standing Com- ` 


mittee of Investigation and Retrenchment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Rhode Island moves that the Senate proceed 
to the election of the Committee of Investiga- 
tion and Retrenchment. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


then proceeds: 


Mr. ANTHONY. Lask that by unanimous ` 


consent the rules which require the chairman 
of a committee to be elected by ballot be sus- 
pended, and I nominate as members of the 
committee the names on the list which I send 
to the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Rhode Island asks unanimous consent 
that the thirty-fifth rule, which requires the 
chairmen of committees to be elected by ballot, 


You naturally smile when you see the pro- ‘I consider the committee an eminently judi- 


cess going on in this Chamber. Jefferson 


i 
! 
i 
i 


“Tt is therefore a constant rule ‘that no man is to 


beemployedin any matter who has declared him- ;' 
And when any member who is |: 


self against it.’ ; k . 
against the bill hears himself named of its commit- 
tee, he ought to ask to be excused.” 


Now, as I understand, this inquiry was first 


presented by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. |} 
| TREMBULL,] and urged by him in an elaborate 
; and able speech, which has already awakened 


echoes throughout the country. I miss his | 
name from the committee. 
the Senator from Illinois was most ably and , 
eloquently sustained by the Senator from Mis- - 


souri, [ Mr. Scuurz.] I misshis name. There 


` were other Senators who spoke on the same 


The Senator: 


be suspended in this case, and that the whole ~ 


committee be elected by resolution. r 
objection to that proposition? The Chair 


Is there | 


side; certainly there were others who voted on | 
that side. 
country will miss them, 


ment, joint in character, still with represent- 
atives from the Senate. I know not if any 


My friend before me [Mr. Scutrz] says, 
“No, not one member ;” 


chairman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Par- | 
TERSON,] who had gained much experience in © 


hears none; and the question recurs on the | 


adoption of the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, which will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment consist of Mr. BUCKINGHAM, 
(chairman,) Mr. Prart, Mr. Howe, Mr. HARLAN, 
Mr. Stewart, Mr. Poor, and Mr. BAYARD. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


I should like to have my ` 


friend, the Senator who makes the motion, state ' 
whether on that committee there are any of : 
the Senators who brought forward this inqniry ; 
and who especially urged it upon the Senate? : 


Mr. ANTHONY. 
as well as I do. 
judicious and sensible men, moderate men— 


men who command in the highest degree the : 


The Senator knows that : 
J think they are exceedingly . 


confidence and the respect of their associates ` 


and the confidence of the country. I donot 


know whether they have, any of them, made | 
themselves particularly conspicuous in the | 
charges which have been made, or whether ! 


they have qualified themselves, any of them, 
to do justice in the matter by pronouncing an 
opinion in advance. 


Mr. SUMNER. Certainly | have nothing 


to say exceptin kindness and good willtoward 


every Senator named on this committee; bat : 
as [listened to the list I was astonished by } 


the absence of certain names. 
i do not find the name of a single Senator 


On this list : 


who had urged this investigation, as I believe, | 
unless it be the Democratic Senator over the | 


way—he will pardon me for tbat designation— 


the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. Bavaro, ] who . 
did vote for investigation in the strongest form. | 


The Senators on the list all voted against in- | 


vestigation in the strongest form. 


ator, are excepted. 


Thus, Sen- ; 
ators in favor of investigation in the strongest | 
form, every one, except the Democratic Sen- ` 
itisfor the Senate to con- . 


sider whether a committee organized in this | 


way, after the debate that has occurred, can 
justly satisfy the country. 


Perhaps also it would be worth while to - 
consider whether it is in conformity with par- ` 


hamentary law—I will not say simply usage 
v p y l- Aa 


but parliamentary law, for the law is found in | 


usage. IT hold in my hand the work to which 


we refer as authority, Jefferson’s Manual. and ` 
with your permission I will read a brief pas- 
sage, which is, I know, very familiar to the - 


Chair: 


“bose who take exceptions to some particulars : 


in the bill are to be of the committee, but none who 
speak directly against the body of the bill: furlic that 
Would totally destroy will not amend it. (Hakew.. 


$> T vol, 908: D’ Ewes 1519. 3 eee 
146; Town., col. 208; D'Ewes, 634, col. 2; Seoba $72) © gate you to read the names of the men on this ! 


: committee, and say if there is a man there | 
whom yon believe would cover up corruption, | 


or, as is said, (5 Grey, 145,) tho child is not to be put 
to a nurse that cares not for it, (6 Grey, 373)” 


You smile, Mr. President, and justly, 1 
repeat the terms: 


“The child is net to be put to a nurse that cares | 


not four it.” 


H 


. resolution was moved by me, and I suppose | 


i 


In that debate — 


: cious one, and in my experience in the Senate 


this is the first time that [ have ever heard a 
commitiee objected to on account of the char- 
acter of its members, and I am very glad that 
the first example has been made in the cage 


‘of men against whom so very little can be 


said. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I submit 


= to the good sense of the Senate that the Sen- 


ator from Rhode Island is entirely evading the 
question. There is no Senator here who will 
stand up and utter one word in disparagement 


: of the character of any one of the Senators 


who is proposed as a member of this commit- 
tee, and no such issue can be forced upon the 
Senate. We are not here to try the character 


: of those individuals, but we are here to inquire 


not the honorable <; 


examining and exposing these abuses; not i 


one of his associates finds a place on this com- 
mittee. 
ceble on any ground of justice or parliament- 
ary law. I am at a loss to understand how my ` 
excellent friend from Rhode Island, in whom `: 
reigns, I have always believed, the spirit of 


jastice, should bring forward a proposition for | 
l 


such a committee at this time. 

But, Mr. President. I have no desire to open 
any opposition. 
for myself alone. 
ment that it may be of record, and that here- 
after, should this committee fail in its in- . 
quiries, the country may know that the Senate | 


Why, sir, to me it is simply inexpli- ` 2 r ol : 
‘© committee that is favorable to the measure, is 


member of that committee is on the list. y duty. 


I miss all their names; I think the | if this proposed committee will be, ifeppointed, 
Then there was for `: 


: five years previously a Committee on Retrench- » g 


in accordance with parhamentary usage and 
ood, sound sense. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will do their duty. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, sir, will do their 
Tt is not a question at all as to the 
purity of men’s motives. When the rule pro- 
vides that upon the raising of a committee or 
the commitment of a bill or resolution to a 
committee the investigation, if one is to be 
made, is to be committed to a committee a 
majority of whom are earnestly in favor of 
investigation, or of the bill or resolution to a 


that any imputation upon the purity of motive 


‘of those who are excluded from the commit- 


Iam only one. and I speak © 
J simply make this state- ;; 


was at least warned with regard to it. When] 


say this, I desire it to be understood that I 
have not one word except of friendship for 
these much-respected Senators: not one word 
of criticism on ‘their position. I simply call 
attention to the fact shown hy your debates. 
that they took no part, either by speech or 
vote, in urging this important investigation 
while others were urgent. i 

Perhaps I have said enough. I have said ` 
more than Iintended. My purpose is accom- 
plished if I call the attention of my friend 
from Rhode Island to the parliamentary char- 
acter of the committee that he proposes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 


tee ? 


Does that draw a line of distinction in 
the Senate, and say, ‘These men are pure and 
upright men, and the rest of the Senate are 
not worthy of having a place on this commit- 
tee or having the charge of this measure?” 
No, sir. The rule could not stand for one 
moment in the Manual if it were thus an in- 
snilt to every member of the Senate who was 
not appointed upon the committee. What is 
the foundation of the rule? Ir is this: that 
although every member of the Senate may be 


_ perfectly pure in his motive, entirely willing, 
‘nay, desirous that frauds. if they exist, raay he 


I other day, said there wes no neces 
Mr. President, I believe à 


that the appointment of this committee is: 


The committee was 
The Senator from 


strictly parliamentary. 
voted for unanimously. 


‘Tilinois moved a joint committee, and if that: 


committee had been appointed he would have | 
been entitled to be assigned to the very agree- | 
able duty of being chairman of it. Bat th 


that ifthe Chair had appointed the committee | 
I should have had to ask to be excused from 
serving as chairman of it, as parliamentary 
usage and parliamentary law would have 
required that I should do. 

I do not know what my friend from Massa- 
chusetts means when he speaks of the Sen- ` 
ators here who were opposed to this inquiry. | 


ferreted out, vetihere is a difference of opinion 
in the Senate as to the existence of the frauds 
and the necessity for the investigation. There 
is a difference in the belief of Senators upon 
that subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Tell us what it is. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will tell you in a mo- 
ment what itis. The Senator from Nevada, 
(Mv. Nyk,] who spoke on this subject the 
sity for 
an investigation. I take him as an iustra- 
tion. He said there was no necessity for 
investigation at all; that this Administration 
and its subordinates are so pure that they need 
no investigation; everything is so entirely com 
sistent with justice and honesty and good 
administration of publie affairs that you onght 
not Lo appoint any committee of investigation, 
That was what the Senator declared. f do 
not quote his words, but f do the substance of 
them. Now, sir, would that Senator be the 


-man to go into this investigation. according 


him the utmost purity of motive” No, sir; and 


‘why not? Because, however pure men’s motives 


I do not know of a Senator in this body who |: 
is opposed to the most searching and thorough |; 
inquiry into any charges of corruption, by E 
whomsoever brought in this Chamber. Every l; 


Senator who has spoken during the debate— 
there was no debate on this resolution, but 
during the debate on a cognate resolution— 
every one expressed himself earnest for a 
thorough and complete investigation. Sir, I 


if there is aman there who would endeavor to 


just charges of corruption made against him? 


: should be on the comusuittee? 


` thing. 
: shield his best friend asa public man from any © 


may be, their actions are, to a great extent, 
governed by their belief. They may be ever 
so pure-minded, ever so honest, and yet their 
actions will be more or Tess governed by their 
opinion, by their belief; and it is upon this 
ground~ 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


I wish to ask my 


> friend this ieee whether the parliamentary 


rule is not that persons who vote forthe measure 
I understand 
that every one of the persons on this commit 
tee did vote for this measure. Bat the instit- 
ment seems to be that we ought to place on the 
committee those who voted against it. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 do not say any such 
g. The Senator says everybody voted for 
it. ‘Then nobody voted againstit, “The argu: 
Ment is not so at all. { do not understand 


te 
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the Senator when he says that the argument 
is that somebody should be put on who voted 
against it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iwish my friend 
to understand me. I understand the parlia- 


mentary rule to be that the committee ought | 


to consist of those who favored the resolution, 
and that that is the parliamentary rule insisted 
upon by the Senators from Massachusetts and 
Ohio. Now, the record shows that every mem- 
ber of this committee did vote for this measure. 

Mr. THURMAN. My friend is experienced 
enough asa lawyer to know the old maxim, 
Qui heret in litera, heret in cortice. He 
sticks in the bark. You cannot evade the rule 
by saying you will take six or seven gentlemen 
who voted for theresolution. . There is another 


rule of parliamentary usage, and that is that | 


the Senator who moves an inquiry is to be 
placed at the head of the committee if he is of 
the party that is dominant in the body. Isthe 
Senator from Illinois, who moved the first 


broad, sweeping resolution, placed atthe head | 


of this committee? No, sir, he is not on it 
at all. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Will the Senator 
allow me to say a single word? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The Senator from 
Ilinois distinctly declined to be the chairman 
of the committee, or to be on the committee, 
not publicly, but privately. 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot undertake—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Willthe Senator allow 
me a word? 

Mr. THURMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, The only conversation 
I ever had upon that subject, according to my 
recollection, was with the Senator from Con- 
necticut after the Senate voted down the prop- 
osition to raise a committee and refer to it the 
subjects which I hadincluded in my resolution, 
and proposed simply to raise a committee and 
refer nothing to it, to give it no powers except 
such as the Senate should afterward confer 
upon it. Then I said to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that [could not consent, to serve upon 
a committee raised in that way, without any 
power to do any good. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think 
it must be apparent from what has been said 
that this dish has been cooked in a certain con- 
clave called ‘the caucus;’’ and as I am not 
a member of that body, and not authorized to 
say what took place there, anddo not know 
what took place, I of course cannot answer 
objections that are founded upon what did take 
place in the caucus. I do not know how that 
was. What I rose to do was to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the practice that under- 
lies this rule of parliameniary law, thatit is not 
at all such as the Senator from Rhode Island 
seems to suppose. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio, 
I think, has drawn a wrong inference from 
what I said. No such remark of mine was 
made in any caucus. What occurred was pri- 
vately in this Chamber in a whisper, E think, 
between the Senator from Connecticut and 
myself. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio is entitled to the floor; but the morning 


hour has expired, and the unfinished business | 


pending at the adjournment on Thursday is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. As this pertains to the 
organization of the Senate, I hope we shall 
finish it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the unfinished business will be in- 
formally passed over. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to that. I 
desire to have the uufinished business pending 
before the Senate disposed of. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the busi- 
ness pending at the close of the morning hour 
can only be continued by a vote of the Senate. 


42p Coxe. 2p Suss.— No, 11. 


t 


Mr. ANTHONY. In order to get the sense 
of the Senate without consuming all day in 
debate, I move to lay the pending business on 
the table, with a view to take it up as soon as 
this is disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business is the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] on Thurs- 
day afternoon, instructing this committee, 
when appointed, to perform certain duties. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask to have it read, 
so that we may know what we are voting upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Rhode [sland moves to lay the resolution on 
the table for the purpose indicated by him. 

Mr. CONKLING. Temporarily. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Temporarily. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. 
TRUMBULL, as follows: 

Resolved That the Committec of Investigation and 
Retrenchment be instructed to inquire into the ex- 

enditures in ali branches of the service of the United 
tates, and report whether any and what offices ought 


to be abolished; whether any and what salaries or 
allowances ought to be reduced ; what are the meth- 


ods of procuring accountability in publie officers | 


or agents in the care and disbursement of public 
moneys; whether moneys have been paid out ille- 
gally; whether any officers or agents, or other per- 
sous, have been or are employed in the publicservice 
without authority of law or unnecessarily; and, 
gencrally, how and to what extent the expensesof 
the service of the country may and ought to be 
curtailed. 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the public 
service are now made, as to provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrument 
of political or party patronage. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed 
election of this committee having been super- 
seded by this resolution as the unfinished busi- 
ness, the Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that it be laid on the table for the present. 

Mr. SUMNER. I call forthe yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 41, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chandler,Clayton,Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hiteneock, 
Howe, Kelloge, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Wil- 
son, and Windom—4l. 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 
Patterson, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, and Vickers~—22, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Cole, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Ramsey, Spencer,Sprague, West, 
and Wright—8. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless some 
Senator desires a formal motion to be put, the 
Chair will understand that the question pend- 
ing at the expiration of the morning hour is 


still before the Senate; and the Senator from | 


Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on agreeing to the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island asks for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the resolution offered by him- 
self in regard to the personnel of the commit- 
tee named. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I had 
said that the reason of the rule to which I re- 
ferred is that there are in every legislative 
body differences of opinion; and in this par- 
ticular case here in the Senate some Senators 
believe and affirm in their places that there is 
great necessity for investigation; that they 
believe great abuses exist which ought to be ex- 
posed, and the exposure of which onght to lead 
toaction on the part of Congress. Other Sen- 
ators do not so believe, or they donot believe 
it so strongly as those Senators who have made 


1 


these declarations. And it is because of this 
difference of belief, which will influence the 
action of Senators, that the rule is that those 
who are in earnest in favor of investigation 
shall constitute a majority of the committee; 
and it is not atall a satisfaction of this rule 
to say that you may appoint a committee out 
of any seven Senators who voted for the reso- 
lution ordering the committee. Upon that 
question there was no division atall. Every- 
body who voted at all did vote for the resolu- 
tion which the Senate adopted. I believe there 
is one member of this proposed committee—I 
am told there is—who did not vote for that 
resolution, who did not vote at all, aud that 
the Globe shows that that is the case—one 
who did not vote for it. But though that may 
be, that does not touch the question. The . 
question is not on the appointment of a com- 


| mittee or ordering that there shall be a stand- 


ing commitlee of this cbaracter—upon that, 
as I said, there was no division; but the ques- 
tion is upon the investigation ; the question is 
how Senators vote on the subject of investi- 
gating these abuses. 

The resolution offered by the Senator from 
Illinois provided for a thorough and searching 
investigation. It proposed to give to the com- 
mittee the powers that had heretofore been 
given for five years to the Committee on Re- 
trenchment and Reform—pcwers that no man 
will say were ever abused ; powers that resulted 
in good tothe country in the mass of testi- 
mony that the committee laid before the two 
Houses of Congress. The question was upon 


i| raising a committee with these ample and ple- 


nary powers, upon making an investigation 
that should be an investigation, raising a com- 
mittee favorable to investigation, and clothing 
it with powers that should enable it to be 
effective in its work; and how was the vote on 
that? That is the test question. Where were 
the Senators who were in favor of this thor- 
ough investigation, of this broad and compre- 
hensive investigation? All voting for the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ilinois. Where 
are they in reference to thiscommittee? Not 
one of them is upon it. 

Now, Mr. President, this cannot be got rid 
of by saying that the proposed members of 
this commitrecare respectable and honest men. 
No such issue as that can be forced on the Sen- 
ate. The rule depends on no such question as 
that. We do not admit in parliamentary lan- 
guage and in parliamentary usage that this 
Senate is composed partly of honest men and 
partly of villains; and this rule could have no 
existence at all if it were founded upon any 
such supposition as that. 

Sir, there is another thing about this com- 
mittee that is a little strange. At the last 
session of the Senate the Senate returned to 
its old usage. The majority of the Senate 
determined how many members of each com- 
mittee the minority should have, and then 
allowed the minority to name those members 
themselves. That was the old usage of the 
Senate—a usage, I believe, that existed from 
the foundation of the Government after the 
Senate took out of the bands of the Presid- 
ing Officer the appointment of committees. 
You know, Mr. President, that for a long time 
the committees of the Senate, like the com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives, were 
appointed by the Presiding Officer. More 
than thirty years ago, ay, forty years ago, the 
Senate saw fit to take out of the hands of the 
Presiding Officer the appointment of commit- 
tees, and to appoint them itself; and from 
that time down to about 1861 or 1862 this 
usage, which was reinaugurated at the last 
session, of allowing the minority to choose 
their own members of the committees, Wass 
the universal usage of the Senate. It was 
reinaugurated at the last session; it was 
adopted again at this session, I believe. I 
was not here at the time, but I believe that 
was the fact in reference to every committee 
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but this one. But in reference to this com- 
mittee the minority are completely ignored. 
They are not allowed to choose their man to 
sit on this committee, but the whole thing is 
done up, according to common report, in a 
caucus of the dominant party. That is another 
strange thing. 

Then there is still another singular fact abont 
this committee, and that is that. there is but one 
Democrat allowed upon a committee of seven, 
and that a committee of investigation whose 
inquiries are to be as broad asthe Republic, 
if they are to amount to anything at all. That 
was not so in your joint Committee on Re- 
trenchment. here were two Democrats of 
the House on that committee, and one of the 
Senate, giving us three. Then there was a 
. Democrat on every sub-committee of that joint 
Committee on Retrenchment. Here, with a 
committee of seven, there cannot be a Demo- 
craton every sub-committee; onthe contrary, 
when sub-committees to take testimony are 
appointed, es they always are by investigating 
committees, you send out two or three of the 
dominant party on a sub-committee, and if you 
send out another, my friend from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayarp,] who cannot be omnipresent, 
must make his election whether he will go with 
the one squad or whether he will go with the 
other. That is not right, sir. You did better | 
than that on your Ku Klux committee. You 
first appointed but one Democrat on that, but. | 
upon its being brought to your attention how 
unfair that was you appointed another; and 
ĮI undertake to say that one man could not have 
discharged his duty if there had been but one 
Democrat left on that committee. 

Gere is an investigation broader than that. 
That investigation was limited to eleven States 
of the Union. Here is an investigation that 
gocs to the whole thirty-seven States of the 
Union, You appoint a committee of investiga- 
tion into the conduct of Government officials ; 
into the conduct of this Administration, and 
you allow the Opposition to the Administration 
but one member upon that committee, and that | 
a gentleman charged already with the import- 
ant and onerous duties of a member of the 
Committee on Finance and a member of the | 
Committee for the Investigation of Southern | 
Outrages. Youselected him out. You could | 
not have selected a better man in all this body | 


out of the whole seventy-four Senators. You 

could not have selected one who was more ac- 

ceptable to the minority; but what I protest 
against is that you should have selected him | 
atal. You should have allowed us to select | 
not only him, but to have selected two out of | 
the seven. | 
Ido say, therefore, Mr. President, without | 
uttering one word in disparagement of the | 
personnel of this committee, that itis proposed | 
to be appointed in violation of parliamentary | 
usage. and in violation of what is due to the | 
minority on this floor, who, though they may | 
he very small here, you know very well, Mr. | 
i 
i 


President, represent within a small fraction | 
one entire half of the people of the United | 
States. : 
Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, it will be borne ; 
in mind I think by the most of those present, į 
if not all, that I have not said a word to the | 
Senate touching this matter of investigation | 
from the commencement of the debate to the | 
present time. I shall not say a word now for | 
the purpose of qualifying myself for a place | 
on this standing committee of the Senate, as I | 
understand it to be. i 
Massachusctts has seen fit, pending this ques- | 
tion of electing a standing committee, to call | 
the attention of the Senate and of the country | 
to the votes which the individuals proposed | 
-for this committee have given in the course | 
of this debate, and he has taken occasion to | 
i 

| 


But the Senator from |} 


sition to the election of this committee, he | 
thought it his duty to call the attention of the | 
country to their character, to the end that; 
if the investigation failed, the Senate might | 
remember that. they were duly admonished. 
Now, Mr. President, I sha'l be tolerated, I | 
trust, in saying that up to this point I have | 
paid but very little attention to this debate. | 
I had engagements outside of the Senate which 
precluded my paying attention to it. Idid 
understand that there was a division of opin- | 
ion in the Senate upon the question whether | 
this business should be committed to a stand- | 
ing committee of the Senate or to a special | 
joint committee of the two Houses. Upon | 
that question my mind did rather incline to 
the suggestion that a standing committee of | 
the Senate was better than a joint committee | 
of the two Houses. I felt specially instructed | 
to that view of the case because I had seen in 
the very opening of the session an effort made 
to bring a recusant witness, a witness said to 
be in contempt, before the body, the contempt | 
having been committed before a joint commii- 
tee, and I not only found that there was gréat 
difficulty in accomplishing that, but it really 
seemed to me that there was not ability in the 
two Houses to proceed against the witness under | 
those circumstances. Therefore [thought that ; 
a standing committee was the better of the | 
two. 
Butif any Senator or any citizen of these | 
United States feels authorized to infer from ! 
that vote of mine, or from any vote I have | 
! 
H 


given, or any word I have spoken here or else- 

where, that [am not in favor of investigation | 
in as strong a form as the best of those sitting 
bere, I have to say that cither he is mistaken 
about me or I am mistaken about myself; and 
I believe, Mr. President, there are but very 
few mortals who know as well what I am in ; 
favor of as I do myself, and I am very confi- | 
dent that the Senator from Massachusetts is | 
not one of that few. i 

I simply wish to say here that if investiga- | 
tion is the order of the day, although I am very ; 
reluctant to accept any duty of the kind, yet: 
if the Senate shallsee fit to instruct meto enter ! 
upon that work I beg asa matter not merely | 
of favor, but as a matter of right, of justice, | 
that no attack shall be made upon my disposi- | 
tions until that day when a Senator can come ; 
in here and stand up and say that I-have voted | 
to exclude some information, to ignore some ! 
revelation, to shut out some light that will con- | 
viet somebody of a fraud upon the rights of | 
this country. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the subject 
of civil service reform is one the people of 
this country feel to be much more one of sub- 
stance than of mere form. I have been for. 
the last week an interésted observer of the | 
debate on the subject; and with all respect for | 
the majority of this body, it seems to me that | 
they have endeavored so to wrap the subject | 


in technical forms that a substantial body may A 


or may not exist under its swaddling-clothes, : 

The criticism of the Senator from Massachu- : 
setts [Mr. SUMNER] upon the composition of : 
this commities was, to my mind, entirely just. | 
The question is not as to the personal charac- | 
ter of members of the committee, because this i 
is or should be considered a Senate of equals, ; 
and no imputation should be suffered to pass | 
upon individual character. If a member be | 
unworthy, the Senate owes it to itself to purge | 
the body of his presence: and until he shall | 
beso declared he is entitled to at least the! 
formal confidence of all members of this body. | 

But, sir, in the composition of committees | 
there is a very rational rule, that you do not | 
deliver the control of a subject over to those | 
who are hostile to the object for which the | 
committee has been raised. Jn the composi- | 
tion of this committee it cannot be denied that | 
it is formed (with the exception of a single | 
member, and that myself, the humblest) of | 
gentlemen who have upon the record expressed | 


er, 


themselves at least in favor of a very modified 
and restrained investigation. I find upon the 
record of the vote of last Thursday negativ- 
ing the proposition of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois the name of every member of the 


“majority of the committee but two; one the 


honorable Senator from Wisconsin who last 
addressed the Senate, [Mr. Howe, ] and one the 
Senator from North Carclina, not now in his 
seat, [ Mr. Poon;] and yet it is not improper 
for me to say that the country will fairly under- 
stand how those gentlemen would naturally 
have voted or have been expected to vote had 
they been present, when it sees the party policy 
which characterized the record of this vote 
and recalls the uniform partisan fidelity of the 
Senators referred to. 

Mr. President, the country will demand that 
this investigation shall be one of substance; 
and if it be attempted to be made one of mere 
form, let those who do it answer the public 
demand for reform, for be assured they will 
have to answer it, and their majority in this 
Chamber will avail them little when they come 
before the people to respond. 

Sir, I was sent to this body by my people to 
I came here not for my 


out regard to my personal tastes or convenience, 
to serve upon such committees as the will of 
this body shall require me to, yet, atthe same 
time, I shall insist that when I go upon a com- 
mittee where I can necessarily give but a small 
portion of my time and capacity to aid its 
objects, the country shall know in advance that 
itis notmy fault, but that of the majority who 
have so arranged the composition of that com- 
mittee. 

Here are seven Senators called at the begin- 
ning of a long and laborious session to per- 
form duties that necessarily, to be well per 
formed, must occupy a great part of the time 
in which the Senate is actually in session. 
Where ean the single member of the minority 
be? Ttisa physical impossibility for him to 
be in committee and in the Senate at the same 
time. He cannot, as my friend from Ohio has 
suggested, be sent at the same time upon two 
sub-committees of investigation in different 
parts of the country. It is perfectly plain, 
therefore, and the majority are perfecily well 
aware, that when they place but a single mem- 
ber of the minority upon this committee they 
intend, or at least it is to be contemplated that 
they did intend that he shouid not be present 
ata great portion of the proposed investiga- 
tions. 

Isubmit, therefore, that to give this committee 
even the repute of substance, the common sense 
of the people of this country will demand from 
the majority in this Chamber that at least an- 
other member of the minority be placed upon it 
to alternate its labors with the single individual 
to whom you have assigned these duties. I do 
not speak without experience on this subject. 
I was assigned to the committee of investiga- 
tion into the affairs of North Carolina last 
winter. The labors of that committee were 
subsequently enlarged to embrace the affairs 
of the other southern States; and wide as was 
the field, and general as was the jurisdiction 
embraced by the language of that appointment, 
it falls far short of the scope and the labor 
embraced within the proper objects of a com 
mittee of investigation and reform such as 
this ought to he. Why, sir, the result was that 
after that cominittee bad been in session a little 
while it was found impossible to examine their 
witnesses without occupying a portion of the 
time of the sessions of the Senate. I came 
before the Senate and made that statement, 
and then necessarily they assigned tome a col 
leagne on that committee, so that he and 
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were enabled to alternate our presence in this 
Chamber and in the committee-room, and not 
allow the minority to be unrepresented at the 
sessions of the committee. In that way, and 
in that way only, were we enabled to keep our- 
selves acquainted with the progress of that 
investigation and to make report upon the 
faets which were brought before the committee. 

I therefore respectfully submit to the Senate 
that there should be at once a change in the 
committee to that extent, either to subtract 
some member of the majority, or, if not that, 
to add a member to the minority, and this for 
the practical reason which Ihave given. As 
I said before, if it be not done, I think that the 
plain sense of the people of this country will 
understand distinctly why it was not done. 

Why, Mr. President, the investigations of 
this committee are not to be limited toa single 
case. The honorable Senator from New York 
[Mr. Conxiinc] seemed to consider that there 
was but one case of defalcation, that of Pay- 
master Hodge, to be considered, and there he 
would stop. At least such I judged to be his 
view from the tenor of his remarks, Other 
Senators have stated there was no necessity 
for investigation at all, Sir, the thing to be 
investigated is not whether Mr. Hodge took 
some $450,000 out of the public Treasury for 
his own uses, startling and shocking as that 
is, but it is that he could have continued that 
course of things for five or six years and no 
officer of our Government in all that time have 
knowledge or means of knowledge of the facts, 
or be able or willing to check his operations. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me a moment? 

Mr, BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Sitting in a remote cor- 
ner of the Chamber, and not hearing precisely, 
J understand that the honorable Senator said 
of me that having offered a resolution to invest- 
igate the Hodge case I thought that was suffi- 
cient, and that. there investigation should stop. 
Did the Senator so declare? 

Mr. BAYARD. That was about the sub- 
stance of what I said. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg my honorable friend 
to hear me express my surprise that he should 
make such a declaration as that in regard to 
me. T beg to puthim right on that subject, and 
to sayto him that it is new to my apprehension 
that when a Senator offers a resolution direct- 
ing inquiry to be made in some flagrant case, 
that implies that there he thinks investigation 
should stop; in other words, having nominated 
one case which should be investigated, he 
thereby implies that no other case should be. 
Now I wish, once for all, to commit myself to 
my friend and to his friends in this Chamber, 
by saying that as often as he or any other mem- 
ber of the body will propose any investigation, 
aimed at either individuals or officials, or if 
that is asking a respousibility to be assumed 
which may be regarded as disagreeable, when- 
ever any one will point out any field, will des- 
ignate any branch of the public service, any 
matter or thing which he desires to be invest- 
igated, I will go with him to the very verge 
and vote for the most radical, sweeping, and 


searching investigation which he knows how | 


to contrive. Therefore, I beg my honorable 
friend never to suppose of me again, when I 
offer a resolution directing that an investiga- 
tion be had of an instance ip which owe cul- 
prit has appeared and in which there may 
be others behind, that I thereby intend in any 
way to indicate that other investigations ought 
not to occur, and that I will not vote for them 
cheerfully. 

Mr. BAYARD. I rejoice over, I will not 
gay the reformation of the honorable Senator 
from New York- 

Mr. CONKLING. No; the Senator will 
not say that, because it would be disingeau- 


ous. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not call it reforma- 
tion, but I accept his offer, and I shall there- 
fore present for his vote the amendment of 


the honorable Senatorfrom Illinois, in order 
that he may have the opportunity of show- 
ing some little works as well as faith in this 
business, and if he is willing and desirous to 
pursue this investigation upon all proper sub- 
jects he can have the opportunity which, here 
let me say, he strangely treated a few days ago, 
for I find that his vote is recorded in opposi- 
tion to this very measure of inquiry which a 
Senator on this floor, second to none upon 
it in ability and character, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mlinois, did propose, and which was 
uated down by the aid of my friend from New 
ork. 

Mr. CONKLING. I begthe honorable Sen- 
ator’s pardon. The record does not show 
what he has now stated, unless the record 
shows something which transpired when I was 
not in the Chamber. And while the Senator 
is interrupted, as 1 shall not impede him at 
all, I beg to say that as I declared several 
days ago in my place that I should vote for 
an amendment or for a proposition instruct- 
ing the committee as broadly as the. one the 
Senator now proposes, he may rely upon it he 
will have my vote when he offers it, and that 
although I may believe that a broader, better, 
more specific direction than that can be given, 
I will vote for that as far as it goes; and when 
some Senator shal! propose a proposition likely 
to lead to a more searching investigation, then 
I will vote for that. I give the Senator my 
assurance in advance. 

Mr. BAYARD. I caunot—probably it is 
my fauli—precisely understand the honorable 
Senator from New York. I find here, in the 
Globe of Friday, December 15, the report of 
the debate; I find the proffer of the resolu- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Illinois 
proposiug to instruct the committee—— 

Mr. CONKLING. No, not proposing to 
instruct the committee ; read it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will read the amend- 
ment, and we will see what it is: 


And that said conmittec be instructed to inquire 
into the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, and to report whethcr any and 
what offices ought to be abolished; whether any and 
what salaries or allowanecs ought to be reduced; 
what are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public moneys; whether moneys have been 
paid out illegally; whether any officers or agents or 
other persons have been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unneces- 
sarily; and generally how and to what extent the 
expenses of theservice of the country may and ought 
to be curtailed. 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lie service are now made as to provide for withdraw- 
ing the public service from being used as an instru- 
ment of political or party patronage. 

That said committee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress, to send for persons and papers, 
and to report by bill or otherwise; and that said 
committee may appointa clerk. 


There was the proposition, and on that I 
find the name of the honorable Senator re- 
corded in the negative. How can there be on 
this subject to the minds of plain men any 


stood on that day? I do not know where he 
by that subtilty of logie which he possesses to 


escape 
Mr. CONKLING. 


which he bas finished. 
ing to involve me in an inconsistency or con- 
tradiction, and therefore I beg him to allow me 
to interpose. 

My. BAYARD. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon. 
I see that the honorable Senator is doing that 
work himself, without my aid or interference. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I observe that the 
Senator sees that as he thinks, and I wish to 
put him right. Now, if he will listen to me he 
will not see any such thing, unless he sees that 
which is not to be seen. 
which the Senator refers (and I have not looked 
at therecord at all) it was proposed in advance, 


a resolution being pendiug creating a standing 
il committee, to petrify what the Senator has read 


doubt as to where the Senator from New York | 


may stand to-day, and although he may be able į 


Now, if my friend will | 
allow me, I ask him to send ine the Globe with | 
He seems to be seek- | 


On the occasion to | 


in the rules of the Senate as apart of the stand- 
ing title of that committee. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Syerman] and other Senators 
pointed out, as it seemed to me, the inexperti- 
eney of so doing; and in the argument which 
then occurred it was said—I said myself in my 
seat, and I rather think, as I said it audibly, 
it is upon the record although I do not stop to 
look—but many Senators said, no one say- 
ingto the contrary, that they would vote for 
instructions, if the committee was formed, as 
broad as these and broader if any could be 
framed. I think nobody has ever said to the 
contrary. 

For myself, as I am upon this point, and my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Howr] is witness 
to what Iam going to say, I beg to make this 
remark: on the first morning when this com- 
mittee was proposed I myself drew up a reso- 
lution, which I have in my desk now, and 
showed it to Senators, proposing to offer it, 
raising a Gommittee of this body, deeming a 
joint committee objectionable, with the am- 
plest powers, and directing them to investigate. 
That was before the debate at all. Therefore 
the Senator can readily see that I was never 
opposed to this, I was opposed, in the instance 
to which the Senator has referred, to putting 
in the rules of the Senate,to go in the Manual, 
a standing title of a committee to which all this 
should be appended; and therefore I voted to 
preserve the resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island as he offered it, that there should 
be added to the list of Senate committees a 
Committee on Retrenchment and Investiga- 
tion, so that the list would read symmetrically : 
a Committee on Finance, a Committee on the 
Judiciary, a Committee on Foreign Relations, 
a Committee on Retrenchment and Investiga- 
tion, ke. For that J voted, in the same breath 
declaring that I would vote for the broadest 
and most searching instructions to be given to 
that committee, and to empower it to sweep 
the whole range of the public service and visit 
every Gomain in which it was alleged corrup- 
tion might exist. 

Therefore I think that my friend will do me 
the justice to say that there 1s no inconsistency 
in this, bat that, on the contrary, the record 
of the Senate shows that there is no monopoly 
of virtue here, but that gentlemen on the one 
side of this Chamber as much as those on the 
other are willing to have, in the broadest and 
highest and deepest sense, every investigation 
which good faith and integrity of purpose can 
suggest. The Senator does not doubt that. 
I know him well enough and he knows me well 
enough to justify me in saying that he does not 
doubt it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, a gentle- 
man so thoroughly capable of vindicating him- 
self with such accuracy, such logic, such perfect 
command of language as we know distinguishes 
the honorable Senator from New York. should 
surely not call upon so humble an individual 
self to testify that he was completely 
yz in his positions between last Thurs- 
day and to-day. He must have some doubts 
in his own mind, and I still cannot say thathe 
has removed from my mind the doubt or the 
conviction which is to-day fortified by my own 
eye-sight, by the published record of these 
proceedings in the Globe, that he did most 
disiinetly and emphatically vote against the 
most substantial proposition to reach the very 
reform of which be now says he is so warmly 
in favor. There stands the fact. There isthe 
vote. There isthe record. What the gentle- 
man said in his seat—and | know he says a 
great many things in his seat that sometimes 
do not appear in the Globe—what he whis- 
pered to his colleagues, what he may have 
inferred or intended, it is uot for me to know, 
for that portion was lost upon me. I merely 
reiterate what I said, that my honorable friend 
trom New York did distinctly vote on Thurs- 
day asainst the infusion into this rule and the 
appointment of this committee of a proposi- 
tion which undoubtedly would have led to that 
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kind of investigation which would have given | 


us the facts upon whieh to base a wholesome 


reform in our civil service. : 
Mr. CONKLING. If it is given nowas in- 


structions to the committee, will it not answer <: 


the same purpose? If we do it now as instruc- 
tion, will it not be just as well? 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the honorable Sena- 
tor vote for it as a proposition? 

Mr. CONKLING. I have tried to make 
my friend believe that several times. I said 
in the very debate which he is talking about 
that I would vote for it. : 


Mr. CONKLING. 
did not vote against it. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘There stands the record. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
committee? 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot do more than re- 
ferto the record. When a man produces that, 
its verity is considered unassailable. The Sen- 
ator is a learned lawyer, and therefore I will 
let his explanation stand on the one side, and 
the record of his vote and action stand on the 
other. 

Mr. CONKLING. On the same side. 

Mr. BAYARD. He may get them as near 
as he can; the nearer the better. 

Mr. CONKLING. On the same side. 

Mr. BAYARD. But, Mr. President, as I 
was about to say when interrupted by my hon- 


No, Mr. President, he 


orable friend from New York, the question to | 


be investigated is not so much the subtraction 


fiom the Treasury by fraud of moneys thatare | 
wrung from ourover-taxed people—that is bad | 


enough—but it is for us to know that de- 
faleations have been progressing through a 
series of years without detection or arrest, and 


there seems to be no means by which our | 
bitter experience in the past should lead to | 
any possibility of detection and prevention of ii 
defaleations in the future. Why, sir, since this |) 


debate commenced we find the case of Mr. 


Charles Callender, a very custodian of the | 
|| party were anxiously and instantly sought by 
i the great State of New York, and there his 
report their soundness to the public, and we |! 
find that this man, continued as he has been | 
for years in the peculiar confidence of the |! 
| New York are reaping the rewards and the bene- : 
» fits of the great ability of Mr. Wells, of which | 
the Administration of the Government of the || 
United States deliberately deprived the people | 
i| let these questions so rest, if they are willing 
The next attempt at reform was by the then | 
: Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Jacob D. Cox, | 
i a name that in all sections and in every party"! 


“At the very hour this debate was going on the $ of this country is never mentioned but with | 


light the | 


‘Treasury, the man who was deputed to examine 
into the condition of the national banks and 


Treasury Department, has been during all these 
same years pursuing a most flagitious and 


fraudulent course in safety, with apparently no |. 
means whatever of detection until the banks | 
and their stockholders who are the victims of i 


his fraud are compelled to go into liquidation 
and then, and not till then, is his fraud dis- 
covered. The Tribune said on Thursday: 


bank troubles here were dragging to 
astounding fact that Mr. Charles Callender, the 
United States bank examiner for this district, has 


been in the habit of borrowing very large sums of | 


money from the banks on whose financial condition 


it is bis sworn duty to report, and suppressing the ii oj. ey! salanda ari 

fact of such loans in his reports, whereon the publie | contributions levied upon their slender salaries 
From one =! 
another fifteen or: 
twenty thousand doilars; in each his worthless mem- |: 
orandum checks had absolutely heen reported and | 
counted as legal tender; and itis feared thattheend `i 


have accredited these banks as sound! 
he had received 000, from 


of the wretched work is not yet reached.” 

When men see such things are possible, 
when they see they are probable, when they 
see that they can exist without any apparent 


means or disposition for their detection, all | 
this has Jed to that feeling of insecurity » 
throughout the country which now makes the | 
demand for investigation and public reform | 


tno strong to be sately resisted by any party, 


whatever may be its present majority. It is! 
demanded by the publie voice in unmistak- | 
able tones. I thank God it is so demanded by | 
the public voice, not of one party only, but by © 


the better men of both parties, and the coun- 
try will judge bow it has been responded to in 
this Council Chamber. | 

it will not do by empty professions to say 


step taken to secure the information necessary 
to base it upon. There must be works in this 


As instruction to the | 
| gation, retrenchment, and reform is increasing. 
We saw it early in 1866, in one of the most |! 
| our entire family of States. 


| this country. : i 
| This demand has been growing since the | 
|! war closed. The period of necessary excite- 
ment in which our whole country was placed | 
‘by the terrible convulsions of civil war en- | 
‘abled men under a patriotic cloak to avail i 
| themselves of the excitement to enrich them- ‘į 
Mr: BAYARD. Andthen he voted againstit. |; selves at public expense and intrench them- 
; selves behind abuses. Gradually, as the excite- 
i ment of the war has passed away, as the | 
l country is resuming once more the sober- 


suited garb of peace, the demand for investi- 


valuable officers in the service of our Govern- 
ment. Irefer to the former Special Commis- 
sioner of Revenue, Mr. David A. Wells. 
party faith was unquestioned—a man of high 


; personal character, of remarkable aptitude for | 
' the position which he occupied; but when he, | 
| in a non-partisan spirit, in an honest desire for 
i the public good, sought to show you abuses 
| growing out of your system of revenue; when | 
i he, a most genuine and valuable reformer, | 
| made his essay, I ask the Senate, and I ask the |; 
| country, what was his fate? Was his work i g 
| | reason, that a Senator in this Chamber of 
i either party cannot arise to denounce abuse in 
: office, corruption and inefficiency in the civil 


appreciated? Was his desire for reform met 


| in a proper spirit by this Administration? 


Was he aided in his good work? No, sir; his 


reports were stifled, so far as they could be || 
! stifled, and he was relieved from his official : 
|| duties immediately upon the expiration of his | 
' term and just at the time when his services ;, 
and experience were most necessary for the |, 
i fraud in the abstract or concrete, fraud gen- 
‘eral or special, abuse of executive power, 


welfare of the Government and our people. 
Such was his fate. i 


this Senate cast aside as worthless and as 
interfering with the interests of their political 


talents and abilities, his honesty of purpose, 
have found a due and honorable recognition. 


Under their present Executive the people of ;; 
| facts were not true, not that his deductions 


of all the other States. 


respect. We all know what the result of his 


attempt at reformation was; that when he | 
= civil office in the United States is now a mere 
+ allour Departments of Government from forced i 
» for party success. Iam one of those whocon- 
for the grossest partisan purposes, when he |) 


would have saved the poor clerks throughout 


endeavored to stand between so corrupting 
and gross an abuse and the victims of such a 


sysiem, what was his fate? Nay, further, when | 
: he stood between the interests of the United 
States and the notorious claim of Mr. Garra- |! 
han & Co., what was the result? 


Sir, the same Administration that ejected 
honest man, and genuine reformer, held and 
who allowed the claim of Chorpenning 


DI 


upon the public Treasury. 
Well, sir, other attempts at reform have been 


l} made, we are told, (and of the truth of these 
i things I speak but as any other witness.) We, 
© are so told by the public press, and by the re- 
4 portofa jointselect commitiee, made in March 
that you are in favor of reform and yet vote to ; 


His | 


The abilities and capacity | 
for usefulness which this Administration and | 
i} tioned but instantly the innuendo is that it is 
! intended for the present Executive. 
i such is the position in which the champions 
i of the Administration have placed their chiet! 
|! That was the only answer to the very able 
i: speech delivered here by the honorable Sena- 


in those who rule it. 


; to govern themselves, 
| resentative government who will ailow a sus- 
; picion or a stigma to rest upon a represent 
; ative without instant challenge, in order to 


and the country should lose the benefit of the 
enlarged experience and abilities of those gen- 


! tlemen who for so many months so ably con- 
! ducted these investigations? 
| have been in consonance with an honest desire 


Would it not 


for true reform that those who had proved 
themselves its able and zealous champions 
should be continued in the exercise of their 


ii functions? What man in private life will lose 


the benefit of the experience of his counsel, 
whether he be legal or medical, in his troubles 
of body or estate? And yet so it is, that the 
pains and care, the experience, the informa- 


i! tion derived by those honorable Senators who 
i| formed that committee, is entirely disregarded, 
| and a new committee are to take up this ques. 
i tion de novo, as if nothing had ever been 
| proved, nothing had ever been discovered, and 
| they are to embark upon an unknown sea to 


investigate the broad field of civil service in 


The New York custom-house, that vast cen- 
ter of executive patronage, that great gate 
through which the commerce of the nation 
chiefly pours, the great avenue of our revenue 
from foreign imports, has been made the sub- 
ject of partial investigation ; and what has 


i been the attempt at reform there? What have 
i| been the results of pointing out to this much- 
! lauded Administration the gross abuses that 


there existed? Let the debate of the last weck 
answer. Ñor, sir, it seems, for some strange 


service of our country, bat he is charged in- 
stantly with a personal attack on the President 
of the United States! 

Sir, that is a most imprudent admission on 
the part of the champions of that official. that 


abuse of official patronage, cannot be men- 


And yet 


tor from Missouri, [Mr. Scaurz;] not that his 


were not logical and just, but that they con- 
tained some supposed covert attack upon the 
Administration! If gentlemen are willing to 


to accept such an issue, I, for one, cannot say 
that I especially regret it, nor that 1 would not 
be perfectly willing to go before the people of 
this country upon it, not doubting the result. 

There isin this country undeniabiy a wide- 
spread suspicion and belief that the tenure of 


reward for partisan service and a mere weapon 


sider it most important that that fact should 
be determined one way or the other, There 
can be no greater evil to a country inflicted 
then to destroy the confidence of the people 
Voluntarily, 1 would 


; never do it; not simply for the abstract ques 
: tion of personal justice, or of that injustice 
| which would be dishonorable to a man guilty 
from its councils that wise and just counselor, | 


of it, but because I consider that the perma: 


; nence of oar Government, the very substance 
still holds in its embrace a Postmaster General || $ 
; which 

i: this Senate and the other House unanimously 
voted to disallow, and so declared its allow- | 
; ance by the Department a trick and a vile fraud 


and soul of our institutions, rests upon tbe 
hearty support that the mass of the people of 


| our couniry give to the Government which they 


themselves created, and by which they mean 
He is no friend to rep 


i refute it; or, finding the charge true, to drive 
| from the publie service the official who had 
i proved himself unworthy. 

t ii last, on retrenchment, of which the honorable || 3 
impede. embarrass, and restrict every practical i) Senator from New Hampshire was chairman ; | 
| and, by the way, let me here remark, is it not 
i a cause of surprise and regret that the Senate ii 


I say, sir, that there is a wide-spread suspi- 


i cion and belief of this fact; and it is the duty 
i Of every representative, no matter whether he 


acts with the political party represented by the 
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present Administration or not—it is a duty | 
which he owes to himself and to the country— 
to demand investigation upon the same prin- 
ciple that a soldier who is charged with an į 
offense against military law does not wait for 
his involuntary examination, but demands that 
a trial shall at once be given to him, in order 
that his innocence may affirmatively appear. 
Honest men coart investigation; those who are 
conscious of guilt alone are afraid of it. When 
public officials shrink, or appear to shrink, 
from thorough investigation, it is time for the 
public to demand a trial, or discharge the 
party from the trust he holds. 

It is very important that the people of this 
country should know the truth of these rumors | 


and reports, that they should know how far |} 


there has been authority for many acts by Fed- 
eral officials in which the State governments 
and State affairs have been unlawfully swayed 
by Federal power. Are they so swayed by 
Federal power? Ishould like to ask the senior 
Senator from New York for his experience in 
regard to the late convention held at Syracuse ; 
whether the action of the Republican party of 
the State of New York was not entirely con- 
trolled, admittedly controlled, by men holding 
office under the Federal Government, and 
chiefly in the New York custom-house? The 
fact has been openly declared by the most influ- 
ential organ of that party—I refer to the New 
York Tribune—that the action of the Repub- 
lican party in the State of New York, in regard 
to matters affecting only their own State govern- 
ment, wasentirely controlled by the presence in 
that convention of Federal officials, and those 
chiefly under the control and manipulation of 
the then collector of the port of New York. I 
would like to know whether the fact alleged be 
true, and if true, by what authority the Jate | 
Attorney General of the United States, Mr. 
Akerman, undertook to go into the State 
of North Carolina, pending a State canvass 
involving the amendment of the State consti- | 
tution, there to intimidate and overawe the | 
free vote of that people by telling them that 
after they had reformed their constitution, made 
it more acceptable to themselves, even then 
their action would be nullified by a recognition 
by the Federal Government of that State gov- 
ernment which had been rejected by the voice 
of their people? If such things can be done | 
in North Carolina, apply the principle else- | 
where, and let the people of the northern and | 
western States read in the fate of that State what 
necessarily must be their own if such usurpa- | 
tions are not instantly checked and frowned | 
upon. 

I would wish it known whether executive | 
power brings its shadow into this Chamber, | 
and whether the independent action of Sen- 
ators representing sovereign States is affected 
by the voice of the Executive; whether that 


voice is heard in the dulcet tones of promised į; 


reward and increased patronage, or whether 
it has used the threatening tones of vengeance | 
to a Senator or to those who have the misfor- 
tune to be his personal friends. Let us know 
the fact, whether such things have been done, | 
for these are proper causes of investigation, 
these are the proper subjects for reform, that | 
our rulers may be relegated to their proper | 
spheres of duty, and men may be taught that | 
when they step beyond them they incur the | 


| 
displeasure of the people, and no longer can |! 
retain their position or confidence in service |! 


under them, There should be a great reform 
in civilservice ; and when itis begun the higher | 
the officer in default, and the greater his ofi- 
cial power, the more necessary to guard that 
power and to check its abuse. 

The men who are to conduct this investiga- 


tion must be those who will do it without fear | 


or favor, and who must not hesitate in their 
searches after abuse. They must not spare 
personal or political friends. They must go | 
for the benefit of the country, and they must | 
tell the people that that which to-day puts us 
in danger is the absence of regard for limita- 


: exercised as they have been in the past. 


i ments of our Government. 


their ancient basis. 


| excluded from the committee upon which he 


| tion, experience, his personal accomplish- 


| reform, he opposing the annexation of this 


' distant island of San Domingo, finds not only 


; executive power. 


i impugning their motives, certainly they cannot 
_ reform which I believe animates the American 


! cordance with what is right and constitutional | 


| number ofgentlemen, bowever worthy, however 
i respected, yet who, by their personaland pecu- 


tions upon the power of the different depart- 
Order must be | 
restored. The limitations and restrictions 
which have been rudely broken down and over- 
run by military tastes and habits must be | 
reconstructed anew, and reconstructed upon 


Why, sir, have we not already proofs here 
that there is a necessity for investigation and 
reform? Ifa Senator so distinguished for long 
and able service as the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] cannot form and 
express his individual opinions in regard to 
the policy of annexing a distant island to our 
present possessions ; if upon amoderate,sedate, 
statesmanlike expression of dissent, totally 
void of personal offense or intent, he is to be 
(to use the phrase of the power which acted 
upon him) cashiered from his office, disrated, 


bad so long served, not only taken from its 
head, but taken from its very composition; he, 
who is by all menin this Chamber admitted 
to be the most competent man by his erudi- 


ments to sit at the head of that committee— 
does not such an abuse need reform? How 
can there be sound, substantial, honest service 
for the country when such acts can be com- 
mitted? And is it not time for us to inquire 
into their cause and check them? 

Nay, further, hisis but onecase. There was 
a like difference of opinion between the Exec- 
utive dnd honorable Senator from Missouri, ; 
(Mr. Scutrz.] He, favoring civil service 


that the executive ear is closed to all his appli- 
cations and official suggestions, but every man 
who has the misfortune to be his personal or 
political friend in Missouri finds that his 
official head rolls in the basket at the beck of 


Sir, whether these facts be true or not is for 
us to examine. It is for such purposes that 
this committee is appointed. Isay, therefore, | 
that the members who constitute it should be 
those who consider these things as evils, and 
who are desirous to check them, because, with- 
out impugnivg their own opinions, without 


be called fit representatives of that spirit of |i 
people, if they consider acts like those in ac- 


and just and safe for the country. The per- į 
sonnel of the committee are not to have their | 
characters benefited or injured by the mere 

fact of appointment. There is nothing in that. | 
It is the question whether or no the committee 

is so framed as to favor these investigations; || 
whether they are men known to be opposed to | 
abuses, a few of which only have I in a very | 
plain manner endeavored to show to this Cham- 
ber, or whether they are men who consider | 
that such acts are proper and right, and are | 
willing to see them continued in the futureand | 


That is the question which it is for the: 
Senate to determine; and it is for the country £ 
to determine whether in your secret caucus, | 
where this committee was prearranged, (whose 
voice we have heard for the first time to day 
in public,) you bave arranged it in the spirit | 
of effectiveand substantial reform of the myriad | 
abuses which are alleged to exist, to some few || 
of which, anda very few, I have referred in | 
my remarks here; whether the committee has 
been arranged with a view to reform those 
abuses, or whether it contains in its ranks a 


liar and political views, bold that what has 


from Nevada says, no reform at all. I donot): 
impugn his motives because he says there is 
no need forreform. Theimpugning of motive 


| as being the worst in the world. 


a 


is but a poor thing at best, and is blind work 


been done is right, and needs, as the Senator | 
f 
! 
| 
for one man to undertake upon his fellow. | 


That is not it, but such are his views; and the 
country, therefore, knows that the honorable 
Senator from Nevada likes all the things that 
have occurred, and only wants to see more of 
them. 

Now, what I say is, do the Senate, and the 
gentlemen who compose the committee as 
part of the Senate, believe, and will the coun- 
try. believe, that this committee has been 
organized for the purpose of stretching a 
strong, firm hand into the recesses of power, 
and ascertaining whether that power has been 
used for public benefit or public injury, 
whether in their examinations they will be 
checked by fear of injuring their party, 
whether they will be checked by a partial and 
patriotic admiration for the Executive who 
wields this great power of the nation, or 
whether they will do justice though the 
heavens fall? That is the question; and I 
say that when you ask as to a man’s fitness 
for a committee you are to ask a second 
question, what is the objectof the committee? 
There may be as good men as ever breathed 
totally opposed to meddling in any way with the 
present condition of our civil service. I heard 
the honorable Senator from Indiana the other 
day reiterate in the Senate a speech that he 
had made somewhere upon the hustings, to 
the effect that he believed our civil service 
was the best on earth, or something equiva- 
lent to that. 

Now, with all respect for that Senator, would 
I consider that he was the proper man to look 
up the abuses when he in advance says that 
none exist? Certainly not. We know his 
ability; but we know that he is but a man; 
and therefore his opinions, formed as they 
have been, expressed as they have been, would 
necessarily exclude him from that committee. 
A Senator with opinions so formed and ex- 
pressed would not even be permitted to set 
upon a jury in a capital case, much less im a 
case like the present, in which men’s opinions 
are not mere opinions but are results in them- 
selves; they are the elements of judgment; 
they are the causes of results. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
a word? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Permit me to say to the, 
Senator what I have said here before. The 
statement that I believed our civil service was 
the best in the world will be sustained by an 
examination of our civil service now in com- 
parison with that of England, France, Ger- 
many, or Russia. I believe that examination 
will show that greater abuses exist in the civil 
service in each of those countries than exist in 
ours; that there isas much integrity in ours 
as in any other; that there is more ability; 
and that there is from one third to one half 
more labor performed by our civil service than 
by any other. But while I have said that, I 
beg leave to remark to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that I have always said, as I now say, 
that our civil service is imperfect, itis capable 
of reform, and of great reform, and I want to 
see it reformed, and I believe that the Admin- 
istration and the party in power will reiorm 
it; but what I deny is the propriety of holding 
it up to the world, as it isall the time held up, 
I think it is 
the best. I donot mean to say it is perfect, 
because I know it is not; I know it ean be 
reformed, but l think itis gross injustice to 
the civil service of the United States to pre- 
sent itas the worst in the world, because I 
think, all things considered, it is the best. 

Mr. BAYARD. Weil, Mr. President, the 
honorable Senator from Indiana has ouly veri- 
fied what I said of bim just before he rose. 
He has taken the occasion to pass what is with 
him no doubta very conscientious eulogy upon 
the condition of the public service; and Í think 
those who have heard him, and the country at 
large, will be led to believe that he does con- 
sider that this immaculate purity, this large 
ability, this perfect excellence, has marked aud , 
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still distingnishes the civil service of this coun- 


try; bat although that is his opinion, expressed | 
to-day most emphatically, I am afraid he isin | 


i 
H 
H 
i 
l 
i 
| 
J 
i 


error, and I am sure the majority of the people 
of this country believe that he is in error; an 

therefore, whether he be right or wrong, never- 
theless the investigation should go on, and not 
in the hands of those who hold the opinions. 
however conscientiously held, which the hon- 


orable Senator from Indiana has expressed. | 


If he starts with that view and belief, he will 
not strive to probe abuses, because he does not. 
consider them abuses. I presume that by what 
he says he would consider it proper that the 
Postmaster General should have allowed the 
claim of Chorpenning, as he did allow it, and 
that no examination into that case further 
shonid be made. At the same time, if he con- 
siders that there might be a mere possibility cf 
reform, although I scarcely understand from 


his language that he does so consider, yet it | 


would, holding the opinion he does, be like gild- 
ing refined gold or painting the lily to attempt 
to reform so perfect and lovely an administra- 
tion and so pure a public service as the honor- 
able Senator believes now to exist in the Uni- 
ted States under the present Administration. 
But. Mr. President. my remarks have ex- 
tended much further than F intended when I 
rose. 
importance, I believe that there is so much to 
be learned in order to know how to act justly, 


so much labor to be done, that the party with | 


which I act and which has its responsibilities 
to the country as well as the majority here, 
should be enabled, by the addition of another 
member to this committee, to take their appro- 
priate part in the proposed investigation. I 


can foresee labor and difficulties, and I can also | 


foresee how that labor and ihat difficulty will 
be immensely increased if the majority of the 
committee shall believe that no abuses do exist 
that should be remedied, or shall be disposed 
to look upon those things as venial or right 
which those in favor of civil service reform, as 
suggested in the resolution of the honorable 


Senate will amend this resolation. ‘The re- 
sponsibility of the whole control of this matter 


I consider this question of such grave | 
t=] 


į 


-is with the majority, and I submitto them that ; 


at least there should be an additional member 
to the minority upon the committee, that with- 
out it the examination cannot be made for the 
greater portion of the time except in the 
absence necessarily of single Democratic 
member. 

Something was said by my honorable friend 
from Ohio in regard to the courtesy and habit 
of the Senate, that the majority filled their 


the 


own places onthe committees according to | 


their own views, and submitted the selection 
of the minority to their opponents. Such 
hasbeen the custom. In the present case I 
regret that it should have been deparied from ; 
but I find myself on the committee, and, so far 
as I can, I shall be glad to aid in the proper 
objects for which it was created. Bat I say to 
the Senate and to the country in advance that, 


standing now upon the threshold of a Jong ses- 


sion of Congress, (not in vacation where time 
may be taken, as mine has been for some six 
weeks in the last fall to the great negiect of 
my private affairs, when | was compelled to 


ber of the committee can be had during the 
greater portion probably of its sessions. You 
have, by your studious and deliberate compo- 
sition of this committee, already disappointed 
the hopes of the country fora wide-spread and 
substantial reform; do not also render it impos- 
sible for the only Democrat you have selected 
for it to be present during the greater part of 
the session, 

5 Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. 

ent—— 


Mr. CONKLING. Before the honorable 


Presi- 


rights I sincerely apologize to him for it. i 
i I did interrupt my hon- | 
p orable friend by his permission, because Irelied, | 


| 


| 


i 


< that regard. 


t 


| 


: ment on this subject, to make it. 
: say to the honorable Senator that I have no 
: wish whatever to venture any statement in 
I think I understand how faront | 
of place in this Chamber such topics are, and į 


Senator from New Jersey proceeds will he 
allow me one moment? I wish the floor fora 
moment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Very well. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not seek the floor 
in order to oppose the only proposition which 
ĮI understand to be incorporated in the speech 
of the Senator from Delaware; on the con- 
trary. I shall be glad to vote to give the minority 
in this Chamber, the Democrats here, another 
member of this committee, and be glad to vote 
also that the selection be left to themselves. 
I seck the floor because the Senator from Dela- 
ware, as I understood him, demanded of me 
specifically to know whether he was or was not 
right in the allegation he made touching a 
recent State convention held in the State of 
New York. , 

Mr. BAYARD. No; my remark was 
directed to the senior Senator from New 
York. 


Mr. CONKLING. Then the Senator does 


not wish to know from me how the fact was? | 


Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection to the 
Senator making tbe statement, as he seems 
anxious to do so. but I did address my remark 
to the senior Senator from New York. I said 
that probably he may give us some little his- 
tory as to the truth of the allegation to which 
I referred, whether or not the Republican State 
convention of New York was or was not con- 
trolled pretty much by Federal officials from 
the custom-house at New York? : 

Mr. CONKLING. I heard the Senator. 
see that the Senator ison the floor; I will yield 
to him if he asks me to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 


| peNrER in the chair.) The Senator from Dela- 


ware seems to be still on the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had concluded all I 
wished to say. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwas going to yield to 
the Senator without his requesting me to do so. 

Mr. BAYARD. Well. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will yield to him with 


J l e re: i| great pleasure if he wishes me to do so. 
Senator from Ilinois, would desire to see in- | 
vestigated and removed, I trust, therefore, the | 


Mr. BAYARD. I do desire to apologize 
to the Senator and to the Senate if I have 
without duc thought taken the floor during the 
time the Senator was entitled to it; but in 
ruth I found myself during the debate which 
I had just closed so interrupted by my honor- 
able friend from New York that it did not 
occur to me that he was standing much upon 
form, because he scarcely during that time, as 
I remember, would permit me to conclude my 
sentence; but lam good-natured, and there- 
fore made no complaint. If I have infringed 
upon the forms of debate in regard to his 


Mr. CONKLING. 


as I always sately may, upon his courtesy, and 
so he knows he may rety with equal safety upon 
mine 


ceed to repeat over again whaf he had said 
before, while he was in the act of disclaiming 
hat he addressed it to me atal. J remind 


him, however, that he did nominate me asthe | 
, senior Senator from New York, as it so hap- 
pens that my term of service here has been || 
He willi 
: forgive me, therefore, for falling into the error © 
attend on a committee of this body in the | 
South,) when it will be simply impossible that | 
the attendance of the single Democratic mem- | 


onger than that of my colleague. 
of supposing when he spoke of mein that way, 


looking toward me, that he meant me. He 
now authorizes me, if I wish to make a state- 


nothing would have induced me to respond in 


a matter of that sort unless I had understood | 


that a direct requisition specifically and indi- 
vidually was made upon me by my honorable 
friend from Delaware. Jam so in the habit 
of acquiescing in everything that he proposes 
and I am always animated by so lively a dis- 


I: 


i wish, however, to remind him that it |) 
was hardly worth while for him thus to pro- |: 


I beg to! 
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position to oblige him, that F was willing to 
sacrifice somewhat what | conceived the pro- 
| prieties of the occasion in order to gratify his 
curiosity in that regard; but as he bas no 
curiosity which he wishes to be satisfied by 
me, although I understood him to cail upon 
me, I am very glad indeed to take leave of the 
subject, and to restore the floor, with my thanks, 
to the honorable Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. FENTON. One 
moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yield to the Senator 
i from Delaware ? 

il Mr. FRISLINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. BAYARD. It neveris possible for me 
|| to associate age with the houorable Senator 
li from New York, Youth and beauty are so 
| entirely his that I never dreamed of applying 
| the phrase ‘‘ senior Senator” to him. [Langh- 
H ter.] But I did turn to the gray hairs of his 
i colleague, and I did consider him the senior 
Senator, but [ beg pardon. 

| Mr. CONKLING. Thatis a very good say- 
i| ing, one of the best of all the good sayings of 
i my honorable friend. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yield tu the Senator 
from New York? 

Mr. FENTON. Fora moment only, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I only want a 
few minutes myself. 

Mr. FENTON. Allow meat this point—— 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. f am afraid it 
will lead to a long debate if you get into Syra- 
cuse. [Laughter] 

Mr. FENTON. [promise my friend from 
New Jersey that I shull occupy the attention 
of the Senate only fora moment. Theinquiry 
of the Senator from Delaware may involve 
some reply from me: and yet I quite agree 
with my colleague that it is better not to bring 
matters relating to New York political conven- 
tions upon the floor of the Senate. If it should 
seem proper at any time to do so, i shall 
attempt to show, and F think I can make such 
a case as will satisfy almost every inteliigent 
person, that the fact implied in the ingairy of 
the Senator from Delaware is justified by the 
actual truth of the case. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I do not propose to attempt in any manner to 
answer the interesting and skillful political 
address of the Senator from Delaware, n great 
part of which is entirely outside of the present 
question, as all parties in this Senate have 
agreed that the part of the resolution of the 
Senator from Illinois applying to the civil ser- 
vice should be stricken out, and that question 
is now in no manner before the Senate, 

I would say farther to my frend from Dela- 
il ware, that, if F am not very mach mistaken, 
| whatever impression may temporarily be made 
upon the public through the press in reference 
to the Administration and Republican 
| party, this year will not close without the Re- 
| publican party manifesting that they are in 
i favor of a thorongh reform in the civil service 
of the country, or without the Administration 
ii being fully vindicated in this regard, 

I rose to say a word in reference to the reso- 
lation which is before the Sen: I under- 
stand the parliamentary rule insisted on to be 
© that it is orderly and courteous fo appoint on 
a committee those who are in favor of the 
measure presented in the resolution under 
which itis created. And the fact here is that 
every member proposed for that committee 
voted for the resolution creating this standing 
Committee on Investigation and Retreneb- 
ment, But while the rule of propriety is ad- 
mitted and insisted upon, we are toid that the 
committee shonid have been nominated from 
those who voted for the resolution antagonized 
against the one before us, and which was 
defeated in the Senate by a vate of 34 to 21. 
Itis a singular mode of arguinent for gentle: 
ii men to refer to and insist upon a rule which is 


ate. 
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in direct opposition to the objection which is 
madetothe committee. There is certainly no 
parliamentary reason for selecting the com- 
mittee from those who are opposed to the 
decided action of the Senate. 

Mr. President, this comimittee is very prop- 
erly not composed of partisans, but is carefully 
selected from those who have taken no active 
part in this unpleasant controversy, care at the 
same time being exercised that they should be 
men of integrity and those in whom the public 
have confidence. There would be no difficulty 
in naming Senators on either side who by rea- 
son of their partisan interest would be fairly 
objectionable as members of her committees. 
The Senator from Delaware shows that he 
perfectly appreciates the propriety of this com- 
mittee being non-partisan in its character when 
he tells us that it would be very improper to 
place upon the committee the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Morroy] because of that Scnator’s 
opinions on this subject; and yet he insists that 
` on this committee there ought to be those who 
are partisans in this controversy. ‘This com- 
mittee ig judicial in its nature.» To it will be 
intrusted important interests, not only of the 
nation, but of the individual citizen, and 
every consideration of propriety suggests that 
it should be impartial. 

As to the suggestion that another Democrat 
should be added, I have no objections to voting 
that it be so. 

Now, let me say why I vote against the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ilinois. Tt is intt- 
mated on this floor, and by a portion of the 
press, that those who oppose that measure are 
not in favor of the most thorough investiga- 
tion of frauds. Sir, that isa most unpalatable 
charge, that Senators sent here by sovereign 
States are disposed to cover. up peculations 
and dishonesty and to be sympathizers with 
tort-feasors, and thus become as guilty as those 
who do the wrong. Those, sir, who voted 
against that resolution will have an opportuu- 
ity of showing to the countiy that it is for no 
purpose of covering up fraud that they voted 
ugaiust the resolution of the Senatoe from 
Ilinois. he Senator from New York, by the 
resolution he has introduced, has shown that 
he is in favor of full investigation; others will 
do the same. 1 cannot say that I am now in 
favor of the resolution of the Senator from 
Illinois, I believe that resolution to be in 
violation of the Constitution of the country, 
and 1 would rather bear what charges may for 
afew days be brought against me than to do 
what I believe would be a permanent injury to 
the very frame-work of the Government. 

Our standing committees are branches of 
the Government. Tbe Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, of which my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
Trumpet] bas for years been the distin- 
guished chairman, bas in the last ten years 
done more to shape the laws and policy of this 


Government, has done more to give civil rights | 


and freedom to the citizen, than all theadjudi- 
cations of the Supreme Court. The Commit- 
tee on Finance has preserved the good faith 
of the nation and regulated aright its monetary 
affairs, And now it is proposed to add another 
important organization by creating the stand- 
ing Committee of Investigation and Retrench- 
ment, aud the resolution of the Senator from 
Illinois proposes that the committee shall be 
permanently invested with the right of sending 
for persons and papers. No other standing 
committee of either House of Congress has, 
or ever had, any such permanent power. It 
has never been claimed or asked for any other 
committee. The power asked is gigantic, dan- 
gerous, and unconstitutional. The committee 
can carry on its investigation in private. lt 
can investigate the affairs of any citizen in ref- 
erence to the public service, or in reference to 
any of the wide fields opened by the resolu- 
tion, without his having counsel, without his 
having his witnesses, without his even knowing 
that the investigation is going on. They could 
traverse the country in vacation and in term; 


they could send for any person against whom 
they might see proper to preferacharge. That 
person could notsay, ‘I will not testify against 


which provides that one shall not be excused 
from testifying to hisowninfamy. The act of 
1862 says: 

“And no witness shall hereafter be allowed to re- 
fuse to testify to any fact or to produce any paper 
touching which heshall be examined by either House 
of Congress, or any committee of cither House, for 
the reason that his testimony touching such fact, or 
the production of such paper, may tend to disgrace 
him, or otherwise render him infamous.”’ 

For a committee permanently to have that 
power would be a direct violation of the fourth 
article of the amendments to the Constitution, 
which declares that— 

“The right of the people to be secure in their per- 
sons, houses, papers, and effects against unreason- 
able searches and seizures shall not be violated.” 

The people of this country would and should 
not tolerate the existence of such a tribunal, 
and no good is to be attained by it. Tt 
would be a court wanting only the gilded star 
of the council hall at Westminster to make it 
at Star Chamberin name asin very fact. There 
is no necessity for any such power. Let any 
Senator rise in his place and propose to sub- 
mit for investigation any fact, any department 
of the Government, and the Senate will, if the 
proposal meets its approval, confer for that 
specific purpose the power of sending for 
persons and papers; but the fact that the exer- 
cise of this power must meet the approval of 
the Senate is a necessary and a most salutary 
check uponitsuse. Suchanapplication would 
give notice to all parties, that they might look 
after their rights. 

We are told that with good men on thecom- 
mittee this power will not be violated. Mr. 
President, this is a Government of law, not 
a Governmentof men. A Government of mea 
is one of tyranny. The rights of the people 
on this point are chartered in and by the Con- 
stitution. It declares that the right of the peo- 
ple to be secure as to their persons and papers 
shall not be violated. Those rights do not 
dependupon the character or disposition of the 
members of any committee, which may change 
from year to year or month to month. For 
these reasons, I could not vote for the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois. 

We have been told that we did coufer upon 
the committee that went to the South to ex- 
amine southern outrages, power to send for 
persons and papers. That was a temporary 
committee. It has performed its duty. It 
was for a specific purpose, and the public 
were notified just what that purpose was. Lt 
was uot made a permanent branch of the Gov- 
ernment. Itwasvery different from that which 
is now proposed. 

It is also urged that no evil has arisen from 
the investigations of the Committee on Re- 
trenchment in the past; on that point I beg 
leave most respectfully to dissent. If any one 
will read the report of that committee he will 
find that there are mauy individuals against 
whom testimony was admitted impugning their 
characier, casting upon them the smoke of 
suspicion, and there was no report from that 
committee whether they were guilty or whether 
they were innocent. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
allow me a word? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The gentleman seems 
to throw ontthe imputation that the committee 
did something quite wrong in not reporting to 
the Senate whether parties who were testified 
against were innocent or guilty. What the 
committee did was just this: in every case’ 
where testimony was brought against individ- 
uals, those individuals were permitted to come 
before the committee and rebut that testimony, 
and their testimony was published with the 
testimony against them, and it was presented 


Will the gentleman 


myself,” because we have already passed a law } 


iÍ to the Senate in that form and has gone to the | 
| country id that form; so that the whole Senate | 


and every person in the country who reads the’ 
report can judge just as easily and as correctly 
as the committee could as to the guilt or inno- 
cence of those parties. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The statement 
of the Senator from New Hampshire certainly 
does not conflict with anything that I have 
said, and I do not see that it in any manner 
improves the character of this investigation. 
I am not finding fault with the individual com- 
mittee, but I am finding fault with the system, 
with the character of the investigation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me to interrupt him once more? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask 
the Senator if he thinks it is possible for the 
committee to determine absolutely the inno- 
cence or guilt of a person? There is the testi- 
mony,and that is published to the world, and 
the gentleman can judge as well as the com- 
mittee can as to the fact. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is just 
what I object to. Ido not suppose that this 
committee can without great labor arrive at a 
safe judgment in reference to these cases. 
Nevertheless, the suspicion is suffered to hang 
around the unfortunate persons who come 
before them. ‘This would have been relieved 
by an adjudication of the committee that the 
person charged was innocent when the facts 
authorized it. If I had been one of those 
charged, rather than be subject to an uncer- 
tain accusation I would have thanked the 
committee had they pronounced me guilty; 
then I might have some opportunity of appeal, 
of self-vindication. I would have preferred 
such a judgment to the indefinite charge 
remaining on the records of the country. 
The difficulty is not with the members of the 
committee. They probably did all that they 
undertook to do. They reported that the 
general-order business in New York ought to 
be reformed, and these lesser issues were lefi 
to be decided by the country—a most unsatis- 
factory tribunal on a.specific charge of fraud. 
I insist that this committee ought only to be 
charged with specifie things; that their in- 
vestigation as to those subjects should be 
thorough; that they should report upon the 
subject committed to them, and that we should 
not have this wide range of investigation with. 
this inordinate, and, in my opinion, unconsti- 
tutional power of sending for persons and 
papers permanently couferred upon them. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I am not 
disposed at this moment, though some time I 
may be, to follow the Senator from New Jer- 
sey on the question of sending for persons and 
papers. I have some very strong convictions 
on that question, and before the Senate determ- 
ines what it shall do in any individual case 
I hope it will thoroughly study and digest 
the admirable argument of the late Governor 
Andrew and Mr. Sewell, of Boston, on the 
precise question now raised by the Senator. I 
sympathized with those distinguished lawyers 
at that time, and before we come to any final 
conclusion on an individual case, whether it 
is against the Ku Klux of the South or against 
corruption at the North, that argument of 
those distinguished lawyers must be answered. 
I say nothing about it now. 

Nor shall I follow the Senator from New 
Jersey in the other topics at present. I con- 
fine myself to the question before the Senate, 
which is, the committee moved by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

I should not have said another word but for 
a remark that fell from the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. BucxineHam,.] who is desig- 
nated as the chairman of this committee. I 
think Senators will agree that the Senator 
from Connecticut, in the remark he made, has 
changed the whole posture of this question. 
He will correct me if fam wrong. He stated, 
as I understood, by way of excuse for not ap- 
pointing the Senator from Ulincis [Mr. Trum- 
BULL] chairman of the committee, ihe place 
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' for which the Senator from Connecticut him- | 
self is designated, that he had conferred with | 
the Senator from Illinois, and that he found | 
that he would not accept the place. Why did | 
the Senator from Connecticut confer with the | 
Senator from Ilinois upon that question? | 
Why did he rise in his seat here to state that: 
the Senator from Illinois had declined, unless | 
in his conscience he felt that the place belonged | 
to the Senator from Ilinois, and not to him- | 
self; unless he felt that it belonged to him by i} 
parliamentary law above the action of any jj 
caucus or any political combination? i 

But, as the Senator from Connecticut has | 
disclosed with regard to the Senator from Hli- |; 
nois, I should like to have a further disclosure |) 
with regard to other Senators. I should like | 

to know of the Senator from Connecticut | 


i 
| 


Had the Senator any information with regard || 
„o the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. | 
Partersoy,} for several years chairman of |; 
the Committee on Retrenchment? i 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I made no inquiry |} 
in regard to the disposition of those gentle. ! 
men, whether they desired to be on the com- , 
mittee or not. | 
Mr. SUMNER, Then it comes to this: 
the Senator from Connecticut before taking | 
the place as chairman soothed his parliament- i 
ary conscience by ascertaining that the Sen- | 
ator from Illinois would not accept the place, | 
but his conscience did not require him to go | 
further and ascertain whether the Senator from | 
$ 

t 

t 


| 
i 


Missouri would take the place, whether the || 


Senator from New Hampshire would take the 
place, or whether any other Senator who had |! 
been active on this floor in pressing this inquiry , 
would takethe place. The Senator by his own || 
confession would not take the place from the || 
Senator from Illinois. When the Senator made | 
that admission he admitted the title by parlia- | 
mentary vsage of the Senator from Illinois, ! 
and I say by the same admission he admitted | 
the title of those other Senators whom I have} 
mentioned. They bad taken an active partin i 
this business ; they had led in it. H 

Iam not to be put aside by any question of i 
form as to which resolution was adopted and | 
which was not. That is not the question. |} 
From words let us ascend to things. The! 
thing was an inquiry into abuses under the Gov- | 
ernment. All else was mere language, mere | 
words, ‘leather and prunella,’’ represented | 
by the Senator from New Jersey. | 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I come froma | 
leather country. fi 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. Now I wish! 
to bring the Senate back to the precise ques- | 
tion on this committee: is it constituted ac- j! 
cording to parliamentary usage? Ihave the: 
testimony in open Senate of the Senator from | 
Connecticut, designated for the chairmanship, |; 
that it is not so constituted. At any rate, I | 
cannot explain the admission he made except || 
by the idea that he felt that the place for which |: 
he was designated was not the place that be- | 
longed to him; that by parliamentary usage it |! 
belonged to another. I say this with infinite | 
respect for that Senator, whose integrity, whose ‘| 
purity, whose entire simplicity of nature hasl 
my admiration; but I do say that the Senator $ 
from Connecticut has put himself into a false f 
position, especially when he admits in open | 
Senate that the place belonged io the Senator | 
from Illinois rather than to himself, for by the | 
same token did it belong also to other Senators | 
before it could be given to the Senator from || 
Connecticut. f 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have participated in no! 
way in the debates which have grown up in the | 
discussion of the question now before the Sen- |! 
ate, and indeed it was my purpose to say no! 
single word upon it, but upon the question of | 


i 


‘| voted the other down. 


been, in my judgment, so much of error, par- | 


i 


I think, sir, when you look at this matter 


ticularly in the assumptions of the Senator from | carefully, you will see that when we consti- 


Massachusetts, that I have been provoked to 
break my silence. i 
Now, Mr. President, let me in a very few 


words state the facts in this case and see what | 


they are, and what is the parliamentary law 
applicable to those facts. The Senator from 
Illinois submitted to this body a resolation 
creating a joint special committee. 
one proposition. 
limited in its duration, and not, like one of the 
standing committees of the Senate, calculated 
and designed to be perpetual. According to 
parliamentary law, where a specific subject is 


that purpose it is assumed that the member 


That was || 
It was to be a committee | 


referred to a specific committee elected for :! 


it 
f 


H 
ii 
Li 
H 


it 
if 


tuted a standing committee of this body. we 
were bound to proceed to the election or selec- 
tion of that standing committee precisely in 
the same way and manner that we elect our 
other standing committees, and this, 1 think, 
made every Senator eligible for the position 
of chairman or eligible for a position upon 
that committee; for [ do not understand that 
there is one single Senutor here opposed to an 
investigation, and I tell Senators on the other 
side that we will have a friendly contest with 


+ them to see who shall go farthest and be the 


t 
‘4 
i 
ii 


moving it shall be made its chairman, and it | 
is further assumed, as Jefferson Jays it down, |} 


| that the committee as a whole shall be favor- 
| able to the consideration and discussion of the 
Your parliamentary |: 
law stops there, and extends not one single | 
What was done by the | 


subject submitted to it. 


inch or word beyond. 


Senate? They voted, 34 to 21, or something | 


like that, that they would create no joint 
special committee for a special purpose limited 
by this session, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There has been no 
vote on the proposition to create a joint com- 
mittee. We took up the other resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That isa mere play upon 
words hardly worthy of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Illinois. He made a proposition to 
raise a joint select committee. 
from Rhode Island proposed in its place a 
resolution to create a standing committee of 
this body, and upon that proposition we voted, 


standing. 


say that we did not vote upon that proposition 
and did not vote understandingly. 


Then we disposed of the question of ajoint | 


select committee. I concede that if that had 
been adopted it would have entitled the Sen- 
ator from Jllinois to be its chairman. We 
created a standing committee, which entitled 
no Senator upon this floor to its chairman- 


ship save upon one general principle of par- i 
liamentary law that you will frame yourcom- | 
mittees appropriately to the subjects that | 


are committed to them. Thatis all there is 
of it; and you, Mr. President, [Mr. CARPEN- 
TER in the chair,] or any other Senator in this 
body, might as appropriately be made chair- 
man of that committee as any other Senator. 


When the Senate declared thatthey would not | 


have a joint select committee, but would have 


| a standing committee, all that was requisite : 


was to constitute that committee in such a 
the general subjects for which it was created, 


it. That was the wholeofit. There was noth 
ing morein it. It was not within the power 
of man to tell what might be the individual 
opinion of those various members upon all the 


Take the Committee on the Judiciary. Certain 
questions of a legal character are submitted to 
that committee for their investigation and re- 


in opinion upon those questions. Take the 
Committee on Retrenchment. Various ques 
tions will bereferred to that committee, a com 
mittee generally in favor of the gencral pur- 
pose for which it is appointed, and you will 
find the members of that committee divided in 


opinion upon subjects that are committed to | 


them, as all other committees are divided in 
opinion upon questions committed to them. 
There was therefore no rule by which you 
should constitute a standing committee that 
should have a previously formed opinion upon 
all questions that would be submitted to them, 
for no man could tell what would be the sub- 


the coustitution of this committee there has | “jects that would in the end be referred to them. 


My friend | 


That was my under- ; 
I say it is a play upon words that | 
is not worthy of the Senator from Illinois to 


and those subjects which should be referred to ` 
1 


ii most thorough in this matter; and E tell them 


it is somewhat offensive to us when they assume 
to be, par excellence, the only individuals here 
who are in favor of investigation. ‘They may 
assume that when they shall find we are derelict 
in our duty, and only when that is found. 

One word more. I have already taken more 
of the time of the Senate than I proposed to _ 
do. I voted for a standing committee because 
I believed—such was my judgment—that it 
would be more thorough. A single committee 


| of this body, charged with investigating frauds 
i and peculations through the whole extent of 


the country, might be burdened, if a hundredth 
part of the allegations made were true, with 
duties of which they could perform but a very 
small proportion; but in constituting this 
standing committee you have left open every 
other committee to which may be appropri- 
ately referred questions of a kindred character. 
You may theretore distribute more broadly the 
subjects of the investigation if you will refer 


i to the various committees those subjects that 
; appropriately belong to them, and bring in 
and when we voted one up I thought we i; 


those committees in aid of this very one, in- 
stead of creating one committee which shall 
have the sole jurisdiction of all matters that 
shail be suggested, or that it shall be found 
necessary to investigate. 

I think, therefore, that we who support this 
proposition for a standing committee stand 
upon higher and broader ground, and I tell 


| Senators on the other side now that in every 
: fraud or peculation, from the smallest to the 
| largest, be must be swift who will go further 


i or faster than we upon this side of the Cham- 


ber will go, and when it shall be found that we 
fail in our duty, then, and then only, will Sen- 
ators have a right to complain. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, I am sur- 
prised that the committee which has been pro- 
posed should be arraigned beforetheSenate of 
the United Statesas not being a suitable com- 
mittee for the prosecution of this investigation, 
for that is really the state of the case as it now 
stands, The Senator from Massachusetts ar- 
raigns the Senator {from Connecticut.as not per- 


. © haps suitable to fill the position of chairman of 
manner as would favor the general object and | 


the committee. Iask the Senate and the country 
ifthere isa man in the Senate or in the United 
States who could have been chosen better fitted 
to fill such a position than the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut? His strict integrity, 


his business capacity, his energy, his unswerv: 


r ô t , ing fidelity to the duties imposed upon him, 
varicty of subjects that might be referred to it. ` 


make his appointment peculiarly appropriate. 


« [should liketo ask also if a more faithful man 


t 


! could be found for the performance of such 
. i © duties than my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
port, and you will find that committee dividing "i 


Prart,] who during the past summer has 
labored throughout the South in the javesti 
gation of outrages committed there, and who 
did not seek to evade the responsibiliiy that 


; was imposed upon him during the hest and 
the prevalence of the fevers that raged in 


that country. 

The Senator from Massachasettsalso arraigns 
this committee as a committee not suited to 
the work that it is instructed to perform. | 
should like to ask if that Senator orany other 
Senator on that side of the question more 
truly represents the interests of this country 
in putting down abuses than the Senators 
who have been chosen as members of this 
committee? 
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Among other thingsin the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Illinois the committee 
were instrueted to inquire— 

Generally how and to what extent the expenses 
of the service of the country may and ought to be 
‘curtailed, 

In the face of this resolution, we had the 
Senator from Massachusetts urging a bill here 
the other day to give ten hours’ pay to persons 
who had only worked eight hours. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is in favor of taxing 
the men of this country who work ten, twelve, 
and fourteen hours daily to pay peoplein Mas- 
sachusetts working for the Government full 
pay for eight hours’ Jabor. He is in favor of 
taxing the farmers of the western prairies and 
the mechanics throughout the country, who 
work for their daily bread and to supply their 
families, to supply the necessaries to carry on 
political warfare. 

What does the next portion of this resolu- 
tion provide? It provides that this committee 
shall also consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the 
public serviceare now madeas to provide “for 
withdrawing the public service from being 
used as an instrument of political or party 
patronage.” 

What is that eight-hour law but ‘fan instru- 
ment for political and party patronage?”’ Is 
it not for the purpose of giving places to per- 
sons who seek employment in the Government 
and allowing them to work eight hours, pay- 
ing them for ten hours’ labor? It seems to me 
that the Senator from Massachusetts ought to 
have sustained the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Illinois to that bill to repeal the 
eight hour law. It is tree he afterward with- 
drew his amendment, but the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Ferry] renewed it. Itmay 
be necessary to refer that bill to the Commit- 
tee on Retrenchment. Would the Senator 
from Massachusetts be more suitable for the 
investigation of that question than the Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Bucuinauam, } who, I 
believe, favors the repeal of the eight-hour 
law ? 

Sir, it seems to me that tbis opportunity has 
been taken advantage of to make an assault 
upon those Senators who voted for creating a 
standing committee, an assault entirely unjust 
and unworthy of the gentlemen who make it. 
If we desire to reform abuses we will support 
any measures that may be presented at any 


time for reducing the operations or the ex- | 


penses of this Government in whatever Depart- 
ment it may be, or wherever that labor may be 
situated, whether in Massachusetts or in any 
other State. 

Tt seems to me that it isnecessary forus now 
to commence a revolution in this respect. I 
desire to go as far as any other gentleman in 
prosecuting these investigations; but I have 
been of the belief that a standing committee 
of the Senate would be more efficient and 
less unwieldy than a joint committee. For 
that reason I favored astandingcommitiee. I 
am in favor of giving them all the necessary 
powers to prosecute, during this session of 
Congress, these investigations in every way, 
to give them power to send for persons and 
papers, if that is deemed necessary, but I do 
not believe that that power should be perma- 
nently lodged with such acommittee. It might 

pe abused. My impression has been that it 
would be better to instruet the committee by 
resolution to investigate into charges that 
may be preferred, and direct them to proceed 
at once with the investigation of such charges. 

The resolution of the Senator from Illinois 
covers a large extent.of ground. It does not 
direct the committee to commence at any par- 
ticular point. Under it the committee could 
pass by the abuses which exist now, and which 
we desire to have investigated immediately, 
that we may see what checks and guards can 
be thrown around the Departments to prevent 
peculation and fraud. I think it is necessary 
that this committee should be instructed to 


investigate the defalcation in the Treasury 
Department, to see what checks and guards 
can be provided against robbery of that Depart- 
ment; and I think they should be directed to 
examine, as proposed by the Senator from New 
York, the Hodge defalcation. That investiga- 
tion should be proceeded with at once. I do 
not suppose that it is contemplated that this 
committee should go to distant portions of the 
country to search out some abuses there and 
leave these unchallenged and unexamined. 
Therefore I have thought it better that we 
should by resolution direct the examination 


that we know of, rather than to have them 
searching out those that we know not of. 

For these reasons I have been inclined to 
vote for a standing committee, believing that 
it would be better and more efficient than a 
joint committee. 1 shall therefore vote for 
the appointment of this committee as it now 
stands. If it is deemed necessary to give 
another Democrat an opportunity upon the 
committee to examine into any abuses that 
they may desire to examine into, I certainly 
shall have no objection to that. I court investi- 
gation, and I presume the Administration court 
investigation. We know that they desire to 
prevent corruption. If Senators on the other 
side will name any specific abuses, we will 


investigate them; but where general charges 
are made without specific abuses being pointed 
out, it is difficult for a committee to roam over 
this entire extent of country and seareb them 
out. I hope, therefore, that this committee 
will be appointed, and that we shall proceed 
with this examination. 

Mr. LOGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me one moment? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have been trying 
ever since the Senator from New Jersey spoke 
to get an opportunity to reply to him, but I 
have not been able to get the ear of the Chair. 

I do not rise to complain of the organiza- 
tion of this committee. 
fied with the committee as it stands. 
l are good men, able men, thorough men, and 


have not a doubt they will do their work well. 
I am perfectly willing that they should go over 
all the work that the old Committee on Re- 
trenchment have gone over, if that is thought 
best. Iam sure if they are honest men, as I 

| know they are, and have sufficient power given 
them, that they will come to precisely the same 
conclusion which the old committee came to 
on all these matters, and I have no fears or 
anxieties on that point. 

The Senator from Massachusetts alluded to 
me as not having been put upon the com 
mittee. I didnot wantto go on the committee- 
I am perfectly satisfied not to be on the com. 
mittee. Ihave had enough of that kind of 
work, and Iam very glad that other gentlemen 
have been put upon the committee to do that 
work in the future. So much for that. 

The old committee were organized, as has 


Johnson; but they were reorganized under the 
administration of President Grant, and there 
were no fears entertained at the reorganiza- 
tion of the committee that the present Admin- 
istration would suffer, and | do not think 
that the present Administration ever has suf 
fered by the investigations of the comunittee. 
I believe that this Administration is willing 
and anxious to have all rogues rooted out of 
public places, and I think that the friends of 
the Administration would have done better 
for the Administration if they had stopped 
discussion at the beginning and accepted the 
resolutions when they were offered here, and 


i! allowed the committee to be organized with 


i 


the largest possible powers, as a mere matter 
of policy, to say nothing more. 


by the committee of certain specific abuses. 


appoint as many committees as they desire to | 


Iam perfectly satis- | 
They | 


if they have sufficient power given them | | 


been said, under the andministration of Andrew | 


Gentlemen say that this committee must | 


i 


have no more power than other standing com- 
mittees of the Senate. Why, sir, the ob- 
jects of the committee are entirely different 
from those of the Judiciary Committee or the 
Finance Committee. They have not needed 
the power to send for persons and papers, or 
to administer oaths; but this committee must 
be divided up into sub-committees, and each 
member of the sub-committees must have 
the power to administer oaths to the witnesses 
who shall be brought before the sub-commit- 
tees. Besides, this committee will have toin- 
vestigate frauds, not in Washington simply, 
but in all parts of the country where there are 
custom -houses or other offices of the Govern- 
ment, and it will be cheaper for the Govern- 
ment to have them go where the frauds are 
perpetrated, or where the frauds are alleged 
to be perpetrated, than to sit down and bring 
the whole country to you from California, and 
Florida, and elsewhere. It is cheaper, it is 
better every way, that the committee should 
go where the frauds are and investigate the 
frauds there, and nowhere else. 

Why, sir, these frauds have sprung up, not 
because this or that Administration happened 
to be in power, but because the war brought on 
large disbursements of money, and to some 
extent an irresponsibility in the disbursement 
of money. Itis for thisreason that these frauds 
have sprang up which characterize. our time. 
They wou!d have characterized our time under 
any Administration and all Admiuistrations, 
It is simply an incident of the times, and I say 
it is the duty of this Administration, and its 
privilege, to see that these evils which are in- 
cident to the time are rooted up, and that, our 
adminstration should not suffer by allowing 
them to remain covered. Therefore I say 
give the largest liberty of investigation. 

Now, sir, one word in relation to what the 
Senator from New Jersey said in respect to 
the action of the old committee, that a taint 
had been thrown around the character of some 
parties by the testimony which had been given. 
In that matter the committee did_precisely 
as every other committce does. Here were 
alleged frauds in New York, and it was stated 
to the committee that certain parties had been 
engaged in those frauds. What could the 
committee do but receive testimony from the 
parties who professed to know the facts in the 
case? And then we brought the parties before 
the committee against whom these allegations 
had been made, and they were allowed to 
testify. That is what is always done by every 
commiitee that ever investigated frauds on the 
part of the Government. 

Bat, sir, I should tike to say to that Senator 
that the facts are that most of the frauds were 
testified to bythe parties who committed them 
under oath. Inspectors came before the com- 
mitiee and alleged that in violation of the laws 
of the land, in violation of their own oaths, 
they were in the constant habit of taking bribes ` 
for the discharge of goods from vessels; and 
the agents of the steamship companies who 


| imported these goods testified to the commit- 


tee that they could not get a vessel discharged 
unless they paid this fraud money to these 
inspectors to get their goods discharged. We 
had evidence also that the men who were dis- 
charging the vessels were in the habit of taking 
money to let goods go free of duty into the 
port of New York. These are the facts, and 
if a suspicion has been thrown about those 
inspectors they may blame themselves for it, 
for they testified under oath that they were 
doing these things. So much for the action 
of the committee. 

It is not a proof that anybody is unfriendly 
to the Administration because he wants these 
evils ferreted out—not at all, sir. It is be- 
cause I am a friend of this Administration that 
I want the most thorough and searching investi» 
gation. That is one reason why I want it, An- 
other one is, that I desire that this Government 
should be free of all such corruption, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Minois [Mr. Logay] was entitled to the 
floor, but yielded to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. PATTERSON. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire only to make a 
motion, not to make a speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Illinois yield for that purpose? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is a motion connected with 
the resolution now before the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to the 
Senator entering a motion if it will not take 
time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not propose to debate it 
at all, but wishing to add to the efficiency of 
the committee, as well as to accede to the jus- | 
tice of the view advanced by the Senator from į 
Delaware with reference to the addition of 
another member of the minority to the com- 
mittee, [ have consulted with him and some 
of his associates upon the floor, and they have | 
agreed in naming a gentleman of the minority į 
to go upon the committee, if it be the sense of 
the Senate to put an additional one on; and 
believing that an additional one ought to be 
put on, | move to add the name of the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Casseruy] to the 
committee. 


Mr. CONKLING and others. That is right. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to amend the pend- 
ing resolation by adding the name of Senator 
CASSERLY. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I have re- 
frained hitherto from saying anything during 
this disenssion, and perhaps it is best that I did 
so; nor would I now attempt to detain the Sen- 
ate for a moment were itnot for the fact that 
this discussion has taken such a wide range 


that it seems to impress a portion of the coun- |: 


try at least with the idea that the gentlemen 
who are now favoring the resolution which bas | 
been adopted, offered by the Senator from | 


Administration, and those who voted for the | 
resolution introduced by my colleague were | 


men who were desirous of doing an injury to ji 


the Administration in some way or manner. I | 
do not believe this to be true. 
true so far as I am concerned. | 

I voted for the resolution of my colleague | 


whenever I had an opportunity of doing so, || 


and I certainly shall continue to vote for it so | 
long as it shall be before the Senate. 
for it for the reason that it was the same reso- 


lution under which we have had a joint com- |i 
mittee of Congress for more than five years. || 
Tvoied for it also for the reason that I believed `: 
it was right. I voted for it in the third place | 


because I have always voted for investigations 
of corruption, no matter whether they were 
charged against an Administration which I 
favored or an Administration which I did not 
fivor, I voted for it for another reason: 


did not believe that General Grant, if I am | 


permitted to use his name—I mean the Presi- 


dent of the United States—was guilty of fraud; |! 
I didnot believe that he was guilty of larceny; |! 


I didnot believe that he was guilty of forgery ; 
J did not believe that he was guilty of abstract- 
ing money, bonds, or anything of that kind; 
nor did I believe that he was responsible for 


those things which may have occurred, for | 


they might be done by a clerk or a paymaster | 
or some person having charge of moncy or | 
bonds or any business of the Government. | 
‘Those things might occur under any Adminis- 


tration. Hence, in voting for that resolution, |: 


and I believe every other Senator was actu- | 
ated in the same way, L did not vote for it for 
the reason that I believed the fact would be 


developed that the President of the United | 
States or any one of his Cabinet was dishonest, | they shall act, examine it altogether, and tell : 
bot I voted for it because I believed it was | 
right, no matter who might be charged with |! substance of the resolution offered by my col- ; 


That was all that he asked, and that - 


the affairs of this nation. 
Bui, sir, the attempt was made, seemingly 
at least, by some Senators to place those of us | 


I know itis not |} 


I voted | 


Ii 


|: take a different view of the case. 


ji league. 


who voted for or advocated that resolution in 
antagonism to the present Administration, as 
if they were the only advisers, the only sup- 
porters, the only men in this body who could 
be considered as friendly to the President or 
his administration. Now, sir, let us take the 
history of this resolution and examine it fora 
short time and see what it proves. If the 
country will examine the history of this resolu- 
tion they will see that it proves a very strange 
state of facts produced by the action of Sen- 
ators. First, my colleague introduced a resolu- 
tion proposing a joint committee. 


| not a committee of this body alone. 


Now, sir, let me ask you, what was the: 
It! 


action in reference to the proposition? 


| was discussed probably for one or two days. | 


| 
i 
ji 
t 
1 
| 
| in every respect. 
i 
i 
j 
| 
| 


| Then some gentlemen, who had seemingly 
| opposed investigation, glided very easily into 
! being in favor of investigation. At first tbey 
opposed it, because it was to be for a joint 
committee. IJfthat was the real opposition to 
the resolution, would it not have been very 


‘ate? That was not done, however. ‘The res- 
Senator offered to amend it in that way. 
What is the history that follows? By some 


That was | 
| opposed, (it was opposed by some gentlemen į 
| in the Senate who to-day are extravagant in | 

their desires to have investigation,) because it || 

would be oppressive, because it would be wrong 5; 
Others opposed it because | 
the resolution called for a joint committee, and ; 


olution of my colleague wasnot amended. No | 


i 
i 
i 


| facts? 
|) ascertain facts from testimony. 
HI get testimony before your committees? 


| 


i 


easy to offer an amendment making it, instead | 
of a joint committee, a committee of the Sen- | 


! means or other which I will not state another |: 


' resolution was arranged, and that resolution |) 
was brought into the Senata, providing fora : 
standing committee of this body, a Committee | 


of Investigation and Retrenchment. That res- 
olution, so far as organizing a committee of 


| investigation and retrenchment was concerned, | 
| was just as strong as the resolution offered by | 
i 


offer that resolution and pass it in the Senate. 
Why? 


: committee of this kind? 
| it came from some other source, in my judg- 
;ment. That resolution was adopted by the 
Senate. 

Then my colleague offered a part of his res- 


| committee, that the committee should investi- 
| gate certain things, certain disorders, certain 
| questions in reference to the Departments and 
with reference to the civil service. When he 
| offered that resolution he agreed to strike out 


tion. 


to lay it on the table, and twenty-four voted to 
| adopt it as instructions to the committee. 

What next follows? The debate continues. 
i Certain Senators seemingly tried to place cer- 


; do the same thing, while certain other papers 
What then, 
sir? Then another resolution finds its way 
into the Senate, a resolution not precisely in 


|) very similar, instructing this committee as to | 


i what they shail do, not quite as strong as 


ing from him. 
: organized. 
Now, sir, after you got your committee organ- 
ized ; after you got your resolution of instruc- 
tion; after you got their duties defined as to 
what they shall do, where they shall go, how 


me what the difference is between that and the 


į ìs What you propose to do. 
i do it now, why could you not do itat first when 


if you propose to 


the language of my colleague, but something ; 


i my colleague; but it was deemed necessary to ; 
Rhode Island, were men in the interest of the | 


olution as a resolution of instructions to that : 


i river. 
Because it was better than a pari of ;' 
tbe resolution of my colleague that asked for a ' 
No, sir, but because , 


i get the testimony upon which you be 


he offered his resolution? Is it because cer- 
tain gentlemen are determined to foree certain 
other Senators into an anlagonisnc position to 
them? Isthat the reason? Are certain men 
here determined to control, no matter who 
may sink or who may fali? 

Now, sir, let us go alittle further. You are 
going now to investigate, I understand. In- 
vestigate what? Juvestigate the custom-house 
at New York, says one resolution that was in- 
troduced to-day. Why not agree to that at 
first? Why not agree to investigate anything 
at first, without having four or five days’ dis- 
cussion, and then arrive at the same conclu- 
sion that was desired at the start by the gen- 
tlemen who voted for the resolution of my col- 
league? 

Oh, but say certain Senators, these resolu- 
tions have the power to send for persons and 
papers. Well, will some Senator explain to 
me what benefit this committee will be to the 
country withoat the power to send for persons 
and papers? Why, sir, when you speak about 


| investigating committees, what is an investi- 


gating committee but a committee to examine 
into that which they are directed—to ascertain 
How do you ascertain faes? You 
How do you 
By 
having the power to send for witnesses. Well, 
witnesses are persons. If the evidence is ducn- 
mentary, they havethe powerto send for papers. 
Then, by sending for persous aud papers, you 
e your 
Opinions, and come to a conclusion as to whit 
is wrong or whether there is auy wrong. 

But Senators say that this power is extraor- 
dinary; this power must not be given: that is 
to say, organize a committee to investizate, 
but do not give them the power to do it! It 
reminds me of a story that I told in this 
Chamber once before of an old judge of a 
county court who granted the prayer of a peti- 
tion asking for a road and a ferry across a 
He said, “The ferry am granted, and 
the road am not’ [Laughter] The com- 
mittee is permitted to exist, but the power to 
do anything is taken from it. That is the 
argument of some gentlemen here.. Your 


2 


/ committee without the power to send for per- 


all that referred to the civil service, which |: 
seemed to be objectionable to some Senators, | 
so as to make it merely a resolution of instruc: |. 
The vote was taken on that resolution | 
i! of instruction, and thirty-five Senators voted 


sons and papers will amount to nothing; it 
will do no good; it will be of no advantage 
to this country, or to anybody. 

Now, another thing [desire to say. Letme 
ask Senators here, why is there such asceming 
desire on the partof some gentlemen bers. and 
a majority, that certain Senators inthis Cham- 
ber shall not be permitted to inaugurate any 
reform or to do anything that wiil be of ad- 
vantage to the country for fear they may injure 
the President, or somebody connected with 
him? Now, | will say a word on that pcint, 


and I hope I may be pardoned for doing so, 


: because Í certainly have no right to give advice 


< inasmuch as I am not considered, perhaps, 
: good authority by certain gentlemen here. 


It 


.. makes very little difference to me whether I 


tain Senators still in antagonism to the Ad- ; 
ministration, certain papers over the country | 


am so considered or not. I am responsille to 
my constituents, and to nobody e But were 


| I President of the United States ia day, and 
i had a friend on this floor that would either 
| directly or indirectly attempt to stifle investi- 


: gation, I would send for him and tell him that 


his friendship in that direction was not desir- 
able, Sir. by the action of Senators on this 


; 4 floor, in their bitter opposition to these resolu- 
i the resolution of my colleague, but not com- | 
After that the committee is ;; 


tions in the Senate and outod the Senate, they 
nave done what? You have placed the Admin- 
istration to-day in a worse position than ii was 


; When this debate first commenced by fifty per 
Ae 


int, before the couniry. 
You, that have tried to be the particular 


: friends, and make us the enemies, are to-day 


the enemies of the Administration by your 
own acts, and have dane ie such injury as will 
cause the country to believe there is something 
wrong. Of course there ja vo such intention g 


: thero is no improper motive; but it is the 
3 desire of certain wen hereto make themselves 
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the champions of the Administration, when, 
if they should champion a cock-fight in the 
manner in which they have this Administra- 
tion, E would ask them to place somebody else 
in charge for a moment. [Laughter.] By 
calling your little meetings and seeking to 
direct everybody, no man can be an inde- 
pendent man in this Senate. Why, sir? If 
he gets out of the traces the least bit, accord- 
ing to a certain few, you call a caucus on him, 
[laughter ;] you will settle him at once. Then 
you will send it out to the country that he is 
not obeying the dictates of a Republican cau- 
cus—a caucus about what? A caucus to 
advanee the interests of the country? No, 
sir, buta caucus to advance the interests of 
individuals and to strike down others; and if 
a man refuses to vote as you direct he is 
counted out. I must admit that there are not 
very many gentlemen who like to jump against 
a caucus. Í have always been strange in my 
notions, and especially in not doing what 


others try to force me to do; and F say to you |! 


now that I shall vote for the resolutions again 
in this Senate if they are offered, irrespective 
of caucuses or anything else, because I think 
it is right. | 

But to run a party you must have a caucus. 
Tf some Senator does not vote for a resolution 
that some other Senator offers you are to call 
a caucus, If he votes against something that 
somebody else has offered, call a caucus and 
settle him by your caucus. It reminds me a | 
good deal of school-boys playing marbles, and 
some chap in the crowd happens to strike 
what they call the ‘‘ middle man” alittle more 
centrally than the rest, and they get together 
and read him out of the game, and take his 
marbles and play at the game themselves. 
[Langhter.] This is what you call hone ti 
political action, and every man who does not 
come up to the mark must be read out, and I 
am one of them. 

Now, sir, I do not believe the President of j 
the United States fears investigation; but yet 
you have made the country believe he does. | 
T do not believe the Secretary of the Treasury 
fears investigation, or that the Treasurer of 
the United States does, but you have made 
the country believe they do. 4 do not believe 
any of these Departments fear investigation, 
hut to-day the country believes they do fear it. 
Why do they believe it? They believe it be- 
cause the course of the majority of you Repub- 
licans here has made them believe it. i 

There are dishonest men in ofice. Is there | 
a Republican Senator here to-day who will 
say that every officer appointed by this Admin- 
istration is an honest man? It would be very 
strange if it were so, and it would be very 
stravge ifany President could appointall honest 
men when they are recommended to him by 
everybody. Hundreds of the appointees the 
President never sees. He cannot be respons- | 
ible for all of themif they are dishonest, but | 
he may if they are proved to be dishonest and 
notturned out. If that is the case, who should | 
fear investigation? Nobody; and if you have 
dishonest men in the Republican party, turn | 
them out. That is what you ought todo. It] 
is what every party ought todo. But how are | 
you going to turn them out? There is but one 
way, and that is to scrutinize their conduct, 
investigate their acts, and if you suspect 
them, investigate and ascertain whether they 
have been dishonest, and if so, notify the Ad- 
ministration, and letthem be removed at once, | 
and punished also if crimes are committed. 
That is what every party ought to do, if they 
would keep their party organization respectable | 
before the country. 

But the conduct of the majority bere has 
been of such a character as to iead the country 
to believe that there are dishonest men, that 
there are thieves connected with this Admin- 
istration, and that you are so afraid that they 
will come to light that you attempt to smother | 
investigation. The country believes that. 1| 
do not say it ig true by any means ; but-I say | 


| not on the committee. 


that is what the country believes, and you may | 
take the leading papers from every State in | 
this Union and you will find some such char- 
acter given to. their articles as does lead the | 
country to believe that the majority here are 
doing exactly what they ought not to do. I 
am sorry that itisso, Jam sorry that there is 
such a disposition shown here, unwittingly, as 
a matter of course, but yet it has been exhib- 
ited in such a way as to satisfy some of us that 
there was a little influence here to affect or 
bear down upon certain men who did not hap- 
pen to vote a certain way on some former 
occasion. 

Now, sir, the question before the Senate is, 
I understand, on agreeing to this committee 
that you have reported. Reported from where, 
sir? Well, reported from an agreement that 
was made by afew. Now, I want tosay in all 
candor that Í am not aggrieved because I am 
I did not expect to 
be on it. I did not want to be on it. I cer- 
tainly did not ask to be. I have never asked 
to be on any committee; but, by some strange, 
accidental circumstance, no one seems to be 
on the committee who voted for the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Ilinois in- 
structing the committee to do certain taings. 
Why is this so? There were twenty-four Sen- 
ators in this Chamber who voted for that reso- 
lution; there were thirty-five who voted 
against it. There was a majority against it, 
as a matter of course, but the twenty-four 
who voted for the instructions to the commit- 
tee were the twenty-four men that voted earn- 
estly and honestly for the committee to have 
power to dosomething; and as to the others, 
i do not say that they did not vote just as hon- 
estly ; but these men certainly did vote to give | 
the committee power to do something. Now, 
why out of twenty-four men who voted for 
that resolution, do we find but one on this 
committee of seven? Thirty-five voted against 
the resolution, and you find six out of the 
thirty-five on the committee. { do not think 
the ratio is equal; it does not seem to me that 
itis. I know that there was no intention about 
it; the intention was not to exclude any of us 
who voted for it from the committee; it was 
merely by accident, [laughter;] but the acci- 
dent happened to strike only one way. 

This committee is an honorable committee ; 
this committee is made up of honorable gen- 
tlemen, because all Senators are honorable 
gentlemen. [Laughter.] It is made up, too, | 
of gentlemen whose private characters are good 
in and out of the Senate; gentlemen against 
whom I have nota word to say, and gentlemen 
for whom I have the highest respect. But, at 
the same time that it is made up of gentlemen 
of that character, of honor, and of ability, and 
of integrity, L do not know whether the making 
of it up reflects very much credit on us. 1 
do not know whether the five men, or the four 
men, or the three men that selected this com- 
mittee—beeause they were not selected by 
everybody here; I think about five is the num- 
ber in this Senate that does generally the busi- 
ness of the Senate, as far as arranging things 
is conc2rned—about five, [laughter ;] four or 
five; I may not be correct in the number, but | 
not over five. [Laughter.] I haveno partic- 
ular objection to that; but I do think, and I 
call the attention of Senators to it, the country 
will take just about this view of it: the country 
will say there is something, we do not know 
what it is, but there is something about this 
that is strange to us. 

Here are seven excellent gentlemen selected | 
to investigate something—to investigate what ? 
Nobody knows. Bat everybody thinks there 
is something, and they will begin to ask this 
question: how is this committee made up? 
Here are ten or twelve Republicans, at least | 
gentlemen who claim to be Republicans, that 
vote one way and about twelve or fourteen 
Democrats voting the same way. What is the | 
matter with these twelve Republicans? Who. 


are they? Senator Sumyer, Senator WILSON, 


my colleague, Senator Ferry, and other Sen- 
ators that 1 could name—some ten. or twelve— 
what is the matter with these gentlemen ? Are 
they honest? Are they dishonest? How is 
it that this Senate ignores these men all the 
time? How is it that they are determined that 
their resolutions shall never pass? How is it 
that they are determined that none of them 
shall be on a committee of this kind? 

As I said before, I have nothing to investi- 
gate, no charges to make. I do not know of 
anything myself. I know I have no feeling in 
the world against anybody in relation to this 
matter, but 1 want it done right, and that is all 
I desire. So far as charging me as being an 
anti-Administration man because I voted for 
this resolution is concerned, men might as well 
charge me with being for the Administration 
because 1 did. I said nothing for the Admin- 
istration; L said nothing against. it; I said 
nothing either'way. Why should I be charged 
with being against the Administration because 
I voted for resolutions that were in the interest 
of the Administration? In my judgment if it 
is an honest one, and I believe it is, if it will 
not bear investigation it is not fit to be the 
Administration of the country. If it can, and 
I believe it can stand investigation, then it is 
fit to be. Therefore, sir, I wasin favor of the 
resolution, and shall be in favor of it again, 
and I do beg of these Senators of more expe- 
rience than | have, men whom I admit are men 
of great ability, and of great wisdom, men of 
great political sagacity, men that the country 
looks to as a matter of course to manage these 
affairs—I hope their management will be a 
little different in the future, especially if they 
desire to advance theinterest of the Republican 
party and the present Administration. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Curnrow Llovo, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution ; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, 
and amend the statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 65) relating 
to the limitation of steam pressure on towing 
and freight boats on the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries. 

SENATOR FROM GHORGTA. 


Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, to whom were re- 
ferred the credentials of Foster Blodgett and 
Thomas M. Norwood, each claiming a seat as 
Senator from the State of Georgia for the term 
which commenced March 4, 1871, submitted a 
report thereon, accompanied by the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That Thomas M. Norwood is entitled to 
a seat in the Senate asa Senator from the State of 
Georgia for the term commencing March 4, 1871, 
and that he be admitted to the same. 

The report was ordered to lic on the table, 
and be printed. 

STEAM TOW-BOATS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ask the con- 
sent of the Senate to pass a resolution lying 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CARPEN- 
rer in the chair.) The Chair will lay before 
the Senate a resolution received [rom the 
House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No, 65) relating 
to the limitation of steam pressure on towing 
and freight boats on the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries was read by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that it be read at 
length, and I desire, by unanimous consent, to 
have it passed now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been referred toa 
committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been practically. 


! objection ? 


i 
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The chairmanof the Committee on Commerce 
has examined the matter. Ft merely suspends 
for six months a restriction as to barges on the 
Mississippi river, a restriction that is perfeetly 
impossible. It has passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state that it is 
fully understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of this 
joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Ithink there is no objec- 
tion to it. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, 
as follows : 


` Resolved, &e., That the provisions of the act enti- ; 
tled ‘‘Anact to provide forthe better security of life | 


on vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam,” 
&e., approved February 28, 1871, so far as they relate 
to the limitation ofsteam pressure ofsteam boats used 
exclusively for towing and carrying freight on the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries, are hereby so 


far modified as to institute for such boats one hun- | 


dred and fifty pounds of steam pressure in place of 


one hundred and ten pounds, as provided in said |; 
act, for the standard pressure upon steamboat boil- | 
ers of forty-two inches diameter and of plates of |} 
one fourth inch in thickness; but such boats may, | 


with the written permit of the supervising inspecto 
of the district in which such boats shall carry on 
their business, for a period of six months from and 
after the passage of this jointresolution, be permit 
ted to carry steam above the standard pressure of 


one bundred and ten pounds, but not exceeding the | 
standard pressure of one hundred and fifty pounds | 


to the square inch, 
Mr. CHANDLER, It applies only to tugs 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose it is useless 
after the Committee on Commerce have yielded 


on this point, for anybody else to make any | 
opposition, and so I merely rise to say that [ | 
think this a bill which ought never to pass. | 
To allow to be carried one hundred and fifty |) 


pounds to the sqnare inch on the boiler of 
anything except a locomotive which is on land, 
and the explosion of which will injure nobody 


but the people who run it, usually, is, in my opin- | 
The explosion of | 


ion, a wrong to the pubiic. 
a tug frequently endangers the lives of hun- 


dreds of individuals who are not responsible i 


for its management; but I suppose it is entirely 
useless to object, and I rise merely in order to 
express my dissent from any such proposition. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am sure that if my 
friend had seen the tugs which are used on 
the Ohio and Mississippi he would not make 


the statements which he has submitted to the |: 


Senate. They are most serviceable boats, car- 
rying no passengers, towing barges, and by 
their use and the towage of the barges they 
reduce the freights on the heavy articles of 
coal and salt, I should think twenty per cent. 
or nearly so—that is a mere estimate of mine— 
below what they would otherwise be. I think 
the universal feeling on the part of those en- 
gaged in the business, as well as those who are 
their customers, is in favor of this resolution ; 
and it was a mere oversight that it was not 
provided for in the bill of last year. 

Mr. SCOTT. It was believed by those who 
drew that bill, and were instrumental in having 
it passed, that the regulation with reference to 
the pressure upon the steam boilers would not 


apply to steam tug-boats upon the western | 


waters, It was not intended to apply to them, 


and the practical effect of applying it to them | 
now is to virtually lay anembargo, a blockade, |! 


upon a very large fleet of tow-boats upon the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers. 


there are hundreds of thousands of tons of 
iron ore lying at Carondelet that cannot be 
brought up the river for the reason that this 


I am informed : 
by those who are interested in the business that ` 


great injury on the business interests of the 
Ohio and Mississippi valleys. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ought to have stated 
one fact: that before the passage of this act 


hundred and sixty pounds of steam to the 
square inch, and I believe I may safely affirm 
that such a thing as a tug-boat exploding on 
the Ohio or Missississipi river never was 
i heard of. They are the strongest vessels that 
are built. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know whether 
anything will explode on the Ohio or Missis- 
| sippi river. I see that there have been some 
explosions in the West, lately too, perhaps not 
| exactly on those rivers. 
i| Mr. THURMAN. They were not tugs. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not say what they 
|i were. 


harbors, lying alongside of piers where hun- 
dreds and sometimes thousands of people are 
within the reach of destruction if they do ex- 


i 


lives of citizens to such a risk as this is. > 
is no difficulty in getting plenty of motive 


| to proper relations to each other, with a pres- 
| sure of one hundred pounds instead of one 


| perfectly frightful. 


| lives of their fellow-citizens in the towns and 


passage of a bill of this kind will. 


| you so, that this is taking a prodigious risk, 
li has yielded, I have no expectation that the 
i| Senate willtake my view aboutit. I only wish 
| to say that I shall vote against it. 


1 The joint resolution was reported to the ` 


1 Senate. 


|| tion? 

i Mr. CONKLING and others. 
i! be changed to a bill. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. 
to a bill; we have a law on that subject. 


It ought to 


ji 
tt 
|! changed by an amendment. 
i 


| 
Í 
f 
i 


any more. 


Mr. SHERMAN, 


i 


currence, 


esolution is subject to amendment. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend it so 

as to make it a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


; : The ques- 
+ Hlinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked for a division on the 
passage of the bill; which resulted—ayes 33, 
noes 13. 

So the bill was passed. 

5 POSTAL LAWS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolid- 


Posi Office Department was read twice by its 
title. 


i 
i 
f 


| 


the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. We havea Committee on 


the tng-boats were accustomed to use one. 


But, Mr. President, everybody who has |! 
studied the question of navigation by steam, |: 
and who knows that these tugs go into crowded | 


plode, will never consent, in order to increase | 
the carrying of coal or iron, to exposing the į 
There | 


power if you adjust your machinery and boilers | 


i hundred and ten, as the law now allows; but ¿i 
the trouble is that these people have built their Í 

boilers so small that they cannot make steam |, 
| fast enough without crowding on a heat thatis | 


I, for one, will never consent, having in | 
charge in part the lives as well as the profits : 
ii of the people of the United States, to author- į 
| ize any man or set of men to expose the ` 


in these tows to such immeasurable risk as the | 
But, as I | 
say, after my good friend from Michigan, who :: 
knows just as well as I do, and he will teil ` 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Is that a joint resolu- |! 


It ought to be changed | 


i| The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a : 
|| House joint resolution, and can only be 4 


4, Mr. TRUMBULL. Whether it bea House i 
resolution or not, we have agreed not to pass ` 


It ought to be changed ` 
to a bill and sent back to the House for con- ii 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint | 


ion is on the amendment of the Senator irom i 


| 
i 
| ; i 
| ate, and amend the statutes relating to the | 


Mr. HAMLIN. Let that bill be referred to | 


‘the Revision of the Laws. ‘This is a revisal 
' of the code; it ought to go to the Committee 
| on the Revision of the Laws. 

© Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 

i Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the bill be 
it referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
| the Laws. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| 
| LIBRARIAN’S REPORT. 
i 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask leave to 
submit the annual report of the Librarian of 
Congress; and I make the ordinary motion 
‘that the usual number of copies be printed, 
nd five hundred extra copies for the use of 
he Librarian. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON RETRENCHMENT, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 


ing question ison the passage of the resolution 
| offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. AxtHoxy.] 

Mr. POOL. Irise to say that if this com- 
: mittee is raised I shall ask the Senate to excuse 
| me from serving upon it, and I think I shall 


i 
i 


| be able to give the Senate reasons for it that 
will induce them to excuse me. I thought it 
proper, perhaps, that I should give that notice 
now before the question is taken. 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qnes- 
tion is on the passage of the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a resolntion to 
li appoint certain Senators as the committee. 
» The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
t: tary will report the resolution. 
The Chief Cierk read the resolution, as fol- 
ows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
: and Retrenchment be composed of the following 
i: Senators: Mr. Beckincnaw, (chairmas,) Mr. PRATT, 
Mr. Hows, Mr. Harray, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Poon, 
Mr, BAYARD, and Mr, CASSERLY. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend that 
resolution by adding these words: 

And that said Committee of Investigation and 
. Retrenchment be instructed to inquire into the ex- 

penditures in all branches of the service of the Uni- 
ted States, and to report whether any and what 
offices ought to be abolished : whether any and what 
salaries orallowgnees ought to be reduced ; what are 
the methods of procuring accountability in public 
i officers or agents in the care and disbursement of 
public moneys; whether moneys have been paid out 
i legally; whether any officers, or agents, or other 
| persons have been, or ure, employed in the public 
| service without authority of law or unnecessarily ; 
; and generally how, and to what extent, the ex- 
| penses of the service of the country may and ought 
: to be curtailed. 
| And also to consider the expedicney of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the public 
service are now made as to provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrument 
© of political or party patronage. 
That said committee be authorized to sit during 
: the recess of Congress, tosend for personsand papers, 
; and to report by bill or otherwise; and that said 
1; committee may appoint a clerk. 

Mr. MORTON, Mr. President, it has been. 
said here to-day that the country believes from 
© what has taken place in the Senate in the course 
of this discussion there is some great corrup- 
¿© tion existing ia this Administration, and that 
| there was a majority of the Republicans in the 
i Senate who were afraid to have it investigated, 
| and who are working to cover it up. Those 
| Senators who have said this may believe it to 
| be true, but I for one desire to say that I think 
i the country believes no sacha thiug. There 
isa great deal of intelligence in the country, 
i and I think the people wiil puta very diferent 
; estimate on this whole proceeding. and so far 
i from imputing to the majority of this Senate 
| a desire to cover up fraud and protect crim- 
i inais and to prevent investigation they will 
i be apt to suppose that there have been other 
; Motives and other purposes at work. 
$ Risratheran ungracious business, I should 


į 


| Suppose, to attempt to cast suspicion upon any 
| of the members of this Senate or a majority 
of them: and yet it cannot be denied that dur- 
i ing the course of this discussion, from the tinfe it 
i first commenced, there has been a deliberate 
| attempt to make au impression upon the coun: 
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try that there were Senators here who were de- 
sirous of avoiding investigation upon the ground 
that the Administration could not stand invest- 
igation. 

I for one feel that that insinuation, whether 
made directly or indirectly, is unjust, and that 
those who have appeared to make it have not 
done themselves justice and have not given 
themselves credit before the country. I im- 
pute nothing to the motives of any Senator; 
I never do that. I never impugn the sin- 
cerity or the patriotism of any Senator; but 
the attempt that bas been made in the course 
of this discussion to cast suspicion upon the 
majority of this body in my opinion is most 
unjust. It is without evidence to justify if, 
and if it is to have any effect it will be on 
those who made it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts remarked 
in the opening of this discussion to-day that 
there was no person appointed on this com- 
mittee who had voted for investigation in its 
strongest form; I believe I use his language. 
Now, I would like to know, and I would like 
to have that Senator state before I go any fur- 

_ ther, what foundation there is in any vote 
which has been taken in this body that justi- 
fies that remark. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator wish a 
reply now? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir, I wish a reply. 

Mr. SUMNER. I mean that there is no 
Senator on the committee, according to my 
knowledge, who has sustained by speech or 
vote the motion of the Senator from Illinois 
who began this appeal for investigation. The 
Senator from Illinois is not on the committee, 
and none of those who were associated with 
him in urging that important investigation. 

Mr. MORTON. Iso understood the Sen- 
ator; but I wanted to have it distinctly stated 
that he meant that those who voted for the 
resolution of the Senator from Illinois were 
considered as voting for investigation in the 
strongest form, and that those who did not so 
vote did not vote for investigation in the strong- 
est form, or rather voted against it. 

Now, Mr. President, allow me to call the 
attention of the Senate to what I did once be- 
fore, that, under the resolution-of the Senator 
from Illinois, no authority would be conferred 
upon the committee to investigate a single 
fraud. I make that statement now, and Ithink 
the Senator from Illinois himself will hardly 
controvertit. I think he hasacceptcd that as 
being the true construction of his resolution, 
that that resolution as he first offered it, and 
as he now offers it, does not empowerthe.com- 
mittee to investigate any fraud. 

Now, what has been said during the course 
of this discussion? It has been said that there 
were great frauds committed in the Adminis- 
tration; “that there was rottenness; that there 
was corruption; that this should be ferreted 


out, and the criminals should be bronght to | 


light; and it has been said that this would be 


brought about by the resolution of the Sen- | 


ator from Illinois. I say now that that res- 
olution has been sailing here under false colors 
from beginning to end; that it contains no 
authority to investigate frauds, and it is not 
the first time that attention has been called to 
that fact; and yet, because it did not meet 
with the judgment of the majority in the be- 
ginning to support that resolution, it has been 
heralded throughout the country that they 
were disposed to cover up fraud, and that has 
been the broad intimation in this Senate to 
day. Now, I propoge to examine that resolu- 
tion, and I will challenge the Senator when I 
am through to controvert the position I take 
in regard toit. The resolution of the Senator 


from Hlinois was to raise a joing Committee || fi 
| kindof fraud? At any rate, I will say that the 


on Retrenchment. That was the name of it: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurriug,) That a joint select Committee ou 
Retrenchment, con ng of four members of the 
Senate and seven members of the House, be ap- 
pointed by the Presiding Officers of the two Houses, 


and that said committee be instructed to inquire 


into the expenditures in all branches of the service 
of the United States, and toreport whether any and 
what offices ought to be abolished. 

Is there any squinting toward an investi- 
gation of fraud in that branch of this reso- 
lution? It is called a Committee on Retrench- 
ment. What does retrenchment mean? Re- 
trenchment of the expenses of the Goverr- 
ment means to diminish them. It does not 
ever refer to frauds, but it refers to the aboli- 
tion of offices or to the diminution of expenses ; 
it refers to an alteration of the law or habits 
of the Government in regard to business. Can 
it be pretended that under that branch of this 
resolution there is any authority to investigate 
a fraud? Thenextis, ‘whether any and what 


salaries or allowances ought to be reduced.” | 


That is not an investigation of fraud. That 
is an investigation of law in connection with 
the nature of the business. ‘‘ What salaries 
or allowances ought to be reduced.” Will it 
be claimed that under that branch of the reso- 
lution the committee will have power to investi- 
gate the general-order business as a matter of 
fraud, or to investigate the Chorpenning claim 
as a matter of fraud? lt does not even look 
to it by indirection. What is the next? ‘‘ What 
are the methods of procuring accountability in 
public officers or agents in the care and dis- 
bursement of public moneys.” 

That is simply an examination of the laws 
under which the businessis done. The inquiry 
is as to what is the method of accountability. 
It makes no reference to the perpetration of 
frauds, makes no reference to plunderings, but 
is simply a question of law in connection with 
the business of the Government. Can it be 
supposed for a single moment that that con- 
templates the investigation of frauds? 

Again: 

“ Whether moneys have been paid out illegally.” 


It has been claimed heretofore that money 
has been paid out after the appropriations have 
been exhausted, and that there have been public 
expenditures made iu the course of administra- 
tion that were not authorized by law. This is 
intended to reach that evil, if there be such an 
evil. It does not, even by intendment or indi- 
rection, look to the question of frauds on the 
part of a bank examiner, on the part of a pay- 
master, or on the part ofa clerk in the Treas- 
ury Department. It is a question of Jaw, to 
be determined by an examination of the law. 

What is the next? 

“ Whether any officers, or agents, or other persons, 
have been or are employed in the public service 
without authority of law or unnecessarily.” 

That does not even squint at an examination 
for fraud; butare there persons employed with- 
ont authority of law; are there supernumera- 
ries—a question to be determined by looking 
at the law and by looking at the number of 
persons employed, and the purposes for which 
they are employed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
me to say a word? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senator if it 


Will the Senator allow 


‘would not bea case of fraud if a person was 


employed illegally by any branch of the Gov- 
ernment, and the public money disbursed to 
pay that individual for such illegal employ- 
ment? 

Mr. MORTON. There might be a case of 
fraud of that kind; but what I mean to say 
is that this resolution does not look to the 
investigation of frand, but looks to the examin- 


| ation of the business of the Departments. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Now, I will ask my 
friend, as he admits that the resolution covers 


| that casc of fraud, if it is not necessary that 


the committee should have power to send for 
persons and papers in order to ferret out that 


Committee on Retrenchment, from the moment 


| of its inception under the chairmanship of the 


dis:inguished Senator from Vermont, so inter- 


preted their powers. : 
Mr. MORTON. Very well; it may be that 


it might be necessary to send for persons and 


papers to find out whether persons have been 


illegally employed; but I undertake to say 
that whenever the committee assumed a gen- 
eral jurisdiction to investigate frauds under 
the pretense of finding out whether persons 
have been illegally employed it was a usurpa- 
tion. Iam not meaning to say that the com- 
mittee did investigate under that head. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will explain to my 
friend. Take a single illustration. It was 
reported that persons were paid, for instance, 
in the custom-house at New York who never 
did any work, and that money was disbursed 
to those individuals as though they were em- 
ployed. I do not state that such was the fact, 
but I simply say that it was so alleged. Now, 
we had to send for persons and papers in order 
to discover whether that was the fact. 

Mr. MORTON. I am not objecting to that 
criticism. An examination as to whether per- 
sons are employed illegally is a proper subject 
of inquiry, under this resolution; but what I 
mean to say is that that confers no power to 
go into the investigation of frauds such as it 
has been charged we are trying to cover up, 
and that the whole pretense upon that subject 
is false from beginning to end; not that it has 
been made in any spirit of that sort, but there 
is no foundation for itin point of fact. Now 
I come to the next branch— 

And generally how and to what extent the ex- 
penses of the service of the country may and ought 
to be curtailed. 

Does that look to the investigation of particu- 
lar cases of fraud, such as the Hodge defalca- 
tion? It instructs the committee to inquire 
how the general expenses of this Government 
can be reduced, where they can be lopped off 
here and lopped off there, and does not con- 
template or look to investigations of particu- 
lar cases of fraud where a man was holding 
office properly but availed himself of that office 
to commit a fraud. : 

I have now read all there is of this resolution 
except the matter of civil service reform, and I 
shall come to thatina moment. Now, 1 wantto 
call the attention of my friend from Massachu- 
setts to the fact when he imputes to this Senate 
a purpose to cover up fraud because they did 
not vote for that resolution, that that resolu- 
tion does not on its face contemplate the exam- 
ination of fraud at all. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator attributes to 
me language which never has fallen trom my 
lips. My comment on the appointment of the 
committee was that it was not parliamentary, 
I have said nothing about frauds; the word 
has not fallen from my lips. 

Mr. MORTON. I may, perhaps, in my 
memory have attributedto the Senator remarks 
that fell from others. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is arguing 
against a shadow that he has set up. 

Mr. MORTON. If the Senator disclaims 
that, it is all right; but certainly it has been 
said, time and again, during the course of this 
debate, that the country would understand 
(and gentlemen seemed to desire to have the 
country understand) that because that reso- 
lution was not voted for it was to prevent the 
examination of fraud; and yet when youcome 
| to the resolution you find that there is no 
anthority there to examine for frauds. Nearly 
all of the questions submitted by this reso- 
lution are questions of law to be determined 
by an examination of the law-books and by 
the records of the Departments. That which 
comes nearest to it is the matter to which the 
Senator from New Hampshire called my atten- 
tion, the examination as to whether persons 
have been illegally employed, and that does 
not contemplate an examination beyond the 
; fact whether there are persons upon the roll 
of any office who have no authority to be there. 
| Now, Mr. President, 1 come to the next 
branch of this resolution: 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 


ing the laws under which appointments tothe public 
l service are now made as to provide for the selection 
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of subordinate officers after due examination by | 
proper boards; their continuance in office during | 
specified terms, unless dismissed upon charges pre- : 
ferred and sustained before tribunals designated for 
that purpose: and for withdrawing the public ser- 
vice from being used as an instrument of political 
or purty patronage. 
` I have already said that I believed there was 
room for civil service reform. Iam in favor | 
of reformation as much as any Senator upon | 
this floor; but I have not talked about it half 
as much as some. There are those here who | 
must have civil service reform for breakfast, for : 
lunch, for dinner, and for tea; they live, move, 
and have their being in civil service reform. 
It is the one great thing of all others that is | 
now agitating and stirring this country to its 
very depths. I venture to say that no two of 
them agree as to what it should be. At the | 
last session of Congress this question was re- 

ferred by an act, which I ask the Secretary to | 


i 
i 


read, to the President of the United States, in : 
the following language. 

The Chief Clerk read section nine of the act | 
of March 8, 1871, as follows: 


“That the President of the United Stites be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules and | 
regulations for the admission of persons into thecivil : 
service of the United States as will best promote the | 
efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each 
candidate in respect toage, health, character, knowl- 
edge, and ability for the branch of service into which | 
he seeks to enter; and for this purpose the President | 
is authorized to employ suitable persons to conduct 
said inquiries, to prescribe their duties, and to estab- 
lish regulations for the conduct of persons who may 
receive appointments in the civil service.” 


Mr. MORTON. By that act the whole sub- | 


ject of civil service reform was referred to the 
President of the United States. He appointed 
a commission, consisting of five distingnished | 
men, for the purpose of considering it and | 
making a report to him; which report, when | 
made, he will no doubt lay before Congress. 
These men have been in session upon this sub- 
ject now about four months; I am told they | 
are nearly ready to report; but before the re- 
port can be made, in anticipation of it. before 
the world cam know the result of their labors, | 
the subject is again to be brought forward in 
Congress, referred to a committee de novo, | 
who are to go to work just as if nothing had 
been done. 

Now, I make no imputations myself; I judge 
not of the motives of men; but I undertake 
to say that impartial observers who have no | 
connection with this matter will come to the | 
conclusion that the purpose is to ignore the ` 
President in this whole business, to give him | 
the go-by. Impartial observers will say, and | 
it cannot be prevented, (and they will say that 
much more readily than they are going to 
altribuie to the majority of the Senate the 
covering up of fraud)—impartial observers will 
say that apprehensions are entertained that 
the President will get the credit for civil ser- 
vice reform, and that it is necessary to step in | 
before he does that and bring the whole sub- 
ject forward in the Senate for agitation, and 
if possible endeavor to wrest it from him. 
What other purpose is there in this? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Willthe Senator from Indi- | 
ana allow me a word? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senaror will remem- 
ber that the only civilservice reform introduced 
during this session, and I think during this 
Congress, was introduced by the Senator from 
Vermont in front of me, [Mr, Epwtcxps,] and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary ; 
and I am somewhat inelined to think tha 
Senator himself voted for ir. 

Mr. MORTON. Voted for the bill? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Voted for referring it. 

Mr. MORTON. I do not think we take | 
votes on referring very often. Itis occasionally 


t él 


t tac 


done where there is a dispute between two | 


committees, The Senator from Vermont intro- 
duced a bill of this kind, and I think he gave 
his reason for itat the time; but here fram 
the very beginning we find an attempt-made to 
instruct a committee to consider this whole- 
question and present i: to the Senate. I ask, | 


} 
gentlemen wait until we have heard from this 
commission? They have given thesubject their 
undivided attention for months. 
their report with great interest. 
find in it much that will instruct me. 


I expect to 


pursuits of life and the other questions before 
tion of civil service reform; and when they 


are nearly ready to report, an attempt is made 


Task why they could not have 
Was 


been done. 
waited until that report had been made. 


charged by a law of Congress with this very 
acting just as if he had taken no steps 


thing, 


‘| in the matter? 3 iE 
As I said before, the impartial observer will : 


say that apprehensions have been entertained 


uy the labors of that commission. 1 am not 
saying myself that that is the purpose; I cast 
no imputations; but when Senators talk about 
what the country wiil believe, I tell them the 
country will believe that. And yet, because 
we have not been willing to adopt this resolu 
tion with the instruction in it that this com- 
mittee shall go forward and examine again the 
whole question of civil service reform, it is to 
go forth to the country that we are trying to 
cover up fraud; that we are trying to protect 
the Administration against examinations that 
it cannot stand. 


ernment. 
tion of frauds that gentlemen taik so much 
about. 


character of the next campaign? Is the next 


plesand policy? J 
to present principles and policy to the country, 
is the Administration to be borne down by 


debate in regard to the general-order system i 
the custom-house at New York. 


a 


country would believe that we were afr 
have an investigation upon that subject, 


lation instructing the committee to go right to 


general instruction to this Committee on Re- 
trenchinent to examine the whole Government 


1 


li covers entirely too mach. 
it was formerly the practice of the French 
Academy of Science to iustruct a particular 


science. But upon one occasion they in- 


; structed a learned member to report upon: 
the mystery of the universe, and bis answer | 
i was, “F shall die before I find out where | 
And here is a committee in-; 


ito begin.” 
structed to examine the whole Adminisira- 


j 
| 
} 
i 


| 


whether expenses can be retreuched, as to 
whether administration can be reformed and 
new methods adopted, I hope they will be 


what is the object of that? Why cannot-these | 


I look for : ; 
| during the course of a session. 


subject, to attempt to anticipate the whole | 


that the President will get the. credit before : 
the country of making great reforms in the: 
civil service, and that it is important for polit- | 
ical purposes that that should be taken from | 
him, and the question brought back into Con- : 
gress before he has time to presentto the coun- | 


Now, Mr. President, in regard tothe instruc: | 
tions contained in the first clause of the reso- ; 
lation of the Senator from Illinois, they really ` 
involve, so far as retrenchment is concerned, | 
the examination of every brauch of the Gov- ` 
They do not involve the investiga- : 


Ts this discussion indicative of the. 


campaign to be conducted by general charges - 
of frauds, and are these general and wholesale || oF 
charges of fraud to take the place of princi- || Power — 


The Opposition being unable | 


ihis sore point and probe it to the very bol- . 
toim; and I will remark right here that this: 


in regard to the retrenchment of expenses i 
comes very near amounting to nothing, because | 
t is said that: 


member to examine'and report to the acad- | 
emy upon some particular department of | 


tion in every department of Government as to | 


f 
i 
i 


Five : 
able men have turned aside from the other f é 4 ! I 
+ will go as far as the farthest in the investi- 


the publicand have been considering this ques- | 


to instruct the committee to go forward and | 
examine the whole subject as if nothing had ` 


it respectful to the President, who had been : 


‘| wholesale charges. And when it comes io par- | 
ticular specifications, they arevery few. There | 
has been one made during the course of this | 


I suppose it was the expeciation that the | 
id to! 
But} 
the Senator from New York has come forward | 
this morning, not with a general resolution | 
covering all creation, but with a specific reso. | 


H 
i 
i 


able to do it; I hope they will be able to 
present to us new light upon every branch 
of the Government; but they will not haye 
time. One or two things are all they can do 


Now, Mr. President, | want to say, as did 
i the Senator from New York this morning, that 


gation of frand. Whenever any Senator rises 
in his place here and asks that any particular 

ranch of this Government, any ollice or any 
otlicer shall be investigated, and will say that 
he has reason to believe that there is ground 
for investigation, I shall vote for it. We shall 
goas far asthe furthest; but I want to call the 
attention of the Senate again to the faci that 
that resolution. about which so much has been 
said, and which lias been presented here ag a 
panacea for ali the evils existing in the Gov- 
ernment, does not even by implication anthor- 
ize the committee to examine a case of fraud. 
Now, if you want fraud to be examined, you 
must change your resolution: you must give 
special instructions either upon some partic- 
ular point, or directing this commitice to 
investigate wherever they believe there has 
been crime, there has been plundering, there 
have been frauds committed. This commit- 
tee would not feel authorized under this 
resolution to investigate a single case of 
fraud. The most they are called upon todo 
is to reform the laws, to reform the modes 
of administration, to find out whether some 
offices cannot be abolished; whether there can 
be better systems of accountability adopted, 
new checks and balances iutroduced into the 
Government. That isthe scope generally, and 
the scope partientarly of that resolution, And 
yet that has been the excuse for charging the 
majority of this Senate with desiring to cover 
up fraud and to prevent investigation. 

To show that the view of the resolution I 
am taking to-night is not new with me, and 
that I cannot be charged with inconsistency 
by the Senator from Delaware, I wil! refer to 
what I said the other day in regard to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not charge the Sen- 
ator with inconsistency. That is his inference. 

Mr. MORTON. T said the other day, in 
speaking on the subject: 

-I want to cal the attention of my friend, the 
Senator from Illinois, to the fact that if that 
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That is, the power to investigate frands— 
“has ever been exercised for the last five years by 
the committee, it was not given by the resolution 
creating it. I think I have heard the Senator admit 
the construction I have given to this resolution, 
i that it conveyed no power of that kind, and not 

even by inteudment did it instruct the committee to 
make investigations of frauds and of wrongs.” 


_And the Senator from New Jersey. I be- 
heve, called specific attention to it before I did, 


Cai 
on the very first day of this debate. 


“The Senator understands me upon that point. 
If the commitice have exercised that power, they 
have never drawn it from the language employed in 
this resolution, Whether the committee usarpe 
powers that did not belong to it I will nat now un- 
dertake tos I make no charges against it; but 
what I do say is, that throughout this discussion this 
resolution, offered by the Senator from Illinois, has 
been assumed to confer powers upon the committee 
that it did not confer.” 


And [ remark here that the investigation 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire 
in the New York custom-house was under a 
special instruction given by the Senate. Am 
I correct in that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says I am. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I shonld like to ask a 
; question. The very first, or one of the first, 
investigations made by the committees was in 
elation to the issue of currency, made by the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epaesps,] who 
was the chairman of the commitice at that 
ume. Another investigation wag in relation 
to frauds on the customs of the country on the 
o southwestern frontier, on the Rio Grande, by 
means of the “zona libre’? Now, were those 
properly investigated by the committee under 
that resolution? 


i 
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Mr. MORTON. I will answer the question 
unhesitatingly, that they were not; that the 
resolution conferred no such power. I would 
ask,under what provision of the resolution could 
the committee investigate the question as to 
whether there was smuggling across the ‘‘ free 
zone?” 
of it. The committee assumed the power, I 
have no doubt, from the best motives, and 
might have done it from a careless reading. 
If the committee had the power to investigate 
fraud of that kind it is a very strained con- 
struction; it is far-fetched, and does not justify 
Senators standing upon this floor and charging 
that we intend to cover up fraud because we 
do not vote for that resolution. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am now prepared to 
answer the question. Here is one sentence in 
this resolution: 


What are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public moneys. 

Arc not the customs officers on the frontier 
of Texas officers of the United States? 

Mr. MORTON. It does not refer to any 
practice at all; it does not refer to the prac- 
tice on the southwestern coast or anywhere 
else. Whatare the methods in practice, ‘what 
are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agentsin the care and dis- 
bursement of the public moneys.” It clearly 
looks to the law. : l 

Mr. PATTERSON. How can you determ- 
ine whether 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from 
New Hampshire? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. How can you determ- 
ine whether they are taking proper care of the 
public revenues and disbursing thenr properly 
or not unless you investigate what they are 
doing? How are you going to determine the 
action of public officers except by calling wit- 
nesses and seeing what they are doing? Why, 
sir, if the resolution means anything, it means 
that the committee have the right to investi- 
gate the action of public officers, officers of 
the Government, in the transaction of the busi- 
ness of their offices. 

Mr. MORTON. I would answer my friend 
feom New Hampshire that I think he is 
entirely wrong. It does not contemplate prac- 
tices; it does not contemplate the question 
whether there is smuggling on the southwest- 
ern frontier or on the northeastern frontier, 
It merely refers to the question of the mode of 
doing business as provided by law. It seems 
to me that no lawyer could understand it as 
conferring any power beyond that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill say to my friend 
that nota lawyer in the Senate at the time the 
resolution was passed ever questioned it, and 
that we acted for five years upon that inter- 
pretation, and the Senator from Vermont, who 
was the chairman of the committee, so iuter- 
preted that resolution when it first passed, and 
when he was chairman, and I think he is a 
good lawyer. 

Mr. MORTON. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
me to say a word? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to suggest, after 
what we have 


Mr. President — 
Will the Senator allow 


heard now as to the idea of the 
committee touching the scope of its powers, 
that I have here in my hand a very singular 
circumstance, namely, that members of this 
body should have deemed it necessary by ex- 
press and special resolution to empower this 
all-gearching committee to investigate; and 
not only s0, but that the committee itself, bet- 
ter instructed in its attributes, and having exer- 
cised them frequently, deemed it appropriate, 
under the solemnity of a report, to apprise the 
Senate that in making the only investigation 
that has been brought to our knowledge they 
proceeded under two separate, special, minute 


lt does not come under any branch | 


resolutions instructing them not only as to the 
subject of which the investigation was to be 
made, not only as to the place where it was to 
be made, but pointing out to them with minute- 
ness of subdivision of subjects the point at 
which their investigation was to be aimed. 

I see the Senator trom New Hampshire 
seems to be uneasy to have me complete what 
I was saying, which I promise him to do in a 
moment. I only wish to say that if indeed 
this language implies what the Senator from 
Indiana says it does not, and I agree with 
him most fally, if upon its face here is author- 
ity to investigate frauds and peculations in the 
ordinary sense, infractions of honesty and fair 
dealing, it is a little remarkable iflying upon 
the surface of this general standing resolution 


is such a power as that, first, thata member of | 


the Senate should have deemed it necessary 


resolutions, and second, that the committee 
should have fallen into the error of putting in 
the very forehead of its report, in the fore- 
front of this document, a statement that it 
acted not upon these broad and illimitable attri- 
butes, but that it made this investigation by 
dint of the specific authority with which it was 
clothed in the two resolutions an epitome of 
which precedes this report. 

As l said, } did not mean to mingle par- 
ticularly in this thing. As the Senator from 
Indiana has yielded to me one moment, | will 
add ouly one remark, and that is, that the 
Senator from New Jersey, with great clear- 
ness, drew the attention of all of us to this. 
It seemed to me at the time there was no nov- 
elty in the suggestion; on the contrary, it was 
because I had supposed this language so obvi- 
ously to fall short of empowering a commit- 
tee to investigate frauds, that I was amazed 
when some Senator, I believe the Senator from 
Massachusetts, spoke of a resolution I had 
previously offered as antagonizing this propo- 
sition. So far from it 1 believed then, and I 
believe now, (and I do not think that any law- 
yer in this body will controvert the position,) 
that had this resolution passed in the first in- 
stance as offered by the Senator from Ilinois 
it would then have been just as necessary as it 
was before to offer a specific resolution in- 
structing the investigation of the Hodge case, 
or else that case never could have been invest- 
igated except by what I should have regarded 
as sheer assumption of power, just as much 
as if the Committee on Military Affairs, or 
any other committee, ad assumed, without 
the authority of the Senate, to conduct such 
an investigation. That was my view. It is 
my view now, fortified and confirmed when L 
hear the Senator from Indiana state as he has 
done. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Indiana further yield? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator yields, 
I should like to read to the Senate the resolu- 
tions to which the Senator from New York 
has referred. 

Mr. CONKLING. Do you read from the 
report? 

Mr. PATTERSON. From the report. The 
committee were instructed by a resolution of 
the Senate, passed December 14, 1870, “to 
furnish a comparative detailed statement of 


| the cost of collecting the customs revenue of 


the ports of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, New Orleans, and San Francisco, 
with such recommendations favoring a reduc- 
tion in such expenses as they may deem com- 
patible wiih the interests of the public service ; 
also, to particularly report on the present sys- 
tem and practices connected with the ware- 


| housing busivess at the port of New York ; 
ii also, in relation to what is commonly known 
i as the ‘general-order business,’ and ihe cart- 


age of goods while in the custody of the Gov- 
ernment.” 


j 
i 


|| about sending for persons and papers? 


Tn that resolution there is not one syllable 
said about conferring new powers on the com- 
mittee; and those subjects were investigated by 


1 the committee under the authority communi- 


eated to them in the resolution of which I have 
just spoken; and unless they had the authority 


j to investigate these very subjects included in 


these resolutions, by the resolution originally 
offered creating the committee, they could not 
have moved one step in this investigation. So 
much for the explanation of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. One word, and I will 
confine my reply to what I now read from this 
report: 

* Mr. PATTERSON, from the joint select Committee 
on Retrenchment, submitted the following report: 


“The joint select Committee on Retrenchment, 
who were by a resolution of the Senate, passed De- 


enate Å i| cember 14, 1870, instructed,” &e. 
to bring in not only one resolution, but two | i 


Now come quotation marks, meaning that 
what follows is a transcript of the resolution, 
I take it— 

“‘to furnish a comparative and detailed state- 
ment,’” &e. 


And then— 


“ ‘also, to particularly report the present system and 
practices connected with the warehousing business 
at the port of New York: also, in relation to what 
is commonly known,’” &¢.— 

If 


following to the end of the specifications. 
some gentleman here is so astute as to under- 
stand how these resolutions were adopted by 
| the Senate as mere surplusage, when the com- 
| mittee already was empowered with authority, 
and already instructed to employ that author- 
ity, aud then to understand further how a com- 
mittee which itself comprehended its powers to 
i lie underneath this, upon a standing authority 
broader, deeper, and higher, came in and re- 
ported to this body that it did all this thing, 
i the record of which appears, which we have 
heard of so often and often and often again, 
under the authority of these resolutions, when 
in truth it did it all the time under a different 
authority—if anybody is sharp enough and 
astute enough to comprehend that, then I 
shall be happy to sit at the feet of the Senator 
who does understand it and to have instruc- 
tion from him. Ido not so understand it. , 

Mr. PATTERSON. L think I am just sharp 
enough and just astute enough to do that very 
thing. [Laughter.] The resolutions referred 
to in this report were simply resolutious in- 
i structing the committee to inquire into that 


i| subject, and to inquire into it according to the 


| authorities communicated to the committee by 
the general resolution, and these resolutions 
would not have conferred upon the committee 
the power to send for persons and papers at 
i all, but that power was received under the ori- 
ginal resolution, and acting uvder the powers 
of that, they followed the instructions of the 
Senate, given on the 14th of December, 1870, 
and took up that special subject of investiga- 
tion. If the matter had been brought to the 
| attention of the committee outside of the Sen- 
| ate, we might have investigated it without any 
such instruction; but the Senator from New 
York sitting farthest from me [Mr. Frxron] 
saw fit to bring in the resolution instructing 
this committee in the exercise of its original 
powers—powers that inhered in its very crea- 
tion, to examine into this particular subject, 
| and we did it. Is there anything said there 
Not 
a word; but we did that under the original 
instructions. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
| Indiana yield to me? 
! Mr. MORTON. Allow me just one moment. 
i I am not through with my remarks. 

Mr. FENTON. Will the Senator permit 
i me to send up to the Secretary’s desk the reso- 
| lution to which reference has been made, that it 
| may be read for the information of the Senate? 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
| Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator 


Will the Senator from 


i from New York? 
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Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FENTON. He will see that the res- 
olution as submitted by me on the 14th of 
December, 1870, was not an instruction to the 
committee to proceed with investigation, but 
instructed them to report. Iask the Secretary 
to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

“ Mr. Peyton submitted the following resolution; 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


“ Resolved, That the Committee on Retrenchment ;| 
beinstructed to furnish a comparative detailed state- || 


mentof the cost of collecting the customs revenue of 
the ports of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, New Orleans, and San Francisco, with such 
recommendations favoring a reduction in such ex- 


penses as they may deem compatible with the inter- |! 


ests of the public service; also, to particularly report 
on the present system and practices connected with 
the warehousing business at the port of New York; 
also, in relation to what is commonly known as the 
‘general-order business,’ and the cartage of goods 
while in the custody of the Government.” 


Mr. FENTON. One word only. It seems 
that the resolution proceeds on the theory that 
the committee were invested with this subject 


and already instructed by the Senate; and it: 


simply directs them, through the authority of 
the Senate, to make a report upon the matter. 
It gives no instruction in respect to any 
investigation whatever. 

Mr. MORTON. I will remark in answer to 
my friend from New York, who says that this 
instruction seemed to be given because the 
committee had before been empowered to make 
that investigation, that his statement does not 


appear in the resolution itself, and now we can | 
answer that by one simple test. If this reso- |; 


lution, instead of specifying the Committee on 


Retrenchment, and directing them to make į; 


this investigation, had named the Committee on 
Military Affairs, would not the authority have 
been good and perfect in the Committee on 
Military Affairs to go forward and make the 


investigation? The resolution is sufficient when | 


addressed to the Committee on Retrenchment, 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, or to a | 


special committee. 


ered by reason of any previous authority. 

+ Mr. President, one word now in answer to 
the Senator from New Hampshire, and I think 
it is a fair illustration. I am glad the Senator 
made the point. The committee made an in- 


vestigation as to whether there had been | 


smuggling across what is called the ‘free zone,” 
the free belt beyond the Rio Grande ; whether 
our revenue laws had been violated, and the 


power is derived from the following extraor- |} 


dinary provision : 


“ What are the methods of procuring accounta- | 


bility in public officers or agents in the care and dis- 
bursement of public moneys.” 

t What are the methods of procuring ac- 
countability,’’ and that is proposed to be an- 
swered by investigating the question whether 
there has been smuggling on the southwest 
coast. Then you can investigate every charge 
pertaining to every subject. The Senator says 
yes. I agree with him—polygamy, among 
other things; it does not make any difference 
what. 

Now, the illustration of the Senator is a per- 
feet demonstration of the weakness of the posi- 
tion that has been assumed here; and I may 
remark right here that it seems to me to pre- 


sent a somewhat novel spectacle that after the | 


majority of the Senate has been substantially 
charged with trying to cover up fraud because 


they do not go tor this resolution, upon exam- | 
ination of it no authority to investigate fraud ` 


can be found in it, and the best that can be 
done by the Senator from New Hampshire is 
a forced construction in regard to the methods 
of accountability—clearly the methods pre- 


scribed by law being referred to—a construc: || 
tion which, if jt is good, would make all the | 
rest of the resolution wholly unnecessary. The | 
Senator himself says everything can be investi- | 


gated under that clause. If thatis so, why was 


The authority to make |, 
that investigation is given here; they are | 
directed to make it, and they are not empow- | 


any other clause put into it? I say the clause 
i conferred no such power. 
confers no such power. 
ator from Illinois proposes to confer power 
į upon this committee to investigate fraud, I 
! shall be found going with him. 

Mr. President, there are some other matters 


Mr. THURMAN. 
i} adjourn. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I hope not. 


| we shall settle this question. 


| is not debatable. The Senator from Ohio 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 


; Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I shall con- 
| clude what I have to say by repeating what I 
| said awhile ago, that I shall be found voting to 
; empower this committee to investigate every 
charge of fraud and mal-practice that may be 
| presented to the Senate, and those Senators 
who believe there is so much corruption, that 
|! he whole Government is festering with it, 
| must know of a good many cases that will jus- 
| 
| 


t 
; 
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i 
| 
on a division—ayes 18, noes 22. 
i 
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} 
| 


! tify them in making a statement of that kind, 
| and if they do not bring forward those cases 
now and ask the Senate to investigate them I 
that they, too, are winking at fraud. 


on tbis floor are equaliy patriotic, that they 


‘| Government, and I hope that when they | 


' attempt to make the impression throughout the 
country that a majority of this body is trying 
| to cover up fraud. And when they want to 


; a resolution giving a committee power todo it, 
a resolution that admits of no doubtful con- 


am sorry to say my friend from New Hamp- 
į shire has strained this one to-night. 

| Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, while I 
i had some doubt whether this amendment to 


i raise the question because the debate may as 
| well, perhaps, be upon this resolution as an 
amendment as upon it as a resolution intro- 
| duced originally. Now, I am in favor of all 
he investigations proposed in this amendment; 


relates to the civil service has already been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
of which the mover is chairman, and I sup- 


to amend his resolution when it was before us 
the other day, so as to omit that portion which 
related to the civil service, and inasmuch as 
that subject has already been placed under 
the charge of a very able commission by the 
| President of the United States under a law of 


And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ng the laws under which appointments to the public 
service are now made asto provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrument 
of political or party patronage. 

That all comes under the civil service bill 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, and now 
under consideration by the committee of which 
the Senator from Illinois is chairman. 

Whenever this committee desires to have 
authority to send for persons and papers, or 


I say the resolution ; 
Now, when the Sen- | 


connected with this resolution that I should | 
| like to speak upon, but I have been solicited 
by the Senator from Ohio to give way to Jet |; 
| him make a motion to adjourn, which I now do. | 
I move that the Senate 
I hope that | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion | 


i . i 
The motion was not agreed to, there being, 


fear the country will come to the conelusion | 
Mr. Pres- |! 
ident, I go upon the ground that all Senators i 


possess equal integrity, and that they are; 
equally desirous to purify and sustain our | 


have fraud investigated let them bring forward | 


struction and that needs not to be strained, as |! 


| the resolution was strictly in order, I did not ! 


but inasmuch as that portion of it which i 


posed, though I believe from talking with the į 
Senator I was mistaken, that he had offered | 


{i whenever any Senator offering any resolution 
| for their consideration asks such authority, I 
' think there will be no objection to it. I cer- 
|| tainly shall vote for it. I never knew such 
i! authority to be refused to any Senator who 
| asked forit. J never knew it to be refused 
i| when any Senator asked for a committee, even 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


if he were nota member of it; and the author- 
ity to appoint a clerk, as a matter of course, i3 
| wish my friend from Illinois would agree to 
i this amendment, and then we can all vote for 
| his amendment as it stands. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1, for one, am not will- 
ing that the Senate shall commit the appoint- 
i} ment of a committee to the President of the 


| granted whenever the committee desire it. 


i| United States to investigate his own adminis- 
|; tration. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Has the Senator any 
objection to commiting them to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, of which he is a member? 

Mr. THURMAN. Not the least in the 
world. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This whole subject ig 
already referred to that committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. When? 
| Mr. ANTHONY. Upon the motion of the 
| Senator from Vermont, who offered a biil pro- 
| viding for a reform in the civil service and pro- 
viding for much more than is stated in this 
|| amendment. 

H! Me. THURMAN. And that was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary? 

ii Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir, and is there now, 
ii referred at this session. 

{| Mr. THURMAN. This is the first I ever 
i| heard of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam very hanpy for once 
to be able to tell the Senator from Ohio some- 
i| thing that he did not know. [Laughter.] 

i} Mr. THORMAN. Ibave no doubt the Sen- 
|i ator can tell me a great many things that I do 
i| not know. 

i| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Sen- 
|| ator from Ohio addressing the Chair or the 
| Senator from Rhode Island? 

|| Mr. THURMAN. I am speaking to the 
| Chair, and I am now going to speak to the 
:| Senate [laughter]and submitto them a proposi- 
| tion that lam sure will commend itself not 


i 


The Senator 
from. Ohio moves that the Senate do now 


j on a division—ayes 19, noes 26. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, 1 feel 
like congratulating some Senators on the pro- 
gress they have made within the last week. 
The resolution which I had the honor of offer- 
ing at that time was denounced by them as 
monstrous, and spoken of with amazement. 
To-day it is talked of as very harmless, and 
it is said it would 


| cover now that that which was denounced by 
the Senator from Michigan [ Mr, CHaxpeer j as 
a proposition to create a committee possessed 
of all knowledge is now very proper. | believe 
he went on to say that the Almighty did not 
make any such men any more; at any rate, 
if he did make such men, forgetting that be 
himself was still in the Senate, he said they 
were not sent here. [Laughter. ] . 
Now, it is pleasant and agreeable to find 
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how the views of Senators have changed, and 


I am gratified at the discovery that has been 


made by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Mor- 


ton, ] who seems to have received peculiar | 


light upon this subject, and he has discovered 
that the resolution amounts to very little. He 
has discovered that an inquiry into the ‘‘ meth- 
ods of procuring accountability in public offi- 
cers or agents in the care and disbursements 
of public moneys,’’ ‘and to what extent the 
expenses of the service of the country may 
and ought to be curtailed,’’ does not authorize 
an examination of fraud. The word ‘fraud’? 
seems to haunt him. 


Now, suppose youcall it ‘‘an abuse’’ instead |} 


of “a fraud.’’ I suppose the resolution would 
authorize investigation into abuses; and if it 
should turn out, when the committee makes an 
investigation, that agents and officers having 
the care and disbursement of public money 
have been using it improperly, if some agent 
or officer in the custom-house at New York 
has been paying out public money for the pur- 
pose of hiring delegates to go up to the Syra- 
cuse convention, I do not suppose the Senator 
from Indiana would call that fraud! But ifa 
trustee having charge of his money were to 
use it in that way for improper purposes, to 
convert it to a use for which it was not placed 
in hig hands, very likely he would consider 
that a fraud. I think the resolution is very 
broad and covers a great deal of ground, and 
was so intended originally. The motion now 
pending is to strike out from the instructions 
proposed to be given the commitiee these 
words: 


And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lic service are now made as to provide for with- 
drawing the public service from being used as an 
instrument of political or party patronage. 

It is said that is the civil service reform 
proposition, and that that is covered by a law 
of Congress. ‘The law of Congress has noth- 
ing in the world to do with it, Mr. President. 
The act passed March 8, 1871, authorized the 
President of the United States to prescribe 
rules and regulations for the admission of 
persons into the civil service. That is all. 

Mr. MORTON. That is not all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, I will read it: 
the President is by it— 

“Authorized to prescribe such rules and regula- 
tions for the admission of persons into the civil ser- 


vice of the United States as will best promote the 
efficioncy thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each 


candidatein respect to age, health, character, knowl- 


edge, and ability for the branch of service into which 
he seeks to enter.” 


And for that purpose he is ‘“‘authorized to 
employ suitable persons to conduct said in- 
quiries.”” What inquiries? 
to providing some way to ascertain the fitness 
of persons who apply for office, to prescribe 
the duties of the commissioners, ‘‘and to estab- 
lish regulations for the conduct of persons who 
may receive appointments in the civil service. ”? 
He is to appoint this commission to help 


him in regard to ascertaining who ought to be | 


appointed to the civil service, by prescribing 
rules to ascertain their qualifications, &e. 
What has that to do with assessments upon 
the officers of the Government herein the De- 
partments, and throughout the country, for 
political purposes? What has that to do with 
the cases which were testified to in the report 
which is on our tables, and to which attention 
has been called, where officers in the custom- 
house in New York were assessed a certain 
amount of money for political purposes? 
What has that to do with such a case as I 
will read to show the Senator from Indiana 
what the condition of the public service in 
some cases is and has been? Mr. R. M. 
Kelly—I hope the Senator from Indiana will 
listen to this, because this is under that 
civil service system which he thinks is the best 
on earth!—Mr. R. M. Kelly was collector of 
internal revenue in the seventh district of 
Kentucky. Mr. A. L. Thompson was a United 
States storekeeper in the same district, and 
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i 


on the 18th day of February, 1870, Mr. Kelly, 
collector, writes to Mr. Thompson as follows ; 
I will read the whole of this letter : 
UNITED STATES InreRNAL REVENUE, 
COLLECTORS OFFICE, 


SEVENTH District KENTUCKY, 
LEXINGTON, February 18, 1870. 


Inclosed please find check for $33 36 and receipt 
of Louisville Commercial for thirty dollars, amount 
assessed against you and deducted from your pay 
account on the recommendation of Willard Davis, 
esq., member of Republican State Executive Com- 
mittee from seventh district of Kentucky. Address 
‘Publisher Louisville Commercial, Louisville, Ken- 
tucky,” for your papers. LLY 


R.M. i 
Collector Seventh District Kentucky. 
A. L. THOMPSON, United States Storekeeper. 


That is an official letter from the collector 
written to a subordinate storekeeper, officially 
designated as a storekeeper, telling him that 
on the recommendation of a member of the 
Republican committee of the seventh con- 
gressional district of Kentucky he had taken 
thirty dollars out of $63 36 that was coming 
to him for the purpose of paying for papers. 
I understand this Mr. Kelly was about to estab- 
lish a newspaper. This is a sample of oneof 
the abuses that ought to be corrected. 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to ask the Senator 
one question. I want to ask him if the thing 
that he refers to was not a violation of existing 
law? The collector had no right to reserve 
that money. And can the Senator make it 
any more a violation of the law than it was at 
that time? Had not the man a right to keep 
his money? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is no use to try to 
cover up these things by saying they are vio- 
lations of law. Does not the Senate under- 
stand it, and does not the Senator from Indi- 
ana understand it, and does he not know that 
if that storekeeper, Mr. Thompson, had not 
submitted to it he wonld have been turned out 
of office? How long does he suppose the men 
that refused to pay their assessments in the 
custom-house at New York would have retained 
their offices? 

Ts it this system that the Senator from Indi- 
ana commends as the best inthe world? Why, 
sir, is not the Interior Department full of it? 
Did not the former Secretary expose it? IL 
have known of officers, postmasters, and other 
officers, receiving letters from some political 
committee telling them that they had been 
assessed a certain amount or per cent. on their 
salaries for party purposes. Officials have told 
me they disliked to lose their places, and sup- 
posed they had better pay their assessments 
than have difficulty about it. J have known 
hundreds of dollars to be assessed against off- 
cials in this way; and what next? Then the 
officers, part of whose salaries are taken to pay 
political assessments. come to Congress and 
ask us to raise their salaries. Not a session 
passes that applications are not made here to 
raise thesalaries of your clerks, your auditors, 
and other officialsin your Departments. Why 
are you asked to raise their salaries? Because 
they have to take a part of them to pay the 
assessments of some party committee. What 


jis this but taking the people’s money to suap- 


portaparty? TheSenator from Indiana wants 
to know if such practices are not contrary to 
law? Thatis what I want the committee to 
ascertain, and, whether contrary to law or not, 
to take measures to have them corrected. To 


apply a remedy we must know of the abuse. ; 


Did the Senator from. Indiana know of Thomp- 
son’s case? 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Illinois 
knew about it. It does not require a commit- 


tee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The facts of that case 
have come into my possession since this debate 
began. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Wuitsow] asks to look at the letter, as if he 
was a little surprised at it. Is this the first he 
has heard of this practice? Well, he never 
heard of that case, but he must have heard of 
a great many others, if he has read the report 


of the former Retrenchment Committee. Why, 
sir, I have been told that the question has been 
asked in the New York custom-house as to 
the political influence a man could have, if he 
was appointed, in securing a delegate to some 
convention. Now it is proposed to strike out 
from this resolution any inquiry in regard to 
this matter. If it would not take up too much 
time, I have got another letter here that I 
might read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not believe it is 
best to read it. It comes from the land of 
Canaan, from Essex county, in the goodly 
State of Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the letter 
from Canaan, by all means. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It will take rather too 
much time to read the letter. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. Be kind enough to give 
ittome. As I represent Canaan, I ought to 
have an opportunity to see it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If my friend from Ver- 
mont will pledge me in advance that the gentle- 
man who has written me the letter shall not 
be persecuted or turned out of office just for 
writing it, if he will stand by him and sup- 
port him, I will hand him the letter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will depend on 
whether he has told the truth. Ifhe has lied, 
he shall be turned out; if he has told the truth, 
he shall not be. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, (handing the letter to 
Mr. Epmunps.) Then you may look at the 
letter. I assume that he has told the truth. 

Now, Mr. President, whatis proposed to be 
done? This resolution authorizes what sert 
of inquiries? It authorizes this committee ‘to 
inquire into the expenditures in all branches 
of the service of the United States.” The 
Senator from Rhode Island is willing that they 
shall make that inquiry. ‘‘And to report 
whether any and what offices ought to be abol- 
ished.’’? He is willing that that inquiry shall 
be made. He agrees that the committee shall 
inquire ‘‘whether any and what salaries or 
allowances ought to be reduced.’’ He agrees 
that they may inquire “ what are the methods 
of procuring accountability in public officers 
or agents in the care and disbursements of 
public moneys, and whether moneys have 
been paid out illegally.” He agrees that they 
may inquire ‘‘ whether any officers, or agents, 
or other persons, have been or are employed 
in the public service without authority of law 
or unnecessarily.” He agrees that they may 
inquire ‘‘generally how and to what extent 
the expenses of the service of the country may 
and ought to be curtailed.” 

But when you come to touch this sore about 
the use of the offices for partisan purposes— 
and I wish they were never used for worse 
than even partisan purposes ; but unfortunately 
they are frequently used for personal and indi- 
vidual purposes—when yon come to inquire 
into the expediency of ‘‘ withdrawing the pub- 
lic service from being used as an instrument 
of political or party patronage,” the Senator 
from Rhode Island rises and moves to strike 
that clause out of the resolution. He does 
not wish the committee to inquire into that 
matter. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am in favor of that 
investigation more than anything that precedes 
it, and I voted to refer that matter to the com- 
mittee of which the Senator from Tlinois is 
the chairman. That whole subject embraced 
in the bill introduced by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Epmvunps]} is now before the com- 
mittee of which the Senatoris chairman, and 
he now comes forward and asks ua to refer to 
anew committee not yet appointed a matter 
which is in his own hands. Is hé unwilling to 
investigate it himself? 1l would vote to give 
him power to send for persons and papers, and 
to employ as many clerks as he wants for that 
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investigation. Do we want to refer the same 
subject to two committees? Lam satistied with 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I think 
he might be. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, let us 
understand each other. The Committee on the 
Judiciary are investigating and are authorized 
to investigate no inquiry into the manner in 
which offices are being used for political or party 
purposes. I will tell you what the Committee 
on the Judiciary has had referred to it. The 
original resolution, which I offered, contained 
this clause : 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the civil 
service are now made as to provide for the selection 
of subordinate officers after due examination by 
proper boards; their continuance in office during 
specified terms, unless dismissed upon charges pre- 
ferred and sustained before tribunals designated for 
that purpose. i 

That was in the original resolution but is 
omitted in this, and thatis the subject referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary—a bill to 
provide for examinations and in reference to 
appointments to office; not a proposition to 
know whether the patronage of this country 
is not used for political or party purposes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him again? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The whole of that. sub- 


ject is embraced in the bill introduced by the | 


Senator from Vermont, which is now before 
the committee of which the Senator from Iili- 
nois is chairman; and that portion which he 
objects to having stricken out is the very gist 
and animus of the whole bill. 

Mr. MORTON. Ifthe Senator from Rhode 
Island will allow me, I will say to him that the 
bill which was passed atthe last session, under 
which the President has been acting, was un- 
derstood to and does cover the whole question, 
and what the Senator feom Illinois is urging 
now has been urged by him prominently from 
the first as a measure of civil service reform. 
Now, the Senator wants to say that that has 
not been referred to the President and is not 
‘comprehended under his powers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And I hope the Senator 
from Hlinois will not forget that when he 
offered that amendment I coöperated with him 
actively in the matter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam much obliged to 
the Senator from Rhode Island for having done 
so. I thank himforit. Hedid codperate with 
me. But that has nothing to do with this 
proposition, and the Senaror from Indiana 
cannot escape from his position of opposition 
to this inqniry under any statute that has been 
passed, i will read the act again. and I will 
hold up the statute before the thinking, read- 
ing, intelligent people of this country, and 
I will ask them if there is one word in it on 
the subject of providing for withdrawing the 
public, service from being used as an instru- 
ment of political or party patronage. I say 
there is not. I say that the proposition whieh 
was adopted in the Senate by the aid of the 
Senator from Rhode Island—I do not know 
that we had the aid of the Senator from Indi- 
ana—wasin reference to appointments to office, 
aot in reference to the use of the offices after- 
ward for political and partisan purposes. Now 
I will read the whole of the act again, be- 
cause I am not going, if I can prevent it, to 
permit the Senator from Indiana by constant 
asseveration to mislead the people as to what 
that article is; 

“Sze. 9. That the President of the United States 


be, and‘he is hereby, authorized to preseribe such 
rules and regulations for the admission of persons 


into the civil service of the United States as will best | 
promote the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fit- H 


ness of each in respect to age, health, character, 


knowledge, and ability, forthe branch of service into ` 5 s 
f i Ohio desires to make that motion, I will yield 
_ for that purpose. 


which he seeks to enter.’ 


That is all that the President is authorized 
to do as to appointments or appointees under 
that act. 


“And for this purpose the President is authorized 
to employ suitable persons to conduct said inqui- 


$ 


H time, 
| ing to yield to the Senator. 


| will yield at once. 


| 
Í 
i 
| 


i} Mr. MORTON. All right. 
i Mr. TRUMBULL. If I make any state | 
| mentthat misrepresents the Senator inany way $! 
i I shall be obliged to him for interrupting me, | 


rieg, to prescribe their duties, and to establish regu- 
lations for the conduct of persons who may receive 
appointments in the civil service.” 

He is authorized to call persons to his assist- 
ance in framing rules in regard to the entry of 
| persons into the civil service. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
a word? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. These interruptions are 
becom ing very frequent. . Is it a personal 
matter? 

Mr. MORTON, Simply a word ia regard 
| to that law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not propose in the 
statement I am making to be constantly inter. 
rupted. If the Senator from Indiana thinks I 
have misstated him in anything I have said I 


} 
} 
| Mr. MORTON. I do not say that the Sen- 
ator has misstated me, but I wish to call his 
| attention to the language that he has just read. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. If itis merely calling my 
i attention to something else, that he can do 
| when I am through. 

i Mr. MORTON. It is not something else; 
‘it is the same thing to which the Senator is 
i speaking. 

i Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, I 
| think I have shown that this is not a matter 
| that the Committee on the Judiciary are invest- 
_igating at all. A bill is before that committee 
‘in regard to the civil service, but they are not 
| going to examine how the public patronage is 
| being used, whieh is the clause that is pro- 
| posed to be stricken out of this resolution. 

: Mr. MORTON. 
| a word? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the i; 


Mr. MORTON. 
; passing from the subject. 


| 
Senator from Illinois yield? 
i 
' Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I have several other 


i 


, from Indiana just as well to make his remarks |. 


i after I get through I should much prefer it. 


: for certainly I do not wish to misstate him in 
! anything. 
‘sonal. of course I will give way to an explana 


il tion at once. 


Mr. MORTON. Does the Senator yield ? 
i Mr. TRUMBULL. I do in that way, not 
i to a discussion. 
| Mr. MORTON. I can wait until you get 
_ through. I always yield, myself. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I yield for anything that 
‘is of a personal nature; but it is late 
Mr. MORTON. There is nothing personal 
: about it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I do not wish to 
detain the Senate at length, and would prefer 
_ going on and getting through, but, at the same 
I do not want to be considered ag refus- 
If the Senator 
` desires to say anything personal I will give way. 
Mr. MORTON. Iwill wait. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish the Sen- 
ator to think I am discourteous. 
Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from 
_ Ilinois give way to a motion to adjourn? 
Mr. TRUMBULL, 
į tion of the Senate, I will do so. 
| Mr. THURMAN. Let us see whether it i 
jor not. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
| Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Illi 
; nois does not yield for that purpose. 
he will yield if that is the disposition of th 
Senate; but it is not the disposition of th 
Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


If the Senator from 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Illinois yields to the Senator from | 
: Ohio, who moves that the Senate do now | 
: adjourn, : 


Will the Senator allow me | 


If that is the disposi. | 


He says ; 


| 
[i 


| 
| 


} 
| 


I thought the Senator was | 


The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on a division—ayes 20, noes 26, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, I 
propose briefly to give a narrative, which I 
think ought to go to the country, and ought to 
be understood by the Senate, of this resolution 
and of the course which has been pursued here 
in regard to it. In July, 1866. a proposition 
was made in the House of Representatives to 
raise a joint Committee on Retrenchment, 
That resolution came to the Senate and was 
acted upon in this body on the 13th of July, 
1866. The Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Ep- 
mMuNDS,] from the Committee on Commerce, 
of which the Senator from Michigan { Mr. 
CHANDLER} is chairman, and who it will be re- 
membered has taken such high ground against 
this committee, that committee having consid- 
ered the resolution, reported it back to the 
Senate. It was not then as full as it is now. 
It provided for inquiring into the civil service 
of thecountry. The Senator from Ohio. [ Mr. 
SHerwan, |] whom I do not now see in his seat, 


i and who has also been “amazed” that I should 


have offered this resolution in the Senate. 
moved to amend the resolution by striking out 
the word ‘‘civil’’ before ‘‘service’’ wherever 
it occurred, so that the inquiry might apply to 
all services, That amendment was agreed to. 
The Senator from Vermont then moved to 
He said: 


“I move to amend the resolution by inserting 


; after the word ‘reduced’ in the seventh line the 
: words, ‘ what are the methods of securing account- 
! ability in public officers or agents in the care and 
i disbursement of public moneys, whether moneys 


have been paid out illegally, and whether any offi- 


i cers, or agents,or other persons, have been or are 


engaged in the service without authority of law or 
unnecessarily.’ 
“The amendment was agreed to.”’ 


And then my good friend from Rhode Island, 


| (Mr. Antony,] who now wants to strike a 
i: particular clause out of the resolution, offered 
| things to say, and if it will suit the Senator |: 


In regard to anything that is per- | 


this amendment: 

_ And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the civil 
service are now made as to provide for the seleotion 
of subordinate officers after due examination by 
proper boards, their continuance in offices during 
specified terms, unless dismissed upon charges pre- 
ferred and sustained before tribunals designated for 
that purpose, and for withdrawing the civil service 
from being used as an instrument of political or 
party patronage.” 

That amendment, after being very highly 
commended by the Senator from Vermont. 
was also adopted by the Senate, and the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, not satisfied that that 
was broad enough, also asked to strike out 
the word ‘‘civil,’’ so as to have the provision 
apply to all services. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Had not that already 


i been done, on the motion of the Senator from 


Ohio? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In his amendment the 
Senator from Rhode Island had inserted the 
word ‘civil,’ and he asked to strike it out 
of his own amendment. After this resolution 
had undergone these various amendments it 
was submitted to the Senate in the very same 
worda in which I offered it here onthe 7th day 
of December. 

The resolution was again adopted on the 
6th of March, 1867, in these words: 


* Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

“Resolved by the Senate, (the Houte of Represent- 
atives concurring.) That the joint select Committee 
on Retrenchment, raised by a concurrent resolution 
of the two Houses at the first session of the Thirty- 
Ninth Congress, be, and the same is hereby, revived 
and continued for and during the Fortieth Congress, 
with all and the same powers and duties appertain- 
ing thereto in said Thirty Ninth Congress, and with 
power to appoint a clerk, and with power in its 
members to administer oatha; and that any vacan- 


: ciesin said committee be filled by the Presiding 
| Officer of each House respectively.” 


The Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Sugaman,] who 
was so ‘‘amazed"' at this resolution the other 
day, on the 16th of March, 1867, offered the 


| following resolution : 


“ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,? That the joint Committees on 


u Retrenchment be, and are hereby, jnstracted te 


1871. 
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make a careful and minute examination of the 
method adopted by the Treasury Department to 

rint the bonds, notes, and securities of the United 
Erates; what guards have been adopted to prevent 
fraud or mistake, and what additional guards, if 
any, ought to be adopted to prevent fraud or mis- 


take; whether there has been any fraudulent or | 


erroneous issue of bonds, notes, or coupons, and if 
30, by whose fauit or negligence, and the proper 


remedy and prevention thereof; and especially to : 


examine the official conduct of those charged with 


the printing, registration, and issuing of any notes, | 


bonds, or securities of the United States; and that 
said committee have power to sit during the recess 
of Congress, to send for persons and papers, to ex- 
amine the same, and to take testimony and report 
at the next session of Congress.” 


Then a discussion followed, which was par- 
ticipated in by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] and others; and the Senate adopted 
this resolution with this ‘monstrous power”? 
in it to send for persons and papers, and to sit 
during the recess of Congress ! 

The resolution was again adopted at the 
commencement of the Forty-First Congress. 
So that we have had the resolution adopted 
originally in the Thirty-Ninth Congress at the 
instance of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
Epmunps;] in the Fortieth Congress at the 
instance of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. AnrHonx;] and in the Forty-First Con- 
gress at the instance, I think, in this body, of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Par- 
vERSON, | and we‘have had various gentlemen 
upon this committee. 
tee on Retrenchment consisted, on the part of 
the Senate, of Messrs. Epmunps, Williams, 
and Buckalew, appointed in 1866. In 1869, 
Messrs. Epmunps, Williams, PATTERSON, and 
Buckalew constituted the committee on the 

art of the Senate. ‘In 1870, Messrs. Harris, 

ATTERSON, SCHURZ, and THURMAN constituted 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are you not mistaken as 


to the committee in 1869? I went off the com- | 


mittee on the 38d of March, 1869. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, that was the com- 
mittee up to the 3d of March, 1869. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont says he served up to that 
time, and I suppose the committee was not 


organized again until the following winter, ; 


probably when we met in December., 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was not on the com- 
mittee after the 8d of March, 1869. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well. Atthe third 
session of the Forty-First Congress the com- 
mittee was presided over by Mr. Harris, and Mr. 
Parrerson, Mr. Scuurz, and Mr. THURMAN 
were the other members of the committee. 

Now, sir, I supposed that a proposition to 
raise a committee that had had an existence 
ever since 1866, with precisely the same powers 
that I asked for it in 1871, would have been 
adopted in this body without objection. On 
the 7th day of December, 1871, I offered a reso- 
lution to revive this Committee on Retrench- 


ment, which had expired with the Forty-First | 


Congress on the 8d of March last. After I 
offered the resolution the Senate immediately 
adjourned without any action upon it. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. You offered it at the last | 


moment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
tion, if I recollect aright, came up and was 
considered to some extent, but without arriv- 
ing at any definite conclusion. On Tuesday 
the Senate sat but a few minutes; and again, 


if I recollect aright, the same thing was gone | 


through with on Wednesday, and the news- 
papers of the country say that a caucus of 
Republican Senators was held in reference 
to this resolution. I wish the Senator from 
Indiana to consider what I am saying. The 
newspapers of the country say that a party 
caucus of Republican Senators was called to 
determine whether this resolution of investi- 
gation and inquiry to reduce the expenses of 
the Government should pass or not. Who 
gave this a party turn, or sought to give ita 
party turn? In my judgment, it was not a 
proper subject for party consideration. The 
very fact that Republican Senators got together 
to consider whether a resolution of inquiry into 


The first joint Commit- į 


On Monday the resolu- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
j 
' 
i 
l 


i} 


i 
i 


| has been given to understand that the Repub- 
| ican Senators were called together, for what? 


| newspapers, and says that they say there was a 


i investigation.” 


! of procuring accounta 


the abuses of the Government should he per- 
mitted to pass this body showed that the meet- 
ing was called for the purpose of considering 
it in a party point of view. The whole country 


For the purpose of considering whether a res- 
olution that had passed this body for five con- 
secutive years without objection should be 
permitted to pass again. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment right there? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. MORTON. 


Certainly. 
The Senator refers to 


caucus for the consideration of this question ; 
and he further says that it was not a proper 
subject to be caucused on. I desire to ask 
him if the newspapers also state who it was 
that first brought his resolution before a 
caucus? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know that 
they do. I have not attempted to speak of 
what occurred in the caucus; but when a reso- 
lution is offered in the Senate for the purpose 
of investigation, and any party go into caucus 
to see whether they cannot shape it in a differ- 
ent form, the country will think, or, to use the 
language of the Senator from Indiana, ‘‘impar- 
tial observers will say, and it cannot be pre- 
vonted,’’ that the caucus was called for the 
purpose of preventing the investigation. Mr. 
President, I undertake to say that the reso- 
lution was not a proper subject for a caucus of 
any party after it had been offered in the open 
Senate. It might have been a proper con- 
sideration if it had not been here to determine 
whether you would bring in such a proposition, 
but it was not a proper subject for party con- 
sideration afterward; and the moment that 
the Republican Senators were called together 
for such a purpose, it was manifest the country 
would understand that there were some party 
reasons that required it. 

Sir, I deny that the Republican party of this 
country is to be bound by any such action, 
and, for one, I repudiated on the spot theidea 
of being bound by any such caucus. I will 
never consent while I have the honor of a seat 
here that a party caucus, or any other combin- H 
ation or organization, shall prevent my bring- 
ing before the Senate for its investigation mat- 
ters that I believe the public good requires to 
be investigated. 

Sir, what followed? The resolution then 
followed in this body offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Anruony,] to do 
what? Tocreate a Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment, to consider such matters į 
as should be referred to it, a committee with 
no power whatever. It could not move astep 
until something was referred to it. 


I want to remind Senators of what they |; 


said when the resolution was originally before || 
this body. Theysay to-day, ‘‘Oh, we were for 
Did you talk that way on the 
11th, 12th, and 13th of December ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To whom doyouallude? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will tell you to whom 
t allude. I allude to the remarks made by the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Conx.tne.] 
In alluding to the resolution to revive the 
Retrenchment Committee he said: 


“I did not know that we had ever had a commit- 
tee in this body with functions so broad and absorb- 


ing that it would take to itself from the Committee 
on Military Affairs an inquiry like this.” 


That was said in reference to a resolution to | 
raise a committee in the very words in which 
we had adopted it here time and again. What | 
further did he say? 


“ But, Mr. President, I have another objection to 
this. The general and vague terms of which I am 
speaking will unsettle in a great degree the under- 
standings and obligations now resting upon the other 
standing committees. It is proposed to employ this 
language, they are to inquire ‘what are the methods 
ility in public officers or 

disbursement of public 
as to place and dime, are ! 


agents in the care and 
money?’ These powers, 


universal.” * * 


“Again, Iam indisposed to vote for language so 
general in its character as to exonerate other com- 
mittees from the obligations resting upon them.” 

Was not this making opposition to the res- 
olution? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] said: 

“The Senator from Illinois insists that this com- 
mittee shall commence with extraordinary powers 
not conferred upon any committee of this body.” * 
* = * “Tam amazed that such powers should 
be sought to be conferred in violation of the ordin- 
ary usages of the Senate unless in a special case for 
special reasons.’’ 


Again, referring to the Hodge case, he said: 


“There can be no objection to having this com- 
mittee authorized to examine all his papers, all his 
accounts, everything that would throw light on his 
transactions. But would you, because it is necessary 
in that case to arm the committee with this power, 
give it aright to go without limit, Without restraint, 
without definition, without accusation, without par- 
ticulars, all over the United States?” 


That is the way the proposition to revive 
this joint Committee on Retrenchment was 
met. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Mor- 


| ton] said: 


“We owe much to public integrity, and we owe 
something to private rights. A committee so armed, 
as I before said, would become an inquisition, a 
tyranny too intolerable to be borne by a free 
people.” 


Again he said: 

“Iam not mistaken about the whole drift of this 
debate. It has been toshow that there is corruption 
existing under this Administration, and gross cor- 
ruption. The drift of this debate isa reflection upon 
the Republican party.” 

_ Why was it not a reflection upon the Repub- 
lican party two years ago? No one then 
thought so. Does the Senator from Indiana 
suppose, does the Senatorfrom New York sup- 


| pose, does the Senator from Ohio suppose, that 


they can oppose a resolution in the very words 
in which it had been adopted year after year, 


| and say that it is a resolution that ‘‘ amazes ” 


them, that it is a resolution, according to the 
language of the Senator from Indiana, which 
creates ‘‘ an inquisition, a tyranny too intoler- 
ableto be borne by a free people;’’ that they 
can oppose it now when they voted for it years, 
and have the country understand that they are 
for a full and fair investigation? I know they 
say they are for one. I do not deny it; but I 
say to the Senator from Indiana he need not he 
surprised that the country cannot understand 
it in that way. 

What was the trouble about the resolution 
as originally offered? Qh, it proposed to raise 
a joint select committee, and that would not 
do! Well, sir, I was indifferent whether it 
was a joint committee or a standing commit- 
tee of the Senate; but when it was proposed 
to have a standing committee of the Senate, 
what sort of a standing committee was pro- 
posed? A standing committee that could not 


| move an inch until it was ordered by the Sen- 


ate, which had no jurisdiction of anything by 
the express terms of the resolution creating it. 
When I proposed to give to this standing com- 
mittee the same power to summon persons and 
examine papers, to inquire whether retrench- 
ment could not be brought about iu the public 
service, whether useless offices could not be dis- 
pensed with, when I brought to the attention 
of the Senate the fact that there were in the 
custom-house at New York numerous officers 
with nothing to do, when we showed these facts 
and asked thai this committee be clothed with 
power to investigate them, we are told, ‘Oh, 
no, it will not do;’’ the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from Indiana are alarmed; 
the Constitution of the United States is going 
to be violated; the rights of the citizen are 
to be encroached upon; an inquisition is to be 
established ! 

When on earth did those Senators wake up 


| to this alarm for the rights of the citizen? 


They voted to grant these powers to a com- 
mittee two years ago. But they say that was 
different. The committee to which we voted 
to give these powers was a special committee 
of both Houses, and nota standing committee 
of the Senate. What difference does that 
make to the rights of the citizen? Wil the 
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citizen be any the worse off if his rights are en- 
croached upon by a standing committee of the 
Senate, than he would if they were encroached 
upon by a select committee of the two Heuses ? 
Is the Senator from Indiana astonished, or is 
the Senator from Ohio astonished that the peo- 
ple of the United States cannot see the differ- 
ence? Are they surprised that the people 
cannot understand what difference it makes 
whether a standing committee ofthis body has 
authority to send for persons and papers, ora 
select committee of both Houses has that 
power? It is the thing that we are after ; we 
want to expose and correct abuses if they 
exist. I do not think they should be at all 
surprised that the country understands them 
to be opposed to retrenchment and the correc- 
tion of abuses, when they look back at the 
action of the last few days in this body. 

When it is proposed to raise a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate, andI offer as an amend- 
ment the proposition thatit shall have author- 
ity to make these inquiries, to examine for 
abuses, to ascertain whether the patronage of 
the country is used for mere partisan purposes, 
and not for the public good, and that the com- 
mittee shall have power to send for persons 
and papers, how am I met? ‘‘Oh, it will not 
do to give that power to a standing committee 
of the Senate; that is monstrous.” First, Sen- 
ators go to work to get rid of the joint com- 
mittee of both Houses, and propose to raise a 
standing committee of the Senate without giv- 
ing it any powers; and when it is proposed to 
give it powers, ‘Oh, you must not do that, 
because it would go into the rules of the Sen- 
ate that a standing committee was vested with 
certain powers, and that will neverdo!’' How 
could the Senator from Indiana expect any 
thing else but that, to use his language, ‘‘im- 
partial observers’’ would say that these were 
mere formalities, technicalities, thrown in the 
way of the investigation which it was sought 
to make? 

Well, Mr. President, the proposition to 


amend the resolution raising a standing com- į 


mittee of the Senate by vesting it with the 
powers that had been given to the prior Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment was voted down. 


Then it was said, ‘‘ Oh, you have got civil ser- |), 
vice in this amendment, and that subject has |i 


already been referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary.” I said to Senators, ‘Let us take 
civil service out of the amendment, except 
that part of the provision which relates to the } 
use of patronage for partisan purposes.” Not 
satisfied with that, the newspapers say another 
caucus was called, and another resolution is 
brought into the Senate naming the members | 
of the committee. 

Mr. President, I have nothing to say in re- 
gard to my associates who are to be placed 
upon the committee. The chairman ofthe com- 
mittee, the honorable Senator trom Connecti- 
cut, [Mr. Bucoxinenam,] is a gentleman of 
the highest character, one of the purest men in 
public life in this country, one in whom I have 
the utmost confidence, who through a long life 
has been noted for his integrity, his uprightess, | 
and his virtues in every waik of life. and neis my | 
personal friend. I have no imputation to | 
cast upon the committee as individual Senators. 
I would have no right to make imputations. 
In my heart I have no feelings of unkindness 
against one of them. But, in the language | 
again of the Senator from Indiana, ‘impartial | 
observers’ will ask, how did this committee | 
happen to be made np as itis? 

Now. sir, we have arrived at the last step | 
where it is proposed to form this committee 
after having voted down or laid on the table the 
various propositions to give it those powers 
without which it ean be of but little service. I 
have struggled here day afterday, and until I 
fear | have wearied the Senate and made my- 
self obnoxious in trying to get a direct vote 
to see whether the Senate was disposed to vest 


H 


this committee with powers that would make 
itefficient. Why, sir, the Senator from Con- | 


necticut, pure as he is, and opposed to every || 


sort of iniquity in publie or private life, can 
do nothing under this resolution unless you 
give him some power under which he can act. 
And now when it is proposed to give him this 
power, we are told, ‘‘ Oh, no, no power to send 
for persons and papers, no power to inquire 
whether the patronage of the Government is 
used for partisan purposes, no power to inquire 
whether out in Kentucky subordinate officers 
have had deducted nearly half their monthly 
pay on assessments made by political com- 
mittees.’’ Sir, I want this committee clothed 
with authority to go and make all these in- 
quiries. It is accidental that I happen to know 
of this Kentucky case. It is accidental that I 
learned of the case in Vermont in reference to 
which I handed a letter to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was that case as 
you understand it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The letter is a lengthy 
one. The writer complains, I think, of super- 
numerary officers. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think it 
strange that the intelligent people of this 
country should have supposed. that there was 
something in the way of investigation; but 
before taking my seat I desire to clear the 
skirts of the Republican party from any such 
imputation. I deny that thirty-four Senators 
in this body have a right to speak for the 
Republican party of this nation. They may 
speak for themselves, but they cannot bind the 


Republican party of my State, nor of the other | 


States of this Union to any such proposition 
as will throw obstacles—whether designed or 
not, the people will understand them to be 
obstacles—in the way of investigation. The 
people of this country, as I said, do not care 
whether your investigations are hy a joint 
select committee of the two Houses or by a 
standing committee of one House. They care 
not whether the power to send for persons and 
papers is exercised by a joint committee or by 
a standing committee, 

And, lest I forget it, Mr. President, let me 
say right here that this is a false alarm that is 
raised lest the rights of the citizen should be 
encroached upon if the committee is vested 
with power to send for persons and papers. 
This committee has been treated as if it was 
to examine into the private affairs of citizens 
throughout the country. It is no such thing. 
It is a committee vested, if my amendment 


! should be adopted, with power to send for 


persons and papers in reference to what? In 
reference to the expenditures in all branches 
of the service of the United States, and to 


| inquire what offices ought to be abolished. Is 


there any objection to clothing a committee 


| with power to send for persons and papers to 


make such inquiries, to know what offices 
ought to be abolished? Does that authorize 
the committee to summon before it the citizens 
of the country disconnected with office, and 
examine their private papers as to private 
matters? Not at all. It authorizes a com- 
mittee of the Senate of the United States to 
inquire into public matters, and that isa just 
authority belonging to a committee of this 
body. 

My proposition is to vestthe committee with 
power to send for persons and papers, so as to 
inquire into the methods of procuring account- 
ability in public officers or agents. Is that 
going to interfere with the rights of the citi- 
zen? It is in reference to public employ- 
ment, in reference to public money, in refer- 


; ence to the collection, the care, and the dis- 


bursement of public funds, in reference to the 
official conduct. of the men in office, that we 
propose to inquire ; and am I to be told that 
it is a dangerous power for the Congress of the 
United States or one of its branches to inquire 
into the public service by sending for persons 
and sending for papers whenever they deem it 
necessary? So, sir, you see that this is no 
unusual power; it is no new resolution. 


| 
i 
f 


H 
di 


i management of public affairs. 


I have offered asan amendment to the 
ing proposition the resolution substantia 


pend. 
; ly as 
I offered it originally. I am met with a prop- 
osition to strike out ita vital parts, to deny 
the committee power to send for persons and 
papers, to deny the committee power to in- 
quire into the propriety of withdrawing the 
public service from being used as an instru- 
ment of political or party patronage. Sir, 
they are the vital parts of this resolution. F 
show you instances of the abuse of public pat- 
ronage, and I wish this committee to have 
authority to inquire into it that we may have 


| a purer public service, a higher standard of 


political morals, and greater economy in the 
Why this is 
objected to, I cannot see. I see these tech- 
nical objections that are made, and I am not 
surprised that the country regards them as 
technical. But, sir, I deny that the Republi- 
can party of this country or the Administration 
of the Government is opposed to investigation, 
is opposed to economy, is opposed to an in- 
uiry as to how moneys are collected and 
isbursed. 

It was in consequence of the abuses of the 
Government and its encroachments upon hu- 
man liberty that the Republican party was 
formed. It must not be false to its origin, and, 
sir, my Republicanism is not to be measured 
by the standard that is attempted to be set up 
here in this Senate Chamber. I repudiate it. 
Ideny the authority of the Senator from In- 
diana or any other Senator, or forty Senators, 
to determine for me what true Republicanism 
is. The action that has been taken in this 
body is at war with the genuine principles of 
the party as enunciated from the beginning. I 


| am willing that my action in reference to this 


matter shall go to the country, and let those 
who vote down the proposition they sustained 
for years explain ihe reason of their action, 
if they can, to the satisfaction of the people 
they represent. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I have not 
attempted to measure the Republicanism of the 
Senator from Illinois. I have no right to do 
it. I have no power to do such a thing, even 
in regard to the humblest member of the party. 
I never assumed it. Whether the Senator is 
a Republican depends upon his own convie- 
tion and action: and whether the people of 
this country believe that he is a Republican 
will depend, not upon what I or any other man 
may say, but upon what he himself may say 
or do. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator has alluded 
to the caucus. I believe it is the first time 
thatit has been mentioned here by any Repub- 
lican Senator on this floor. The caucus has 
been arraigned by him forhaving assumed juris- 
diction of this subject when it had no proper 
right to do so. The Senator has brought the 
caucus here; J have not. But when the Sen- 
ator speaks of the caucus and arraigns it for 
taking jurisdiction of this matter, | think the 
Senator ought in all frankness, in justice to 
his associates and his party, to tell who it was 
that first brought this subject into caucus, who 
first carried it there; and I wait for an answer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator refers 
to me, I will say that [have not yet stated what 
occurred in caucus. L have stated what the 
newspapers said. I should be very glad so 
far as I had any connection with proceedings 
in caucus. to state it; but I doubt the propriety 
of doing so, and I have not gone into the action 
inside of the caucus. I will say this much, 
however, to the Senator, that [ introduced the 
resolution into the Senate without instructions 
one way or the other from the caucus. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator has not told 
us who brought this subject into caucus first. 
He says he bas not gone into what the caucus 
did. He has. He is mistaken, When he 
mentioned what the newspapers said abuut it 
we all understood him to mean thatthe caucus 
had taken jurisdiction of that question and that 


it had been considered in caucus. That is 
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what the country understands. Now I will 
put aside this veil. I havea right to do it in 
justice to myself and to every one of my asso- 
ciates. When that caucus is arraigned for 
considering this question I have a right to ask 
of that Senator who first carried it there and 
gave it jurisdiction, and the Senator ought to 
answer in frankness, and if he did he would 
anawer that not one of the majority whose 
action he has arraigned here to-day was re- 
sponsible for the first introduction of that thing 
into caucus. The Senator knows who it was 
that did it. If he does not choose to answer, 
I leave it there. One Senator, the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. Pomeroy, ] tells that he has 
seen it stated in the papers that it was first 
carried into caucus by the Senator from Illi- 


nois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will al- 
low me, I will state my action. When the 
Republican Senators met for the formation of 
the committees of the Senate, which is usual, 
which I think isa proper matter for party con- 
sideration, no members of the Committee on 
Retrenchment were proposed. I moved sub- 
stantially—I do not remember the words, but 
substantially—that the committee that was 
forming the committees be directed to report 
a Committee on Retrenchment. I was re- 
quested by a Senator to withdraw it for a mo- 
ment in order to have the other committees 
formed, not to delay action. T did so. As 
soon ag they were announced, however, as 
goon as the committees had been raised, I 
renewed my motion for a Committee on Re- 
trenchment. A motion was immediately made 
and carried that the caucus adjourn. 

Now, if the Senator from Indiana does not 
see the difference, I am sure an intelligent 
public will. Iregarded it as very proper before 
the matter had been considered here at all, to 
move to have the Committee on Retrenchment 
continued which expired on the 4th of March 
last, to have the same committee fill up the 
names as far as the Senate was concerned. 
Of course it would have to go to the House of 
Representatives, being a joint committee; but 
so far as the Senate was concerned, to present 
the names of Senators for that committee. I 
think that would be proper enough in a caucus. 
Now, however, when the caucus did not actin 
reference to the matter, I think it is a very 
different question, when it comes here and is 
presented in the Senate as to having investiga- 
tions, from what it would be in arranging our 
committees originally, as is the custom of the 
majority party at the assembling of each ses- 
sion. 
Mr. MORTON. It is true, as the Senator 
says, that he did move for the appointment of 
a committee, by, according to my recollection, 
bringing forward in caucus the identical reso- 
lution that he introduced into the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh,no; no resolution ; 
simply a motion for the committee. 

Mr. MORTON. I thought the Senator had 
a resolution in his hand, and commenced 
reading it, if I remember correctly. I maybe 


wrong. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. No; {had no resolution 


there. 

Mr. MORTON. Now, Mr. President, the 
Senator, in justification of what I regard as 
an attempt to take the whole subject of the 
reform of the civil service out of the hands of 
the President, and to ignore him now before 
the country after all las been done that we 
know of, says that what I shall now read is 
not embraced in the law which commits this 
matter to the President. I will read what is 
in his resolution : 

And also to consider the oxpediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lic service are now made as to provide for withdraw- 
ing the public service from being used as an instru- 
ment of political or party patronage. 

The Senator says that is not comprehended 
or embraced in the act of which he himself 


was the author. I can only say that if it was 


not, that act was exceedingly lame, and came 
short of embracing the principal thing that he 
had talked about in this Senate for a long time. 
T undertake to say, and I challenge a success- 
fal contradiction from the reading of this law, 
that it does embrace the precise matter con- 
tained in this resolution, how to divorce the 
civil service system from politics. I will read 
the law as it passed : 


“That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules for 


the admission of persons into the civil service of the 
United States as will best promote the efficiency 
thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each candidate 
in respect to age, health, character, knowledge, and 
ability for the branch of service into which he seeks 
toenter; and for this purpose the President is au- 
thorized to employ suitable persons to conduct said 
inquiries, to prescribe their duties, and to establish 
regulations for the conduct of persons who may 
receive appointments in the civil service.” . 
This law authorizes the President to pre- 
scribe rules for the admission of persons into 
the civil service; in other words, for their ex- 
amination and appointment upon questions of 
fitness wholly independent of politics. Is not 
that the power conferred? Was not that what 
everybody understood at the time, that there 
were to be such regulations made for exam- 
inations and for appointmentsas would remove 
these appointments from the incidents of polit- 
icalservice? Weall understandit, and clearly 
that power is conveyed by this law, and from 
what I have heard, that is one of the most 
important considerations which the commis- 
sion appointed under it has been considering. 
Then, in conclusion, it provides that the Presi- 
dent shall have power to provide regulations 
for persons who may be appointed, to control 
their conduct, whether they shall take part in 


“politics, whether they shall contribute money 


for political purposes. He is authorized to 
prescribe regulations for their conduct. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wishthe Senator would 
read the clause that authorizes him to do that. 

Mr. MORTON. Here it is: 

“And for this purpore the President is authorized 
to employ suitable persons to conduct said inqui- 
ries, to prescribe their duties, and to establish regu- 
lations for the conduct of persons who may receive 
appointments in the civil service.” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
see that the commissioners whom the Pres- 


‘ident is to appoint are to do that? That is 


notin reference to the officers appointed. The 
last clause is merely telling for what purpose 
the President may employ commissioners. He 
may employ commissioners to assist him in 
making regulations. 

Mr. MORTON. Precisely. And if they suit 
him he has power to apply them. It author- 
izes him to call to his aid commissioners, and 
they are to present for adoption rules for the 
conduct of the persons in the civil service; 
and furthermore, to prescribe rules for the 
admission of persons to the service, so that 
their appointments shall be removed from polit- 
ical influence. That is the power; that is the 
thing that we know was contemplated when that 
law was passed; but now the Senator denies 
that it is embraced in his law. I can only say 
that if it was not, his law was lame ; it was the 
play of Hamlet with the part of Hamlet left 
out; he unfortunately omitted the most im- 
portant and material thing, according to his 
own construction, that was embraced in the 
reform of the civil service. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itwas as much as I could 
do to get that through. . 

Mr. MORTON. Well, sir; you got it all, 
and I never heard it denied until to-night that 
this law referred the whole subject to the com- 
mission; and, as I am informed, the commis- 
sioners have so understood, that this whole sub- 
ject was referred to their consideration. And 
now, after this thing had been so fully com- 
mitted to the President, and he has been act- 
ing upon it, and this learned board has been 
sitting so long to consider it, will not mpar- 
tial observers say that the attempt is made at 
the last hour to wrest the whole subject from 


the President, that he may not have the credit 
before the country of reforming the civil ser- 
vice? 

One word further in regard to the power of 
the committee and what I said the other day. 
As I read to the Senate a little while ago, I 
said that this resolution gave no power to that 
committee to make investigations in regard to 
frauds and crimes, but I said it was assumed 
that it did, and I discussed it upon that hy- 
pothesis, and here is my language in the Globe 
to show it. But I from the first denied that that 
resolution gave that power, and it seems to me 
the Senator has abandoned it to-night in his 
speech. He says they should have power to 
send for persons and papers, to ascertain what 
offices can be abolished. If they cannot ascer- 
tain without sending for persons and papers 
what offices can be abolished let them have that 
power. If they cannot ascertain how the 
methods of accountability can be corrected or 
improved without having the power to send 
for private papers and for persons, let them 
have it. 

But, as I understand the Senator’s speech, 
and he cannot do otherwise, the claim that has 
been made throughout this whole discussion, 
that this resolution gave the power to investi- 
gate frauds and crimes, has been abandoned ; 
and I say in conclusion that every imputation 
which has been made upon the Senate, in itor 
out of it, that the majority were resisting the 
investigation of frauds and crimes, falls to the 
ground, because confessedly the resolution that 
has been contended for does not give that 
power, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr President, I only pro- 
pose to occupy the attention of the Senate 
for a very few moments; nor would I venture 
to speak at all at this time were it not for the 
fact that on Thursday last, while temporarily 
absent from my seat, at the time the proposi- 
tion to raise the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment was being discussed, the 
honorable Senator from Missouri, whose seat 
is upon the opposite side of the Chamber, [Mr. 
Buair, ] took occasion to allude to the action 
of the President in suspending two United 
States officials in the State of Arkansas. Isend 
to the Secretary’s desk a copy of the Globe, 
and I ask to have read so much of the Senate 
proceedings of that day as is marked on the 
fourth page. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“Mr. Buarr. Will the Senator yield to me a 


oment.? 

“Mr. Witson. Certainly. 

“Mr. Buair. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
very boastful about this Administration, and its 
vigor in prosecutions. I should like to call his at- 
tention to the case that recently occurred in Arkan- 
sas, where the district attorney and marshal were both 
removed after procuring an indictment against an 
offender against the laws of the United States. 

“Mr, Scorr. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
will permit me, I think I can answer the inquiry. 

“Mr. Wiison. Very well. i 

“Mr. Scorr. That has been a subject which has 
been before the public to some extent, and it has 
been a matter of investigation to an extent which I 
am not permitted to speak about here, but I may say 
this much, and the knowledge which I have on the 
subject enables me to say, that the measures for the 
removal of the district attorney and the marshal re- 
ferred to, were taken long before the indictment was 
found ace the officer referrod to. 

“Mr. Buarr. If the Senator will allow me another 
word in answer to that, I will say that I think the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is entirely mistaken. 
have the same means of knowledge on the subject 
that he has, and my memory is not as he has stated. 
The officers, as L understand, and as I think the Sen- 
ate will very soon have oceasion to know, were 
turned out of their offices for finding an indictment 
against, a person for violating the laws of the United 


States.’ 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, Mr. President, if 
the understanding of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is correct, if it is true that the President 
in the exercise of his high functions has turned 
out of office two officers from the State of 
Arkansas simply because an indictment was 
found through their instrumentality against a 
person for a violation of the United States 
laws, then indeed has he been guilty of a grave 
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and serious offense; but I undertake to say 
that the facts in the case do not warrant any 
such conclusion, but, upon the contrary, that 
they were of such a nature as to have made it 
the imperative duty of the President to sus- 
pend those two officers. 

Tf the honorable Senator from Missouri will 

ardon me, I will venture to suggest that if he 
hed shown asmall portion of that zeal which 
usually characterizes his investigations, espe- 
cially into the alleged short-comings of this 
Administration, before this charge was made 
by him, in an attempt to ascertain the real 


motives of the President, I do not believe he | 


would ever have made that charge upon this 
floor. If he had taken the trouble to have 
gone to the Attorney General’s office, he could 
have there learned that on the 14th day of April, 
six weeks before these suspensions took place, 
a Senator of the United Siates, representing 
in part the people of Arkansas, did prefer 
charges against those two officers; and upon 
further inquiry he could have found out that 
documents were left on file there in substan- 
tiation of those charges, and that those charges 
were not based upon the ground that an in- 
dictment had been found against any person. 
I hold in my hand a copy of one of those doe- 
uments. It is a report of a committee on be- 
half of the senate of the State of Arkansas, 
who were authorized, in conjunction with a 
like committee on behalf of the house, in re- 
lation to election frauds in Pulaski county, 
Arkansas, committed at the November elec- 
tion in 1870. I should be glad, if the time of 
the Senate would permit, to have this report 
read, but as it is late, I will only ask to have 
so much of it read as I have marked, and I 
will say that both branches of the General 
Assembly, by a large majority of each house, 
adopted the report. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“Your committee are informed that no poe So i 
een | 
or indicted, and that the participants | 


nected with these frauds and outrages has 
arrested 
therein openly boast that the clerk and sheriff of 
Pulaski county will never let a grand jury be im- 
paneled that would indict them. Not one officer 
clothed with the majesty of the law, from Marshal 
Catterson down to his lowest deputy. discharged his 
sworn duty, but, on the contrary, used -it to aid in 
the acts of fraud and violence to which 
called attention. The deputy sheriffs, like the dep- 
uty marshals, were often one and the same person: 
if any one of the latter class performed the duty 
enjoined on them by the law of the State we have 
been unable to learn his name, 

“Your committee are of opinion that it ought to 
be made a penai offense for a person acting as a 
deputy sheriff to, at the same time, exercise the 
powers and duties of a deputy United States mar- 
shal, The combination of the two offices in one per- 
son was one of the means by which these frauds were 
consummated, 

“Your committee would further recommend that 
thought be given as to the propriety of separating 
the election of State and county officers from the 
election of members of Congress. If this should 
be done the United States marshals would have no 
excuse for interfering and overriding all law for-the 
purpose of forcing obnoxious men, not into Con- 
gress, but into the Legislature of the State, as was 
the object in the late election.” 


Mr, CLAYTON. Mr. President, the mar- 
shal referred to in this report as having used 
his office to aid in the perpetration of frauds 
and outrages is one of the officers alluded to 
whom the President has suspended. 
ask the honorable Senator from Missouri 
whether, with such information, emanating 
from the very highest authority in the State of 
Arkansas other than the people themselves, 
laid before the executive department of this 
Government, he is still of the opinion that this 
officer was removed because and for the single 
reason that an indictment had been found 
against some individual? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the informa- 
tion that T have upon the subject to which the 
Senator alludes was from testimony taken 
nefore the Committee on Alleged Outrages ; 
in the South. Certain witnesses were called 
bafore that committee and gave their testi: 
mony,and it was to the effect that I Stated to 
the Senate the other day, tbat these removals | 
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we have | 


Now, I; 


l| first step the gentleman himself would have 


i 


to deny the jurisdiction of that court. 


|| taken for the removal of those officers and that 


had been called into a Federal court to answer 
| for what he did while Governor of that State 


had been made because a certain individual : 
had been indicted for a violation of a law of 
the United States. Inasmuch as the indi- 
vidual was the Senator himself who has just 
addressed the Senate, as he was the person 
indicted, and as upon the trial of that indict- 
ment a motion was made, a technical motion, 
by which he was discharged, and his trial was 
never gone into, that has strengthened my 
faith in the testimony given by the witnesses. | 
The ground taken was that the Senator, who | 
was then Governor of the State of Arkansas, 
was not such an officer of elections as was em- 
braced or named in the enforcement law, as it 
was called, and hence, not being such an officer, 
he could not come within the purview of the 
| statute. If he bad stood his trial upon the 
facts, it might have changed my opinion in 
regard to the testimony of those witnesses. 
| Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I have 
abstained from referring to what may have 
taken place before a committee which has not 
yet reported to this body. Iam, it is true, a 
young member of this body, and before pro- 
ceeding further I should like to know from the 
Chair whether the report of a committee which 
has notyet finished its investigation, but which 
will probably go further into investigations of | 
these facts, can be known at this time in | 
open Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
Then 


understands not. 
although, as I said before, I am a young mem- 


Mr. CLAYTON. Very well, sir. 


example of the honorable Senator from Mis- | 
souri, and infringe upon its rules if I know it. | 
| I will gay this much, however, as through the ; 
courtesy of the chairman of that committee | 
that report is furnished to me, I undertake to | 
say that it does not establish what the Senator | 
from Missouri has stated; but from the investi- ` 
gation had there, the ex parte investigation | 
of one of the officers who were suspended, it 
is shown that three weeks before the indict- 
ment was found against me measures had been 


the remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania ` 
{Mr. Scorr] on the occasion referred to were | 
perfectly correct in that respect. 

I have shown you, Mr. President, what the i 
nature of those charges was. This officer was | 
charged with using his office as United States 
marshal in the perpetration of frauds and vio- 
lence in the State of Arkansas. A great deal | 
of clamor has been made of late by a certain 
class of politicians about what is termed the 
unwarranted interference of Federal officiais 
in the affairs of the States; and yet when a 
case of this kind, as clearly substantiated as a 
case can be which has not been adjudicated 
by the courts, is brought to the knowledge of 
the President and the officer so interfering 
unwarrautably is suspended, these same gen- 
tlemen raise a hue and cry all over this coun- ` 
try, that an officer has been suspended simply | 
because an indictment was found against a | 
certain individual! j 

Now, one word in relation to the indictment 
itself, as the Senator has seen fit to allude to 
it. It ought to hea pretty good argument with 
a State-rights Democrat, if with no one else, 
that an individual exercising the powers and 
functions of Governor of a State owes some 
duty to his State. I venture to say that the 
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taken, if he had been Governor of a State and 


under the laws of his State, would have been 
He 
would have said, ‘‘ You have no right to bring 
me into your court and ask as to how J enforced | 
the State laws.” | 
Mr. President, I should Hke to allude to the 
removal of this district attorney, but I for- 
bear, Buti say that from thecommencementof 
the measures to bring about his removal—and 
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ber of this body, I do not intend to follow the ʻi 


4l 


it was six weeks before the removal took place— 


ii there was not one word said about an indict- 


ment having been found against the individual 
now addressing you; and he was not removed 
for any such reason. 

Ido not make these remarks in vindication 
of the President of the United States. That 
| distinguished officer requires no vindication 
from me. It has been said that actions speak 
louder than words. His actions in the past 
and his actions in the present speak for him 
and are his vindicator, and they speak in tones 
loud enough and clear enough to be heard all 
over this country, from one end to the other, 
and the patriotic citizens of this country, from 
the highest to the lowest, at the proper time 
will respond to that language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing question is upon the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I rise to make 
a single remark on that question. I am op- 
posed to the proposition of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island for this reason: as I 
understand the proposition of the Senator from 
Illinois, it proposes to clothe the committee 
with power to examine whether the patronage 
of the General Government has been brought 
into conflict with the right of suffrage and tor 
purposes of general corruption. I think that 
there can be no more legitimate subject for 
inquiry connected with the duties of this com- 
mittee. There is no Senator who would not, 
in theory at least, condemn the bringing of 
the patronage of the General Government into 
conflict with the freedom of suffrage and to be 
used for purposes of general corruption. 

Now I understand that one of the branches 
of the resolution of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois directs, empowers, requires this 
committee to inquire whether the patronage 
of the General Government has been brought 
in conflict with the freedom of suffrage or bas 
been used for purposes of corruption gener- 
ally. I think, sir, that that portion of the 
resolution contemplating such an inquiry 
ought to be retained, and it probably will be, 
as valuable or more valuable than all the rest 


i| of the resolution besides. 


Mr, WILSON. I desire to say but a single 
word. I feel myself compelled to vote for the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. I feel under obligations to do so; but 
I wish to say now, distinctly, that if that amend- 
ment succeeds, I shall vote for the other por- 
tions of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois whenever they are presented, 
whether to-day, to-morrow, or any other day; 
and shall vote for any proposition couched in 
proper language, moved by any Senator, Re- 
publican or Democratic, in this body, to invest- 
igate the affairs of our country anywhere. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask to bave the 
amendment reported on which we are to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be reported. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest that the Secre- 
tary put the whole subject before the Senate 
by reading first the resolution of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, and then the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tay will report the entire proposition. 

The Crier Crerx. The resolution of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AxtHoxy] 
is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment be composed of the following 
Senators: Mr. BuckinciaM, (chairman,} Mr. PRATT. 
Mr. Howe, Mr. Harnay, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Poor, 
and Mr. BAYARD. 

That resolution was amended by adding the 
name of Mr. CasserLY to the committee, 

The Senator from Ilinois (Mr. TRUMBULL] 
| proposes to amend the resolution by adding to 


| 


i| it the following words: 


And that said committee of Investigation and 
etrenchment be instructed to inquire into the 
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expenditures in all branches of the service of the 
United States, and to report whether any and what 
offices ought to be abolished; whether any and 
what salaries or allowances ought to be reduced; 
what are the methods of procuring accountability 
in public officers or agents in the care and disburse- 


ment of public moneys; whether moneys have been | 


paid out illegally; whether any officers or agents or 
other persons have been or are employed in the 
public service without authority of law or unneces- 
sarily; and generally how and to what extent the 
expenses of theservice of the country may and ought 
to be curtailed. | 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lio service arenow made as to provide for withdraw- 
ing the public service from being used as an instru- 
ment of political or party patronage. 

That said committee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress, tosend for persons and papers, 
and to report by bill or otherwise; and that said 
committee may appoint a clerk. 

It is proposed to amend that amendment to 
the original resolution by striking out from it 
the following paragraph : 

And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the public 


service are now made as to provide for withdrawing 
the public service from being used as an instrument 
of political or party patronage. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And also ‘‘to send for 
persons and papers.” The motion is to strike 
out both of those last clauses, is itnot? As 
Į understand it, the proposition is to strike out 
the inquiry as to the use of patronage for 
partisan purposes, and also to strike out the 
authority to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand it is to 
strike owt that portion of the amendment 
which has been already referred to another 
committee, of which the Senator himself is 
chairman, and to leave the authority to send 
for persons and papers and the authority to 
appoint a clerk to the committee itself, when- 
ever it asks for them to give them to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, I wish to know 
exactly what the motion is to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands thet the motion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island is to strike out all of the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from TMi- 
nois after the word “ curtailed.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, will the Secretary 

. read just what is to be stricken out? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LI think I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I supposed you would 
like to have that read. I thought we were 
trying to ascertain what we were to vote upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My excellent friend trom 
Illinois never knows that anybody has the 
floor but himself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I resume my 
seat until the question of order is settled. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My point of order is 
this: I called for the reading of the resolution 
and amendments; and before I understood 
what was proposed to be stricken out, the Sen- 
ator from Vermont undertook to take the floor 
from me. [insist upon my right to know what 
the motion to strike out is. I asked to have 
the words read, and before that was done the 
Senator from Vermont, as I understand it, had 
no right to take the floor at all. He had no 
‘ight to it until that was read, so that the Sen- 
ate could understand what it was that we were 
to vote upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I respectfully submit to 
my distinguished friend from Illinois, that 
before he had risen at all I had risen and been 
recognized by the Chair, and then, with that 
usual modesty which characterizes him, he 
undertook to have several papers read mean- 
time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision 


The Sen- 


T call the Senator to 


of the Chair is thatthe Senator from Vermont | 
was recognized. My recollection is, that I| 


spoke the name of the Senator from Vermont 
hefore the Senator from Illinois rose. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I insist, if the Chair 
will allow me, that it was not competent for 
the Chair to recognize the Senator from Ver- ; 


mont until what I had called for had been ii 


reported to the Senate so that I could under- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 
from Illinois was in his seat at the time the | 
Chair recognized the Senator from Vermont, 
as the Chair now understands. The Senator 
from Illinois then rose and made a request ; 
which, so far as the present occupant of the | 
chair had observed, was never objected to, and 
the Chair made no mention of it, but permitted | 
the Clerk to proceed with the reading, under- | 
standing, however, that the Senator from Ver- | 
mont had the floor and yielded informally to 
the reading of the resolution and the amend- | 


| stand it. i 


ment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I feel constrained to | 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois appeals from the decision of 
the Chair deciding that the Senator from Ver- 
mont is entitled to the floor ; and the question | 
is “‘ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Illinois will not take an appeal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it due to myself 
that I should appeal for the purpose of placing 
myself right before the Senate and the country. 

Mr. THURMAN. I say I hope the Sen- 
ator will not appeal, because it is a mere 
question of fact who rose first and was recog- 
nized by the Chair first. That is a question 
of fact that we cannot decide. I do not know 
how it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If that were so I should 
not take the appeal. I do not understand it 
to be a question of fact at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from Illinois will permit, the Chair will 
remark that the question, as he understands 
it and decides it, is purely and solely a ques- 
tion of fact. If the Senator from Illinois had 
been understood to be on the floor requesting 
the reading of this resolution, the Chair would 
not have recognized the Senator from Ver- 
mont until that reading was completed; but | 
the understanding of the Chair was, that the 
Senator from Vermont was recognized before 
the Senator from Illinois requested that the 
resolution be read, and that at the time the | 
Senator from Vermont was recognized the 
Senator from Illinois was in his seat. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I take it that the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair isa debatable | 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifit wasa struggle as to | 
whether the Senator from Vermont or myself | 
had the floor, | should yield at once to the} 
decision of the Chair as recognizing the Senator | 
from Vermont. ‘There can be no question of 
fact between the Chair and myself in regard to į 
that. I called originally for the reading of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 
Rhode Island. That was before the Senator | 
from Vermont had attempted to address the 
Chair at all. The Senator from California | 
then asked to have the whole resolution re- | 
ported. My call was to have reported what | 
the Senator from Rhode Island proposed as | 
an amendment to my proposition. * ! 
ator from California then requested to have the | 

| 
I 


whole series of propositions read. The whole | 
was read, Some confusion then occurred in | 
the reading of the last of it, as to whether it | 
was intended to strike ont both the clause as | 
to the power to send for persons and papers ; 
and the clause relating to the use of the patron- 
age. While that confusion existed the Chair 
recognized the Senator from Vermont. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Butthe Chair 
understands that at that point the Senator from | 


Illinois was in his seat, and then made the | 


supplemental request in consequence of the | 
confusion which arose. i 


he Sen- || 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Hli- 


; nois was in his seat when the Chair recognized 


the Senator from Vermont. My point is not 
that being in my seat changed it. Fhad called 
for the reading, and I thought I had a right to 
have my call answered. It had not been an- 
swered ; and up to the present time, so far as I 
have heard—other Senators may be informed— 
the Secretary has not read by itself the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. If he has, 
I did not understand him to do so. I wanted 
him to read the precise amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, which was the thing 
I called for before the Senator from California 
addressed the Chair at all, and long before the 
Senator from Vermont did. 

Now, Mr. President, I conceive that I had 
a right to that, sitting in my chair or not, after 


i I had made the call; and it was not competent 


for the Chair to recognize any one else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the fact to be that the Secretary 
had proceeded and finished the reading of 
what he understood to be called for by the 
Senator from Illinois. At that point the Sen- 
ator from Vermont arose, the Senator from 
IHinois being in his seat, and the Secretary 
having concluded the reading of what he 
understood to be called for by the Senator 
from Illinois, and the Senator from Vermont 
wasrecognized. Upon that statement of facts, 
assuming these to be the facts, the Chair over- 
rules the point of order made by the Senator 
from Ilinois; and the Senator from Illinois 
appeals. The question is, “Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
Senate ?’’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was very unfortunate 
in hearing it, if the Secretary did report it. 
If that is the state of the facts, of course I 
will not appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
ig equally unfortunate if it is not the state of 


facts. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I withdraw the appeal 
if the Secretary states that he read the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Rhode Island. I 
have not heard it read. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I may be allowed to 
observe, if the Senator from Vermont has no 
great objection, that what we wanted to get at 
was what we had to vote upon at this time— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If] understand this ap- 
peal to be withdrawn, and Iam still entitled to 
the floor by having been put down by my friend 
from Illinois, I want the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator 
from California? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, I do not. Now, 
Mr. President, I will oblige my friend from 
Califérnia—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suppose, as Mrs. Page 
says in the play, there will come a time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It shall come now. I 
ask the President to direct the Secretary to 
read the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island again, in full,in order that my friend 
from Illinois and my friend from California, 
and all my other friends, may hear it if they 
will pay attention, as they ought to have paid 
before, and then I will go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tary will read the amendment. 

The Cnier CLERK. It is proposed to strike 
out from the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Illinois the following words: 


And also to consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the laws under which appointments to the pub- 
lic service are now made as to provide for withdraw- 
ing the public service from being used as an instra~ 
ment of political or party patronage. s ; 

That said committee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress, to send for persons and papers, 
and to report by bill or otherwise; and that said 
committee may appoint a clerk. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, this 
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amendment has been read twice, and I trust 
that my good friend from Ilinois will under- į 
stand what it means. It has struck me in the 
course of four or five daysthat there were one 
or two lines in an old nursery song that used 
to be sung when I was a small boy, which was 
about a hundred years ago, [laughter,] that 
would apply to the management of this debate ; 
I will not say upon which side, because that 
might imply a reflection upon somebody; and | 
as l recollect the song, it ran about in this way : 
“He put in his thumb, 
And he pulled out a plumb, 
And said what a good boy am I.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘Big boy.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Big boy” is much bet- | 
ter, Mr. President: I accept the amendment. 
[Laughter.] Here has been a week’s debate | 
with ‘great excitment,’’ as the newspapers 
say, and the country is convulsed over what? 
Over the question whether we shall have a joint 
select committee of the two Houses to rake 
over the whole field of public service and see 
what they can find, with power to send for 
persons and papers and sit in the recess; or | 
whether we shall have a standing committee 
of the body whose general jurisdiction shall 
be that of investigation and the reform of the 
service of the Government, Thatis just the 
simple truth of it, magnify it as Senators may; 
magnify it as newspapers may—because news. 
papers sometimes delight in magnifying affairs. 
I can appeal to my good friend from Rhode 
Island for that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very seldom. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ite EDMUNDS. Seldom; bui this is one 
of the occasions. But that is the whole of the 
story; and because some Senators have found 
that a majority of their fellows (who are equals 
here, although they do not always come from 
the larger States) do not happen to think as 
they do, the majority must be read out of the 
Republican party and turned over to the bad, 
because they think there is a better way of 
getting at the honest truth than that proposed 
by the minority; and so there is an end of the 
Republican party, there isan end of the Admin- | 
istration whom nobody has undertaken to speak 
for! Certainly, no member of the Adminis- 
tration and no cousin or friend of any member 
of the Administration, outside of legislators 
who had a right to speak to me on the subject, 
has ever opened his lips to me on the subject; 
and I venture to say that there is no Repub- 
lican Senator or Democratic Senator who hears 
me but who will say the same thing. 

What does it ali mean, Mr. President? It 
was advertised iu advance, as all circuses are. 
Some of the New York papers—one of them, | 
certainly—gave us notice in advance of exactly | 
what sort of a menagerie we were to have, pre- | 
cisely what sort of elephants and other animals 
were to be trotted out into the ring to perform, 
and exactly the ultimate object of the perform- 
ance. The millennium, or whatever you may 
call it, say the Presidency—I call it the mil- 
lennium, because when the millennium comes 
we shall all be Presidents—we were told was 


the object of the performance. I know that 
my good friend from Illinois had no such object 
by any means; but he was likeone of the inno- 
cent boys that paste up the posters for a men- 
agerie or circus that is coming around, and 
did not understand the deep significance of the 
thing. He carries the brush and the paste, 
and the programme, or whatever they call it, 
and wherever he can find a post, on it goes; 
and he believes as Paul did when he wentdown 
to a certain city, that he is performing great 
service to save this great country from an im- 
pending disaster. He hasa right to his belief. 

do not question it at all. I do not undertake 
to read him out of my party, or out of his own 
party, (whichever that may be, or whichever 
mine may be,) for his opinions. 
right to them, and to his actions. 

But the effort which seems to have been 
made somewhere and somehow to advertise 


this as a great raid upon the Administration 
(by which, I suppose, is meant the body of men, 
legislative as well as executive, who are carry- 
ing on the Government of the country) is not 
disguised from the eyes of any intelligent man, 
whether he is honest or dishonest. Of course 
that does not apply to the Senate as to dishon- 
esty. We are all honest here. Everybody 
understands it. But, as I said before, it is all 
hung on the slender little thread of the ques- 


special committee with power to send for per- 
sons and papers, or whether we should create 
a standing committee of this body, having ex- 
actly such powers, great or small, more or less, 
as every other standin 
is all. 

Now, my honorable friend from Illinois tells 


that the scripture that he preached to us as 
late as the 7th of December, and that we did 
not believe in then, has come to be gospel 
now. No, sir, it is not by any means the 
seripture that he preached then, and insisted 
upon then, for I asked my honorable friend 
myselfto propose a standing and not a joint 
committee, for we had found what the difficul- 
ties were respecting the powers of joint com- 
mittees by a case that was then before us, and 
without success. Now, everybody here agree- 
ing that he was desirous of the fullest investiga- 
| tion in a regular and methodical and effective 
way, the minority say, if my friend from Illi- 


ineffectual way to promote the publie good, 
therefore the public is to believe that we are 
covering up fraud, and that nobody is to be 
trusted but those who make loud professions 
in favor of particular methods of investigation, 
which are not thought to be wise. Where 
does my honorable friend get the warrant, 
which he says we have not to arraign him— 


because they differ with him in a method of 
accomplishing a public object? 

Can he tell me that the Committee on the 
Judiciary has been ineffectual in the promo- 


attached to it by any general order of the Sen- 
ate the power to send for persons and papers? 
Has it been derelict in its duty for the last 
twelve years, since my honorable friend has 
been upon it, because it has never had the 
authority in times of war and public distress 
and commotion to send for a person or call 


| for a paper until a special investigation was 


referred to it by this body? No, sir, he can- 
not say 80. 

Wherefore, then, has my friend a right to 
j Say that anybody has changed his ground? 

A majority of this body have stood upon 
precisely the same ground from the beginning 
to the end, and that was that it courted and 
desired all investigation, and in the most 
effective way; but it was not willing that a 


power to sit in the recess, which, by common 
consent at the expiration of the last Congress, 
| was permitted to sink into “the tomb of the 
Capulets,’’ and which was not proposed to be 
revived in this Chamber at the commencement 
of this Congress, should again be revived now; 
and for thereason, so far as I am concerned— 
and I only speak for myself—that a proposal 
to revive a committee of that character, and 
in that way, after by general consent within a 
year it had been allowed to drop, would have 


something new and frightful had been discov- 
ered in the public service which required again 
a reorganization of this committee, which was 


framed, as you all know, in the time of the 


administration of Mr. Johnson, because, as the 
| preamble of that old resolution stated—which 
my friend does not propose no'y, showing that 


g committee has. That | 


us that we have experienced a new light, and | 


nois represenis them, that, inasmuch as the || 
| majority prefer an effectual rather than an || 


and I do not do it—where does he get the! 
warrant to arraign the majority of his friends | 
in this Chamber on either side or on all sides, | 


joint select committee of the two Houses, with 


he understood we were not under the same | 


tion. whether we should create a joint select || 


tion of the public good because there is never | 


| 


1 


circumstances—it was a time of extreme pub- 
lic crisis, it was a time for sweeping publie 
inquiry, because in the opinion of the two 
Houses that adopted that resolution there was 
a condition of affairs which should give con- 
cern to the whole body of the country in respect 
to the corruptions of the Government. 

That was the preamble to the resolution 
which my friend from Ilinois bas now offered, 
which preamble showed that that resolution 
for a joint select committee was a resolution 
for a special exigency of public affairs, for au 
extreme crisis, in which both Houses of Con- 
gress felt and believed—and as I think the 
truth was—ihat the whole body of the Admin- 
istration was corrupt. Does my honorable 
friend think so now? If so, his patriotism 
would have impelled him to put in his rego- 
lution with the old preamble. No, he pro- 
poses to do the very same thing, striking off 
the cause for it, which Congress declared to be 
the reason for such extraordinary actiou when 
they adopted the original resolution. Aud yet 
the majority of this body are arraigned as 
being derelictin duty, held up before the coun- 
try, asit is called—that is, held up tothe dozen 
or two dozen respectable gentlemen who send 
out the sort of impressions we make upon 
them to the country—as being remiss in duty 
and afraid of investigation, because we choose 
to do a thing in a little different way from 
others. I appeal to my honorable friend from 
Ilinois that that is carrying the joke—for it is 
a joke—a little too far. 

My friend from Illinois objectsto thisamend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island be- 
cause it strikes out that clause which relates 
to an inquiry into the method of excluding 
public patronage from being used in the oper- 
ations of politics. hat is a very proper sub- 
ject of inquiry. I have endeavored ever since 
Ihave been in Congress, on all proper occa- 
sions, and in the old Committee on Retrench- 
ment, to accomplish that thing, and that Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment exhausted its powers 
and its methods of investigation upon that 
point, and reported the result to the two Houses 
of Congress, in the civil service bill which I 
have had the honor to reintroduce at this ses- 
sion. 

The very theory of that civil service reform 
is invested in the fact that itisto withdraw from 
executive or congressional patronage—and the 
patronage is much more largely congressional 
than it is executive—to withdraw from sen- 
atorial and representative patronage the offices 
of the Government; and you cannot intro- 
duce a civil service reform, such as that bill 
provides for, making the service in all civil 
departments of the Government as permanent 
as it is in the military and naval departments, 
without considering and without accomplish- 
ing the consideration of those measures which 
shall withdraw, in the language which is pro- 
posed to be stricken out, that very abuse from 


| the hands of Senators and Representatives 


and the Executive Departments. 

Therefore, if the Committee on the Judiciary 
is to consider the propriety of the passage of 
the bill which I have introduced, then the 


| Committee on the Judiciary must be intrusted 


with the means and the faculties which will 
enable them to cover the subject; and yet my 
friend from Illinois does not contend that this 
matter is to be referred to two committees. 
Still it is an essential, it is the vital part of 
the bill which is before the Committee on the 
Judiciary, that it is to withdraw from sena 
torial and representative and executive pat- 


1 wed | | ronage the offices of the Government, because 
given occasion for evil-minded men to say that || 


it puts the offices of the Government in a posi- 
tion of independence above Senators and Rep- 
resentatives and Executives, and makes their 
title to their office and their continuance in it 
for a given or an indefinite length of time, as 
may be wise, independent of the will of any 
man, and dependent only, as it is in the Army 
and the Navy, upon the fidelity of the per- 
formance of their functions. 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


185 


Wherefore, then, does my honorable friend 
desire to split up this investigation? Is he 
afraid of himself? Is he afraid of those of us 
who have stood by that principle and by that bill 
from the time of its birth to this day? He is 
not. He is laboring under a mistake, there- 
fore, if he will give me leave to say so, when 
he supposes that the consideration of that bill 
in the Judiciary Committee does not involve 
the very question that he now wishes by this 
part of his resolution to commit to another 
committee. Hence I think he ought not, of 
all men, to object to that clause being stricken 
out from this resolution. 

But my honorable friend says that there are 
immeasurable bases in respect to assessments 
for political purposes, and he has read from 
Kentucky, or somewhere, the fact that one col- 
lector has called upon another for an assess- 
ment. I think that is very wrong. The old 
Committee on Retrenchment investigated into 
matters of that kind, and they thought it was 
very wrong to compel, under official sanction, 
the payment of any assessments by any officer 
to the support of any candidate whatever. 
There is no doubt of it; and yet the very ques- 
tion of whether an assessmentisto be imposed 
upon an officer at the risk of his being turned 
out if he does not pay it comes right into the 
very question of the permanence which the 
law is to give to his holding of office, which is 
the very proposition that the bill I have sent 
to my honorable friend’s committee covers. 
Does he wish to deprive his own committee of 
the power to cover that question in this bill? 
Tf he is in earnest, as I cannot doubt that he 
is in favor of this reform; if he believes in its 
constitutionality as I wish he had believed in 
the constitutionality of the tenure-of office 
bill, which he did not vote for; if he believes 
in the constitutionality of a limitation upon 
the presidential power of appointment and 
removal from office, a limitation upon the 
power of appointment and removal by the 
courts and the heads of Departments, as I hope 
he does, (which is the very principle and the 
whole life of the bill regulating the tenure of 
civil offices, which did not have the favor of 
his vote,) then I hope he will permit the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, of which he is the 
honored chairman, to have free scope over all 
subjects involved in the bill, in order that they 
may make it perfect and complete and carry 
it, as I hope they may, upon the solid consti- 
tutional ground that the tenure-of-office bill 
stood upon, through to a successful termin- 
ation. 

But, Mr. President, on this subject of assess- 
ments, perhaps the country ought not to be 
shocked out of its supper, as we are at this 
moment out of ours, on account of political 
assessments. Perhaps my honorable friend 
has heard of Senators being assessed, as grave 
an offense as that is against the Constitution. I 
have. I rather suspect that my Democratic 
friends over the way have heard of even Sen- 
ators, as high and impregnable and independent 
as we are, being called on sometimes to pay 
for the printing of ballots, to pay for horse 
hire, and carrying the lame and the blind and 
the halt to the polls, to pay for the expenses 
of public meetings, the gas aud the fuel and 
the stationery; sometimes to pay honorable 
Republicans who will not speak for Republic- 
anism unless they are paid. 

Why, Mr. President, the world will not go 
without money. You cannot even carry ona 
church in my country unless you subscribe 
onceinawhile. It may be different in Ilinois; 
I dare say itis. Therefore, while this method of 
coercive assessments against public officers is 
one which everybody condemns and ought to 
condemn, and which this bill of mine, if you 
will pass it, will cut up, yet it is not entirely 
necessary to show that the world is coming to 
an end to-night or to-morrow because it has 
happened that even in the great State of Ken- 
tucky and at the Confederate cross-roads some 


collector of internal revenue has called upon | 


his subordinate to pony up for the general pur- 
poses of emancipation and illumination in that 
State! [Laughter.] 

Then, Mr. President, we have a ‘‘screed’”’ 
on the subject of caucuses. That is a subject 
that I do not propose to speak upon. Isome- 
times do not attend caucuses, but when I do, 
as they are supposed to be consultations among 
gentlemen, much like private consultations 
between lawyers and clients or other people 
who wish to haveconfidential considerations, I 
am not very apt to tell of them; and, there- 
fore, I shall be obliged to pass over that part 
of this remarkable discussion that we have 
had, which relates to what a caucus ought to 
do or has done, I will only say that it does 
appear from the newspapers that before it is 
said that any caucus was called at all one dis- 
tinguished member of the Republican party 
was to introduce this very performance and 
was to bring on this very momentous crisis. I 
do not think that honorable Senator knew it. 
I do not think he even saw the newspaper that 
said it; but it happened, by one of those 
remarkable coincidences which will happen 
sometimes, that just as the newspaper pre- 
dicted—perhaps my honorable friend from 
Rhode Island can tell how these things come 
out in the way of propheey—so the very thing 
was done. But, Mr. President, what is a 
caucus that it is to be objected to, if one has 
been held? 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
pleasure. 

Mr. LOGAN. I presume the Senator is 
alluding to me. 
explain what disclosures I have made in ref- 
erence to acaucus? I said nothing about what 
was done in caucus. I spoke of the fact that 
caucuses were called, as everybody knows, 
and as has been published in the papers. Fn- 
deed, all that they did has been published. I 
did not, however, disclose what was done in 
caucus. If the gentleman meant to insinuate, 
for I presume he alluded to me, that I was not 
playing the part of a gentleman in what I said, 
I have only to say that I said nothing in refer- 
ence to what a caucus had done or what a 
caucus would do; Iam not any more apt to dis- 
close secrets than he is. I will only say, inas- 
much as the matter of the caucus has come up, 
that I retired from it. That much I will say. 
I do not consider myself bound by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I feel 
obliged to apologize to my honorable friend 
from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
apologize. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel obliged to apolo- 
gize by telling him that I had not him in my 
mind at all; that I did not even know that he 
had said anything about a caucus, or alluded 
to it. (Laughter. | 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam alwaysdelighted at the 
wit of the gentleman, no matter whether it 
comes toward me or toward others. I have a 
very vivid recollection, however, of the debate 
to-day ; and although I may be soinsignificant, 
so small, in the estimation of the gentleman 
from the great State of Vermont, that he can- 
not notice me or recognize me, I would say 
that I was the only Senator who mentioned 
the caucus on this floor, and if he did not 
allude to me he did not allude to anybody. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was mentioned when 
you were out. , 

Mr. LOGAN. It may have been so; but I 
supposed, when the Senator from Vermont 
spoke of the allusion in debate to-day to the 
caucus, he referred to me, and that that was 
the reason he made the remark. Another 
reason was that he looked directly at me and 


With the greatest of 


It is not at all necessary to 


If he is, I would like him to } 


pointed toward me at least, so as to direct 
attention to me. If he did not mean me, I 
beg pardon for having interrupted him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Any man of taste in 
this Chamber cannot help looking at my good 
friend, General Logan, as often as he can get 
achance ; but I assure my friend in all sincerity 
that in the first place I am obliged to confess 
again that just before he commenced speaking 
to-day I was called out by a friend from Ver- 
mont on law business, as I am obliged to live 
by the law instead of by legislation, and I did 
not happen to have the pleasure to hear him 


at all. 

Mr. SUMNER. You missed an admirable 
speech. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no doubt of it, as 
I would if my honorable friend from Massa- 
chusetts had been on the floor. I always miss 
the admirable speeches, and only seem to hear 
those which do not appear to be quite so good. 
[Laughter.] That is the misfortune. There- 
fore I trust my friend from Ilinois who sits 
farthest from me [Mr. Loaan] will think that 
I neither intended to criticise nor in any man- 
ner to allude favorably or unfavorably, because 
I could not under the circumstances, to what- 
ever he may have said. I had not even been 
told that my friend from Illinois had said any- 
thing upon that topicat all. Ialluded to quite 
a different affair—I dare say it was quite a 
different affair—that occurred a little while 
| ago, when we did not have the pleasure of the 
presence of my honorable friend from Hlinois. 

Mr. President, I was talking, I believe, 
about caucuses when this digression occurred. I 
wish to submit respectfully to the Senate and to 
the newspapers, and ‘‘to the rest of mankind,”’ 
as good old General Taylor used to say, that a 


i| caucus is not contrary to any of the statutes 


of the United States; that it is not in viola- 
| tion of the fourteenth amendment, or the fif- 
teenth, or the sixteenth, when we get it; at 
least I hope it will not be, because caucuses 
then, on the theory of my friend from Kansas, 
[Mr. Pomeroy, ] of letting the ladies in, will 
be rather more agreeable than they are now. 
[Laughter.] A caucus is a consultation of 
gentlemen, who are supposed to agree in the 
attainment of an end which they all desire, as 
, to the best method of wisely attaining it; and 
it is therefore not only proper,in my judg- 
ment, but commendable, and a thing without 
which public affairs could not be carried on 
| any more than private affairs can be carried 
on without consultation and consideration. 

Hence, if there had been a hundred cau- 
cuses upon this question (and I do not say there 
have been any) it would not be a matter for 
any gentleman to be ashamed of except so 
far as he might have felt afterward, when he 
reflected, that he had gone a little too far in 
telling to other people the confidential con- 
versations that he had had with his friends 
under circumstances which were supposed to 
involve the duty of secrecy until consent shall 
be given to make them public. I do not say 
that any gentleman has done so; I criticise 
no man; that is his affair; we all have our 
own standards of morals, according to the 
| light and the kind of light that is given to us. 
It may be perfectly immoral for me, if I sin- 
cerely believe it to be wrong, to disclose un- 
| fairly, or in any way, what has been communi- 
cated to me. It may be perfectly right for 
you if you think so, because the real Scrip- 
tures that we are taught, I believe, is that mo- 
i rality depends upon conscience, and if a man’s 
| conscience really impels him to tell a conf- 
dential fact that his neighbor has communi- 
cated, then you cannot condemn him in point 
of conscience, because he goes according to 
the light of the facts. 

Therefore, I wish to be understood as say- 
ing that I do not criticise anybody either for 
not doing what it may be supposed a majority 


of his friends thought was the best way of 
| doing a thing that all wished to attain, or for 
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{ 
telling why or wherefore A B or C D did | 
or did not wish to do it. I only speak for | 
myself, and speaking for myself I defend the | 
propriety of consultations, among people who | 
wish to attain a common end, as to the best į 
way of doing it, and I defend also the pro- 
priety, so far as it appears to myself, of not ; 
disclosing what friends agree upon or why 
they agree upon methods or refuse to agree 
upon methods, until I have a right to speak of | 
them. 

Another thing has been said which I think | 
is a little overestimated—and I am not going 
to take up much of your time, sir, in speaking 
of it—and that is about what the country thinks. 
Mr. President, I do not quite feel willing yet 
to put myself in the condition of a culprit or 
of a prosecutor standing before the bar of the | 
country, as it is sometimes called, either to 
condemn anybody else before the country or 
to be condemned myself; but I will say that, 
as the experience of ahundred years hasshown, 
since the introduction of newspapers particu- 
larly, and of the telegraph especially, itis very 
easy indeed for a small body of men to make 
it appear (if you take a printed paper which 
is sent around to a large number of people as 
evidence) that the country is deeply moved 
upon a particular subject, when, in point of 
fact, the country is attending to its business, 
has some little faith in its own representatives. 
Even if the newspapers were to misrepresent į 
my honorable friend from Hlinois, a good many | 
people in Iilinois, even ifthey read these news- 
papers, would be quite likely tosay, ‘* Weil, we 
have elected the honorabie Senator who was 
alluded to, because we knewhim; we knew that 
he had fidelity ; we knew that he had integrity ; 
we knew that he had intelligence; and what- | 
ever some one man may write in the gallery of | 
the Senate and send by telegraph to a news- | 
paper in Illinois will not change our opinion of |! 
bim or of the wisdom of what he does in public | 
affairs, until he comes home and we hear what | 
he has to say aboutit,’ Therefore, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not think that this body need be 
largely alarmed because we are told over and 
over again that the barof publie opinion is 
waiting for us, and that the majority of this 
body, because, as I said before, it wishes to do a 
good thing in the best way, is to go down into 
obscurity or oblivion with the brand of public i! 
indignation marked upon it, rather than that || 
it should do what my honorable frieud from |! 
Ilinois wishes it to do, a good thing in the | 
wrong way. | 

Mr. President, my friend from Illinois has | 


given the narrative, as he culls it, of this res- ʻi 
olution, which really brings us down to the | 
meritof the proposition. He says that this res- | 
olution was introduced in 1866, and passed, | 
and amended, and all that. Thatisirue. He | 
has forgotten what, perhaps, I had ailuded to | 
in a word before, that this resolution, when it |} 
was adopted in 1866, stated in advance, by : 
way of preamble, the high grounds of public 
expediency, and the extreme crisis of public 
affairs which would justify them in reposing in || 
a joint select committee of the two bodies ihe |! 


extraordinary powers which were then con- 4 
ferred. That preamble my honorable friend | 
from Ulinois has not read. That preamble he || 
has not brought into this resolution at this || 
time, which is not to continue a committee || 
then created, as a matter of course, because [ i 
have told you before, the committee did not || 
exist; it expired with the expiration of the jj 
Forty- First Congress, and no man proposed to || 
raise it. Now, what was that preamble? i| 
_. Whereas the financial condition of the United |) 
States demande the exercise of arigid economy in all |} 
departments of the Government, in order to sns- i 
tain the eredit of the United States, and to relieve 
the people at the earliest possible day from the bur- ij 
dens of excessive taxation ° — } 

So far, it is true yet— H 
“and whereas there is reason to believe that in | 
many departments of the civil service abuses have | 
for a long time existed, and still exist, in the per- |! 
petuation of useless offices and sinecures, in extrav- || 


| raised without 


: me. 


agant salaries, and in other unnecessary and waste- 
ful expenditures: Therefore, 

* Resolved,” &e. 

The critical point in this resolution, the one 
which justified its passage, was in the two or 
three last clauses there, (preceded as they are 
by a truth that is true always as to the neces- 
sity of economy and a reduction,) in accusing 
the then existing Administration as a body and 
upon a reason—a belief which both Houses 
committed themselves to—that the whole body 
of the civil administration under Mr. Jobn- 
son was in a corrupt, extravagant, and waste- 
ful condition, and the public knew and under- 
stood it; and therefore it was that the two 
Houses resorted to this extraordinary measure. 

My honorable friend has said, in addition, 
why do we complain of loading up this com- 
mittee with so many subjects of inquiry when 
we did it before? My honorable friend will 
find that when an amendment was proposed to 


ground that it was overloading the committee 


with duties that ought to be performed by | 


other committees of this Chamber, and it 
would be loading them with so many duties 


i| that my friend from Rhode Island, “at tke | 


request of the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. 
Brown,’’) offered an amendment directing an 


inquiry into the appointments and dismissals | 


from office, and a variety of things of that 
kind, after the resolution had been reported 
from the committee, to which I am roported 
as making this objection—ihe very one that I 
have made to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from illinois when he offered it as an 
original resolution, and that is all of it: 

“Tt appears to me, and has appeared to other 
gentlemen with whom I have consulted upon the 
subject of the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, for it has been talked about, that if this 


committee property perform the duty which the 
resolution already provides for it will have suffi- 


cient labor on its hands from now till the lst of į 


December, during all the time it would be willing 
to work. By providing for too many subjects of 


| inquiry we are, I fear, likely not to accomplish any- 


thing. I would prefer, therefore, that this amend- 
ment should not be adopted to this resolution; but 


I should most heartily go for it as an independent ! 


proposition committed to some other committee, so 
sto be sureto have the service performed; for it 
very important, certainly sufficiently important, 
to engage the attention of a special committee on 
that subject alone,” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Vermont—as I presume he desires to be accu- 


rate—state the fact that this committee was | 
the preamble both at the | 


Fortieth and Forty-First Congresses? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He seems to attach im- 
portance to the preamble. [twas raised with- 


out any preamble in the Fortieth and Forty- 


First Congresses. Here is the record of it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I rose for the singular 

purpose of endeavoring to state the facts, 

That is what I am up for at the present time. 


! {Laughter.] But I cannot state all the facts 


at once, if my honorable friend will pardon 
I have not that facility and felicity of 
language which my friend has, which enables 
him to say everything at the same time. I was 


just commencing, inimitation of my honorable | 
i friend, with the beginning of this committee. 


Then [ was about to go on, if he would have 
done me the honor to wait for a minute or 
two, to state what occurred afterward. 


This committee thus raised, and having the i 


same objection made to this universal enlarge- 


‘| ment of its powers then that I make now, 


went forward to perform what duties it could. 


| It could not perform one tenth, not one twen- 


tieth of the duties which the generality of the 
language creating it authorized and seemed to 
require it to perform; but we worked all the 
time and did the best we could, and we trust 
that we did a good deal of good. 

Then, when we come to the next Congress, 
there was a revival and continuance of the 


committee by a resolution which only referred 
to the preéxistence of the committee,and which 
therefore took up by implication and adoption 
the same grounds for its creation and contin- 
uance as existed before. Then we came to the 
termination of the administration of Mr. John- 
son. Then the chairmánshipe of committees 
changed, and, as strange and awful agit may 
appear, the chairmanships are always changed 
in a caucus effectively. Some four or five men, 
as my honorable friend from Illinois farthest 
from me [Mr. Logan] I believe is represented 
as Stating, as was mentioned to mea little while 
ago 
SMr. LOGAN. Oh, I thought you did uot 

hear me! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do 
I misquote you? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, then. IfI have 


I did not hear you. 


¢ il the favor of knowing what my friend said with- 
this resolution, even in 1866, to add to itsome , 
of the things which he insists upon adding | 
j| now, I opposed that amendment upon tbe 


out hearing him, I have the advantage of ac- 
quiring knowledge in two places at once while 
being in only one of them. [Laughter.} It 
almost always happens that some four or five 
men in a certain sense regulate affairs; that is 
to say, inasmuch as forty men cannot conven- 
iently look over the list aud place gentlemen 
in the most effective and agreeable positions on 
both sides of the Chamber, it is usually com- 
mitted to some four or five men to bave them 
report what is satisfactory to the whole body. 
Then it becomes the act of the whole body. It 
looks very much like what we do in the publie 
sessions of the Senate. We commit to a com- 
mittee of four or five or seven men the most 
important topics, and it almost always hap- 
pens that their say-so is finally observed. 

But to return to this committee: the chair- 
manships changed, and then a new administra- 
tion coming in, and that feeling of brotherhood 
and good will which exists in this body at all 
times, and never more so, I take it, than to-day, 
thought it a wise and fit thing to keep that 
committee right on, and to make my honorable 
friend from New Hampshire its chairman, He 
had been a highly honored member of the 
House of Representatives. He had been a 
member for some time of this body, an able 
member on the Committee on Retrenchment, 
and it was thought suitable that that honor- 
able gentleman should “have a committee,” 
as the saying is, and that committee was con- 
tinned, and he was made its chairman. Very 
well. 

Then we come down to the next Congress, 
which began its sessionsin March last. Then 
the committee again expired. and then, I repeat, 
(because it seems to be entirely forgotten by my 
honorable friend from Ilinois,) wher, accord- 
ing to the rules of this body. we again met ca 
the 4th of March, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives met, no man again proposes in this 
body or in the other to coniinue or to revive 
that committee: no man felt that there was 
any public expediency of any kind which re- 
quired the exercise of the extraordinary powers 
which had been brought into life in the ad- 
ministration of Andrew Johnson and by general 
consent—— 

Mr. THURMAN rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator ask me 
to yield? 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought the Senator 
had finished the sentence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will finish the sentence 
when my honorable friend puts his inquiry. 

Mr. THURMAN. If he will allow me to 
interrupt him, he has said, and repeated it, that 
nobody thought of the revival of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
nobody thought of ita revival. 
honorable friend did. 

Mr. THURMAN, 
its revival, he said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. f said that. f 

Mr. THURMAN. Nobody, I suppose. did 


No; I did not say that 
I dare say my 


Then nobody proposed 


1871. 


make a formal motion for its revival; but the } 
fact of its having been dropped was brought to | 
the attention of the Senate and the reason why | 
it was dropped was asked for in the Senate, and 
the answer given was that it was no part of the 
duty of those who fixed the committees of the 
Senate to appoint any such committee, that 
it must be appointed by a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the two Houses, and that when the 
Senator from New Hampshire, who was then 
temporarily absent, who had been chairman 
of the committee, should return, it would be 
very proper indeed that the motion should be 
made for the appointment of that committee. 
If the Senate will indulge me, I will read a few 
words from the debate on that matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the greatest pleasure. 
Iam very much interested in the subject. 

Mr. THURMAN. I read from the Globe 
of March 138, 1871: 


“Mr, TaurMAN. If the select Committee on Re- 
trenchment had not been abolished, obviously this 
bill would be sent to that committee.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What was that bill? | 

Mr. THURMAN. Tt was a bill in regard | 
to customs service, a bill introduced by the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Fenron:] 


“Tf the select Committee on Retrenchment had 
not been abolished, obviously this bill would be sent 
to that committee; and I take this occasion to ask 
why that committee was abolished, It was the only 
standing committee charged with the duty of investi- 
gating theconduct of public officers, It was the only | 
committee that in vacation as well as during the 
session of Congress could ferret out abuses in the 
various branches of the public service. How faith- 
fully it endeavored to discharge that duty it is not | 
for me, who belonged to that committee, to say; but. | 
the Senate knows and the country knows. I must 
confess that nothing surprised me more than to find 
that that committee was abolished, Certainly here 
was the great subject of civil service reform, of which 
that committee had been in charge. Bill after bill 
had been referred toit by the Senate, and also by the 
House of Representatives. t 

“Again, it was in the investigation of the custom- 
house at New York, and of other offices where it had | 
been alleged that great abuses had prevailed—abuses 
that every Senator, I should think, would feel it his | 
duty to suppress, if it were possible. But just atthe | 
time that that committee was in the midst of this 
investigation, after the most serious charges had 
heen made, and when the committee had brought to 
light matters that demanded the attention of the 
Senate, for some reason or other that I think the | 
country will want to know, that committee is abol- 
ished. No other committee takes its place. No other į 
committee is charged with any such duty. To no | 
other committee is the subject of civil service reform 
or the investigation of abuses in the various Depart- | 
ments of the Government submitted by the Senate. : 
There is no standing committee upon any such sub- | 
ject. | 

And soon. In answer to that (my own re- | 
marks, which I beg pardon for reading at such | 
length, extended to other matters which were | 
under inquiry) my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN] | 
said: | 

“I wish to answer a remark of my colleague. My | 
colleague passes a very proper and just eulogy upon | 
the JateCommittee on Retrenchment, Ihave noth- | 
ing to say about it; he was a member of it, and I 
have no doubt he is aware of its labors; butif he | 
would inquire a little more into the character of 
that committee he would have been ablo to answer 
himself the reason of its discontinuance. It was | 
not a standing committee of the Senate. If it had 
been, it could not have been abolished upon a mere 
summary proceeding of this kind. It was a select 
committee aud a joint committee, and therefore fell i 
with the Congress which created it. There is no | 
authority on the part of the Senate to create a joint | 
committee, and there is no power in the Senate to 
continue a joint committee by merely designating 
the members of a former joint committee in a pre- | 
ceding Congress. Thisis the whole explanation.” Í 

i 

After some further colloquy, my colleague | 
again said: 

“Tt was continued by a resolution introduced by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. PATTER- | 
son,] passed without objection here, and sent to the 
other House. The same course can be pursued now. 
If the Senator from New Hampshire, who was | 
chairman of the committee—and it would be per- 
fectly proper for him to do it~should submit a reso- 
lution of that kind, I would vote for it with pleas- 
ure,” 

I need not read further from the debate in | 
which allusion was made to this committee. 
So far as I know, the universal idea was that 
ag soon as the Senator irom New Hampshire 
should return, a concurrent resolution would 
be introduced and the committee revived. 
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Mr. PATTERSON rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me answer my friend 
from Ohio, and then I will answer you. 

Mr. THURMAN. I admit there was no | 
formal proposition or motion made. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much obliged | 
to my honorable friend from Ohio for reading | 
what he said then, because it is proof precisely | 
in point of what I assert. He has proved that 
I was not misstating or overstating the thing 
by what he has read. The committee was not | 
a standing committee; it was not abolished ; 
it expired by the limitation which was intro- 
duced into the very resolution that created it, 
just as my honorable friend’s term will expire 
when his six years are up, aud yet I trust that 
nobody will say that he thereby has been abol- 
ished with any view to injure the public inter- 
ests. I should be very sorry to think so. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to correct one 
statement that I made, and that is that my 
honorable friend from New Hampshire came 
to be the immediate chairman of this commit- 
tee after I left it. The Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. Harris) was in for a short time, as he 
stood next upon the committee. But, Mr. | 
President, I onght to say too that at a later 
period in the session I believe my honorable 
friend from New Hampshire did offer a reso- 
lution which never was moved or brought under 
consideration for the revival of this committee. 
I think I recollect that after what my honor- 
able friend from Ohio has read; so that I am 
still justified in stating what I stated before. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no recollection 
of ever offering such a resolution. I was 


spoken to in relation to it, but chose not to 
offer such a resolution, as 1 did not care to be 
on ihe committee myself, and as [had not been 
the chairman during the last session of its 
continuance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I accept the correction 
of my friend from New Hampshire, who kuows 
the facts so much better than [ do. So much | 
the stronger, although with the modification I; 
made it would have been strong enough for | 
the point I make, and that is that at the last 
session of this Congress, when both Houses | 
met and organized, and when by the very ; 
authority that created thiscommittee its powers 
had expi¥ed and itself was dissolved, not abol- 
ished, it went outof existence, anda whole ses- 
sion of Congress running into weeks was suf- | 
fered to pass through both Houses withont | 
anybody bringing to the action of either House | 
the proposition to revive it. Why? Because , 
there was no man who then thought that public | 
interests required it, or that private interests | 
could be subserved by it. Thatis the answer. | 

So, Mr. President, I am justified in saying | 
that the proposition of my honorable friend | 
from Iilinois is not a proposition to continue, | 
or even in the just sense to revive a commit: į 
tee which anybody is opposing, but after slum- | 
bering through one whole session of this hody | 
he finds it convenient, after being advertised | 
by the papers as being about to do it, to bring | 
into this body a resolution to recreate a joint | 
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select Committee on Retrenchment. Noman | 
questions the motive of my honorable friend ; 
Ido not; no man questions bis right; but I 
do question his authority to say that the ma- | 
jority of the Republicans of this body, who do į 
not see the thing exactly as he does, are to | 
be condemned to public discredit and publie | 
digfavor, (if that were to be the standard of | 
what we are to measure our actions by, which | 
Ido not admit,) because we do not think it | 
best to do exactly that thing, That is the 
point. | 
But, Mr. President, what the honorable | 
Senator from Ohio has read from his remarks 
in the debate that occurred last spring is the 
key-note to this whole performance, and I am | 
much obliged for his reading it. It is the | 
original advertisement of the old Dr. Jacob | 
Townsend. f see that he directly or indirectly | 
is entitled to the paternity, either as father, or į 
certainly as grandfather, of this extraordinary j 


performance we bave had here fora week or 
so. He seems to have been the man, and 
thought it fit in order to carry on the crusade 
that he and his friends desire against this 
Administration (because they have already told 
us that they believe it to be all wrong—and 
when I say “Administration,” I beg Senators 
not to suppose that lam speaking of execu- 
tive administration; I am speaking of all the 
branches of the Government, Senators and 
Representatives as well as Executive Depart- 
ments;) he thoughtit would bean exceefingly 
convenient thing for him, in order to carry on 
this crusade, a boly crusade, of course, to the 
holy sepulchre where they are to be buried, 
that we should have a committee of this char- 
acter, but he did not even then propose it; he 
did not even then Jay his hand upon any one 
abuse which he desired to have corrected by 
this committee; he only sang the old song 
upon which the committee had over and over 
again reported itself, and that was the civil 
service, and he referred to a bill. 

Now, let me condemn him, if he will par- 
don the expression ; let me put him down upon 
the report of the very committee itself upon 
the subject of a bill of that nature. The last 
will and testament of this committee, given to 
ug on the 3d of March, 1871, proposed that not 
they but another jurisdiction should take charge 
of exactly sucha bill as the honorable Senator 
refers to, introduced by my honorable friend 
from New York, [Mr. Fenton, ] and that was 
a bill to reform the customs regulations as 
to the importation of merchadise.. This very 
committee reported, as has been read to you, 
Mr. President, a proposition that not they, 
but enother and distinct select committee, 
having that one thing alone to act upon, should 
be charged with the consideration of that very 
bill. Why, then, bring that bill forward as the 
cause for a continuance of a committee of this 
character ? X 

The committee itself say ‘‘no’’ toit. They 
say in substance, ‘f Wedo not think it advisable 
to be perpetuated; we have accomplished the 
general purposes for which we were selected, 
and over which we were intrusted with juris- 
diction; and now the one chief thing that re- 
mains to be performed, (the civil service having 
been reported upon over and over again, both 
foreign and home, Jis the matter of the regula- 
tion of entries and withdrawals, and the cart 
ago of goods at the New York cuatom-house ; 
and that we recommend shall be considered 
by a joint select committee charged with the 
consideration of that one subject alone,” 

{f, Mr. President, Í were to act npon my indi- 
vidual judgment, I should vote against any 
instruction of this character to this sianding 
committee for the reasons that J stated in 1866 
when this committee was first raised, and I 
trust my honorable friend from Illinois will 
give me the credit for consistency upon that, 
if he does not upon anything else. That is to 


| say, by multiplying the number of things this 


committee is to do, you will achieve less for 
the public good than you will by treating them 
as you do every other standing committee, and 
sending to them the special subjects of inquiry 
one after another that you desire to have 
investigated. 

And, Mr. President, I trust that the Senate 
have not forgotten—they ought not to have for- 
gotten—that one of the most important, per- 
haps [ should say the most important, special 
investigation that the Committee on Retrench- 
ment while it existed ever performed, was 
performed under the special direction of the 
Senate, just as a standing committee would 
have performed it. I refer to the investiga- 
tion into the affairs of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. And it was not suffered to proceed 
under the general clause in the old resolution 
as to sending for persons and papers, but on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SUHERMAN] the Senate adopted a special reso- 
lution directing that committee in particular 
to inquire into tlie issue of the bonds and cur- 
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rency of the Government from the beginning, 
and to exercise the power of sending for per- 
sons and papers in carrying out that specific 
inguiry. ‘ 

On the theory of Senators who have advo- 
cated this general resolution, that was an 
entirely unnecessary thing for the Senate to 
do ; but it is obvious that the Senate long ago 
had come to the sober conclusion that, except 
in the extreme emergency of 1866, it was not 
wise or right to have any committee exercise 
the general power, and over all topics, of 
sending for persons and papers at their dis- 
cretion upon any matter that they chose to 
investigate. Therefore, and without any oppo- 
sition, andas a fit and proper matter of course, 
we were from time to time directed (and in 
this instance in particular which isin my mind, 
to make this investigation into the money 
affairs of the Treasury Department) with 
authority to send for persons and papers. And 
let me add in reference to the number of things 
that any one committee in this body can do | 
that that one investigation occupied that com- | 
mittee nearly six months with ever constant 
labor, in order to make a thorough and com- 
plete investigation. Were all the other com- 
mittees on every other topic to stop in the 
meantime? It shows the absurdity of this 
method of generalization. i 

But I am occupying, sir, too much of your 
time altogether. I have thought it right that 
we should look back once in awhile and see! 
the stake, as the surveyors would say, from | 
which we started. Now, I come—and then I} 
believe I shall apologize for having spoken so 


long and sit down—to the land of Canaan, || 


which is the object of all good men’s desires. | 
My honorable friend from Ilinois in speaking 


another in the land of Canaan, which requires 


the immediate appointment of this committee f 


with these remarkable powers, told us that he 
had a letter from there from one of my con- 
stituents which showed a state of things which į 
required this investigation of public abuses, į 
and he promised me that I might read the 
letter if [ would not have the man turned out 
of office for writing it. I beg to tell my hon- 
orable friend from Illinois in the first place 
that it is not my habit, whatever may be the : 
habit of other Senators, to ask that anybody | 
be turned out of office or turned in, The) 
instance is not to be found—— | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator does not: 
staie what I said; of course, he does noti 
intend to misstate me. I do not think I said 
that he should not have him turned out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, You did, I think. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I meant to say that the ' 
writing of the letter should not expose him to | 
being turned out, that the Senator should | 
protect him from being turned out. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill. The only trouble } 
about that is that heseems to have been turned | 
} 
| 


out over three months ago, which may possi- 
bly account for his dissatisfaction at the state 


name mentioned. Nevertheless, I will be! 
guided as to that by my friend from Illinois: 
“Canaan, Essex County, VERMONT, 
December 12, 1871. } 
“Hon, Lyman TRUMBULL, U. S. Senator. 
“ Dear Sir: I commend you very much” — : 
So far I agree with my constituent. [Laugh- | 
terJ— f 
“for your effort to revive the Committee on Re- 
trenchment and Reform, for I know there is great Í 
need ‘of it, from my own observation, having bad | 
charge of the custom-house at this place from 1849 | 
to 1883"—~ { 
That was four years— 
“and then from 1861 to 1871.” 


- ‘That wasnine yearsmore. Here is a public | 
oficer of thirteen years, a deputy collector-— { 


i] 


al 


t 


Mr. CONKLING. Fourteen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be fourteen; I 
will not stand about a year— 

“ My observation is that twenty per cent. of the 
force employed in the customs department may be 
dispensed with, and a large improvement made in 
the remainder. There are now two deputy collectors 
here at a pay of some $2,000, besides other expenses, 
when the entries do not average three per week, 
and there is now no smuggling this way. T had only 
$360 per annum and no assistant until 1867, although 
one was needed after the tax was put so high on 
liquors.” 

{ Laughter. ] . 

I trust, Mr. President, the Senate will treat 
my constituents and this subject with proper 
gravity. [Laughter.] I insist upon that. 

* Some three years ago my salary was raised to 
$500, and when I went out in August my successor 
was given $1,000, and furnished an office and wood 
and lights and stationery and postage, ete.” 

I suppose the *‘ etc.’ means liquor. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

“All of which I found myself free to the Govern- 
ment, having town and law business here and there 
being so little labor for the customs for the two 
years past that I could afford it. Besides, there is 
an inspector of customs at Colebrook”’— 

In the State of New Hampshire. I think that 
it ought to be abolished at once, [laughter]— 
“eight miles from here ata salary of four dollars 
per day, with nothing whatever to do. He is ex- 
pected to aid the officers here. I know that his 
office is a perfect sinecuro, from my largo experience 
in the business.”’ 

I think my friend from Ilinois will do me 
and my State the justice to see now when 
the letter is read that these abuses are in the 
State of New Hampshire and not in the State 
of Vermont; for my constituent, although 
turned out of office, says that the office which 
is not needed is over in New Hampshire and 


' not in our State. Iwas quite sure there could 
of the gross abuses in this Government, one i 
in Kentucky and one somewhere else and |! 


not be any unnecessary office in Vermont. 


“To be sure these sums are small; but they prove 
beyond question that the spirit of economy does not 
prevail asit should in the revenue service; and it 
does not prevail elsewhere, so far as my observation 
goes, in this State, in New Hampshire, andin Maine, 
and what is true in these places is more abundantly 
true in the large cities. 

, Again, notwithstanding all that the Administra- 
tion talks in behalf of reform in the civil service, it 
is not carried out in removals and selections.” 


On which subject, you see, my constituent 
could speak feelingly; the wrong man was 
removed in his case. 


“Let an officer speak against Grant’s renomination, 
and what is his term worth? No matter how able, 
experienced, and upright he is, he must go out and 
a mere party hack take his place. The Republican 
party has done great things which ‘will stand out 
nobly on the page of history; but it must retrench 
and it must reform the civil service, or it will de- 
servedly perish. I would not have troubled you with 
this letter,” &e. 


Perhaps it is not necessary to read that, as it 
is personal, 


"P, 8.—There is absolutely nothing more than for 
one customs officer to do here, and the other one 
should be discharged.” 


There, Mr. President, is this important let- 


| ter which my friend flourished with such a 


gravity before this body, and at me, as show- 
ing the extent to which the corruptions and 
unnecessary holding of offices had gone in this 
Government. Here is a worthy and respect- 
able gentleman living up in the northeast corner 
of Vermont, where three or four roads come 
in from the British dominions, and where the 
introduction of goods is carried on by teams, 
and where every road is necessarily a place 
through which people come, who, having held 
office for thirteen or fourteen years, found last 
August thathis services were no longer required, 
and that some fresh hand at the bellows should 
be brought in, and now he writes to my hon- 


orable friend to say that that is great proof to | 


him that the civil service needs reform, espo- 
cially in respect to removals from office. I 
have no doubt he thinks so. 

I have a high respect for my constituent, 
and J think he believes every word that he 
says; but I will mention for the information 
of my honorable friend from Illinois that my 
constituent has got the sum to which his sue- 
cessors are entitled and which they are paid 


December 18, 


| 
about double what the fact is; but perhaps a 
speech or a letter ought not to be spoiled for 
that reason. He has stated tho compensation 
of inspectors of customs up there at abont 
twice what the Treasury Department allows 
them ; but of course the Senate does not want 
to be detained to-night ou the question of 
whether it is suitable to have two deputy col- 
lectors or inspectors of customs on the bor- 
der of New Hampshire and Vermont or one. 
That will be a matter which I trust will engage 
the earliest attention of this committee that I 
hope we are about to raise. 
should not have said what I have about 
this matter at all, but for the fact that my con- 
stituent and my State seemed to be brought 


into this question of public reform. I can as- 
sure my friend from l}linois that we are all for 
reform up there. A celebrated Irish orator 
once said about one of his constituents that he 
was ‘‘all for love and a little for the bottle;’”’ 
and so we are all for reform and a little for 
Republicanism, and we have a notion up in 
that direction—and I am sure my friend agrees 
with it—that it is not quite the thing for a mi- 
nority of Republicans to accuse the majority 
who wish to do a thing in a little different 
way from that in which they want to do it, with 
being opposed to it altogether, or to try to make 
the country think so. 

Now, my friend from Illinois wil! do those 
of us who happen to be in the majority the 
justice to believe that we are just as much in 
favor of investigation and of reform as most 
people are; I will not say as he is, because 
perhaps we cannot measure our zeal by his 
just now at this season of the year; but in 
general I think he will agree to that. Itis not, 
however, perhaps quite what we deserve, to say 
that because we happen to be in a majority we 
are overriding the just and equal rights of men 
in proposing to investigate all abuses through 
a standing committee with the same powers 
that his standing committee has, or more, if it 
will please my friend, instead of doing it in 
exactly his way of a select, special, concur- 
rent committee of the two Houses, with power 
to sit in the recess, to send for persons and 
papers, without any direction from either body 
as to what they are to send for persons and 
papers for. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

Mr, SUMNER. We had better adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Anruoxy] 
does not like to adjourn yet, and I think it 
would be a pity to adjourn after all these sharp 
points we have had from the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. WILSON. Wait till morning. 
i| Mr. TRUMBULL. No; I think we might 
as well take up these large questions upon 
which he has dwelt at such considerable length. 
| More, he has read a private letter which he 
| begged me to hand to him, and which I did not 
| think it properto read to the Senate. He has 
|| given usa lecture on the propriety of caucuses, 
and what he understands gentlemen should do. 
|| I suppose it is entirely within the purview of 
: gentlemanly conduct to ask another person for 
| a letter which he did not think it proper to read, 
i and then get up and read it in the Senate. I 
| think that lecture upon the proprieties of gen- 
i tlemanly conduct came very well from a per- 
i: son who would pursue such a course in the 
i| Senate. And then he proceeded to make fun 
H and sport of the letter of one of his constituents, 
i| who states that there are two men employed 
‘at his own town where there is absolutely 
nothing for more than one to do, and then to 
| state that itrelated to somebody in New Hamp- 
i shire. I suppose that comports with a fair 
i treatment of the letter, in the estimation of 
| the honorable Senator from Vermont. Further, 
i he dwelt at great length upon a preamble that 
| was adopted in 1866, and strove to create the 
i| Impression before this Senate, and have it go 
|; outtothecountry, that the Retrenchment Com- 
ii mittee had been got up in consequence of that 
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preamble and continued in consequence of it, 
when the preamble was not adopted at all, 
either in the Fortieth Congress or in the Forty- 
First Congress. 

Now, what becomes of his preamble and 
his assertion that the committee was got up 
because there was a terrible state of things in 
the public service of the country in 1866? 
What had that to do with the revival of the 
committee in 1868? What had that to do with 
the revival of the committee in 1869? And, 
then, he repeatedly talked about this commit- 
tee being abandoned and given up; and that 
is another of his sharp points to go to the 
country. Why, it is like all these little points 
that it will not do to let a standing committee 
have power to send for persons and papers, 
but you may allow a select committee to have 
jt! What becomes of his point that it was 
given up? Why, sir, at the last session of 
Congress do we not know, does not the coun- 
try know, do not all the intelligent people of 
this land know that that Senator forced through 
this body, with the Senator from Rhode Island 
by the side of him, a proposition that no gen- 
eral business should bedone? When was that 
offered? On the 18th day of March a resolu- 
tion was offered here— 

“That the Senate will consider at the present ses- 
sion no general legislation except such as relates to 
the suppression of disorder and the protection of 
life and property in the several States.” 

Mr. President, have you forgotten the adop- 
tion of that resolution, and the struggle that 
we had to try and dosome business here at 
that session? And now, forsooth, my friend 
from Vermont, who delights to make sharp 
pointe comes in and tells us that you did not 

ave this committee at the last session. And 
what did you do at the last session? Did you 
not adopt a resolution, as soon as the rules of 
the Senate would permit it to be done, that no 
business should be done except upon a particu- 
lar subject? The Senator has stated here 
repeatedly, as I have understood him, that by 
universal consent—lI have heard it half a dozen 
times—that by universal consent the committee 
was given up and nobody wanted it. Now, let 
me read a little from the record about universal 
consent: i 

“Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following resolu- 
tions for consideration: if 

“ Resolved, (the House of Representatives con- 
curring, )” —— 

Mr. SUMNER. What date is that? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The 17th day of March, 
1871, on the fifty-sixth page of the Journal of 
the Senate: ` 

“Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring) That a joint select Committee on Retrench- 

ent 

Mr. PATTERSON. I beg leave to correct 
the statement I made before. J was asked by 
one or two Senators to offer that resolution. 
I refused once or twice, bat I see I did offer 
it. I was mistaken in relation to that fact, 
when I interrupted the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
Hampshire on the 17th of March offered a 
resolution providing— 

“That a joint select Committee on Retrenchment, 
consisting of four members of the Senate and seven 
members of the House, be appointed by the Presid- 
ing Officers of the two Houses, with the same powers 
and duties as were conferred upon the select Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment of the Thirty-Ninth, For- 
tieth, and Forty-First Congresses, and to which all 
matters yet remaining undisposed of, which were re- 
ferred to the Committeo on Retrenchment of the 
Forty-First Congress, shall be referred.” 

Now, I hope we shall have no more of this 
prating in the Senate here of that point that 
the committee had been abandoned. A reso- 
lution was lying on your tables to revive the 
committee, offered on the 17th March last; 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurmay] 
has read a debate showing that attention was 
called to it and that a considerable discussion 
took place upon it. 

The great reason presented in this Senate 
why we should not have a Committee on Re- 
trenchment with power to dosometbing,is what? 


One reason is that there was a preamble adopt- 
ed in 1866, and the Senator from Vermont 
goes on and reads that, as if that was a reason, 


-when the resolution was adopted without a 


preamble for the four succeeding years; and 
he then tells you that the committee was aban- 
doned, given up, when there was a resolution 
here for its reappointment, and that resolution 
I suppose is pending now, continued over from 
the last session, offered on the 17th of March 
last. That is another of the reasons. : 
Sir, away with all these little pitiful excuses 
that a joint select committee will not do, and 
it must be a standing committee, and then that, 
a standing committee must not have power to 
send for persons and papers, and then that the 
Senator from Vermont has introduced a bill 
on the subject of the civil service, and there- 
fore this committee shall not go out to inquire 
at all into the abuses in the use of patronage! 
Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to call his attention to the fact that the 
resolution introduced by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Parrerson] is the 
fourth resolution on the printed Calender laid 
upon our tables to-day. He is entirely right 
in supposing that it is here. It is the fourth 
resolution on the Calender laid on our tables 


to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It ison the Calendar at 
this time, it seems. Now, Mr. President, I do 
not wish to take up any further time in the dis- 
cussion of this matter. I think the country 
will understand it, notwithstanding all these 
sharp turns of my friend from Vermont. Ido 
not think the country will be disturbed, or that 
the Senate will be imposed upon by any such 
arguments as that you must not have a Com- 
mittee of Investigation and Retrenchment to 
see if we cannot reduce expenses and correct 
abuses, because the Senator from Vermont 
thinks that we had abandoned it, or because 
he thinks proper to make sport of the letter 
of one of his constituents. 

I wish to take up no time in discussing these 
matters. I think they are understood. If the 


“Senator from Vermont does not want to have 


the resolution passed, and if a majority of the 
Senate do not—if they wish to emasculate it, 
to take out all its life, I acquiesce in the decis- 
ion of the Senate, and I have no more to say 
about it. I should like to have one square vote 
upon it; and if the Senate vote it down, that 
is the end of it. I donotclaim to be any better 
than anybody else. The Senator from Ver- 
mont, I think, is in favor of reform; I believe 
him to be earnestly so. I believe he wants to 
correct the civil service, and I shall be glad to 
unite with him, and help, so far as I can, to 
accomplish the object which he bas in view. 
Tam sorry he should feel it incumbent upon 
him to resort to all the little technicalities we 
might expect of him in the county courts of 
Vermont to prevent the passage of a resolution 
intended to arm a committee of this body with 
the power to accomplish some good in investi- 
gating the abuses of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have 
heard this little song on the subject of sharp- 
ness before. My friend ought to have given 
credit to his source of information upon that 
subject. He onght to have credited it to the 
correspondent of the New York Tribune, who 
said exactly that thing yesterday, and it is not 
fair for my honorable friend to be borrowing, 
when there isa copyright law, observations of 
that character. So much to defend my good 
friend of the Tribune. 

Now, Mr. President, on the merits of the 
question of sharpness, | do not pretend to any 
sharpness at all, but if I was obliged to choose 
between sharpness and its opposite I should 
takethe sharp side. I submit to my honorable 
friend one little consideration, petty though 
he calls it—but even great meu can take 
notice of petty things sometimes—and that is, 
that in some countries it is not regarded as 
the most eminent way of upholding a measure 
to accuse people who oppose it of being petty. 


There are sometimes better reasons for adopt- 
ing a resolution than calling names and 
making wry faces at people who do not agree 
with it; but that, too, is a question of taste to 
a considerable degree. My honorable friend 
may pursue his method; I will pursue mine. 

Then a word as to the ‘county courts of 
Vermont.” I have heard of that before. That 
first had its birth, I believe, in a represent- 
ation made in a newspaper by a gentleman 
who, I believe, lives in Boston, whose name 
I do not remember at this moment, who was 
represented as interviewing an eminent Sen- 
ator from New England—I do not particular- 
ize, because all the Senators from New Eng- 
land are eminent—who gave me the honorable 
position of being a somewhat successful prac- 
titioner in the county courts, (though I did 
not have that opinion of myself when I used 
to be there, but it was an honorable mention, } 
and as having rather exhausted my jurisdic- 
tion when I left the county courts, My hon- 
orable friend from Illinois ought to have given 
credit for that, just as he did to my friend 
from Ohio in the speech he made the other 
day about the necessity of civil service reform. 

But to be serious, Mr. President, I confess 
I am alittle surprised at my friend from Tli- 
nois that he, eminent and greatas he is, finds 
no better ground at last, after he has been 
driven out of every position that he assumed 
here in favor of joint select committces and in 
favor of one thing and another, to turn around 
now and upholda failing ceuse by coming down 
upon one of the youngest and humblest mem- 
bers of the Senate by applying to him the epi- 
thets of ‘‘ sharp,” and “petty,” and ‘ungen- 
tlemanly.”’ It may do in the country where 
my honorable friend lives, but it would not do 
in mine. Perhaps it may be thought to be 
“ petty’? to say that, but I say it, and I say it 
to my friend in a spirit of kindness and in all 
earnest. 

Next, as to this letter, how came this letter 
before you, sir? [twas the honorable Senator 
from Illinois who shook itin your face as con- 
taining pregnant evidence that even in the State 
of Vermont there were immeasurable abuses 
in administration which ought to be corrected. 
When I called upon him to enable me to see 
the proof, he said that I should see the proof 
if the man would not be turned out of office, 
if I would protect him in holding the office. I 
gave him the pledge. I did not know then 
that the man did not at present hold office, 
Of course, I did not know who he was from 
Adam. And yet, when the proof that he relies 
upon is read to the Senate to show the utter 
preposterousness of bringing forward evidence 
of that kind to affect a question like this, then 
my friend falls back on his reserved rights as 
a private citizen, and says that I have not done 
the thing in reading this letter. 

Well, Mr. President, in the county courts 
where Í was brought up to the law it was gen- 
erally considered proper that the jury should 
hear the evidence that the counsel for the 
prosecution presented, and that if he did not 
want his papers read he had better not bring 
them into court. That may be ‘ petty,” but 
I submit to my friend that it is just. 

My friend says that I stand on a preamble. 
So I do. I believe the Constitution of the 
United States stands on a preamble. Now 
he says that that preamble was abandoned as 
I say that the committee was. Not by any 
means. Lrepeat—and if my friend will look at 
the record he will see that I am right—that 
the resolution continuing this committee, 
keeping it in life, merely referred to the old 
committee, reviving it with the same powers 
and with the same privileges and upon the 
same grounds that it was before, so that the 
preamble was revived as well as the resolution. 
‘Ehat is the fact about it. 

My friend says also that we have had this 
resolution pending before the Senate all the 
time, and that it is not a new thing; that the 
committee was not abandoned. He need not 
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have said that with so much impressiveness to 
me. J stated (and it was in aid of what I was 
saying, that this Senate had determined that it 
was unnecessary to continue the committee, 
had so determined after thonght upon it and 
talk about it thatit was not necessary to continue 
that committee, ) that my recollection was that 
my honorable friend from New Hampshire 
had introduced aresolution ofthat kind. which 
was suffered to sleep the sleep of death, My 
friend from New Hampshire, who, it seems by 
his own statement, was put up to do it by 
somebody, and did not want to do it himself, 
did put in a resolution of that kind, which was | 
suffered to sleep. Nobody brought it up for 
action. Does that help the case of my hon- 
orable friend any. If it does, he is welcome 
toit. He needs it. 

But my friend says it could not be acted on 
because, petty as I am, I forced through this 
Senate a resolution that we should not do any 
business, and therefore we could not get it up. 
Let me excuse myself by saying to my friend 
that I do not force anything through this body 
or upon it. The Senate adopted this resolu- 
tion on the subject of what we would do atthe 
last session: 

“Resolved, That the Senate will consider at the 
present session no general legislation except such as 
relates to the suppression of disorder and the protec- 
tion of life and property in the several States.” 

Was the raising a committee of this body or 
of the two Houses general legislation? Will 
my friend maintain that he has not a right 
under that resolution, and in perfect conform- 
ity to it, to propose and get passed as many 
concurrent resolutions as he could get agreed 
to for all committees upon all subjects? I 
know, for he is a man of truth and honor, that 
he will not maintain anything of the kind. 
Wherefore, then, does he say that this com- | 
mittee was not given up by general consent, 
after it was talked about and after it was dis- 
cussed, as it appears, on the ground that here 
was a resolution which prevented it? My 
friend is mistaken. The resolution did not 
prevent it, and yet he never made any motion 
to take up the resolution providing for the | 
committee. He seems to have experienced, 
as some people in olden time did, a kind of 
new birth, a second sight, which has brought 
all at once and suddenly to his recollection 
and observation this great crisis of public 
affairs, which requires not only retrenchment 
and investigation, which everybody wishes to 
have, but it must be retrenchment and investi- 
gation in his way, or it shall not be retrench- 
ment and investigation at all! 

My friend talks about the people of the 
country, We will see what the people of the | 
country say inthe end. We will not be alarmed 


by men who write information, or what passes 
for information, to the people of the country 

but we will see in the end how much the peo- 
ple of the country are to be disturbed because 


we do a thing in a right and regular and con- ji the condition of the States lately in insurrection.. |i 


y 2 : and the resolution now pending instructing the 
take the say-so of my friend that it must be |) 


stitutional and effective way rather than to 


done in his way or it must be wrong. 
Mr. WILSON. I hope we shall now have 
a vote on this question, or else adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- | 


tion before the Senate is the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ANTHONY] to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Illinois. le TRUMBULL. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to make one 
remark before this debate closes, if it ever i 
shall close. Something has been said abont ! 
senatorial caucuses. 


| 


; now asa member of the Republican party and | of Kentucky, Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Kelly. 


| publie business. 


of an oath as Senators obliged to transact the | 
public business under the Constitution of the | 
United States. We have no right to desert į 
this Chamber and go into a secret conclave | 
and there dispose of the publie business. Ii 
say it is absurd and unconstitutional to pretend | 
that you have. i 

l make a great. broad, clean distinction jj 
between a nominating convention outside, or i 
a caucus outside and a senatorial caucus. A ii 
nominating convention or a caucus outside is | 
held in the light of day: itis open: there are || 
reporters present; it is under the direct eye | 
of the people. I think that all patriot citizens | 
are beginning to recognize that even that is a | 
very questionable form of proceeding, and I; 
know that there are many who are looking | 
about anxiously for some way in which to | 
supersede it. But there is an immense differ- | 
ence between such an assembly and a sena- | 
torial caucus. The senatorial caucus is secret; | 
it is confidential, if you please; it has no }! 
reporters present; it is not in the light of day. | 
Why, sir, to take the public business from this | 
Chamber and carry it into such a cauenus. is a} 
defiance of reason and of the best principles |! 
of government. A Senator has no right to: 
abdicate his duties herein this Chamber. He |. 
has no right to go into a secret chamber and | 
there constrain himself in regard to the public || 
business. i} 

What I say now I do not say for the first i; 
time in this Chamber. {f have said it before, ; 
and when I havesaid it Ihave been answered by || 
as able a Senator as any who has sat here in ‘i 
our day. He is no longer now among the || 
living. I mean the late Senator from Maine. | 
(Mr. Fessenden,) who differed from me on i| 
the question. The Globe will show what he | 
said and what I said, now many years ago. ! 
Therefore, in making this protest, I say noth- |: 
ing new, but I do it now under a profound sense 
of duty. Sir, I am one of the oldest members i; 
of the Republican party ; in some measures | 


Iam one of its founders; I am the oldest Sen- |. P 


ator in service here; and | bear my testimony |! 


asa Senator against the pretension which is 
set up that a senatorial caucus can exercise i 
any constraint or obligation with regard to | 
It is nothing hut a conven- |) 
lence—that isall; aud any one who goes further i; 
and insists that it is an obligation runs against 
the Constitution of his country. 


Mr. SCHURZ. The Sevator from Illinois, |! 


_ requests me to read from the Journal of the |; 
| Senate, in answer to the Senator from Ver- ! 


l: have very much regretted this debate. 
i seemed to me to revolve upon the smallest 


Now, I shall make no |) 


revelation, but I shall repeat what for ten years | 


I bave said in this Chamber as often as ocea- 


a convenience. Itis in no respect an obliga- 
tion on anybody. To hold that it is, is inf- 
nitely absurd and unconstitutional. I mean 
what I say—it is infinitely absurd and uncon- 
stitutional, We are all under the obligation 


: $ | shall have power to sit during the recess, to send 
sion allowed. A senatorial caucus ig simply | 
| 


H 
i 
1 
; who has already spoken twice on this subject, || 
i 
H 
f 
{i 


R i the resolution providing for the revival of 
at whatever may be said to day or to-morrow |! 
i 
| the Judiciary on that subject.” | 
i 


| witnessed since f have been a member of the 


‘this contest is now pending, itis to strike out 


mont, a resolution passed by the Senate to 
this effect at the last session, to show that | 


the Committee on Retrenchment could not |! 
come up: 


Resolved, That the Senate will consider at the | 
present session no other legislative business than |! 


resolution for a joint committee to investigate into 


Committee on the Judiciary to report a bill or bills 
that will enable the President and the courts of the 
United States to execute the laws in said States, and |i 


the report that may be made by the Committee on | 


Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. President, for one I 


Tt has 


point of any debate that I have listened to or 


Senate. As I understand the amendment of | 
the Senator from Rhode Island, abont which | 


that clause of the amendment of the Senator 
from Hlinois which provides that this committee 


any man of common sense that it is remark- 
able at the beginning ofa long session that it ig 
necessary now to provide, six or eight months 
in advance, thata standing committee of the 
Senate shallhave power to sit during the recess 


i 
H 
| 
for persons and papers, &c. Doesit not strike | 
| 


i with the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 


: resnlte 


': ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, 


| debate. 
| provides that this committee shall have a clerk, 


after we adjourn? And will it not strike every 
man of common sense ag a little remarkable 
that it should be so persistently urged here that 
this committee should have power to send for 
persons and pavers, when there is nota single 
dollar in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Senate that can be used to pay a single wit- 
ness? Appropriations must first be made be. 
fore investigations of this kind can be pro 
ceeded with. 

Then, sir, there is one other thing to which 
IT will allude. Reference has been made to 
the effort to create this committee at the first 
session of this Congress. I remember dis- 
tinctly that effort, and I remember that some 
one appealed to me for that committeein order 
that somebody might have a clerk of a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Who was that? I should 
like to know. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment to 
the amendment? 


Mr. THURMAN. Letus have the yeas and 


Í nays upon it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LEWIS. Iam paired on this question 
with the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. 


‘ Davis.] If he were here he would vote 


t nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 
Mr. WEST. Iam paired on this question 
with the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Joms- 


ii ston.] If he were here would vote * nay,” and 


I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired on this question 
Ke- 
Locc.} He wonld vote for this amendment, 


; and I should vote against it. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesrss, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
; handler, Clayton, 
Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds. Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert Hamlin, 
itchcock, Howe, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt. Sawyer, Spencer, Stewart, Wilson, and Win- 

om—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cooper. Davis 


Logan, Patterson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
and Vickers—]8. ; 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Cole, Davis o est Virginia, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morril) of Ver- 


ii mont, Nye, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Scott, Sher- 
| man, Sprague, West, and Wright—24. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the adoption of the amendment 


| proposed by the Senator from Illinois, [ Mr. 


TRUMBULL, | as amended. 
Mr. WILSON. I now move to amend the 


i amendment, as amended, by adding toit the 
' following: 


And that the said committee be authorized to send 


ii the deficiency appropriation bill, the concurrent | for persons and papers, and report by billor other- 


wise, and also to appoint a clerk. 
I do not desire to continue or reopen this 
T will simply say that this proposition 


and that they shall also have power to send for 
persons and papers. It does not provide that 
they may sit during the recess. When we get 
to the end of this session, we shall know whether 
we ought to enter upon that or not, and if itis 
then deemed necessary, I shall be perfectly 
willing to permit them to doit. We have pro- 
vided what this committee shall do, and if we 
adopt this amendment we will allow them to 
send for persons and papers and give them a 
clerk during this session, and then at the end 
of the session we can determine the question 
whether they shall be permitted to sit during 
the recess. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is merely anticipating what will be, 
the duty of the chairman of the committee 
when the committee is raised. and which I 
happen to know, and a great many others 
know, heintends to do. Tt is for the chairman 
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of the committee to ask for permission to send 
for persons and papers and to ask for the ap- 
pointment of a clerk. When we appoint the 
Committee on Naval Affairs we do not give 
them permission to send for persons and papers, 
but if they ask for that authority we give it. 
I have no objection to this amendment, but I 
think it should have come from the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, who I know intends to 
move it. g ; 

Mr. CORBETT. As I understand the amend- 
_ ment proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, it will make this a permanent thing, will 
it not? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CORBETT. ‘Then this committee will 
have power to send for persons and papers at 
any time for years to come. 

Mr. WILSON. During this session. That 
is all the time the committee lasts. 

Mr. CORBETT. Is that the resolution? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the objection of 
the Senator from Oregon is very well taken, 


and I stand corrected. This is a proposition | 


to give this committee a permanent power to 
send for persons and papers, which no other 
standing committee has. I do not think we 
ought to give itsuch power. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will withdraw hbis 
amendment, and then let the Senator from 
Connecticut, who is to be the chairman of the 
committee, move it himself for this session. 

Mr. WILSON. Thiscommittee lasts during 
this session and no longer. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; it is 
committee. ; 

Mr. WILSON. Itis a standing committee, 
but all standing committees die at the close of 
the session. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The committees do not 
die. The members may go out of office; but 
the powers of the committee remain, whatever 
powers we confer upon them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, But if there is nobody 
to exercise them they will not be exercised. 


a standing 


Mr. ANTHONY. But if the committee is į 


reappointed at the next session, it is reap 
pointed with the powers that we give to it at 
this session, and this is a proposition to give 
to this committee powers that we give to no 
other committee of this body, and I hope it 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator in 
regard to that, that if this proposition is now 
adopted, and we choose to change it at the next 
session when we reappoint the committee, there 
will be no trouble about it. 
great deal of controversy here about what has 
seemed to me from the beginning a very small 
matter. We have reached the point we now 
have here, and it seems to me if we adopt this 
proposition it will go out to the country that 


we have appointed this committee, clothed it | 


with fall andample powers during this session, 
and, if need be, will continve it to sit during 
the recess. . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We can give 
the committee power to send for persons and 
papers on every specific case that is submitted 
to it, and the Senate ought not to give up that 
control. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Thereis no proper com- 
parison between this committee and one of the 
other standing committees of this body. It 
was suggested, ** Why give power to send for 
persons and papers to this committee any more 
than to the Naval Committee ?”’ 


mittees of the Senate. The function of each 
of these committees is a function to consider 
subjects and papers sent to them. 
to inquire is only incidental, and is very rarely 
exercised—J mean the power to inquire by 
testimony and through witnesses. 

During the time that I have been in the 
Senate, on the three or four committees of 
which I have happened to be a member, I 
remember but two cases in which testimony 


We have had a! 


Its power į 


|| Committee on Public Lands. 


was taken. One was before the Printing 
Committee, and the other was before the 
But mark the 
| difference. Here is a committee the main 
function of which is to investigate, to inquire. 
How do you inquire, how do you investigate, 
| except through testimony? Therefore you 
propose to raise a committee of investigation 
without the power to obtain testimony. That 
is a distinction which, it seems to me, is vital, 
which entirely justifies the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts so to amend this 
resolution as to vest in this committee the 
power to send for persons and papers. A 
committee of investigation without the power 
to send for persons and papersseems to me 
a committee which is in terms an absurdity, 
and, in fact, a nonentity. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts to modify his amendment, or 1 
will move as an amendment to it, if it has not 
got into that stage that it cannot be amended 
further—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would 
be ont of order. This is an amendment to an 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Then J suggest to the Sen- 
ator to modify the amendment so as to author- 
ize the committee to apppoint a clerk, and to 
have power to send for persons and papers 
during the present session. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam willing to make that 
modification if that will suit Senators. I believe 
we ought to do this, and then at the end of the 
session, if it is deemed necessary, we can 
authorize the committee to sit during the re- 
cess. J am willing that it shall end with the 
close of the session, unless we otherwise order, 
but if there shall then be any necessity for con- 
tinuing it, Ishall vote for all propositions look- 
ing to the most thorough investigation. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will go with the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary will report the amendment to the amend 
ment, as changed by the suggestion accepted 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Cuer Cierx. The amendment to the 
amendment, as modified, now reads: 


And that the said committee be authorized to send 
for persons and papers during the present session of 
the Senate, and to report by bill or otherwise, and 
' also to appoint a clerk, 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
į tion is on the adoption of this amendment to 
| the amendment. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I do not suppose 
i that this committee can accomplish very much 
i without this power. I think itis essential that 
they shall have it before they go into avy in- 
vestigation. But, I am informed by Senators 
older than I am, that it is not customary to 


Let us have the yeas 


‘| give such authority to any committee except 


| on special occasions, and when the authority is 
| asked for with reference to a particular exam- 
i ination or investigation. That being so. 1 shall 
| vote against the amendment, although there 
| will be instances in which I shall think it very 
| essential to secure this authority. 

Mr. SUMNER. T was astonished at the 
statement of the Senator from Connecticut as 
to the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iso received it from 
others. 


|| Mr. SUMNER. Have we not had this very 
i ; Sir, the Naval |) 
Committee is one of the other standing com- ji 


Committee on Retrenchment with this very 


power? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That was nota 
standing committee. . 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘Then do I understand the 
Senator from New Jersey as saying that that 
is a suflicient difference to justify a refusal to 
give this power now? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is all the dif 
| ference, if the Senator asks me the question. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do, most sincerely. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I answer very 


promptly that the power, I believe, has never 
been given toa standing committee to have 
the unlimited right to send for persons and 
papers which is proposed to be given here 
now. 

Mr. CONKLING. In either House. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. In either House; 
but that when a case occurs, the Senate or the 
House of Representatives exercises its judg- 
ment whether that is a case in which this 
remarkable power shall be given to the com 
mittee; and so it ought to be here. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, Mr. President, we 
have the instance of a Retrenchment Commit- 
tee for five years with that power. There is 
the historic fact; and now the Senator from 
New Jersey says because that was a joint com- 


mittee and this is a Senate committee, there- 
fore the power should not be given. That is 
his logic. That is the logic by which this 
attempt is carried forward to throw an imped- 
iment in the way of inquiry, for it is so. That 
is the logic, that a joint committee may have 
the power and a Senate committee may not 
have it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. A joint select committee. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; a joint select 
committee; but a Senate committee may not 
have it. The Senator from New Hampshire 
does not share in that logic. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I can seea distinction ; but 
at the same time I shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Wison. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. There is a distinction be- 
tween cheeseand chalk; that weall know. And 
there is a distinction between a joint commit- 
tee,and a Senate committee, and a distinction 
| between a select committee and a standing com- 
mittee; but the question is, whether in logic 
there is any reason why one committee should 
have this power more than another? 

We are brought back, therefore, to the single 
question whether we are willing to invest this 
| committee with the powers and attributes that 
experience in other cases shows are needed in 
order to carry forward an inquiry. I commend 
Senators to the precedents. J think if they 
will look at the precedents they will find that 
on former occasions committees have had this 
power. The Senator may say ‘‘select com- 
mittees;’’ but I dismiss the distinction; there 
is nothing init. A committee is a committee, 
cali it joint, call it standing, call it select, and 
if there is a reason for one having the power, 
then there is the same reason for the other 
having the power. You cannot logically con- 
fine the power to one committee and deny it 
to another. At any rate so it seems to me, 
and I have in my mind very clearly an historic 
committee in this Chamber, where that power 
was given and used on a very large scale. 
| Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
this is but a reiteration of what we have heard 
a great many times, this charge that we are at- 
tempting to impede investigation, and I hurl it 
back upon the gentlemen. I deny the charge 
for myself and for my associates. ‘There are 
gentlemen in this Chamber who have their 
views of the Constitution, who I suppose are 
as far from tolerating or conniving at frauds 
as the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. TI have said nothing about 
fraud. Ihave not mentioned the word, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The declaration 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, which he 
recedes from, as has been done on many other 
occasions, was that we were attempting to 
impede investigation; that is, aiding fraud; 
| that is, conniving at fraud; and I will not sub- 
mit, even from so distinguished a source, to 
have that charge made against me before the 

country. 
i The Senator commends us to experience. 
What is the experience of the Senate? That 
j there never has been a standing committee 
invested with any such authority as he claims 
for this committee; but that on every occasion, 
| when it is desiréd to invest a committee with 
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the right of sending for persons and papers, | 
that high power passes under the judgment of l 
the Senate; and in any proper case it never | 
will be refused. | 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says there | 
never has beena standing committee invested | 
with this power. Has there ever been a stand- | 
ing committee of the Senate with the objects | 
and purposes of this committee? Has there | 
ever been a standing Committee of Investi- | 
gation? I ask the Senator to answer me. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will answer : 
the Senator. Howcanthe Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts then commend us to the light of ex- 
perience if this is a new case and one that never |; 
before existed? Let us not go by the light of 
experience, but by the light of the Constitu- | 
tion, which declares that the rights of citizens 
shall be inviolate as to their persons and prop- 
erty. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, experience 
shows that an investigating committee always 
has had the power which my colleague now 
asks the Senate to vote. My friend from New 
Jersey is mistaken. A standing committee 
has not usually had that power; but now, 
through his efforts and those of others in this 
Chamber, a standing committee is created for 
the purpose of investigation, and the Senator 
says that this standing committee shall not 
have the powers which in the experience of 
the Senate have always been conferred upon 
investigating committees. I do not think the 
Senator can mention one investigating commit- 
tee that has ever been organized without that 
power. But because he chooses, with others, |, 
to name this a standing committee, he then | 
swiftly says, ‘‘argal, it mustnot have the power | 
of other investigating committees.” That | 
seems to be his logic! | 
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The Senator somewhat Jargely said that he 
hurled back upon me an imputation. I have 
made upon that Senator noimputation. I too 
much honor that Senator to make any imputa- | 
tion upon him. I have not alluded to fraud; | 
I have not named it. Ihave used one single | 
term always in this debate, and that was ‘ in- 
vestigation.” I have said that I was in favor | 
of it in the strongest and the most earnest 
manner; and I have been sorry to see that |} 
impediments were thrown in the way of the 
investigation which I sought. Those impedi- 
ments we have witnessed during this last week 
from the first moment that the Senator from 
Diinois brought forward his proposition down 
to the speech of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey; impediment after impediment, deley upon 
delay, with an interventiou of caucus upon cau- 
cus, superfetation upon superfetation, aud all 
with one object, to interpose impediments to | 
the proposition of the Senator from Illinois. 
Am I not right? And was I not justified in | 
calling attention to this last effort now made | 
by the Senator from New Jersey? 

My excellent colleague asks you to confer 
upon this committee the customary power | 
(conferred upon all investigating committees I | 
say) ‘‘ conferred upon allinvestigating commit- 
tees.’ I hold inmy hand, and I should like to 
have the Senator from New Jersey listen to it, 
the authoritative work of Cushing on the Law |! 
and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, and I 
will read one sentence : 

“ When an assembly proceeds by means of a com- | 
mittee in the investigation of any subject, the com- 
mittee may be, and usually is, authorized by the 
assembly to send for persons, papers, and records.” 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No one dis- 
putes that. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, the essential element | 
in this committee is, notthat itis standing, but | 
that it is investigating. It is an investigating || 
committee, and as such it should have all the | 
meang and powers that belongs to an investi- | 
gating committee. One of the wittiest and 
cleverest remarks ever made by an American ` 
statesman was that of Fisher Ames when he i 
said that.a lie would travel from Maine to i 
Georgia while Truth was putting on her boots. | 


‘| meanwhile fraud and abuse escape. 
| light, and if Senators would only look at the 


i I think they could not doubt as to the vote to 
i give. 


| not inconsistent with the other. 


| persons and papers, to report at any time, and | 


l! I bope the Senate will adopt this amendment | 


! chusetts [Mr. SUMNER] on any occasion when 
i be was interested on the other side would see 
| it very clearly. 
| pointed generally for a temporary purpose, 
j and power is given it for that purpose; a 
i! standing committee is different. 
|, give this committee this power for this session. 


| debate to-day has proceeded upon the theory || 
| that this committee is powerless without this i 


And now in the same spirit I would say, fraud 
and abuse will travel from Maine to Georgia 
while Justice is putting on her boots. If 1 |) 
understand the Senator from New Jersey, he 

wishes that Justice should continue without | 
her boots, so that abuse and fraud may travel | 
from Maine to Georgia while Justice is being |} 
booted. I say that an investigating committee | 
should beever ready; it should be ever booted; |! 
it should not be obliged to put on its boots and 
Why, sir, 
the whole thing seems to me as simple as day- 
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substance and forget for a moment the words, 


Let them forget that they are dealing |, 
with a standing committee and consider that į 
they are dealing with an investigating com- | 
mittee. That is the substance. f 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I rise for i 
the purpose of making a brief but earnest ap- | 
peal to that majority intrusted here with its 
part in the government of the country, to sup- | 
port this amendment. I have striven from the | 
timethatthis very unfortunate debate arose to | 
this very moment, to unite those who ought to 
be united, and to secure the adoption of that 
which is just and right. 

Now, sir, the Senate has adopted an amend- 
ment settling the principles upon which this 
investigation is to proceed. We understand 
that; the country will understand it. The 
simple proposition now is to clothe the com- 
mittee with power to have a clerk, to send 
for persons and papers, and to report by bill 
or otherwise. Adopting this amendment is |} 
The amend- | 
ment applies only to the present session ; it 
does not go beyond it. 

Now, sir, I think we have been in an uw | 
fortunate position from the beginning. We 
have had a great division about that in regard || 
to which there never should have been any 
division among us. Al Senators tell us that 
they are in favor of investigation. Why, then, 
appear to be otherwise? Why appear to be 
shrinking? Why not let it be flashed over the 
country to-night that we have appointed the 
committee, that we have instructed them todo | 
certain things, given them power to send for 


to employ a clerk—fully armed them to enter 
upon the great work of investigation, the great ; 
work of retrenchment and reform? We all } 
profess tobe infavorofit. Why not, then, start 
out with it and settle the whole question 
here and before the country at once, and stand 
united, strong, and determined to do all that 
we can to retrench expenditutes, to prevent | 
abuses, to detect ‘frauds, and to punish the | 
men who, being intrusted with power, betray | 
the confidence that is confided in them? Ido, 
not wish to take up the time of the Senate, but ; 
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and then let us close the question. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to second the sug- 
gestions of my friend from Massachusetts, 
Mr. Wiisox.] Do let us end this contro- 
versy now, although there is a distinction 
between a standing committee and a select 
committee, and the senior Senator from Massa- 


A select committee is ap- 


But let us 


I wish to say, in addition to that, that this 


authority. While] am willing to give them this |; 
authority, I deny that proposition wholly; and | 


: let me here just for one moment read the instruc- | 
7 tions. 


The committee are to be instructed— | 


To inquire into the expenditures in all branches i 
of the service of the Uulted States, f 


I ask you, can they not do that without wit- |} 
nesses? Can they not do that in Washington I! 
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by going to the Departments, by personal 
investigation? Is there not work enough here 
for this committee for months without any 
power to send for persons and papers? Cer- 
tainly there is. ; 

And to report whether any and what offices ought 
to be abolished. 

Is there not bere, too, a broad field for 
investigation which they ean make personally 
at these Departments? Most certainly there ig, 

Whether any and what salaries or allowances ought 
to be reduced. 

Can an examination of witnesses inform 
them upon that subject? 

What are the methods of procuring accountability 
in publie officers or agents in the care and disburse- 
ment of public moneys. 

No witnesses are necessary to inform the 
committee on that subject. ‘They can investi- 
gate it without the power to send for persons 
and papers. But let us give them not only 


ii this instruction to investigate al these subjects 


which they can do personally, but let us give 
them the authority to call for persons and 
papers whenever in their judgment they shall 
think it wise and best. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison adopting the amendment to the 
amendment, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. I will not detain the Senate; 
but as the yeas and nays are to be recorded on 
this question, I beg permission to make one 
suggestion. I felt that there was a great deal 
of truth in what fell from the Senator from 
New Hampshire a short time ago, that we were 
disputing about a very small point. But now 
upon this question, the Senate last week re- 
solved that a standing committee, to be called 
a Committee of Investigation and Retrench- 
ment, should be appointed. To-day a motion 
was made to elect that committee, that certain 
members of the Senate should compose that 
committee. 

It seems to me if the Senate had voted on 
that proposition and had filled the committee, 
and if then any other Senator had moved to 
instruct the committee to inquire, just as it is 
proposed now to instruct them, nobody would 
have doubted the propriety of adding to those 
instructions the power to send for persons and 
papers. I judge so, because the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Conxiixe] did propose to 
instruct this committee to inquire specifically 
about another subject, and he did add to his 
proposition a clause declaring that they should 


| have the power to send for persons and papers. 


The anachronism, if it is proper to call it 
such, seems to me to arise in the fact that the 
Senator from Illinois couples with a proposi- 
tion to elect certain members of the Senate to 
be the committee, certain instructions to the 
committee; but if we can allow those instruc- 
tions to be coupled with the proposition to 
elect, I do not see why we cannot justas well 
add the other thing. add this power to them, 
The Senator from Connecticut has already said 
that he does not suppose the committee could 
do much without this power. I do not sup- 
pose there is a single Senator on this floor who 
expects the committee, whenever it is ap 
pointed, to last twenty-tour hours without hav- 
ing the power. It seems to me a mere ques- 
tion of time, and [ rather think we could save 
time by agreeing to it now. So I am inclined 


| to vote with the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. As I understand, 
objections are made to giving any committee 
of this body authority to go wherever they 
shall elect to go, with the power to send for 

ersons and papers and make investigations. 
The Senate is not willing, and never hus been 
willing, to trast any of its committees to that 
extent, as I understand. F say, however, 88 
I said before, that I do not think this commit- 
tee, or any other committee, can make any 
thorough investigation withaut this authority, 
and I do not doubt that the Senate will give it 
whenever they shallask it. But if i anderstaud 
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the practice of the Senate, it is to give it to ac- 
complish a particular object. Now, if you could 
show me that there are precedents in the Sen- 
ate for authorizing a committee to exercise this 
power at their discretion beyond the restric- 
tions of the Senate, then I think that I could 
vote for this amendment. We want the thing; 
the power we must have, or our labors will be 
in vain. 

Mr. HOWE. My friend and I will always 
act together, 1 know, if we understand cach 
other alike, arid he will therefore allow me to 
ask him if he does not overlook the fact that 
in the very act of appointing this committee 
it is proposed to instruct the committee to do 
certain things? Now, the suggestion I made 
wag that if those instructions had been made 
after the cor mittee was appointed, there would 
have been no possible objection to coupling 
with those instructions the power to send for 

‘persons and papers, any more than there was 
to the Senator from New York coupling with 
his motion that precise power. Am I mistaken 
about that? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- 
ident, if a vote is to be taken I shall interpose 
no objection; but I rise to make a suggestion. 
If we can vote now, let us vote ; if not, I sug- 
gest that we fix to-morrow at one o’clock to 
take the vote on this question. [‘ No!” 
“Now!’] If the Senate will take the vote 
now, I have no objection; otherwise I shall 
make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. [rise to make no counter 
suggestion, but to ask Senators when this res- 
olution is disposed of not to adjourn until £ can 
get action on aresolution directing something 
practical, as I think, as the inception ofin- 
vestigation. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would remark in reply 
to the Senator from Connecticut that Í believe 
the precedents are uniform. [I am subject to 
correction by Senators, but I believe they are 
uniform that an investigating committee has 
this power. If the Senator from Connecticut, 
who is about to assume the responsible duties 
of chairman of this Committee of Investigation, 
has doubts on the precedents or on the powers 
of the committee he is about to direct, I must 
say that I regret it very much, for I fear he 
will not eater upon the investigation with that 
virgor that the case requires. ‘The Senator 
begins by abnegation; he begins by calling in 
question the powers of the committee which 
he is to direct. He is to be our leader in re- 
form. It isthe Senator from Connecticut who 
is before the country to unmask the abuses 
which it issaid exists, and he begins by doubt- 
ing the powers of the committee. 1 hope the 
Senator will withdraw his doubt; I hope he will 
accept the time-honored precedents of the 
Senute which give every Investigating com- 
mittee the powers now moved by my colleague. 

Mr, BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, 1 can 
only say this: I desire, if 1am to act on the 


committee, to have sufficient authority to | 


accomplish what the committee is aimed at. 
I do not think I occupy the position which the 
Senator from Massachuseits [Mr. Sumyer] 
assumes in regard to doubting the power. 
Whatever power you confer upon the commit- 
tee, I think I shall be able to understand, It 
isa question whether the Senate will confer 
certain power, or whether it is advisable or 
not. 

I will say still further to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that I desire nothing 
but the most thorough investigation of every 
question which shall come before this commit- 
tee, I have no desire to shield any man or any 
set of men who occupy a position against the 
interests of this country; and so far as in me 
lies—and I doubt not I shall have the codper- 
ation of every member of this committee if the 
committee shall be appointed—I shall endeavor 
to give whatever of energy I have (I am sorry 
it is not more; Iam sorry I am not more 
skilled) to pursne the very path which the 
Senate are disposed to have me pursue; but 
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so far as I am able it will be my desire to do 
that which shall réform any and every abuse 
in this Government which may come under 
our examination. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I was réferred to Cushing as authority on this 
point, and I adopt it as an authority, and just 
exactly the extract which wis teád, as show- 
ing clearly the distinction which is draw 
between the diferent members of thé Senate, 
the differencé between the Senator fiom Mas- 
sachusetts and myself, and the authority is 
against the Senator and it favor of the view 
which we have presented ; 

“ When an assembly proceeds by means of a com- 
mittee in the investigation of any subject, the 
committee may be, and usdally is, authorized by 
the assembly to send for persons and papers,” 

Just what we claim, that whe a committee 
is directed by the Senate to investigate any 
subject, as the subject of general orders con- 
tained in the resolution presented by the Sen- 
ator from New York, the committee will 
usually and generälly be authorized by the 
Senaté to send for persons and papers. Thè 
whole point is, that in the exercise of this 
extraordinary power, the judgment of the Sei- 
ate, in addition to that of the committee, shall 
be invoked to decide whether persons and 
papers shall be sent for. i 

And, Mr. President, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has not forgotten the argument 
which he made on this very subject, if Lam 
not mistaken, in the case of the Harper’s 
Ferry investigation, where, it regard to a coin- 
mittee of investigation, he made a most able 
argument against that Cotinittée having the 
right to send for persous and papers. But 
whether thatis sv or not, the authority to which 
Ihave been referred, and which is held to be 


authority, clearly holds to the doctrine that | 
the Senate shall pass upon the question whether | 


in regard to the given subject the committee 
shall be invested or not with the power to send 
for persons and papers. Let this committee 
be appointed without giving it these extraor- 
dinary powers, and let any Senator move to 
commit to them asubject, and letthem express 
the desire that they shall have the power to 
send for pérsons and papers, and if the Sen- 
ate think it á case of sufficient importance, they 
will so order, and thus we keep in cheek that 
power and maintain the framework of our 
Government. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, the ques- 
tion is, adopting the language of the Senator 
trom New Jersey, whether we have not now a 
given subject. That is the phrase—‘‘a given 
subject.” Why, what have we before us “but 
a proposition to empower this cominittee to 
make certain investigations in certain matters? 
A given subject broader, to be sure, tian 


the given subject to which the Senator from j: 
Now Jersey has calied attention, but in all ;; 
respecis a given subject—l follow the language | 
Therefore | 
we simply follow precedents, we follow the | 


of the Senator from New Jersey. 


text on which he has leaned when we propo 
to bestow upon this committee, charged with a 
given subject, the ordinary power that is be- 


stowed upon an investigating committee. I |i 


submit that the text on which the Senator has 
leaned supports the motion of my colleague. 
Then I add, that reason, too, is in harmony 
with that text. 

Are you willing to make this committee 
efficient? Will you have it swift, or will you 
give it occasion for delay? There is the dif- 
ference between Senators. The Senator from 
New Jersey is willing to interpose delay. Far 
be it from me to suggest that he would shield 
fraud. I know he would not. But we are to 
be judged by our acts, by our votes; and the 
Senator does seek to interpose an impediment 


in the pursuit of fraud, if it be fraud that | 


shall be presentéd to this committee. I know 
not what form the abuse will take. Are we 
not told that fraud is manifold, infinite in 
form? What shape it willadopt when it comes 
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Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stockton, 


i Schurz, Spencer, 
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before this committee, I know not; but [think 
the committee oughi to be prepared for it; it 
should be ever ready with its boots on, and 
not; as the Senator from New Jersey seems to 
desire, with boots off. 

i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on adopting the smendment to the 
amendment, upon which thé yeas and nays 
have been ordered. ; 

Mr, ANTHONY. The Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Morton] has beén compelled to leave 
the Chamber by illness. If he were here he 
would vote in the negative. | 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, 
Patterson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Tharuan, Lipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, Wilson, and Windom—27, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter. Chandler, Clayton, Cor- 
bett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuyson, Hamlin, Osborn, Pomeroy, and Stew- 
art—I7. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cole, Conkling, Davis of West Virginia. Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Haran, 
TN, Iowe, Johnston, Morrill of Maino, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton. Nye. Pool. Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, and 
Wright—27. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on adopting the amendment as 
amended. 

Mr. VICKERS. I offer this amendment: 
to strike out the names in the original resolu- 
tion, namely, ‘Mr. Buckingham, (chairman,) 
Mr. Pratt, Mr. Howe, Mr. Harlan, Mr. Stew- 
art, Mr. Pool, Mr. Bayard, and Mr. Casserly ;”” 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Lyman Trumbull, (chairman,) Charles Sumner; 
Eugene Casserly, Thomas T. Bayard, Henry B. An- 
thony, Roscoe Conkling, Oliver P. Morton, and T. 
W. Tipton. 

Mr. BDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam paired with Mr. Davis, 
of West Virginia. If he were here, he would 


vote ‘‘ yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 12, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Hamilton of Maryland, Kelly, 
Thurman, 


and 


3. Al 
ham, Cole, D of West V 
necticut, Gilbert, Tamilton of T 
Howe, Johnston, Lewis, L 
Morrill of Vermoy 
ce, Robertson, Be 
Siewart, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Wright—32. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on adopting the amendment, as 
proposed by the Senator from Ubnois, as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on adopting the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, asamended, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 43, nay 1; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter. Casserly, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Cooper. Corbett, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Sawyer, 


Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
and Win- 


n, 
. Nye, 
Scott, Sherman, Spr 
West, 


gue, 
and 


Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers; West, Wilson, 
omego. 3 
NAY —Mr. Blair~1. 
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ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cole, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert. Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Wil Johnston, Morrrilof Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson. Sauls- |! 
burs, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, 
and Wright—27. 


So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 
NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

Mr. CONKLING. The resolution. that I 
offered this morning having been laid aside 
informally for this, I ask that it be taken up 
now and passed. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has it been printed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not 
been; it was offered this morning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I: is not in order to-day, 
I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, unless 
objected to. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould like to hear it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is in order because it 
was received without objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was received, but 
never considered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Itwas received without 
objection. I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is not before the 
Senate, and T object to its consideration. 

Mr. CONKLING. [submit that it is before |! 
the Senate. The objection comestoo late. It | 
was received this morning, and upon the ap- |i 
peal of the Senator from Rhode Island I con- 
sented that it be laid aside in order that he |! 
might call up his resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that on the retirement of the Vice 
President, he leaving the Senate in conscquence 
of illness in his family, he informed the present 
oceupant of the chair that the Senator from i 
New York was in the act of asking unanimous 
consent that his resolution might be considered 
when it was laid aside to take up the resolu- 
tion just acted upon; that on that resolution 
heing disposed of, I ought to call the attention |} 
of the Senate to that fact, but that a single || 
objection would throw it over. j 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Chair will allow |! 
me, the resolution was offered on the regular |i 
li 


call for resolutions. Therefore, of course the 
Vice President could not have intended the |! 
present occupant of the chair to understand |} 
that any consent was being asked to introduce 
the resolution. It isa simple resolution direct- 
ing this committee to make investigation 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I call the Senator to |! 
order. There is nothing before the Senate. || 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a point of order | 
before the Senate. | 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not know whether |! 
the Senator from Illinois has any right to take || 
the floor from me. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have a right to call | 
the Senator to order. The Chair will decide |} 
| 
i 
| 


whether he is in order or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order upon the ground 
that the Senator from New York at leastis 
before the Senate to state what he thinks should 
be in order, [Laughier.] 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know that 1 |} 
shall ever be allowed toeven make an attempt | 
to have anything investigated, because I do not | 
seem to belong to that coterie in this body that |! 
have the exclusive right to manage the Gov- | 
ernment and to institute investigations and do | 
whatever is to bedone.. Iam striving humbly | 
to get the action of the Senate upon a resolu- | 
tion which, f submit, was offered upon a reg- 
ular call for resolutions, and which Í proposed 
to consider finally to-day, and so stated. 

Upon the appeal of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and with the remark thatthe resolution 
would more properly follow the adoption of 
his resolution than precede it, I allowed it to 
lic over informally. Now, my wish is to sub- 
wit to the Chair both that [ have a right to 
state my proposition, as I am seeking to do, 
and also ihat after what has occurred Í havea 


I 
| 
; 
i 
I 
j 


| motions to reconsider. 


right to the consideration of this resolution, 
it being simply one of inquiry, addressed to 
this committee and specifying the subject to 
be inquired about. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has already ruled the first point in favor of the 
Senator from New York, and he rules the 
second point as directed by the Vice Presi- 
dent, that a single objection is fatal to the 
consideration of the resolution to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I give notice that 
I shall call up the resolution on the very first 
opportunity, and ask the action of the Senate 
upon it. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Have I the floor? 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have been trying to 
obtain it for some time, and I supposed I had 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois has the floor beyond all question. 

Mr. TROMBULL. Iam very glad to be 
able to obtain it after this length of time. I 
objected to the passage of the resolution. I 
want to see it. We are here at nearly ten 
o'clock at night. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a resolution of 


| investigation. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam for it, no doubt—— | 
I rise to a question of | 
I call the Senator from Ilinois to! 


Mr. CONKLING. 
order. 


rder. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I overrule | 
the point of order on the ground that the; 
Senator from Illinois is before the Senate. | 


{Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there any other ques- 
tion before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not that I 
am aware of. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I submit that no 
debate is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


, ator from Illinois has the floor to make any | 


suggestion or proposition. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I pre- 
sume I shall vote in favor of the resolution 


| offered by the Senator from New York, but I 


have noteven heard it. I donotknow whether 


| it has been read; but I should like to see it, 


and we can adopt it in the morning. I think 
it had better go over until the morning, with a 
view of letting us see what it is. If itis a 
resolution of inquiry, I shall certainly favor 
it. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at nine 
o'clock and fifty-one minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monxpay, December 18, 1871. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D. 


approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. 


is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to he brought back into the House by 
Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 


| Legislatures may be presented for printing and 


reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
fourteen minutes past twelve o'clock. 
F. AND E. REED, 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
626) for the relief of F. & E. Reed, of Bath, 


in the State of Maine, for the arrest and deten- | 


tion of their ship at the port of Valencia, 


ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


TONNAGE DUTIES. 

Mr. LYNCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
627) imposing tonnage duties, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


GENERAL B. 8S. ROBERTS, 


Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
628) to confer upon the Court of Claims juris- 
diction of the claim of Brevet Brigadier Gen- 
eral B. S. Roberts; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. PLATT. lask that that bill be read 
at length. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call 
the attention of members to the operation of 
the Monday morning hour rule. At the end 
of sixty minutes from the reading of the Journal 
itis in order to move to suspend the rules; 
that alone will cut off the further call of the 
States for bills and joint resolutions for refer- 
ence, A motion to suspend the rules by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] comes 
over from Monday last, and the Chair will be 
bound to submit that motion to the House at 


fourteen minutes past one o’clock. no matter 
| p 


where the business may then stand. If gen- 
tlemen insist upon the reading of bills at length 
as they are now introduced the effect will 
probably be to deprive some of the States of 
the privilege of being called this morning for 
bilis and joint resolutions. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill notinsist upon my call. 


OCEAN TELEGRAPH CABLES. 
Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. 


| R. No. 629) to encourage the laying of ocean 
| telegraph cables, and to secure the same for 


the use of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

NEW TRIALS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 


a bill (H. R. No. 630) in relation to new trials 
in the Court of Claims ; which was read a first 
| and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
| referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PROCEEDINGS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 631) to amend pro- 
ceedings in criminal cases; which was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be printed, 


| and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
PRACTICE OF COURTS IN PATENT CASES 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 


| duced a bill (H. R. No. 632) amending the 
i practice of the courts in patent cases; which 
i wasread a tirst and second time. ordered to be 
| printed, and referred to the Committee on 
|; Revision of the Laws of the United States. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and | 


F. SELINA BUCHANAN. 
Mr. BANKS introduced a bil (H. R. No 


aes 3 ; 633) grantinga pension to F. Selina Buchanan 
This being Monday, the |! g Fre 


first business in order during the morning hour | 


widow of McKean Buchanan, late paymaster 


in the United States Navy; which was read a 
|, first and second time, ordered to be printed. 


and. with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
REDUCTION OF INTERNAL TAXES, ETC. 
„Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 634) to reduce internal taxes, and to abol- 
ish the office of Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue; which was read a first and second 


| time, ordered to be printed, and referred to 


the Committee of Ways and Means. 
SCHOONER LOIS. 
Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (IL R- 


aon, : f | No. 635) to change the name of the schooner 
Spain; which was read a first and second time, | 


Lois to that of Sea Witch: which was read a 


| firstand second time, ordered to be printed, 
i and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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OSWEGO DISTILLERY COMPANY. 

Mr. LANSING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
636) for the relief of the Oswego Distillery 
Company; which was read a first and second 
time. ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Commiitee of Claims. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. CLARKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
637) to provide for a Government building in 
the city of Rochester, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, NEW YORK. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 688) authorizing the construction or pur- 
chase of a suitable building in the city of Troy, 
New York, for post office and other national 
offices; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed. and referred to the 
Committee on Pubhe Buildings and Grounds. 

JANE A. GREEN, 

Mr. WARREN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 689) for the relief of Jane A. Green; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STAMPS ON WRITTEN INSTRUMENTS. 

Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
640) to repeal the several sectious of the iu- 
ternal revenue act requiring written instru- 
ments to be stamped; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R, 
No. 641) to provide for the equalization of 
bounties to soldiers who served in the war for 
the suppression of the rebellion; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAYMENT OF CUSTOMS DUTIES, 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 642) to authorize the payment of fifty 
per cent. of customs duties in legal-tender 
notes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION. 


Mr. MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 643) to punish bank, insurance, State, and 


Government officials for bribery and corrup- į 


tion ; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Banking and | 


Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
SLOOP MARGARET AND AMELIA. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of New Jersey, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 644) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to change the name 
of the sloop Margaret and Amelia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOUTH RIVER, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. BIRD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 645) 
for the improvement of South river. New Jer- 
sey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER COINS. 


Mr. MERCUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
646) changing the standard weight of silver 
coins, limiting the amount to be issued, and 


for other purposes; which was read a first and | 


second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, 

Mr. MERCUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 647) to equalize bounties by giving each 
honorably discharged soldier the sum of $8 33 
for each month's service; which was read a 


i 


7 
first and second time, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. | 

FORFEITURE OF WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 


Mr. SEELEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
648) to repeal all statutes which forfeit pen- 
sions of widows by reason of a second mar- 
riage; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF IMPORTATIONS. 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 649) further to facilitate the immediate 
transportation of certain importations to the | 
port of destination; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee | 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 650) fixing the rate of internal tax on 
all kinds of manufactured tobacco at sixteen 
cents per pound: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY DAVIS. 


Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 651) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Davis, of Philadelphia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committce 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HUGH T. FERGUSON. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 652) granting a pen- 
sion to Hugh T. Ferguson, a private soldier 
of the war of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BAKER AND BEATTY. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 653) for the relief 
of J. Morgan Baker and William H. Beatty, 
trading as Baker & Beatty; which was read a 
first and second time, referred, with the accom- 
panying petition, to the Commitee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SECURITY Of LIFE ON VESSELS. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (IZ. R. No. 
654) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- | 
vide for the better security of life on board of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 
28, 1871; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. | 
No. 655) for the promotion of commerce and 
amity between the people of the United States 
and of Mexico: which was read a first and | 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF WINDER’S BUILDING. | 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced abill (H. R. 
No. 656) to extend Winder’s building for the 
use of the War Department; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOIN B. HOGUE. 


Mr. GRIFFITH introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 657) for the relief of John B. Hogue, late 
first lieutenant company I, fourth regiment 
Pennsylvania cavalry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee | 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. B. STEWART. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 658) for ihe relief of F. B. 
Stewart, postmaster at Altoona, Pennsylvania ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- į 


i 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
LIMITATION OF AN ACT. 

Mr. SHERWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 659) limiting the effect of the act of July 
27, 1866, and its supplements, approved March 
7, 1867, to such causes as have been com- 
menced since the Ist day of April, 1861; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws of the United States, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. SHOEMAKER introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 660) granting bounty lands to certain 
persons engaged in the military and naval ser- 
vice of the United States from and after the 
4th day of March, A. D. 1861; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. MERRICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
661) regulating the mode of payment of duties 
on imports and equalizing the value of Treas- 
ury notes; which was read a first and_second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING OF TAXES. 

Mr. MERRICK also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 662) to refund to judicial officers of 
the United States and of the several States the 
taxes on their salaries heretofore collected and 
paid under income tax laws of the United 
States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commitiee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION FOR PROPERTY DeSTROYED 

Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
663) for the ascertainment and examination 
of claims for compensation for the use and 
destruction of private property by the United 
States Army during the late war for the preser- 
vation of the Union in the States not pro- 
claimed asin insurrection tothe United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF OLD TOWN. 
Mr. RITCHIE also introduced a bill (H. 


I R. No. 664) to reimburse the trustees of 


the Methodist Episcopal Church at Old Town, 
Alleghany county, Maryland, for destruction 
of same by occupation of United States cavalry 
during the war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE RAPPAHANNOCK. 
Mr. BRAXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 665) for continuing the improvement of 
the Rappahannock river, Virginia; which wes 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


|| printed. * 


PORE OF ENTRY AT LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA. 
Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
666) to establish a port of entry and delivery 


i at the city of Lynchburg, Virginia ; which was 
! read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DANVILLE, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. STOWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 667) authorizing the construction of a 
building at Danville, Virginia, for post office, 
United States court, and other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN DODD AND MRS. M. WEBBER. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
668) granting pensions to Mrs. Mary Ann 
Dodd and Mrs. Margaret Webber; which was 
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read a first atid second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, aud ordered to 
be printed. 


PROPERTY USED BY UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 669) to amend the act of April 
8, 1871, so as to allow pay for reut of prop- 
erty used by the Army of the United States, 
and where used by contract to pay without 
proof of loyalty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SAVANNAH IARBOR AND RIVER. 

Mr. McINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 670) to reimburse the city of Savannah 
for all expenditures made ia the improvement 
of the harbor of Savannah, Georgia, since the 
late war: which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McINTYRE also introduced a bill (A. 
R. No. 671) making appropriation for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Savannah, Georgia, 
and the improvement of the navigation of the 
Savantiah river from the city to its mouth; 
which was read a first and second time; 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, | 


and ordered to be printed: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA, 


Mr. McINTYRE also introduced a bill (H. | 
R. No. 672) to appropriate money to construct | 
a custom-house and post office at the city of | 
Brunswick, Georgia: which was read a first | 
and second time, referred to the Committee |j 


on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
673) to remove all legal and political disabili- 
ties from David Irwin, Louis Tumlen, Warren 
Akin, and James W. Harris, of the State of 
Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time; referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. DU BOSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
G74) to permit certain Indian tribes to prefer 
theiy claims against the United States, and 
have adjudication thereof; which was read a 
first aud second time, referred to the Com mittee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF COTTON TAX. 

Mr, WHITELEY introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 58) to extend the time within 
which applications may be made tor 
cotton tax: which was read a first and 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims 
aud ordered to be printed. 

GEORGIA JUDICIAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. WHITELEY also introduced a bill (H. | 


R. No. 675) to provide an additional district 
judge, district attorney, and marshal for the 


State of Georgia, atid for other purposes; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITI 
Mr. WHITELEY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 676) to relieve from political disabili- 
ties certain persons in the second congres- 
sional district of Georgia: which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BIGBY introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 


677) to relieve certain persons therein nam 
p e 


from the legal and political disabilitiesimposed i 
by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States; which was read a | 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- | 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, : 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (Ef. R. No. 
678) for the removal of the political disabili- 


ties of J. A. Crook and James B. Jones, citi- | 


zens of the State of Alabama; which was 


a 
į 
i 


l itha ij 
> | 


if 
il 


whieh w 


read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to | 


be printed. 
SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 679) 
to repeal an act, approved 2st June, 1866, 
restricting the sale of public lands in the States 
of Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, 


| and Florida ; which was read a first atid sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


THE HOMESTEAD ACT. 
Mr. DOX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


680) to extend the benefits of an act entitled |; 
“An act to secure homesteads to actual set- | 
ilers où the public domain,” approved May 20, <} 


1862; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
Wibow OF H. ©. FILLEBROWN, 
Mr. DOX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
681) authorizing the payment of a sum of 
money to the widow of Henry C. Fillebrown, 


| a civil enginesr. who lost his life by drowning | 


in the Coosa river, in the State of Alabama, 


while engaged in the service of the United | 


States; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee of Claims, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. DOX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
682) removing the political disabilities of W. 
A. Vincent and T. J. Burgess, of the county 
of Etowah, in the State of Alabama; which 
was read a first and second time. referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. HAYS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
683) for the more convenient transaction of 
business in the courts of the United States 
in the State of Alabama; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
684} in relation to the district court of Ala- 
bama: which was read a first and secondtime, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT 0 ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 685) granting ‘public lands in the States 
of Alabama and Mississippi to the Decatur 
and Aberdeen Railroad Company, to aid in 


| the construction of a railroad to be built fron | 


r, Alabama, to Aberdeen, Mis: 


SOLDIBRS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 685) to amend an act entitled “An set 
granting pensions to ceriain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812, and the widows of de- 


ceased soldiers; which was read a first and | 


second time, referred to the Committee on 
evolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF A JOINT RESOLUTION. 
Mr. SLOSS also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 59) repealing a joint resolu- 
tion approved March 2, 1867; which was read 


| a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Revision of Laws of the United 
States, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. HANDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 687) for the removal of the civil and polit- 
ical disabilities of Eldridge Barker, a citizen of 
Coosa county, Alabama; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


as read a first and second time, referred :i 
| to the Commitee on the Pubiie Lands, and 
| ordered to be printed. 


i was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
| to be printed. 

| PAY OF FEMALE EMPLOYÉS. 

| Mr. PERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
689) to regulate the payment of female em- 
: ployés of the Government, and for other pur- 


oses; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education aud 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 
NORTIIBRN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI, 
Mr. MORPHIS introduced a bill (H. RB. 
No. 690) to divide the northern judicial dis- 
trict of Mississippi into an eastern and west- 
ern division; which was read a first and 
econd time, referred to the Committee on 
he Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT OF LOUISIANA, 
Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 691) to confer jurisdiction upon the Uni- 
ted States circuit court for the fifth circuit in 
ii the district of Louisiana in a certain case 
therein specified, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
DANIEL M. PAIGE. 


Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
692) for the relief of Daniel M. Paige, late first 
lieutenant of the thirty-eighth United States 
infantry: which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 

rdered to be printed. 


CHARLES TRICHLER, 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
! (H. R. No. 698) for the relief of Charles Trich- 
ler, of the county of Adams, Ohio; which was 
i read a first and second time, referred to the 
, Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF ANIMALS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 694) to prevent cruelty to animals 
i; while in transit on railroads or other means 
(lof transportation within the United States: 
| which was read afirst and second tima, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee 


‘on Agriculture. 
i CIVIL SERVICE. 
| Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (B. R. 
| No. 695) to prevent the appointment to office 
i! or employment under the Government of dis- 
‘honest and incompetent persons, and to ren- 
ler cificers appointing, and Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress recommending them, 
»onsible for their conduct; which was read 
first and second time, and ordered to be 
printed, 
Mr. STEVENSON. Task that the bill be 
{read at length, and referred to the select Com- 
i mittee on the Civil Service. 
il The bill was read. The first section pro- 
|| vides that it shall be unlawful for any officer 
| of the United States to appoint, or for any 
i Senator or Representative in Congress to rec- 
ommend any person for appointment to any 
office in or employment under the civil service 
of the United States, knowing such person to 
j be dishonest or incompetent to perform the 
duties of such office or employment. The sec- 
ond section provides that it shall be unlaw: 
ful for any officer of the United States to 
appoint, or for any Senator or Representative 
iin Congress to recommend any person for 
i appointment to any office in or employment 
| under the civil service of the Unired States 
li for any other reason or upon any other con 
i sideration, promise, inducement,or expectation 
|; thau the public good, and the performance of 
li the duties of such office or employment. The 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


197 


third section provides that any person violating 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
in any circuit or district court of the Uni- 
ted States be fined in any sim not exceeding 
$10,000, or imprisoned for any time not ex- 
ceeding ten years, or both, at the discretion of 
the court, and shall be liable to the United 
States for all damage and loss caused or occa- 
sioned by the dishonesty or incompetence of 
such officer or employé. 

The bil was referred to the select Committee 
on the Civil Service, 

HAYDEN'S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. MONROE introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 60) providing for printing the pre- 
liminary report of Professor F. B. Hayden's 
geological survey; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

SURVEY OF NEBRASKA. 

Mr. MONROE also introduced a joint reso- 
Jution (H. R. No. 61) providing for the print- 
ing the final report of the United States sur 
vey of Nebraska; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


BONDED WARKHOUSES FOR TOBACCO. 


Mr. ARTHUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
696) to abolish export bonded warehouses for 
the storage of manufactured tobacco and snuff 
in bond; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


DESTRUCTION OF FORFEITED TOBACCO. - 


Mr. ARTHUR also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 697) to provide for the destruction of 
tobacco legally forfeited and seized by the 
United States for fraud against the laws for 
the raising and collection of the internal rev- 
enue; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

TAX ON SALES OF TOBACCO. 

Mr. ARTHUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 698) for the repeal of all acts and parts 
of acts creating and imposing a special tax on 
sales of dealers in tobacco, manufacturers of 
tobacco, and manufacturers of cigars; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 

TAX ON WHISKY DESTROYED BY FIRE. 


Mr. ARTHUR also introduced a bill (H. | 


R. No. 699) to remit the ivternal revenue tax 
upon five hundred and forty-nine barrels, con- 
taining twenty-three thousand four hundred 
and sixty-six gallons, destroyed by fire while 
in bond in a distillery warehouse, on the 24th 
of June, 1869, in the county of Harrison, in 
the State of Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
© REFUNDING COTTON TAX. 

Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 700) to refund the cotton tax collected 
under the provisions of the acts of Congress 
approved March 7, 1864, and March 2, 1867; 
which wasreada Grst and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GOLLADAY also presented joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of Teu- 


nessee, in favor of the passage of a law refund- | 


ing the tax paid upon cotton in the years 1865, 
1866, and 1867; which were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

PENSIONS YOR. WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. GOLLADAY also presented joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of Ten- 
nessee, in favor of an act granting pensions to 
the widows of soldiers of the war of 1812; 
which were ordered to be printed, and referred 


to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and War of 1812. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE., 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 701) to provide for the erection of 
buildings suitable for the use of the United 
States courts, post office, custom-house, and 
other necessary Government offices at Nash- 
ville, Tennessee: which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 702) to remove political disabilities 
from certain persons therein named; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

EXEMPTION LAWS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 703) to make uniform the 
exemption laws; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY J. STANE. 


Mr. GARRETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 704) directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Mary J. Stane upon the 
pension-roll, and to pay her a pension ; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE A. ARMES. 


Mr. GARRETT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 705) to authorize the restoration of 
George A. Armes to the rank of captain in the 
Army ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS SCHRAMM. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No.706) for the reliefof Lewis Schramm, 
late a second lieutenant of the one hundred 
and twenty-fourth regiment Indiana volunteer 
infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR ACTUAL SETTLERS. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
707) to secure the public lands to actual set- 
tlors under the provisions of the homestead 
and preémption laws; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. BATES. 
Mr. SHANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


708) to place the name of James C. Bates, of | 


Indiana, on the pension-roll; which was read 
’ p 5 


a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
STHAMSHIP-CANAL. 
Mr. SHANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 709) directing a preliminary survey and | 


report on the practicability and cost of the 
construction of a steamsbip-canal from the 
southern portion of Lake Michigan to the Mis- 
ppi river at or near the mouth of the river 
hio; which was rand a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


ADAM R. WALKER, 


Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 
Walker; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred | 


ef of Adam B. 


710) for the re 


to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 
WELGLIAM W. SPEIRS. 
Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


711) for the relief of William W. Speirs, late {| 


assistant surgeon United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM Ji. BRIDGES. 


Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
712) granting a pensionto William H. Bridges; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TIERMANN RASTER. 


Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 713) for the relief of Hermann Raster, 
collector of internal revenue first district of 
Uhnois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JONN K, HANNAY. 


Mr. FARWELUalso introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 714) for the relief of John K. Hannay ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS —WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (R. R. 
No. 715) granting pensions to certain widows 
of soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 


W.P. AND 8. B. HOLIDAY., 


Mr. CREBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
716) for the relief of W. P. Holiday and 8, B. 
Holiday, of Cairo, Hlinois; which was read a 
first and.second time, and, with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 717) 
to amend an act entitled ‘ An act granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
war of 1812. aud the widows of such deceased 
soldiers,” approved February 14, 1871; which 
wag read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANTING OF SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr, PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
718) granting certain swamp lands in Holt 
county, Missouri, to said Holt county for 
school purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee ou the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JONN MATNBY. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 719) for the relief of John Matney, of St. 
Joseph, Missouri, late a private in the thirty- 
fifth Missouri volanteer infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, aud ordered to 
be printed. 


COURTS AT SPRINGFIELD AND ST. JOSEPH. 


Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 720) to provide for the holding of terms 
of the district court of the United States for 
the western district of Missouri at St. Joseph 
and Springfield, in said State, and to increase 
the jurisdiction of said distret court; which 


1 was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 


i to be printed. 


LEGALIZATION OF POLYGAMOUS MARRIAGES. 
Mr. BLATR. of Missouri, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 721) to legalize polygamous mar- 
riages in Utah, and to dismiss all prosecntions, 
on account thereof in the courts of ssid Ter- ` 
ritory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


| ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. COMINGO introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 62) proposing an amendment 
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tothe Constitution of the United States ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. COMINGO also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 722) providing for the future meeting 
of Congress; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


R. E. COWAN. 


Mr. COMINGO also introduced a bill (H. | 
R. No. 728) to relieve R. E. Cowan, of Kansas | 
City, Missouri, from legal and political dis- | 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth article of 
amendment to the Constitution of the United | 
States; which was read a first and second time, | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be priuted. 


STATE UNIVERSITIES. 


Mr. KING introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 68) instructing the chief of engi- 
neers to supply the University of the State of 


Missouri and the State universities of other 


States with the third volume and atlas of Re- 
port on Geological Exploration of Fortieth 
Parallel, for the use of said universities; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PURCHASERS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced | 
a bill (H. R. No. 724) for the relief of certain | 
purchasers of the public lands under the gradu- | 
ation act of August 4, 1854; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be | 

| 
t 


printed. 
MARINE HOSPITAL, HELENA, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. HANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
725) to provide for the erection of a marine 
hospital at or near the city of Helena, Ark- 
ansas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHICAGO, ETC., RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 726) to authorize the Chicago and | 
Northwestern Railway Company to change 
their projected line of railway in the State of | 
Michigan, and to extend the time for the com- 
pletion thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. | 


ONTONAGON AND WISCONSIN RAILROAD. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND also introduced a bill | 
(H. R. No. 727) to change the direction of the | 
road authorized by the act approved June 3, 
1856, from Ontonagon, in the State of Michi- 
gan, to the Wisconsin State line, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


TIMOTHY EDMONDS, 


Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a bill (IL R. 
No. 728) for the relief of ‘Timothy Edmonds, | 
late private ninth Michigan cavalry ; which was | 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL C. HODGMAN. 


Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 729) for the relief of Samuel C. Hodg- l 
man, late first lieutenant and adjutant seventh 
Michigan cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee of Claims, | 
and ordered to be printed. | 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR KEYS, FLORIDA, | 


custom-house and other Federal offices: which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST, FLORIDA. 


Mr. WALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 781) for the erection of a public building 
at Key West, in the State of Florida, to be 
used as a custom-house, post office, court- 
house, and other Federal offices; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA. 


Mr. WALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 782) for the erection of a public building 
at Jacksonville. in the State of Florida, to be 
used as a custom-house and other Federal 
offices; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


Mr. WALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 733) to repeal anact entitled ‘‘An act to 
revise, with amendments, an act to incorporate 
the Medical Society of the District of Colum 
bia,’ approved July 7. 1838; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF CIVIL RIGHTS. 


Mr. WALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 734) supplementary to an act entitled ‘An 
act to protect all citizens of the United States 
in their civil rights and furnish the means of 
their vindication,’’ passed April 9. 1866, and 
to remove all legal and political disabilities im- 
posed by the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States for participation in the late rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUSTIN, TEXAS. 


Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 735) to enable the President to purchase a 
site and erect thereon a fire- proof building for 
the United States courts and post office at Aus- 
tin, Texas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public 


| Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


Mr. WALLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
780) for the erection of a public building at 
Cedar Keys, State of Florida, to be used as a 


printed. 
RULES AND ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. CONNER introduceda bill (H. R. No. 
736) amending the Rules and Articles of 


War for the government of the armies of the į 
United States: which was read a first and |! 
; second time, referred to the Committee on Mil- |! 


itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. CONNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 737) to remove political disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth articie of amendment 
to the Constitution from certain citizens of 
Texas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


| ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS FOR NATIONAL UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. McCRARY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 738) setting apart amd reserving public 
lands for the purpose of establishing and main- 
taining a national university; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee onthe Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF DES MOINES RAPIDS. 


Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 785) making an appropriation for the 
completion of the improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids in the Mississippi river; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 


December 18, 


| the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
| be printed. 
| P. E DYR. 
| Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (A. R. No, 
| 740) for the relief of P. E Dye, of Polk county, 
! Iowa; which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to the Committee on Military A fairs, 
i and ordered to be printed. 
| CHARLES C. 100D. 
| Mr. PALMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
! No, 741) for the relief of Charles C. Hood; 
i which wasread a first and second, time. and, 
i with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 

be printed. 

QUIBTING TITLE TO LANDS. 

Mr. PALMER also introduced abill (H. R. 
No. 742) to quiet the title to certain lands in 
the State of lowa: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. ORR introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 748) relating to rights of actual settlers 
upon certain lands in Iowa; which was read a 
i first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
i tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
| printed, 

į 


JAMES STEVENS. 


Mr. ORR also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
744) for the relief of James Stevens; which 
; was read a first and second time, referred to 
! the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
i to be printed. 

!! PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH, WISCONSIN. 


O Mr. SAWYER introduced a bil (H. R. No. 
| 745) to provide for a building for the use of 
ithe post office, pension office, United States 
; courts, and internal revenue offices at Oshkosh, 
| Wisconsin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
Í printed. 

AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 746) to amend an act enti- 
itled “An act to establish a uniform system of 
: bankruptey througbout the United States.” 
approved March 2, 1867; which was read a first 
jand second time, referred to the Committee 
, on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 
Mr. HAZLETON. of Wisconsin, also intro- 
‘duced a bill (H. R. No. 747) to repeal an act 
j entitled “An act to establish a uniform system 
‘of bankruptcy throughout the United States,”’ 
approved March 2, 1867; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws of the United 
! States, and ordered to be printed. 
f MARY CRAWFORD. 


i 
i Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, also intro- 
i` duced a bill (H. R. No. 748) for the relief of 
| Mary Crawford; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN C. MORRILL. 
Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, also intro- 
duced a hill (H. R. No. 749) for the relief of 
John C. Morrill; which was read a first and 
‘second time, referred to the Committee on 
‘Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ji GEORGE W. BURCHARD. 
| Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, also intro- 
_ duced a bill (H. R. No. 750) for the relief of 
George W. Burchard; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
i Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
i ANDREW KNUDSON, 
| Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
| 761) directing the Commissioner of the Gem 
i eral Land Office to issue a patent to Andrew 
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Knudson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY CLAY WILLIAMS. 

Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 752) to appropriate to Henry Clay Wil- 
liams a sum of money found due to him in the 
adjustment of his accounts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. J. MILTON BEST. 


Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 753) for the relief of Dr. J. Milton Best ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PREEMPTION OF COAL LANDS. 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 754) to grant the right of preémption to 
coal lands on the public domain in the Pacific 
States and Territories; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CONTRACTS FOR SERVILE LABOR. 


Mr. COGHLAN introduced abill (H. R. No. 
755) to prohibit contracts for servile labor ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed, 


SWAMP LANDS IN OREGON. 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
756) extending the time for the selection of 
swamp and overflowed lands in Oregon under 
the act of Congress approved March 12, 1860 ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN TREATIES. 

Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
757) to carry into effect the fourth article of 
the treaty of February 23, 1867, with the Sen- 
eca, Shawnee, and Quapaw, and other In- 
dians ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY AND POST ROAD. 

Mr. LOWE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 758) to provide for the building of a mili- 
tary and post road from the mouth of Walnut 
river, in Kansas, to the mouth of the main 
Cache river, in Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

ROBERT E. COWAN. 

Mr. McGREW introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 759) to remove the political disabilities 
of Robert E. Cowan of Kansas City, in the 
State of Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

CIRCUIT COURT IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
760) to require the holding of an additional 
term of the circuit court of the United States 
in the district of West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH AS A STATE. 


Mr. TAFFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
761) to enable the people of Utah to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the 
admission of said State into the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
the Territories. 


NEBRASKA AND DAKOTA RAILROAD. 


Mr. TAFFE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 762) to aid in the construction of the 


j 


Northern Nebraska and Central Dakota rail- | 


road; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


REMOVAL OF FLATHEAD INDIANS. 


Mr. CLAGETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 763) to provide for the removal of the 
Flathead and other Indians from the Bitter 
Root valley, in the Territory of Montana; 
which wasread a firstand second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. CLAGETT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 764) to set aparta certain tract of land 
lying near the head-waters of the Yellowstone 
river as a public park; which was read a first 
and second time, and ordered to be printed: 

Mr. CLAGETT. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The motion of Mr. STEVENSON wasagreed to. 


ENLARGEMENT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 765) for the enlargement of the grounds 
surrounding the Capitol; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings | 
and Grounds. | 


CORPORATIONS BY GENERAL LAW. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. | 
R. No. 766) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the creation of corporations in 
the District of Columbia by general law ;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the | 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT ACTS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (B. 
R. No. 767) to amend certain acts therein 
named; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


MORTGAGES. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 768) relating to mortgages in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and | 
second time, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. The first business now in order is 
the consideration of a motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox,] coming 
over from Monday last, to suspend the rules | 
and pass a resolution, which the Clerk will 
read. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
directed to consider the question of an international 
copyright, and to report to this House what, in their 
judgment, would be the wisest plan, by treaty or 
law, to secure the property of authors in their works, 
without injury to other rights and interests, and if 


in their opinion congressional legislation is the best 
that they report a bill for that purpose. i 

Mr. COX. IthinkIcan save the time of | 
calling the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
not been demanded. 

The question was taken; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 79, noes 10; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and 
Mr. KeLLeY were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes one hundred 
and five, noes not counted. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution 
adopted. 


SAFETY OF SYEAMBOATS. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 65) relating to the limitation of steam 
pressure on towing and freight boats on the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, pro- 
vides that the provisions of the act entitled 
& An act to provide for the better security of 
life on vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam,” &c., approved February 28, 1871, 
so far as they relate to the limitation of steam 
pressure on steamboats used exclusively for 
towing and carrying freight on the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, are hereby so far 
modified as to substitute for such boats one 
hundred and fifty pounds of steam pressure in 
place of one hundred and ten pounds, as pro- 
vided in said act, for the standard pressure 


‘ upon standard boilers of forty-two inches 


diameter and of plates of one quarter of an 
inch in thickness ; and that such boats may, 
on the written permit of the supervising 
inspector of the district in which they shall 
carry on their business, for the period of six 
months after the passage of this joint resolu- 
tion, be permitted to carry steam above the 
standard pressure of one hundred and ten 
pounds, but not exceeding the standard pres- 
sure of one hundred and fifty pounds to the 
square inch, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS ELECTION CONTESTS. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Elections to present their report. in 
the contested-election case of Clark vs. Gid- 
dings, from the third district of Texas, and to 
move that it be laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. I give notice that I shall call 
up the case to-morrow after the morning hour. 

The motion of Mr. Hoan was agreed to. 


Mr. RICH, of Illinois, presented a report on 
behalf of the minority of the committee; which 
was ordered to be printed in connection with 
the majority report. 

Mr. McCRARY, from the Committee of 
Elections, reported back, with an amendment, 
the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the sixty days which the law allows 
for taking testimony in the contested-election case 
of G. W. Whitmore vs. W. S. Herndon, from the first 
district of Texas, shall commence on the lst day of 
January, 1872. 

Resolved, That cither party to the said contest be 
authorized to take the testimony of Hon. J. W. 
Fianagay, United States Senator, Hon. J. D. New- 
yof State, and Hon. E. J. Davis, Gov- 
ervor of the State of Texas, at the city of Washing- 
ton, Distriet of Columbia, before any officer author- 
ized by law to take depositions therein, wilhin sixty 
days after the passage of this resolution, upon three 
days’ notice to the opposite party. 


The amendment reported by the committee 
was to strike out the second resolution, and 
toinsert in lieu thercof the following: 


Resolved, That either party to said contest be 
authorized to take the testimony of any witnesses 
who may be found in the District of Columbia, at 
the city of Washington, before any officer authorized 
by law to take depositions therein, within sixty days 
after the passage of thisresolution, upon three days’ 
notice to the opposite party; no mileago to be 
allowed to such witnesses. 


The amendment reported by the committee 
was agreed to; and the resolutions, asamended, 
were adopted. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were adopted ; 
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and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS NEXT THURSDAY. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Iask that the unanimous 
consent of the House be given to fix Thursday 
of this week for general debate only. 

Mr. DAWES. If there are any considerable 
number of members desiring to occupy the 
time on next Thursday, by general debate I 
will not object; orif my distinguished friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. MAYNARD] desires to 
debate on that day, I will not object. But if 
the purpose is to add one more day to the recess 
of Congress it ought not to be done. I think 
the period assigned for the recess is already 
longer than it ought to be. If the purpose is 
to putan end to business on Wednesday even- 
ing in this indirect way, and have the country 
think we are here transacting business when in 
fact we are not, Lam opposed to the proposi- 
tion. I hope, therefore, my friend from Ten- 
nessee will indicate whether he desires to 
occupy the time himself on that day. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Thus far during this ses- 
sion there has been no day assigned to general 
debate; and gentlemen who have speeches 
prepared will naturally wish to deliver them, 
so that they can distribute them during the 
holidays. 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody, so far as I am aware, 
has indicated any desire to occupy time in 
general debate; and I inquire of my friend 
whether he has any such desire. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I, as the gentleman 
knows, do not often make speeches; but as 
the gentleman himself and other members of 
the House do, it is very proper that a day 
should be set apart for that purpose. Iam 
assured by gentlemen within the sound of my 
voice that they wish to occupy the time in 
debate, if it shall be accorded by the House. 

‘Che SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee asks unanimous consent that Thursday 
of this week be devoted to debate only, and 
that the House meet as in Committee of the 
Whole on that day. 

Mr. DAWES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the order can only be made under a suspension 
of the ruies. 

Mr. MAYNARD. TI move to suspend the 
rules so as to order that Thursday of this week 
be devoted to debate only, and that the House 
shall meet as in Committee of the Whole. 

On agreeing to the motion, there were—ayes 
one hundred and four, noes not counted. 

Mr. DAWES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 24, noes 109; less than one fifth voting in 
the afirmative, 

Mr. DAWES, 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion to suspend the rules for the 
purpose stated was agreed to. 


SUSPENSION OF GENERAL G. W. BALLOCH. 


Mr. McNEBLY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


I call for tellers on ordering 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War and the Sec- | 


rotary of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, re- 
quested to inform this House of the circumstances 
attending the suspension or mustering out of Brevet 
Brigadier General George W. Balloch, and of the 
steps taken in the examination and settlement of his 


accounts, so far as the same were brought to the | 


notice of their respective Departments. 
PUBLIC WORKS, OSWEGO, NEW YORK. 

Mr. LANSING, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to report to this House at an early day what exten- 
sion of the public works on the east side of the 
mouth of the Oswego river, in the city of Oswego, 
New York, is desirable for the accommodation and 
protection of the increasing commerce of that port. 


i Beatty, Beveridge y) ame: 
| George M. Brooks, Bufänton, Burchard 


EXEMPTION OF STEAM TOW-BOATS. 

Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the petition of underwriters, manufac- 
turers, and merchants of Pittsburg, Pennsyl- 
vania, to exempt steam tow-boats on the 
western rivers from certain restrictions and 
regulations imposed upou passenger boats; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be, printed. 

MRS. EUNICE C. ADAMS. 

Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 769) granting a pension to Mrs. Eunice 
C. Adams; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMUSTEADS. 

Mr. SESSIONS also introduced a bill (H. 
R: No. 770) to enable honorably discharged 
soldiersand sailors, their widows and children, 
to acquire homesteads on the public lands of 
the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


M. A. THIERS, PRESIDENT FRENCH REPUBLIC, 
Mr. HALDEMAN. [ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That this House has witnessed with pro- 
found regret the angry severity with which the 
French Government, of which M. A. Thiersis the 


head, has pursued prisoners captured by it from the |! 


government called “the Commune” in Paris. 

Mr. PERCH. T object. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I move that the rules 
be suspended and the resolution passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to declare that 
the House has ‘‘ witnessed’? events when we 
were three thousand miles away? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Iwill amend the res- 
olution so as to say ‘learned’ instead of 
t witnessed.’” 

Mr. BINGHAM. The resolution ought to 
have a substantiative amendment, for it is 
doubtful whether M. A. Thiers did any such 
thing. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
58, noes 60; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HALDEMAN 
and Mr. Perce as tellers. 

Mr. COX. Allow me to amend by con- 
demning the Spanish Government forits abom- 
inable murder of student boys in Cuba, and 
other outrages. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend 
the rules is not amendable. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot 
interrupt the division of the House, which is 
of the highest privilege, as it concerns the 
whole House. 


The House again divided; and the tellers | 


reported—ayes 57, noes 65. 

Mr. HALDEMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 95, nays 86, not voting 
57; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Benjamin F. Butler, 3 rick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
cher, Dox, Duke, 
>» Forker, Gar- 


Parker, EN Perry, Platt, 
Y, Rice. Scofield. See- 
:, John A. Smith, 


s. Ambler, Averill, 


Bank 
ge, Bigby, Bingham, J: 


s, Barber, 
s &. Biair, 
o 3 haod, 
Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Eames, Elliott, Charies Fos- 
ter, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, George E, Harris, 
Hawley, Gerry W.Hazleion, JohnW.Hazieton, Hoar, 


Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Lamport, Lewis, 
Maynard, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Merriam, 
Merrick, Monroe, Moore, Morphis. Leonard Myers, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Peck. 
Pendleton, Perec, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey. John M. Rice, Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Rogers, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Shoemaker, 
Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stowell, Tafe, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wash- 
burn, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and 
Jeremiah M..Wilson—s6. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Beck, Biggs, James 

rooks, Buckley, Burdett, Carroll, Clarke, Coburn, 
Creely, Darrall, Davis, De Large, Dickey, DuBose, 
Dunnell, Edwards, Ely, Farwell, Henry D. Fos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Halsey, Hambleton, Hanks, 
Harmer, Havens, Hays, Hill, Kendall, Kerr, 
Keteham, Lansing, McCrary, Mitchell, Morey, Neg- 
ley, Orr, Peters, Potter, Randall, William R., Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Shellabarger, Shober, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, 
Swann, Dwight Townsend, Twichell, Vaughan, Wad- 
dell, Whiteley, and Williams of New York—57, 


So (two thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative) the rules were not suspended, and 
the resolution was not agreed to. 


MARTYRS FOR CIVIL LIBERTY. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the following resolution passed, 
and on that motion I call for the yeas and nays, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved. That while this House deems the conduct 
of foreign Governments to be heyond its jurisdiction, 
it deeply sympathizes with all efforts to establish 
self-government and republican institutions, and 
with the families and friends ofall persons who have 
lost their lives either in the field or on the scaffold 
or elsewhere in the cause of civil liberty, 

Mr. COX. Everybody is for that. There is 
no necessity for calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 wish to have the yeas and 
nays. R : 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes forty-two, more than 
one fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ithink there is no need 
for the yeas and nays. No one objects to the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. COX. I desire to make a parliament- 
ary inguiry. Could I not move an amendment 
to that in regard to the Spanish outrages? 

The SPEAKER. Not under a motion to 
suspend the rules. 

The question recurred on suspending the 
rules and agreeing to Mr. Hoar’s resolution, 
on which the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were— 
yeas 182, nays 0, not voting 56; as follows: 
YEAS-—Mesars. Acker, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 

ui . Barber, Barry, Beatty, Bell, Bever- 
. Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, Brax- 
t, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 
urdett, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
slarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Criteher, Crossland, 
Donnan, DuBose. Dueli, Duke, Hames, 
i . Elioti, Finkeinburg, Forker, 
ye, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golia- 

ith, Waideman, Hancock, Hand- 
ze E. Harris, Jobn T. Harris, Havens, 
ohn W. Hazleton, Hereford, Hern- 


ger, Conner 
T Dawes 


port, Lesch, 
nard, McCle 
MeeR 


e, Jeremieh M. Wils 
n Wood, and Young=182. 


AY 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barnum, 
Beek, Biggs. Austin Blair, James Brooks, Benjamin 
E. Butler. Carroll, Coburn, Creely, Darrall, De- 
Large, Dickey, Dox, Dunnell, Ely, Farnsworth, Far- 
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well, Honry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Hale, Hal- 
sey, Hambleton, Hanks, Harmer, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazleton, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kendall, Lan- 
sing, Marshall, Mitchell, Morey, Peters, Potter, 
Prindle, Randall, William R. Roberts, Robinson. 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sessions, Shellabarger, Stowell, 
Strong, St. John, Dwight Townsend, Vaughan, Wal- 
den, Walls, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Wil- 
liams of New York—56, 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended, and the resolu- 


tion was agreed to. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. SHANKS said: I desire to state that 
my colleague, Mr. Cosury, is confined to his 
room by sickness. If here he would have 
voted ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced 
ag above recorded. 


REPEAL OF INCOME TAX, ETC. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following reso- 
lution, and I hope there will be no objection 
to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee of Ways and Means 
be requested to report a bill for the consideration 
of this House as early in January next as practica- 
ple for the immediate repeal of the provisions for 
the collection of the income tax, and for the repcal 
of other internal revenue taxes, except on liquors, 
cigars, and tobacco, in their various forms, and 
stamps. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Iask for the considera- 
tion of the resolution now, and hope there will 
be no objection to it, 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be referred to the 
Commitiee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Agreeing to this resolu- 
tion does not compel any one to vote in favor 
of the bill which may be reported. It is sim- 
ply an expression of opinion that at any rate 
we should have an opportunity of getting at 
these matters. 

Mr. DAWES, I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Ker- 
LOGG] to the fact that—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish simply to call atten- 
„tion to the fact that, without giving the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means any time to con- 
sider the matter, he proposes to instruct them 
to report a bill repealing the income tax and 
other internal revenue taxes, but leaving all 
the stamp taxes. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iwill strike out all of the 
resolution after the words ‘income tax.’” 

Mr. COX. Is this question open to debate? 
If it is, I would say that L wish the gentleman 
would introduce at once a bill repealing the 
income tax, and have it passed instead of this 
resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. Thope the House will per- 
mit the resolution to be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays | 


on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COX. If debate is in order I wish to 
say that I want the bill itself to vote for it, 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 122, noes 34. 

Mr. PERCE called for the ycas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 110, nays 79, not voting 
49; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Av 
Austin Blair. Braxton, Bright, Buckley, Buflinton, 
Burchard, Cobb, Coghian, Crebs, Critcher, Cro 
land, Davis, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, DuBose, Edwar 


Eldridge, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Henry D. Fos 
ter, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Hale, Han- 


erill, Bigby, 


cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Hawley, Hay, Gerry | 
W. lfazleton, Ilereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hoar, | 


Hiohnan, Houghton, King, Lamport. Leach, Lewis, 
Lowe, Mansen, M . Maynard, McCormick, 
MeCrary, MeGrew, McHenry, McIntyre, McJan- 


kin, MeiSinney, McNeely, Merriam, Merrick, Mon- | 
yoo, Morgan, Niblack, Orr, Packer, Hosea W, Parker, į 


El Perry, Peters, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
John M. Rice, Ellis I. Roberts, Rogers, Seeley, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A.Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 


Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stowell, Suth- 
erland, Swann, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, Washington 
Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Van_Trump, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wailace, Warren, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Win- 
chester, Wood, and Young—1l0. 

NAYS Messrs. Archer, Arthur, Banks, Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Bingham, Bird, James G. 
Blair, George M. Brooks, Burdett, Benjamin F. But- 
ler, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Clarke, Comingo, 
Conger, Conner, Cox, Ducli, Eames, Elliott, Charles 
Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Griffith, George E. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Havens, John W. Hazleton, Hooper, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Lamison, Lansing, Lynch, McClelland, McKee. Mer- 
cur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Packard, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pen- 
dleton, Perce, Aaron E. Perry, Platt, Porter, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Sherwood, Slater. Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
Starkweather, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Tuthill, 
Upson, Wakeman. Walden, Waldron, Wheeler, and 
John T, Wilson—79. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Beck, Bell, 
Beveridge, Biggs, James Brooks, Carroil, Coburn, 
Cotton, Creely, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, Duke. 
Dunnell, Bly, Farwell, Forker, Wilder D. Foster, 
Haldeman. Halsey, Hambleton, Harmer, Hays, Hill, 
Kendall, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Poland, Potter, 
Randall. Robinson, Roosevelt, Sessions, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Slocum, Strong, St. John, Sypher, 
Dwight Townsend, Vaughan, Walls, Washburn, 
yeis, hens of Indiana, and Williams of New 

ork—49. 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

On the completion of the roll-call, and before 
the result of the vote was announced, the fol- 
lowing proceedings took place: 

RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
771) declaratory of the right of suffrage ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 


to be printed. 
IMPORT DUTIES. 


Mr. KELLEY. J ask unanimous consent 
to present the memorial of the Industrial 
League of Pennsylvania; and I ask that it be 
printed in the Globe. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows : 


Yo the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United Statesof America in Congress assembled : 
This memorial of the Industrial League respect- 

fully showeth: 

That we have been apprised by the newspapers 
and by common report of a purpose upon the part 
of certain persons, under the pretense of revenue 
reform, to urge your enactinga general reduction in 
the rates of import duty upon manufactured goods: 

That, though not wishing to attach undue import- 
ance to the efforts of persons, who, so far as we 
know, have little stake in the prosperity of our vast 
system of internal industry, and whose views, while 
purporting to be guided by regard for American in- 
terests, suspiciously resemble those of foreign man- 
ufacturers, wo yet feel that silence upon our part 
might be construed by you as indifference, and be 
claimed by our adversaries as acquiescence. 

We therefore submit to you some of tho conyic- 
tions which have been established in the minds of 
ourselves and our constituents by the practical man- 
agement of large manufacturing concerns, involving 
daily intercourse with all classes of our fellow-citi- 
zens, and constant exposure to the assaults of for- 
cign manufacturers and traders, whose only aim is 
to draw profit from this country to their own. 

We perceive that all the internal material inter- 
ests of this nation are now thriving with a steady, 
temperate growth and prosperity which have en- 
abled il to bear up under the adverse circumstances 
of the last ten years, and to make, since the war, 
constant advances toward industrial and financial 
independence; a condition of things justly gratify- 
ing to all lovers of this country. 

We know that this prosperity is greatly due to the 
system of tariff protection which has existed since 
e have scen in this short interval new in- 
reated here or transplanted from Europe, 
ies invigorated and extended, and busy 


old indy i nde 3 
communities rise or expand, wherein farmers, arti- 
sans, and middlemen of every class share the gen- 


eral thrift growing out of the mutually helpful ac- 
tivity of all. The contrast between this period and 
hose others when our tariff arrangements were such 


as to clog home industry and cpm our markets to | 
the foreign trader clearly shows that this mutually į 


beneficial interaction of all the members of society 
is most perfect when the interchange of service, 
which forms socictary circulation, completes itself 
within our own limits and does not haveits circuit 
stretebed into distant and perhaps hostile countries, 


i which retain for its own gain mach of its strength, 


and whose interest or necessity may, at any time, 
cause them to check or break the flow, thus throw- 
ing us into confusion and disaster. 

Since much outery is made over the theory that 
import duties upon foreign goods are onerous taxes 
upon home consumers, we here deny that theory in 


toto, and affirm that only by abundant home produc- 
tion can home consumers be suitably and cheaply 
supplied, which-home production requires for its 
growth the protection of tariff duties on competing 
foreign products, Two recent and typical examples 
of the effect of tariff legislation are afforded: 
first, by the existence of import duty on steel rails 
sufficient to induce Americans to stake the large 
amounts of money and toil needed to undertake 
their production here; and secondly, by last winter’s 
reduction of duty on pig tron from nine dollars to 
seven dollars per ton. 

In the first of those cases, the price of steel rails 

has greatly declined since the manufacture of them 
commenced hero, and thore is now a certain prospect 
that the continuance of the existing duty will cause 
their manufacture to be extended until home pro- 
duction and competition shall enable our railroads 
to be fully and cheaply equipped with steel rails, n 
result which could not be hoped for so long as we 
depended upon the product of foreign rail-mills, even 
should the same be admitted free of duty. 
_ In the second case, the reduction of duty on pig 
iron was instantly followed by a rise abroad in the 
price of those sorts which found their market here, 
to the extent of the decrease in duty, that decrease 
being thus of no advantage to buyers here, but a 
simple gratuity to the foreigner at the expense of 
the Treasury. The reduction of duty was also fol- 
lowed at first by a fall in the price of domestic pig. 
iron, which fall prevented the erection of new 
furnaces that are constantly needed to supply the 
growing wants of thecountry. A scarcity of domestic 
pig iron resulted, the price, consequently rose, and 
though now higher than before the tariff reduction, 
is still rising because of the insufficient supply. 

Wo are satisfied that the Treasury ean well afford. 
to dispense with Jarge amounts of revenuo, and that 
sound policy requires such diminution of its receipts. 
While we do not conceive ourselves called upon to 
offer you_a detailed scheduie of the precise changes 
we shouldwish to see made in the internal revenue 
and tariff laws, we respectiwly submitthe following 
as tho general policy which appears to us expedient, 
namely: | : 

1. Abolition of the entiresystem of internal reve- 
nue, except those taxes which are usually classed as 
excise. Shouldsocomplete an abandonment of esitab- 
lished sources of income be deemed premature, we 
would yet urge the Jargest possible curtailment of 
internal revenue. ‘That the income tax is alroady 
doomed to speedy discontinuance we consider most 
fortunate, its extinction having been very generally 
demanded upon unanswerable grounds since the 
exigencies which seemed to reuder it justifiable 
ceased to exist. 

2. Abolition of the import duties upon tea and 
coffee, which duties now constitute the heaviest ex- 
action made by the General Government upon the 
labor of the people; also, avery circumspect exten- 
sion of the free list, in such manner as to admit free 
of duty those raw materials and goods which are 
not produced here, while carefully avoiding injury 
to any domestic industry. We are clearly of opinion 
that the levying of import duty upon necessaries of 
life which our climate does not permit usto produce, 
and the prices of which ‘are fixed in foreign coun- 
tries, constitutes an unmitigated tax upon all who 
consume those articles; the effect upon consumers 
here of such duties being totally different from that 
of duties upon articles which are produced or can 
be produced here. 

3. We submit to you our most settled conviction 
that nothing but evil contd result to the country at 
large from any general reduction in the tariff rates 
upon manulactured goods. Though we should be 
glad to see the entire body of tariff legislation 
digested and enacted anew in a single code, as simple 
as the nature of the case would permit, and though 
in the event of such a codification we should have 
divers changes to suggest, we beliove that_any at- 
tempt toward a general revision of the tarifflawsat 
this time would entail upou Congress much fruitless 
toil while introducing a disturbing element into the 
business of the country. 

All our great and multifarious industries having 
learned by the experience of a decade that steadfast 
protection to home labor is the settled policy of the 
dominant political party, (whose strength is in great 
part owing tothe popular conviction of its reliability 
upon this point,) are everywhere sending ont new 
rootsand new branches; the whole complex organ- 
ism thus developing itself, and expanding with a 
solid and symmetrical growth. sl? 

Anything tending to shake the general faith in 
the stability of this policy could not fail to hamper 
our people in their industrial competition with ether 
nations for the possession of those vast domestic 
markets which are yet enjoyed by foreigners, to the 
extent shown by our enormous importa . and to 
cripple the spirit, of enterprise, waose legitimate 
aimit is to supply in the mest pientiful and cconom- 
ical manner those prodigious demands. 

Now that we have iriy good and reasonable 
tariff system. the conditions of which are generally 
understood, and to which all_the varied activ 
of the country have conformed themselves, stabil 
is the thing most needed. 

No sweeping reduction in tariff rates should be 
made, no matter how moderate, nor should any 


special reduction be made without the clearest proof 


of its expedien¢ 
We ask you p 
mifting to you th 


to observe in sube 
xpression of our scttied judg- 
ment we do notspeak to youns a handful of employ- 
ers aiming for personal emolument. Our position, 
not merely as employers, butas officers of the Jodus- 
trial League, gives us exceptional facilities for know~ 
ing the needs and desires of the multitudes of self- 
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respecting and industrious men whose labors, when 
properly directed, are the mainspring of the national 
material welfare. On their behalf we have the right 
to speak, and in their name, ag well as in the name 
of their employers, whose real interests are identical 
and harmonize with those of the whole country, we 
address to you this memorial, not doubting that you 
will receive it in the same serious and considerate 
spirit in which it is offered. 
. MORTON MeMICHAEL, 
Chairman of Representative Council. 
FREDERICK FRALEY, 
Representing Transportation. 
_ SAMUEL J. REEVES, 
Representing Steel and Iron- Makers, East. 
JAMES PARK, jr., 
Representing Steel. and _Iron-Makers, West. 
J. &. F. i 
Representing Coal. 
CHARLES LENNIG, 
Representing Chemicals, Paints, &e. 
WILLIAM SELLERS, 
Representing Iron- Workers. 
R. GARSED, ; 
Representing Textiles. 
WILLIAM ADAMSON, 
Representing Leather. Glue, Ec. 
SAMUEL RICHARDS, 
Representing Glase. 
JOSEPH WHARTON, 
Representing Metals other than Iron. 
HENRY ron 
Representing Books. 
E. R, COPE, S 
Representing Paper. 
JOHN MOSES, , 
Representing Pottery and Chinaware. 
WILLIAM P. STEWART, 
Representing Morocco, Dressed Leather, &e. 


Mr. PERRY, of New York. Iask unani- 
mous consent to offer a resolution of inquiry. 

Several members called for the regular 
order. 

The House then (at two o'clock and forty- 
eight minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
underthe rules, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Senour 
& Simsall, P. McNamara & Co., and others, 
to abolish the duty upon mass or block licorice, 
and place the rame on the free list. 

Also, the petition of Bernard Dowling, W. 
L. Wright, and others, for the repeal of all 
laws authorizing the sale of stamped envelopes 
by the Government. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of H. W. 
Laws, Governor Ponder, H. B. Fiddeman, 
and 500 others, praying for the reéstablish- 
ment of a light-house at the mouth of Misi- 
pillion river, Delaware, together with the report 
of J. C. Smith (engineer) of the examination 
of the mouth of said river, and also a letter 
from Colonel J. C. Woodruff on the same 
subject. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
John Munroe and 13 others, trustees of the 
savings bank at Barnstable, Massachusetts, 
praying for the repeal of the tax on savings 
banks. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of Wil- 
liam H. Saddler, of Grand Detour, Ogle 
county, IHinois, for his pension to be made to 
date from time of his disability. 

By Mr. BURDETT: A petition for the 
establishmentof post routes from Altona, Bates 
county, via Cove City and Mingo, to Lucas, in 
Henry county, Missouri; from State Line, Cass 
county, via Jonesville and Brosley, to Burdett, 
in Bates county, Missouri. 

By Mr. DOX: Petitions for the removal of 
the political disabilities of S. J. Burgess and 
W. A. Vincent, of Et6wah county, in the State 
of Alabama. ; 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of G. H. Roak 
and others, for the repeal of the tax on savings 
banks. 

By Mr. GOLLADAY: The memorial of W. 
F. Berry & Co. and others, booksellers, &c., in 
Nashville, Tennessee, remonstrating against 
the sale of stamped envelopes by the Post 
Office Department. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of S. B. Hume 
and others, for the repeal of the duties on salt. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The peti- 


} 
i 


tion of A. Anna Hughes, praying compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by the United 
States army under General Sheridan. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Susan E. 
Alger, of Worcester, Massachusetts, for a 
pension. 

Also, the petition of T. W. Wellington and 
others, of Worcester, Massachusetts, for repeal 
of the tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Mrs. 
Emma M. Moore, for interest on a dilatory 
claim. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: A petition of the 
Waterbury Savings Bank and of several New 
Haven savings banks, for relief from taxation. 

By Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri: The 
petition of John R. Woodside, of Thomasville, 
in the State of Missouri, asking to be relieved 
from disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution. 

Also, a petition of citizens of St. Francis 
county, inthe State of Missouri, asking thatthe 
children of John G. Harris, a soldier of the 
war of the rebellion, be placed on the peu- 
sion-roll. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Dr. 
James Crugour, praying for a Jaw to allow him 
arrears of pension. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Isabel 
Moran, asking for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. NEGLEY : The memorial of Charles 
Lanman, of Georgetown, District of Columbia, 
asking compensation for his copyright. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of J. A. 
Lemke and 43 others, praying certain amend- 
ments to the law of February 28, 1871, con- 
cerning vessels propelled by steam. 

Also, the memorial of James Carey, guard- 
ian of the minor children of Kenneth D. Rowe, 
deceased, late of the one hundred and forty- 
fourth regiment of Indiana volunteers, praying 
for a pension to such minor children. 

By Mr. PLATT: A petition of freedmen 
of Clay county, Kentucky, for aid in ostab- 
lishing schools. ` 

By Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania: A peti- 
tion of over seven hundred soldiers and citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, for a change in the law 
granting bounty land to soldiers so thatactual 
settlement thereon shall not be required. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of J. 
G. McBride & Co., of Monroe, Michigan, for 
the abolition of duty on licorice. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A petition of 
the printers and stationers of Clarksville, Ten- 
nessee, protesting against the mannfacture and 
sale of envelopes by the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A memorial from the citi- 
zens of Atlanta, Georgia, petitioning Congress 
to make Atlanta a port of entry, and also ask- 
ing an appropriation for the erection of a cus- 
tom-honse and other public buildings. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 19, 1871. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 


| may, D. D 


The Journal of yesterday's 
was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I present the memorial 
of Harlow J. Phelps. The memorialist repre- 
sents that in 1864 Congress passed an act 
authorizing the Secretary of the Freasary, with 
the approval of the President, to appoint agents 
to buy cotton for the Government in the south- 
ern States; that such agents were authorized 


proceedings 


| to pay three fourths of the value of the cotton 


in New York at the date of the purchase, or, 
in other words, the owner of the cotton was 
required to pay the Government a bonus of 
twenty-five per cent. for the privilege of ship- 
ping his cotton from a disloyal toa Joyal State. 
The same law conferred authority upon the 
President, in his discretion, to abolish this 
restriction on trade. In pursuance of this 


i passed the Senate three times. 


anthority the President issued a proclamation. 
on the 18th of June, 1865, abolishing trade 


j restrictions east of the Mississippi river, ang” 


the agents were instructed to close. up theit: 
offices atonce; but the agent at New Orleans, 


| the memorialist alleges, disregarding thé Presi. 


dent’s proclamation and the instructions of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, compelled the 
memorialist, who was doing business in New 
Orleans, to pay $41,974 80 as Government tax: _ 
on cotton in warehouse at that place, which 
was paid under protest, and application made: 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for the refand- 
ing of the money thus exacted. The memo- 
rialist further alleges that the law officer of the 
Treasury Department pronounced judgment in 
his favor, but that there is no money in the’ 
Treasury applicable to the refunding of the 
amount claimed. He therefore prays for snch 
relief as may bejust and lawful in the premises. 

I move the reference of this memorial to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CORBETT presented the petition. of 
Commodore James M. Watson, praying, asa 
measure of relief, that he be placed on the 
retired list of commodores; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Rich- 
ard H. Garrett, of Caroline county, Virginia, 
praying compensation for the loss of his bam 
and other property by United States troops 
while in the act of capturing J. Wilkes Booth 
and D. C. Harold; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Maine, publishers, stationers, &c., 
praying that the sale of stamped envelopes by 
the Government be discontinued; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered. That the memorial of Rev. H. V. Brown, 
pastor and trustee of the St. Peter and St. Paul’s 


Catholic church, at Chattanooga, Tennessee, praying. - 


compensation for the destruction of their church 
building, in 1863, by the United States Army, be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. Margaretta Becker, widow of 
Leopold Becker, have leave to withdraw her petition 
and papers from the files of the Senate, 


D., B. ALLEN AND COMPANY. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the hill (S. No. 349} to 
provide for the paymentof D. B. Allen & Co., 
for servicesin carrying the United States mails. 
to report it back without amendment; and I 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to put the 
bill upon its passage now. It has three times 
passed the Senate, and if the report of the com- 
mittee, which is very brief, is read, I think the 
bill will pass now, as it always has heretofore, 
without objection. I desire to state that the 
bill appropriatesthe precise sum that the Post- 
master General finds to be due to these parties, 
the sum that he would pay them if he had the 
money to do so. Tt should rather be an item, 
perhaps, in a deficiency bill, than the subject 
of a special bill; but the same bill has already 
Let the report 
of the committee be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read and then the report of the committee, 


i after which the Chair will ask for objections to 
i the consideration of the bill, if there he any. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill. It proposes 
to appropriate the sum of $21,543 for the pay- 
ment of D. B. Allen & Co., for carrying the 
United States mails between New York and San 
Francisco in 1864 and 1865, during the suspen- 
sion of the overland mail service on the over 
land route; which is to be in full payment for 
the service. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report of 
the committee will now be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the following report: 


The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the memorial of D. B. Allen & 
Co., representing the Atlantic Steamship and the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Companies, for compensation 
for carrying the United States mails during the sus- 

ension of the overland mail service in 1864 and 1865, 
eg leave to report: g , 

The suspension of the overland mail service, by 
reason of Indian hostilities on the plains, took place 
in 1864; that the amount paid for said service annu- 
ally was $840,000, while $160,000 annually was paid to 
said steamship companies for carrying printed mat- 
ter and such letters as might be marked to be spe- 
cially sent that way. 

When the suspension occurred, leaving the entire 
Pacific slope without mails, the Postmaster General 
applied to said steamship companies to carry the 
entire mails during the interruption of the overland 
route. The companies cheerfully complied, and for 
a period of about four months all mails of the United 
States for the Pacific were safely and expeditiously 
transported by them. For this service compensation 
is claimed. 

The matter has been submitted to the Postmaster 
General, who reports that there is justly due D. B. 
Allen & Co. the sum of $21,543, in strict conformity 
to the spirit of the law. . 

Yourcommittee believe that said parties are justly 
entitled to a much larger sum, but that sum having 
been stated by the Postmaster General as due, and 
as the parties mentioned prefer to take that sum 
rather than to provoke controversy and incur delay, 
will accept the sum in full discharge of their claim, 
report a bill for said sum. This claim would have 
been paid at the time the services were rendered if 
the Department had been in possession of funds with 
which to pay the same. A bill passed the Senate 
during the last Congress for the same purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sorry to disoblige 
my friend from Maine, but it will not injure 
these people very much to let the bill go over 
until to-morrow, and I should like to look at 
the papers. I dare say itis all right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 


placed on the Calendar. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. J am directed 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to ask for the consideration of House 
hill No. 459. I think there will be no objec- 
tion, and I am sure it will cause no extended 
discussion. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator from Illi- 
nois who usually sits nearest me [Mr. Trum- 
BULL] is not in his seat. J understand that 
there is an objection to be made to one pro- 
vision of that bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is reme- 
died, I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin, 
by an amendment which I shali offer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Ilinois are here. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings has already con- 
sidered the subject, and it is desirable to have 
it disposed of. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Senator 
that he let the bill lie until we get through the 
morning business. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
will not take a minute to pass it. 
will give rise to no objection. 

Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York will be considered as reserving the 
right to object. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Commitiee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
459) for the construction of a public building 
at Chicago, Illinois. It is a direction to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase, at pri- 
vate sale or by condemnation, in pursuance of 
the statute of the State of Illinois, the remain- 
uer of the square of ground not now belong- 
ing to the United States on which the custom- 
house and post office building, lately destroyed 
by fire in the city of Chicago, was situated, if 
the same can be obtained either by private 
purchase or condemnation at what, in his 
judgment, is a fair and reasonable price; but 
it not, then it shall be his duty to purchase, in 
one of the ways aforesaid, some other square 
of ground in the city of Chicago, not more 
than two squares distant from the square 


I think it 
I believe it 


Both the Senators from | 


i am opposed to this proposition. 


on which the building destroyed by fire was 
located, and to cause to be erected on the square 
purchased a fire-proof building suitable for 
the accommodation of the custom-house, sub- 
Treasury, postoffice, United States courts, pen- 
sion and internal revenue offices. 
purpose there is appropriated the sum of 
$2,000,000, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
is to cause proper plans and estimates to be 
made, so that no expenditure shall be made or 
authorized for the full completion of the build- 
ing, including the cost of the site, exceeding 
$4,000,000. Before any money is expended on 
the construction of the building the plan of 
the same is to be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Postmaster General, and the 


| Attorney General. No money appropriated by 


the billis to be used or applied for the purpose 
until a valid title to the land for the site of the 
building shall be vested in the United States, 
and until the State of Illinois shall cede its 


For this Í 


jarisdiction over the site and shall also duly’ 


release and relinquish to the United States the 
right to tax or in any way assess the site, or 
the property of the United States that may be 
thereon, during the time that the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It will be 
seen that this isa building to accommodate 
the post office, the United States courts, the 
pension and internal revenue offices, the sub- 
‘Treasury, and the custom-house. The com- 
mittee have taken pains to examine, and have 
ascertained that the ground will probably cost 
$1,000,000, and that a building such as will 
be necessary for the accommodation of all 
these offices cannot be put up in a fire-proof 
manner for a less sum. 

In order to prevent any ambiguity, an amend- 
ment is proposed in line eleven, afier the word 
t price,” to insert the words “ for the ground,” 
and after the word “aforesaid,” in line twelve, 
to insert “one of the twenty-four squares of 
ground nearest to and immediately surround- 
ing;’’ striking out after the word ‘‘aforesaid”’ 
all down to and including the words ‘distant 
mom” in line fourteen; so that the bill will 
read : 

But if ot, then it shall be his duty to purchase, 
in one of the ways aforesaid, one of the twenty-four 
squares of ground nearest to and immediately 


surrounding the square on which said building 
destroyed by fire was located, 


I will merely say that we are doing no more 
that we ought to do forthe city of Chicago, and 
it will be very graceful for us to pass the bill 
promptly, so that whatever moneys can be 
properly expended at once may be made avail- 
able. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The right to ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill, if it shouid 
give rise to debate, was reserved by the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not desire to ob- 
ject, nor do I object, nor do I know that I 
It is, how- 
ever, a pretty Jarge sum of money which is 
proposed to be appropriated for such a pur- 
pose as this. I should like to have the sub- 
ject thoroughly investigated by the commit- 
tee before we vote so largea sum. For the 
Government building in the city of Detroit 
$110,000 was appropriated, which at that 
time was deemed sufficient; perhaps the 
building is not large enough now ; but I should 
consider an appropriation of $4,000,000 very 
extravagant for Detroit, and, in fact, for 
almost any city in the Union. 


Certainly I am disposed to do as much as | 
any other individual here for Chicago; I do | 


not know that I shall not favor this four-million 
appropriation; but itlooks to me to be a very 
large one for the purpose. 
the West has the Government expended even 


In no other city in! 


j twenty-four surrounding blocks. 


so much as one million on a building for these 
purposes. I think no one has had so much as 
halfa million expended. I should really like 
to have this matter very thoroughly investi- 
gated by the committee before the passage of 
the billis recommended. Iam wellaware of 
the sympathy we all feel for the people of Chi- 
cago in their suffering and distress. Our com- 
mittee no doubt feel the same sympathy; we 
are, of course, all disposed to do anything that 
is liberal for Chicago ; but really this seems to 
me to be a very large sum. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is undonbt- 
edly a liberal sum, and it isintended to put up 
a first-class building; but it will be observed 
by those who are conversant with the business 
that the money-order business of the Post 
Office Department requires a large amount of 
additional room, and perhaps there is no city 
in the West that requires a larger amount of 
room for that purpose than the city of Chicago. 
They have also recently obtained the right to 
have goods transported from the Atlantic to 
Chicago, as well as other interior cities, and 
to pay the duties at Chicago and those cities 
instead of at the port where they first arrived. 
That will, of necessity, compel them to have 
more room than they have heretofore bad for’ 
their custom-house. But this building is also 
to furnish the requisite accommodations for 
the United States courts, for the pension 
office, internal revenue and sub-Treasury 
offices, as well as the custom-house and post 
ofice. Upon examination of the subject at 
the Treasury Department they desired, [ may 
say, to have a million more than is proposed 
to be appropriated by this bill; but it was 
finally determined that the square could be 
ocenpied, and occupied by a proper fire-proof 
building, for the sum of $4,000,000, of which 
probably not Jess than $1,000,000 will be 
necessary for the additional ground that will 
be required. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I should like 
toinquire of the Senator from Vermont whether 
this bill contemplates the erection of this build- 
ing upon the old site, or the acquisition of a 
new one? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It contem- 
plates the construction of the building upou 
the old site, provided that ground can be ob- 
tained ata reasonable price; but if there should 
be any combination by which the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury should think an exorbitant price 
was demanded, power is given to take any one 
of the twenty-four squares immediately sur- 
rounding and adjoining the old site. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. So thatthe fair 
probability is that unless prevented by some 
such circumstance as that it will be upon the 
old site? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
ably. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the intention, 
that it shall be. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I make this in- 
quiry because it has been represented to me 
that unless it should be so constructed it might 
operate very great injustice to certain interests 
there. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not desire to inter- 


Unquestion- 


i fere offensively with a measure which is so 


thoroughly local as this in Illinois, and about 
which the Senators from ihat State are on- 
doubtedly fully informed, but I have many 
acquaintances and friends living in Chicago, 
and J have received letters from several of 
them on this subject, and it is claimed by them 
that a move is on foot to change the location 
of that building, which it is thought would be 
a great hardship, a great wrong; and I think so, 
too. Now, as I understand this bill, it is left 
entirely to the discretion of some Government 
official whether the building shall be iocated 
upon the old site or upon any one of the 
i am in- 
formed—I do not know how the fact is—that 
the Legislature of Hlinois have authorized the 
condemnation of any land in that city for the 
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purpose of a post office. Ifso,the condemna- 
tion of the remaining portion of this square 
can be effected just as well as the condemna- 
tion of any other square in the city, and it 
would seem to me, if that is so, and there is 
no difficulty in that direction, that the bill 
ought to provide that this building shall be 


located upon that square, and if the property | 


cannot be obtained ata reasonable price by 
urchase, that it shall be condemned. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Wis- 
consin is quite right in supposing that the peo- 
ple of the cityof Chicago desire the new build- 
ing to be located upon the same square where 
the old one was. I have had many letters 
and telegrams in reference to that subject. It 
is the intention of all of us that it shall be 
Yocated on the presentsquare. This provision 
allowing the Secretary of the Treasury to take 
any one of twenty-four squares in a certai 


contingency is inserted in the bill for the | 


safety of the Government. nothing else in the 
world—to prevent a combination of the prop- 
erty owners upon this particular square from 
exacting an unreasonable price. The State 
of Illinois has provided, as 1 understand by 
the papers. for condemning this property. This 
bill requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
buy the present square if he e o $0 at pri- 
vate purchase. If he cannot, it requi i 


aires him 
to condemn it underthe law of illinois; but 
we were apprehensive, the amount being so 
large, that even in the condemnation juries 
might be tampered with, and a very unreason- 
able price put upon the lots; and we did not 
like, while legislating for the Government of 
the United States as well as for the city of Chi- 
cago, to compel the Secretary to take it if, after 
all, the condemnation was an unreasonable 
one in his judgment. The language is that if 
the price isfairand reasonable heis compelled 
to take the present square; if it is an unrea- 
sonable one, the Government shail not be 
absolutely bound totakeis. If however, Cou- 
gress think it is best to compel the Govern- 
ment to take that hazard, of course we in 4ili- 
nois shall not object to it: but this clause is 
putin simply to prevent the possibility of an 
imposition upor the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any statute in 
Illinois which authorizes a condemnation for 
this purpose? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lunderstand the Legis- 
lature at its present session, it being now in 
session, has passed such an act. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury requested the Governor 
to bring the matter to the notice of the Legis- 
lature, and 
done, and 
seen the act, that provision is made for con- 
eemnation under our State law. his bil 


provides that the property shall be condemned | 
under the staiute of Illinois, assuming that | 
such a one has been passed, as I understand | 
That was what was | 
done, Í believe, in Massachusetts, in the loca- | 


by the papers is the fact. 


tion of the post office at Boston; and it has 
been done before in other cases, ‘The inten- 
tion, 1 wili 
Wisconsin as | s 
shall be upon the pre 
_ Mr CARPENTE 
I did not so understand it—that the Seeretary 
shall proceed to condemn this block betore 
going to the others 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Mr. CARPENTER, 
in the interest of the point 1 make. 


snt ground. 


e language. 


There is one other objection that I have to | 


I sse bythe papers thatit has been , 
I understand, though I have not! 


state again to the Senator from | 
i down. is that the location į 


hat is so far: 


| 
| 


£ the bill provides— ;; 


the bill which I suggest to the Senator and to > 


the Senate. 
on the part of this Government to condemn 
property for its publie use by the aid and 
instrumentality of State legislation, and i do 
not like to set a precedent by which we seem 
to admit that we cannot condemn land our- 
selves for a public purpose of the Governments 
ofthe United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator is aware 


I do not like these proceedings ; 


| 


i 


| 


j 
| 


i question of the value of their r 
appropriate foundation of something stronger | 


that that was done in the condemnation of 
proverty in Boston for the post office there. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That was a bad pre- 
cedeut. which | would not have the Govern- 
ment follow. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, Chicago 
has suffered so dreadfully that I think the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, and every other member 
of the Senate, if any error were committed as 
to the question of amount, would rather be 
liberal than to fall below the requirement of 
the case; and certainly Í have no purpose to 
interpose any objeciion to the doing of all that 
may be necessary, aud doing it with a hand of 
great liberality. 1 have received, however, 
letters and information upon this subject which 
I think I ought to bring briefly to the attention 
of the Senate in order to discharge my duty; 
and the point to which the letters that I refer 
to relate is that in part suggested by my hon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin. 

I have now in my hand a letter from a gen- 
tleman whom { know very well, a very promi- 
nent member of the community in Chicago ; 
and it is said that an apprehension prevails 
there that under tbis bill as it will stand if the 
a:nendments proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont are adopted—because I have taken 
pains to go and sse that they in no way correct 
the liabilities to evil here pointed out—in lieu 
of a location upon the square, a part of which 
belongs vow to the Goverument, and the situ- 
ation of which, it seems to be very generally 


agreed. is the most convenient one, such resuits | 


may take place as will not only transfer the 
building to another site, but do it for reasons 
and with consequences which ought to be 
avoided. 

lt is said that west of Clark street, which F 
understand to be removed only half a block, 
perhaps, from the post office, speculation in 
real estate and lots has set in, and that pur- 
chases bave been made and conditional pur- 
chases have been made with a view to control 
the property there, and with the expectation 
that, this building being moved from the present 
site and going in that direction, an oppor- 
tunity to speculate upon the Goverument will 
thus be created. 


lt is said also in this letter “that four fifths | 
of the owners of the block upon which the old | 
site is located have agreed in writing to seil to | 
the Government at fair prices, to be fixed by | 


disinterested parties if it cannot be agreed 
upon. ‘fhe remaining fifth is understood to 


cluded in the proposition; but it can be con- 


State Legislature,” 
showing the importance of retaining the site 
where it is. 
Public Buildings and Gronnds, and this is a 
maiter local in another State. 


sugg 


3 which | have receive 


Qver, 
Senator from Vermont, that if jt be true that 
four fifths of the owners of this square have 
agreed in writing, 


will submit to disinterested partie 


ghts, ibis the 


than the alternative presented in the biik 


Now, the provision, as | understand it, is | 


that if the residue of this square can be ob- 4 from Hlinois is entitled to the floor. 


tained moderately, either by private purchase 
or by condemnation, then the building is to be 


: erected there; and if it cannot be, otherwise. 
= [donat qu 
_ behag to condemn this properiy and any mode 


understand how proceedings can 


at ihe sametime resorted in toascertainu in ad- 
vance, or to ascertain at all wituont the actual 
condemnation, whether by reason of tamper- 
ing with juries, a3 wassuggested, or in any other 


be owned by an estate. and is therefore notin- | 


demned under the law recently passed by our | 
and then follow reasons ! 


I do not feel : 
called npon to suggest, indeed I shonid fear | 
that I might be deemed intruding if I were to | 
st any provisions inthe bH calcuiated | 
effectually to provide against the contingency | 
sted by this bill, and by other communi- į 
d—I submit, how- | 
» with great deference to the honorable | 


or have agreed at all, that į 
the | 


| tween a portion of the members o 
of Representatives from Hlinois : 


; } er | my colleague. 
way, an extortionate price may be put upon it. ii 


But without going into that, my purpose was 


| to suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 


if it be true that the building should stand 
where it was, and if italso be true that a large 
part of the square belongs to the Govern- 
ment, and that the owners of four filths of the 
residue have agreed in writing either to sell 
it ata price agreed upon, or, if there is any dif- 
ference abont that, to leave it to an impartial 
umpire to fix the value of the property, then it 


i might be safer to aim the provisions of the bill 


at an erection upon that site; because then it 
seems to me that the facts would he so strong 
that it would hardly be worth while to com- 
mit, an option to anybody to place ii elsewhere, 
when there is the disquiet that there seems to 
be in regard to it. 

As I said, I do not wish to interfere with 
this bill. Isimply wish to discharge a duty 
which I feel bound to discharge, having heard 
this from gentlemen whom | know, and there 
being in Chicago very many residents who were 
once residents of the State of New York, and 
who in that way, I suppose, came to write to 
me, among many others, iu regard to this 
matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to suggest to 
my friend from Vermont that he let us get 
through the morning business. and we can take 
up this afterward. Evidently we shail not be 
able to go through the morning business if we 
continue this debate. I suggest to him that 
he let us go through the morning business, and 
atterward we can take up this question. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If there be 
a general undersianding that this shall come 


i up after the morning business I shall not, of 


course, object. 

Mr. CONKLING. I would not have that 
understanding, because there are other things 
to come up. We can take this up whenever 
it is convenient to do so. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
think it will take much time. If the Senator 
from Michigan wishes to speak—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, I have not a word 
to say. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely 
wish to say in reference to the point suggested 
by the Senator from New York that there is 
no purpose on the part of the Secretary of the 


| Treasury, or any other officer of the Govern 


ment, to remove the building from its present 
site, and I think that the provision here sug- 
gested is a provision snch as the Senator irom 
New York is very much in the habit of insert- 
ing in such bills, to give the Government con- 


i trol of the subject in order that they may not 


be circumvented by any combination by which 


Í i to obtain more than ought to be paid for this 
iam not of the Committee on 1 


land. Itake it there is no purpose either at 
Chicago or here to change the site, and any 
fair-minded man will come to the same con- 
clusion on that point as the Senator from New 
York. Ihave no doubt the Secretary of the 


| Treasury will reach the same eonciusion. 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to state, in response fo the Senator from 
Michigan, that this happening to be one of the 
days when there is uo special order, and when 
there is no unfinished business—for the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of a resolu- 
tion which was made last night fell with 


yesterday's session—the morning business will 
continue all day unless sooner disposed of. 
Mr. CHANDLER, Very well. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


Mr. LOGAN. In answer to what has heen 
said by the Senator from New York i have 
but a word to say. 

This biil was prepared after a conferenes be- 
the House 


5 


nd my eeb 
league and myself, and the reason for pating 
in this provision was what hus been stated by 
{believe there is no Represent- 
ative or Senator from Lilinais who does not wish 
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the building to be erected on the same ground 
upon which the former building stood. I be- 
lieve that is the desire of the citizens of Chi- 
cago; and certainly it is the desire of our- 
selves; but it was thought best by those who 
were in consultation to putin this provision for 
the reason given by my colleague, that combin- 
ations might be made with reference to the 
property there of stich a chatacter as to require 
an extravagant price to be paid for it. I 
believe the property can be purchased at a rea- 
sonable price. What I mesu by a reasonable 
price is a reasonable price for property in that 
locality in Chicago. 

I ain pretty well satisfied, however, that it 
cannot be purchased at such a price as I have 
heard it suggested by some persons ought to 
be paid for it. Property in that locality has 
always been held at a tolerably fair price. 
Hence I presume the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, under the circumstances, would not be 
unwilling to give that which was considered a 
fair price by persons who knew something of 
the value of property in that vicinity. Believ- 
ing that, we thought it was best to put in this 
provision, so that if extravagant prices were 
demanded of the Government the Secretary of 
the Treasury might have an opportunity of 
saying to these people that if they will not 
sell to the Governmeist at such prices as the 
property would be sold for to citizens there 
then he should have au opportunity of seleci- 
ing a site somewhere else within a limited 
area of twenty-four blocks. 

I believe that itis well enough to give the 
Secretary of the Treasury this option, with no 
view, however, that he will change the loca- 
tion of the building. I believe that to change 
the location of the public buildings of the 
United States in Chicago would be detrimental 

` to the interests of many persons there who have 
invested large sums of money. I[thinkit would 
be very wrong. ‘The buildings around the pub- 
lie property in Chicago were on a very grand 
scale. They were very expensive buildings. 
Those people who invested largely there, drawn 
there, Í know not why, but perhaps on account 
of the location of the publie offices, put up 
buildings which were occupied for offices and 
rented at high prices, so that they were very 
profitable to the owners; and to change the 
location now, in my judgment would be very 
detrimental to their interests; would be such 
a wrong as ought notto be perpetrated by either 
Congress or the Secretary of the Treasury. As 
ĮI said, having this confidence in the Secretary 
that he would locate it there, provided a fair 
compensation should be placed upon the prop- 
erty, we deemed it advisable to put in this bill 


the cluuse spoken of, so that he might have | 


the opportunity of saying “If you wiil not let 
the Goverhment have the ground at such a 
price as you would sell it to individuals for, the 
Government will go elsewhere” That is all 
the reason there was for it There was no 
desire on the part of any of us that a change 
should be made. IfI believed that under this 
bill there was any probability whatever of a 
change of location, I should vote against the 
bill myself, because I know that the wish of 
the citizens of Chicago ig to have the location 
where it has been heretofore. [ have stated 
the reason why the bill was drawn as itis, 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow ine to inquire of 
the Senator whether he understands it to be a 
fact that four fifths of the persons owning the 
residue of the square have agreed, and it 


writing, as the statement is, to sell it at a fair | 


price; or, if there is a failure to agree, to refer 
it to impartial third persons to fix the price? 
Mr. LOGAN. I have no understanding, as 
far as that is concerned, from any one except 
one person. There is a gentleman by the 
nathe of Lombard who owns a large amount 
of property ii that block, from whom I under- 
stood, before í left Chicago, that he would sell 
to the Government at a fair and reasonable 
price, 1 have heard also that others would; 
bút I have no knowledge on that point. The 


presumption, however, in my mind is that they 
will all take a fair price. I believe so; at least 
I hope so. : 

As far as any of this property belongs to an 
estate, I only know the fact that there is a pot- 
tion of it which belongs to an estate, but what 
estate, or what amount of the property; I do 
not know. That, of course; will have to be the 
subject of condemnation. The residue can be 
taken by contract between the Government 
and the parties owning it, provided the con- 
tract is made in the manner prescribed by law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the first amendment proposed by the 
Senater from Vermont, from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, which will 
be again read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was in line eleven, after the word ‘ price,” to 
insert the words ‘‘for the ground; so as to 
read: 

If the same can be obtained either by private 


purchase or condemnation at what, in his judgment, 
is a fair and reasonable price for the ground. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The Cutzr Crerx. The next amendment 
is in lines twelve, thirteen, and fourteen, to 
strike out the words ‘‘some other square of 
ground in the city of Chicago not more than 
two squares distant from,” and iu lieu thereof 
to insert ‘‘one of the twenty-four squares of 
ground nearest to and immediately surround- 
ing 3’? so as to read: 

_And if not, then it shall be his duty to purchase, 


in one of the ways aforesaid, one of the twenty-four | 


squares of ground nearest to and immediately sur- 


rounding thesquare on which said building destroyed | 


by fire was located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 

It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, declaring Thomas M. Norwood enti- 
tled to a seat as Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The morning business is 
not yet through, aud I desire to introduce a 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
although the matter which he desires to call 
up is a question of privilege the rules of the 
Senate expressly provide that the Presiding 
Officer, after doing certain things— 

“Shall then call for— 

Petitions and memorials; 

Reports of committees; 

The introduction of bills; 

Joint resolutions; 


Resolutions ; : 
all of which shall be received and disposed of in such 


” 


order; unless unanimous consent shall be otherwise 


given. 


Mr. POMEROY. An election case is not of | 


so high privilege as is the doing of the morn- 
ing business. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not insist upon 
calling it up now, under those circumstances, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are still in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the biil (S. No. 
351) to fix the compensation of the Second 
Comptroller and Register of the Treasury, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same committee 
direct me to report back tbe bill (S. No. 253) 
to promote the collection of internal revenue 
adversely, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘he bill will be 
regarded as indefinitely postponed, unless there 
be some dissent to that disposition of it. 

Mr, SUMNER. What is the bill? 


| 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the 
bill will be reported from the desk. 

The Cuier Cuurx. A bill (8. No. 258) to 
promote the collection of internal revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a bill introduced at 
the last session to provide a police force. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
regarded as indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report back the bill (S. 
No. 362) declaratory of an act entitled ** An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 14, 1870, with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, accompanied 
by a written report, and a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, stating the amount of 
income tax probably due for the last five 
months of the year 1870, if that income tax 
be collected. I move that the report and this 
letter, with the bill, be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 407) to punish stock-gambling by public 
officers, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee ou the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtaiued, leave to introduce a bill ($. 
No. 408) to establish a post route in Texas; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 409) for the relief of Rear 
Admiral Thomas Turner ; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers 
presented by him, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 410) appropriating money 
to pay the unsatistied claims of the State of 
Kentucky growing out of the late civil war; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
411) to establish the salaries of the collectors 
of customs at certain ports of entry; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, POOL asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 412) 
to fix the compensation of the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VICKERS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 413} to appropriate a sam of money for 


| the placing of range-lights along the ship chan- 


nel in the Chesapeake bay and Patapsco river, 
in the State of Maryland, commonly ealled the 
Craighill channel: which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Commiitee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 414) 
for the relief of William S. Mitchell; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 415) to expedite the survey of private land 
claims; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Private Lund 
Claims ; and I wish to state for the inform- 
ation of the committee that it is the same bill 
which was reported favorably from that com- 
mittee at the last session of Congress to this 
body, with some amendments to better effect- 
uate the object of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. CASSERLY alsc asked, and by unan- 
imous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 416) for the relief of Thomas B. Valen- 
tine; which was read twice byits title, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
417) fixing the rank of professors of mathe- 
matics in the United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval A fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING. 


duce, and I do so without expressing any 
Opinion in regard to it. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 418) to authorize 
clerks of circuit and district courts of the 
United States to appoint deputies; which was 
read twice by irs title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unauimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 419) to prevent cruelty to animals while 
in transit by railroad or other means of trans- 
portation within the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 3) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read twice, as follows: 

Be it resolved, œc., That the following article be 
subinitted to the Legislatures of the several States, 
and when adopted by three fourths of the Siates 
shall become a part of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, and shall be known as article sixteen of 
amendmenis to the said Constitution: 

ARTICLE XVI. 

Src, 1. There shall be maintained in each State 
and Territory a system of freeeommon schools: but 
neither the United States, nor any State, Ferritory, 
county, or municipal corporation, shall aid in the 
support of any school wherein the peculiar tenets 
of any religious denomination are taught. 

Src. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this 
article by appropriate legislation. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NOTICK OF A BILL. 


Mr. SUMNER.  [ desire to give notice that 
I shail to-morrow, or some subsequent day,-in- 
troduce a joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution that no person who 
has once held the office of President shall hold 
the same a second time. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. CONKLING. [have an order which 


Tam asked to send to the Chair, accompanied | 


by a memorandum that no adverse report has 
been made: 

Ordered, That Alpheus Pobes, United States pen- 
sion agent in New York, have leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate his petition and papers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York asks that an order be made for the 
withdrawal of these papers, stating that no 
adverse report bas been made. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have 
knowledge about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. iff am not interrupting my 
friend, as to whether there is an order of the 
Senate that papers withdrawn shall be copied 
and copies retained? 

Mr. CONKLING. Tf there is not. there 
ought to be. There is such a 
Honse of Representatives. 

The Cuter Crsex. There is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the order that the Secretary be directed to 
take copies of the papers before they are with- 
drawn, 

Mr. CONKEING. I think that is right. 
I beg to say, and I wish the Senator from Ver- 
mont would attend to it, that a memorandum 


no personal 


I ask leave to introduce | 
a bill which I have been requested to intro- | 


rule in the | 


Then ] move to add to | 


has been furnished me, which I have here, that 
the committee was simply discharged, making 
no reportin this case. 
it myself, but simply send up the order by 
request. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont desire that any material 
paper or that all the papers be copied ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection, that order will be made. 


On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Mary- f 


land, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papersof Joseph 


Boswell be withdrawn from tho files of the Senate i 


and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. RICH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Captain | 


Samuel Houston, praying compensation for a steam- 
boat sunk and destroyed during the late rebeilion, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 


Mr. POMEROY submitted the following | 


resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- i 


tives concurring,) That there be printed five thou- 
sand five handred copies of Professor Nayden’s pre- 
liminary report to the Secretary of the Interior of 
the United States geological survey for the year 
1870; three thousand five hundred copies of which 
shall be for the use of the House of Representativ 
and fifteen hundred copies for the use of the S 


be 


ate, and five hundred copies for distribution by the | 


Smithsonian Institution. 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF NEBRASKA. 

Mr. POMEROY submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Reprezenta- 


tives concurring,) That there be printed and bound, | 


with plates and map, one thousand copies of the 


final report of the United States geological survey | 


of Nebraska: five hundred copies of which shall be 
for the use of the Secretary of the Interior, and 


five hundred copies for distribution by the Smith- | 


sonian Institution. 
AFFAIRS IN CUBA. 


Mr. SCHURZ submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas the President, in his annual message, 


expresses the hope’ that all pending questions with | 


Spain growing out of the affairs of Cuba may be 
adjusted in the spirit of peace and conciliation which 
has hitherto guided the two nations in their treat- 
ment of such questions;” and whereas the President 
announces also,in his annual message, that * our 
naval commanders in Cuban waters have been in- 
structed, in case itshould become necessary, to spare 
no effort to protect the lives and property of bona 
Jide American citizens, and to maintain the dignity 
of the flag:” 

Be it resolved, That the President be requested, if 
in his opinion not incompatible with the publice 
interest, to communicate to the Senate what ques- 
tions with Spain, growing out of the affairs of Cuba, 
and not coming within the jurisdiction of the claims 
commission, now in session, are at present pending; 
also, the instructions to our naval commanders in 
Cuban waters for the purposes stated in the Presi- 


dent’s message; and also, whether any, and what, | 


attacks on the lives and property of American citi- 
zens and the dignity of the flag have oceurred to 


make it appear that the latter are now in greater | 


danger than before such instructions were issued. 
TOURO HOSPITAL IN NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be directed to 
transmit to the Senate uny information that may he 
on file in his Department, or in that of the Freed- 


men’s Bureau, showing whether the building known | 
Orleans, 


as the Touro Hospital, in the city of New Or 
was occupied by or under the control of the United 
States Government at the time of its destruction, 


and also any information showing who was respons- | 


ible for its-destruction. 
RIVER FRONTAGE AT NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. KELLOGG. 


ation: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to transmit to the Senate any information 
on file in his Department, or that he may be able to 


obtain, showing what portion, if any, of the wharf A 


or river frontage ut the port of New Orleans is now 


I know nothing about | 


+. Talso offer the following | 
resolution, aud ask for its present consider- |! 


claimed or occupied hy the Government; and if so, 
| upon what ground and for what purpose the same ig 
| so claimed or occupied, 

| Mr EDMUNDS. 
| it is quite right a 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 


i 

| 

| I do not know whether 
d 

! 

| is open to objection to its present consideta- 
H 

i 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
| over until to-morrow. ONY 
i The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
i made, the resolution will lie over. 
TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 


| Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the following 
order for adoption, and I should like to make 
a few remarks in explanation of it. I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for a few moments to 


| allow me to do so. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


I think it had better lie 


Let us hear the resolution 


if first. 
i The VICK PRESIDENT. It will first be 
reported. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message 
as relates to the telegraph system of the United 
States be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ts there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this resolu- 
tion, the Senator from Michigan desiring to 
speak upon it this morning? The Chair hears 
none, and it is before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in my 
i; opinion the time has arrived when the rela- 
ii tions of this telegraphic system as now con- 
‘| ducted in the United States to commerce should 
l receive the careful atiention of the Congress 
i of the United States. If the telegraphic sys- 
item is an agent of commerce, if it is imimuately 
related to the commerce of the United States, 
then it is clearly within congressional juris- 
| diction. The Constitution says that— 

i ‘The Congress shall have power to regulate com- 


merce with foreign nations, and amoug the several 
States, and with the Indian tribes.” 


i| And again it provides that— 
| “The Congresa shall have power to make all luws 


which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
i into execution the foregoing powers.” 


| 
| merce, Congress has the same control over it 
ii that it bas over the collection and levying of 
i| taxes or duties on imports. I have not the 
! means of knowing the precise relation of the 
| telegraphic system to commerce, but I have 
i been informed that from three fourths to four 
| fifths of the whole business of the telegraphic 
ii system is either directly or remotely relative 
|| to commercial matters. This may be an over- 
estimate; I simply give it as an estimate; bat 
it is very largely used in the interest of com- 
merce. It has now become the almost uni- 
versal custom to use the telegraphic wires in 
sending orders even from the far West to the 
! Kast. The order is sent to-day. and is an- 
| swered to-day, and by the very shortest route 
the merchandise reaches its place of destina- 
| tion. 
|| Mr. President, the whole telegraphic system 
| of this nation to-day, in my judgment, is vicious. 
| It will be remembered by you. sir, aud by gen- 
1 


| tlemen who were upon the stage in active life 
| when this system was first started, that numer- 
ous companies were organized all over the Uni- 
ted States, and the competition was so close, so 
ruinous, that those companies, almost without 
il a single exception, failed. Finally. in process 
j of time, the new organization which now exists 
stepped into the market and purchased the 
| shares of all or nearly all these competing lines, 
jand established what is now the telegraphic 
i} System. 

Bat, sir, they did more than that. As they 
purchased these lines for a song and consol- 
dated them with their system they watered 
their stock; in other wards, where they pur- 
chased a lne which perhaps originally cost 
$500,000 fur a mere trifle, perhaps $50,000, 
they would water their stock to the extent of 
4 the half million or a million, aud so they have 


If the telegraphic system is an agent of com-" 


, 
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gone on until it is impossible for me to say 
whether there are ten dollars of water to one 
dollar of money in the telegraph system, more 
or less; but there is very much more water 
than money in the stock of the present tele- 
graph system. I have been informed that there 
are from five to ten dollars as much water as 
money in their stock, and yet the commerce 
of this nation is taxed to pay interest on that 
water. I do not object to paying them a lib- 
eral interest on their money, but I do object 
to paying for water. The whole commerce of 
this nation is to-day taxed to pay interest on 
this water that flows freely down our rivers 
and surrounds our soil. 

Now, sir, in the United States to-day we 
pay two dollars for a message of ten words for 
about a thousand miles, or say eight hundred 
miles. In France, for the same message, they 
pay one franc, nineteen cents. You can send 
a message of ten words from the borders of 
Belgium to Nice, to Marseilles, or to any part 
of France, for one franc, or nineteen cents. 
In England, you can send that selfsame mes- 
gage all over the United Kingdom, from -the 
northern part of Scotland to the south of Eng- 
lund, or from any part of Ireland to any part 
of England, for a shilling, or twenty-two cents 
in coiu. In Switzerland you can send that 
same message all over Switzerland for half a 
franc, or niae and a half cents. Further, sir, 
I have seen it stated in the newspapers, but I 
cannot say that it is correct, that they send in 
the night-time over the wires in England one 
hundred words for a shilling, and the second 
hundred words for twopence, or four cents, 
thus enabling the newspaper press of England 
to obtain its news for a comparatively low 
price. 

Mr. President, in this country we have a 
monopoly, perhaps the most oppressive and 
grinding monopoly that exists on earth at this 
present time, and that monopoly is known as 
the Associated Press monopoly. They have 
apparently the control of the wires. They 
charge what they please for their news, and 
the press of the whole country must pay the 
price that they demand, and if they deviate 
oue hair’s breadth from the instructions giveu 
by that Associated Press their news is stopped 
and their papers are estopped, It is a most 
oppressive’ monopoly, and, as was to be ex- 
pected, the gentlemen of this Associated Press 
fight for their monopoly. Newspapers that 
were worth from one to two hundred thousand 
dollars before they obtained this monopoly are 
worth to-day from one to three million dollars ; 
and why should they not fight for it? Itis a 
close corporation. ‘here are only four or five 
orgix members of it, and you find the Associated 
Press opposing with all its might any inter- 
ference of this Government with the tele- 
graphic system. They are working for their 
own pockets. ‘They are working to retain this 
odious monopoly. Sir, adopt the system that 
now prevails in England, allow a message of 
one hundred words in the night-time to be sent 
for twenty-five cents, as they do there, anda 
further hundred words for four cents, and every 
newspaper in the United Siates will be enabled 
to procure its own news and break down this 
monopoly. The higher the price commerce is 
compelled to pay for this necessary agent of 
commerce the better for this Associated Press 
monopoly, 

Now, sir, [am opposed to monopolies of 
every sort, kind, and description, and partic- 
ularly to a monopoly so oppressive as this 
Associated Press has proved itself tobe. Why, 
sir, you cannot start a newspaper in any city, 
village, or town in this nation without asking 
their consent, ‘‘may I exist, or may I not?” 
and if they say ‘‘ you may not exist,” you can- 
not exist, for you cannot publish a newspaper 
without the news, and they will not furnish 
any news to you unless they see fit. It isa 
most oppressive monopoly. 

I desire that this monopoly should come to 
an end, and I desire that the telegraphic wires 


should be used by the people of this nation ag 
they are used by the people of the other mer- 
cantile nations of the earth, used freely and 
at the lowest price. [am opposed to buying 
this telegraphic system and paying for the 
water that isin it. Iam willing to give them 
the value of their lines; put the value, if you | 
please, at their actual cost in money, or put it 
at what they would actually cost to-day in 
money; but never will I consent to buy their 
water and pay money for it, because we can | 
get water cheaper. 

I desire this whole subject referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, that that committee 
may examine into the commercial relation of 
the telegraphic system to the business and 
commerce of the United States, and I desire 
to make the examination in that committee 
thorough, so that they may be enabled to 
report upon the system. I therefore ask for 
the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, the chuir- 
man of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads [Mr. Ramsey] is necessarily absent 
from his seat this morning. I do not propose 
to enter into a discussion of this question at 
this time, but I suggest for the consideration 
of the Senate that this whole subject is already 
committed to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads; we have voluminous papers 
in relation to it already before us; and it 
would seem to meto be hardly appropriate 
to press this resolution to a vote this morning 
in the absence of the chairman of that com- 
mittee. 

Iwill make one single suggestion, however, 
in reply to what I understand to be the basis 
of the argument of the Senatorfrom Michigan, 
for referring this subject to the Commitiee on 
Commerce instead of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. If 1 understand the 
statement of the Senator aright, it is that a 
very large proportion of the communication 
passing over the wires are of a commerciat chax- 
acter; consequently, the telegraphic sysiem 
has a commercial bearing, and ought, there- 
fore, to be considered as a commercial ques- 
tion. The Senator may beright; but I think if 
there be anything iu the argument, it proves 
thatthe whole subject of the Post Office Depart- 
ment should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce, because I assume that the proportion 
of letters transmitted through the mails relating 
to commercial matters is equally as great as 
the proportion of commercial correspondence 
which passes over the telegraph wires. Itbink 
the Senator is too modest in his resolution. 
He should make it a little more sweeping and 
he should take iv all commercial questions, 
and, certainly. all mail communications are 
commercial, if his argument is good for any- 
thing, because the letters relate tocommercial 
matters. But Ido not propose to discuss the 
matter; I only propose for the consideration 
of the Senator that he let his resolution le 
overuntil the chairman of tle Post Office Com- | 
mittee can be present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. I do not 
wish to press it now; but I wish to say to my 
honorable friend that there will be vo collision 
between the Post Office Committee and the 
Committee on Commerce. The Committee on 
Commerce merely desired to examine the ques- | 
tion so far as it related to the commercial ser- 
vice ; not to interfere in any manner or shape | 
with the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, but to consider and report on ihe rela- 
tions of the system with commerce. J aim per- 
fectly willing, however, that it lie over, and I 
ask that it lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

tion will lie over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. 


The reso- 


R. No. 65) relating to the limitation of steam 


pressure on towing and freight boats on the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the enrolled bill (H. 
R. No. 778) relating to the limitation of steam 
pressure on towing and freight boats on the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries, changed 
from House joint resolution No. 65; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


TREASURY DEFALCATIONS, 


Mr. CORBETT submitted the following res- 
olution; which wag considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchments be, and hereby are, instructed 
to inquire into the recent defaleations in the Treas- 
ury Department, and to report what. if any, guards 
or checks are necessary to protect the publie freas- 
ury; and for that purpose to examine persons and 
papers. 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-ILOUSE. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask now that the Sen- 
ate take up, hoping that there will be no objec- 
tion to it, a similar resolution that I offered yes- 
terday, instructing this committee to make a 
certain inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Original resolu- 
tions of the Senate have priority ; but if there 
is no objection, the Senator trom New York 
proposes to call up the resolution he offered 
yesterday on a similar subject to that just 
acted on. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think there are no more 
original resolutions to be offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the resolution of the Senator from 
New York, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submit- 
ted yesterday by Mr. Conx1inG, as follows: 

Whereas it has been declared in the Senate that 
“at the port of New York there exists and is main- 
tained by officers of the United States, under the 


name of the ‘general-order business,’ a monstrous 
abuse, fraudulent in character;” and whereas the 


| following statement has been made by a Senator: 


“Tt was intimated by some of the witnesses that 
Mr. Leet. who pockets the enormous profits arising 
from that business, had some connection with the 
White House; but General Porter was oxaimined, 
Mr. Leet himself was examined, and they both testi- 
fied that it was not so, and counting the number of 
the witvesses we have no right to forma different 
conclusion, But the fact remains that this sean- 
dalous system of robbery is sustained-~is sustained 
against the voice of the merchants of New York—is 
sustained against thejudgiacu: and the voice of the 
Secretary of the Treasury himself. Lask you, how 
is it sustained? Where and w s the mysterious 
power that sustains it? The cenclusion isinevi- 
table that it is a power stronger than decent respeet 
for publie epinion, nay, a power stronger than the 
Secretary of the Treasury himseif:’’ Therefore, 
Resolved, That the Committee of Inv gation and 
Retrenchment be instructed to inquire into the 
matter fully and at large, and particularly whether 
any collusion or improper connection with said busi- 


| ness exists on the part of any officer of the United 


States: and that said committee further inquire 
whether any person holding office in the custom- 
house at New York has been detected, or is known 
or believed by his superior officer to have heen guilty 
of bribery, or of taking bribes, or of other crime or 
misdemeanor; and said committee is hereby em- 
powered to send for personsand papers. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This resolution 
wag submitted yesterday. If there be no 


| objection, it is now before the Senate. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire object ? f 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not object. 
wish to say a word in relation to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
division called for the question will be taken 
on the preamble and resolution together: but 
if a division be asked for, the question will be 
first on the resolution and last on the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. PATTERSON. This question has been 
twice examined already; first, some of the mer- 
chants of New York sent to the Secretary of 
the Treasury complaints in respect to the pres- 
ent general-order system, and the Secreiary 


I 


| appointed a committee of three gentlemen from 


his Department to investigate those alleged 
outrages. After a fulland thorough investiga 
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tion, they reported in favor of returning to the 
old system which existed previous to the estab- 
lishment of the present system by Mr. Grin- 
nell, and the Secretary wrote a letter to the 
collector of New York recommending that he 
should go back to the old system. After that 
a letter was sent by more than one hundred 
merchants of New York to the collector, ask- 
ing him to accept the advice of the Secretary 
and to return to the old system. I have here 
the names of those hundred merchants, repre- 
senting the principal firms of importers in | 
New York, among which we find the names 
of Phelps, Dodge & Co. ; Paton & Co.; S. B. į 
Chittenden & Co.; Arnold, Coustable & Co.; 
W. & J. Sloane; B. L. Salomon & Sons; Lord 
& Taylor; Henry G. Schmidt & Co. ; Benkard 
& Hutton; H. B. Clatin & Co.; Despres, 
Hartley & Co.; Dancan, Sherman & Co.; and 
so on, a hundred of the principal firms in New 
York, asking that there might be a return to 
the old system. 

Mr. HARLAN. If it be no interruption, I 
should like to have the Senator describe what 
the old system was. 

Mr, PATTERSON, There were warehouses 
on the docks at Jersey City and at Hoboken, 
where the Bremen line lands, into which goods 
under general order were put. 

Mr. HARLAN. Whose warehouses were 
those? 

Mr. PATTERSON. They were leased by 
the shipping companies. 

Mr. HARLAN. They were not Govern- 
ment warehouses ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No. | 

Mr. HARLAN. Under whose supervision | 
were they ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. They were under the 
supervision of Government officials. There | 
were Government officials put into those ware- | 
houses to guard and watch over them. 

Subsequently, on a resolution introduced by 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Fexroy,] 
this whole subject was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment. They went to New 
York and gave it a thorough, honest, impar- 
tial examination. They reached the same con- 
clusion which had been reached by the three 
gentlemen appointed by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to investigate it previously. | 

Bat, sir, I am very glad that the Senator 
from New York has introduced this resolution, | 
inasmuch as it has been stated in the Senate || 
that the finding of the commitiee was not cor- |i 
rect, and that there were no abuses of this 
general-order system, I want that the present 
Committee on Retrenchment should revise, 
go over again the work formeriy gone over by | 
the old Committee ou Retrenchment; and all i 
the more because | find in a New York paper 
some very serious reflections upon the action | 
of that committee while making those investi- 


gations. IT will read 
Mr. SUMNER. What paper is in? 


„ir PATTERSON, It is the New York 
Times of yesterday. Speaking of the old com- | 
mitiee it says: i 

“Tt went to the custom-house and conducted a ij 
hole-and-corner ing which it founded a |} 
garbled and dishonest ppressing some part į 
of the evidence an other parts, and man- || 
ipulating witn hich would have dis- | 
graceda Tombs lawyer—all of which we will prove | 
ie the satisfaction of every reasonable man, another 

ay. 

z : ; 

Now, sir, I pronounce that malignantly false 
from beginning to end, and the statement is 
made, in my judgment, to throw smut upon 
the committee in order to lessen the force of 
their report, and for no other earthly reason. 
There was no manipulating of witnesses what- 
ever. There was no garbling, no altering of 
the testimony takes. The action of the com- : 
mittee was impartial and its report honest | 
and straightforward from beginning to end. | 
T : : 
There was nothing left out of the testimony | 
except simply where there was a surplusage l 


and repetition, Some changes were made to 
make the testimony as far aa possible gram- | 


matical, and that wasall. Nothing of substance 
was left out; and the committee have nothing 
to condemn themselves for unless it be for one 
solitary thing, and that was this: after the 
taking of the testimony was completed at New 
York and the committee returned to Washing- 
ton, the collector, Mr. Murphy, came here and 
asked permission to go over the testimony, 
although he had been permitted before to see 
the testimony prior to his own examination. He 
asked permission to review aud revise his test- 
imony. The request was granted. He brought 
a gentleman with him from New York; the 
testimony was put into his hands; be went 
over it all, made sueh changes as he desired 
to make in the character of his own testimony, 
correcting and revising his first statements. 
That I have thought, possibly, was a liberty 
which the committee ought not to have granted; 
but so great was our desire to be entirely fair 
to all parties that we thought it best to give 
him that liberty. 

I find some other things in this paper, not 
immediately connected with that investigation, 
which perhaps I may as well speak of, as I am 
up. It says: 

“This ‘Retrenchment Committee’ furthermore 


made a most agreeable journey to California and 
other places at the public expense.” 


Well, sir, we ‘‘ made a most agreeable jour- 
ney to California,” but not at the public ex- 
pense. 

“Ti took the best rooms in the best hotels, and 
drank the best wines, and drove the best horses, and 
had 2 ‘good time’ generally; and made the people 
pay the pipor’? 

Our rooms were very good rooms, unques- 
tionably. Whether any of the committee drank 
wine and drove fast horses, I do not know. Í 
know this very well, that nobody ever puid for 
a glass of wine or for the use of any horse for 
me when I was in California. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. THurMaN] and the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Scuvrz,] who were with 
me on that occasion and were members of the 
com mittee, they can answer for themselves how 
much wine they drank and how many horses 
they employed at the public expense. I am 
not aware that they drank any wine or used 
any horse at the public expense whatever. 
will say further 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator wants my 
testimony on that subject, I have oniy this to 
say: that the people of Califorsia were so hos- 
pitable that they did not allow us to pay for 
anything we drank or for any rides we took. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will say further, sir, 
that the Government was not charged one del- 


ilar for our fare going or coming, or for any 


expenses of the committee, except during the 
days on which we were making our investi- 


‘ gations in San Francisco, and then the only 
| charges mad 


rge 


those investigations. Why. sir, my trip cost 


l me over tweive htindred dollars, and all I 
Was į 


charged to the Government was $250. 
not that something fearful? 


I will say furthermore, in relation to this i 


committee, that it was in existence for over 


five years, and all it ever expended of public | 


money was $28,533 91, while the Committee 
on Outrages in the Southern States have spent 
since January 81, 1871, $42,052 39, and I 
presume they have been economical in their 
expenses. 

Mr. BAYARD. Some of the members are 
not paid yet, 
- Mr. PATTERSON. All we expended for 
the whole five years was $28,533 91. What 
an extravagant committee! J have no more 
to say about it, sir. I hope the resolution will 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire having alluded to the expenses of the 
Committee to Investigate Southern Outrages, 
I desire in justice to it to state that we have 
examined very nearly six hundred witnesses, 
and the large item of expense is for witnesses. 


I í 


i hou 


| are officers of the custom-house 


4 Sa : of merchandise unde 
e were for our personal, ordinary | 
| expenses while we were engaged in making ag ng 

{ij enue has prevailed; and whether, ar 


Mr. THURMAN. I was not paying atten- 
tion when the Senator from New Hampshire 
commenced his remarks. 1 do not know what 
gave rise to this allusion to tha Retrenchment 
Committee's expenses in California. 


Mr. PATTERSON. An article in the New 
York Times of yesterday, which referred to our 
extravagance while conducting investigations 
in California. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why, sir, the truth of it 
is—I can speak by my own experience, and 
what is true of me is true of the rest—that that 
committee did not charge one fourth, I did 
not charge one eighth of my expenses. We 
charged nothing at all but the most ordinary 
and necessary expenses for the days we were 
actually engaged in service, deducting each 
day that we were not so engaged, even if it 
was to take a ride of pleasure dowu that beau- 
tiful valley through which we went to San 
Mateo. And I do not believe there was a 
member of that committee who did not come 
here froin that trip from five hundred to a 
thousand dollars oat of pocket. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire to bear testimony, as Í was in 
California at the time as a looker-on aud bear- 
ing my own expenses, that I know that the 
committee were at work very assiduously upon 
the business with which they were charged, 
and that instead of spending their time as did 
those of us who had no such business they 
were confined for day after day at the custom- 
house in investigations, 

Mr. SCHURZ. My. President, I propose 
an amendment to the pending resolution. Inas- 
much as the matter is up, [think we might as 
well make the inquiry a little more sweeping. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
of the Senator from Missouri will be reported. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I merely want io designate 
the place where itis to come in, kis to come 
in at the end of the resolution, just before the 
words “and said committee is hereby empow- 
ered to send for persons and papers.”’ 

The Chief Clerk read the vords proposed 
to be inserted, us follows: 


And also whether any charges for storage or cart- 
ing have been or are made by officers of the custom- 
ze or pefsons acting under the regulations the 
custuim-house, which charges are not author 
law; and also whether presents have been ace 
by officers of the custom-house from other officers 
subordinate to them, or acting under their control; 
aud whether officers making such presenta have been 
seleeted with preference to attend the d i 
of steamships; and also whether there h 
Gounivi 


ng tac 


orirregular practices in pa 

elers arriving in the port of 
whether articles of merchandise wh 
control of officers of the cusium-ho 


returned: 
nouse hav 


r their ¢ 
what extent the practice of comp 
chants defrauding or attempting to de 


extent, by such compromises tha amo of reve- 
nue due to the United States in such enses hua been 
diminished; and whether auy, and what, pecuniary 
benefit hus been deriyed thereirom by the obicers 
making such compromises. 

Mr. TIPTON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding thereto the following: 

Also, whether the patronage, offices, or employés 
of suid custom-house were used ty intluenee or con- 
trol either or both of the two last Stato ventions 
of the Republican party in New York; and whether 
assessments of money have been made or contrib 
tions of money exacted to boused to control prima- 
ries, secure delegates to State couventiuns, or for 
other political purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
first on the amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, nobody, 
of course, mistakes the purpose of the latter 
amendment offered; and although I should 
have been glad to address an inquiry to the 
single matter which I deem a very serious one, 

T . + . 
and at which I aimed my resolution, leaving 


3 


o 


i these independent propositions to stand upon 


their own footing and be treated separately 
by the Senate, I shall vote for both of these 
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amendments; and indeed I think that to save 
time I will accept them both, which will avoid 
the necessity of taking separate votes upon 
them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There having 
been as yet no vote upon the resolution or any 
amendment to it, the Senator accepts both the 
amendments offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I take occasion also, in 
saying that I will vote for this resolution, to 
call the attention of the country—a phrase 
frequently employed here—to the fact that 
there is no difficulty in getting at an investi- 
gation of any fact demanded by any Senator 
under the ordinary rules and usages of the 
Senate; and according to the practice of the 


Senate, the course that is now being pursued | 


is the one that has always been pursued here- 
totore ; and never before, nor now, has there 
been a suppression of any investigation that 
was desired. Whathas been the usual course 
pursued in this body? First, a committee is 
organized. If a standing committee is organ- 
ized, it is organized by itself, and in due time, 
as occasion arises, it is charged with various 
duties and with sufficient power to perform 
them. A select committee is organized and 
instructed to perform special duties during the 
session. It seems, from the readiness with 
which these resolutions are introduced and 


passed, that wehave been wasting two or three | 


days in a rather unnecessary debate. 
Mr. BAYARD. I beg to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to be added to the resolution: 
And whether any of the said offices in the said 


custom-bouse are being used asinstruments of polit- 
ical or party patronage. 


eth CONKLING. 
that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from New York accepts this amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to modify it so as 
to make it read ‘* have been or are being used.” 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is better. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Senator 
from New York accepts the modification. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
modified. 

Mr. CONKLING called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 59, nays 0 ; as foliows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Browalow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Sdmunds, Kenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Mianagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrillof Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Spen- 
cer, 
Trumbull, Vickers, West, and Wilson—59, 

NAYS—O. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Cole, Ora- 

in, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
prague, Stevenson, Windom, and Wright—12. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

DEFALCATION OF J. L HODGE 


Mr. CONKLING. [ask the Senate now to 
take up the resolution which | had the honor 


I have no objection to 


to submit on the first, day of the session, in | 


refereuce to the Hodge defalcation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
original Senate resoiutions to be offered, the 
Senator from New York has a right to move 
to take up the resolution named by him, and 
it may be taken up by a majority vote. 

Mr. SGOTT. That subject having displaced 
one of which I have charge, and as it will give 
rise to debate, i give notice 

Mr. CONKLING. This will take but a sin- 
gle moment. J have modified the resolution 
so as todirect itto the Committee on Retrench- 
ment to investigate the matter, though I rather 
think the Committee on Military Affairs is the 
proper one. Iam sure there can be no objec- 
tion to the resolution. , : 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam not rising to object if it 


Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, 


t 
i 


t 


will take no time; but I wish to say that that ! 
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having peat the resolution of which I have 
charge, I desire that when it is disposed of that 
resolution shall be brought before the Senate 
and disposed of. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New York will be considered as 
before the Senate, subject to objection if it 
should give rise to debate. 
Senate, and will be read. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have modified the res- 
olution somewhat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless the read- 
ing of the original resolution be called for the 
Secretary will read only the resolution as it has 
been modified by the mover. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire into the 
recent defaication of J. L, Hodge, late a paymaster 
in the Army, and into the facts connected therewith, 
and to ascertain and report to the Senate whether 
any other officer or officers of the Government were 
derelict-in duty in respect of the observance of regu- 
lations and safeguards intended to prevent such 
occurrences, and also whether other or further legis- 
lation or regulation is needed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to insert an 
amendment to embrace also the case of Cal- 


lender, bank examiner in New York—a very | 


proper case for examination. 

Mr. CONKLING. I accept that modifica- 
tion. 

The proposed amendment was read, as fol- 
lows: 

And that said committee also examine into the 
alleged fraud and violation of duty by Charles 


Callender, a bank examiner in the city of New 
York. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
first name. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. It appears to me 
that we may put more on this committee than 
they can possibly perform. It isa question in 
my mind whether this resolution should not 
go to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
merely make the suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

Mr. CASSERLY. TI rise to suggest an 
amendment, whether it ought not to be ‘‘ were 
or are derelict.” Í 

Mr. CONKLING. I think my honorable 
friend will see that it is not so. Itis to in- 
vestigate into the facts and circumstances con- 
nected with that defalcation, and whether any 
other officers were derelict in any way in re- 
gard to it. Of course it could hardly be said 
that they are derelict in respect to that now 
since it is all revealed. I have no objection to 
the modification, however, although it would 
not be very grammatical. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 


I do not remember his 


tor from California insist on the amendment | 


he suggests? 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
on anything if the Senator who proposed the 
resolution has any strong objection to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Notatali. Ifthe Sen- 
ator thinks it makes it broader, speaking of a 


past transaction, to say ‘‘ were or are,” then fi 


I prefer the amendment. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


Mr. CONKLING. 
changed to ‘‘were or are.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York accepts the modification. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 


be.” [Laughter. } 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 


ator from Rhode Island insist on that modi 
fication ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, sir; let it be ‘‘ were 
or are’? i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. -The question is 
on the resolution as modifed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
of the Chair what has become of an amend- 
ment, which seems to have been lost sight of, 
that I proposed to this resolution when it was 


I do not wish to insist | 


I prefer it because there | 
may be a dereliction going on now in refer- |i 
| ence to that very case. i 


“ Were, or are, or will |: 
= b | 


| 


i 
‘ 


i! 
it 


i 


f 


| 


ii 


|! of this great body? 
| portant consideration at this stage of this 


before the Senate on a prior occasion. I have 
not heard it reported. The Senate seem to 
pose forgotten that that proposition was before 
them. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That arose from 
the Senator from Illinois not having proposed 


| it in writing. There appears to bea paper here 
| on the table reading as follows: 
It is before the | 


_ Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following resolu- 


tion: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 


and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire into the 
expenditures of all branches,” &e. 


It is supposed at the desk that the Senator 
from Illinois verbaily changed it to an amend- 
ment, but did not reduce it to writing in that 
form, as the rules contemplate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. When the Senator from 


discussion upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was discussed 
at some length, and the proposition will be 
found in Miscellaneous Documents Nos. 9 and 
12, haviug been twice printed by the Senate in 
different phraseology, and in neither case as an 


; amendment to this resolution precisely. How- 


ever, the Senator from Illinoisis correct in fact. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does it not appear to 
have been offered as a distinct amendment to 
this resolution? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It appears that 


| there was an amendment offered by the Sen- 


ator, but there does not seem to be anything 
accompanying the paper except, as the Chair 
has read, that © Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the 
foliowing resolution,’’ which is printed. It is, 
“Resolved, that the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire,” 
&¢., not in the shape of an amendment; but 


| the Chair will consider it as pending in that 


form. The Senator from Hlinois did move it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not wish the Sen- 
ate to lose sight of it in its present new-bora 
zeal for investigation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
of the Senator from New York having now - 
been perfected, the question recurs on the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Hii- 
nois, which is to strike cu! all after the resolv- 
ing clause and to insert what is in print as 
Miscellaneous Document No. 12, which willbe 
read by the Secretary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know but that 
the Senate will perhaps undersiand what that 
was without its reading. I wasafraid it would 
be lost sight of in the new-born zeal that has 
been displayed this morning in regard to 
investigations. I am so happy to see the 
Senator from Ohio and others trying to briog 
about investigation that I do not know that it is 
necessary to press my amendment further, and 
unless the Senator from Rhode Isiand should 
desire to hear it read I will withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. MORTON. Let 
us have it read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before it is read-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Indiana have 


i demanded the reading of the amendment, and 
Then it had better be | 
i) withdrawn it. 
E debated. . 


the Senator from Ulinois has not positively 
It will be read first before it is 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iriseto a parliamentary 
inquiry. Can it be withdrawn until it is read, 
so that we may know what my friend from 
Lilinois is withdrawing from the consideration 
I submit that is an im- 


momentous business. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The latter part 


of the tenth rule reads as follows: 


“Andany motion may be withdrawn by the mover 
any time before a decision, amendment, or order- 
g of the yeas uud nays, except a motion to recon- 


sider, which shali not be withdrawn without leave of 


the Senate.” 
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And therefore the Senator from Illinois had 
the right to withdraw his amendment without 
its being read if he so desired, and he does 
withdraw it. The question now recurs on the 
resolution and preamble, upon which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio claims the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Awordonly. Ithink my 
friend from Illinois is not observing his usual 
courtesy when he talks about the new-born 
zeal of Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, he is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps he is indulging 
in his usual courtesy. But, sir, this whole 
proceeding places the Senator from Illinois in 
a very ridiculous attitude. There was not a 
moment from the beginning of the discussion 
to this hour when every investigation would 
not have been promptly ordered in accordance 
with the ordinary usages and rules of this 
body. The ease with which these resolutions 
of inquiry and instruction, giving powers to the 
committee, are passed in this body every day 
shows that it could have been done at any 
time; but the Senator from Illinois intended 
to present this case in such a way that he would 
invite a controversy; that is plainly and man- 
ifestly the purpose of the whole proceeding ; 
and now he closes it by alluding to the new- 
born zeal of the Senator from Ohio in favor 
of investigation! If the Senator will show 
when, where, atany time, in any place, [have 
ever been opposed to investigation in this body, 
or in any legislative body, then I will give him 
the palm. in my judgment, the official con- 
duct of every officer of the Government is 
constantly open to supervision in accordance 
with the usual forms. 

Probably if I had alone been consulted about 
this matter, when the Senator from IJilinois 


moved to renew the Retrenchment Committee || 


again, I should sub silentio, without caring 
for it, have allowed the resolution to pass; 
but he saw himself that the resolution which 
he introduced onght not to pass, and he him- 
self abandoned the resolution on the very first 
day of the debate by conceding that a joint 
committee ought not to be formed; and when 
it was proposed in place of a joint committee 

- to substitute a standing committee of this body 
to be organized in the usual way, he then com- 
menced a debate upon technicalities, and that 
has been continued for three days. 

Now, what was the purpose of all this? 
Was it for the purpose of showing that his 
fellow Senators here were trying to smother 
investigation? If so, it was unjust. Why, 
then, this imputation, especially upon me, 
that I have any new-bern zeal in favor of 
investigation, when I never sought to suppress 
it? The other night, after a long day’s debate, 
in which the Senator from Illinois had spoken 
five times by the count, when I was somewhat 
impatient at the arrival of the warning hour 
of five o’clock—an hour when we want to go 
home—and I had not participated in the 
debate, the Senator for the third time after a 
vote had been taken showing the temper and 
wish of the Senate, took the floor and con- 
tinued the discussion. I then, perhaps with 
some excitement, insisted on the enforcement 
of ihe rule. A moment afterward I regretted 
it, simply because I never wish to violate the 
most generous courtesy to my associates here; 
and I was sorry a few moments afterward 
that I had prevented the Senator from even 
making his fourth speech, or fifth speech, or 
sixth speech, or that we did not forego the 
usual dinner, and ‘just wait until the matter 


exhausted itself. But, Mr. President, yield- | 


ing to the ordinary feeling of the moment, I 


claimed the floor, as Thad a right todo accord- |. 
ing to the rules of the Senate, and said what | 
I thought proper to say on that occasion, Now, | 
if the Senator trom Illinois still harbors that in |! 


his heart. I hone he will dismiss it, because I 
say to him that I sincerely regret that I did 


anything which appeared disconrteous to him, - 
although I did nothing more at the time than | 
I thought was right, and I was very impatient | ator suspend for a moment until the Chair 


‘I accept his statement in all kindness, and 


i| regard to the matter, which at the moment 
| produced some excitement, perhaps, on the | 


lat the prolonged and extraordinary debate 
! thrust upon us, as I thought, by the Senator 
| from Minois. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, after the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio it is neces- 
sary that I should saya word. The Senator 
seems to suppose that I was pursuing an ex- 
traordinary course. Why, Mr. President, I 
have time and again stated to the Senate—and 
it seems so many times that it was unpleasant 
to the Senator from Ohio—that the resolution 
which I originally offered was simply to revive 
the committee that we had for several years, 
and to which he made no objection when we 
did have it. The Senator is slightly mistaken 
as to my ever having said that I preferred to | 
give up the joint select committee and to take | 
a committee of the Senate. I acquiesced init | 
because others thought a committee of the! 
Senate would answer the purpose. I was 
willing to acquiesce and accede to any prop- 
osition that did not prevent carrying out the 
object which I had in view ; but my proposition | 
was certainly the ordinary one, and the Senator 
does not distinctly remember, perhaps, what 
he himself said in speaking with regard to the 
power to send for persons and papers. He 
used very strong language to show that that 
| was a very dangerous power. Ithink he went 
so far as to comment upon it as being danger- 
ous to the rights of the citizen, and he took 
decided ground against such a proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I said that a power unlimited in its char- 
acter, to extend session alter session, was a | 
dangerous power; but I said at the same time 
that a resolution conferring this authority on 
a committee for a session, in a proper case, 
was one rarely and I believe never denied. 
That was the position I took in the beginning. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator was aware 
that we had given this power to a committee 
for several years that continued during the 
Congress, and none of our committees would 
continue longer than that. Ido not wish to 
renew the controversy with the Senator from 
Ohio. Iam very glad indeed that the efforts 
which have been made have succeeded in bring- 
ing the Senate to that position where resolu- 
tions for investigation into the abuses of the 
Government pass almost unanimously. 

There is one other remark I ought to make. 
The Senator is slightly mistaken about my 
having spoken four times on the occasion to 
which he alluded. I examined the Globe after- 
| ward myself; my recollection was not distinct 
at the moment; but I found that I had spoken 
but once on the question which was then pend- 
ing beforethe Senate, except that when another | 
person was speaking I had interrupted him by 
his permission and said a few words. Other- | 
wise, I had had the floor but once when the | 
Senator called me to order. But it is no mat- 
ter now about that. The Senator from Ohio! 
has stated very frankly and courteously his 
regret that, under the excitement of the mo- 
| ment, he should have insisted upon enforcing 
| the rule upon me at that time; and, of course, 


i 


} 
f 
{ 
l 


H 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


i| bope l have never retained any feeling in 


i 


; part of both of us. I am very happy, on my | 
| part, to say that I entertain no unkind feelings 
| whatever toward the Senator from Ohio, and 
| shall endeavor to treat him, and all other 
| members of the body, on all occasions, as 
| courteously as I know how to do. 

i. The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is | 


| 
i 
| 
$ 
i 
j 
| 


| on agreeing to the preamble and resolution as 
modified. 
The preamble and resolution were agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICE. 


: A message was received from the President of 
: the United States by Mr. Porter, his Secretary. 
Mr. SUMNER obtained the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


Will the Sen- | 


lays before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States? 
‘The message was read, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In accordance with the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1871, I convened a commission of eminent 
gentlemen to devise rules and regulations for the 
purpose of reforming thecivilservice. Their labors 
are now completed, and I transmit herewith their 
report together with the rules which they recom- 
mend for my action. These ruleshaye been adopted 
and will go into effect on the Ist day of January, 
1872. Under the law referred to, as I interpret it, 
the authority is already invested in the Executive 
to enforce these regulations, with full power to 
abridge, alter, or amend them at his option, when 
changes may be deemed advisable, These views, 
together with the report of the cammissioners, 
are submitted for your careful consideration as to 
whether further legislation may be necessary in 
order to carry out an effective and beneficial civil 
service reform. If left to me without further con- 
gressional action the rules prescribed by the com- 
mission under the reservation already mentioned 
will be faithfully executed; but they are not binding 
without further legislation upon my successors, 

Being desirous of bringing this subject to the 
attention of Congress before the approaching recess, 
I have not time to sufficiently examine the accom- 
panying report to enable me to suggest definite legis- 
lative action to insure the support which may be 
necessary in order to givea thorough trial toa policy 
long needed. i 

T ask for all the strength which Congress can give 
me to enable me to carry out the reforms in the 
civil service recommended by the commission, and 
adopted to take effect, ag before stated,on January 
1, 1872. The law which provides forthe convening a 
commission'to devise rules and regulations for re- 
forming the civil service authorizes, I think, the 
permanent organization of a primary board, under 
whose general direction all examinations of appli- 
cants for public office shall be conducted. There is 
no appropriation to continue such a board beyond 
the termination of its present labors. I therefore 
recommend that a proper appropriation be made to 
continue the services of the present board for another 
| year; and in view of the fact that three members of 
| the board hoid positions in the public service, which 
precludes them from receiving extra compensation 
under existing laws, that they be authorized to re- 
ceive a faircompensation for extra services rendered 
by them in the performance of this duty. 

T, Š. GRANT. 
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Mr. CONKLING. I move thatthe message 
and accompanying documents be printed and 
laid on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before they are laid on 
the table—— 

Mr.CONKLING. Inthat connection I would 
like to suggest that the resolution adopted 
some time ago, which became somewhat en- 
cumbered by amendments on separate bits of 
paper, be printed, as it will be more convenient 
for the committee. 

There being no objection, the printing wag 
ordered. 7 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York moves that this message be laid on 
| the table, and printed. Does he withdraw the 
motion, as the Senator from lilinois appears 
desirous to speak? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir; I—~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
undebatable. 

Mr. CONKUING. I do not wish to inter- 
cept the Senator from Illinois if he desires to 
speak, and I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My object in rising was 
merely to inquire how voluminous the accom: 
panying documentis? [fitis not voluminous 
I should like very much to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would con- 
sume an hour or more in reading it; itis twelve 
pages of print, and also the opinion of the 
Attorney General in print. 3 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope, then, it will be 
laid on the table and printed, so tha, we may 
| examine it, Iam very much gratified myself 
| at the communication from the President, and 
am very anxious to see action. 

Mr. SUMNER. I must say that I hail that 
communication of the President with joy- 

The motion to print and lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that ten 
| thousand extra copies,be printed. 

i The motion was referred to the Committee 
| on Printing. 


i 
| 
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COST OF VESSELS ON ST. DOMINGO COAST. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts was recognized, and yielded to 
allow this message to be received. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. In this mood of inquiry 
and investigation I ask the Senate to be good 
enough to take up a resolution submitted by 
me March 25, 1871, calling for information, 
which, when sent to the Senate, I shall move 
be referred to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment. It is a resolution of March 25, 1871, 
on the files. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Chair 
stated a few moments since, original resolu- 
tions have priority, and several Senators seem 
to have them. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from New York 
and other Senators have had resolutions which 
were not original Senate resolutions to-day, 
taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
no objection to this. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
that a resolution submitted by him on the 25th 
of March last be taken up for consideration. 

The resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to communicate to the Senate an account of 
the expenditures incurred in the support and navi- 
gation of the several ships already reported to the 
Senate by the Secretary as employed on the coasts 
of St. Domingo since the beginning of negotiations 
for the acquisition of part of that island, setting 
forth the expenditures on account of each ship an 
the sum total taken from the annual naval appro- 
priations on account of all these ships. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. An amendment 
was proposed at that time by the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Coxruixg, | which will also be 
reported, after which the Chair will ask for 
objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion at the present time. 

The Cuter Crerx. It was proposed to 
amend the resolution by adding to it : 

And that the Secretary also report to the Senate 
how much, if any, such expenditures are greater 
than would have been incurred had such ships been 
in service elsewhere; and also how many vessels aro 
usually in service in waters adjacent to the West 
Indies. 

Mr. SUMNER. T have no objection to the 
amendment of the Senator. My object is to 
get at the facts. I want to know how many 


Very well; there can be 


about San Domingo. 


Mr. CONKLING. After that remark, I | 


think the resolution had better lie over. If we 
are to have ‘‘ a war dance’ we will take it at 
some other time, when we can all take part. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous con- 
sent is not ‘granted. 
ACTIONS OF AMERICAN MINISTERS ABROAD. 


Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following resolu- 
tion. : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Isit an original 


Senate resolution? 
Mr. BLAIR, It is. 
Mr. SUMNER. I rise to a question of 


order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
entertain the question of order. 

Mr. SUMNER. I moved te proceed to the 
consideration of a resolution; and it certainly 


was not in the power of any Senator to object | 


to it and interpose a senatorial veto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
already stated several times, as the Senator 
will see in the Globe to-morrow if he did not 
hear the Chair, that the Chair was calling for 
original Senate resolutious and that they had 
priority. The Chair so stated to the Senator 
from New York; and the Senator from New 
York then asked unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a resolution previously offered 
by him. That consent was granted. He then 
asked consent for the consideration of another 


resolution, which wasalso granted. The Chair ij 


He is now 


j 


f 


| printed. -] 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
| 


t 2 ) i| mons consent, and agreed to: 
millions bave been spent in the war’ dance | 
I is hereby requested, if not incompatible with the i 


uy 


! and partner of any mining company; and whether | 


| ests of said company in the country to whose Gov- 


' tion to the present consideration of this reso- 


| such order, unless unanimous consent shall be other- | 
! wise given.” > i 


stated to the Senator from Massachusetts when ! 
he rose, as he did to the Senator from New 
York, that until Senate original resolutions | 
were concluded these resolutions heretofore 
offered were not in order to be_ considered, 
except by unanimous consent. After original 
Senate resolutions are through, the majority 
can proceed to the consideration of this reso- 
lution. The Senator from Missouri has sub- 
mitted a resolution which will be read. . 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. 
Brarr, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation | 
and Retrenchment be, and they are hereby, instruct- 
ed to inquire whether any minister of the United | 
States at any foreign Court is or has been interested in | 


he has used or allowed his name or official position | 
to be used for the purpose of promoting the inter- | 


ernment he is accredited; and ifso, whether his doing 
so was or is compatible with his duties as such 
minister. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Is there objec- | 


lution? The Chair hears none, and itis before 
the Senate. 
The resolution was agreed to. i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin an original Senate reso- | 
lution to present? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I ask the Senate to 
proceed toa question of privilege, being a reso- 
lution reported by the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections yesterday morning and | 


again read the rule. After stating the differ- 
ent classes of morning business, it says: 
“Al which’ shall be received and disposed of in 


And the call rests at original resolutions of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have an original reso- 
lution which I ask the Senate to consider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin desires the floor to ask 
unanimous consent, the Senator from Ohio is 
recognized. 

INTERNATIONAL COINAGE. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 


t 
public interests, to communicate to the Senate any | 
correspondence with foreign Powers, not hereto- | 
fore communicated. on the subject of international ; 
coinage. f 


COST OF VESSELS ON ST. DOMINGO COAST. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be |) 
directed to communicate to the Senate an account jj 
of the expenditures incurred in the support and |; 
| navigation of the several ships already reported to 
the Senate by the Secretary as employed on the |i 


coasts of St. Domingo since the beginning of nego- 
tiations for the requisition of part of that island, |; 
setting forth the expenditures on account of each ji 
ship and the sum total taken from the annual naval | 
appropriations on account of all these ships. And 
that the Secretary also report to the Senate how H 
much, if any, such expenditures are greater than | 
would havo been incurred had such ships been in || 
service elsewhere; and also how many vessels are | 
usually in service in waters adjacent to the West | 
Indies. 

Mr. CONKLING. Owing to the originality 
of this resolution, I think it might as well lie 


over for a day or two. hap k 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 


made, the resolution will lie over. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
. H 

I rise to ask to be excused 


tion and Retrenchment. : 
committees, and I think I cannot discharge the 
duties of that committee properly. 


I send an original Senate |j 
resolution to the Chair, and ask for its present |} 


i| higher 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
North Carolina asksto be excused from serving 
on the Committee of Retrenchmentand Reform. 
Is there objection? The Chair bears none. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us understand that. 
Will that leave the committee to consist of 
seven members as it was ordered? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt will leave it 
to consist of seven members. 


SENATOR FROM GEORGIA. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I now ask the Chair 
to request the Senate to give me unanimous 
leave to take up a question of privilege, being 
a resolution submitted by me yesterday accom- 
panying a report from the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no 
further original Senate resolutions, the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin now, under the rule, moves 


| thet the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of the resolution reported by him yesterday 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions in regard to the Senator from Georgia. 
A majority can now adopt that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Wis- 
consin permit me to inquire at this stage of 
the proceeding whether the resolution which I 
had the honor to submit some time since, ac- 
companied by a report from the joint Commit- 
tee on the Condition of the Southern States, 
is not also a question of privilege, and at what 
time J may be enabled to have the Senate vin- 
dicate its dignity by taking it up? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that is a question of privilege, but two hours 
and twenty minutes have been consumed to-day 
in going through the usual morning-hour busi- 
ness, there being no business set for one 
o'clock, as is usual at a later period of the 
session. The Senator from Wisconsin obtained 
the floor and moved to take up his resolution, 
which really is of the highest privilege, and 

privilege than that of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, as it affects the organization of 
the body. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The privilege to get 
into this Chamber must override the privilege 
of going to jail. [Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the resolution now before the body, 
reported from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. ; 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That Thomas M. Norwood is entitled to 
aseat.in the Senate asa Senator from the State of 
Georgia for the term commencing March 4, 1871, and 
that he be admitted to the same. 

The resolution was adopted. 

TheVICE PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect, 
if in the Chamber, will advance to the Chair 
and take the oath of office. 

Mr. Norwoop advanced to the Vice Presi- 
dent’s desk, escorted by Mr. Hinu, and the 
oaths prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask unanimous consent 
to offer a Senate resolution in connection with 
the question that has just been decided: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 


directed to pay, out of the pay and mileage account, 
to Foster Blodgett, claiming a scat as Senator-elect 


| from the State of Georgia, the pay and mileage of 


a Seuator commencing March 4, 1871, to the pas- 
sage of this resolution. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this res- 
olution? 

Mr. BLAIR. T object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it will lie over. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SCOTT. I now ask the Senate to take 


| up, as a question of privilege, the resolution 


attached to the report of the joint select Com- 
mittee to Inquire into the Condition of the late 
Insurrectionary States, directing process to 
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isene for the arrest of W, L. Saunders, of 
North Carolina. 

The question being put, there were,on a 
division—ayes 28, noes 16. 

Mr, BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have no objection 


to proceeding to the consideration of that reso- | 


lation, but I wish to call up House bill No. 880, 
for the removal of political disabilities. I 
have waited patiently for over a week, and I 
hope the Senate will now proceed to the con- 
sideration of that bill. That is my reason for 
antagonizing that bill against the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILSON. ) 
from South Carolina, who has charge of this 
bill, that he move to make it the special order 
for to-morrow at one o’clock, and let us take 
hold of it then with a clear understanding that 
we will dispose of it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Very well. I move 
that the bill be made the special order for 
to-morrow at. one o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina asks unanimous consent 
that the bill (H. R. No. 380) for the removal 
of legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States be made the special order for to-mor- 
row at one o’clock. ‘he Chair must remind 


the Senator and the Senate that the unfinished | 


business, if there should be any, would have 


riority then of the special order, but of course | 
it could be postponed when the time arrived. |) 
Is there objection to the bill being made the | 
The Chair hears į 


special order for that time? 
no objection, and that order will be made. 


CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 


Mr. SCOTT. I now renew my motion. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion ofthe Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, upon which the Senator from Mis- 
souri demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the call. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following 
resolution: 

Whereas the two Houses of Congress did, by their 
concurrent resolution, passed on the 7th day of 
April, 1871, authorize and direct the appointment 
of a joint select committee for the performance of 
certain duties, in said concurrent resolution speci- 
fied, the said joint select committee to be composed 
of members uf the said two Houses; that is to say, 


of seven members of the Senate and fourteen mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, which said 


joint select committee was duly appoinred as by said |; 


concurrent resolution provided; and whereas, in the 
discharge and performance of the duties so enjoined 


upon them, the said joint select committee, on the | 
3lst day of August, 1871, by subpena duly issued © 
and_served, did summon and command a certain ‘i 


W. L. Saunders, of Chapel Hill, North Carolina, to 
appear before said joint select committee and testify 


touching the matters and things waich the said joint . 


select committee were authorized and required by 
the coneurrent resolution of the two Houses of Con- 


W 
187l,uppear before a sub-committee duly authorized 


by said joint select committee of the two Houses of |: 


Congress to take the testimony of witnesses, then 


present and awaiting examination, and having so ©: 


appeared und submitted to be examined as a wit- 


ness, did refuse to auswer proper inquiries put to i 


him in the course of the inves 
committee, thereby 
the Senate of the 


of Representativ 


s: Therefore, 


Resolved by the Senate of tie United States, (the © 
House of Representatives concurring.) That W. D. 
rate of North Caro- `: 
aummoned before a ; 
joint select committes of the two Houses of Con- | 


Saunders. of Chapel Hill, and 
lina, a witness heretofore duly 


gress, having been lawfally required to testify before 
a sub-committee, duly authorized by said joint 


select committee to take his testimony, and having, i 
in the course of the investigation, refused to answer i 


proper inquiries put to him by the chairman o 


i 
joint committee, be forthwith arrested by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, aud brought beforethe | 
Senate, at its bar, by the order of the Senate duly | 
issued by the Vice President, under his hand and = 
the seal of the Senate; and that said Saunders be ; 


detained, by virtue thereof, by the Kergeant-at- 


Arms of the Senate until he answer for hiseontempt | 


of the order of the Senate in the matter aforesaid, 
and abide such further order as may be made in the 
premises, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. When this reso- 


I suggest to the Senator ; 


gress to examine and inquire into; and whercassaid : 
. L. Saunders did, on the d day of September, |: 


i tigation by said sub- : 
howing himselfin contempt of :| 
ed States, as well as the House | 


| lation was last under consideration the Senator 
from Vermont {[ Mr. EnmuxDns] moved to amend 
| it by striking out the words ‘the House of Rep- 
‘| resentatives concurring,” so as to change its 
il terms froma concurrent resolution to a Senate 
i! resolution, and the question is on that amend- 
| ment. 
i Mr. SCOTT. 
{ 


| 
Í 
i 


I have heretofore stated the 


committee, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ready for the question ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know that I 
i have any objection to the resolution being 
i changed in that way, because it may be 
|! changed back, I suppose, if it is found not 
| to be right after the amendment is made, or 


Is the Senate 


! understand it, and treat this as a contempt of 
| the Senate, from which it follows that it must 
{equally be a contempt of the House, and 
| demands that it be punished by the Senate in 
its discretion and the House in its discretion ; 
in other words, twice punished. I want some 
time to reflect upon it before I vote for such 
a proposition as that. 


not the benefit of it. I am not prepared to 
vote on it now. I have not my own mind 
made up as to whether the Senator is right 
or whether my colleague is right, that there 
i, can be no punishment at all. I think this 
|i amendment had better not be adopted without 
|| being discussed, unless the Senate is satisfied 
|! that the view presented by the Senator from 
| Vermont is a correct one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
| on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
i mont, changing this resolution from a concur- 
| rent to a Senate resolution. 

The amendment was rejected. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to it as a concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. SCOTT. I now move to proceed to 
_ the consideration of the resolution attached to 
; the report in the case of Clayton Camp and 
David Gist, of South Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
i; proceeded to consider the following resolu- 
: tuon: 

Whereas the two Honses of Congress did, by their 
concurrent resolutions passed on the 7th day of April, 
: 1871, authorize and direct the appointment of a joint 
: select committee for the performance of certain 

duties in szid concurrent resolution specified; the 
: said joint select committee to becomposed of mem- 
bersof the said two Houses, thatis to say, of seven 
members of the Senate and fourteem members of 
the House of Representatives. which said joint 
; select committee was duly appointed, as by said con- 
current resolution provided; and whereas, in the 
| discharge and performance of the dutiesso enjoined 
: upon them, the said joint select committee did ap- 
| point a sub-committee of their own number to take 
: testimony in the State of South Carolina, which said 


|| sub-committee, on thel4th day of July, 1871, by sub- 
: pena duly issued and served, did summon and com- 
mand a eertain Clayton Camp, of Spartanburg 
county, South Carolina, to appear before said sub- 
commitiee: and on the 18th day of July, 1871, by 
like subpena duly issued and served. did summon 
and command a certain David Gist. of Union county, 
South Carolina, to appear before said snb-commit- 
tee, each of said witnesses so summoned to testify 
i; before the said sub-committee touching the matters 
i and things which the said joint seleet committee 
: were authorized and required by the concurrent res- 
olution of the two H 


sub-committes, thereby showin 
n contempt of the Senate of the United 
„as well as of tne House of Representatives: 
= Therefore, 
: Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
: House of Representatives coneurring,) That the 
President of the Senate issue hisseveral warrants, di- 
rected to the Sergcant-at-Arms of the Senate, com- 
munding him to take into his custody the bodies of 
the said Clayton Camp and David Gist, respectively, 


2100035 


H 
i 


This whole debate took | 
place while I was out of the city, and I had 


wherever to be found, and to have the same forth- 
with before the bar of the Senate, to answer as for a 
contempt of the authority of the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state briefiv, so that the 
Senate may understand this resolution, that it 
differs in its merits from the other only in the 
fact that these witnesses are attached for con- 
tempt in not obeying the summons, while the 
other case was against a man for contempt in 
not answering questions after he had obeyed 
the subpena. Ido not wish to take up the 
time of the Senate in any discussion upon the 
subject. unless some questions are made upon it, 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that in the case 
of David Gist there are affidavits, or there 
ought to be, with the papers in the case, which 
I should like to have read, showing why Mr. 
Gist did not obey the summons of the sub- 
committee in South Carolina. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor desire them to be reported by the Secre- 
tary now? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir; I desire those affi- 
davits to be read to the Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 

report? 

Mr. BLAIR. 
to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
appear to be in the report. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; theyare notin the printed 
report. I will state the position of that ques- 
tion, as the Senator from Missouri calls for it. 
This witness was subpenaed to appear before 
ios sub-committee in the city of Columbia, 


Are they in the 
If they are not they ought 


They do not 


South Carolina, upon the day following that 
| upon which he was subpenaed. The sub com- 
| mittee sat in the city of Columbia for, I be- 
| lieve, two days after that time, aud sat also in 
| the town of Yorkville for four days after that 
i time, the town of Yorkville being within 


|! twenty-eight or thirty miles of the place at 


| which Mr. Gist lives. The testimony of the 
| assistant sergeant-at arms, who served the 
joubpene upon him, is in the printed exhibit 
| accompanying the report, and shows that the 
| subpena was served upon this witness late in 
i the evening: that he was in that town the next 
| morning, andinformed him that he would not 
obeythe summons. He never sent any excuse 
to the committee while it was sitting at Colum- 
bia; he never sent any excuse to the commit- , 
tee while it was sitting at Yorkville. If he 
had, it would have been considered; and if 
that excuse had been considered sufficient. of 
course no application would have been made 
i foran attachment. I think it improper that 
| the excuse of a witness who is in contempt 
i should be heard now by the body which is 
i seeking to bring him before it for contempt. 
| It will be time enough when he comes here to 
! hear his excuse for disobeying that subpena. 

! [ have in my possession the affidavit to which 
: the Senator from Missouri refers. and I may 
| state that when thissubject was brought before 
ithe whole committee the affidavit itself was 
| considered by the committee, and a discussion 
| had upon the question of whether it ought to 
; be treated as an excuse, and notwithstanding 
| the affidavit, the reportand the resolution were 
i directed to be brought into the Senate. 

| Mr. BLAIR. I will state that the affidavit 
‘of Mr. Gist represents that at the time he 
| received this summons to attend the commit: 
i tee his wife was very ill, and he could not 
, leave ber or absent himaclf at such'a distance 
from his home. There is also an affidavit of 
the attending physiciun to the same effect. I 
think the Senator from Pennsylvania is mis- 
: taken in his statement that the deputy ser- 
| geant-at-arms received such an answer from 
| Mr. Gist. 

|. Mr. SCOTT. That will be settled by read- 
i ing the testimony of the assistant sergeant-at- 
t arms, which isin the report, J ask that it be 
: read for the information of the Senator from 
i Missouri, if he doubts my statement 

; Mr. BLAIR. 1 do not see why the report 
| should embrace the testimony of the deputy 
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sergeant-at-arms and omit the testimony 
of Mr. Gist himself, and of the physician 
who attended his wife. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. An- 
Tony in the chair.) Has the Senator from 
Missouri the affidavit that he desires to have 
read? : 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire that the report may 
be read on that point. I think the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has not stated correctly the 
effect of the report of the deputy sergeant-at- 
arms. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“ James I. Christie sworn and examined. 

“By the Chairman: 

“ Question, (submitting a paper.) Did you serve 
that subpena on David Gist; and ifso, when 

Answer. I did, at fifteen minutes past nine o’clock 
on the 18th instant, Tuesday. 

“ Question, Did you serve it according to the 
jndorsement.on the subpena? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir; I saw him atthe depot thenext 
morning just as we were coming away, and inquired 
of him if he was going down. He replied in a very 
defiant manner, ‘No, Lam not going. Ireplied that 
I bad performed my duty, and that if he did not 
appear he must suffer the consequences.” 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems that all that passed 
between the wituess Gist and the deputy ser- 


geant-at-arms was a conversation at the depot || 


the next morning when the deputy asked him 
if he was going down, and says he replied in 
a detant manner that be was not. Mr. Gist 
in his sworn affidavit, which I shall ask to have 
read, states distinctly that his reason for not 
going down was that his wife was very ill and 
that he feared to leave her, and the physician 
in attendance upon his wife makes the same 
statement. Now, I ask the chairman of the 
committee to send up to the desk the affidavit 
of Mr. Gist, and also of bis family physician, 
and I ask to have them read so that Senators 
may see what his excuse was. I think this 
thing of dragging people under arrest from a 
distant State up here to answer for contempt 
when they have an excuse as valid and as good 
as the one cffered by Mr. Gist is unreason- 
able and uniust. I ask the Senatorto give me 
those affidavits. 

Mr. SCOTT. When the Senator is through, 
before the paper is submitted to be read, 1 
desire to make a brief statement to the Sen- 
ate of the exact nature of the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shallbe very glad to hearit. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; I shall do so, 
taking the floor for ihat purpose only. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. President, 1 ask 
ine attention of the Senate to the position of 
this witness before this paper is read. First, 
the subpena was served upon him. Second, 
the deputy sergeant-at-arms asked him, ‘Will 
you attend before the committee?’ and he 
answered “No! I willnot.’? The third step 
is, that that proceeding is brought before the 
committee upon the testimony of the deputy 
sergeant-at-arms, and upon that testimony 
alone the committee direcied the chairman to 
report this resolution to the Senate, and at 
the same time that they directed the chairman 
to report the resolution to the Senate, as will 
appear by the journal of the committee, if it 
is desired to be brought in here, notice was 
directed to be sent, on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, [ Mr. Bayarp, ] to all the 
witnesses who were directed to be reported, 
this witness among the number. That was 
about the lastof July. Upon the last of July, 
then, in accordance with that direction, notice 
was sent to that witness that the committee 
had directed him to be reported to the Senate 
and the chairman to ask for process to bring 
him here. That notice was sent by the clerk 
of the committee in pursuance of that resolu- 
tion, i 


The witness then had the opportunity, if he | 


intended to obey the subpena, to come here 
and svbmit himself to the examination; but 
instead of coming and submitting himself to 
the examination, as another witness at. least 


did, in pursuance of that notice, he sends an | 


affidavit of his physician, which is in respect- 


ful language, and his own affidavit, which is 
but a modified form of defamation of the com- 
mittee, which appeared in the public news- 
papers of South Carolina. 

T submit that this witness, having had the 


opportunity of appearing and answering, ought | 


not to be permitted to have his affidavit read 
until he does come here and ask it. That will 
be the proper time for the Senate to determine 
whether they will hear this excuse or not. He 
has been notified by subpena, notified of the 
pendency of this resolution for his attachment, 
and instead of coming now to answer and sub- 
mit himself to the authority which subpenaed 
him, he sends us an account of the existing 
state of things in the month of July, instead 
of sending us an answer why he does not come 
at the present time. I submit that inthis state 
of the case the Senate ought not to hear the 


| affidavit of the witness until he appears him- 


self. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania whether 
that subpena served upon the witness was 


i made returnable in Washington, or at some 


point in South Carolina? 
Mr. SCOTT. It was made returnable in 


| Columbia, South Carolina. 


Mr. BAYARD. Very well. Then ifitwas 
made returnable in Columbia, South Carolina, 
and the witness was never ordered to be present 
at any other point than Columbia, South Caro- 
lina, would it be reasonable to suppose that he 
would make his way to Washington, when he 
had been ordered to go to Columbia? He 
never was ordered to go anywhere else than to 
Columbia, and the committee soon adjourned 
from that place. 

In July last this proposition was made for 
his punishment for contempt, or that he should 
be reported to the Senate in order that he 
might be punished. I suggested that these 
witnesses should all have notice of this proposed 
action. He had notice that his case would be 
presented to the Senate, but he never has had 
notice or command to be present in the city 
of Washington. If any witness when ordered 
by subpena to come before the committee 
shall not comply with it, 1 am in favor of 
compelling him to comply with it and insisting 
upon all the legitimate powers vested in the 
committee; but I respeetfully submit to the 
Senate that it would not be wise or just in this 
body to punish a man for not complying and 
coming to Washington when the terms of his 
subpena ordered him to attend at Columbia, 
in a distant State. 

This witness has never yet had any orders 
to come to Washington. He never has been 
summoned here. There has been no reason 
why he should suppose that he ought to come. 
here, because surely he is not compelled at his 
private expense to travel all the way from 
South Carolina here, but should only come 
under the command of a subpena, which will 
justify him in having his costs taxed as a wit 
ness. I think, therefore, the Senate should 
certainly await the return of a subpena return- 
able at Washington before they punish a man 
for not coming here. If he had gone to Colum- 
bia where he was ordered to report, that, it 
seems, would have beén useless, because the 
committee had adjourned and gone from there. 

I may say further that the Senate will shut 
out from their minds a large and important 
fact and piece of information in this case if 


they refuse to hear all that this man has said | 


and done before they aci. I repeat to the 
Senate, if it was a case in which the subpena 
had been made returnable at Washington and 
there had been a defiance and disregard of 


j! that subpena, the witness having been told to 


come here and never obeying it, that would be 
a different case. The Senate will observe that 
the order to this man was to report himself at 
Columbia. The commitiee adjourned from 
Columbia, and he never has been called to 


Washington, and yet itis proposed to punish | 


him now peremptorily for that. 


f 


i 


| 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Pennsyl- 


vania, the chairman of the committee, has in 


|| his possession two affidavits that were sent to 


me, and by me laid before the committee. The 
committee, upon those affidavits, did not excuse 
this witness. Now, 1 wish to lay those affi- 
davits before the Senate. I do not think the 
Senate will pass upon this man’s case without 
hearing it, no matter how high the authority is 
that seeks to have it done. I ask the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who has in his hands the affidavits 
which I placed on file with tho committee, to 
allow them to be sent to the table of the Sec- 
retary, so that they may be read tothe Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 donot wish to withhold the 
paper. The paper is here, and I will send it 
to the table; but I make the question whether 
the Senate ought to hear it, whether they ought 
not first to require the witness to come here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want the Senate to havethe 
opportunity of refusing it. š 

Mr. SCOTT. The paper is here, [handing 
it to Mr. BLAIR. J 

Mr. BLAIR. I send now to the Secretary’s 
desk two affidavits, one of them by Mr. Gist, 
the witness in this case, and another by his 
family physician, and I ask that they be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania object to the read- 
ing of the paper? 

Mr. SCOTT. I have objected to it for the 
reasons that | have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The read- 
ing of the paper being called for and objected 
to, the question must be decided by the Sen- 
ate without debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire what the 
precise question before the Senate is? l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is whether certain papers which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri asks to have read shall be 
read. The Senator from Pennsylvania objects 
to their reading. 

Mr. BLAIR. The papers consist of an af- 
davit by the person who is sought to be brought 
here, the recusant witness, and an affidavit by 
his physician giving an excuse why he did not 
attend when summoned in South Carolina, I 
ask that this man may be heard by the Senate 
before he is condemned; that is all. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator 
is this an explanation of some causes which 
prevented his attendance? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir; that is precisely 
what the papers consist of. 

Mr. SCOTT. I attempted to state to the 
Senate—the Senator from New York was 
evidently not in his seat when I did make the 
statement: x 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg my honorable 
friend’s pardon; I was busy at the moment 
and I did not hear him, as I wish I bad done. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihave no desire at all to with- 
hold from the Senate any reason which this 
witness has to purge himself of the contempt, 
but 1 have endeavored to show to the Senate 
that he is not offering that reason. I have 
endeavored to show to the Senate the same 
state of things which often exists ina court 
where a witness commits a contempt, and 
where the court will not permit him to be 
heard after the contempt has been committed 
until he appears. 

This is the state of the case: the witness was 


! subpenaed to come to the city of Columbia. 


When asked by the deputy sergeant-at-arms 
whether he would obey the subpena, he said 
he would not. The committee sat two days in 
Columbia and four days in Yorkville, in the 
State of South Carolina. He made no appli- 
cation to the committee to excuse him. He 
sent to them no reason for refusing to appear 
before them. When the committee returned 
to this city, before the whole committee the 


| testimony of the deputy sergeant-at-arms was 
| given, and a resolution was directed to be re- 


poried to the Senate asking for this process 
of attachment, and notice of that resolution 
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was directed to be sent to this witness, that an 
attachment for him would be asked for. 


The Senator from Delaware makes the point | 
that he would not know that he was directed | 


to come to Washington. It was just as noto- 


rious that this committee was sitting in Wash- | 
ington as that the sub-committee was sitting | 
in Columbia, and perhaps a little more so; | 
and certainly when he got the notice that an ; 
attachment would be asked for he understood | 
it would be asked for to bring bim here. The | 
intention of the Senator from Delaware in | 
offering that resolution was that he should be : 
permitted to come here so that the attachment | 


would not issue against him. Now, then, in- 
stead of coming here, so that he could submit 
to examination before the committee, he sends 


us an affidavit to account for why he did not | 


come then before the committee in South 
Carolina. I simply say that it is for the Sen- 
ate to determine whether they will hear that 


reason now, or whether they will require him | 


to come here that he may be examined before 


they permit him to give bis reason forthe con- ` 


tempt which he has evidently committed. 


I have already stated to the Senate that, in | 
my view, the affidavit of the recusant witness |: 
himself (for I make no objection to that of the | 


attending physician so far as its tone is con- 


a 


ig 
i 
i 
$ 
} 
j 


|| sylvania says that it is inadmissible to receive 
matter of excuse or justification from a per- 
son who is in contempt until he appears to 
purge himself of his contempt. I think that 
is not stating the rule with entire accuracy. 
In courts that have some regard for the lib- 
erty of the people, and in all cases where there 
is no reason to suppose that the person is 
about to abscond the practice is, first, to move 
for a rule on the party to show cause why an 
attachment for contempt should not issue. and 
that rule is served upon him, and he is per- 
mitted to show against the issuing of that rule 
any circumstances which would show that he 
was not in contempt. If he does not show 
sufficient cause, then the rule is made abso- 
lute, and the attachment issues, and he is 
brought up and is put upon his trial for the 
contempt; but in all courts that have a due 
regard for the liberty of the citizen, before an 
attachment issues for contempt a rule against 
the party to show cause why he should not be 


the granting of that rule may be resisted by 
; any evidence that is sufficient. 


court, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. THURMAN. 


| 
| 
i 
i 
1 
H 
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| 
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i 
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i 
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attached is the first measure that istaken, and || Hon, gu! biest of snwmoning him to Columbia. 


Now, a legis- |. 
lature certainly ought to be as careful as a} 


| 
| 


| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


n of the summons as aforesaid, by one Jeremiah 
! kins. a member of the Republican party, postmaster 


| 


Ido not say that it is the |; 


That is not the practice. $ 
cerned, but the affidavit of the recusant wit- We do not issue | 
ness himself) contains statements which cer- |! 
tainly are untrue and defamatory of the com- +) 
mittee itself. I shall take occasion to say that | 
if the Senate permit the affidavit to beread. I | 
do not wish to withhold anything that may ex- || 
cuse this man, for] have no personal feeling |} 
whatever in the matter. I simply bring the 
question here in obedience to the resolution 


practice in legislative bodies. 


| go out, a legislative body ought to be equally |; 


; county and 


of the committee, and to discharge my duty as | 


its chairman. 
Mr. BLAIR. I will state, in addition to 
what has fallen from the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania, that I offered a resolution that this | 


witness should be summoned to attend here, 
and the committee refused to agree to it, and 
went on with this proceeding to obtain an 
attachment. So far from the witness having 
any notice that he was wanied here, the com- 
mittee refused tosummon him here. And now 
the chairman of the committee, as far as his 


voice goes, refuses to allow him to be heard to | 
give the excuse which he has for not attend- | 
I wish he would not 


ing in South Carolina. 
stand so much on his dignity in this matter. 


I think we ought not to accusiom our people jj 


to such arbitrary proceedings as are indicated 
here. This man had a good excuse for no 
attending. There is no man on this floor sit- 


ting on that committee who would not have | 


excused him from attendance if the circum- 
stances had come before him ai the time. 
thiok it is nothing but right that the Senate 
shail hear what excuse he has to offer for him- 
self The committee refused to summon him 


here npon my apglication. I believe that he | 


would have been here now in attendance if he 
had been so summoned. AH Fask is that this 
man may be heard in his own language for 
himself. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


has allowed this discussion to go on without 


interruption, there being no objection, it re- | 


quiring unanimous consent, as the rule pro- 
vides that when an objection is made to a paper 
being read the question must be taken with- 
out debate. 
terrupt the debate unless some Senator objects 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to discus 
the question about these papers particularly. 


If discussion on the resolution itself ig nowòn | 


order, I have some words to submit on that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion must be decided first. 
Mr. THURMAN. ‘then, with the leave of 
the Senate, I will say one word upon that 
question, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. 
Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Penn- 


I f 


The Chair, however, will not in- | 


This ques- | 


ii that there was no contempt. Therefore it 
|i seems to me that my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania is begging the whole question. He is 
‘| assuming that the man is guiity of contempt, 
‘| and that that factis found, whereas it is not so. 
| Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I ask honestly for 
‘| information. Suppose those affidavits are 
| false; is there any law to punish the parties 
for perjury? 

Mr. THURMAN. - 
broader than that after awhile. In my judg- 
i ment, there is no law to punish for perjury for 
nearly nine tenths of the testimony taken by 
| this committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean by that 
that the committee was not authorized to 
: administer oaths? 
| Mr. THURMAN. Iwill tell you what I do 
mean. Although I voted without knowing 
zhat I was about for the resolution in the 
aunders case, I mean to move to reconsider 
it as soon as I can get achance to do so; for 
I say that upon any proper interpretation of 
the resolution appointing this committee there 
was no authority on the part of asub-committee 
to take testimony. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean that there 
was no authority to administer oaths? 

Mr. THURMAN. The sub-committee had 


ONE, 


is, © Will the Senate allow this paper to be 
ead??? 

The question being put, was determined in 
the affirmative. 
| ‘The Chief Clerk thereupon read the following 
| affidavits: 


SOUTH CAROLINA, Union county: 


} 
i 
i 
i 
: 
i 
í 
i 
H 
i 


I will answer much: 


Lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


| 


liberal in receiving testimony that would show |; 


i 
i 


summons to appear before said sub-committee in 
the city of Columbia, some sixiy-eight miles distant, 
on the following day: that said pereon, whose name 
js unknown to this deponent, refased to deliver said 
summons to this deponent; that having heard that he 
was to be examined by suid committee he hud at- 
tended at Union Court-House during the time the 
committee remained there, and up to the time the 
summons to appear at Columbia was rend to him ag 
aforesaid, which was on the night preceding the 
morning on whieh the committee left Union for 
Columbia; that Union Court-onse is near to his 
home, and if examined he desired to be examined 
there, so that he could remain near his family, his 
wife being atthe time sick, amd ina condition in 
which it would have been inhuman in the deponent 
to lave left ber at such adistance not to be able 
speedily to reach her; that this deponent was in- 
formed, early on the morning following tue reading 

ar- 


at Union Court-House, and supposed to be in the 
confideuce of the majority of the committee, that he 
was present when the subject of summoning this 
deponent was spoken of, and that it wasthen stated 
that it was not desired to take the testimony of this 
deponent, but that their object was to get this depo- 
nent to Columbia where he could not be bailed out 
ofjail. Larkin did not say who made this declara- 
tion, but gave this deponent to understand that such 


This deponent is not aware that any other person 
was summoned in this county to appear before the 
committee in Columbia. f 

Under these circumstances he was advised by the 
eaid Larkin and several of his friends that be ought 
not to go to Columbia. : 

This deponent declares that he intended no dis- 
respect to the committee or to Congress. 

D. C. GIST. 
Sworn to beforeme, this the Ist day of October, 1871. 
A. D. SPEARS, 

Clerk and Official 


SOUTA CAROLINA, Union county + 

Personally appeared Dr. A. W. Thomson, of the 
State aforesaid, and after being duly 
sworn deposes and gays: that he is the regular family 
physician of David C, Gist, of the same State and 
county: that at the time the sub-commitree of the 
congressional investigating committee, consistin 
of Messrs, Van TRUMP and STEVENSON of Ohio, an 
Scotr of Pennsylvania, were taking testimony at 
this place, the wife of the said David C. Gist was 
dangerously sick, she was suffering from a severe 
attack of fever, and was at the same time in daily 
expectation of being delivered of a child; that she 
was in this condition while said sub-committee was 
at this place, and when her said husband was sum- 
moned to appear before said sub committee in Co- 
lumbia, and at the time the committee remained in 
Columbia; that hearing the said David C. Gist would 
be eurnmoned he advised him to go to Unionville, 
which isonly afew miles from his home,daily for a few 
houre to save his wife the agitation that she would 
probably undergo if he should be summoned from 
home with her knowledge; and that the said Gist 
did attend at Unionville for a few hours daily while 
the said committee were there; that said Gist was 
summoned to appear in Columbia on the night be- 
fore the committee departed for that place, 

A. W, THOMSON. 

Sworn before me, this Ist October, 1871. 7 

A. D. SPEARS, 
Clerk and Official Magistrate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I ask the 
attention of the Senate to the resolution ap- 
pointing this committee. All these witnesses 
were summoned to appear, not before the com- 
mittee, but before a sub-committee of the com 
mittee. Now, nothing is better settled than 
that ifa body has not jurisdiction to examine 
any subject, there can be no contempt of a 
witness for failing to appear before it. If, for 
instance, a court has no jurisdiction of a sub- 
ject at all, no person can be in contempt for 
not obeying the process of that court, because 
a court that is without jurisdiction is the same 
as no court at all. The question then is, had 
this sub-committee jurisdiction to compel the 
attendance of witnesses, or even to summon 
them and require their attendance and to take 
their testimony? Isay ithad not. Isay that the 
resolution appointing this committee limited 
the power to take testimony to the committee 
itself, and did not give power toa sub-commmit- 
tee to take any testimony whatsoever. ‘That 
is to be determined by the language of the 
resoiution. 

Before reading it, let me remind the Senate 
that we have heard a great deal said within the 
last week about the sanctity of persons and 
papers, and how injurious it would be and how 
contrary to the principles of constitutional 
liberty it woutd be if we were to have roving 
commissions to drag persons and search papers 
at its pleasure. Without subscribing to all 


Magistrate. 
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that has been said on that subject, I subscribe 
to it thus far: that whoever assumes to have 
the power to require the attendance of persons 
and the production of papers must have a clear 
right to do so, and that every doubt is to be 
resolved against the jurisdiction. That I hold 
to be sound doctrine. I do hold that the lib- 
erty of an individual is so sacred, and that the 
sanctity of his papers is so protected and 
guarded by the Constitution and by the law, 
that wherever there is a doubt as to the right 
to require the attendance of the one or the 
production of the other that doubt is to be 
resolved against the jurisdiction. Itis not suffi- 
cient to rely on what may have been the inten- 
tion of Congress in passing this resolution. 
That will not do. Whatever may be the inten- 
tion of the legislature in passing an act, unless 
the language of that act give effect to that 
intention the intention cannot have that effect. 
That is familiar doctrine with all the lawyers 
here. There must not only be the intention, 
but the intention must be expressed. You 
find the intention of the legislature in the words 
of its statutes, in the language it has used, and 
unless that language expresses the intention, 
however much you may believe from matters 
dehors the statute that the legislature intended 
go and so, you cannot give effect to the alleged 
intention which is not expressed. 

With those rules in our mind let us look at 
the resolution appointing this committee: 

“ Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring,) That a joint 
committee, consisting of seven Senators and four- 
teen Representatives, be appointed, whose duty it 
shall be to inquire into the condition of the Jate 
insurrectionary States so far as regards the execu- 
tion of the laws and the safety of the lives and prop- 
erty of the citizens of the United States, with leave 
to report at any time during the next or any subse- 
quent session of Congress the result of their invest- 
igation to either or both Houses of Congress, with 
ened recommendations as they may. deem expedi- 

That is the first clause. Now, you will ob- 
serve that there is notin this clause any power 
whatever to send for a person or to require 
the production of a paper or to administer an 
oath to a witness; andif, as has been asserted 
here, that power must be expressly given, it 
cannot be contended fora moment that any 
such power is contained in the clause I have 
read. Itis simply the appointment -f a com- 
mittee to inquire into these matters and to 
report to Congress. What shows that that was 
not considered to authorize the sending for 
persons and papers is what immediately fol- 
lows: 

‘That said committee be authorized to employ 
clerks and stenographers, to sit during the recess, to 
send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to take testimony.” 

Who is to do that? Who has authority 
“to send for persons and papers, to admin- 
ister oaths, and take testimony?’ It is ‘‘said 
committee.” Thatis all; and you might as 
well say that one member of this committee 
had the authority as to say that two or three 
had it. You might as well say that though 
your Supreme Court consists of nine judges, 
one judge shall have the powers that the whole 
court possesses. No, sir, no one will pretend 
that so far there is any authority given to a 
sub-committee to take testimony. There is 
nothing inherent in the appointment of a com- 
mittee which authorizes the appointment by 
it of a sub-committee to do its duty. It isa 
fiduciary relation that the committee bears to 
the body that appoints it. It cannot devolve 
that duty upon somebody else; it cannot de- 
volve it upon a portion of its members, much 
less upon three members out of twenty-one. 

Jt has no right to devolve it unless that au- 
thority is given expressly. The power given to 
examine witnesses is a power given to a com- 
mittee of twenty-one; and, as we know, on all 


joint committees there must bea majority of the | 


members of each body present to constitute a 
quorum of thecommittee. To make a quorum 
of that committee it was requirea tnat there 
should be four Senators present, aud that there 


should be eight Representatives present, mak- 
ing twelve necessary to constitute a quorum of 
that committee, which was authorized ‘‘ to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths 
and take testimony.’’ Here was a sub-com- 
mittee of three, as I understand the matter, 
undertaking toexercise these duties which could 
not be exercised by less than twelve, and I say 
the com mittee had no power to delegate to three 
men those functions, those faculties, those 
powers that were devolved by Congress upon 
the committee, and upon the committee alone. 

There is a provision about a sub-committee, 
and Jam coming to it. This sub-committee 
provision strengthens my argument, because 
there is not one word in it in regard to sub- 
committees that authorizes a sub-committee 
to summon any witness or to take any testi- 
mony. I will read it now all in connection: 


“That said committee be authorized to employ 
clerks and stenographers, to sit during the recess, 
to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 
and take testimony.” 


That is the second clause of the resolution, 
and then comes the third clause of the resolu- 
tion: 

“And to visit at their discretion, through sub- 


committees, any portions of said States during the 
recess of Congress.” 


That is all. And now, what shows at once 
how the thing is, is this—I beg the attention 
of the lawyers of this body to it 

Mr. SCOTT. May I ask my friend at that 
point for what purpose they were to visit the 
southern States ? 

Mr. THURMAN. To enjoy the hospitalities 
of the South, and to see for themselves. 

Mr. SCOTT. Not to carry out the previous 
direction of the resolution? 

Mr. THURMAN. Not at all. This com- 
mittee had precisely the same powers while 
Congress was in session that it had during the 
recess, Will any man deny that? It is author- 
ized to sit during the session of Congress, and 
it is authorized to sit during the recess. It 
had precisely the same power during the ses- 
sion of Congress that it had during the recess 
of Congress; and now I ask my friend to 
point to me one word in this resolution that 
authorizes the appointment of a sub-commit- 
tee during the session of Congress. There is 
no such word in it. It is only a power to 
appoint a sub-committee to visit the South 
during the recess. That is all ofit. Ifa sub- 
committee could be appointed with power to 
summon witnesses, to compel their attend- 
ance, and to take testimony during the recess, 
it could do it during the session of Congress ; 
and no such power was given to it at all. The 
power of the committee is therefore limited in 
that respect, and the right to visit the South 
by sub-committees is simply a right to send 
gentlemen down South who might see with 
their own eyes the situation of the country 
and acquire such information as they could 
get with their own ears, and not to summon 
witnesses and not to take testimony. 

Why, sir, it has not been a very extraordin- 
ary thing to send out committees without power 
to take testimony, that they may see with their 
own eyes what is the condition of affairs. You 
send a jury out to visit the premises very often 
in an action of ejectment; in a trial for mur- 
der you send the jury to the place where the 
homicide was committed to take a view; you 
do it in a dozen cases. In the case of almost 
every nuisance that is tried you send the jury 
to see. They take no testimony; they hear 
no witness; they simply use their eyes; and 
so these gentlemen might be sent to the South 
to see for themselves whether it' were true that 
that country was in a condition that required 
martiallaw tobeproclaimed. Sir, if that coun- 
try was in a state of insurrection that required 
martial law to be proclaimed and the writ of 
habeas corpus to be suspended, if that was its 
condition, it required no testimony to prove it. 
The gentlemen who went down there would 
see it with their own eyes; they would hear it 
with their own ears; it required no process to 


| call up reluctant witnesses. Congress thought 
fit to say ‘You may go down andsee with your 
own eyes; you may examine witnesses here. 
during the session of Congress; you may ex- 
amine witnesses during the recess; and you 
may see whether they have told the truth when 
they have described the condition of affairs 
down there, by sending some of your own 
members to look at the very ground which 
they say is occupied by a revolution or an in- 
gurrection.”? Thatis what Congress has stated ; 
but I do not care what Congress meant. The 
thing is that the meaning of Congress must be 
expressed before you can give it effect, and 
there is not one single word in this resolution 
that authorizes a sub-committee to take testi- 
mony at all. 

I shall therefore feel bound, when I can get 
the floor, and this matter is disposed of, to 
move to reconsider the resolution in the other 
case, and I shall be compelled to vote against 
this resolution upon this ground. I was not 
here when tbis question came up before. This 
is the first time that my attention has been 
called to it. I know nothing of any one of 
these individuals. They may be the worstmen 
in the world for aught that i know. ‘They may 
be engaged in the worst cause. I have con- 
demned this Ku Klux business again and again 
in this Senate as strongly as anybody can cou- 
demn it, but that isnot tbe question here. The 
question here is simply one of law—what is the 
power that you conferred on this committee? 
If you did not confer on them the power to 
appoint sub-committees to roam over the coun- 
try and take testimony, then these sub-com- 
mittees have no jurisdiction for any such pur- 
pose, and nobody can be condemned for dis- 
obeying their process. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senate has worked 
hard for a day or two past. I move that we 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, after which I hope that the Senate will 
adjourn. This matter must go over until to- 
morrow, I suppose. 

‘Mr. CONKLING. I wish my honorable 
friend would withdraw that motion one mo- 
ment to allow me to make a suggestion to him. 
A special order has been made for one o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was that? 

Mr. CONKLING. While my honorable 
friend from Vermont was out, at the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina, as I 
understand, the amnesty bill, so called, was 
made the special order for to-morrow at one 
o'clock. We have already fixed Thursday as 
the day on which the recess is to begin, and i 
wish to suggest to the honorable Senator from 
Kansas that this resolution now pending, if it 

‘ig ever to be disposed of, should be disposed 
of at once, and not allowed to drift so as to 
consume not only the time that is to elapse 
between now and the beginning of the vacation, 
but to return to plague us after the holidays ; 
and { submit to all Senators that a number o 
occurrences have admonished us of the. pro- 
priety of beginning pretty soon something of 
substance in which we are in earnest. Cer- 
tainly there is enough to begin upon. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we shall not be 
likely to dispose of this question to-day. If I 
thought the Senate were ready for a vote I 
would not insist upon my motion; but I am 
confident that there are other Senators who 
desire to address the Senate, and as there will 
be hardly time for much of an executive ses- 
sion unless we proceed to it now, I renew the 
motion that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion. I think we can secure a vote 
on this matter before very long, and I wish to 
get it out of the way of other business. Lagree 
very much with the Senator from New York. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator has any 
knowledge that we can come to a vote, I will 
not stand in the way. I am always ready for 
a vote. 
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Mr. SCOTT. I hope we shall, and I do not 
desire to-morrow to be in the position of hay- 
„ing to antagonize this resolution with the bill 
which the Senator from South Carolina is 
desirous of getting up. 

Mr. POMEROY. That will not interfere 
with me. I am rather desirous of antago- 
nizing them. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to reconsider the | 


other resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
yHoNy in the chair.) That motion will be 
entered. The question is cn the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a 
division—ayes 23, noes 15. 

BXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. After sixteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, and (at three o'clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 19, 1871. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burien, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Sympson, one of 
its clerks, announcing that the Senate had 
passed, with amendments, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested, a joint 
resclution (H. R. No. 65) relating to the lim- 
itation of steam pressure on towing and freight 
boats on the Mississippi river and its tributa- 
ries. 

SUSPENSION OF NATIONAL BANKS 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. by unani- 


mous consent, reported from the Committee | 


on Banking and Currency the following res- 


olution: which was read, considered, and i 


adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and 


Currency be instructed to examine into the causes | 


of the recent suspension of national banks, and to 
consider if any additional legislation is necessary to 
guard against such suspensions in the future. 


CHIPPEWAY RIVER. 
Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, sub- 


micted the fullowing preamble and resolution ; | 


which were read, considered, and adopted: 


Whereas it is alleged that obstructions have been | 
Chippeway river, | 
ppl, at points i; 


placed in the 


pi rain channel of the 
a navigable tri i: 


tary of the Mis 


below thecity of Chippeway Falis, tho head of nayi- | 
gation of suid river, seriously int ring with the ! 


schemes are 


commerce of the same, and that divers | 
will result in 


being projected, which, if permitt 


the further embarassment of navigation: Therefore, | 
iesolved, That the Committee on Commerce be ! 


quested to inquire into the present state of the 
Chippeway river so far as the same has been navi- 
gated by steamboats, and if, in their judgment, any 
section on the part of Congress be required to effect 


the removal of such obstructions, or prevent the į 


ion of works in said river which shall injure its 
tion, to report by biil or otherwise. 
REGULATION OF STEAM PRESSURE, 

The SPEAKER. The Senate has returned 
to the House a joint resolution (H. R. No. 65) 
relating to the iimitation of steam pressure on 
towing and freight boats on the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, with amendments 
changing it to a bill (H. R. No. 773.) 

Mr. CONGER. 
to have those amendments concurred in, 

No objection being make, the amendments 
were taken from the Speaker's table, and con» 
curred in. 
` The SPEAKER. Members will observe 
that the Senate is very stringent in exacting 
that legislation shall be in the form of bills 
and not joint resolutions. 

. DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr, DUELL, by unanimous consent, pre- 

sented the memorial of the Sait Company of 


1 ask unanimous consent 
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i 


i 
{ 
' 
| 


: 600,000 for manufacturing all the domestic salt annu- 


| it will be seen that the whoie people of the United | 


|! salt consumed by them less than one half of the sum 


i tariff alone. We beg leave to add that the price of 


' actual cost of production, if we include in such cost 
| a low rate of interest upon the capital invested. 


i| to whom itis sent to “do the needful” by procuring 


i submit an argument, we conclude by respectfully 


| cent. on salt is a great wrong, for the reason that 
| the cost of this necessary article is thereby nearly 
: doubled without bringing proportionate revenue to 
i the United States Treasury. 


| States Government receives annually not more than 
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y w and Bay Salt Company || of this obnoxious tax, and you are requested to aid 
Onondaga, ne Sagina 7 Peny p by procuring signatures to the petition sent herewith. 


and the Ohio River Salt Company, in relation || PY aso do tho needful, and retura by mail to my 
to the duty on salt; which was ordered to be |i address, in time tobe presented in Congress early 
referred to the Committee of Ways and || in December. 
Means, and to be printed in full in the Daily || Very respectfully, 
Globe. 

The following is the memorial referred to: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the Salt Company of Onondaga, 
the Saginaw and Bay Salt Company, and the Ohio 
River Sait Company respectfully, show : That in- : 
formation has reached them to the effect that singu- 
Jar and extraordinary statements, in printed forin, 
have recently been put into circulation for the pur- 
pose of procuring petitions in favor of the repeal : 
or some sudden and violent change in the duty on | 
imported salt. These statements are pat forth in the | 
form of a printed circular, issued from’ the saltim- i 
' 
! 


GEORGE E. DOWNES, 
Importer and Dealer in Salt, 
206 State street and 22 Commerce street, 


GENEVA ARBITRATION. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE, by unanimous consent, 


submitted the following resolution: which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 


i Reaulved, That the Secretary of State be requested 
| to inform this House whether the statement of the 
ease prepared by the agent of the United States for 
the use of the tribunal of arbitration at Geneva has 
been printed, and if so, in what languages, at what 
establishment, under what restrictions as to undue 
i publicity, and what number of copies have been so 
printed; also to furnish a particular account of 
| the disposition of each copy that has been digtrib- 
| uted, and a statement of the exact number of-copies 
Į 


porting houses in Boston, and sent throughout the ; 
country, accompanied by printed petitions and a ; 
request that such petitions be signed and forwarded 
to Congress. Your memorialists are also informed 
that credulous persons are signing the said petitions 
and sending them forward to your honorable bodies, | 
The circular to which we refer is now before us, 
and it presents a tissue of fable quite as extraor- 
dinary as any we have ever seen or read of, It sets 
orth— 
First, That the present tariffon salt is two hun- : 
dred per cent., and that it doubles the cost of ‘salt The latter motion was agreed to. 
tothe consumer, without proportional revenue to LOOMIS AERIAL TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 
the Government. In refutation of this statement |! 


we refer your honorable bodies to theactnal tarif || Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, 
as established in 1864, which is pieced. eighteen |! introduced a bill (H. R. No. 772) to incorpo- 


cents per one hundred pounds. By looking at the a : 5 y sa 
quotations in the New York market, it will be seen || rate the Loomis Aerial Telegraph Company; 
i which was read u first and second time. 


that this duty does not exceed twenty-five to thirty 
per cent. upon the average price and value of the |! ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce. 


' 
f 
| 
different kinds of foreign salt in that market; and į 
| MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
| 
i 
H 
i 


remaining on hand, 


Mr. ELDRIDGE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 
and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


as to the revenue received by the Government from 
A message in writing from the President of 


that source, we beg to state that under a free trade 
tariff, as it was in 1860, equal to about one and one- 
half cents per bushel, the duties amounted to only 

the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Porter, his Private Secretary, 
who also informed the House that the Presi- 


$214,009 on an importation of about fourteen million | 
bushels annually: whereas, under the tariffasit now | 

; dent had approved and signed a biil of the 
| following title: 


is, the revenue upon an annual importation of only | 
twelve million bushels amounts to between a million 
and a million and a half dollars, being more than 
| An act (Œ. R. No. 602) to provide for a 
| deficiency in the appropriation for the expense 
of taking the ninth census of the United States. 


six times greater. 
AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Secondly.—The circular aforesaid states that “the 
people pay to the salt monopolists $10,000,000 per an- 

Mr. VOORHEES. [ ask unanimous con 
' sent to offer the following resolution: 


num, increased cost of salt caused by the outrageous 
duty upon that article.” This statement surpasses 
anything in the Tales of the Genii, or the Arabian 
Nights Entertainments. The price of domestic salt 
to-day in all the markets of the country, deducting {j 
the actual cost of barrel or package,of transportation, ` 
and expenses of sale, does not exceed twenty-three | 
cents per bushel; and. inasmuch as the whole quan- 
tity produced in the United States does not amount Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
to more than twenty million bushels annually, the {i Pensions and the War of 1812 be instructed to report 
said salt monopolists receive only the sum of $4,- ii a bill so amending the act of Congress of February 
14,1871, granting pensions to the surviving soldiers 
of the war of 1812 between the United States and 
i Great Britain, ag to include and place on the pen- 
sion-rolis all persons now surviving who served at 
any time in the armies of the United States from the 
i first breaking out of hostilities to the close thereof 
in the war known as the war of 1812, and during the 
Indian wars commencing with the battle of Tippe 


$ 

| 

| canoeand extending throughout the same period: 
i and further, that the said committee be instructed to 
| report a bill extending the provisions of the aet of 
| 

| 

i 

i 


ally consumed in this country. From thisstatement, 
which we are prepared to verify at any time or place, 


States pay for the actual manufacture of American 


which the circular aforesaid assures them that they | 
pay for the mere increase of cost produced by the 


our salt everywhere is not at all in excess of the 


| February 14, 1871, so as to give pensions to al} the 
| widows of all persons who served in the war of 1812, 
i and with the Indian tribes, commencing with the 
| battle of Tippecanoe, no matter whether their mar- 
riages took place before or during or after said war 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
| whether he would not be satisfied to have the 
| committee inquire simply into the expediency 
iof the measure proposed, without a positive 
mit a A i | instruction ? 
gekang the en ae al gouoraple Bodies darao | | Mr. VOORHEES. J am satisfied that if the 
and which will exhibit all the facts connected with || House were acquainted with the circumstances 
it would adopt the resolution in its present 
| form. The survivors of the battle of Tippe- 
| canoe are not included in any Jaw on the sub- 
ject of pensions at this time. If, however. the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] 
insists upon the resolution being modified in 
the manner he suggests, I will accept the modi- 
fication. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say that I do not 
oppose the proposition ; but I know that the 
committee have under consideration a modifi- 
cation of the pension laws so as to reach those 
included. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well ; let the reso- 
lution be modified. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [ Mr. Voorures] modifies his resolution 
sọ as to direct the committee to inquire into 
| the expediency of reporting a bill, instead of 
| instructing them peremptorily. 


The circular aforesaid concludes by asking those 


signatures and sending forward petitions. We, on 
the other hand, most respectfully ask of your honor- 
able bodies to pay no attention to such fabulous | 
statements; to receive only such facts as are true, 
and such arguments as are pertinent, and to give to | 
the subject the patient and dignified consideration 
which it merits. a 

And, inasmuch as it is not our present purpose to 


F: 
| 
j 
| 
| 
this branch of industry,and will present the sug- { 
gestions and considerations which, as it s¢ems to us, | 
ought to influence the action of Congress, i 
Dated December 15, 1871. 
., GEO. F. COMSTOCK, H 
Preaident Salt Company of Onondaga. | 
__ V. B. HORTON, ) 

President Ohio River Sait Company. 

H. M. FITZHUGH, 

President Saginaw and Bay Salt Company. 

H 


The annexed isa copy of the circular referred 
to in the foregoing memorial: 
Bostox, November 7. 
Dean Sik: The present duty of two hundred per 


The dear peopie pay into the hands of the salt 
monopolists $10,000,000 per annum, increased cost of 


The United | 


salt caused by this outrageous duty. 


$1,200,000 revenue from this article. 
A strong effort is being made to procure a repeal 


1871. 
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Mr. WILLARD. -Let me say that there are 
now before. the committee bills covering the 
main subject of this resolution. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


REDEMPTION OF FIVE-TWENTY BONDS. 


Mr. PERRY, of New York, by unanimous 
consent, submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform this body what amount, if any, 
hasbeen redeemed of the $20,000,000 of five-twenty 
bonds on which notice has been given that interest 
will cease on and after the 7th day of March next. 


MAIL ROUTES. 
Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster Genera] be directed | 


to furnish the House with a statement of such mail 
routes in the States of Texas, Arkansas, and Oregon, 
and the Tefritories of New Mexico, Colorado,Utah, 
Wyoming, Montana, Idaho, Washington, and the 
Indian territory, on which during the years 1870 and 
1871 mail service other than by railroad and steam- 
boat has been increased above the amount for which 
the Postmaster General originally advertised; also 

the amount of compensation paid for the origina 

service,and the amount of compensation paid for 
the increased service; and also, the names of the 
contractor or contractors on said routes. 


AMENDMENT OF POSTAL LAWS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask consent to 
report back from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads a very important bill 
which the interest of the Post Office Depart- 
ment require should be passed before the Ist 
of January. It is designed to do away with 
what is called ‘‘straw bidding’’—to prevent 
frauds in the bidding for the carrying of the 
mails. I have been directed by the committee 
to report a substitute for two’ bills. The sab- 
stance of the bill providing for the use of postal 
cards has been appended to another bill in the 
form of a new section; but this I shall not 
press if members of the House object. The 
other measure, I am sure, no member will ob 
ject to when it has been explained. The two 
bills for which the committee desire to report a 
substitute are the bill (H. R. No. 609) relating 
to proposals and contracts for the transporta- 
tion of the mails, and for other purposes, and 
the bill (H. R. No. 455) authorizing the Post- 
master General to issue one cent correspond- 
ence or post cards. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute which, if 
there be no objection, will be considered as 
an original bill, will be read for information, 
after which there wili be opportunity for objec- 
tion to the consideration of the measure. 

The substitute was read. 

It provides in the first section that any per- 
son or persons bidding for transportation of 
the mails upon any route which may be adver- 
tised to be let, and receiving an award of the 
contract for such service, who shali willfully 
refuse or fail to enter into a coutract with the 
Postmaster General in due form, and perform 
the service described in his or their bid or 
proposal, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction thereof be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $5,000 and by impris- 
onment for aterm not exceeding twelve months, 

The second section provides that no bidder 
for carrying the mails shall be released from his 
obligation under his bid or proposal, notwith- 
standing an award made to a lower bidder, 
until. a ‘contract for the designated service 
shall have been duly signed by such lower bid- 
der and accepted: 

The third section provides that the Post- 
master General shall have power to reject bids 
for mail. service which shall appear: to him, 
upon due investigation, to be fraudulent or 
fictitious ; in all which cases he shall report 
the facts to Congress. 

The fourth section provides that after a reg- 
ular bidder or contractor shall have failed 
either to enter into contract or to fulfill his con- 
tract when made the Postmaster Generalshall 
proceed to contract, on the best obtainable 
terms, with any responsible party, whether 


a bidder or not, for the performance of the 
service for the residue of the contract term, 
orany part thereof. 

The fifth section provides that the provision 
of the fourth section of the act of March 8, 
1871, requiring certified checks or drafts to 
accompany bids be, and the same. is hereby, 
repealed. i 

The sixth section provides that in case of 
the sickness or unavoidable absence from his 
office of the postmaster of any money-order 
post office he may, with the approval of the 
Postmaster General authorize the chief clerk, 
or some other clerk employed therein, to act 
in his place, and to discharge all the duties 
required by law of such postmaster; provided 
that the official bond given by the principal 
of the office shall be held to cover and apply 
to the acts of the person appointed to act in 
his place in such cases; and provided further 
that such acting officer shall, for the time 
being, be subject to all the liabilities and pen- 
alties prescribed by law for the official mis- 
conduct, in like cases, of the postmaster for 
whom he shall act: 

The seventh section provides that the post- 
master of every city where branch post offices 
or stations are established and in operation, 
subject to his supervision, is hereby authorized, 
under the direction of the Postmaster General, 
to issue, or to cause to be issued, by any of 
his assistants or clerks in charge of branch 
post offices or stations, postal money-orders 
payable at his own or at any other money-order 
office, or at any branch post office or station 
of his own, or of any other moncy- order office, 
as the remitters thereof may direct; and that 
the postmaster and his sureties shall in every 
case be held accountable upon his official bond 
for all moneys received by him or his desig- 
nated assistants or clerks in charge of stations 
from the issue of money-orders under the pro- 
visions of this act, and for all moneys which 
may come into his or their hands, or be placed 
in his or their custody by reason of the trans- 
action by them of money order business. And 
all the provisions of law now in force respect- 
ing the issue and the payment of money-orders 
and the disposal of money-order funds in the 
custody of postmasters shall apply to all 
money-orders issued under the authority given 
by this act, and to all moneys received from 
the issue thereof. 

The eighth section provides that the Post- 
master General is hereby authorized to cause 
to be placed to the credit of the Treasurer of 
the United States, for the service of the Post 
Office Department, the net proceeds of the 
money-order business, and that the receipts 
of the Post Office Department, derived from 
this source, during each quarter, shall be 
entered by the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post Office Department in the accounts of 
said Department, under the head of “ Revenue 
from money-order business.” 

The ninth section provides that to facilitate 
correspondence and provide for the transmis- 
sion in the mails of messages or other short 
communications at a reduced rate of postage 
the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to furnish to the public, 
at a cost of one cent each, including postage, 
t correspondence” or “ post cards,” manufac- 
tured of good stiff paper, with postal stamps 
embossed or impréssed thereon, of such form 
and size as he shall deem best adapted for 
general use; which cards shall be used under 
regulations to be prescribed by the Postmaster 
General. : 

_Mr. NIBLACK. Irise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to con- 
sidering this bil] now? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the objection is 
to the latter part of the. bill, I will withdraw 
all except the provisions in reference to the 
fraudulent proposals for carrying of the mails. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I object to the fourth 
section. ia 


AT 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is very important 
we should act on this bill at once. . The gen- 
tleman can make his motion ta strike ont that 
part of the bill. é 

Mr. NIBLACK. Let the bill ‘be. printed 
and go over. You cannot get it through in 
this way. : i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. To let it go over 
only defeats the object of the bill. It isneces- 
sary to have it in operation by the Ist of Jan- 
uary, and it will save the Government many 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. NIBLACK. There is too large a cat 
in this meal to allow it to go through in thia 
way. I object. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AND NAVY-YARD, NEW YORK. 


Mr. KINSELLA. I ask unanimous congent 
to submit the following resolution : 
, Resolved, That the Committee on Public Bxpend- 
itures bo directed to investigate and report. to this 
House the number of persons, if any, engaged as 
clerks, laborers, &c., or for any other purpose, or 
pretonded purpose, in the custom-house at Now 
York, or the uavy-yard at Brooklyn, New York, 
immediately preceding the late election in the State 
of New York; on whose recommendation they wero 
appointed; how long they were retaincd in the ser- 
vice of the Government, and from what fund they 
were paid for such real or pretended services. . 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I object. 
WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR. 


Mr. HOAR. I demand the regular order: 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour begins at five 
minutes past one o’clock, and the House -re- 
sumes consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 374) 
reported by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] to provide for the appointment 
of a commissiou on the subject of the wages 
and hours of labor and the division of profits 
between labor and capital in the United States. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
has ten minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. HOAR. Tyield the remainder of my 
hour to the chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Perce. } 

Mr. PERCE. Before submitting any re- 
marks, I offer the following amendment: 
Insert in section one, line five, instead of the words 
‘from the civil service,” the words ‘who shall be 
selected from civil life solely, with reference to their 


character and capacity for an honest and impartial 
investigation.” 


This amendment. Mr. Speaker, is intended 
to cover the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] and also the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Kinume¢er.} ButI desire before 
I proceed further to make some arrangement, 
if possible, with the other side of the House 
in regard to the conducting of the debate upon 
this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. Perce] if he 
Ni aed me now to offer a substitute for the 

ill? 

Mr. PERCE. If the gentleman will waita 
moment, I will propose something which I 
hope will meet his views. I propose, as we 
on this side of the House will have occupied 
one hour of the time, after I have concluded 
my remarks then to yield an hour to the other 
side of the House, to be distributed as to the 
gentlemen on the committee from that side of 
the House may seem best. And in that time 
any amendments that are desired to be offered 
can be offered by gentlemen on that side. I 
propose then, with the consent of the other 
side, to call the previous question, and after 
the previous question is seconded we propose, 
with the consent of the other side, to divide 
the hour given us with the other side. of the 
House, so that the debate may be entirely 
equal, and that the bill may be disposed of to- 
day. I make that proposition, and desire to 
know if it meets the views of gentlemen on- 
tbe other side. s f : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is a very compre- 
hensive question which is involved in this bill, 
and it ought to be debated. The door ought 
‘not, it seems to me, to be suddenly closed 
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against discussion. | do not desire to procras- 
tinate, but 1 do think it is proper that we 
should have ample time to discuss the propo- 
sition submitted to us. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course it is within the 
power of the gentleman to object. But will he 
suggest some time when he thinks it would be 
agreeable to him and those who think with him 
to close the debate? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say that, so far as 
Iam myself concerned, it will take a very 
short time to express my views. I desire to 


offer a substitute for the bill, which I think | 


will probably meet the approbation of gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House, and I hope 
of gentlemen on the other side of the House 
also. I do not suppose it will take me half an 
hour to submit the remarks which I desire to 
offer. 

Mr. PERCE. I see no objection to the 
offering of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CANPBELL] under the prop- 
osition I made. It would give an entire hour 
to that side of the House, in which the gen- 
tleman would be at liberty to offer his resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 


to allow me to offer the amendment now. 

Mr. PERCE. Iwill not object to it after 
we have made an arrangement with regard to 
conducting the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 


sissippi [Mr. Perce] proposes that after the | 
side of the House not represented by himself } 


shall have occupied one hour, he wili then call 
the previous question and divide equally the 
hour to which he will then be entitled between 
the two sides of the House. 

Mr. STORM. I cannot agree to an arrange- 
ment of that sort as binding on the genilemen 
on this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
made by unanimous consent, it will of course 
be open to the gentleman who has charge of 
the bill to test the sense of the House as to how 
long the debate shall continue. 

Mr. STORM, I should like to aecommo- 
date the geatlemen on the other side. 


can be done in one hour. 

Mr. PERCE. Will the gentiemen on that 
side then be kind enough to indicate an hour 
when they would be willing the debate should 
close? 

Mr. STORM. [cannot statean hour. My 
proposition would rather be to fix the day for 
closing the debate. 

Mr, PERCE. According to my proposition, 


the debate would be closed at three o’clock | 


to-day. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thegentleman from 


Mississippi [ Mr. Perce] talks of ‘‘ this side’ | 


and ‘the other side,’’ as if this question were 
to divide the House as a party question, as if 
all Republicans were to be on one side and all 
Democrats on the other. Ide not understand 
that a man ig not to be considered a Repub- 
lican who does not favor this measure. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to suggest, with 
the permission of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, that Thursday has been set apart for 
general debate in this House, and it seems to 
me very desirable that we dispose of this ques- 
tion on Thursday. That will insure a fall 
attendance of members on each side, and I 
know that is most desirable. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is a good day 


for it. 
Mr. DAWES. I desire to suggest, there- 


I may not be able to | 
get the floor then, and f ask the gentleman į 


lf no arrangemeatcan be | 


But I; 
think the gentlemen on this side of the House | 
desire to discuss the question more fully than | 


fore, that an hour be fixed on Tharsday for : 


taking the vote on this measure, and I ask 
the gentleman from Mississippi to consert to 
that. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
NARD] has intimated that he does not desire 


to make a speech on Thursday, and that any | 


anxiety he has on the subject of debate is a 


i 
i 


suggest to him that we dispose of this question 
on Thursday. 

Mr. PERCE. So far as I am concerned, I 
am perfectly willing to agree to that arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope my friend from 
Massachusetts has served too long in this House | 
with me to suppose that I would be capable of 
making such a movementas I made yesterday 
on grounds personal to myself. 

Mr. DAWES. I know my friend did not, 
but I was afraid that some one would think he 
did. [Laughter.]° 

Mr. MAYNARD. 


‘terday that I find, by reference to the Speaker's 
page, that there is quite a long list of gentle- | 
men who desire to avail themselves of such an | 
opportunity for general debate. I am obliged, 
therefore, to withhold my assent to his propo- 
sition. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish my friend would say 
that he will warrant a continuance of the ses- | 
sion on Thursday fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman is very 
unreasonable to expect me to do anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I rise to a point of 
order. Itisthat the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi is entitled to the floor, and must go on | 
or surrender the floor. 

The SPEAKER. It does not naturally 
follow that because the gentleman is entitled 
to the floor he must go on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to let the debate go on 
until one o'clock to-morrow, and then call the 
previous question. i 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to say that I hope 
this matter will be open to full debate, and I 
only want an expression from the other side | 
of the House that they will consent to some | 
time at which the debate shall close. I want 


it understood so that there may be no feeling li 


about the matter at all, and if the gentlemen 
on the other side will suggest any hour when | 
we can close the debate on this question, I shall 
be willing to agree to it. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I submit to the gentle- | 


man that it is best for him to adopt my sug- |; 


gestion, and let the debate go on until one 
o'clock to-morrow. | 

Mr. STORM. Icannotagree to fix upon any 
hour. 
hour and then see what is the temper of the | 
House ? 

Mr. PERCE. Will the gentleman agree 
that the vote shall be taken at one o’clock to- | 
morrow ? 

Mr. STORM. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to make a sug- 
gestion to the chairman of the committee, and | 
tis that the proposition of the chairmen of | 
the Judiciary Committee be adopted, and that i 
at one o'clock to-morrow the previous question 


be calied on the bill and all the then pending |: 


amendmenis. The House can then continue | 
the debate on this subject to-day, and, if they 
desire it, this evening, but certainly to-day, 


, as long as they choose, and again for the first į; 
! hour to-morrow. 
cut off, as 1 understand it, unless somebody `! 


The morning hour is not 


proposes some other business. 
The SPEAKER. 
unless something ofa higher privilege saper- | 
venes. 7 
Mr. COX. I beg to say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that no arrangements can be į 


made with this side of the House to fix an | 


hour when the vote on this bill shall be taken. 
Gentlemen upon this side desire to debate this 
measure more fully than any measure we have 
had before us this session, and after the extraor- 
dinary speeches which were made the other 
day by gentlemen upon the other side. we are 


closing the debate, aod if gentlemen choose to 
try and drive the biil through undor the previous | 


benevolent one, and not a personal one. I|| question, they must take the responsibility. 


I will inform the gen- || 
tlewan more fully than I was able to do yes- | 
| up before us. 


Why not let the debate run on for an || 


| 
I cannot. i 
i 


| for the last ten years. 


The morning bour runs, |! 


| 
{ 
i 
! 
i 
i 


i 
i 
il 
! 
i 
i 
not disposed to consent to any hour certain for |} 
| 
H 
H 
i 


! Mr. PERCE. Iwill now resume the floor, 
and give notice that to-morrow at one o'clock 
I will call the previous question. And Í decline 
to yield further at this time. 

I desire to say very few words myself in 
regard to this bill, It isa matter so entirely 
clear in allits bearings that I have thought 
and still believe it must meet the views of 
every thinking mind. I do not desire to act 
j upon any question that comes before this 
House without a thorough and searching in- 
! vestigation. In the present organization of 
the House it is impossible for every individual 
member to be thoroughly conversant with all 
the many topics that are constantly springing 


I am not prepared to say that any legislation 
is required upon the great labor questions that 
are now looming up before the publie mind. 
At the same time | am not prepared to say 
that very much and very judicious legislation 
may not be required upon this great subject. 
! But I am prepared to say that with a commis- 
| sion such as iscontemplated by this bill every 
| member of this House will be prepared to act 
wisely and judiciously whenever the subject 
comes properly before them. 

J am very sorry to see that individual mem- 
; bers on the other side of the House are 
| attempiing to make this a political question, 
i There is absolutely no political question 
| involved in the consideration of this bill, It 
t 
1 
t 


i was offered in the interest of the laboring man 


In 


| few do not represent and control the many, 


‘| The whole theory of our Government is based 


i upon the principle that all its citizens, high and 
! low, rich and poor, learned and unlearned, 
foreign born and of native birth, shali take a 
| part and actively codperate in carrying out the 
policy of that Government, and we simply 
| propose to pause a moment and ask the great 
controlling class whether we are so conducting 


i; public affairs as to be for or against what they 
‘| conceive to be their interest. 


I desire an authorized agent of the Govern- 
ment to go to the officers of the labor societies, 
| to the leaders among the laboring men, and to 
| the laborer himself, and ask what, if anything, 
is amiss. I desirethe laboring men of Amer- 
ica to feel that they are closely allied to the 
Government itself; that their wishes ere its 
| wants; that this Government is a * Govern- 
| ment of the people, for the people, and by the 
people ;"' that the individual laborer can ap- 
peal to the collective wisdom of the great body 
of laborers whose head shall be the Executive 
of the nation, and whose mouth-piece shall be 
their Representatives in Congress assembled, 
to provide a channel of communication be- 
tween the laboring ciiizen and the represent- 
alive citizen; nothing less and nothing more 
is contemplated by this bill. 

I think the Democrats on this floor should 
be the last to object to an investigation of this 
character. ‘The Republican party have com 
trolled and wielded the affairs of this natiou 
Tfit shall be found by 
an investigation of this character that political 
| wrongs have existed, wrongs which bear upon 
the laboring population of the country, surely 
we are to blame and notthey. If there is any 


l: loss of political prestige, the loss is ours and 
| the gain is theirs. 


On the other hand, if there 
! be wrongs in the body-politic bearing npon the 
| great controlling class of people throughout 
the country, the Republican party would be 
untrue to its principles if they did not at once 
seek out and remedy these wrongs in a proper 
way. 

There are some gentlemen on this floor who 
seem to think that this bill is intended for the 
purpose of shaping legislation to particular 
ends; that it is for the purpose of supporting 
socialistic movements; that itis in the inter: 
est of international societies, of iabor-reform 
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societies, trade unions, and strikes. Now, I 
desire to say that there is absolutely no evi- 
dence whatever in the bill that such an inten- 
tion exists. I desire to say that while my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] is the author of 
this bill, and ig entitled to and deserves all the 
credit for bringing before the country a meas- 
ure so fraught with interest to the people, the 
bill comes before this House at the present 
time mainly through my own agency. The com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be chair- 
man has in charge two great subjects which 
involve the interests of the entire people of 
the country, namely, all the educational inter- 
ests and all the Jabor interests of the nation. 
Now, sir, I foresaw that if this question was 
not brought before the House during the pres- 
ent call of committees, in the limited time 
allowed to each committee, these two great 
interests would be made antagonistic. And 
finding the bill of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] upon the calendar of the 
committee, I immediately called a meeting of 
the committee for its consideration. It was 
discussed thoroughly by the committee, and 
as the result of that discussion the unanimous 
vote of the committee directed it to be reported 
to this House. 

Now, sir, I representa laboring constituency ; 
I representa constituency which earns its bread 
by the sweat of the face. I represent, however, 
a constituency belonging to that portion of the 
laboring community which, although it com- 


rises nearly three fourths of the entire labor-. 


ing population of America, makes less noise 
in the world about their interests than any 
other. I refer to the agricultural laborers, the 
laborers who own the soil, and work upon it. 
Tt is in their interest, it is in the interest of the 
laborers ofthe South, mostly composed of agri- 
cultural laborers, that I advocate the passage 
of this bill. 


I call the attention of gentlemen from the | 


South upon this floor to the peculiar phase of 
this bill which directly interests them and their 
constituencies. 

. There arrive upon our shores every year 
several hundred thousand immigrants. Those 
immigrants are composed mainly of the dom- 
inant classes of the world, men who are instinct 
with thought and intelligence, but whose only 
fortunes consist in their capacity for labor. 
Under the present system the majority of these 
immigrants seek our western States. Most 
of them are unskilled; a few are skilled; and 
the services of the latter are demanded at once 
in our manufacturing and mining districts. 
But the great majority of unskilled and agri- 
cultural laborers pass through the eastern 
States, pass through the mining and manufac- 
turing districts, to our western States, where 
an almost limitless expanse of fruitful soil 
awaits their labor. 

But, sir, we of the South have a soil equally 
fruitful; we have land equally cheap ; we have 
a climate more than equally salubrious. Sir, 
from Cairo to the mouth of the Mississippi 
river, and from the Mississippi throughout the 
broad belt of its length to the Atlantic ocean, 
there are almost a hundred acres of virgin 


forest to everyacre of cultivated land. I desire : 
that these lands shall be occupied by people | 


who will bring them into cultivation and make 
them fruitful. We have, sir, a climate far 
superior to the climate of the West. We com- 
mence to plow our land and prepare it for the 


seed onthe Ist day of January; and we plant our | 


corn in February, when ice and frost have en- 
tire sway in the less hospitable climate of the 
West. Our cattle throughout-ten months of 
the year obtain their own subsistence in the 
field without shelter, and are in good order and 
condition when the cattle and sheep and 
‘other domestic animals of the western and 
northern Statesare shivering in sheds or under 
the lee of hay-ricks, seeking a shelter from the 
frost and sleet and snow of those climates. 


fruitful because of the lack of labor. 
men of the South, let us put up here a guide- 
board to the thousands coming to our shores 


our direction. 
this hour, isimmigration. laverthat nowhere 
on the broad continent of America can the 


southern States. A commission of the char- 
acter contemplated by this bill must show this 
statement to be afact. It will show that com- 


affecting the labor of the whole country. 
The report of the commission must show 


longing to cast away the garb of his caste and 


pages. 


out the world its influence will be felt. In this 
country, sir, it will tend to distribute immigra- 
tion more equally, 


he can receive the largest reward for his labor, 
and we may confidently leave the rest to his 


State organizations, but county and district 
organizations and societies for the purpose of 
distributing just such information as this com- 
mission must show, and inducing immigration 


this end, we of the South would be false to our- 
selves and the interests of our constituency if 
we did not support the measure. Laver thatit 
directly tends to induce immigration toward our 


| dom-searching immigration, turned our way, 


filled witha happy, industrious, and intelligent 


and, better than all, the sectional bitterness 


and color will be so lost and absorbed in the 
coming throng that men may know that such 
things were, but shall not know whither they 
have departed. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, I see nothing in this 
| pill that ean result in anything but good. It 
has no power to harm; it is not intended to 
shape legislation to particular ends. It only 
forms a receptacle in which the intelligence 
of the whole country may be gathered and 
redistributed for the benefit and advantage of 
all, and this at a cost so trifling as to be not 


i fore, I had hoped this measure would receive 
the approval of all. There is no political 
| point to be gained. It is for the benefit of 
laborers as laborers and not as politicians, 
and shouid, in my judgment, receive the com- 
mendation ofthe entire House. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STORM obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman 
allow me to introduce my substitute now? 

Mr. STORM. Iwill yield for that purpose 
if I do not lose my right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. STORM] 
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The results of the war have created great | 
gaps in our industries, and thousands of acres | 
of fruitful soil are now lying useless and un- | 
Gentle- | 


in search of new homes, and turn the tide in | 
The great need of the South, | 


laborer receive as the result of his labor such | 


returns as he can in the cotton belt of the | 
il merce, finance, and currency; and that said joint 


petency will follow industry in the South with | 
fleeter footstep than in any other portion of | 
the country. A report upon the labor inter- | 
ests of this country must take into considera: | 
tion the question of immigration, the thousands | 
of immigrants arriving annually materially | 


where, in what portion of our country, indus- | 
try receives its greatest reward. Suchareport |j 
will be spread abroad. ‘The German peasant, | 


elevate himself into the sphere of intelligent, | 
thinking, laboring manhood, will study its | 
The British laborer, tired of toiling | 


for the thirty. or forty thousand land-owners i| not in order. 


of England, will read it in the cottages and |! legislation demanding for its consummation 


minesand mills of Great Britain, and through- {| és 
u President. 


The capital of the immi- | 
grantis his labor, and he surely will invest that | 
capital where it will yield the best returns. By || 
this commission we inform him officially where | 


individual judgment. Why, sir, in every south- į 
ern State, so far as I know, there are not only | > 
|! committee. 


to our section; and if it but tends indirectly to |j 


section, and with the tide of immigration, free- | 


our waste places will be built up, our country || 
n committee we had neither time nor opportun- 
population, our cities crowded with industrious 

artisans, labor will be elevated and ennobled, | 


and malice and the hate and prejudice of race | 


worth speaking of in comparison with the /| 
| great objects to be attained, As I stated be- |i 
i we legislate, but the converse is not true that 
| we cannot investigate without the right to legis- 
late. 


as-entitled to the floor after the substitute has 


been read. ` 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
the following : 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That ajoint committee of fivemem- 
bers of the House and members of the Senate 
be appointed, whose duty it shall be to investigate 
the subject, of the wages and hours of labor, and 
of the division of the joint profits of labor and cap- 
ital between the laborer and capitalist, and the 
social, educational, and sanitary condition of the 
laboring classes of the United States, and how the 
same are affected by existing laws regulating com- 


I offer as a substitute 


committec shall have power to send for persons and 
papers, to employ a clerk, and to report at any time, 
Mr. BINGHAM. I raise the question of 
order whether it is competent to amend a 
ee bill by substituting a concurrent reso- 
ution. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If my proposition is not 


! in order in its present form, I will modify it so 


as to strike out all after the enacting clause of 


‘| the bill and insert what has been read. 


Mr. DAWES. Can we in a bill enact the 
appointment ofa committee of the two Houses? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I raise the question 


| whether it is competent to appoint a joint 


committee by a bill, 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CamPBELL] is 
The bill now pending proposes 


the action of the House, the Senate, and the 
The amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio proposes merely the concurrent 


i| action of the two Houses; and the proposi- 
| tion is not pertinent as an amendment. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
a substitute ? 
The SPEAKER. 


May it not be offered as 


It cannot be offered as a 


| substitute, because it does not comprehend the 
| samescope of legislation. 


am It is a separate and 
distinct proposition for the raising of a joint 


Mr. DAWES. By act of Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the bill does not 
propose a committee of either House. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Perce,] who has just 


li addressed the House on this bill, has stated 


that it is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee; that the subject has been thoroughly 
discussed by the committee, and that this bill 
embodies their mature action. I beg to call 
the gentleman’s attention to the fact that in 


ity to diseuss the bill to the satisfaction of apy 
member of the committee; but as we feared 


| the committee would be called on the day 


when this measure was reported, and as noth- 
ing better could be devised at that time, it was 
agreed that the bill should be presented, every 
member of the committee having, of course, 
the right to propose any amendments he might 
choose. l need not say that the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
CAMPBELL. ] if it had been allowed, would have 
been perfectly agreeable to me, and would 
have coincided with my views on this subject. 

Among other reasons presented against the 
introduction of this bill it has been urged that 


|| we have no right to investigate a subject- mat- 


ter upon which we have no right to legislate. 
We can investigate every subject upon which 


The Census Bureau, by authority and 
direction-of law, investigates and gathers sta- 
tistics relating to wages, to education, mar- 
riage, insanity, &¢.—subjects generally upon 
which the Congress of the United States can- 


‘|| not legislate, because they belong peculiarly to 


the States. 

Some of the evils now complained of will 
have to be remedied, so far as the enactment 
of laws goes, by the States themselves. But 
the investigation of the subject of labor by a 
competent and impartial commission or com- 
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mittee would furnish facts upon which the 
people could form a correct judgment. Noth- 
ing is more corrective of abuses and wrongs 
in a free Government than enlightened public 
opinion. ; 

It must be admitted that Congress is en- 
tirely incompetent to regulate the wages of 
labor, or to interfere in contracts between cap- 
ital and labor by positive legislation; yet we 


can repeal the unjust laws which I contend have | 


brought about the state of things we now see 
around us, And the sooner we address our- 
selves to this task the better will the laboring 
man appreciate our boasted sympathy. There 
can be, then, no constitutional objection to our 
repealing all laws which an investigation may 
show are unequal, unjust, and oppressive to 
one class of the people, while to another class 
they give peculiar privileges and franchises. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as my own mind is con- 
cerned, there is no need of an investigation on 
this subject. The evils from which the indus- 
trial classes of the country are complaining, 
are all patent toevery candid mind. They stand 
out as clear as the noon-day sun. The labor- 
ing man understands them. By means of asso- 
ciations and coöperation, during the last few 
years, the laboring classes of this country have 
come to understand their rights, and knowing 
them now, ‘dare maintain them.” 

The bill proposes an investigation into all 
laws passed by us relating to commerce, 
fnance, and currency. What must such an 
investigation show? 

It must show that $2,358,382 32 of prop- 
erty belonging to the bondholders are exempt 
from taxation. Atour rate of taxation over 
$50,000,000 of taxes which ought to be paid 
are withheld, and other tax-payers must pay 
just that much more to make up the deficiency. 

It will show that $21,000,000 are annually 
paid to banking associations as a mere bonus, 
without any adequate return therefor. 

It will show that the poor man pays on his 
salt a tax of one hundred and fifty-five per 
cent. ; cutlery, fifty per cent.; blankets, sixty 
per cent. ; clothing, sixty-five per cent. ; and 
spades and shovels, forty-five percent. And 
that the rich man pays on his jeweiry,diamonds, 
gold rings, paintings, and statuary an average 

uty of about ten per cent. 

No, Mr. Speaker, I do not ask any legis- 
lation for the laboring classes, but let us give 
them fair play. The laborer only asks you to 
subject him to the operation of equal laws, and 
be is satisfied. But do not tax his necessities 
and put the luxuries of the rich man on the 
free list. He does not ask you to give him 
$21,000,000 annually as a gratuity. He does 
not ask you to give him the public lands, 
except on terms fair and open to all. The 
industrial classes do not ask that you exempt 
their property to the extent of more than 
$2,300,000.000—more than they own—from 
taxation; bat do not do it for another set of 
men, 

Mr. Speaker, I have but little hopes that 
the wrongs of the laboring man in this coun- 
try will be remedied by the present party in 
power. I am not surprised that my friends on 
this side of the House regard the movement 
of my shrewd and keen-scented colleague on 
the Committee on Education and Labor as a 
sham and a humbug. and gotten up for the 
mere purpose of throwing dust in the eyes of 
bonest men. To adjust the wrongs of the labor- 
ing man you must repeal every pet financial 
scheme of the Republican party. Are not the 
national banks theirs? Is not the exemption 
of the bonded debt from taxation theirs? Is 
not the present tariff which favors the capital- 
ist and ruins the consumer theirs? And when 
you repeal these you repeal the 
party and dissolve it into thin air. ‘The only 
obstacle in this country to the interests of the 
masses is the existence of the Republican party, 
and when it is removed a better order of things 
will reign. 


Republican | 


| 


The old Democratic doctrine of equal and 
just laws for all with no special privileges for 
the few gave us peace and prosperity in the 
past, and when we return to these cardinal 
principles again we will enjoy similar bless- 
ings. I shall vote for the bill, though I hope 
it will be amended so as to give the subject 
over to a special committee of this House, and 
thus save the Government the expenses inci- 
dent to a roving commission, and that that 
committee will be composed of honest and 
competent men who are in favor of a fair 
investigation. 

I now yield ten minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX. Isubmit the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After section one add the following: | 
H 
| 
{ 
i 
| 


ovided, That said commissioners shall be ap: 
pointed irrespective of political or partisan consid- 
erations, and from civil life. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, this measure, in- 
troduced with such a flourish of trumpets the | 
other day by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar,] comes, it seems to me, | 
witha very ill grace from Massachusetts, unless | 
there is a great reform going on in that State. 
The speech made bythe gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania (Mr. Ketney] also, unless there is a 
great reform going on in that State, comes | 
with ill grace. The States of Massachusetts 
and Pennsylvania have had a peculiarly good 
time in getting largegses and bounties from this |} 
Government at the expense of the industrious | 
classes. I hail any movement from these quar- 
ters which will lead to investigation into the 
relations between. labor and capital. Such a 
movement for investigation must come from 
an impulse which is a sign of a coming power 
before which parties wiil fall as stubble before 


frre. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly knows | 
how to entertain the amendment of the gen- ji 
tleman from New York. It directs ihe Pres- | 
ident of the United States what he shall do. 

Mr. COX. The Chair allowed the amend- | 
ment of the gentieman who reported this biil ;! 
to come in. Itis of precisely the same tenor. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow the |} 
House to dispose of it. | 

i 
t 


Mr. COX. Lam singularly placed about this 
matter. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] told me he would give to me the 
privilege of offering the very amendment which 
came from his committee. I was prepared to | 
speak on that. So you see, sir, that unless I 
continue in that vein I shall be embarrassed | 
about the very few remarks I intended to make. 
[Laughter.] Iam disappointed in the gentle- || 
man from Massachusetts. His treatment of || 
me under the circumstances is the cause of 
my disappointment. But that is of no con- 
sequence. 

I think, sir, there should be no difficulty by 
this bill about directing the President to ap- | 
point non-partisans and civilians on this com- 
mission, although he would not be very likely 
to follow our advice. [Laughter.] 1 should 
like to see this direction expressed in this bill. 
because it would be in the interest of civil 
reform, of which we hear so much and about 
which so little is done. 

I welcome this investigation. 1 should pre- 
fer to have it done, however, by men who 
will represent both political parties. If it 
were possible, I should have preferred the 
amendment of the gentleman from Obio, [ Mr. 
CAMPBELL, |] so that by a joint committee the 
minority might represent its views upon ques- 
tions which divide the parties. 

We have legislated here about hours of labor 
und wages; we legislate, or should legislate, | 
more liberally about tariffs; we legislate, or 
should legislate, in reference to the prices of 
gold, the currency, the resumption of specie 
payments, and all the questions growing out of 
the rate of wages and price of commodities li 


| 


| sandstone” 


i go into the pockets of capital. 
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by reason of our anomalous double currency. 
la fact, all the other various questions com 
nected with the relations of labor and capital 
are more or less influenced and decided by 
our legislation. So that the fullest and fairest 
inquiry is desirable for intelligent and just 
action by Congress. ; 

Moreover. Mr. Speaker, we have legislated 
about ‘‘ strikes.” Gentlemen have gone so 
far, in some of their monstrous bills, as to 
open the door for the military to be used to put 
down strikes. The President has recently acted 
in the same direction at Chicago. 

We have endeavored to legislate about the 
revival of our scuttled shipping; but our fail- 
ure has been signal, from the ignorance amoug 
many of the causes which not only led to its 
destruction, but which has so disarranged that 
labor Which was once so prosperous in our 
ship yards that we have lost the very skill to 
make ships as well as the opportunity to use 
them. Is it not pertinent, therefore, that we 
should understand the relations which our 
singular system, by which our ship-building has 
been destroyed, that gigantic scheme of siaiu- 
tory frauds called tariffs, should be analyzed ? 
Your Secretary of the Treasury told you in bis 
report that by cutting down the tariff on pig- 
iron a very sinail modicum, in the last Con- 
gress, there was an increase of one hundred 
and twenty per cent, in the importation of that 
article; thereby lessening its price to the con- 
sumer, and thereby increasing the revenue. It 
is a fact which everyone but the old “red 
protectionists, understand that 
while by high tariffs large sums go iuto the 
Treasury as revenue, immensely larger sums 
Thereby the 
laboring classes are fleeced. I wish this mav 
ter probed to the bottom, as it was done by 
David A. Wells. It cannot be done too often. 
I would send for intelligent persons. {would 
imitate the British parliamentary system, and 
have a full investigation into all the ramiiica- 
tions of the relations of capital and labor. 

I would prefer, however, if, instead of wish- 
ing to investigate so much, gentlemen on tie 
other side were more willing to do something. 
Certainly some things about labor and capital 
we know. We have passed on some points. 
Go to your Seuate and ask them to confirm 


i what the House, not very promptly, did last 


session about salt and coal. Cut down your 
Make it three dollars a 
ton on pig-iron, and see whether you will not 
thereby increase the importaiiou and make iron. 
that great necessary, cheaper to the peopie. 
Enter upon and consummate some revenue 


i reform. Eventhe Internationalists, who were 


commended by the gentieman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. KeLLeyY,] desire this action, I 
have here an extract of a letter written to the 
New York Times by Mr. Banks, one of their 
exponents. In that letter he denounces the 
very objects for which the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. KeLLey] is most responsi- 

ie. He denounces in the interest of the “in- 
ternationale’? and of labor these swindling 
jobs of railway and tariff monopoly in the in- 
terest of capitalists, and not in the interest 
ofthe poor man orthe laborer. He denounces 
nearly all the legislation which we have been 
iu the habit of enaciing, as controlled by the 
rich and against the poor. Ladd his language, 
which I have not time to quote in full: 

* What we do claim is, that for years past the laws 
have been mado by the rich, in their interest, and 
not in the interests of peace and justice. We claim 
that the great mass of the peoplo are swindled by 
the system of railroad coorporations, which are per- 
fect tyrants and plunderers, and we have no means 
of detending ourselves against their extortions an 
tyrannies, because they own Congress and the Gov- 
ernment, and the State governments and State Leg- 
islatures, and they make the laws to suit. themselves, 
and bribe the judges to interpret them in their own 
fashion. Weclaim that the whole people are swin- 
died and robbed by the system of national banks, 
who charge ihe people seven per cent. interest on 
their dirty, ragged bank-notes, while the people 
could have decent, clean greenbacks for nothing if 
Congress and the press were not bought and own 
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by these bank monopolists. We claim that the 
whole people are swindled and robbed by the infa- 
mous tariff, which puts millions of money into the 
pockets of a few miserable, greedy. and tyrannical 
iron and coal monopolists, who unite with railroad 
companies, as they did during the coal strike last 
spring, for the acknowledged purpose of starving 
the workingmen into submission.” $ Erot 
* “We élaim that the gifts of public land to rail- 
road companies are clear, sheer, unmitigated rob- 
bery, and deprive the whole people of their rightful 
inheritance—the land—which belongs to all the peo- 
ple alike, and not to any part of them, least of all 
to the corrupt rings who bribe Congress and the 
Legislatures and the press into supporting them and 
silencing their opponents.” 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
„ad examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
af the following title, when the Speaker signed 
the same: 


A bill (H. R. No. 778) relating to the limita 


tion of steam pressure on towing and freight 
boats on the Mississippi river and its tribu- 
taries, 

WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR. 


Mr. STORM. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr. Kurr. ] ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iask the gentleman to 
allow me to move that the bill be recommitted 
to the committee with instructions to report 
us a substitute the concurrent resolution which 
I offered a little while ago, providing for the 
appointment of a joint committee. 

Mr. KERR. Lyield to the gentleman for 
ibat purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I makethat motion. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 
It does not cut off debate, as it is not neces- 
sary that it should be voted on now. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, it is my con- 
stant habit, asa member of this body, when 
any proposition is presented for my consider- 
ation to inquire, first, is it warranted by the 
Constitution; and secondly, is it right; and 
lastly, is it expedient? Ifitfailon the crucial 
iest of authority for its enactment, my mind 
instantly assumes an attitude of hostility. If 


it prove also to be neither right nor expedient, | 


my duty to oppose it becomes yet more impera- 
tive. 

When the bill ofthe gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was sprung upon the 
House the other day, the prompt response of 
my mind to these questions was adverse to the 
propriety of its enactment. It impressed me 
with the conviction that it involved a gross ex- 
cess of authority, would create three new offi- 


cers at a cost of $15,000 a year, with a train | 
of subordinate officers avd other expenses; | 


would provide more places for partisans, ac- 
complish no good for the people, and that it 
is in itself insincere and hollow, and chiefly 
intended by a ‘alse pretense to bridge over the 
next presidential election, and mislead the 
discontented sons of toil into voting the Radi- 
cal ticket in 1872. In these impressions I 
was speedily confirmed by the conduct of its 
mover on this floor, and of his colleague from 
the tenth district, [Mr. Dawzs,} both of whom 
hastened with most unbecoming zeal to give 
a mere partisan temper to its discussion, and 
to attempt to manufacture very cheap party 
eapital out of its reception by myself aud the 
gentleman from New York,[{ Mx. Woop. |] These 
attempts were at once unworthy of them, and 
unjust toward me. And they will fail to at- 
tain their object. The laboring men of this 
country are not gudgeons; their instincts are 
manly and lawful; they are sagacious and in- 
telligent; and they will keenly comprehend 
the difference between an empty promise and 
effective relief. 

Mr. Speaker, after careful consideration, I 
feel compelled by a sense of duty to oppose 
this bill. What does it propose? It proposes 
to appoint three commissioners charged ‘‘to in- 
vestigate the subject of wages and the hours 


į 


of labor, and of the division of the joint profits 
of labor and capital between the laborer and 
capitalist, and the social, educational, and 
sanitary condition of the laboring classes of 
the United States, and how the same are 
affeeted by existing laws regulating commerce, 
finance, and currency.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is simply impossible for the 
wit of man to point to any authority in Gon- 
gress to legislate on these subjects, except the 
last three, commerce, finance, and currency. 
It mocks the language and spirit of the Con- 
stitution itself, and of its framers and expound- 
ers, to assume that Congress may regulate the 
hours of labor, or the standard and rates of 
wages, or the division of the joint profits of 
labor and capital, or the social condition, or 
the educational institutions, or the sanitary 
interests of the people throughout the country 
and between man and man, according to its 
own pleasure. Such a sweep of jurisdiction 
in the Federal Government would leave abso- 
lutely nothing for the States or the people. 
They would have no power to protect or gov- 
ern. their people or legislate for their welfare. 
All local governments would speedily become 
mere expensive sinecures, and the power of 
Congress would become as transcendent, ab- 
sorbing, and exclusive as that of the British 
Parliament. It could enact sumptuary laws, 
dictate the terms of private contracts, control 
the pursuits of the people, regulate the relations 
of domestic life, of guardian and ward, of mas- 
ter and servant, of marriage and divorce, of 
parent and child, and at length transform the 
people into a nation of feeble and helpless 
automatons. Our system of local self-govern- 
ments for the regulation of all these great 
domestic interests and concerns, heretofore the 
just pride and boast of our people, would be 


|| strangled in the iron hand of centralism. 


Where did Congress get the power to enact 
sumptuary laws, or laws regulating the sanitary 
condition and habits of the people, or the 
hours during which, upon private contract or 
otherwise, individuals throughout this country 
may be required to labor, or during which, by 
their own voluntary consent, they may bind 
themselves to labor? Where do you get the 
power to divide the profits which capital may 
derive from its own investments between the 
capitalist and the laborer? Adopt such a 
policy, and the race of citizens, of manly, self- 
reliant, self-governing, and vigorous citizens, 
will soon become extinct, and only subjects 
will remain. Uniformity might be established 
in our institutions, and with it monotony and 
national weakness. The schools in which the 
people might learn by actual practice and dis- 
cipline the modes and duties of self-govern- 
ment would be forever closed. If the central 
power were ever so wise and just it would still 
be infinitely dangerous to liberty, true growth, 
and real greatness. De Tocqueville most 
pertinently says: 

“ It profits me but little, afterall, that a vigilant 
authority should protect the tranquillity of my pleas- 


ures, and constantly avert all dangers from my path, 
without my care or my concern, if this same author- 


ity is the absolute mistress of my liberty and of my 
life, and if itso monopolizes all the energy of exist- 
ence that when it languishes everything languishes 
around it; that when it sleeps everything must 
sleep; that when it dies, the State itself must perish.” 

This is the hard destiny to which the policy 
of this bill tends to bring our country. But it 
is suggested by my esteemed friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srorm,] not by gentlemen on 
the other side, that this measure only proposes 
to get information on these subjects, but not 
as a basis for legislation. I answer, then, that 
the bill ought to fail, because it holds out de- 
lusive promises to those who need actual and 
immediate relief. It is vain and meaningless, 
unless its intent is deception, or the betrayal 
of the hopes of the workingmen. If you really 
desire to authorize an inquiry by impartial 
men on the three subjects last named in the 
pill, of commerce, finance, and currency; or 
oft these subjects, together with taxation, tariffs, 
congressional railroadsand other corporations, 


and their franchises, and the effect of all these 
on the interests and welfare of the people, or 
upon any other subject over which you have 
constitutional power to legislate, then I will 
join you most heartily and zealously, and spare 
no effort of voice, influence, or labor to advance 
the success of such an investigation. I will 
favor most sincerely any movement that will 
afford quick, sure, honest, and material relief 
to the oppressed and tax-ridden people. 

The people are tired of mere delusive prom- 
ises, of buncombe resolutions, which they well 
understand bind nobody, relieve nobody, ac- 
complish nothing, cost nothing to their movers, 
and constitute the cheapest of cheap political 
capital. 

‘The people have no faith in commissions. 
They doubt their sincerity and their impar- 
tiality; they know how apt they are to become 
mere instrumentsof party; to be manipulated 
for selfish ends; to be controlled by capital 
and power; to become mere abject apologists 
for the laws and schemes by which the people 
are oppressed; and to be used to forge new 
manacies for the limbs and energies of labor. 
The Guardian, one of the most intelligent 
advocates of the interests of labor, speaking 
upon this general subject in a late number, 
says with great force and sagacity : 

"In yielding to the demand of labor by erecting a 
labor bureau, capital may be presenting to labor a 
Trojan horse, which may prove to be one of the great- 
est obstacles to the consummation of labor’s. rights. 
It may berun wholly in the interests of capital, and 
can readily be made a most dangerous engine. It 
can give any and every phase of facts and argu- 
ments which shall confuse, bewilder, divide, and 
cause dissensions in the workingmen’s ranks.” 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the whole 
system of political bareaus. They generally 
have their origin in a restless cupidity for 
wealth and power. They naturally lead to, 
if they do not directly foster, abuses and cor- 
ruption. The Freedmen’s Bureau proved 
effective enough to organize the political power 
of the colored race in the service of the Kepub- 
lican party, but it was good for nothing else. 
It was most expensive, gave power to carpet- 
baggery, and festered with corruption. 

‘The gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Hoar, ] and his colleague from the tenth dis- 
trict, [Mr. Dawxs,] may desire to provide 
against future political emergencies by now 
organizing a labor bureau for similar purposes 
against white men. I object to these things 
because they tend to multiply offices, augment 
unnecessarily the public expenditures, increase 
patronage, and debauch the publie morals. [ 
object to them also because they are often 
resorted to for mere procrastination to avoid 
the timely discharge of imperative duties, and 
to dodge or shafe off responsibility. You 
organized a civil service commission. It has 
yet accomplished nothing but the wasting of a 
good deal of the people’s money. If it ever 
reach any conclusions or report, you will be 
no better qualified to act affirmatively than 
you have been for two years. Why do you 
not reform the civil service? Why do you not 
reduce the number of offices and the expense 
of administration, and purge the service of 
defaulters and scoundrels, in the interests of 
labor, of the tax-payers? 

Several years ago you organized in the 
Treasury a revenue commission to investi- 
gate the great questions of revenue, taxation, 
commerce, and currency. The Commissioner 


| proved to be a most impartial and accom- 


plished investigator, and his reports were rich 
in information and wise counsel, and were 
directly calculated to promote the interests 
and relieve the unjust bardens of labor, and 
to protect the workingman against the power 
and tyranny of capital. But because of these 
facts, you abolished his office and turned out 
Hon. David A. Wells, the Commissioner. 
You have ever since condemned alike his 
facts and his counsel. 

How were those reports and that counsel re 
ceived by the Congress of the United States. 
by you gentlemen who are now so loud in your 
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profession of sympathy with labor? Why, on 
this side of the House, with an almost unant- 
mous codperation and earnest effort, we came 
tothe support ofthat Commissioner,and recom- 
mendad the adoption of his wise counsel in the 
ractical enactment of laws for the relief of 
abor; but in all our efforts in that behalf we 
were thwarted and defeated, and scouted by 
gentlemen on the other side, and by none with 
more persistent eloquence than by him who 
pow rises to interrupt me {Mr. KELLEY. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman for 
a moment, to suggest simply that the office 
of Commissioner expired by its own limita- 
tion. 

Mr. KERR. I understand all that. 

Mr. KELLEY. I can imagine no case in 
which a party in power should continue an 
office the functions of which had been so pros- 
tituted. 

Mr. KERR. I decline to yield further tothe 
gentleman. If the office did expire it was in 
the power of gentlemen on the other side of 
the House, as we desired them to do, to con- 
tinue its tenure, to renew its existence, and a 
bill for that purpose was introduced here. But 
if the office did expire, with or without their 
consent, fortunately for the country, for labor, 
for the political intelligence of this country, 
the results of that commission did not expire. 
They exist to-day, and they will exist as long 
asthe records of this country stand, and so long 
they will stand as an ever-enduring condemna- 
tion of the conduct here of the Republican 
party, and of the insincerity of all its profes- 
sions of reform, and of the hollowness of its 
pretended sympathy with laborers and the poor. 

Mr. Speaker, capital needs no commission to 
investigate its interests, or to protect it against 
labor. It is powerful beyond all precedent in 
history; itisorganized, harmonious, and every- 
where strongly intrenched ; it fills high places 
and legislative halls withits advocates; andits 
hired and well-paid agents beset every avenue 
to influence and power. But the great evils, 


injustice, inequalities, and burdens under which į 


labor toils and suffers are notorious and con- 
fessed. They are apparent to all intelligent, 
impartial, and unselfish nen. No commission 
can make them more so. What they need is 


action, immediate, effective, practical action, | 


on the part of Government for their relief. 

Information on which to base such action 
is ample and readily attainable, is within the 
easy grasp of the people’s Representatives. 
So far as Congress has power to grant the 
needful relief by legal enactments, there need 
be no delay; every gentleman in this House 
who feels manly and sincere sympathy with 
labor, and would afford it honest relief, can 
do so quickly; he needs only to appreciate 
the high responsibilities of his office, to devote 
his energies with industry and fidelity to gather 
and utilize the facts and knowiedge that exist 
in abundance all around him; and embody 
the results into the form of wise, just, aud 
impartial laws. 

The people elect Congress to act by its own 
members as a great commission, and it is our 
imperative daty. by our faithful, personal toil, 
study, and reflection, to qualify vurselves to 
meet their just demand:, and to do it without 
shufiling, temporizing, or delusive pretenses. 
If we cannot do this we shonid confess our 
incompetency, resign and go home, and give 
the people an opportunity to select better men. 
The Democratic minority in this House have 
at all times been ready and sincerely solicitous 
to meet and fully discharge these great duties. 

We have always struggled to secure the 
enactment of such laws as would effectually 
reform in the interests of labor a cruel and 
oppressive tariff, and reduce the grinding bur 
dens of taxation, and equalize the exactions 
from labor and capital for the support of Gov- 
ernment, aud reform an inefficient and corrupt 
civil service, and retrench the exorbitant pab- 
lic expenditures, and check the lavish and 
reckless gifts of the pubhe domain to combin- 
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ations and favorites, and to reduce the imperial 
power and munificent franchises of the great 
corporations. But in all these efforts we have 
been met by the Republican majority here and 
defeated. You have stood as a faithful guard 
about the palaces of capital, and have been 
constantly unmindful of the wants and suffer 

ings of labor and of the poor. 
organized wealth have acquired all their power 


| for injustice and wrong under your fostering 


care. 

Great corporations have been created by 
you, and their wealth and influence have be- 
come almost imperial; you have constantly 
strengthened their hands and filled their cof- 
fers at the expense of the people; you have 
given empires in extent of the people’s lands 
to the rich, to rings, and to railroad schemes; 
you have compelled the people, the working- 
men, the great mass of consumers, to pay 
tribute to monopolists under your scandalous 
tariff; you have refused to make any bona fide 
or material reduction in taxation; you refuse 
actual and effective reform in the civil service 
that would reduce the number of officers, 
retrench expenses, and break up corruption ; 
you give countenance and support to the dis 
gusting and oppressive carpet-bag governments 


of the South, that rob the people there and į; 


create burdens intolerable even for slaves to 
bear. 

You have paid millions in tribute to the 
national banks out of the people’s hard earn- 
You have given to incorporated weaith 
all its terrible power over labor. Your power 
in this House nas during all these long years 
been complete and irresistible. You have no 
excuse for your habitual and persistent failure 
to give any thought or sympathy to the suffer 
ings of the tax-ridden workingmen. Your 
commissions promise no better results. You 
may organize commissions without limit; you 
may scatter them all over this country; and, 
as the editor of the Guardian well says, their 


result wiil only enable gentlemen on that side | 


of the House to forge new manacles for the 


| laborers of the country. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STORM. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from New York, {Mr. Stocem.] 

Mr. SLOCUM. I yield for a moment to the 


| gentieman from Virginia, [Mr. Duxe.] 


Mr. DUKE. I desire to have read an 
amendment to the first section. 

The SPEAKER. The amendmentis notin 
order, but will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the first section the following : 
And especially what taxes, assessments, dues, or 


imposts are imposed directly or iadirectly, by the ! 


laws of the United States, upon any article used by 
the working classes, and upon any raw materials 


which enter in any manner into the manufacture | 


of any such articles as are used by the working 
classes, go as to show particularly what articles are 
taxed, and the amount of tax imposed upon each; 
also what amount of the public lands (which should 
have been preserved, to furnish homes for the peo- 
ple, and to supply a fund for the education of the 
masses} has been granted to corporations organized 
and controlled by and exclusively for the benefit of 
a few wealthy individuals. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I ask to have read an 
amendment whichI desire to offer, but which, 
T believe, is not in order at this time. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 


Strike out, “That there shall be appointed by the |} 
President, by and with the advice and consent of | 


the Senate, a commission of three persons from the 


civil service.” and insert, ““That Horace H. Day, of || 
New York, Richard F. Trovellick, of Michigan, i 


and Aiexander Troup, of Connecticut, be, and are 
hereby appointed a commission.” 


Mr. SLOCUM. 


I assume that this bill has been brought before 
the House in good faith. and that there is on 
the part of those advocating it an earnest 
desire to discover the evils that beset the path- 
way of the laboring man, and to devise a rem- 
edy for these evils. If I am right in this 
assumption, my amendment will be adopted, 
Instead of having the Administration appoint 


Capital and || 


this commission, it should be appointed by the 
laboring men themselves. In other worda, 
| instead of having three men selected by the 
President of the United States, we should take 
| three of the representative men of the laboring 
| classes. ‘he three whose names I have sug- 
| gested in my amendment are such men. Mr. 
| Day, of New York, is a man who did much 
| to organize the labor union of our State. Mr. 
Trevellick, of Michigan, organized the labor 
unions throughout the West. Mr. Troup, of 
| Connecticut, is the head center of the labor 
unions of New England. Now, if you really 
i desire to obtain a non-partisan report, and 
to discover the real evils which afflict the 
laboring classes, let these three representative 
men get together and report to us what the 


) I merely desire to say ai 
few words in explanation of my amendment. | 


f 
i 
| troubles are and what remedy they propose. 
| Mr. HOAR. Are we to understand by the 
| gentleman’s suggestion that the laboring men 
‘of the country are in this labor party and not 
' in the Democratic party? 
| Mr. SLOCUM. ‘The main portion of them 
| are in the Democratic party. where they will 
| always remain if they understand their own 
i interests. 
| Mr. HOAR. Then why does the gentle- 
i man, in providing for the selection of these 
| commissioners, exclude the Democratic party ? 
Mr. SLOCUM. I submit that if we are in 
| edruest in this matter anu desire a non-partisan 
| report we should select men of the class I 
| propose. Tf you select partisans you will get 
a partisan report. Ti you put on this commis- 
i sion high tariff men, they will see the remedy 
‘ina high tariff. The gentleman trom Pern- 
| sylvania (Mr. KELLEY] a day or two ago made 
| a very strong and very pathetic appeal in be- 
i half of this bill; butif he had been asked when 
| he closed his remarks what he regarded as 
i the true remedy for the trouble, he would have 
i! undoubtedly told us that the remedy would be 
i} found in “protecting our home industries ;°' 
or in other words, increasing the duty on coal 
and iron and Bessemer steel. 
| So the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
i; Hoar, ] if he had been asked for his remedy, 
| would have told us, ‘‘a little more protection 
| for cotton aud woolen fabrics, aud perhaps 
| some incidental measure to raise the price of 
| codfish.” 
i Now, it has been well said here by the chair- 
| man of the committee who reported this bill 
| that if there are any evils afflicting the labor- 
l| ing men the Administration is responsible for 
iit. The Republican party has been in power for 
|| ten years; and if there are any evils afflicting 
ithe laboring men they are to be laid at the 
door of the administration of that party. 
; I submit that this is the best argument that 
|i can be urged for the adoption of my amend- 
ment. If a man should die through the mal- 
practice of a physician, any one who would 
suggest that this same physician should preside 
at the coroner's inquest, cailed for the purpose 
| of ascertaining the cause of his death, would 
| be considered littie better than a fool. Soin 


i 
i} complained of by the laboring classes. then 
| neither the Administration nor any one selected 
i by it should preside at an inquest called to 
i! ascertain the cause of those evils. 
Notwithstanding all that has been said about 
ii the evils which afflict the laboring men of this 
i country, it cannot be denied that in many re 
spects the laboring man here has advantages 
presented to him by no other country on God’s 
earth. So faras personal freedom is concerned, 
nothing can be asked for by him. Here we 
are all on a perfect equality. Inthe selection 
i of our rulers, in the enactment of our laws, 
| before our courts of justice, we are all equals. 
| In these spheres the poorest mau in the coun- 
try is the equal of the richest. As to per 
| sonal freedom, it has often occurred to me we 
| have asurplusofit. To-morrow morning fifty 
i men may organize in New York city, form a 
|i procession, stop the street cara, drive the 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


223 


omnibuses off the main thoroughfares of travel, 
and annoy and injure fifty thousand men by 
preventing them from reaching their places of 
business without the greatest trouble. If free- 
dom was a commodity we could export, I 
think we might send a small supply to foreign 
countries with advantage to the people of those 
countries and without detriment to ourselves. 
There cannot be any complaint on the part of 
the laboring classes as to their not having the 
fullest personal freedom. 

As to political honors and political prefer- 
ment, the door is thrown open to every one. 
The present Chief Magistrate of the country 
was once a laboring man. He was once a 
poor man. Iam glad to say, through the par- 
tiality of his friends, he is no longer pvor. 
His immediate predecessor was a mechanic, 
and came from the tailor’s bench into political 
life. I believe he once remarked he had 
t‘ passed from alderman of his native village, 
through all the grades of official position, to 
the Chief Magistracy of his country.” The 
predecessor of Mr. Johnson was a laboring 
man, a boatman and a rail-splitter, Of the 
United States Senate to-day three fourths of 
its members were once laboring men. Of 
this body more than three fourths are men 
who rose from humble circumstances in life. 

Certainly, then, it cannot be said that politi- 
cal honors and preferment have been denied 
to the poor man. Why, sir, we have opened 
the doors of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives to men who, five years ago, 
were slaves working as common field-hands 
in the South. Does the road to political posi- 
tion need to be made any broader or any more 
smooth? 

So, too, with regard to the business avoca- 
tions of life. Nine tenths of the merchant 
princes of New York to-day are men who 
commenced their careers by sweeping the 
stores of their employers aud doing the. most 
menial work for them. Our great mechanics 
and builders are nearly all men who served 
their apprenticeship and worked for years at 
the bench. We need no legislation in this 
direction. Notwithstanding all the complaints 
we have heard, I believe this to be the best 
country on the earth for the laboring man. 

I do not wish to be understood, however, as 
opposing this bill. On the contrary Í shall 
vote for it. I believe there are certain evils 
which afflict the laboring man which ought to 
be remedied, and if you appoint the men I 
have named [ hope they will point them out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will consume the time of 
the House but fora moment longer. By adopt- 
ing a system of rigid economy an Government 
expenditures we can relieve the laboring man 
greatly. 
ing thieves out of office. Go to the southern 
States. What do you behold in South Caro- 
lina to-day? Under the control of meu placed 
in office by Congress, the State has been robbed 
since the war of $10,000,000. This last year 
they have issued over six million dollars of 
fraudulent bouds. The people are overbur- 
dened with taxes, and the State is rapidly dritt- 
ing into bankruptcy. How does this affect the 
laboring man? It increases the price of every 
pourid of rice that he eats. It increases the 
price of every pound of cotton that he uses. 
Relieve the laboring man of that system of 
highway robbery, and you are doing the best 
thing you can do for him. Go to the New York 
custom: house, where one year ago frauds of the 
darkest kind were discovered by a committee 
appointed by the Senate. The same frauds 
aregoing on to-day. Men holding places under 
the collector went before that committee and 
took their oaths that they systemaiically robbed 
the merchants, and the same men are to-day 
in office, although their guilt was made known 
a year ago. Stop that system of wholesale 
robbery, that blackmailing of merchants, and 


you will buy your goods fifteen or twenty per 


We can relieve him greatly by driv- | 


H 


cent, less. This is the way in which you can 
benefit the laboring man. 

The evils ofour present tarif, with the high 
duties imposed upon all the necessaries of 
life, have already been alluded to—— 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, when this bill 
was called up last week I objected to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Hoar,] who proposed to the House that 
a particular day should be fixed, on which the 
bill should be made a special order to the 
exclusion of allother bills. I objected to that, 
being opposed to making a measure of this 
character a special order to the exclusion of 
many other bills and questions which are before 
the House for consideration. In objecting to 
making it a special order I did not, sir, design 
to be considered as expressing any opinion as 
to the merits of the question itself; and I find, 
in looking at the journals, tbat the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GarFrie_p] himself 
kad previously made a similar objection, | have 
no doubt for a similar reason. ‘I'he gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] who has addressed 
the House already upon this question, made 
the same objection, and our action was by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means made a reason for lecturing 
us, and for endeavoring to place this side of 
the House in a position with reference to this 
bill which l am sure this side of the House 
would not like to see itself placed in. That 
gentleman expressed his regret that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] and myself 
had seen proper to offer opposition to this 
measure, and he expressed very kindly, and no 
doubt very sincerely, his hope that the mem- 
bers on this side of the House would see the 
impropriety of putting themselves in an atli- 
tude of hostility to the laboring element of the 
country. Now, sir, Í will no tsay that í have 
some slight apprehension that the regret of 
the gentleman was not founded in entire can- 
dor and sincerity. But 1 will say to him, in 
return, that I regret that a man of his great 
and distinguished services in this House, that 
a gentleman who has served more consecu- 
tive terms than any other member in this 
House, and who has been placed by the proper 
partiality of the Speaker at the head of the 
leading committee of the House, should not 
have considered it beneath his dignity and 
position to have initiated a partisan consider- 
ation of this discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow 


; me to make a remark ? 


Mr. WOOD. I will, if I have time. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing, Mr. Speaker, was 
further from my intention, and if the gentleman 
will look over the reportin the Globe, although 
I have not examined it myself, he will see that 
I took particular pains to say I did not think the 
party with which the gentleman acted did enter- 
tain any objection to the measure. And Iex- 
pressed my regret that those two gentlemen, 
who by their position were entitled to be con- 
sidered in some measure representative men in 
their party, should take this position, because it 
might lead to such a supposition being enter- 
tained. I protested against it. I did not be- 
lieve that in that respect those gentlemen did 
represent their party. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not think I have wrongly 
stated the language of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] I may have 
misapprehended him, but I am well versed in 
the force of language, and Iam certain that 
the gentleman cannot deny that he endeavored 
to fix the hostile attitude of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] and myself to this 
bill as being opposition, and he hoped that 
our side of the House generally would not 
exhibit a similar opposition to the interests of 
the laboring classes of the country. l am 
obliged to ask whether he designed to take a 
partisan advantage to that side of the House? 

But, sir, let that pass. This bili is now before 
us for consideration, and for discussion, and 


for conclusion. It arises in what I am bound 
to believe to be an honest and a sincere desire 
to be of service to the laboring men of this 
country. It is a proposition for what the gen- 
tleman is pleased to term an investigation into 
the causes of this general discontent; so that 
if it be within the power of the legislation of 
Congress to apply a remedy, that remedy may 
be applied. 

Well now, sir, in my judgment, those who 
have initiated this measure do not really un- 
derstand the great question to which it has 
reference. The laboring element of the coun- 
try, as a portion of the body-politic, is in my 
judgment able and entirely competent to de- 
termine for itself and judge for itself whether 
it be within the power of the Congress of the 
United States to afford the laboring classes 
the relief which they require; and I say hereto 
gentlemen that it is a great mistake for them 
to identify the workingmen of the United States 
with the International of Burope. There are 
great differences between the condition of the 
working classes in Europe and here. There 
are great underlying causes for popular dis- 
content there; and there is a wide diversity 
of opinion, of political action and of ultimate 
determination with reference to the practical 
result and solution of this great question be- 
tween the Internationals of Europe and the 
laboring, working, producing classes in the 
United States. 

Sir, in my judgment, the causes of the 
trouble here lie within the legislation, within 
the public policy of the dominant party. The 
laboring classes of the United States feel to- 
day that there is a discrimination made against 
them. They see largely aggregated wealth 
placed in the hands of a few, which is held 
there oppressive to the many. They say, and 
I may almost say for them, that they who pro- 
duce nothing get everything, while they who 
produce everything get nothing. They feel 
that by the condition of the public policy of 
this country, by the results of congressional 
legislation, by the principles and practice 
initiated within the last decade, the results of 
their labors are not what they were before 
that; that while your depreciated currency has 
enhanced prices nominally, it has not to a cor- 
responding extent enhanced the rewards of 
their labor; that while an onerous taxation, 
occasioned by a large public debt by the 
profligacy of the administration of our public 
affairs, by the wide-spread corruption, by the 
granting of subsidies and bounties, by liberal 
bequests made by the Government to those 
who are abundantly able to provide for and 
take care of themselves—that that condition 
of things has reacted and produced elements 
in the country oppressing them and grinding 
them down. In this condition of things they 
properly ask the question, how is this? They 
are naturally discontented; they are naturally 
seeking a remedy ; they are naturally looking ` 
for relief; they are naturally agitating the great 
problem whether their interests should not 
receive an equal protection if it be within the 
power of the Government to grant them that 
relief. 

Now, I will say to them that they need not 
look to the source from which has emanated 
this oppression for a remedy for their disease, 
and that that power which by its legislation 
has imposed these unjust burdens upon their 
industry will be the last power to grant them 
a remedy such as they require. Let them look 
back to ten years ago. We had then no pub- 
lic debt; we had no system of internal revenue 
taxation; we had no governmental paper; we 
had no profligate and extravagant appropri- 
ations of the public credit and publie property 
to corporations abundantly able to protect 
themselves. These men know ail this, and 
knowing it, in my judgment, practical, honest, 
clear-headed men as they are, they will look 
for the restoration of the Democratic party to 
power to give them the only relief that they 
can ever receive in this country. And, sir, it 
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is the veriest, the smallest demagogism for 
gentlemen to rise here and by pretending by 
the exercise of their patronage in creating an 
investigation into the causes of the difficulty 
to seek the favor of the class which they have 
80 oppressed, rained, and almost destroyed. 
Sir, in my judgment the time is speedily coming 
for their relief; the time is speedily coming 
when under an administration and under legis- 
lation which is consistent with the Constitution 
of the United States they are to be relieved of 
all these burdens. That time will be here very 
soon, and then, and not till then. the working 
classes of this country will have relief. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

In accordance with the act of Congress, approved 

March 3, 1871, I convened a commission of eminent 


gentlemen to devise rules and regulations for the | 
purpose of reforming the civil service. Theirlabors | 
H 


are now complete, and I transmit herewith their |; 


report, together with the rules which they recom- 
mend for my action. These ruleshave beenadopted 
and will gointo effect on the Ist day of January, 1872. | 
Under the law referred to, as I interpret it, the 
authority is already invested in the Executive to | 
enforce these regulations, with full power to abridge, | 
alter, or amend them, at his option, when changes | 


may bedeemed advisable. ij 


These views, together with the report of the com- 
missioners, are submitted for your careful consider- i 
ation as to whether further legislation may be neces- | 
sary in order to carry out an effective and beneficial | 
civil service reform. If left to me, without further | 
congressional action, the rules prescribed by the į 
commission, under the reservation already men- | 

i 
i 
! 
i 
| 
i 
i 


tioned, will be faithfully executed, but they are not | 
binding, without further legislation, upon my suc- į 
cessors. , ane : : 

Being desirous of bringing this subject to the | 
attention of Congress before the approaching | 
recess, I have not timo to sufficiently examine the | 
accompanying report to enable me to suggest defi- | 
nite legislative action to insure the support which ! 
may be necessary in order to givea thorough trial | 
to a policy long needed. E eet 

I ask for al! the strength which Congress can give | 
me to enable me to carry out the reforms in the | 
civil service, recommended by the commissioners, ! 
and adopted, to take effect, as before stated, on | 
January 1, 1872, i 
The Jaw which provides for the convening of a 
commission to devise rules and regulations for ; 
reforming the civil service, authorizes, I think, the | 
permanent organization of a primary board uader 
whose general direction all examinations of appli- 
cants for public office shall be conducted. There is 
no appropriation to continue such a board beyond | 
the termination of its present labors. I therefore . 
recommend that a proper appropriation be made 
to continue the services of the present board for 
another year; andin view of the fact that three 
members of the board hold positions in the pub- 
lie service, which precludes them from receiving 
extra compensation, under existing laws, that they 
be authorized to receive a fair compensation for 
extra services rendered by them inthe performance ; 


of this duty. 
U.S.GRANT. |! 
Bxecurive Mansion, December 19, 1871. 

The SPEAKER. Accompanying the mes- | 
sage are the report of the commission and the | 
opinion of the Attorney General. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the message 
and the accompanying papers be referred to 
the special Committee on Civil Service and 
Reform, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLEY. I also submit the following 
resolution, which will be referred under the | 
law to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That twenty thousand copies of the | 
President’s message of this date, relating to civil | 
service reform, and the report therewith transmitted, | 
be printed for the use of this House. ; 


Mr. KILLINGER. I will suggest to the 
gentleman to include the opinion of the Attor- | 
ney General. | 

Mr. KELLEY. I will modify my resolution | 
so ag to include the printing of all the accom- 
panying documerts. 

‘The resolution as modified was, under the 
law, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
_ A message from the Senate, by Mr. Gorna, 
its Secretary, informed the Honse that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments, in which 


| 
| 
| 
| 


the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill of the following title: d 

A bill (H. R. No. 459) for the construction 
of a public building at Chicago, Ilinois. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the House 
to take up and consider the bill just received 
from the Senate. The amendments to it are | 
purely verbal. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerisy] had the floor on 
the bill in relation to the labor commission. 

The SPEAKER. 
floor; but the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GarFreLp] would take him from 
the floor, because it is a motion to go to the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be by unanimous con- 
sent, as otherwise it will terminate the morning 


hour. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
intended to ask. 

No objection being made, the amendments 
of the Senate were taken from the Speaker's 
table for consideration. e 

The first amendment was on page 1, line 
nine, after the word “‘price’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘for the ground;’’ so that it will read, 
“a fair and reasonable price for the ground.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That amend- 
ment, ag we understand it, does not change 
the real meaning of the bill in any respect, 
except that it makes the price apply to the 
ground, and not to the whole building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
words. ‘‘some other square of ground in the 
city of Chicago not more than two squares dis- 


That is what I 


words, “out of the twenty-four squares of 
ground nearest to and immediately surround- 


ji 
f 
tant from,” and to insert in lieu thereof the | 
H 
| 


the original text of the bill. Gentlemen who 
understand the nature of the ground in ques- 


a selection from twenty-four squares. 


be made from the twenty-four squares imme- 
diately surrounding. J move that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. : 

The amendment was concurred in. j 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- i: 


sider the votes by which the amendments were 

concurred in; and also moved that the motion | 

to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 374) to provide for the ap 
pointment of a commission on the subject of 
the wages and hours of labor, and the division 
of profits between labor and capital in the 
United States, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. | 


Speaker, the message from the President of | 
the United States, which has just been read at | 
i disadvantages, difficulties, and privations be- 


the Clerk’s desk, is a full and effectual answer 
to the charges that have just been made by 


gentlemen upan the opposite side of the House |, 
with regard to the profligacy of the Adminis- ` 
It shows that the party which the © not created because of the requirements of the 
' loyal people of the country in providing the 
ment and reform; that it is endeavoring. as : x j k 


tration, 
President represents is a party of retrench- 


far as it may be able, to seek ont all miscon- | 


duct and maladministration in any department! | 


of the General Government. and to correct all 


exist, and to effect a proper civil service re- 
form. 
side have ma ie this bill the eubjectof political 
discussion. It has not been so treated by gen- 


tlemen upon our side of this Hall, where this | 


bill originated in good faith, not in the inter- 


The gentleman has the || 


pg.” 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I take it that | 
this amendment does not vary in substance |; 


tion say that the bill as drawn allows already ; 
But lest | 
there might be some doubt about it, the Sen- |: 
` ate has struck out the language originally used. |: 
and provided specifically that the selection may i 


est of any political party, or any clique; not 
in the interests of the laborer alone, or of the 
' capitalist alone, but in the interest of all the 
people of the nation, who are deeply inter- 


|| ested in the subjects mentioned in the bill. 


| And it is an additional matter of regret that a 

bill which merely provides for a commission 
| of inquiry should have created so much alarm 
in the ranks of the Democratic party. It 
seems to me that there never can come from 
the Republicans a proposition which gentle- 
men on the other side do not consider politi- 
eal, and of which they are not afraid that ir 
may create for us some political capital. 

This bill is not intended for the establish- 
ment of a permanent bureau, with a commis- 
sioner at the head of it, and with the attendant 
officers and consequent expenses. It merely 
provides that three intelligent men, to be se- 
lected by the President of the United States, 


|| shall be authorized to look into and investigate 


whatare supposed to be the relations of capital 
and labor, and how those relations are affected 
by our system of commerce, finance, and cur- 
rency. There is no gentleman on this floor 
who does not know that in England, France, 
! and Germany great distress and great disaf- 
fection exist among the laboring classes of 
the people. It is also well known that they 
are entering into combinations and affiliations 
for the purpose of remedying the evils which 
| they sayare bearing heavily upon them. Then 
i we have the additional great fact staring us in 
i the face that in England, the great workshop 
of the world, in that portion of it which has a 
large number of furnaces, forges, and facto- 
ries, (I allude to Wales,) one individual out 
of every nine is a pauper, and supported at 
i the expense of the community. lt is also a 
matter of record that in England and Wales 


ii combined, out of a population of twenty-t®o 
i! million, one million one hundred thousand, or 


lone in every twenty, are supported in the 
public poor-houses of the nation ata cost of 
$48,000,000 annually. Even in this country, 
| unfortunately, we have not been free from labor 
' disturbances, and we have had our lock-outs 
and our strikes of long continuance, and to the 
great disadvantage both of the employer and 
the workman, and to the injury of the people. 

As we are rapidly becoming a manufactur: 
ing people, it becomes our duty, then, in order 


i that we may not suffer from evils similar to 


| those which have manifested themselves in 
| the older countries, to investigate these mat- 
i ters, that we may, if possible, discover the 
ground of these labor difficulties, fiis right 
and proper, nay, it is the duty of the consti- 
tutional Representatives of the people, that 


j; they should carefully examine and see wherein 


: the trouble lid’. with a view to such constitu- 
; tional action, ifany be needed. as will remove 
the grievances of which the laborer com- 
plains. 

Itis urged upon the opposite side that the 


i evils in question have originated in the action 
| of the Republican party. 
| the great burdens under which the people 


We are told that 


suffer arise from the heavy debt which has 
been imposed upon them and the taxation 
consequent thereon. I admit that all classes 
of the people are to-day laboring under great 


| cause of the taxation resulting from the pub- 
He debt; but I want to ask this House and the 
people what created that public debt? Was it 


necessary means of patting down a great rebel- 
Hon? 
Who are the men who originated that rebel- 


. “lion? They were the Democratic party of the 
evils that may be found, wherever they may i South, aidedand abetted by their sympathizers 
"in the Democratic party in the North. 
I regret that gentlemen on the other ` 


And 
before the world to-day the men of the Dem: 
. oeratic party, North and South, are the men 
who are responsible for the war, and for all 
the effects of that rebellion. and are the men 


r answerable before God and the country for our 
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great national debt and the consequent taxes | 


arising therefrom. 
the Republican party. Theyaloneare responsi- 
ble for the consequences, and whatever pri- 
vations and whatever embarrassments labor 
suffers under originated in and arose from the 
action of the Democratic party. 

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that on the question 


of inquiry there should be worked into this | 


debate the tariff question, and that the Democ- 
racy should attempt to charge on the Repub- 
lican party of the country that they are liabie 
for throwing burdens on the laboring classes 
because of their legislation onthe tariff. They 
say they are the friends of labor. 
assertion. The Republican party of the coun- 
try is the party alone that fosters and encour- 
ages labor. 
have their wishes, if they were able to carry 
out the policy they desire to establish, it would 
be a free-trade policy. They are the free-trade 
party of the country. The free-trade organ in 
New York, the World, is the organ of the great 
national Democracy. It has told us over and 
over again that the Democracy constitute the 
free-trade party of thenation. And that free- 
trade party desires to transfer the workshops 
of America over to Europe. 
give to the mechanic, the laboring man, the 
artisan of England, France, and Germany the 
opportunity to usurp our labor ; the opportun- 
ity to make everything we consume or use in 
any way in this country, and receive the wages 
of such labor. In so doing the result would 
be that every wofkshop of the country would 
be closed, our furnaces, our forges, our mills, 
our factories would all stand idle, and our 
artisans thrown out into the world and brought 


into competition with agricultural labor, the | 
consequences whereof would be that. our agri- || 
i ject. 


cultural industry would be prostrated by com- 
petition, as well as our mechanical industry 
destroyed by being transferred to artisans in 
foreign lands. 

I regret these matters should be brought 
into this discussion. All we ask is a commis- 
sion to make this investigation. I have no 
doubt a good commission will he formed of 
sound men, and with a sole view to their fit- 
ness for the position, and that both labor and 
capital will be fairly represented thereon. We 
do not ask for any legislative action at all. It 
is only that the commission may inquire into 
the subjects provided in this bill and report 
upon them. After that report is made, if 
there be anything within the purview of the 
power of Congress whereby we can legislate 
in order to lift up the burdens from the back 
of the laboring man, then it will be the duty 
of this House of Representatives to frame its 
action accordingly. At all events let us have 
the commission now, and with the vast fund 
of information it will coliect we can have intel- 
ligent action hereafter. 

I have occupied as much of the time as I 
proposed, and now yield the floor for ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from [llinois, [Mr. 
Haw ey. | 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have given 
some consideration to the subjects embraced 
in this bill, and I believe it to be the duty of 
Congress to adopt this or some similar meas- 
ure for the purpose of inquiring into the facts 
proposed to be investigated by it. The ex- 
pense attending it is certainly not very great. 
It does not contemplate the establishment of 


a bureau which shall be permanentin its oper- } 


ations, but it does provide for gathering sta- 
tistics and facts which may be of the greatest 
importance to enable Congress to frame intel- 


ligsntly such laws as are necessary to protect | 


the interests ramed in this bill. It proposes 
the appointment of a commission who shall 
‘investigate the subject of the wages and hours 
of labor, and of the division of the joint profits 
of labor and capital between the laborer and 
the capitalist, and the social, educational, and 
sanitary condition of the laboring classes of 
the United States, and how the same are 


42p Cone. 2p Suss.— No. 15. 


I deny the į 


They desire to | 


They cannot throw it upon | 


$ 


If the Democratic party were to | 


affected by existing laws regulating com- 
merce, finance, and currency. ”’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true and will be con- 
ceded to be true, I am. sure, by every gentle- 
man of this House, that there has never been a 
time in the history of the country when the 
laboring classes themselves were so much agi- 
tated on the subjects embraced in this bill as 
now. It is true in our country as in every other 
that the laboring class constitutes its wealth 
and power, and ata time like this when through- 
out our country, and I may say throughout the 
civilized world, the workingmen are banded 
together for the purpose, if possible, of secur- 
ing their rights from the governing power, it 


i| becomes us, chosen by the people to do their 


will, to heed the voice coming up to us from 
all sections of our land. And, sir, as we look 
at the history of our own country, we are ad- 
monished of the fact that we can gather very 


l| little information from Europe which shall be 


of importance to us in guiding our, legislation 
in reference to our own country. Our growth 
has been so unparalleled, our institutions are 
so different from those of the countries of 
Europe, that we have to look at our own coun- 
try and its own wants, rather than to the coun- 
tries of Europe, to ascertain what may be 
needed in the way of legislation. 

Sir, we grow and prosper as no other nation 
grows and prospers or has ever grown and 
prospered. Our population doubles in about 
thirty years. That of England doubles, per- 
haps, in about one hundred years; that of 
France in about three hundred years; so that 
questions which may develop slowly in those 
countries come rapidly upon us and press upon 
us for immediate determination and action. 

Now, sir, it is true that the laboring masses 
of this country are in earnest upon this sub- 
It is also true that great numbers of the 
laboring classes of our own country are now 
out of employment, There are branches of 
industry where the laborer is not amply paid 
or rewarded for the service which he renders. 
There are some sections of the country where 
the hours of labor are too long. There are 
sections of the country, and especially in the 
large cities, where the laboring classes are 
insufficiently provided for, because they have 
not sufficient wages for their labor. They are 
without houses to cover them, without food to 
feed them, or clothing to protect them. 

Now, as these cities of our country shall 
grow and increase, as the‘population shall be 


tive on the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment that the interests of the laboring classes 
shall be guarded more than they have been in 
the past. In the years that are past our popu- 
lation has scattered over a wide area; certainly 
that was true of our country in its early his- 
tory. The wide fields of the West were ever 
opening to the laboring classes and the poor 
men of the country, and inviting them to till 
its virgin soil. But as the mass of the labor- 
ing people are gathered into the cities and into 


I| districts more confined, and as the population 


there is becoming more dense, the demand will 
be moreand more imperative upon the national 
Legislature to protect the interests of those 
classes, and secure and foster them by wise 
legislation, 


affirmative legislation in favor of the protec- 
tion of those interests; but the bill contem- 
plates the inquiry whether there are now laws 
in existence that ought to be repealed, modi- 


the rights of the laboring classes; whether 
or not the laws of the country are of such a 
character as that they protect and foster capi- 


right and proper share of protection. [ think 
therefore, sir, that it would be wisdom upon 
the part of Congress now to provide for the 


| appointment of such a commission, who skali 


gathered in the cities, it will be more impera- j 


It is not contemplated simply by this bill į 
that Congress in future shall legislate by | 


fied, or amended which have as their tend- | 
ency and further result an infringement upon | 


tal as against labor instead of giving each its |! 
‘1 do not understand that the amendment just 
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inquire and examine into the questions pro- 
posed to be submitted by this bill, and who 
shall report to Congress at some future time 
such statistics and such facts as will enable it 
intelligently, and more intelligently than in 
the past, to legislate upon these subjects which 
are of vital importance and interest to all the 
people. 

Now, it has pleased gentlemen on the other 
side of the House this morning to charge the 
Republican party with the passage of laws cal- 
culated to infringe upon the rights of labor. 
And I listened to the views of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Woop,] who was last 
upon the floor, when he charged the Repub- | 
lican party with bringing upon the country all 
the difficulties and all the wrongs to which he 
alluded. Sir, the Republican party has always 
supported the interests of the laboring classes, 
while on the other hand I point the gentleman 
to the fact that the Democratic party fostered 
slavery in this country; that it declared that 
in all the free territory of the nation slavery 
existed by force of the Constitution of the 
United States. I point him to the fact that it 
fostered slavery and encouraged it in the States 
where it existed, and that it repealed the Mis- 
souri compromise for the purpose of carrying 
slavery into free territory. On the other hand, 
I point him to the fact that the Republican 
party has made free every human being within 
the length and breadth of our country; that it 
has not only made them free, but that it has 
given to every man in this country the ballot 
by which he may protect his rights, so that. it 
becomes the highest interest of the people of 
this country to see that the masses of the peo- 
ple who possess these rights are educated and 
I point him to the 
farther fact that the Republican party has given 
to the country the homestead law instead of 
giving slavery tothe Territories. It hasopened 
up the whole wide field of the West to the 
homestead settler, where every poor man in 
the country may go with his family and take 


| up one hundred and sixty acres of public lands, 


and where he may live securely protected by 
the laws of his country. 

This is my answer to the gentleman, and I 
say, in conclusion, that it does not become the 
Democratic party, it does not become gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House, to say 
that the Republican party has been opposed to 
the interests of laborin this country. I affirm 
that the Republican party has been from its 
commencement until now, and will continue 
to be, the friend of the laboring masses of our 
country. 

I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for yielding to me. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Tyield 
two minutes to my colleague from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. Serer] for the purpose of offering 
an amendment only. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BLAIR, 
of Michigan, inthe chair.) No furtheramend- 
mentis now in order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
give notice that at the proper time I will move | 
to amend the second section by adding thereto 
the following: 

And especially to investigate the system of pay- 
ing laborers in store orders instead of in cash, and 
report what means, if any, ean be adopted to prevent 
the continuance of this system. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I now 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, [Mr. Farnsworrs. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And I yield fora 
moment to my colleague, [Mr. Burcuarp,] 
who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. [ desire to move an 


| amendment to the motion of the gentleman 
‘i from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL. ] 


Mr. HOAR. 


I rise to a question of order. 


| read was offered. 


The SPEAKER protempore. It was merely 
read for information. 


December 19 


> 


} 
Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the | 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio by striking 
out from the instructions all after the intro- 
duetory part of the resolution, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

Thatit shall be the duty of thechief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Treasury, in addition to the duties now required to 
pe performed by him, to investigate and collect 
statistics upon the subject of wages and hours of 
labor,and of the division of thejoint profits of labor 
and capital between the laborer and the capitalist, 
and upon the social, educational, and sanitary con- 
dition of the laboring classes of the United States, 
and upon the bearing and influence of existing laws 
of the United States regulating commerce, finance, 
and currency upon that welfare. 

The amendment which I propose is not 
antagonistic to the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I de- 
sire to say that I did not yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Illinois for the purpose of 
allowing an amendment, but for the purpose 
of debating the question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There was no stipu- 
lation of that kind. I know nothing about 
that. I yielded to my colleague to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. My amendment does 
not conflict with any of the views which 
have been advanced here by the advocates of 
this measure. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the gentleman from Illinois is 
not addressing himself to anything before the 
House. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Well, that is a very 
small point of order, indeed. [Laughter. ] 
The original proposition is that a commission 
shall be appointed to investigate and ascertain 
certain facts that no member upon this floor 
fit to be a member of Congress has not given 
some consideration to and cannot be wholly 
destitute ofsome information upon that subject. 
It is one of the fundamental questions in 
political economy and deeply concerns the 
public welfare of the country—the proper 
division of the profits of capital and labor. 
But the bill confesses our ignorance and pro- 
poses to give the investigation of these ques- | 
tions to a commission, creating three addi- | 
tional officers to draw a salary of $5,000 per l 
annum each. I would have no objection to |} 
that were it not that we have already the ma- |} 
chinery necessary to ascertain these facts. || 
We have a Bureau of Statistics, employed at an || 
annual expense of from forty to sixty thou- |i 
sand dollars, with a clerical force of from 
thirty to forty men, as the Treasury report 
shows, who can investigate and inquire |i 
into these facts. Iam in favor of utilizing, í 
as more economical, the force that we have, 
and I think it is far better to do that than 
to appoint a joint committee of members of | 
the Senate and House of Representives, as | 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
CAMPBELL,| empowered to send for persons || 
and papers, and investigate the subject. What || 
we want is facts and not theories, and we || 
have already a bureau for ascertaining these |i 
facts. i 

I thank my colleague for yielding tome. [ | 
bave not made a motion to amend the bill, but || 
simply a motion to amend the instructions | 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. | 

I desire that if they are instructed to report | 
any measure, it shall be a measure merely | 
authorizing or requiring the Bureau of Statis- || 
tics to ascertain these facts. i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to say but į! 
a very few words on this subject. In the out- || 
t 
| 


set I wish to say that the Republican party has 
done more for the laboring men and women of 
the United States, of all colors, and without |! 
regard to color, than any other party under | 
the sun ever did. In doing this, I have no | 
doubt that some of the lawa that have been 
enacted bear unequally upon labor and capi- 
tal. But I think that can all be remedied by 
the repeal of a few laws, by the repeal or dim- 
inution of some taxes, and by such an adjust- 


| 
| 


i member of Congress gets. 


| have. 


| ment as upon due inquiry members of Congress 


would be capable of making. 
But I wish to say that I am opposed to any 
more commissions upon this subject. It is 


| proposed by this bill to appoint a commission 


ofthreegentlemen, with a salary of $5,000 each 
per annum, who are to incubate for four and 
twenty months, and then bring forth the re- 
sults of their investigation and lay them before 
Congress. Now $5,000 a year is just what a 
We have here a 
Committee on Education and Labor, and a 
very intelligent and distinguished committee it 
is, too; a much better commission, in my 


opinion, than the President or anybody else | 
| can make who may undertake to appoint three 


gentlemen from the country at large. Now 
we can have the benefit of the labors of that 
committee without expending any $5,000 a 
year each additional for three commissioners. 
And as they are in Congress for two years, 
they will have full time to make their investi- 
gation, as much time as this commission would 
We havé now commissions enough in 
the Government. We havea Commissioner of 
Agriculture, a Commissioner on Statistics, a 
Commissioner of the Census,a Commissioner of 
Education, andsundry othercommissioners. I 
believe the last appointed was a commissioner 


| on fishes. Bythe way, I wonder what the com- 


missioner on fishes has been doing all this 
time. I presume we will have a report from 


Í him soon. 


Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman repeat 
what he has just said? I did not fully under- 
stand him. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I said that I believed | 


we had a commissioner on fishes. 

Mr. DAWES. Willthe gentleman allow me 
a word? l 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not care about 
the matter at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I think my friend from Th- 
nois, [Mr. Farnsworta,] with all the other 
members of this House, will be gratified when 
we receive the report of that commissioner. [ 


think that their constituents all along the lakes į 


will thank somebody for having started that 


commission. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, I will be very 


glad of that. 


i missions and commissioners, we have com- 


mittees in both Houses of Congress upon all 
those subjects. We have a Committee on 
Agriculture, a Committee on Manufactures, a 
Committee on Education and Labor. and com- 
mittees upon almost every conceivable subject. 
If there is any necessity for another committee 
on this speciai subject lat us appoint ir, but do 
not pass an act of Congress providing for send- 
ing out a commission of three long-laboring 
gentlemen, very well dressed and very distin- 


guished, courteous gentlemen, no doubt, gradu- | 
i ates of some distinguished college in New 
England, to labor for two years to ascertain | 
and discover what we ought to know here to | 


begin with, to advise us as to what kind of 


laws we should pass in reference to capital | 


and labor. We had a Commissioner of Rev- 
enue awhile ago. He did not happen to suit 
certain gentlemen from certain sections of this 
country upon the subject of the tariff, and he 
was turned out. 

Mr. HOAR. He was not turned out. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, his term ex- 
pired and we would not renew it because he 
happened to be a low-tariff man. Now, if we 
should happen to get on this commission three 
high-tariff men, their panacea for all the woes 
that afflict this country would be a tariff on 
pig-iron and coal. If we should happen to get 
a free trade commission, their remedy for all 


| woes, their adjustment of all the differences 


between capital and labor, would be free trade. 


senting different views ; representing labor and 
capital, banks and agriculture, and everything 
of that kind, is the best sort of a committee to 


And besides all those com- | 


investigate this subject and reportto the House; 
at least go it seems to me. 

Tt is proposed by some gentlemen to com- 
| mence relieving the labor of the country by 
repealing the tax upon incomes. It is pro- 
| posed to begin the work of ameliorating the 
|| condition of oppressed labor by repealing the 
|| only tax we impose upon capital. From an- 
other source it is proposed to repeal the tax 
upon banks. That is an excellent remedy for 
|| the relief of the laboring men. Such are the 
i| various propositions presented. Sir, let this 
matter be referred to the committee that has 
had it in charge; let them make the necessary 
investigations and report to this House, and I 
| certainly shall receive their report with a great 
deal of respect. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I now 
yield ten minutes to my colleague, [Mr. Kik- 
LINGER. } 

Mr. KILLINGER. Mr. Speaker, iu the early 
part of the session I introduced a resolu- 
tion instructing the Committee on Education 
and Labor to inquire into the’expediency of 
reporting a measure looking to the establish- 
ment of a bureau of labor in connection with 
i the Department of Agriculture. My prefer- 
ence now would he that this question should 
take that shape—that the Commissioner of 
Agriculture, whom we know to be a compe- 
i tent gentleman, should have charge of this 
i| whole subject. In this way we should avoid 
the creation ofa commission. Ido not favor 
the establishment of new offices, especially 
sinecure offices. I much préfer that the offi- 
cers of the Government now in power and now 
drawing salaries should discharge the duties 
; which this bill proposes to assign to a commis- 
| sion consisting of three members. The Com- 
| missioner of Agriculture has time enough to 
| spare from the discharge of his present duties 
t 
i 
{ 


i to give his attention to this subject: and I 
‘believe that his would he the proper depart- 
; ment of the Government to take charge of this 
| subject. 

However, sir, I do not rise to antagonize 
i the bill now before the House. for if I cannot 
| get such a measure as I prefer, I will go fora 
| 

| 


| commission such as is proposed. But I wish 
i to call the attention of the House to two 
amendments which I have proposed to this 
ii bill, and the adoption of which Í regard as of 
i! great importance in order to perfect it. The 
bill provides that these commissioners shall 
hold office for two years. I propose that their 
| labors shall be limited to one year. If the 
| Congress of the United States is in earnest on 
this subject, and means to meet the views and 
i| demands of the laboring people, we must not 
put off this question for two years. What the 
people want is speedy action, not mere resolves 
and not mere sentimentalism. They require 
prompt action. If we constitute a commis- 
sion to serve two years from the day of their 
appointment, this Congress will not receive the 
report of that commission; it will be made to 
the Forty-Third Congress. 
7 Now, I contend that the Congress institut- 
ing this commission ought to have the report 
made to it, and that we should take the 
responsibility of acting upon that report. 
There is ample time for this commission to do 
its full duty within the period of one year. 
The necessary facts and statistics are patent 
to public inquiry. Many of them are official 
records, and are easily accessible. I contend, 
sir, thatiftbis Congress is in earnest—if we are 
not paltering with the laboring people on this 
question—we will meet it before our terms 
expire in a practical way, and not merely 
theorize about it, not merely pass abstract 
i resolutions aud make buncombe speeches. 
| We shall be keeping the word of promise to 
| the ear and breaking it to the hope if we put 


i 


i 
i 
i 
t 
l 


: Now, sir, a committee of this House appointed || off this action for two years, and the laboring 
, from different portions of the country, repre- |) people of my section will so regard it, If Con 


li gress is afraid to meet this question and to 
it grapple with it after the report is made, we 
i! may as well let the whole question rest, 


1871. 
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That is one of the amendments I have pro- 
posed, that this commission shall terminate 
within one year. Then there is an additional 
reason on the ground of economy. There is 
no reason why we should create sinecure offices 
of $5,000 each to last two years, and to be 
supplied with clerks and the paraphernalia of 
such investigations. Iam utterly opposed to it. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Willthe gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. KILLINGER. No, sir; I have only 
five minutes, and one or two more points to 
make. The second amendment I proposed 
was that at least one of this commission should 
be a practical laborer. Unless such a one is 
put on this commission this bill is not worth 
the paper upon which it is printed. To appoint 
three erudite, learned gentlemen, of classical 
taste and great repute in letters, is just of no 
account at all, The laboring man desires and 
deserves the recognition of this House. The 
President of the United States, in his discre- 
tion, may select a laboring man; but, sir, the 
Congress of the United States is of greater 
power in this Government than the President 
of the United States, and if the Representa- 
tives of this laboring people have the will, and 
intend their interests shall be regarded, and 
the requirements they make shall be fairly 
heard, let them put it in print, let them state 
it here, and require that the President of the 
United States shall appoint one at least who is 
practically identified with this question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless we have these 

‘amendments, I do not consider the commis- 
sion of much account in any practical way. 
Suggestions have been made to me that, in 
addition to the one representing the laboring 
interest, the other two commissioners should 
represent the other great interests of manu- 
factures and commerce. I do not intend, in 
my amendment, to include any other class of 
people than the laboring people, and for this 
reason: the interests of commerce and manu- 
factures, in which is invested the capital of 
the country, do not need any such indication 
from Congress. The President will be sure to 
hear from them. ‘They will be there to be 
heard. The men who delve in the mine, who 
toil and spin and weave, will have no repre- 
sentation there. Unless it is in the law, 
‘nominated in the bond,” they will have no 
representation. These suggestions are all I 
desire to make in that connection. 

The questions to be submitted to the con- 
sideration of a commission press for an early 
solution. The problem of labor reform, in its 
varied aspects and relations, is one of the 
momentous questions of our advancing civili- 
zation. Its shadow is seen and its power is 
felt in the daily telegrams which reach us from 
all parts of the civilized world. Kings and 
people, church and State, feel its influence, 
and we will be compelled to deal with itin this 
country in a practical way at no remote day. 

What, then, is this question? It involves 
the recognition on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the fact that the laboring classes of 
our population, more especially those engaged 
in manual labor, menial labor as it has come 
to be regarded, are being unfairly dealt with, 
are entitled to more consideration, higher 
compensation, and some share in the govern- 
ing forces of the country. Associated wealth 
now holds this large class of our producers in 
an iron grasp, and refuses them that equal and 
exact justice to-which they feel themselves to 
be entitled; and yet labor is admitted of 
all men to be the source of wealth and the 
foundation of our material prosperity. It is 
not singular that the intelligent laborer should 
seek to share in some degree the comforts and 
prosperity of his employer. o , 

Experience has proved that the principle of 
coöperation, which underlies this labor reform 
movement, between employer and employed, 
works well in many of those branches of indus- 
try which require small capital and limited 
capacity. I am hopeful that this beneficent 


principle may be extended and come to em- 
brace the larger industrial establishments of 
the country. When the principle is recognized 
that there is and of right ought to be an 
equity between the rate of dividends made and 
the rate of wages paid the success of the labor 
reform movement will be assured. It will be 
to the great advantage of the whole country 
that some such result shall be reached and that 
speedily. It will silence discontent, secure sta- 
bility in all kind of industrial enterprises, and 
do away with strikes and suspensions. When 
the employer and the employed have thus a 
common interest in the prosecution of any 
trade or business, we may look for steady in- 
dustry, increased production, and generally a 
more economical and satisfactory management 
of their affairs. 

These efforts are widely different from what 
I understand the Commune of Paris and the 
Reds of continental Europe to be striving for. 
The American workingmen with whom I have 
come in contact are neither atheisis nor infi- 
dels, Fourierites nor free-lovers. They do not 
worship the Goddess of Reason, nor propose to 
break down the barriers between virtue and 
vice. The true method of labor reform is to 
be found in the American idea of educating 
the masses, improving their condition, and 
recognizing them one and all as factors in 
our social and political system. If I under- 
stand the foreign system it will ever be an 
exotic on American soil, encouraging, as it 
does, idleness instead of labor, rapine instead 
of economy. It leads to disorganization and 
disorder, debauchery and moral death! Our 
system rests on that better basis, ‘ʻa Govern- 
ment of the people for the people and by the 
people,” and inculcates industry and sobriety, 
the sacredness of the marriage tie and the fam- 
ily relation, the elevation of all classes, the 
subjection of none; and in these consists the 
greatness and grandeur of the nation. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I now 
yield for ten minutes to my colleague, [ Mr. 
KELLEY. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
bill for the appointment of the commission 
will pass. I cannot argue the general ques- 
tions now, having risen merely to reply io 
some sort to the remarks of my colleague 
[Mr. Srorm] and of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr, Cox] who sits beside him. In the 
course of their remarks they assailed the duties 
on various manufactured articles, chiefly of 
iron. Sir, those duties are requisite to secure 
employment to the American laborer. They 
are the sole defense of his right to steady em- 
ployment. To the penniless and unemployed 
laborer no commodities are cheap. The cheap- 
est are so costly that he cannot buy them, 
while the steadily employed and well-paid arti- 
san can furnish himself abundantly with at 
least the necessaries of life. Ido not mean 
to reply to the suggestions of my colleague 
in my own language; but will do it by re- 
questing the Clerk to read a letter from onc 
who was legislating as a member of Congress 
before either he or the gentleman from New 
York was born~—more than fifty years ago—and 
who livesto watch, with intelligence, legislation 
touching the rights and interests of the masses 
of his countrymen. 1l allude to Hon. Andrew 
Stewart, of western Peunsylvania. The Clerk 
will please read his letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Uxtonrowy, PENNSYLVANIA, 
December 11, 1871. 

Dear Sir: Last winter the free-traders succeeded 
in reducing the duty on pig iron from nine dollars 
to seven dollars per ton, and I see that they now 
propose to reduce it to five dollars, This reduction of 
two dollars was made to reduce the price in accord- 
ance with their theory that “ the duty is always added 
to the price and paid by the consumer;’’ while, on 
theother hand,you contended that the effect would 
be to break down our weak establishments, check 
the strong, discourage investments, destroy compe- 
tition, and of course diminish supply, and thereby 
increase the price. Such were the arguments; now 
for the facts and results. 


Let these free-traders look at the price-current of 
pig iron when they redueed the duty about a year 


ago, and at the price-current now, and they will find 
that instead of reducing the price of pig iron two 
dollars aton it has increased it on an average nearly 
six dollars, say five dollars per ton. Then let them 
look at the official reports. British and American, 
and they will find that we have imported, since the 
reduction of the duty, about two hundred thousand 
tons of pig metal, which, at an increase of five dol- 
lars a ton, will make a clear gain to foreign import- 
ers of $1,000,000 and an equivalent loss to American 
consumers,besides the millions lost by breaking down 
American competition and supply. 

But this is not all. The Treasury has, by this act, 
lost two dollars a ton on two hundred thousand tons 
of pig iron, amounting to $400,000 in gold revenue, 
which our own people must now pay to supply this 
loss. Such are the fruits of ‘‘revenucreform.’”’ Other 
causes may have contributed to these results, but 
this cannot impair the truth or destroy the influence 
of the facts stated. _ 

With these undeniable facts, proved by records, 
staring them in the face, these revenue reformers 
now propose to repeat the experiment by which they 
have robbed American consumers of $1,000,000, and 
the Treasury of $400,000 more to favor foreigners. 

Now, had they reversed this action, had they added 
two dollars a ton instead of taking it off, thereby 
stimulating production and encouraging investments 
at home, developing our own resources, giving em- 
ployment to our own labor, and markets and money 
to our own farmers instead of foreigners, how many 
millions would it have saved, and how many would 
it have added to our national wealth and resources. 

Now, permit me to add briefly a few reasons why 
pig iron, above everything else, requires high pro- 
tection: 

1. Because it isthe product almost exclusively of day 
labor, unaided by labor-saving machinery; for what. 
is clearer than that American labor, getting from 
#1 50 to two dollars a day, must be protected in its 
struggle with foreign labor for the American market, 
receiving wages on an average less than half that 
sum? Especially as the cost of transporting for- 
cign pig iron to this country is a mere trifle, often as 
ballast, less than five dollars a ton; about the cost 
of carting it ten or fifteen miles on ordinary roads. 

2. Because almost the whole value of pig iron con- 
sists of agricultural produce. Ask any practical pig 
iron maker, and be will tell you that about three 
fourths of the money he receives for his pig iron goes 
to the neighboring farmers for the subsistence of his 
labor; the horses, mules, and oxen, men, women, and, 
children employed about his furnace; the ore and 


i coal of which his iron is made being utterly worth- 


less if left in the ground, and so the foreign iron we 
purchase consists of the agricultural produce of for- 
eign farmers sent bere in disguise, worked up into 
pig iron, and our money sent by millions to pay for 
it, instead of being distributed among our own farm- 
ers and laboring men. 

3. Because iron is slike essential in peace and 
war, aud for which we ought, therefore, to be inde- 
pendent of the world. ARANA 

4. Because the coal and ore of which iron is made 
are useless and wortbless if left unused and uncon- 
verted into iron. : i , 

5. Because our capacity to produce iron is un- 
limited, our coal and ore inexhaustible, easier of 
access, and more equally and generally distributed 
than in any other country. Hence, ought we not 
only to supply ourselves, but also, in time, the old 
and exhausted countries of Europe with iron, as we 
are now doing with many other articles heretofore 
imported, but now exported under favor of high pro- 
tective duties, which having done their work are 
now usoless and inoperative. 

Very respectfully, yours, A. STEWART. 


Hon. W. D. KELLEY. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, having thus 
through the lips of that venerable man replied 
to the assault of my colleague and his friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] upon the wages 
of the laboring people, I proceed to say that 
the working people of this country want this 
commission. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. COX. I only wish to inquire what is 
the date of that letter ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire also to say that I 
have never had so many letters from working 
people in so short a space of time, thanking 
me for act or word, as I have received during 
the last few days, thanking me for supporting 
the proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] and urging the appoint- 
ment of such a commission as is proposed by 
his bill. There are misunderstandings among 
themselves, there are different theories as to 
what are the causes of the difficulties and trials 
they are enduring, and they ask that intelligent, 
high-minded men, not connected with any fac- 
tion or any party, may be authorized to bring 
representative men of all sides before them and 
hear their views as to the grievances of the labor- 
ing classes and the remedies proposed. Thus 
they believe the commissioners may be able at 
not a distant day in the life of the nation, at 
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not a distant day in the life of man, but at an 
early day for so great a work, to lay before 
Congress a mass of information that members 
cannot obtain elsewhere, that has never been 
collected, and that cannot be collected except 
in some such way as is here proposed. And, 
sir, such a commission, maging such a report, 
would have as beneficent a result as this Con- 


gress can by any means produce during the | 


whole of the period of its existence. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, how much time have I left of my 


hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Bram, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) Ten minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Iyield 
the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. STEVENSON. J . 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the most 
intelligent laboring men complain of the legis- 
lation of the national Congress, because of the 
tariff with its multitude of provisions laying 
onerous taxes upon the people without benefit 
to the Treasury. They complain of our legis- 
lation, because of the fostering of great mo- 


nopolies winding themselves about the nation | 
and threatening to crush the life out of it in its į 


youth. They complain of the waste, the almost 
criminal waste of the public lands, of the 


squandering of the national domain which | 
ought to be reserved for homesteads to them- || au j 
|! might cut them off to-morrow. [ have no doubt 


selves and to their children. 


I believe these complaints and others of || 
like nature to be well-founded. They certainly | 


deserve to be heard and gravely considered. 
For this reason we should raise some such 


commission as is here proposed; and there | 


is another reason for it: althongh the work- 
ingmen of America have good ground to com- 


plain against the national Government, yet |: 
they have also much cause for congratulation | 
that they live in this free country, and the j 


report from such a commission cannot but 
show that the laboring masses of America are 
infinitely better off than the same classes in 
Europe. 
this commission will make will be a most val 
uable document, not only of interest to us, bu 


of great interest to Europe; anditwillincrease | 
the tide of immigration to our shores, and : 


thereby return to us manifold any amount 
which it may cost. 

There is also another reason for raising this 
commission. It is that the working people 
want it. They are the majority of the people 
of this country. We are here to represent them, 
and we are bound to hear their complaints. 

Mr, PERCE. I am requested by severa 
members on beth sides of the House to cal 
the previous question at the present time. 


to any gentleman who may desire to speak or 
the question before the House. If any gentle 
man will indicate such a desire, I will have 
pleasure in yielding to him. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it right 
to state that if the previous question be called 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. CAMPBELL] torecommit with instructions 
and the call should be sustained, the operatio 
of the previous question will not be exhauste 


until the bill is put apon its third reading and | 


engrossment. 

Mr. BIGGS. I would state to the chairman 
of the committee, the gentleman ‘from Missis 
sippi, (Mr. Perce,] that there are severa 
gentleman here who desire to say something 
upon the bill, I would suggest that he should 
consent to allowing thirty minutes to this side 
of the House. 

Mr. PERCE. Ifthe gentleman from Dela 
ware [Mr. Brees] desires to be heard, I wil 
yield to him with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. KERR. 
several gentlemen have leftihe Hall on the un- 
derstanding that no vote will be taken to-day, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
apprehension, from his own knowledge; that 


A national official report such as | 


1. 


am willing, however, before doing so, to yield | 


I think it right also to say that : 


‘i men have left with the impression, from the 
il notice which was given, that there would be no 
|| vote on the bill to-day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
| league, [Mr. CAMPBELL, } before making that 
| motion, to yield to me for the purpose of re- 
| porting a bill from the Committee on Appro- 
| priations. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know that I 
i} shonld be expected to say anything in support of 
the instructions of the committee, which I have 
ii offered. Ihave certainly no disposition to pro- 
|! tract this debate, or to go into any elaborate 
ii discussion of the question before the House. 
I think it a very important one. But itis late 
in the afternoon ; many members have left the 
|; Hall; and in that view I propose to make a 
‘| motion to adjourn, but will yield temporarily 
(| to my colleague, [Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.] 
| Mr. HOAR. Would it not be agreeable to 

the gentleman to have the previous question 
i| considered as ordered at the end of thirty min- 
il utes debate going on in the mean time, and 
then adjourn, having a full hour for discussion 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know, Mr. 
i| Speaker, what number of gentlemen may desire 
to be heard;. and I should dislike to assume 
authority to make any arrangements which 


T ask my col- 


that our side of the House is disposed to come 
to a vote to-morrow without any unreasonable 
delay. Iwillinquire, Mr. Speaker, whether I 
shall be entitled to the floor in the morning 
i upon this proposition? 
| The SPEAKER. The floor has not been 
| formally assigned; but the gentleman is upon 
| the floor, and would be entitled to proceed. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 4 withdraw for the ime 
being the motion to adjourn, in order to enable 
| my colleague, the chairman of the Committee 
i| on Appropriations, to report a bill. 
i 


EXPENSES OF KU KLUX COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent to report from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, with two amendments, the bill 
(H. R. No. 484) making an appropriation to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
expenses of the joint select Committee on 
Alleged Outrages in the Southern States. 

The bill, which was read for information, 


carried for this purpose to the contingent 

fand ofthe Senate and to be expended on vouch- 

ers of the chairman of the joint committee, 
The amendments were read, as follows: 

six strike out “$40,000” 


In line and insert 


* 827,845.” 


In lines seven, eight, and nine strike out the 
| words “ to be expended on vouchers of the chair- 
į man of said joint committee.” 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
| consideration of this bill now? 
|. Myr. ELDRIDGE. Reserving the right to 
| object, I wish to make a suggestion to the 
gentleman from Ohio. It seems to me that 
the great reduction in the amount of the 
appropriation, from $40,000 to $27,845, 


ing what these expenses have been. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will answer 
any question of the gentleman. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. This bill appropriat- 


|i report, and an amendment is now offered 
| reducing the amount to $27,000 without any 
reason given for it. It seems to me that 
under such circumstances the bill ought not 
to pass without some explanation. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will not ask 

the House to pass the bill without any explan- 
l ation. ifthe gentleman will allow the bill to 
| be considered, { will make an explanation and 
| will answer any questions. 


te 


} 
| that statement is correct; that several gentle- 


demands at least some detailed report show- jj 


| ing $40,000 was introduced here without any || 


| 


i 
i 


j 
H 
i 
H 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I hope the gentleman 
will state how mach has been expended already, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot allow 


| debate to proceed on a bill while an objection 


is pending. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. 


object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no 
right to reserve an objection. The Chair has 
recognized his objection as pending ull now. 
Does the gentleman object or not? The bill 
must be before the House or not. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Well, Mr. Speaker, Ido 
not think the bill ought to be passed under 
such circumstances, and I therefore object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the rul- 
ing as he has repeatedly done before, because 
itis one of the most dangerous practices that 


I reserve the right to 


| could possibly be introduced upon this floor, to 


have any sort of an arrangement by which a 
bill may or may not be considered. Theright 


i to object is absolute, and must be exercised 


absolutely, and not conditionaily. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

The question was upon the following amend- 
ments, reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations: 

In line six, strike out ‘'$40,000,” and insert in lieu 
thereof * $27,845.’’ 


In linesseven, eight, and nine, strike out the words 
“and to be expended on vouchers of the chairman 


t of said joint committee.” 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
the joint Committee on Investigation of Alleged 
Outrages in'the Southern States was appointed 
under the provisions of the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the 20th of March, 1871, snd their 
expenses were to be paid out of the contin- 

ent fund of the Senate. The resoiution 
itself specified that the vouchers for payments 
were to be approved by the chairman of the 
committee, so that the machinery for pay- 
ments should be within the committee itself. 

The Committee on Appropriations felt some 
delicacy in inquiring into matters wholly in the 
hands of the Senate, but at the same time they 
felt it their duty to make the inquiry, and I 
hold in my hand a detailed statement of the 
expenditures of that committee as exhibited 
by the chairman of the committee. I bold 
also in my hand the journal of the committee, 
kept from the time of its first organization 
until the final adjournment in September. 
Thatjournal shows that there were twenty mem- 
bers of the committee; that they all met at first 
aud held a short session here, and distributed 
themselves into sub-committees, which visited 
different parts of the South; that at a later 
period they all met again and heard the re- 
ports from the sub-committees; that they had 
a very large number of witnesses summoned 
before them, and that they have taken, in all, 
six thousand printed pages of testimony, tobe 
laid before the House andthe Senae. Ihave 
in this statement before me the amount paid 
to members of the committee as mileage, and 
for expenses, and a detailed statement of what 
was paid to the witnesses and stenoyraphers. 
I suppose the House will not require to have 
the whole laid before them. It is too volu- 
minous; but ] will say that $42,000 had been 


| appropriated for the use of the committee 


The Committee on 
Appropriations did not feel inclined in a bill, 
which is in its nature a deficiency bill, to do 
anything more than make good the expendi- 
tures which the committce have made; they 


i have therefore stricken off the whole of the 
| appropriation that looked forward to future 


expenditures, If the House or the Senate 
desire to make any additional appropriation, 
the committee which 1 represent wish them to 
take the responsibility of doing so, but for 


1871. 
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our parts we have proceeded only so far as to 
pay the actual expenses already incurred and 
admitted, approved and vouched for by the 
chairman of the select committee. 

I feel it due, however, to the Committee on 
Appropriations to make one remark. I find 
by the journal of the joint committee that at 
their first meeting they voted that the amount 
to be allowed for expenses to each member 
should be eight dollars per day. So far as my 
experience goes that is an unusual amount to 
be awarded. I have understood, ever since I 
have been a member of the House, that the 
expenses of a member of an investigating 
committee had been fixed by custom at not 


more than six dollars a day, with the usual |} 


ten cents a mile for traveling expenses, which 
is also allowed to witnesses who have testified 
before committees. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations regarded this as an unusal amount 
to allow, but we did not feel that we were the 
proper judges of the matter, and, as these ac- 
counts had been allowed and a settlement had 
been made, the committee merely state the 
fact to the House for its information, and re- 
port the actual sum already settled for and 
vouched for by the chairman of the committee, 
who had the whole business in his hands. 

The Committee on Appropriations have 
instructed me (and I mention it here simply 
for information) to report to the House a 
resolution directing the select Committee on 
Civil Service Reform to prepare and report a 
bill to fix hereafter the amount that shall be 
allowed as expenses for members of commit- 
tees serving during the recess of Congress, and 
also to settle the whole question of the fees 
and per diem of witnesses. That is one of 
the things that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions believe ought to be fixed by law; we 
think our civil service reform ought to begin 
at home here. : 

I have now said all I desire to say, and will 
yield for questions if gentlemen desire to ask 


them. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I hope the gentleman 
will allow me a moment to make a suggestion, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iwill yield for 
a question, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I do not wish to ask a 
question, but I want to make a suggestion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will hear the 
gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I made an objection to 
this bill, in the first place, not because I had 
any desire to hinder or delay the payment of 
the gentlemen who were upon that joint com- 
mittee, but I made it perhaps out of a sort of 
spite which I felt toward the proceedings of 
that committee. At all events I had in my 
mind a lingering recollection of an assurance 
which we received from the gentlemen who 
were in favor of that committee, as a sort of 
breakwater between the effort which was made 
to pass the bill under which the President has 
seen fit to act in suspending the writ of habeas 
corpus, ani the proposition to furnish this 
House with information which they ought to 
have had previous to acting upon that bill. 
We were assured, as I understood from the 
other side of the House, that this committee 
would furnish evidence to the President of the 
United States with reference to the southern 
States, before he would act upon the authority 
given him under the bill commonly called the 
Ku Klux bill. 

But it would ‘seem that this committee has 
served about the same purpose as the exam- 
ination by the justice of the peace, which was 
made after his judgment had been rendered 
and carried into execution. His judgment 
was rendered and the party was whipped, his 
judgment being fully carried into execution. 
The justice of the peace then proposed to hear 
the evidence and the arguments upon which 
he ought to have ac‘ed in renderin his judg- 
ment. That is about the attitude of this com- 
mittee. Now, I was in hopes that we would 
have had some explanation of this matter 


before this time, so that we might be satisfied 
with the candor and fairness with which we 
were treated when this subject was before the 
House at the time this committee was ap- 
pointed. That was the point which I thought 
f would reserve to myself the right to make 
inquiry about, when 1 made my conditional 
objection to this bill. l 

Now, I would like to know what amount this 
committee has already cost the country, both 
in the matter of the expenses of the commit- 
tee itself and the expenses of the witnesses 
which havé been brought before it. I would 
like to have the country understand, L would 
like to have my constituents understand what 
this committee has cost us, because I think it 
is simply so much money wasted, as the Presi- 
dent has acted without regard to the commit- 
tee, upon information independent of the com- 
mittee, and the committee has really rendered 
no service to the country, however valuable iis 
report may seem to be as regards facts. It 
seems to me that itis due to the House that 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should tell us what this committee and 
this investigation have already cost the coun- 


try. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will answer 
the gentleman. After this bill shall have been 
passed, and their already adjudicated accounts 
have been paid, the committee will have ex- 
pended the sum of $69,907 39. Of course 
that is exclusive of the printing and any cost 
that may arise from getting out the various 
volumes of their testimony and report. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does that include the 
fees and expenses of the Sergeant-at-Arms? 
I would like the gentleman, if he has the 
information, to give to the House the aggre- 
gate sum for the printing and everything else 
that this committee has cost this country. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is the 
aggregate, as I understand it. 

Ir. ELDRIDGE, It must be much more 
than that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will give the 
gentleman the exact items. There was appro- 
priated under the ap ropriations of last Con- 
gress $42,062 39. ‘That is now all expended; 
and the committee has made additional bills, 
which have been passed and vouched for as cor- 
rect, amounting to $27,845, which they report 
as the deficiency necessary to settle everything 
up to the present time. ‘Those two sums make 
the amount I have already named, $69,907 39. 
Of course this is exclusive of the cost of print- 
ing, which I have no means of estimating ; but 
it is understood that there will be seven vob 
umes of testimony making about six thousand 
pages, which will of course, at the usual rates, 
be a tolerably heavy item. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. What was the object, then, 
of asking an appropriation which would have 
made the aggregate about one hundred million 
dollars? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee 
asked in this bill $40,000, which would have 
made up their deficiency of $27,845, and left 
about twelve thousand five hundred dollars for 
further work that they proposed to do, as I 
understand. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. What was the sum to 
which this $40,000 is a deficiency! 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Sixty-nine 
thousand nine hundred and seven dollars and 
thirty-nine cents would be the total. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Is that the personal 
expenses alone of the committee, or does it 
include witnesses’ fees, sergeant-at-arms’ fees, 


and all the expenses consequent upon this | 
i! tempted to giveus information from that paper, 
Tt includes | 
In this table which I hold in my |! 
| Now the paper is to be suppressed. Al that 4 
i ask is thatit may be read at the Speaker’s desk, 
i| so that we may know what it does contain. 


investigation ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
everything. 
hand appears on the first page the amount paid 
to members of the committee; then follows 
the amount paid to clerks; then the sum 


paid to the stenographers of the committee. |i 


Then follow six or seven pages of the names 
of witnesses, with their mileage and per diem. 


These items footed up make the total I have 
already named. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether in the item of mileage there is any 
charge for constructive mileage where witnesses 
were already on the spot when summoned to 
be examined ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee 
asked the chairman of the joint committee that 
question particularly, and he answered that 
at the first meeting of the committee he did 
not allow pay or mileage to any Senator, be- 
cause at that time the Senate happened to be 
here in extra session. He further stated that 
he did not allow constructive mileage to any 
member; mileage was allowed only to those 
who actually traveled. 

Mr. WOOD. My question did not refer to 
members of the committee so much us to wit- 
nesses. I will say just here that I hold it is 
one of the abuses in the practice of this House 
that where the Sergeant-at-Arms has subpenaed 
witnesses who attended of their own accord, 
a charge has been made for constructive mile- 
age, and money has in that way been paid out 
of the contingent fund. This committee has 
traveled about through the southern States, 
and I wish to know whether, when they have 
called witnesses residing on the spot, there 
has been any such charge. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Senator 
who is chairman of the joint committee in- 
formed the Committee on Appropriations that 
he required every witness, when receiving pay- 
ment, to make oath that he had actually per- 
formed the travel in obedience to a summons; 
and he told the committee of a number of 
cases in which he had rejected claims because 
the party had happened to be in the city of 
Washington on his own business and was sum- 
moned while here. I think there was no con- 
structive mileage of that sort. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Doesthe gentleman pro- 
pose to have that itemized statement printed, 
so that we can have the benefit of it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. -I have no ob- 
jection to its being printed, except on account 
of its great length. Ido not like to cumber 
the columns of the Globe. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Itisan important docu-’ 
ment; and Í certainly hope that the gentleman 
will allow it to be printed as a part of his speech 
or report, that we may have in detail the in- 
formation he has tried to give us in general 
terms from that paper. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I dislike to 
burden the columns of the Globe. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I hope the gentleman 
will publish it as part of his speech. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not like 
to do that. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman bas tried 
to give us information from that paper ; he has 
read it over page by page, referring to the dif- 
ferent items; and I think it should be printed 
in detail. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
is at liberty to examine the paper. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I do not care so much 
about it fur myself; but I want the House and 
the country to have the benefit of it. Iknow 
the gentleman is candid and fair about this 
thing. I ask the gentleman to have that paper 
read at the Speaker’s desk, that is, if he does 
not desire it read as a part of his speech. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man desires it printed as a-document for the 


i information of the membersof the House, I 


have no objection. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman has at- 


and has turned over leaf after leaf, and has 
said here was so and so, and here so and so. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am unwilling 
to detain the House to have eight or ten pages 
of figures read. 
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Mr. ELDRIDGE. Iwill not ask it to be | The Attorney General placed in the hands of the 


read in full. I propose if it be sent to the | chairman of the joint committee $12,500, out of the | gy W, R, Howles see aon "410 
Speaker’s desk that it shall be considered as | pune ee for the prosecution of crimes, made | 41 E. A. Hull... 
having been read. I do not intend that the | been applied to the payment of the expenses of the | i EA M. Gentry 
gentleman shall get offon the question of time. || Sub-gommitlees while in Georgia, Florida, Alabama, || 34 J.R. Smith.. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, we | and Mississippi, the chairman having in his hands | J5 R. W.Florney, 
P ; 11 $2,500, to be returned to the Department of Justice. 5 NCF 
desire that document shall be read to the |} This $10,000, borrowed and expended, is also to be j! 46 NM. Si Whiitalee 
House, or shall be ordered to be printed, so | returned, and is included in the amount of indebt- || 43 T Henden. as os 
that every member may be put in possession || edness, as stated. It is not additional thereto, 1 49 AU Davis 
: $ ; ata The Attorney General considered himself war- i 50 P.T. Say 
of the detailed information which it contains. | ranted in furnishing the committee, under the terms | a C Bree 
If the appropriation be proper itself to be made ; ot the act referred to, with the amount he placed at |} 55 R Busecd 
by this House out of the Treasury, there ought | {RÈ disposal for the purposes of the investigation, || 53°" Harri 
Tees ’ 3 expecting it, however, to be replaced.by a future z iS a 
not to be the slightest objection to spreading |} appropriation. 54 J r SEn 
upon our record the items which go to make | ond, JOHN SCOTT, a EW pee 
up this large expenditure of the public money. Chairman of Joint Committee. || 57 X. Richardson. 
Mr. MAYNARD. We only provide forthe | Hon. J: À. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on Appro- || 58 J. L. Pugh.. 
actual travel of witnesses under summons from | 77° House of Representatives, a vb ee 
the committee, actualand necessary travel. I a 6l C.D. Forssth...... 
think that action has been observed through- || Detailed statement of the disbursements of the joint | oz Ares 
out in reference to witnesses. select Committee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern | 64 P.M. Dox... 
Mr. CAMPBELL rose. States, out of the appropriation of April 20, 1871. | 65 J.B. Evans 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from || Amount of appropriation of April 20,1871, $42,062 39 || 8 2. B. vrai dees 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has the floor. =) 6S AR Ribe Viho 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the Disbursed for expenses and mileage of members || 9 N. S. Angier fr 
previous question. of committee, on vouchersreceipted and audited, || iY A- : 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman saidthat || as follows: i EG hvdenon. 
he would allow me to have that paper, and if Hon. John Scott, on sub-committee $712 80 |: 3 J, 
he will, I will send it to the Speaker's desk Hon, Pop- Blair, Aa ub commiltes 1997 w j 4 w 
and have it read. Hon. T. F. Bayar $ 3 
, , 7 . T. FE. Bayard..... 9440 |) 7 7 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. You can do | Hon. Z. Chandler 254 a : 
that if we do not second the demand for the Hon. D. D. Pratt 218 40 || 
devious questions 1 d d th : Hon. B. F. Rice...... 5 295 00 1 
previc q a emand the previous Hon. L. P. Poland, on sub-commit f 
question on the passage of the bill. TOO soorsrporssepereesaresserosseroe syasevsssssessreee 896 OO |! 
Mr. LYNCH. You can have it read on Hon, P. Van Trump, on sub-commit- | 
Thursday, which is devoted to general debate. || Hon. Job 'ii"SisveasonTonsubleom. YOO 
a ELDRIDGE. Iask the Clerk to read | pii tegene pigoprre= 972 00 || 
the document now. i on. J. B. Beck, on sub-committee..... 1,219 80 |} 
ry ra DI . H iz i H 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands || 2°, J0Bm Coburn, on sub-commit- -eog gy | 
the gentleman from Ohio to say that he de- || Hon. Horace Maynard. "349 60 || 
mands the previous question, and that whether Hon, p.w = oorhees. 502 00 | 
the House seconds the demand for the question | Hon. Pa M. Waddell. A a i 
or not will be taken as an evidence whether | Hon. G.W, Scofield.... 328 00 | 
the House wants the paper read or not. Hon. Filiam E. Lansing...... ne 34200 | 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. Í will not insist on its || gD V Buckley. on sub-commit- I 
being read in full if it be considered as having | Mitige wa ESE 
been mad That is all I ask of the House. 11,363 60 
Mr. VAN TRUMP. Let i i ; i | 
ane. Let it go into the | For clerks of committee and sub-com- 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. That is all I ask. I f 102 W. G. Whip 
i : ane é p aS SK. s . * ip S Ja ee . p 
will not detain the House if it be allowed to A ns a a ne 0 103 E. Wheeler... 
Beret a part of the remarks. 1,843 20 14,177 26 
Mr. GA , of Ohio. I do not object. 3 ; i , For witnesses examined in South Caro- 
The SPEAKER. In whose remarks is it || *'commfteco rs of committee and sub- ina: z 
to be incorporated? W. B.Lord.. 1O. P: Prices) wucsecceeies de ctivsseen. ° $2500 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. Let it he printed in my R. R. Hitt... 5 e ee Ar 
remarks if the gentleman will not consent to —— 10,521 00 || 4 W, Johnson. 2 0 
nave 1t incorporated in his, and let it go as || For witnesses examined in Washington : || 5 J. Gendles 8 60 
coming from the gentleman from Ohio, the 1 W. Miller $22 00 6 reM. Champi Bes ~ 800 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. | 2 O, Hayes...... 4 00 brig Q. Boyden. zo i 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman has leave || oi in ‘Gocheol 194 60 9 . 55 
; Tu Yew Se HW ride Jones.... 75 69 ) 
o pruh remarks. [Laughter.] = | 5 JamesL.Orr 137 00 W oy 
r. ELDRIDGE. I did not quite ask that; i} 6 A.A, Smith. 218 00 12 5 80 
but I will not gainsay the Speaker, as my only | { BW. Norris 26 90 | B T 60 
object is to get the paper before the House. i ṣ £ % Hester- 135 a le i 
The paper is as follows: : i 10 C. S. Chery 4 00 ig 
3 z Mee . i H J.J. Neesen §2 7 7 
Statement of appropriati n, expenditure: indebt- i F; ogles n 2 
edness of the joint select Committee on get Ont i B č `D. ogy iene 1 So 7 
rages in the Southern States, f 1 L.E. Parsons. 164 40 3 
net of appropriation, by act of April20, 1871, | A H: chambarljin., 10r 80 2 A. 
sus follows: ii ~R. Smith... 207 49 Pa 
Unexpended balance of the appropriation i i J.G. ester. 28 3 3 3 Te 
adtlect committee of the Senate.. nŠ ii A Hgo i 2 00 | 24 J. Surratt 
ional aPpropri@tiðNn.. s.s.s... J. Ç. French 261 40 25 J. Surratt.. 
l 0 D. T. Corbin 123 40 | 28 B. Russell. 
Whole amount appropriated... A. S. Lakin... 141 00 | 27 J. M. Creery. 
i is appropriation has b ; a . Te NSOD..... v3 4 2 . Blackwe. 2) 
ing expenses of investigation by the oneunitey aa Wierd aer a 90 fe SPW Brient e 
subh-commi si shi illee an Willard Warner. 491 20 | 31 ? 
J ittees in Washington, and by sub- a J. Hemly.. 10 60 
mittee in South Carolina, in July, 1871 pee ac er A. J. Willard.. 107 80 | 32 E. Hood. 8 00 
The present indebtedness of the joint select com- T- H: Buner, ia | 33 S. White. 14 40 
Hitteo is as follows: , y A arke tA 5 34 Au Foster. 9 80 
xpenses of the two sub- i ; g wet 7 : i. o : G Bonner 12 20 
investigation, ib the Sear of Gouna the E P pins 15 a ; 36 J. Haskins 12 20 
Alabama, and Mississippi, and expenses of sak. |! Foi dele. peed | 37 H. Fernandez 9 80 
,cominittee sitting in Washington 1.815 545 00 TG. Pi ee 202 60 f M. Lancaster 2 00 
Estimated cost of reporting the testimony rare EE Ada 59> | 39 D. Haskins... 10 46 
Gaon by senographers, in the States oF EW Bibles., its 30 ! re Hampton Parker. 2 60 
ieorgia, Florida, A labams sor 5. W. Sibles.. -IK i 4i J. Miler... 9 60 
sippi, and prepaviog tHe anad ene Ë. Beenen. -Ie | BY Gee 1 n 
ation: also, for making indexes of testi- R. Auk : 1R A l 43 L, McMillan. 8 00 
MODY vrsscssesconay sosasersersestssssssesessaessesessnrserere 12,300 OU Git Suber 80 | 44 W. Smith... 5 
a , H. Suber » 130 20 45 J. Gaffney 
Whole amount of indebtedness............$27,845 35,109 00 ——— | 


Amount carried forward... saren $23,727 80 || Amount carried forward... $37,905 05 
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Amounts brought forward........ $419 20 $37,905 05 
46 J. Winsmith 6 80 
47 W. Bryant. 3 30 
48 §.D.Splau 5 60 
49 J.T. Splaum: 5 60 
50 B. F. Bates... 7 60 
öl J. L. Chaffen. 2 00 
52 J, Lipscom. 10 00 
53 R. Briant... 3 30 
54 Sanco Daniel 18 80 
55 §.Snoddy..... 13 40 
56 H. Lipscom 14 60 
57 N. Oglesby 10 40 
58 J. Hires...... 10 00 
59 J. Montgomer 11 60 
60 C. Jenkins 6 00 
61 M. Givins.. 5 00 
62 E. Smith.. 5 00 
63 T. M. Graham 48 00 
64 H. Thomes... 5 20 
65 R. M. Smith 4 00 
66 G. Cannon 6 00 
67 8. Bob 182 40 
68 J. Fostor 8 00 
69 W. Irwin 4 00 
70 J. H. 6 00 
71 D. R. Duncan. 6 00 
72 Q. W. H. Lege 8 00 
73 P.Q. Camp.. 2 00 
74 ASW. Cunm 2 00 
75 L.M. Gentry 10 00 
76 C. L. Casey. 6 00 
TI S. Gaffney... 2 00 
78 J. W. Tomson 2 00 
79 J. D. Carpenter. 2 00 
80 A. P. Camp... 2 00 
31 J. Dewberry... 10 00 
82 J. E. Bowman. 10 00 
83 W. K. Blake... 10 00 
84 R. W. Shand.. 8 00 
8 J. K. St 8 00 
86 J. F. Gi 10 00 
87 L.A. 2 00 
8& D.D. 10 40 
89 J. R 2 00 
90 J.M 11 20 
91 H.T. 2 00 
92 J.L, 2 00 
93 W.F. 8 00 
94 J.C. 2 00 
9 A.W 8 00 
96 C T.M 4 00 
9 W.A. 2 00 
98 E. Chalk 2 00 
99 N. Va 2 00 

100 0. Page... 2 00 
101 J. N. Creus. 2 00 
102 T. Van Lew 2 00 
103 §. Muckles 2 00 
104 J. Johnson 2 00 
105 A. Wright 4 00 
106 H. Muckles 2 00 
107 D. S. Rice... 4 00 
108 M. C, Butler 2 00 
109 W.H. 2 00 
110 W. Hampton... 2 00 
111 J. J. W. Tomlinson. 2 00 
112 R. B. McClain... 2 00 
113 J. R. Wiliams.. 2 00 
114 J. Hunter... 2 00 
115 D.S. Russell.. 2 00 
116 J. A. Bennfield. 2 00 
117 W. D. Simpson 35 20 
118 B. W. Ball.. 35 20 
119 J. R. 4 00 
120 J. W. 4 80 
121 W.K. 2 00 
122 E. Hi 4:60 
183 G.M. 3 20 
124 W.H. 8 40 
12 J.J. 8 40 
1% A. H. 6 40 
127 J. Lowr 6 80 
128 A.P. 10 40 
129 B.R. 5 40 
130 L. Mer 2 00 
-131 W. Sahms... 6 00 
182 L. McCullum 4 00 
133 J. n 5 80 
134 J. 4 00 
135 J. R.: Porter..... 8 00 
136 H. 8 00 
137 M. 2 00 
138 L. 2 00 
189 B. 18 90 
140 A, 5 50 
14. W. 10 40 
142 A. 8 00 
143 J. 400 
144 G. 8 20 
145 J. 8 00 
146 L. 8 00 
W7 S8. 8 00 
148 L. 8 00 
149 J. 8 00 
wo J. 8 80 
131 - F. 8 80 
152 J. 10 40 
153 G. 6 00 
154 W.H. Snider 2 00 
185 H. Dat 8 00 
156 J, 8 10 40 
157 W. Lamb 10 40 
158 J. 00 
159 R 00 


Amount brought forward. ......eesesserrre $39,213 85 
For miscellaneous items as follows: 

A. Davis—Paid for expenses of sub- 
committee, clerk, stenographer, and 
assistant sergeant-at-arms, going 
to, while in, and returning from 
South Carolina, in July, 1871. (The 
members of committee were not paid 
mileage) isce csecesesescssesceeeneree $930 55 

J. J. Christie—Expenses in- 
curred in procuring the at- 
tendance of witnesses while 
in South Carolina in July, 


A ccisvcoxes EEEN TE 370 00 
Western Union Telegraph 

Company—For subpenaing 

witnesses by telegraph for 

the sub-committee sitting 

in Washingt0on......sccecceceeee 552 11 


J. R. Erench—Actual ex- 
penses of deputy in serving 
subpena on D. Schenck, of 
North Carolina, by order of 
committee... i 66 70 


T. E. Shuey— EF: 30 00 
E. O’Conner—For boxes „2000 
Adams Express Company— 
For freight..........eccesneese one 25 
J. N. Fitzpatrick—For book.. 2 00 
W.H. French—For sundries... 1 7 
1,983 36 


Whole amount of vouchers paid and 
audited 
Amount due clerk, witnesses exam- 
ined and awaiting examination, and 
for preparing an index to the testi- 
mony which has been printed, &e., 
OStiMAted........ccsescececccsrseeeeeennereeeenees 


41,197 21 


865 18 
$42,062 39 


=e 


Recapitulation. 
For expenses and mileage of members of commit- 


$OG ETA E E E 363 60 
Forclerksofcommittee and sub-committee _ 1,843 20 
For Stenographers.. sesse rsereerreresreererssesesenne 10,521 00 
For witnesses, (103,) testimony taken in 
Washington -.1.-sesey rece persnee SLA 25 
For witnesses, (159,) testi y 


taken in South Carolina... 1,308 80 
15,486 05 
For miscellaneous expenses........ 1,983 36 
Debts of committee incurred in 
Washington as per statement... 865 
—————— 2,848 54 
$42,062 39 
Amountappropriated by act of April 20, A 
TST scsvsarsstveesaess PENS „e $42,062 39 


The Attorney General placed in my hands $12,500 
for the purpose of defraying the expenses of prose- 
euting the investigation within the late insurrec- 
tionary States. Of this sum $10,000 have been ex- 
pended as follows: $1,848 have been advanced to 
members of the sub-committees on account. The 
balance of the $10,000 has been disbursed for the 
payment of witnesses and the expenses incurred in 
procuring their attendance, the salaries and per- 
sonal expenses of clerks, and the personal expenses 
of the stenographers and the assistant sergeants-at 
arms. 

I have in my-hands $2,500 to be returned to the 
Attorney General’s office, with the$10,000 expended, 
as soon as the appropriation asked for shall have 
been made by Congress. Ina former statement, sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, I informed them that the 
‘Attorney General advanced the amount referred to, 
out of the $50,000 appropriated forthe prosecution of 
crimes, as per act of March 3, 1871, with the under- 
standing that the amount should be returned to that 
fund out of a future appropriation. 

The $10,000 expended, the indebtedness incurred 
by the two sub-committees of the joint committee, 
while in the States of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
and Mississippi, but not yet paid, and the estimated 
cost of reporting testimony taken in said States, also 
the expenses of the sub-committee which remained 
in Washington, make the amount of $27.845 given 
in my former statement as the unpaid liability of 
the committee. 


The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved te recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILEAGE, ETC., OF COMMITTEE MEMBERS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee on Appropria-: 


tions, also reported the following resolution, 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Reorganiza- 
tion of the Civil Service be directed to report a bill . 
to fix by law therate of mileage and amount to be 
paid per day as compensation to members of com- 
mittees that may sit during the recess, by order of 
the Senate or House, in any other place than the 
city of Washington, and also to fix the mileage and 
per diem of witnesses who give evidence before any 
committee of Congress. 

POST-ROUTE BILL. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection 
tothe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH] reporting a post-route bill for action 
at this time? 

Mr. DAWES. We understand, I believe, 
that it contains nothing but post routes ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman so stated 
when he offered the bill, that there was nothing 
in it but provision for post routes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
774) to establish post roads ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; aud also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, ` 

Mr. LEACH asked and obtained leave for 
two days. 

Mr. PLATT- asked and obtained leave for 
two days. 

Mr. GARRETT asked and obtained leave 
for three days. 

Mr. COBURN asked and obtained leave of 
absence on account of sickness for two days. 

Mr. VAUGHAN asked and obtained leave 
of absence until Thursday next. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave of absence for three days. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND asked and obtained 
leave for an indefinite period. 

Mr. YOUNG asked and obtained leave for 
one day on account of sickness. 

MARY VINCENT. 

Mr. McCRARY, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case 
of Mary Vincent. 

PETER J. KNAPP. 

Mr. McCRARY, also by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the bill and papers in 
the case of Peter J. Knapp. 

SAMUEL R. HODSDEN. 

Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House the papers in the case of Samuel 
R. Hodsden. : 

WILLIAM. T. PORTE, OF INDIANA. 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case 
of William. T. Porte, of Indiana. 

HYGHIA HOTEL, FORTRESS MONROE. 

Mr. CRITCHER, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the letter of the Secre- 
tary of War, and other papers, relating to the 
rebuilding and keeping of the Hygeia Hotel, 
at Fortress Monroe. 

JOHN CONLAND. 

Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 775) granting a pen: 
sion to John Conland; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

SCHOONER ANDREW STEWART. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unani- 


, 
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mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
776) to change the name of the schooner An- 
drew Stewart; which was read a first and sec- 


-ond time, and referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce. 
CONGRESSIONAL DEBATES. 


Mr. PRICE: I rise to make a privileged || 
The Committee on Printing have in- 


report. r , 
structed me to report the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be 
directed to inquire into the cost of reporting and 


printing the debates of Congress, and to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 
Mr. McKEE. 


izens of Mississippi. 
be made. 


Republicans, and Conservatives, before the | 


lst of January. ; 
Mr. COX. I object to that. 
eral bill, if anything. 
Several MEMBERS. 
objection. 
Mr. COX. The longer we pass these bills 
the longer will the general bill be delayed. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections will be in 
order. 

The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. 
sent that the bill be now introduced ? : 

Mr. COX. 


I want a gen- 


agrec to it. Otherwise I object. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair could not en- 


tertain a conditional objection. 


man from Mississippi could not make a bar- || 


gain of that kind. The objection must be 
absolute. 


Mr. COX. Then I object. 


The SPEAKER. As the gentleman exer- | 
cises his right of objection, the bill is not þe- | 


fore the House. 


And then, on motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, | 
{at four o'clock and eight minutes p. m.,) the | 


Pp- 


House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented, 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
commiitees : 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Louis L. 


Whitney, Stephen Dow, and others, citizens of | 


Woburn, Massachusetts, for repeal of law tax- 
ing savings banks, 


Also, the petition of James O. Curtis, Ed- | 
ward Brooks, Thacher Magown, and others, | 


citizens of Medford, Massachusetts, for the 
repeal of tax on savings banks. 


Also, the memorial of John A. Appleton, | 


president of savings bank, Haverhill, Massa- 
chusetts, and sundry others, citizens of Haver- 
hill, o 
the repeal of the tax on savings banks. 

Also, the metsoriai of Charles Becker, a 
citizen of New York, protesting against inju- 
ries suffered by him from the Government of 
Belgium, and asking relief satisfactory therefor. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The memorial of the 
Ohio yearly meeting of Friends, held at Salem, 
Ohio, praying that the United States nego- 
tiate, as far as possible, for the settlement of 
all national difficulties by arbitration, and the 
disarmament of nations. 


By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The |! 


I ask unanimous consent to | 
introduce and put upon its passage a bill to |; 
remove the political disabilities of certain cit- « 
I hope no objection will , 
This is a bill to relieve from dis- | 
abilities some six or eight men, Democrats, |: 


| 
Do not insist on your i; 


If the gentleman from Missis- |; 
sippi [Mr. MeRKeE] will allow me to offer an |' 
amendment giving universal amnesty, I will | 


The gentle- | 


icers and depositors in savings banks, for |! 


fl 


He 


| Corbett , William B. Lacy, and Lott W. Brocker, 
praying Congress to allow the Court of Claims 


| said court. 


to service. 
ii case of John P. Reed. 


L Wiliam Cousin. 


i B. Hogue. 


senators and others, of Alabama, asking that 
the disabilities of Eldridge Barker be removed. 


; stationery business. ; 
Also, the petition of John M. Goodwin and 


repcal of tax on savings banks. 


: nity for property taken for use of the Army. 
Rutherford county, Tennessee, praying com- 
Government, and destroyed by the enemy. 


i! warrant. 
i) By Mr. PORTER: The petition of William 
1 Pope Dabney, of Powhatan county, Virginia. 
praying the removal of the legal and political 


‘| stitution of the United States. 
| Also, the petition of Mrs. Catharine Ger 


i| hardt, of Henrico county, Virginia, praying |. : k 
| ene J 8 Praying |; mous consent authorized to fill the vacancies; 


i 
| for a pension. 


| of Boston, Massachusetts, for the repeal of the 


| banks. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


The following notice for leave to introduce 
a bill was given under the rule: 


post office, and revenue officers in the city of 
Tyler, State of Texas. ; 


IN SENATE. 
WepxEsDAY, December 20, 1871. 


ington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

RESOLUTIONS ON THE CALENDAR. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to state to the Senate that to save space 
; and expense in the printing of the Calendar, 
| if there be no objection, the Secretary will 
remove from the Calendar the resolutions sub- 
i mitted at the session beginning in March last, 


| Calendar, and most of them have passed away 
| from the urgent consideration of the Senate, 
Any Senator desiring any resolution submitted 


i 

i 

H 

| 

t 

| 

| 

i 

f 

l 

| it be continued on the Calendar, 

H 

ł 

| 

| by him to remain on the Calendar, by signi- 
$ 
| 
| 


| the retention of all these resolutions involves 


il makes. 


By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Sewall B. || 


| By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition of | 

Thomas Curran and 86 others, soldiers of the | 
rebellion, asking for land bounty and increase : 
by equitable payments of bounties according | 


By Mr. HANDLEY: The petition of Alabama | 


others, citizens of Biddeford, Maine, asking a i 


Also, the petition of A. Kellure, for indem- i 


i pensation for an invoice of goods lost during | 

the war on a vessel seized for the’ use of the | i l 
` to be some difference in regard to it, the res- 

i 7 . PR pea Ar, p 

Is there unanimous con- || .,. BY Mr. McCRARY : The petition of Mary |, 

© Vincent, widow of Thomas Vincent, for land 


i| disabilities imposed upon him bythe third see- | ; , : ee 
| tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Con- | Motion, was excused from further service upon 
i : the Committee on Revolutionary Claims and 


By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of the ` 


officers of the Mercantile Savings Institution 0f each of the committees named. 


tax now imposed upon deposits in savings 1! 


By Mr. HERNDON: A bill to provide a ` 
suitable building for the United States courts, | 


| tying that wish to the Secretary can have it 
remain during this session of Congress; but 


|| some printing every week. The Chair hears 
|| no objection to carrying out the suggestion he | 


} 


r 


Hi 


} 


By Mr, GRIFFITH: Petition and papers in | 


|, Also, petition and papers in the case of : 


Mr. SUMNER. I find one resolution intro- 
duced by myself, which I should like to have 


| referred tothe Committee on Foreign Rela- 
to hear and decide certain cases pending in | 


tions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In regard to San 
Domingo? The Senator reintroduced that 
yesterday. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; a resolution of May 
18, 1871, with reference to an amendment of 
the rules. It appears on the Calendar in this 
way: 

Resolution by Mr. SUMNER, to amend the rules 
of the Senate so as to provide for the consideration 


i: of treaties with foreign Powers in open session, May 


4 tions. 
: _ By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of Bailey & ;; 
: Noyes and others, stationers, praying to be | 
relieved from Goverument competition in the |; 


Also, petition and papers in the case of John i 18, 1871, 


Submitted.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


| Massachusetts desires to have this resolution 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
Is there objection to its reference? 

Mr. CONKLING. lt ought to go to the 
Committee on Rules, and not to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 


i tor from Massachusetts consent to its refer- 


By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition and ac- || 
companying papers of William E. Elliott, of | 


ence to that committee ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam perfectly willing that 
it should go- to one or both; but my impres- 
sion is that the question whether a treaty 
should be discussed in open or in secret ses- 
sion is more a question for the Committee on 


| Foreign Relations than for the Committee on 


Rules. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. As there appears 


olution will remain on the Calendar, and the 
Senate can take action hereafter, The pre- 


‘sentation of petitions and memorials is the 


business now regularly in order. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE, 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, on his own 


the Committee on Engrossed Bills. 
The VICE PRESIDENT was by unani- 
and Mr. Norwoop was appointed a member 


POSTAL CODE. 
Mr. RAMSEY. On Monday, when I was 


! absent from the Senate, a bill came from the 


Prayer by Rev. S. A. Wirsox, of Wash- i 


: House of Representatives to revise, consol- 


idate, and amend the statutes relating to the 
Post Office Depariment. By inattention, I 
suppose, on the part of the members of the 
Post Office Committee, it was allowed to go 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 
Its proper reference is to the Post Office Com- 
mitiee. I'ask that the reference may be 


; changed, and that the bill be sent to the Com- 


mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. before 
which it has been for the last two or three 
sessions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota states that the bill (H. R. No. 1). 


: consolidating the statutes relating to the Post 


: Post Roads. 


Office Department. which came fromthe House 
of Representatives a few days ago. was referred 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws; 
but as it has been under discussion for some 
time by the Post Office Committees of the two 
Houses, he asks to have the reference changed 
to the Senate Committee on Post Offices and 
Is there any objection 10 that 


apie | proposition? T thai a, and it is 

most of which are out of date, except where | p p n The Chair hears none, and it is 
, ; se 2 : so ordered. 

| the Senator offering a resolution desires that '! 

> These res- || 

| olutions occupy half a page or more of the | 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MORTON. Iask the unanimous con- 


| sent of the Senate for leave at this time to 


make a motion to discharge the Committee 


| on Foreign Relations from the consideration 


of the bill that came from the House of Rep- 
resentalives to provide for the expenses of the 


; Geneva commission, and also the bill for the 


expenses of the mixed commission, with a 
view of taking them up and passing them. 

. ee VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion 


1871. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, I have no objection to 
discharging the committee, but I should like 
to know what the bill is. I do not consent to 
go on with it till I know what itis. I haveno 
objection to discharging the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to discharging the commit- 
tee from the consideration of these bills, and 
they are therefore before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not necessarily. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itrequiresunan- 
imous consent to consider them to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to know what 
they are. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are, how- 
ever, before the Senate now, instead of being 
in committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Subject to objection, I 
believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Subject to a 
single objection to their consideration, but 
they are now removed from the committee, 
and placed on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. Inowask unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to take up the first of those 
bills for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the bill, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say, as the 
motion to discharge a committee from the 
consideration of a bill has generally been 
understood as involving, if not a reproof, at 
least a substitution of the action of the Senate 
for a want of action by the committee, that I 
have not heard of that bill before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. Iam not aware 
that it has ever been considered in the com- 
mittee, and I do not believe that any meeting 
of the committee has been held since the bill 
came into this body. Whether I shall consent 
to the passage of the bill to-day will depend 
upon the character of it after I shall have 
heard it. IT have not heard it yet. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be open 
to objection after it shall have been reported ; 
and is open to objection now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of 
the Senate I should like to explain to my friend 
from California that these two bills are simple 
appropriation bills. They should have gone 
to the Committee on Appropriations just as 
all special appropriation bills do nowadays ; 
but they went, throngh the direction of the 
Chair, to another committee. Thinking, as 
they related to foreign relations, that it was 
better they should go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, the Chair had them re- 
ferred to that committee ; but the chairman of 
that committee is sick and absent. They are 
hills to provide for the appropriation of money 
for the payment of the expenses, on our side, of 
the Genevacommission, and of the mixed com- 
mission now sitting here. AJ the expenses that 
have been paid thus far have been paid out of 
the private purses of the gentlemen connected 
with them. It is supposed that there can be 
no objection on the part of any Senator that 
this provision of money should be supplied. 
That is why my friend from Indiana asked 
that the committee might be discharged, as it 
could not conveniently have a meeting, in order 
that the bills might be brought up for the action 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report House bill No. 487, after which 
its consideration will be open to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 487) 
making appropriations for expenses that may be 
incurred under articles one to nine, inclusive, 
of the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, concluded at Washington, May 
8, 1871. It proposes to appropriate the sum 
of $250,000 to enable the President to fulfill 
the stipulations contained in the first, second, 
third, fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, and 
ninth articles of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain signed on the 8th 
day of May, 1871, in relation to the tribunal 
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of arbitration at Geneva. The sum hereby 
appropriated, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State. with the ap- 


proval of the President of the United States. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no | 


objection, the bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to under- 
stand first what is the status of the bill before 
the body. [understood that one objection would 
carry it over until to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent the Senate a few moments ago dis- 
charged the Committee on Foreign Relations 
from the further consideration of these two 
bills. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Illinois, however, the consent of the Senate 
went no further than discharging the commit- 
tee, leaving this bill in the Senate, subject to 
a single objection to its present consideration. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Had this bill been con- 
sidered in the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, there would have been an opportunity, 
so far as Iam concerned, to ascertain some 
reason for this expenditure. Ido not say that 
it is too large, nor do I mean to say that I have 
the slightest hesitation in intrusting this ex- 
penditure, or any other, to the Secretary of 
State. I certainly would as soon intrust it to 
him as to any other head of Department that 


I know of. But I think there ought to be | 


some statement as to the elements which go 
to make up this sum of $250,000. I observe 


from the bill, as read, that itis for expendi- | 


tures falling under certain clauses of the treaty, 
which are not specified except by numbers. I 
think it very likely that if the bill had come up 
in the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 


the statement which I now ask for had been | 


made there, it would have saved me the neces- | 


sity of asking for it now. . 

Mr. MORTON. Iwill state to the Senator 
the reason why I bring it up this morning. 
The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is abseut, and the matter has been 
overlooked until this morning. It is very im- 


portant tbat this bill should be passed before |; 


we adjourn to-morrow, for the reasons stated 
by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps. } 
The sections specified under which these ex- 
penditures are to take place are the sections 
of the treaty under which the Geneva commis- 
sion is created—the Senator is familiar with 
that part of the treaty—and the sum fixed is 
supposed to be large enough to cover all the 
expenses. It may be much too large, but only 
so much will be expended as shall be found 
necessary by the President and Secretary of 
State. J think the provisions of the bill are 
safe,and I hope the bill will be allowed to 
pass this morning. 

Mr..CASSERLY. I have an impression 
(as to which, of course, I am under correction 
from any Senator whois better informed) that 
it was either understood or provided that the 
gentlemen who served as commissioners on our 
side of this treaty were to serve without salary. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If I am in error, then of 
course I stand corrected. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my honorable friend 
will indulge me, I think he has in his mind 
what was said touching another commission. 
If he will reflect a moment he will remember 
that he has that in mind. It was never said 


touching the commission to which he now re- | 


fers. Mr. Justice Nelson, for example, hold- 
ing an office already, some question arose as 
to double salary, or what provision might be 
made. I think there was some such question 
asked in the Senate; and so, perhaps, as to 
the SecretaryofState. Butevidently my friend 
has in mind some debate that occurred in this 
Chamber touching the composition of another 
commission, the resolution creating which did 
provide that it should be without pay. ; 
Mr, EDMUNDS. If my friend from Cali- 


fornia will pardon me a moment, I will read 
that article of the treaty. J 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator from 
Vermont will allow me to ask a question of 
the Senator from Indiana, it may clear up a 
point in my mind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Do I understand the 
Senator from Indiana to say that this expendi- 
ture of $250,000 is for the purposes of the 
Geneva commission? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir, this bill refers to 
that branch of the treaty. 

Mr. CASSERLY. And for that only? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir; and then there 
is another bill for the mixed commission 
which is now in session here, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I now understand what 
I did not before understand, the real character 
of this expenditure, and I certainly see no 
objection to it, although I wish the bill had 
been brought up earlier in the session, so as 
to allow time for some discussion, which I 
think perhaps the general subject requires. 

Mr. MORTON. The bill passed the House 
of Representatives some days ago and came 
here, but the chairman of the committee was 
absent. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand that, and 
I understand also that there is an exigency for 
the passage of the bill before the recess, Under 
that statement, of course I shall not interpose 
any delay, although I repeat I wish it had come 
up at an earlier day in this body. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ameudment, ordered to « third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORTON. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the other bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senajor 
from Indiana now calls up House bill No, 489, 
which will also be subject to a single objec- 
tion, and will be reported in full by the Sec- 
retary. i 

The Chief Clerk read the bil (H. R. No. 
489) making appropriations for expenses 
incurred under articles twelve to seventeen, 
inclusive, of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain concluded at Wash- 
ington, May 8, 1871. It proposes to appro- 
priate the sum of $62,225 to enable the Presi- 
dent to fulfill the stipulations of the twelfth, 
thirteenth, fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, and 
seventeenth articles of the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain signed on the 
8th day of May, 1871, in relation to the United 
States and British claims commission. The 
sum hereby appropriated, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of State, with 
ihe approval of the President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ameudment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. POMEROY. Iam charged with, and 
have the honor of presenting, a petition signed 
by the executive committec of the Settlers’ 
Association in the State of Kansas, in which 
they represent that they are the representa- 
tives of fifteen hundred heads of families who 
have settled on the Osage ceded lands, so 
called, in the State of Kansas, and that their 
homesteads are in dispute, being claimed by 
one or more railroad companies. They are 
loyal, patriotic, and devoted citizens, and rep- 
resent that they were engaged, many of them, 
in the service of the United States during the 
late war, and that they have claims to consid- 
eration from the Government. They ask that 
this petition be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and that that committee be 
directed to report a bill by which they may 
have the right to enter their casein the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia with a view 
of having an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, They state, as a reason 
for this course, that the present process is a 
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slow, tedious, and expensive one, and they 
desire animmediate decision. They therefore 
ask the Committee on the Judiciary to relieve 
them by allowing them speedy process to the 
supreme court of this District, and that that 
court be granted jurisdiction of the case by 
law. J move the reference of the petition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented the memo- 
rial of Mrs. Thomas H. Gilliam and sixty other 


ladies of North Carolina. protesting against j 


extending suffrage to women; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented the petition of Polly 
Chamberlain, of Plainfield, New Hampshire, 
widow of a revolutionary soldier, praying that 
a pension may be granted her; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CORBETT. Iam requested to present 
a memorial from the Legislature of Washing- 
ton Territory praying an appropriation of 
$60,000 for the removal of obstructions in the 
Upper Columbia river, between Celilo and 
Wallula. The memorial sets forth that it has 
been estimated by competent surveyors that 
an appropriation of $60,000 will remove the 
obstructions in that river so as to allow the 
passage of a sufficiently large class of boats to 
transport the products of that country from 
the interior to the ocean. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented the petition. of 
John D. Hester, of Philadelphia, Pennsylva- 
nia, a soldier of the war of 1812, praying to 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented a memorial of the heirs | 


of Benjamin Shreve, deceased, praying indem- 
nification for spoliations committed by the 


French prior to the year 1801; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Reiations. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
Hon. John Brown and others, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route from Jasper to 
Somerville, Alabama: which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of 


Jacob B. Power, of Indianapolis, Indiana, pray- | 
ing for the enactment of a special act granting | 
him an invalid pension; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FLANAGAN presented the petition 
of Elisha Basse, praying compensation for 
damages done his property near Brownsville, 
Texas, by United States troops during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. presented the | 
petition of William George, of Chelsea, Orange || 


county, Vermont, representing that he believes 
himself entitled to a pension under the pro- 
visions of the act of February 14, 1871, grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers of the war of 1812, 
and praying that that act be so amended as 
to allow him arrears of pension from the 
lith day of September, 1814. (the date he was 


ruary 14, 1871, and that his name may be con- 
tinued on the pension-roll at eight dollars per 
month; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of 
citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying 
that the sale of stamped envelopes be discon- 
tinued; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. COOPER, presented the petition of J. 
S. Cameron, of Tennessee, praying that he 
may be indemnified for the loss of property ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the petition 
of the board of trustees of the schools for 
colored children in the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown, District of Columbia, repre- 
senting that by the provisions of the act of 
June 25, 1864, they have been paid by the 
authorities of the cities of Washington and 


i members of the Senate. 
wounded at the battle of Plattsburg,) to Feb- i 


Georgetown the ‘‘ proportionate part’’ of all 


school moneys ‘received or expended’? ‘in 
said cities ‘‘on account of schools” as the 
colored children ‘‘of the school age in the 
respective cities bear to the whole number of 
children, white and colored, between the same 
ages,” with more or less regularity, from the 
year 1862 up to and inclusive of the 2d day 
of October of the present year; and repre- 


senting further that by virtue of the acts of | 
the Legislature of the District of Columbia į 


the duty of approving and auditing disburse- 
ments of moneys on account of expenditures 


for school purposes in the District has been || 


transferred to the auditor of the treasury of 
the District of Columbia; and that they are 
greatly inconvenienced by reason of the non- 
payment of the sums due to the teachers under 
their charge and the builders of school build- 
ings in the course of erection, and praying 
that they may be granted relief in the premises, 
and that provision be made for the examin- 
ation of the vouchers and accounts of the 
auditor of the treasury of the District by the 
Interior Department in accordance with rules 
applicable to all disbursing officers thereof; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, it 


was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Thomas 
. Redd, praying compensation for property taken 
and destroyed by United States troops in_ 1864, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Imove that the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. No. 58) to 
prescribe the time for holding the election for 
electors of President and Vice President in 


the State.of Louisiana, and for other purposes, | 


and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. THURMAN, Iam indifferent myself 
on that matter, as I happen to be on each of 
those committees; but why should the Com- 


‘mittee on the Judiciary, that has the subject 


under consideration, be discharged from it? 
Mr. KELLOGG. Iasked that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
when Í introduced it, at a time when the form- 
ation of a Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions was in doubt; or at least it was to my 
mind. 
thatmoment. The bill properly, [think, should 
go to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 


tions, and that is my only reason for desiring || 


that reference, 
Mr. THURMAN, As L[undersiand, the Com- 


mitteee on Privileges and Elections has juris- |} 


diction in regard to questions of the election 
of members of the Senate, and no other elec- 
tions. It is not a committee to investigate 
election matters generally, or anything of that 
sort. It is simply to consider the election of 


included in the word ‘‘elections;’’ and the 
‘* privileges’? committed to it are. of course, 
the privileges of members of this body. It is 
not a general committee on elections. This 
bill ig now in the hands of the proper com- 
mittee, the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The objection 
of the Senator from Ohio prevents action on 
the motion now. 

Mr. THURMAN. If it is a bill relating to 
the Senator’sown State alone, and he has any 
preference for one committee, I shall make no 
objection. 

Mr. KELLOGG. My chief object was to 
send the bill to a committee that had the least 
work before it, so that I could get prompt and 
speedy action. It occurred to me, judging from 
the experience of the past, that the Committee 
on the Judiciary, overborne with work, might 
not act on this bill with that alacrity that I 
desired, and I thought perhaps the Committee 


I was not conscious of its existence at } 


That is what is {i 


on Privileges and Elections would. I may say 
in addition that my honorable friend from 
| Ohio is on both committees. Indeed, I believe 
two or three members of the Judiciary Com- 
| mittee are also on the Committee on Privileges 
‘iand Elections. I had no other thought than 
i| what I have stated. I do not care to press the 
motion if my friend objects. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In order to guard 
|| the morning hour, the Chair must state that 
i this debate is not now in order, except by 
i| unanimous consent. Objection is made, and 
the call still rests with petitions and memo- 
Ht rials. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to be setright. I 
do not object, I do not wish to be understood as 
objecting; but on the contrary, if the Senator 
perfers the other committee I do not object., 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to changing the reference of this bill as desired 
by the Senator from Louisiana? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the change is ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I begto beallowed to make 
a single remark in answer to the Senator from 
Ohio in regard to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. He says 
that it draws to itself only the question of elec- 
tion to membership in this body. J think that 
is too narrow a definition of its jurisdiction. I 
think that questions of election, whether of 
| members of this body or of the other body, 
whatever questions of that kind may come 
before the Senate, properly go to that com- 
mittee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and 
memorials are still inorder. If there be none, 
reports of committees are next in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 398) to authorize the discontinuance 
of certain grades in the military service, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 309) to prohibit 
the retention of soldiers’ discharges by claim 
agents and attorneys, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam also instructed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) donating cer- 
tain condemned cannon for a soldiers’ monu- 
ment, to report it back without amendment; 
and if there be no objection, I should like to 
have it put on its passage at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it 
had better lie over one day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint res- 
olution will be placed on the Calendar. 

ii Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
il Printing, to whom was referred a motion to 
i| print ten thousand copies of the President’s 
: message communicating the report of the com- 
| mission appointed to devise rules and regu- 
i lations for the reform of the civil service, 
| reported in lieu thereof a motion that seven 
thousand cupies ofthe message, with the accom- 
| panying documents, be printed for the use of 
| 
i 


i 


the Senate, and five thousand copies for the 
: use of the President of the United States; and 
| the report was agreed to. 
NAVY REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following res- 
| olution, which has received the assent of the 
Committee on Printing, though it has not been 
formally referred to them : 


Resolved, That two thousand copies of the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy, with such of the accom- 
panying documents ax he may select, be printed for 
the use of the Secretary of the Navy. 


The resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to. 
COURT EXPENSES LN UTAH, 
| Mr. CRAGIN. The Committee on Terri 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 


1871. 
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176) in relation to the payment of the expenses 
of the arrest, custody, and trial of prisoners 
charged with territorial offenses in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and for other purposes, have 
had the same under consideration, and in- 
structed me to report it back without amend- 
ment and to ask for its passage. I also 
desire to ask for the present consideration of 
this bill. It is very brief; and if the Senate 
will hear a short explanation that I will make, 
and hear the letter of the Attorney General 
read, I think there will be no objection. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator reports 
from the Committee on Territories that there 
is a necessity for such an appropriation as this, 
I shall make no objection; but I object to the 
transfer proposed. Let the Senator state the 
amount necessary, and let us appropriate it 
directly. 

Mr. CRAGIN, I will state the reason why 
the bill is put in this shape. g 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be still 
open to objection after the Senator from New 
Hampshire has concluded his explanation. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The territorial Legislature 
of Utah refused to make any appropriation 
for the expenses of the courts, for paying the 
witnesses, jurors &c., and they refused for a 
purpose ; and in that view this bill has been 
reported in this form. I will read a letter from 
the Attorney General on this subject, and also 
an extract from one from the district attorney: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
WASHINGTON, December 14, 1871. 
_ Sır; I inclose the copy of a letter just received 
from Mr. Bates, the newly appointed district attor- 
ney of Utah, and call your special attention to his 
remarks upon the subject of funds for the payment 
of witnesses and jurors. f 

Iuncerstand the difculty to be this: tho judges 
of Utah have decided that prosecutions under ter- 
ritorial law are to be conducted bythe United States 
district attorney, and the processes, &e., are to be 
enforced by the United States marshal, and not by 
the. territorial officers; and the territorial Legis- 
lature has therefore refused to appropriate funds 
for paying jurors and witnesses, or for the other 
expenses of the courts. The usage in the past has 
been for the United States to bear the expense of 
prosecutions for violation of the laws of the United 
States, and the territorial treasury to bear the other 
expenses of holding the courts. X 

am informed that theprosecutions against Young 
and others are under the territorial laws. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A.T. AKERMAN, 
Attorney General. 
Hon. A. H. Cragin, United States Senate. 


I will now read an extract from the letter of 
Mr. Bates, the district attorney, to the Attorney 
General. After saying that he has had the 
9th of January fixed for these trials, he says: 


In the mean time let me advise you that the mar- 
shal not only has not one cent of money to pay wit- 
nesses, jurors, or the entire expenses of the court, 
but is already in advance several thousands of dol- 
Jars for expenses herctoforeincurred. How, then, is 
it possible for the Uniled States officers here to bring 
into court the witnesses and jurors to properly pros- 
ecute these defendants, who are rich, combined, and 
able men? I pause fora reply. Brigham Young is 
rich, he hasall the means to pay his witnesses, jurors, 
&e.; but the United States authorities here are pen- 
niless, and a Mormon Legislature will never appro- 
priate a cent. It secms to me that Congress should 
at once be advised of the fact that there is not one 
dollar here in the bands of the marshal to pay the 
jurors, clerks, witnesses, and the expenses of the 
great trials, Cannot some means be devised to put 
him in funds to meet Brigham Young in court with the 
necessary weapons to establish his guilt or to dem- 
onstrate his innocence? Please adviseme how Iam 
to secure the witnesses against him. 


Yours, truly, 
GEORGE C. BATES, 
United States District Attorney, Utah. 

Thave also a letter here from Judge McKean, 
which is to the same effect. Some parts of 
the letter I do not care to read at present, but 
it bears upon this point of the expenses of the 
courts, and how the Mormon Legislature re- 
fuse to make any appropriations for the pur- 
pose, or where they do make them they are 
coupled with such conditions that they cannot 
be applied. ‘This bill was introduced last 
March proposing to divert a portion of the 
money which has been appropriated by Con- 
gress to pay the mileage and per diem of this 
very Legislature, for the purpose of furnishing 


money to carry on these prosecutions—money |] 


for the courts, simply to pay witnesses and 
jurors. 

This is a statement of the case in brief. 
Much more might be said about it, but I leave 
it with what I have said. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, I have some 
morning business to present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Ne- 
braska rises with morning business, and that 
is in the nature of an objection. ; 

Mr. TIPTON. Is the presentation of bills 
in order? . i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet; 
reports of committees are still in order. 

Mr. CRAGIN. ls there any objection to 
the present consideration of the bill reported 
by me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska rose to object, calling for 
morning business. 

CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


Mr. FENTON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 2) to regulate the service in 
the collection of customs at the various ports 
of entry in the United States, and the disposi 
tion of fines, penalties, and forfeitures in- 
curred under the laws relating to customs, 


amendments. And, Mr. President, | desire to 

say that I will, at one o'clock on the second 

Monday in January, on the reassembling of 

the Senate after the holiday recess, move to 

take up this bill with a view of submitting 

some remarks explanatory of the same. 
TELEGRAPIL SYSTEM. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of 
my friend from Maine [Mr. Hamu] to the 
fact that the chairman of the Commitice on 
Post Offices and Post Roads [Mr. Ramsey} is 
now present. lask that the reference of the 
resolution I submitted yesterday may be made 
to the Committee on Commerce. ‘Tho chair- 
man of the Post Office Committee makes no 
objection. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I have no objection, of 
course, to the direction the honorable Senator 
desires the matter to take, but I cannot con- 
sent to dispossess the Post Office Committee 
of jurisdiction over questions which they have 
already acquired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. F do not desire that, 
but I want simply a report on the commercial 
relations of the telegraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That. matter 
is not now in order. If there be no further 
reports the introduction of bills is next in 
order, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
420) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the suit of Caron- 
delet vs. the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
421) to grant to the State of Missouri all the 
public lands within the State remaining un- 
disposed of, for the benefit of the common 
school fund of said State; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FENTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 422) to provide for a building for the use 
of the post office, custom-house, United States 
cirevit and district courts, and internal reve- 
nue offices at Albany, New York; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


| 


Mr. TIPTON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce abill (S. No. 
428) for the relief of Julia A. Smith; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
424) to incorporate the Red River Raft Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the select Committee on the Levees 
of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CEMETERY HEAD-MARKS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

fesolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the present cost of 
head-marks in our national cemeteries, the cost of 
keeping the same in repair, and whether it would 
not be more economical to supply such marks with 
more permanent materials. 


CONDUCT OF PRESIDENT GRANT. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I offer a resolu- 
tion, and I ask the courtesy of the Senate that 
I may read it myself, for information : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment inquire, ascertain, and report 


whether Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United 
States, now has, or heretofore has had, any interest, 


and for other purposes, to report it back with j certain or contingent, in any contract to do work for 


the United States, orto furnish any material to be 
used in any publio building; and if he has, or hag 
had, any such interest, whether it came to him by 
purchase or gift. That said committee inquire, 
ascertain, and report whether any persons have 
made donations of money or property to the Pres- 
ident, and he has bestowed upon the donors, or their 
relations, offices or places of public trust and profit; 
and if so, the names of the donors and of the per- 
sons on whom such offices or trusts were bestowed, 
designating the trust or office in each case. That 
said committee also inquire, ascertain, and report 
whether the President has bestowed any offices or 
places of public trust or profit on his relations, or 
the relatives of any momber of his family; and, if 
so, the names of all such persons, the offices and 
trusts bestowed upon them, and their relationship 
to, the President or member of his family. That 
said committee also inquire, ascertain, and report 
whether there has been any contract, arrangement, 
or understanding by or among any officers or per- 
sons in the civil, military, or naval service of the 
United States, that they or others were to have any 
part or interest in any money, bonds, land, or other 
property, to be paid or acquired consequent upon 
any_treaty between the republic of Dominica and 
the United States; and if so, the names of all such 
persons, and the nature of their connection with the 
affair; and whether the ships, sailors, or marine 
forces of the United States have taken any part in 
the conflict between Bacz and Cabral,or did any act to 
favor or injure thecause of either ; and if so, what was 
the part or act, and by what authority or order done. 
And thai said committee also inquire, ascertain, 
and report whether the President and heads of De- 
partinents, or any of them, havo absented themselves 
from Washington city and the performance of their 
respective duties to make electioneering excursions 
and speeches through the country, and to spend 
their time at places of pleasure and dissipation ; 
and if so, how frequent were such absences by those 
officers or any of them, and how long did each con- 
tinue. And in prosecuting these several inquiries 
said committee isempowered to send for persons and 
papers. 

I ask for the present consideration of this 
resolution. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky asks unanimous consent 
for tbe present consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for in- 
formation from the desk, so that we can all 
hear it. I rather like it so far as I was able to 
hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso- 
lution will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That resolution is so 
important, and so useful, that I think it ought 
to be printed, and have an amendment made 
to it providing for an inquiry also into the 
absence of Senators touching the subject of 
their own or other elections; and therefore I 
think it had better lie over and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 


being made to its present consideration, the 


-resolution will lie over under the rules. ‘ 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Task thatit be 


printed. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I asked 


for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order 
to print will be made. 

Mr. MORTON. T suggest to the Senator 
from Vermont to withdraw his objection and 
let us pass this resolution. I want to see the 
resolution passed. J want to see this examin- 
ation made, and made speedily. I, for one, 
feel under obligations to the Senator from 
Kentucky for moving this resolution, for I 
think it will havethe effect of squelchinga vast 
number of lies that have been put in circula- 
tion for the last two years, and I hope no 
objection will be made to its present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am perfectly serious 
about this business. If the proprieties of the 
Senate would permit me to say it, I should say 
that the resolution wasin itself scandalous, 
but I do not suppose they will, and therefore 
I do not say it. I think, as the resolution is 
to go on the files of the Senate, it ought to be 
printed so that it can have public circulation. 
I want ten thousand copies of it myself, as 
coming from my distinguished friend from 
Kentucky, as a campaign document, and as it 
is said that we all get our campaign docu- 
ments from the Public Printer and atthe pub- 
lic expense, here is an opportunity where lean 
lawfully get a small quantity, and therefore, 
in perfect earnest and acting upou my own 
responsibility and nobody else’s, I insist upon 
its going over and being printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
being made, the resolution lies over under the 
rule. 

INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I offer the following | 


resolution, and ask for its present considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be in- 
structed to examine and report whether, in their 
judgment, any obligation rests upon the United 
States to reimburse the several States and Terri- 


tories,and the citizens thereof, for expenses incurred | 


and damages sustained by reason of the incursion 
of hostile Indians; and if such obligation exists, 


whether any legislation looking to said reimburse- | 


ment is praciicable or expedient. 


Į desire to say that this resolution refers to a 
report of a committee appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of Kansas under authority of the Legis- 


lature of that State to examine and audit the | 
claims of certain citizens of Kansas for losses | 


sustained at the hands of hostile Indians ; and 
I request that the resolution, together with the 
report and accompanying papers, which I now 
hold in my hand, be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ence will be made, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. 
resolution of inquiry, that it should be adopted 
and not referred, 

Mr. CALDWELL. Very well. 

The resolution was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representa- 


tives, by Mr. McPaersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills ; 


requested: 

A bill (H. R. No, 484) making an appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for expenses of the joint select Com- 
ars on Alleged Outrages in the Southern 
States ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 774) to establish post | 


roads; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 777) to establish post 
roads. 
PRINTING OF RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM submitted the follow- | 


ing resolution ; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 
< Resolved, That all resolutions which have been or 


which may be referred to the Committee of Investi- 
gation and Retrenchment be printed. 


Thai refer- |! 


I suggest, as that is a || 
2 bd 


| tion to the administration of oaths is not con- 


į ment, 


t h ii the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] | 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was | 


POWERS OF INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. | 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Toffer the following | 


resolution, and ask for its present consider- 
ation: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation | 
and Retrenchment be authorized, in their disere- | 
tion, to hold sessions in the city of New York dur- | 
ing their proposed investigations, and to employ a | 
stenographer, and that the committee and its sub- ; 
committees be authorized to administer oaths and to i 
take testimony. i 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- | 
ceeded to consider the resolution. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to the | 
Senator whether it is within our power, as | 
g point of law, to authorize a sub-commit- | 
tee to administer oaths. The right to admin- | 
ister oaths is conferred by a statute of the | 
United States, which declares that the chair- |! 
man of a select committee, or the chairman | 
of a standing committee of either House, not | 
of both Houses, but of either House, may ad- | 
ministeroaths. Therefore itis obvious that if | 
the law does not now allow the head of a sub- | 
committee to administer an oath, we cannot | 
confer that authority by a resolution of the | 
Senate. However, Í do not make any objec- |! 
tion to the resolution, only I do not think it 
would be effective to produce the result that 
my friend desires. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do I understand the li 
resolution to be confined to sittings in the city 
of New York? | 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. That portion in rela- ; 


fined to the sessions there. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But, if Iheard the reso- | 
lution correctly, it authorizes the committee | 
to hold a session in the city of New York. . 
Now I suggest the insertion of the words * or! 
elsewhere,” so that, if the committee think | 
proper, they may hold a session elsewhere. | 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iacceptthatamend. | 


ment. ij 
Mr. SCOTT. Let me also suggest to the | 
Senator from Connecticut, in order to cover | 
the very question which we now have under | 
consideration in the Senate, that he insert the į 
words ‘‘subpena witnesses,” so asto enable a 
sub-committee to subpena witnesses, adminis- 
ter oaths, and take testimony. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iaccepithatamend- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamend- | 
ment will be made. | 
Mr. CONKLING. Letus hear the resolu- | 
tion as amended. a 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: i 
Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation ‘| 
and Retrenchment be authorized, in their discre- ij 
tion, to hold sessions in thecity of New York, or |) 
elsewhere, during their proposed investigations ; to |! 
employ a stenographer; and that the committee or | 
its sub-committees be authorized to subpena wit- | 
nesses, administer oaths, and take testimony. 
The resolution, as amended, was adopted 
EXPENSES OF INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morn- 
ing hour having expired, it becomes the duty 
of the Chair to call up the unfinished business | 
of yesterday, being the resolution offered by | 


in regard to ceriain recusant witnesses. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move that the un- | 
finished business be postponed—— 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask the Senator . 
from South Carolina to suspend for a mo- | 
ment that I may offer” another resolution, 
which will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was 
also a special order assigned for this hour, but 
the unfinished business of yesterday takes pre- 
cedence cf it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there isno objec i 
tion to the suggestion of the Senator from Con- | 
necticut. Heasks unanimous consent to have | 
another resolution, in convection with the same | 
subject as the other, acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Connecticut asks usanimous consent to | 


submit a resolution. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the sum of $5,000, or as much 
thereof as may be necessary, for the expenses of the 
Committee of Investigation and Retrenchment, is 
hereby directed to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate under the order of the chairman 
of said committee, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make no objection to 
its present consideration: but if my friend will 
not think me offensive, I suggest that there is 
a statutory difficulty, and that is, that there ig 
an act of Congress which provides that no 
money shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of either House without the approval of the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses of this 
body or the Committee on Accounts of the 
Other body. The resolution, therefore. ought 
to provide—ihis not being an appropriation, 
but a payment out of the contingent fund—that 
this money shall be paid on the order of the 
chairman of the Committee of Investigation, 
approved by the Committeeto Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
because otherwise the Secretary cannot pay it 
without a violation of law. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Taccept thatamend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment is accepted by the mover of the resolu- 
tion. This resolution being for the payment 
of money, it must be treated as a bill; and it 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 484) making an appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for expenses of the joint select Com- 
mittee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern 
States was read twice by its title. and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 774) to establish post 
roads, and the bill (H. R. No. 777) to establish 
post roads, were read twice by theirtitle, and 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

COST OF VESSELS ON ST, DOMINGO COAST. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator from 
South Carolina will give way for one moment. 
Task the Senate to take up the resolution I 


|, Offered yesterday calling for information, that 


it may be adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If it leads to no debate 
I shall not object; otherwise I shall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso- 
lution will be reported for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

„Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Navy be 
directed to communicate to the Senate an account 
of the expenditures incurred in the support and 
navigation of the several ships already reported to 
the Senate by the Seerctary as employed on the 
coasts of St, Domingo since the beginning of negotia- 
tions for the acquisition of part of that island, set- 
ting forth the expenditures on account of i ship 
and the sum total taken from the anneal naval ap- 
propriations on account of all th ships, And that 
the Seeretary also report to the e how much, 
if any, such expenditures are greater than would 
have been incurred had such ships been in service 
elsewhere: and also how inany vessels are usually 
in service in waters adjacent to the West Indies. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

CIVIL SERVICE, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my friend from 
South Carolina to permit me to move that 
the message of the President of the United 
Siates received yesterday, with ihe accom- 
pauying papers, be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, who have a bill on that sub- 
ject under consideration. 


1871. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, that reference will be made. 


TREATIES OF PEACE COMMISSION. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask the Sen- 
ate to take up the resolution which I offered a 
few days ago simply referring a subject to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and if so 
what, further or additional legislation is necessary 
to carry into effect the several treaties made, and 
the acts and recommendations of the peace commis- 
sioners, socalled, in pursuance of the act of Congress 
approved July 20, 1867, entitled “* An act to estab- 
lish peace with certain hostile Indian tribes:” and 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


The resolution was adopted. 
MESSAGE FROM THB HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
thatthe Housc had passed a concurrent resolu- 
tion to print twenty-five thousand copies of 
the President’ s message on civil service reform. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 459) for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Chicago, Illinois. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: 

“A bill (H. R. No. 459) for the construction 
of a public building at Chicago, Illinois ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 487) making appropria- 
tions for expenses that may be incurred under 
articles one to nine, inclusive, of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, 
concluded at Washington May 8, 1871; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 489) making appropria- 
tions for expenses incurred under articles 
twelve to seventeen, inclusive, of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, 
concluded at Washington May 8, 1871. 

CIVIL SERVICH REFORM. 

The following concurrent resolution from the 
House of Representatives was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed twenty-five thousand copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents, relat- 
ing to civil service reform ; fourteen thousand for the 
use of the House, soven ‘thousand for the Senate, 
and four thousand for the Executive. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I now move that the 
unfinished business of yesterday be laid aside 
for the purpose of taking up House bill No. 
880. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rose last evening at the con- 
clusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Tuvurmay, ] desiringto reply to them 
upon the question made as to the power of 
the jointcommittee. I stated then, when the 
motion was made to go into executive session, 
that I did not desire to antagonize this meas- 
ure against the bill which the Senator from 
South Carolina has in charge; but, as I have 
been charged with two of his constituents who 
are giving me a great deal of trouble, I hope 
he will permit me to dispose of that question. 


I think we can do it in the course of half an 4 


hour or an hour. I desire to reply briefly to 
the Senator from Ohio. If it shall then be 
the pleasure of the Senate to postpone the 
resolution, of course I shall not complain ; but 
I deem it my duty, having it in charge, having 
brought it before the Senate as early as the 
6th of December, to insist on having it dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope the honorable 
Senator will not ask me to yield. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator permit me 
to conclude one sentence I was about stating? 
When he rose I was about to rise and call the 
attention of the Chair to the fact that I sup- 
posed I had the floor at the adjournment yes- 


terday afternoon. I think perhaps I may be 
mistaken in that, but I intended to rise to 
speak to the question. Having stated the 
position which [ occupy in regard to it, and 
my desire to have this business disposed of so 
that it shall not hereafter be in the way of 
important business of the Senate, I leave the 
question in the hands of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is right. The Senator from Pennsylvania was 
on the floor at the time of the adjournment 
yesterday, but the Chair recognized the Sen 
ator from South Carolina, not observing the 
Senator from Pennsylvania on the floor. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If the honorable Sen- 
ator will consent to lay aside his resolntion 
for the present I do not suppose there will be 
any objection to taking it up after this biil is 
disposed of. i think we can get through with 
this bill at an early hour. Ido not propose 
to make any speech about it, nor is this the 
proper time todo so. I merely ask the Senate 
to take it up and consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from South Carolina moves that the pending 
and all previous orders be postponed, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 880) for the re- 
moval of legal and political disabilities imposed 
by the third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. The bill proposes to remove all legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States on 
persons therein mentioned, because of their 
having engaged in insurrection or rebellion 
against the United States, or given aid or com- 
fort to the enemies thereof, with the exception 
of persons included in either of the following 
classes, namely : first, members of the Congress 
of the United States who withdrew therefrom 
and aided the rebellion; second, officers of 
the Army or Navy of the United States who, 
being above the age of twenty-one years, left 
said Army or Navy and aided the rebellion ; 
third, members of State conventions which 
adopted pretended ordinances of secession who 
voted for the adoption of such ordinances. 
Before any person isto be entitled to the benefit 
of the act he shall, within the district where 
he resides, before a clerk of suime court of the 
United States or a United States commis- 
sioner, take and subscribe an oath or affirma- 
tion to support the Constitution of the United 
States and to bear true faith and allegiance to 
the same, which oath or affirmation is to be 
forwarded by the officer to the Secretary of 
State of the United States, who shall cause a 
list of all persons complying with the provis- 
ions of the act to be laid before Congress at 
the opening of each session thereof; and the 
officer before whom such oath or affirmation 
is made is to give to the person taking it a cer- 
tificate of the fact under such forms and regu- 
lations as the Secretary of State may prescribe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, the in 
terest of the country demands the passage of 
this bill. Go where you may in the South, 
and every Republican of any prominence who 
you meet will advocate the passage of an am- 
nesty bill. I do not propose to make any speech 
on the subject, as I stated my views upon it at 
the last session; but, sir, the passage of this 
bill will give the Republican party more strength 
in the South than anything that has been done 
since the war ended. I ask the friends of the 
bill to show their allegiance to it by their votes 
and not by their speeches. I want to obtain 
the sense of the Senate upon it, and therefore 
I shall not consume any time. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, the 
bill for the removal of legal and political dis- 
abilities now under consideration proposes to 
open a door through which the great mass of 
disloyal men may enter and again participate 


in the administration of the Government which 
they endeavored to destroy. 

My views of the course which should now be 
pursued are in some measure changed by the 
action which Congress has already taken upon 
this subject. In relieving men of their political 
disabilities Congress does not appear to have 
been governed by any well-established prin- 
ciples, but by the wishes of the personal friends 
of the guilty. We have relieved so many that 
the Government is charged. with injustice in 
not extending the favor to others who are no 
more guilty. ‘There is some ground for this 
charge. When a large number are selected 
from a class to be the recipients of govern- 
mental clemency, others of that.class make a 
strong plea for like consideration, and unless 
there are special reasons, reasons which are 
apparent and which clearly make it right to 
bestow the favor upon the persons selected, 
you cannot erase from the minds of men the 
conviction that the Government has exercised 
the pardoning power with partiality. 

We are now in circumstances which, in my 
judgment, render it necessary to extend relief 
much further than would have been justifiable 
a short time since—a necessity forced upon us 
by the overflowing and superabundant sym- 
pathy of generous conquerors for misguided 
public enemies. This necessity induces me 
to favor the bill under consideration, but if it 
shall be materially changed I shall not vote 
for it. It proposes to relieve the mass of 
rebels, whom I would now welcome to every 
right, to every privilege, to every position. I 
would receive them either with or without 
repentance, but with the hope (a hope based 
upon desire rather than upon conviction) that 
their release from merited punishment and 
their fall restoration to all the rights of citi- 
zenship will inspire their hearts with loyalty 
to the Government and cause them to be 
truly the friends and supporters of republican 
liberty. ; 

But here I enter a caveat to stay further pro- 
ceedings. I do it now because some of the 
friends of this measure have expressed a desire 
that relief should be universal, and regard this 
bill as an important step toward securing that 
result. That result should not, in my judg- 
ment, be secured, because in the absence of 
penalty it would rob the law of its power to 
protect the rights and liberties of the loyal 
and endanger the permanency of the Govern- 
ment. To prevent such consequences it will 
be my aim to show the character of the rebel- 
lion, to present the claims of justice and of 
violated law, and, from the fact that no penalty 
has been or can now be inflicted upon the 
guilty, to show the necessity of perpetuating 
some privation which shall be regarded asa 
clear and distinct mark of condemnation rest- 
ing upon the most guilty, and be a warning 
against a repetition of the crime. ‘ 

We have a Government organized By the 
people for their own security, paternal in its 
character and beneficent in its policy. > It 
watches every interest with jealous care, and 
enacts Jaws to secure equal privileges and to 
harmonize conflicting interests as the ever- 
changing condition and necessities of the peo- 
ple demand. Jt isa Government which has so 
clearly defined and defended hnman rights as 
to fill the hearts of despots with fear and to 
inspire the oppressed of allnations with hope. 
It has secured greater liberty with less re- 
straint than any other. It is the purest, the 
most liberal, the best Government organized 
among the nations. It has a right to com- 
mand, and a claim to obedience. And yet 
men who have prospered under its policy and 
been protected by its power—men who have 
been educated by its Treasury, and who have 
been intrasted to fill high official positions, 
conspired for its overthrow. Theirs was not 
a weak, timid, half-hearted effort, but a com- 


i bination of mind and heart and energy and 


will to establish another Government within 
the jurisdiction of this, and to sustain it by 
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the use of all hostile and warlike measures 
against rightful authority. They organized 
armies and forced the people to choose between 
loyalty and rebellion, and to fight for the pres- 
ervation of the Government or for its dissolu- 
tion, 

Their guilt is found in the sorrow and grief 
of every loyal heart, and in the untold agony 
of many a family circle. [tis felt in the ex- 
penditure of more than $5,000,000,000, one 
half of which now hangs over us as a debt, bur- 
dening our industry and checking our pros- | 
perity. It is written in fomr years of war and 
blood, during which time more than two mil- 
lions of our best young men, the life and hope | 
of the nation, werecalled from the paths of 
peace to fields of battle. Their guilt is still 
more clearly seen in the fact that nearly three 
hundred thousand of these men were sent by 
sickness, by ball and sword, and by starvation, 
to premature graves. 

The rebellion was not a rebellion against 
oppression and tyranny to secure personal 
rights and immunities, but it was a causeless | 
resistance to the execution of laws which com- 
bined the opinions of a majority of our fellow- 
citizens who alone wield the power of the 
Government. {t was a rebellion against the 
sovereignty of the Government, in which the 
rebels themselves were not only equal copart- 
ners, but were active, leading directors, and 
under which they were secured in all the rights 
which the sovereign power secured to the most 
favored and distinguished citizen. But the | 
crime was more than rebellion; it was treason. 
Webster says ‘‘treason is the offense of at- 
tempting to overthrow the Government of the 
State to which the offender owes allegiance.” 
The rebels owed allegiance to the national 
Government, and made that attempt. The 
New York code defines treason as levying war 
against the people of the State within the 
State, or a combination of two or more per- 
sons by force to usurp the government of the 
State or to overthrow the same, evidenced by 
a forcible attempt made within the State io 
accomplish that purpose. 

The rebels combined within the United States 
and attempted to overthrow the national Gov- | 
ernment by force. The constitution of Con- | 
necticut says treason against the State shall | 
consist only in levying war against it or adher- | 
ing to its enemies, giving them aid and comfort. | 
The Constitution of the United States declares 
that ‘‘treason against the United States shall 
consist only in leving war against them.’’ The 
act of Congress passed in 1790 declares— 

“That if any Person or persons owing allegiance 
to the United States of America shail levy war 
against them, or shall adhere to their enemies, giv- 
ing them aid and comfort within the United States 
or elsewhere, and shall be convicted on confession in | 
open court, or on the testimony of two witnesses to | 
the same overt act of the treason whereof he or they 
shall stand indicted, such person or persons shall | 
stand adjudged guilty of treason against the United 
States’ 

No language can more perfectly describe an 
act.after it has been committed than the stat- 
ute defines the acts of the rebels before they 
were conceived by them. They owed alle- 
giance to the United States of America. They 
adhered to the enemies of the United States 
and gave them aid and comfort; yea, they them- 
selves were the enemies. 

The proof is found in establishing other 
governments within the jurisdiction of this, 
in their armies marshaled for our overthrow, | 
and in their prisons, where Union men were | 
incarcerated and purposely rendered power- | 
less for loyal duty by starvation. A great | 
cloud of witnesses, sixteen thousand strong, || 
might be summoned from their graves within 
sight of this Capitol, and three hundred thou- j 
sand more from every battle ground and from i 
every national cemetery, whose mute lips and | 
pulseless hearts would testify that they were 
slain by treason. But more than this. The | 
rebels make confession before the open court 
of the civilized world to acts the guilt of which | 
they tone down by the name of secession, but 


which the Constitution and laws define to be 
treason. 

Treason is no trivial offense. It is not the 
slandering of a king, in whose person is em- 
bodied the sovereignty of a monarchy. It is 
not the utterance `of political opinions adverse 
and hostile to the Government. No; the lan- 
guage of the Constitution was used for the 
purpose of limiting the crime to positive, fla- 
grant acts of war against the State, and when 
the framers of that instrument inserted therein 
the words, ‘‘treason shall consist only in levy- 
ing war,” they intended to restrict the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘treason’’ to a violation of 
the duty of allegiance, and yet with that lim- 
itation they knew that it embraced embarrass- 
ment to business, obstruction to commerce, 
resistance to the execution of law, a violation 
of private rights, encroachment upon the priv- 
ileges and immunities of the citizen, confisca- 
tion of property, robbery, arson, murder, and 
war, war against the life of the nation. This 
istreason. Is there any crime against Gov- 
ernment like unto this crime? 

What does it deserve? From testimony 
recently taken by congressional authority we 
have evidence that the oath which binds the 
Ku Klux to deeds of blood recognizes death 
as the penalty justly due to one who proves a 
traitor to their cause. Our own statutes de- 
clare that persons adjudged guilty thereof 
shali suffer death, and demand the penalty. 
The safety and highest interests of the people 
demand it: yea more, as the traitor himself 
pursues his business or his pleasure, his own 
conscience lifts up its voice in unison with these 
claims, and, likean omnipotent accuser, follows 
him into every public assembly, and into the 
secrecy of private retirement when he rises in 
the light and when in darkness he lays his 
head upon his pillow, and demands his life. 

But no life has been taken and no pen- 
alty inflicted. You arrest, try, convict, and im- 
prison a defaulting paymaster who in every 
other respect has been a law-abiding citizen, 
and you do right; but you let the traitor go 
unwhipt of justice. Why is this? Is theft a 
greater crime than treason? Isa violation of 
the law of honesty a greater offense than the 
violation of a law enacted to preserve national 
life? Can weafford to enforce the inexorable 
demands of law against the lesser criminal, 
and restore the forfeited rights of the greater 
criminal? Law requires obedience from all. 
It recognizes no right in any subject, however 
patriotic or wise, to question its authority. Do 
you not remember when, in the chief city of 
New England, Anthony Burns was brought be- 
fore a court which was sworn to give a decis- 
ion according to therequirements of law, and 
when, under a solemn decree of that tribunal, 
he was torn from that judgment seat, and 
in the presence of tens of thousands who filled 
every archway of that temple of justice, and 
whothronged the public highways, whose hearts 


burned with the fire of liberty and who knew | 


that the decree was in violation of the inalien- 
able rights of man and against the enlightened 
conscience of that entire multitude, was 
bound and led as with a halter through a long 
file of armed soldiery and remanded to per- 
petual slavery? 
inexorable demands of law. | 

What a scene! | 
It was the wonder and admiration of the eiv- | 
ilized world. A great people, in the very birth- | 
place of American liberty, conscious of their f 
power, panting, thirstiog, holding in check | 
their passion for liberty under the uamistak- | 


able conviction that liberty could be secured | 


only under law. It was obedience under the |! 
conviction that law which made such demands |! 
for slavery would in the end be omnipotent |! 
for liberty. But our laws against treason have 
not been vindicated by obedience. | 
But law need not fail of accomplishing its |, 
benevolent purposes because some disregard | 
its requirements and violate its provisions. 
Law is not persuasive, but positive; it is | 


That was obedience to the | 


What a sublime spectacle! | 


f 

re rigid, and unyielding. Law knows no 
imerey; if it fails of securing obedience it 
| exacts penalty, and that exaction can never 
! cease without a sacrifice which shall vindicate 
the law and magnify the authority of the sov- 
ereign, or without hazard to the Government, 

Injunctions declaring ‘thou shalt’ and “thou 
: shalt not” may be promulgated by excentive 
‘ authority amid thanderings and lightnings as 
: they were upon the Mount; yet if they are not 
: sanctioned by penalty they are not law. and 
| will be as powerless to influence meu to obe 
‘ dience as are truth and virtue to persuade 
i from vice and crime. Our laws against treason 
l are sanctioned by penalty. They have been 
i violated and demand the penalty. But thus 
| far our Government has refused to listen to 
this demand. and has virtually declared that a 
i violation of the law of treason is a less evil 
| than the infliction of penalty. T ask if there 
is not danger when a Government bears such 
: testimony against its own authority ? 

Socrates, whom Phædon pronounced the 
wisest and most just of men, declared that 
i neither God nor man dare say that the wrong- 
doer shall not suffer punishment. A higher 
law declares that ‘‘ the soul that sinneth. it 
i shall die.” A violation of just and righteous 
ilaws must of necessity be followed by evil 
ii consequences to the transgressor, and I verily 
|| believe that there is no government, either on 
earth or in heaven, either human or divine, 
(I speak with reverence, ) which can long exist. 
i without the exercise of a power which shall 
vindicate its authority by inflicting some pen- 
alty upon those who violate its laws. Order 
|; is Heaven’sfirstlaw. Governments are organ- 

ized to preserve order, but if law is not vindi- 
| cated there is no foundation upon which they 
| can build perpetual order. 
| But instead of vindicating the law against 
| treason the President of the United States ren- 
dered it null and void. On the 25th day of 
{ December, 1869, that officer issued a procla- 
mation by which, without either repentance 
or atonement, he declared full pardon and 
| amnesty for the offense of treason committed 
| during the late civil war, with the restoration 
' of all rights, privileges, and immunities for- 
| feited by treason. This was his way of making 

treason odious. What nowremains? By the 
| fourteenth article of the Constitution several 
| classes of persons are prohibited from holding 
| 
t 


| 
Į; 
ii 
l 
i 
i 
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certain offices unless Congress by a two-thirds 
vote shall remove the prohibition. This isthe 
only distinction which our laws now make 
between the friends of the Government and 
traitors. It should not be blotted out. Our 
| Government is now imperiled by pardons 
i already granted and by efforts to extend them 
| so far that the power of Jaw may be impaired 
| and the authority of the Governmentdestroyed. 
| Whether we shall escape the danger is a prob- 
‘Jem not yet solved. 
) Where crime has been wide-spread, and 
| where nearly tbe whole people have aided and 
i abetted the leaders to such an extent as to 
| become participators in their crime, there may 
i be an honest difference of opinion respecting 
the number upon whom penalty should be in- 
flicted. When the military power of the rebel- 
| hon was overcome and the guilty were held 
in legal custody we should. in my judgment. 
l 
{ 


‘have tried, convicted, and executed him who 
| stood upon the highest round of the ladder of 
infamy, and then, descending, taken the next 
‘highest in guilt, and, if necessary, the next, 
until the sovereign voice of the people should 
have declared that justice was satisfied, and the 
authority and majesty of the Government sus- 


tained. Had this been done, penalty would 
have fallen only upon the beads of a few lead- 
ing traitors; treason would have been con- 
demned, the demands of violated law would 
have been secured, and, without hazard to the 
Republic, the door would now be open tor the 
restoration of every forfeited right. But it is 
now too late to magnify the claims of the law 
by inflicting punishment. Now we find em- 
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barrassment and danger on every side. What, 
then, shall we do? 

It may be difficult ‘‘to see the advantage 
or propriety of excluding men from office 
merely because they were, before the rebel- 
lion, of standing and character sufficient to be 
elected to positions requiring them to take 
oaths to support the Constitution, and admit- 
ting to eligibility those entertaining precisely 
the same views, but of less standing in their 
communities ;’’ but it is more difficult for me 
to see the advantage or propriety of permitting 
them to be clothed with the influence and 
power which office would add. It may be 
true that those whom we now permit to hold 
office would have violated their oath if they 
had had it ‘‘in their power to do so.” But 
we cannot take notice of what men might 
have done but did not do. We can, however, 
take cognizance of the treason of members of 
Congress, of officers of the Army and Navy, 
of members of State conventions, and of 
judges of United States courts, who took an 
‘oath to support the Constitution and after- 
ward engaged in insurrection and rebellion 
against the United States. We can and should 
say that they are “the great criminals dis- 
tinguished above all others for the part they 
took in opposition to the Government,’ and 
should refuse to allow them to hold any offi- 
cial position which can augment their personal 
power to do evil; and that refusal should be 
fixed upon them as a mark of shame and dis- 
honor which will adhere to them and desig- 
nate them as objects of infamy and fugitives 
from public justice. 

This cannot be called punishment. Penalty 
is due and should have been inflicted, but this 
will be only privation. If Absalom had lived 
after his treason, and been denied a seat at his 
father’s table, could such denial have been re- 
garded asa punishment for his crime? Would 
it have been more than a denial of a privilege 
which he had previously enjoyed? 

If the rebels who now seek for places of 
honor and official influence are not permitted 
to occupy them, it will be no more than a de- 
nial of privileges which they have forteited by 
their crime. Wecan do no less than this if 
we would uphold a beneficent Government and 
preserve the liberties of the people. This 
small privation is the only distinction which 
we can now make between the loyal and the 
traitor, between the innocent and the guilty. 
It is not enough to meet the claims of au in- 
jured people, but in consequence of a leniency 
which has been a denial of justice, and which 
will prove to have been cruelty, it is all that 
can be secured now. 

It is claimed that the mass of the people 
entered into the rebellion under the conviction 
that they were right, and that inasmuch as 
they acted in fidelity to the dictates of their 
consciences, they should be relieved from 
penalty. But amnesty cannot be granted on 
account of assumed innocence. The first mur- 
derer, with an air of assumed innocence, in- 
quired of his Maker, “Am I my brother’s 
keeper?’ and yet justice inflicted a mark of 
guilt and shame which adhered to him in all 
his wanderings. Nor can amnesty be granted 
on account of the conscientiousness of the 
criminal. If it cau, you may at once stay all 
legal proceedings against barbarous and inde- 
cent practices in Utah. I have read of one 
who, breathing out threatenings and slaughter 
against the followers of the Prince of Peace, 
sought a commission thatif he found any who 
were loyal to that Prince he might bring them 
bound unto the chief city. I have read that 
he persecuted them even unto death, and that 
he verily thought that he ought to do many 
things contrary to the name of Him whom he 
afterward recognized as his King, and that he 
received full amnesty from that King; but I 
never heard that he was pardoned because 
he was badly educated, or because he acted in 
accordance with the dictates of an unenlight- 
ened and perverted conscience. 


Relief from political disabilities is urged 


upon the ground that as the most talented and 
highly educated men in the South are now 
prohibited from holding office, the State fails 
of receiving benefit and support from their 
superior ability. while the uneducated and 
ignorant occupy official positions, the duties 
of which they are incompetent to perform. 
This is evidence that those who inaugurated 
and carried forward the rebellion sinned 
against clear light and great knowledge, and 
convinces me that there will be great danger 
if we trust them in their former positions and 
with their former power. The evil is a serious 
one, but a remedy is not to be found by re- 
storing to honorable and responsible positions 
those who with knowledge betrayed the Gov- 
ernment which they had sworn to support. 
Pardon should not be granted on account of 
the talents and intelligence of the criminal. 
Intelligence does not justify crime, but aggra- 
vates it. Who doubts but the intelligence and 
ability of Burr and of Arnold made their crimes 
the greater? 

Again, it is claimed that the guilty have 
suffered enough, and that the suffering already 
experienced is a reason for amnesty. But this 
has not been the suffering of penalty, but that 
which is incidental to the violation of law. 
It has had no influence in vindicating the law 
or in sustaining the Government. If a man 
breaks into your post office and steals five dol- 
lars’ worth of stamps, and in his efforts to 
escape falls and breaks a leg, by which he 
suffers for months, you do not allow that suf- 
fering to take the place of penalty. Nor do 
you allow him to enter a plea for pardon on 
the ground that he has suffered, but you recog- 
nize the claims of the law and send him to 
prison. Will you deal more leniently with the 
traitor than with him? 

A plea for relief is also based upon the 
ground that the present disabilities excite and 
continue opposition to the Government, that 
they are thorns which constantly annoy and 
disturb the people, and that there will be no 
peace until they are removed. But why is 
there no peace? The old rebels will not per- 
mit. If they would openly and heartily con- 
demn the Ku Klux organization and their acts 
of inhumanity and murder, and recognize 
national authority, peace would at once reign 
in every State. Let us not, then, attempt to 
secure tranquillity by taking counsel of our 
enemies, or by making haste to restore them 
to positions of power. 

It is also claimed that a restoration of for- 
feited rights will change the spirit of the rebels 
and secure their support to the Government. 
Such has not been tne effect of clemency here- 
tofore granied. Your magnanimity has been 
regarded as weakness, and your pardon as an 
act of justice. Every noble act to which you 
have been moved for their benefit has made 
many of them stronger in their opposition to 
the Governmentand more bitter in their hatred. 
Many of the old leaders still counsel others 
to have nothing to do with the Government 
until they are restored to political power, after 
which they promise fidelity to the national 
Union. But such a premise is not the ground 
upon which the Government can restore for- 
feited rights and maintain its supremacy. It 
would exalt the demands of the criminal for 
clemency above the claims of the law for pen- 
alty. it will not do to rest the permanency of 
this Government upon an anticipated change 
in the spirit of its enemies, vor upon the prom- 
ises of the violators of law. Every convict in 
your penitentiary would promise obedience to 
law if you would let him go forth from his 
prison and again breath the air of liberty, and 
every devilin hell would promise fidelity to 
the King of kings if by so doing he could fly 
from his deep damnation and secure another 
opportunity to subvert and destroy.the king- 
dom of God. 

How would they differ from those who swore 
| fidelity to constitutional obligations and then 


1 


violated their oath of allegiance by treason? 
As I value liberty, as I would sustain the pil- 
lars of justice upon which this Government 
must rest, I would not blot out this slight dis- 
tinction which the Constitution makes between 
the most guilty and the innocent by universal 
amnesty. I would not permit all who have 
held up their right hand and in the sight of 
Heaven declared their allegiance to the Gov- 
ernment and sworn to support its Constitution, 
and then with that same right hand thrust the 
spear and the sword into the very heart of the 
nation—I would not permit such men to add 
the influence of official position to their power 
to undermine and destroy this Government. 
The few who will be excluded from the bene- 
ficial provisions of the bill under consider- 
ation are the élite of the rebely and the most 
guilty among the guilty. ‘he proof is clear, 
distinct, and positive. They were leaders in 
the crime. Standing before the world to-day, 
they acknowledge their acts but deny their 
guilt. They confess that they combined. to 
overthrow the Government, and justify their 
deeds. 

Hear what he who championed the rebellion 
and marshaled its forces said a little more 
than a year ago: 

“ I have never asked pardon for what I have done, 
and never will; for I feel that I have done no wrong.” 

He expressed his faith in State sovereignty, 
and although defeated in the recent struggle, 
said that he believed that it would ultimately 
triumph. Here is the man who organized 
armies and fought battles against the loyal ; 
who made widows and orphans by shedding 
the life-blood of husbands and fathers; who 
led in robbing the nation of the fruits of four 
years of industry; who with wicked hands 
seized our young men and starved them in 
rebel prisons—this man now rises before the 
people against whom he has thus sinned and 
declares his innocence. Shall we make haste 
to force upon him the boon of forgiveness? 
Can we properly relieve him from political 
disabilities? I answer no. Justice and the 
claims of law demand his life, but as the nation 
has by a prodigal dispensation of clemency 
become bankrupt and unable to satisfy this 
demand what shall we do? We should with- 
hold his forfeited rights and forever exclude 
him from official position. We should brand 
him with this mark of dishonor and guilt so 
indelibly that he can never efface it, and so 
distinctly that he can never conceal it, though 
he cover it with the skirt of a woman.. 

So faras J know myself, I entertain no other 
feelingsthan those of kindness and good will 
toward all who engaged in the rebellion. I 
cherish no spirit of revenge, or even of bitter- 
ness, but I love the Government under which 
the rights and liberties of this great people 
have been so well secured, and for the sake of 
preserving this Government I plead against 
the extension of amnesty beyond the provis- 
ions of this bill. 

But are we prepared to reverse our judgment 
upon questions relating to the criminality of 
the recent rebellion? Are the arguments now 
put forth sufficient to prove us to have been in 
error? Are we ready to manifest repentance 
for our loyalty by granting universal amnesty ? 
I am not. I know too well what watchings, 
what labors, and what painful anxieties those 
four years of war cost me, and the loyal citizens 
of the State which I represent, to remove all 
evidence of the guilt from those who caused 
those labors and anxieties. I believe that to 
relieve them from all political disabilities 
would be the repeal of your penal statutes 
against treason and would cause Justice to stand 
and weep afar off. It would be cruelty to the 
law-abiding citizen. It would be a denial of 
that wisdom which has been conceded to all 
who have maintained the right and the duty 
of preserving national life. It would stamp 
the patriotism of those noble men who gave 
their services, and of those who gave their lives 
for the preservation of national unity, with folly 
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and madness. It would condemn your mar- 
tyred President and all who united with him 
in inviting and persuading men to leave the 
pursuits of peaceful industry and enter upon 
the field of blood. 
who, with great bravery, with untiring energy, 
and sleepless persistency, followed the enemies 
of our country from Donelson through every 
stronghold to victory on the Rappahannock. 
But if you neither punish the criminal nor 
set upon him a distinct mark of condemnation 
you declare that, weighed in the scales that 
determine our obligations to the Government. 
guilt balances innocence; that the property and 
persons of the rebel are as sacred as the rights 
of the loyal; that there is no virtue in fidelity 
to national unity and no guilt in treason, and 
that there is no difference in the value of a Gov- 
ernment preserved and a Government ruined. 


Nay, more, you offer a premium for treason; | 


you declare to those who may come after us 
that, do what they may to destroy the Govern- 
ment, they shall suffer no penalty and forfeit 
no privilege. Hereafter there will be no 
hazard to the traitor. If he shall fail of ac- 
complishing his hellish design, you will allow 
his failure to be proof only of a mistaken judg- 
ment, and he will effectually plead your action 
as a precedent for demanding amnesty for him- 
self and his confederates. Ifa rebellion shall 


be unsuccessful, you restore every forfeited ; 


right; if successful, you confirm to the rebels 
their claim to the spoils of triumph and offer 


their leader the power and the glory of acrown. !! 
Mr. President, lam aware that the bill under |! 
consideration does not propose to extend uni- | 


versal relief, and I should feel that, by wander- 
ing somewhat from the question, I have tres- 
passed upon the patience and courtesy of the 
Senate, if I bad not before me the example of 
many honored Senators. But I will make no 
apology ; for, as I atfirst stated, my object is to 
enter a protest against the future consideration 
of any measure designed to remove political 
disabilities. I plead not for revenge, but for 
justice which can do no wrong, and failing to 
secure that, I plead for some recognition of the 
claims of justice, and forsome mark which shall 
clearly designate and condemn the guilty. Let 
it not be said of this nation, as was said by an 
inspired prophet in view of the wrongdoing of 
another, ‘Judgment is turned away backward 
and justice standeth afar off, for truth is fallen 
in the street and equity cannot enter.” 

Mr. President, we urge men to exercise a 
spirit of mercy and benevolence toward the 
guilty. These are Christian virtues to be cher- 
ished for the purpose of fitting man for duties 
here and for the felicities of the blessed here- 
after. Benevolence seeks the happiness of 
every creature, yet it recognizes the claims of 
justice and declares that a Government all 
mercy is a Government unjust. Benevolence 
demands protection for the guiltless. Moved 
by the most tender regard for the feeble and 
the helpless, it summons the sword of justice 
to restrain those who would strike down the 
innocent. It is benevolence that strikes; it 
is benevolence that protects. It strikes the 
guilty that it may shield the innocent. Remem- 
ber that with us there has been no punishment 
for the damning crime of treason, and in the 
absence of satisfaction for the demands of 
justice and violated law universal amnesty, 
instead of being dignified as a magnanimous 
Christian virtue, becomes degraded into an 
insult to benevolence and a murderous assault 
upon public justice. I trust the Senate will 
take no part in such a crime. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President I offer the 
following amendment, to come in at the end of 
the eleventh live of the first page of the bill: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be 
construed torclate back to and validate the election 
or appointment of any person to the position of 
Senator or Representative in Congress, or to any 
office, civil or military, under the United States, or 
ander any State, which person was at the time of 
such election or appointment ineligible to the 
position to which he may have been so elected or 
appointed, 


It would condemn him | 


t 


j! 
H 
i 


{ 


| gress of the Unite 
The Senator will observe, if he looks atthe | 


Mr. SUMNER. I would call the attention 


of the Senator to another way of amending ! 


that clause which had occurred to me, through 


ĮI do not know but that his amendment is bet- | 
I had proposed to alter the | 


ter than mine. : 
first exception so as to make it read: 


All persons who, having been members of the Con- 
of the Unit d States aided the rebellion. 


language of the bill, that the first class of ex- 
ceptions is confined to members of Congress 
who withdrew from their seats. 


gentleman who did not withdraw from his seat ; 


his term expired on the 4th of March; bat! 


afier the expiration of his term he went into 
the rebellion. 
to be included under this clause. 

Mr. STEWART. 


ties. 


Special legislation has been attended 
with more than ordinary embarrassment. 


degree of fairness and impartiality. 
possible to ascertain the facts in each case. 


We have proceeded now for several years | 
| tions made in passing special bills. 
4 constantly produce disquiet. 
4 wiser to end the matter and to pass this bill 
i informed, constantly during the whole of that | 
time many of the people we relieved, in order to | 
|| that we are placed in when we resort to spe- 
they associated, immediately afterward denied | 


relieving those who were under disability, and 
those who were active in making out plausible 
cases have been relieved, and, as I have been 


set themselves right with the people with whom 


that they had made the application. Thus it 


has gone on, and frequently we have relieved || 


Now, as I.: 
understand, we have before us the case of a. 


Iam clear that that case ought | 


Mr. President, I am glad : 
that the time has finally arrived when it is 
understood that we are to have general legis- | 
lation on tke subject of the removal of disabili- |) 
g i| are specifically. 
nt 

is impossible for Congress to investigate and i 
pass upon the cases of individuals with any || 
It is im- ij 


one above another. The practical execution 
of the law so as to make it fair and equal, so 
as to discriminate and do justice iv all cases, 
was impossible. Consequently it has created 
great irritation, and accomplished very little 
good. i 

I am aware of the argament against the 
removal of disabilities. l am aware of the 
fact that many of those who are now laboring 
under disabilities are not good citizens of the 
United States. Iam admonished by the report 
of my worthy friend from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
Scott] that many of those persons who are 
still laboring under disabilities and are to be 
benefited by this bill, have no claim upon this 
Government for its mercy, and no claims upon 
the generosity of this Government. But, while 
that is true. there are others whom we desire 
to relieve from disabilities, there are others 
who would undoubtedly be good citizens if 
relieved; but we have not the machinery and 
cannot invent it here to ascertain who they 
They are too numerous for 
individual action, and generally those most 
meritorious are least likely to press their claims. 
That mode of action is surrounded by practi- 
cal difficulties on all hands, andthe adminis- 
tration of the jaw in that way is calculated to 
produce disquiet because of the discrimina- 
That will 
It seems to me 


as it came from the House of Representatives, 
and free ourselves from the embarrassments 


cial legislation. By doing this, we ehall take 


i| from these men the excuse which they make 


thosc in a neighborhood whowere the very least . 


deserving, which naturally created a sympathy 
for those who remained under disabilities. 


However we may theorize about this matter | 
| of political disabilities, practically their im- 


position has not worked well; practically it 
has not tended to tranquillize the South; prac- 
tically it has presented cases which have caused 
irritation and created additional dissatisfaction. 
It must be apparent to all that general legis- 
lation is the proper mode of proceeding. The 


House of Representatives came to that conclu- ; 


sion at the last session, and passed the bill 
now under consideration here. 


tions. 


future as it has been in the past. I had some 


ities. 
sand applications as well as I could. I un- 
doubtedly recommended the rejection of some 


neighbors. I fell into these difficulties, and 


take the subject into consideration. 
done. 
culties. 


ment. They had been traitors to it, and were 
amenable to the law. That it was unjust to 
them i do not contend; but as a matter of 
practical execution it was inconvenient and 
impossible to carry it out fairly. It was 


impossible to punish millions of men; it was | 


impossible to investigate the relative merits of 


I hope we. 
may pass the bill substantially as it came from | 
the House, and not add further lists of excep- ; 
If we do, if we have such a list of ex- | 
ceptions as calls for special legislation again, | 
| we shall find it as difficult to administer in the | 


I investigated at first some two thou- į 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
t 
} 


i 


i 


J „the | after violate law. 
experience in the beginning in investigating | 
| petitions for the removal of political disabil- 


that justice is not done to all, that bad men 
Take 


is not generous to all because it has relieved 
the bad and also relieved the good. Let us 
take from them all chance for exciting sympas- 
thy among their fellows; for, view it as you 
will, if a citizen who stands well ina particu- 
lar locality is overlooked, and one who stands 
badly is relieved, that community will blame 
Congress and blame the Government and draw 
a comparison, so that a sympathy will be created 
for the citizen whose claims have been over- 
looked. 

We cannot produce quiet in that way; and 
inasmuch as we have direct work to do to sup- 
press violence, let us be rid of this irritating 
question: let us pass a general relief bill, and 
direct our attention to those who shall here- 
We shall find cases enough 


of that kind. [Let us see that the laws are 


‘| hereafter enforced, and I believe that with this 
i general bill passed we should be stronger, we 
| Should find less difficulty in the South in en- 
: forcing the laws, for we take away from them 
who ought to have been relieved, and recom- |! 
mended the relief of many who, if we were |; 
going to make any discrimination whatever, |; 
ought not to have been preferred to their |, 


an irritating and vexed question which does 
produce disquiet and dissatisfaction. 

I hope the bill will pass as it came from the 
House of Representatives, substantially. To 


| the amendment of the Senator from Indiana, 
they accumulated so that I finally asked the |i 
Senate to relieve me from any further labor | 
in the matter, and that a special committee | 
That was | 
They, too, have met with these diffi- | 


however, I have no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, we have 
all heard of the oldsaying, “ Let us be just 
before we are generous. { do not like to be 


| against anything that may seem to be gener- 


ous; but Í do insist always upon justice; and 
now that it is proposed that we should be gen- 
erous to those who were engaged in the rebel- 
lion, Į insist upon justice to the colored race 
everywhere throughout this land, and in that 
spirit I shall ask the Senate to adopt as an 
amendment in the form of additional sections 
what is already known in this Chamber as the 
supplementary civil rights bill, which I now 
send to the Chair and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. SAWYER 
in the chair.) Does the Senator offer it as an 
amendment to the amendment 7 

Mr. SUMNER, No; I offer it to come in 
at the end of the bill, It is not im order 
strictly until the amendment of the Senator 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


241 


from Indiana shall have been acted upon ; but 
it can be read now for information. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion at present is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morrow. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. I have no abjection to that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on that amendment? 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken on 
that proposition I beg to say to the Senate that 
I should regret exceedingly to see this meas- 
ure, matured with so much care in the House 
of Representatives, and now at last brought 
before the Senate for consideration, overlaid 
with amendments which are not germane to its 
provisions, and thereby defeated. I certainly 
would not insinuate that it is the purpose of 
any Senator on the floor by offering amend- 
ments to defeat this great measure. I char- 
acterize it as a great measure because of the 
belief I have that itis to effect great conse- 
quences. 

Why, sir, gentlemen who do not live in the 
section of country that is affected materially 
by it cannot possibly know as well as some 
of us do the grievances of hundreds of worthy 
men, who had little or no part in the rebel- 
lion, who were valuable officers before it 
commenced, but by reason of having taken 
almost a coerced part, though perhaps to be 
denominated voluntary in a strict legal sense,. 
are now excluded from participation in the 
publie offices of the country. Like other 
Senators here I had no sympathy, and I may 
say no toleration, for the rebellion itself. 
I thought it unwise; I thought it unjust; I 
even thought it was wicked; and I so charac- 
terized it at the time; and the day has been 
when, if left to my own single volition to say 
whether so liberal an amnesty as is now pro- 
posed should be granted, I should have hesi- 
tated before according it, because the day has 
been—I say it in justice to myself—when I 
have felt more bitterly towards those who 
originated the rebellion, and those who eagerly 
assisted in it, than I do to-day. Time has 
soothed in some degree my own feelings, as it 
has toned down the feelings of others. It is 
no uncommon thing in my own State for old 
associates in the old Whig party of that State 
to appeal to me to know how it is that I can 
identity myself with a class of politicians who 
exclude trom participation in public affairs the 
humble justice of the peace, who before the war ! 
performed faithfully his little functions in that 
office, because circumstances drove him into 
the rebellion, though he believed, as Ł did, 
that it never ought to have been inaugurated. 

Why, sir, the Senate is aware that already 
we have passed bills for the special relief 
of several thousand persons. We had a bill 
pending during the last Congress for the re- 
lief of some four thousand individuals, many 
of whose claims to it have been discussed 
here. That bill lingered for a year or more, 
and lingered because there were Senators on 
this floor who were resolved that no more pri- 
vate bills of that character should pass, and 
who intended thereby to force something 
like a general bill and relieve the two Houses 
of Congress of the presence of so disturbing 
a subject. I think the time has arrived for 
such action. ‘The present measure is not as 
liberal, perhaps, as I might desire it to be; 
certainly it is not as liberal as many other 
gentlemen from the South desire; but it is 
one that has been well considered, and is well 
devised. I hope that it will not be interfered 
with at this late day by amendments such as 
have been offered. , 

In regard to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana, relating, I. suppose, as 
is hinted, to the election of a rather prom- 
inent rebel from the State of North Carolina 
to aseat in this Senate, I would suggest that | 
it will be competent for the Senate hereafter 
to judge whether or not at the time of that 
élection he was eligible to a seat here, and | 
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that will embrace the whole legal question 
that attaches to the matter. Ibelieve he was 
elected almost with unanimity by his State 
Legislature; but if at the time they knew that 
he was ineligible to a seat here, they con- 
ferred the seat by their election cum onere, 
and it is for the Senate to determine whether 
they will admit him to a seat even after we 
have passed this bill, if they find that he was 
elected with that knowledge on the part of 
the Legislature. ; 

Sir, shall we mar the beautiful record of this 
great peace-offering to the country by making 
a reference to one individual from North Car- 
olina or from any other State? I trust not. 
Let it go on the wings of the wind as a peace- 
offering, coming as it does on almost the natal 
day of the Saviour of the world, and let all 
the people of the South feel it as an earnest 
on the part of the Senate of the United States 
and of the other branch of Congress of their 
desire to cultivate brotherhood in the future. 

Sir, I may speak ardently on this subject, 
but I have been made to feel in my own State 
that for the want of sucha measure I have had 
less support in my principles than I otherwise 
should have had. I will not stoop to argue the 
measure ina party form. I will not look at 
it in that aspect, because it really rises too 
high to be thus regarded. I appeal to Sen- 
ators to look at it from a higher point of view 
now, after six years of toil and affliction in this 
country, with the sore remembrances of the 
trials that have distressed us. Sir, yesterday 
marked a period in the annals of time, when my 
own State was once more welcomed into this 
Hall by full representation, as it had been in the 
other House of Congress. I undertake to say 
that the people of Georgia are rejoicing to-day 
at what was done in this Chamber yesterday, 
and so handsomely and so quietly performed. 
Give them this measure in addition, and it will 
be worth more to them and to you than the 
most vigilant Ku Klux committee that you 
can send to the State. 

Sir, I had not thought of saying anything on 
this bill. I had hoped that by common con- 
sent it would be promptly passed almost as 
soon as it was taken up. I do trust that no 
great measure about which there is such con- 
trariety of opinion as there is in regard to the 
measure proposed as an amendment by the 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Sumner] will be pressed upon the attention of 
the Senate. [I undertake to say that if it is 
we may bid farewell to this bill for days, nay, 
for weeks, it may be for months to come, and 
perhaps forever. For, however well intended, 
the Senator’s proposition will necessarily elicit 
a great deal of debate, and it can be considered 
as well uponitsown merits asto be coupled with 
a measure of amnesty, where he now proposes 
to append it. At the proper time I shall be 
prepared, I trust, to point out to the Senator 


reasons on my own part why I think his meas- | 


ure impracticable, even if it be proper; bat 
“í sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof,” 
and I hope that neither of the amendments, as 
they come up in order, will be adopted by the 
Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to ask the Chair 
whether it is in order at this point to move 
to strike out all of the bill after the word 
t removed,” in the ninth line? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. RAMSEY 
inthechair.) The Chair is of opinion that that 
motion would not be in order until the pending 
amendment shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. SUMNER. T sent to the Chair an 
amendment to be read, and supposed I had 
the floor when the Senator from Georgia com- 
menced a speech: but I found myself super- 
seded. Llistened, however, with great pleasure 
to the remarks of the Senator. 


Mr. HILL. The Senator from Massachu- | 
I know his uniform | 
I would not for the world have | 


setts will pardon me. 
courtesy. 
committed such a breach of propriety as he 
suggests; but I really thought the Senator 


|| complaint. 


had resigned the floor, and that I was entitled 
to seek it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihad not; but I make no 
I am very glad indeed that I 
have heard the Senator, for I should like to 
bring home to the Senator that nearly one 
half of the people of Georgia are now 
excluded from those equal. rights which my 
amendment proposes to secure; and yet I 
understand that the Senator disregards their 
condition, sets aside their desires, and pro- 
poses to vote down my proposition. The 
Senator assumes that the former rebels are 
the only people of Georgia. Sir, I see the 
colored race in Georgia. I see that race once 
enslaved, for a long time deprived of all 
rights, and now under existing usage and 
practices despoiled of rights which the Sen- 
ator himself is in the full enjoyment of. 

Mr. HILI. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say to the distin- 
guished Senator that he does me injustice, 
perhaps unwittingly, in saying that I limit my 
vision of the people of Georgia to those who 
have been rebels. I do not limit it, sir, even 
to those who have white skins. I do not con- 
fine it there. But the Senator will pardon me 
for saying that if I understand the purport of 
his bill (and I think I have some recollection 
of it) I never can agree with him in the propo- 
sition thatif there be a hotel for the enter- 
tainment of travelers, and two classes stop at 
it, and there is one dining-room for one class 
and one for another, served alike in ali re- 
spects, with the same accommodations, the 
same attention to the guests, there is anything 
offensive or anything that denies the civil rights 
of one more than the other. Nor do I hold 
that if you have public schools, and you give 
all the advantages of education to one class as 
you do to another, but keep them separate and 
apart, there isany denial of a civil right in that, 
Į also contend that even upon the railways 
of the country, if cars of equal comfort, con- . 
venience, and security be provided for differ- 
ent classes of persons, no one has a right to 
complain if it be a regulation of the com- 
panies to separate them. I go further, and I 
illustrate it by my own observation and expe- 
rience: in the town in which I live the fact 
bears me out that prior to the war the slave 
and his master worshiped in the same church 
and were members of the same congregation ; 
but on the motion of the former slave after the 
close of the war, and with appeals to his white 
friends to aid him, separate churches have been 
built for the especial accommodation of the 
colored people, and to-day colored ministers 
in those churches serve colored congregations 
to the exclusion of white ministers unless they 
happen to be invited as matter of courtesy, 
which is sometimes done. I take it that this 
is done because the colored people prefer 
having itso. Ihave been appe:tled to myself, 
and I have yielded to it upon my own prem- 
ises, to give to a colored congregation an acre 
of ground for the erection of a church. This 
is no uncommon thing with landed proprictors 
in the State. Itis conveyed to trustees in the 
usual manner, and as long as it is occupied 
for the purpose they propose, for religious 
uses, and by a particular congregation, it is 
theirs. Whenever they cease to occupy it in. 
that manner it lapses, and comes back to the 
grantor. 

Now, sir, there is a radical difference be- 
tween the Senator from Massachusetts and 
myself; itis irreconcilable. I never can see 
this as the Senator sees it, and yet I think I 


can safely hazard one remark by way of com- 
parison with the Senator, whose humanity and 
generosity are so proverbial. I believe that 
the colored people who know me in Georgia 
would rely, any of them, upon my benevolence 
and sense of justice as soon as they would 
upon that of the Senator, or of any other man 


| in any portion of this country. I think Ihave 
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that standing among them, and I think I do 
them no disservice in taking the views I do 
respecting their rights. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, we have a 
vindication on this floor of inequality as a prin- 
ciple, as a political rule. , 

Mr.HILL. On whichrace, I would inquire, 
does the inequality to which the Senator refers 
operate? 

Mr. SUMNER. Onboth. Why, the Sen- 
ator would not allow a white man to go into 
the same car with a colored man. 

Mr. HILL. Not unless he was invited, per- 
haps. [Laughter.] 

‘Mr. SUMNER. Very well. 
mistakes substitutes for equality. Equality is 
where all are alike, A substitute can never 
take the place of equality. It is impossible ; 
it is absurd. And still further, I must remind 
the Senator that it is very unjust ; itis terribly 
unjust. Why, sir, we have had in this Cham- 
ber a colored Senator from Mississippi; but 
according to the rule of the Senator from 
Georgia we should have set him apart by him- 
self; he should not have sat with his brother 
Senators. Do I understand the Senator from 
Georgia as favoring such a rule? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator does not. 

Mr. HILL. I do not, sir, for this reason: 
it is under tbe institutions of the country that 
he becomes entitled by law to his seat here ; 
we have no right to deny it to him, 

Mr. SUMNER, Very well; and I intend 
to the best of my ability to see that under the 


institutions of his country he is equal every- | 
The Senator says he is equal here in | 


where. 
this Chamber. I say heshould be equal in rights 
everywhere; and why not, I ask the Senator 
from Georgia? Why not? Hecomes forward 
now the vindicator of a discarded barbarism, 
of inequality. I wish himto vindicate it. Let 
him assign the reason. 

* Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will say that I think his definition of rights 
differs materially from my own. What he may 
term a right may be the right of any man that 
pleases to come into my parlor and to be my 
guest, Thatisnot the right of any colored man 
upon earth, nor of any white man, unless it is 
agreeable to me. The Senator may contend 
that it is the right of any man, under the in- 
stitutions of this nation, to intermarry with any 
caste that he pleases. 
ters are subject to municipal regulation by the 
States for their own people; and I think I 
shall adhere to that opinion, though Iam open 
to the arguments the Senator may offer, if he 
can convince me to thecontrary. Jam oneof 


those who have believed that when it pleased | 


the Creator of heaven and earth to make dif- 
ferent races of men it was His purpose to 
keep them distinct and separate. think so 
now. Ido not know whether the Senator in- 
tends to include that among the many rights 
that have been denied to this despised class 
of which he speaks. 

Mr. SUMNER, Mr. President, now we see 
where the Senator is. He admits that herein 
this highest council Chamber there is, and 


there should be, perfect equality before the | 


law; but descend from this Chamber into the 
hotel, on the railroad, into the common school, 
and there there is no equality before the law, 
according to the Senator. Ie does not com- 
plain because all are equal here in this Cham- 
ber, I know not whether he does not com- 
plain because all are equal in the other Cham- 
ber. But now I should like to ask the Senator 
from Georgia, if he will allow me, whether, in 
his judgment, the colored Representatives 
from Georgia and South Carolina in the other 
Chamber ought not on railroads and at 
hotels to have the same rights that he has him- 
self? Task that precise question. 

Mr. HILL. I will answer that question in 
this manner: I myself am subject in hotels 
and upon railroads to the regulations pro- 
vided hy the hotel proprietors for their guests, 


The Senator | 


I think that such mat- | 


í he is excluded from any right on account of | 


| been excluded from ladies’ cars on railroads. 


| people of the State of Georgia who know me, | 


, or between the two. 


| carriers subject to a law of their own; noto- | 


and by the railroad companies for their pas- | 
sengers. I am entitled, and so is the colored | 
man, to all the security and comfortthat either | 
presents to the most favored guest or passen- | 
ger ; but Imaintain that proximity toa colored | 
man does notincrease my comfort or security, | 
nor does proximity to me on his part increase 
his; and therefore it is not a denial of any 
right in either case. 4 

Mr. SUMNER. May Lask the Senator if | 


his color? The Senator says he is sometimes | 
excluded from something at hotels or on rail- | 
roads. Lask whether there is any exclusion 
on account of color, that bears on him ? 

Mr. HILL. I answer the Senator. T have 
I do not know on what account precisely; I do 
not know whether it was on account of my 
color; but I think it more likely that it was 
on account of my sex. [Lavghter.] 

Mr. SUMNER. But the Senator, as I un- 
derstand, insists that it is proper on account 
of color. That is his conclusion. 

Mr. HILL. No; I insist that itis no denial 
of aright, provided all the comfort and security 
be furnished to passengers alike. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator does notseem 
to sce that any rule excluding a man on account | 
of his color is an indignity, an insult, and a 
wrong; and he makes himself on this floor the 
representative of indignity, of insult, and of 
wrong to the colored race. Why, sir, his State | 
has a large colored population, and he turns 
upon them to deny them their rights. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, | 
I will say to him that it will take him and} 
others, if there should be any others who so | 
believe, a good while to convince the colored | 


t 

| 

| 
that I would deprive them of any right to which į 
they are entitled, though it were only techni- | 
cal; butin matters of pure taste I cannot get | 
away from the idea that I do them no injustice | 
| 

} 


if I separate them on some occasions from the | 
other race. I do not say itis because of any | 
prejudice; on the contrary, I deny feeling | 
prejudice or contempt for any man because 
he is black, for I have seen some colored men 
for whom I have the highest esteem, the 
greatest regard, and in whom I have the great- 
est confidence. It is not the fault of the race 
that, socially, they are not the equals of the 
white race to-day; nor is it incumbent upon 
every philanthropist to devote every spare 
hour to the elevation of the race. It may 
suit the Senator from Massachusetts to do 
this, bat for myself I have other employment. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator makes a mistake which has been made 
for a generation in this Chamber, confounding 
what belongs to society with what belongs to | 
rights. Now, there is no question of society 
here. The Senator may choose his associates | 
as he pleases. They may be white or black, | 
That is simply a social | 
question, and nobody proposes to interfere 
with it. That taste which the Senator has now } 
declared belongs to him he will have free lib- | 
erty to exercise always, selecting always his | 
associates; but when it comes to rights, there | 
the Senator must obey the law, and I insist | 
that by the law of the land all persons without | 
distinclion of color shall be equal before the 
law. Show me, therefore, a legal institution, | 
anything created or regulated by law, and I! 
show you what must be opened equally to all | 


without distinction of color. Notoriously, the | 


| hotel is a legal institution, originally estab- | 


lished by the common law, subject to minute 
provisions and regulations; notoriously, pub- 
lic conveyances are in the nature of common } 


riously, schools are public institutions created 
and maintained by law; and now I simply | 
insist thatin the enjoyment of those institu- | 


| 
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who was buried the other day with sixty thou- 
sand persons in the streets following histuneral, 
on his way to this capital was treated with in- 
dignity in the cars, and excluded from those 
proper comforts and conveniences which the 
Senator from Georgia would claim? 

Mr. HILL. “I know nothing of the particu- 
lars in Lieutenant Governor Dunn's case, 
though I have seen some notice of it and have 
heard something before, perhaps inthis Cham- 
ber, in relation to it; but I ask the Senator if 
he himself thinks, whatever it may have been, 
that the injustice done him was any greater 
because he was a Lieutenant Governor than if 
he had been the humblest black man in the 
nation? 

Mr. SUMNER. Notatall. Tinsist upon 
equal rights for all, for the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernorand the humblest citizen ; but I take the 
case of the Lieutenant Governor as making 
the injustice still more conspicuous. Sir, you 
buried him with all possible honor, the streets 
thronging with sympathetic spectators, and yet 
you allowed him to travel from New Orleans 
to Washington and be insulted on the way. 
And why? For his color. 

Mr. HILL. I beg to say to the Senator, if 
that did occur, if he was insulted on account 
of his color or on any other account, | do not 
approve of any insult offered; but I still insist 
that if it only consisted in putting him ina car 
that was designed for colored people, and if 
the car was equal in comfort to a first-class 
passenger-car, there was no injustice done 
him. That is the distinction. 

Now, I would have the Senator to under- 
stand that I am not greatly afflicted or grieved 
that I ride by the side of colored passengers 
in your street cars here in thiscity. If they 
appear to be decent, quiet people, well clothed, 
it does not disturb me at all; but yet I cannot 
see, if this railroad company should choose to 
have a separate car for colored people. equal 
in comfort to the one that is provided for the 
whites, that it might not do so and still do uo 
injustice to the colored population, TheSen- 
ator says it is everything because they are 
denied association. I thiak their association 
upon railways is worth very little. I do not 
care whether I see anybody at all upon them 


; generally if you give me the comforts of a 


good ride. 

I must confess, sir, that I cannot see the 
magnitude of this subject. I ebject to this 
great Government descending to the business 
of regulating the hotels and the common tav- 
erns of this country,and the street railroads, 
stage:coaches, and everything of thatsort. It 
looks to me to be a petty business for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, with all defer- 
ence to the Senator, though he regards it as 
of greater importance than any other subject 
betore the country. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I would 
not have my country descend; I would have 
it ascend. I wish it now to rise to the heights 
of the Declaration of Independence, Then 
and there did we pledge ourselves to the great 
truth that all men are equal iu rights. And 
now a Senator from Georgia rises on this toor 
and denies it} He denies it bya subtlety. 
While pretending to admit it, he would over- 
throw it. He would adopt a substitute for 
equality. The Senator says thatthe colored 
people may have in the cars the same conven- 
iences. Does not the Senator know that Gov- 
ernor Dunn on his way here had not the same 
conveniences, that he was: treated with indig- 
nity and put to personal hardship, as he him- 
self recounted to me on this floor? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir, Ido not know that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; now I tell it to 
the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator, Twill ask him if this proposition does not 
involve on the part of this Government an 


tions there shall be no exclusion on account i! inhibition upon railroad companies of first, 


of color. Does the Senator forget that a late | 


eminent citizen of Louisiana, Governor Dunn, i 


l 


second, and third elass cars? 
Mr. SUMNER. Notatall. That is simply 
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a question of price. It involves only an inhibi- 
tion upon an inequality founded upon color. 
Thad thought that all those inequalities were 
buried under the tree at Appomattox Court- 
House, but the Senator from Georgia digs them 
up and brings them into the Senate Chamber. 

Sir, there never can be an end to this dis- 
cussion until all men are assured in equal 
rights. Vain is it for the Senator to make the 
distinction that he does. He insults a whole 
race; he insults half the voting population of 
his State; he insults the Declaration of Inde- 
péndence. 

Sir, I would not speak too warmly on this 
question, but I understand it, and I know where 
wrong is done, and I will not see wrong any- 
where within the reach of my influence with- 
out trying to remedy it. What greater wrong 
at this moment is there throughout this Repub- 
lic than the wrong which the Senator from Geor- 
gia now champions? Why, sir, he comes into 
this Chamber, and, with an immense colored 
population at his back, makes himself the rep- 
resentative of a discrimination by which they 
are degraded, and then he sets up the excuse 
that an equivalent is equality. Sir, that will 


not do. The Senator must reconsider his 
position. 
Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, 


I will state to him that in his diffusive charity 
perhaps he had better extend some of it to me. 
It is not to be expected by the Senator that I 
should get away in afew brief yéars from what 
he is disposed to consider the prejudices of a 
life-time, though I do not so regard them. He 
must lift me up, as he would this population 
about which he is so solicitous, to higher and 
nobler views of duty. But he has not yet suc- 
ceeded in convincing the great mass of minds, 
even in the far North and Hast, that these 
views of his are practical or that they are ab- 
solutely necessary. I am willing to yield one 
thing to the Senator, and that is, that I believe 
they are in harmony with the teachings of his 
life, and I accord him all sincerity and con- 
sistency upon the subject. 

In addition to these philanthropic views, I 
expect the Senator to go a step further and 
entertain us with some disquisition upon the 
much-denied rights of the women of this 
country. I shall expect to hear that next. 
When we get through with this proposition, 
we shall get to the other. I am prepared to 
hear that. Some are more excited on that 
subject than they are on the one we are now 
discussing. 

But I cannot at this time give up what 
I consider to be the fixed sentiment of the 

country, and in which I insist that no injustice 
is done to anybody. IJ think I myself have on 
occasions ridden in cars on railroads with col- 
ored people where I have borne the incon- 
venience that it occasioned with more patience 
than the Senator from Massachusetts would 
have done, who, whatever I may have said on 
the subject of taste, is in general, I think, 
quite as fastidious as I am. I do not know 
that among the guests that he entertains of the 
colored race, he is visited so often by the hum- 
ble as I myself am. I think those who call 
upon him are gentlemen of title and of some 
distinction ; they may be Lieutenant Govern- 
ors, members of the two Houses here, mem- 
bers of State Legislatures, &c. My associa- 
tions have been more with the lower strata of 
the colored people than with the upper. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, there is no 
personal question between the Senator and 
myself. 

Mr. HILL. None whatever. 

Mr.SUMNER. He proclaims his relations 
with the colored race. I say nothing about 
mine; I shall leave that to others. Bat the 
Senator still insists upon his dogma. of inequal- 
ity. Senators have heard him again and again 
how he comes around bya vicious circle to the 
same point, that an equivalent is equality. And 
when I mention the case of Governor Dunn, 
he does not even admit that Governor Dunn 


coming from New Orleans to Washington upon 
the publie service ought to have been treated 
like himself on the ears. On the contrary, I 
understand the Senator to say that he, the 
Senator from Georgia, should on the cars 
enjoy a different treatment from that of Gov- 
ernor Dunn. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; I have distinctly dis- 
claimed that I ought to be. When he pays his 
money, he is entitled to as much comfort and 
as much convenience as I am. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now let me ask the Sen- 
ator whether in this world the personalrespect 
that one receives is not an element of comfort? 
If a person is treated with indignity, can he 
be comfortable? 

Mr. HILL. I will answer the Senator that 
no one can condemn more strongly than I do 
any indignity visited upon a person merely 
because of color. 

Mr. SUMNER. But when you exclude cer- 
tain persons from the comforts of travel simply 
on account of color do you not offer them an 
indignity? 

Mr. HILL. I say it is the fault of the rail- 
road companies if they do not provide com- 
forts for all their passengers and make them 
equal where they pay equal fare. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. The Senator 
says it is the fault of the railroad company. I 
propose to reach it. I propose to make it im- 
possible for the railroad company to offer an 
indignity to a colored man more than to the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HILL. Right there the Senator and I 
divide upon this question. What the Senator 
calls comfort is to mix up the passengers on a 


railroad, putting one black man and one 


white man side by side, throughout the train, 
Isuppose. I donotsee, myself, that that would 
be the utmost comfort. It might be to some; 
I do not know how it might be with the Sena- 
tor himself; but I confess to having a little 
penchant for the white race, and if I were going 
on along journey, and desired a companion, 
I should prefer to select him from my own 
race. 
Mr. SUMNER. Very well. The Senator 
comes around then again to his other point of 
taste. It is not according to his taste, and 
therefore he offers an indignity to the colored 
man. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. Itis not according to his 
taste; that is all. Now, how often shall I say 
that this is no question of taste ; it is no ques- 
tion of society ; itisa stern, austere, hard ques- 
tion of rights. And thatis the way that I present 
the question to the Senate. There is no taste 
about it; there is no society about it; it is 
simply a question of equal rights. 

Now, I am going to ask the Senator another 
question. He remembers that there was a 
famous commission sent down to St. Domingo 
to obtain all sorts of information with regard 
to that beautiful island; that on that commis- 
sion, and one of the most eminent, certainly 
not inferior to any member of the commission, 
was Frederick Douglass. Does the Senator 
know that when that commission was within 
sight of Washington, within sight of the Pres- 
ident’s House, the house of that President 
that had sent the commission on this errand, 
Frederick Douglass, one of these commission- 
ers, was excluded from the table on board the 
mail-packet boat where his brother commis- 
sioners were already seated? He was ex- 
eluded on account of his color—he, with the 
commission of the President in his pocket 
returning from service abroad; and I under- 
stand the Senator from Georgia to rise in his 
seat here and to vindicate that exclusion. 

Mr. HILL. I have heard of that transac- 
tion. All I have to say about it is this: I have 
never been the author of steamboat regula- 
tions; but if the other commissioners had pre- 
ferred a request to the captain of the boatthat 
Mr. Douglass should be permitted to dine with 
them, I think the captain of the boat ought to 


i 


have accorded to the associate commissioners 
something to gratify them ; but that officer, I. 
take it, had been instructed by his employers 
to make a distinction between his colored pas- 
sengers and the white passengers. It would 
certainly be very awkward to make distinction 
between persons of the same race on account 
of rank and intelligence. Hence the question 
I asked the Senator some time ago, when he 
cited the case of Lieutenant Governor Dunn: 
whether the humbiest colored man should not 
have received equal treatment from white peo- 
ple with that Lieutenant Governor? Upon the 
same principle the Senator would complain, if 
some dirty, ordinary black man had proposed 
totake a seat at that table with the other guests, 
if he was not permitted to do it as Mr. Doug- 
lass was, if Mr. Douglass bad been permitted 
on account of his having this commission in his 
pocket, and on account of his high and acknowl- 
edged intelligence and of his associations. The 
regulation, I suppose, left the officer no dis- 
cretion. If the company have a right under 
existing laws to prescribe rales for their boats, 
and thatis no infringement of the Constitution 
of the country or of any existing law, am I to 
be arraigned? If I do not condemn them for 
not inaugurating a system of broad equality 
among their passengers, such as the Senator 
desires, am I therefore to be blamed for this? 
I stand up here to say that I think they have 
this right. I do not know who has taken it 
away from them. Certainly if they had it not, 
the Senator would have seen that they were 
compelled to the observance of what he deems 
proper and legal before this day, judging from 
the zeal that he has shown. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well, Mr. President; 
now we have arrived at a new stage in this case. 
The Senator from Georgia again vindicates the 
exclusion of Frederick Douglass; and on what 
ground does he put it? That it was in pursu- 
ance of a regulation of the steamboat company, 
and the steamboat company had the right to 
make the regulation. That is just where Con- 
gress must interfere; it must annul all such 
regulations; it must make any such wrong 
impossible, whether in a steamboat or on a 
rail-car. We have the case now opened by 
the Senator from Georgia. He insists that a 
railroad company or a steamboat company may 
make these regulations in defiance of equality. 
I insist that then Congress must. interfere to set 
them aside. And here, again, I wish it under- 
stood that there is no question of social life. 
How often have we had that introdaced into 
this Chamber! In old days, when slavery was 
arraigned, the constant inquiry of those who 
represented slavery was, ‘‘Are you willing to 
associate with the colored persons; will you 
take these slaves, as your equals, into your 
families??? Why, sir, was there ever a more 
illogical inquiry? What has that to do with 
the question? A question of rights cannot be 
encountered by any social question. I may 
have whom I please as my friend, as my ac- 
quaintance, as my associate, and so may the 
Senator; but I cannot deny any human being, 
the humblest, any right of equality. He must 
be equal before the law or the promises of 
the Declaration of Independence are not yet 
fulfilled. 

And now, sir, I pledge myself, so long as 
any strength remains in me, to press this ques- 
tion to a successful end. I will not see the 
colored race. of this country treated with 
indignity on the grounds assigned by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. I am their defender. 
The Senator may deride me, and may repre- 
sent me as giving too much time to what he 
calls a very small question. Sir, no question 
of human rights is small. Every question by 
which the equal rights of all are affected is 
transcendent. It cannot be magnified. But 
here are the rights of a whole race, not merely 
the rights of an individual, not merely the rights 
of two or three or four, but the rights of ‘a 
whole race, recognized as citizens, voting, 
helping to place the Senator here in this 


244 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 20, 


Chamber, and he turns upon them and denies 
them. 

Mr. HILL. I beg to say—- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hows 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from Massa-- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes; I do. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is not aware of 
one fact, that through the influence of such 
fellows as Bullock and a few carpet-baggers 
every colored member of the Legislature of my 
State, even though some of them had made 
volustary pledges to me, voted against my 
election to this-body. I was not sent here | 
receiving a single vote from that class of men 
in the Legislature. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, I am afraid that 
they understood the Senator. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. That may be, sir; I would | 
not be surprised if they had some distrust. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. And now, Mr. President, 
that we may understand precisely where we 
are, that the Senate need not be confused by 
the question of taste or the question of society 
which has been presented by the Senator from ! 
Georgia, I desire to have my amendment read. 

Mr. HILL. Mr, President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed 
amendment will be reported. 

Mr. HILL. I was going to make the in- 
quiry whether the amendment of the Senator | 
from Indiana was not pending. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. Iwish first to 
have my amendment read. It is to come in 
as additional sections. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
` Sec, —. Thatall citizens ofthe United States, with- 
out distinction of race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude, are entitled to theequal and impar- 
tial enjoyment cf any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished by common carriers, 
whetber on land or water; by inn-keepers; by | 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of public amusement ; by trustees, com- | 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, or other offi- 
cers of common schools and other public institutions 
of learning, the same being supported or authorized 
by law; by trustees or officers of church organiza- 
tions, cemetery associations, and benevolent insti- 
tutions incorporated by national orState authority; 
and this right shall not bedenied or abridged on any | 
pretense of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, . f y 

Src. —. That any person violating the foregoing 
provision, or aiding in its violation, or inciting 
thereto, shall for every such offense forfeit and pay 
the sum of $590 to the person aggrieved thereby, to 
be recovered in an action on the case with full costs 
and such allowance for counsel fees as the court 
shall deem just, and shall also for every such offense 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con- 
viction thereof shall be fined not less than $500 nor | 
more than $1,000, and shall be imprisoned not less | 
than thirty days nor more than one year; and any | 

| 


corporation, association, or individual holding a} 
charter or license under national or State authority 
violating the aforesaid provision, shall, upon con- | 
viction thereof, forfeit such charter or license; and | 
any person assuming to use or cohtinuing to act | 
under such charter or license thus forfeited, or aid- |! 
ing in the same, or inciting thereto, shall, upon con- | 
viction thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, | 
and shall be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than | 
$5,000, and shall be imprisoned not less than three | 
nor more than seven years; and both the corporate | 
and joint property of such corporation or associa- | 
tion, and the private property of the several indi- i 
viduals composing the same, shall be held liablo for | 
the forfeitures, fines, and penalties incurred by any | 
violation of the section of this act. 

Src. —. That the same jurisdiction and powersare 
hereby conferred, and the same duties enjoined upon, | 
the courts and officers of the United States, in the |! 
execution of this act, as are conferred and enjoined if 

i 
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upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled ‘An act to 
protect all persons in the United States in their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means of their vindica- || 
tion,” passed April 9, 1896, and these sections are |! 
hereby madea part of thisact; and any of theafore- |! 
said officers failing to institute and prosecute such 
proceedings herein required shall for every such 
offense forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the person 
aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an action on 
the case, with full costs and such allowance for coun- 
sel fees asthe court shall deem just, and shall on | 
convietion thereof be deemed guilty of a misde- | 
meanor, and be fined not less than $1,000 nor more | 
than $5,000. i 
Sec. —. That no person shall be disqualified for i 
service as juror in any court, national or State, by | 
reason of race, color, or previous condition of servi- | 
tudo: Provided, That such person possesses all other | 
qualifications which are by law prescribed; and any 
officer or other persons {charged with any duty in 


| Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Sen- | 
jj ator from Maine? 


| Senate, as I understand it, is the amendment | 


| construed to relate back to or validate 


the selection or summoning of jurors, who shall 
exelude or fail to summon any person for the rea- 
son above named, shall, on conviction thereof. be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined not 
less than $1.000 nor more than $9,000. __ 

Sxc.—. That every law, statute, ordinance, regu- 
lation, or custom, whether uationat or State, in- 
consistent with this act, or making any discrimin- 
ations against any person on account of color, by 
the use of the the word ** white,” is hereby repealed 
and annulled. ; 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the judges of 
the several courts upon which jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred, to give this act in charge to the grand 
jury of their respective courts Fag the commenee- 
ment of each term thereof. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Irise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry, whether this amendment is in order. It 
is a measure that requires only a majority vote 
of both Houses. The billto which it is offered 
as an amendment requires a two-thirds vote. 
That point was held good in the other House, 
I know. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others addressed the | 

hair. | 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe I have the floor. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the | 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SUMNER. Ido fora temporary pur- 


ose. 
§ Mr. RAMSEY. Will not the Senator from | 
Maine yield to me? 

Mr. HAMLIN. | 
but a moment, I have risen for the purpose | 
of inviting the attention of the Senate to the | 
question that is before it; and I wish on that | 
point to make a suggestion to the Senator from | 
Indiana. The practical question before the | 


I will detain the Senate 


vides that the law shall not be so construed as 
to remove the disabilities of persons elected | 
Senators at a period subsequent to the passage | 
of this act. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, that is not it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be | 
i the election | 
or appointment of any person to the position of | 
Senator or Representative in Congress, or to any : 
office, civil or military, under the United States or || 


under any State, which person at the date of such | 
election or appointment——- ( 


Mr. HAMLIN. Pause there. The first part | 


| 
which he has offered. That amendment pro- | 
t 


of that amendment applies to officers elected | 
to positions under this Government, the second ; 
clause to minor offices in the States. Now, I. 
submit to the Senator from Indiana that there | 
may be minor offices in the States to which | 
this prohibition, perhaps, ought not to apply, | 
and I suggest to him that it would be wiser to | 
confine it to members of Congress. I make ; 
the suggestion for his consideration. | 
Mr. BLAIR. Has the point which I made ; 
to the Chair been overruled? I think that | 
point of order is pending. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Howe.) | 
The present occupant of the Chair is advised | 
that the amendment sent up by the Senator 
from Massachusetts is merely suggested. It is 
notin order now, there being a previous amend- |j 
ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. | 
Whether the amendment proposed to be offered |} 
by the Senator from Massachusetts be or be | 
not in order will be a question to be decided 
by the Chair when it is moved. 
Mr. MORTON. Mr. President 
The -PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana? 
Oh, 


Mr. SUMNER. es. f 

Mr. MORTON. Upon conference with i 
several Senators, I am willing to modify my 
amendment so as to make it stop where it con- 
cludes with a reference to officers of the Uni- 
ted States. so as not to include persons elected | 
or appointed to office under any State. The 


| will pardon me a moment. 


Secretary will read it as modified. 


ment, as modified, will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be 
construed to relate back to or validate theelection or 
appointment of any person to the position of Senator 
or Representative in Congress, or to any office, civil 
or military, under tho United States. 

Mr. MORTON. I am willing to let the 
amendment stop there. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, Lam struck 
in this discussion, so far as it bas proceeded, 
by the prevailing darkness. When I men- 
tioned the case of Frederick Douglass. the Sen- 
ator from Georgia seemed to see a little day- 
light. Hedid not see quite so much when I 
mentioned the case of Governor Dunn, but 
still he did see a little; and now I am going a 
little farther in the same direction. The first 
letter I received on coming to Washington to 
attend this session was from a colored person 
of Pennsylvania. The letter is dated at Green- 
castle, Franklin county, Pennsylvania, Novem- 


| ber 25, 1871, and I will read a brief passage 


from it: 

“Iam constrained as a colored man to bring to 
your notice a few of the acts of injustice put upon 
the colored people, and to ask if there is or cannot 
be alaw to reach such cases. First, at hotels and 
places of public resort; at most places colored men 
are not entertained at a hotel even though upright 
in all their acts in life. The churches and public 
sckools are another place where colored men ure 
insulted and their manhood trampled upon.” 

I call the especial attention of the Senator 
from Georgia to this declaration from an hum- 
blecolored person. The Senator favors hum- 
ble colored persons; he associates with them. 
Now, here is the testimony of one that at 
churches and public schools ‘‘colored men are 
insulted and their manhood trampled upon.” 
How is it? By the very things which the Sen- 
ater vindicates. The letter proceeds: 


“Now, sir, allow me to ask you if the law has not 
the same power over a public house or a public 
institution of learning that it has over a railroad 
company? And ifsuch be the case, alluw me to ask 
you to bring the weight of your voice and pen”’—— 


Unhappily it is very little; I wish it were 
more— 


‘tin favor of such a needed reform. In our public 
schools is the place to commence to break down 


| caste,” 


‘Caste! I understand the Senator from 
Georgia to vindicate caste. He proposes to 
maintain it at hotels and in cars. “Castel? 
an unchristian, irreligious discrimination, not 
to be vindicated by any logic, by any reason, 
and least of all isit to have the foundation 
of law! 

Mr. HILL. Mr, President 

Mr. SUMNER. I will go on if the Senator 
I have another 
letter from a very accomplished colored per- 
son, the head of the Institute for Colored 
Youth in Philadelphia, who has succeeded to 
that unhappy instructor, Mr. Catto. who was 
recently assassinated—Richard T. Greenough, 
a graduate of Harvard University, where he 
was educated, going through all the years of 
study there. He writes: 


*I have noticed the report in the prominent jour- 
nals that you intend to introduce at the approaching 
session your bill supplementary to the civil rights 
bill. Some such measure is imperatively needed by 
the colored people of thecountry ; all measures fall- 
ing short of this are mere stones instead of bread.” 

The Senator from Georgia offers the colored 
people astone; they ask for bread. 

Now here is a case of pecahar hardship 
founded on color. It is from Shepherdstown, 
West Virginia, dated December 3: 

“I wish to state to you that I am a citizen of this 
place for over fifty years, and have been paying 
taxes according to the law; and my son, Isane Bous- 
well, bas lost his mind, and I have applied ta this 
State for admittance and they refused to Jet hita 
have any place in the usylum. As it is impossible 
for me to keep him at my home, he is locked up in 
jail without any attention. The president of the 
asylum ”——- ` 

Mr. BOREMAN, 

Mr. SUMNER. 


Mr. President—~— 
Allow me to finish the 


i| reading of the letter: 


“ The president of the asylum says there is no ac- 
commodation for colored people. Could you inform 
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me what can be done in this case? I have lost my 
husband, and I am alone. Myson has been so af- 
fected in his mind for a month, and I can give you 
testimonials of the best citizens of Shepherdstown, 
Jefferson county, West Virginia. I hope you will 
reply as soon as possible.” 


This is signed ‘‘ Mrs. Catharine Bouswell.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do they make a distinc- 
tion in the jails? £ 

Mr.SUMNER. It does not appear whether 
they make the same distinction in the jails as 
they do at the asylum. Whether there are 
separate jails for the colored and the white 
people does not appear; but the discrimina- 
tion is just as reasonable in the one case as in 
the other. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I apprehend, sir, that 
this colored person is excluded from theinsane 
hospitalin West Virginia simply becanse there 
is no roomthere for any more patients whatso- 
ever; not because of his color. I think Jam 
justified in saying that there are scores, Iam 
sure at least a score, of insane white persons 
in the jails in my State because there is no 
room in the hospital for them. When the 
State was created we were without any place 
whatever to keep insane persons except in the 
jails. We went to work and havedone all we 
could to relieve this unfortunate class of peo- 
ple, and we have not yet sufficient accommo- 
dations for them, though wehave two hundred 
persons in the insane hospital which we have 
erected. It is because of this fact that this 
colored person is excluded, I apprehend, and 
not because of his race or color. With regard 
to the jails I can say that there is no distinction, 
if that is any consolation to the Senator. Col- 
ored and white men are put in the same jails. 
We have schoolsin West Virginia for the white 
and for the colored children. So that this 
complaint, I apprehend, is without founda- 
tion so far as the charge of discrimination on 
account of race or color is concerned. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from West 
Virginia of course will do me the justice to 
suppose that I would have no intention of 
bringing any accusation against West Virginia, 
and Í know nothing of the facts in this case 
beyond what appears in the letter. I was in- 
duced to read the letter as an answer to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. Nothing that has fallen 
from the Senator from West Virginia is in- 
consistent with my position. I do not under- 
stand the Senator from West Virginia as assail- 
ing the great principle of equality. He does 
not follow the lead of the Senator from Geor- 
gia; he leaves that Senator alone. May not 
the Senator from Georgia say, as another great 
Senator before him said, ‘‘ solitary and alone 
I put this ball of inequality in motion?’ That 
is what the Senator from Georgia is doing. 

Now, I have another letter from Oberlin, 
Ohio, from acolored person, and I should like 
to have the attention of the Senator from Geor- 
gia to this letter, for it seems to have been 
written in anticipation of one of his speeches 
to-day. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HILL. Well, sir, I will listen. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘We do not wish,” says 
this writer, ‘‘to force ourselves into American 
society unwelcome. Social equality seems to 
be the bug bear at which American justice is 
frightened and the colored man denied many 
privileges accorded to other American citi- 


zens.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He writes as well as a 
white man, 

Mr. SUMNER.. My friend here says he 
writes as well as a white man ; the Benator 
from Georgia could hardly write better; and 
he isa colored man. Think of it! [Leugh- 


ter.] 
Mr. HOWE. Who is a colored man—the 
Senator from Georgia? f 
Mr.SUMNER. No; [laughter ;] the writer 
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of this letter is a colored man. 
ceeds: 

“What we ask now is simply equal publie privi- 
leges, and that the social question be allowed to 
regulate itself without the interference of the law 
of any State. We hope that the bill will be so 
framed that the several States of the Union shall 
be prohibited from passing or enforcing a statute 
which makes invidious discriminations on account 
of color. We desire social rights so far as they are 
affected by law.” 

That is all. This colored citizen seems to 

have anticipated all that has been said by the 
Senator from Georgia to-day. In a few sen- 
tences, in a very clear handwriting, he has 
answered the Senator better than I could do it. 
I should like to be present at a debate between 
Douglas C. Griffin, the writer of this letter, only 
acolored citizen, and the Senator from Georgia. 
I should like to have this colored citizen answer 
what the Senator has said to-day. I know he 
would do it much better than I have been able 
to do it. 
_ There is another letter that I have received— 
itis the last I shall read—to which I will call 
the attention of the Senator from Georgia, and 
also of the Senate. This is from a conspicuous 
representative of what is known as the Labor 
party of the country, a white man, but though 
a white man, he does not scorn his colored 
brother; he sympatbizes with him, as you 
will see. He says: 

“Tam certain the Labor party of Massachusetts 

will to a man sustain you in your efforts to establish 
equal rights for all, irrespective of birth-place or 
color. You will recollect we put a colored man on 
our State ticket, and he got the highest vote. ‘Equal 
rights for all’ is the workingmen’s motto. I wish 
we had time to send a memorial to Congressin favor 
of your bill. Tell all you see that the Workingmen 
are in its favor.” 
_ Thank God for that; the workingmen are 
in favor, though the Senator from Georgia is 
against it! So that you have the colored race 
throughout this country, and you have the 
workingmen throughout this country, claiming 
equal rights. 

Now I shall insist upon a vote on the amend- 
ment which I have introduced. The Senator 
from Georgia will have the opportunity of 
recording his name against-it, but I shall insist 
upon recording mine for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator with- 
draw that motion fora moment? I ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up the 
resolution in regard to paying Foster Blodgett, 
to which I presume there will now be no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There may be objection 
to it. Let it go over. 

Mr. MORTON. I think there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no doubt, from 
what I have heard, that it will create discussion. 

Mr. MORTON. The objection made yes- 
terday is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is no objection 
I will not stand in the way. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
that resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I learn now that there is 
objection to it, as I supposed there would be. 
I therefore insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Ver- 
mont moves that the Senate do now proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ifthe Senate is not dis- 
posed to sit out this bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


He pro- 


I chject to 


! ator from Vermont moves that the Senate pro- 


ceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know that isnot a de- 
batable motion; but I wish to make a sugges- 
tion, by unanimous consent, and that is, that 
if the Senate is not disposed to sit this bill out 
to-night we agree,.in view of the fact that the 


vote at some given hour to-morrow. Is the 
honr fixed at which the recess shall take place? 
[**No.??} 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is useless in 
this stage of the debate to enter on a discussion 
on a matter of that kind. Tt is necessary that 
we should have an executive session, and I 
insist on the motion. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Iask the Senator from Ver- 
mont to allow me to make a report from a 
committee. The Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, to whom two House post 
route bills were referred, have instructed me 
to report them back; and members of the 
House are very desirous to have them passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is to be no 
debate, I will not make any objection; but it 
is indispensable that we have an executive 
session. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Several members of the 
other House are very anxious for the passage 
of these bills, and I should like to report them 
and have them put on their passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You eannot tell whether 
they will lead to debate. I think we had 
better have an executive session, and then if 
gentlemen want to open the doors we can do 
so. I make the motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on a division—ayes 26, noes 28, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, sir, the Senate 
having refused to go into executive session, 
and we having had a discussion, as I under- 
stand, on a subject not before the Senate, I 
hope we shall proceed and dispose of the bill. 
I wish to be informed by the Chair whether I 
am correct in supposing that the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusettsis not before 
the Senate. Is that proposition before the 
Senate as an amendment to this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
There is another amendment before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then, having wasted the 
most of the day in the discussion of a question 
not before the Senate, I do hope that the Sen- 
ate will now turn its attention to the important 
question we have under consideration and see 
if we cannot get a vote upon this bill. 

Here is a bill that passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives some eight or nine months ago 
by more than a three-fourths vote, if I recol- 
lect aright; it has lain upon our table during 
one entire session, and now we are in the sec- 
ond session of this Congress, about to take a 
recess for several weeks, and all sorts of 
amendments are being suggested to this bill. 
I confess, Mr. President, that it is not just 
such a bill as I would like to see passed; but 
I believe that the time has come, according 
to the general understanding of the people of 
this country, in the opinion of the President of 
the United States, in the opinion, as I under- 
stand, of those Senators representing south- 
ern States where these disabilities exist, when 
they ought to be removed. We are near the 
close of the year, and no more acceptable 
Christmas present could be extended to the 
southern people than the passage of this bill 
relieving from the disability of the right to hold 
office such persons as the people shall see 
proper to elect or the President shall think 
proper to appoint, with-certain exceptions. 

The bill is not as general as some would de- 
sire it to be; itis perhaps more general than 
others would prefer; but itisa bill that has 
passed the House of Representatives. Weall 
profess to believe, especially my friend from 
Massachusetts, in equality among the citizens 
of this country. Now, here is a bill placing 
upon an equality, so far as the right to hold 
office is concerned, those who have been dis- 
qualified by reason of their participation in the 
rebellion. Upon the principles of equality, 
which he so eloquently advocates, I am sure 
he can hardly refrain from giving it his sap- 
port. Now I appeal to him not to press his 


recess will commence to-morrow, to take the i amendment, and to the Senator from Indiana 
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not to press his. Jf anything at all is to be 
done this year it must be done upon this bill 
asit comes to us from the House of Represent- 
atives. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana would probably apply to but very few 
persons; in fact, I do not know that it would 
apply to more than one. I ask him if it is 
best to hazard the passage of this bill at this 
time by insisting upon amendments to it? 
Amendments can be proposed plausible in 
their character, and amendments that I would 
like to vote for; but I have made up my mind 
that if we are to do anything, if we are to re- 
lieve to any general extent the persons who 
are debarred of the right to hold office, we 
must take this bill as we have it. If it goes 
over the holidays, and all these amendments 
are to be proposed and discussed, we postpone 
this act of grace for another year. 

Now, I hope that the friends of the meas- 
ure—even those who believe that all political 
disabilities should be removed without excep- 
tion, and I know there are some such—will 
not hazard the passage of this bill to remove 
disabilities from most of those who are labor- 
ing under them; I mean the disabilities that 


are imposed by the fourteenth amendment. | 


That is simply a disability to hold office, and 
nothing more. It has had, as those best qual- 
ified to judge in the South say, a very bad 
effect for the last year or two. I hope we shall 
stand together and vote againstall amendments, 
whether they may be such as commend them- 
selves to some of us or not; and I appeal to 


those who want the bill to be universal in its |) 
operation, as well as to those who think it goes | 


rather further than it ought to go, to stand 
together and stay here to-night. 
who are the friends of this bill that you en- 
danger its passage at all if you allow the Sen- 
ate to adjourn until it has passed. Now, let 
us stay here, let us sacrifice one long session, 
and the whole night, if need be, to the passage 
of a bili which will do more, in my judgment, to 
restore harmony throughout the country and 
bring about a good feeling among the people 
in all sections of the land than any other 
measure which we have had before us. 

There are many things which I should like 


to say in reference to this question; but I will | 


forbear to say them on the present occasion. 
and I hope the friends of the measure will 
forbear, and if there is to be discussion let it 
be a discussion on the part of those opposed 
to the measure, and let us, if possible, come 
to a vote upon it. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I desire to 
offer a very few words to the Senate. The 
friends of this bill have agreed that they will 
not diseuss it; but the discussion has gone so 
far that {think I shall be justified in presenting 
to the Senate a single view of this question— 
a view appertaining to myown State. When- 
ever any amendment is attached to this bill 
my interest in the bill for the time being is 
lost. I feel satisfied that each and every Sen- 


ator knows very well that an amendment will } 


be fatal to it in the other House at present. 


Wehave had a recent election in Mississippi. || 


It was necessary for the civil service of that 
State that men should come forward and pre- 
sent themselves for office who were laboring 
under disability. The friends of good order, 
the friends, if you please, of the Republican 
party, in some portions of the State advised 
and consented to this. Men who belonged to 
each of the political parties have been elected 
to office in that State who were laboring under 
disability, and no man knows better than Ido 
the necessity for the removal of disabilities by 
this Congress so far as it applies to that State. 
In the constitution of the State of Mississippi 
there ia a provision that ifthe person elected 
to an office cannot qualify, then he who was 
the next highest candidate upon the: poll-list 
shall be the officer qualified to discharge the 
trust. 

Then, sir, I submit to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, if this be the case, 


I say to you į 


! from that State. 


United States. I do trust that the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts will not permit 
his zeal to lead him to hazard a measure which 
it is competent for a majority of Congress to 
pass, by attaching it to a bill that it requires 
two thirds of Congress to pass. I could not 
go home to the colored people of the State of 
Mississippi and meet them with a declaration 
that I had sought to discharge my duty here 
faithfully and well to them if I had so voted 
as to imperil that cause which they hold so 
dear to themselves by attaching the Senator’s 
proposition to a bill the passage of which re- 
quired two thirds of Congress when it was 
competent for a mere majority of Congress to 
pass it. And how can the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts make good his declarations 
of friendship to the colored people of this 
nation when he comes here and proposes to 
place their rights in jeopardy, if you please, 
by attaching the measure which is to secure 
them to this two-thirds proposition ? 

Sir, I do not doubt his sincerity, nor wonld 
Linsinuate that such a doubt shouid exist; but 


if he is faithful to his great principle of ‘equality | 


before the law,’’ I appeal to him on the part 
of the people of the State of Mississippi to 
come forward and yield to us that equality 
which he so loudly declares should be estab- 
lished throughout the land. The people of my 
State are Republican. I come here indorsed 
by twenty-eight thousand Republican majority 
in the State of Mississippi at the recent election 
in that State. In that State we have equality 
before the law. 
portation upon the railroad cars. We have just 
such a law as the colored people of the State 
are content to have. He has no complaint 
And I say to him that of all 
the Republicans of the State of Mississippi not 
one can be found who is not anxious that Con- 
gress should take action upon the bill now 
before us and that the Senate should be prompt 
to do that which they deem so necessary to the 
good order of their society. 

Is this mighty nation, this proud Govern- 
ment distrustful of its own power? Can it not 
control the people of the South as it has in the 
past controlled them? It seems to me that 


| they need have no fear that any great harm to 
| the Government will result if those men in 


Mississippi who, in times past, have perchance 
been justices of the peace or constables or 
deputy postmasters should be permitted, not 
to enjoy rights, if you please—for I think there 
is a distinction between rights and privileges, 
but it seemed to me that in the discussion to- 
day the two were blended in such a form that 
no one knew where the right went out and the 
privilege came in—but to enjoy the privilege 
of holding office, of discharging a trust that a 
majority of the pedple have conferred upon 
them. 

It is in no party sense that I appeal to the 
Senais to pass this bill. I appeal to them in 
a sense of justice to the people of my State; I 
appeal to them as one here representing Mis- 
sissippi in part, whose disabilities this nation 
had the magnanimity to remove; and I now 


declare in this place that if the removal of my | 


disabilities had depended upon my petition to 
this Congress, they would havestill existed, for I 
would not have petitioned Congress to remove 
them. Subdued, conquered as the South was, 
while she lay bleeding at the feet of the nation, 
while she lies to-day prostrate and powerless 
for anything except simply the restoration of 
her civil society and her civil government, I 
would have left it to the nation to decide what 
should be done with me, and I would have 
asked no higher, no better, no other fate than 
that which was common to the people among 
whom I lived. f 

But the Congress of the United States re- 


We have free and fall trans- | 


j moved my disabilities. I felt grateful for it. 


| removal of their disabilities, are entitled to 
i some consideration at least. f am here to 


|! speak it for them; and I am not one who feels 
| that I received my position here because others 


H 


are excluded from holding it. No, sir: f would 
! not hold an office in the State or in the nation 
if I believed that [ obtained that ollice by rea- 
[son of some constitutional exclusion resting 
|| upon others. Before there were disabilities, 
Í before the fourteenth amendment was passed, 
after the first reconstruction, I was chosen to 
a seat in the Senate of the United States. 
| When the Legislature of the State of Missis- 
| sippi was full of ex-rebels; when the Gov- 
| ernor of the State was an ex-major general of 
|| the confederate States army; when the speaker 
of the house was an ex-confederate general; 
when the president of the senate was a man 
i who had been a gallant colonel in the south- 
ern war; when the State senate and house 
were full of returned soldiers, my name, with- 
out solicitation upon my part, was bronght for- 
ward, and after a contest of a few days I was 
| elected over all my opnosers. I then was 
indorsed by that class of our people. 

The gentleman elected with me and myself 
were rejected here; we were not admitted ; 
but of this f did not complain, for I was one 
who had no complaint to utter. I felt that 
ii the Government of the United States should 
| control the question of reconstraction; and 
i| instead of inviting us to that political banquet, 
I should have been glad if they had conducted 
i the affair of reconstruction in their own way, 
| holding the South at the same time with a firm 
hand, so that the law should be enforced and 
the rights of citizens protected. Bat, sic, we 
were invited to come and participate in a 
political struggle, and this necessarily brought 
| forward all the recollections of the past. 
; When we come, as [shall take occasion to do 
lat some future time, to pass in review the 
| whole question of reconstruction, I propose to 
show that all the responsibility of this agitation 
| does not rest with the southern people. 

But, sir, I have already said more than I 
intended to say when I rose. I rose simply 
to say that my interest in this bill is lost if any 
amendment be adopted, for I have no doubt 
before my constituents shall again have a 
demand for the operations of this law that 
feeling of sympathy which exists in the human 
|i heart, that instinct of our nature for justice 
|! aad equality which has done so much to ad- 
vance the cause of the venerable Senator from 
Massachusetts, that feeling which now lives in 
all its strength and in ail its fullness in the 
land that I represent, will extend itself through- 
out the North. Yes, Mr. President, before 
i| the coming presidential election shall have 
passed by, before another year shall have 
| rolled around, the people of this whole nation, 
ithe millions of this nation, will demand that 
| there shall be equality before the Fiw through- 
|| out the whole land. ‘* Our backs to the past, 
| our faces to the future,” this ig the motto that 


we inscribe upon our banner, Under this flag 
we go forward. Give us the removal of our 
disabilities, and I will go with him who goes 
farthest to demand of the southern people 
obedience to the law. Down, then, with the 
Ku Klux, and I will go with you in all that is 
necessary to enforce that demand. 

I will go with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, too, in much of what he has said. I have 
given earnest of my faith. Mississippi having 
been doubted once when she came here with 
her Representatives, and they sent home, the 
colored people having been enfranchised and 
taken part in the work of reeonstraction, I 


| was again chosen to this body; and I will say 


to the honorable Senator that many people iv 
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the South were in favor of the enfranchise- 
ment of the colored people even before it was 
popular in the North. I will say to him more 
than that, that when the question can bestripped 
of its irritating and exciting causes there will 
be found in the South less of the prejudice of 
race and less of the feeling of caste that he 
speaks of than will be found in some other 
sections of this country. 

In my State all men stand on a footing of 
equality before the law. Inall the public de- 
partments of Mississippi, in the executive man- 
sion, at all the assemblages of public men, I 
have not seen in two years of time the colored 
man excluded from any place. He goesupon 
the cars, he goes to the festive board, if you 
please, upon public occasions; he goes as a 
man equal before thelaw. That is public life. 
We have a private life. That is ours. This 
Congress has nothing to do with that. We 
have a social status. Itis ours; it belongs to 
usand not to this Government, as we hold, to 
regulate. 

Once more, then, I say, if we are to have 
this bill, let it be now. Ido not now insist 
upon extending it further than it goes; but I 
state here that at all times and upon all occa- 
sions whenever a proposition comes up to re- 
move the disabilities of the people who were 
engaged in the rebellion I cannot do less than 
vote for it, and I will vote for it, ButIwould 
vote against a proposition now to make this bill 
universal, for the reason that I would believe 
that that proposition would defeat this bill. I 
give notice that I wish no one to understand 
my view upon any question that may be pre- 
sented from the manner in which I shall vote 
upon any amendment on this occasion. Iam 
for this bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, stripped of all amendments, for 
the reason that it is precisely the measure that 
applies to the case. I will legislate without 
regard to its effect upon any particular person, 
and I should be sorry to see the American 
Senate so shaping its legislation as to convey 
the idea that a single individual merely was 
involved here in a question that addresses 
heer to the civil order and good of the whole 
South. i t 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am not will- 
ing to be classed among the opponents of this 
bill because I rise to discuss it. It is because 
J have heretofore been unwilling to support a 
measure of this character that I now say any- 
thing. Ihave never been able to look at this 
question in the light in which many of the Sen- 
. ators who have spoken seem to view it. 

Mr. ALCORN. Will the Senator allow me 
one word? 

Mr, SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALCORN, I desire to say that Ilabored 
under embarrassment when 1 spoke, for in 
truth I did not rise to make a speech; and I 
wish now to state distinctly that which I sup- 
posed I had made plain, but which it seems I 
did not. In the State of Mississippi the clec- 
tion occurred in November. The officers, 
under our constitution, qualify on the first 
Tuesday after the first Monday in January. 


The Legislature also mects at that time. Sev- | 


eral persons who have been elected to the 
Legislature are under disabilities. I have 
upon my table petitions signed by all the offi- 
cers of the State of Mississippi, asking that. 
their disabilities be removed, and some of 
them we regard as the most influential and 
competent men for the places. If the bill 
should not pass now, it will be too late for the 
cases that Í speak of, and those men will be 
excluded and men less competent, men who 
are not the choice of the people, men who 


are obnoxious to the people, will occupy the. 


places, and the persons elected will go back 
with a brand upon their brow that the Gov- 
ernment has discriminated against them. Such 
aman goes, back withthe sympathies of the 
people and with no feeling that there has been 
justice on the part of the Government, Ithank 


| his recent speeches characterized as a humane 


the Senator from Pennsylvania for his kind- 
ness. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POMEROY. Will the Senator yield 
for a motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business? 

Mr. SCOTT. Not now. Ihave not been 
able to view this measure in the light in 
which some other Senators have spoken of it, 
as one of justice to the people of the South. I 
have not been able to view it as one of per- 
sonal feeling, to be decided by the feelings 
which we have entertained either during or 
since the war. Itis simply a question of the 
highest political wisdom, and not of political 
wisdom in a party sense, but in the broader 
sense as it affects national and State pros- 
perity. 

Ido not intend, Mr. President, to occupy any 
considerable time in discussing the operation 
of the disqualifications of the fourteenth amend- 
ment; but I have been placed in a position 
where that operation has been forced upon my 
attention, and it is because that operation has 
been forced upon my attention that I at this 
time say anything. 

There are two views of the operation of the 
disqualifications of the fourteenth amendment, 
and there is but one of them that is likely to 
aitract much of our attention in this body or 
in the House of Representatives; and that is, 
as it bears upon national interests. Men are 
disqualified for holding office in Congress, and 
we direct our attention too much to the effect 
which that exclusion has, and forget that the 
disqualification extends also to State offices, 
and that it has affected to a very large degree 
the character and the capacity of the local 
State governments. 

Now, sir, looking at it in this Jight as 
a question of political wisdom, and not asa 
question of amnesty, as the chairman of the 
committee himself styled it, the measure seems 
to be looked upon as removing all disquali- 
fications that exist in the Constitution as 
to holding office. Thatisnot the case. I have 
taken the trouble to look at the Constitution, 
and I find that in considering this question of 
political wisdom the framers of the Constitu- 
tion have disqualified many citizens from hold- 
ing office, and there will be many disqualifica- 
tions left after we have removed the disquali- 
fication which have grown out ofthe rebellion. 
For instance, all voters under the age of twenty- 
five years are disqualified from holding office 
in the House of Representatives ; all voters un- 
der thirty years from holding office in this body. 
AJl naturalized citizens, for nine and seven 
years respectively after they become citizens, 
are disqualified from holding office in this and 
in the other House; and there is also a dis- 
qualification which, if I recollect aright, the 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Scmurz]in one of 


or benevolent provision, which excludes all nat- 
uralized citizens from the two highest offices 
in the nation. We even go further: officers | 
who have been impeached, found guilty, and 
sentenced, as apart of the punishment, to dis- 
qualification for office, are held to beso highly 
disqualified that even the pardoning power 
cannot render them eligible to office again. 
And so I might go on. Senators and Repre- 
sentatives are disqualified from holding office 
in one sense, for they can rever become elect- 
ors of President and Vice President of the 
United States, although they manage to get 
around that now by becoming members of 
national conventions, which amounts practi- 
cally to the same thing. 

These disqualifications were imposed, not 
as penalties, but because these classes of men 
were considered as unfit depositaries of public 
power in the places from which they were ex- 
cluded. It was political wisdom, as the framers 
of the Constitution believed, to impose these 


disqualifications; and, sir, it was political | 
wisdom to impose the disqualifications of the ii 


fourteenth amendment at the time they were 
imposed. 

Sir, what was the condition of things when 
the fourteenth amendment was proposed? The 
very class of men who were disqualified were 
rallying around a President whom the majority 
of this nation at that time considered was plac- 
ing the national interests in a perilous position ; 
and if that policy had been successful, and 
these men had been permitted to take places 
in Congress, there is none but an overruling 
Providence can tell us what the result to the 
nation would have been. It was wisdom then 
to impose these disqualifications. They have 
existed from the time that constitutional 
amendment was adopted down to the present 
hour; and the question comes to us new, is it 
political wisdom to remove them? In con- 
sidering that question, we ought to consider 
it in as grave a light as if we were called upon 
to passa constitutional amendment removing 
some of the disqualifications to which I have 
adverted. 

In that amendment the right of two thirds 
of Congress to remove disqualifications was 
reserved. If that right had never been exer- 
cised, wo should have a different question 
before us from that which we have to-day. 
The question of political wisdom in continuing 
these disabilities has practically disappeared, 
for I have now before me the last volume of the 
Statutes-at-Large, aud I have had the curiosity 
to count the number of persons whose disabili- 
ties have been removed, and I find fifty solid 
columns in the index of names, amounting to 
over two thousand, nearly twenty-five hundred 
persons, whose disabilities have been removed 
by special act of Congress. There are enough 
persons whose disabilities have been removed 
to send members of Congress and Senators 
here for the next twenty-five years from the 
southern States; so that, so far as the ques- 
tion of wisdom is concerned, there have beeu 
enough of that class qualified to come here to 
represent their States for the next quarter of 
a century, and by that time the generation 
which has grown up may be composed of worse 
men than they, and the question is practically 
removed. 

But, sir, it reaches to State governments, 
and there is where my attention has been 
seriously directed to it within the last few 
months. There is no concealing the fact that 
in many of the southern States there is very 
bad local self government; and I do not now 
apply it simply to State administrations, but 
to county administrations also. I find that 
there are numbers of men in every county 
there disqualified, whom the people, if left to 
themselves, would elect for their county treas- 
urers, their county commissioners, their local 
officers, their.trial justices where they are elect- 
ive; and yet under the provisions of this 
amendment they sre disqualitied, and the ehar- 
acter of many of the men who are in those 
offices is alleged as one reason, whether true 
or untrue, of many of the disorders in the 
South. F believe that in many cases such dis- 
orders have been committed by men who did 
not care for the character of those officers; 
but that has been urged as a pretext and asa 
reason. ‘There are many of those men who 
would make good officers, and we can trust it 
to the intelligence and discernment of those 
local communities to make their selection from 
them. i am satisfied that the character of 
many of the loca! admiuistrations iu the South 
can be very much improved by removing these 
disabilities, and so far as its effect upon the 
State administrations is concerned, it will be 
political wisdom for us to do it. 

There is another reason that influences me, 
and a sentence near the close of the remarks 
of the Senator from Mississippi brought it to 
my mind, What is left of the spirit of slavery 
and the rebellion can now be controlled by 
law; and when I say ‘‘ what is left of the 
spirit of slavery and the rebellion” I refer to 
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the very organization which the Senator from 
Mississippi denounced when he said, t Down 
with the Ku Klux.” I mean that that organ- 
ization has embodied in it just what is left of 
slavery and of the rebellion. But, sir, the 
experience of the country since the passage 
of the law upon whose details many of us dif- 
fered has been that that organization can be, 
where the proper measures are taken, con- 
trolled by the law; for its members have been 
pleading guilty to the indictments against 


them, nave been found guilty before the juries, || 


and are now suffering the penalty of their 
crimes in the prisons of the courtry; so that 
it can no longer be said, when you come to 
speak of the spirit of rebellion animating these 
men, that the law is not strong enough to 
punish what is left of treason. . 

Sir, I am glad that we have arrived at that 
point that the national law has vindicated its 
power, and that where there have been con- 
spiracies against the Government of the United 
States for the purpose of subverting its consti- 
tutional provisions, and of depriving its citi- 
zens of the rights of life, liberty, and property, 
the members of those conspiracies have been 
brought before the legal tribunals, and made 
in a legal manner to submit to the penalty of 
the law. 

We have, then, arrived at a point where the 
law is strong enough to cope with what is left 
of slavery and the rebellion; and having 
arrived at that point, I think it is political 
wisdom to remove these disubilities, and to 
permit the people of the South a full choice 


from all their people of who shall represent | 


1 


them in the national and State councils, 
am willing, almost, at this period to go so far 
as to say ihat I would make it universal, for 
I have come to the conclusion that the few 
exceptions which are used as a reason for 
withholding itare the few that would make 
the spirit of rebellion more odions than it now 
is if there should be sacha mistake on the 
part of the southern people as to put them in 
a position where they could make that spirit 
more conspicuous than they do in private life. 

Jefferson Davis has been allnded to by the 
Senator from Connecticut. 
with the Senator in the feelings which he ex- 

_ pressed, and which perhaps all of us would 
feel were it possible that those people could 
send him back to this Senate, I think we can 
all agree that if they could be guilty of such 
an act, and couid stand it, to have him here, 
those who are opposed to him in political prin- 
ciples could stand it better than they could. It 
would not be political wisdom in them to pur- 
sue such a suicidal course. 

Now, sir, I look at this question entirely in 
this light. I discard from the consideration of 
it all feelings of resentment toward any man 
or toward any community inthe South; I dis- 
card all personal feelings that may have been 
engendered by the events or the incidents of 
the war, or what has occurred since ; andcom- 
ing down to look at it as broadly and as can- 
didly as I can as one of political wisdom, I 
shall vote for the removal of these disabilities, 
believing that by doing so we not only afford 
to these people an opportunity of showing their 
devotion to the law, but that we can place our- 
selves upon grounds where wecan say to them, 
‘* Another excuse for the violations of the law 
has been removed, and henceforth we will hold 
you to a more rigid accountability, and every 
attempt at a violation of the law shall only be 
met, and will be met, by more rigid legislation 
for the purpose of meeting and punishing it; 
obey the law; take the removal of these dis- 


abilities, and let us see how far you will fulfill | 


the promises that have been made as to what 
would be the result if these disabilities were 
removed,” 
Mr. MORT 
more important, in my opinion, to get this 
bill right than it is to makea handsome Christ- 
mas present, as was spoken of by the Senator 


While I coincide | 


li 


} 
: 


i 
i 
D 


| merited grace. 


from Illinois. n 
offered to this bill, as it now stands, prevents 


it from relating back so as to make valid the | 


elections of persons to Congress who were 
under disabilities when they were elected; to 
prevent persons who knew themselves to be 
disqualified by the fourteenth amendment, who 
were known to be disqualified by the men who 
voted for them, who submitted themselves as 
candidates in defiance of the amendment and 
were voted for in defiance of the amendment, 
from having their elections made valid by the 
passage of this bill. ‘Thatis thesimple amend- 
ment now before the Senate, and I am willing 
that the vote shall be taken upon it. 
care to discuss it. 

1 was impressed by the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. l 
and strongly; but I say to him, that while I 
do not desire to delay the passage of this bill, 
if such be the will of two thirds of the Senate, 
yet I am unwilling that this bill shall pass 
until it shall have been made right, as I think 
it ought to be made, 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not think we can get 
a vote on this bill to-day. I therefore move 
to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. [* Ob, no.’’] 

Mr. MORTON. Let us take a vote on the 
amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
we should have an executive session. 

Mr. LEWIS. And it is very important that 
we should pass this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 18, noes 83, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for this bill; notas a measure of justice to the 
South or of equality among citizens. I vote 
for it as a safe and sound measure of public 
policy, as a thing of charity and mercy, ofun- 
In passing this bill the less we 
say about justice or equality the better, What- 


ever may have been the wisdom of this pro- ʻ; 
vision of the Constitution imposing disabilities, | 


neither justice nor equality were violated. 


Those disabilities were, indeed, a very—yes,sir, | 


very light punishment to inflict by the country 
upon those who sought through the fire and 


blood of civil war to blot the Republic from | 


the list of nations. That crime and the motive 
for that crime would never be expiated by the 
simple prohibition for a few years of the right 
of a few guilty leaders of rebellion to hold 
office. Sir, when we think of justice to the 
actors in that dreadful crime, dungeons open 
their doors and scaffoldsrise up before us. Do 
not, sir, place this act of kindness, charity, 
and mercy upon that justice which would have 
doomed these men to a swift and sure punish- 
ment for their sin against man and their crime 
against their country. I say this not in hatred 


of the South or the people of the South.’ No, | 


sir, no. J never hated the South norits people, 
not even when they were drenching the land 
with blood to keep manacles forever upon 


human limbs. I hate no one, South or North, | 
neither man nor woman; but the criminality : 
of the rebellion increases every day, and will | 
continue to increase as time shall more and | 
more distincily reveal to the eyes of humanity | 


the wickedness of its motives and purposes. 
But the war ended six years ago. Its wicked 
in vigor and power. It can afford not to 


It can with safety be magnanimous. It is 
sound policy to be forgiving and generous and 


i merciful now. So feeling and so believing, I 


shall vote for this measure. Lam not amoug 


' those who believe that these restrictions have 
ON. Mr. President, it is much j 


had anything to do with the Ku Kiux organ- 
izations, Those organizations grew outof the 
great crime of slavery, that poisoned the very 
bone and marrow of our people. That poison 


The amendment that I have ` 


Idonot | 


He spoke eloquently } 


It is very important that ` 


cause has utterly perished. The nation lives ` 


execute justice, and to forgive the vanquished, | 


is not quite ont of our system yet, either in 
“the North or in the South; but it is wearing 
“away. ‘Time, the providence of Ged, the 
growth of free liberal ideas, and Christianity, 
will wear it out in the end; but it will take 
4 two or three generations before we see the last 
of it. 
I shall vote for the bill as it is, but I desire 
4 to say that Ido not like its form. I wish the 
second and third classes of exemptions were 
out of the bill,so that the exceptions should 
i! apply only to members of Congress, to mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, and to members of the 
Supreme Court who were here in Washington 
in the winter of 1861, and who lett the capital 
i of their country to engage in rebellion. f 
| would be willing to pardon mostof them when- 
: ever they asked for it. I would vote most 
` cheerfully for relieving the disabilities of many 
| of those men if they should ask it. There are 
‘others among them who [ think are quite ag 
| rebellious in this December, 1871, as they were 
jin December, 1860. I do not feel that we ought 
i 
| 


| 
| 
{ 
f 
| 
} 
i 


‘to make any haste to relieve that class of men. 
ii Tvrepeat that I wish the second and third 
i classes of exceptions were out of this bill, and 
' if any bill shall come up during this session to 
i relieve men who left the Army and Navy, or 
i who were in the conventions that voted for 
| secession, I shall vote for it soas to have these 
: disabilities apply entirely to members of Con- 
gress who went out in 1860 and 1861. 

The amendment moved by the Senator from 
Indiana struck me at first as a proper provis- 
ion. There have been men elected in some 
| of the States and men who have entered State 
| Legislatures in spite of this constitutional pro- 
i vision. Knowing what the constitutional pro- 
i vision was, they were elected in violation of 
i it, and some of them were elected because 
‘they were known to be hostile to it, and in 
| defiance of it. It was a sort of lingering rebel 
| spirit. Every man who has sat in a State 
| Legislature, or who has accepted an oftice and 
discharged its duties, although bis disabilities 
have not been removed, ought to be classed 
with those members of Congress who went out, 
as a matter of justice, for subsequent conduct ; 
l but it is too late to do it now, and I under- 
stand the amendment of the Senator from In- 
» diana will apply to only one man. I therefore 
i: propose to vote for the biil as it is. 

: Now, a word in regard to the amendment of 
| my colleague 
| Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
; me to interrupt him for a moment? 

i Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

| Mr. THURMAN. I only wish to say 
ito him, in regard to the amendment of the 
» Senator from Indiane, that if be will reflect 
upon it he will see that it is of no earthly con- 
sequence in the world, with great respect jor 
. that Senator. It does nothing in the worid to 
| aid General Abbott or to aid General Vance. 
i: It provides that the passage of this act shall 
not validate any election of any person who 
; was disqualified under the fourteenth amend- 
iment. Nobody ever dreamed that the passage 
' of the bill could have any such effect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘that is a very extra- 
ordinary statement, if the Senator will par- 
don me. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will hear 
me through he will see that it is not extraor- 
divary, if I am not trespassing on the time 
of the Senator from Massachuseus. It can 
- have no possible effect. Lf that election was 
| absolutely void, then we cannot make it good 
i by any act that we can pass, That is clear 
: enougli. {f the election of Vance was abso- 
u lutely void, no act of Congress can give bim a 
; Seaton this floor, for that would be to elect 
| a Senator, not by the Legisiature of North 
Carolina, but by the Congress of the United 
i States. Therefore, if that election is abso- 
; lutely void, this bill can have no effect in set 
| ting it up and making it valid. That is plain 
‘enough, If that election was not void, but 
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simply voidable, the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana does not affect the question 
one way or the other. 

Mr. WILSON. A word in regard to the 
amendment moved by my colleague. I am 
glad that he has moved it, and that he has 
brought it forward now, for the reason that the 
attention of the Senate, of Congress, and of 
the country has been called to its provisions. 
I hope that we shall fix an early day for the 
consideration of that bill. If it is moved as 
an amendment upon this bill, it will evidently 
be putat disadvantage. We have hada debate 
upon it; the Senate and the country will now 
see what its provisions are; and I want the 
Senate to come up to the work of debating it, 
acting upon it, passing it, and incorporating 
it into the laws of the country at an early day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I expect 
to vote for this bill and for such amendments 
to it as meet my judgment. Ido not now 
think of any for which I shall vote, but prob- 
ably amendments will be offered for which I 
will vote. I desire to be considered as in favor 
of this bill. But it bas not been usual to sit 
out a bill on the first day on which it has been 
debated, and I do not think we ought to sit 
out this bill to-night. The debate on it is far 
from being exhausted. I rise, therefore, sim- 
ply to submit a proposition that to-morrow at 
four o'clock, or at any otber hour that is con- 
venient to Senators, if the debate is not ex- 
hausted before that time, the general debate 
be considered at an end, and that the ordinary 
debate on amendments only be allowed. This 
is a subject that everybody understands very 
weil; still, it is a very important one, and I 
do not think we ought to press the vote to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the 
honorable Senator from Ohio if he has known 
of a case where, on the first day of debate on 
a bill, anybody insisted upon voting on it the 
next day or sitting it out? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot find any sueh 
instance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I could. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio asks for general assent to an under- 
standing that debate be closed and voting on 
amendments commence to-morrow at four 
o'clock. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
ator to say two o'clock, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, and others. 
Fix it at two o’clock. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we are through with 
the debate by two o’clock, we can then pro- 
ceed to vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not assent to any- 
thing but four o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think four o'clock 
will be quite as soon as the debate will be 
exhausted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There does not seem 
to be any disposition to debate the bill at 
length. Cannot we fix the time for two 
o'clock? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
two o'clock myself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
day before the holidays. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘Thereis no consent to that 
honr. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TI have inquired of sev- 
eral Senators, who object to as early an hour 
as two o'clock, stating that they desire to 
express their opinions; but so far as I have 
heard any remark about it, they are willing to 
take four o'clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Ohio will listen to me one moment, 1 beg to 
suggest that to-morrow is the day on which 
we adjourn for the holidays. Many Senators, 
I know, are anxious to leave the city to-mor- 
row evening. If we do not commence to vote 
until four o'clock, and amendments may be 
offered after that, they will be kept here too 


I suggest to the Sen- 


I have no objection to 


To-morrow is the last 


late to leave to-morrow evening. ‘They desire | 


8 


to get home this week. I therefore-suggest 
three o’clock. Voting on amendments with- 
out debate will not take long, I presume. 
Why not say three o'clock? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not agree to three 
o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So farasI am concerned 
I am ready to vote in ten minutes, but I know 
that four o’clock is as early an hour as can be 
agreed upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the gen- 
eral assent of, the Senate given to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Ohio, that at four 
o’clock to-morrow general debate shall cease 
on this bill and voting shail commence on the 
amendments? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With five minutes explan- 
ation by those who offer amendments I will 
agree to it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The ordinary five-min- 
utes debate. 

Mr, ROBERTSON. That is, to those who 
offer amendments, but to none others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
then understands that that is the general assent 
of the Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do hope that the 
Senator from Ohio will accept half past two 
o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But other Senators de- 
cline to agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont objects ‘to anything sooner 
than four o’clock. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Senator from Ver- 
mont certainly will agree to it when he hears 
the reason. He is a liberal and courteous 
gentleman. There are a good many western 
gentlemen who are obliged-to leave by three 
o’clock to-morrow in order to get home by 
Christmas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not make the least 
objection to that. Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. So I understand ; but 
I know the good feeling of the Senator will 
induce him to agree to my request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ken- 
tucky will pardon me for saying that I think it 
unjust to force a vote upon this bill until debate 
shall have been exhausted in the ordinary way, 
at least until it appears after the bill is up 
that there is a disposition to procrastinate, and 
I think it very unusual. Therefore, I think it 
an act of great liberality to agree to four 
o'clock. Ishould be very glad indeed to oblige | 
my friend from Kentucky, but I cannot do it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 suppose we can sit it 


out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, and I can sit 
here as long as you can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Isthere any 
objection to four o'clock? 

Mr. CONKLING, For what purpose? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That debate 
shall cease at four o’clock, and then that there 
shall be only five-minutes debate on amend- | 
ments. The Chair hears no objection. Such 
is the general assent of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That being the under- 
standing, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CORBETT. We ought to have an exec- 
utive session for a few minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Illinois withdraw the motion? | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihope wesball notadjourn. į 
We ought to have an executive session of five 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
is on the motion of the Senator from 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate | 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. ; 


question 
Ilinois, į 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate |; 


proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After seven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and the 
Senate (at four o’clock and forty-two minutes 
p. m.) adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepxespay, December 20, 1871. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ETC. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the resolution of the House of 
April 17, authorizing the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to employ a clerk, shall be 
so construed as to pay said clerk during the time 
Congress is in session, but not during the recesses 
between the sessions. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. KILLINGER. Iask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce, and have put upon its pas- 
sage, a bill for the establishment of certain 
post routes, which, I am informed, it is too 
late to have inserted in the general post route 
bill passed yesterday. 

There was no objection, and the bill (H. R. 
No. 777) was introduced, read three times, 
and passed. 

Mr. KILLINGER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


DELEGATE SWORN IN. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. I present 
the credentials of Mr. Gallegos, the Delegate 
from the Territory of New Mexico, and ask 
that he.be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
there is no contest in this case? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. There is not. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will pre- 
sent himself, and take the oath of office. 

Mr. José M. GALLEGOS appeared and quali- 
fied by taking the oath. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. BEATTY. Irise to make a privileged 
report. Jam instructed by the Committee on 
Printing to offer the following concurrent res- 
olution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That there be 
printed twenty-five thousand copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents relat- 
ing to civil service reform, fourteen thousand for the 
use of the House, seven thousand for the Senate, and 
four thousand forghe Executive. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer the following preamble and reso- 
lutions: 


Whereas the honorable the Postmaster General, 
in his late annual report of the condition and basi- 
ness of his Department, in endeavoring to account 
for the large excess of the cost over and above the 
receipts of what he denominates “‘temporary ser- 
vice,” says be acted “in strict conformity with the 
opinion of the Attorney General,” under date of 
July 22, 1871, in proceeding to make temporary con 
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tracts for the transportation of the mails on the 
routes where the service bad failed in the hands of 
those whom hedesignates as “straw bidders;” and 
whereas, also, the Postmaster General, in his said 
annual report, further states as follows: “It will 
appear that the eost of temporary service is largely 
in excess of the cost of like service undor the regular 
contracts: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Postmaster General be, 

and he is hereby, directed to furnish this House, at 
his earliest convenience a full and complete copy 
of said opinion of the Attorney General. 
. Resolved further, That the Postmaster General be, 
and heis hereby, also directed to furnish this House 
with a statement of what has been the rule and 
usage heretofore of the General Post Office Depart- 
ment with regard to these “straw” or fraudulent 
biddings for the mail service of the country, and 
especially what has heretofore been the construc- 
tion put upon the twenty-fourth section of the act 
of Congress of July 2, 1836, in awarding contracts 
to bidders for the mail service, as between “* straw ” 
bidders and the next lowest responsible bidders for 
the same; and if there have been any exceptions 
to the general rule of covistruction in relation to 
any general letting of the mails that he state the 
game specifically. 

Resolved also, That the Postmaster General be, 
and he is hereby, further directed to report to this 
House the names of the several bidders, and the 
several amounts of their said bids, at the letting of 
mail routes on the 30th day of September, 1870, 
awarded to ‘‘straw ”’ bidders as follows, to wit: three 
in West Virginia; eleven in Virginia; two in 
Georgia: two in Florida; seventy-seven in Ala 
bama; two in Mississippi; eleven in Louisiana; 
forty-two in Texas; and forty-five in Arkansas, and 
that he state when, and to whom, said routes were 
awarded, : 

Resolved also, That the Postmaster General, in 
explanation of said excess of cost of the “ tempo- 
rary” over the “regular’’ service, as exhibited in 
the addenda to his said annual report, be, and he is 
hereby, further directed to report to this House— 

First, the distance from Bridgeport to Decatur, on 


route No, 6631, the mode of transportation, and the | 


number of trips per week of the temporary service 
from July 1, 1871, te January 1, 1872, at the rate of 
$18,000 per annum, as well as the mode and extent 
of service under the reletting of said route at the 
rate of $100 per annum. f , , 

Second, the distance from White River to Vicks- 
burg, on route No, 7505, the mode of transportation, 
and the number of trips per week of said temnprart 
service for the time aforesaid, at the rate of $18,400 
per annum, as well as the mode and extent of ser- 
vice'under the reletting of said route at the rate of 
$3,009 per annum. K : 

Third, the distance from Little Rock to Fort Smith, 
on route No, 7524, the mode of transportation, and 
the number of trips per week of said temporary ser- 
vice for the time aforesaid, at the rate of $13,750 per 
annum, as well as the mode and extent of service 
under the reletting of said route at the rate of $3,700 
per annum, p , 

Fourth, the distance from Fort Gibson to Sherman, 
on route No. 7587, the mode of transportation, and 
the number of trips per week of said temporary ser- 
vice for the time aforesaid, atthe rate of $34,295 per 
annum, as well as the mode and extent of service 
under the reletting of saidroute at the rate of $2,773 
perannum. — 

Fifth, the distance from Fort Couche to El Paso, 
cu route No. 8539, the mode of transportation, and 
the number of trips per week of said temporary ser- 
vice, for the time aforesaid, at the rate of $81,706 per 
annum, as well as the mode and extent of service 
under the reletting of said route at the rate of 
$4,973 per annum. 

Sixth, the distance from Fort Couche to Fort Ar- 
buckle, on route No. 8540, the mode of transporta- 
tion, and the number of trips per week of the tem- 
porary service, at the rate of $44,225 per annum, as 
well as the mode and extent of service under the 
reletting of said route at the rate of $4,300 per 
annum, , 

Seventh, the distance from Sherman to Waco, on 
route No. 8603, the mode of transportation, and the 
number of trips per week of said temporary service, 
for the time aforesaid, at the rate pf $18,000 per an- 
num, as well as the mode and €xcent of service 
under the reletting of said route at the rate of 
$1,950 per annum. 


Eighth, the distance from San Antonio to -Fort ` 


Couche, on route No. 8538, the mode of transport- 
ation, and the number of trips per week of the tem- 
porary service, for the time aforesaid, at the rate of 
$63,730 per annum, as well asthe mode and extent 
of service under the reletting of said route at the 
rate of $3,700 per annum. 

Ninth, the distance from San Antonioto Waco, on 
route No. 8536, the mode of transportation, and the 
number of trips per week of the temporary service, 
for the time aforesaid, at the rate of $27,000 per 
annum, as well as the mode and extent of service 
under the reletting of said route at the rate of 

2,700 per annum. : 
Tenth, the distance from Columbus to San Anto- 
~bi0, on route No. 8549, the mode of transportation, 
and the number of trips per week, for the time afore- 
said, of the said temporary service, at the rate of 
$21,000 per annum, as well as the mode and extent 


of service under the reletting of said route at the i 


| of ere mader the reletting of said route at the 
rate of $1,900 per annum. ; 

Twelfth, the distance from Vicksburg to New Or- 
= Jeans, on route No. 8006, the mode of transportation, 
| and the number of trips per week, for the time afore- 
l! said, of the said temporary service, at the rate of 
ʻi $37,500 per annum, as well as the modo and extent 
| of service under the reletting of said route at tho 
| rate of $4,700 per annum. 

i Mr. POLAND. That resolution is so long 
| that I think it had better lic over for the pres- 
l 
| 

i 


‘ent. I object to its consideration. 
ELECTION CONTEST—BOLES VS. EDWARDS. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I am 
‘instructed by the Committee of Elections to 
submit a report, in writing, in the contested- 
i election case from the State of Arkansas of 
i: Boles vs. Edwards. I move that it be laid on 
| the table and ordered to be printed, and I give 
| notice that I will call it up for action imme- 
| diately after the recess. 


i : 
i to be printed. 
4 ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 
i 
| 
i 


i mitted the following resolution; which was 
i read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the select Committee on the Reor- 
ganization of the Civil Service be, and the same is 


i by the people, and to report by bill or otherwise. 
INDIANS OF MILK RIVER AGENCY. 


| TheSPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
|| before the House a letter from the Secretary 
| of the Interior, in relation to an appropriation 
| for the purpose of purchasing supplies for the 
Indians of the Milk river agency ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 


PROPERTY OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master General, transmitting to the House an 
inventory of the property of the Post Office 
| Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NAVAJO INDIANS. 


| The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
| laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
| tary of the Interior, transmitting an estimate 
| for an appropriation of $185,000 for subsisting 
| the Navajo Indians in New Mexico up to the 
80th of June, 1878 ; which was referred to the 
|| Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
Í be printed. ` 


{ 
| NATIONAL BANKS IN NEW YORK CITY, 
i 
l 


f 
1 
| 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
| laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution 
| of the House of the 12th instant in relation 
' to banks in the city of New York, organized 
| under the banking system of the United States, 
| concerned or interested in bringing about any 
! artificial scarcity of money; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANTS OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
| laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
i ney General, in compliance with the act of 
| April 10, 1869, in relation to the names of all 
i the attorneys employed as assistants to the 
| respective district attorneys since the com- 
: mencement of the session in December, 1870; 
| which was referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


t 
| EUGENIA P. BERTINETTI. 
t 
| 
3 
| 


l tional report upon the claim of Madame 
| 


The report was laid on the table, and ordered | 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, sub- | 


hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
| of providing by law for the election of postmasters | 


Ee 


CAPITOL, PRESIDENT’S HOUSE, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
architect of the United States Capitol, in com- 
pliance with the act of July 15, 1870, trans- 
mitting an inventory of the property belonging 
to the United States in and about the Capitol, 
the President’s House, and the Botanical Gar- 
den; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed, 


ELECTION IN TALLADEGA, ALABAMA, 


Mr. McCRARY, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, aud referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections: 

Resolved, That theCommittee of Elections be, and 
thoy are hereby, authorized by the House to requira 
and obtain from the officers of the State of Alabama, 
having the custody thereof, duly certified and an- 
thenticated recerds of the lists of registration and 
poll lists of the county of Talladega, Alabama, at and 
for the election for Representative in Congress at 
the election on November §, 1570. and the original 
ballots cast and voted at box No. 2 in Tatiadega 
town, in said county and State, at the same election 
for such Representative. 

PETER J. KNAPP. . 

Mr. McCRARY, lask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any exigency for 
the introduction of the biil at this time? 

Mr. McCRARY. I desire to have it consid- 
ered during the recess. 

The bill (H. R. No. 778) for the relief of 
Peter J. Knapp was received, read a first and- 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

USE OF LAW LIBRARY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Task unanimous consent 
to introduce a concurrent resolution granting 
the use of the law library of Congress in cer- 
tain cases, for reference to the Committee on 
the Library, so that, if possible, they may act 
upon it before the recess. 

No objection being made, the cencurrent 
resolution was received, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 


CHIPPEWAS OF LAKE SUPERIOR, 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, by unani- 


mous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which wasread, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior he 
requested to communicate to this House the follow- 
ing information in relation to the issuance of serip 
to the half-breeds or mixed bloods belonging to the 
Chippewas of Lake Superior, under the seventh 
clause of the second article of the treaty of Septem- 


i ber 30, 1854, with the Chippewa Indians of Lake 


Superior and the Mississippi: 

First, the number of pieces of serip of eigh 
each, and the names of the parties to whoin ed: 

Second, the number of names of applicants to 
whom no scrip has been issued, whose applications 
are now on file; 

Third, the population of the Chippewas of Lake 
Superior, and where located at the date ofsaid treaty; 

Fourth, a copy of said serip, the manner of exe- 
culing the samo, whether by the parties to whom 
it was issued or by othera: whether located upon 
lands ceded by said tribe, and the decisions of the 

epartmentoftheIntcrior in relation to the issuance 
and location of said serip. a eopy of all reports to 
the Indian officer or the Department of the Interior 
of persons authorized to investigate any matter 
relating to the application for serip by said half- 
breeds or mixed bloods, where said half-breeds or 
mixed bloods resides at the date of their said appli- 
cations, and whether parties other than those enti- 
sled to the benefits of said treaty have received serip; 
an 

Fifth, the number of acres of land for which said 
scrip has been issued, 


EXECUTION OF STUDENTS IN CUBA. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous 
consent to eubmit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Jlouse of Representatives of 
the United States of America view with extreme 
regret the wanton murder by Spanish authorities in 
Cuba of the eight students on the Bth of Novem- 


= 


ber, 1871. 

Mr. BANKS. That resolution should go to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I ask to have the 
resolution considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous 
consent. 


¥ acres 


1871. 


THE CONGRESS 


IONAL GLOBE. 


251 


Mr. BANKS. 


I I object to its present con- 
sideration. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Then I will ask | 


that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

The resolution was referred accordingly. 

WILLIAM B. LILLY. 

Mr. MORPHIS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 779) granting a 
pension to William B. Lilly, late a captain in 
the Mexican war; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order, 
and move that the House adjourn. 

On the motion there were—ayes 53, noes 74. 

Mc. HOLMAN called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Houman and | 


Mr. Hoar were appointed. 

Tho House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes forty-two, noes not counted. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR. 


Mr. HOAR. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour begins, and the 
House resumes consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 874) reported by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to provide for the 
appointment of a commission on the subject 
of the wages and hours of labor and the divis- 
jon of profits between labor and capital in the 
United States. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
CAMPBELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, it would 


be stupid arrogauce for me to undertake this | 


morning to throw any new light upon the great 
questions which underlie the proposition now 
under consideration. ‘The system of regulat- 
ing capital and labor has attracted the attention 
of the greatest statesmen that have ever lived. 
Volumes have been written upon it. I shall 
not on this occasion embark in a discussion 
of these great principles. They will come up 
more legitimately and properly as the session 
progresses. What I have to say, therefore, 
shall be chiefly of a practical character, hav- 
ing reference to the two propositions now before 
the Honse—the one which has been reported 
by the Committee on Education and Labor, 
proposing a commission to be appointed by 
the President of the United States; the other 
the motion which I have submitted, that the 
subject be recommitted to that committee with 
instructions to reporta provision for the organ- 
ization of a joint committee on the part of 
this House and the Senate. 

It was very well remarked yesterday by the 
gentleman from Hlnois [Mr. Parnsworty] 
that we have too many commissions; that there 
ig too great a disposition shown to refer to 
commissions every matter which we are sent 
here by the people to legislate upon. Now, 
it will be borne in mind that less than a year 
ago the question of annexing San Domingo 
was before Congress and before the country. 
A commission was appointed by the President 
of the United States to repair to that island and 
bring us information. 
how nervous, for a long time, were the people 
in regard to the dangers that beset that com- 
mission when it was supposed that possibly the 
Tennessee had gone under in a storm, and that 
all on board bad been lost. After the mount- 
ain labored, after this commission came back 
and made their report, the result was that 
the President of the United States formally 
withdrew the proposition; and we are to-day 
no more informed, perhaps, in regard to the 
true state of affairs on that island than we 
were before thal commission went out. 

Mr. Speaker, these great questions affect- 
ing capital and labor are those which the peo- 
ple have sent us, their Representatives, here 
to grapple with, and to provide'the necessary 
legislation. ‘Che Committee on Education and 
Labor was, perhaps, the very committee that 


Every one will recollect | 


i 


should have made a report, if a report was 
necessary, in regard tothe proper measures to 
be adopted ; and had I been a member of that 
committee I should have regarded it as almost 
an indignity to the committee had such a prop- 
osition emanated from any other committee 
of the House. 

By our system of legislation, Mr. Speaker, 
the labors devolving upon the House of Repre- 
sentatives are distributed among the various 
committees, aud the subject-matters of this 
proposition—the questions that would neces- 
sarily be investigated by-this commission if it 
were organized—are already distributed prop- 
erly among the committees of this House. You 
have your Committee of Ways and Means; you 
have your Committee on Commerce; you have 
your Committee on Appropriations, and vari- 
ous other committees, to whom legitimately 


| belong the subjects that are proposed to be 


investigated by this commission 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is such a state 
of discontent among the people—among that 
class known as capitalists, or the class known 
as workingmen—as to require prompt action 
in the form of legislation, it seems to me the 
proposition coming from the Committee on 
Education and Labor is calculated to procras- 
tinate and delay that necessary action. Sup- 
pose we pass the bill as it has come from the 
committee, is it to be supposed that your Gom- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to whom are re- 
ferred all matters in regard to taxation, rev- 
enne, the tariff, and other great subjects in 
which the workingmen are interested, are to 
suspend their operations until this commis-, 
sion shall have made a report? 

But what sort of commission will you have? 
It is to be a commission appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and we have every 
reason to believe from past experience that the 
commission will be of a purely partisan char- 
acter—selected exclusively from the friends 
of the Administration. Who they will be God 
only-knows! This House has no information. 
Perhaps we might have Mr. Borie at the head 
of it, and Mr. ‘fom Murphy at the tail; the 
two sandwiching, perhaps, some gentleman 
from Massachusetts, from Yale or Harvard, to 
go abroad for the benefit of science, and report, 
as they did in the San Domingo commission, 
on the characteristics of the vermin, bugs, 
lizards, &e., to be found during the wander- 
ings of the commission. 

Now, sir, the proposition which I have sub- 
mitted, itscems to me, gives that character for 
dignity to the commission that this subject 
entitles it to. If the subject goes back to the 
committee under instruction, it will then pro- 
vide for five members, not to be selected by 
the President of the United States, but by the 
Speaker of this House, who it is supposed, from 
his past course, will not lend himself to any 
political party or any political interests, but 
will appoint Representatives as well of capi- 
tal as of labor—Representatives not merely 
from the Republican side of the House, but 
from the Demoeratic side also. It will be a 
fur more dignified commission than that pro- 
posed by the original bill, because it will be 
composed of men representing the various sec- 
tious of the country, and representing in joint 
committee both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to go minute- 
ly into the discussion of the matters of com- 
plaint in reference to our tariff and our system 
of internal taxation, The mutterings that come 
up to us from the laboring classes are begin- 
ning to be audible. ‘There is, perhaps, a storm 
brewing. ‘The cloud has made its appearance 
in the horizon, not now porhaps larger than 
a man’s hand, but it will increase and increase 
until the whole heavens will become blackened 
with it, from which, perhaps, disastrous con- 
sequences may result unless the Congress of 
the United States shall take prompt and ener- 
getic action to relieve the masses of the labor 
ing community from the oppressive system of 
taxation which now bears on them. 


I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to enter at all 
now into the details of the provisions of your 
tariff, nor the provisions of your system of in- 
ternal revenue taxation. I prefer not at this 
stage of the session to give a mere party direc- 
tion to the discussions on this subject, and I 
regret it has been done on this occasion. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side have told us, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworta] 
yesterday stated that the Republican party has 
by its legislation shown itself to be the true 
friend of the workingmen. Now, sir, I say it 
in no vindictive spirit, ‘‘more in sorrow than 
in anger,” because I cherish very fond recol- 
lections of it, having been myself identified 
with that Republican party in its purer and 
better days, and shall be prepared to maintain 
the declaration when these questions are more 
legitimately before us for discussion, that no 
party has ever existed whose legislation has 
been characterized by more of oppression and 
wrong to the great laboring and_ producing 
classes of the country than the Republican 
party for the last ten years. Go back, if you 
please, and take a mere hasty retrospective 
glance at what has been done. Little more 
than ten years ago the rebellion broke out. 
And who, I ask, was it that fought down that 
rebellion? ‘I'he great laboring aud producing 
classes of society. 

When Mr. Lincoln issued his first procla- 
mation for seventy-five thousand men the 
mechanic left his workshop, the farmer his 
plow, the day-laborer his avocation, and rallied 
under that flag of beauty and glory which now 
so gracefully adorns your chair, Mr. Speaker, 
and marched forward to battle and death in 
order that the Republic might Jive. Gentle- 
men may say capital went too. Yes, but when 
capital went it went on horseback with its 
eagles and its stars on its shoulder, while labor 
went on foot marching through the mud and 
through the storm, standing in the trenches, 
charging on the line of the enemy, mounting 
his breastworks, and laying down its life at 
the cannon’s mouth. Mr. Speaker, after they 
had thus gone forth under contract in 1861 
that they should haye thirteen dollars in gold 
a month for thus fighting, bleeding, and dying, 
Congress passed two bills in February, 1862. 
They were twins in birth, They came into 
life hand in hand. The one was the act au- 
thorizing the five-twenty bonds, and the other 
the legal-tender act. And the soldier who had 
gone forth under a contractio be paid in gold, 
after he was in the field, when he fought and 
when he bled, was paid off, not in gold, but in 
greenbacks, when it took three dollars, or‘at 
least two dollars and a half of legal tender to 
purchase for the support of his wife and chil- 
dren at home what, if you had carried out 
your contract, they could have bought for one 
dollar. As to the act authorizing the five- 
twenty bonds, without going into the details of 
what thenoccurred on this floor, Iwillsay that, 
on the authority of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means at that time, the 
principal of those bonds was to be paid in 
greenbacks. Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, from the state- 
ment before ime, has already paid over and 
above the principal, in currency, the sum of 
$1,586,000 over and above what by the terms 
of the original contract were to have been 

aid. 
P I do not complain, Mr. Speaker, that the 
policy of the Secretary of the Treasury has 
been to advance, so as to reach that standard 
of values recognized by the nations of the 
earth—the specie basis. But what [complain 
of is this, that while the capitalist is receiving 
the face of the obligations which he held, in 
gold or its equivalent, in the form of a pre- 
mium in currency, the laboring classes of the 
! community who have received your green- 
i backs, especially the soldiers of 1861, whe 
were to have received pay in gold, have re- 
ceived neither interest nor premium on their 
ii geeenbacks. In other words, these two classes 
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of indebtedness, one issued to the capitalist, 
the other to the laboring man, are not being 
made to travel pari passu until we can reach 
the point where they can all be redeemed in 
the precious metals. This is a most unjust 
discrimination made in favor of the capitalist 
and against the laborer. . 

Mr. Speaker, in regard to the tariff, what 
has been done during the last ten years? In 
1860 we had a tariff, that passed in 1857, the 
average duties of which were only fourteen per 
cent. The Republican party has since then, 


in some manner or form, attempted to correct |! 


that tariff, I believe not less than twenty times. 
The last bill which went into effect, that of 
1870, was brought forward as a grand panacea 
that was to cure all the evils of which the work- 
ing and producing classes of the community 
complained under an unjust and unequal sys- 
tem of discrimination. We were told that by 
that act there would bè a reduction of at least 
fifty million dollars a year; and now by the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury we find 
that, instead of redocing the taxation, it has 
been largelyincreased. These are the reasons 
why you find these mutterings from what are 
known as the working classes. They are the 
effect of your discriminating against labor and 
in favor of capital by this system of tariff. 

Look at the system of internal revenue. It 
is unjust to labor, and it is unjust to particu- 
lar sections. For the purpose of demonstrat- 
‘ing the iniquities of that system in a sectional 
point of view, and as it affects the labor of that 
region that [in part represent, I refer to atable 
showing the relative amounts that have been col- 
lected under the internal revenue system. There 
are five counties in the southwestern corner 
of the Siate of Ohio. I have the honor to 
represent a part of them. ‘Those five coun- 


ties paid to the internal revenue in one year | 


$8,783,391 46. They have three Represent- 
atives on this floor. I find by the report of the 


Commissioner that five New England States, | 


States of capital aud great wealth, paid only 
the amounts which I shall read: the State of 
Maine, $668,000 ; New Hampshire, $650,000; 
Vermont, $314,000; RhodeIsland,$1, 280.000; 
Connecticut, $2,889,000—in all $5,252,336 93; 
or $5,250,000 paid into the internal revenue 
by five of the wealthiest States of New Eng- 
land; while the five counties in the southwest- 
ern part of Ohio paid in the same year the 
sum of $8,783,000, And yet this is said to be 
& just and equal system of taxation. 

It was but a day or two ago, Mr. Speaker, 
following immediately on the heels of this prop- 
osition to raise this commission by appointment 
of the President of the United States, that a 
gentleman from one of these New England 
States arose and in hot haste desired this 
House to instruct a Committee of Ways and 
Means to report a bill to repeal the income 
tax, and to assess all the internal revenue 
taxes upon spirituous liquors, malt liquors, 
and tobacco, and stamps. ; 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would like to ask 
the gentleman what is that tax paid upon by 
the counties in Ohio to which he refers? 

Mr, CAMPBELL. The $8,000,000 paid by 
the five counties is principally upon spirits, 
malt liquors, and tobacco; chiefly so. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Then I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman whether the tax is not 
eventually paid by the large body of consumers 
all over the country who use the whisky and 
tobacco, i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I suppose it is, Mr. 
Speaker. I assume the ground, and I hope 
the Republicans will not leave it before the 
discussions on the tariff are over, that all these 
taxes, both under your internal revenue system 
and your tariff, are paid by the consumers. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Yes, sir, 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well. > 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Well, that disposes 

of the locality argnment. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will my col- 
- league allow me to make a suggestion? Isup- 


f 


H 


i 


| Republican party. 


pose, then, he would not have us understand 
that this whole amount is paid by the five coun- 
ties, having admitted that it is paid by the con- 
sumers; he will not say that itis all consumed 
there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is paid directly and 
immediately by the five counties, but ulti- 
mately by those who consume these various 
articles just precisely as the duties imposed at 
your custom-houses upon foreign goods ulti- 
mately come out of the pockets of the con- 
sumers; and yet my colleague is perhaps not 
ove of that class who will before the people 
admit that the consumers pay the duties that 
are imposed by the tariff at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
tainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague may, but 
he knows very well that his colleagues who are 
for the doctrine of high protection do not ad- 
mit that, but claim that the duties come out of 
somebody else than the consumer. I am frank 
enough to admit that all these taxes in ihe 
end come out of the consumer. 

But my mind was diverted by tbis interrup- 
tion from the proposition that I was referring 
to. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
KELLOGG] proposes to repeal the income tax 
immediately upon the heels of the proposition 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] to get up this commission in behalf of 
the workingmen. Now, when yon repeal the 
income tax, upon what will the taxes that are 
left be levied? They are to be put upon spirits, 
tobacco, maltliquors, andstamps. Hence the 
proposition is nothing more nor less than this: 
that the gentleman of means, the capitalist, 
who has made profitable investments and is 
making money and receiving an income, is to 
be relieved from any of the burdens of tax- 
ation, and the consumers of tobocco and spirits 
and all who use stamps are to be made to pay 
off the national debt and to support the Gov- 
ernment, And yet the gentlemen on that side 
claim that they are par excellence the friend 
of the working men, and that the Republican 
party is the great champion and defender of 
their interests. 

Mr. DAWES. 


I do most cer- 


The gentleman speaks of the 


him if he represents the Democratie party in 
his opposition to the repeal of the income tax ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman knows 
very well when he asks me that question that 
I do not present myself here as the represent- 
ative organ of any party. Iam here to rep- 
resent my individual views and toact with this 


; Democratic party just so long as I believe it 


will use its best efforts to undo the wrongs and 
remove the outrages and oppressions which 
the Republican party have fastened upon the 
producing classes of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. One more question which I 
would like to put for information, and it is 
whether the gentleman can give us any assur- 
ance that he will have the coöperation of the 
Democratic party to maintain the income tax ? 


I shouid like to know the sentiments of the | 


House on that question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman seems to assume that I am here 
as the organ of the Democratic party, that I 
am intrusted with its secrets, and that | know 
all about its purposes and intentions in the 
future. Now, the gentleman has had oppor- 


| tunities about equal to my own in this respect, 


and probably has as much information as I 
have. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman does him- 
self great injustice. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to know 
whether all the Republican party are pre- 
pared to stand by the gentleman in his propo- 
sition to repeal the income tax? 

Mr. DAWES. I have made no such prop- 
osition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. in my judgment, when 
we come to take the vote the gentleman will 
find that he is counting without his host, and 


I would like to inquire of | 


also upon the tariff, unless there are serious 
modifications made in it from any that I sup- 
pose will come from that quarter. So that if 
the gentleman means to intimate that we will 
be demoralized on this side of the House in 
regard to the repeal of the income tax, I say 
that he had better look after his own party, 
They were far from being a unit on the ques- 
tion of free coal and free salt at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and he will find that they are 
equally: far from being a unit on the proposi- 
tions that he is likely to bring forward from 
the Committee of Ways and Means. He wijl 
find a large number of revenue reformers in 
his own ranks. 

But the proposition is to relieve the capital- 
ist, who has a settled income, and to raise the 
tax from what source? Why from spirits, malt 
liquors, and tobacco; so that the poor laboring 
| man, the mechanic, the day- laborer. the stone- 
mason, or the carpenter, after his ten hours’ 
| toil, when he returns to his family, may reflect 
that for every hour that it is necessary to work 
in order to procure the salt needed for his fam- 
ily he has to work another hour, not for the 
| purpose of paying the duties into the Treasury 
|| for the discharge of the national debt, but to 
go directly into the pockets of the capitalists 
i having the salt-works. When he reflects on 
this, and on the other wrongs inflicted upon 
j him by the tariff system, which makes him pay 
|| a tax upon every article he consumes, from ihe 
| very boots on his feet to the hatupon his head; 
when he sits down and desires to refresh him- 
| self with a glass of lager beer—a cheap bever- 
| age forthe poor laborer—he has the sat‘sfaction 
j of knowing that the Republican pariy has 
| repealed the income tax of his rich neighbor, 
| while he bas to pay a tax on his glass of lager 
| 
1 
| 
i 
l 
H 
t 


| before he drinks it, Then, when he goes to 
i light his pipe and take a little smoke in the 
| evening, with his wife and children seated 
around his fireside, he has the satisfaction of 
| knowing that the Republican party makes him 
: pay more than one hundred per cent. upon the 
: tobacco, and an additional tax for the stamp 
| upon the lucifer match with which he lights 
| his pipe. And all these, gentlemen say, are 
| measures for the benefit of the workingmen. 
Mr. DAWES. One more inquiry, for I am 


i 

j 

} 

|! in search of the sentiments of the House on 

i| the income tax. Where does the gentleman 
derive his authority for saying that the Repub- 
lican party favors the repeal of the income 
tax? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I derive my authority 
| from the fact that the President of the United 
| States has not only recommended it in his , 
; annual message, but has absolutely desired 
i individuals who bave visited him to vote for 
the repeal of that tax before the holidays; and 
if you do not recognize that proposition as a 
Republican tenet, then you have to ignore and 
repudiate the President, for I take it he is 
your organ and the great head center of the 
| Republican party, 

N b ; tariff system tas res- 
I| Now, by your system you tax opp 
{ sively the workingman from his cradle to the 
| grave onerously and unjustly. A boy baby is 
| born to-night, the laboring man is blessed with 
an increase of family; the moment it breathes 
the breath of life it begins to pay a tax upon 
| the little flannel shirt that is put upon him. 
| Then, as he grows upto be a little boy runving 
| around his father’s house, and reecives a boli- 
| day present at Christmas of his little red-top 
| boots, (and that isan epoch in the life of every 
little boy,) as he struts about in the snow 
i and asks bis father to admire his boots, that 
| father knows that he has had to pay a heavy 
i daty upon them. If, when he arrives at man- 
| hood, he decides to become a mechanic, you 
| tax every edged tool that he uses. If he 
| becomes a farmer, belongs to that noble elass 
i that is the sonree of all the wealth of this cous- 
| try, then you tax him upon the leather, the 
| iron, the steel that he uses, upon the salt and 
i 
! 


| everything else that he consumes, That is all 


i done for the benefit of capital. Then, as be 
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grows in years, and arrives at the ripe good 
old age of three score and ten, and tottering 
along at last tumbles into his grave, you im- 
pose a tax upon his estate for the screws that 
are used in his coffin. And when his friends 
are gathered around his grave, and they come 
to perform the last act for him in making the 
little hillock of brown earth that shall mark 
the resting-place where his mortal remains 
are to repose until the morning of the resur- 
rection, you tax the estate for the Ames’ shovel 
that is used for that purpose. 

But I have already consumed more time 
than I intended when I arose. I did not ex- 
pect on this occasion to do anything more than 
simply to give the gentlemen on the other side, 
among them the worthy chairmanof the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes, ] to 
understand what we are driving at. We ex- 
pect from him a just tariff, one that will bear 
equally and justly upon all classes of the com- 
munity. 

I make no war upon capital. Capital is 
necessary, but it should be made to behave 
itself and to keep within reasonable bounds. I 
make no war upon the laboring classes. On 
the contrary, I expect to stand here as the ad- 
vocate of just and righteous measures for the 
relief of that class from the oppressions that 
have been imposed upon them by the Repub- 
lican party. 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen may as well set 
their sails for the coming storm. The labor- 
ing men of the country fought down the rebel- 
lion, and you repudiated your just debt to 
those laboring men for that service. You have 
ground down the laboring man and paid him 
off in a depreciated currency, when you agreed 
to pay him in gold; you have paid him ina 
currency that drew no interest, while you have 
been paying the capitalists of the country 
double the amount actually due.them and gold 
interest upon their investments from the start. 
During the whole of this time you have, by 
means of taxation, been oppressing the great 
laboring and producing classes of society. 

Sir, there wasa little procession on last Sun- 
day in the streets of New York city that meant 
business. They have not their agents here to 
press their claims upon the consideration of 
the House, as the capitalists have. They are 
coming; the clans are gathering; the reveille 
will be beaten again; and from the mountain 
top the call to the charge will soon be sounded. 
The struggle of 1872 between the interests of 
labor and the oppressive demands of capital 
will be one of the most remarkable ever known 
in the history of this country. The clans are 
gathering. They will come from the mount- 
ain-top and from the valley, from the work- 
shop, from the plain, from the far-off frontier, 
from the sea, from the river, from the lakes, 
in one common union against these wrongs 
that have been inflicted upon them. ‘They 
will come, sir, with no new banner, but under 
the good old ‘‘stars and stripes,’’ under which 
they have fought and under which their fathers 
before them fought. They will rally to the 
rescue; and they will have inscribed upon 
their banners, in letters of living light, “The 
equality of man before the law’’—that heaven- 
born principle which, in my judgment, should 
guide our legislation. They will not come as 
they did in 1861, with cannon and shot and 
shell, to desolate the land. They will not 


come to make your mountain streams and | 


your riversrun red with American blood, shed 
by Amcrican hands. No, no; they will come 
armed with— 
=A weapon firmer set 
And surer than the bayonet; 
The ballot that falls as still 
As a snowflake on the frozen sod, 
But executes a freoman’s will 
As lightning does the will of God.” 


Mr. Speaker, in this coming struggle I do } ; 
| vious to that time. 


not know where the Democratic party will 
stand, or how many of the Republican party 
will unite in this great movement. For my 


own part, by every instinct of my nature, by 
every fond memory of poverty-stricken parents 
who cared for me as a child upon the frontier 
of the West, by all that I have learned in later 
life, I expect to be a private in the ranks of 
that mighty phalanx that shall come up and 
exact equal justice. 

Mr. Speaker, I have consumed in these dis- 


. jointed remarks more time than I intended at 


the outset. And now, protesting against the 
whole system of ‘‘ farming out” the floor, be- 
lieving it to be wrong, although it has been 
decided to be in accordance with the rules and 
usages of the House, I constitute myself into a 
peddler ofthe balance of my time. How much 
have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am very sorry to bave 
used so much time. I will therefore bequeath 
the entire residue of my hour to a gentleman 
who represents a whole State. As I know 
“the eyes of all Delaware are upon him,’’ I 
yield to the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. 
Brags. } 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I acknowledge 
the kindness of the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] in giving to me thirteen 
minutes of his time. I propose during that 
time to discuss the bill now before the House. 
Honesty of purpose and purity of motive ought 
always to characterize any gentleman who has 
a seat ina deliberative body. Since this bill 
has been under discussion | have been pained 
to see gentlemen endeavoring to give it a 
party turn or to make political capital out of 
it. Sir, we are here as Representatives of the 
nation, Democratic as well as Republican; 
and when the Republicans undertake to say 
that the Democrats are opposed to the laborers 
of the country, I think they should be reminded 
that the history of the nation shows that the 
Democratic party is the natural protector of 
the laboring people. 

And, sir, permit me to say that the Repub- 
lican party of this country will be held ac- 
countable and responsible for the legislation 
during the last ten years. Who, I ask, gave 
fifty-three million acres of the public domain 
toa wealthy corporation during the last session 
of Congress? Who gave twenty-three thousand 
acres of the public lands to every mile of rail- 
road track from Duluth to Puget sound? The 


Republican party of this House and of this | 


nation took from the people fifty-three million 
acres of the land which we ought to have heid 


in trust for the poor workingmen of our coun- | 


try, and gave it to some ten or twelve wealthy 
gentlemen, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I see the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who intro- 
duced this bill paying attention to my remarks, 
and I propose to give him asum to figure out. 
Tell me, sir, the difference between the Gov-. 
ernment of the United States building the 
Northern Pacific railroad, and after building 
it making it a present to ten or twelve individ- 
uals, andthe same Government furnishing the 
same ten or twelve individuals with the means 
to build it, with a surplus of $25,000,000 re- 
maining. That is what the Republican party 
have done, and yet they tell us they are the 
friends of the laboring man! 

The honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


| FARNSWORTH] stated yesterday that the Repub- 
i lican party had done more for labor than any 


other party of the country. My dear sir, with 
all due deference to your distinguished ability 
and statesmanship, 1 beg most respectfully to 
differ from you; and 1 here allege that the 
republican party by their oppressive legislation 
during the last ten years have extracted more 
money from the toiling millions of this coun- 
try than the Demoeratic party did under the 
administrations of Van. Buren, Polk, Pierce, 
and Buchanan, and for twenty-five years pre 
In other words, I charge 
that the Republican party by their unwise 
legislation have extracted more money from 


the toiling millions of this country in ten years 
than the Democratic party did in a period of 
forty-one years. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman, as he has 
appealed to me personally, allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BIGGS. Certainly. , 

Mr. HOAR. Hashe not during all that time 
held that it was right to advocate the owning 
of the laboring man by the capitalists ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Ido not understand the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the gentleman whether, 
during all that time, he did not advocate the 
policy of the capitalists owning the working- 
men; in other words, holding slaves? 

Mr. BIGGS. Why, Mr. Speaker, so far as 
Iam concerned I have always advocated the 
interest of the laboring men of the country. I 
feel myself identified with the laboring men of 
the nation. And the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts perfectly well knows, if he will 
take and read the history of his own State, that 
New England was so vitally interested in the 
slave trade that the insisted upon carrying on 
the traffic in human flesh until the year 1808. 
He will find ample room for his benevolence 
there, where poor factory boys and girls, not 
fifteen years of age, are kept at work in the 
factories until the superintendent has had to 
throw water upon their faces to keep them 
awake, [Laughter.] Here, sir, is the testi- 
mony of one witness, reported by the Bureau 
of Statistics, from Massachusetts: 

“Testimony of an Overlooker of Seventeen Years’ 
Experience, Five in this Country and Twelve in Eng- 
land, ina Cotton- Mill.—W orked in England under tho 
ten-hour Jaw; is familiar with the systein of inspec- 
tion in England; has seen an inspector enter dis- 
guised as a laborer; he forbade any one leaving the 
room until after the inspection; found thirty or 
more children working contrary to law, for which 
the owner was fined. Now works eleven hours per 
day, except Saturday; thinks there are many chil- 
dren under fifteen years of age; according to the 
best of my knowledge, I believe there are one hun- 
dred and fifty under that age in the room in which 
I am employed; one, a girl, measuring four feet five 
inches high, weighing sixty-two pounds; another, 
about the same “height, weighing sixty-four and a 
half pounds; think they are about eleven years of 
age. These children are poor, emaciated, andsickly ; 
none of them have attended school during the past 
year. Six yearsago Lran night work trom six forty- 
five p. m. to six a. m., with forty-five minutes for 
meals, eatingin theroom. Thechildren were drowsy 
and sleepy; have known them to fall asleep stand- 
ing up at their work. Some of these children are 
now working in the mill, and appear to be under 
fifteen years of age. Ihave had to sprinkle water 
in their faces to arouse them, after having spoken 
to them till hoarse; this was done gently, without 
any intention of hurting them.” 

Let him go back to his own State of Massa- 
chusetts, and commence his reform there, and 
not come to the Congress of the United States 
and endeavor to make a little cheap capital for 
Massachusetts. Why, sir, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts knows the late Republican con- 
vention which he presided over in that State 
had to combine all the isms of that State in 
order to defeat General BurLer’s nomination 
for Governor, when General BUTLER was run- 
ning in the interest of the Workingmen’s party 
in that State. [Laughter. ] i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I can only account for it 
in this way. Slavery is dead. Massachusetts 
can no more hold up and persecute the southern 
slaveholder. Slavery has been ‘‘ wiped out,” 
and Massachusetts, so fond of meddling with 
other people’s business, cannot rest satisfied. 
There is a Workingmen’s party in Massachu- 
setts, and the gentleman fears their power in 
the next election. Hence the introduction of 
this bill. He cannot talk any more about the 
negro, and he wants to getup a little sympathy 
with thelaboring men of the country. The labor- 
ers of the country understand this. Al they 
desire, all they ask, is to be remunerated for 
their toil. They will cheerfully support a Gov- 
ernment economically administered; andif we 
would give them substantial relief let them have 
their salt, their coal, their sugar and coffee tree 
of taxation. If you want to regulate labor and 
capital go back to your own State of Massa- 


chusetts and set us an example there, and not 
excite the whole laboring population through- 
out the country by a bad exemple. by intro- 
ducing such a bill as this, which will result in 
no good to any save those who receive the 
$5,000 annually. 

Sir, it has not been very long since every 
negro in the country imagined he was to grow 


suddenly wealthy. Oh, they were to have forty 
acres of land and a mule, [laughter,] and 


every negro in the country, sir, was waiting 


for the forty acres and the mule to come. | 


[Renewed laughter.] And now, by intro- 


ducing sach a bill as that, you are endeavoring | 


to delude the laboring people of the country. 

Sir, I call upon the leader of the Republican 
party in this House, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to say whether we 
have not already got commissions enough. We 
have got here some forty committees; and what 
does this bill propose? That there shall be 
three commissionersappointed. And appointed 
by whom? By the President of the United 
States. And who is the President of the United 
States? A member of the Republican party. 
And I venture to say that you will hardly pass 
this bill until some scores, or perhaps hun- 
dreds of broken- winded Republicans will be 
down at the other end of the avenue beseech- 
ing him to give them the appointment; and 
I have no doubt a majority of them are too 
proud to beg and too lazy to work, yet over- 
flowing with loyalty and zealousy to serve their 
country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who pays these commis- 
sioners? Do members of Congress pay them? 
Do Presidents or Cabinet ministers pay them? 
No, sit, the people pay them. And I stand 
here in my place to-day in advocacy of the 
people’s rights, and especially of retrench- 
ment and reform, and an economical adminis- 
tration of the Government. 
clothing is taxed. Begin with your hat; a 
tax is laid even upon your hat-band, and on 
the leather inside your hat. Your coat, your 


pants, your boots, the very nails in your boots | 
And for what purpose taxed? | 


are taxed, 
For the purpose of raising four hundred 


million dollars of annual revenue from the | 
And | 
yet, with the appointment in the hands of the | 
President directly and indirectly of forty-two | 
thousand officers in this Government, you || 


hard labor and industry of the nation. 


want to make places for three more. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which, in my judg- | 


into this Chamber. 


that desire, not by theory, but by practice. 
When my friend from Obio [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
was reciting the articles used by the poor daily 
laborer he omitted to state that if the work 
ingman deposits in bank the result of his toil | 
the Republican party requires him to put a 


Republican ticket upon his own check before i 
he can draw out his own money. And yet we |! 


are told this is the party the poor man is to | 
look to for protection. Why, sir, such a search- j 
ing system of taxation never was introduced 


into any civilized nation upon the face of the || 


globe as the Republican party has introdneed | 
into the American nation. This morning I ' 


cut a piece out of a paper in which there isa || 


reference to an- examination of Robert Con- 
nolly, an English laborer, who came to Amer- | 
ica to inquire into the difference between the 
English and the American laborer. The ex- | 


tract is as follows: i 


“Iron in a country in which it may be shoveled 
from the surface of the ground into the mouth of | 
the furnace should be cheaper than in those in 
which it must, be raised from the bottom of mines 
hundreds of feet deep, yet iron in Glasgow costs 
fifteen dollars a 
ton. This difference in price is caused by the duty on 
iron which is needed neither for revenue nor pro- | 
tection, but is maintained by monopoly. 

“The workin f 
their trade associations, recently sent Mr. Robert | 
Connolly to this country to compare the condition of | 


tou, in New York thirty dollars a : 


See how your | 


| 

| 

| 

ment, ought never to have been introduced i 
If the gentleman from | 

Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who introduced it | 
desires to benefit the poor man let him show | 
i 

| The SPEAKER. They could not be enter- 
| tained. 


| 
| The SPEAKER. His proposition cannot | 


i The SPEAKER. Alltheseamendments are 


I l 

i The previous question was seconded and the 
$ 

4 


l Ohio, [Mr. Bixenam. ] 
l 
gwen of England, through one of |! 


í 

| , 
American workingmen with the English. He re- į; 
; turned and reported that American wages were i| 
higher than English wages, but that the latter af- | 
forded better support. The American laborer is; 
taxed on his food, fuel, clothing, and shelter doubly: |; 
taxed for Government, and taxed for monopoly. | The |; 
| British laborer is taxed onee, for Government. | 
Mr. Speaker. how much time have I left? i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time is i 
{| out and two minutes over. [Laughter. ] i 
Mr. BIGGS. Iam very much obliged to ; 
you, Mr. Speaker. J hope to bave an oppor- |) 
I tunity, before the session closes, of showin 
ij my appreciation of your kindness, on agai: 

obtaining the floor. 


| 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | 

H 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Gonna, | 


| its Secretary, informed the House that the: 
‘| Senate had passed, without amendment, bill 
of the House of the following titles: : 
| A bill (H. R. No. 487) making appropria- : 
|} tions for expenses that may be incurred under | 
‘| articles one to nine, inclusive, of the treat 
|! between the United States and Great Britain, 
concluded at Washington May 8, 1871; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 489) making appropriations 
for expenses incurred under articles twelve to 
| seventeen, inclusive, of the treaty between the 
| United States and Great Britain, concluded at 
| Washington May 8, 1871. 


i ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee i 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill |, 
of the following title ; when the Speaker signed || 
the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 459) for the construction | 
i| of a public building at Chicago, Ilinois. 


WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 


i| pointment of a commission on the subject of | 
the wages and hours of labor and the division | 
of profits between labor and capital in the | 
i| United States. 
| Mr. PERCE. 
|| question. 
| The SPEAKER. The pending motion is 
that of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Camp- | 
BELL, ] to recommit the bill with instructions. | 
Ifthe previous question is seconded and the | 
| main question ordered it will first be taken on 
| that motion, and will not exhaust itself until 
the third reading and engrossment of the bill. 
Mr. SLOCUM. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I wish to know what will 
become of the amendments to the bill that | 
were offered subsequently to the proposition | 
| of the gentleman from Ohio. 


I now move the previous 


It is not competent to entertain an | 
| amendment pending a motion to recommit 
the bill. 

Mr. SLOCUM. 


| 

If the gentleman’s proposi- 

tion is defeated, then what becomes of the |! 

amendments? | 

be reached till the previous question is seconded || 

If it is then defeated, no fur- |i 

ther amendment can be offered, because the | 

| previous question partly executed cannot be 

| reconsidered. 
i 


! and sustained. 


Mr. SLOCUM. And theamendments which || 
| have been offered subsequently to the motion 
| to recommit? 


cut out absolutely by the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPRELL. } 


i, Mr. PERCE. Irise to close the debate, 
| bat yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from | 


| 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's honr | 

| begins at twenty-one minutes of two o'clock. | 
F 

i 

i 


| Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, upon the 
| introduction of this bill my impressions were 


| no such inguiryis needful. 
| man knows, as was so aptly said by the honor- 


bill (H. R. No. 374) to provide for the ap- | b 


against it, because, in the first place, I sup- 
osed that the Committee on Education and 
Labor were fully empowered to make the 
investigation proposed by the bill: and because 
further I inferred, not so much from what is 


| contained in the text of the bill as from words 


that dropped in the discussion, that it con- 
templated legislation upon the wages of labor, 


| upon the hours of labor, upon the relations of 
‘ labor to capital, upon the distribution of the 


profits jointly acquired by labor and capital, 
and upon the social relations of the people of 
this country. 

I am glad to know, Mr, Speaker, that one 
of the gentlemen at least of the committee 
reporting the bill has publicly upon this floor 


i disclaimed any such purpose in the present- 


ation of the bill. and has disclaimed as well 
any such legislative power in the Congress of 
the United States. That being understood, 
the question resolves itself into this, whether 
it is wise for the House of Representatives to 
institute a searching inquiry into the educa- 


| tional, social, and sanitary condition of the 


laborers in this country, the wages of labor, 
the time eee tied in labor by the laboring 
population of the community, and the position, 


if you please. of the laboring population in 


the body-politic of the United States. Among 
intelligent American citizens, Mr. Speaker, 
Every intelligent 


able gentleman from New York [Mr. Siocus] 
on yesterday in the disenssion of this bill, 
that America is foremost of all the nations of 
the world to-day in its protection of all the 
interests of labor. Ithink right well, however, 
of the propriety of this inquiry for the pur- 
pose of allaying the discontent of certain per- 
sons who have recently fled to our shores from 
the oppression of the Old World, whether they 
e known by the name of ‘Internationals’ or 
the “Commune.” They come hither filled 
with recollections of the oppressions which in 
this age, as in past ages, have crushed out 
the hearts of the toiling millions under the 
despotisms of the Old World, and are, it would 
seem. ignorant of the fact that here in Amer- 
ica the Government of the United States was 
organized in the first instance by the laboring 
millions of this country, and from that hour 
to this bas been carried on and supported. 
administered and enforced in its wise and 
wholesome legislation by that mighty body- 
guard of human progress, the laboring people. 

Sir, it is pitiful to hear gentlemen talk 
of labor in America being oppressed. The 
millions, sir, who have swept away our forests 
and let in the sun upon the fertile earth from 
sea to sea, across this continent: who have 
hewed from the forest and the rock the mate- 
rial and built the habitations of the nation; 
who feed and clothe and shelter the whole liv- 
ing population of America, will laugh to scorn 
the utterances of any man on this floor, or else- 
where, who talks about the laboring masses of 
America being oppressed by American legis- 
lation! Sir, they are the architects of their own 
fortunes, the protectors of theirown rights, the 


| promoters of their own interests, and the makers 


of their own laws. They built our fabric of 
civil government. They enacted in the first ses- 


| sion of the First Congress under the Constitu- 


tion of the United States an act which ordained 
the total exclusion of the law of primogeniture 
througltout the publie domain. They had the 
wisdom by this legislation in the First Con- 
gress under the Constitution, represented by 
men who understood their wishes and had 


i 4 | respect for their wants, to improve upon the 
i main question was ordered. i 


old-time aystem of England by which the whole 
territory of the realm within the limits et Great 
Britain, under the direct operation of the law 
known as primogeniture, has been put in the 
hands of the few to the exclusion ef the many. 
Looking to their own interests, they took care 
in that. early legislation to abolish that law of 
primogeniture, which sooner or later England 
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must abolish, or primogeniture will abolish 
England, with its throne and scepter. Let 
those gentlemen who talk thus of the Ameri- 
can laborer learn alesson from this first legis- 
lation of Congress, which declared that Eng- 
land’s law of primogeniture was forever ex- 
cluded from the public domain of the United 
States, and in its stead provided the wise and 
comprehensive provision that throughout the 
public domain, when any person should die 
intestate seized of lands therein, the same 
should descend, share and share alike, to the 
children of his house, or his next of kin of 
equal blood. There stands the answer of 
America in one of her first acts of legislation 
to this babble about not caring for or looking 
after the interests of labor. 

Gentlemen also talk here of the tariff. 
Everybody knows that the need of just such 
tariff regulation in the interests of labor was 
one of the immediate producing causes of our 
national Revolution. ‘I'he gentleman, my col- 
league, (Mr. CAMPBELL, ] talks about the tax 
on the nail in his coffin. But forthe result of 
our Revolution and legislation the gentleman 
would not have been permitted to have a nail 
for his coffin unless he carried it three thou- 
saud miles across the sea and paid tribute 
upon it toa foreign country. The people hav- 
ing achieved their independence, very wisely 
proceeded in the First Congress, as we have 
seen, to legislate not only for their own inter- 
ests in the publie lands, and for their. equal 
distribution as far as possible, but to legislate 
in the interests of labor by declaring that it was 
needful for the protection as well as forthe de- 
velopment of American industry to impose 
duties upon foreign imports. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the gentlemen who 
have spoken in this debate seem to go back 
upon the record of America from the first Con- 
gress under the Constitution to this. What 
Administration, from Washington to Grant, 
ever dared to recommend in any message, by 
whatever party name he might be called, any 
repeal of this old-time system of American 
legislation? { know the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] and myself differ as to the 
extent to which this system should be carried ; 
but that is a difference only in degree, not in 
principle. 

My friend [Mr. Cox] told us on yesterday, 
to illustrate his argument, that you should 
have but three dollars per ton of duty upon 
pig iron, for example. Yet if you lay a duty 
at all, according to the logic of gentlemen 
you are legislating in the interest of capital 
and to the hurt of labor. There is no getting 
away from that. This logic of fact is too 
strong ‘for the glittering fence of rhetoric of 
any gentleman on this floor. The principle, 
the American principle of protection to Amer- 
ican industry, is adhered to so long as you 
impose any duty on imported foreign produc- 
tions in every case where like productions are 
produced in the United States. There is, there 
can be, no question about that. 

I stand for all judicious and needful reforms 
in the system, but I stand with the people 
against its abolition in the interests of. foreign 
capital and foreign production, to the damage 
of American capital and American produc- 
tion. 

Sir, I have no fears about the results of the 
proposed investigation. I am perfectly will- 
ing an investigation should be made. Let the 
whole record of America be made as clear as 
sunlight to the oppressed of other lands who 
have sought a shelter upon these shores, and 
they will come to understand, what intelligent 
Americans everywhere understand, that it is 
the pride and the boast of America that here 
for the first time, by the directintervention of 
law, has been secured a fair day’s wages for a 
fair day’s work. I stand by the old-time 
American system, whatever these deluded men, 
who are now for the first time in our midst, 
calling themselves International or Commune, 
may advocate. Our people are intelligent. 


| America, murmurs on account of all the sacri- 
fice and all the suffering that have fallen upon | 


Let this commission inquire on that point, as 
required by the bill, and the fact will be made 
to appear. The people of the United States 
know their rights, and, knowing, dare main- 
tain them. They are not oppressed, and they 
know it. 

Let this commission inquire, and let the fact 
be made to appear, that under the operations 
of this American system to which I have re- 
ferred, within the limits of my own State, 
for example, with about thirty-nine thousand 
square miles of territory, and not more than 
twenty-seven hundred thousand people, there 
are to-day more freeholders, more men who 
have a permanent stake in the soil, than there 
are in the island of Great Britain, with about 
eighty thousand square miles of territory and 
her twenty-seven million people. 

Sir, facts like these constitute the logic of the 
argument in the discussion of American affairs. 
Let the inquiry goon. When the commission 
comes to inquire as to the relations of labor 
in this country, let the answer go out to all 
the listening nations of the Old World, that the 
relations of labor in America are simply these: 
that labor is America, that Americais a nation 
of laborers; and let them, in the light of that 
utterance, understand the significance of the 
words in the text of our Constitution, that 
“ neither the United States, nor any State of 
this Union, shall grant any title of nobility.” 
Let them understand, in the light of the facts 
touching lebor in this country, that the only 
nobility tolerated or recognized in America 
under American law is that nobility which 
springs from the honest toil of brain, or heart, or 
hand. Let it be understood all over the world 
that the only nobleman to be recognized in 
America under American law is the man who 
finds out and faithfully performs his duty to him- 
self, his country, and bis race; who by his hon- 
est toil, if you please, makes a blade of grass 
grow where none grew before. Letit be under- 
stood that the great body of our people are of 
the nobility born of honest toil; that they are 
the men who cover your plains year by year 
with fields of golden grain, who clothe your 
mountains to their very summits with the pur- 
ple vine; that they are the men who unearth 
the immense mineral masses imbedded in your 
mountains, and, amid the darkness that broods 
over the blast of the furnace and the rolling of 
the wheel, mold them by the good hands of their 
genius into forms of strength, and use, and 
beauty. Let the investigation go on, and re- 
veal to the world the fact that the only con- 
dition possible to America in consonance with 
the Constitution of the United States is that 
just condition of things which assures the 
development of individualand collective man— 
the citizen and the State—and produces diver- 
sified labor with fair and just rewards. 

Finally, sir, let it be understood that Amer- 
ica, having broken every unjust fetter, imposed 
not by virtue of the national law, but by virtue 
of local State laws, has at last crowned the 
Republic with the greatness of justice in this, 
that it has secured by the combined power of 
all to the humblest citizen in the land all his 
rights of property and of person, including his 
right to work and his right to enjoy the fruits 
of his toil. An American citizen proud of 
my country and its laws, I challenge and 
demand investigation. 

As to what has been said here so hurriedly 
in the heat and excitement of debate about 
the enormous revenues collected from customs 
and by means of internal taxation, it is suffi- 
cient to say that they are a part of the price 
paid by our law-abiding people for the life of | 
the Republic. There is no man in the nation, 
to whatever party he belongs, who, if he has | 
a head to comprehend the great mission of 


this people within the last ten years,in pres- 
ence of the fact that for the sacrifice and the 


suffering he has a country redeomed, regen- 
erated, and made immortal among the nations į 


by the virtue and the valor of her people. Let 
the investigation go on. 

Mr. PERCE. {Í nowyield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state 
for the information of the House that, in ac- 
cordance with what I believe to be the general 
desire, I shall endeavor not to occupy the 
whole of the remainder of the hour, but after 
a short time shall call for a vote. I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 
SHANKS. 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Speaker, I am not one 
of those members who believe that the labor- 
ing men of this country are in sucha condition 
that they cannot correct the.evils that sur- 
round them. I am not one of those who be- 
lieve that the laboring men of this country are 
trodden under the feet of capitalists through 
the legislation of the country. ButifI didso 
believe, I would favor this bill as preparatory 
to an intelligent correction of the evil. I 
introduced the other day a bill for the purpose 
of collecting information which would determ- 
ine to the satisfaction of the American people 
the facts as to whether, such is the case. I 
have asked the adoption of that measure for 
the purpose of organizing a bureau which shall 
collect information from the whole people and 
from every part of the country, not only as to 
the wages which they receive for their labor, 
but definite information as to the amount of 
expenditures necessary for their support. I 
am desirous to know not only what the laborer 
receives for his labor, but to know the outlay 
that is imposed upon him for all those things 
that constitute his comfort and happiness. 

What the laborer receives is but half of the 
subject. What are his necessary expenses, is 
the other half of that question. In this free 
country the remedy is in the laborers’ hands, 
while in oppressive countries the power of 
self-protection is not with them. w 

It is shown that in England a population of 
18,700,000 persons have an annual product of 
£4,000,000,000, which is equal to about £58, 
or $292 to each person per year, if it were 
equally distributed, 

Yet it is further shown, eleven millions of 
that population only earn about £38, or $190 
each per annum, being about fifty cents per 
day, while 8,500 of the population of England 
receive £127,500,000, or an average of £15,000 
each per annum, equal to $960 each per weck, 
or $128 50 per day. 

If our laborers are in this comparative con- 
dition, a correction ig needed and demanded. 
If such a state of things existed here the 
safety of the nation would demand a cor- 
rection, and a correction is being worked in 
England. A republic could not stand with 
such a discrimination against the laborer. An 
intelligent people with the ballot in their hands 
would not submit to it, and should not. Then 
let us have the facts, that the people may see 
for themselves and act wisely and well. 

I do not believe that the condition of the 
laboring people in this country is at all com- 
parable to that; but I do say that the sur- 
roundings which are now gathering them- 
selves about our people will in course of time 
produce a similar state of affairs, unless 
the people apply the remedy now while they 
have it in their power; unless, in the exercise 
of their judgment and intelligence, they in- 
struct their Representatives so to legislate that 
such a state of things cannot come to pass. 
The people can only act wisely when the sub- 
ject is fully laid before them. Itis for tkat 
only that this bill is being pressed. 

Every man knows that the capitalist will 
aggrandize himself if he has an opportunity ; 


but he cannot do so to the oppression of the 


laborer if the people are awake to the respons- 
ibility that rests upon them, and the import- 
ance of the liberty they exercise in this eoun- 
try. When they know how to act they will do 
it. The whole object of this proposition, as [ 
understand, is to give the people such inform- 
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| 
ation as will enable them to determine the | 
facts for themselves, so that they may know 
whether the man who goes before them to pro- 
claim their wrongs speaks the truth, whether 
he speaks for them or for himself. They will 
by this means be enabled to speak for them 
selves, knowing that of which they speak. This 
investigation is not to determine results here ; 
it is to enable the people to determine results 
for themselves, and to direct legislation, here or | 
elsewhere. 

I incorporate as hart of my remarks the fol- 
lowing bill which I introduced Monday last, 
fally believing that ere long the Congress of 
the United States will be required by the 
people to pass sucha bill. I, for one, move 
now, that I may not be sleeping at my post of 
duty—a duty to me so clear and just to all the 
people: 


A bill (H. R. No. 371) establishing a bureau of labor, 
providing for the appointment of a commissioner 
therefor, and defining his duties, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of Americain Congress assem- 
bled, That there is hereby established a bureau, to i 
be under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and to be known as the bureau of labor. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be a commissioner of labor | 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice | 
and consent of the Senate, who shall be in charge | 
of the bureau of labor, and who shall receive the 
same compensation as now paid to the Commissioner 
of Agriculture. 

Sec. 3, That it shall be the duty of the commis- 
sioner of labor to collect. the necessary information 
and publish monthly reports, showing as definitely 
as possible the amount and character of wages paid | 
at the latest date to male and female employés in | 
every county and in every town orcity of fivehundred i! 
inhabitants or over throughout the United States | 
and Territories, and forservices on the high seasand | 
other navigable waters adjacent to or within the 
United States, (for services by the year, month, and 
day respectively,) and specifically designating, under 
separate and appropriate headings, the various kinds 
of labor for whieh the wages are paid, and whether 
paid by the United States or by any of the various 
corporations or companies operating under laws or 
charters of Congress or State, or other authority, 
or paid by individuals. 5 

Sec. 4. That it shall further be the duty of said |; 
commissioner of labor to show, in said reports, the |} 
cost of rents, fuel, and the articles of general use for | 
food and clothing, the amount of interest paid on H 
loans and other indebtedness, the rate of discount i 
charged by the banks, the amount of poll-tax, and |! 

| 
i 
| 
i 
f 
| 


the rate ner cent. of property tax paid in the sev- | 
eral localities, whether State, national, or local taxes: | 
(he rate per mile charged by railroads for passengers 
and for local and through freights respectively, and 
all such other information as may lead to a correct 
knowledge of the practical relations between capital 


and labor in the United States. 


I have this moment received the following | 
endorsement of the above bill, which I here | 
insert as a part of these remarks: | 


WASHINGTON, December 20, 1871. 

To the honorable members of the 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
I beg leave to represent that, in our opinion, 
bih 371, introduced by Mr. Saanxs, of Indiana, | 
entitled “A bill establishing a bureau of labor, | 
providing for the appointment of a commissioner j 
therefor, and defining his duties,” would meet the | 
approval of the association I have the honor to | 
represent, and therefore pray that any bill that may i} 
pass your honorable body beso amended as to contain | 
all the several sections of the bill above named. 
With great respect, &c., 

ALBERT E. REDSTONE, 
Deputy Grand Architect Ecumenical Order 

Inited Mechanics for the United Statea. 


i 
| 
Mr. HOAR. I yield one minute to the | 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stevensoy. ] | 
Mr. STEVENSON. Isend to the Clerk’s l 

| 

I 

| 

i 

| 


desk to be read a letter from a prominent | 
laboring man of Cincinnati, Ohio. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE TRox-Monpers’ INTERNATIONAL UNION, 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, December 17, 1871. 
Hon. Jos E. STEVENSON: 
You will confera favor on me by sending mea 
copy of and debate on the bill of Mr. Hoar, o 
Massachusetts, looking to the appointment ofa labor 


commission. The eyes of all the laboring classes are 
on the fate of that bill. ERS 


Yours, respectfully, WILLIAM SA 
FFIN 
President Iron-Molderg nterna ona LEAN, | 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, the letter which | 
has just been read is a fair specimen of those ` 
which from all paris of the country, from 
men interested in every form of labor, I have 


j 
i 
5 
i 
aa 
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i 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
} 
4 
| 
i 
i 
4 


: ascertainment of the fact. 


ii from Ohio. 


received during the past week. I desire to 


call the attention of the House to this fact: | 


members who may vote for the proposition of 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. CAMPBELL }—of 
course they will do so if it conforms to their 


judgment—must do it with the full knowledge | 


that it is an attack (and is known and read as 
such) upon the investigation which is asked by 
the classes whose special benefit it contem- 
plates. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
allow me a word? 

Mr. HOAR. For a question, or for what 
purpose does the gentleman want the floor? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. For a question. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman has already 
spoken for three quarters of an hour, and he 
must be very briet. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman will 
observe that I did not decline to yield to 
any gentleman on his side. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If my interruption is at 
all disagreeable to him, I will not take the 
floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not object at all to the 
gentleman’s interruption, but I ask him to be 


Will the gentleman 


il brief, 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I willbe brief. I have 
not introduced my amendment for the purpose 
of preventing any proper investigation. It 
was simply because I believed the Speaker of 
the House, and the Senate, ean organize a fairer 
and better commission, which would be freer 
from objection, than the President of the Uni- 
ted States. That is the reason for my amend- 
ment; and I should like to have the gentleman 


from Massachusetts explain to the House why | 
it is he believes the President of the United | 
| States can organize a better commission than 


this House and the Senate, through their Pre- 
siding Officers, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, two things are | 


to be accomplished by this investigation: first, 
a thorough and fair ascertainment of the fact; 
and second, the satisfaction of the country with 
the result as an honest, thorough, and fair 
The discovery of 
the fact and its acceptance as the fact both 


‘| are to be ascertained; but both are rendered 


impossible by the proposition of the gentleman 


with the onerous duties of legislation resting 
on the members of this House that they should 
make this investigation. They cannot make 
it consistently with the duties of any committee 
which may be appointed. 

In the next place, the members of this 
House have been selected by their constitu- 
ents as the representatives of the various polit 
ical parties in the districts from which they 
come. Those men who are not contained in 
the ranks of either of the great political parties 
of the country, those who are not contained 


in any political organization which has rep- | 


resentatives upon this floor—so far as they are 
concerned the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. CAMPBELL] means, when trans- 
lated, “provided, that in making this investiga- 
tion no member of the labor party however 
competent, no person not a Democrat or Re 

publican, however competent, shall have aplace 
onthatcomthission.’’ That is none the less the 
effect of the amendment, that he does not 
propose it with that objectin view. Of course 


I aecept his disclaimer as to his own personal il 


motives. Therefore, any person tbat votes for 
this proposition, as well as for the proposition 
of the gentleman from Illinois to amend it by 
substituting a bureau, votes to make it a par- 
tisan investigation. It cannot be otherwise. 


i It will be understood as belittling the prop- 


osition. 

Now, sir, the President of the United States, 
it is true, may, if he sees fit, nominate, and the 
Senate may confirm, three gentlemen of the 
class described by the gentleman from Dela- 
ware [ Mr. Bices] as “t broken-winded Repub- 
lican politicians.” If he does, he will have 


It is not possible consistently | 


i 
| courage I suppose we all agree; but there is 
one thing he dare not do, and that is to divert 
| this commission which is proposed by this bill 
| to any partisan or personal end. He is to 
| exercise the authority conferred on him in this 
| bill under the eyes of an anxious. expectant, 
| aroused seutiment of the laboriug classes of 
ithe American people. They say that they 
| desire light in regard to their condition. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman 
i think the President will appoint any Demo- 
| crat on that commission? 
$ me frankly. 

| Mr. HOAR. I think if uke President of 
ithe United States can find a Democrat with 
i the interest, with the capacity, with the desire 
ito make the investigation proposed, and I 
{ hope and believe he can, I think by all means 
he would be desirous of appointing him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Can the gentleman point 
out any Democrat whom the President has 
ever appointed ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think I should be 
interrupted with that kind of discussion. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, l havea word or two 


Let him answer 


| Delaware, [Mr. Bices.}] 1 should be sorry if 
| the question I put to him was construed by 
‘| him in any respect as a taunt. If it was, I will 
(| withdraw it. And I desire to say that I hone 
| never to be led in debate in this House, if I 
[| ever have been in the past, into an exchange 
| of crimination and recrimination in regard to 
` the character or the history of the diferent 
States of this Union. If in any American 
State anywhere there be an abuse, if in any 
American State labor, humanity, or morality 
be disgraced, it is the common disgrace of 
every American citizen. 

Something has been said in regard to the 
condition of the working classes of Massachu- 
setts. Did my friend from Delaware remem- 
ber, when he referred to that matter, that the 
fact which he stated, so far as it is a fact, was 
disclosed to public gaze by an investigation of 
precisely this character, ordered by the Repub- 
lican Legislature of Massachusetts itseif? It 
| was by the report of the Massachusetts bureau 
' of statistics of labor, made and created and 
sustained in office year after year by the Legis- 
lature of that State, that the abuses ander which 
the children of our laboring classes suffered 
were disclosed. And, sir, I could not find a 
i better argument. If a single girl or bey of 
|, fifteen years of age throughout the length and 
breadth of this Kepublic. instead of being in 
the common school, or in the bosom of the 
family, works in a factory until nature fails, 
| and water is thrown on the face, the expense 
| and cost of this commission will not be thrown 
| away if that one thing alone is disclosed and 
| held up in the face of day and remedied. We 
' inquired into the condition of the laboring 
; classes in Massachusetts. We found that the 
| children were worked in the factories. and we 
i 
{ 

l 
| 
i 
f 


put upon our statute-book a stringent law, 
| and appointed a special police to carry it into 
execution, which should bring every factory 
| owner, or factory agent tothe bar of the courts 
| as a felon who employed children over certain 
| hours, or without giving them an opportunity 
|! to attend the schools. 

Now I ask the gentleman from Delaware 
| (Mr. Bices] if that is not the best way, if the 
; establishment of common schools, if the com- 
pelling every child. poor or rich, to attend 
i them; if the establishment of a burean to 
acquire information about the condition of the 
poor, and acting upon that information, ix not 
a better way than it is not to have any common- 
school system, and then when the ignorant 
| man or the ignorant girl falls into crime put 
© him or her upon the pillory. or upon the whip- 
i ping post; I ask the gentleman which is the 
if best way? 


Mr. BIGGS. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| 
| 


it 


I will answer the gentleman 
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by saying that I give the State of Massachu- 
setts credit, and I think she did what was right 
and proper in establishing her bureau and pay- 
ing her bureau, instead of coming to the Con- 
gress of the United States and asking the 
Federal Congress to pass a bill to examine the 
social, educational, or sanitary condition of 
the people of this country. Such an investi- 
gation should be confined to the State. So far 
as the State of Delaware is concerned, and 
especially as regards the whipping-post, that 
is an institution which we ourselves to-day are 
proud of. It has only been established for 
felons, and scoundrels, and thieves, and rob- 
bers; and to the glory of the State be it said 
that no man has been caught back at it a sec- 
ond time after he has been once. properly 
whaled. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman says that no 
man has ever been whipped the second time. 
Will he tell me whether any woman has been 
whipped the second time? 

Mr. BIGGS. Not so far as I am able to 
say.. But Iray say that we bave had quite an 
emigration from the State of Delaware into 
the State of Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. I believe I must now go to the 
House upon the question. If the gentleman 
from Delaware or anybody else says that in a 
State of this Republie founded upon labor 
meu have been whipped once, and he cannot 
tell whether women have been whipped twice 
or not, and that he likes that way better than 
the Massachusetts method which I have de- 
scribed, and if any gentleman thinks that that 
is a matter for an exulting laugh or a sneer, he 
is welcome to his creed. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that I have nothing 
further to say, except this: this is simply a 
demand forlight. It isa demand for an invest- 
igation into the guestion whetber the legisla- 
tion of the General Government does in any 
respect operate injuriously upon the laborers 
of the country. Now, who is there here who 
dares to say that he will refuse to make that 
investigation which is demanded by all the 
organizations of labor, or making it, that he 
will refuse to make it by the ablest, the most 
impartial, and the most competent persons? 
Upon these two propositions I rest this bill. Tt 
isnot a little matter. It will require to the full 
two years for the work which the bill cuts out 
for the commission. It cannot be done at all 
consistently with the duties of members of Con- 
gress in either branch. {t cannot be done to 
the satisfaction of the great masses interested 
in the result by men, however well qualified or 
however able, who were elected as the repre- 
sentatives of political parties. I now call for 
a vote on the bill. 

The first question was upon the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. BurcHarp to the 
instructions submitted by Mr. Camppenn. 
Mr. CAMPBELL) moved to recommit the bill, 
with instructions to report the following: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring.) That a joint committee of five 
members of the House and members of the 
Senate be appointed, whose duty it shall be to invest- 
jgate the subject of the wages and hours of labor, 
and of the division of tho joint profits of labor and 
capital betwoen the laborer and capitalist, and the 
social, educational, and sanitary condition of the 
laboring classes of the United States, and how the 
same is affected by existing laws regulating com- 
merce, finance, and currency; and that said joint 
committee shall have power to send for persons and 


papers, to employ a clerk, and to report at any 
time. ` 


Mr. Burcuarp moved to amend the instruc- 
tions by substituting therefor the following : 
Thatit shall be the duty of the chief of the Bureau 


and upon the bearing and ind t 
of the United States regulating commerce, finance, 
and currency upon that welfare. 


The question was taken upon Mr. Burca- 
A9n Canna 9n Gree —Na 17. 
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aRp’s amendment; and there were—ayes 
eighty-one, noes not counted.: 

So the ameudment was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon recommitting 
the bill with the instructions as amended; and 
being put, there were—ayes 56, noes 71. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hoar and 
Mr. Van Trume were appointed. l 

Mr. HOAR. Does the pending motion give 
the committee power to report at any time ? 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Thon, of course, the vote for 
this motion is to kill the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
what the next question will be, provided this 
motion shall be lost? 

The SPEAKER. The House will then vote 
on the several pending amendments. There 
are four amendments which have been sub- 
mitted and are now pending. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 59, noes 60. 

Mr. BANKS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to ask a par- 
liamentary question. Will not the Committee 
on Education and Labor be able to report on 
the second call of committees when reached 
in its order? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair knowsnothing 
that can prevent the committee, when called, 
from ‘reporting. J 

Mr. BANKS. This is in the nature of 
debate, and I object to it. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Camr- 
BELL'S motion as amended; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 76, nays 101, not 
votiug 6l; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Barber, Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, Clarke, Co- 
mingo, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Davis, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Eldridge, Farnsworth, 
Forker,Getz.Golladay, Hancock, Handley, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, Mo- 
Grew, McIntyre, McNeely, Merrick, Mitchell, Nib- 
lack, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Price, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Sessions, Shobor, Slater, Slocum, Worth- 
ington ©. Smith, Stevens, Swann. Taffe, Terry, 
Van Trump, Voorhees, Waddell, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Willard, Winchester, Wood, and Young—76. 
_NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Archer, Banks, Barry, 
Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. 
Brooks, Buckley, Bufiinton, Burdett, Cobb, Coghlan, 
Conger, Cotton, Creely, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, 
Eames, Edwards, Finkelnhurg, Charles Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, 
Harmer, George E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazioton, John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, 
Houghton, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lyneb, Maynard, McCrary, 
McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, Isaac 0. 
Parker, Peck. Pendleton, Perce, Porter, Prindle, 
Rainey, EHis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Rusk, 
Scofield, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoe- 
maker. H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Steven- 
son. Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Thomas, Washington 
Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wake- 
man, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Washburn, 
Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—10l. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Averill, Barnum, Beck, 
Beveridge, James Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Rod- 
erick R. Butler, Carroll, Coburn, Darrall, De Large, 
Dickey, Dunnell. Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Henry D. Fos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Garrett, Hale, Hambleton, 
Hanks, Harper, Jobn T. Harris, Hays, Hooper, Kel- 
logg, Kendall, Lamison, Leach, McHenry, MeKin- 
ney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, Morey, Morgan, 
Morphis. Orr, Aaron E. Perry, Peters, Piatt, Poland, 
Potter, Randall, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shel- 
labarger, Sloss, Snapp, Starkweather, Strong, St. 
John. Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Vaughan, Warren, Whiteley, and Williams of 
New York—6l. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions 
was not agreed to. 


The next question was upon the amendment 


of Mr. KiLLINGER, to insert in. line five, after į 
| the word ‘“‘persons,”’ the words ‘‘of whom at | 


least one shall be practically identifed with 
the mining interests of the country.’ 

Mr. KILLINGER. Iask unanimous con- 
sent to modify that amendment by substituting 
‘laboring’? for‘! mining.” 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman de- 
sires one of the commissioners to have some- 
thing to do with the laboring men, only one 
of them. 

No objection wag made, and the amend- 
ment was modified accordingly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent to have the amendment so modified as 
to require that all three commissioners sball 
be identified with the laboring interests of tho 
country. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to that, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman ob- 
jects to these commissioners being ‘identified 
with the interests of labor. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As this com- 
mission is to investigate a supposed contest 
between capital and labor, there should bea 
fair hearing of both parties. But if the gen- 
tleman who bas charge of this bill does not 
object, I will not. 

Mr. HOAR. LI think I must object. 

Mr. PERCE. Would it be in order to ask 
to have read the amendment offered by the 
committee in connection with this amendment? 

The SPEAKER. it would, 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw my objection 
to the amendment proposed by the gentieman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworrn. ] 

Mr. KILLINGER. I renew it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think it is too la te. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must know 
that it is a very extraordinary thing to modify 
an amendment after the previous question has 
been ordered and partly executed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. IJ know the question 
has been begging for an objection all around 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give full 
opportunity for objection. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then Twill ask that 
two of the commissioners shall be identified 
with the labor interests of the country. 

Mr. PERCE. I object. ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then they are to 
have but one. 

Mr. PERCE. I ask that the amendment 
propored by me on behalf of the committee be 
read. 

The amendment was read, to strike out the 
words ‘‘from civil life’? in section one, and 
to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ who shall 
be selected from civil life solely with refer- 
ence to their character and capacity for an 
honest and impartial investigation, and.”’ 

Mr. PERCH. That amendment was in- 
tended to cover the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kruuincer.] I 
understood him to adopt it. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I never accepted it. T 
have no objection to have it go with mine. 

The amendment, as modified by Mr. Kire 
LINGER, was adopted. 


The next question was upon the amendment 
of Mr. KILLINGER, to limit the term of office 
of the commissioners to one year, instead of 
two years as proposed by the bill. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

The next question was upon the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Perce on behalf of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PERCE. 
amendment. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I object. 

Mr. HOAR. Lhope the gentleman will not 
withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be withdrawn, 
objection having been made. 

the amendment was agreed to. 

The next question wag upon the amendment 
moved by Mr. Cox, to add to the first section 
the following: as 

Provided, That said commissioners shall be ap- 
pointed irrespective of political or partisan consid- 
erations, and from civil life. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Isitin order 
to move the amendment | indicated yesterday, 


I ask leave to withdraw that 
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in regard to the payment of laborers by store 
orders? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order, pend- 
ing the operation of the previous question. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. ; 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that question I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken: and it was decided | 
in the afirmative—yeas 134, nays 36, not voling |; 


68; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Barry, Beatty, Bell, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks. Buckley, Budinton, Burdett,Cobb, 
Coghlan,Conger, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Dawes, Donnan, 
Dox, Duell, Eames, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles 


Foster, Frye, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, | 


Griffith. Haldeman, Hancock, Harmer, George E. 


Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazle- | 


ton, John W. Hazleton, Hereford, Herndon, Hib- 
bard, Iil, Hoar, Holman, Houghton, Kelley, Ketch- 
am, Killinger, King, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Marshal], Maynard, McClel- 
land, McCrary, McJunkin, McKee. MeNeely, Mer- 
eur, Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroc, 
Moore, Morphis, Negley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton. Perce, 
Eli Perry, Porter, Prindle, Rainey. Ellis H. Roberts, 
William R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, Sco- 
field, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, 
Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, John A. 
Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Voorhees, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls. Wasbburn, Wells, Wheeler. Whiteley, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M.Wilson, John £. Wil- 
son, and Wood~—134. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barber, Bird. Braxton, 
Bright, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, Clarke, Co- 
mingo. Conner, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, DaBose, 
Eldridge, Handley, John T. Harris, Kerr, Lewis, 
McCormick, McIntyre, Palmer, Peck, Price, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Sessions, 
Slater, Taffe, Terry, Whitthorne, Winchester, and 


oung—36, 

NOT VOTING—Meesrs, Ames, Averill, Barnum, 
Reck, Beveridge, Bigby. Biggs, James G. Blair, James 
Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Carroll, Coburn, Cotton, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, 
Dake, Dunnell, Edwards, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Wilde 
Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, flanks. Harper, Hooper, 
Kellogg, Kendali, Lamison, Leach, McGrew, Me- 
Henry, McKinney, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, Leonard 


ë 
A 


t 
r 


Myers, Orr, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Piatt, Poland, | 
Potter, Randall, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shellabarger, | 


Sloss, Wo i 
Strong, St. John, Sutherland, 


Williams of New York~—0s, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HOAR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed: and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 


had examined and found truly enrolled bills |} 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed | 


the same: 


An act (H. R. No. 487) making appropria- | 


tions for expenses that may be incurred under 


articles one to nine, inclusive, of the treaty | 


between ihe United States and Great Britain, 
concluded at Washington May 8, 1871; and 
_Anact (H. R. No. 489) making appropria- 
tions for expenses incurred under articles 
twelve to seventeen, inclusive, of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, 
concladed at Washington May 8, 1871. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

7 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. HERNDON, desires, on account 
of engagements in reference to the contest of 
his seat, to have leave of absence until March 
10, 1872. , 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. AMES obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers of Farnam 
Plummer, for loss of the brig Madeira. 


D. Foster. Garrett, | 


Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Starkweather, | 
§ st. John, § Dwight Townsend, | 
Purner, Tuthill, Vaughan, Warren, Willard, and | 


H 


| 


IMPROPER VOTING IN THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Rules be 
directed to inquire and report to this House whether 


any amendment of the rules is neccessary to prevent | 
any member or person from responding or voting ; 


when the names of absentees or other members are 
called: and aiso that they inquire and report whether 
any member of this House or other person has so 
voted or responded, and the remedy for such impro- 
priety. 

FORT BERTHOLD INDIAN AGENCY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in relation to the 
condition of the Indians of the Fort Berthold 
agency in Dakota Territory, together with an 
estimate for an appropriation of $40.000 for 
the support of certain Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REDEMPTION OF FIVE-TWENTY BONDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to 
resolution of the House of the 19th instant in 
relation to the amount redeemed of the twenty 
million dollars of five-twenty bonds; which 
was referred to the Commiitee of Ways and 


a 


! Means, and ordered to he printed, 


INDIAN SCHOOLS IN NEBRASKA. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 


laid before the House a communication from ` ; ` 
i Joseph M. Davis and 21 others, trustees of 


; the Citizens’ Savings Bank at Pall River, Mas- 
l sachusetts, praying for the repeal of tke tax 
on savings banks. 


the Secretary of the Interior in relation to an 
appropriation for schools and school bnild- 
ings for the benefit of the Saes and Foxes 
and other Indians in Nebraska; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, in relation to 
the claims of certain citizens for depreda- 


were members of the Potiawattomie tribe of 
Indians; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

INTERNAL REVENUE REPORT. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection. 
the resolution from the Senate in regard to 
printing the report of the Commissicner of 
Internal Revenue, will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

There was no objection, and the resolution 
was accordingly referred. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BARRY. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce and have passed at the present time 
a bill removing the political disabilities of 
certain personsin Mississippi. All the names 
included in the bill are those of men who have 
been elected to office. One of them has been 
elected to our State Legislature, and cannot 
take his seat unless his disabilities be removed. 


The majority of those named in the bill are | 
the | 


Democrats; have been elected upan 

Democratic ticket in the State of Mississippi. 
Mr. VAN TRUMP. I object. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION AT 8T. PETERSBURG. 
Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, pre- 


sented letters from the Secretary of State, i 


inclosing dispatches from the American min- 
ister at St. Petersburg in reference to the insuf- 


§ 


mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PRINTING OF A PETITION, 


Mr. SLATER. T ask unanimous consentto 


have printed the memorial of J. M, Swift and ; 


4 acted, 


i the cha 
he chosen, 


ciency of the salary of the secretary of legation | the desk a resolution which I ask 
at St. Petersburg, and of the American consuls | 


in Russia: which were referred to the Com- | 


T object. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the House 
adjourn. ; 

The SPEAKER. The House will meet to- 
morrow as in Committee of the Whole for 
debate only, no business whatever to be trans- 
The gentleman from Ilinois (Mr. 
Moore] will occupy the chair. 

The motion of Mr. Dawes was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at three o'clock and twenty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &e¢., were presenied 
undor the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petitions of David 
McClain and 27 others, of Columbiana county. 
Ohio, and of A. F. Matlack and 21 others, of 
Jefferson county, Ohio, all Union soldiers, 
vraying for the passage of acts granting bonnty 
BaP and equalizing bounties in money to the 
Union soldiers, sailors, and marines. in the 
war for the suppression of the rebellion. 


banks. ; 
Also, the petition of trustees of the Abington 


i savings banks, for the repeal of United States 
i tax on savings banks. 


By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The 


| petition of W. R. Smith, for relief. 


By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 


By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of daw 


‘students and others, asking the use of the law 


library of Congress hereafter until nine o'clock 


‘p.m. of each day, except Sunday. 


Also, the petition of the board of trustees of 
the schools for colored children in Wasbing- 


: ton and Georgetown, praying further legis- 
ae 

: . A e i lation. 

tions committed upon their property while they |: 


By Mr, EAMES: The petition of George 
F. Thorp, of Cumberland, Rhode Island, for 
an increase of pension. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Ira 
Buckman, jr., for relief. 

By Mr. ROGERS: The petition of Mrs. 
Susan A. Rogers and 125 others, against woman 
suffrage. 

Also, the petition of Julia Moffett, asking 
for arrears of pension, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, December 21, 1871. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P, New- 


: MAX, D., D. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

The Secrerary called the Senate to order 
and said: Senators, I am requested by the 
Vice President to read the following com- 
munication: 
View PRESIDENT'S CHAMDER, 

WASHINGTON, Deeember 31, 1801 

i: Please state tothe Senate, at open- 
ion to-day, that I shali be from 
ein order thata President prot 


_ DEAR S 
ing of it 


Respectfully, yours, 
) . SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
Hon. Grocer C. Gorua, 
Decrelary United States Senate, 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. Secretary, T send to 
to have 


i adopted. 


The Secrerary. The Senator from Massa- 


i chusetts offers the following resolution, and 
i asks for its present consideration : 


1871. 
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The Secretary. Mr. AnrHony will please 
take the chair. 

Mr. ANTHONY thereupon took the chair 
as President pro tempore. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iofferthisresolution, which 
I ask to have adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary wait upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States and inform him that the 
Senate has, in the absence of the Vice President, 
chosen Hon. Henry B. ANTHONY, & Senator from 
the State of Rhode Island, President of the Senate 
pro tempore; and that be make a similar communi- 
cation to the House of Representatives. 

Theresolution wasconsidered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 


read and approved. . 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KELLOGG presented the memorial of 
Samuel Jamison, of New Orleans, praying 
compensation for property taken possession 
of by order of Major General Butler while com- 
manding the military forces at New Orleans, 
Louisiana ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of 
George R. Naylor, a citizen of Quincy, Illi- 
nois, praying for relief on account of military 
services at Camp Quincy, Illinois; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
George F. Erwine and twenty-six other soldiers, 
of Jefferson county, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of an act granting them equalization of 
bounty. and bounty land; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have a petition signed 
by Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Isabella Beecher 
Hooker, Elizabeth S. Bladen, Olympia Brown, 
Susan B. Anthony,and Josephine S. Grifling, 
setting forth that women are citizens of the 
United States, and praying for the enactment 
of a law during the present session of Congress 
that shall protect them in the exercise of their 
right to vote, as they claim ; and they ask also 
in their own behalf and in behalf of others that 
they may be heard upon this memorial before 
the Senate and House of Representatives, set- 
ting forth that they are not represented in 
either branch of Congress, and that it is proper 
they should have an opportunity of being heard 
by the Senate and House in aid of the right 
which they claim in their petition. I move its 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 
Anna J. Lamberton, of Clinton county, New 
York, praying for arrears of pension on ac- 
count of the loss of her son in the service of 
the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, it 
was 
_ Ordered, That papers relating to the claim of J. 
R. D. Morrison, one of the gufferers by the raid on 
Washington in 1864, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case 
of Sarah Barry, of Tennessee, be taken from the 
fies of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom were referred 
House bill No. 774 and House bill No. 777, 
being simply two bills to establish certain post 
roads and nothing else, have instructed me to 
report them back without amendment, and to 
ask for their immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota asks unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the follow- 
ing bills—— 

Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better go 
through with the morning business first. As 
soon as that is disposed of, I shall have no 
objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - 


Objection | 


being made, the bills will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Sarah Sarvant, praying for arrears of pension, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to; and he sub- 
mitted an adverse -report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of John G. 
Wicks, late private company L, eighth New 
York artillery, praying that a pension may be 
granted to him, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed 
to; andhe submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I am instructed by the 


Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
a concurrent resolution from the House of 
Representatives yesterday for the printing of 
twenty-five thousand copies of the President's 
message in regard to civil service reform, and 
the accompanying documents, to report it back 
without amendment and recommend its pas- 
sage, and I ask for its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution : 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed twenty-five thousand copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents, relat- 
ing to civil service reform; fourteen thousand for the 
use of the House, seven thousand for the Senate, 
and four thousand for the Executive. 


The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Before that concurrent 
resolution came in yesterday the Senate had 
passed a resolution for the printing of a cer- 
tain number of the same document. I ask 
unanimous consent to reconsider that resolu- 
tion, and have it laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from California moves that the resolution 
passed yesterday by the Senate for the printing 
of the same document be rescinded. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I am instructed by the 
same committee to reporta resolution in favor 
of printing five hundred copies of the last-an- 
nual report of the Librarian of Congress, with 
proper paper covers, for the use of the Library. 
The cost will be very small, I am informed, 
not to exceed twenty dollars. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 


Ordered, That there be printed five hundred addi- 
tional copies of the annual report of the Librarian 
of Congress, for the use of the Library. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ONE TERM FOR PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, in pursu- 
ance of notice already given, I ask leave to 
introduce a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment of the Constitution confining the 
President to one term. In introducing this 
amendment I content myself with a brief 
remark. 

This is the era of civil service reform, and 
the President of the United States in formal 
message has already called our attention to the 
important subject and made recommendations 
with regard to it. It may be remembered that 
I hailed that message at once as it was read 
from the desk. 1forbore then to observe that 
I missed one recommendation, a very import- 
ant recommendation, without which all the 
other recommendations, I fear, may be futile. 
I missed a recommendation in conformity with 
the best precedents of our history and with the 
opinions of illustrious men, that the Coustita 
tion be amended so as to confine the President 
to one term. 

Sir, that is the initial point of civil service 
reform; that is the first stage in the great 
reform. The scheme of the President is the 
play of Hamlet without Hamlet. I propose 


by the amendment that I offer to see that 
Hamlet is brought into the play. Isend the 
resolution to the Chair. 

Leave was granted to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 4) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution confining the President to 
one term, which was read the first time by its 
title. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask my 
friend from Massachusetts if he proposes to 
postpone the play of Hamlet—civil service 
reform—until he canamend the Constitution 
of the United. States in this way? 

Mr. SUMNER. Notat all; but I propose 
to introduce Hamlet into the play. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the Senator will 
not have the play of civil service reform until 
he can get the Constitution amended. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senators par- 
don, I wish both and at once. The Senator 
knows full well that in order to bring about an 
amendment to the Constitution we must begin 
promptly. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take about six 
years to do it. 

Mr. SUMNER. So the Senator thinks. 
Six months ought to be enough. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ishould like to have that 
paper read for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint 
resolution will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment of the 
Constitution, confining the President to one term. 


Whereas for many years there has been an in- 
creasing conviction among the people without dis- 
tinction of party, that one wielding the vast patron- 
age of the President, should not be a candidate for 
reélection, und this conviction has found expression 
in the solemn warnings of illustrious citizens. and 
in repeated propositions for an amendment of the 
Constitution confining the President to one term; 

Whereas Andrew Jackson was so fully impressed 
by the peril to republican institutions from the temp- 
tations acting on a President, who wielding the vast 
patronage of his office, is a candidate for revlection, 
that, in his first annual message, he called atten- 
tion to it; that, in his second annual message, after 
setting forth the design of the Constitution “to 
securo the independence of each departmentof Gov- 
ernment and promote the healthful and equitable 
administration of allthetrusts which it has created,” 
ho did not hesitate to say, “the agent most likely to 
contravene this design of the Constitution is the 
Chief Magistrate,” and then proceeded to declare, 
“Tn order particularly, that this appointment may, 
as far as possible, be placed beyoud the reach of any 
improper influences: in order that he may approach 
the solemn responsibilities of the highest ofiice—the 
gift of a free people uncommitted to any other course 
than the strict line of constitutional duty; and that 
the securities for thisindependence may be rendered 
as strong asthe nature of power and the weakness of 
its possessor will admit, cannot too earn estly invite 
your attention to the propriety of promoting such 
amendments of the Constitution as will render bim 
ineligible after one term of service,” and then, 
again, in his third annual message, the same Pres- 
ident renewed this patriotic appeal ; eas 

Whereas William Henry Harrison, following in the 
footsteps of Andrew Jackson, felt it a primary duty, 
in accepting his nomination as President, to assert 
the One-Term principle in these explicit words: 
| “Among the principles proper to be adopted by an 
| Executive sincerely desiring to restorethe Adminis- 
tration to its original simplicity and purity, I decm 
the following of importance: first, to confine his 
i services to a single term;” and, then, in public 
speech during the canvass, which ended in bis elec- 
tion, declared, “‘{f the privilege of being President 
of the United States had been limited to one term, 
the incumbent would devote all his time to the pub- 
lic interest, and there would be no cause to misrule 
| the country,” and he concluded by pledging himself 
| “before Heaven and earth, if elected President of 
| the United States, to lay down at theendofthe term 
| faithfully, that high trust at the feet of the people 5” 
| Whereas Henry Clay, though differing much from 
| Andrew Jackson, united with him on the One-Term 
| principle, and publicly enforced it in a speech, June 
| 97, IS40, where, after asking for `“ a provision to ren- 
| der a person ineligible to the office of President of 
| the United States after a service of one term,” he 
i 
f 
1 


explained the necessity of the amendment by saying, 
“Much observation and deliberate reflection have 
satisfied me that too much of the time, the thoughts, 
and the exertions, of the incumbent, are occupied 
during the first term in securing his redlection. Tho 
fers: 7? and then, 
er 13,1842. while 

jects en- 


public business consequently su 
again, in a letter dated September 
| setting forth what he calls “principal obje 
| gaging the common desirt and common exer 
i the Whig party,” the same statesman specifics, 
amendment to the Constitution, limiting the incum- 


l 


| bent of the Presidential office to a singie term y 
| Whereas the Whig party in its National Conven- 


| tion at Baltimore, May 1, 184, nominated Henry 


ð 


’ 
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Clay as President, and Theodore Frelinghuysen as 
Vice President, with a platform where “‘a single 
term for the Presidency” is declared to be among 
“the great principles of the Whig party; principles 
inseparable from tho public honor and prosperity, 
to be maintained and advanced by the election of 
these candidates;” which declaration was echoed at 
an immoanse mesting in Monument square, addressed 
by Daniel Webster. where it was resolved that “the 
limitation of a President to a single term” was 
among the objects “for which the Whig party will 
unceasingly strive until their efforts are crowned 
with a signal and triumphant success p?” : 

Whereas in the same spirit and in harmony with 
these authorities, another statesman, Benjamin F 
Wade, at the close of his long service in the Senate, 
most earnestly urged an amendment.of the Consti- 
tution confining : 
his speech on that occasion, February 25, 1866, said, 
“The offering of this resolution is no new impulse 
of mine, for E have been an advocate of the principle 
contained in it for many years, and I have derived 
the strong impressions which I entertain on the sub- 
ject from a very careful observation of the workings 
of our Government during the period that I have 
been an observer of them. I believe it has been 
very rare that we have been able toelect a President 
of the United States who has not been tempted to 
use the vast powers intrusted to him according to 
his own opinions to advance his reélection;’” and 
then after exposing at length the necessity of this 
amendment, the veteran Senator further declared, 
“There are defects in the Constitution, and this is 
among the most glaring. All men have seen it, and 
now let us have the nerve, letus have the resolution 
to_come up and apply the remedy; | 

Whereas these testimonies, revealing intense and 
wide-spread convictions of the American people, 
are reinforeed by the friendly observations of De 
Tocqueville, the remarkable Frenchman, to whom 
our country is under such great and lasting obliga- 
tions in his famous work, on Democracy in America, 
where he seys, in words of singular clearness and 
force, “Intrigue and corruption are vices natural 
to elective Governments. But when the chief of the 
Government can be reélected, those vices extend 
indefinitely and compromise even the existence of 
the country. Whenasimple candidate seeks success 
by intrigue, his maneuvers can operate only over a 
circumscribed space, When on the contrary the chief 
of the Government himselfcnters the ranks of can- 
didates, he borrows for his own proper use the force 
of the Government. In the first case, it is one man 


` with his feeble means; in the second, it is the Gov- 


ernmentitself with its immense resources, which in- 
trigues and corrupts;” and then, again, the same 
great writer, who liad studied our country so closely, 
testifies: “Itis imnossible to consider the ordinary 
course of affairs in the United States without per- 
ceiving that the desireto be reglected dominates the 
thoughts of the President; that all the policy of his 
Administration teudsio this point; that his least 
moveinents are subordinated to this object; that in 
proportioa as the moment of crisis approaches, indi- 
vidual interest substitutes itself in hig mind for the 
general interest ;” 

_ Whereasali these concurring voices, where patriot- 
ism, cxperience, and reason bear testimony, have 
additional value. at a moment when the country is 
looking anxiously to a reform of the civil service 
for the plain reason, that the peril from the Chief 
Magistrate, so long as he is exposed to temptation, 
surpasses that from any other quarter, and thus the 
first stage in this much-desired reform is the One- 
Term principle, to the end that the President, who 
exercises the appointing power, reaching into all 
paris of the country and holding in subordination a 
multitudinous army of office-holders, shall be abso- 
Jutely without motive or inducement to employ it 
for any other purpose than the public good; 

And whereas the character of Republican Insti- 
tutions requires that the Chief Magistrate shall be 
above all suspicion of using the machinery of which 
he is the official head to promote his own personal 
aims: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senateand House of Represent- 


atives, Èe. That the following article is hereby pro- | 


posed „as an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States, and when ratified by the Legislatures 
of three fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes, as part of the Constitution ; 
to wit: 

ARTICLE —. 

Suc, 1. No person who has once held the office of 
Presidont of the United States shall be thereafter 
eligible to that office. 

Suc, 2. This amendment shall not take effect until 
after the 4th March, 1873, 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall not ask to-day for 
the second reading of the resolution. I ¢on- 
tent myself with asking that itbe printed. The 
Senate will observe that if adopted it is not to 
go into operation until after the 4th of March, 
1878. So itis certainly redeemed from any 
possible question arising from the partialities 
of any Senator for any candidate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts asks that the joint 
resolution be printed and lie on the table, 
That order will be entered. | 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator desire 
to have the resolution referred to any com- 
mittee? 


the President to one term, andin | 


i 
i 
i 
j 


| 


Mr, SUMNER. Not at present. It has 


had one reading to-day. 
MAIL CONTRACTS, 


Mr, KELLOGG. Task leave to introduce 
a bill without previous notice, and I crave the 
indulgence of the Senate while three or four 
sections of the bill are read, and I desire also 
to say a word of two in explanation of the 
provisions of the bill. They are very practi- 
cal, and require immediate attention. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 425) relating to 
proposals and contracts for the transportation 
of the mails, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I now desire to have the 
portion of the bill that I have marked read 
in extenso. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 1. Be it enacted, œe. That any person or per- 
sons bidding forthe transportation of the mails upon 
any ronte which may be advertised to be let. and 


receiving an award of the contract for such service, | 


who shall refuse or fail to‘enter into contract with 
the Postmaster General in due form and perform 
the service described in his or their bid or proposal, 
or whoshall withdraw, or attempt to withdraw, after 


the day appointed for the opening thereof, any bid į 


or proposal he or they may have made for such ser- 


viee, shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty | 


of a misdemeanor, and be punished by a fine not 
exceeding —— dollars, and by imprisonment not 
exceeding —— months, , 

SRC. 2. That no bidder for carrying the mails shall 
be released from his obligation under hbis bid -or 
proposal, nothwithstanding an award made to a 
lower bidder, until a contract for the designated ser- 
vice shali have been duly signed by such lower bid- 
der and accepted and ihe service entered upon and 
performed by the contractor to the satisfaction of 
the Postmaster Generai. 

Sec. 3. That the Postmaster General shall have 
power to reject bids for mail service which shall 
appear to him, upon due investigation, to be fraud- 
ulentor fictitious. 

Sec, 4. That after a regular bidder or contractor 
sball bave failed either to enter into contract, or to 
fulfill his contract when made, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall proceed to contracton the best obtainable 
terms with any responsible party, whether a bidder 
or not, for the performance of the service for the 
residue of the contract term, or any part thereof. 

Sec. 5. That the provision of the fourth section of 
the act of March 3, 1871, requiring certified checks 
or drafts to accompany bids, be so amended as to fix 
the amount of the certitied check or draft to accom- 
pany bids for service on each route at five per cent. 
of the last regular contract price per annum on said 
route where the contract price cxeceded 85,000. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I stated that that was a 


practical bill, and one that I thought required | 


immediate attention. It is intended to cor- 
rect an abuse that has obtained considerable 
magnitude, especially in the South. Every one 
knows that the war swept away all the mail 
service of the South. The reéstablishment of 
that service has been a work at once difficult 
and delicate. But, sir, in the southern States, 


| especially in the southwestern States, embrac- 


ing the State that I have the honor in part to 
represent, perhaps, to a greater extentthan any 
other State in the South, this difficulty has 
grown to be so formidable, the business is in 
the hands of parties who are so adroit, who 
have formed a combination so effective, as 
practically to set at defiance ail the require- 
ments and safeguards of the law, to defy the 
Post Office Department, and virtually compel 
the Postmaster General to give the mail ser- 
vice of those States to contractors who apply 
for it, not as contractors for a term of years 
under the old law of 1886, but for a few 
months, temporary service, at an exorbitant 
rice, . 


One is the contractor who really intends to 
arry the mail if he can get the award, and the 
other is the intermediary or middleman, the 
straw-bidder as he is sometimes termed, who 
puts his bid upon file, makes his application 
determined to procure the award simply be- 


cause it is below a paying figare, ao to speak, | 


f these two classes to plunder the Treasury. | 


i| the contractor to bay him out. 
poses to remove that difficulty. i 
I hope my friend from Minnesota, the chair- 
| man of the Post Office Committee, (Mr. Rax- 
sey,] will see that this measure is pressed 
to a speedy consummation, for it is very im- 
| portant to us at the South. Let me illustrate 
| the state of things it seeks to reach. Some- ` 
| what over a year ago, as is provided under the 
(| old law and as has been the practice for over 
|| thirty years, under the act of 1836, the Post 
i| master General advertised for mail service. at 
| considerable expense to the Government, The 
bids were opened in May and June last. On 
the 1st of July the awards were made, and the 
H result was that nine tenths of the bidders who 
' received contracts, when they were required to 
do the service, werein default. Then the Post 
master General was compelled to readvertise, 
and let out this mail service to temporary con- 
|| tractors at an exorbitant price. He appealed 
i| to the Attorney General, and the Attorney 
General decided that under the law of 1836 as it 
li existson the statute-book, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had no discretion in the premises, but 
lÍ was absolutely compelled and restricted to 
i; accept the lowest bidder or resort to tempo- 
rary service. The lowest bidder having been 
i| in default, he was compelled thus to resort to 
ii temporary service. He advertised again, as 
that was his only resource. On the lst of 
November, or thereabout, the bids were again 
opened, when it was found there were one 
hundred and ninety defauits, and only two 
of those awarded contracts were bona fide bid- 
ders, the rest were straw-bidders. He adver- 
A) 


This bill pro- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
$ 
i 
il tised under the law of Congress passed in 
| March, which provided what was supposed to be 
| a salutary and sufficient safeguard, that a cer- 
tified check of five per cent. of the amount pro- 
posed as compensation for carrying the mail, 
| where the amount was over $5,000, should be 
deposited with the bid as evidence of the good 
faith of the bidder; but the fact was shown 
| tobe that, with two or three exceptions, ali who 
imade propositions as straw-bidders put in 
i} their bids at a less amount than $5,000, thus 
|| avoiding that provision of the law. 
This temporary service expires on the 1st 

ii day of January, within a few days. Then the 

| Postmaster General must advertise again. 
There is no way of obviating this difficulty ex- 
cept by the passage of a bill with stringent 
requirements, like this or something similar ; 
first, make it a misdemeanor for any man to 
submit a proposition to perform the mail ser- 
vice unless he in good faith makes that pro- 
|| posal, and unless when the award is made to 
| him he carries it out in good faith; and sec- 

t 
H 


i 
| 


j 
$ 
i 


» 20 


| ond, give the Postmaster General the right, in 
| the event of a bid being manifestly frandulent 
| and fictitions, to rejectit and award the service 
l to any man who will carry the mail efficiently 
| and effectively and perform the service as it 
‘| ought to be performed, at the lowest possible 
| And 
|, more than that, the five per cent. that is to 
l; accompany the bid in a certified check of the 
; bidder, which the present law, passed in March 
last, provides shall be deposited where the 
mount of the bid is over $5,000, should not be 


|: price, whether he be a bidder or not. 


£ 
H 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
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$ 
i 
| 
| 
!| Offices and Post Roads. It should have been 
|! acted upon before, because this evil eanid have 
| been eradicated, and then this exorbitant and 
| temporary service would not bave been com- 
» pelled to be continued by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral alter the IstofJanary. Thua a leak of 
hundreds of thousands of dollars in five or six 


and then, having received the award, compel |} States alone could have been stoned, 


1871. 
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Sir, every mail brings me letters from all 
‘parts of the State that I represent, and from 
different States of the South, complaining bit- 
terly of the inefficiency of the mail service. I 
have just received a letter from the publisher 
of the New Orleans Times, one of the largest 
and most extensively circulated newspapers in 
the South, bitterly complaining of the hin- 
derance that his paper is subjected to by thelack 
of adequate mail facilities. Now the service is 
in the hands of adventurers and sharpers, who 
are plundering the Treasury. 

This condition of things is by no means the 
fault of the Postmaster General. He has done 
all he could to remedy these evils, and he 
recommended in hig recent report a remedy 
such as is proposed by this bill. 

Let this reform be inaugurated, and one 
decisiveand practical step will bave been taken 
in the direction that we all profess to desire so 
much to obtain. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LEASE OF SAMANA BAY. 

Mr. SUMNER. I offer a resolution of in- 
quiry addressed to the Committee of Retrench- 
ment, and as it is in my own handwriting, 
with the permission of the Chair, I will read it: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation j 


and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire if any 
moneys have been paid on account of any asserted 
lease of the bay of Samana to the United States, and 
if so, by whom, out of what fund, and to what 
amount ; also, if such moneys in any part have been 
paid oy private persons, then to report the names of 
such persons, with their business and inducement to 
this outlay, and if they are intorested in land grants 
or other speculations in the island of St. Domingo, 
and if there bas been any understanding on their 
part that such moneys should be refunded by the 
United States; also, to ascertain, the application of 
such moneys, and the agent in disbursing the same; 


with power to examine witnesses and send for per- 


sons and papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator ask for the present consideration of 
the resolution ? : 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido. 

Mr. CONKLING. Letus have it read from 
the desk. _ 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Massachusetts to amend that 
resolution where it speaks of ‘any under- 
standing on their part,” that is, on the part of 
persons who may have been supposed to pay 
the money. To cover the whole question, it 
ought to be whether there is any understand- 
ing at all on either side or both sides, if there 
is any fact on which to base it. Therefore I 
move to strike out in that clause the words 
‘on their part.” 

Mr. SUMNER, Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The res- 
olution will be so modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM ALABAMA. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I offer the 
following resolution : 


Resolved, That George Goldthwaite be permitted 
to take a seat in this body as a Senator from the 
State of Alabama upon taking the proper oath; and 
that the Committecon Privileges and Elections pro- 
ceed hereafter to consider the grounds on which his 
right to a seat is contested, and hereafter make 
report to the Senate thereon. 


Mr. President, I will make a brief statement, | 


as that is a matter of privilege, and ask the 
Senate to consider it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Tt is not a matter of 
privilege, I suggest, to consider it to-day. The 
Senator has a right to offer the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, I will ask unani- 
mous consent for its consideration; and when 
I have made my statement, I think there will 
be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Ohio asks unanimous consent that 


The Sen- | 


resolution submitted by him. 


| sage of this resolution, and lask that the Sen- 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 


Mr. CONKLING. I do not object to the 
Senator submitting any remarks, but I reserve 
my right to object afterward to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ifthe Senate will hear me 
five minutes, I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no objection to 
hearing the Senator, if afterward the right to 
object to the resolution is reserved. : 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. It will be 
remembered that at the last session the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections reported a 
resolution that George Goldthwaite and Foster 
Blodgett be permitted to take their seats in 
this body upon taking the proper oaths, and 
that the grounds of contest of their election 
be afterward considered by that committee 
and reported upon to the Senate. So far as 
Goldthwaite was concerned that report was 
unanimous on the part of the committee, as 
appears by the report itself, a copy of which I 
hold in my hand. It went upon the ground, 
which has been observed ever since this Gov- 
ernment was formed, that the certificate of 
election of a Senator was prima facie evidence 
of his right to a seat and sufficient until it 
was overthrown; that he was entitled on that 
prima facie case to his seat in the body, and 
if any one said he was not entitled to it the 
contestant was bound to overthrow that prima 
facie case by sufficient charges and suficient 
testimony, but that in the mean time the Sen- 
ator was entitled to his seat on his prima facte 
case. 

There was not, and there is not, as I had 
occasion to observe then, after a most careful, 
exainination of all the precedents, a single 
case in the whole history of this Government 
in which that rule has been departed from. 
It has been as universal as any rule could be. 
If it had not been fora motion which was then 
made, to strike out-the name of Foster Blod- 
gett, the resolution, { imagine, would have 
passed by the unanimous vote of the Senate. 
The Senate has now settled the question so far 
as Blodgett is concerned by seating Mr. Nor- 
woop, and that leaves the resolution reported 
by the committee applicable simply to Mr. 
Goldthwaite. I offer this resolution as an 
original resolution, simply because it is more 
convenient to do so than it is to make the 
amendments that would be necessary, a dozen, 
perhaps, in the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee at the last session and which applied to 
both cases. 

It will be observed that the resolution does 
not decide or profess to decide or intend to 
decide any question of contest of Mr. Gold- 
thwaite’s right toa seat. The committee report 
that his credentials are in proper form. They 
make a prima facie case, therefore, for his 
admission to his seat, and all grounds of con- 
test are reserved and remain to the Committee | 
on Privileges and Elections for investigation, 
for the hearing of proof, and for a report to 
the Senate, when the Senate can actupon them. 

Under these circumstances, I hope that the 
Senate will not keep the State of Alabama 
unrepresented in part anylonger. This being 
merely a resolation founded on a prima facie | 
case, what has been regarded and decided from 
the foundation of the Government to be a! 
prima facie ease, I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to the present consideration and pas- 


ate before deciding this matter will hear the 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections on the subject . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
chairman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from Ohio desire to reserve the right 


Ishould like to hear the 


to object to the present consideration of the 
resolution ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
Senator from Indiana, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator reserves the right to object, but does not 
exercise it now. 

Mr. MORTON. I will state that this ques- 
tion is not before the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections; it is before the Senate. There 
was a protest presented against Mr. Gold- 
thwaite at the last session, which I believe is 
before the Senate. It is perhaps right that 
I should state the attitude of the question as I 
understand it. 

That protest urged that some of the members 
of the Legislature by which Mr. Goldthwaite 
was chosen had been elected by fraud, per- 
haps by stuffing the ballot-boxes or by deter- 
ring persons from voting. Another allegation 
was that one member of the Legislature had 
taken his seat without having had a certifi- 
eate of election, and without having received 
a majority of the votes cast at the election. 
Another ground was, that several members of 
the Legislature, perhaps more than the num- 
ber that constituted Mr. Goldthwaite's major- 
ity, were under disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment. 

The committee reported the case as a prima 
facie case, for the action of the Senate, for him 
to take his seat until the question was decided. 
I know of nothing having been presented to 
the Senate since, and I believe nothing has 
been presented to the committee. My own 
views were these: that so far as the question 
of election of members of the Legislature by- 
fraud was coucerned, that was a matter to be 
determined by the Legislature itself, and that 
we could not go behind its decision upon the 
question. As to whether a member had been 
allowed to take his seat without having had a 
certificate of election and without having re- 
ecived a majority of the votes cast, that was 
also a question to be determined by the Legis- 
lature, and we could not go behind its decision. 
As to the question whether members of the 
Legislature were under disabilities imposed by 
the Constitrtion of the United States, I held 
that that was a question which this Senate had 
a right to inquire into. 

I belive my position upon that point was cor- 
rect, that if the members of a Legislature, or 
those composing the majority that electedahe 
Senator, had taken their seats in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, we have 
aright to go ipto that question, and that no 
man has aright to hold aseat in this body who 
is elected by the votes of persons who are hold- 
ing their seats in the Legislature in violation of 
the Constitution. Iwill furtherstate, in regard 
to that question, that there were no names given 
or specifications made of the persons who were 
holding seats in that Legislatare in violation of 
the fourteenth amendment. There was noth- 
ing presented upon that subject upon which the 
committee could act at the time, and so far 
as I know, nothing has ever been presented to 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Under the cirenmstances, 
I think this resolution ought to be referred to 
the committee. The chairman of the commit- 
tee says they have not had the matter before 
them. We certainly should have bad a report 
long ago from that committee about this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. THURMAN. If my colleague will 
allow me to interrapt him for a moment, I 
will say that this resolution is exactly the rés- 
olution reported by the committee, and if my 
colleague prefers it, I will move totake up the 
resolution reported by the commiitee and make 
the necessary amendments; but I thought it 
simpler to write ont the resolution and offer it: 
originally, just as it would be if the resolution’ 
reported by the committee were taken up and 
amended as it would have to be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not remember that 
this was the resolation of the commutice. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why, here it is; and I 
have copied itn totidem verbis, leaving out 


I do, until I hear the 
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the other case, reported unanimously by the | 
committee so far as Goldthwaite is concerned. ii 
L ask. nothing but what has been done twenty |! 
times in this body—allow a Senator to take |, 
his seat on his prima facie case, his creden- |; 
uals. No one can have forgotten the great | 
. ease of Potter and Robbins, where two Sen- | 
ators presented credentials at the very same | 
time, and the Senate decided that the Senator | 
whose election was earliest in date was prima 
facie entitled to his seat, and seated bim— | 
Judge Robbins. Then there was the Shields | 
case, and there are a dozen other cases that I j 
might refer to. In fact, as I stated at the last į 
session of the Senate, there is not one case to | 
the contrary. Ido hope the Senate will no 
depart from its usage. i 
Mr. HAMLIN. I was a member of the! 
Cou mittee on Privileges and Elections at the | 
time that resolution was reported, and, accord- 
ing to my recollection, the Senator from Ohio 
who has just taken his seat was decidedly and 
distinctly opposed to that resolution. 
Mr. THURMAN. Only so far as Blodgett | 
was concerned. i 
Mr. HAMLIN. Precisely. The Senator | 
was for admitting one and rejecting the other, | 
and I could not see why the rule should apply | 
to the one and not to the other. f 
Mr. THURMAN. Idid. fi 
Mr. HAMLIN. Now the case to which the | 
Senator did object having been determined, 
the Senator is willing that the other should |: 
come in. I favored that resolution as putting | 
them both upon the same ground. The Sen- |i 
ator from Ohio did not do so. He thought, I ii 
suppose, and in his own mind drew a distinc- } 
tion enough in the two cases to make a differ- : 
ence. I could not see any. I thought the 
objections to be urged against the admission ; 
of Blodgett to a seat on this floor were equally 
to be urged against the Senator from Alabama. 
' J could not see any difference then, and I do ; 
not see any now. ` 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
ought to be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
*Jeges and Elections, and unless that is done I 
ishall object to it. Iam perfectly willing that 4 
the matter should be considered and reported i: 
on the first day of the session after the holi- ‘| 
days, because I think it ought to be. : 
My objection to the admission of Mr. Gold- : 
thwaite was not stated by the Senator from In- 
diana. The allegation of the members elected 
to the Legislature was, that by organized force | 
and violeuce, extending over large regions of 
the State of Alabama, the local authority was 
subverted, and that no elections were held in : 
certain counties. That isa very different case | 
from an ordinary election fraud. Thatis acase | 
which ought to have been determined by testi- | 
mony taken before the committee of which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] | 
is chairman, If my colleague thinks it will ` 
promote the examination of this matter to re- |} 
for it to the committee, to act upon it during | 
the recess, I have no objection to that dispo- À 
sition of it: but otherwise I shall object to it. | 
Mr. THURMAN. I repeat I do not ask to | 
stop any investigation on this subject. My | 
resolution, in fact, instructs the committee to | 
go on and make the investigation; bat the 
question is, are you going to keep this Sen- ! 
ator, who has the proper credentials and a | 
prima facie case, out of his seat for years, as 
it would require perhaps years to make the | 
investigation suggested by my colleague? Are 
you going to deprive the State of Alabama of |: 
half of her representation for six or eight 
months, until you can take all the testimony 
about a general election in the State of Ala- ` 
bama, or are you going to follow the prece- 
dent set for forty years in this body, und admit | 
the Senator on his credentials, prima facie, to ` 
his seat? That is the whole question. 
If I had time I could answer the suggestion 
made by my friend from Maine, [Mr. Haw. | 
uin;] but I have rot time to do it. I hope 
that this resolution will be taken up and | 


I think this resolution | 


passed. it is a question of privilege, and I | 


think it is fairly entitled to be considered. 
hope my colleague will not insist on keeping 
a man out of his seat, and depriving a State of 


one half of its representation here, to go into | 


an investigation that may take months. Let the 
committee go on with the investigation. I do 
not think the people who are contesting this 
matter are very much in earnest about it, for 
they have never laid one particle of testimony 
before that committee, though they have had 
months in which to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to my colleague 


that the testimony has been taken already by | 


the committee of which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] is chairman; bat 
Tam perfectly willing that the whole matter 
shall be referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions and let them decide it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour 
of one o’clock having arrived, it becomes the 
duty of the Chair to call up the special order, 
which is the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being the amnesty bill. 


NEW YORK POST OFFICE DEFALCATION. 
Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 


favor of my colleague to allow me to present 


| a resolution which will not occupy a moment. 


I tried to do it during the morning hour, but 
the whole hour has been taken up by other 
matters. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If it does not create 
any discussion, I will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The res- 
olution wiil be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ressiced, That the Postmaster General be directed 


: to inform the Senate what persons were sureties on 
: the official bond of Mr. Norton, the late defaulting 
i: money-order clerk in 
| ifthe had given 
were sureties on the official bond of such other offi- | 


the New York city post otce, 
such bond, and if otherwise who 


cer as may have been responsible for the official con- 
duct of said Norton; the amount to which such 
sureties were severally bound, whether the ammount 
of the defalcation of said Norton has been repaid 


i into the Treasury. and if otherwise. what steps, if 
u any, have been taken to secure such repayment by 


suits against such sureties, or otherwise. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, aud agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePHersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
374) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission on the subject of the wages and hours of 
labor and the division of profits between labor 
acd capital in the United States; in which the 


; concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


POST ROADS. 


Mr. RAMSEY. Now I should like to have 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to dis- 
pose of the two post route bills which I reported 
this morning. They need not be read. They 
contain merely a recital of the post routes to 


= be created, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to be read. 

Mr. RAMSEY. They are House bills, and 
there is a great anxiety that they should pass 
before the spring letting, and unless they are 
passed now they will lose that advantage, 
They inelude roads on which service is much 
desired, and the bills should be acted upon at 


The Sen- 


; once, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ji ator from Minnesota asks the unanimous con- 


sent of the Seuate to consider at this time two 


| bills reported by him this morning for the 
: establishment of post roads. 


i 
RTS I shall not object if | 
© they do not give rise to any debate. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 777) to establish post 
roads. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i 


t 


Mr. RAMSEY. Now I ask the Senate to 
take up the other bill. i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, ag in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 774) to establish 
post roads. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. STEWART. With the permission of 
the Senator from South Carolina, I ask to 
have an order made for the withdrawal of 
certain papers. At a former Congress the 
petition and papers of Hiram C. Lillie, pray- 
ing for the passage of an act confirming to 
him a certain tract of land in California, were 
presented here and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. Among those papers 
were certain maps andother documents. The 
committee reported back the case, and recom- 
mended its indefinite postponement. Idonot 
see any impropriety in allowing the papers to 
be withdrawn, although I am not sufficiently 
advised as to whether they can be withdrawn 
after that kind of a report has been made. I 
should judge, from the appearance of the 
papers, that they would be valuable to him in 
the matter of his title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is com- 
petent for the Senate to give leave for the 
withdrawal of papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think copies ought to 
be taken if they are valuable papers. 1 have 
no objection to their being withdrawnif copies 
are retained. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let that be 


done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there 
be no objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nowlet us have the reg- 
ular order, or else the whole day will be taken 
up with other business. We shall have no 
time to consider the important subject of am- 


| nesty if we do not go on with it. 


Mr. CORBETT. I desire to present a bill 
for reference to the Committee on Finance. 
The Senator from South Carolina consents, I 
believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can readily believe 
that the Senator from South Carolina would 
be willing to consent to yield down to four 
o'clock, because that attains his object; but 
inasmuch as some of the rest of us may wish 
to proceed with the business in hand, I hope 
we shall do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reg- 
ular order being called for, it is now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a personal explanation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas rises toa personal explan- 
ation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I send to the Secretary's 
desk a copy of this morning’s Chronicle, and 
Task to have read the paragraph which I have 
marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“War Declared against Senatar Clayton.—Several 
prominent gentlemen from Arkansas are now here 
for the purpose of having Senator Cra ytox expelled 
from the United States Senate. They have filed with 
the Judiciary Committee affidavits of the secretary 
of State of Arkansas and others, charging Senator 
CLaytox with falsification of record in certifying 
that Joun Epwarps was elected Representative in 
Congress, when, according to record made at the Lime 
the certificate was given, Boles, his competitor, had 
been elected by twenty-one hundred majority. Tho 
Judiciary Committee has had two mectings on the 
case, and will resume consideration of itimmediately 
after the holiday recess, Several Senators are of 
opinion that if this and other charges brought against 
Senator CLAYTON prove to be true, he must be ex- 
pelled. He professes to be undisturbed about the 
matter, andsays he will come out allrigbtin the end. 


Mr, CLAYTON, Itis not my intention’ ab 
this time to go into the question whether war 
has been declared on any person; butas it is 
alleged in that article that an investigation bas 
heen going on fortwo days before the Judiciary 
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Committee touching the right of myself to 
occupy a seat in this body, I only desire to 
ask the chairman of that committee what 
information he has upon that subject? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There has been noth- 
ing of the kind before the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. This is the first I ever heard of anything 
of this character. The Senator from Arkansas 
is not on trial before that committee, nor has 
the committee had any meeting upon any such 
subject. I know nothing about it. It has not 
come to my knowledge. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is all I desire to say, 
Mr. President. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 380) for the removal.of legal and polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth article of amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Morton, which was to add an additional 
proviso to come in after the eleventh line of 
the first page of the bill, as follows: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be 
construed to relate back to or validate the election 
or appointment of any person to the position of 
Senator or Representative in Congress, or to any 
office, civil or military, under the United States. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 9 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 29 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, Cald- 
woll, Carpenter, Chandler,Clayton,Conkling,Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Tice; UTOE, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, and Win- 

om—28, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Coopor, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of Wost Virginia, 
Fenton, Merry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Robortson, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—-29. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Cole, Cragin, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Howe, Osborn, Patterson, Sprague, Stewart, Wilson, 
and Wright—165. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, my amend- 
ment is already on the table. I move it now 
as additional sections to the bill. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator desire to have the amendment re- 
ported again? 

Mr. SUMNER. It was read yesterday. 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. President, I rise to 
a question of order. It has been decided that 
an amendment which it would require a two- 
thirds vote to pass if it were an original bill 


cannot be offered to a bill that may be passed |: 


by a majority of the Senate, and that decision 
was made by the Vice President, I believe at 
the last session of Congress. I remember that 
it was made. I believe I made the point of 
_ order myself. I think the converse of it is 
true, that a bill which could be earried by a 
majority vote cannot be offered as an amend- 
ment to a bill that requires a two-thirds vote. 
The reason is substantially the same, that the 
number of Senators who can pass the two bills 
ig different in each case. I therefore make the 
point of order that the measure offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, being a measure 
which, if it stood by itself, could be passed 
by a majority vote of the Senate, cannot be 
offered as an amendment to a bill that requires 
two thirds of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. How, then, was the 
amendment just voted upon in order? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not think it was; 
but Í did not see fit to make the point. 

Mr. CONKLING. How would any amend- 
ment be in order? 

Mr. THURMAN. An amendment may be 
in order to the bill where it is germane to the 
subject of removing political disabilities. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know that debate is 
not in order; but, if the Senator from Ohio 


i the question at all. 
| the nature of the amendment. 


| is not in order to this bill. 


i a law by a majority vote. 


will allow me, I should like to suggest to him 
that if his point is that this amendment is not 
germane, that is a point wholly foreign to the 
one submitted to the Chair. If, however, his 
point is that a different measure of majority is 
necessary in the one case than in the other, then 
I submit to him that, if his point be good, the 
bill could not beamended at all, because I can 
conceive of no amendment to this bill which 
would not prevail as an amendment by a ma- 
jority vote ; whether the bill, as amended, could 
be consummated would depend upon whether 
two thirds voted for it; but I suggest to the 
Senator that, if the point he now submits is a 
good one, the bill as it comes to us must be 
treated like the laws of the Medes and Per- 
sians, cannot be amended at all, because the 


Chair cannot ascertain in advance whether 


two thirds will vote for an amendment or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is 
notin order until the judgment of the Chair 
has been rendered, and then it will be in order 
to take’ an appeal, which will be debatable. 
The Chair has no difficulty in overruling the 
point of order. In regard to resolutions of 
amendment to the Constitution, and in the ac- 
tion upon treaties, every question short of the 
final vote is decided by a majority. 

Mr. THURMAN. I appeal, if the Chair 
pleases. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The ques- 
tion is, “Shall the decision of the Chair stand 


i as the judgment of the Senate ?”’ 


Mr. THURMAN. I do not infringe that 
rule upon which the Chair bases its decision 
atall. In my opinion, that is a wholly differ- 
ent thing. Ido not deny that this bill may 
be amended by a majority vote. ‘That is not 
The question relates to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, 
then, misunderstood the point raised by the 
Senator. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
be amended by a majority vote. 


true. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the 
Senator then state his point of order ? 

Mr. THURMAN. have stated my point 
of order, that this amendment being a measure 
which, if it stood by itself, could pass by a 
majority vote of the Senate, is not an amend- 
ment that is germane to this bill and that can 
be attached to it, the bill itself requiring for its 
passage the votes of two thirds of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is, that this amend- 
ment is notin order. That is all. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
is my point. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair decides that 


I know that the bill may 
That is very 


it is. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well; I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Chair did not mis- 
understand the point. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not know; Imay be 
very thick-headed this morning; but I think the 


distinction is very clear between the decision |f 


of the Chair and the principle upon which it is 
placed and the ground upon which I make my 
pointof order. My point of order, stated in its 
simplest terms—and that is sufficient, without 
going into the ground of it, for I am not bound 
to state the ground of my peint of order in 
stating the point itself; my point is that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
That is a sufficient 
statement of the point of order; and now for 
the ground of it. The ground is, not that an 
amendment to this bill may not be made by a 
majority vote; but the ground is thatan amend- 
ment cannot be offered to this bill, which 
amendment, if it stood as an independent 
measure in the Senate, could pass and become 
That is my point. 

It has been decided, as I said before, that 


‘you cannot offer as an amendment toa bill 


which may pass by a majority vote an amend- 
ment which by itself would require two thirds 


It is not in order; that. 


to pass it. For instance, suppose that we had 
here an appropriation bill or any bill, and you 
were to move to that an amendment removing 
the disabilities of A B. That amendment 
would not be in order. It has been ruled not 
to be in order. Jt would not be in order, be- 
cause it would require two thirds to pass the 
bill if that amendment were in it. So in this 
ease the converse of it ought to be equally true, 
that an amendment whica if it were an inde- 
pendent measure could pass by a majority of 
the Senate, cannot be annexed to a bill which 
requires tivo thirds for its passage. The rule 
is the same in both cases, or substantially the 
same. I admit that there may be some differ- 
ence between the two cases, but substantially 
it is the same rule. 

Now, what is this bill? This is a bill under 
the fourteenth article of amendment to the 
Constitution. That fourteenth article of 
amendment provides that Congress may by a 
two-thirds vote of each House remove the dis- 
abilities imposed by that amendment. The 
bill, therefore, is limited to a single subject, 
the removal of disabilities. It is a special 
case, made special by the Constitution itself, 
which overrides all parliamentary law, I 
requires a two-thirds vote; and the bill must 
relate to that subject, and to that subject 
alone. It is under the fourteenth article of 
amendment, and must relate to that subject 
alone; it cannot relate to other subjects. You 
cannot tack toa bill to remove disabilities an 
appropriation bill, or a bill in regard to the | 
foreign relations of the country, or a bill in 
regard to the civil service of the country, ora 
bill to amend the practice of the courts of the 
country, or the like. You cannot do any such 
thing as that. The bill must be confined, 
under that article of amendment to the Con- 
stitution, to the subject of removing disabili- 
ties; and a measure which has no reiation at 
all to removing disabilities, wbich has nothing 
to do with the removal of disabilities, and 
which, if standing by itself, could be passed 
by a majority, isnot germane to the subject of 
the bill for the removal of disabilities, is not 
in order, because it is not germane to that 
subject, but is a measure that, standing by 
itself as an independent measure, could pass 
by a majority of the Senate. 

I therefore insist upon it that the decision 
of the Chair docs not touch the question. I 
know this bill may be amended by a majority 
vote ; but it cannot be amended by tacking to 
it a measure that is not at all germane to the 
removal of disabilities, that has nothing to do 
with the removal of disabilities, but that can 
pass as an independent measure by a majority 


vole. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not wish to take any 
part in this debate—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator from 
Kansas allow me to say merely one word as 
to the precedent? 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. In confirmation of the views 
expressed by the Senator from Qhio, I would say 
(and I believe it is proper that I should make 
reference to a decision in the other House of 
Congress on this subject, as a mere matier of 
precedent, ) that when a bill for the removal 
of disabilities was before the other House, I 
think a year ago, and a member from Massa- 
chusetts proposed to incorporate in it a pro- 
vision to release all officers acting under the 
authority of the Government of the United 
States for acts committed by them, whether 
ea officio or of their individual motion, that 
amendment was ruled out by the House, by 
the judgment of the Speaker sustained by the 
House, as being not germane to the bill, and 
out of order. ft was precisely of the same 
character as the amendment now offered by 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetis. 

Mr. CONKLING. That was under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think it was under the 
parliamentary rule that in the first place an 
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amendment shall be germane to the subject 
of the bill, and in the next place that it would 
require two thirds to pass the law, and the 
proposition contained in the amendment tacked 
to it could become a law by a simple majority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend 
from Delaware a question? Task him whether 
he states that to bea rule of parliamentary 
law? If he does, what does he think of what 
Mr. Jefferson in his Manual says on page 255 
of the book my friend basin hishand. There, 
treating of the subject of amendment, Mr. 
Jefferson states the rule to be precisely the 
opposite of that which I understand my friend 
stated to be the parliamentary law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Willmy friend from Ver- 
mont allow me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to be understood 
aright. I do not contend at all that you may 
not in ordinary cases offer an amendment 
that is not germane to the bill. ‘That may be 
one of the very means of killing a bill, accord- 
ing to parliamentary law. I admit you may 
offer the most absurd and incongruous pro- 
vision in the world, and have itadopted if you 
can, and thereby kill the bill. That is one of 
the modes of killing a bill, But what I insist 
upon is that this bill is sui generis, that it 
comes under the fourteenth article of amend- 
ment to the Constitution, and that to act in 
consistency with the spirit of that amendment 
this bill must be a billrelating to the removal 
of disabilities alone. Thatis my point, That 
constitutional provision overrides all parlia- 
mentary law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there is another 
reason why, if the Senate will reflect one 
moment, the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is clearly not in order. 

We are now acting upon a proposition to 
remove political disabilities. This proposi- 
tion passes by the vote of two thirds of each 
House of Congress; the President has noth- 
ing todo with it. ‘The bill proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts would have to be 
approved by the President of the United States 
to bea law. The Constitution of the United 
States vests Congress, without the approval 
of the President, with authority to remove 
political disabilities. I know it has been the 
practice to take these bills removing polit- 
ical disabilities to the President and have his 
signature; but it is nothing but a practice. 
Inadvertently Congress fell into that same 
mistake some years ago when an amendment 
was proposed to the Constitution of the United 
States. Senators will remember tbat the Con- 
stitution of the United States provides for its 
own amendment by the submission of a prop- 
osition to amend to the States, which must be 
passed by two thirds of both Houses. Inad- 
vertently, some years ago, when we passed 
the thirteenth constitutional amendment, it 
was taken by our Committee on Enrolled Bills 
to the President for hissignature. After that fact 
was ascertained, the matter was called up and 
the Senate passed a resolution expressing its 
opinion that propositions to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States, submitted to 
the respective States for their approval, need 
not have the signature of the President; that 
he had nothing to do with submitting amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States; 
and the amcndments which have since been sub- 
mitted to the various States of the Union and 
ratified and are now a part of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States have never had the 
President's approval; he has had nothing to 
do with them. And just so, sir, in regard to 
the removal of political disabilities. What is 
the language? 

“ But Congress may, by a vote of two thirds of each 
House, remove such disability.” 

Congress may do it; the President has noth- 
ing to do with it; and there is no necessity 
and no propriety in taking these bills for the 
removal of political disabilities to the Presi- 
dent for his signature. 


Now, the bill proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts cannot become a law without 
the signature of the President, or in ease he 
should veto the bill and send it back here, 
without being repassed by a two-thirds vote 
of each House; but this disability billis effect- 
ive, answers its purposes, accomplishes its 
objects the moment it has passed the two Houses 
of Congress, and the President has nothing to 
do with it. Now, suppose it has to be taken 
to the President for his signature and it should 
be sent back here with a veto, it may be said 
that two thirds would repass it; but you may 
not thengetthetwo thirds. The bill to remove 
political disabilities is not to be subjected to 
any such hazard as that. It has to have two 
thirds but once, and then it is effective. The 
distinction, it seems to me, is so clear that 
there ought not to be any question that an 
ordinary subject of legislation which requires 
the approval of the President of the United 
States, cannot be put upon this bili, and I put 
my vote upon that ground expressly. * 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The article of amend- 
ment which the Senator refers to reads: 

“But Congress may, by a vote of two thirds of 
each House, remove such disability.” 

Now, turning back to the legislative article 
we find: 

“Every bill which shall have passed the House 
of Representatives and the Senate sholl, before it 
becomes alaw, be presented to the President of the 
United States,” &e. 

The third clause of that section reads: 

*“ Every order, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives may be necessary (except on a question of 
adjournment) shall be presented to the President of 
the United States; and before the same shail take 
effect shall beapproved by him, or being disapproved 
by him, shall be repassed by two thirds,” &e. 

The fourteenth amendment does not stand 
as an original part of the Constitution; it is 
an amendment to the old Constitution, and the 
fourteenth article must be construed with the 
other articles of the Constitution. Now, Con- 
gress can remove this disability in only one of 
two ways: either by a bill, or by an order, res- 
olution, or vote requiring the concurrence of 
both Houses; and the Constitution is peremp- 
tory that in every such case, in the case of every 
bill and in the case of every order, resolution, 
or vate which requires the concurrence of both 
Houses, it shall be presented to the President 
for his approval. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the old argu- 
ment over again; but it so happens that we 
have a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States and the decision of both Houses 
of Congress adverse to the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 
the attention of the Congress of the United 
States when the first amendments were pro- 
posed to the Constitution of the United States, 
and it was then decided. The language is the 
same: 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose amend- 
ments to this Constitution.” 

Now, how does ‘‘the Congress’’ propose 
amendments to the Constitution? We passa 
resolution by a two-thirds vote in each House 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution, 
That is a resolution, according to the Senator 
| from Wisconsin, requiring the approval of the 
President. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator per- 
mit me to say a word? Not “according to the 
Senator from Wisconsin,’’ but according to the 
Constitution of the United States, which says 
that every resolution passed by both Houses 
shall be submitted to the President. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, “every resolu- 
tion;’’ but that relates to the ordinary legisla- 
tive proceedings of Congress, as the Supreme 
Court of the United States has said. The 
| question was raised when the first amendments 


This whole subject was brought to | 


i 


| docile at his feet. 


were proposed to the Constitution of the Uni. 
ted States, and the Senator from Wisconsin 
will carry his doctrine a little further. than he. 
means to do if he adheres to this view. . Sey. 
eral of our amendments to the Constitition 
of the United States neyer had the. signature 
of the President to them. in ae 
Mr. THURMAN. Neither the fourteetith 


| nor the fifteenth. . 


Mr. TRUMBULL. When the early amend- 
ments were proposed to the Constitution of 
the United States this question arose, and it 


‘was then decided, on discussion, that the pro- 


posal of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, which was authorized to 
be done by Congress, was not one of those 
bills, resolutions, or orders of Congress re- 
ferred to in the provision relating to the legis- 
lative proceedings of Congress at all; that it 
was entirely independent. Subsequently, a 
question arose in the Supreme Court of the 
United States as to the validity of the amend- 
ments which had been thus proposed by Con- 
gress and ratified by three fourths of the 
States; and the Supreme Court of the United 
States made very short work of it by deciding 
that the President of the United States had 
nothing to do with a resolution submitting 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States ; thai it was not one of those legislative 
proceedings referred to in another clause of 
the Constitution, which have to be submitted 
to the President for his approval. i 
Some few years ago, when the thirteenth 
amendment was proposed, the Senator’s col- 
league, who was then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, [Mr. Howg,] took. 
the resolution which passed Congress to the 


| President of the United States for his signa- 


ture. He signed it. It was discovered, and a 
resolution was introduced into the Senate, and 
adopted by a very decided vote, stating that the : 
signature of the President in that case having 
been inadvertently, obtained, was not to be 
deemed as an admission that his signature was 
necessary; and subsequently, when the later 


amendments to the Constitution of the United: : ` 


States were proposed, they were not submitted 
to the President, never had bis approval, nor 
was it ever thought to be necessary, 

Now, if the Senator from Wisconsin. can 
draw a distinction between the clause of the 
Constitution of the United States which re- 
quires that whenever two thirds of both Houses 
shall deem it necessary Congress shall propose 
amendments tothe Constitution and the clause 
which says Congress may, by a vote of. two 
thirds of each House, remove this disability, 
he can make a distinction where I cannot see 
that. any exists. If the Senator from Wis- 
consin is right, that every resolution and every 
order and every bill that passes Congress must 
be submitted to the President for his approval, 
then the two constitutional amendmeuts that 
have been last adopted are invalid. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator will allow . 
me to remark to him that as [ supposed | had 
to vote upon this question I wanted a little 
information; and i made the suggestion to 
him for the purpose of hearing what the point 
was and how it was to be disposed of. A dif 
ficulty occurring to my mind on which I did 
not intend to express and certainly did. not 
express any opinion of my own, I was calling 
for his opinion for my information. I desire, 
then, that the Senator should net select me as 
his opponent.and charge on me in this furious 
way when I asked him for information, siting 
[Laughier. | f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I beg the Senator's par- 
don; Į was stating what had been the history 
in regard to resolutions for the amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States; and 
if my manner was in any way unpleasant to 
wy friend from Wisconsin J exceedingly regret 
it. I shall be very happy if the Senator upon 
reflection shall see that a proposition to remove 


i disabilities, being one that by the Constitution 


itself is vested in Congress alone by & two- 
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thirds vote of each House, the bills which pass 
on this subject, not being of an ordinary legis- 
lative character, need not be submitted to the 
President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is not 
at all material jo the decision of this question 
whether or not my friend from Ilinois is right 
as to whether this bill when passed requires to 
have the signature of the President to make 
jtalaw. The pointis one of order, whether 
we can change a bill (for this certainly on the 
face of itis a bill) designed for one purpose, 
which requires a vote of two thirds, by adding 
to it something that does not require two 
thirds. Thatis all. Now, if you believe Jef- 
ferson’s Manual, and every Democrat ought to 
do that, if not every Republican, then you 
must believe that you can change this propo- 
sition into anything you please, because he 
declares that— 

“Amendments may be made so as totally to alter 
the nature of the proposition; and it is a way of get- 
ting rid of a proposition, by making it bear a senso 
different from whatit was intended by the movers, 
so that they vote against it themselves, A new bill 
may be ingrafted, by way of amendment, on the 
words * Be it enacted??? 

So that, according to Jefferson, and accord- 
ing to every other book on parliamentary law, 
whatever the nature of this bill may be now, 
whether it requires a unanimous vote, or two 
thirds, or a majority vote—because that is 
only the method of getting at the sense of the 
Sevate—you may turn it into any other pro- 
vision that you please by striking out every- 
thing except ‘be it enacted,” or ‘be it 
resolved,” or whatever the form of the open- 
ing proposition is, 

Now, the argument of my friend from Dela- 
ware—aud it would be potent against Jeffer- 
sun were it not for what Lam to read to him— 
is met by the fact that in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in order to change the parliament- 
ary law, they provide by express rule, being 
the forty-eighth rule of the House, what I will 
now read : 

“That no motionor proposition on a subject difer- 
ent from that under consideration shall beadmitted 
under color of amendment, and no bill or resolution 
shall at any time be amended by aunexing thereto 
or incorporating therewith any bill or resolution 
pending before the House.” 

Mr. BAYARD. The decision made by the 
House in the case that 1 mentioned was irre- 
spective of their own peculiar law, upon the 
special ground that that which would make the 
amendment the law would not make the bill 
to which in was tacked a law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we can refer to what 
occurred in the other House as authority with- 
out violating the rule, which we do violate alto- 
gether too much by referring to proceedings 
of the House- 

Mr, BAYARD. 
violation of the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. T do not say it is; Lonly 
speak of it under reserve, so that [ray not be 
thought to violate the rule. ‘That fact was 
used by the Speaker as e reason to show that 
the proposed amendment was not germane, 
and therefore that it fell within the imbibition 
ofthe rule. That was the point. It did not 
require any reason at all to be given to show 
that under the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives a proposition diiferent in its nature 
from that under consideration could not be 
received, because the rule is as plain as it can 
be. Then the point would be when this amend- 
ment was offered, is ita proposition different 
fromthe billunder consideration? The Speaker 
says no, fur the reason that one of thei is of 
a nature that requires a vote of two thirds and 
the other is not, which shows clearly that they 
are of a different nature in an essential sense. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do f understand the hon- 
orabie Senator to say that when the decision 
inthe House of Representatives on this sub- 
ject was made it was for the reason he has 
stated, that it was in conflict with the rule of 
that House? 


Ido not see that it is a 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. He makes the statement 
of his own knowledge, I presume, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I make very few 
statements of my own knowledge, because my 
life has been pretty short, and I usually speak 
from knowledge which I have gathered in one 
way and another, and out of books. What I 
mean to have my friend from Delaware under- 
stand is, not that I am speaking now of my 
personal recollection of precisely what reason 
the Speaker gave in terms; but I am taking 
the word of my friend, which with me is always 
verity, that the Speaker did say, in pronoun- 
cing that this amendment was not in order in 
the course of rendering that judgment, that 
one of these propositions required the vote of 
two thirds of the House, and the other did not. 
Now, what I add is, what I think must be 
obvious to every gentleman who has watched the 
parliamentary proceedings of the two Houses, 
that that was the opinion of the Speaker in 
pronouncing judgment on the point made under 
the forty-eighth rule that the amendment was 
not germane ; and as one of the reasons to show 
the House that his judgment was right he re- 
ferred to the fact that the nature of the two 
propositions was different. 

The House of Representatives have under- 
taken to reverse the parliamentary law of Jef- 
ferson by their own conventional rule of pro- 
ceeding, for their own purposes. The Senate of 


‘the United States, on the contrary, has under- 


taken to stand on the Manual, without any rule 
of prohibition of that kind, in order that the 
Senate might, if they chose, entirely upset a 
proposition, and ingraft upon it or substitute 
for it another of a totally different character ; 
and within the short space that I have occu- 
pied a place in this Chamber {Í think I do not 
say too much when I say that in more than 
a dozen instances has this very question of 
entirely changing the nature of a proposition 
or introducing into it another of an entirely 
different nature been raised, and it has always 
been ruled in the way that I name. That, to 
be sure, at this moment, does vot touch the 
point of my friend from Ohio, as to whether 
this is to be affected at all by the fact that two 
thirds are required to pass this bill. Where is 
the essential difference in that? Three fifths 
are required, I believe, by the constitution 
of the State of New York to pass a money bill. 
Am I not right? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certain money bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, would my friend 
from Ohio maintain that under the constitu- 
tion of a State which requiréd two thirds or 
three fifths to pass a particular class of bills 
that class of bills could not, under the princi- 
ples of parliamentary law, be amended, and 
be amended by interjecting into them, if a 
majority saw fit, any propositions which need 
not have required two thirds or three fifths; 
as, for instance, a limitation, by way of legis- 
lation, upon the method in which the money 
should be expended, or, as we often do, a dis- 
tinct proposition of legislation touching the 
management of the Department who are to 
expend the money in other respects. I am 
sure he cannot maintain that. 

But now my friend from Hlinois comes back 
to the charge upon tbe ground that in the 
legislative sense this is not a bill at all, and 
that we are only going through a-constitutional 
form of expressing our minds addressed to the 
people coudemned by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to a denial of certain legal and political 
rights, that they shall labor under that denial 
no longer; and that itis not an act of legis- 
lation at all; it is not an act of law. I do not 
think that would make any difference as to 
this point of order, if it were true; but is it 


true? Jet us see, because that is a point of | 


much more importance than the question 
whether this amendment can be voted upon 
on this bill or not, for I have no idea that the 
amendment will be adopted, and hence it is 


merely an abstract question which of course 
it is well enough to have settled. 

The fourteenth amendment provides in its 
third section that— 


_ “No person shall be 
in Congress,” * 
previously taken an oath,” 
“shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion 
against the same, or given aid or comfort to the 
enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of 
two thirds of each House removo such disability.” 

What is this disability which is imposed by 
the fundamental law of the land? Is it nota 
disability which is imposed by law anda law 
ofthe highest character? Isit not in the nature 
of a legislative condemnation, ora denial of 
rights, as a punishment for crime? So the 
Supreme Court have decided in the Missouri 
case, not as applied to this Constitution but to 
the constitution of Missouri. Therefore the 
object of this act, which we are now to pass, is 
to provide byalaw, which isthe supreme declar- 
ation of the sovereign power, that persons who 
do not now enjoy certain legal rights under the 
law may enjoy them. If thatis nota law in 
the philosophic and in the legalsense, I should 
be largely obliged to my honorable friend from 
Ohio to tell me what a law is. I have for a 
good while labored under the delusion, if in is 
a delusion, that giving by force of thesovercign 
power to a person rights that he did not before 
“possess was an act of law, just as much as de- 
priving him of rights which he did not before 
possess, either by the direct condemnation of 
the sovereign power, or through its courts or 
through whatever agency might be lawful aud 
constitutional, was also an act of the law. 

Now turn back where the word ‘Congress’? 
is mentioned, in the third section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution: 

“Now States may be admitted by the Congress 
into this Union.” 

That is an act very analogous to what is said 
about constitutional amendments; it is an act 
of purely political significance; it creates no 
private rights; it destroys no private rights; it 
is just as much an act of pure political signifi- 
cance and instance as a treaty is, It is ina 
certain sense a constitutional method of making 
a treaty of a peculiar kind, and it has in it no 
other element of law, when you use the term 
law in its municipal sense as applied to indi- 
viduals. Now, the honorable Senator from 
Illinois will not contend that a State can be 
admitted into this Union without the approval 
of the President to a bill for that purpose, 
although the President is not referred to. 
| ‘Then go tothe fourteenth amendment, and, as 
I said before, it declares in the same language 
and by the same description that the Congress 
may remove from persons under a certain 
legal disability that legal disability by a vote 
of two thirds. Is the point that you need not 
have a prestdential ora gubernatorial signature 
in a case where two thirds of the legislative 
bodies by their constitution have acted upon 
the matter? Are not the New York money 


Representative 
i who, having 


E 


a Senator or 
$ = * 


bills to be signed? Of conrse they are. No- 
| body ean make a point of that kind. There- 


fore the fact that two thirds of Congress, for 
the greater secufity of the Government against 
| treason, are to be called upon to express their 
assent before this restoration shall take place, 
does not change the legal nature of the res 
toration or the grounds upon which it may 
legally proceed at all. Jt only makes it s litle 
more difficult to pass a law which shail accon 
plish that object. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me 
just there to call his attention to another pro- 
vision of the Constitution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SUMNER. The great grant of powers 
to the Congress is in section eight, article one. 
and it begins: “The Congress shall have 
power to lay and collect taxes,” ‘fto borrow 

money,” ‘fto regulate commerce,’? “to de- 
_ clare war,” &c. ; aud so going on to the end. 


| But I take it that nobody has imagined that 


i: word which is-employed. here—of proposition 
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from these specific words, giving these great 
powers to the.Congress, the President was 
excluded, for this group concludes with the 
clause: 

st And:to make all laws which shall be necessary 
‘and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
“powers,” &c.. ; 

“Tt will be observed, therefore, that the lan- 
guage used with reference to this group of 
powers is precisely the same that is used in 
the constitutional amendment, ‘Congress 
shall have power.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend from 
Vermont allow: me to ask him a question for 
information ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. THURMAN. Has anybody said. that 
this bill if passed would not be a law? Ithas 
been said that it is not ordinary legislation; 
but if anybody has said that it would not be a 
law. if passed: I have not heard it. 

‘Mr, EDMUNDS. Then I take it we are 
trying. to pass a‘ law when we propose an 
amendment to the Constitution, and that is, 
exactly the point I want to reach. It is. pre- 
cisely one step, and I am much obliged to my 
friend for the concession, because it gets us 
one step toward a just solution of this ques- 
tion. 

We find, then, that instead of making a pro-- 
posal to the States, as we do when we propose 

- to'amend the Constitution—which has no effect 
except as a proposition—we are now making 
a Jaw which is final in itself. It is the last 
expression of the sovereign will under the forms 
of the Constitution, und there is the broad dis- 
tinction between the illustration of my friend 
from Illinois as to the necessity of the presi- 
dential. approval. of a proposition. to amend | 
the Constitution and the necessity of a pres: | 
idential approval to a law, as my friend from 
Ohio properly admits this to be, which is final || 
and effective in the last sense upon the rights. 
of the citizen, which weare now aboutto pass, | 
and if my friend will look at the decision of | 
the Supreme Court in the case to which he 
` referred, I think he will find that the theory 
then proceeded upon is iu precise accordance 
with the idea L have stated. H 

Mr. CONKLING. . Mr. President, I agree 
with the Senator from Vermont entirely in the 
argument he has been making, and he has 
anticipated what I intended: myself in some 
respects to say. I presume the case referred 
to is that of Hollingsworth e¢ al. vs. Virginia, 
the only case that occurs to me in which this 
point was raised. It was argued there that 
the amendment, the proposition to the States 
to amend the Constitution, not having been | 
submitted to the President and signed by him, | 
was not properly submitted. Now I want to 
read a single word of the argument, and what | 
the court said. This point was presented by 
Tilghman and Rawle on the one side, and 
answered by Attorney General Lee. He said, || 
arguendo: 

“ And the case of amendments is evidently a sub- | 
stantivo act, uncounected with the ordinary busi- |; 
ness of legislation, and not within the policy or 


torms of investing the President with a qualified 
negative on the acts and resolutions of Congress.” - | 


After that’ there is a note of interruption 
from the court: 

“ Chase, Justice, “There can surely be no necessity | 
to. answer ‘that, argument, The negative of the 
President applies only to the ordinary cases of legis- | 
lation. He has nothing to do with the proposition 
or adoption of amendments to the Constitution.” 


And the decision of the court, which is very | 
brief, simply announcesthe fact that the amend- i 
ment was properly adopted.. Anybody read- | 


ing this case will see that the distinction there 
was.the very one which the Senator from Ver- 
mont: bas. been pointing out, namely, that it! 
was a special, isolated act, not of legislation, | 
but of proposition—thé Senator uses the very | 


yy, Congress. to the States, and therefore that |! 


it is distinguishable from all these phrases, . 
some of which have been referred to, like the 
phrase ‘‘ Congress shall have power to grant 
letters of marque and reprisal ;’’ ‘ Congress 
shall have power to declare war.” All of those 
powers, as. I understand it, have always been 
held to pertain to legislation, and this has been 
distinguished from them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, as 
I was saying, (and I am obliged to my friend 
from New York for reading from that case) 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. With the per- 
mission of the Senator from Vermont I will 
ask him this question: suppose the proposi- 
tion before the Senate as reported by the com- 
mittee should be passed, would the President 
have any power to veto that proposition, and 
if he did veto it formally, would his veto have 
the least effect to arrest the operation o the 
proposition? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis precisely the prop- 
osition, Mr. President—and my friend has 
stated it a great deal betier than I could—that 
I am endeavoring to maintain. 

Now, we have it said by my honorable friend 
from Ohio, who takes this appeal (which, as 
I think, is a concession of the whole point) 
that this is a matter of legislation; for cer- 
tainly he and every gentleman who hears me 
will agree that legislation is by the very import 
of the ‘word making a law. He admits that 
this is alaw; itislegislation. It is legislation 
which, for the security of the Republic, was 
thought by the Constitution to require a larger 
assent in point of iadividual membership of 
the members of each House than other bills ; 
and that is all there is to it. 

Now, suppose this section had said ‘‘Congress 
may, by a majority vote of each House, do 
this,” would anybody maintain then that the 
Presidentneed not approve it? Of course the 
absence of the word ‘* majority’? would not 
change it in this case, for the reason that that 
is always implied. Or suppose, as my friend 
from New York [Mr. CONKLING] suggests to 
me, that the provision had simply said that 
t“ Congress may by a two-thirds vote’’ merely, 
without saying ‘of each House,” would it not 
then—— i 

Mr. CONKLING. 
vote shall be necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or, to change it in the 
other way, suppose it said that a two-thirds 
vote shall be necessary to the passage of an 
act, resolution, or order under this provision 
of the Constitution relieving these people of 
disabilities, would anybody contend in that 
ease that it wastnot an act which required the 
participation as well of the head of the Gov- 
ernment, representing the whole body of the 
people, as of each House of Congress? Cer- 
tainly nobody would. Suppose it had simply 
said, without providing how many members 
should vote either way on the question, ‘‘ but 
Congress may remove such disability,” would 
my friend from Ilinois contend that in such a 
case as that the signature of the President of 


No; that a two-thirds 


i the United States would not be necessary? 


Plainly he would not. Then, according to his 
theory, the fact that in order to secure the 
public against further treason the Constitution 
has provided that a larger number of mem- 
bers of each House should concur in making 
this law, as my friend from Ohio admits it to 
be, takes away from the security of the people 
that which was regarded as. its highest security 
under all the rest of the Constitution—the 
approval of the President of the United States. 

That is all I wish to say, Mr. President, 
except just this: I think this matter is so im- 
portant even for the safety of this bill, if it 
should be passed, as I have no doubt it will be, 
and all other bills of this character, that it 
should be understood, as the practice always 
has been, that the President must approve it, 
that I hope no friend of the bill will be tempted 


|| to vote against the decision of the Chair apon 


the ground that it may keep us until four 


o’clock. to dispose of it, instead of dispos- 
ing of it sooner if this amendment should be 
rejected. Itis a question of too much parlia- 
mentary importance to have our wishes upon 
this particular bill affect our vote upon this 
question of the procedure of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I think that the 
point of order made by the Senator from Ohio 
is properly taken, for this reason: the pro- 
ceeding which is sought to be amended isa 
special proceeding under a particular amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States. 
‘The reason upon which the honorable Senator 
makes his point of order is that the subject of 
the amendment is not germane to the original 
proposition. The amendment to the Constitu- 
tion does not authorize, but excludes, the 
maiter of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and I will illustrate 
it in this way: the Senator from Massachu- 
setts proposed a very important proposition of 
amendment to the Constitution this morning ; 
would the matter which he offered as an amend- 
ment to this bill be a proper amendment to 
his resolution to amend the Constitution if that 
resolution was before the Senate? Certainly 
not, because the Senate in proceeding to make 
propositions to amend the Constitution of the 
United States is executing a special power 
under a particular clause of the Constitution 
which authorizes Congress to propose amend- 
ments to the Constitution, and when the Sen- 
ate is proceeding under that power it is only 
such propositions as are germane to a proposi- 
tion to amend the Constitution that can be 
offered as amendments to an original propo- 
sition to amend the Constitution. 

If the honorable Senator’s proposition to 
amend the Constitution were now pending 
before the Senate, and some other Senator 
were to get up and offer as an amendment to 
his resolution proposing to amend the Con- 
stitution the ideatical proposition of the bill 
that is now pending before the Senate, that 
honorable Senator would be the first to object 
to its regularity, to its order; and in mak- 
ing the objection, I think he would occupy 
immovable ground. 

The principle is simply that in proceeding 
to propose amendments to the Constitution 
the general parliamentary law in relation to 
the mode of transacting business has no ap- 
plication at all. You cannot propose any 
proposition you please as an amendment toa 
proposition to propose an amendment to the 
Constitution. You must propose something 
germane to that proposition, and if your prop- 
osition of amendment is not germane, but is 
wholly alien and removed from it, it is not in 
order to offer it, because the Senate, in acting 
upon the subject of a proposed amendment of 
the Constitution, ig executing a limited, spe- 
cific power, and that power is confined to the 
subject of the proposed amendment of the 
Constitution, and nothing that is not strictly 
germane to that identical proposition can he 
offered as an amendment to the proposed res- 
lution offering to amend the Constitution. 

Now, sir, we are proceeding at the present 
time under a similar provision in the Consti- 
tution, the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment. Here it is: 


_ “ No person shall bo a Senator or Representative 
in Congress, or elector of President and Vice Presi- 
dent, or hold any office, civil or military, under the 
United States, or under any State, who having pre- 
viously taken an oath as a member of Congress, or 
as an officer of the United States, or asa member of 
any State Legislature, or as an executive or judicial 
officer of any State, to support the Constitution of 
the Uniled States, shall have engaged in insurrec- 
tion or rebellion against the same, or given aid or 
comfort to the enemies thoreof. But Congress may, 
by a vote of two thirds of cach House. remove such 
disability.” 


It is under that specific clause of the Con- 
stitution that we are now acting. We are act- 
ing upon an isolated subject, and that isolated 
subject upon which we are acting, and upon 
which we are authorized to act by this pro» 
vision of the Constitution, is simply and singly 
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to remove political disabilities. Anything that 
relates to the removal of disabilities, that is 
germane to the removal of disabilities, may be 
proposed as anamendment to the proposition, 


but no other subject can be attached to it. | 


Why?, Because the Senate has no power now 
to act upon any other subject; it is acting 
under this specifie clause of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution; it is acting 
upon the single, isolated subject of removing 
disabilities. That is the whole cognizance, the 
whole amount of the jurisdiction of the Senate 
in relation to the matter at this time; and the 
question of order made by the Senator from 
Ohio is that another and totally different sub- 
ject cannot be offered as an amendment to this 
porticular and isolated subject upou which 
alone we are authorized to act, and upon which 
alone we are acting. 

Sir, I think that the proposition is perfectly 
plain, perfectly clear. I maintain that the 
general parliamentary law does not apply at all 
to this case. Here is the parliamentary law 
for this particular case prescribed by the Cou- 
stitution itself, and it prescribes that two thirds 
of each House of Congress may remove the 
disability. “That is a special power vested in 
Congress alone, irrespective of and discon- 
nected from the presidential veto. If this bill 
is passed hy atwo-thirds majority of both Houses 
of Congress, I deny that the President can stay 
its effect and operation a single moment. He 
has no power to veto it. It is a subject vested 
in the cognizance and jurisdiction of Congress 
alone, not in a majority of Congress, not in 
Congress acting in its ordinary legislative 
capacity, but in its extraordinary capacity of 
acting under the authority of this particular 
clause upon the subject of removing disabili- 
ties alone, and requiring two thirds of beth 
Tlouses to make the removal; and whenever 
Congress has so acted, the law, if passed by 
two thirds of both Houses of Congress, irre- 
spective of the President, without being sub- 
mitted at all to his approval or to his disap- 
proval, becomes the constitutional law of 
the land under the effect of this clause of the 
fourteenth amendment. 

It goes instantly into operation, and the 
President has no power whatever by his veto 
to arrest it. If he were to veto it, his veto 
would be brutum fulmen; it would be an act 
which he would bave no power to perform, and 
it would have no effect, and if the question 
was made before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, I entertain no doubt that it 
would be decided, irrespective of his veto and 
in defiance of it, that the billor resolution re- 
moving the disabilities having passed by a 
constitutional majority of two thirds of both 
Houses, was the law of the land, and that his 
veto had nothing whatever to do with is. 

I think, Mr. President, that it is a very plain 
question, It is entirely analogous to the pro- 
ceeding of the two Houses in the matter of 
amending the Constitution of the United States. 
It is a subject vested exclusively in Congress, 
and when acted upon by the two Houses and 
by the majorities of the two Houses, which the 
Constitution requires, it is an accomplished 
fact upon the authority of Congress alone, 
requires no approval of the President of the 
United States, but would have full and com- 


plete effect, although he were to veto it, as a | 


proposed amendment to the Constitution would 
have full and complete effect. ‘The thirteenth 
amendment, for instance, was, as the honor- 
able Senator from Ilinois says, inadvertently 
submitted to President Lincola. He approved 


it; but if he had disapproved it, and had | 


attempted to veto that proposition to amend 
the Constitution, it would have had precisely 
the same validity and quite as much validity, 
notwithstanding his veto, as it had with his 
approval. M 

Mr. THURMAN. As I made this point of 
order it is perhaps proper that I should answer 
some of the objections that have becn made 
to it. If no other Senator desires to speak 


n i 
| upon it I will occupy the attention of the Senate 
. for a very brief space. 

|i Mr. CONKLING. Ifthe Senator wishes | 
_ to close the debate, I should like to say a word | 
upon the question now. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I give way. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say but a 
word, Mr. President. When this point of 
order, was submitted originally, it was submit- 
ted upon the ground that this particular bill, 
requiring a two-thirds vote, unlike the gen- 
erality of bills, it was out of order to amend | 
it bya proposition of the ordinary kind. That 
point was overruled by the Chair, and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio having appealed from the de- 
cision, I understand he enlarges it now as his 
objection stands, and he says now, if I appre- 
hend him aright, first, that the proposition is 
not germane. He does not allego that, he 
informs us, in the general and indefinite sense, 
but speaking in a special sense he says that the 
proposition is not germane, and then, if I un- 
derstand him aright, he adopts the suggestion 
made by another Senator, that this isa special, 
isolated, exclusive power; as I think he him- 
self expressed it, sui generis ; not controlled by 
the rules applicable to the general acts and 
doings of Congress. 

I differ entirely with the Senator on this 
proposition, if it be one, or upon these propo- 
| sitions, if they be two or three. In the first 
place, it cannot be, as the Senator from Ver- 
/ mont says, that if the constitution of a State 
| requires a three-fifths vote to pass a bill a 
| majority cannot amend it, or that provisions 
i which would be in order, without reference 
‘to the three-fifths rule, would be excluded 
| by that fact. Nor can it be in this body, as I 
| have learned to my cost, that because a propo- 
sition is not germane it is out of order; and I 
| do not go to the extent to which I understand 
i the Senator from Vermont to go in his iuter- 
| pretation of Jefferson's Manual. Ihavealways 
| cherished humbly, since I have been a member | 
of this body, the belicf that the practice of the 
Senate goes far beyond the parliamentary law. 
I understand the parliamentary law on this 
point to be this, and nothing more: that in 
order to destroy a proposition pending in a 
parliamentary body, it is in order to move an 
amendment totally repugnant to it, irrecon- 
cilable with it, which antidotes it, if I may so 
say, and turns it around and-makes it act in 
the opposite direction. I do not understand 
that that rule was ever intended to permit an 
appropriation bill, for example, to be amended 
after its title by patting in all sorts of things 
| totally irrelevant, totally misdescribed by the 
title of the bill. I think thereis a broad dis- 
tinction. However, it is not important here. 
The practice of the Senate is broader than my 
| understanding of the rule, and either under- | 
nding is broad enough to auswer this propo- 
on in that regard. 

But now, Mr. President, I wish to say a 
word about the l suggestion which the 
Senator from Kentucky has just enforced. He 
| says that if this were a proposition to amend | 
the Constitution it would not be in order to | 
ingeaft upon it ordinary legislation. Why | 
would not that be in order? Simply because, 
|as has been established by the precedents | 
lof the country, and as the Supreme Court 
‘has declared, that is not legislation at all. | 
I ‘Phat is what they say. The Senator from | 


i legislation. He inquires of the Senator from 
Vermont whether anybody has said that after | 


Ohio has taken pains to admit that this is | 


a 
a 


this bili is passed it will not be law, 
thereby meaning that nobody would have the ji 
|; boldness to contend that this would not bea 
l law. Very well. A law is the product of 
i legislation, and the only thing that brings 
| law into existence is Jegislation. Therefore, 
i here is an admiss:on (an unnecessary admis- 
| sion, because it must be obvious to every- 
{ 
| 


i 
| 
$ 


j 


body) that this bill and the act of consum- 


mating it is legislation. Now, the Senator; 
| from Kentucky takes a case where the act is | 


expressly not legislative, just like confirming a 
treaty or a presidential nomination; and I 
submit to that honorable Senator that his 
illustration would be just as convincing if he 
pat it to the Senate to say whether on the 
question of ratifying a treaty or confirming a 
nomination to office it would be in order to 
move a legislative amendment. 

Again, the Senator from Kentucky would 
convince us just as much if he would put this 
proposition: on a concurrent resolution to 
adjourn the two Houses would it be in order 
to move a legislative amendment? No; that 
is perfectly clear. Why? Because the con- 
current resolution is not legislative in charac- 
ter. That is the only reason, the only reason 
literally. A man might philosophize forever, 
and he never could enlarge that reason. It is 
allina nutshell. It is not legislative business, 
This is legislative business. That is the dis- 
tinction. Therefore, how do we gain anything 
by reasoning in a eircle, by saying, “If you 
admit that this is an isolated power of the 
Senate not legislative in character, then how 
can you say that this will bein order?!’ Why, 
of course you cannot, but the argument sub- 
mitted is what the logicians calla petitio prin- 
cipit; it begs the whole question in the prem- 
ises; and when you beg the premises, there is 
no answer to the conclusion. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘he Constitulion by its 
very words excepts that and makes it a sepa- 
rate proceeding. 

Mr. CONKLING. And so does the Con- 
stitution in words except a proposition to 
the States to amend the Constitution of the 
United States. That is the very point to 
which the Senator from Delaware, in his seat, 
now calls my attention. He says the Consti- 
tution by its terms, by its own vigor, makes a 
concurrent resolution of adjournment a sepa- 
rate and special proceeding. Certainly it 
does; and exactly so does it make that pro- 
ceeding by which the two Houses propose 
amendments to the organic law. It is not 
who say that, nor the Constitution alone which 
says that, but the precedents of all the depart- 
ments of the Government say it, and that de- 
partment which interprets the law, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, has said it in so 
many words. The Senator from Ohio has 
asked for the decision, and in the book which 
I have sent him occurs this suggestion—if T 
do not give equivalent language, he will cor- 
rect mc—made from the bench, interrupting, 
by one of the justices: ‘‘It has nothing to do 
with ordinary legislative business,” 

The honorable Senator from Ohio, as I have 
once said, has assisted me in the argument by 
admitting that this is to be a law. That is an 
admission, only in other words, that itis legis- 
lative. Now, let me ask the Senate what this 
argument would lead to? If I understand the 
argument, it is that by the Constitution in its 
phrase, ‘‘Congress may by a vote of two thirds 
of each House remove such disabilities,” this 
act and all such acts are oxcepted out of the 
ordinary forms of legislation and planted upon 
a pedestal of their own. Will any Senator tell 
me, if that be true, what business in this bill 
bave the provisions which are here now? 
Why, sir, if that be the law and the arguinent, 
it must be that Congress under this special 
provision, acting in and of itself, without refer- 
ence to the Exeecntive, may answer yes or no 
upon the question of removing disabilities 
from some one or all of these disqualified per- 
sons. 4 

If that be the argument, certainly under that 
power Congress can go no further than that; 
and by what argument is it that there may be 
imported into this bill unnecessary, different, 
additional dissimilar provisions? They are, 
for example, that the parties to be benefited 
by this bill shall do so and thus; that they shall 
perform such and such conditions, just as broad 
a power implied there, the Senate will see, as 
if any other conditions were annexed to this 
bill, as if it was fixed to take effect at a future 


268 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 21, 


day; as if a commission were established to 
inquire and ascertain whetherany of these men 
had starved prisoners to death in prison-pens 
during the war; just as if movements were set 
on foot to ascertain any state of facts in order 
to discriminate. Is that, too, within this special 
power which says that Congress by a two-thirds 
vote may relieve these men, and which is argued 
now to mean that they are not to do it by law, 
but by a power special and defined like a reso- 
lution of adjournment or a proposition of 
constitutional amendment? 

Of course, if that is the meaning of this, not 
only should provisions now in this bill be 
eliminated, not only should it be confined to 
the simple assertion of that power, toa simple 
vote relieving disabilities, but every possible 
amendment, every safeguard, every addition 


- to that, whether in the bill or not, would obvi- | 


ously cross the line and appeal to general 
legislative powers, and require the signature 
of the President, and theretore be ont of order 
by the same reason. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Will the Sen- 
ator permit me to ask him a question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Suppose this 


amendment is voted down, and the simple | 


proposition as it came from the committee is 
passed, and in that form is passed by two- 
thirds of the members of both Houses of Con- 
gress acting upon the subject, would the 
President have any powers to assertthe prop- 
osition or its effect by his veto ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no doubt what- 
ever about it as a matter of law. The ques- 
tion as a matter of fact would be very likely to 
answer itself, because a bill which requires a 
two-thirds vote and receives it has already 
demonstrated its power to override a veto, 
just as a three-fifths bill in the State Legis- 
ature usually is not very much impeded in 
fact and in history by incurring an executive 
veto; but as matter of law—and, of course, 
it is in that sense the Senator puts the ques- 
tion—I have no doubt whatever about it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. With the Sen- 
ator’s permission E will put one other question. 
Suppose that the proposition which the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts presented 
to the Senatethis morning should be submitted 
to the two Houses of Congress and should 
pass the two Houses by a two-thirds vote, as 

e wrote it down, would the President’s veto 
upon that resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution have any effect to arrest its 
force? 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
will allow me to answer his question by another. 
Suppose the concurrent resolution to pass over 
the holidays in vacation had been carried to 
the President and he had refused to sign it, 
does my honorable friend think that circum- 
stance would have defeated the resolution? 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Ifthe honorable | 


Senator will present the same question to me 
that I did to him F will give him a categorical 
auswer, 

Mr. CONKLING. I see that the honorable 
Senator docs not wish to commit himself upon 
a somewhat complicated proposition like that; 
and therefore I will not press my question. I 
was about. to say to him, however, in allre- 
spect, that in my judgment he might just as 
well submit to me the proposition which I have 
now submitted to him as to submit the propo- 
sition he has submitted. Why? He picks out 
an exceptional case, a case which by the Con- 
stitation does not pertain to the legislative 
powers of Congress. He selects a case which 
the Supreme Court and every other depart- 


ment of the Government have said does not | 


fall within those provisions applicable to the 
legislative doings of Congress; and having 
selected that case, the Senator puts to me the 
question whether F think a veto of the Presi- 
dent would have anything to do with it. I 
answer him “no,” and I make that answer for 
reasons no greater and no plainer in my ap- 


H 
H 


| other power that we exert is derived from the 


prehension than those which pertain to a res- | 
olution of adjournment. to the ratification of a || 
treaty, or to the confirmation of an executive į 
appointment, for I think the Senator might as | 
wellask me whether if we should ratily a treaty | 
here or confirm an appointment and the Pres- 
ident should veto it, that veto would defeat it. 
I should answer him ‘‘no”’ allthetime for the | 
same reason, that it is not legislative. But | 
when the Senator shall pat to me any case of | 
an act of Congress legislative in character, | 
then I will answer him as I answer him now, į 
that manifestly in my opinion the veto power | 
is applicable to that as much as to any other || 
legislative instance which bis ingenuity could 
suggest. | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
F 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Ifthe honorable ! 


Senator will allow me, I will put an inquiry to 
bim. 

Mr. CONKLING. I give way. Iam glad | 
to be interrupted. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentacky. My position is 
thatin this matter Congress is proceeding under | 
a particular specified power not in the line of || 
its ordinary legislation, trenchingin truth upon || 
the executive power of pardon, or tending in | 
that direction, at any rate. My position far- | 
thermore is that Congress, in acting upon that : 
subject, must restrict itselfto the subject which | 
the section in the constitutional amendment | 

as confided to its jurisdiction. I will illus- | 
trate it in this way: suppose that to carry into | 
effect this section of the fourteenth amendment 
the two propositions had been combined, the 
proposition of the original bill and the propo- 
sition of the amendment, that would have 
been an incongruity ; they could not have been 
combined at all, in my judgment. Therefore, 
when Congress takes up the subject the ori- 
ginal proposition of Congress must be restricted 
to the subject-matter over which the clause of 
the Constitution gives it a special jurisdiction, 
and you cannot extend this power or this limit 
of action of the Constitution to a subsequent 
amendment. You cannot make a proposition 
to amend larger and more expansive in its 
operation than you could make it as an ori- 
ginal proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understood the Sen- 
ator’s point. He has stated it very clearly 
now, bat no more clearly than he stated it 
before. Everybody who has attended to the 
debate must understand him. Now I beg his 
attention while I answer him. If he says that 
this power which is now about tobe exercised 
is derived from a particular provision of the 
Constitution in the same sense in which every 


Constitution, I agree with him. If he says 
anything more or less than that, I differ with | 
him. I deny utterly that there is anything in į 
these words which makes it even plausible to | 
argne ag the Senator does. These are the 
words: 

“But Congress may, by a vote of two thirds of 
each House, remove such disability.” 

Will the honorable Senator say that these 
words are greater or less than they would be || 
if they had been these: ‘* Buta two-thirds vote 

f 
| 
H 
} 
l 
i 
| 
| 
| 
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shall be necessary to remove said disabilities ?"’ 
Would it not be the same thing by the mere 
transposition of the phrase? What is the 
essence of it? Whatis the reason of it? What} 
is the spirit of it? What is the letter of it? 
Simply to fix a higher standard, simply to} 
require a larger measure of legislative assent. | 
Is there anything more about it? | 
there ig. 
is an amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. The larger meas- 
ure of legislative assentis final and conclusive. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is what we are 
arguing, and thigis argument and not asser- 
tion; this isa forum of reason. I have heard 
the honorable Senator say several times what | 
he has just said. I differ with him, and his 
opinion on that subject is of exactly as much 
value as the reasons he assigns for it, and no 
more. 


Why? Because, ia the first place, it | 
i 


That is the whole value of any man’s 


Secretary of Stato of the Unite 


“But Congress may, by a vote of two thirds of 
each House, remove such disability.” 

Weare told that these words are in an amend- 
ment to the Constitution. Are they diferent 
in effect for that reason? Are they double- 
tongued? 

Mr. THURMAN. Nobody pretends that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio says nobody pretends that. The 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, in his last 
interruption, suggested that these words were 
in an amendment separate by themseives; and 
if that cireumstance is of any value here atall, 
it must be because in some way it distinguishes 
their meaning or the rule of interpretation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. No. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well, then, I assume 
by the apparent acquiescence of both Senaturs 
that these words are to be read ag if they stood 
in the original text of the Constitution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. The, honorable 
Senator 

Mr. CONKLING. I will yield altogether to 
my honorable friend. It is utterly impossible 
for me to follow any argument if he occupies 
the floor so much. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. The honorable 
Senator misconceives me entirely. My last 
remark upon amendment was not upon the 
amendment to the Constiintion, but the amend- 
ment to this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I was 
about to say—and I should have concluded 
some time ago if I had been permitted to 
allude to the particular thing to which I wished 
to draw the attention of the Senate—I was 
about to say that these words, meaning, I shall 
assume, what they would had they stood in 
the original text, are, I humbly submit, not 
so wide open to the construction now con- 
tended for as other similar words in the Con- 
stitution upon which I can lay my hand; as, 
for example: 
| The Congress shall have power’? * * * # 
gio constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme 

‘The Congress shall have power” * # 
“to declare war,grantletters of marque and reprisal, 


and make rules concerning captures on land and 
water.” 


Now, Mr. President, put in the original text 
the words here in question and the words which 
I have now read, and will any lawyer argue 
that there is anything in this more recent 
phrase, namely, ‘‘ Congress may, by a vote of 
two thirds of each House, remove such dis- 
ability,” to imply, as the other words do not, 
that the act is to be legislative and accom- 
plished by law? Not at all, I submit. So 
there are many other words and phrases to 
which I might refer. Therefore I deny entirely 
that the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, that we derive this power from a special 
provision of the Constitution, is true in any 
sense except that which applies to every power 
that we exert. The Constitution, as has been 
said so often that an apology is due for re- 
peating it, is an instrament of enumerated 
powers, of special powers, and there is no act 
of Congress which we do not adopt by reason 
of some general or special provision in the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Under the interpretation given by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, I ask his attention (be- 
cause I do not mean to prolong this argument) 


kog ka 


i to the second section of this bill, and [ ask 


him what would become of the cecond section 


| if his argument were applied to it: 


Sec. 2, That before any person shall be entitled fo 
the benefitofthis net he shall, within tha district 

here he resides, before a clerk of some court of the 
nited States, or a United States commirsioner, 


| take and subscribo an oath or atirmation tosupport 
| the Constitution of the United States, and to bour 
j true faith and allegiance to the same, which oath or 


affirmation shall be forwarded by said oflicor to the 
States, who sha. 
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cause a list of all persons complying with the pro- 
visions of this act to be laid before Congress at the 


opening of each session thereof; and the officer be- 


fore whom such oath or affirmation is made shall 
give to tho person taking it a certificate of the fact 
under such forms and regulations as the Secretary 
of State shall prescribe. 


Now, suppose one of these men is indicted 
for perjury, or suppose he is indicted for 
forgery, for forging the name of somebody 
else to one of these papers; suppose the Sec- 
retary of State refuses to do these ministerial 
duties devolved upon him; suppose this act 
ig set at defiance or ignored; is it to be an 
instance of the violation of law? Is it to be 
an instance in which a statute is violated ? 
Clearly not, according to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky and other Senators who 
agree with him about this question. Why? 
Because Congress has not been legislating. 
There is no law; itis like a concurrent reso- 
lution to adjourn the two Houses, or like pro- 
posing a constitutional amendment, or like 
ratifying a treaty by one House, or confirming 
a nomination by one House, having nothing 
to do with legislation, and the Secretary of 
State and everybody else ad libitum may give 
the statute to the winds upon the ground that 
Congress under a special power relieved the 
disabilities of. A B and © D, or of classes of 
men, and there its power stopped and every- 
thing beyond that was mere impertinence and 
surplusage. Is that the law? It is the inevi- 
table logic of the ground on which it is 
attémpted nuw to sustain the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. President, this amendment of the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts is in order. 
If it ought not to be adopted, so be it. I did 
not rise for the purpose of advocating the 
amendment, but I wish to vote upon it. Tam 
not going now to discuss the question of am- 
nesty, either upon this appeal or in this debate. 
I wish to say, however, that I think this is a 
grave question, and itis one in which I feel an 
interest. The Senator from Indiana or some 
other Senator yesterday spoke of its having 
-been said that we ought to give a Christmas 
‘present, as I understood his expression. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. TRUMBULL] made that remark. I said 
it was more important to get the bill right, 

Mr. CONK LING. Iheard it first from the 
Senator from Indiana. J agree that it is more 
important to get the bill right; but I wish to 
say that, in my judgment, it is quite as im- 
portant that Frederick Douglass, to whom 
reference was made yesterday, should be per- 
mitted to go unabused and undegraded with- 
out let or hinderance as that Jefferson Davis 
should be allowed on Christmas or on any 
other day to govern the orphans and cripples 
he has made or to govern the people of this 
country whom he has burdened with taxes. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator pro- 
pose to argue the merits of this bill on this 
question? 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator need not 
have asked that, because I prefaced the remark 
I am making by disclaiming all intention to 
argue the merits of this measure now or to 
argue them in this debate at all. But I make 
this remark, Mr. President, to appeal to the 
friends of amnesty here not to lose sight of 
other things which may be important in this 
bill, either to gain time to-day or to accelerate 
the speed with which an act of crowning grace 
is to go out to men who to-day are walking 
monuments of the mercy and magnanimity of 
the American people. 

I do not mean to speak now of all the pro- 
visions of this amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts. I have not 
studied it of late. There may be details which 
ought to be amended or corrected. I speak 
of it at large, Mr. President, when I protest 
against its being excluded upon a point of order 
which I believe to be untenable, and against 
its being excluded by reasons of convenience 


relating to the hour of the day when a vote may 
be taken on this bill or the day of the week 
when the act of grace which it confers may 
reach those who are ultimately to accept it. I 
do not mean to argue the merits of it at all, 
and I say to the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
in resuming my seat, that but for being diverted 
by some interruptions which I was very glad to 
receive, I should not have stood in his way as 
long as I have done by any means. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have 
no complaint to make whatever that the Sen- 
ator from New York has occupied the time he 
has, and I do not think that the Senate has 
any right to complain. Thisisa very important 
question, and it is one that arises for the first 
time in the Senate in the form in which it is 
now presented. That it has received discus- 
sion is due to the fact that Senators have chosen 
to discuss it, and discuss it at large. Ioweno 
apology to the Senate then, I think, for oceu- 
pying a few minutes in closing the discussion, 
and I shall endeavor to do so by speaking to 
the question and not going outside of it: I 
have only to make one remark outside of it, 
and that is that I am quite as ready as the 
Senator from New York to vote on the amend- 
mentof the Senator from Massachusetts when- 
ever that shall be presented in such a way that 
I can express my opinion in reference to it. 

Now, I think I might admit almost every 
proposition for which the Senators have con- 
tended, and yet my point of order would ap- 
pear to be well taken. In the first place, what 
is said by the Senator from Vermont? Why 
that by parliamentary law you may change the 
whole nature of a bill, that if there be no rule 
of the House to prevent you from so doing by 


requiring that amendments shall be germane į; 


to the matter of the bill, the House is at per- 
fect liberty to change black into white and 
white into black, to strike out the whole of the 
bill, if you choose, and to insert a new bill 
upon a totally different subject. I agree with 
that. J have contended for that in the Senate 
before, and I shall ever contend for it until the 
Senate shall adopt some rule, which it never 
will with my approbation, similar to that of 
the House of Representatives. 

I admit that that is the general parliament- 
ary law; and if this were an ordinary bill of 
legislation, I admit that you might adopt any 
amendment you saw fit, however incongruous 
it might be. Nay, I go so far as to say that 
you might adopt an amendment which was 
plainly unconstitutional, and you might do it 
for the purpose of defeating the bill, not that 
you could pass the bill after you had adopted 
the amendment, because that would violate 
your oaths to support the Constitution; but 
you may defeat a bill even in that extreme 
way if you see fit to do it. 

But my argument is, that in the Constitution 
of the United States—not more in this four- 
teenth amendment than in another provision 
of the Constitution—there are certain matters 
of legislation which are peculiar, out of the 
course of ordinary legislation, and that in 
respect to them the Constitution has as much 
force as any rule this body can adopt requiring 
amendments to be germane to the subject. 
In these special cases a higher rule than a rule 
of the Senate, the Constitution itself, requires 
that amendments shall be germane to the sub- 
ject of the bill. 

The first of these has already been com- 
mented upon. It is the case of a proposition 
to amend the Constitution of the United States 
and now, I do not care whether such a resolu- 
tion as that must be submitted to the Presi- 
dent for his approbation or not; that does not 
{ouch the question of order at all. Iam free 
to say that if the question were res integra, 
if there bad been no decision (there was 
an actual decision in the case that has been 
referred to) of the Supreme Court of the United 


States, and if there had been no practice of the | 
Congress to the contrary I should hold that a |; 


proposition to amend the Constitution of the 

United States ought to be submitted. to the 

President for his approval, and that if he 

vetoed it, it would be incumbent on Congress 
to reconsider that proposition. The whole 

object of a veto is not to defeat a bill in the 
presidential pleasure, but to require of the 
legislative body to again consider that bill with 

the objections of the Executive. It is not an 
absolute veto ; itis aveto that only stays legis-. 
lation until the subjectcan be reconsidered and 
the objections suggested by the President can 
be reflected upon by the Congress. That is 
all that it is; and if the most ordinary piece 
of legislation requires that the Congress shall 
submit its action to the President in order that 
he may study it, and if he disapproves it may 
send it back to Congress with his objection, so 
that Congress may reconsider the subject, it 
does seem to me that if the question were res 

integra we ought to say that the highest of all 
acts we can perform, an attempt to change the 

fundamental law of the land, comes within 
that provision and requires those safeguards 

of consideration and reconsideration. 

But that is res adjudicata; there is an end 
of all controversy about that. ‘That question 
was raised on the adoption of the eleventh 
amendment to the Constitution. The reso- 
lution was not presented to the President for 
his approval, and of course never received 
his signature. The validity of the eleventh 
amendment was attacked in the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of 
Hollingsworth vs. The State of Virginia, on 
that very ground, and the Supreme Court 
unanimously decided that the resolution of 
the Congress did not require the approval of 
the President. That question, then, is res ad- 
judicata in the judiciary, and it is res adjudi- 
cata here. This very fourteenth amendment 
that imposes these disabilities never was signed 
or approved by the President ; the resolution 
proposing it to the States never received the 
executive approbation. 

Mr. CONKLING, 

a question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does he introduce that 
historical fact, that the fourteenth amendment 
was not approved by the President, as having 
any effect, one way or the other, upon this 
argument? And if he does, willhe be kind 
enough to tell me whether that peculiar effect 
attaches also to all the other amendments that 
have not been approved by the President? 

Mr. THURMAN. I will answer the Sen- 
ator. J might answer him as it is very com- 
mon on this floor to do. Whenever reference 
ig made to anything very extraordinary that 
was done by Congress within a space of three 
years and some months of the history of this 
country, it is common to defend its action 
on the ground that those were the years of 
Andrew Johnson's Administration, and there- 
fore Congress was not bound by the Constitu- 
tion or by anything else, but ‘only to see that 
Andy Johnson was headed off! 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend willallowme 
to say that if he puts this upon that ground, 
that this is all being done ata time when Con- 
gress is not bound by the Constitution, I think 
the argument would be conclusive; but if he 
concedes that we are bound by Constitution, 
then I have trouble with the argument, 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not going into a 
play of wits with my friend from New York. 
i should get the worse of that encounter, as a 
matter of course. Iam going to stick to this 
argument. What I was saying was that the 
question whether a proposition to amend the 
Constitution must be submitted tothe Presi- 
dent for his approval is res adjudicata adju- 
dicated by the Supreme Court and adjudicated 
by Congress ; and that is an end of that. 

There is a provision of the Constitution 
that is peculiar; it takes the subject of it 
out of the course of ordinary legislation, and 


May I ask the Senator 
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i 
here is the highest proof that it is taken out 
of the course of ordinary legislation—the fact 
that the signature and approval of the Pres- 
ident is not required. There is the very high- 
est proof that itis taken out of the course of 
ordinary legislation. A two-thirds majority is 
required in the first place, and the signature 
of the President is not required. That takes 
it out of the ordinary course of legislation. 
Now, although the language is not exactly the 
same, yet it is so nearly the same that there 
is not a shadow of difference in the meaning }; 
between the language in the section of the : 
Constitution providing for amendments andthe | 
fourteenth article of amendment, which pro- |: 
vides for the removal ‘of these disabilities. |; 
They are entirely equivalent phrases, and an į 
equivalent vote is required in each case—two 
thirds—so that there is precisely the same | 
reason for holding that the assent of the Presi- |i 
dent is not necessary to a biil removing disabil- į 
ities that there is to the argument that it is not | 
necessary in respect to a proposition to amend | 
the Constitution of the United States. | 
Mr. POMEROY. Does the Senator say that | 
if this bill passes it does not go to the Presi- | 
t 

i 

l 

t 


dent? i 

Mr. THURMAN. I say it need not; but I | 
do not want to take up time with that. 

Mr. POMEROY. It must go to the Pres- 
ident; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
But ; 
I do not care how that matter is; as I said | 
hefore, that does not determine this question. I | 
think, however, that the very same reason | 
which has settled the question that a resolu- | 
tion to amend the Constitution does not go to | 
the President settles the question that this bill | 
does not; but I do not want to take up time | 
with that point. | 

I come back to my proposition ; and I must 
restate it, because these interraptions have 
diverted the attention of Senators. If there 
were arule of the Senate requiring that amend- | 
ments should be germane to the bill to which 
they were offered it would be admitted at once 
that the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts was not in order. Now, my argu- 
ment is, that the Constitution makes the rule 
that the amendment must be germane to the |; 
bill in the two cases: first, in the case of a 
proposition to amend the Constitution of the | 
United States, and secondly, in regard to a dis- 
ability bill under the fourteenth amendment. 
1 do not contrevert any principle of partia- 
mentary law, but I say your Constitution, 
which is the highest law, requires, by any fair 
interpretation and construction of it, that an 
amendment to this bill shallbe germane to the 
bill; and therefore it is no use to quote par- 
liamentary law, 

Now, Mr. President, let me put a question, 
and see if thatis not the sound sense of the 
thing. Suppose the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts were adopted and 
this bill should pass by a majority vote but less | 
than two thirds, and should go to the Presi- | 
dent cf the United States and be approved by 
him, would it be a law? And if so, how much i; 
of it would bea law? Manifesily, the disability 
pert of it would not be alaw, because it would 
not have received two thirds; but who shall 
say that the rest of it, that which required only |! 
a majority. vote, would not be a law, having |) 
received a majority of both branches of Con- | 


gress and the signature of the President of the |i 
United States? Does not this show how com- } 
pletely absurd it would he to admit an amend- | 
ment of this kind, when if you. passed it and | 
sent it to the President the amendment might | 
become a law by his signatare while the corpus || 
of the bill upon which it was ingrafted could | 
not be a law because it had not receiveda two- | 
thirds vote in Congress? l 

Mr, CONKLING. Will my friend allow |! 
me? | 
f 
i 


“Mr. THURMAN. I would prefer to go on, 


| about that second seciion. 


| let us take it now. 


{| enacting clause, I think, and insert an appro 
ii priation bill, if you see fit todo so; but you | 
‘| cannot leave it a disability bill and put on to 
ita piece of ordinary legislation. 
4 not mend old garments with new cloth, nor put | 


Mr. CONKLING. I am really asking in- 


formation, and I wish to be brief. I ask now, | 


as testing this question, the Senator's attention 
to this provision of the Constitution: 


“ No title of nobility shall be granted by the Uni- 
ted States; and no person holding any office of profit 
or trust under them, shall, without the consent of 
the Congress, accept of any present, emolument, 
office, or title, of any kind whatever, from any king, 
prince, or foreign State.” 


I ask the Senator whether that provision of | 
the Constitution does not demand a law, an į 
| act of Congress, and if it does, I ask him to | 


distinguish between that case and this. 
Mr. THURMAN. 


a what is the law presently. You cannot passa 


resolution to adjourn that is not a law. 


Mr. CONKLING. Butmy honorable friend 


i: does not understand my question, or else he 


does not choose to answer it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Idochooseto answer it; 
but I prefer to take my own time. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
that provision of the Constitution implies that 
Congress by a law—and thereby I mean an act 
that is signed by the President—is to give its 
consent; because I have right here in the 


| statutes, I will say to the Senator, the form in 


which thatalways has been done by act of Con- 
gress sigaed by the President. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator is determ- 
ined that I shall not answer in my own time. 
I shall answer that whole question when I come 


to reply to the proposition of the Senator from | 
Ihave got it down orderly on my; 
brief, and I beg my friend to allow me to fol- | 


Vermont. 


low it. 


I have given my first answer in regard to the į 


parliamentary law, thatthe Constitution makes 
the parliamentary law here, and requires with 


more strength than any mere rule of the Senate |} 
could do that the amendment shall be germane | 


to the bill. It is not necessary for me to gain- 
say the proposition put by the Senator trom 
Vermont by way of illustration, namely. could 


you not move to strike out all of this bill after | 
the words ‘Be it enacted,’’ and insert a bill 


upon any other subject? I admit, very frankly 
that you could. Why so? Because then you 
strike out all the bill; and if you strike ou 
all the bill and insert another bill of ordinary 
legislation, there is no trouble about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, may Lask my friend 
a question right there? 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthat beso, on the theory 
of my friend from Ohio, I should like to ask 


him what place the second section already in | 


this bill, that he is so anxious io pass, has 
there? 
Mr. THURMAN. 


brief; but ‘‘sufficient unto the day is the evi 


; thereof.’? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ii must all be to-day 

Mr THURMAN. Iknow it must be to 
day, because we begin to vote at four o'clock 
You may strike out the whole bill afier the 


new wine into old bottles. 
Mr, EDMUNDS. ‘That is done every day. 


| (Laughter. ] 


Mr. THURMAN. That shall not be done. 
Sufficient, then, for that. 


answering that. 

The Senator from Vermont asks will not 
this biu be a law if it passes. Certainly it 
will be a law if it passes. 
We all know who can remember back to our 


student days how much we were puzzled with | 


the definition of law by Blackstone, who lays 
it down that municipal law is a rule of action 


- 
I am going to answer | 


My question is, whether ; 


I am going to answer | 
I have that on my | 


You shail ; 


i Now I come to the | 
question put by my friend from Vermont; and į 
I shall answer my friend from New York in! 


What is a law?! 


i 
|| prescribed by the supreme power in a State, 
i} commanding what is right and prohibiting 
what is wrong. How much that has been 
criticised, and how it has been shown that it 
i| is entirely too narrow a definition of law, I 
gay with regard to law that law is every pre- 
scription which the supreme power of a State 
constitutionally makes whatever it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you claim that a 
proposal to amend the Constitution before it 
is agreed to by the States, is a law? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido, aud I am going to 
show it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Supreme Court gay 
‘| exactly the opposite. 
| Mr. THURMAN. No, they do not say any 
such thing. They say it is not ordinary legis- 
i! lation, and so say I; but I going to come to 
that very point, and I may as well come to it 
at once, 

What is a proposition to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States if it is not a law? 
Let us see what the Constitution says: 


i 

| 

| 

| 

f : 
| “The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
i| Wouses shall deem it necessary, shall propose amend- 
i} ments to this Constitution’’— 
} 

i 

i 

i 

i 

j 

t 


i 


And then is the provision that the States 
may propose amendments— 


} ten tata tod 
“which, in either case, 


ill be valid to all intents 
and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when rati- 
fied by the Legislatures of three fourths of the sev- 
j eral States,” &e. 
| Now, I put it to the Senator from Vermont, 
iif a proposition to amend the Constitutio is 
not a law, what right has any State Legisla- 
| tare to vote upon itatall? What is it buta 
| law that submits it to the State Legislature to 
i| vote for or against that amendment? It isa 
law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
|| answer that? 
| Mr. THURMAN. ? 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Yoa said you submitted 
j| it to me, and I thonght you wished an answer, 
i 
1 


Do you want me to 


Not now. 


Mr. THURMAN. Every rule, every order 
we make constitutionally, is a law. If this 
Senate adjourns, it isa law, and every court 
would be bound to notice that the Senate had | 
t adjourned. If you pass a resolution to pay-4 
| your pages, although it is a resolution of the 
| Senate alone, it is alaw, and they could have 
i| a mandamus to enforce their payment if the 
| disbursing officer refused to pay. 

Mr. CONKLING. When the Senate meets, 
is that a law too? 
|| Mr. THURMAN. When theSenate meets, 
il itisa law. The Senator does not ask me such 
a question as that in earnest. Every order we 
t 
į 


| make isa law; but it is not ordinary legisla- 
| tion. I wish some one to point out the dis- 
tinction between what is law and what is not 
law. Law isa thing which is to be obeyed, 
isit not? Law isa rule prescribed by the su- 
preme powerin the State, or by some power 
in the State that bas the authority constitu- 
tionally to prescribe it, and which the citizen 
must obey. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Must a proposal to 
i amend the Constitution, that is submitted to 
the States, be obeyed? Are they obliged to 
ratify it? > 

Mr. THORMAN, 
case at all. 


J 
That does not alter the 
A law, I say, is that which mast 
| be obeyed; but that is only a limited defini- 
ji tion of it. A law is that which also enables a 
i| thing to be done which otherwise could not 
| be done. No State Legislature could rarify 
ja proposed amendment to the Constitution 
ii uniess Congress had proposed it, except 
| where it had been proposed by a convention 
| according to the other provision in the Con- 
|| stitution. The proposition that enables a 
| State Legislature to act upon itis the law of 
its authority. It would. have no authority 
|| unless it were a Jaw. So that it proves noth- 
Hing to say that thisis a law. That is trae; 
i but it is not ordinary legislation; and that is 
liall that the Supreme Court of the United 
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States have said in respect to this matter of 
this amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. EDMONDS. May I ask my friend an- 
other question jast on that point? I do not 
intend unpleasantly to interrupt him; but he 
submits these questions to me. Does he think 
that a bill which we pass through both Houses 
and which musi be submitted to the President, 
a bill to take money out of the Treasury, ifyou 
please, is alaw until the President approves it? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oruntil it has been sab- 
mitted to him? 

Mr. THURMAN, Certainly not. 

Mr: SDMUNDS. Then, something that we 
may do may be in the nature of proposal and 
nota law, may it not? 

Mr. THURMAN. When the Constitution 
provides that what we do shall be complete in 
itself without the assent of the President that 
is as much law as an ordinary act of legislation 
after it has received his assent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very point I 
make. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam not going to argue 
the question whether the President must ap- 
prove this bill F do not care whether he 
must approve it or not. Suppose he must 
approve it, it does not make it any the greater 
law or any the less law. It does not touch 
this question whether this amendment is ger- 
mane or not. It has nothing to do with the 
question whether it is germane or not, éxcept 
that it may illustrate the fact that it is not 
germane; but it is not decisive of it one way 

‘or the other. Where Congress has a right to 
act by itself without the action of the Presi- 
dent, then what it does is just as much law 
as an ordinary act of legisiation which has 
received his approval. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But in the case of an 
ameudment of the Constitution, Congress can- 
not act by itself without the assent of the 
States, so that my friend would be out on his 
own argument. 

Mr. THURMAN. My friend from Vermont 
will do to go to some debating school and learn 
logic again. When Congress has proposed an 
amendment to the Constitution, it has done 
all that Congress has any right to do, and 
when it has exhausted its power, then the as- 
sent of somebody else on the subject is not an 

. essential to its being a law. Suppose that we 
pass an ordinary act of legislation saying that 
an individual might, if he saw fit, do so and 
80; Suppose we pass an act of incorporation, 
ibis not binding upon anybody until it is ac- 
cepted; and according to the argument of my 
friend from Vermont, it is no law at all until 
the corporators acceptit. That will not do. 
The fact that the States must afterward ac- 
copt it does not affect the question one way or 
another. So far as Congress is concerned, it 
has enacted a law when it has resolved that 
the proposition shall be submitted. 

I said that the Supreme Court had decided 
in regard to this matter. What is the langaage ? 
Two of the judges made a remark; and one 
was this: 

“Chase, J. There could surely be no necessity to 
answer that argument. The negative of the Presi- 
dent applies only to ordinary cases of legislation.” 

He admits that a proposition to amend the 
Constitution is legislation, but not ordinary 
legislation. The decision is just the other way 
from the statement of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. The decision is that it is legislation, 
but net ordinary legislation ; and that is what 
every one must see, for ordinary legislation 
requires that the President shall approve the 
bill, or resolution, or whatever it may be. 
That is all that the Supreme Court have said 
on that subject. i 

Now, sir, I am asked, if I am right in this 
what business has this second section ia the 
bill? This setond section requires that those 
who are to have the benefit of this bill shall 
take and subscribe an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States, and that the 


nth 


oath shall be filed, and either the oath itself, 
or some registry of it, shall be sent to the 
Department of State. I amas much opposed 
to that second section as anybody is opposed 
to it. I think itis a blemish on this bill. I 
think it ought to be stricken out, and if we 
could have time to consider this bill; if it were 
not that I want to take the bill and pags it before 
the recess, I should vote to strike the second 
section out of it, but not on the ground that 
has been suggested, because what is the argu- 
ment of the Senator from New York? He 
says that if I am right, we must pass a bill 
which simply relieves the disability; that we 
can put no condition of any kind or descrip- 
tion in it, but it must bea clean bill of health 
for every one of the persons who were lately 
in rebellion. I am rather inclined to think 
that that view is not right. I admit that it is 
capable of discussion, and I do not know what 
is not capable of discussion. 

There may be very fairly two opinions upon 
it, whether or not we can pass a qualified and 
conditional removal of disabilities. I think it 
may be very fairly argued that we cannot; but 
in analogy to the exercise of the pardoning 
| power and the interpretation that has been 
given to that, I am inclined to the opinion that 
we may make the removal of disabilities con- 
ditional. Let us see how it is with the par- 
doning power. I do not say, however, that 
this is the exercise of the pardoning power. 
I agree with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] that the fourteenth amendment 
does not rest on the ground of punishment at 
all, but that it rests entirely on the ground of 
public policy, and the removal of disabilities 
rests on the sanfe ground; it has nothing to 
do with the punishment of offenses, but was 
simply adopted as a measure of political wis- 
dom, and the removal of disabilities proceeds 
on the same ground. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in harmony with 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the Mis- 
souri case? 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know; I never 
read the case, and cannot say whether it is or 
not. I have great respect for the decisions of 
all courts until they are reversed; whether I 
have for that particular decision I cannot say, 
as J never read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
what it was. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh, no, I would rather 
not, beeause I do not want a lecture on law 
here. [Laughier.] 

How is it with the pardoning power? There 
is a provision in the Constitution of the United 
States and in almost every State constitution 
giving to the Executive the pardoning power. 
I think it will be found in very few of these 


I will state to my friend 


naked grant of power to pardon offenses. 
There is usually no provision in respect to a 
qualified pardon or anything of that kind. 
And yet I think it has been decided just as 
ofien as the question has been made that the 
Executive may grant a qualified pardon; he 
| may commate the punishment under the par- 
doning power. That authority has been exer- 
icised again and again and again. Men who 
| have been sentenced to be hung have had their 
sentences commuted to imprisonment for life. 
to imprisonment for years, or the like. And 
so, too, when Congress come to exercise this 
power of the removal of political disability, 
a disability imposed for reasons of public policy 
and which may be removed for the like rea- 
sons, I am not prepared to gainsay that they 
i may require the persons who are thus to be 
restored to their ability to take an cath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, 
that they may make that a condition-precedent. 
| Lam nos prepared to deny that; and if I am 
right in this, there is no incongruity between 
section of the bill and the first section 
which removes the disability. I will not say 
whether that is so or not, but what has it to do 
| with this question of order? What has it to 
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constitutions that there js anything but the | 


do with this question of order that the bill 
already contains within itself something that 
is repugnant to the disability-removing part of 
it? It would only show that the bill was not 
well drawn. It would show nothing on this 
question of order. I donotthink, however, that 
in that respect the bill is obnoxious to the 
criticism of the Senator from New York. 

I say then, Mr. President, in conelusion, 
that the Constitution itself requires that the 
amendment shall be germane to the bill. I 
say you will fall into this absurdity if you hold 
any other rule; that if you adopt this amend- 
ment and then pass the bill by less than two 
thirds, but by a majority, then the bill will 
have to go the President of the United States 


' for his signature, and, if approved by him, 


li 


| ing act from any other act? 


| same provision occurs. 


you would have a part of the bill a law and 
part not a Jaw. There is no getting rid of 
that. I say, therefore, that the Constitution 
necessarily requires that the amendment shall 
be germane to the bill, It is no answer to 


i this argument to say that the President must 


sign the bill if it.pass. If that be granted, it 
does not touch the question one way or the 
other. I say further that it is no answer to 
say that when this bill passes it will be a law. 
That does not touch the question one way or 
the other. That only reflects on the question 
whether the President must sign the bill or 
not. But grant that he must sign the bill, it 
does not touch the question whether the 
amendment to the bill must be germane to it. 
If the provision of the Constitution requires 
it to be germane to the bill, then whether the 
President is to sign it or whether it is to 
become effective without his signature, this 
amendment is not germane to the bill, and it 
is out of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question? The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Sumyxn] has proposed an 
amendment which has been read. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. ‘THurMay] objects to it 
as out of order. ‘The Chair overrules the point 
of order, and the Senator from Ohio appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The Chair is 
gratified, being compelled to decide upon the 
instant, that this appeal has been taken. It 
brings to the judgment of the Senate a ques- 
tion that is novel in its character and of im- 
portance not only in a parliameutary but 
constitutional view, and it should be decided 
by no inferior authority. It is unnecessary to 
state that the Chair has no pride of opinion on 
the subject, and only desires that the question 
shall be decided according to the rules and 
the Constitution. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, may I be 
pardoned for addinga word ; though the elab- 
orate speeches already made seem to make 
anything more superfluous? WhatTI shall say 
is very simple, 

I call attention, in the first place, to the fact 
that we are engaged in considering what is 
entitled ‘an act’? from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It is not even a joint resolution, 
not a concurrent resolution; but it is an act, 
or, as we sometimes say while a measureis still 
under discussion, certainly before it has re- 
ceived the approbation of one of the Houses, 
a bill, Receiving the approbation of one of the 
Houses, it takes the name of tact’? Itisan act. 
Now, L would ask you, sir, I would ask the 
Senate, what there is to distinguish the pend- 
If any other act 
is open to amendment, why is this not open 
also? Is there any reason? 

Listening to the debate I find that the obiec- 
tion is twofold: 

Hirst, that by the language of the Constitu- 
tion on disabilities they may be removed by 
a two-thirds vote of Congress. And it is 
argued that this is not an act in the ordinary 


| sense of the term, to be signed by the Presi- 


dent; but is that tenable? Looking at the 
Constitution I find that again and again the 
All the powers of 
Congress, ag has already been stated are 
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placed under the same words, ‘‘the Congress 


shall have power ;’’ and yet nobody supposes | 


that from that provision Congress can act 
without the approval of the President. 

Then again, the Senator from New York has 
called attention to a provision entirely similar 
in character, as follows: 

“ No person holding any office of profit or trust 
under them” 

The United States— , 

“shali without the consent of Congress, accept of 
any present, emolument, office, or title of any kind 
whatever, from any King, prince, or foreign State.” 

I suppose that I myself have drawn and 
introduced into this Chamber somewhere from 
twenty to forty bills under this very provis- 
ion, which have been passed, and afterward ap- 
proved by the President. Now, if in the pres- 
ent case what we do need not be approved by 
the President, as is argued, then in this other 
ease the action of Congress does not need the 
approval of the President. But notoriously 
all such legislation has had the approval of the 
President. 

But we may go further. Here is another 
provision: 


“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, 
lay any imposts or duties on imports and exports 
except what may be absolutely necessary for execut- 


ing its inspection laws.” 


But will anybody argue that the action of 


Congress on that subject must not have the | 


approval of the President? W% 
Then, again, there is this provision: 
“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, 


lay any duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships of war | 


in time of peace, enter into any agreement or com- 
pact with another State, or with a foreign Power, or 
engage in war unless actually invaded or in such 
imminent danger as will not admit of delay.” 


Here we have the same operative words, 
“ No State shail, without the consent of Con- 
gress; and yet nobody will argue that the 
action of Congress under that provision must 
not be approved by the President. 

I say, therefore, according to all the prece- 
dents, according to all the light to be derived 
from various texts of the Constitution, the 
pending measure is, to all-intents, an act to be 
approved bythe President. The fact that there 
must be a few more votes than a majority does 
not change its essential character. The Con- 
stitution determines the number of votes re- 
quired, but it does not go farther; it does not 
take it ont of the category of acts. The meas- 
ure remains always an act of Congress to be 
passed by a two-thirds vote. 

I then come to the other question, whether 
the amendment is germane. The Senator from 
Ohio argued this with a great deal of earnest- 
ness. But why is it not germane? Does not 
the act before usin its body propose a measure 
ofreconciliation? Itis clemency and amnesty 
which it proposes, and these, in my judgment, 
constitute a measure of reconciliation. And 
now I propose to add, justice to the colored 
race. Is not that germane? Do not the two 
go together? Are they not naturally associ- 
ated? Sir, can they be separated? 

Instead of raising a question of order on, I 
think the friends of amnesty would be much 
better employed if they devoted their strength 
to secure the passage of my amendment. Who 
thatis truly in favor of amnesty will vote against 
the measure of reconciliation which I propose? 
What has the Senator from Mississippi, [ Mr. 
ALCORN,] whom I am so glad to welcome 
among us, and to whom I listened so carefully 
yesterday, what has he to say against giving 
equal rights to the colored race? Will he con- 
fine his energies to the vindication of those 
who have been in rebellion? I hope not. 
Surely, the excellent Senater would be much 
better employed if, instead of striking at the 
measure of reconciliation I now propose, he 
gave to it his powerful support. 

Sir, most anxiously do Í seek reconciliation; 
but I know too much of history, I know too 
much of my own country, and J remember 
too well the fires over which we have waiked 


in these latter days, not to know that reconcilia- it here; it is out of place. 


i 
$ 


armeer 


of Equal Rigbts. 
Senator from Mississippi; he cannot succeed ; 
he must fail, and he ought to fail. I isnot 
enough to be generous; he must learn to be 
just. Itis not enough to stand by those who 
have fought against us; he must also stand by 
those who for generations have borne the ban 
of slavery. I listened with sadness to what 
the Senator said; he spoke earnestly and sin- 
cerely ; but to my mind it is much to be regret- 
ted that coming inte this Chamber the repre- 
sentative of colored men, heshould turn against 
them. Iknow that he will say, “Pass the 
amnesty bill first and then take care of the 
other.” I say better pass the two together, 
or if any one‘is to be lost, let it be the first. 
Justice in this world is foremost. How often 
must Í say, ‘‘Be just before you are generous?” 
The Senator is generous before he is just. I 
am sorry; I wish it were otherwise. How 
much better to be at once generous and just. 

The Senator thinks that the cause of the 
colored race is hazarded because my amend- 
ment is moved on the act foramnesty. In my 
judgment, it is advanced. He says that the 
act of amnesty can pass only by a two-thirds 
vote. Well, sir, E insist that every one of 
that two thirds should record his name for my 
measure of reconciliation. If he does not, 
he is inconsistent with himself. How, siz, 
will an act of amnesty be received when 
accompanied with denial of justice to the col- 
ored race? With what countenance can it be 
presented to this country? How will it look 
to the civilized world? Sad page! The re- 
cording angel will have tears, but not enough 
to blot it out. ` 


The Senator thinks this is not the time for | 


this measure of justice. Allow me to say that 
a measure of justice isalwaysinseason. Never 
is there any moment when it is out of season; 
and until this measure is accomplished, it will 
always be in season on any bill, especially on 
one seeking reconciliation in that distracted 
part of our country. The Senator must be 
familiar with previous kindred measures in 
this Chamber. He must know how in other 
days they have been contested; how the argu- 
ments that he now urges have been presented 
by others, when we pressed those great re- 
forms which have at last prevailed. Why, 
sir, the Senator repeated an argument which 
I once heard in this Chamber against a prop- 
osition brought forward by myself to open the 
courts for colored witnesses. Iam disposed 
to think the Senator had read one or two of 
the speeches on that occasion. I was then 
told not to press the motion. I insisted that 
every colored person was entitled to be heard 


as a witness; and, will you believe it, I was} 
resolutely opposed by the very arguments now | 


wielded so ably by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi? 

Then came the opening of the horse-cars. 
There are Senators about me who remember 
that debate and the opposition. I was asked 
not to endanger a good measure, not to endan- 
ger a bill creating important facilities for loco- 
motion in Washington. Many persons came 
to me and said, ‘Do you really mean to kill 
that railroad?” “No,” said 1, I mean to 
make it a railroad worth having;’’ that is, a 
railroad administered on the principle of equal 
rights; and at last, after considerable effort, 
the inhibition making it impossible to exclude 
colored persons prevailed. 

Then came the opening of the polls. Sen- 
ators remember the stages of that discussion ; 
how at the beginning it was encountered; how 
when first presented there were very few in its 
favor; and I remember the first occasion when 
the argument of the Senator from Mississippi 
was presented, 
pending bill. That is a commonplace: we 
are familiar with it, E would say to my friend; 
and I was very sorry that he was willing to 
revive it in this debate. It does not belong 
In the first place, it 


I was told not to hazard the | 
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i trom Massachusetts, and to state that at ar 


does not hazard the bill; buf, if it did, that ig 
no reason why my ameudmeut should not be 
pressed. Must the greater be sacrificed to the 
less? 

The amendment is in all respects germane ; 
it is harmonious; it helps to complete the 
measnre. Without the amendment the pend- 
ing bill is no better than the half of a pair of 
scissors. The Senator from Mississippi wishes 
Congress to bestow upon the country one half 
ofa useful instrument. [ wish the whole. 

What I say now, Mr. President. is addressed 
specifically to the question whether this prop- 
osition is germane. ‘The Senator from Ohio 
presses that objection and I answer it. Lhe 
amendmentis as germane as the original meas- 
ure itself. If you rale it out as not germane, 
you had better rule out the whole thing, The 
two go together; they are parts of one whole; 
and how the Senator from Mississippican press 
so earnestly for one half when he has the op- 
portunity of getting the whole, passes my com- 
prehension. He is willing to send a Christmas 
present to the recent rebels and will send no 
Christmas present tothe colored race. Christ- 
mas present! Was there ever a Christmas 
present more in harmony with the beautiful 
day than would be that which I now propose ? 
Sir, I invite the Senate, [ invite the Senator 
from Mississippi who has so recently come 
among us, to unite in sending that Christmas 
present to the colored race of this land. Then 
would there be a merry Christmas to make 
giad the hearts of the good everywhere. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I had the 
desire to say something upon this bil. It will 
not be forgotten that for three years, whenever 
I have had an opportunity, L have embraced it 
to speak in behalf of a bill of this character ; 
and I had hoped before this debate drew so 
near to its close that I should have an oppor- 
tunity to state again some of the reasons which 
induced my action in this behalf. Bur, Mr. 
President, the whole morning has been taken 
up by what seems to me to be a very useless 
discussion. It has been upon a question of 
order apparently raised here with the purpose 
of defeating this bill, rather than of any real 
good. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Mas- 
sachuseits that any Senator who wishes to pass 
this bill, and who also is in favor of his biii, 
must necessarily vote for this amendmenr. 
On the other hand, it seems to me that it will 
be absolutely fatal to the amnesty bill if we 
attach this amendment to it, and in saying that 
I desire to express to the Senate and to the 
country my entire approbation of the prinei- 
ples which underlie the bill of the Senator 
Ly 
fitting time, whenever we can have the slivhtess 
chance of success in passing the measure 
which he has proposed to the Senate, I shall 
be found voting by his side. 

But, Mr. President, I cannot overlook the 
fact that it requires the votes of two thirds of 
the Senators voting to pass this bill and two 
thirds of the other Mouse. I cannot overlook 
the fact, and it must be patent to that Senator 
himself that if his amendment is put upon 
this bill his amendment and the bill iteal fall. 
We know as well as we know anything that 
the bill with that amendment cannot pass the 
Senate by the requisite majority. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why not? 

Mr. SAWYER. We know that that bill 
has not heen referred to a committee at this 
session of Congress. We know that its pro- 
visions have only been curgorily examined by 
the Senate, 

Mr. STEWART. It was reported unfavor- 
ably on at the kist session. 

Mr. SAWYER. If there has been a report 
on the subject at all, it has been of an un- 
favorable character; and every Senator knows 


the fact, it does not require reasoning to prove 


that the bill with that amendment cannot pass 
the Senate to-day, if at all, 
It is not, therefore, because I am opposed 
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to the principles of the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts; it is not because I will 
not go as far as he or any other Senator will 
go in behalf of the equal rights of our colored 
citizens, that I shall vote against him on this 
measure; but it is because I wish to secure 
the.passage of a bill which I believe the inter- 
ests of the white and colored races alike 
demand, and at the earliest possible moment. 
Whenever he may bring in this bill as an in- 
dependent measure or as an appendage-to any 
bill which can, like that bill itself, be passed 
by a mere majority of both Houses of Con- 
gress, then I stand ready to vote with him. 

ut I think that it is vain to attempt to foist 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts upon this bill, We shall by that means 
defeat both his own measure and the measure 
of the committee. I therefore do not admit 
that that Senator is correct when he says that 
every friend of amnesty, every one who desires 
to be generous in order to be just, must act 
to-day exactly as the Senator desires that we 
should act on his bill, 

Mr. SUMNER. May I interrupt my friend 
there? f 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. SUMNER. The amnesty bill, as he has 
already said, can be passed only by a two-thirds 
vote: Now, whyshould not every one in favor 
of amnesty vote for my amendment? And then 
there are some Senators, doubtless, who will 
vote in favor of my amendment who are not 

_ in favor of amnesty. I do not see why my 
amendment ought not to carry a much larger 
vote than the proposition of amnesty, because 
every man really in favor of amnesty ought to 
be in favor of my amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, every man 
ought to be in favor of all good things, but the 
Senator from Massachusetts, as wellasanybody, 
knows that every man is not in favor of all 
good things; and especially does he know that 
every Senator is not in favor of ail the good 
things which that Senator proposes, and that 
Senator is very well aware that there is a great 
difference of opinion as to what good things 
are. We are not so constituted as to agree as 
to what the absolutely good and the absolutely 
true is. I believe with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that as long as the Constitution 
stands as it’ does now, every citizen of the 
country should stand upon an equal plane with 
every other; that to every citizen of the coun- 
try the same rights and privileges should belong 
as to every other; and, as I said before, I wiil 
go with that Senator whenever it is practicable 
to accomplish that result; but I feel, and I 
believe that that Senator feels, that it isimpos- 
sible for this bill to pass in any reasonable 
time if this amendment be tacked to it. I 
therefore shall be bound to oppose the amend- 
ment. I oppose it because it is impracticable 
to pass the bill with it, and not from any hos- 
tility to the measure itself. f 

I had desired to say something in reference 

to the general subject of the relief of disabili- 
ties. The clock, however, admonishes me that 
the time for our voting on this question ap- 
proaches. I shall therefore confine myself 
to two or three remarks. 
_ The Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Bucx- 
INGHAM, | a Senator for whom we all entertain 
the most profound respect, yesterday delivered 
a speech in opposition to the general principle 
of amnesty. He spoke of it as desirable to 
perpetuate in some way the recollection of the 
great rebellion. He desired to have left upon 
the statute-book something that would mark 
the difference between loyalty and rebellion, 
between patriotism and its opposite. He thinks 
it is necessary to retain some of these disabili- 
ties in order that that dividing line between 
those who were true and those who were false 
to the Government shall be maintained. 

Now, Mr. President, it does seem to me 
that this country all over its surface, that our 
institutions throughout their whole structure, 
that the history of the country for the last ten 
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years, will, for all time, as long as the Eng- 
lish language is spoken, and there shall be a 
single descendant of this nation left upon the 
globe, transmit to all generations the memory 
of that great struggle, and will make mem- 
orable the virtues of the loyal, and the follies, 
not to say the crimes, of the disloyal. It does 
not seem to me that a mere act upon our law- 
books is necessary to perpetuate the remem- 
brance of that terrible struggle, of the devotion 
of the loyal and the defection of the disloyal. 
That distinction will be drawn in other and more 
enduring lines than those which are traced in 
statutes. 

Again, some Senators speak of this act of 
amnesty as an act of justice. Mr. President, 
I place it upon no such ground. Task it not 
as an act of justice. I never have asked it as 
an act of justice. J have asked itas an act 
of good public policy. The motive and reason 
of all punishment, for treason as well as for 
other crimes, is not that the man deserves pun- 
ishment, is not to satisfy justice, but it is to 
prevent the recurrence of similar crimes in the 
future. The primary object of punishment is 
not to reform the individual, nor to gratify 
vengeance, nor to what is called satisfying jus- 
tice; the end of civil punishments is to pre- 
vent the recurrence of similar erime. All civil 
punishments should proceed upon this theory ; 
and any idea that this measure is a matter of 
compensating for crime by penalties is a false 
idea; any theory of that kindis a false theory. 
The only question for us to consider is whether 
public policy demands the removal of these 
disabilities or demands their retention. 

Now, Mr. President, I call upon any man 
who is familiar with the condition of affairs in 
the lately reconstructed States to say whether 
his own observation of that condition will 
justify him in retaining these disabilities one 
hour longer than may be necessary to pass a 
fit and proper bill. I call attention to the 
speech which was made in the Senate yester- 
day by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Scorr,] who has recently had large oppor- 
tunity to observe the condition of society and 
government in the southern States. I call 
attention to the fact that the opinions of 
that Senator, an acute, careful, conscientious 
observer of what he sees around him, have 
undergone a total change in this respect since 
the last session of Congress. I call attention 
to the further fact that every individual who 
is a careful observer, and who travels through 
the southern States, has come to precisely the 
same opinion. 

When I came into the Senate there was but 
one Senator from the southern States who 
agreed with me on this subject of the removal 
of disabilities. I doubt if to-day there are 
more than two or three who differ with me on 
that subject. My honorable colleague at that 
time held opposite opinions, and yet he is 
to-day one of the stoutest supporters of the 
removal of political disabilities. The truth is, 
that the objections to the removal of political 
disabilities eome from Senators who are least 
acquainted by personal knowledge with the 
States wherein these disabilities have worked 
their evil. 

Mr. President, I have said before, and I 
repeat, thatthe cardinal faultin the reconstruc- 
tion policy was the imposition of any political 
disability; that if you had meant to punish 
those who were engaged in the rebellion, you 
should have punished them in some more sub- 
stantial, more direct, and more severe man- 
ner. You should have taken the leaders of the 
rebellion, if you could have found them, and 
drawn a distinction between those more and 
those less guilty, and you should have made 
of them an example to future traitors. But 
when you have forgiven thousands of those who 
were most active in bringing about and carry- 
ing on the rebellion, when you have said to 
the whole world that you will impose no pun- 
ishment even on the most prominent of them, 
such as is usually awarded to treason and other 


high crimes, it is very small business to con- 
tinue this little petty irritation, caused by 
retaining these political disabilities. 

It is due to the circumstance that this large 
number of men in the southern States were 
shut out from the possibility of holding State 
and Federal offices that we have had so many 
abuses in_ the local governments of those 
States. It is due to that cireumstance that 
in the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent on this floor we have to-day a State 
government which is a disgrace to civiliza- 
tion. It is due to those disabilities, and to 
those disabilities only, that we had not an 
ample field from which to select honest, capa- 
ble men for our local public offices, men who 
would have made faithful officers, and who 
would have been in complete harmony with 
the national Administration and the great 
Republican party on questions of public 
policy. Instead of that, what do we see 
to-day? A. spectacle alike disgraceful to the 
Republican party, under whose banner and in 
whose name gross abuses have been perpe- 
trated, and to tue men who have thus stained 
its honor; and yet Senators desire us to con- 
_tinue asystem which has been fruitful of such 
results. 

You may talk as you please about there 
being enough loyal men in the South to fill the 
offices. It is truethere might have been loyal 
men enough in the South to fill the offices ; 
but when you shut ont a particular class of 
men no more guilty than the rest from parti- 
cipation in public office, you found as a mat- 
ter of fact that the great majority of the rest 
of the population refused absolutely and en- 
tirely to have anything to do with the Govern- 
ment. It was that which in 1867 and 1868 
prevented our enlisting on behalf of good 
government and on behalf of reconstruction 
the bone and sinew of the South. It was only 
here and there that a man came out from the 
ranks in which he found himself and dared to 
take part with the Government and assist in 
the formation of new local governments, This 
oe of disabilities is responsible for all 
that. 

I know it was not intended to cut off from 
participation in reconstruction this large class 
of our citizens who actually heldaloof. Iknow 
that the law only disfranchised forty or fifty 
thousand in the entire South; but behind exch 
one of that forty or fifty thousand were ascore 
or a hundred, and that score or hundred fol- 
lowed precisely the lead of the forty or fifty 
thousand. Now, I ask that, as a matter of 
public policy, this great mistake shall be cor- 
rected. Although it will not undo the evil 
already done by this mistaken policy, I ask 
that to-day you shall take off from those men 
the restrictions which prevent their being held 
responsible in a larger degree than they now 
are for good order. 

Sir, the colored people of the South ask this. 
The colored people of the South, could they 
be represented on this floor to-day, would say 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, ‘‘ Hold off 
your bill until we can secure amnesty; we will 
get our rights under your bill sooner or later ; 
we are willing to wait for the time when such 
a measure can be carried out and can pass, 
but give us amnesty.’? They have petitioned 
for amnesty with ten times as many petitions 
as have come ap here for the passage of the 
Senator's bill. There has hardly been a con- 
vention of colored men in the South who have 
not said to Congress, ‘Give us amnesty.” F 
admit the hardships under which the colored 
men labor, and which are intended to be cor- 
rected by the bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and I say I will go with him, and a 
large number of Senators here will go witk 
him, to pass that bill; but two thirds of the 
Senate and two thirds of the House will not 
go with him to pass that bill now; and there- 
fore, under those circumstances, I feel bound to 
vote against the amendment, however - pained 
Tam to do so. 
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Mr. SUMNER. Let me say that two thirds 
will not go in favor of my amendment if the 
Senator from South Carolina can influence 
their votes. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says that two 
thirds of Congress would go against this bill 
if my amendment were put upon it; that it 
would not carry two thirds of the Senate. If 
it does not carry two thirds of the Senate it is 
because the friends of amuesty follow the lead 
of the Senator and vote against my proposition. 
Now I entreat the Senator to reconsider his 
position, Let him rally his friends and all the 
friends of amnesty to do justice to the colored 


race. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour 
of four o’clock has arrived, and it becomes 
the duty of the Chair to remind the Senate 
that by unanimous assent it was agreed yester- 
day that at this hour general debate should 
cease and voting commence on the amend- 
ments. 
Several Senators. Question! Question! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate upon the point 
of order raised on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. SUMNER and Mr. CONKLING called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. BAYARD. I desire to state that the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Stockton] has 
paired with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
CHANDLER.}]} The Senator from New Jersey, 
if he were here, would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and the 
Senator from Michigan would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, 
Conkling, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
-Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Morrill 


of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—2s, , 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davisof West Virginia, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, Hitcheoek, John- 
ston, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Seott, Ste- 
venson, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Chandler, 
Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Osborn, Patterson, 
Schurz, Sprague. Stockton, and Wright—18. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachuseits. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to perfect the amend- 
ment before it is voted on by introducing in 
line eleven of its first section, after the word 
“supported”? the words ‘‘ by moneys derived 
from general taxation ;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 

That there shall be no distinction by trustees, 
commissioners, superintendents, teachers, or other 
officers of common schools, and other public insti- 
tutions of learning, the same being supported by 
moneys derived from general taxation or authorized 
by law. 

I wish to have those words inserted after the 
word “ supported.” I suppose that will be done 
as a matter of course, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modi- 
fication will be made. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, Mr. President, I 
hope there will be no question about adopting 
this amendment. 

Several Senarors. It is after four o'clock. 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe I have the right 
to occupy five minutes, [am going to be gen- 
erous as the two thirds propose to be to the 
former rebels; Ishall not occupy five minutes. 
But I will ask once more my friends over the 
way, who insist upon amnesty, to unite with 
me now in justice to the colored race. Let 
us do this work all at once. I wish to have 
the pleasure of voting for this bill. I wish to 
unite with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Acorn] in the generosity that he proposes; 


I do not understand the 


l 
i 
| 
Í 


but Í do implore him to unite with me in jus- 
tice to his own constituents. Treat the two 
together; put them both in the same bill; pass 
them by a two-thirds vote, and let the country 
see how grandly unanimous we are in an act 
which is at once generous and just, full of 
generosity, the noblest generosity, the grand- 
est magnanimity in human history, and full 
also of simple justice. 

I stand here to plead for justice.” Others | 
may plead for generosity; I ask you to be just. 
Is there anything in my amendment that does | 
not contemplate justice? Is there anything 
that the Senator from Mississippi can properly 
oppose? Iknow there isnot. Then Laskhim 
to unite with me in making it the law. Let 
him bring down upon hig head blessings with- 
out number by lending his influence at this 
early stage of service in this Chamber in favor 


of a measure of such transcendent importance. 
Why, sir, as he returns to his own State, he 
will have following him not only the thanks of 
the former rebels who have been amnestied 
through his exertions, but the benedictions of 
the slave. Sir, that ought to count; I hope 
that the Senator will not lose the opportunity. 

Mr. ALCORN. I desireto sayasingle word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
must remind the Senator that by the rule 
adopted yesterday five minutes were to be 
allowed only to the proposer of anamendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. I do not propose to occupy 
that much time. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the rule? 

Mr. STEWART. Five minutes for explan- 
ation of an amendment by the mover. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The role 
adopted yesterday was that any Senator pro- 
posing an amendment should have five minutes 
to explain it; but that there should be no fur- 
ther debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator from 
Mississippi will be allowed to take it out of my 
time. I did not speak five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can 
only be done by unanimous consent. The Chair 
has no right to portion out the time of Sen- 
ators. This isa rule for Senators themselves 
to observe; the Chair has no power to enforce 
it. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VICKERS. The Senator from lowa 
[Mr. Harran] desired me to pair off with him, 
as he had business to transact at the Interior 
Department. If he were here he would vote 
“yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” I therefore 
decline to vote. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


I desire to state that the: 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Stocxtoy] is | 
paired with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. | 
CHANDLER.} The Senator from New Jersey, | 
if present, would vote ‘‘ nay,” and the Senator | 
from Michigan would vote *‘ yea.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 29, nays 30; as follows: 
, YEAS—Messra. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, | 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, į 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Kellogg, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt. Ram- | 
sey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—29. 

NAYS—Mesers. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, | 
Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly Lewis, 
Logan. Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pool, Robertson, | 
Saulsbury,Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Stevenson, Stewart, | 
Thurman, Tipton, and Trumbull—30. i 

ABSENT—Mesers.Cameron,Chandler,Cole,Cragin, | 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Howe, Osborn, i 


Sprague, Stockton, Vickers, and Wright—13. 
So the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I propose an amendment | 

which I trust the friends of the bill will agree ! 

to, because it is perfectly germane and is for | 
the purpose of perfecting the bill. L move to; 
amend the bill in section one, line twelve, by | 
striking out the word “the” after the word | 
‘of? and before the word “Congress,” and i 


inserting the word “ any ;’’ and then by insert- 


ing after the word ‘States’ in the same line 
the worda “after the thirty-Gfth;"" and by 
striking out in the thirteenth line the words 
‘withdrew therefrom ;’’ so that that clause of 
exception will read: 

First. Members of any Congress of the United 


States after the Lhirty-Fifth who aided the rebel- 
ion. 


The Thirty-Fifth Congress ended on the 3d 


| of March, 1859, so that the Thirty-Sixth Con- 


gress and those succeeding it were those in 
which this conspiracy of rebellion was con- 
cocted and out of which some gentlemen with- 
drew, feeling ita matter of honor the moment 
they had made up their mind to make war on 
the country to go away, which I can appreciate. 
Others, being equally traitorous and equally 
base, or more so, staid here, causing all the 
trouble and getting all the information they 
could and drawing their pay until their term 
expired on the 4th of March, 1861. 

Now, I think it not unfair to ask the friends 
of this measure to allow that class of people, 
one and all, to stay out of this general bill, 
and then, if in respect to any one of them 
there is a special reason why he should be 
relieved, we can pass a bill for bis benefit. 
The effect of my amendment simply is, there- 
fore, instead of using the words “withdrew 
therefrom,” that are inthe bill applied to those 
Congresses, which would only apply to those 
who actually vacated their seats before their 
term expired, who were really the best class 
of rebels, to include those who staid here, 
acting the part of spies and traitors together, 
and taking the money of the United States to 
aid the rebellion, until the 4th of March, 1861. 
I hope, therefore, that this amendment will be 
agreed to without opposition. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The ques. 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to know what the 
understanding is as to debate. I certainly 
misunderstood it. Isit the understanding that 
a member may make a speech here, and that 
there is to be no reply to it at all? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
stand it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I did not. 

Mr. MORTON. I understood that each 
Senator would have a right to speak for five 
minutes. 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought everybody was 
allowed to speak five minutes; otherwise it 
operates most unfairly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Globe be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The See- 
retary will read the agreement as reported in 
the Globe. The Senate will put its own inter- 
pretation upon it, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the 
proceedings of yesterduy: 

“The Presipinc Orricer. Ts the general assent 
of the Senate given to the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, that at four o’clock to-morrow gen- 
eral debate shall cease on this bill and voting shall 
commence on the amendments ? 

“Mr. Epsunps. With five minutes explanation 


by those who offer amendments I will agree to it. 
Mr. Snersuas. The ordinary five-minutes de- 


It is. 
I did not so under- 


ate. 

“Mr. ROBERTSON. That is, to those who offer 
amendments, but to none others, 

> The Presipine Ovvicer. TheChair then under- 
stands that that is the general assentof the Senate.’ 

Mr. CONKLING. Isthere not a preceding 
reference in regard to this? I remember 
asking a question myself of the Chair and 
receiving an answer, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is 
something after that; but this is where the 
agreement took place. There was some further 
colloquy not relating to that. The Secretary 
will read what further relates to it. 

The Chief Clerk read ag follows: 

“Tbe Prestpine Oreicen, Is thereany objection 
to four veisek ? 

oMr. Cuxsine. For what purpose? 

‘The Parstorxe Orricer. Toat debate shall cense 
at four o'clock, und then that there shall. be only 
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five-minutes debate on amendments. The Chair 
hears no objection: ` Such is the general assent of 
the Senate.” . 

Mr. CONKLING. I prefer, for one, to 
observe this agreement as others understood 
it, if there be a difference of apprebension in 
regard to it. I beg to say, however, that the 
Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Serman] having said 
‘*the ordinary five-minutes debate,’’ which is 
something very familiar to him, having served 
in the other House, as it is to me, I under- 
stood, as the last answer of the Chair gave me 
to understand, that it was to be the ordinary 
five-minutes debate upon amendments, and 
I submit with deference that a five-minutes 
debate upon amendments would be rather an 
extraordinary debate ifit consisted of the right 
of one person to speak on one side and nobody 
to be permitted on the other side to answer 
him. However, as I say, I wish, for one, to 
observe the understanding as other Senators 
received it. I supposed it wasto be, as stated 
by the Senator from Ohio, the ordinary five- 
minutes debate. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood it pre- 
cisely ag the Senator from New York does. I 
did not suppose that there was to be a five- 
minutes debate on one side and nobody be 
allowed to reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will be governed by the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [feel injustice to myself 
that I ought to remark that I did not hear the 
observation of the Senator from South Carolina 
which is reported in the Globe. I presume 
the Chair heard him, the Senator being nearer 
the Chair than myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
heard the remark, and supposed that all 
Senators understood it, although there was a 
great deal of confusion in the Chamber at the 
time. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let that be 
the understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire to debate 


t at all. 

Mr. THURMAN. I rose for the purpose 
of ascertaining exactly what the understandiug 
was. I understood it as the Senator from New 
York did. If I had not, I never should have 
agreed to it. . At the same time, it is but jus- 
tice to say that I very distinctly heard the 
limitation placed upon it by some Senator 
over there; I suppose the Senator from South 
Carolina; but my attention was directed to 
something else, by somebody speaking to me, 
and I did not know what the final action of 
the Senate was; I did not know whether that 
was acquiesced in or not. However, I am 
willing to abide by the rule as it was under- 
stood, and as it appears it was adopted, and 
the Chair has ruled accordingly, but I never 
will agree to such a rule again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We never ought to have 
such an understanding when a bill has been up 
for but one day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did make the re- 
mark that the Globe has ascribed to me. I 
think the friends of the bill fully understood 
it, and do not care anything about further 
discussion. Senators are old enough to vote 
without receiving any further light or informa- 
tion on this subject. If any amendments are 
agreed to, the constituents of the honorable 
Senator who sits on my left [Mr. Aucorn] 
will be deprived of the offices to which they 
have been elected, as they are required to 
qualify on the 2d day of January next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, This de- 
bate is not in order unless the understanding 
of the Senate is overruled. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That cuts out all after 
the 4th of March, 1859. Iask forthe yeas and 
nays upon it. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 81; as foliows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 


i 


ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conklin 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan 
Frelinghuysen. Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, 
Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—27, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, ~- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Ste- 
venson, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vick- 
ers, and West—3l. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Chandler, 
Cole, Cragin, Gilbert. Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Osborn, Patterson, Rice, Sprague, Stockton, and 
Wright—14. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PRATT. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the close of the first sec- 
tion: 

Provided, That the removal of such disabilities 
shall not have the effect of giving the persons re- 
lieved the status in court or elsewhere of loyal per- 
sons in asserting any claim against the United States 
which they do not now possess, either for money 
claimed to be due, orfor appropriation of or injury 
to property belonging to them. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. I want to see who 
will-vote against that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senator who 
moves this amendment if he will allow me one 
minute of his five to state why it ought not to 
be adopted. 

Mr. PRATT. Certainly; I have no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Having one minute, 
then, I wish to say that the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution provides simply for 
imposing a disqualification to hold office. This 
bill provides for removing the disability im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment, which is 
simply to hold office, and every citizen remains 
just as he stood before we passed this bill as 
to all his other rights except the right to hold 
office. Thisis not a pardon. The bill does 
not propose to pardon anybody. It merely 
proposes to remove the disability imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment, which is simply a 
disability to hold office. That is all. there is 
about it. It has no effect whatever upon any 
claim that a man has. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Indiana 
gives me a minute out of his time to reply to 
my friend from Illinois, who seems to be 

Mr. HILL. I submit whether this debate 
is within the rule adopted. Ido not like to 
see it infringed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! My honorable 
friend from Georgia must be a little slow of 
comprehension that he did not think of that 
about a minute ago. 

Mr. HILL. I thought that was an arrange- 


ment. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This, also, let me tell 
my friend, is an arrangement. I speak by 
permission of my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. HILL. I beg your pardon; I did not 
know that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam notresponsible for 
that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. No; but I did not hear you 
ask it, and could not know it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I 
only have a word or two to say in reply to my 
friend from Illinois, and the first is, that I am 
alittle surprised that those who are the special 
champions of protection of the Treasury and 
of the public money should object to an 
amendment of this kind, which is merely de- 
claratory that this bill shall not have the effect 
to put people’s hands into the Treasury whose 
last act was to raise their hands against the 
people who own the Treasury. , 

Now, to the point. My friend says that this 
bill removes political disabilities. So it does. 
It also removes a legal disability which the 
Constitution has imposed upon a certain class 
of persons, and under that Constitution we 
have framed pension laws and claims laws and 
claims commission laws based upon the theory 
of this constitutional provision and in har- 


mony with it, in order to protect the Treasury, 
that we may have something to pay loyal 
claimants and not be obliged to pay disloyal 
ones. In the decision. of the Supreme Court 


_made a year or two ago, I think in the case of 


Padelford, they held that an act of amnesty 
or pardon put a man in such a position thatin 
point of law he never had been guilty of aay : 
offense. _ Now, then, if we relieve from this” 
constitutional inhibition the legal as well as 
the political disabilities of these parties, it will 
be maintained, and in some quarters with a 
great deal of force, so that the money will go, 
that we have restored these people to all rights 
by this last act of legislation. Therefore, as 
a matter of precaution and safety and absolute 
security, this amendment ought to go on the 
bill if we wish to protect the Treasury. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state, such seeming to be the sense of the 
Senate, that a Senator presenting an amend- 
ment may apportion out his five minutes if he 
so chooses. 

Several Sewarors. No, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
seems to be the general sentiment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us stand by the 
agreement. -We have all stood by it so far, 
and let us adhere to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Prarr.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 25, nays 34; as follows: 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hame 
lin, Howe, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pat- 
terson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Norwood, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Scott, Stevenson, Stewart, Thurman, Tip- 


ton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—34. 
ABSEN'T—Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Chandler, 


That 


Cole, Cragin, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Osborn, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, and Wright—13, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. Several amendments have 
been offered, and every Senator seems dis- 
posed to vote for precisely what he wishes 
without regard to the passage of the bill. I 
therefore propose to amend the bill by striking 
out all of the first section after the. word 
“ classes” in the eleventh line and inserting: 

First. All persons who, being members of the 
Thirty-Sixtn and Thirty-Seventh Congresses of the 
United States, withdrew from their seats and aided 
the rebellion. 

Second. All persons who, having held the office of 
judge of the Supreme Court of the United States or 
head of one of the Executive Departments of the 
Government of the United States in the year 1860 
or 1861, shall have engaged in rebellion against the 
same. 

J will simply say that this amendment makes 
no exclusion from the benefits of this bill 
except of members of the Thirty-Sixth and 
Thirty-Seventh Congresses who went out and 
engaged in rebellion, and judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States and heads of the 
Executive Departments; and I desire to vote 
for it because I believe that is what the bill 
should do. Therefore I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts a question, as [ do 
not exactly understand his amendment. If 
I understand it correctly, if that amendment 
should be adopted, officers of the Army and 
the Navy who left the service and joined the 
rebellion would not be excluded. 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. . 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator proposes by his 
amendment to relieve those men who, although 
they had been educated by the Government, 
joined the rebellion. , 

Mr. VICKERS. I should like to ask. the 
Senator from Massachusetts if he is correctly 
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reported in the Globe. I find him reported as 
saying yesterday, ‘‘ I shall vote for the bill as 
it is, but I desire to say that I do not like its 
form.” ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair 
thinks that debate is not in order. 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The agreement is up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Witson. } 

Mr. CARPENTER. I want to know what 
the amendment is. What is stricken out by 
that motion? : 

Several Senators. All the exceptions. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 4, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brownlow, Edmunds, Flanagan, 
and Wilson—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Biair, Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Clayton, Conkling. Cooper, Corbett. Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hil 
Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 


man, Spencer, Stevenson, Stewart, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, and Win- 


dom—i. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Cole, Cra- 
gin, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Osborn, 
Pool, Raar Sprague, Stockton, and Wright—13. 


So the Hhendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the word ‘‘ removed,” 
in line nine of the first section: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed to 
relate back to or validate the election or appoint- 
ment of any person to the position of Senator or 
Representative in Congress, or to any office civil or 


military under the United States, which person was 
at the date of such election or appointment ineli- 

ible to the office or position to which he may have 
Been so elected or appointed. 

The object of this amendment is to exclude 
from the benefit of this bill any man who has 
consented to be elected or has procured him- 
self to be elected to an office in defiance of 
the fourteenth amendment, any man who while 
resting under the disabilities of that amend- 
ment and in defiance of it has attempted to 
obtain office. It is also intended that we shall 
defeat the purpose of those who have defied 


that amendment by knowingly electing or pro- | 


curing the election of those who are disquali- 
fied by the Constitution of the United States. 
If there be such persons who have thus acted 
in defiance of the Constitution, who have set 
at naught a solemn amendment adopted by 
the people of the United States, they ought not 
under any. consideration to be entitled to the 
benefit of this bill. 
point of justice; but, on the contrary, having 
shown a disregard of the law, having willfully 
defied the Constitution of the United States, 
they are not proper persons afterward to hold 
office under it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Itis a new treason. 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. I therefore hope 
that this amendment will be adopted. If it 
should not be, this bill ought not to pass. This 
billought not to bave the effect to legislate men 
into Congress or to legislate men into the en- 
joyment of office, of influence, and of power, 
who have acted in open defiance and contempt 
of the Constitution. 

_ Mr. THURMAN, I wish to inquire if that 
is not precisely the same amendment that was 
voted down? 

Mr. MORTON. There has been some slight 
change. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


is advised that it is not the same amendment. || 


although similar. 
Mr. THURMAN, 
ference consist ? 
Mr. CONKLING. Itisdifferentin language. 
It is the same idea, but it is more guarded, 
i Mr. HILL. It is, in substance, the same 
hing. 
Mr. THURMAN. We see now where this 
“rale is. There is not one particle of founda- 


% 


Wherein does the dif- 


Hill, | 


They have no right to itin | 


| 
i 
| 
H 
į 
i 
i 
i 


tion for the remarks of the Senator from Indi- 
ana—— 

Mr. MORTON, Is that in order? 

Mr. CONKLING. That isin violation of 
the understanding. 

The PRESIDEN 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Maine, 
{Mr. Hamuty.] who was obliged to leave the 
Senate Chamber, not feeling well, asked me to 
pair with him, which I did. If he were here he 
would vote ‘‘yea.’’ and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VICKERS. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Har- 
LaN.] He would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I should 
vote ‘*nay.’’ 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to state that the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. STOCKTON] is 
paired with the Senator from Michigan, [ Mr. 
CHANDLER.} If the Senator from New Jer- 
sey were present he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and 
the Senator from Michigan would vote ‘ yea.’’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morriil of 
Vermont, Morten, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Seott, Spencer, Sumner, Wil- 
son, and Windom—29. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of Keatucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Norwood, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, 
and West—26, 

ABSENT—Megsrs. Boreman, Cameron, Chandler, 
Cole, Cragin: Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Kellogg, Osborn, Sawyer, Sprague, Stock- 
ton, Thurman, Vickers,and Wright~17. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose an amendment 
to remove a doubt I have in my mind. Ide- 
sire to vote for this bill; but I am a little afraid 
that the language of the bil] as it stands will be 
so broad as to relieve parties benefited by it 
from other disabilities than those imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment. I move, therefore, in the third and 
fourth lines of the first section to strike out the 
words ‘all legal and,’’ and to insert the word 
“the;” so as to make the bill read : 


That the disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
| stitution of the United States, &e, 


at 


posed by the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment. łam not sure but that the third 
section of the amendment might exhaust itself 
upon the word “political,” leaving these men 
to be relieved from legal disabilities not em- 
i braced in the third section of the amendment. 
If so, it would authorize them to sue for dam- 
ages for injury to property by the Government 
of the United States, and open the door to con- 
troversies and litigations without end. Ina 
| law so important as this, I desire to avoid all 
| possible misconstruction; and as this bill has 
| now been amended by the vote of the Senate, 
Į trast that the words ‘‘all legal and’ may be 
stricken out. They are of no use whatever, 
because the only disabilities imposed by the 
third clause of the fourteenth amendment are 
| political disabilities. These words, therefore, 
| have no sense or meaning here. They are 
simply words, without adding any strength to 
the phrase, and yet creating a doubt in my 
| mind; itis true, not a very strong doubt, but 
| itis a doubt that causes me to hesitate about 
į voting for this bill. I certainly would not vate 
| for this bill if it authorized these persons not 
only to hold office, but to sue in the Court of 
Claims and other courts of justice and opened 
the door to a multitude of other litigations, 
As these words now have no usefal purpose, I 


| 


T pro tempore. The ques- | 


| The answer to my doubt would be suggested || 
to every one, that these words ‘legal and į 
political disabilities’’ are limited to those im- | 


i 

trust they will be stricken out. The argument 
i of my colleague last night, that this bill ought 
| to be passed before the holidays, is now out 
i of view, and therefore we may as well look at 
| the question simply as a practical question of 
| legislation. 

| Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have an 
` amendment reaching to the same object, but iu 
i 
{ 


i 


a different way, which I will propose as an 
| amendment to the amendment, and it may 
| possibly be accepted by the Senator from Ohio. 
| t is to insert on line eight after the word 
| “thereof” the words ‘excepting in courts of 
law or justice.’’ Tam anxious to vote for this 
bill if some of the objections can be removed, 
and [ cannot doubt that the friends of the biil 
are endangering it by resisting all amend- 
ments. It seems to me imposs:ble that this 
bill can be carried by the requisite two-thirds 
majority unless its friends will consent to have 
some proper amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator's amend- 
ment would leave the claims commission and 
a multitude of other tribunals open. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Is not the 
claims tribunals. tribunal of law ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. I think striking 
out the useless words I have named will cover 
the whole thing. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am not 
tenacious about the form, but I really think 
an amendment of this sort should be adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Inasmuch as the bill has 
been amended, and is likely to be amended 
still further, and these amendments need ex- 
planation, shall I be violating the under- 
standing if Í move for an executive session? 
If I could have unanimous consent, I would 
move an execntive session. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Let us go on with the 
bill. 

Mr. NYE. We had better adjourn, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Vhe ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 


Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shoald like to have 
it reported. Let us vote on it. 

The Caer CLERK. In the third and fourth 
lines it is proposed to strike out the words 
all legal and’? and to insert the word 
‘‘the;”? so as to read, “that the political dis- 
| abilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth article.” &. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend that 
by striking out the word ‘‘political,’’ so as to 
read, ‘‘that all disabilities imposed by the 
third section,’ leaving out the words ‘legal’? 
and “political? both. I make this motion, 
on which, l suppose, I am entitled to the floor 
|| for a moment, with a view of making a state- 
|| ment to the Senate. This biil is now, as L 


Í 


i 


| understand, in Committee of the Whole. Am 
I correct? 
|| The BRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
understanding, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, When I movean amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [If the purpose is to get 
a chance to make a speech, it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a proper amend- 
ment, any way, 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to this. 
| I only wish that we shall all understand it. 
Mr, TRUMBULL. The bill, as I under- 
| stand, is now in Committee of the Whole, Am 
i I correct? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee of the Whole. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. [ wish then to say to 
the friends of the bill that we shall have another 
| vote when we come into Senate on the amend- 
i ae the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. MoB- 
| TON. 

Mr. SUMNER, There will also be another 

| vote on my amendment. 
| Mr. PRUMBULL. Andon the amendment 
| of the Senator from Massachusetts. If there 


This is a violation of the 


| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
! 
$ . 
f It is in 


t 
l 


1871. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


217 


are Senators enough here who intend to vote 
to remove political disabilities, it is in our 
power still to vote down the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana and all 
other amendments and pass the bill; and if 
there is not, then amendments will be put upon 
it. Of course it will be understood, Senators 
will understand, and the country will under- 
stand what the meaning of the amendments is. 
Now, I appeal to the friends of the bill, who 
want to pass this general amnesty bill, to stand 
together, and when we get into. the Senate let 
us take another vote and see if we cannot reject 
all amendments. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iaccept with great pleas- 
ure the proposition of the Senator from Hli- 
nois, because I think that makes it clearer and 
carries out my idea, striking out the adjectives 
and providing simply ‘‘ that the disabilities 
imposed by the third section,” &c. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio will be reported 
as modified. 

The Curer Cuerk. The amendment, as 
modified, is to strike out the words ‘all legal 
and political,” and to insert the word “ the ;”’ 
so as to read: 

That the disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth article, d&c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion is on this amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the yeas 


and na: 


The ques- 


ys. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the country will, 


understand it, as the saying is. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Furry] left the Chamber and 
paired with me. . 

Mr. THURMAN. My pair with the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hamurx] reaches only 
to the question of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Morron] and the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. SUMNER] and the final passage of the 
bill. I therefore am at liberty to vote on this 
amendment. : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Forry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye. Patterson, Pom- 
ied pratt, Sherman, Sumner, Wilson, and Win- 

OWI SL. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Norwood, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Scott, Stevenson, Stewart, Thurman, 
Tipton. Trumbull, Vickers, and West—3L. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Ohandler. 
Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, 
Osborn, Pool, Ramsey, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, 
and Wright—19. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON. I now offer an amendment 
to be inserted in the oath. In the second sec- 
tion, after the word “same” in the sixth line, 
I move to insert: 

And that he is not, and has not been within 
twelve months from the date of the passage of this 
act, a member of any association commonly known 
as the Ku Klux Klan. 

Mr. President, if the evidence that has heen 
taken by the Committee of Investigation in the 
South during the course of the summer and 
fall, if the evidence that was taken last winter 
by the special committee of the Senate, if the 
evidence that has come to us from a thousand 
sources for the last four years in regard to the 
character of the Ku Klax organization, the 
oaths and obligations they take, their deeds of 
blood and violence, be at all true, no member 
of that association, and no man who has been 
a member of it within a recent period, shall 
enjoy amnesty from this Government. 

Tt is said that it is composed of men‘in low 
position socially and politically in the South. 
I do not believe that. I believe it has its bead 
and its power in men who have occupied and 


perhaps do occupy high social and political 
position inthe South; andif that isso, no such 
man should be amnestied, and I cannot under- 
stand upon what principle any such man should 
be admitted again to the enjoyment of political 
power under this Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I-wish to repeat that I 
am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HAMLIN] only on two questions; and that this 
is not one of them. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 27, nays 28; as follows: 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of Vermont. Morton, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Rice, Scott, Sherman, 
Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—27, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis. Logan, Norwood, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and 

est—28, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Chandler, 
Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, 
Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, Sprague, Stockton, and 
Wright—l7. 


So the amendment was rejected, 


Mr. CONKLING. I offer the following 
amendment, to be inserted at the end of the 
first section: 

Provided however, That the removal of such dis- 
abilities shall not have the effect of giving the per- 
sons relieved the status in court or elsewhere of 
loyal persons in asserting any claim against the 
United States which they do not now possess, either 
for money claimed to be due, or for appropriation of 
or injury to property. 

Mr. President, that is the amendment once 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Pratt, | altered in order that it might not be, 
within the rule, the same amendment. I pro- 
pose it again in the hope that the Senate will 
adopt it. When it was offered by the Senator 
from Indiana the bill stood unamended. It 
had withstood all attempts to change it, and 
the argument, was that if it could be kept in 
that way it would receive consummation here 
without going back to the other House. Hav- 
ing been amended, that argument falls to the 
ground ; and now I venture to appeal to Sen- 
ators for one moment to consider the question 
involved in this amendment. As the bill 
stands it reads ‘that all legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth article,” &e., ‘be removed.” If 
those words mean only as has been argued 
here, certainly no harm can come from a pro- 
vision such as this. The words ‘ legal and’”’ 
will be assigned some meaning. Any tribunal 
which construes this statute will follow one of 
the canons of construction which attributes 
significance to all the words found in the 
statute. They are, therefore, on the theory sug- 
gested on one side, surplusage certainly, and 
I think there lurks in those words a danger 
that the law will be changed on this subject. 
Now, Mr. President, we have been told that 
the Senate 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CONKLING. [have only five minutes; 
I feel very earnest about this thing, and I hope 
the Senator will not interrupt me 

Mr. STEWART. As you alone have the 
five minutes, it will be the greater generosity 
to yield to me for a moment, 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihave not violated this 
understanding in any way. J will do anything 
for my friend from Nevada, but I hope he will 
pardon me now and not deduct this interrup- 
tion from my five minutes. 

It has been said that the Senate understand 
and the country would understand the object 
of these amendments. Mr. President, I hope 
and trust that both the Senate and the country 


will understand the object of this amendment, 
It is simply to guard against men putting their 
hands into the public ‘Treasury hereafter who 
cannot now put their hands into the Treasury, 
As the statute stands, those who drew the 
sword against the Union cannot come into 
court seeking damages. If this act prevails I 
fear—that is all I will say because I will not 
raise a close legal question here—I fear that it 
will be insisied that this has changed the status 
of those men. Ifit does not change it, Ihum- 
bly submit that no harm can come from adopt- 
ing this amendment. If any court should hold 
hereafter that the words ‘‘ all legal disabilities’? 
mean what the dictionary attributes to them, 
then it would have been a most provident thing, 
a stitch in time which will save nine, to put 
this amendment upon tbe bill, and, therefore, 
in all seriousness, Mr. President, I hope the 
Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. STEWART.. I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘however’’ in that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The Senator from Nevada 
moves to amend the amendment by striking 
out the word ‘‘however.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. I want to make this re- 
mark, that the language in this bill is the pre- 
cise language reported at all times in these 
bills. There were, I suppose, fifteen or twenty 
bills reported from the Judiciary Committee 
with this identical language, ‘‘the legal and 
political disabilities im posed by the third clause 
of the fourteenth amendment.” It is the 
language that has been used in both Houses 
from the beginning, and it only refers to the 
disabilities that are in the fourteenth amend- 
ment, and there are no disabilities there but 
disabilities from holding office. ‘These are the 
only disabilities in that amendment; whether 
they are calied ‘“‘legal’’ or “political” it 
matters not. ‘Those are the only disabilities 
that are in the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment, and they are the only disabilities 
removed by this bill, and itis the plain and 
ordinary language. 

Now that [ am on my feet, I wish to say 
that I am in favor of an amnesty bill, and 
those who.are in favor of it, if they want one 
passed, will vote against all amendments. 
There are many other things that I am in 
favor of, but I do not expect to get them on 
this bill, and if you expect to get everything 
you want on this bill, then you will never get 
this bill, and I appeal to those who are iu 
favor of a bill to remove political disabilities, 
when this bill is reported to the Senate, to vote 
against all amendments and let us pass it as 
it came from the House of Representatives, 
and then we shall accomplish something. 

There is no danger of our being placed in 
a false position before the country by voting 
against these amendments, for these are or- 
dinary tactics to propose to put on abill good 
things with a view to their being voted down. 
I withdraw the amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Conxuine. ] 

Mr. CARPENTER and Mr. CONKLING 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered. f . 

Mr. CALDWELL. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Brar] is absent. I am paired 
with him. If he were here he would vote 
tt yea, and I should vote * nay. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 21, nays 32; as follows : 
. YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony. Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Howe, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye. Pomeroy, Pratt, 
Sherman, Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, Cas- 
serly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton. Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Mill, Hitcheock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Stevenson, Stewart, 
Thurman. Tipton, Trambull, Viekers, and West—32. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
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Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Comnectieut, Gil- | 
pert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill į 
of Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Sprague, | 
Stockton, and Wright—19. l 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I ofer an 
amendment to come in on the sixth line of the 
second section where the oath is prescribed, so 
that it shall read as follows: 


Take and subscribe an oath or affirmation to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, and to 
bear true faith and allegiance to the same, and that 
he has never been engaged or concerned in person 
or as aider and abettor in inflicting any outrage upon 
person, life, or property in what is commonly called 
a Ku Klux raid. 

Mr. NYE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me ask the Senator 
from Indiana, would it not be just as satisfac- 
tory to take the yeas and nays in the Senate 
and not here again in committee on the same 
general proposition? . 

Mr. CONKLING,. Thatis a wholly different 
proposition. 

Mr. NYE. I want that to be one of the 
qualifications for men to get this amnesty. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I did not know but that | 


we would save time. i 
2 . 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being |, 


taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- | 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, | 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, | 
Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Scott, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, and_Windom—27. | 
VAYS—Measrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, | 

} 


Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, milton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, | 
Johnston. Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of | 
Maine, Norwood, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Stevenson, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, Trum- | 
bull, Vickers, and West—29. i 
ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Chandler, | 
Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert. Ham- į 
ilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Rice, Sprague, Stockton, and Wright—16. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On the adoption of | 
that amendment I call for the yeas and nays. | 
There is only one amendment made, Í believe. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now I ask to have the 
amendment read so that we may know what 
it is. 


lea! 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, | 


which was after the word ‘‘removed,’’ in the 
ninth line of the first section, to insert: 


Provided, That this act shall not be construed to i! 
relate back to or validate the election or appoint- ʻi 


ment of any person to the position of Senator or 
Representative in Congress, or to any office, civil or 


military, under the United States, which person ii en 3 
li seek reconciliation now to unite in this honest 


was at the date of such election or appointment 
ineligible to the office or position to which he may i 
have been so elected or appointed. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
tion, whether that is the only amendment made į 
to the bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. , The Chair |; 


understands that this is the only amendment 


which has been agreed to in Committee of the |: 


Whole. 
Mr. BAYARD. Then if that amendment | 


js defeated the bill will stand as it came from jj 


the House of Representatives. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is unfair; it is de- 


bate. 

Mr. MORTON. Tasked to have the amend- 
ment again read, that it may be perfectly un- | 
derstood what we are voting upon. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. | 

Mr. MORTON. Would it be in order for 
me, as the author of that amendment, to say 
one word in regard to it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It has been discussed 


once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (to Mr. Morrox.) Youcan 
. move to amend it, as the Senator from Ilinois 
did, by striking out a letter somewhere. 


f 
Osborn, Ramsey, H 


i! effort. 


I wish to ask, for informa- į 


| Mr. BAYARD. Will the Chair state the 
| question? 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
| is on concurring in the Senate with this amend- | 


| ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
i Mr. THURMAN. This is one of the ques- 
tions on which I am paired with the Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. Hamriy.] If he were here 
he would vote *‘ yea,” and I should vote *‘ nay.” 
Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Srocxtox] were here he would 
vote “nay.” He is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. ÜHANDLER. ] 
Mr. VICKERS. On this vote Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Harras. ] 


as nay.” 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, 

Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
| Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, Wil- 
son, and Windom—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, [itcheock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Secburz, Sherman, Stevenson, 
! Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, and West—26. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
! Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Osborn, 


} 

i 

t 

} 

| 

| 

| Wright—l7. 

| So the amendment was concurred in. 
| Mr. SUMNER. Inow renew my amend- 
| ment offered in the committee. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the 
| amendment be reported again? 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senate is familiar with 
| it; it is not necessary to have it read. Now 
I will not take five minutes; I will only take 
two. 

I propose that sincerely as a measure of re- 
conciliation, I wish to see reconciliation. 
wish to see good will established throughout 
this country ; but I know that it cannot be 
done if the policy of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALCORN] is to have sway. 1 know 


i concord. Now, I entreat him once more to 
unite with me in this great measure of recon- 


‘| eiliation founded on justice. 


If my amendment be adopted I shall vote for 
i this bill; if it be rejected, I shall vote against 
the bill, and I hope that other Senators here, 
enough in number, will vote against it to de- 
| feat it—it does not deserve success. A meas- 
| ure that seeks to benefit only the former rebels 
and neglects the colored race does not deserve 
success ; it is an unworthy measure, it cannot 
be sustained by a righteous public sentiment. 
Tentreat Senators over the way who really 


Give me an opportunity to vote for 
| their bil. I long to do it. Gladly wouid Í 
reach out the olive branch, but I know no way 
in which that can be done uuless you begin by 
justice to the colored race. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last word in it, 
whatever itbat word may be, [laughter,] and 


upon this amendment of mine I wish to say 


| just this: I came here at this session of Con- 
gress honestly in favor of an amnesty bill; I 
am desirous now of seeing a properly drawn 


i, amnesty bill pass; but after the votes that have 


| been taken in the Senate to-day I desire to 
| say in explanation of the vote which I shall 
give that if the friends of amnesty are not. will- 
| ing to accompany that act with an act of jus- 

tice toward the colored people of the South, 
then, so far as my vote goes, amnesty will wait 
until they are. On reflection, I withdraw my 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. I renew that amendment, 
and I desire to say a word. Coming here as I 
do, and standing here as I do, I propose to go 
straight forward in everything that I believe it 


Í 
j 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| is proper for metodo. Ido not propose to 


He would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I should vote | 


Ram- ! 
sey, Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Vickers, and | 


Ii 


that he will keep discord where I would have ; 


H 


1 
il an amendment pending. 


follow the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Sumser] when he stands up ax the friend of 
the colored man and proposes to trammel 
the colored man’s rights, which are not 
obstructed by any provision of the Constitu- 
tion, by tacking the measure on to a bill which 
it requires two thirds of Congress to pass. Does 
he intend that the rights of the colored man 
shall depend upon the action of Congress upon 
a measure that it requires two thirds of Con- 
gress to pass? The colored man has no re- 
strictions imposed by the Constitution, and 
he demands—~I epeak for him—that he shall 
not have his rights trammeled in any such 
way as this, and he will suspect any man 
who seeks thus to appeal to him, when he 
comes here proposing to bind up all hisrights, 
and commit them to the charge of a bill that 
cannot be passed except by a two-thirds vote 
of each House of Congress, 

The Senator says that because I refuse to 
support his amendment I am not in favor of 
the colored man’s rights. I take issue with 
the honorable Senator upon that statement. 
If he were to offer the Lord’s Prayer as an 
amendment to this bill, would he declare that 
I was an infidel because I vored against it? 
The gentleman says that the recording angel 
in heaven will blot out with his tears 

Mr. SUMNER. He cannot blot out a thing 
so inequitable. 

Mr. ALCORN. Well, sir, the angel of 
heaven does not blot out with tears. Those 
tears are not the thingto blot out. The tears 
of the angels come pure, and they bleach and 
purify everything they touch; they make no 

iots. 

But, sir, I say that I am for the colored 
man. and when the time comes I will show 
myself his friend; but I do not propose to 
prejudice his demands upon Congress, to 
prejudice his claims to the consideration of the 
nation, by, if the gentleman will have it, tack- 
ing him on toa provision that is intended to 
relieve rebels. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. ALCORN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


There is 


Mr. KELLOGG. Then, in the tenth line 
of the fourth section of the amendment of the 
Senator from, Massachusetts I move to strike 
out the word “ five,” and insert the word two." 
I do not disguise the fact thatin common with 
many Senators who have resorted to the same 
expedient I offer this amendment for the pur- 
pose df having an opportunity to submit some 
remarks, more in explanation of my vote, how- 
ever, than otherwise. 

I voted, Mr. President. in the Committee of 
the Whole for the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I had desired, 
at some time during the progress of this bill, 
to urge upon the consideration of the Senate 
some reasons in favor of its immediate pas- 
sage. I thought I should be able to give many 
sufficient and conclusive reasons why this bill 


| should be passed as a matter of justice to all 


and as a measure of sound policy. But, sir, in 
common with others, I abstained from saying 
one word in regard to the bill, lest I might 
delay its passage. It was my desire to show 
thatthe imposition of disabilities was originally 
resorted to as a temporary expedient, that it 
was inaugurated before suffrage waa guarantied 
to the black man, aud that since the fifteenth 
amendment has been made a part of the Con- 
stitution the main reason which was urged i 
debate by all the prominent Republicans for 
the adoption of the third section of the four- 
teenth amendment has passed away. Now that 
the right of suffrage has been guarantied to 
the black man the reason for disabilities has 
ceased. 

And, sir, thia reference to the fifteenth 
amendment leads me to recall a scene which 
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I once witnessed on this floor which I shall 
never forget. : When the galleries were breath- 
less with excitement, when they were hanging 
on the utterances of every Senator as his name 
was called and ashe voted ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ on 
the question of the adoption of that great Magna 
Charta giving the right of suffrage forever to 
the black man, my honorable friend at my 
right, [Mr. Sumyer,] who attempts to hamper 
this great measure, who is hostile to it, and 
who endeavors to fasten his amendment upon 
it manifestly for no other purpose than to 
defeat its passage, took his cane and hat in 
his hand and walked deliberately from this 
Chamber, and refused to record his vote in 
favor of constitutional suffrage for the black 
man in all time to come. 

I respect my friend from Massachusetts, 
and have respected him from boyhood; but, 
sir, it is evident that he is hostile to this meas- 
ure; it is evident that other Senators whom [ 
see around me here are also hostile to it, and 
are, I fear, endeavoring to defeat it. In Louis- 
iana to-day every single requirement, every 
provision of the bill which the Senator from 
Massachusetts offers as an amendment, is, I 
believe, with scarcely an exception, now upon 
the statute-books, and I believe exists in sev- 
eral other States of the South; and gotwith- 
standing this the Senator attempts to put me 
and others in a false position before the col- 
ored people of the South because some of us 
insist upon voting for the bill before the Sen- 
ate without avy amendment, and as it came to 
us from the House. 

I perceive, sir, that I must talk rapidly, for 
Iam admonished that I have but a moment or 
two; I wish I had longer time—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take as much time as 
you like. The rules have all been broken 


down. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senate will give 
me an opportunity to go on for two or three 
minutes, it is all I shall ask, and I think I 
ought to have that indulgence under the cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, the chairman of the committee com- 
monly known asthe Ku Klux committee, [Mr. 
Scorr,] told us yesterday that the removal of 
disabilities was a measure of sound policy.. 
He gave abundant reasons for his belief, and 
it was my intention, if I had been afforded the 
opportunity, to read from his speech reasons 
he urges why this measure of amnesty should 
be passed, why it was a measure of sound 
policy thus to bring into the front rank men 
that can take office from amoug the wealthy 
aud intelligent population of the South now 
disfranchised. It is a fact as true as itis unjust 
that many of the peaceful, honest, respectable, 
and intelligent people of the southern States 
are precluded from any participation in the 
government of the States in which they live, 
unless it be to pay exorbitant taxes to support 
in many cases worthless and corrupt office- 
holders. 

The Government has abandoned the prose- 
cution of the most responsible of the leaders 
of the rebellion ; Congress has by special acts 
removed the disabilities of thousands and ap- 
pointed some of them to important offices, and 
yet now some leading Republicans favor a 
policy which only tends to harass and aggra- 
vate certain proscribed individuals, and con- 
gtantly keep before them and the world the 
official declaration that they cannot be trusted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the 
duty of the Chair to remind the Senator that 
his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then I withdraw the 
amendment that I offered, and move now to 
strike out the last word of the pending amend- 
ment. I will not trespass long on the Senate, 
but I really desire to say two or three things 
since I am on my feet, and I appeal to my 
friends from the South especially, and ask 
them to corroborate what I say. à 

I was about to say that it is a surprise to me 
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that as a matter of policy some of our friends 
seem inclined to oppose this measure. Sir, 
why are so many of the white men of the 
South hostile to the Republican party? It is 
mainly because they see that the Republican 
party is in a measure identified with the laws 
which oppress them—unjust laws that have 
tended to pile a debt. mountain-high upon 
them, and inflicted upon them taxes, unjust 
and oppressive, for the purpose of putting 
money in the pockets of adventurers, who, in 
many cases, have no proprietary interests in 
common with the people. 

Let me present one more consideration. 
The Republican party is sure of the votes of 
the colored element of the South. They ure 
Republican in all their instincts. They know 
very well that the Republican party is the 
party that gave them freedom and the ballot, 
and they are chained to the Republican 
chariot with hooks of steel. The passage of 
an amnesty bill like the one under consid- 
eration will strengthen us in the South, if for 
no other reason because it will take from the 
Democratic party the strongest argument that 
they can use against us, an argument which is 
most effective in inducing them to vote and 
use their utmost efforts against us, but which 
once removed will bring thousands of them 
into our ranks. 

Now, sir, in conclusion, J am compelled to 
say—and I say it with regret—that it is my 
solemn and deliberate conviction, in view of 
the record, that my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts, than whom no other gentleman 
do I respect more in this nation, is impracti- 
cable in this case as, I regret to say, he has 
been too often in others. As I have already 
said, the colored man in the State of Louisiana 
now has all the rights that the Senator’s bill 
would give him. lam in favor of every pro- 
vision of that bill, but while I am willing to 
vindicate every right of the colored man, I 
still wish to be consistent, and, believing it to 
be not only sound policy but a measure of 
justice, I am for a measure of universal am- 
nesty that with the laws already upon the 
statute-book (and if they are not sutfticient I 
will cheerfully vote for others) will give to 
every man in the South, white or black, high 
or low, rich or poor, the same equality before 
the law. I want to inaugurate a policy in this 
and other measures that will set the South 
upon the high road to prosperity, and enable 
her to emerge from the difficulties that unfor- 
tunately environ her at the present time and 
retard her progress and development. More 
than that, sir, Í want to see the people of the 
South, turning their backs upou the prejudices 
and hostilities of the past, looking forward 
only to the reconciliations and consequent 
prosperity of the future. 

Mr. STEWART. I think we might as well 
have an executive session now. [Non 
“No!”’J] Lhope there may be general con- 
gent to that. Isee that we are not going to 
get the bill through in a salisfactory form. Is 
there any objection to my making the motion ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON and others. I object. 

Mr. SCOTT. Has the Seuator from Louis- 
jana withdrawn his amendment? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to strike out the word 
‘ private’? in the tweuty-first live of the first 
section of the pending amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer.] E 
do so for the purpose of saying a very few 
words upon this amendment. 

ĮI have voted on every amendment that has 
been offered, upon its. merits. While I am 
willing to vote and intend to vote for the am- 
nesty bill, I do not think that iè is absolutely 
necessary that it be passed in the form in which 
it came from the House of Representatives, 
and I am willing to interpose a few days’ delay 
to get what is right. Whatever may be my 
action on the bill of .the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis when it comes to final action, I sim- 
ply make this motion to show why I cannot 


vote for his amendment in its present form, 
ond. why I think nobody else ought to vote 
or it. 

The first section prohibits corporations formed 
by national or State authority, churches, cem- 
etery companies, benevolent institutions gen- 
erally, incorporated in this manuer, from deny- 
ing certain rights to people on account of race, 
color, or condition.. The second section makes 
these corporations liable to a pecuniary pen- 
alty for so doing, and then makes the refusal 
a misdemeanor. The stockholders of these 
corporations, the members of these churches, 
or of these charitable institutions incorporated 
by the States, may vote against the measure 
which excludes colored men from their rights, 
and yet, notwithstanding they do that, the last 
clause of the section has this provision: 

And the private property of the several individ- 
uals composing the same— 

The individuals composing the corporation— 
shall be held liable for the forfeitures, fines, and 
penalties incurred by any violation of the first sec- 
tion of this act. 

So that the men who in these corporations 
vote to give the colored people their rights are 
absolutely liable for the forfeitures, fines, and 
penalties that may be incurred by those who 
as a majority outvote them. 

If there were no other reason for it, this 
would be a sufficient reason for me to vote 
against thisamendment. I withdraw my amend- 


ment, 

Mr. SUMNER. I accept the Senator’s 
amendment to strike out. 

Mr. SCOTT. [have withdrawn it. 

Mr. SUMNER. ThenI modify my amend- 
ment by striking out the words to which the 
Senator objects, the words on lines twenty- 
one and twenty-two, ‘‘and the private prop- 
erty of the several individuals composing the 
same;’’ so that my friend shall not be in peril. 

Mr. SCOTT. There are other objections 
which would be presented if the bill were 
considered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ah! very well. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts will 
be so modified. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move tostrike out any 
word that is convenient—the first word will do 
as well as any—and I wish to say in regard to 
that, that I never should have supposed, until 
I had seen the practice of the Senate, that that 
was exactly in consonance with the rule we 
adopted. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly it was com- 
menced by the honorable gentleman, who was 
the first who insisted on this bill being taken up, 
my honorable friend from Illinois, who is not 
now in his seat. I called his attention to it 
at the time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well, I am not crit- 
icising anybody. I only say that I should never 
have considered that that was exactly consist- 
ent with the agreement at which we had ar- 
rived. I saw the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Morros] adopted, when I 
do really think that if I could have bad the 
ear of the Senste for a few minutes I could 
have demonstrated that that amendment ought 
not to have been adopted; but I was not smart 
enough to get at this new way of being heard 
by the Senate, and the amendment has been 
adopted both ia committee aud here. 

IL avail myself now of the practice, hoping 
that it will be the first and last time 1 shall ever 
see it, simply to say this: The Senator from 
Massachusetts has declared that if his amead- 
ment be not adopted he will vote against this 
bil. I-have io say that if it be adopted I 
shall vote against the bill, and I shall vote 
against it if it be adopted just so long as I 
believe, as I do believe, that his amendment is 
the most flagrant violation of the Constitution 
that ever I have seen proposed in this Senate, 
and I have seen some that I thought were 
pretty bad. Jt goes a whole bow-shot length 
beyond the Ku Klux bill. It makes every 


280 


tavern-keeper the State in which he lives; 
every manager of a theater the State in which 
he lives; every conductor of a railroad the 
State in which he lives; and under an amend- 
ment of the Constitution that only authorizes 
you. to deal with States it undertakes to say 
that every conductor of a railroad, and every 
manager of a theater, and every little hotel- 
keeper or inn-keeper in the United States is 
the State in which he resides. I shall have to 
get blind and be unable to read the Constitution 
before I can ever go for such a bill as that. 
Mr. SUMNER. I move to strike out the 
last section merely that may have an oppor- 
tunity of replying to my friend from Ohio. 
He seems very sensitive. He says that I 
would make every botel the State. The Sen- 
ator knows well that a hotel is a legal institu- 
tion; Iuse the term advisedly, and the Sen- 
ator is too good a lawyer not to know it. A 


railroad corporation is also a legal institution. | 


So is a theater, and all that my bill proposes is 
that those who enjoy the benefits of law shall 
treat those who come to them with equality. 
It takes. advantage of the condition of these 
different institntions—I will so call them—and 
insists upon bringing them within the domain 
of law and of equal rights. ‘hey are already, 
to a certain extent, within the domain of law. 
I insist upon applying to tbem the principle 
of equal rights. Whoever seeks the benefit 
of the law, as the owners and lessees of thea- 
ters do, as the common carriers do, as hotel- 
keepers do, must show equality. How can 
they claim the protection of the law unless 
they accord equal rights to all? I insist that 
everything that they do and all their regula- 
tions shall be in conformity with the supreme 
law of the land which is the Declaration of 
Independence. The Senator cannot answer 
that. He may smile, I know, but I commend 
that to his thoughts during our vacation. Let 
him consider the binding character of the 
Declaration of Independence in its annuncia- 
tion of fundamental principles. The Senator 
does not believe in it. Very well. There are 
some others who do, and my biil is simply a 
practical application of it. Now, I withdraw 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. With the 
consent of the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. 
"TRUMBULL, |] I move that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I think thatis a breach 
of the agreement entered into yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The agreement has been 
violated by the friends of the bill for two 
hours. 

Lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is 
for the Senate to judge. The Chair has no 
power to. enforce the agreement, which is 
merely an honorable understanding biading 
on Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iriseto make an inquiry 
whether by the motion of my colleague it is 
intended that we shall go into executive ses- 
sion merely for the purpose of opening the 
doors again after we nnish the executive busi- 
ness, or for the purpose of then adjourning ? 
My vote will be guided by that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I willsay that 
the Senator from Illinois suggested to me that 
it was no longer of any use to remain here, as 
the House of Representatives has adjourned. 
There is a certain amount of executive busi- 


ness which really ought to be done to-night, | 


and 1 therefore move that we go into executive 
session for the purpose of adjourning when we 
get through with that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend withdraw 
that motion for one moment? I offered this 
morning a resolution that touches the constitu- 
tion, of the Senate, membership. in it, and its 
consideration was objected to by my colleague. 
He now does not insist on that objection. I 
know of no objection to it, and I hope thatit 
may be taken up and passed. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN, What I said to my cob 
‘league I will repeat to the Senate. I will not. 
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stand in the way of the exercise of a personal 
tight by any individual, by my own solitary 
objection. I shall vote against the resolution 
and shall oppose it, but I will not by my arbi- 
trary veto prevent the consideration by the 
Senate of any resolution affecting the rights 
of an individual. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio asks unanimous consent to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
relative to the Senator-elect from Alabama. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What has become of 
the motion for an executive session ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 


| ator from Vermont (Mr. MorriLL] moves that 
Í the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


executive business. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. If the honorable Sen- 
ator will withdraw his motion for a moment, 


that I may say a word, I do not know that I | 


shall then offer any objection to it. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 


| ator from South Carolina will renew the motion 
; I withdraw it. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. | I see plainly that the 
amendments now tacked on this bill are calcu- 
lated to defeat it, and the amendments have 
been voted on the bill by friends of amnesty, 
by men who have heralded themselves through- 
out the country as the friends of amnesty. I 
merely wish to call the attention of the country 
to their voies. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
motion. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business is not debatable. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 25, noes 27. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


I renew my 


| taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, 
Howe. Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrillof Vermont, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, 
Schurz, Seott, Stewart, Sumner, and Windom—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Biair, 
Boreman, Brownlow, Casserly, Conkling, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis ot West Virginia, Ed 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Sauisbury, Sawyer, Sherman, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, W est, 
and Wilson—33, . 

EN T—Messrs.Cameron, Chandler,Cole,Cragin, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Morton, Osborn, Ramsey, Sprague, 
Stockton, Trumbuli, and Wright—16. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. NYE. To show that we are all in favor 
ofamuesty, [now movethat the Senate adjourn, 
That seems to be the only course. 

The motion was vot agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 23, noes 25. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to say one word 
in reference to the course pursued on this bill 
by some of its friends. My colleague has seen 
fit to say that 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis neces- 


; sary for the Senator to move an amendment if 


the understanding prevails. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask what the pending 
question is? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pend- 
ing question is the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to strike out the 
I was 
about to remark that my colleague has seen 


| fit to say that the friends of amnesty, or those 
: who claim to be its friends, have slaughtered 
_the bill by moving amendments, or by voting 


for amendments. Now, Mr. President, I am 
one of those who believe that an amnesty bill 
when passed should be a proper one. There 
are many features which 1 would be willing to 
waive in this bill which are nevertheless very 
objectionable ; but Iam not one of those whose 
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love for amnesty is such that it cannot wait a 
very few days for a certain verdict on the part 
of Congress in regard to it. Ihave no more 
question that this Congress in a very short 
time will pass an amnesty bill than I have that 
the time will come about when we shall assem- 
ble again. 

I am not one of those who wish in any 


| amnesty bill at the same time to put into any 


better position than they now occupy those 
who in defiance of the law and the Constitu- 
tion have accepted office under the Govern- 
ment, or have been elected to office under the 
Government. Iam not disposed to passa bill 
which is so framed as especially to protect the 
cases of men who are very obnoxious to Con- 
gress, and [ do not understand the doctrine 
which compels me, because Lam in favor of 
the main object ofthis bill, toswallowany and 
every objectionable feature there may be in it 
because, forsooth, I cannot get to-day what [ 
may just as well have two or three weeks 
hence. J do not believe the country asks 
us to do anything of the sort. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I renew theamendment, and 
I do it merely for the purpose of doing what 
others have done, making a few remarks in 
referenge to it. J am very sorry to hear the 
remarks made by the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Sawyer] in reference to waiting, 
after the desire that he exhibited here to have 
this bill passed. I am free to confess that my 
attempt to help pass this amnesty bill is the 
first one I have ever made. Since I have been 
in Congress I have universally voted agains: 
such bills. I have been induced to change my 


| opinion by the statements of the gentleman 
| from South Carolina, and the gentleman from 


North Carolina and other genilemen from the 
South representing southern constituencies. I 
came to suppose that Í was wrong in the opin- 
ion į had entertained. ‘Linie and again they 
have talked to me in reference to this matter 
and given me reasons why an amnesty bill 
should be passed. I acceded to their views, 
and I have persistently to-day vored against 
every amendment that has been offered here, 
for the purpose of accommodating those gentle- 
men and carrying out what they insisted was the 


proper thing to be done in order to beneüt 


them and the Republican party. They said it 
was good policy for the Government. I bavu 
so voted also in accordance with the message 
of the President of the United States, though 
not particularly for that reason so much as 
because these gentlemen had induced me to 
believe that it was right to do it. 

Bat on this floor to-day the very gentlemen 
who have induced men entertaining the same 
opinion that I did entertain to vote persisteatly 
against every amendment, have been partialiy 
the cause of the defeat of this bil. While we 
have voted persistently against amendments, 
some of them have voted for amendments, 
when those amendments were presented for no 


! purpose (not in their mind, but in my judg- 


ment,) than to deleatthis bijl; and until when? 


! Until a certain thing shall transpire ; and what 


is that, sir? It is until a committee shail re- 
port on the right of a Senator to a seat in this 
body ; it has been for that purpose, in my judg- 
ment, and none other. Gentlemen have been 
seen around this Chamber button-holing mem- 
bers to get them to vote for an amendment in 
order to postpone this bill until certain things 
shall have transpired; I have witnessed it 
myself. 

Now, I maintain that that question has noth- 
ing to do witb this. The question as to the 
election of a Senator who claims a seat here 
cannot be affected by this bill, whether it passes 
without the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana or with the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana. When gentlemen persistently 
will attempt to amend such a bill, soas to post- 
pone it, for the purpose of striking ove man 
and affecting nobody else, and every one can 
see that that is the effect of this and the inten- 
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tion of it, I am justified in calling attention to 
the fact that on your floor to-day you have 
heard the voice of men, and they are gentle- 
men, too—I do not make this remark at all in 
their disparagement—who did no more nor less 
than the man you strike at by your amendment. 
They were in the rebel army, too. Sir, you 
have set the example of having a man in the 
Cabinet of the President of the United States 
who drew his sword against this Government. 

Mr. NYE. I never heard that charge before. 

Mr. LOGAN. I make it to-day. 

Mr. NYE. I did not know that he ever 
carried a sword. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, I do not: know 
that he did; but I mean by that that he joined 
the rebellion and attempted to overthrow this 
Government. I do not say that in disparage- 
ment of the President, bat I mention it as an 
illustration to show that the President himself 
has indorsed universal amnesty, if not by dec- 
Jaration, by his act, by appointing one of his 
Cabinet from the rebel organization in order 
to equalize the thing and to satisfy the country 
that these men must be restored to their rights. 
1 believe that was the reason why he did it. 

But while you gentlemen attack and put 
other gentlemen in awkward positions by your 
amendments, do not claim that you are in favor 
of amnesty, and that you are supporting the 
message of the President of the United States, 
when by your tactics you defeat the very meas- 
ure that you claim to be in favor of, and which 
the President asks you to support. 

Now, I do say. that this measure is defeated. 
It is defeated because the House of Repre- 
sentatives has adjourned, and will not meet 
again until the 8th of January. The men 
who have been elected in some of the States 
who are under disabilities that this bill would 
have removed so as to allow them to occupy 
their positions, provided no contest was made, 
will not now be protected or affected by it. 
The offices will be changed by that time. 
Hence, no advantage whatever can be gained 
by passing this bill to day; and now I say to 
the friends of the bill that I voted against 
many amendments here to-day which L was 
disinclined to vote against, but I did it because 
I desired to see the bill pass pure and simple, 
and for no other reason—not because Í enter- 
tained views antagonistic to those amendments 
that were offered, but because I wanted to see 
the bill go through without riders, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. LOGAN. if the Senate will allow me 
just one moment to finish one or two sentences 
more, I shall be under many obligations to 
them. If not, of course I will desist. 

Several Senators. Go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there 
be no objection, the Senator from Illinois will 
be allowed to proceed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not 
claim to be an advocate of this particular 
measure, or of any other measure in refer- 
ence to amnesty. I have supported it, as I 
have said, from policy, because I was induced 
to believe by those gentlemen coming from the 
South, who claim to be in favor of the bill, 
that it was good policy to pass it. But I say 
to the friends of the bill, do not urge it now ; 
let it alone; it will do you no good at present. 
It cannot be passed to-day with this amend- 
ment, for the House cannot concur init. Let 
it be until these gentlemen can exhibit on this 


floor their reasons for their course, when a j 


resolution shall be brought here in reference 
to either of these men, whether one or the 
other was elected. I have no opinion to give 
now; but let the exhibition go on then; let 
them come before the Senate; let the con- 


test be-made; and let us see whether outside | 


pressure can be brought to bear in order to 
affect the Senate and defeat a measure for a 
certain purpose that is not before the Senate. 
That is all, sir. 


Mr. MORTON, 


The Senator from South | 


i] 


Carolina in charge of this bill is in favor of an 
adjournment. I therefore move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope that the Senator 
will withdraw that motion for a moment; [ 
wish to: say one word. 

Mr. CORBETT. Let us have an executive 
session. : 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CORBETT. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration. of executive 


business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from Indiana withdraw the motion to 
adjourn? 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw it to enable 
the Senator from Oregon to submit his motion. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I renew the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I beg the Senator to allow 
me one moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from New Jersey withdraw the mo- 
tion? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the 
Senator withdraw it in favor of the Senator 


I withdraw it 


from South Carolina or the Senator from 
Oregon? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 


from South Carolina. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will detain the Senate 
but a moment. I wish to say one word in reply 
to the Senator from illinois who has just taken 
his seat. Ido not vote for this bill because 
it will relieve any number of officeholders or 
men elected to office in violation of the Con- 
stitution. I do not vote for it because the 
Senator from Mississippi has informed us that 
there are men elected to office in that State in 
violation of the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment. Í would not vote for a bill to 


relieve those men and make them eligible to | 


hold the positions to which they have been 
elected in violation of the law. 

I am for supporting the Jaw while it remains 
the law. Iam for supporting this provision 
of the Constitution while it remains in the Con- 
stitution. Bat I am for amnesty on the general 
principle, not to affect any particular man or set 
of men who may or may not have been elected 
to office. I have voted for this amendment 
because I thought it necessary to the situation. 
Ihave a good, sound, substantial reason for 
it; and [think the lecture from the Senator 
from [llinois comes with a very bad grace. 

Mr. CORBETT. . I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. Itis very important to have an exccu- 
tive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (at six o’ clock and thirty- 
eight minutes p.m.) I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion 
takes precedence. 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope that we shall not 
adjourn. It is importantto have an executive 
session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In parsu- 
ance of the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress, | pronounce the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, the 8th of January, 
at twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 21, 1871. 
The House metattwelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. Q. Burner, D 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Moore 
in the chair.) ‘The House meets to-day as in 


Does the | 


the. Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, tor debate only, no. business what- 
ever to be transacted. ‘ 


CLAIMS OF SOUTHERN CITIZENS, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to speak to a joint resolution of Con-. 
gress, having the effect of law, prohibiting the 
payment of debts due by the General Govern- 
ment prior to the 18th day of April, 1861, to 
citizens of the South, unless such citizens were 
loyal to the Government of the United States 
and in favor of suppressing the rebellion. f 
shall attempt to show that said joint resolution | 
is not only manifestly wrong and unjust to the 
people affected by it, but unconstitutional, and 
is in effect repudiation by the United States. 
It reads: 

“That until otherwise ordered it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any oficer of the United. States to pay any 
account, claim, or demand against said Government 
which accrued or existed prior to the 13th day of 
April, 1851, in favor of any person who promoted, 
encouraged, or in auy manner sustained the late 
rebellion: or in favor of any person who, during the 
said rebellion, was not known to be opposed and dis- 
tinctly in favor of its suppression; and no pardon 
heretofore granted or hereafter to bo granted shall 
authorize the payment of such account, claim, or 
demand until this resolution is modified orrepealed. 

“Approved, March 2, 1867. 

This resolution is most remarkable even in 
this age of strange events. By it the United 
States Government, through its legislative de- 
partment, proposes to and does actually refuse 
to pay debts which it honestly owed for work 
and labor performed for it by its own citizens. 
Before the war the Government had contracted 
by law to pay for certain services to be per- 
formed by its appointees. This service was 
performed, the Government received the ben- 
efit arising from it, and then, in the year 1867, 
after the blood had time to cool, Congress 
passed this law or joint resolution prohibiting 
the Government officers’ from paying debts 
thus contracted, unless the creditors could 
prove they were opposed to the rebellion. 
Sir, who could have supposed that the Amer- 
ican Congress could so far have forgotten its 
duty as thus to overleay the barriers of justice 
and do such gross wrong to a large class of its 
creditors ? wed 

The first question which invites inquiry is, 
had Congress the right to pass sucha law? I 
hold not. It isin the nature of a penalty or 
punishment for supposed treason. This, then, 
opens up the question whether the people of 
the southern States were guilty of treason or 
not. Sir, it would be in vain that I should 
assert my opinion that they were not; I shall 
therefore fortify myself by reference to the 
highest judicial authority in the United States. 
In the case of Thorington vs. Smith, 8 Wal- 
lace Reports, Chief Justice Chase, delivering 
the opinion of the court,says of the govern- 
ment of the confederate States: 

“ What was the precise character of this govorn- 
ment in contemplation of law? It is difficult to 
detine it with exactness. Any definition that may 
be given may not improbably be found to regnire 
limitation and qualification, but the goneral princi- 
ples of law relating to de facto governments will, 
we think, conduct us to a conclusion sufficiently 
accurate? * * * * “The distinguishing 
characteristic of such a government (de facta) is that 
adherents to i in war against the Government de 
jure do not incur the penalties of treason.” 

The court then cites. as examples and anal- 
ogous cases the government of England by 
Parliament, and afterward by Cromwell as pro- 
tector; of Castine in Maine and Tampico in 
Mexico. Under the governmentof Cromwell 
the people were bound to obey its laws, submit 
to its rulings, and in all things to respect 
it from necessity and paramount force;. in 
regard to which the court says: 

“The better opinion doubtless is that acts done in 
obedience to this government could not be justly 
regarded as treasonable, though in hostility to the 
king dejure.’? 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, it must appear very evi- 
dent that the Supreme Court of the United 
States, from their opinion and reasoning, do 
not think the people of the southern States 
were guilty of treason, Why? Because eight 


282 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


Decen.ber 21, 


million people were engaged in it, because they 
established a government with its president, 
congress, legislatures, and all civil officers of 
a complete government, and for four long years 
expelled the Government of the United States, 
and themselves held supreme control over all 
their territory ; yea, not only this, but they were 
able and did invade one of the great States of 
the North, and there fought battles but little 
excelled in the world’s history. Could these 

eople, then, with their government de facto, 
be guilty of treason? Could eight million 
people be guilty of treason? If so, then eight 
million people would pay the penalty, and all, 
all be executed on the scaffold or under the 
guillotine. Mankind revolts at the thought. 
The savage would fall back aghast at the 
bloody scene. The tyrant of the Dark Ages 
could not sleep on his bloody pillow. The 
more enlightened of the Middle Ages would 
spurn the thought, while the civilization of the 
nineteenth century would, with a common voice, 
cry aloud ayvainst the barbarous act, and expel 
from all enlightened countries the Government 
which would so far forget the laws of nature 
and humanity as to perpetrate a deed so hor- 
rible and shocking to the feelings of mankind, 
and so repugnant to all the laws of God and 
man. This view the United States entertained, 
hence no one has becn tried or executed for 
treason. 

But suppose those at whom this law was 
aimed were guilty of treason, still this joint 
resolution is unconstitutional; for view it how 
we will, it is an effort on the part of Congress 
to punish for treason without the forms pre- 
scribed by the Constitution and the laws made 
in pursuance thereof. The Constitution of 
the United States, article three, section two, 
SAYS: 

“*Thetrial of all crimes, exceptin cases of impeach- 
ment, shall be by jary.” 

Section three: 

“No person shall be convicted of treason unless 
on the testimony of two witnesses to the same overt 
act or on confession in open court.’’ 

Now, this law does virtually adjudge the sev- 
eral parties guilty of treason, without indict- 
ment, without trial, and without specification 
of any overt act. Not only this, but it affixes 
a punishment not known to the Constitution or 
laws made in pursuance thereof, and without 
even giving notice to the parties intended to be 
affected thereby. Where is the authority or 
precedent for this? None can be produced, 
because none exists. It is, therefore, to my 
mind,palpably and manifestly unconstitutional, 
and the sooner the American Congress shall 
blot it from its statute book the more to the 
credit of the Government. 

Moreover, this law, reversing all the great car- 
dinal principles of legal jurisprudence, which 
assume the innocence of all men until the con- 
trary appears, actually starts out with, the 
guilt of the party, and requires him to prove a 
negative, to prove that he was not guilty. It 
requires him to prove that he opposed the re- 
bellion, and that he was distinctly in favor 
of its suppression. It requires him to prove 
an impossibility. For if perchance a citi- 
zen of the South—and there were such—was 
opposed to the rebellion and in favor of its sup- 
pression, is it to be presumed that he would, 
in the midst of thousands of confederate sol- 
diers, have uttered such a sentiment? If he 
hadbeen the only Union man in his neighbor- 
hood, the presumption is irresistible that he 
would have kept such sentiments to himself, 
and therefore cannot prove he was ‘ distinctly 
in favor of the suppression of the rebellion.” 

The said joint resolation is unconstitutional 

“in another point of view. It says: 

*' And no pardon heretofore granted, or hereafter 
to be granted, shall authorize the payment of such 
account until this resolution is modified or re- 
pealed.”: ie 

This last extract shows the trae character 
of the law. It proves Congress regarded the 
act for which it punished in the nature of a 

-criminal offense, else why provide that * no 


| 


$ 
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ardon” was to restore those brought within 
its scope? Neither Congress nor the President 
has power to pardon for any act except crim- 
inal, and if the framers of this resolution had 
not regarded it in the rature of a criminal law 
i no provision would have been made against 
| pardons. This being conceded, as it must be, 


| by the very terms of the resolution, I again 
| hold that it is in violation of the Constitution 
| in this: that pardons, when unconditional, are 
| absolute, and restore the party to all his rights 
| in every respect as he exercised and enjoyed 
f them before the commission of the supposed 
i offense for which he was pardoned. It makes 
! him a new man, it wipes out all the crime and 
j its consequences attached by the laws. It 
| places him in the same situation as if he had 
been regularly tried and acquitted by a jury 
| of his country. There is no partial relief by 
! an unconditional pardon; it is full, and not by 
| piecemeal. To sustain this position, sir, I 
beg to read from the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the case of ex 
parte Garland, 4 Wallace. Mr. Justice Field, 
delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“The Constitution provides that the President 
shali have power to grant reprieves and pardons for 
| offenses against the United States, except in cases 
i of impeachment. The power thus conferred is un- 
i limited, with the exeeption stated. It extends to 
every offense known to the law, and may be exercised 
at any time after its commission. This power of the 
President is not subject to legislative control. 
gress can neither limit the effect of his pardon uor 
exclude from its exercise any class of offenders. 
The benign prerogative of mercy reposed in him 
cannot be fetiered by any legislative restrictions. 
When the pardon is full it releases the punishment 
and blots out of existence the guilt, so that in the 
eye of the law the offender is as innocent asif he 
had never committed the offense.” ie meneS 
| “It removes the penaltics and disabilities and 
restores him to all his civil rights.” 

Here then, sir, is oe sae clear, and un- 
equivocal declaration of the Supreme Court 
that the pardon wipes ont all penalties and 
restores the subject to all his former rights, 
and that Congress has no right to abridge or 
enrtail his rights thus restored by reason of his 


judicial tribunal known to the Government, 
declare that “no pardon heretofore or here- 
of such accounts,” thus setting at defiance 
the Constitution as expounded and interpreted 
by the only tribunal authorized to do so. 
| _ The Government was wisely divided into three 
departments, the legislative, executive, and 
judicial. It is made the duty of the judicial to 
pass upon the constitutionality of the various 
acts of the legislative department. It is the 
great balance-wheel of the Government, in- 
tended by its framers to be placed above passion 
and the excitementsof the hour. Yes, sir, it is 


i, even placed above the people, the source of all 


| power, in order that at least one of the three 
| great departments should sitas an umpire upon 
| the judgment of those who, however honest, 
to do great national wrong. 

Sir, to have a Government we all love and 
respect we must have a power to pass on all 
disputed questions—a power to whom thepeo- 
| ple cau look with reverence and respect; 
| otherwise we have no fixed laws or principle 
of government. If the legislative department 
is to absorb all power, and absolutely control 
| its coUrdinate branches of the Government, 
| then indeed will our boasted liberties be but 
jan empty name and a burlesque on repub- 
à Vardinal principles of one 
| Congress will be upturned and set aside by the 
i 
| 


next, thus changing the construction of our 
Constitution and the laws professedly made 
under it, as the varying and shifting scenes of 
party may produce new actors upon the great 
| stage of our national Legislature. This ought 
| not to be. Our only safety is in quict and 
! implicit obedience to the decisions of the 


| Supreme Court. 
| citizens submit, and execute the laws as it ex- 
|-pounds them. We will then have quiet, peace, 


Con- į 


pardon. Yet Congress does, in the face of this | 
exposition of the Constitution by the highest | 


after to be granted shall authorize the payment j| 


may be influenced by the excitement of the day |! Camortars: 3 


When it speaks let all good | 


| 
| 
| 


| 


good order. and good government. Otherwise, 
disrespect for the Government, disorder, dis- 
content, and want of confidence will surety 
follow. 

Did Congress respect the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the case to which I have re- 
ferred? I think not. That decision was pro- 
nonneed in December, 1866, in which the clear 
opinion is announced that pardon works full 
restoration. In the face of this, on the 2d of 
March, 1867, Congress passed this joint reso- 
lution, saying pardon should not work restora- 
tion of all rights. So we find Congress over- 
riding the law of the Constitution as expound- 
ed by the Supreme Court, and doubiless made 
that very provision in consequence of and to 
annul that decision. 

Not only this, sir, but Congress reaches out 
its strong arm and grapples the executive 
department of the Government by laying down 
the law by which it shall be governed in the 
payment of debts which it contracted, and says 
to it in effect, ‘You shall not execute the 
law as it was when you made these contracts, 
nor shall yon exeente it because of the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court, but you shall be 
governed hy the resolution of Congress, with- 
out regard to the will of either of the other 
departments of the Government.” 

Congress thus assumes and centralizes the 
whole Government in itself. It absorbs the 
other departments, and becomes the center 
and whole controlling power ef the Govern- 
ment, leaving the other cotrdinate depart- 
ments to carry out its will and execute its 
orders, 

But the Treasury Department goes a step 
farther. It requires the claimant and creditor 
to takean oath in accordance with the joint res- 
olution, and, in addition, to produce two loyal 
witnesses of the same county of the creditor, 
who can testify that they knew “ he conducted 
himself during the late rebellion as a loyal cit- 
izen of the United States.’’ Let us now, Mr. 
Speaker. test the constitntionality of this law 
and the oath prescribed in conformity with it. 
The Constitution says : 

seu bill of attainder or ex poat facto law shall be 


| passed. 


A ‘bill of attainder’' is the attempt of the 
Legislature to punish persons without the in- 
tervention of trial by the courts. It takes on 
itself both the functions of the law-making 
power and the judiciary. It pronounces the 
party guilty, without giving him an opportunity 
of being heard, and wholly disregards atrial be- 
fore any proper tribunal, but assames his guilt, 
and by its test-oaths and otherwise punishes 
without trial. This obnoxious practice had 
obtained in England, and it was the object of 
our forefathers to avoid it here and forever 
prevent such laws from being enacted. The 
au passed in the reign of Henry VIH enacted 
that— 

“AIL persons which be or hereafter have been 
eomforters, abettors, partakers, confederates, or 

a a a “aball stand 
and be attainted, adjudged, and convicted of trea- 
som. 

So, by an act of Parliament, the Earl of 
Clarendon, in the reign of Charles JI, was for- 
ever banished the realm. It was with a fall 
knowledge of the acts of the British Partia- 
ment that the framers of our admirable form 
of government. provided that ‘no bill of at- 
tainder ”’ sliould ever be passed. The object 
was to prevent Congress from doing what the 
British Parliament had done. punish without 
trial, and by classes as well as individuals. 
Therefore the Constitution provided that. trials 
for crime should be by jury. Such legisla- 
tion and power were considered incompatible 
with a republican form of government and 


| the free institutions guarantied by our organic 


law; hence the authors of our Constitution 
provided against the recurrence of the acts of 
the mother country; 

I shall now show, by the opinion of the 


| Supreme Court in the case referred to, that 


said joint resolution, and the oath prescribed 
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under it, are in the nature of, if not ‘‘a bill of 
attainder.’”’? The court says: 


“The exaction of the oath is the mode provided 
for ascertaining the parties upon whom the act is 
intended to operate, and, instead. of lessening, in- 


creases its objectionable character. All enactments 
of this kind partake of the nature of bills of pains 
and penalties, and are subject to the constitutional 


inhibition against the passage of bills of attainder, 
under which general designation they are included.” 


The court further says in regard to these 
test-oaths: : 

“The statute imposes a punishment. for some of 
the acts specified which were not punishable at the 
time they were committed; and for other actsitadds 
a new punishment to that before prescribed, and it 
is thus brought within the further inhibition of the 
Gonstitution against the passage of an ex post facto 

aw.” : 

Try the constitutionality of the said joint 
resolution and test-oath by the light of this 
decision. It is both a bill of attainder and an 
ex post facto law. It is a bill of attainder 
because’ it undertakes to and does attach a 


penalty to an act, and assumes it to have been | 


committed, and punishes for the same with- 
out a trial. It is ex post facto because it 
attaches a penalty which did not exist at the 
time these several contracts were made between 
the Government and its citizens. When the 
contracts were made to which this Jaw is in- 


tended to apply there were no such conditions | 


as those now imposed. The contract was that 
the employé should render the service, and in 
consideration thereof the Government would 
pay the price agreed on or fixed by the law. 
The service was rendered. The Government, 
instead of paying as per contract, seven years 
afterward passed a joint resolution affixing 
new conditions-precedent to payment, condi- 
tions which it was known could not be com- 
plied with, therefore virtually and in fact 
repudiating a debt which it honestly and fairly 
owes. The Government claims the right to 
repudiate the debts which it owes to individ- 
uals for labor performed, yet if repudiation 
of the bonded debt is hinted at, the whole coun- 
try is shocked at the thought, while Congress 
is carrying on repudiation on a smaller scale 
with impunity. 

Sir, suppose Pennsylvania or any other north- 
ern State should pass a law of similar import 
to be applied to debts between man and man, 
will any lawyer pretend to say that upon a suit 
by a creditor on a plain bond the defendant 
would be allowed to plead such statute in bar 
of the action? Certainly not; for it is a daily 
occurrence that men who were engaged in the 
late war on the sontbern side are collecting 
debts in the North which were due them before 
the war. Then, if the States cannot and do 
not resist the collection of debts which their 
citizens owe, has Congress the right, or is it 
manly and becoming a great Government to 
assume to itself such unwarranted and unen- 
viable powers? It is a strange position for the 
debtor to attach subsequent conditions to the 
payment of a debt because it has the power to 
execute them whether right or wrong. 

The people of the southern States hold the 
bonds of the loyal States, and no question 
has been made that the same will not be paid 
because the holder was disloyal. No loyal 
State has passed any law to protect its citizens 
against prosecution by the disloyal ereditor, 
nor has any State passed a law requiring its 
bondholders to take an oath of loyalty, yet 
the Representatives of all these States in Con- 
gress assembled, unlike their constituents, 
apply test-oaths and subsequent conditions to 
the creditors of the Government. - It was to 
avoid: the oppression of the weaker by the 
stronger that Governments were instituted, and 
in order that all might share a common fate, 
yet the Government goes back centuries and 
assumes the anomalous position of deciding 
for itself not to pay its honest debts. 

I am aware, sir, that those who cannot take 
this outh have but little sympathy at the hands 
of Congress. From the standpoint of this 
law those men deserve punishment. If so, why 
not give them a fair trial and there let the mat- 
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terrest? Why doa thing which seemsso small 
and savors of petty revenge? It is not com- 
patible with the dignity of the American Con- 
gress, or in consonance with the principles of 
republican government. This law falls most 
heavily upon the old mail contractors and 
those who took the census of 1860. Many of 
them are old men who took no partin the war, 
who opposed ‘secession and clung to the old 
flag as long as they could; yet when the war 
had commenced in earnest, and their children 
and grand-children were in it, did give them 
aid and comfort, and did clothe the sick and 
feed the hungry. Therefore they cannot take 
the required oath, and therefore the Govern- 
ment, forsooth, refuses to pay them. 

The Government should be just, should be 
honest, should do its duty; then it may require 
the same of its citizens. Sir, I hope it will 
be the pleasure of Congress to vote for the 
repealing resolution which I have offered, and 
thus take one step in the right direction, one 
step toward reconciliation, one step toward 
assuring the people of the South and the whole 
country that the General Government will not 
repudiate, will not receive the services of its 
people and refuse to pay them, will not lay 
down one standard for itself and another for 
the people, but in the spirit of national justice 
it will step boldly to the front and say to the 
American people, ‘‘We know no past, except 
to draw lessons of wisdom from it; we will 
throw the vail over all tbat has occurred and 
do justice to the people of the whole country. 
We will repeal and blot out all humiliating 
and degrading test-oaths, and recognize a per 
fect equality among all the States of the Union, 
and we will respect the reserved rights of 
each, among which is their unlimited pre- 
rogative to control their internal polity as to 
them shall geem best, without the interference 
of Federal authority, civilor military.” Then, 
witha ‘union of hearts and aunion of hands,” 
we may yet make this country the freest, the 
grandest, and proudest on earth. 


LEVEES OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. SHELDON. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to 
me that this may be regarded as an auspicious 
time for Congress to give attention to the devel- 
opment of the material resources of the country. 
The unity of the Republicis assured, the largest 
liberty has been conferred upon all the citizens 
through the fundamental law of the land, and 
the means of protecting all in the enjoyment 
of this liberty have been provided by appro- 
priate and ample legislation. It seems proper, 
therefore, that there should be added to these 
blessings the greatest possible facilities for 
promoting the material welfare of the people. 
The public debt is large, I admit, but integrity 
and efficiency in the collection and economy in 
the expenditure of the revenues, together with 
the increase of wealth in the conntry, have con- 
duced to its rapid extinguishment. When we 
objectify this debt it has huge dimensions, but 
when considered in connection with the re- 
sourees of the nation its formidable appearance 
is greatly modified. When the means to pay 
are ample no liability is onerous. An increase 
of public wealth is equivalent to a reduction 
of the debt itself. The proposition which I 
shall present will, if adopted, have the effect 
to largely increase the national resources, and 
will open up homes for millions, and con- 
tribute immeasurably to the happiness of man- 
kind. 

On the first day of the session I had the 
honor to introduce a bill to incorporate the 
Mississippi Valley Levee Company. That its 
provisions may be more easily understood it 
is well to state a few facts. The west or right 
bank of the Mississippi river is low, and liable 
to be overflowed nearly the entire distance 
from Cape Girardeau, in the State of Mis- 
souri, to Fort Jackson, in the State of Louisi- 
A few miles of bluffs exist about sixty 


miles above Memphis. A_continuons levee 


sis necessary between the designated points. 


: to the proposition. 


If a crevasse takes place at any point the coun- 
try below it is more or less injured. If there 
are no levees in Missouri damage is done to 
Arkansas, and if the latter State neglects those 
within her limits Louisiana suffers. “Hence, 
it is not only necessary that the levee should 
be continuous between the points specified, 
but it should be skillfully constructed and care- 
fully watched and preserved, To place this 
single levee, which runs through two States 
and into the third, under three jurisdictions 
and control, the systems adopted and the 
management may, and probably will, be dif- 
ferent, and in such event evil consequences 
cannot be avoided: by a State which employs 
the most perfect system and. practices the 
greatest vigilance. It is important, therefore, 
that this levee should be placed under one 
control, and that this control should be coupled 
with an interest which will be sufficient to 
guaranty the exercise of proper skill and care. 

The levees heretofore constructed are not 
uniform in height or of ample strength, and, 
as might be expected, reflect a great variety 
of ideas as to the measures which are neces- 
sary to protect the country. During the con- 
tinuance of the war the people were unable to 
take care of the levees, and to natural deteri- 
oration has been added the destruction inci- 
dent to the conflict. Hence, the whole coun- 
try is in danger of heing submerged, and the 


i people are too poor to pay the expense of 


repair and construction of the levees without 
grievous oppression. Nor is there in exist- 
ence any plan or system by which the ade- 
quate laboring force can be concentrated in 
case of threatencd danger. ‘The business 
of everybody is the business of nobody,” is 
a rule which applies here. The low bank on 
the east side is not continuous, and does 
not, except in a single instance, extend into 
two States. The alluvial lands are small in 
extent as compared with those on the west 
bank. ‘There are several tributaries on both 
sides of the Mississippi, which must be diked 
for some distance from their mouths, but the 
embankments need not be so costly as those 
on the main river. If the main levee on the- 
right bank is placed under one management, 


| with proper means to communicate informa- 


tion and to transport men and materials rapidly, 


| the levees on the leftbank and tributaries may 


be advantageously committed to the same 
management. 

The objects of the bill are threefold: first, 
to create a system which will apply to all the 
levees; second, to place them under the con- 
trol of asingle and interested head; and third, 
to obtain pecuniary aid from the Government. 

The bill proposes to create certain gentle- 
men therein nomed a body-corporate, with the 
usual powers and privileges of similar corpo- 
rations, and prescribes the method of organiza- 
tion. It authorizes the company to construct 
a levee and line of telegraph from Cape Girar- 
dean to Fort Jackson, and to lay a railway 


i track on the top or along the line of the levee. 
i The telegraph line is essential as a means of 


transmitting information from point to point 
rapidly. A railroad will afford a more speedy 
means of concentrating men and materials than 
that furnished by the river. Moreover, it is 


| believed that when there is a reasonable cer- 


tainty that the country is secure against inun- 
dation emigration wiil tend thither, and that 
in the early fature it will become one of the 
most populous and productive of the rural 
districts, and that a railroad will be a great 
convenience to the people and a source of 
profit tothe company. Whether the track can 
be safely laid upon the levee is a question for 


| engineers, and one upon which there are dif- 


ferences of opinion, the weight being adverse 
The bill is so framed that 
the track may be laid upon or along the levee, 


i as shall he directed by the engineer therein 


mentioned. The building of the railroad is 
permissive, and not obligatory. _ i 
The Secretary of War-is required to detaii 
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an engineer of the United States, whose sole 
duty while so detailed shall be to plan and 
superintend the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of all the levees which shall be placed 
under the management of the company by the 
bill, or by virtue of arrangements with the sev- 
eral States, or with individuals, and his plans 
and directions are to be followed by the com- 
pany. pa 
The company is required to have a domicile 
in each of the States where there are levees 
under its control; and it may be sued upon its 
contracts and for its torts in the State where 
the injured party resides, so that the people 
may not be required to go beyond their States 
to assert their rights. can 
The bill specially provides for the building 


of one levee and telegraph line, and does not | 


contemplate Government aid for any other. 
This levee is situated within three States, and 
is fully one half of all the work to be done, and 
it will constitute the main protection against 
overflow for three fourths of all the alluvial 
bottom lands, and the accomplishment of this 
will be all that the Government ought to do. 
The States interested can bear the burden of 
doing the balance without severe taxation. 
No direct advantage will be derived by Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, and Mississippi in lessening 
their expenses, but Louisiana and Arkansas 
will still have as much to do in building levees 
on the tributary rivers, and in the repair and 
preservation of the main levee, as the other 
States will have in the construction, repair, and 
preservation of all their levees. here willbe 


ageneral advantage to all these States arising | 


from the conception and adoption of the best 
aud a uniform system, which, if properly exe- 
cuted, will cause the plan of levees, as a means 
of protection, to be a practical certainty; and 
as 1t is hoped the company will be responsible 
and efficient, and one which cen perform all 
the work of construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion, less expensively than it can be done other- 
wise; the States or individuals whose duty itis 
to keep up the levees will place all their work 
in their hands. Hence it is provided that con- 
tracts may be made with the States or indi- 
viduals upon such terms and for such consid- 
eration as may be agreed upon. 

The States are not interfered with, but the 
power is expressly reserved to them to fix the 
liability of the company in cases of overflow, 
and to prescribe the remedies for the injured 
persons. The right of way for the levees and 
the railway is to be acquired in conformity to 
State laws, and the company is prohibited from 
acquiring any levee or the ground on which it 
may be situated any further than may be neces- 
sary for levce purposes, and when the charter 
of the company shall be declared forfeited in 
the manner pointed out, the levees are to be 
turned over to the States to be used or disposed 
of as they shall direct. 

The bill grants a subsidy in bonds to the 
amount of $16,000 per mile. The precise ag- 
gregate amountto be thus granted no one can 
at this time state, but it will not vary much 
from eighteen million dollars, being a sum as 
nearly as can be estimated adequate for the 
construction of the levee and line of telegraph. 
‘The bonds are tobe issued in installmentsas the 
work progresses, and after a board of inspect- 
ors, composed of disinterested citizens of the 


United States resident in the States interested | 


in the levees, to be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall certify that the levee is 
constructed according to the plans and direc- 
tion of the engineer, and the engineer is re- 
quired to see that it shall be of sufficient height 
and strength to prevent inundation, Further- 
more it is provided that the bonds issued be- 
fore the work is completed shall be void in 
the hands of everybody until the whole shail be 
accomplished. Hence the company cannot do 
the cheaper part, obtain their bonds, and then 
abandon. the. project. The company cannot 


as the work progresses 


| Subscriptions to the stock of the company 
cannot be received except upon payment of ten 
per cent., and certificates of stock cannot be 
| issued until the full amount of the subscription 
| has been paid, so that trashy stocks cannot be 
put upon the market to swindle and defraud 
the public. It was designed, in drawing the 
bill, to make the enterprise a genuine one, and 
of value to the people, without defrauding the 
Government, and at the same time afford the 
company. in carrying out the whole scheme, an 
| opportunity to obtain a reasonable rcmunera- 
tion. The subject istoo great to be loosely 
managed, and the interests involved are so 
momentous that the capitalists of the country 
to be especially benefited must invest in the 
project and be satisfied with fair compensa- 
tion. 

It may be asked, why notdonate this money 
| directly to the States? I answer that the States 
| have squandered too much already upon ill- 
: advised plans and upon speculative contractors. 
| Under Government supervision works are too 

apt to be expensively and defectively con- 
| structed. This is a common experience, and 
| nowhere has it been more grievous than in the 
| 
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States where levees have been built under 
Government auspices. I am not tenacious 


| and earnestly support any that shall seem to be 
| the best, and especially such a one as shall 


i 
i 
complain of this, because the bonds are issued | 


j 
t 
{ about any particular plan, but shall cheerfully 
H 


be most acceptable to Congress. But any plan 
that does not embody liberal assistance from 
the Government, atthis time especially, will be 
| of little practical value. 

Mr. Speaker, no man can appreciate more 
: fully than Ido the arduous labors to be per- 
| formed by those of us who represent the States 
| situated in the lower Mississippi valley in 
_ obtaining Government aid for our levees. 
| Many objections must be encountered and 
| overcome. In this opening presentation of 
i the subject,it must not be expected that I 
' Shall be able to anticipate and answer all that 
| may be interposed. But some, I think, I may 
| anticipate and dispose of. 
| 


I already hear it said, as has been said 
; many times before, that levees will not afford 
: the protection necessary; that there are other 


, avoiding inundation. 
; new idea; for I have heard of sages who, hav- 
1; ing taken a short steamboat ride upon the Mis- 
| sissippi river, have formed such convictions, 
| based upon argumentsas vapid as their observ- 
{ ations were cursory. 

| I hear also the strict constructionists inter- 
i pose the objection of want of constitutional 
| power, when the very spirit which pervades 
| formed and is to be administered to promote 
the general welfare. 

T know, too, that in the presence of this 
proposition the national purse-strings will 
be strengthened and tightened—that the 
bondholders will make haste to examine the 


and the Treasury Department will calculate 
how much longer it will take to pay off an 
| addition of fifteen or twenty millions at the 
į rate of $150,000,000 per annum. 

| _I see, also, the selfish and miserly shrug their 
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shoulders and assume looks of astonishment, 

and local interests and prejudices put on the 
| face of indifference, while many thousands of 
| our fellow-citizens are making preparations to 
|; fly, before an inundation they are powerless 
|, to successfully resist, from a soil more fertile 
|; than that in the ancient valley of the Nile, 
and the cultivation of which will contribute 
immensely to the wealth and happiness of the 
nation. 

But those who have investigated and are 
i interested in this question are not to be 
deterred by these formidable obstacles. They 
only ask a candid and careful consideration of 
| the subject by the Covgress and the people, 
and they will then contentedly abide by the 
result which may be attained. 


| 
i 
| 
| 


: less expensive and more efficient methods of | 
This, however, is no ' 


: the Constitution conveys the idea that it was | 


latest foreign and domestic bond quotations, | 


Whether levees are the proper means to be 
employed to prevent overiiow ought not at 
this late day to be a controverted point. The 
Nile, the Volga, and other rivers have been 
successfully diked for a long period of time, 
| Holland in large part has becu reclaimed from 
ithe sea by the same means. This plan hag 
| been successful as to the very river in ques- 
| tion for a century. If it has ever proved de- 
| fective, faults in the system or negligence in 
; execution have been the causes, If precedents 
| and experience are to have weight the plan of 
| levees, as superior to all others, ought to have 
| been declared stare decisis long ago. To pre- 
cedents and experience we may add philoso- 
| phy and science. This subjecthas been made 
/a patient and long-continued study by many 
| of our most learned and practical engineers, 
i and I challenge denial of the assertion that 
|| among such there is no division of opinion, 
i, All concur in the opinion that levees are the 
|! least expensive and most sensible and effective 
| means of reclaiming and preserving this see- 
| tion of our country. 
| The attention of the Government was at- 
|, tracted to this subject several years ago, and 
j| so mach interest was felt that a learned com- 
H mission wasappointed to investigate and report 
j upon it. That investigation was the work of 
ij years, and combined arduous and persistent 
|| labors with the highest scientific attainment 
| and greatest scope of mind. No subject of a 
li similar character has ever been so exhaust- 
i ively considered in this country. The report 
i has been published by the Government, and 
| has become a text-book for engineers and men 
; of science. The subject of levees is there pre- 
i sented philosophically and practically. and 
every other plan is exploded and all obbections 
to this annihilated. ‘The practices under sim- 
ilar conditions and the arguments in that report 
|, ought to put an end to cavil and remove every 
| doubt. The finale of the whole matter is thus 
i stated: 

“The preceding discussion of the different plans 
of protection has been so elaborate, and the conciu- 
| sions adopted have been so well established that 
{| little remains to be said under the head of recom- 
; mendations. It has been demonstrated that no 
i; advantage can be derived either from diverting 

tributaries or constructing reservoirs, and that the 
: plan of cut-offs and of new or enlarged outlets to 
i, the Gulf are too costly and too dangerous to be at- 
|: tempted, The plan of levees, on the contrary, which 
i| bas always recommended itself by its simplicity and 
| direct repayment of investment may be relied upon 
| for protecting all alluvial bottom lands liable to in- 
| undation below Cape Girardeau. The works, it is 
| 
i 
i 
H 


true, will be extensive and costly, and will exaet 
more unity of action than has thus far been attained, 
i The recent legislation of Mississippi in organizing 
a judicious State system of operations, however, 
|, shows that the necessity of more concert is beginning 


ii tobe understood. When each of the other States 


|; adopts a similar plan, and all unite in a general 
| System of protection of each part the alluvial valley 
: ater Mississippi may be protected against inunda- 
If any doubt exists upon this point I com- 
; mend him in whose mind such doubt rests to 
{a thorough study of the report of General 
i) Humphreys upon “the physies and hydrau- 
lies of the Mississippi river. and upon the pro- 
tection of the alluvial region from overflow.” 
It will be seen from the report that levees are 
not only practical and necessary, but that con- 
cert of action is requisite to make the protec 
tion a certainty. 

/ Dismissing this point, I shall add 
to the question of constitutional power to enact 
this bill. Upon this branch of the subject 1 
| do not expect to be able to anticipate all the 
j technical and captions objections that may 
i be urged. It has grown to be a habit, if not 
i 


ress myself 


| a disease, of some minds to inect a legislative 
j; Measure with the stunning objection of uncon- 
| stitutionality. It matters litte whether the 
ii measure be to. enlarge the liberties or ame- 
liorate the condition of the people, the same 
| Opposition is interposed. Sometimes I have 
| thought that it was really a fact that the fathers 
| made the Constitution with the sole view of 
i seeing how completely power could be denied 


| to a people to do good to themselves, and how 


H 
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much they could outdo the crotchety lawyers 
who created that system of practice which 
made a frivolous technicality more potent than 
justice in the decision of a cause. ` 
It is curious how this sacred document has 
been made to assume formsand shapes to suit 
the whims or interests of individuals and of 
localities. When human rights. were to be 
stricken down, and slavery secured and ex- 
panded, the Constitution contained ample pro- 
visions to accomplish these ends. When the 
Union pleaded for preservation, the enslaved 
appealed for relief, andthe whole people sought 
enfranchisement and citizenship, this blessed 
old document, which was ordained ‘to form 
a more perfect. union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquillity, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and se- 
cure the blessings of liberty,’ suddenly became 
shriveled and juiceless, and to the minds of 
some was found to be wholly without a grant of 
authority to aid or permit the attainment of 
any of these benign results. So now, after 
the nation has lived and prospered through 


efforts to achieve these great works, and when | 


it is proposed to reclaim its valuable lands, in- 
crease production, and enlarge and cheapen the 
means of transportation and intercommunica- 
tion, or whatever good is sought to be done by 
the Government, there are men who find the 
Constitution as barren of power as the heart 
of Shylock was destitute oF humanity: 

The Government, however, of late ycars 
has not been deterrgd in its efforts to enlarge 
the liberties or ameliorate the condition of the 
people. It has improved rivers and harbors 
and performed other acts for the encourage- 
ment and safety of commerce, foreign and do- 
mestic. It has chartered and subsidized rail- 
road companies to open up new countries and 
to encourage the settlement and cultivation of 
the vacant lands. The principle that Congress 
may charter companies is too well established 
to be overturned. This may and ought to be 
done whenever the object to be accomplished 
will redound to the common welfare, and es- 
pecially when it does not encroach upon the 
prerogatives of the States. The billhas been 
carefully drawn so'as not to be objectionable 
in this respect. It will be noticed that it fally 
recognizes State authority and State laws in 
all respects, and any connection of the States 
with the project must be wholly voluntary. 

I have at all times anticipated opposition to 
this or any similar proposition, not only upon 
constitutional grounds, but upon grounds of 
economy. Happily the constitutional question 
is not anew one. The power to expend the 
public money for such a purpose was discussed 
and definitely settled in the early period of our 
history in parallel cases. President Madison 
recommended that roads and canals be built 
by Congress. And while he expressed no 
doubt of his own as to the authority to do this, 
he suggested that if there were any who did 
the dithculty might be obviated by an amend- 
ment to the Constitution in the mannertherein 
pointed out. President John Quincy Adams 
recommended the same thing, but with more 
liberality as to the subjects embraced, and 
affirmed the constitutionality of such action in 
an argument brief in words, but comprehensive 
in scope and convincing in effect. 

President Monroe, in an early annual mes- 
sage, took grounds against the-plan of internal 
improvements recommended by his predeces- 
sor, for the reason that in his opinion the Con- 
stitution did not contain the requisite grant of 
power. Subsequently, however, in a special 
message to Cougress devoted to this subject 
alone, he elaborately discussed the question 
of constitutional authority, in which he re- 
viewed every part of that instrument from 
which anybody had claimed the power was 
derived. He belonged to the school of strict 
constructionists, and must have adopted the 
conclusions announced in that message with 
great reluctance.. The power to appropriate 
money from the public ‘Treasury for works of 


internal improvement he found to exist in the 
clause which says: 

“The Congress shall have power to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare.” 

Maintaining what seems so clear in these 
days, that the latter part of the above quoted 
clause grants the power to appropriate the 
revenues for the purposes expressed. He 
asserted the unlimited authority of Congress 
to raise money in the four modes specified, 
and that the authority. to appropriate was 
equally broad, provided its expenditure is 
confined to the purposes designated. He laid 
down the principle that in raising revenue 
there was no restraint upon the Representative 
except his responsibility to his constituents, 
and in its appropriation the authority was 
subject to the same limitation. and the addi- 
tional one that the object for which the money 
is given shall be national in its character. 

President Jackson, in his message vetoing 
the Maysville road bill, reaffirmed the doctrine 
of Monroe as sound and as an established prin- 
ciple in the administration of the Government. 
He refused his signature to that bill only because 
he deemed the project local and not national. 
Such has been the practice of the Government 
for the Jast half century without a single objec- 
tion from high authority, except by President 
Polk in vetoing a river and harbor bill during 
his administration. He did not assume to 
combat the doctrines of Monroe and Jackson. 
Although his objections in part were based on 
constitutional grounds, their precise nature has 
ever been intangible to my mind, whatever 
effect may have been wrought upon the minds 
of others. At all events, his views have never 
had an appreciable effect in shaping the policy 
of the Government upon this subject. 

The positions taken by Monroe and Jackson 
are undoubtedly correct, except as to whom 
belongs the right to decide upon the nation- 
ality of the enterprise contemplated. The 
Representative is responsible to his constitu- 
ents for everything he does and for every view 
he entertains upon public affairs, and upon 
which heacts. It makes no difference whether 
it be an international, constitutional, or eco- 
nomic question. This responsibility consti- 
tutes the reason why he should be invested 
with the sole right to determine whether the 
object for which the public money is appro- 
priated is national. I am content that the 
proposition to grant the aid contemplated by 
the bill under consideration shall be decided 
upon the principle annunciated. 

It may be dificult in many cases to determ- 
ine whether an appropriation is made for a 
national object. Much depends uponthe rule 
that shall be adopted in such cases. Where 
the beneficial effect will be universal and equal, 
no doubt can be entertained. Butsuch a case 
can hardly arise, except in the payment of à 
debt. It is then presumed that the whole 
people are equally benefited. It is not by 
such a rule, however, that this question should 
be tested. Congress has a rightto appropriate 
money for the common defense and general 
welfare. Noone hasever questioned the power 
to build a fort in Florida, yet none can see 
how that act will contribute to the defense of 
Oregon or Alaska. Congress builds light- 
houses and harbors on the coast of Maine, yet 
the people on the coast of California receive 
no direct advantage from it. The true theory 
is, that as each section is an integral part of 
the whole nation, a benefit conferred upon a 
locality whose condition, physical and other- 
wise, seem to demand aid, will operate to the 
benefit of the whole. , 

The question is: will the appropriation 
sought be compensated for in the advantages 
which will result; is it needed, and are the peo- 
ple to be directly benefited sufficiently num- 
erous and the section of sufficient consequence 
to be developed and preserved? If these ques- 
tions may all be answered in the affirmative, 


the character of nationality ought to attach to 
the proposition. The Janguage of the Con- 
stitution is that Congress may provide for the 
general, not the universal welfare. The im- 
provement contemplated by this bill is of such 
magnitude, and the influence of its accom- 
plishment will be so wide-spread in promoting 
the wealth and strength of the Republic, and in 
its contributions toward-human happiness, that 
I cheerfully leave the nationality of its char- 
acter to be determined by a rule the most rigid 
and illiberal. Let us first know the facts and 
then come to a decision. Upon the facts 
which I shall present. I rest the case, and feel 
confident that ultimately the judgment of 
Congress and the country will pronounce the 
measure a proper national undertaking, and 
of great economic importance. 

The alluvial bottom lands sought to be pro- 
tected against inundation. by the construction 
of levees contain about twenty million acres, 
or nearly thirty thousand square miles; an 
area fourteen times as large as the kingdom of 
Holland, four times as extensive as Massachu- 
setts, and nearly equal to one half of all the 
New England States. These lands are situ- 
ated in the middle of the continent, and border 
upon the greatest natural inland thoroughfare 
in the world. They have drawn their fertility 
for ages from one half the continent. Every 
fertilizing agent from the decayed vegetation 
of the valleys and the minerals of the mount- 
ains has found a lodgment here. They are 
situated, too, in that part of the temperate 
zone most adapted to valuable productions and 
most celebrated for salubrity of climate. 

The productiveness of these lands is under- 
stood in a general way, but their real value is 
only comprehended when we apply the test of 
statistics. I regret that I have been unable 
to attain more complete information. In the 
year 1859, from 876,000 acres in Louisiana, 
there were produced cotton, corn, sugar, and 
rice of the value of $105,000,000, or about 
one hundred and twenty dollars per acre. 
There are in that State fully six million acres 
liable to overflow, and it is safe to say that 
four million may be cultivated, and that the 
annual yield per acre will approximate $100. 
These lands in that State alone ought to add 
each year to the productions of the nation 
$400,000,000. Fifteen million acres of the 
lands to be protected by levees may be made 
to grow crops, and at the rate of sixty dollars per 
acre, which is a low estimate, their aggregate 
value would be $900,000,000 per annum ; quite 
sufficient to liquidate the entire public debt in 
thřee years, with the accruing interest thereon. 
There is productive capacity enough to em- 
ploy one and’a half million agricultural labor- 
ers and to furnish support for eight million 
people. 

Surely this great productiveness, and the 
large population that may be sustained there- - 
by, ought to give the character of nationality 
to an enterprise which will bring about such a 
result. The useful character of the crops grown 
upon these lands, and the circumstances which 
will compel their cultivation almost solely 
here, are important considerations. The up- 
lands of the South are not generally of a very 
fertile quality. Such as have been cultivated 
for a considerable length of time have become 
well-nigh exhausted. They are not as easily 
resuscitated as lands in snow countries, Their 
strength is wasted away by winter rains, They 
are not adapted to the growth of valuable 
grasses, manures are not as plentiful as in 
countries where much feeding is done, and 
when applied to the soil they do not contrib- 
ute to productiveness for any great length of 
time. 

Hence, cotton-planters will of necessity be 
driven to the richest alluvial localities; and 
none exceed the richness of the lands on the 
Mississippi and tributaries. Within the last 
half century something above one hundred mil- 
lion bales of cotton have been grown in the 
United States. Their value cannot be less than 
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five thousand million dollars. Nearly ninety 
million bales have been produced in the last 
thirty years, and for four years of that time 
there was almost a hiatus in its cultivation. 
As Ido not believe in any monarchical insti- 
tution, I do not think ‘cotton is king ;’’ but I 
do regard it as a very useful servant—one, 
indeed, which is almost indispensable. . We 
have suffered much from adverse balances of 
trade, which have been paid off with the coin 
and bullion of the country. Deduct from our 
exportations the single item of cotton for 
twenty years last past, and see how the bal- 
ances against us will foot up. 

Take this item out and the nation would be 
compelled to go into bankruptcy, or turn half 
our population into quarrying and crushing 
quartz rock to obtain the means to meet our 
Habilities. At times many of our people have 
gone wild on the subject of gold mining, and 
our wealth in precious metals has been pa- 
raded and extolled, as if no financial mishap 
could betake us so long as we possessed this 


resource; yet in the last twenty years cotton | 


alone has enriched us more than four times as 
much as the gold and silver mines, in its con- 
tributions to commerce and in meeting the 
demand for foreign exchange, and immeasur- 
ably more has it promoted the comforts of the 
human family. 


have proposed. But there are others equally 
potent to influence our action. 

Are you aware, sir, that for a considerable 
period of the year the people east of the river 
cannot hold communication with those on the 
other side, unless inundation is prevented ; 
that for more than a thousand miles commerce 
and the mail service are interrupted ; that the 
river for much of that distance cannot be ap- 
proached by railroads or wagon-roads; and 
that if the trans- Mississippi country is invaded 
men and munitions cannot be sent to expel the 
invaders, except under great disadvantages and 
delay? Such are the facts, and is not the 
avoidance of all these worthy of liberal na- 
tional aid? 

The time has come when we must begin 
to consider, not the propriety but the necessity 
ofa more thorough and systematic cultivation 
of our agricultural lands. We have been intent 
on colonizing, and in skimming over the sur- 
face, until the duty to organize and institute 
more thoroughness stares us in the face. 
Some people may be astonished to hear that 
there 1s comparatively little publie land re- 
maining which is desirable for agricultural 
purposes. I make the assertion, and challenge 
successful contradiction. Weshall need ‘more 
room?’ sooner than we anticipate, unless we 
commence the reclamation and cultivation of 
the good scils which have been left behind in 
our race to find the western terminus. Already 
the tide of emigration has been brought to a 
halt by the waters of the Pacific, and we shall 
soon see it eddying backward and filling up the 
country over which it has glided so hurriedly. 


These facts, so briefly stated, | 
are sufficient to justify the legislation which I į 


ji 


| 


fare of their section, and iu the use of the f 
power thus acquired they showed great strategic 
abilities. The subject of material development | 
was neglected, while the politicians and states- 
men of the North applied themselves with 
creditable zeal to advance the material welfare 
of their people by means of Government aid. 
Tn this condition of things it is not surpris- 
ing that the North outstripped the South in the 
race for wealth. If, on examination, it is dis- i| 
covered that the beneficence of the Govern- | 
ment has been more bountifally bestowed upon |! 
one section than upon another it would be but | 
the expression of a kindly and fraternal senti- 
ment to seek an opportunity upon a merito- jj 
rious case to make that beneficence equal, so | 
far as it may be practicable to do so, : 
Appropriations for the improvement of riv- | 
ers and harbors began in 1824. Since thattime | 
upward of thirty-two million dollars have been | 
given for these works. The South had more ! 
sea-coast than all other parts of the country | 
| 
į 
| 
} 
i 
Í 


before our territory was eularged by the acqui- 
sition of our Pacific possessions; and now, in 
number and magnitude, her rivers exceed those : 
ofall othersections. Her productions attracted 
commerce to her shores, and her territory com- 
prised full one half the Republic. Yet, from ; 
the sum appropriated for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, the northern States obtained 
more than twenty-seven million dollars, and 
the South less than five million dollars. 

The same advantage seems to have been 
secured in the appropriation for public build- 
ings. From the beginning of the Government 
to July 1, 1871, the northern States received | 
upward of twenty-three million dollars, and i 


the South eight and a quarter million. All |i 
the Siates south of the Potomac and the Ohio | 
and Missour: are classed as southern States. | 
The sums given the Territoriesand District of | 
Columbia are not taken into the account. | 
When we reach the subject of lands donated to || 
railroad companies the disparity is even greater. || 

The northero States have had in round num- || 
bers one hundred and forty mi‘lion acres, and i 
those of the South less than thirty seven mil- |! 
lion, Missouri being classed with the South ; | 
and included in this quantity of land are all 
the grants which were made before, and which 
lapsed during the war by limitation, only a 
few of which have since been revived. This | 
statement embraces all the lands donated 
to the several Pacific railroads, counting the | 
Texas Pacific with the South, and of course | 


| it does not include the $64,000,000 in United | 


| 
t 
States bonds which were given to the Union | 
and Central Pacific companies, | 

It is true the northern States contain a | 
greater population, and contribute more to || 
the revenues, but not in proportion to the ` 


superior Government beneficence of which 


swept away differences in sentiments as well 
ag in institutions. Ou political and material 
questions the national mind is rapidiy becoming 
homogeneons. ‘the day ig at hand when all 
will act unitedly, and the people of the South 
will enter upon a career lu which they wiil 
emulate the North in every great and good 
work. Their money and energies will be cheer- 


| fully applied to a restoration of the country 


from its existing prostration, I have made an 
exhibit of their poverty and their great needs 
that considerate minds may have a knowledge 


| ofall the circumstances which will induce favor- 


able action in their behalf. 

The Goverument has done many great and 
noble actions to promote national prosperity, 
But none are greater than this which we ask, 
The Congress has donated to private corpora- 
tions for the construction of a railroad from 
Omaha to San Francisco, a distance of nine- 
teen hundred and fourteen miles, $100,0U0,000 
in bondsand lands. Noone will underrate the 
greatnessof thisact. We ask lessthan twenty 


i million dollars to build a levee about eleven 


hundred miles, which will reclaim and preserve 


| forever twenty million acres of the choicest land 


of earth, and which will remove grievous ob- 
structions to domestic commerce and inter- 
communication. [aver it, except in the idea 
of a thoroughfare from ocean to ocean, and the 
facilities to divert Asiatic trade to and across 


i our country, the building of the levees will be 


of more value to the nation than the construc- 


| tion of a Pacific railroad. The twenty million 


acres of alluvial bottom ands contain more 
wealth than a strip of country two hundred 
miles in width from the Missouri river to the 
Pacific ocean. 

In the proposition under consideration you 
are shown an enterprise which will add abund- 
antly to the national wealth, and which will 


New England, 


Mr. RITCHIE addressed the House. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate was communi- 


: cated to the House by Mr. Gonuaw, its Sec- 


retary. announcing that the Senate, in the 


; absence of the Vice President, had chosen 


Hon. Heyry B. Anruony, a Senator from the 
State of Rhode Island, President of the Senate 


| pro tempore. 


it further announced that the Senate had 


i 
‘| concurred in the resolution of the House to 
i print extra copies of the President's message, 


i and accompanying documents, relating to civil 


_ The policy of the Government is such that | 
it is deemed both benevolent and economical 
to present the public lands to actual setilers. 


The public lands are as much the property of 
the nation as the public moneys. I am un- 
able to mark the distinction between giving 
lands to the people aud in appropriating the 
money to reclaim or create lands for them. 
The protection of the alluvial bottom lands 
against inundation is creating lands for the 
people’s occupation and cultivation. 

Sir, my education and sentiments have ever 
been adverse to sectional ideas and prejudices. 
Justice and fair dealing, however, in a popular 
form of government demand that the blessings 
ofthe Government should be dispensed with 
due reference to the principle of equality to- 
ward all sections. Anterior to the war the 


politicians and statesmen of the South anfor- | 


tunately appiied their great. capacities in con- 


centrating popular sentiment upou one idea, | 


which they deemed most essential to the wel- 


i 
| 
HI 
H 
i 
i 


| 
| 
i 
| 
fi 
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pie of an equal distribution of blessings which 
ought to actuate every American heart, and 
which, I am confident, will sooner or late 
dominate iu all our public actions, and because 
I feel that there is no present subject more 
entitled to call forth the exercise of these high | 
motives than the one which I am presenting | 
for your consideration. 

it has been a national misfortune that the 
ideas and purposes of the people of the two | 
sections have been so widely and so bitterly 
divergent. 


rf 


The events of the last decade have ji 


service reform. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Porter, his Private Secretary. 

Mr. BANKS. Although the order of the 
House is that no business shall be transacted 
by the House to-day, I do not think there can 
be any objection to giving permission to have 
the message printed which has just been re- 
ceived. I understand that itis in reply to a 
request of the House for information in regard 
to affairs in Cuba. I would desire to have this 
message presented to the House and an order 
made for its printing, if there be no objection. 


| The House will adjourn to-day for more than 


two weeks, and if no order be made it cunuot 
go to the Public Priuter until the House shall 
again meet, 


1871. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Moors.) 
The gentleman will bear in mind that the House 
made an order that no business whatever should 
be transacted to-day; that the session of to-day 
should be for debate, and debate only. A mes- 
sage from the President or from the Senate can 
be received and go to the Speaker’s table; but 
no motion can be made or action taken in ref- 
erence to it, for it is the opinion of the Chair 
that there is no authority for the House to do 
so to-day. 

Mr. BANKS. It is scarcely in the way of 
business to order this message to be printed. 
Without any order being taken by the House, 
. we wight consent that the message should be 
printed. 

Mr. KERR. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to pursuing the course suggested by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs} 
in reference to this measure. There need be 
no formal order made and entered upon the 
Journal. : 

Mr. BANKS. If the Chair will allow the 
message to be opened, then the Printer might 
take it and print it, and I would pledge myself 
to get the necessary order from the House 
when it shall meet again after the holidays. 

Mr. IOAR. I think the course suggested 
would hardly be safe, for no one would know 
what might be done here, no matter what the 
order of the House should be. I would sug- 
gest to my colleague that this message might 
be brought before the public, if some gentle- 
man could incorporate it in his remarks to-day, 
and have it printed in the Globe. 

Mr. BANKS. I think it is in accordance 
with custom fora Speaker pro tempore to open 
a message when it comes here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present 
occupant of the chair would ‘not feel that he 
had any authority to take any action in regard 
to this message except to receive it and let it 
go to the Speaker’s table. The order of the 
House is imperative that no business whatever 
should be transacted by the House to-day. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Bayxs] will permit 
me to suggest that this message, as I under- 
stand, will also goto the Senate, which is in 
session for business, and which might order it 
printed ; thus accomplishing substantially the 
object which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts desires. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘This message comes to the 
House alone, being in answer toa House reso- 
lution, and will not go to the Senate. I will, 
however, withdraw my request for the pres- 
entand make further inquiry as to what can 
be done without infringing the rules of the 
House. I believe the decision of the Chair to 
be perfectly proper. ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syur- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, House 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 774) to establish post 
routes; and 

An act (H. R. No. 777) to establish post 
routes. 

UNIVERSAL AMNESTY. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, the 
subject I have selected for a few remarks this 
morning is that of general amnesty. It is a 
subject which has created no little excitement 
and interest in the West, as well as in other 
portions of the United States; and I presume 
that there is nio subject to-day in this country 
which is attracting so much attention as that 
of ‘universal amuesty.”? [am sure that there 


is no subject that could arouse the sympathies | 


in my own breast more than that which looks 
to the amelioration of the suffering condition 
of my own race. 
please, who long since hoisted and marched 
under the banner that floats to the breeze “the 
equality of all men before the law.” I have 
rallied under that banner in years past, and I 


I am one of those, if you | 


expect to do so as long as there is a human 
being in this land who is deprived of equal 
rights and privileges under the law. I shall 
continue to rally under it, and my voice shall 
ever be heard in behalf of the equality of those 
who are deprived to-day of the privileges of 
American ‘freemen. We hoisted the banner 
with this republican motio, and labored for 
the liberation of those who are not of our 
own race or complexion; and we brought 
about results. which partially crowned with 
victory all ‘our labors. in the campaigns of 
the past when we gave not only physical but 
political freedom to the black men of the 
country. 

lam one of those, Mr. Speaker, who do not 
propose to stop at this point. Iam one of 
those who intend to keep the ball rolling as 
long as one of my race in this Government is 
deprived of the liberties and privileges which 
we have granted to the black man. I am one 
of those who to-day think that the friends of 
the white men of this country, who are now 
deprived of the blessings of this Republic, have 
the right to be heard on this floor, and through- 
out the length and breadth of this land. Iam 
not unmindful of the fact that the cries of that 
class of people have come to the Congress of 
the United States time and again in vain. 
am not unmindful of the fact thatthere are men, 
white men, who are to-day deprived of those 
blessings which gentlemen so flippantly speak 
of in this House as belonging to ‘‘all men 
before the law.” 

Mr. Speaker, in unfurling the banner and 
striking for “the equality of all men before 
the law’’ I do not mean to leave my own race 
degraded as they are to-day in a portion of the 
States of this Union. If that is not Repub- 
licanism, then I am not a Republican, either 
in a partisan or in a general sense; but if it 
is Republicanism, then I want the Republican 
party of this nation to come up to the work. 
Let them in this House and in the Senate say 
to the people of the United States that they 
will be true to their principles, and that the 
white men of this country shall be free men 


again, and be invested with all the rights and | 


privileges the Constitution gives to American 
citizens. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am told these men 
committed a great crime; that they are un- 
worthy of confidence, and beneath the notice 
of the American people ; and that such unmis- 
takably is the doctrine held by the Repub- 
lican party of this Union. What crime, Mr. 
Speaker, have they been guilty of? Is the 
crime committed by them in 1861 in rebelling 
against this Government any greater than that 
our forefathers committed in raising the stand- 
ard of revolution against the mother country, 
England? Is treason by American citizens 
against the American Government a greater 
crime than treason by British citizens against 
the British Government?. The people of the 
southern States to-day are guilty of no greater 
crime, legally considered, than that of which 
our forefathers were guilty when they rebelled 
against the Government of England. And 
the question with me—when we look back 
over that period and read the history of our 
country with so much interest, and with our 
bosoms heaving with sympathy for those of 
our people who were engaged in that great 
revolution—is why we to-day have such feelings 
toward our own brethren when they, like our 
forefathers, simply raised their arms to strike 
down a Government which they thought failed 
to protect them? I say, why is this? Both 
were alike guilty of treason under the law. Es 
it because they have been guilty of a moral 
crime; or is it because they have been guilty 
of alegal crime; or is it because they have 
been guilty of both? 

Does treason necessarily involve moral tur- 
pitude? Lhold that it does not. Moral of- 


fenses are well defined. Legal offenses and | 
Bat I have yet 


crimes are also well defined. Bi 
to learn that, because an offense is such as we 


ky, 

term a legal offense, it necessarily follows that 
thereby it becomes a moral offense. Were 
the leaders of rebellion against the Govern- 
ment of the United ‘States guilty of a moral 
offense? We do not arraign, try, or condemn 
them for such. If they. were guilty of a moral 
crime, they will have to answer for that to a 
higher tribunal than we have. here. on this 
earth, Af they were guilty of a legal crime, 
that crime has been long since blotted, out by 
executive clemency. ‘They stand before this 
Government to-day without offense, so far as 
participation in rebellion is concerned; they 
stand as citizens of this great country; they 
stand as freemer, .and assuch they should be 
recognized and regarded in the councils of 
the nation. : 

If it be held that treason is necessarily a 
moral crime, then it necessarily follows that 
our forefathers were guilty of a moral crime 
in rebelling against England, and that every 
attempted revolution by any people against 
any established Government is a moral crime. 
I presume, however, that it will not be con- 
tended that rebellion necessarily.is a moral 
crime, but that it is simply a legal offense 
against the Government. The question then 
is this: whether or not we should hold those 
who have been guilty of thesame legal offense, 
of the same legal crimes that our forefathers 
were guilty of—no more, no less—to a stricter 
accountability than we would have our fore- 
fathers held? I think, Mr. Speaker, we should 
not. I think that we should look at the con- 
dition of that people, not only when the rebel- 
lion broke out, but for years prior thereto. I 
think we should look at that which prompted 
that people to rebel against the Government. 
I think we should take all their surroundings 
into view and see whether or not they deserve 
atour hands such treatment as they are to-day 
receiving from this Government. I am not 
here to apologize for their treason. Had the 
Government seen fit to enforce the penalty of 
the law it would have been a responsibility 
resting upon the Government itself. It had 
the right to punish for treason against the 
Government and against its laws. But it did 
not see cause to do it; and now, having passed 
by the crime of treason, having blotted it out, 
we still withhold from a portion of that people 
the right to appear on this floor and to hold 
office in this Government or under the State 
governments. 

Self-interest prompts man to do a great 
many things that he would not otherwise do. 
And in this view of the case I look at this 
rebellion probably in a different light from 
that in which a great many others would view 
it. I look on that people as going into the 
rebellion to protect themselves as they believed 
against the aggressions of a party that had 
risen to power in 1860. I look upon them, in 
other words, as going into a rebellion to secure 
to themselves their property that they then 
held under the laws of the States in which they 
lived. It was then a question of property, a 
question of dollars and cents, a question of 
interest (that prompts all of us to act) that 
prompted that people in 1861 to take up arms 
against this Government. They owned slaves; 
these slaves were worth millions. of dollars. 
And not only did they own them, but they or 
their ancestors had purchased them, or a great 
portion of them, from men living in the north- 
ern States. In other words, the men who 
cried out against slavery, who waged a war 
against slavery the strongest, owed their posi- 
tion in society to the fact that they had then 
and there in their pockets the proceeds of 
slaves sold to that same people who rebelled 
against the Government of the United States. 
If not, we know that their ancestors did have. 

Now, then, that being the case, it does look 
to me, Mr. Speaker, that it should induce us 
at least to look with some degree of liberality 
upon the offense that they committed in 1861 
against the Government. If they honestly 
believed that their rights were jeopardized, if 
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they honestly believed that the party in power 
weré the enemies of their interests, and that 
their slave property was in danger, they did 
nothing more than all other people who rebel 
against their Government do when they rebel, 
because they believe their interests are in 
danger. I cannot conceive, then, how it is 
that we can expect that people ever to view 
the rebellion in any other light than as being 
right in ‘its ineipiency and throughout all its 
stages. If they believed that slavery was no 
moral crime in itself, if they believed that the 
institution of slavery was compatible with divine 
law as well as with the political laws of the 
land, if they believed it was no offense against 
God or man to hold slaves, and if they believed 
honestly that their slave property was in dan- 
ger, I say that their consciences never can be 
brought to the point where they can say they 
did wrong in waging rebellion against the 
United States Government. 

I make these remarks rather in reply to 
those which are frequently made that the 
southern people should come back to the Gov- 


ernment and kneel down. as it were, at our feet i| 


and ask for forgiveness for the wrong that they 
have done. That, sir, involves the very ques- 
tion of tbeir honest purpose and intention at 
the beginning of the rebellion. If they believe 
that they were right they will never come back 
and say that they committed a wrong in going 
into rebellion against the Government. The 
men who went into the rebellion and the men 
who prosecuted it with arms against the Gov- 
ernment, believing that they were right, were 
just as honest in their purposes and inten- 
tions, and their consciences just as free from 
wrong and crime, as the consciences of those 
who enlisted under the banner of the Union 
believing they were right and waged the war 
to suppress the rebellion. Until the mind is 
convicted of wrong the conscience cannot have 
any reflection with reference to that which is 
held to be wrong by others. People must be 
taught to know what wrong is before they can 
feel any compunctions of conscience. ‘The 
man who feels that slavery was right can never 
have any such compunciions with reference to 
the institution of slavery. Was slavery, then, 
right? 

This question can only be of importance to 
those who believe slavery wrong in the abstract 
and without divine sanction or recognition. 
For the consideration of all such I submit the 
following from the Bible: 

When Lot, Abraham’s brother, was eap- 
tured at the battle of the Kings, in the valley 
of Siddim, i: is said: 

“And when Abraham heard that his brother was 
taken captive, he armed his trained servants, born 
in his own house, three hundred and 
pursued them unto Dan.” — Genesis, chapter 14, 
verse 14. 

Again, when Sarah had dealt hardly with 
Tagar, her servant, and Hagar had left, it is 
said that an angel of the Lord appeared and 
said unto her; i 

“Return to thy mistress, and submit thyself under 
her hands.’’—Genesis, chapter 16, verse 9. 

Again, we have the following as a law given 
to the Israelites: 

“Both tby bondmen, and thy bondmaids, which 
thou shalt have, shall be of the heathen that are 
round about you, of them shall ye buy bondmen and 
bondmaids. Moreover, of the childrenof the stran- 
gers that do sojourn among you, of them shall ye 
buy, und of their families that are with you, which 
they begat iw your land; and theyshall be your 
possession. And ye shall take them as an inherit- 
ance for your children after you, to inherit them 
for a possession; they shall be your bondmen for- 
ever.” — Leviticus, chapter 25, verses 44, 45, and 46, 

And upon this subject we further find that 
not only strangers could be bought and made 
slaves of, under what we call the Jewish econ- 
omy, but the Israelites themselves could be 
sold into slavery, and when thus sold they 
were compelicd to serve until the jubilee next 
succeeding their enslavement; and even then, 
jn certain cases, if they did not wish to leave 
their masters, holes were bored through their 
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odus, chapter 26, verse 1-6.) 

In addition to that, we find in the New 
Testament Scriptures many injunctions to ser- 
vants to obey their masters, and to masters to 
be kind to their servants. And we have a 
notable instance inthe case of Paul returning 
Onesimus, an escaped slave, to his master 
again. (Epistle of Paul to Philemon.) 

Now, if there is one fact clear to my mind 
it is that the Scriptures recognize the institu- 
tion of slavery. And the only difference be- 
tween myself and many of those who are advo- 


believed, I do not believe now, and I never ex- 
| pect to believe, that the slavery of the Bible 
i is confined to any particular race, black or 
| white; I believe itis general; and the idea that 
| the black people of this country were slaves 
: because of a curse pronounced upon their fore- 
fathers, I never could tolerate. Now, while 
| that is true, it is nevertheless the fact that the 

Old and New Testament Scriptures do recog- 
nize the institution of slavery. 

Then, not only did the southern people have 
the custom of their forefathers, not only did 


Union at one time, save one, tolerated 
slavery before them, but they had the sanc- 
| tion of divine Writ for the institation they 
| then held and had in their midst. 

| Now, I hold that slavery, having the sanc- 
| tion not only of divine but of political law, it 
i was a question with that people to determine 
| whether their rights were jeopardized ; and, 
| relying upon that great Jaw of self-defense and 


f 


| the right of revolution that all people adhere 


| to, it was for them to determine when they 


| should exercise it. This they did, honestly, 
‘as I believe ; but, as I also believe, without 
just cause. Their bravery, and the sacrifices 
| they made, attest their honesty and sincerity. 


i Should not these facts mitigate their offense i 


| and soften our feelings toward them ? 

| Kis said by some that they cannot sit in the 
| councils of the nation with such great rebels 
| and traitors as Jefferson Davis, Breckinridge, 
Toombs, and others. I cannot see upon what 
It looks to me more like a 
: matter of prejudice and passion than anything 
H I cannot see how we can make a law 
| admitting into this House those who have been 
guilty of treason against the Government, and 
; refuse admittance to Jefferson Davis, Breck- 
| inridge, Toombs, and others. I cannot see by 
| what process of reasoning or logic such a con- 
_clasion can be reached, or upon what it is 
$ 
{ 


i based. If one is guilty of treason so are the 


t others, and yet such men are admitted to this 


floor by the dozen. This shows that it cannot be 
a question of principle, but of prejudice, that 
| prompts to such a course. 
| well remember the great respect and re- 
i gard entertained for Robert E. Lee atthe close 
of the rebellion by the Union element of the 
country, and even by the soldiers who had 
fought under the Union flag. I well know 
i how, even to this day, they as it were cherish 
; the memory of Stonewall Jackson. Yet, while 
| Robert E. Lee, with his artillery and machinery 
! of war, destroyed the lives of hundreds and 
; thousands of our Union soldiers, Jefferson Davis 
| Was sitting as a civil officer at the head of his 
government, and never, perhaps, destroyed the 
life of one. So with Stonewall Jackson—a 


‘ 


| man than whom the soldiers and officers of our 


Army would rather have met any other. Yet 
these men can be respected and appreciated 
| while Davis, Breckinridge, Toombs, and others 
are derided and denounced becanse they hap- 
pened to hold civil positions in the rebel gov- 
ernment. 

Who was the more dangerous to the rebel- 
lion, Lincoin as civil magistrate, or Grant as 


we look at the injury done to our people and 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| our Government, if we look at the great ex- 


cates of the institution is, tbat I never have 


they have the fact that every State in this | 


and those who fought under his, it appears 
to me his crime, ascompared with that of Jeffer- 
son Davis, Breckinridge, and Toombs is asa 
mountain to a male hill. Yet those who were 
in arms against the Government and doing ug 
the greatest injury we can take to our embrace 
and surround with our sympathies, while we 
| repulse and drive from our presence those who 
were the civil functionaries of the confederate 
government. I cannot see any reason for this 
distinction and discrimination; and it is to be 
hoped that parties here will unite before the 
i close of the session and pass a bill wiping oat 
| all distinction on account of the rebellion, and 
making ** allmen equal before thelaw.’’ Then, 
Mr. Speaker, we shall have a republican Gov- 
ernment in form, and the grand mission of 
those who have enlisted under the banner of 
“freedom and the equality of nll men before 
the law’’ will have been consummated. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I had not expected to say anything upon this 
oceasion; but I am not satisfied that the senti- 
ments which have fallen from my colleague 
[Mr. Buatr] shall go to the House and the 
country as areflection of the views of any class 
of people in the State I have the honor in part 
to represent. I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that in the great State of Missouri—a State 
that was torn to tatters by the rebellion, a 
State which has required the efforts of an ener- 
getic and determined people to place it again 
on the road to peace aud prosperity—I do not 
believe there is in that State to-day more than 
one man who would be willingto avow uponthe 
| floor of the American Congress sentiments such 
| as bave fallen from my colleague to-day, and 
i I believe that one man is the distinguished 
; gentleman who has just addressed you. You 
i cannot go to either the Democratic or Repub- 
lican party of that State to-day and find any 
man who is willing to stand before the country 


| and the world and justify the enormity, the 


| crime, the degradation and wickedness con- 
‘nected with the system of American slavery 
: as it existed before the war. Yet we find the 
: gentleman here to-day going back even to Holy 
; Writ for the purpose of justifying the system 
| of slavery which existed here. 

: Why, I thought that the party with whom 
he has lately commenced to act were asking 
us on this side of the House that we should 
forget all these things. We have tried to for- 
get them. We are forgetting them, except- 
ing the lingering remains of crime, which are 
i the legitimate outgrowth of that institution of 
‘slavery. There is no other man in this House. 
; whether he sits on that side or this, who would 
: think for a moment of justifying human slavery 
j as it wasin America, justifying an institution 
‘which was anomalous as connected with a 
Government which proclaimed itself to be a 
Government instituted for the protection of 
the rights of all men—a Government founded 


i upon that immortal principle which declared 


iall men were free and equal. Why, both 
: political parties in this country, as 1 under- 
| stand it, are willing to acknowledge, they 
jare daily acknowledging, that slavery was 
| a crime, that i®was a great wickedness, that 
it did so warp and degenerate and draw uside 
: from the path of duty the minds of the south- 
Fern people as to place them in direct hostil- 
lity to our Government. They all concede 
that, and the gentleman is the first member 
of this House who has been willing to put 
‘himself upon the record as justifying that 
institution of slavery; or, to put it as mildly 
| as possible, of apologizing for it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not this sentiment 
į which is most obnoxious to the people of my 
| State, though it grated so harshly on the ears of 
, the members of this House when it was uttered 
by the gentleman. He asks the question, was 
it any greater crime for Americans to rebel in 
this country against the American Government 
than for our forefathers to rebel against the 
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Government of Great Britain? I want it dis- 
tinctly understood, that although we had one 
third of our population in the State of Mis- 
souri in armed hostility to the Government of 
the United States during the rebellion, I do 
not believe to-day in that State there is any 
man who will put himself on the record as 
taking a position of this kind. I cannot ex- 
plain my friend’s position in any other way 
than by attributing it to the enthusiasm of a 
new convert. I do not understand there is 
any gentleman on the other side of the House 
who would maintain that rebellion against the 
Government of the United States was no crime. 
‘The gentleman does not seem to be willing to 
put himself in that position by declaring that 
it was no greater crime than that of our fore- 
fathers against the Government of Great Brit- 
ain; but heasks the question, thereby evidently 
intending to convey the idea that one was no 
greater crime than the other. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us see how that was. 
Weall know that in 1861, when rebellion burst 
on this land, when the people of the South 
were dragooned into it—because I am willing 
to concede, and I have believed all the time, 
that the masses of the southern people were 
led into this unholy and wicked strife for the 
overthrow of the Government by their lead- 
ers—immediately before Sumter was fired upon 
on the 14th of April, 1861, every department of 
this Government was in the possession of the 
southern people or of the party which had been 
the champion of their cause. Allthe prominent 
offices of the Government were held by men 
from that section of the country. They had 
every department in their possession. ‘They 
had enjoyed the patronage of the Government 
from the time of its formation to the time they 
rebelled to a greater extent than the people of 
any other section of the country. Then, did 
they have any right on that ground to under- 
take to tear down the Government and build up 
in its stead a great slave empire where slavery 
would be the rule and freedom the exception? 

Well, what otber rights of theirs were in- 
vaded? The gentleman said their slave prop- 
erty was in danger. If there was any agitation 
which grew up in this country and which sought 
to endanger their slave property, pray tell me 
who began it? This question was understood 
in the political history of the country to have 
been settled entirely by what was called the 
Missouri compromise. Who sought to violate 
that compromise, and to drag slavery before 
the nation once more? Who opened up that 
controversy and sought to violate that compro- 
mise in order that other Territories might be 
brought into the Union as States, which, in the 
language of another, “should be compelled to 
submit to the hateful embraces of slavery?” It 
was the party which had its seat and centerin 
the southern part of the United States. The 
slavery question was practically settled by that 
compromise line. It was taken from Congress, 
and it was taken, as an agitating cause of 
trouble, from before the country. Yet it was 
reopened; legislation was commenced upon 
it again and by this very party. 

Well, it might be said that in consequence 
of a party that was unfriendly to slavery elect- 
ing a President of the United States that in- 
stitution was rendered insecure. I want to 
ask the question whether or not that President 
did not in every declaration that fell from his 
lips pledge himselfto protect slavery under the 
laws of the country? I want to ask the ques- 
tion whether or not that President, after he was 
installed in office, did not in one instance 
return to slavery mèn who were seeking free- 
dom? I want to ask the question whether or 
not the position was not taken by that Pres- 
ident in his inaugural message that this insti- 
tution was to be as safe as it eould be made 
under the lawsof this country? I want to ask 
the question whether or not the American Con- 

ress did not pledge itself to protect slavery 
in the States where it existed? Then, what 
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reason was there upon that ground for this re- 
bellion? There was no reason anywhere for 
it. There was no reason that can be given 
that was a true one, except that which has been 
given so many times before to the country— 
the desire upon the part of a few men in the 
southern States who sought to build up a slave 
empire; men who hated freedomand who loved 
bondage; men who desired a government where 
aristocracy and caste should rule; men who, 
when they found they could not control the 
American Government to such an extent as 
to subvert it from the design of its original 
founders, sought to build up a government that 
should have in it an element of aristocracy, 
which should recognize the rights of the few, 
and leave unrecognized and unprotected and 
uncared for the rights of the many. That was 
the reason of this rebellion. 

The fact that the southern people, or most 
of them, were made to believe thatslavery was 
endangered, was only one of the means that 
was resorted to by those men who sought to 
t fire the southern heart” and to precipitate 


the cotton States into rebellion. Then, what 
becomes of the inquiry as to the relative erim- 
inality of this rebellion against the Government 
of the United States and that of our forefathers 
against Great Britain? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I remarked that 
the offense of those who rebelled against the 
Government of England was that they had 
violated the laws of the land, and that the 
people of the South had done nothing more, 
and that both were guilty of treason, and that 
those who rebelled against this Government, 
so far as crime was concerned, could not be 
any more guilty than our forefathers were. If 
the gentleman can make a distinction or a 
difference there I would like him to do it. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I can see very 
little distinction between the position assumed 
by the gentleman in the first instance and 
that assumed by him now. There is a differ- 
ence, however, between the cases he has men- 
tioned. Everybody recognizes, the world over, 
that there is an inherent right existing in 
mankind to overturn established order as a 
dernier ressort for the protection of human 
life and human liberty and human property. 
But in this case we had a Government that 
guarantied, theoretically and practically, pro- | 
tection to all these elements of human happi- 
ness; in the other case we had a Govern- 
ment that sought to degrade and debase life 
and liberty on this continent. In one case we 
had a Government controlled by the very men 
who lifted the wicked and impious hand of 
treason against the flag of our country; in 
the other case we had a people whose inter- 
ests were controlled three thousand miles 
across the briny deep. In one case we had a 
people secured and protected in every right 
that they were entitled to under any system of 
goverument; in the other case we bad men 
who were entitled to rights that were not pro- 
tected by the Government. The simple differ- || 
ence and the simple distinction between the 
two cases is that our forefathers had a just 
cause tothrow off the yoke of English tyranny, 
and those who rebelled against the Govern- 
ment of the United States did it without a 
shade of a shadow of a cause. Our forefathers | 
struck for God and liberty; those who rebelied 
against our Government struck for despotism 
and slavery. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. In your opinion. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. Well, does | 
the gentleman think that they had a cause? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Iam not passing 
judgment upon that. My argument is drawn 
from the conscience of those who were engaged 


I yield to the 


| 


in the rebellion. I did not involve myself in 
it, for it is known that Ihave been anti-slavery Í 


for years, but I was treating it from the stand- 
point of those who were engaged in the rebel- 
lion, who had held the institution fora century 
or more, and I say that that people, so longas 
they believed thatslavery was right, could have 
no conscientious scruples, or believe they were 
guilty of crime, 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, That does not 
answer my question. After I had assumed a 
position here, my colleague said, “That is so, 
in your opinion.” Weil, that is so, in my 
opinion, and I hope to Heaven that it wili 
always remain so. Now, I want the gentleman 
to be equally fair with me, and to give the 
House his opinion as to whether he thought 
it right or wrong. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Slavery right? 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. The rebellion. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The rebellion; 
no, sir. I never believed it was right. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. That answers 
my question. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. But then I am 
not the judge of their conduct. They are to 
be held responsible for their own conscientious 
views on that subject, and not mine. And so 
it was with our mother country, England. 
She regarded our forefathers in the same light 
that you to-day regard the rebels in the South. 
They looked on them as traitors, as rebelling 
against one of the best Governments on earth. 
They used the same arguments that you use 
to-day. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. The gentle- 
man answers my question at last, and says he 
does not believe the rebellion was right. I am 
very sorry to see my colleague put himself in 
the position of becoming an apologist in this 
House for that which he believes was wrong. 
There is a distinctive difference between right 
and wrong, and whenever a gentleman is sat- 
isfied that a matter is wrong he ought never 
to justify it or to become its apologist. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man say in what sense I am the apologist of 
the rebellion? 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
very indulgent to my colleague. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I hope the gen- 
tleman will not make statements unless he gives 
me the opportunity of asking questions by way 
of explanation, at least. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I will answer 
the gentleman by quoting on him the remark- 
able speech that just fell from his lips, and if 
that was not an apology and not an effort upon 
his part to justify this crime agaiust the Gov- 
ernment then I fail to understand the meaning 
of the English language. Why, even our col- 
leagues upon this floor, the honorable gentle- 
men who have been admitted here, who were 
disfranchised under the laws of the country, 
and who are now entitled to sit here with us, 
aud who are our peers here, are not found jus- 
tifying this rebellion by any means. They are 
net doing it. No man upon this floor does it, 
excépt as it has been done by the gentleman 
here to-day. And the time has come, I think, 
in this country, if we desire peace and harmon 
and prosperity throughout the whole extento 
this broad domain, when gentlemen should not 


I have been 


į only cease to justify the rebellion, but sbould 


commence to denounce it as a crime, and not 
only as a crime of ordinary extent, but one 
that was extremely wicked, one that caused 
the destruction of hundreds of thousands of 
the bravest and best men in the land, one that 
destroyed millions of property, one that still 
leaves its scars upon the institutions-of this 
country, one that came nigh tearing from 
beneath this noble governmental fabric of 
ours the very foundations upon which it reste. 
And I want to say here that as the gentle- 
man has become suspicious of the Republican 
party, the party he has been acting with in 
the past, the party he claims that he fought on 
the side of during the war, I want to say here 


that so far as that party is concerned, although 
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we may occasionally hear the charge hurled at 
it that it is illiberal and prescriptive and tyran- 
nical and all that sort of thing, there is not 
a party whose acts have been recorded upon 
the pages of the world’s history that has deeds 
of charity and forgiveness and kindness writ- 
ten upon its record in such burning letters of 
light as the Republican party of this nation 
has. It is a party of charity and a party of 
forgiveness. Tell me, Mr. Speaker, a govern- 
ment under the sun which, alter men had re- 
belled without cause, without a decent pre- 
text, without any justification in the world, 
and after they had caused ruin and destruction 
and devastation such as was witnessed upon 
every hand at the close of this warin 1865— 
tell me of a government that would have dealt 
go lightly with the leaders of that rebellion as 
the Government of the United States, under 
the controlot the Republican party, bas done. 

Almost every demand that bas been made 
by those men who were in the rebellion has 
been complied-with by this pariy. They came 
up here after the war, asking that they should 
be recognized. The Republican. party said 
there was one condition-precedent, which was 
that we must have guarantees that they would 
no more lilt the hand of revolt against the 
Government. The Republican party said to 
them, ‘+ You must insure protection to life, lib- 
erty, and property to every citizen in your 
section of the country, from the highest to the 
lowest.” When those things were guarantied, 
those States were admitted to representation 
io this House and in the Senate. When that 
was done it was believed that time would 
heal the harshness that had been left by the 
rebellion. 

But what do we witness to-day? An attempt 
is being made in some localities of the very 
region of country that was in revolt against 
the Government to do what? To protect life, 
liberty, and property? No, sir; but to crush 
out of existence men whose only crimes seem 
to be that they are black, and are loyal to the 
Government. This question can no longer be 
one of controversy. The matter has come up 
in the courts of the country, where facts have 
been developed that ought to cause the cheek 
of every honest man to blush for shame that 
such infamous conduct should be practiced 
under a Government pledged to the protection 
of the life, liberty, and property of the citizen. 

The fact that there are men banded together 
for the purpose of destroying the rights of 
others in the southern States, because they do 
not agree with them ia political sentiments, 
is no longer a mooted question. The wonder- 
ful and astonishing thing is that an attempt 
should be made to justify such conduct. Who- 
ever heard of an attempt to justify murder 
because the victim may be said to have com- 
mitted some crime? Why should these name- 
less crimes in the southern States be excused 
in the manner in which it is done here? 

We hear a great deal about the necessity of 
general amnesty. Sir. this House at it last 
session passed a bill, for which I together 
with great majority of the Republicans in 
this House voted, and which went over to the 
other House, from whose provisions are ex- 
cluded only about one thousand men in all the 
United States. A stranger in this land, unac- 

uainted with the rights which all citizens en- 
joy under the laws of the United States and 
of the several States, would understand from 
the remarks of my colleague [Mr. Buam] that 
men were terribly oppressed here; that in 
some sections ofthe country they were deprived 
of their rights as citizens, There is nota State 
in this Union, except perhaps there may be 
one, where any man is distranchised, where 
every man has not the right to vote, unless he 
isa criminal and disfranchised by the judg- 
ment ofa court. They all have equal rights 
in that respect. The man who bared his bosom 
in the cause of bis country, together with the 
man who raised his arm against that country, 
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i them of their rights? Then why should men, 


both alike can go to the polls and vote. Is 
there no charity, no kindness in that? 

And let me tell the gentleman that that was 
not granted by this Government because the 
loyal people of these States did not believe 
that rebellion was a crime. No, sir; it was 
simply granted as an actof charity, and in the 
hope that those who received that charity 
would be able to appreciate that act of gen- 
erosity and kindness, and would be willing in 
the fature to stand side by side with every 
good citizen for the protection and security of 
the Government of the whole country. ‘That 
is why that right was granted to them, notwith- 
standing the great erime they had committed. 

Now, who are those who are not included in 
the provisions of the bill of amnesty passed 
by the House at its last session? They are the 
men who brought ruin upon the southern States 
and desolated them ; the men who caused them 
to be laid waste, who caused the residence of 
the planter to be lighted up with the torch of 
the incendiary, who caused ‘the lurid light of 
war to glimmer upon every mountain-top, on 
every hill-side, in every valley in the southern 
States. They are the men who, in 1861, stood 
up in the Senate Chamber, and, as they pre- 
pared to leave the Hall, said they would have 
a Government to suit their selfish purpases, 
and, bolding up their white handkerchiefs, 
boasted that their efforts to do so would not | 
cause b'ood enough to flow to stain them. 
Those are the men who to-day, through the 
mouth of the gentleman here, are asking that 
we should deal liberally with them. 

Sir, the Republican party of this country 
has no feeling of unkindness for the people of 
the South. The Republican party knows no | 
section, neither North nor South, neither East | 
nor West. Jt is the only truly national party 
that has ever existed in the history of this Gov- 
ernment. Its advocates, and those who believe | 
in its principles, can be found among the ever- 
glades of Florida as well as amid the snow- 
capped regions of Alaska; they are every- 
where. The Republican party is national in 
its character. It has no feeling of unkind- 
ness toward the people of the South who were | 
drawn by their leaders into rebellion. Every 
step they have taken to bind up the bleeding 
wounds of this nation and to heal the differ- 
ences of the past has been characterized by į 
kindness, and forbearance. and forgiveness. 

I know we hear it. said that che Congress of 
the nation has been guilty of harsh legislation; 
but I ask, has Congress, in its efforts to heal 
divisions and cement the people more closely 
together, ever passed a law that was not 
intended for the protection of the innocent 
against the efforts of the guilty to deprive 


if they are guiltless, if they have not imbrued 
their hands in the innocent blood of those men 
who were lately emancipated, characterize our 
conduct as a party by those harsh and oppro- 
brious terms which they are constantly hurl- 
ing againstus? I can say to gentlemen upon 
the otber side that the Republican party of this 
country will go as far as themselves toward 
enfranchisement or anything else, if you can 
satisfy them that the country is perfectly secure 
and that by such a measure the harmony and 
prosperity of the nation are to be promoted. 
But it does not look well for gentlemen to stand 
up in the House of Representatives of the 
United States and plead for a man who buta 
few short months ago proclaimed to the south- | 
ern people,who were becoming quiet and peace- 
able once more, that their cause—‘‘ the lost 
cause,’ the cause of treason, the cause of 
those who sought to tear down the Govern- 
ment—was not dead, but only sleeping. 

I do not believe the time has quite come yet 
that a man of that kind shonld be permitted 
to stand side by side as the peer of CHARLES 
Scumxer in the American Senate. I do not 
believe, for one, that the time has quite come 
for any such thing as that; but I will go ag far | 
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as any one toward giving enfranchisement and 
all the rights men can enjoy under this Gov- 
ernment to the masses of the people of the 
southern States, to the men who are willing to 
recognize the fact that we are living under a 
new order of things; that a new era has dawned 
on the country, an era where liberty is the rule 
and despotism and slavery the exceptions. 
| And, Mr. Speaker, let me say to my friends 
| on the other side of the Chamber that it seems 
! to me, when they are advocating the rights 
fof the South, when they are advocating the 
| claims of the southern: people, there are many 
things which they are neglecting here—not 
| intentionally, of course. ‘There tsa work of 
| reconstruction which can go on yet, and which 
can bring about peace and harmony toa greater 
extent than has yet been permitted, and that 
is, for them to seek to develop the resources of 
the fertile country they may have the honor to 
represent. There is some disposition in some 
localities of the country to keep out capital 
| and enterprise, because they may happen to 
come from some other section. ‘This is surely 
wrong. ‘This work of reconstruction will be 
only fully consummated, will be only fully 
carried out, entire peace. security, and happi- 
ness will only reign, when commerce shall 
carry its good work into those States, and when 
capital and enterprise from all sections of the 
country shall be invited among them. Itseems 
to me this is the most practical work that gen- 
| tlemen from that section of the country could 
| devote themselves to. 

And let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the Re- 
publican party does not believe that the rebel- 
lion was not a crime. It has sought to brand 
itasacrime. Itbassougbt to place its infamy 
where itcan be read by him who rons. At 
the sume time itis willing to go as far as the 
safety and security of the country and the 
prosperity and happiness of the people will 
warrant it, in granting amnesty to these lead- 
ers. Itis now only the leaders who are ex- 
cepted, not the masses of the people who were 
dragooned into this thing. We know that 
hundreds and thousands of them were not 
conscious of what they were doing. The Re- 
publican party has recognized that, Ali their 
| misconduct has been obliterated, in a legal 
i point of view atleast. It is only the leaders, 
the men who persuaded them into it, and snon 
there will only be a few, comparatively speak- 
ling, of those who remain. think we have 
gone as far for the peace of the country in 
that direction as we ought to go at this time. 
| No man asks these men, the Republican 
party bas not asked them, to get down on their 
knees and ask forgiveness. ‘Phe gentleman is 
mistaken ifhe thinks the party with which he has 
heretofore acied has ever asked at the bands 
| of these men any sach thing; but it is asked, 
itis demanded at their hands, that they shall 
assist in guarantying the rights of all men, 
| no matter who they may be. Until they show 
a Willingness and disposition to do thar, until 
they show a willingness and disposition to 
recognize the rights of colored men in those 
States, as well asthe rights of white men. | 
think the Congress of the United States ought 
to deny to these men equal rights inthis Govern- 
ment. J believe that to be the sentiment of 
the people in my State. I do not believe the 
people of the great State of Missouri to-day 
would vote for any such measure as the gentle: 
man has proposed. I do not believe that it is 
any reflection of their sentiments when gentle 
| men on this floor claim that the Republican 
party, being the dominant party of the nation, 
is cruel, unjust, illiberal,and proseriptive, when 
it fails to recognize the fact that Jefferson 
| Davis, and Toombs. and Stephens, and al 
| these men, are entitled to the rights of all other 
| citizens. There ought to be some distinction 
| 


somewhere. 

Gentlemen say we admire these men who 
fought against the Government. We may ad- 
mire their courage, but we hate their crimes 
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and that is about the view we take of this mat- 


ter; and, speaking as liberally as we can while- 


there is patriotism existing in the country, 
while there is love of country in the breast of 
man, I hope there will be a majority of the 
people ofthe whole land who will hate any 
attempt to subvert the Government of our com- 
mon country. 

It is as well gentlemen should recognize the 
fact that there are other things to be taken into 
consideration besides emancipation from this 
cloud which hangs over Jefferson Davis. There 
are a few humble peoplein the southern States 
whose rights are as sacred to thé Republican 
party as the rights of the most powerful in 
the land, and I think we ought to be able to 
guaranty protection for life, liberty, and prop- 
erty to those people before we grant amnesty to 
men who are still striving to fan the flames of 
hatred, and to cause them to burn with more 
intense heat against these people than ever 
before. 

Lyield now for five minutes to my colleague, 
[Mr. Burperr. j 

Mr. BURDETT. Mr. Speaker, I had no 

urpose whatever ofasking the attention of the 
House to-day until accidentally I wasa listener 
to the speech of my colleague [ Mr. BLAIR] who 
addressed the House a short time ago. But 
the propositions of that speech seemed to me 
to be so unusual and its purport so extraor- 
dinary, that I thought justice demanded of every 
Representative of Missouri upon this floor that 
it should be repudiated on behalf of the people 
whom they represent. 

Mr. Speaker, anew Daniel has come to judg- 
ment. We are informed here to-day in set 
phrase, and as a legal proposition, thattreason 
carries with it no moral turpitude. If I recol- 
lect the teachings of the sages of the law, they 
are that the essence of treason is perjury; that 
its name means falsehood; that its derivation 
is from a word which means treachery. And 
if perjury and treachery carry with them no 
turpitude, then I bid my colleague reconstruct 
the mother tongue which we learned to lisp 
together. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Will my colleague 
permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BURDETT. Certainly, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I ask him what 
author, in giving a definition of treason, makes 
perjury a part of it? 

Mr. BURDETT. I will refer my distin- 
guished colleague to almost any text-book 
which is held in respect among the lawyers of 
the land. * 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Name one. 

Mr. BURDETT. My colleague is persist- 
entfora name. He doesnot seem to question 
the theory, now that heis reminded of it; and 
in reply to his demand for a name, I think I 
may refer him, with some confidence, to that 
ancient sage called Blackstone. J have not 
read his pages for many a year, but I think E 
am not mistaken ia stating that one of the 
assertions he makes asa teacher is that treason 
has its essence in perjury. And, although the 
days have long gone past since J conned his 
pages over, I seem to recollect that he gives 
this instance, or rather this illustration of it: 
that all who are adantted into the citizenship 
of a nation are required to make oath of alle- 
giance; that treason is a violation of that oath, 
and that every native-born citizen is born with 
the obligation of anoatl of fealty resting upon 
him, and that that obligation continues from 
his birth to his grave. if he did not say that, 
he ought to have said it, for that is the phi- 
losophy of the law. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Will my colleague 
again permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BURDETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I wish to ask 
my colleague whether or not perjury is taken 
into account in the Constitution of our coun- 
try in the definition of treason? 

Mr. BURDETT. I do not know how my 
friend reads the Constitution of my country ; 


but I read it in the light of the common law, 
the common teacher of us all, and reading it 
in that light, I have no difficulty in finding 
perjury in treason to our Constitution. 

> Now, Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my con- 
stituents, I have also risen to protest against 
the ignominy and the shame of attempting upon 
this floor to gild the treason of 1861 by any 
reference to the great names and the great 
fame and the great patriotism of 1776. I 
will cast no such shadow over the glories of 
the past. And on behalf of another class of 
our common constituency, who read the book 
from which my colleague so flippantly quoted, 
I will say that the Christian men and women 
of Missouri have learned the newer and the 
better way. They find within its goodly 
pages that justice and humanity and love are 
God’s law; and they repudiate the barkings 
of those false dogs of the pulpit, who, before 
the war, and that they might serve a cause, 
did wrest the Scriptures to make God the 
chief of the taskmasters. On behalf of the 
Christian people of Missouri, I say they will 
have none of that doctrine at this late day. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Will my col- 
league permit me to ask him another ques- 
tion? I want to know if he places himself on 
the platform of Wendell Phillips, for an anti- 
slavery Bible and an anti-slavery God? 

Mr. BURDETT. Mr. Speaker, the plat- 
form of the Scriptures is wide enough for me, 
as itis wide enough for my colleague. Mr. 
Wendell Phillips shall make his own com- 
mentaries. But I will say to my colleague 
that if he could but once instruct the world 
into the belief that God was the taskmaster 
of his people, there would be many more 
Wendell Phillipses than there are. 

The exigencies of a pretentious liberalism 
may seem to my colleague to call for that pro- 
bationary warmth of confession which hasled 
him not only to palliate the wrongs and to 
gild the purposes of the rebellion, but to 
sanctify by appeal to Holy Writthe institution 
of American slavery which he himself parades 
as the sacred thing for which blood was shed; 
but I may assure him that adecent self-respect 
will for all time justify the withholding of am- 
nesty if by its gift we are to be compelled to 
assent to the grounds upon which he argues its 
propriety, for if my ear has not deceived me 
the summary of his position is that the moving 
cause of the rebellion was defense of a Heaven- 
born institution, its conduct without the taint 
of moral wrong, and its actors entitled to that, 


civic deification which in the forum of the į 


world’s conscience has, with one consent, been 
accorded to the patriots of the Revolution. By 
what effort of restraint upou utterance my col- 
league refrained from giving tongue to the 
necessary corrolary of this position, and de- 
manding ample apology for unlawful obstruc- 
tion of virtuous purpose as well as the form 
of amnesty, is past all comprehension. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did notrise to debate the 
question of amnesty. I desired only at the mo- 
ment of these utterances to perform the perhaps 
unnecessary task of assuring the House and 
the country that we of Missouri are more than 
content to permit the rebellion and its mem- 
ories an undisturbed repose, and that my col- 
league will there be permitted to pursue alone 
the task of its attempted deification. 

Mr. BIRD. I movethat the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at two o'clock and thirty-six minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until twelve o’clock noon 
of Monday, January 8, 1872. 


PETITION. 

The following petition was presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com 
mittee: . 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of J. 
W. Curry, mail contractor, for pay due him for 
services performed in 1861. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 8, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
MAN, D D. 
The Journal of the proceedingsof Thursday, 
December 21, 1871. was read and approved. 
The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the 
chair. ; 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, I rise toa 
personal statement. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri asks the consent of the Senate to make 
a personal statement. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, this is the 
first opportunity I have had to take notice of 
a series of statements concerning myself, made 
some time during the Christmas vacation, in 
the New York Times newspaper, and reprinted 
in many other journals of the United States, 
upon which I desire to make a few remarks. 
Before doing so, I ask the Secretary to read 
the article which I now send to him. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the 
New York Times of December 28, 1871: 


“ Senator Schurz.—We have already called atten- 
tion to one curious feature in the opposition now 
arrayed against the Administration. It is that 
while the leaders of the opposition demand the great- 
est license for themselves and exercise the right of 
aspersing character to any extent, they how! with 
rage when their own conduct is passed under review. 
‘They must be sacred from criticism. The moment 
you speakof them they turn round with an aggrieved 
air and say, ‘Are we to be abused because we con- 
demn the Adwinistration ?’? They are always acting 
the parts of injured innocents. They stick them- 
selves on a pedestal,and claim the privilege of fling- 
ing mud at anybody who happens to offend them; 
but you must not even cast a disrespectful glance at 
themin return. Senator Scuurz, for instance, hag 
not hesitated to invent the most outrageous calum- 
nies against President Grant. He has accused him, 
by mean insinuation, of keeping up the general 
order system of New York for his own profit. He 
has insulted the people by intimating that tho Presi- 
dent is shamefally corrupt. What right has a man 
who dealsin slandersof this kind to claim immunity 
from criticism? Who ishe that he should be pro- 
tected from those comments which his reckless career 
naturally provokes ? A 

* Wo believe that Senator Scnurz has ro claim 
whatever to public confidence or public respect. 
Let us go briefly over the chief incidents of his life, 
and sec if he will stand the test which he invites. 
He came to America an involuntary emigrant from 
his native Germany in 1852. Ho was naturalized as 
a citizen in 1837, at the ago of twenty-seven. Two 
years later he was a candidate before the Repub- 
lican conventionof Wisconsin for Governor, but failed 
of a nomination, and was tendered the nomination 
of Lieutenant Governor. This offer, highly compli- 
mentary to one so young in years and citizenship, 
he spurned contemptuously, and refused to support 
the ticket nominated by the convention. In the 
presidential campaign of 1860, having already ac- 
quired some reputation as astump orator, he entered 
into acontract with the national Republican commit- 
tee to canvass the country wherever he might be sent, 
ata stipulated price, perhaps $250 per week and his 
expenses. Underthatcontract he wasassigned toduty 
in some of the western States. When be reached his 
field of labor, however, he struck for higher wages 
and refused to makeany speeches unless he was paid 
an additional sum for each speech by the local com- 
mittees. Further sums were paid him by such com- 
mittees, varying from fifty to one hundred dollars 
for cach speech. In this manner he realized a very 
handsome sum from his labors in the canvass. 

“Bathe did not deem himself fully paid, for on 
Mr. Lincoln’s inauguration he came at once to Wash- 
ington and demanded additional compensation in 
the position of minister to some foreign court. By 
his persistent efforts he succeeded in procuring the 
appointmentofiministerto Spain, where horemained 
but little more than a year. He constantly repro- 
sented to Mr, Lincoln that he had supreme control 
of the German vote of the country, and any refusal 
to comply with his demands would be proinptly re- 
sented by that class of voters. 

* In 1862 Mr. Scrunz resigned the Spanish mission 
and returned to Washington, where ho again ap- 
plied to Mr. Lincoin, this time_fora major general’s 
commissionin thearmy. ‘This Mr, Lincoln declined, 
because of the number of men then in service who 
had earned promotion in the field. He then gave 
Mr. Lincoln to understand, in the most emphatic 
manner, that if he were not given at least a briga- 
dier general’s commission, with a major general’s 
command, then he would at once ' withdraw his two 
hundred thousand Germans, and oppose the Admin- 
istration.’ y 

‘Mr. Lincoln, harassed as he was at that time 
with the cares of his office and the nation’s great 
troubles, gave way to Sciurz’s persistent pressure 
and threats, gave him a brigadicr’s commission, and 
he was sent to the Shenandoah valley about the 
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close of General Frémont’s campaign against Jack- 
son, in June, 1862. Whatever may have been 
the tenor. of the instractions relative to General 
Scucrz’s command, it is nevertheless true that the 
corps was at once organized, veteran officers were 
displaced, and he was immediately placed in com- 
mand of a division. He éontinued_in the army, 


articipating in the battles of Bull Ran, Chancel- ii 


orsville, and Gettysburg, without manifesting any 
striking evidences of military genius. Of this, | 
however, we do not now propose to speak, for itis H 
already a part of our military history. At the close | 
of the war. instead of being at once mustered out, | 
as other officers of far superior ability and more | 
efficient service were, he again made use of his | 
alleged influence with the German element to con- | 
tinue in commission for a considerable time after | 
there was any use for him. 

“Tn 1866 Scourz went to 
the Post, where, however, 


Detroit as the editor of. 


which, he imagined, offered a most promising , 


souri 
i There he assumed the | 


field for his versatile talent. ' : $ the | 
leadership of the extreme Radicals, himself a Radical | 
of the most proscriptive type. Mr. Henderson, a true | 
Republican, and a man of many sterling qualities, ; 
was representing Missouriin the Senate, and SCHURZ | 
at once determined to succeed him. To accomplish 
this, it was necessary to defame Mr. Henderson be- | 
fore the people of Missouri, and destroy their con- | 
fidence in him. For this task General SCHURZ was 
peculiarly fitted, and he succeeded thoroughly in the | 
enterprise. Ienderson was denounced as too liberal | 
toward the rebel citizens, which at that time was | 
enough to condemn him before his constituents. 
Henderson withdrew from theeanvass, and the con- 
test was between General Scuvez and Mr, Loan, and 
each strove to ‘out-radical’ the other, in which 
strife Scuurz won, and was elected asthe represent- į 
ative of the fiercest Radicalism of the State. { 

“ Secure in his seat, he at once began to court the | 
more liberal element in the State, and succeeded so 
far as to bring about the election of General BLAIR to 
the Senate, and to effect a thorough demoralization 
of the party in the State. 

“Tn 1868 General ScuuRzZ was a delegate to the | 
Chicago convention, and wentthere with revolution- i 
aryintent. He was considerably mollified by being | 
chosen as temporary chairman of the convention, | 
the duties of which he managed to discharge in an ! 
apparently satisfactory manner, by the aid of two 
prompters well versed in parliamentary rules and 
the usages of conventions. 5 

“General Scaurz has much to say about the re- 
form of the civil service, the character of the Presi- 
dent’s appointments, nepotism, &c. Let us see what | 
his own conduct has been toward further corrupting | 
that service. 


“In the early days of the President's term Mr, i 


Scuvrz was one of the most persistent bores in Wash- | 
ington for appointments in thecivilservice. Nor was | 
he at all careful as to the character and qualification į 
of tho men whom he pressed for appointment. In | 
one notable case he advoéated the cause of a citi- | 
zen of Missouri. who had neither social nor political | 
standing, fora foreign mission. e made frequent | 
visits to the Executive Mansion, and through much | 
importunity he was finally successful. The name | 
was seni to the Senate, where SCEURZ hada free field - 
to button-hole his colleagues in favor of the con- | 
firmation of his friend. In the course of the struggle ! 
pending the confirmation all the disgraceful instru- | 
mentality of ScHURZ in favor of the appointment | 
and’confirmation was fully revealed by the chairman | 
of the Commitieeon Foreign Relations—his offensive | 
and long-continued boring of the President for the | 
appointment. bis labors with individual Senators, | 
and the utter unfitness of the man for the place. i 
l 


made by 2 Senator to foist upon the country a man 
totally unfit to discharge the duties of a great posi- 
tion. General Scuurz might ornament oneof his 


i 
| 
| 


he by no means favorably | 
distinguished himself. His next move was to Mis- | 


t 


eloquent lectures on civil service reform in a most : 
entertaining manner by giving a detailed history | 
of the case we have referred to, and by telling bis | 
audience the consideration which prompted him to | 
press an unfit appointment so strongly in opposition } 
to the will of bis people, and to the neglect of the | 
more deserving friends in his State, to whom he was: 
directly indebted for his election. One instance, to | 
illustrate his practice with regard to the appoint- 
ment of relatives to office, and we will have done 
with the subject for the present. General SCHURZ | 
pressed upon the President the appointment of his 

rother-in-law, Mr. Jussen, as collector of the Chi 
cago district, the most remunerative office in the | 
revenue service; and he was appointed, and enjoyed 
the emoluments of the office for about two years 
He was appointed simply because General SCHURZ 
asked it, and Scuurz asked it simply because Jussen 
was his brother-in-law. 

e have said enough to convince any one of 
General Scuunz’s fitness to appear in the field as a 
champion of civil service reform. In polities he 
belongs to the extreme revolutionary type of some 
European societies. He now seeks to destroy an ; 
Administration which he has sought in vain to 
corrupt.” 


Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, I desire to 
make a few remarks upon this article, in the 
first place because the paper which published it 
is reputed to be the special metropolitan organ 
of the national Administration, and in the sec- 
ond place because this attempt forms part of a 
systematic warfare which has been carried on 
for some time on some members of this body, 
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the paper having recently announced that it is | 
going to continue its attacks. I shall go over © 
these charges one by one and exhibit them in 
their true light. ; 
First, it is asserted that in 1859 I was nom- , 
inated for Lieutenant Governor in Wisconsin, ;; 
spurned the nomination contemptuously, and © 
refased to support the ticket nominated by the ' 
convention. That I declined the nominationis © 
true, although certainly withoutcontempt; but | 
the other charge is a falsehood. I not only 
did not refuse to support the ticket nominated | 
by the Republican convention, but, after hav- 
ing rendered some aid in a campaign in Min- ` 
nesota which elevated my friend from that : 
State [Mr. Ramsey] to the Governorship in |. 
1859, I returned to Wisconsin and spent three | 
weeks in canvassing the State for the then 
nominee for Governor, the late Postmaster 
General, Governor Randall, having several | 
joint debates with the Democratic candidate ji 
for the Governorship. i 
And I wish to say, in connection with this. : 
that another slander, scattered abroad by the 
New York Times and several other papers, 
that I had actively used my influence against . 
the election of Mr. Washburn, the Republican !; 
candidate for Governor in Wisconsin last fall, ii 
and in promotion of the interests of his oppo- | 
nent, Mr. Doolittle, is equally false in every 
sense. i 
The second charge is that in the national cam- || 
paign of 1860 I refused to make any speeches i 
unless I was paid $250 a week, and then an 
additional sum by the local committees varying |. 
from fifty to a hundred dollars for each speech. |: 
This is a falsehood again. I commenced can- 
vassing the United States in that campaign on |; 
the Ist of July, having already made several 
speeches previously, and continued till the day ; 
of election, the 6th of November, with the ex- | 
ception of about ten days, when I was utterly | 
broken down by fatigue and had to take some `i 
rest. I spoke in the States of Wisconsin, lili- 
nois, Missouri, Indiana, Ohio, Penneylvania, « 
New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut, : 
traveled a great many thousands of miles, and 
made, if I remember correctly, between one | 
hundred and sixty andone hundred and seventy `! 
speeches; and when [had returned home from | 
those labors I found that all the compensation | 
I had received from committees fell quite per- |} 
eeptibly short of my actual expenses, railroad || 
fare and those incidental outlays connected |! 
with traveling of that nature. 1 
Moreover, baving given myself entirely up 
to the labors of the campaign, completely neg- | 
lecting my pe affairs, I found myself || 
surrounded by disagreeable embarrassments, | 
which resulted finally in painful sacrifices, and 
if I had received only one fifth part of what 
the Times charges me with, I should have 
overcome those embarrassments easily. I do 
not hesitate to say, however—and I refer to this ; 
because mention has been made of this subject | 
in debate in the Senate—that, as a prudent ; 
man, I ought to have done something like that | 
which the Times charged upon me, aithough, 
of course, in a more moderate degree; for I 
believe that gentlemen may be expected to go | 
out at their own expense, and make a speech ! 
now and then in promotion of a political cause; 
but when they are called upon to go from cam- 
paign into campaign year after year, for sev- 
eral months at a time, utterly neglecting their 
private affairs, giving themselves wholly up to 
the work, unless they are entirely independent 
in fortune they cannot afford to do so without 
reimbursement and compensation. I will say ji 
further, that in a few subsequent campaigns, | 
when lists of appointments covering weeks and 
months were sent to me, I did to some extent 
protect myselfin that respect, in a moderate | 
way. however, while in other campdigns I neg- , 
lected, eyen after my previous experiences, to | 
look after my private interests. 
Moved by curiosity, after having read the 
Times's article, I undertook to figure up how | 
much time I had spent in public speaking for ii 


Wit, 
© of him a major general’s commission when I 
: resigned the Spanish mission, but he offered 


# ments in the civil service.’ 


the Republican cause since 1856, and I found 


dit to be from seventy to seventy-two weeks, or 


about a year and five months; and adaing up 


also all that | received from committees dur 


ing that whole time, f find that it amounts 
in the aggregate to less than a popular lec- 
turer will earn in three weeks. 

J mention this subject merely. although it ja 
avery humiliating one, because it shows the 
meanness of the warfare which is carried on 
against certain members of thisbody. Jtishu 
miliating, I say, to make sucha statement; but 
it is still more humiliating that a paper, the 
organ of an administration which stands at the 
head of a party that has been built up in its 


© power gradually and laboriously by just such 


labors as thosein which I. with many others, 
was engaged, should make such éxplanations 
necessary. 

The third charge is, that when I returned 
from the Spanish mission I asked from Mr. 


i Lincoln a major general's commission in the 


Army and threatened him if he would not give 
This is a falsehood again. [ did not ask 


me a brigadier’s commission. The assertion 
which [ find in this article. in quotation marks, 


| that I threatened I would at once “withdraw 
| my two hundred thousand Germans and oppose 
, the Administration,’ is so supremely ridicu- 


lous, itis so childish an absurdity, that I do 
not think it requires any serious comment, 

The next chargeis. that, going to Missouri, I 
assumed at once the leadership of the extreme 
Radicals, myself a Radical of the mos! pro- 
seriptive type. This isa falsehood again. for 
it is well known that in the national conven” 
tion of 1868 I bad the honor to introduce the 
resolution in favor of a general amnesty. 

The next charge is, that'l took it upon my- 
self to defame Mr. Henderson before the peo- 
ple of Missouri, and to destroy their confidence 


Sin him so that I might be elected to the Sen- 


ate. This is a falsehood again, and it is weil 
known that Mr. Henderson’s defeat at that 


| time was owing to his attitude in the impeach- 


ment trial, as the public mind then stood. 
The next chargeis, that in 1868 I was a dele- 
gate to the Chicago convention “and went 
there with revolutionary intent.’’ What that 
means I do not know exactly; but one thing 


i| Ido know: that for my action in that conven- 


tion I was highly praised by the New York 
Times. 

The next charge is, thatin the early days of 
the President's term I was ‘one of the most 
persistent bores in Washington for appoint- 
If that were true, 
then the President must have had a particular 
liking for being bored, fur | remember ver, 
well a time during the early days of the Admin- 
istration when] met bim outside of the White 
House and he asked me very kindiy why I did 
not come to visit him more frequently. 

It is farther stated that in ane notable case 
I advocated the cause of a citizen of Missouri 


| for a prominent position who was entirely 
incompetent and unfit to discharge the dunes 


of a great position. {T suppose this relers to 
the case of General Pile, who. having been 
a member of Congress, was first presxenied 
for the post office at St. Louis. then for the 
pension agency at St. Louis. by the delega- 
tion from Missouri, then nominated for the mis 


| sion to Venezuela, and then nominated for the 


mission to Brazil, when the Senate declined 
to confirm his appointment. I did, toa cer: 
tain extent, support Mr. Pile for some of these 
nominations, | did it with the delegation 


i from the State of Missouri with the exception 


of one or two members; f think only one. 
Being a young Senator, I had indulged some- 
what in the idea that it was to some extent 
proper to take care of constituents. When 


| the Times says that this is one of the cases 
(which in my “eloquent lectures ou civil 


service reform” [ might mention, and give 
a detailed history of them, I beg to say that 
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is just the thing which I am doing, for when- 
ever I do speak on civil service reform I give 
as one illustration of the absurdities of the 
system, and of the curious consequences to 
which it may lead, the case of this gentleman, 
who was presented for a post office, fora pen- 
sion agency, for a minister resident’s place, 
for a minister plenipotentiary’s position, then 
landed in the Governorship of a Territory, and 
then was taken out of that to be put into the 
minister resident’s place for: which he was 
originally nominated. And I always mention 
my personal connection with the case. But, 
considering that recently General Pile was 
appointed by the President for the position 
of minister resident in Venezuela, this time 
certainly without any suggestion or solicitation 
on my part, I beg leave to say that if that gen- 
tleman be entirely unfit for public employment, 
as the Times asserts, it is the President who 
ought to bear that reproach, and not I; and I 
might suggest to the Administration that they 
be a little more careful in the selection of their 
organs, and instruct them to abstain from indis- 
creet statements. 

The last charge is this: 

“General Scuurz pressed upon the President the 
appointment of his brother-in-law, Mr. Jussen, of 
Chicago, as collector of the Chicago district.” 

This is a falsehood again. I never pressed 
that appointment upon the President or any- 
body else. As my friend from Hlinois who 
sits by my side [Mr. Trumevx1] will distinctly 
recollect, Mr. Jussen was originally recom- 
mended, without my knowing anything about 
it, by a delegation coming from Chicago, and 
by the then Representative of his district, Mr. 
‘Judd. These gentlemen came to me with the 
request to go to the President and press his 
appointment. I positively refused. But, after 
urgent solicitation on their part, I at last con- 
sented to indorsetheir paper, with an additional 
remark to this effect, that the large German 
Republican element of Chicago was entitled to 
consideration; that [had frequently been called 
upon to aid the Republicans there, and could 
testify to that fact. This was my whole con- 
nection with thecase. And later, when arumor 
spread through the newspapers that Colonel 

ussen was to be removed, the President ex- 
pressed himself to a friend in conversation to 
the effect that he had never known that there 
existed any connection between Mr. Jussen 
and myself. But I asseverate that I never 
spoke to the President about this appointment 
in a single instance, nor to the Secretary, or 
the Commissioner of Internal Revefue, and 
absolutely refrained from pressing it in any 
sense, just because Mr. Jussen, a very able 
gentleman, was a brother-in-law of mine. 

I had almost forgotten one of the charges, 
where I am again accused of having made use 


of my alleged influence with the German ele- | 
ment to benefit myself by continuing in com- | 


mission for a considerable time after the war. 
A friend had the curiosity to investigate that 
case, and I have now an official report from 
the War Department before me. The surren- 
der of the rebel general J. E. Johnston took 
place on the 26th of April, 1865. Iwas then 
in General Sherman’sarmy in North Carolina. 
As soon as that surrender had taken place I at 
once applied for leave of absence to go to 
Washington for the purpose of offering my res- 
ignation; I did so, and this official report cer- 
tifies that the first two resignations of major 
generals after General Johnston’s surrender 
were those of Major General Franz Sigel, ac- 
cepted May 4, 1865, and of Major General Carl 
Schurz, May 6, 1865; from which it appears 
that after the virtual close of the war of all 
the major generals in the Army General Sigel 
and myself were the very first to resign their 
commissions instead of using their alleged in- 
fiuence with the: German element to continue 
in the pay of the Government. ; 
So much, sir, for these charges. You will 
admit that this is perhaps one of the most re- 
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eas — 


markable cases of cumulative, intrepid, and 
shameless lying that has disgraced American 
journalism for some time. 

Now, sir, why are these slanders heaped 
upon me? The Times itself states the reason. 
Because I, as the Times alleges, have ‘not 
hesitated to invent the most outrageous calum- 
nies against President Grant, having accused 
him by mean insinuation of keeping up the 
general-order system of New York for his own 
profit.” I pronounce this another falsehood. 
What do they call ‘ slandering’’ the Presi- 
dent? Let us see what I did say, and whether 
it can be construed as a slander. I did state 
that the general-order business in New York 
was a great abuse and a system of plunder. I 
was borne out in that statement by the offi- 
cial report of the Retrenchment Commiitee. 
Was that a slander on the President? I did 
state that the merchants of New York had 
protested against it as an outrageous abuse, 
which is a matter of record also. Was that a 
slander against the President? I did state that 
the Secretary of the Treasury sent a commis- 
sion to New York to investigate the matter, 
and that that commission reported against it, 
which is a matter of record again. Was that 
a slander against the President? I did state 
that the Retrenchment Committee investigated 
the matter and found it to be a great abuse, 
and reported in favor of its abolition, which is 
a matter of record again. Is that a slander 
upon the President? I did state further that 
the Secretary of the Treasury had written to 
the collector of New York two letters pro- 
nouncing against the abuse, and urging that it 
be done away with. This is a matter of record 
again. Is that a slander upon the President? 
Then I drew a conclusion, and I ask whether 
there is any member of this body who will 
say that it was not most natural, nay, a 
most imperative conclusion, that if, in spite 
of the remonstrance of the merchants of New 
York, in spite of the reports of investigating 
committees, in spite of the letters and pro- 
nounced opinions of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that abuse was still kept up, as it 
actualiy was kept up, then there must be a 
power stronger than a devent respect for pub- 
lic opinion, and stronger than the Secretary 
of the Treasury himself, to sustain it; for if 
that power was not stronger than a decent 
respect for public opinion, the abuse would 
have succumbed to the remonstrances of the 
mercantile community of New York; and if 
that power had not been stronger than the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the abuse would have 
succumbed to the adverse opinion of that offi- 
cial. Iasked the question, who and where is 
that stronger power? i asked the question; I 
did not answer it; and I respectfully submit 
that the gentlemen who indulge in the pitiable 
business of villifying the Senator from Illinois 
and myself for asking it have not by their 
slanders furnished an answer to it that will be 
satisfactory to the country. 1 believe that 
when nothing else can be brought up against 
those who denounce the abuses of the Govern- 
ment than personal vilification the country 
will understand the reason. 

Thus, sir, I have shown you the character of 
the statements contained in the Times; and, as 
to the character of those who have invented 
and propagated them, the Senate and an intel- 
ligent people may form their opinion for them: 
selves. I will simply add that atter this i shall 
not again consider it necessary to take any 
notice of such slanders. The Limes and its 
coadjutors will have a free field, but if attacks 
should come as thick as locusts they will not 
frighten me away from that course which I con- 
scientiously believe to be the course of honor, 
truth, right, and duty. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 374) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission on the subject 
| of the wages and hours of labor, and the divis- 


ion of profits between labor and capital in 
the United States, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting, in obedience to law, inventories of 
public property in the possession of the War 
Department and its bureaus; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. ` 

He also laid before the Senate a report of 
the Secretary of. War, communicating, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
December 14, 1871, information in relation to 
the improvement of the Columbia river, near 
and below the mouth of the Willamette river, 
and the removal of obstructions in the 
Columbia river above Celilo, Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Governor of Utah, in relation to 
the establishment of a military post in the 
southern part of that Territory, and recom- 
mending an appropriation for that purpose; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Texas in favor of the 
passage of an act granting a pension to the 
widow and minor children of Captain William 
W. Montgomery; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, and a memorial of citizens 
of Missouri, in favor of an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Mississippi river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis 
lature of Missouri, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for the survey and improvement of the 
navigation of the Gasconade river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, in favor of an appropriation 
for the improvementof the Osage river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of sur- 
vivors of the war of 1812, praying an amend- 
ment to the act of February 14, 1871, granting 
pensions to the soldiers of the war of 1812, so 
that soldiers who served fourteen days in that 
war may be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Maine, praying that the sale of stamped en- 
velopes by the Government be discontinued ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. . 

He also presented a petition of Joseph L. 
Stevens, of Castine, Maine, praying that he be 
granted a pension for services rendered in the 
war of 1812; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the memorial of 
Rachel Rhodes, of Atlantic City, New Jersey, 
heir of Servoise and Shoemaker; and also the 
memorial of the heirs of Edward Jones, de- 


' ceased, of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for 


the passage of a bill providing for the payment 
of damages on account of French spoliations ; 
which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present the petition of 
Absolem J. Wilson and one hundred and sixty- 
five others, of Williamsport, Pennsylvania, set- 
ting forth outrages and abuses to which they 
are exposed as colored persons, whenever they 
travel, and in common schools, and asking for 
the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill now pending before the Senate. I move 
that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. SUMNER presented a petition from 
R. H. Nuby, jr., and ninety-one others, of 
Mount Pleasant, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which 
was ordered to he on the table. __ 

He also presented a petition of James Jef- 
ferson and sixty-nine others, of Rhode Island, 
praying for the passage of the supplementary 
civil rights bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. 
Montagne and eighty-two others, of Spring- 


field, Massachusetts, praying for the passage | 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which | 


was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of R. J. | 


Mortimer and forty-one others. of Winfield, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights biil; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James F. 
Sprigg and thirty-two others, of Millington, 


Kent county, Maryland, praying for the pas- | 


sage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Ross 
and thirty others, of Rhode Island, praying for 
the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of C. M. 
Brown, and many others, of Harrisburg, Penn- 
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sylvania, praying for the passage of the supple- | 


mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered | 


to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of Rev. Berry | 
W. Arnett and one hundred and ninety other | 
colored citizens, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for : 
the passage of the supplementary civil rights | 


bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


move that it lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. SUMNER, 


their reasons in favor of the supplementary 
civil rights bill, and say: 
_ ° Wedo not ask for legislation to regulate social 
intercourse, which undeniably regulates itself, We 
petition legislation in our behalf only where the 
civil law may control. 
common schools, and licensed places of amusement,” 

I move that this petition also lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


Congress of the United States, as they contain | 


this resolution : 
“ Resolved, That the address and resolutions con- 


the president end secretary thereof, be presented 


through Hon. CHARLES SuNNeR to the Senate of | 
the United States, as expressive of the sense and | 
people of the country with | 
eferred to thercin, and as | 


A BA 


judgment of the colured 
respect to the subjes 
containing our prayer in that regard.” 


utionsand the 
dent of the meet- 


This official copy of these resol 
address is signed by the presi 


ing, Joha M. Langston, and countersigned by | 
Among the | 


the secretary, Henry Johnson. 
resolutions are the following: 


resentatives, the Republican press thr 
country, and all friends of equality 
white or colored, not only to give th 
but their most earnest support and vote, in favor 
of the bill now pending in the Senate, and known 
as a bill supplementary to the civil rights act 

~“ Hesolved, That we cail especially upon ali S 
ators and members of Congress elected to their 
eral positions upon the votes of white and es! 


aghout the 


ored 


Republicans of the South to give their infiuence, 


their support, and iheir votesto ihis measure, which 
i3 sustained by considerations of humanity, justice 
and the plainest principles of tao common law, an 


I also present a similar !! 
etition, which the Senate will see is of some | 
ength, with, as Iam told, two thousand signa- | 

tures of colored citizens of Philadelphia. I| 


I also present a petition | 
from colored citizens of Newport, Rhode | 
Island, in which they set forth at some length | 


I also present resolutions |! 
adopted at a great public meeting in the city | 
of Washington, on Friday, the 5th of January, | 


which are in the nature of a petition to the | to be relieved from liability for the loss of 


i revenue stamps while agent of the Govern- | 
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which is demanded by the interests of the entire 


country, the conservation and stability of republican | 


institutions.” 
As these resolutions, with the accompanying 


address, represent the sentiments of the col- | 


ored people of Washington assembled at a 
meeting, which as described by those present 
was remarkable both for its numbers and its 
intelligence, I think that I shall be justified in 
departing from the rule that I have laid down 
to myself generally in presenting petitions, by 
asking that this be printed. Ido not know 
that I have ever made such a request, at least 
not for many years, but Í ask that this lie on 
the table and be printed 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts asks that the memorial and reso- 


lations of citizens of Washington alluded to by | 


himself, and just presented, belaid onthe table 
and printed. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 


citizens of Williamsport and Sunbury, Penn- | 


sylvania, protesting against the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


He also presented the petition of Charlez J. 


Davis, of Philadelphia, administrator of Cap- 
tain John Davis, an officer of the army of the 
Revolution, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


He also presented the petition of George W. | 


Bradley, of Pennsylvania, a soldier of the late 
war, praying for relief to him by Congress on 


account of certain diseases contracted by him | 
while in the late war; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Claims. 
He also presented a petition signed by a 


large number of paymasters’ clerks and other | 


persons employed by paymasters of the Army, 
praying the enactment-of a law granting them 


additional compensation ; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. RICE presented a petition of citizens 
of North Arkansas, praying that townships 


thirteen to twenty-one north, of ranges eight | 
to seventeen west, both inclusive, which now |; 


forms a part of the Little Rock land district, 


| be attached to the Harrison land district; 


which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 


where the !| lic Lands. 
t We demand admission into | 
any and all public conveyances, hotels or ians, the | 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
petition of Ann H. Jones and Gertrude P. 
Smith, heirs of James H. Kearny, deceased, 
of New Jersey, praying indemnification for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to 
the year 1801; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, presented the 
petition of Samuel Harper, of Texas, praying 


ment; which wag referred to the Coramittee 


F t i on- | on Finance. 
sidered and adopted by thìs meeting, duly signed by | 8 saree 


_ Mr. FLANAGAN presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Texas, 


asking for the grant of a pension to Mary Ana | 


Montgomery, widow of Wiliam W. Mont 


‘| gomery, and her children; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SCHURZ presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Missouri residing in rural districts and 
engaged in the business of brewers or manu- 
facturers of beer and lager beer. praying Con- 


" Resolved, That we earnestly request and urge all 1 gress 107 80 modify and amend the revenue 


Republican Senators, members of tne House of Rep- | 


i jaws as to allow those of their vocation to 


+ make affidavit to the civil officers in their 


ro the law, < 
influence, 2 


midst as to the quantity of beer brewed per 
month, instead of being compelled, as they are 
now, to incur heavy expenses in travelin 
and from the revenue officer to make their 


monthly returns; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Finance. 
Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 


S. N. Wood, of Cotionwood Falis, Kansas, ` 


representing that he has been despoiled of a 


to :: 


January 8, 


, and praying that he may be compen- 
i sated. for his loss; which was referred to the 
|, Committee on Indian Affairs. 

! Mr. POMEROY presented a letter of W. A. 
| Shannon, addressed to bim, inclosing a state- 


i} 
|! large amount of personal property by bands of 
| 


| Augusta, Kansas, for the months of October 
: and November, 1870, and recommending that 
; all fees of registers and receivers be abolished, 
and that an adequate compensation be fixed 
| by law; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
| _ Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
| Jobn T. Northington and others, of Montgom- 
ll ery, Alabama, representing that the cotton 
it tax collected in the years 1865, 1866, 1867, and 
1868 is, in their opinion, unconstitutional and 
unjust, and praying the enactment of a law 
|| refunding the money thus paid by them; which 
|| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
i} Mr. CORBETT. [havea petition from citi: 
zens of Link river precinct, Jackson county, 

Oregon, in which they set forth that under the 
| act for the admission of the State of Oregon a 
i| large amount of land was given to that State 
| for certain purposes, and under the statutes of 
the State of Oregon this land was to be sold 
only to actual settlers, in quantities not exceed- 
| ing three hundred and twenty acres to each 
settler, at the rate of two dollars per acre. The 
applicant is required to make oath ‘‘ that he is 
| living upon such land, that he intends to make 
| it his home, and that he kuows of no prior 
| settler claiming any part thereof,’ thereby pre- 
| cluding the possibility of the lauds being bought 
i; up by speculators. 
ii The present board of commissioners for the 
sale of these lands, it is alleged, have set aside 
ii the above statute law, giving to speculators the 
| chance to make applications with fictitious 
j| names attached, and thereby monopolize all 
the lands. As this ruling of the board was 
i| made shortly after the passage of the odious 
th ge Fea Ai 
 “*gwamp-land bill’’ of Oregon, and as the filers 
i| onthe swamp lands in this section are tbe per- 
|, sons through or for whom the applications on 
| State lands have been made, these petitioners 
say they believe the board of commissioners to 
i| bein collusion with the swamp laud speculators: 
| and, as patents have not been issued to the State 
for these lands, they ask that some remedy be 
given by Congress. I ask the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
l| to this petition, and I move that it be referred 
to that committee. 

The nfotion was agreed to. 


Mr. STOCKTON presented resolutions of 
the common council of Trenton, New Jersey, 
in favor of an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of navigation in the Delaware river 
between Trenton and Bordentown; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of S. C. 
ii Madeira and E. F. Cabada, asking for com- 
pensation for injury done, growing out of 
|| alleged illegal proceedings ina case of seizure 
of a cargo of molasses by the custom-house 
officers at the port of Philadelphia; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented a peti- 
tion of Joseph A. Chambers, praying to be 
allowed the military bounty due hig minor son, 
who died in the service of the United States 
liu the late war; which was referred to the 
_ Committee on Military Afairs, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 


; consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
|| No. 426) tor the relief of Thomas Allen ; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
| He also asked, and by unanimoas consent 
| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3, No. 427) 
to further regulate the appellate jurisdiction 
: of the Supreme Court, and to prevent delays 
~ therein; which was read twice by its title, 
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referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 428) for the relief of settlers on the Osage 
lands in the State of Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
as it extends the time of payment for some 
Indian lands, and regulates the manner of their 
entry. 

The motion was agreed to. : 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 429) supplementary.to an act entitied 
i An act toaid in the construction of telegraph 
lines, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” approved July 24, 1866; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. POMEROY. This bill relates simply 
to a few pieces of land in the State of Florida. 
A company were entitled to preémpt some land 
in the State of Florida where they established 
their stations, but the preémption laws do not 
now extend to the State of Fiorida, and the 
company cannot get the lands. I move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 480) granting public lands to the District 
of Columbia for the support of public schools ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 

“the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
431) for the relief of Louis C. Madeira and 
Emilio F. Cabada; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave tu introduce a bill (S. 
No. 482) to establish a mail route from Jack- 
sonville to Samo valley, in Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 433) for the relief of Miss Anne Ella 
Carroll; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 434) to regulate commerce among the 
several States; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 435) to authorize the President to 
accept the resignation of judges of any court 
of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 


DOCUMENTS FOR SUPREME COURT JUDGES. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration : 


Resolved, That a copy of the Daily and Congres- 
sional Globe, and of such documents as are printed 
by order of the Senate, except those for its exclusive 
use, be furnished to each of the judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let that resolution lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the resolution will lie over. As this res- 
olution provides for an increase of the number 
of documents, the Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Maine that probably, under the 
law, it should be referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 
Mr. FRELINHUYSEN. Ihave no objec- 
tion to that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
referred. 
RETRENCHMENT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion which, if I am right in my recollection of 
the state of business before the Senate, it 
becomes necessary for uš to act upon at this 
time. It will take but a single moment: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Investigation 
and Retrenchment be authorized to sit during the 
sessions of Congress. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not remember that 
such leave has been given to that committee. 
They are in session in New York to-day, and 
certainly they cannot swear witnesses; their 
acts will be illegal. I have therefore offered 
this resolution, and hope it will pass. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ought it not to read, 
“During the sessions of the Senate” instead 
of ‘‘ during the sessions of Congress?” 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘hat is the proper term. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will modify the resolu- 
tion by striking out ‘‘ Congress’’ and inserting 
t Senate.” 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 


hour lacks but one moment of completion, and 
if there is no objection, the Chair will regard 
the morning hour as expired. It has expired, 
and the amnesty bill being the unfinished busi- 
ness onthe 21st of December last, is before 
the Senate, the pending question being on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer.] The Senator from 
New York [Mr. Fexrox] has risen in pursu- 
ance of a previous notice, and will state for 
what purpose. 

Mr. FENTON. When Ireported, some three 
weeks ago, Senate bill No. 2, to regulate the 
service in the collection of customs, &c., I 
stated that I would ask the Senate to take up 
the bill at one o’clock to-day for the purpose 
of enabling me to submit some remarks in 
explanation of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amnesty bill 
being before the Senate asthe unfinished busi- 
ness of the last legislative sitting, the Senator 
from New York asks that it may be informally 
passed over that he may submit some remarks, 
as he previously gave notice of his intention 
to do, on a bill introduced by himself, and 
reported by the Finance Committee, in regard 
to the organization of the customs service. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the amnesty bill 
will be passed over informally by unanimous 
consent that the Senator from New York may 
be allowed an opportunity of submitting his 
remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent or a motion to set it aside. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lobserve that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Ronerrsoy, ] 
who has charge of the amnesty bill, is not in 
his seat this morning. Idesire myself to have 
that bill passed at an early day, but I will not 
insist on going on with it this morning, as he 
is not in his seat, and I am willing, for one, 
that it shall go over informally; but I hope it 
will not be understood that it is to be passed 
out of the way. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly not. 

Mr. SAWYER. My colleague, who has 
charge of the amnesty bill, will necessarily be 
absent during the whole of the present week. 
I share the desire of the Senator from Illinois 
that the amnesty bill may not lose it place. I 
should like to inquire whether it will lose its 
place by this proceeding. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state that the request of the Senator 
from New York is that theunfinished business 


be informally passed over. By the usage of 
the Senate, when the unfinished business is 
passed over, it is liable to be called up at any 
moment by any Senator; so that before the 
adjournment to-day the amnesty bill can be 
called up at any moment by any Senator who 
sees fit to do so, and left as the unfinished 
business. It can be called up by any Senator 
demanding the regular order, and then it will 
be the unfinished business. The Chair hears 
no objection to the unfinished business being 
passed over informally. ‘The amnesty bill can 
be called up at any moment previous to the 
adjournment this day by any Senator demand- 
ing the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S.No. 2) to 
regulate the service in the collection of cus- 
toms at the various ports of entry in the Uni- 
ted States, and to dispose of fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures incurred under the laws relat- 
ing to customs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FENTON. I send the bill to the Sec- 
retary’s desk, and ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as it would 
stand if the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance were agreed to, as follows: 


_That in licu of the salaries, moieties, and porqui- 
sites, of whatever name or nature, and commissions 
on disbursements, now paid to and received by col- 
lectors, naval officers, surveyors, and other officers 
and employésconnected with the collectors’ depart- 
meuts in the various ports in the United States, the 
compensation of such officers shall hereafter be regu- 
lated and fixed as follows: 

For the collector of the district of New York, 
$15,000 per annum. 

For the surveyor and naval officer at tho port of 
New York, cach $10,000 per annum. 

For the assistant collector of the district of New 
York, $6,000 per annum. . 

Yor the deputy collectors of the district of New 
York, each $5,000 per annum, 

For tho chicf clerk of each division under a deputy 
collector, at the port of New York, $3,000 per annum, 

For the day inspectors of customs in the district of 
New York, five dollars per diem. 
auet night inspectors at said port, four dollars per 

jem. 

The compensation of the entry and liqnidating 
clerksin the office of the collectorof customs at New 
York shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
at a sum not to exceed $3,000 per annum, and there 
shall be appointed by theSecretary of the Treasury, 
in tho offices of the collector and surveyor, such 
storekeepers,clerks, messengers, and other cm ployés, 
on the nomination of the collector, as in the opinion 
of the Secretary may bo necessary to perform the 
duties required in the collector’s department insaid 
district of New York, at salaries to be fixed by him, 
not to exceed those now paid for like services. Tho 
compensation of deputy naval oflicers and deputy 
surveyors at the port of New York shall be, respect- 
ively, as that fixed for deputy collectors in said dis- 
trict; and the compensation of the liquidating clerks 
entry clerks, and chief clerks in the naval office shall 
be the same, respectively, as that fixed for liko of- 
cers in the collector’s department; thatsuch ofticers 
as properly belong to the naval office shall be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
nomination of the naval officer. and that the other 
clerks and messengers required in tho office of the 
collector and naval office shall be appointed by tho 
collector and naval officer respectively, and at sala~ 
ries to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, not 
exceeding those now paid for Jike services : and that 
the offices of auditor and eashier in, tho office of tho 
collector at New York arc hereby abolished, and the 
duties heretofore discharged by those officers shall 
be discharged by deputy collectors, to be detailed by 
the collector; and the officer now known as assistant 
auditor shall be hereafter designated and known as 
chief clerk of said division. 

Sec. 2. That in lieu of the officers now employed 
atthe port of New York in weighing, gauging, and 
measuring merchandise, imported and exported 
under the customs laws, there shall be one superin- 
tendent of weighing, gauging, and measuring, ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, at a salary 
of $5,000 per annum. There shall also be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, on the nomination 
of such superintendent, assistant superintendents 
of weighing, gauging, and measuring, not exceed- 
ing twelve in number, whose compensation shall not 
exceed thesum of $2,500 perannum, andsuch anum- 
ber of clerks, foremen, and messengers as tho Sec- 
retary shall deem necessery, at salaries fixed byhim. 
Said superintendent shall be authorized to employ 
such a number of laborers as may be absolutely re- 
quired to perform the labor in his department, at a 
compensation not to exceed the rate ner hour paid 
at the time forsimilar labor; and each superintend- 
ent shall make a monthly statement to the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the number of men employed by, 
him, the number of hours employed, and the rate of 
wages paid. The duty of the superintendent ap- 
pointed under this act, and the officers employed 
under him, shall be to perform all the services now 


performed by the weighers, gaugers, and measurers 
of merchandise at said port. And the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall makesuch regulations as may be 
necessary to carry into effect the foregoing provis- 
ons. 


Sse. 3, That the compensation of the appraiser, | 


assistant appraisers, and other officers and employés 
in the appraisers’ 
York, shall hereafter be as follows: 

Por the appraiser, $10,000 per annum. 

For each of the assistant appraisers, $5,000 per 
annum, 

For each of the examiners, not to exceed $3,000 
per annum. 

For each of the clerks in said office, who may be 
designated chief clerks, not to exceed $2,500 per 
apnum, . 

For clerks, verifiers, and samplers, not to exceed 
$1,500 per annum to each. 

For messenger, $900 per annum. 

For openers and packers, three dollars per diem: 


Provided, That the assistant appraisers, examiners, | 


clerks, verifiers, samplers, messengers, and openers 
and packers employed in said department shall be 
appointed and their salaries fixed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, on the nomination and recommend-~ 
ation of the appraiser. 

Sec. 4. That thecollector at New York shall detail 
a storekeeper, and such nuraber of clerks and other 
employés xs may, by the Seeretary of the Treasury, 
be deemed necessary io perform the duiy of receiv- 


ing packages designated for examinationatthe public | 


stores,and of delivering the sume after examination 
therefrom, aod that all supplies, except stationery 
for tho appraisers’ department, shall be furnished 
by the collector, on monthly estimates submitted by 
the appraiser to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
approved by him; and all repairs or alterations 
needed in the public store and appraisers’ depart- 
ment, atsaid pert of New York, shall be made on the 
recommendation of the appraiser, in such manner as 
ihe Secretary of tho Treasury may direct. . 

Sec. 5. That the salaries of collectors, naval offi- 
cers, surveyors, aod other officers and employés in 
the districts and ports of Boston and San Francisco 
shall be as follows: 

To the collectors of customs at sach of said ports, 
$10,000 per annum. 

To the naval officer and surveyor of each of said 
ports, $5,600 per annum. f , 

To the collectors of the ports of Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, and New Orleans, each $3,009 per annum, 

To the naval oficer and surveyor, each $4,000 per 
annum, g , 

To the collectors of the ports of Cincinnati, Chi- 
cago, and St. Louis, each $6,000 per annum. 

‘Vo the naval officer and surveyor, cach $3,000 per 
annum. 

And there shall be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, at the ports named in this section, 
upon the nomination and recommendation of the 
collectors and naval officers respectively, such assist- 
ants, deputies, clerks, inspectors, and, other officers 
and employés, and at such salaries as in the opinion 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury may be proper. 

Sec. 6, That instead of the officers now employed 
at the ports named in the last preceding section for 
the appraiscment of merchandise, there shall be one 
appraiser appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, for each of said 
ports, whose compensation shall be the same as the 
deputy collector of that port; that such assistant 
appraisers, examiners, clerks, verifiers, samplers, and 
openers and packers, as may, in the opinion of the 
Secrctary of the Treasury, be needed for the proper 
performance of the businessof appraisement at each 
of said ports, at salaries to be fixed by him, shall be 
appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
the nomination of each of said appraisers. ‘The 
duties tu be performed by the appraisers of the last- 
mentioned ports shall be of the same character and 
under the same regulations, as far us practicable, as 
those in force in the appraisers’ department at the 
port of New York; that the salaries of the officers 
of customs at the ports and districts not herein 
enumerated shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, atrates commensurate with tho duties and 
responsibilities devolving upon them, respectively, 
in no case to exceed that now received by them from 
salaries, perquisites, moieties, and other sources 
whatever, 

Suc. 7. That all officers of customs appointed by 


and with the advice and consent of the Senate shail j 


be appointed for the term of four years, and shall 
hold their offices respectively until their successors 
shall have been appointed and duly qualified; and 
such officers shall not be removed during the term 
of such appointment except for cause. and the re- 
moval or suspension of such officer shall in all other 
respecta bo governed by the act regulating the tenure 
of certain civil officers, approved April 5, 1869. 

Src, 8. That all fines and penalties or forfeitures 
and the proceeds of all condemnations paid to, re- 
ceived, or recovered by any collector or other officer 
of the United States for any violations of the cus- 
toms revenue laws of the United States, under or by 
virtue of any seizure, complaint, or proceeding, shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
no portion thereof shall be paid or distributed to an; 
officer of the United States, except where seizure of 


merchandise attempted to be smuggled is actually | 


made the officer or officers detecting such aitempt 
and making the seizure shall be entitied to one 
fourth of the proceeds thereof, after deducting all 


cosis and expenses of condemnation and the duties | 


accruing on the goods to the United Strates: and 
where such seizure, followed by condemnation, shall 
bo made in consequence of information given by any 


department, at the port of New | 
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person or persons other than the officer making such 
seizure, and where fines, penalties, or forfeituresstall 
be collected or recovered as aforesaid, in such cases 
the said one fourth of the proceeds aforesaid shall 
be equitably distributed between the officers actu- 
ally making such seizure and such informer or in- 
formers, under such roles and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec. 9, Thatit shall bethe duty of every officer and 
employé of the customs revenue service in the Uni- 
ted States, upon detection of any violation of the 
customs laws, forthwith to make complaint thereof 
to the district attorney of the district in which such 
fraud shall be committed. Immediately upon the 
receiptofsuch complaint it shail be the duty of such 
district attorney, to cause investigation of the facts 
to be mado before a United States commissioner, and 
to initiate proper legal proceedings to recover the 
fines and penalties in the premises, and to cause the 
arrest of the offender or offenders, and to prosecute 
with the utmost diligence and dispateh to final judg- 


ment. 

Sec. 10. That it shall not be lawful for any officer 
of customs, special agent, or district attorney to com- 
promise or settle any claim of the United States 
arising under the customs laws, or relieve from any 
fine, penalty, or forfeitare, and any officer or person 
who shall so compromise or settle any such claim, or 
relieve from such fine, penalty, or forfeiture, shall be 
guilty of a felony, and, on conviction thereof, shall 
suffer imprisonment not exceeding ten and not less 
than one year, and be fined not exceeding $10,000: 
Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in accordance with general regulations, to 
be prescribed by him, may remit any fines, pen- 
aities, or forfeitures, upon sufficient proof that there 
was no intention of fraud or willful neglect upon the 
part of such person or persons against whom such 
fines, penalties, or forfeitures shall have accrued, 
or on the part of his agent or agents. 

Sec. 11. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, 
from time to time, make such regulations as he may 
deem necessary for the conduct and management of 
the bonded warehouses, general-order stores, and 
other depositories of the imported merchandise 
throughout the United States; all regulations or 
orders issued by collectors of, customs in regard 
thereto shall be subject to revision, alteration, or 
revocation by him; and no warehouse shall be bonded, 
and no general-order store established without his 
authority and approval: and itshall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in granting permits to 
establish general-order warehouses, to require such 
warehouse or warehouses to belocated contiguous to 
or as nearasmay be to the landing-places ofsteamers 
and vessels from foreign ports; and that no officer 
of the customs shall have any personal ownership 
of, or interest in, any bonded warehouse or general- 
order store. 

Bro., 12, That publiccartage of merchandise in the 
custody of the Government shall be subject to the 
regulations and approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. : 

SEC, 13, That all fees collected by officers of cus- 

toms in the United States, shall be paid into the 
Treasury, and returns shall be made to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury under regulations to be estab- 
lished by him. 
. Sec. 14. Phat all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
witb the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 
That nothing herein contained shall affect existing 
rights, or prevent a distribution, in like manner, as 
if this act had not been passed, in all cases where 
prosecution hes been actually commenced, orinform- 
ation given before tho passage of this act. This act 
shall take effect July 1, 1872, 


Mr. FENTON. Mr. President,in a discus- 
sion of the provisions of this bill I propose to 
take up the several points according to their 
importance and proper relations, and without 
reference to their printed order, The source 
from which about two hundred million dollars 
is gathered into the Treasury annually is a mat- 
ter of grave importance, and fairly demands 
the most careful attention from the national 
Legislature. Toward the close of the last 
session of Congress I introduced the bill now 
under consideration, hardly expecting there 
would be time for action upon it then. Inthe 
mean time I have not wearied of the subject, 
and every succeeding inquiry has served to con- 


| firm me in the views I then expressed, and in 


the wisdom of passing this or some equivalent 
measure which shail tend to correct abuses, 
avoid irregularities, adjust ihegualines; sim- 
plify complicated machinery, and render some- 
whattenable official positions so important. 
The Committee on Finance, to which this bill 


i was referred, have carefully considered every 


section, and have unanimously instructed me 
to bring it before the Senate, trusting that it 
may bere also meet with approval. Its main 
features may be stated in a few words : 

1. To change and adjust positions and com- 
pensations of the various officials of the cus- 
toms service. with a view to fair remuneration 
for iabor and responsibility. 


2. To adopt a uniform system of appraiga: 
ment of merchandise in all the important ports 
of entry. ae 

3. To create a separate department in the 


port of New York in which to petform the ` : 


duties of weighing, gauging, and measuring, 
4. To give the Secretary of the Treasury 


‘supervision of the warehouse and general-order 


business, requiring general-order warehouses 
to be contiguous to the wharves where goods 
are landed, and prohibiting officers of customs’. 
from having an interest in warehouses of any: - 
character whatever. . 

5. To place the business of the public cartiug 
subject to the order and control of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

6. To protect in office and continue compe- 
tent and faithful officials for a given period, 
thusremoving them in some measure from the 
seductive influence of partisan politics. 

Perhaps the most noticeable feature of the 


‘presentsystem is the enormous emoluments of 


the collectors, naval officers, and snrveyors,and 
the peculiar, and, as it seems to me, pernicious 
practice by which they are obtained. Nearly 
three fourths of the importations of the country 
are entered atthe portof New York,and in treat- 
ing of the practice and effect there I shall best 
present the errors, the abuses, andthe wrongs 
of the system itself, as the principie involved 
applies alike to all other customs districts, 

The officers I have named receive a certain 
fixed salary, and in addition are entitled to 
share in the proceeds of all fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures imposed and collected in their 
several districts. The report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the 16th day of February, 
1871, in response to a resolution of inquiry 
passed by the Senate some time previous, pur- 

orts to show the net amount paid into the 
Treasury from these sources, from the 1st day 
of January, 1868, to the 80th day of November, 
1870. According to this exhibit, there was 
received during this period from the ports of 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
New Orleans, and San Francisco, as the result 
of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, the sum of 
$1,163,577 08; that of thisamount the moieties 
paid to collectors, naval officers, and survey- 
ors, was $124,485 82 to the former, $56,287 21 
tonaval officers, and $124,654 29 to surveyors; 
making in all $305,427 32. 

It appears, however, from careful examina- 
tion, that this report does not give the full col- 
lections into and distribution in moieties from 
the Treasury during that time. The Secretary 
says in his explanatory letter that— 


“The headings at the top of each page show the 
date of the month in which the money accruing from 
the cases therein stated was paid to the collector 
Of course the payment into the Treasury by covering 
warrant, after deduction of exvenses, d&c., occurred 
in each instance some weeks subsequently.” 


It seems, therefore, that the money received 
at the Treasury on this account, from the Ist. 


| of January, 1868, which had been paid to the 


collector before that time, but not covered by 
warrant until subsequentiy, was not accounted 
for in this report; nor sums which bad been 
paid to the collector prior to the 80th of No- 
vember, 1870, for which warrants had not been 
drawn. [tis known that some time previous 
to this last date, at the port of New York 
alone, nearly two hundred thousand dollars 
arising from settlements, or upon decree of 
court for fraudulent practice in weighing, was 
paid to the collector, to be accounted for, 
of course, but which does not appear in the 
report. : 

In one case* the court decreed (as under- 
stood by confession of defendants) that there 
should be paid $120,817 69. In this instance 
the amount paid by the court tothe collector, on 
the 19th day of November, 1870, after deduci- 
ing costs and fees of the district attorney, with 
his commissions, was $117,156 27. Others 
of great magnitude, as I am informed, were 


* The case of Ezra Wheeler & Co., for frauds in 
weighing, and passing faise invoices. 
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also settled or otherwise disposed of and the 
money paid to the collector previous to the 
80th November, 1870, which do not appear, 
for the reason, may be, that the distribution of 
moieties had not taken place at that time. It 
is important, however, to know all these facts 
to reach correct estimates of the princely sala- 
ries of these officials. 

I have obtained from the office of the Com- 
missioner of Customs a statement showing that 
from the 1st of June, 1870, to the 81st of July, 
1871, a period of fourteen months, there was 


paid to the collector at New York, in fines, 


penalties, and forfeitures, the net sum of 
$692,814 11, and that this officer received 
from the Treasury, for his moiety, $54,925 05, 
as will appear from the subjoined abstract: 


H 
Bags 
Court ; SLTA 
Month. maces” Fines, Él 4 a Ri 
EEE 
June, 1870. $37,528 10 | $2,973 17 | $854 18 
July 20, 18 51,561 40 890 91 197 00 
July 21 to 
gust 31, 1870. 19,457 98 630 20 198 50 
September an 
October, 1870. 7,363 77} 2,275 41 | 2,852 07 
November, 187 186,664 81 2,391 03; 1,710 
December, 1870... 53,827 $4; 1,907 36 $21 50 
January, 1871... 28,020 50} 1,208 73 200 25 
February and 
March, 1871... 87,944 86} 3,217 67 441 09 
April, 1871... 61,157 91 1,153 83 552 48 
May, 1871.. 43,094 57 | 1,067 87 123 84 
June, 1871. 47,823 24 868 18 231 35 
July, U7 Lice 26,109 26 287 61 681 28 
Total... | $601,154 24 | $18,871 97 | $8,363 74 
Amount of merchandise sold... .uecsessen . $30,730 73 


Amount of duties deducted from forfeit- 
ures for same time and accounted for in 
CUSTOMS ACCOUNE....csereeterecereeesceeenee seez 

Total net collections, fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures 

Moiety paid to collector........ 

There is a marked discrepaney between the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury and this 
table for the months of June, July, August, 
September, and October of the year 1870. I 
mention these as they are the only months in 
common in the two statements. That obtained 
from the Commissioner of Customs shows, 
for the months named, several thousand dol- 
lars more than was received by the Collector, 
according to the Secretary’s report. 

From another source.equally entitled to credit, 
it appears that the appraised value of the seiz- 
ures alone—i mean, of goodsactually seized at 
the port of New York—were, for the year 1868, 
$855,452 98; for 1869, $334,049 08; and for 
1870, $210,745 14—in all, $900,245 15. In 
passing, it will occur to many, as an interesting 
inquiry, how it were possible there should be 
such a vast difference between the appraised 
value of goods seized in New York and the 
amount realized on the sale by the collectors of 
allthe ports before named. As willappear upon 
an examination of the report, not more than 
$540,368 42 could have been received into the 
Treasury from that source, which is but a little 
over one half of the appraised value of the 
seized goods in New York alone. 

I will here give the figures of the Secretary, 
of. the amounts, as near as may be, paid into 
the Treasury by collectors at the various ports, 
on account of money accruing, upon seizures 
from January 1, 1868, to November 31, 1870: 


692,814 11 
5925 05 


aseeee 


Boston... $10,532 48 
New York 97,392 44 
Philadelp 8,351 67 
Baltimore 16,939 09 
New Orlea 


12,392 62 
‘San Francisco 94,860 51 

It thus appears that the money paid from this 
source by the collector of New York for that 
entire period was but a trifle over the amount 
of the appraised value of the seizures at that 
port for one year. 

Just here the inquiry is pertinent, what 
are the amounts at present received by these 
officers? It is one of the peculiarities of the 
system that not only is the compensation ex- 


33,693 43 | 


| 


! 
cessively large, but so exceedingly indefinite, | 
that we must In some measure depend upon , 
estimates. So complicated is this perquisite | 
account, with its unsettled cases, pending com- | 
promises, suits in court, &c., that no abstract 
for a definite period gives a correct idea of the 
actual interest of these officérs, and at ports | 
where frequent changes have been made the 
difficulty of obtaining actual amounts is in- 
creased. But there is no doubt that the prin- 
cipal officers at the port of New York receive 
at least $60,000 per annum-each. It is not 
strange, then, that these positions are so desir- 
able, that the strife to obtain them should be 
earnest—so earnest, passionate, and selfish as 
to be injurious to the best interests of the Gov- 
ernment, and, in arestricted sense, detrimental 
to parties and to administrations. Why should 
each of these officials receive a compensation 
twice that of the President? Why should each 
abstract from the Treasury annually more than 
the combined salaries of the Supreme Court 
bench ? Why should these three officers re- 
ceive more than is paid to the President, his 
Cabinet, and the judges of the Supreme Court 
combined? These monstrous and exorbitant 
sums are paid to officers whose responsibilities 
are certainly no greater than those of any one 
of the high administrative or judicial officers 
Ihave named. Popular attention has never 
been closely directed to this matter, or long 
ere this, I am sure, an irresistible cry for re- 
form would have overthrown the system and 
its abuses, which are every way so demoralizing 
and injurious to the officials so greatly over- 
paid, pernicious to their subordinates, and, 
above all, detrimental to the public interests. 
Scandalous as these influences have been in the 
immediate past, they may be exceeded in the 
future, when, extending upward as well as down- 
ward,the very sources of patronage may become 
tainted. ‘he avidity for these lucrative posi- 
tions will in time, ifthey have not already, in 
evitably engender corruption in their pursuit 
and retention ; the vast and ever-increasing 
emoluments and the enormous power of pat- 
ronage must attract the unprincipled, and every 
insidious device and corrupt stratagem will be 
employed to secure and enjoy this coveted 
wealth and power. 

But, to return; it may be urged that as the 
responsibility of seizures and suits rests upon 
the collector of customs, he must be compen- 
sated for the risk. If this were so, itis evident 
that the naval officer and surveyor, who do not 
share this risk, cannot plead the necessity for 
such protection; but even as regards the col- 
lector the plea is specious, as there exists no 
record that any such officer ever suffered pecu- 
niary loss through such responsibility. The 
courts have never refuseda certificate of ‘‘ prob- 
able cause,’’ and if they ever should, an over- 
zealous officer would find protection in the 
sympathies of special legislation. No; it is the 
Government that is finally responsible, and it 
is a safe position for the official who shares in 
the successes, to shift the burden of failures 
upon the broad shoulders of the nation. 

But there are reasons for the abolition of the 
system of moieties which lie deeper in princi- 
ple, and affect more seriously the public ser- 
vice, than even the matter of colossal perquisites 
of a few officials. It gives these officers such 
an interest in frauds upon the revenue that 
their advantage lies rather in the continued 
existence of frauds than in their complete re- | 
pression. In fact, it is their interest, to a cer- 
tain extent, to encourage the infraction of law, 
and to treat occasional detection with such a 
degree of leniency as will afford the largest 
official emolument, without deterring others | 
from similar practices. While it would be i 
temerity to so act as that tacit encouragement i 

| 


of fraud upon the revenue would be at once 
apparent to the public, the fact nevertheless | 
seems to me weil established. ee: 
Let us look at the evidence upon this point, |: 
as brought out by an examination of the Sec- |} 
retary’sreport. Brom the 1st of January, 1868, |; 


to the 31st of November, 1870, there were 
detected in the several customs districts of the 
country 2,911 cases of smuggling. In 199 of 
these the cases were settled without suit. In 
1,883 cases the goods were seized and sold 
without suit, and the offender allowed to go 
free. In 781, the goods were released and 
returned to the smugglers, upon payment of 
the appraised value. Fifteen were compro- 
mised, and in only 188 were the goods sold 
by decree of court, and the offending parties 
were not otherwise punished. During the same 
period there were 1,484 cases of fraud and 
crime, violations of the various sections im- 
posing fines, penalties, and punishments, as 
found in the laws of 1798, 1799, 1828, and 
1866, and for the importation of goods in ille- 
gal packages, and undervaluations, Of this 
number 1,336 cases were settled without suit; 
in 72, the goods were released to the violators 
of the law on payment of the value thereof to 
the collector; 18 cases of undervaluation, in- 
volving the payment of over one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, were compromised ; and 72 were 
disposed of by decree of court. It thus ap- 
pears that, out of all the cases of smuggling 
and other illegal and fraudulent practices upon 
the customs revenue which were detected dur- 
ing this period of nearly three years, rising to 
the startling number of 4,395, tbere were only 
191 of them which ever went into court, even 
for civil prosecution. This leaves 4,204, as 
will be seen, which were settled, compromised, 
or the goods disposed of by those who had an 
immediate interest in the proceeds to be ob- 
tained, in one way and another, by reason of 
the moieties which they could secure. Itseems 
to me there can be bat one answer to all this, 
and that answer must be an unqualified con- 
demnation of the system which thus becomes 
the nursery of criminal conduct and the pro- 
tector of palpable iniquity. 

But, advancing another step in the examina- 
tion, we are confronted with a still more strik- 
ing and alarming view of thecase. It has been 
seen that there were 4,395 instances detected, 
in which money has been received by the col- 
lectors, and moieties paid to the officials enti- 
tled to them, during the period named. Of this 
number 2,911 were for smuggling, and 1,484 
were for fraudulent practices of various kinds, 
I need not say to Senators that smuggling is a 
crime, nor that, of the 1,484 cases of illegal 
practices, it is safe to assume that over one half 
of them were also crimes against the laws of 
the land, subject through our criminal courts 
to condign punishment. But, let me inquire, 
what has been done with them? We have a 
right to expect that every one had been pre- 
sented to a grand jury for indictment, and put 
on trial in a criminal court for the offenses 
charged. But no such thing. Of this vast 
number, I find there has been only one case 
presented to a grand jury, or, at least, but one 
indictment found. ‘This happened in New 
York, and, upon the facts as revealed in the 
report of the Secretary, it presentsa case which 
again illustrates the evil tendencies of the pres- 
ent system. On page 88, I find that “Dymond 
& Sally” paid to the collector, either in August, 
September, or October, (I presume in the latter 
month, though it is not clear in the report,) 


Í the net sum of $38,755 51 under a decree of 
! court for fraud in undervaluation of goods. 
| page 116 of the same report will be found a 


On 


statemeut that “John Dymond et al.” were 
arrested December 18, 1869, for bribery of cus- 
tom-house officers and passing false invoices, 


and that a nol. pros. was entered in the case 


July 10, 1870. ‘This was but a short time 
before the court decreed that this same firm 
should pay the sum before stated to the col- 
lector for defrauding the revenue. This is 
no doubt the case of Dymond & Lally, (in- 
stead of ‘Dymond & Sally,” as the report has 


i it,) who were extensively engaged in bribing 


officers to make false returns of weights and 
appraisements of sugars, involving the integ- 
rity of different branches of the customa ser- 
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imprisonment, and it would take no more evi- 
dence to convict on a criminal trial, than 
to obtain a decree of court that they should | 
pay this large sum of money, an equal por- | 
tion of which was to be distributed in moieties. | 
Yet a nolle prosequi was entered in the crim- | 
inal proceedings a few days previous to this | 
large sum of money having been paid over to | 
the collector. Indeed, the report fails to dis- | 
close that one individual bas been convicted, | 
but it does name twenty or thirty persons who | 
have never paid anything to the officers of cus- | 
toms, who are being prosecuted in the criminal 
courts, but none are yet convicted. I leave 
these facts without further comment, to make į 
tbeir own inevitable suggestions to the minds | 
of those who are willing to receive the lesson | 
thus taught. ; i 

Section sixteen of the act of July, 1866, pro- | 
vides— 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury shall have 
authority to ascertain the facts upon all applications 
for remission of fines, &c., incurred or accruing un- 
der the revenue laws, when the amountin question 
does not exceed $1,000; * + = > “and 
he may remit or mitigate such fines, &c., if in his 
opinion the same shall have been incurred without 
willful negligence or any intention of fraud.” 

It is apparent, therefore, that the law enjoins 

a strict enforcement of the penalties in case of 
its violation, even when there exists no stronger 
cause than wiliful negligence, but where an in- | 
tention of fraud is manifest, full punishment 
musi follow. In my judgment, this section 
should be amended so that if it be established, | 
by legal proof, there was neither willful negli- 
gence nor intention of fraud, it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary to remit whatever fines, penal- į 
ties, cr forfeitures had accrued; but if either 
did exist, the law should be enforced without | 
power of relief in the hands of any official. | 
A word more, in reference to the baneful 
influence of the customs service upon the sub- 
ordinate officers. Upon them greatly the 
efficiency of the service and the proper collec- 
tion of the revenue depends. They receive the 
entries, attend to the landing of goods, handle 
them after being landed, weigh, appraise, and | 
deliver them to their owners. In fact, the | 
i 

| 

H 

! 


. , P 

vice. It was a grave crime, punishable with | 
i 

| 

i 


whole business is largely in the hands of the 
many comparatively poorly paid subordinates, 
whose terms of service are precarious, to say 
the least. The lesson is daily taught by the 
practice of their principals that it is admis- 
sable to compound felony; that it is common 
tő corrupt the service, Is it any wonder that 
they follow in the footsteps of their official 
leaders, and profit by the opportunities of the 
hour? We need not further look for a reason 
why inspectors pass dutiabie goods without 
the payment of a penny to the Government; 
why weighers return false weights; why entry 
clerks require pay for services for which the Gov- 
ernment is supposed to compensate them, and | 
why smugglers go free. * Look at the testimony | 
of the inspectors who were summoned before | 
the Retrenchment Committee lastsession, and | 
it will be seen there was not one who had not | 
been in the habit of taking pay from steam- | 
ship companies, travelers, and merchants for | 
service which it was his duty as a Government | 

f 

3 

| 

| 

| 
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officer to perform. 

A noted divine, in a recent sermon on polit- 
ical degeneracy, characterized ‘‘ every custom- 
house in the land as a bribery shop.’ Thisis 
strong language. For myself, I know there 
are many honorable and upright men in the 
customs service, but I also believe the enorm- 
ous perquisites of the few have made faulty and 
perverse very many; and to this extent, at i 
least, the *‘ civil service of the nation is a stand- | 
ing threat against the liberty of the nation.” | 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual | 
report for 1869, takes the view I have en- | 
deavored to present inregard to moieties, in | 
the following language: | 

“Under existing laws, certain revenue officers and | 
other persons appearing as informers are entitled 
to share in fines, peunlties, and forfeitures, During 
the fiscal year 1868-69 tho Treasury Department dis- 


} 


! informers in the various cases arising under the 
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tributed the sum of $286,073 61 to such officers and | 


customs revenue laws. A large additional sum was i 
also paid through the Internal Revenue office. The i 
reason on which the laws granting such allowances | 
are based is that officers of the Governmentare stim- | 
ulated to greater activity in the discovery of frauds | 
and in bringing offenders to punishment. There can | 
be no doubt that such is the effect of the policy; but | 
the experience I have had in the Treasury Depart- | 
ment has convinced me that the evils attending the i 
system are greater than the benefits derived froiwit. | 
Tt often occurs that revenue officers aro led to assert | 
claims in behalf of the Government which have no | 
just foundation in law or in the facts of the respect- | 
ive cases; and where real claims exist itis often the | 
object of the informers and officers who share in the } 
penalties to misrepresent the case to the Depart- i 
mentso as to securethe greatest advantage tothem- 

selves. But a more serious evil is found inthe prac- | 
tice, quite general, of allowing persons to pursue a i 
fraudulent course until a result is reached which : 
will inure to the benofit of the officers and inform- | 
ers, instead of checking criminal practices at the lj 
outset. Itis impossible to set forth in exact lan- | 
guage the character of the evils that grow out of the } 
presentsystem. I am, however, clearly of theopin- | 
jon that the Government ought to rely upon public 
officers for the proper performance of their duties, 
without stimulating them by any contingent advan- 
tages. I have elsewhere recommended an increase 
of the salaries of custom-house officers; and the | 
abolition of the system of giving to them a share | 
of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, will be an addi- | 
tional reason for the increase of salaries in this | 
department of the public service.” i 


The position that I indicated for myself upon 
this important subject more than a year ago | 
has the renewed sanction of the Secretary, and | 
the approval of the President in his recent | 
message. I thus felicitate myself upon inau- 
gurating a plan for reform which, popular with iI 
the people, has also now the support of the | 
President of the United States. ii 

In this connection I must refer to the abuses |! 
of the special agency system, which has now 
become an extensive and expensive brénch of 
the customs service in New York, and, under 
its present management, an abuse of authority 
and power. As originally contemplated by the 
laws, the special agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment was a useful officer, attached direcily to 
the Departmentat Washington. It was his duty 
to proceed to distant points and examine into 
specified maiters, as the occasion required, and 
report to the Secretary. But within a few years 
these agents, including officers who receive 
six, eight, and ten dollars per day, have organ- 
ized in New York a *‘ Bureau of Professional 
Informers,”’ and upon a scale hitherto unpre- 
cedented. Their ostensible avocation is to 
detect frauds upon the revenue, and violations 
of law and regulations, by customs officers. The 
service is based upon the theory that the prin- 
cipal officers of the customsare so absorbed in 
the nourishment of their perquisite accounts 
as to neglect their official duties. But it turns 
out that this perquisite matter is contagious, | 
and their interests soon become identical with 
those officers whose administration they are 
supposed to watch, asillustrated in the present 
management at the port of New York. They 
receive an ample, fixed salary, and thus ren- 
dered comfortable, can devote most of their 
time to espionage upon the merchants. The 
great power which the act of March 2, 1867, 
permits these men to invoke, by which the ac- 
count-books and other records and papers of 
any mercbantor firm may be seized and indefi- 
nitely detained, renders them a source of dread. 
Any commercial house is at their mercey. The 
least that can be said is summed up in a reor- | 
ganization of these agencies, and the officers, 
if retained, remanded to their original and 
proper duties. 

I am free to say that persons not in the 
Government employ who may be instrumental 
in the diseovery of violations of revenue law, 
and who shall assist in securing to the Gov- 
ernment its just dues, should be entitled to 
some reward as provided in this bill. A like 
plea may be instituted in behalf of officials 
connected with the customsservice who make 
actual seizures and cause the arrest of crim- 
inals. The salaries fixed by this bill are fair. 
It cannot be urged that by the increase of 
actual salaries the cost of collecting the rev- 
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enue will be enhanced; the abolition of the 
wide system of moieties will at once doubly 
cover the amount of increase. 

The next feature of the bill to which I invite 
yoar attention relates to a uniform system of 
appraisementsand classification of merchandise 
at all the principal ports of entry. [ need not 
enlarge upon this point. Uniformity of practice 
in any department of the public service must 
be admitted as essential to a sound and suc- 
cessful administration of its affairs. In 1866, 
Congress abolished the old system of appraise- 
ment at the port of New York, and provided 
for the appointment of one chief appraiser 
with assistants, examiners, and other subor- 
dinates. Under the regulations since enforced 
by the Secretary of the Treasury this plan is 
found to be greatly superior to the practice 
under theold board. {nthe other ports named 
in the bill the old form of organization, to some 
extent, still prevails, and great disparity in the 
modes of doing business 1s the result. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report 
of 1869, says: 

** Tt ought to be understood that the chief means 
of collecting the revenue and enforcing the revenue 
laws must be found in the administration of the 
appraisers’ department.” 

There the value of goods is fixed, upon 
which duty is to be paid; there the laws are 
construed in reference to the different rates 
of duty; in a word, there the foundation is 
laid for the entire colleciions. Simplification 
and uniformity are all-important in this branch 
of the customs service. Tbe saluries fixed in 
the bill, it is believed, are sufficient to induce 
competent men to engage in the required 
duties, especially if it shall be understood 
that they are not to be removed for a given 
term except for incompetency or malfeasance 
in office. 

Another change proposed in the bill for the 
port of New York is the establishment of a 
separate department for weighing, gauging, 
and measuring the kinds and classes of goods 
the rates of duty upon which are determined 
by these standards. Iam very sure this pro- 
posed modification isin the direction of reform. 
Atpresent there are eighteen or nineteen weigh- 
ers, each having charge of a district assigned 
to him by the surveyor, and each exercising 
the same powers and performing like duties. 
The surveyor also has charge of the inspectors, 
whose duty it is to attend to the discharging of 
vessels, the landing, and examination of pas- 
sengers, baggage, &c. This of itselfissafiicient 
to engross the time and attention of the sur- 
veyor, if he is such an officer as will attend to 
these important duties in person. 

The business of weighing, gauging, and 
measuring has reached vast proportions at the 
port of New York, and it seems to me best that 
there should be one responsible head, as in the 
appraisers’ department. It is generaily be- 
lieved that great frauds have been commiued 
by the weighers, anditis said upon good author- 
ity that merchants are compelled to pay these 
officers in order to get their business done 
promptly. This being so, it will be seen how 
it is that the salary of a weigher—32,500 per 
annum—does not embrace the whole income 
of the office. Neither is there sny doobt that 
the cost to the Government of performing this 
service is largely in excess of what it ought to 
be, and what it would be under the system here 
proposed. It will appear by reference to page 
102 of the report of the Retrenchment Com- 
mittee, of the 8d of March last. where an ac- 
count of weighing by districtsis given from May 
1, 1869, to December 31, 1870, that great dis- 
crepancies exist between the cost of perform- 
ing this service by different weighers in the same 
and different districts. The percentage of fees 
received by the Government, whieh itcust to per- 
form thisduty, range, according to theabstract, 
from twenty toone hundred and ninety per cent. 
There can be no such variation upon any reason- 
able estimate of the expense of weighing. Tam 
informed by those who have bad experience, 
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that the entire labor and expense of every kind 
may be embraced in thirty-three and one third 
per cent. of the fees paid to the Government 

y importers for weighing. Such economy 


ought not to be disregarded, especially as we ` 


could, at the same time, secure greater uni- 
formity and efficiency in practice, and less 
extortion and annoyance to the merchant. 

But it is still possible that a reformation in 
the warehouse and general-order business at 
the port of New York is more urgently de- 
manded, as not only has it grown to enormous 
proportions, but is the subject of enormous 
abuses and well-grounded and far-reaching 
complaint. ; 

The joint committee, to whose report I have 
had frequent occasion to refer, gave careful 
attention to the investigation of this subject 
for the limited opportunity they had, and 
finally earnestly advised the relief which the 
merchants of New York almost unanimously 
. desired. 

This vast interest, involving alike the con- 
venience and the rights of the merchants, has 
been regarded, since the administration of 
Collector Smyth, as a sortof perquisite, to be 
sold or bargained away, and placed in the 
hands of personal friends or political favorites. 
Previous to that, warehouses convenient to the 
vessels were used, and the business was divided 
among merchantsand warebousemenof known 
character and responsibility. But there has 
been a marked change in this whole matter, 
following the pernicious conception thatit was 
the personal property of the collector, or the 
rightful heritage of adventurers who have 
clustered around the Administration. In a 
word, the general-order business ag now con- 
ducted is one of the great sources of extortion 
and oppression upon New York merchants. 
Tt is not enongh to say the goods are not prop- 
erly handled, and the heavy charges which 
their owners are compelled to pay for storage 
enhance the price of all imported commodi- 
ties. The Secretary of the Treasury, after 
careful investigation, admits the superiority of 
the old practice, but under existing Jaws thinks 
he has no control or power in the premises.* 
The law, then, leaves this vast interest at the 
caprice or pleasure of the collector of the port, 
and for a complete elucidation of the effect 
and practice, I beg to-direct attention again to 
the Retrenchment Committee’s report, and 
especially to the testimony of Charles G. 
Francklyn, page 10, Gustav Schwab, page 18, 
F. M. Bixby, page 21, A. T. Stewart, page 25, 
Luther Horton, page 30, William I. Dodge, 
junior, page 86, William E. Dodge, senior, 
page 45, and A. B. Miller, page 47. 

‘The bill under consideration makes it incum- 
bent on the Secretary ofthe Treasury to so locate 
the general-order stores that they shall be ac- 
eessible and convenient to the places where 
goods are unladen from the vessels or steamers, 
and not as now situated, in distant and danger- 
ous portious of the city, where favorite ware- 
housemen can hire cheap stores, and favored 
carmen secure large business, at double expense 
to imporiers and consumers. ‘The merchants 
have appealed in vaia for relief. To me it has 
been a matter of surprise that the coilector 
had braced up with such marvelous indiffer- 
ence against the remonstrances of a commun- 
ity so deeply wronged. Itcanonly beaccounted 
for upon the theory that himself, or others in 
whose welfare or advantage he is closely con- 
nected, finds sufficient inducement for itscontin- 
uanceinthe amount of profits derived from it. 

A wordin regard to the last clause of this 
section. No one will dispute that the col- 


lector of the port and other Government offi- | 


cials who have influence in obtaining patronage 
for bonded ware houses, by reason of their offi- 
cial positions, should be excluded from all par- 
ticipation in the business or profits arising 
from it. There is no law at present prevent- 


*Seeletter of the Secretary in answer to a resolu- 
tion of inquiry passed by the House of Represent- 
atives, January 27, 1871. 
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ing these officers from engaging in this busi- 
ness. Itis manifest that the patronage and 
profits of a bouded warehouse can be largely 
increased or diminished by the course of the 
collector whose official supervision embraces 
it. My attention has been drawn to this sub- 
ject in consequence of a businéss card, which 
I now hold in my hand, showing that the 
“Commercial Warehouse Company of New 
York,” with a capital of $1,000,000, has for 
one of its directors Thomas Murphy, late col- 
lector, and who was also astockholder, as łam 
informed and believe, in the sam of $50,000. 
I mention this case as an illustration in point 
in behalf of this provision in my bill. 

It is further intended, by section fourteen, to 
guard against extortion and malpractices in the 
public carting of imported goods. It seems 
necessary to give the Secretary some supervisory 
power, and the clause of the bill to which F 
have referred, remands this branch of the pab- 
lic business to the regulation and control of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Before 1 proceed to the consideration of the 
last feature of the bill which I desire to discuss, 
I ought to speak of the comparative cost of 
conducting the business at the port of New 
York under the last two collectors. I am 
rather impelled to this as the President and 
some others have been led to specially com- 
mend the efficiency and economy of the late 
collector’s administration, which, if justified, 
serves to modify the argument that there has 
been a constant tendency to extravagance, 
partisan excess, and corruption. 

By an examination of the tables which, after 
great investigation and labor, I am able to 
place before the Senate, if desired, in minute 
and accurate monthly detail, it will be found 
that the cost of collecting the customs revenne 
at New York from March 81, 1869, to June 30, 
1870, a period of fifteen months, by Mr. Grin- 
nell, and from July 31, 1870, to October 31, 
1871, a like period, by Mr. Murphy, is as fol- 
lows: 

Total expenditure under Mr. Grinnell, exclusive of 

fees CONCCLOd.....s.0rsceassrerserecsngeerssoses sed 1 
Feo vonocted and expended in addi- 


sary 


252,125 36 


2,881,493 67 


Expenditures under. Mr. Murphy, ex- 

clusive of fees collected...$2,759,353 34 
Fees collected and expended 

in addition 260,297 59 
Amount expended for fuel, 

gas-light, water supply, 

and stationery, not 

charged to Mr. Murphy’s 

acconnt, but included in 

Mr. Grinnell’s, forthe pre- 

vious corresponding pe- 

riod, say $55,000 a year 


68,750 00 
-——= 3,088,400 93 


$206,907 26 


Difference in favor of Mr. Grinnell........ 


| 
I have not included something over thirty 


thousand dollars, the credit of saving which 
is wholly due to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in the new letting of the labor contract, 
about the time of Mr. Murphy’s accession to 
the office of collector. ‘Thisitem added would 
swell the difference to about two hundred and 
thirty-seven thousand dollars. That is to say, 
it cost this amount more to collect the revenue 
by Mr. Murphy, than for the corresponding 
period by Mr. Grinnell—an excess of expendi- 
ture not easily explained upon any theory ap- 
plicable to economy in the public service. 


During the fifteen months named, in which j 


Mr. Murphy was at the head of the customs 
department in New York, the total amount of 
the collections were $188,091,014 73. For the 
like period by Mr. Grinnell, there was collected 
$158,678, 328 11,a distinction of $29,412,686 62, 

A great portion of this excess is explained 
by the fact that the act of Congress, July 14, 
1870, reduced the rate of duty upou many 
leading articles of importation, and provided 
that all goods imported previous to January 1, 
1871, and held in bond, would be subject only 
to the reduced rates. In anticipation of this 
law, and as a consequence of it, large quanti- 


i 
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ties of sugar, tea, coffee, spices, and other arti- 
cles, were so held which otherwise would have 
been withdrawn and duties paid before. Thig 
operated to swell the collections after that, as 
it had operated to diminish them in a cor- 
responding ratio before that time, a difference 
nearly or quite equal tothe excess which is 
shown to have been collected by Mr. Murpby. 
It was an apparent rather than actualincrease. 
It should be borne in mind, too, that mainly 
the official labor necessary ia the collection of 
duties upon these goods had been performed, 
leaving little more to do than to receive the 
money, and that the large additions to the free 
list aided to diminish the labor and expense 
incident to customs collections. ‘There was, 
therefore, no reason why more men should 
have been employed or more expense incurred. 
The machinery was ample. and the whole mat- 
ter became more easy and less expensive by 
reason of the law to which I have referred, 
and the cost should have been reduced rather 
than increased one dollar. So I again reach 
the conclusion that I am correct in character- 
izing the official career of the late collector as 
alike the most expensive and the most perni- 
cious in example and practice of any, and that 
the President has been misled in extending to 
it an unqualified indorsement and approval. 
Section seven provides— 


“ Thatall officers of the customs, appointed by and 
with tho advico and consent of the Senate, shall be 
appointed for the term of four years, and shall hold 
their offices respectively until their suecesgors shall 
have been appointed and duly qualified; and such 
officers shall not be removed during tho term of such 
appointment except for cause, and the removal or 
suspension of such officer shall in all other respects 
be governed by tho act regulating the tonure of oer- 
tain civil officers, approved April 5, 1869.” 

This section, it seems to me, pomts to the 
true solution of the paramount question before 
the American people to-day—that of civil ser- 
vice reform. At least the principle involved 
in this provision js the foundation upon which 
to build a complete system for all the depart- 
ments of the Government. A reform in the 
civil service is the leading question before the 
public; no other theme is so largely discussed 
in the influential journals, in the lecture-rooms, 
or, indeed, in social conversation. No one 
has openly dared to oppose its principles, and 
debate has been confined to methods and sys- 
tems. Itis obvious that the people are taking 
the matter into their own hands, and unless 
reform is conceded, sooner or later there will 


|| be a movement, without regard to parties or 


fuctions, such as recently in a day revolution- 
ized the municipal condition of New York, 

L indicate the customs service, and especially 
the department of New York, as the proper 
place to inaugurate a new and improved method 
because no service and no place need it more. 
Nowhere has thecivil service beenso degraded 
asthere. Atthat vital point, where a large por- 
tion of the revenue of the nation is collected, 
every principle that should govern an enlight- 
ened civil service has been violated. Officers 


i| of approved capacity and integrity have been 


suddenly removed without cause ; others have 


| been appointed without reference to qualifica- 
i tion and character ; faithful and efficient clerks 


have been abased by the appointment over 
them of incompetent men; promotions have 
not depended upon merit, but upon influence. 
What incentive to duty could remain while no 
neglect or inefficiency could affect some for- 
tunate incumbents, while no zeal or ability 
could save others from dismissal? I have 
been credibly informed that even bribery has 
been condoned; in other words, thatthe guilty 
parties have never been punished. Forced 
assessments from ald for political purposes have 
paid the expenses of a part in their partisan 
pilgrimages through the country. In fact, it 
seems as though every possible means had been 
adopted to demean the civilservice in the cus- 
toms department at New York, and to divert 
the public officers from their duty. 

Gnastally large importations have produced 
large receipts, but it is not easy to estimate 
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the revenue lost by business mismanagement, 
neglect and violation of duty, such as would 
bankrupt in a year the wealthiest commercial 
house in the country—aloss which falls upon 
the entire people and contributes to make the 
burden of taxation more grievous. The civil 
service commission say, in their recent able 
report, that— 

“Tt is calculated by those who have made a careful 
study of all the facts, that one fourth of the revenues 
of the United States are annually lost in collec- 
tions.” 

One fourth of our entire revenue, or say, 
$90,000,000 a year! AndIam led to believe 
they do not overstate the case. 

In this connection, I am happy to acknowl- 
edge the distinguished ability with which that 
commission have presented the evils of the 
present service, and the promptness which 
the President manifested in accepting their 
recommendations. But civil service reform is 
entitled to all this, and even more. The abuses 
of our system have been growing for a long 
time, and now strike deep into our national ; 
life. To remove them, we need not only great | 
care and labor, but more incisive and thorough | 
treatment than any which has been adopted. 

National and individual prosperity for a | 
long time diverted popular attention from these 
abuses. They appeared trivial to the thriving 
citizen forgetful of the terrible results to which 
they weretending. It is also probable that the 
corruptions of the local government in New 
York had a malign influence upon every insti- | 
tution within its scope. Bui, be the causes 
many or few, they have conspired to present a 
marvelous combination of everything opposed 
to a creditable and economical civil service in 
the New York custom-house. 

The real evil of our present system is deep- | 
seated and far-reaching. It relates to the 
scramble for place, to the uses to which pat- 
ronage is put, to the uncertainty of tenure, to 
the constant struggle for control, and to the de- 
moralization and corruption which grows out 
of such a condition of political subserviency, 
uncertainty, and strife. At the foundation of 
the curse is patronage, not so much because it 
gives us bad men, as because it corrupts our 
politics. It should never be so much a ques- 
tion of who shall hold the olfices, thoughitistrue | 
they should be men of good faith and fidelity, 
and profitable servants of the people. For 
every office adequate qualifications should be | 
exacted from the candidate, and there should | 
also be general confidence in his character and 
integrity. When appointed, if his suitability | 
in these respects remains unimpaired, heshould 
not be removed during the usual period of his 
commission. In such reflections, I mean no 
unjustdisparagement. WhatI sayisprompted | 
not by the spirit of hostile criticism; I recog- 
nize the deserts of our paty in the adminis- 
tration of public affairs with more eageruess | 
than I perceiveand deplore its mistakes. The | 
former is a grateful pieasure, the latter is an 
unpleasant duty. But we must meet this ques- 
tion of reform now, or the pernicious brood | 
of corrupting influences, now warming into | 


strength and power, will soon be too strong for | 
us to grapple with and overthrow. Allow the | 
present practices for yet a period, and the | 
danger is real that other departments of the | 
social gtracture will also become subservient 
to whatever is degrading and corrupting in 
public affairs. 

Borrowing a simile, employed by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | 
SuNNER] upon a memorable occasion, like | 
the fabled magnetic mountain on the face of | 
the deep, which drew one by one the strong | 
iron bolts from the stately ship ; so. the nobler ! 
qualities of manhood, which serve to exalt and 
adorn our politics, are gradually withdrawn, 
until at last we become a confused and helpless | 
wreck. It is idle to expect that a high tone will | 
pervade the circle of politics when members 
of the purty are not even at liberty to act an 
independent part as to the mode of promoting 
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the same common principles and attaining the 
same common end. 

It is not to be successfully denied that offi- 
cials have been removed in numerous instances, 
by the Administration that appointed them, 
without any change in their character or quali- 
fications, not for any dereliction of duty or 
infidelity to party principles, but because they 
were not acceptable to some, whose advice was 
potent with the appointing power, and because 
it was supposed certain political results could 
thus be secured. In other words, it is gener- 
ally believed thatthe patronage of the Govern- 
ment is used as a mere reward for partisan 
service, and as an agency for promoting per- 
sonal ends. Whether this is true or not, it 
may at least be said that the extent and fierce- 
ness to which the prerogative of appointment 
and removal can be exposed has been severely 
tested—a prerogative which has been at all 
times, with a brief interruption, in the hands 
of the Executive to measure and control. 

The honor and safety of the nation cannot 
be indifferent to the least tendency toward par- 
tisan perversion, or mischievous personalism, 
in the bestowment of office, nor permit the 
insidious influence of patronage to impair the 
integrity of the public service. The higher the 
officer in default, orin defiance, the more neces- 
sary to guard the power he wields and to check 
every outcrop of abuse. I know many good 
and sagacious people believe that already this 
protruding evil gravely threatens to undermine 
our greatnessand glory asa nation; but I have 
unfailing confidence in the virtue and courage 
of the people, and as the danger is more and 
more apparent I do not doubt we shall avert 
whatever peril impends. It is therefore that 
I speak, not as one having nothing betier than 
hopeless complaint, but in sober warning and 
earnest entreaty. 

I am aware that principles must be enforced 
in a large measure through party organization, 
and in no steptoward civil service reform would 
I commit a wrong against the former or impair 
the latter. The very essence of popular gov- 
ernment lies in associated political action, and 
the cause which embarrasses the one strikes at 
the other. But itis no less true that the be- 
neficent operation of this principle is greatly 
impaired or wholly destroyed if used to sub- 
jugate qualified opposition, silence friendly 
criticism, advance personal aspirations or the 
triumph of special party interests. 

I hope I have not wearied Senators; but, after 
closing my review of the business features of 
this bill, {felt impelled to say what has fol- 
lowed in support, and, if need be, to justify my 
convictions that a genuine and thorough re- 
form in our civil service, and especially in the 
customs department, has become indispensable. 

I submit that those who hold positions under 


j the Government should be faithful servants 


of the Republic and her laws, and not sup- 
pliant tools of the appointing power. I desire 


that they be incited to the utmost fidelity |! 


to the country and to her interests, rather 
than to the public servant who discharges an 
official responsibility in appointing or nomin- 


ating them. The doctrine, that ‘‘tothe victors | 
belong the spoils of the vanquished,’’ may | 


once have been applicable to the bestowment 
of official places, but if so, I am sure it is ap- 
plicable no longer. The patronage of the 
Government is so vast, the offices to be filled 
are so many, that the public interest forbids 
that they be filled and refilled as ambition or 
party caprice may dictate. I plead in the 
name of the people for the adoption of a purer 
and nobler system, under which the political 
morality of the nation will be elevated, offi- 
cial integrity cherished, and the public safety 
assured, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What course 
does the Senator propose the bill shall take ? 

Mr. FENTON, suppose that I cannot 
ask that this bill shall retain its place after 
the desire expressed by other Senators in 
regard to the amnesty bill, which has been 


passed.pver; but if it is agreeable to Sen. 
ators, I will move that the bill be postponed 
to and made the special order for Tuesday of 
next week, the 16th instant. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Witsoy 
in the chair.) The bill (LI. R. No. 380) for 
the removal of legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States is now before the Senate, 
the pending question being ou the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Semen. J 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 

roceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty minutes spent in exec- 
utive session, the doors were reopened, and 
(at two o'clock and forty-two minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 8, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buriea, D. D. 

The Journal of Thursday, December 21, 
1871, was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 


first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolations of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
five minutes after twelve o’clock. 
PROFESSORS OF MATHEMATICS 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
780) to establish the rank of professor of mathe- 
matics in the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


LUCY A. LUCK. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
781) granting a pension to Lucy A. Luce: 
which was read a first and second time, and 
| referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
SAMUEL R. HODSON. 
| Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

ry Fi a Q 
| 782) granting a pension to Samuel R. Hodson: 
| which was read a first and second time, amd 
| referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| PILOTAGE. 
i 
| 


Mr. LYNCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
783) prohibiting the collection of pilotage and 
harbor dues by State or municipal authorities; 
| which was read a first and second time, rê 
ferred to the Committee’ on Commerce, and 
|| ordered to be printed. 

i CURRENCY. 

i Mr. LYNCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 
i| No. 784) to provide against undue expansion 
and contraction of the currency; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
| 785) in relation to bounties; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com 
|| mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
| printed. 
| CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. WILLARD introduced a bH (H. R. 
No. 786) regulating appointments and removals 
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in the civil service of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the select Committee on the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLARD also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 787) for an act to preserve the inde- 
pendence of the several departments of the 
Government; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the select Committee on 
the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTHERN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. Na. 788) to establish a southern 
transportation company in New Mexico and 
Colorado Territories; which was read a first 
“and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be 
printed. 


BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 789) to incorporate the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Edueation and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SEWALL B. CORBETT ET AL. 


Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
790) for the relief of Sewall B. Corbett, Wil- 
liam D. Lacy, and Lott W. Crocker; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


TAX ON DEPOSITS IN SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 791) to repeal so much of the internal 
revenue act as imposes a tax upon deposits in 
savings banks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ARSENAL AT ROME, NEW YORK. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 792) to authorize the sale of the 
arsenal at Rome, New York, and to appro- 
priate the proceeds; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RECOGNITION OF CUBA AS A BELLIGERENT. 


Mr. COX introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 66) for the recognition of belligerent 
rights between the kingdom of Spain and the 
so-called republic of Cuba ; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I call for the reading of 
the resolution at length. 

The preamble and resolution wereread. The 
preamble states that the inhabitants of a por- 
tion of the kingdom of Spain, to wit, the island 
of Cuba, have been waging war against Spain 
for their independence for a period of more 
than three years, the existence of which war 
has been and is acknowledged by Spain in sun- 
dry public acts and documents; that during 
this war Spain has been allowed to supply her 

- armies and navy from the factories, dock-yards, 
aud arsenals of this country with every mate- 
rial requisite of warfare, while the Cubans, in 
direct opposition to a fair spirit of neutrality, 
have been denied similar advantages to vessels 
freighted with arms and ammunition destined 
for the Cubans, in accordance with the legal 
rightof American citizens to trade in arms with 
peoplesand Powers who are at war, in the exer- 
cise of what has been declared by the Executive 
and a Federal court to be a legitimate voyage, 
which vessels havein violation of law and equity 
been detained and subjected to delays by an 
unfair perversion of justice, to the detriment of 
the interests of American citizens; that meas- 
ures should be adopted to protect the rights 
and interests of American citizens engaged in 
legitimate commerce and to prevent the recur- 
rence of losses which may arise from the faet 
that this Government has not yet acknowl- 
edged the existence of the repubiic of Cuba; 
that a majority of the independent republics 
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of this hemisphere have recognized the belli- 
gerency of Cuba, which acts have tacitly been 
admitted by Spain to be not incompatible with 
a spirit of amity toward Spain; that Spain 
herself, by acknowledging the independence 
of sundry republics on this continent, once 
her colonies, has acknowledged the rights they 
had to wage war for their independence, as 
Cuba is to-day fighting for hers; that by the 
principles of international law an inherent 
right is vested in the sovereignty of every 
independent nation to declare when conven- 
ient the existence of belligerency between any 
other nations, or between the inhabitants of 
any integral portion of any such nation; and 
that the rendering assistance to all peoples 
struggling in this hemisphere for the rights of 
self goverument by all just means not in con- 
travention of international law is a thorough 
American policy consonant with the principles 
on which our own independence is based. ‘he 
resolution provides for the recognition of a state 
of war between the kingdom of Spain and the 
so-called republic of Cuba, and declares both 
parties to the conflict entitled to the rights con- 
ceded to belligerents by international law. 

The joint resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TELEGRAPH LINES. 


Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
798) supplemental to an act entitled ‘ An act 
to aid in the construction of telegraph lines, 
and to secure to the Government the use of 
the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses,” approved July 24, 1866; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A GROSS OF MATCHES, 


Mr. MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 794) to define a gross of matches, and for 
other purposes; which was reid a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 


LICENSING PILOTS. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
795 ) to provide for the better security of life 
on board of vessels, é&c., in relation to licens- 
ing pilots; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed 


REPEAL OF INCOME TAX. 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a joint resolu 
tion (H. R. No. 67) to repeal the income tax; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, states 
in the preamble that by an act of Congress 
passed July 18, 1866, it was provided that the 
tax on incomes should be levied in each year 
until and including the year 1870, and no 
longer; that by act of Congress passed March 
2. 1867, it was reaffirmed and enacted that the 
tax on ineomes should be levied until and 
including the year 1870, and no longer; and 
that by the act of duly 14, 1870, the tax upon 
incomes was levied for the year 1871 as well as 


for 1870, and the time fixed by law for the | 


collection thereof has not yet arrived, and the 
immense surplus of the Government receipts 
above its expenditures proves that there is no 
necessity for such collection; the resolution 
provides that sli taxes upon incomes after the 
year 1870 shall be repealed. 

The joint resolution was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


NAVAL OFFICERS, SEAMEN, BTC. 


Mr. SWANN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
796) for the relief of petty officers, seamen, 
ordinary seamen, mechanics, firemen, coal- 
heavers, musicians, and boys in the United 
States Navy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee. on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES BROWN. 


Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 797) 
to extend letters-patent granted to Charles 
Brown; which was read a first and second 
time, and with accompanying papers referred 
to the Committee on Patanta and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT CLARKE. 


Mr, PLATT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
798) to reimburse Robert Clarke, of Peters- 
burg, Virginia, for rent of stables by the Uni- 
ted States; which was read a first-and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE GERHARDT. 


Mr, PORTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
799) granting a pension to Catherine Gerhardt; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BUILDING. 


Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 800) to provide for a building for the use 
of the post office and United States district 
court at Washington, North Carolina; which 
was read a, first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. A 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
801) for the removal of political disabilities of 
Thomas T. Sibley and others therein named, 
citizens of Franklin county, Alabama ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDUCATION. 


Mr. PERCE introduced a bill (H, R. No, 
802) to establish an educational fund, and to 
apply the proceeds of the public lands to the 
education of the people; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed, 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BARRY introduced a bill (H. R. No: 
803) for the relief of the civil and political 
disabilities of certain citizens of Mississippi, 
therein named; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SYPHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
804) to relieve certain citizens therein named 
of their legal and political disabilities; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH COFFMAN, 

Mr. SYPHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 805) to relieve Joseph Coffman, of Louis- 
jana; which was read a first and second time, 
and with accompanying petition referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 806) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
providea national currency secured by a pledge. 
of United States bonds, and to provide for 
the circulation and redemption thereof,’’ ap- 
proved June 3, 1864; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CALCASIEU SULPHUR MINING COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELDON also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 807) to allow the Calcasieu Sulphur 
Mining Company to import certain machinery 
free of daty ; which was read a frst and secon 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COUNTERFEIT BANK NOTES, ETC 


Mr. MONROE introduced abill (H. R. No. 
808) to prevent the circulation of counterfeit, 
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altered, and spurious United States national 
bank notes; which was read a firat and second 


Mr: MONROE also introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 809} to provide for the retirement of torn 
and mutilated bank notes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON MATCHES. 


Mr. MONROE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 810) to repeal the stamp tax upon lucifer 
and friction matches; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CINCINNATI, OHIO. 


Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 811) appropriating money for the pur- 
chase of a suitable site in the city of Cincinnati, 

- Ohio, for the erection of a building to be used 
for the purpose of a custom-house, post office, 
and other Federal offices; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

IMPROVEMENT OF FALLS OF OHIO. 

Mr. STEVENSON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 812) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of the falls of the Ohio river 
and the Louisville and Portland canal; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

ADAM CARROLL. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill 


(H. R. Ne. 813) granting a pension to Adam | 


Carroll; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

INTERNAL COMMERCE. 


Mr. PECK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 814) 


to facilitate internal commerce; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Com- į 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 


. Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
815) to amend an act relating to pensions, 
approved duly 27, 1868; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 
RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. ADAMS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
816) relieving certain soldiers and sailors from 


the charge of desertion; which was read a first į 


and second time, referred to the Commiitee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


T. T. GARRARD. 
Mr. ADAMS also introduced a bili (H. R. 


No. 817) for the benefit of T. T. Garrard; | 
which was read a first and second time, and | 


referred to the Committee of Claims. 
WAR OF 1822. 


- Mr. BUTLER. of Tennessee, introduced a ! 
bill (H. R. No. 818) to amend the act of Feb- | 
ruary 14, 1871. granting pensions to the sol- | 
diers of the war of 1812: which was read a | 
first and second time, and referred to the i 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and jj 


War of 1812. 
ENDOWMENT OF STATE UNIVERSITIES. 


of publie land for the endowment of universi- 


and ordered to be printed. 
GRANT OF LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, presented a 
resolution of the Tennessee Legislature, asking 
Congress to grant said State public lands to 
aid educational purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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ESTABLISHMENT OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


second time, referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
MARTHA A. JONES. 
Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, also introduced 


a bill (H. R. No. 820) granting a pension to |} 


Martha A. Jones; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, also introduced 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) in relation to 
the duties of the advisory board in the matter 
of civil service reform to regulate appoint- 
ments to the civil service and compensation 
therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the select Committee on the 
Reorganization of the Civil Service of the 
United States, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CARROLL. 


Mr. ARTHUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
821) granting a pension to James Carroll. of 
Campbell county, Kentucky, crippled for life 


while in line of duty in command of the United | 
States dispatch boat Sallie Woods, at Cairo, | 


Illinois; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


and ordered to be printed. 
SECURITY OF LIFE ON STEAM-VESSELS. 
Mr. ARTHUR also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 822} to amend the eighteenth section |: 
of an act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the |! 
better security of life on board of vessels pro- |} 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for |; 


other purposes,’ approved February 28.1871: 


which wasread a first and second time, referred |! 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 


; to be printed. 


SALE OF RECLAIMED LANDS 


Mr. TYNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 
823) to authorize the survey and sale of lands |! 
reclaimed by the drainage of Beaver lake. in | 


the State of Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tu the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, 

RESTRAINING SALE OF LANDS. 


Mr. TYNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 824) to prevent the further sale of the 
public lands fit for tillage ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be ` 


printed, 
W. A. SAYLOR. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 825) for the relief of W. A. 
Saylor; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JOSEPH CLYMER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, also intro- 

duced a bill (H. R. No. 826) for the relief of 


; Joseph Clymer; which was read a first and | 
second time. and referred tothe Committee of | 


Claims. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


| 827) to authorize the constructing of bridges |: 
z ; ii across the Ohio river, and to prescribe the i 
Mr. BRIGHT presented a memorial of the | 
Tennessee Legislature, askiog appropriation l frst and second time, referred to the Commit- | 


Í pi n ji tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ties in each of the States; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Education and Labor, || 


dimensions of the same; which was read a 


APPEAL TO THE SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 828) to grant to any person restrained 


i; of his or her liberty a right of appeal to the 


| Supreme Court of the United States from the 


| 


| final judgment of any circuit court thereof upon 


any petition for relief by writ of habeas corpus; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


| 
| 
| 


| ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 
i] 


Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
| No. 829) to extend the time for presentin 

| claims for additional bounty; which was rea 

iafirst and second time, referred to the Com 

| mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

| CHALLENGE OF JURORS. 

; Mr. KERR also introduced a bil (H. R. 
i No. 830) to repeal an act therein named, relat- 
| ing to certain causes of challenge of grand and 
| petit jurors in the United States courts, and 
| other matters; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


JCDICIARY ACT AMENDMENT, 


Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 831) to repeal section one of an act enti 
tled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to amend the judiciary act,’ passed September 
24,1789,” approved March 27, 1868; which was 
read 4 first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPEAL OF AN ACT. 


Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 832) to repeal an act therein described; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


HENRY C. MONROE. 


Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
i No, 833) to grant a pension to Henry C. Mon- 
i roe: which was read a first and second time. 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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JOHN A. CROHIER. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
|: 834) granting a pension to Jobn A. Crohier, of 
li Indiana; which was read a first and second 
| time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

i} DEAN A. WILLS. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 885) granting a pension to Dean A. 
© Wills; which wasread a first and second time. 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

one. 


J. AND O. P. COBB AND COMPANY. 


| Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 836) for the relief of J. & 0. P. Cobb 
& Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEM. 
Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


ii 837) to amend an act enitled “An act toreg- 
! ulate the diplomatic and consular system o 
the United States,” approved August 18, 
1856: which was read a first and second time, 
' referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
; and ordered to be printed. 

ENLISTMENT OF MINORS. 

i Mr. COBURN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 838 ) to provide that minors shall not 
be enlisted in the military or naval service of 
the United States without the consent of 
i; parents or guardians: which was read a first 
' and second time. referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. and ordered to be printed. 
f CALVIN A. ELLIOTT. 


i Mr. COBURN also introduced abil (H. R. 
> No. 839) for the relief of Calvin A. Elliott, of 
Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana; which 

was read a first and second time. referred to 
i the Committee of Claims. and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROCESS IN THE UNITED 8TATES COURTS. 

Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
i No. 840) to provide for issuing service and 
| return of original and final process in the cir- 
| cuit and district courts of the United States: 
i which was read a first and second time, re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
i and ordered to ba printed. 


| 
li 
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MRS. EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. BURDETT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 841) to compensate Mrs. Emma A. 
Porch for valuable services rendered the Army 
of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and with the accompanying papers 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL TAXES. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG introduced a bill (H, 
R. No. 842) amending an act to reduce internal 
taxes. aud for other purposes, approved July 
14, 1870; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT ST. LOUIS, 

Mr. FINK ELNBURG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 848) authorizing the transfer and 
exchange of two irregular strips of land ad- 
joining the marine hospital tract at St. Louis, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. ` 


SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS, 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
844) to provide for the sale of swamp or 
overflowed lands not otherwise disposed of; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. - 

NAVIGATION OF TIE GASCONADE RIVER. 

Mr. WELLS also presented concurrent res- 
olutions of the State of Missouri, asking Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for the survey 
and improvement of the navigation of the Gas- 
conade river; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 
PORTAGE LAKE AND LAKE SUPERIOR CANAL. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 69) extending 
the time for the completion of the Portage 
lake and Lake Superior ship-canal; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 845) to quiet the title 
to certain lands in the State of Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN ILOLMES. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 846) to relieve Ben- 
jamin Holmes of political disabilities imposed 

y the fourteenth article of amendments to 
the Constitution; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

TINSLEY, VAN HORN, BT AL. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
847) for the relief of Tinsley, Van Horn & Co., 
Glenn, Overall & Clark, and J. N. Henderson 
& Co., of Louisiana, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second tims, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CUPP. ` 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 848) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Cupp, of Knox county, Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DELILAL ROBINSON. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 849) granting a pension to 
Delilah Robinson, of Macon, Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JOUN G. EITEL. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, also introduced a 


bill (H. R. No. 850) granting a pension to Jobn 
G. Eitel, of Kirksville, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 


GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 851) to provide for a fire-proof 
building for post office, United States court and 
its offices, and pension and internal revenue 
offices, in the city of Grand Rapids, Michigan; 
which was read a first second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. McCRARY introduced a bill (H. Re 
No. 852) in relation to the Western Pacific 
railroad; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


TENURE OF OFFICE. 


Mr. McCRARY also introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 70) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
in relation to tenure of office; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the select 
Committee on the Civil Service, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MISSOURI VALLEY RAILROAD. 


Mr. McCRARY also introduced a bill (B. 
R. No. 853) granting the right of way to the 
Missouri Railroad Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. DOWNING, 


Mr. ORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 854) 
for the relief of A. Downing, postmaster at 
Montana, Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

JOHN 8. CORLETT. 


Mr. ORR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
855) granting a pension to John S. Corlett; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

TYLER, TEXAS. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 856) for a suitable building for the United 
States court, post office, and internal revenue 
offices in the city of Tyler, State of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


TRUSSES FOR INVALID SOLDIERS. 


Mr. COTTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
857) to provide for furnishing trusses to inva- 
lid soldiers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISLANDS IN WISCONSIN RIVER, 


Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
858) granting to the State of Wisconsin the 
islands in the Wisconsin river; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 


COURTS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 859 
to change the time for holding the circuit an 
district courts of the United States for the 
western district of Wisconsin at La Crosse; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LA CROSSE, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 860) to authorize the construction of a 
building suitable for a court: house and forthe 
use of the officers of the United States at La 
Crosse, Wisconsin ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


303 


ROBERT M’KER. 


Mr. RUSK also`introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 861) directing the payment to Robert 
McKee of the pay, allowance, and bounty now 
withheld from him ; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. i 

LA CROSSE, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 862) to create a port of delivery at La 
Crosse, Wisconsin, and to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a surveyor of customs thereat; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DUPLICATE CHECKS. 


Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 863) to authorize the payment of dupli- 
cate checks of disbursing officers; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


PAYMENTS ON PREEMPTIONS. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 864) to extend the time of payment for 
their lands by persons holding preémptions on 
the public lands in the State of Minnesota; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES GEORGE. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill’ (H. 
R. No. 865) for the relief of Colonel James 
George, of Minnesota; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


ABIAL MORRISON, 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 866) to indemnify Abial Morrison for 
property destroyed by hostile Indians in Wash- 
ington ‘Territory in the years 1855 and 1856; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


OREGON CLAIMS. 


Mr. SLATER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 867) to provide for the payment of certain 
claims against the provisional government of 
Oregon; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


HARBOR OF PORT ORFORD, OREGON, 


Mr. SLATER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 868) to authorize the survey of the harbor 
of Port Orford, Oregon; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ' 


IRA MAYFIELD. 


Mr. SLATER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 869) granting a pension to Ira Mayfield, 
of Oregon; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. SLATER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 870) to provide for the removal of obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Columbia river ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 871) to provide for the removal of obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Columbia and 
Willamette rivers at St. Helen’s bar. Oregon; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
872) to provide for the sale of certain Indian 
lands in Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOWE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 873) for the relief of settlers on the Osage 
lands in the State of Kansas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed, ; 
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J. A. SOWARD. 


Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 874) for the relief of J. A. Soward; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads 

METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
875) to amend and consolidate the several acts 
establishing and relating to a Metropolitan 


police of the District of Columbia; which was |. 


read a first and second time, referred to the | 


Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DEBT OF WASHINGTON CITY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. © 


R. No. 876) to fund the debt of the city of | 
Washington ; which was read a first and sec- i 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the | 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
ACCRETIONS IN PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 877) relating to accretions in the public 
land States and Territories, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The States and Territo- 
ries having been called through for bills on 
` leave and joint resolutions, they will now be 
called for House resolutions and bills for 
action at the present time. 
TRANSCONTINENTAL SHIP-CANAL. 
Mr. LYNCH submitted the following reso- 
lution: - 


Resolved, That the Président be requested to take 
such steps as may be deemed necessary to ascertain 
the views of European Governments in regard to 
international codperation for the construction of a 
ship-canai between the Ailantic and Pacific oceans. 


Mr. BANKS. This resolution, which would 


commit the Government to a very important | 
step, ought not to be adopted without consid- | 


eration, I ask the gentleman from Maine 


{ Mr. Lyxcx] to consent to its reference to | 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs, assuring 


him that it shall, as promptly as possible, be | 


reported upon. 

Mr. LYNCH. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs desires that disposi- 
tion of the subject I have no objection, 

The SPEAKER. It is so referred. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
Mr. LYNCH. If it bein order I have a 


memorial which I shouidlike to introduce and | 


have printed in the Giobe. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in connection with 
this same subject? 

Mr. LYNCH. No, sir. 
to French spoliation claims. 


It is in reference 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize | inquiry. 


i Massachusetts does not prevail will not the bil 
: be before the House for the purpose of debate, 
: going over to some day when it can be reached? | 
That isa question which the | 


the gentleman on that subject after the morn- 
ing hour. 


RELIEF FROM IMPORT DUTIES. 


Mr. HALE introduced a biil (H, R. No. 878) 


iè 
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i 
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to relieve American-built steamers and vessels © 
from import duties laid upon materials and | 
articles entering into their construction, repair, | 
and use; which was read a first and second | 


time. 
The bill provides thatall import duties here- 


after collected on materials entering into the | 


i 


construction of vessels and steamers builtin 7 
the United States shall be returned to the | 
builders thereof, under regulations to be estab- | 
lished for such purpose by the Secretary of | 


the Treasury; and all articles of foreign pro 


duct needed for subsistence on American ves- ` 
sels and steamers engaged in foreign trade, | 
or in the use or repair of American vessels and ; 


steamets, may be withdrawn from bonded 
warebouses free of duty. 

Mr. HALE. I demand the previous qaes- 
tion on the passage of the bill, 


:. but that the bill will be referred to the Com- 


Mr. DAWES. [hope that will not be done, 


mittee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. COX. 
bill again. 


Mr. KELLEY. I rise to a point of order. 


' Has the gentleman from Maine given notice | 
' of his intention to submit that bill? 


The SPEAKER. That is a question of 


fact. : 
Mr. HALE. I have given notice under the 


rules, 
The SPEAKER. So the clerks inform the | 


Chair. 
The bill was again read. 
Mr. DAWES. [ should like to say that :: 


matter is before the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and this bill should go to that com- 
mittee. 


The House divided, and there were—ayes | 


45, noes 70; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER under the rule ordered 
tellers, and appointed Mr. RawpaLi and Mr. 
Hate. 

Mr. COX. I wish to call the yeas and nays 
on this subject. 


The House again divided; and the tellers | 


reported—ayes 59, noes 64, 


So the House refused to second the demand | 


for the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to debate the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatis all right; let it be 
referred to a committee. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say this—— 

Mr. RANDALL. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry; that is, when will this subject come 
up again if the motion of the gentleman from 


Massachusetts to refer the bill to the Commit- |! 


tee of Ways and Means be voted down? 

The SPEAKER. It could not be debated 
on the day of its introduction. 

Mr. COX. I wish to say that we on this 
side of the House—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot 
debate the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. The whole subject is before 
the Committee of Ways and Means now. 

Mr. COX. A committee which will never 
do anything to rescue our shipping. 

Mr. RANDALL. You cannot take snap- 
judgment ona bill like this, and push it through 
the House without debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


i that this bill be referred to the* Committee on 


Commerce. 
Mr. DAWES. I do not see why this bill 
should go to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE.. Irise toa parliamentary 
If the motion of the gentleman from 


Mr. DAWES. 


gentleman from Wisconsin can answer for him- | 


self, as he is weil aware that reaching a meas- 
ure is oue of the most uncertain problems in 
this Honse. 

Mr ELDRIDGE. Not quite so uncertain 


| as to bury it in the hands of the Committee of 
` Ways and Means. 


Mr. DAWES. I do not see why the gentle 
man from Wisconsin should say that the bil 
wouid be buried in the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. Because it has been the 


grave ofall such things. 

Mr. DAWES. This committee has not had 
time to dig anybody’s grave. 

The SPEAKER. If the resolution goes 


; over, it will be open for debate in the fraction | 
‘of any future morning hour remaining after 
‘going through with the call of States for 


I call for the reading of that ` 


I object to debate unless | 
| we have an opportunity to reply. 


bills and resolutions, and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin must be aware of the very small 
probability of its being reached under these 
circumstances. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to know whether 
the Committee of Ways and Means is not the 
appropriate committee to which this should go. 
Į cannot approve of having an important bill 
like this snapped through the House without 
any consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. It concerns the duties to be 
ij levied on certain materials, and therefore should 
go to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

' Mr. COX. ft concerns commerce rather 
li than the tariff, and E submit that question to 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliament: 
-ary point. It is one for the House and not the 
i: Chair to determine. 
| The question was on Mr. Hotman’s amend- 
i ment, to refer the bill to the Committee on 
i: Commerce, instead of the Committee of Ways 
f and Means; and being taken, was decided in 
| the negative—ayes 55, noes 74, 

i So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
: Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs on 
i the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [ Mr. Dawes, j to refer the bill to the Com 

» mittee of Ways and Means. 

: Mr ELDRIDGE. On that question I de 

; mand the yeas and nays. 
' The SPEAKER. Pending that demand for 
| the yeas and nays the morning hour has ex- 
i pired, and the bill goes over. 

| Mr. ELDRIDGE. Itis just as well that it 
| should be so as to have it in the hands of the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

i FRENCH CLAIMS. 

Mr. LYNCH. [ask unanimous consent to 
: present a memorial of the merchants of Pore 
i land, asking indemnity for French claims, and 
request that it be printed in the Globe. 

, Mr. BANKS. I object to printing in the 
ti Globe. There are hundreds of these memo- 


it 
| 


: rials presented every day. 

| Mr. LYNCH. The printing of this one wilt 

| serve for all. 

i Mr. BANKS. I know it: but then it wHl be 

i on record that one is printed in the Globe and 

_ another isnot. I insist on my objection. 

ii The SPEAKER. The order to print in the 

i! Globe requires unanimous consent, and the 

j| gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Baxxs]} 
|, Objects. The memorial will be referred to the 

il Committee of Claims. 

|| REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
f 


| 
| Mr, WILLARD, by unanimous consent, pre- 
i sented a report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
|| sions, addressed to Hon. C. W. Wirtarn, chair- 
man of the Committee on Revolwionary Pen- 
sions and the War of 1812, and asked that it be 
printed in the Globe. 
There was no objection. 


| 
follows: 


| 
ji 
| 


The report is as 


} 


DEPARTMENT OF TAE Ixterion, 
Pexsion BURRAU, January 68, 1872. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your communication of the véth uifimo, relatire 
ii to Various questions involved in contemplated 
amendments to the set of February 14, IST! 
ing pensions to the survivors of the war of 1 
served sixty days, and to their widows, and aleo to 
; Matters connected with the buunty land divisien of 
this office; and, in compliance with your request. 
to furnish the following intormation, taken from 
: the files and records of this bureau, in reply to the 
| interrogatories contained in your letter, which are 
answered seriatim. 

I. “How many soldiers served in the warof 1812, 
and the length of service, whether one month, two 


months, or more?” 
i The number of soldiers, sailors, and marines who 

served twelve months or more... . GAT 
Number of militia who served six moul 


| Nuwber of mihtia wou served three months 
(OF WOTE oo. 
Number of militi 


Ved one mwnti or 


Number of militia who served less tian one 
MOU 005.2. EE I te Cyaseiea A 
i 


j; 
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_ iI. “How many bounty-land warrants have been 
issued to soldiers of the war of 1812, and under what 
law; aud, as near as conveniently practicable, in 
what years were they issued ?” 
To give the figures accurately under the headings 
-desired would require a large foree of clerks and 
longer time than appears to have been anticipated. 
havo therefore made, very hastily, an approxim- 
ation to what has been requested. * | 
Number of warrants issued to soldiers of 1812, under 
the i 
Act of 1812..,.... .. 29,000 
Act of Septe 22,500 
Act of March 3, 1855 29,500 
181,000 


Ili. “How many bounty-land warrants have been 
issued to widows of soldiers in the war of 1812?” 
Under the act of September 28, 1850............ 
Under the act of March 3, 1855............ 


To give the years in which the above warrants were 
issued would involve more time than J am permit- 
ted to take, Ican merely state thatin the few years | 
immediately following the passage of each act, the 
great majority of warrants under thesame was issued. 

V. “Ilow many persons served in the Indian 
wars of the Northwest, commencing with the battle 
of Tippecanoe, and what was the length of service?” 

The necessary data to reply to this question not, 
being in my possession, it has been referred to the 
Adjutant General. On receipt of hisreply a supple- 
mental report touching this point will be made. 

V. “How many bounty-land warrants have been 
issued to the soldiers, and to the widows of soldiers 
in that Indian war ?” 

To give the information desired would require an 
examination of nearly the wholo work of the divis- 
jon—an undertaking of almost impracticable mag- 
nitude. I therefore omit an answer to this question 
unless further requested by the honorable committee. 

VI. “How many pensions have been granted 
under the law passed at the last Congress giving 

ensions to the soldiers of the war of 1812?” 

urvivors’ pensions granted under the act of Feb- 

ruary 14, 1871, to December 31, 1871.............. ; 
Widows’ pensions granted under the same act 
during that period.. 


seseneaseceeenorsaeeacy: 


. 11,720 


VIL. “How many applications have been made 
for pensions under that law by soldiers; by widows 
of soldiers?” , . 

Applications for pensions received under the act 
of February 14, 1871, to December 31, 1871: 


Totala nisni 


Survivors. aè Sesa 26,058 
Widows... rahia i 
Ota EPEAT T E AEE EE 33,841 


VILL. “What number of pensions will probably 
be granted upon the applications now on file in your 

epartment under the law; and what are your 
reasons for your estimate of the number?” 

Of 26,058 claims filed under the act of February 
14, 1871, by survivors of the war of 1812, 11,482 were 
adjusted from the organization of the division, May 
1, 1871, to December 31,1871. Of these, 10,371 were 
admitted and 1,111 were rejected, or 10.7 per cent. of 
the disposals. Itis our experience in this class of 
claims, that the percentage of rejections gradually 
enlarges as time elapses. An estimate made on the 
15th of October, shows but 8.4 per cent, of disposals 
rejected to that date. From observation touching 
this point, and the operation of legitimate causes, 
such as an increase in the number of claims abated 
by reason of the death of claimants, &e., I am ted to 
believe the average proportion of rejections in sur- 
vivors’ claims wiil be one sixth of the whole num- 
ber. Assuming this to be correct, of the 26,058 claims 
filed to the close of last year 4,514 will be rejected, 
and 21,544 will be admitted to pensions, , 

Of 7,783 claims filed by the widows of soldiers 
during a corresponding period, 1,730 had been ad- 
judicated up to the 31st ultimo. Of these 381 were 
rejected, and 1,349 admitted: showing the percent- 
age of rejections to be 28.2, In these claims we also 
find an increase in the ratio of rejections to admis- 
sions, as we progress in our work, but not in as great 
a degrec as in the survivors’ claims, 

Assuming thirty-three and one third per cent, as 
the average proportion that will be rejected of 7,782 
applications on file, 5,189 will be granted pensions 
and 2,594 will be rejected. l 

Uniting these classes, and we will have a total of 
admitted claims of 26,733. i 

Tt is proper to add that this office has estimated 
the number of persons probably entitled to the ben- 
efits of the act of Fehruary 14, 1871, at the date of 
its passage to be 40,133, thus leaving 6,292, less the 
number who have deceased since that date, yet to 
apply. These applications are still being receive 
at an average daily rate of twenty-six, as shown by 
the receipts during the month of December. 


Very respectfully, 
eee J. H. BAKER, Commissioner. 


Hon. C. W. Witiarp, Chairman Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions and War of 1812, present. 


BARK ALICE TARLTON. 
Mr. TWIGHELL, by unanimous consent, 


introduced a joint resolution (H. R, No. 71) 
authorizing the American register of the Dutch 
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bark Alice Tarlton ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


DRAKE’S PATENT FUSE. 


Mr. HOAR, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to purchase Drake’s patent 
fuse ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS OF NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE, ETC, 


Mr. SLOCUM. Iask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution of inquiry. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform this House whether or not the 
conduct of the principal officers of the custoan-house 
at New York, and the collectors and assessors of 
internal revenue in nearly all the districts of the 
State of New York, in absenting themselves from 
their duties and visiting Albany for the purpose of 
influencing the action of the State Legislature in its 
organization isconsistent with the civil service pol- 
icy recently adopted by the Treasury Department, 
and avowed to be the policy of the present Adminis- 
tration; and if such conduct is not deemed consist- 
ent with said policy, whether such officers, or any of 
them, have been reprimanded or in any manner 
punished for their offense. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. SESSIONS, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 880) allowing totally 
disabled soldiers and seamen increased pen- 
sions; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN ALONZO. J. MARSH. 


Mr. SESSIONS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 881) restoring Captain Alonzo J. Marsh 
to his position in the Army, and providing that 
he be honorably mustered out the service as 
of the date of the muster ont of his regiment; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CATHRON AND MAGUIRE. 


Mr. DU BOSE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 882) relieving Cathron 
& Maguire, bankers and brokers of the city of 
Rome, Georgia, from the payment of internal 
revenue taxes; which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

GREAT AND LITTLE WABASH RIVERS 

Mr. CREBS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 883) for the improve- 
ment of the Great Wabash river, and for a sur- 
vey of the Little Wabash river; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee en Commerce. 

BOUNTIES TO COLORED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. PLATT, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be requested to inquire into the propriety of so 
amending existing laws forthe payment of bounties 


to colored soldiers as to permit the payment of j 


bounties to men who were slaves at the time of en- 
listment, under the same rules and regulations as 
govern the payment of bounties to other soldiers of 
the late war. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be requested to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending existing pension laws as to permit pen- 
sions to be paid to the widows of soldiers of the war 
of 1812, married during the time of service of said 
soldiers, but after enlistment. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. POLAND. I ask unanimous consent | 
to offer the following resolution for reference | 
to the Committee on the Rules: i 


Resolved, That every resolution calling upon the | 
President or the head of any Department forinform- 
ation tobe laid before Congress shall first’be referred 


to the appropriate committee, and all committees 
are authorized to report such resolutions at any 
ime. 


Mr. WOOD. Iobject to that. 

Mr. POLAND. Ionly ask that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on the Rules. 

Mr. WOOD. Ido not object to its refer- 
ence, but I do object to its adoption. 

The resolution was received by unanimous 
corset, and referred to the Committee on the 

ules. 


OUTFIT OF MEN IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 884) authorizing an 
outfit of clothing to men in the Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ELECTION CONTEST——BOLES VS. EDWARDS. 


Mr. McCRARY presented the petition and 
affidavit of Hon. Jonn Epwarps in the con- 
tested-election case of Boles vs. Edwards; 
which were referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAIL IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: f 


ftesolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
requested to communicate to this House such inform- 
ation as he may possess relative to the legislation of 
Congress with regard to the construction of a jail for ' 
the District of Columbia, and his action, or that of 
his predecessors, or other persons, pursuant thereto ; 
and that he also communicate to this House inform- 
ation as to the condition and capacity of the present 
jail structure, tho reasons for constructing a new 
building, and such plans or suggestions as he ma; 
desire to submit relative to the same, together wit 
any information in his Department showing the 
neoossity for a penitentiary in the said District. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. SNAPP, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 72) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
that all references made by unanimous con- 
sent after ‘the morning hour on Monday the 
Chair holds to be subject to the rule of the 
morning hour, which is that they shall not be 
brought back by motions to reconsider. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, requested to furnish this House 
with a statement showing what States have adopted 
the provisions of the act of July 2, 1862, entitled ° An 
act donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit, of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” the 
date of such acceptance, the amount of land scrip 
issued to each State, and to whom the same was 
delivered. 


INTERFERENCE OF FEDERAL OFFICIALS. 


Mr. COGHLAN. Iask unanimous consent 
to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be, and 
are hereby, instructed to ascertain and report to the 
House at an early day whether any United States 
commissioner or other civil officer of the United 
States has, under color of any act of Congress, or 
otherwise, interfered with or attempted to obstruct 
the organization or business of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana; and that said committee have 
power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. COGHLAN, 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is a motion to sus- 
pend the rules pending, and the Chair cannot 
entertain anything until that motion is disposed 
of, except by unanimous consent. 

REPORT OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 

Mr. PLATT, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That two thousand copies of thereportof 


l object. 
I move to suspend the 
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the supervising architect of the Treasury be printed 
for the use of Congress, and one thousand copies of 
the same for the use of the Treasury Department. 


REPEAL OF INCOME TAX. 


Mr. HOLMAN. TI call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the House will proceed to the con- 
sideration of a resolution, which comes over 
from the last Monday the House was in ses- 
sion, offered by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, (Mr. KeLLoee], and upon the adoption of 
which he has moved a suspension of the rules. 
The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be requested to reporta hill for the consideration 
of this House, as early in January next as practica- 
ble, for the immediate repeal of the provisions for 
the collection of the income tax. 

The pending question was upon suspending 
the rules and adopting the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe gentleman will modify 
the resolution by striking out the words ‘‘in 
January next’’ I will. not oppose his reso- 
lution. ; 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iwill do so. 

Mr. DAWES. And Iwill ask the yeas and 
nays in order to get the sense of the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is it in order to mod- 
ify the resolution now ? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent, pending a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then I object. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Can I offer a substitute 
for the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the resolution cuts off all amend- 


ments. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Ihope the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Srevensoy] will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. SEEVENSON. The gentleman intro- 
duced his resolution as he wanted it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, last December. I 
hope the gentleman will not take advantage of 
such a small technicality as that. 

Mr. DAWES. J desire a vote of the House 
by yeas and nays, so as to ascertain the senti- 
ment of the House on this subject. 

Mr. COX. Report a bill and let the House 
vote upon it. i 

Mr. DAWES. 
resolution, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I withdraw the motion 
to suspend the’ rules, and I also withdraw the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not 
before the House. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I now offer a resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COX. I ask consent to introduce a bill 
to repeal the income taz.. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Ketzoce] has been recognized 
by the Chair. . 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be requested to report a bill for the consideration of 
this House as early as practicable for the immediate 
repeal of the provisions for the collection of the in- 
come tax, 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
suspended, and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. [ eall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. I move thatthe reso- 
lution be laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER. That motion is notin order 
pending the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were--yeas 71, nays 81, not voting 86; as fol- 
lows: 


I shall myself vote for this 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, | 
Banks, Beck, Beveridge, Bird, Austin Blair, James | 
@. Blair, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Coghlan, |} 

i Duell, Ely, Frye, Qar- | 
field, Getz, Goodrich, Harmer, Jobn W. Hazleton, | 
Herndon, Hoar. Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, | 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lynch, MeCleland, |} 
F. Meyers, Monroe, | 


Cox, Creely. Dawes, DuBose, 


McHenry, Merriam, Benjamin 


Leonard. Myers, Negley, Niblack, Peck, Poters, 


I move that the rules be 


R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Sheldon, 
Shellabarger, Sherwood, Slocum, H. Boardman 
Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Starkweather, Strong,Swann, 
Twichell,Upson, Wakeman, Waldron, Wells, Wheel- 
er, Williams of New York, and Winchester—T1. 

NAYS—Messrsz. Adams, Averill, Barber, Barry, 
Beatty, Bright, Buckley, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
F. Butler,Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Coburn,Con- 
ger, Cotton, Crebs, Crossland, Donnan, Dox, Duke, 
Dunnell, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Wilder 
D. Foster, Garrett, Hale, Hancock, Handley. Harper, 
John T. Harris, Havens, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, 
Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Leach, Lewis, 

owe, McCormick, McCrary, McKee, Mercur Mor- 
gan, Orr, Packard, Palmer, Hosea W.Parker, Isaac C. 
Parker, Perce, Platt, Poland, Porter, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Rusk, Seeley, Shanks, Slater, 
Sloss, John A. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Terry, Turner, Tyner, Van 
Trump. Waddell, Walden, Walls, Whitthorne, Wil- 
lard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
John T. Wilson, and Wood—8]. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Barnum, Bell, 
Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Braxton. James Brooks, 
Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Comingo, Connor, 
Critcher, Darrall, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Eames, 
Edwards, Elliott, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Golladay, Griffith, Halderman, 
Halse , Hambleton, Hanks, George E. Harris, Haw- 
ey, 
Lansing, Manson, Marshall. Maynard. McGrew, 
MelIntyre, McJunkin, McKinney, McNeely, Mer- 
rick, itchell, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Packer, 
Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Price, Prin- 
dle, Rainey, Robinson, Sawyer, Scofield, Shober, 
Shoemaker, Worthington C. Smith, R. Milton Speer, 
Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, &t. John, Sutherland, 
Sypher, Tafie, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Tuthill, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wal- 
lace, Warren, Whiteley, and Young—86. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the motion to suspend the rules was not 
agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BRIGHT said: I would like to make 
an inquiry in relation to the resolution now 
pending. I have been somewhat embarrassed 
in regard to the vote which I ought to give. 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call cannot be 
suspended for debate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. IL would like to make a 
statement, and [I will put it in the form of a 
question of order. I understand that by the 
provisions of the act of July 14—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 


APPOINTMENTS TO CIVIL SERVICE. 
Mr. UPSON. 


in order to adopt the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the select Committeeon the Reform 


of the Civil Service be directed to report a bill pro- | 


viding, so faras practicable, for the admission to the 
civil service of a number of porsons from each State 
in proportion to its population, and also giving the 
preference to those candidates who have rendered to 
the Government honorable service as soldiers and 
sailors. 


The motion to suspend the rules was agreed 
to, and the resolution was adopted. 


SUBSIDIES TO RAILROADS. 


Mr. MOORE. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of adopting the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, under an act of Congress of July 2, 1862, 
a subsidy in lands and bonds was made, among 
others, to the now Kansas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and to the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad 
Company, and by the act of Congress of July 23, 
1866, a grunt of land was made to the State of Kau- 


i sas for the use and benefit of the St. Joseph and 


Denver City Railroad Company; and whereas it is 
claimed by the Atchison and Pike's Peak Railroad 
Company, now called Central Branch Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, that the Hannibal and St. J oseph 


Railroad Company made in 1865 an assignment to it | 


of all its rights and franchises created by said act of 
Congress of 1862; and whereas it is claimed by the 
two other said companies that said assignment is 
absolutely null and void, and that it was fraudu- 


| lently made, and that improper and corrupt means 


were employed to secure the making thereof; and 
whereas the said Atchison and Pike's Peak Railroad 
Company now known as the Central Branch Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, is now claiming a large 


| part of thelands granted to each of said other cow- 


panies, and demanding United States patents there- 
for from the Secretary of the Interior: Now, there- 
fore, $ 

Be it resolved, That the matters herein set forth 
are bereby referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary for examination and report; that said cow- 


: mittee is hereby empowered to send for persons and 


Pottor, Randall, Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, William || papers, and to examine witnesses under oath—— 


ays, Hill, Kendall, King, Kinsella, Lamison, | 


I move to suspend the rules | 


January 8, 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Iobject to the considera- 
tion of this proposition at. the present time,. 


| and raise the point of order that no notice hag 
been given. : 


tion offered under a motion to suspend: the 
rules. E 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I object tothat pot i 
tion just read, proposing to authorize the com- 
mittee to send for persons and papers. 

H The SPEAKER. The whole question will 
be settled by the House. The pending motion 
is to suspend the rules. The point of the gen- 
i| tleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] is made 
under the rules. . : 

The Clerk continued the reading of the reso- 
lution, as follows: 

And is hereby directed to examine into all the cir- 
i| cumstances touching the alleged assignment afore- 
said; and further to examine into the question of 
the validity of the claim of the said Atchison and 
Pike’s Peak Railroad Company, now called Central 
| Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company, to any of 
the Jands as aforesaid, and report by bill or other: 
wise, 
| And be it further resolved, That a copy of this 
resolution he delivered to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior; and he is hereby requested to suspend any 
and all action within the Department of the Inte- 
i| rior touching the issuing of patents to either of 
|i the aforesaid companies to any of the lands about 
the right of which any controversy exists, until- 
after the said Committee on the Judiciary shall 
have made its report to this House upon the mat- 
ters herein specified and the report shall have been 
finally acted upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it notin the power of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moor] to 
give us some explanation of this resolution? 
i have no doubt it is all right; but still we 
lack information. 

The SPEAKER. An explanation can only 
be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope unanimous con- 
sent will be given, so that the gentleman may 
make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moors] can 
address the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
be permitted to explain the object of the reso 
lation. 

Mr. MOORE. I suggest that the portion of 
the resolution which empowers the committee 
to send for persons and papers be struck out, 
and then it will he a mere resolution of inquiry, 
directing the Judiciary Committee to examine 
and report to this House whether any of these 
transactions have been fraudulent, or whether 
patents for lands which ought not to be issued 
are likely to be issued. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman strikes 
out that portion of his resolution, understand- 
ing that this is a mere controversy between 
these two companies, and that the committee 
is to report on nothing else, I certainly have 
no objection to it myself. 

Mr. MOORE. Iam willing to modify the 
resolution in that way. 

Mr. COX. Why has not this controvers 
| been settled by the courts? ; 
* Mr. MOORE. I cannot tell. 

Mr. COX. Why has it not been brought 
| before the judiciary of the country? f 
| Mr. MOORE. L[understand patents are to 
i| be issued. and it is a question of propriety 
i| whether they should be issued or not. This 
| is a matter to go before the Committee on the 
| Judiciary for investigation and for report by 


i Mr. ELDRIDGE. As I understand the 
| resolution now from having hearditread—and 


|| that committee by bill or otherwise. 
| 
i} I wish to inquire of the gentleman from [li- 


ee MOORE. Yes, sir; that is all. 

Mr, RANDALL. But the gentleman pro- 
| vides in the resolution for instruction to the 
‘ Committee on the Judiciary to introduce a 
H bill. The committee will have that discretion _ 


The SPEAKER. This is a House resol. 
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if it should deem it necessary after having 
gone through with the investigation. I should 
like to have that part instructing the commit- 
tee stricken out. I do not wish any bill intro- 
duced here which may be to extend the time 
for building some railroad or other. 

Mr. MOORE. The committee is merely in- 
structed to report by bill or otherwise, as it 
shall deem best, after having gone through with 
the examination of the facts. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thesense of the country 
is well understood about giving lands to these 
railroad corporations, and I think we should 
stop at the threshold every facility looking to 
any further grant of public lands for auy such 
purpose. 

r. MOORE. It is to guard against any- 
thing of the kind that I have introduced this 
resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Sometimes we are in this 
House like men who row boats, we row one 
way while we look the other. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Is not this a controversy 
between two railroads? I do not see anything 
which has yet been suggested by which the 
United States is to take anything by this motion. 
It seems to be a controversy between two rail- 
roads—indeed, I do not know really what it 
is—and I therefore inquire of the gentleman 
from Illinois whether it is not a controversy 
between two corporations, one claiming cer- 
tain lands and the other claiming the same 
lands? If that be so, let it be turned over to 
the courts, and do not let Congress undertake 
to decide between them. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. As [I understand it there 
is danger of patents being issued and giving 
these lands to a company not entitled to them 
from want of the investigation which this reso- 
lution suggests. Ifthat be so it seems to me 
the only protection will be to suspend the action 
of the Deparment until proper inquiry can be 
made. The United States ought to give the 
patents to the party justly entitled to them, 
but we cannot do it without making the inves- 
tigation provided for by the pending resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no question about 
that, but if this be simply a controversy between 
two corporations the courts of the country are 
open to settle precisely such questions. 

As I have said, I do not really know what 
this controversy is, and I hope before the res- 
olution passes we may be enlightened on the 
subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the resolution 
be again read. 

The resolution, as modified, was again read. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
the gentleman who offers this resolution whether 
jt would cover a case of this kind; whether 
it would cover an opinion which the late Attor- 
ney General gave in this case, and which was 
subsequently suppressed by the Department 
of the Interior at the instance of a Senator? 
Such has been stated to be the fact, and I 
desire to know from the gentleman who offers 
this resolution whether this inquiry would give 
this House an investigation into that fact? 

Mr. MOORE. I cannot say. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam in favor of the resolu- 
tion if it does. The gentleman will pardon 
me another remark. I say that we should 
have an investigation into this transaction. I 
believe that a gross wrong has been perpe- 
trated, a wrong upon the Government of the 
country, by one of these two roads now in 
controversy as to this land. I am informed 
that an opinion was asked of the late Attorney 
General, that he gave au opinion, and gave it 
adversely to the interests of certain parties who 
were seeking patents for these lands, that that 
opinion was subsequently suppressed, and the 
Department is now about to issue patents for 
these lands in opposition to that opinion. 
also understand it was for that the late Attor- 
ney General was obliged to retire from the 
Cabinet. : 

Mr. MOORE. I cannot say what connec- 


= > ; 


tion any Senator or Representative may have 
in this case. I understand that a eertain rail- 
road company, the Atchison and Pike’s Peak 
Railroad Company, claim a certain grant of 
land derived from the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
Railroad Company, or assignment of lands 
from the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad 
Company, which assignments no railroad had 
any authority whatever to make, and at this 
present time patents are likely to issue to the 
Atchison and Pike's Peak Railroad Company 
without sufficient authority on the part of the 
Government. Now, the request. here is this: 
that this whole business shall be suspended 
until there can be an investigation in refer- 
ence to the justice and correctness of the pro- 
ceeding. The presumption is that fraud of an 
immense character in that direction has been 
or is likely to be perpetrated upon the Gov- 
ernment, 

I know of no pretension to these claims 
going to any other railroad company. If 
there is anything of that kind I know nothing 
about it myself. But my purpose is to have 
this matter investigated by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, that it may be seen whether the Han- 
nibal and St. Joseph company had any right 
to make this assignment of lands to the other 
railroad, and whether those patents really 
should issue to the Atchison and Pike’s Peak 
railroad. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam in favor of this invest- 
igation. I agree with the gentleman that 
there has been a fraud, a gross fraud, and I 
believe that parties very high in this Govern- 
ment can be connected with that fraud if a 

roper and fair investigation can be had. 

ow, I am in favor of this investigation, pro- 
vided it has scope enough to include that 
branch of this fraud with which these mem- 
bers of the Government are connected. 
Otherwise I am not in favor of it. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, 
when I first heard the resolution read, I thought 
it was merely a matter of inquiry, and that 
probably there would be no objection to it. 
But now, if I understand,the matter—and I rise 
for the purpose of inquiry—if I understand the 
matter, the Government has no substantial 
concern in the inquiry. A question of fraud 
has arisen between the claimants of certain 
lands as to which lands the Government is 
bound in any and every event to issue the 
patent to somebody, and, as I understand, the 
inquiry is as to which of the two claimants is 
entitled to the patent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Let me finish my 
statement. Now, if that be so, then the Judi- 
ciary Committee and Congress can do noth- 
ing abeut the matter, for it becomes a question 
of right, a question for the courts, and no pos- 
sible legislation can decide between the two 
claimants. I see nothing which the Congress 
can exact upon any result which may come 
out of the proposed inguiry. If I am right in 
that, the resolution is ail wrong, and ought not 
to be passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to inquire 
whether it is clear that either one of those rail- 
road companies is entitled to the land in ques- 


tion. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. If that is the state 
of the facts, I am entirely in favor of the reso- 
lution ; but I understand that it is not so. 

Mr. FARN WORTH. It is possible that 
it may be the duty of the Government to keep 
the lands, neither of the companies being enti- 
tled to them. 

Mr. MOORE. Itis denied that the Hanni- 
bal and St. Joseph company ever had the right, 
as from the Government, which it claims to 
assign. This is denied, and if we wait until 
the courts come in and adjudicate the patent 
meanwhile may be issued, and the result may 
be against the interests of the Government. 
do not see why this House should object to 
any investigation into any of these alleged 


frauds. If the Hannibal and St. Joseph rail- 
road had no right to make this assignment, 
why, as a matter of course, this other railroad 
ought not to have patents, and the United 
States ought to hold on to the lands. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. | If the Govern- 
ment has any interest in the matter in the 
way of retaining the title, we ought to pass the 
resolution. 

Mr. LOWE. I wish to make a further in- 
quiry of the gentleman who offered this reso- 
lution. I would ask him whether, if the Gov- 
ernment passed no title whatever to the Hanni- 
bal and St. Joseph railroad, the assignment 
to any other railroad company would impair 
the rights of the Government, or how an exam- 
ination by the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
any other committee, would affect the rights of 
the Government? Upon the statement made 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Moors, ] 
as l understand it, the patent would be wholly 
void and confer no rights on any one. 

Mr. MOORE. After the patent is gone the 
thing is not in such good shape. I desirenow 
to say that I should not object to erasing from 
the resolution the portion requiring the Com- 
mittee onthe Judiciary to report by bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be 
modified as indicated by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I see noimpropriety 
in sending this matter to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Iam very strongly under the im- 
pression that neither of these companies is 
entitled to thesé lands; that the company to 
whom the grant was made had no right to make 
an assignment whatever ; that it was void, and 
that if the matter is properly examined it will 
be ascertained that the Government is entitled 
to these lands, and no railroad company what- 
ever. I shall, therefore, favor the reference 
of this matter to the Judiciary Committee. I 
think it ought to be investigated by the law 
committee of the House, and a report made 
in some shape or another. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Moorr’s 
motion ; and (two thirds voting in favor there- 
of) the rules were suspended, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move to suspend the 
rules, in order to put the following preamble 
and joint resolution upon its passage: 


Whereas politioal equality is the true basis of 
republican government; and whereas, except the 
citizens of foreign birth, all voters, citizens of the 
United States, including Indians who are taxed, and 
negroes, whether they pay taxes or not, are eligible 
to the offices of President and Vice President; and 
whereas citizenship results from the chance of birth, 
or from choice, founded upon a correct appreciation 
of free institutions, and a desire to participate in 
their blessings; and whereas in pease and in war 
our native born and naturalized citizens have shown 
equal patriotism and skill as statesmen and soldiers: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House, of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two thirds of each House concurring,) 
That upon the ratification by the Legislatures of two 
thirds of the Statesof the following proposed, article, 
the same shall be declared a part of the Constitution : 

ARTICLE —. 

Section 1, Naturalized citizens are hereby made 
eligible to the offices of President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

The question was put upon suspending the 
rules; and there were—ayes 39, ndes 45. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for theyeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 81, nays 65, not voting 92; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beatty, Beck, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Buckley, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Caldwell, 
Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Cox, Crossland, Dox, Du- 
Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Eldridge, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Finkelnburg, Frye,Garrett,Getz,Goodrich, Hancock, 
Handley, Harper, John T. Harris, Hay, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Leach, 
Lynch, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea, W. 
Parker, Isaac C, Parker, Porter, Potter, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. 
Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
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J. Speer, Starkweather, Ste- | 
¥eng,Stevenson,Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, |) 
Wealden, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of i 
New York, Winchester, and Wood~$1. | 
~ NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, || 
Barry, Beveridge, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, || 

Minton, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Coburn, 


Slater, Sloss, Thoinas 


Dawes, Donnan, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Hale, | 
George E.Harris,Gerry W. Hazleton, John W Hazle- 
ton, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Lewis, Lowe, 
Maynard, McCrary, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Mon- 
roe, Moore, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Peck, Peters, Piatt, Poland, Ritchie, 
Bilis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabar- 
ger, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, | 
Sprague, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 


Wake- |; 
man, Waldron, Walls, Wheeler, Willard, Williams ji 
of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- |; 


son—65. f 
NOT VOTING— Messrs. Ames, Barnum, Bell, |; 
Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, James Brooks, Campbell, |) 
Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Comingo, Connor, Crebs, |i 
Creely, Criteher, Darrall, Davis, DeLarge, Dickey; | 
ł 

| 

| 

{ 

i 

f 


Duell, Eames, Edwards, Elliott, Farwell, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Golladay, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Halsey, Hambleton, Hanks, Harmer, 
Havens, Hawley, Hays, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Kinseila, Lamison, Lamport, 
Lansing, Manson, McGrew, McIntyre, McJunkin, |! 
McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Mitchell, Morey, i! 
Morphis, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F.Perry, Eli Perry, | 
Price, Prindie, Rainey, Robinson, Sawyer, Scofield, | 
Beeley, Shober, Shoemaker, Slocum, Worthington C. |: 
Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Storm, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Taffe, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wasbington Townsend, | 
Tothill, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wallace, Warren, [i 
Washburn, and Young—92. l 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) | 


the rules were not suspended. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. McKER. I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended for the purpose of putting upon its | 
passage a bill to remove the political disabili- | 
ties of certain citizens of Mississippi. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Task the gentleman to 
modify his bill so as to make it include every- 
body. We have worked away at this thing 
jong enough. Let us finish up the business | 
now. The sense of the House is that way. 
There certainly can be no object in keeping on 
peddling out amnesty in this way. 

Mr. McKEE. If the gentleman will permit 
me, Í will tell him that these are men who 
were candidates for office, and most of them 
are Democrats. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then 1 think they are 
probably the worst men we can grantamnesty to. 

Mr. McKEE. I think so, too. [Laughter.] |! 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I wish to see this thing || 
ended, so that there may no longer be any con» ! 
troversy on the subject. 

Mr. McKEE. The House has already passed 
a general bill, and every Republican from | 
Mississippi is in favor of general amnesty, and 
votes for it. But,in thiscase, these men have 
been elected to office, but they cannot take 
office unless their disabilities are removed. | 
For that reason we ask this House to pass this | 
special bill, because we cannot wait for the | 
slow movements of the Senate on a general 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. BECK. 


Is not the purpose of this bill, 
in regard to at least one gentleman named in | 
this bill, Mr. Edmondson, to carry out a bar- | 
gain that if he has his disabilities removeđ he | 
shall not contest the seat of his opponent in | 
the election? f 

Mr. McKEE. Neither of the parties has | 
presented his credentials. As to a bargain | 
about this matter, the only bargain there is in | 
Mississippi is this: that if any gentleman, be | 
he Republican or Democrat, is elected to office, | 
all the Mississippi Republicans will favor a | 
removal of bis disabilities. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I think if the House 
will, by a two-thirds vote, pass a general meas- 
ure of amnesty and send it to the Senate, that 
body cannot refuse to vote for it. 

Mr. McK EE. I will vote for general amnesty 
with the gentleman every time. 

Mr. ELD REBGE. | Let us keep sending such 
a measure to the Senate until they shall paas it. 

Mr. McKEK. As soon as this is passed I 
will vote with the gentleman. 

The question was upon suspending the rales 


! mustered into the service under said proclamation; 
| and whereas the Supreme Court of the United States 
i have decided that the persons who enlisted under 


i reference to the time served by any such 
! and whereas the Second Comptroller of the 


| the action of Congress, and none has been 
| taken. 


| them to report a bill without inquiring into the 


and 
taken, it was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 
ninety-five, noes not counted, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof. : 

Mr. DAWES moved that the House now 
adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


COD AND WHALE FISHERIES. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
House the usual number of copies of the report of 
Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of State, to the House |; 
of Representatives, February, 1791, on the subject į 
of the cod and whale fisheries; also Executive Docu- 
ment No. 23, of the second session of the Thirty- 
Second Congress, on the same subject. 


PAYMENT OF BOUNTIES. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I ask unanimous consent 
to submit for consideration at this time the 
following preamble and resolution : | 

| 


Whereas the President, by his proclamation dated 
May 3, 1861, calted for forty-two thousand and thirty- 
four volunteer troops for the defense of the Union 
nd the enforcement of the laws of the United 
tates; and whereas about one hundred and twenty 
housand troops were accepted by the President and {| 


| 
i 
said proclamation and were honorably discharged | 
from service are entitled to $100 bounty, without j! 
eTSONS ; | 
reasury ; 
has decided that not exceeding forty-two thousand | 
and thirty-four persons are entitled to bounty under 
said proclamation as construed by the Supreme | 
Court: Therefore, es | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs | 
be instructed to report a bill providing for the pay- | 
ment of the bounty promised in said proclamation 
to all persons who were mustered into the military | 
service of the United States under it, and have not | 
already received that bounty. | 
| 


Mr. DAWES. That instructs the commit- 
tee to report the bill without making any | 
inquiry into the fact. Let the gentleman 
make his resolution one of inquiry, and 1 wiil 
not oppose it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I much prefer the per- | 
emptory form, for the reason that this matter | 
bas already been delayed two years, awaiting 


All the claims are suspended until i 
Congress shall take some action. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the whole mat- 
ter is now before the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Ido notthiskit is proper to instruct 


facts. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I will modify my reso- 
lution so that it will read ‘‘be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
bill,” &e. 

The resolution, as modified, was then adopted. 

SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures be instructed to inquire and report | 
whether the intrinsic value of the silver coinage, as 
compared with the gold coinage, is not above that of 
other nations, and greater than is necessary in coins 
designed for subsidiary purposes only, and to be 
retained permanently in the country; also whether 
it would not be proper to exact seignorage from the 
silver coinage equal to the cost of fabrication, dis- 
tribution, and reeoinage at the public expense of | 
coins worn by natural abrasion below the legal || 
standard weight, and whether the requiring of such 
a seignorage would not reduce the standard of the |} 
silver coin to an extent. sufficient to prevent their 
exportation as bullion in the ordinary fluctuation 
of the bullion market, and give the public the advan- 
tage of a metallic currency for purposes of change, 
such coinage to be limited as to the amount of legal 
tender and issue. f 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. ACKER. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of passing the bill which I send 
to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain a motion to saspend the rules, as there is 
now pending a motion toadjourn. The Chair 
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passing the bill (H. R. No. 885:) and being | has been indulging varions requests for anani- 
| 
| 
l 


mous consent. 

Mr. ACKER Ihave been endeavoring for 
some timé to obtain the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman's propo- 
sition is one which will create no discussion, 
the Chair will be very glad to entertain it. 

Mr. COX. I suggest that to-day is the anni- 
versary of General Jackson's victory at New 
Orleans, and we ought to adjourn in honor of 
the occasion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- - 
sylvania [Mr. Acker] asks unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill, the tide of which will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to remove legal and political disabilities, and 
to grant general amnesty. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. ACKER. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn 
takes precedence. 


FRANCIS A. EASTMAN, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce, for reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, a 
bill for the relief of Francis A. Eastman, post- 
master at Chicago, HHinois. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1l object to the reference 
of that bill tothe Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. It isan application for relief, 
and should go to the Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Farnsworra] consent to that ref- 
erence? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The bill 


No, sin 


Mr. RANDALL. 
for relief. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. . Very well; I with- 
draw the bill for the present. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the ellowtog resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 


Itis nothing but a claim 


| be authorized to investigate and report in writing at 


any time to the House the condition and the man- 
agement, by Government officials and other persons, 
of Indian affairs with the Choetaws, Chickasaws, 
Cherokees, and other tribes, nations, bands, or in- 
dividual Indians, touching the subject of annuities, 
pensions, bounties, bounty lands, and the moneys 
paid under treaties and laws of Congress, and that 
the committees have power to send for persons and 
papers, and to take testimony to enable it to make 
such investigation and report. 


ISAAC V. D. REEVE, 


Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 886) for the relief 
of Isaac V. D. Reeve, of the United States 
Army; which was reada first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

EXECUTION OF STUDENTS IN CUBA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a 
message from the President of the United 
States: which, with the accompanying letter 
of the Secretary of State, was read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Rep- 
reeentatives of the 6th instant, requesting informa- 
tion in regard to certain measures with reference to 
the Spanish West Indies, L transmit reports from 
the Secretary of State and of the Navy, with the 
documents by which they are accompunied. 


U. 3, GRANT. 
Exxcttive Mansion, December 2), 1871, å 


To the President : 


The Secretary of State, to whom hasbeen referred 
that part of the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Gih instant which requests informa- 
tion relating to the execution of medical students 
and the failure of the Spanish Government to carry 
outin its West India colonies the reforms volun~ 
tarily promised by the statesmen of Spain. bas the 
honor to Jay before the President the papers specified 
in the subjoined list. 

Respectfully aubmitted, 


HAMILTON FISH. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasnixeton, December 2, 1871. 


1872. 


The message, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted to Mr. ELLIOTT 
for ten days; to Mr. Fosrer, of Ohio, for two 
days; to Mr. Biesy for ten days; to Mr. Mor- 
puis for one week; and to Mr. Price until 
Wednesday next. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting to the 
House an account of the receipts and expend- 
itures of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


EMPLOYÉS OF THE CLERK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid. before the House a communication from 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting a list of clerks and other per- 
sons employed in his office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF NINTH CENSUS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior in relation to the 
disbursing agent of the appropriations made 
for the ninth census; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. $ 


UNITED STATES NOTES DESTROYED BY FIRE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting two peti- 
tions received at his Department, praying for 
relief in consequence of the loss of certain 
United States notes destroyed by the fire in 
Chicago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that be referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

he motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL LOANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting the draft 
of a paragraph in relation to the expenses 
of national loans; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

APACHE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, asking for the 
appropriation of $125,000, for subsisting the 
Apache Indians of Arizona and New Mexico 
during the remainder of the present fiscal 
year; which was referred to the Committee on 
‘Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with the act 
of March 8, 1871, inrelation to appropriations 
for certain public works on harbors or rivers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCIES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmilting esti- 
mates of deficiencies in appropriations re- 
quired to complete the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1872, and of prior years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

The question was then put on the motion to 
adjourn, and it was agreed to. i 

The SPEAKER. Before declaring the 
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House adjourned, the Chair desires to say 
that he has allowed some irregularity of pro- 
ceeding, this being Monday, in order to keep 
the remainder of the week free from every- 
thing but that which is regularly in order; 
and he now gives notice that, with the assist- 
ance of the House, he will, on every other day 
of the week than Monday, resist every infrac- 
tion of the regular order of business. 

The House then (at two o’clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were présented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BARRY: The petition of Mary E. 
Sacia, asking confirmation of title to certain 
lands therein named. 

By Mr. BECK: The petition and memorial 
of F. Montmollin, sr., and others, of Lexing- 
ton, Kentucky, praying for indemnity from the 
Government on account of spoliations on their 
property by the French Government. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of William A. Burke and 39 others, 
citizens of Lowell, Massachusetts, for a prompt 
repeal of the tax on savings banks. 

y Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Obed Brooks and 9 others, trustees of the 
Harwich Savings Bank, at Harwich, Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the repeal of the tax on 
savings banks. 

By. Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of citi- 
zens for the removal of the jail frou Judiciary 
Square, and for other relief. 

Also, a petition of many citizens to open E 
street through Judiciary Square. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of T. B. 
Fitch, E. W. Leavenworth, A. A. Howlett, 
and others, citizens of Syracuse, New York, 
praying that the tax on deposits of savings 
banks be abolished. 

Also, the petition of Elias W. Benson, E. 
C. Sprague, and 200 others, citizens of Erie 
county, New York, praying Congress to give 
pensions to such soldiers of the war of 1812 
as served less than sixty days. 

Also, the petition of D. O. Salmon, Parker 
& Herrick, H. W. Wooster & Co., and others, 
manufacturers and dealers in tobacco, of 
Syracuse, New York, praying Congress to 
establish a uniform rate of tax on all descrip- 
tions of manufactured tobacco entering the 
market for consumption at the rate of sixteen 
cents per pound. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of C. C. Wer- 
tenbaker and 58 others, praying for a uniform 
rate of tax onall descriptions of manufactured 
tobacco at the rate of sixteen cents per pound. 

By Mr. FARNSWORTH: The petition of 
Warren Raymond, of Rockton, Hlinois, for 
increase of pension. 

Also, the memorial of Benjamin Poge, of 
Sycamore, De Kalb county, Hlinois, upon the 
subject of the French indemnity claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The petition 
of Joseph Hine and others, asking Congress 
to stop the manufacture and sale of stamped 
envelopes at less than cost by Government. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of John A. 
Crozier, of Madison, Indiana, for a pension. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Smith 
& Russell, Cameron & Hughes, Luciene G. 
Matthews, Gidon, Kelso & Johnson, John 
R. Nunemacher, and 20 others, printers and 
manufacturers of paper and envelopes, citi- 
zens of Indiana and Kentucky, praying for the 
reform of the Post Office Department in the 
matter of making envelopes for general use, 
of putting on them private and business cards, 
and of abusing the mails to transmit them 
throughout the country, and in other respects. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of J oseph 
Boyer, dealer in tobacco, and 56 others, cit- 
izens of Poughkeepsie, New York, praying for 
uniform tax of sixteen cents per pound on all 
descriptions of manufactured tobacco. 


By Mr. KING: A concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Missouri, ask- 
ing Congress to make appropriations for the 
survey and improvement of the navigation of 
the Gasconade river, 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of Milo R. 
Harris and 193 others, soldiers of the Uni- 
ted States Army in the late war, for an act of 
Congress securing bounty to all soldiers at the 
rate.of $883 per month for the time actually 
served, 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of Benjamin 
Kingsbury, jr., and others, citizens of Port- 
land, asking repeal of tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. MERRITT: The memorial of 


| Ridgley Greathouse, Ralph Bledsoe, J. S. 


Reynolds, L. J. Cartee, Milton Kelly, and 
300 others, citizens of Idaho Territory, pray- 
ing Congress to grant land to aid in the con- 
struction of the Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake 
Railroad Company. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of D. R. 
Hoagland, John M. Robinson, and 91 other 
soldiers, sailors, marines, and others, citizens 
of Holmes county, Ohio, asking Congress to 
grant land warrants and bounty to soldiers, 
sailors, and marines. 

Also, the petition of William Crage and 266 
others, citizens of Oberlin, Lorain county, Ohio, 
asking Congress to pass the bill supplement- 
ary to the civil rights bill. 

By Mr. MOORE: A petition asking relief 
for Mrs. Lucilla Balleu. 

Also, a petition for the relief of Joseph 
McCullom. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of George 
T. Irvine and 26 others, soldiers, asking for 
equalization of bounties. 

Also, the petition of Ellen M. Cummings, 
asking for a pension. 

Also, the petition of John A, Adams and 
Mary Ann Lyons, asking relief in consequence 
of French spoliations. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND; The memorial of 
R. G. Dill and others, printers and stationers 
of New Castle, Pennsylvania, protestingagainst 
the manufacture and sale of envelopes by the 
Government. 

By Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri: The 
petition of Blasius Redinger, for pension. 

By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of S. 
Hamill & Co., S. Pollock & Co., William 
Tackoberry & Co., Collier, Robertson & Co., 
R. F. Bower & Co., Kellogg, Berge & Co., and 
others, merchants and business men of Keokuk, 
Iowa, praying a modification of the existing 
tariff duties on imported sugar. 

By Mr. McHENRY : A memorial of dealers 
in spirituous liquors in the city of Owensbor- 
ough, Kentucky, praying for a modification of 
the taxes on distilled spirits. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of John 
H. Ò’ Neall, of Daviess county, Indiana, praying 
for certain amendmentsto the first and second 
sections of the bankrupt act. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of Calvin 
Bronson, of Toledo, Obio, for refunding the 
tax illegally collected on tobacco. 

Also, the petition of Miller, Lock & Co., T. 
J. Brown, Bailey & Eager, and 14 others, 
printers, booksellers, and stationers in the 
city of Toledo, against the manufacture and 
sale of stamped envelopes by the Government. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Nathan 
H Cogbill and others, citizens of Chesterfield 
county, Virginia, praying that the tax on all 
descriptions of manufactured tobacco enter- 
ing the market for consumption be reduced to 
sixteen cents per pound. 

Also, the petition of Fleming W. Jackson, 
R. H. Wilkenson, J. G. Moore, and James 
Turner, citizens of Richmond, Virginia, remon- 
strating against the abolition of the bonded 
warehouse system. 

Also, the petitions of T. © Jones & Co. and 
others; of Winne & Talbot and others; of T. 
W. Pemberton and others; of Lawrence Lot- 
tier and others; of Thornton Johnson and 
others; and of William Hasby and others, 
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all citizens of Richmond, Virginia, prayin | 
that the tax on all descriptions of manufactured | 
tobacco entering the market for consumption | 
be reduced to sixteen cents per pound. | 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition ofthe West- | 
chester Savings Bank and others, for the abo- | 
lition of the tax imposed upon institutions for | 


savings. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Rosa 
Urblin, guardian of a minor child of Frederick 
Wollaner, late a private in company A, one 
hundred and ninety-eighth regiment Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers. $ 

By Mr. SLATER: The memorial of J. M. 
Swit, M. B. McCrearey, A. H. Brown, Joseph 
Shinn, J. W. Vertue, and 300 others, citizens 
of Baker City and county, in the State of Ore- | 
gon, praying for a grant of land to the Port- 
land, Dalles, and Sait Lake Railroad Company, | 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Portland, Oregon, to the Union Pacific rail- 
road, near Salt Lake. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The memorial of Abi- 
gail Stukey, of Monroe county, Ohio, praying | 
for an allowance of bounty and a pension as | 
foster mother of Asbury Davis, a soldier in 
the war of the rebellion, killed in the line of | 
his duty. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of the 
Plimpton Envelope and Paper Company and 
others, envelope manufacturers, printers, and 
stationers, of Hartford, Connecticut, for the 
abolition of the sale by Government of stamped | 
envelopes. 

Also, the petition of Emiline J. Langdon, | 
of Berlin, Connecticut, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of the 
Society for Savings, of the State Savings Bank, 
and of the Dime Savings Bank, all of Hart- 
ford, Connecticut, praying for the repeal of | 
the tax on savings institutions. 

Also, the petition of the Suffield Savings | 
Bank, and of several citizens of Suffield, Con- 
necticut, praying for the repeal of said tax. 

By Mr. WADDELL: A petition from to- | 
bacco manufacturers and others, for uniform 
tax of sixteen cents per pound on manufactured | 
tobacco entering the market for consumption. | 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of Wil- 
liam H. Corbet, for compensation for services | 
rendered the Government in the war of 1812. 

Also, the petition of Calista E. Cox, for the | 
extension of the patent on horse hay-rakes i 
granted to Harvey W. Sabin, December 3, | 
1850. | 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of John F. 
Neville, late lieutenant and quartermaster in 
the seventeenth and fortieth Missouri regi 
ments, 

Also, the petition of Charles F. Meyer & Co., 
John C. Tiemeyer, B. S. Grant, and others, 
manufacturers, dealers, and growers of tobacco, 
of St. Louis, asking fora reduction of the tax on | 
tobacco, | 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of || 
R. Cromelien, with acccompanying papers, | 
praying that a fine of $175, improperly as- | 
sessed upon and paid by him, may be refunded. | 

NOTICES OF BILLS. | 

The following were presented under the} 
rules, and referred to the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads: ; 

_ By Mr. FINKELNBURG: A bill to estab- | 
lish a post road from Linn to Cooper Hill, | 
Missouri. i ! 

Also, a bill to establish a post road from | 

Dixon to Manton, Missouri, 4 
_ By Mr. KERR: A bill to establish an addi- j 
tional post route in the State of Indiana. q 

Also, a bill to establish an 
route in Jackson county, Indiana. i 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: A bill to establish | 
& post route from New Galilee to Cannelton, || 
Beaver county, Pennsylvania. iji 

By Mr. SLATER: A bill to establish apost | 
road from the town of Union to Eagle Creek, | 
ia Union county Oregon. | 


i 


additional post |! 


; Jane D. Mumford, of Massachusetts, praying | 


|| the passage of the supplementary civil rights 


i| from Georgia, which is found to be some fifty 


|| fly sheets of cap paper pasted together, and 


| 
IN SENATE. | 
Turspay, January 9, 1872. i 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D. D : 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

Hon. Wiiu1am Sprague, from the State of 
Rhode Island, appeared in his seat to-day. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 

ate a letter of the Secretary of War, transmit- 


ting papers relative to and recommending the | 
construction of a Government line of telegraph ; 


i from San Diego, California, via Yuma and ; 
| Maricopa Wells, to Prescott and Tucson, Ari- | 


|| zona; which was referred to the Committee on ! company C, sixty-fourth New York volun- 


Í 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair also | 
lays before the Senate a letter of the Secre- i 
tary of War, transmitting the report of the | 
commission to examine and report upon the i 
Sutro tunnel, in Nevada; which will be referred į 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and | 
ordered to be printed. 

The Chair also presents maps accompany- i 
ing the report, which, under the usage of the | 
Senate, will be referred to the Committee on | 
Printing, to determine as to the propriety of | 
printing them. 

DISTRICT LAWS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a letter 
from the secretary of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting four copies of the laws passed by 
the Legislative Assembly of the District at the | 
session prior to the present one; which was į 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWNLOW presented the petition 
of Fannie M. Jackson, widow, executrix, and 
sole legatee of John A. Jackson, deceased, 
praying compensation for cotton seized and 
taken by the agents of the United States on 
the 24th day of August, 1865: which was 
referred to the Cominitteé on Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 


that a pension be granted her for the service 
of her son, Captain Dudley C. Mumford, who 
was killed in battle at Prospect Hill, Virginia, 
May 31, 1864; which was referred to the Com. | 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of nineteen 
hundred and twenty citizens of Washington, 
District of Columbia, praying for the passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented another petition, signed 
by one hundred and twenty-one citizens of 
Washington, praying for the passage of the | 
supplementary civil rights bill; which was | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of two thousand 
citizens of Baltimore, Maryland, praying for ! 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 

He also presented a petition of two hundred 
citizens of Augusta, Georgia, praying for the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present another petition 


feet long, containing the signatures of some 
of the most noted men of that State, on about 


containing some two thousand names. The 
names on each sheet—I mention this pecu- 
liarity because the petition has presented to 
my mind a question with regard to its presenta- 
tion—are, as a rule, in one handwriting, which 
is explained in this postscript, signed by one 
of the best-known colored men of Georgia: 
“Take notice, the above names were written down 
by secretaries as penons came to the seyeral places 
designated, and though thenames are mainly written 
by a few pensmen, each person ordered their name 
written themselves, and hundreds more could have 
been taken bad the necessary opportunity been | 
given.” 


| William P. Tomlinson and A. R, 


January 9, 


| This is signed “ H. M. Turner, member of 
the Georgia Legislature.’’ 

It will appear, therefore, that this petition 
| with some two thousand names attached hag 
| a large number of names signed by different 
persons. It is therefore within the narrowest 
| sense of the term a petition of several eTSOLS, 
| even though the names that are copied are not 
iin the handwriting of the persons that bear 
| them, and may not be recognized as properly 
| before the Senate. I presume, however, that 
| there will be no question with regard to the 
| petition. 1 move that it lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be 
received and lie on the table. 
; Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
| Jefferson W. Davis, late first lieutenant of 
teers, praying the pay and emoluments of 
first lieutenant from June 23, 1864, to May 
10, 1865 ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of American 
lace and hair net manufacturers, citizens of 


i| New York, praying an increase of the duty 


on silk hair nets; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Patrick 
Robbins, praying to be allowed a pension from 
the day of his discharge ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution of the board 
of supervisors, of Monroe county, New York, 
asking an appropriation for the erection of 
suitable buildings at Rochester, New York, for 
the accommodation of the United States courts 
and Government offices at that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON. I present a memorial signed 
by J. Ingersoll Bowditch and several eminent 
citizens of Boston, New York, and Philadel- 
phia, in favor of making an appropriation for 
the family of Dr. William T. G. Morton, of 
Boston, for the discovery of ether. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. [also present a memorial 
in behalf of the American Temperance Com- 
mission. signed by Aaron M. Powell, president, 
Powell, sec- 
retaries, asking for a national prohibitory law. 
I move its reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
Aaron W. Powell, William P. Tomlinson, and 
A. R. Poweil, officers of the American Tem- 
perance Commission of New York, praying 
for an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which shail be submitted to the 
several States for ratification, providing that 
no candidate shall hereafter be eligible to any 
Federal office who is addicted to the use of 
intoxicating liquors as a beverage, and that 
drunkenness in any incumbent of such office 
shall be deemed at any time sufficient cause for 
immediate impeachmentand deposition ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented the petition of George 
Pearey, of Newburyport, in thecounty of Essex, 
Massachusetts, representing that he was a wag- 
oner in company Bof the thirty-fifth regiment 
of Massachusetts volunteers in the late war, 
and while in the line of duty at Falmouth, Vir- 
ginia, he received a double rupture by the 
kicking of a mule, and that he has thereby 
been disabled, and therefore praying the enact- 
ment of a special act granting him a foll pev- 
sion from the date of hig discharge; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SPENCER. I present the petition of 

L. Jones, president of the ee of swamp 
and overflowed land agents of Alabama, and 
Henry St. Paul, secretary of the board, who 
ask Congress to pass an enabling act, amend- 
atory or supplemental to the act approved 
March 12, 1860, authorizing the State of Ala- 
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bama through its duly constituted authorities 
to proceed with the farther selection of the 
swamp and overflowed lands, which, by the 
act of September 28, 1850, were donated to 
said State; and further, to authorize the said 
State to claim from the United States, under 
the forms already provided by law, the refund- 
ing of the proceeds of all of said lands which 
may have þeen sold since the date last men- 
tioned, as well as the right to locate as much 
of the same lands as may have, since the 
same time, been entered under military and 
other warrants. I move that this petition be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 
Walker, Evans & Cogswell, and others, sta- 
tioners and printers of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, praying for the modification of the laws 
in reference to the sale of stamped envelopes 
by the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of J. 
G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burn- 
ham, trustees of the Walnut Grove Gold Min- 
ing Company, of Arizona, praying remunera- 
tion for property destroyed by Indian depreda- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of late sol- 
diers of the Army of the United States, for 
the passage of a law amending the twenty-fifth 
section of the act of Congress approved July 
15, 1870, so as to permit the soldiers mentioned 
in that section to enter the amount of land 
therein allowed without the requirements of 
settlement and cultivation, and receivea patent 
therefor unconditionally; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
Martin V. Jackson, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hold in my hand a com- 
munication of W. T. Rambusch, a Scandinavian 
scholar, who informs me that he has translated 
the report of tlie Commissioner of Statistics into 
the Norwegian language, and he states, what 
we all know, that a large amount of our immi- 

ration is from the Scandinavian States, and 

e thinks that the dissemination of this docu- 
ment in the Norwegian language would be use- 
ful among that class of people, and he tenders 
the use of his translation to the Government 
free of charge. I move the reference of this 
communication, which isin the nature of a peti- 
tion, to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I present the 
petition of F. Montmollin, sen., heir of Mont- 
mollin & Nottnugel, of Lexington, Kentucky, 
praying satisfaction for spoliations committed 
by tbe French on our commerce before the 
year 1801. I ask that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
T trust the bill on that subject will pass. I 
will make one remark in support of these 
claims. They originated about seventy years 
since; they have been pressed at every session 
of Congress, and been vetoed by Presidents of 
the United States; and a bill for the same pur- 
pose has repeatedly alternately been passed 
hy the two Housesof Congress. This claim, 
in consequence of its antiquity, instead of 
being weakened, in my judgment, is greatly 
strengthened. There is no duty of a Govern- 
ment more imperative or of a more sacred 
character than that it should act justly toward 
its citizens. s, 
country has been guilty of the most flagitious 
injustice to these claimants for about seventy 
years, and I think it is time fòr this reproach 
to be removed from try : 
sage of a bill to create a commission to adjust 
these long-standing claims, and I hope such a 
bill will soon pass. ‘ 

The petition was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. i , 

Mr. LOGAN presented papers in relation 


In postponing these claims our | 


the country by the pas- | 


to the claim of John B. Tucker-for a pension; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of Lizzie 
Gilmer, postmistress at Pittsfield, Illinois, 
praying relief for the loss of postage stamps 
through burglary; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Louisiana, praying the reéstablishment 
of the United States district court for the north- 
ern district of that State ; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That Z. B, Robbins, formerly register of 
wills of the District of Columbia, have leave to with- 
draw, his petition and papers from the files of the 

enate. 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, it was 


Ordered, That Ann Gleason have leave to with- 
draw her petition and papers from the files of the 
enate. 


On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Sebastian 
Reichert be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 
ae referred to the Committee on Private Lan 

aims. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of James 
Cummings be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
ate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MATTERS IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I am instructed by the joint 
Committee upon the Condition of the late 
Insurrectionary States to make a special 
report which involves a question of privilege. 
I ask to have the report itself, which is brief, 
without the accompanying testimony, read; 
and after the report is read I will ask consent 
to make a brief statement relating to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania, from the joint Commit- 
tee on the late Insurrectionary States submits 
a report, which he states involves a question 
of privilege, and desires that it be read with- 
out the accompanying testimony. The report 
will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


At a meeting of the joint select Committee to In- 

uire into the Condition of the late Insurrectionary 

tates, so far as regards the execution of the laws and 
the safety of the lives and property of the citizens of 
the United States, convened at their room in the 
Capitol, on the 22d of September, 1871, Messrs. Scorr, 
Poot, and BLAIR were appointed a.sub-committee to 
examine the witnesses then in attendance, which 
sub-committee organized on the 23d of September, 
1871, and examined Edward Wheeler, of Arkansas. 
On the 25th of September, 1871, said sub-committee 
examined William G. Whipple, of Arkansas. 

The testimony of these witnesses tends to impeach 
the official character and conduct of a member of 
the United States Senate from the State of Arkansas, 
and also to affect the right of amember of the House 
of Representatives from that State to retain his seat 
in the House. Other evidence of the same character 
was offered, and ono of the gontlemen affected by this 
testimony claimed the right to bring witnesses before 
the committee to contradict or explain the same. 
The committee, however, upon consideration, de- 
cided that the subject-matter to which, said testi- 
mony related did net come within the limits of the 
investigation they were directed. to make, and there- 
fore declined to prosecute the inquiry any further, 
discharging a witness who had been subpenaed, and 
was then awaiting an examination. x 

The joint select committee, pursuing what they 
deemed to be the proper parliamentary course at a 
meeting on December 21, 1871, adopted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

* Resolved, That the committee report the testi- 
mony taken before the committee, affecting Senator 
CLayroy and Mr. Enwarps, a Representative from 
Arkansas, to the Senate and louse of Representa- 
tives, with a recommendation that each House take 
such action as it may deem proper,” = 

Agreeably to this resolution of said joint select 
committee, the undersigned, the chairman on the 

art of the Senate and the chairman on the part ofthe 
Fouse of Representatives, beg leave to submit the 
testimony hereto annexed of Edward Wheeler and 
W. G. Whipple, both of the State of Arkansas, said 
Wheeler and Whipple having been the only wit- 
nesses from that State who were examined by the 
committee, to the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives respectively, for such action as each House 


may deem advisable. : 
JOHN SCOTT, 
Chairman on the part of the Senate. - 
LUKE P. POLAND, 


Chairman on part of House of Representatives. 


Mr. SCOTT. ‘The testimony directed to be 


reported covers over thirty pages, and the Sen- 
ate would not listen to that at this time; but it 
is due to the Senator from Arkansas who sits 
farthest from me, [Mr. Chayron,] and who is 
implicated by this report, that I should make’ 
a very brief statement of the reasons that have 
induced the committee to make the report. 

The witnesses who were called were called 
primarily with reference to some judicial pro- 
ceedings that were then pending in the State 
of Arkansas. Their testimony revealed the fact 
that indictments were pending in that State 
against Senator CLAYTON which were not yet 
tried. Since the time these witnesses were 
examined before the committee, the indict- 
ments have been dismissed in that court, not 
upon a trial, but upon a demurrer to the indict- 
ments, the court holding thatthe offeuse charged 
against Governor CLAYTON was not one pro- 
vided for by the act of 1870, he not being within 
the meaning of that act of Congress an officer 
of the election in the State of Arkansas. Other 
incidental testimony was elicited ; but the point 
which struck the committee as requiring them 
to take the course which they did presented 
briefly is this: it is charged that Senator CLAY- 
ton, as Governor of Arkansas, made a bargain 
with the Democratsin that Legislature that he 
would disregard the returns of the election 
upon file with reference to the candidates for 
Congress, Mr. EDWARDS and Judge Boles— 
the number of the district I do not remem- 
ber—and issue a certificate in favor of Mr. 
Epwarps, the returns showing Mr. Boles to be 
elected, in consideration of the support of the 
Democratic portion of that Legislature for the 
office of United States Senator. 

The one branch of the inquiry revealing the 
fact that judicial proeeedings were pending 
which were not yet determined, we did not con- 
ceive that it was our duty to follow that investi- 
gation as to the execution of the law, because 
the result of the trial itself would show how 
the law was executed in that particular case. 
The other branch of the inquiry implicated a 
member of the Senate and also a member of 
the House of Representatives. No disturb- 
ances of the kind that this committee was 
originally empowered to investigate, were al- 
leged to have occurred in Arkansas for more 
than two years, and therefore the only ques- 
tions that were brought before the committee 
were these questions implicating a member of 
the Senate and a member of the House, and 
upon an examination of the parliamentary law 
in such cases weconcluded that it was our duty 
to abandon the further investigation of those 
questions, we not being empowered even to 
make a report involving an opinion upon those 
questions, but that it was due to the Senator 
implicated as well as to the member of the 
House that they should he entitled to an in- 
vestigation if they demanded it. I have, ac- 
cordingly, as chairman of the committee, given 
notice to the Senator from Arkansas impli- 
cated of the nature of this report, and that 
the report would be made, so that he might havé 
the opportunity when it came into the Senate 
of demanding such action as he deems proper. 

The committee considered that it was due 
to the dignity of the Senate, as well as due to 
the member of the Senate, that these charges 
should be investigated. If true, they invoive 
the question of whether the member guilty of 
them deserves to remain among us; if untrue, 
it is due to him that such an investigation 
should be had as will clear his skirts of the 
charges. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Isuppose, under the rules, 
this report will go over for one day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will, unless 
by unanimous consent it is considered on this 


day. 

Mr. CLAYTON. As I am the Senator im- 
plicated in this testimony, and as I do not 
desire to lie under imputations one day longer 
than can possibly be avoided, I ask of the 
Senate unanimous consent to proceed to the 
present consideration of the report. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Arkansas asks unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration at the 
present time of the report made by the joint 
committee. Is there objection? The. Chair 
hears none, and thereportis before the Senate, 
and the Senator from Arkansas is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CLAYTON addressed the Senate. Hav- 
ing spoken until one o'clock, 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, andthe unfinished business 
pending at the adjournment yesterday, being | 
the amnesty bill, is now before the Senate, the 
pending question being on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumyer.] 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about to make a sug- 
gestion in regard to the order of the day. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let the Senator from 
Arkansas finish his speech, 

Mr. SUMNER. I propose to do that. I 
have conferred with the Senator from Illinois, 
(Mr. TRUMBULL, ] and also with the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawygr,] both of 
whom are interested in the amnesty bill. There 
are others who are interested also in the pend- 
ing amendment. This is not a full Senate, 
and I would therefore move that the amnesty 
bill, with the pending amend ment, be postponed 
until Monday next at one o’clock, and be made 
the special order for that day. That will leave 
the Senator from Arkansas on the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom 
Massachusetts moves thatthe pending bill, being 
the bill relieving from legal and political dis- 
abilities, with the amendment. offered by him- 
self, be postponed until Monday next at one 
o'clock, and made the special order for that 
time. Of course it will be subject to the 
unfinished business pending at the close this 
week. Is there objection? The Chair bears 
none, and itissoordered. Ifthere be no objec 
tion the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will be ordered to be printed, as it is 
not now in print in the precise terms in which 
he desires to present it. 

No objection being made, the Senate will now 
resume the question of privilege, upou which the 
Senator from Arkansas is entitled to the flour. 

MATTERS IN ARKANSAS 

Mr. CLAYTON resumed the floor and con- 
cluded his remarks, his entire speech being as 
follows: 

Mr. President, it is with great reluctance 
that I feel called upon to crave the indulgence 
of the Senate while [ review, as briefly as pos- 
sible, a portion of the testimony upon which | 
this report is based, 

Upon the subject-matter of the report itself 
Ihave nothing to say, except that it was my 
desire, and I so expressed myself 1o ihe com- 
mittee, that after having commenced an invest- | 
igation into the affairs of Arkansas it should 
be continued until the whole field was thor- 
oughly explored. | 

The bonorable committee, however, after | 
having heard the ex parte testimony of two 
witnesses summoned at the instance of the | 
honorable Senator from Missouri, who is a 
member of that committee, [| Mr. BLAIR, ] saw | 
proper to stop all further investigations, and | 
report to this henorable Senate for its action 

I am impressed with the belief that the 
course of the committee in this respect is not | 
only in strict accordance with parliamentary | 
usage, but is compatible with that rule of | 
courtesy which is extended to every member 
of this body whose character may be assailed | 
in the course of an inquiry instituted tor an- 
other and different purpose. il 

Mr. President, the two witnesses to whom I | 
have alluded, and who are the authors of this | 
testimony, now before the Seuate, are Edward 
Wheeler and William G. Whipple. he firs 
named was foreman of the late United States 
grand jury for the eastern district of Arkan- : 


i 
j 
H 
t 


sas; which jury, if the testimony of Whipple. 


is to be believed, the honorable judge. of the 
United States court was constrained to pro- 
nounce a ‘‘ political machine.” By this jury 
I bad the honor of being indicted; for wheu 
political adversaries, failing in every other way 
to overcome the object of their envy and mal- 
ice, undertake to prostitute one of the courts 
of the country for the purpose of persecuting, 
and not prosecuting their rival; when the 
cloud thus temporarily cast over that indiyid- 
ual sbail vanish, as vanish it surely will, not 
ouly will the blackness of their nefarious de- 
signs be exposed to the public gaze, but the 
man thus harassed and vilified will receive 
some additional consideration. ° 

The other witness is the person who was 
lately suspended by the. President from the 
office of United States district attorney, and 
constituted. a prominént part of this ‘* polit- 
ical machine,’’ a-kind.of automaton who moved 
the pieces upon the judicial chess-board at 
the will of a certain invisible gentleman who 
pulled the wires. 

If any one will take the trouble to read the 
testimony of these witnesses, he will soon dis- 
cover, from the animus prevailing throughout, 
that it is not of that impartial and unbiased 
character upon which a person in publie posi- 
tion would be willing to rest his case. And I 
am quite sure, if the Senate will do me the 
justice I think myseif entitled to, this case will 
not rest here. 

Upon analyzing this testimony it will be 
found to bear mainly upon three particular 
subjects of inquiry: first, the execution of 
the laws in the State of Arkansas during my 
administration as Governor; second, the action 
of the honorable judge of the United States 
district court for the eastern district of Arkan- 
sas in dismissing the grand jury, and in writing 
a letter to me withdrawing certain assurances 
which he had previously given; third, the 
action of his Excellency, the President, in 
suspending from office William G. Whipple 
(one of the witnesses) aad Robert F. Catter- 
son, who was also summoned before the com- 
mittee, but did not testify. 

So far as my acis as Governor of the State 
of Arkansas are concerned, I have this to 
sey: that they have always been open and 
above-board, subject to the scrutiny of the 
people of the State, and the investigation of 
their properly constituted tribunals. 
never shrunk from that scrutiny, nor have 
i avoided any investigation; neither do I 
now. The people of Arkansas, to whom I was 
alone responsible as Governor, have twice 
through their representatives given their un- 
qualiged approval of my official course by 


electing me to the highest position within theic | 


gift, each time by a very large and flattering 
majority, and the last time upon the very heels 
of an investigation in the shape of an impeach- 
meni, whereby an opportunity was afforded my 
political enemies to make good their charges. 
To show how utterly they failed to substan- 
tlate their charges, I send to the Cierk’s desk 
a capy of the report of the board of managers 
appointed to prepare and prosecute the articles 
of impeachment, and ask that it be read. 

‘The Chief Cierk read as follows from pages 
587 to 540 of the journal of the house of rep- 
resentatives of Arkansas, session of 1871: 


“ Mr. Nua, by unanimous consent, submitted the | 


following report of the managers appointed to pre- 
pare and prosecute articles of impeachment against 
Powell Clayton, ihe Governor of the State; which 
was read. namely: i aver 5 
“ Mr. Speaker: The committee appointed by this 


honorable house as a board to prepare particular i 
articles of impeachment against his Excellency, |! 


Powell Clayton, Governor of the State of Arkansas, 
avd to exhibit and make good the same, did. in obe- 


dience to the order of this house, immediately pro- | 


ceed to the bar of the senate, and did there give 
notice that they would, io duc time, exbibit pee 
ular articles of impeachment against suid Pywell 
Clayton, Governor of the State RSA l 
the committee have made every effort within thei 
power to obtain information to'enabie them to pr 
pare such articles of impeachment for the consider 
tion of this house. 


“Phe committee addressed to the honorable beard | 


I have ; 


of Arkansas; and i 


| 


of managers heretofore appointed by this house in 


honorable chairman of said board the day it bears 
date, a copy of which letter is hereto 6 
spectfully requesting said board of managers to fure: 
nish this committee with the testimony, the. names 
of all witnesses on behalf of the State, in’ the case. 
of impeachment ‘against his Excellency, Powell 
Clayton, together with the residences of said: wits 
nesses, and the committee have not.as yet received 
the desired information. : 3 

“The committee, aza board of managers, have used 
their utmost diligence to learn such facts as the com - 
mittee are of opinion must.be learned in order to 
exhibit particular articles of impeachment against 
his Excellency the Governor, with a dignity becom= 
ing this honorable house, and have carefully sought 
information of parties who the committee had reason 
to believe were in possession of or conversant with 
the facts and evidence necessary to conduct the trial 
of his impeachment successfully, and have failed in 
their effort. 

“ The committee have also examined with eare the 
records of the office of the honorable, the secretary 
of State, which have a bearing on the issuing of State 
bonds to the Mississippi, Quachita, and Red River 
Railroad Company, in connection with the acts of 
the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, 
with reference to issuing State bonds to railroads, 
and are of the opinion that there is not sufficient evi- 
donce to convict his Excellency of misdemeanor in 
ofice, : 
“The committee having made these unsuccessful 
efforts to procure the necessary evidence or informa-. 
tion, have to report that they have failed to obtain 
any facts as data that would warrant them in at- 
tempting to prepare particular articles of impeach- 
ment against his Excellency, Governor Powell 

layton. : : 

“When these grave questions were presented to 
this house, some fifteen days ago, this house was as- 
sured that there was ample testimony at hand to sus- 
tain the charges therein set forth, which could be 
obtained at any time, and would be furnished on 
application, with a full and complete statement of. 
facts that could be proven on trial, which would 
have enabled the committee to prepare particular 
articles of impeachment upon such statements. 

“The committee are now informed by some that 
there is certain evidence in the city of New York 
and other places, that willsus‘ain thecharges. From 
others by whom we were informed of the abundance 
; and sufliciency of proof at hand, the committee can 
get no information whatever. And such informa- 
tion asthe committee have been able to obtain is, 


j| to sustain the charges against the Governor,and too 
frivolous to attempt a further prosecution of, this 
case, 
‘And believing as we did, when we voted to im- 
each Governor Clayton, that it is not only the right. - 
ut the sworn duty of a representative of the people 
to protect their rights by a thorough investigation 
of the official acts of their servants, however high 
the position they occupy, we here take occasion to: - 
say with the lights then before us, we would do so 
again. y 
ij _ © Thecommittee entered upon the-dischargeof the 
|| duties imposed upon them with a full determina- 
tion that, to the best of their ability, they would 
vindicate the rights of the people; but while they 
are ready and willing to vindicate the peaple’s 
rights, they are unwilling to prosecute this case 
| further, when they have no grounds to believe that 
| they can, from any proof within the knowledge or, 
| reach of the committee, prosecute this case to a sud- 
: cessful termination. 
“In view of the facts above stated, and the further 
i; fact the people demand at our hands such relief as 
we are able to give by legislation, the committee. 
would respectfuliy recommend the adoption of the 
following resolation: a : 
“Resolved, That further proceeding in the impeach- 
ment of Powell Clayton be dispensed with, and that 
l: the action of this house heretofore taken, be set 
j; aside and canceled; that the senate be informed of 
i the action of thishousein the premises, by the clérk 
of the house, and that the commitiee as the beard 
i of managers be discharged. 
i Cc. B. NEAL, 


| CHARLES MINOR, 
i 
| 
| 
H 


JOSEPH A. MEEK.” 


Mr. CLAYTON. This report. Mr. President, 
| was adopted by a vote of 49 to 18, aud a few’ 
, days afterward i waselecied by the same house 
| to the position which 1 now occupy by a hand- 
| some majority over all competitors, and not 
| by Democratic. votes either, notwithstanding 
i, Mr. Whipple testifies that I gave the certificate 
| of election to’ General Epwarps in order ‘to 
| secure the Democratic vote. Amongthe whole 
| 
| 
H 
i 
| 


number voting for me in both houses there 
| was but one Democrat, and I can only account 
| for his vote by the fact that he was'a Methodist 
preacher and a conscientious man. 

After such proceedings npon the part of 
the lawfully constituted authority in the invest 
igation of my official action as Governor,it 
seems scarcely necessary for me to occupy the 
time of the Senate in reviewing Uist portion 
ci the testimony which relates to'the charges 


this behalf, a letter, and delivered the same tothe |”. 


annexed, ‘res 2 65 


in the opinion of the committee, entirely inadequate ` : 
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thus disposed of. I shall therefore pass on 
to the consideration of that portion of the 
testimony which relates to the issuing of the 
certificate of election to Joan EDWARDS as 
member of Congress from the third district 
of Arkansas. 

The. testimony of both witnesses seems to 
indicate that the certificate was illegally and 
fraudulently issued by myself, for the purpose 
of gaining Democratic votes for the United 
States Senate. On page 62 of the printed 
testimony, in answer to the question, ‘‘ What 
was the reason assigned for CLAYTON acting as 
he did?” Wheeler replied, “It was generally 
regarded that he expected, by supporting ED- 
WARDS, to gain some Democratic votes in the 
Legislature for United States Senator.” And 
in answer to the question, ‘‘ That it was for his 
own interest, and to secure his own election as 
Senator,” he replies, ‘It was so understood ; 
yes, sir?’’ On page 70, the following testimony 
was given by Whipple: 


“By Mr. BLAIR: 
_ “ Queation. What was the motive of the Governor 
in giving this certificate to a man who was not 
elected ? 

“Answer. Of course it is very hard to tell what his 
motive was. It is generally understood that it was 
done in pursuance of a trade. 

* Question, Of a trade? 

“ Answer. Yes, six, that is the general understand- 


g. 

in Question, What was that trade ? 

“ Answer. That tho Democratic members of the 
Legislature should support him for the Senate of the 
United States. | 

“Question. Did they do it? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir, they did. g 

“ Question. And the Governor carried out his part 
ofthe bargain? : 
i Answer. Yes, sir, it seems very plain that he did 

at. 

On page 76, when cross-examined by the 
chairman of thecommittee, Mr. Whipple testi- 
fies as follows: 

“ Question. Who is understood to head the ‘brin- 
dle-tails,’ as you call them ? r 

“ Answer. I think Mr. Brooks is understood to be 
the leader of the.‘ brindle-tails.” | , 

“ Question, There was a majority of Republicans 
in the Legislature that elected Governor CLAYTON to 
the United States Senate? 

“ Answer, Yes, sir. on 
_ “ Question, And when these two divisions came 
into conflict in regard to electing a United States 
Senator, you say the CLAYTON men entered into acor- 
rupt combination with the Democrats, by which the 
Democrats agreed to vote for Governor CLAYTON for 
the Senate of the United States, in consideration of 
Governor Cua ytron giving a certificate of election to 
the Democratic candidate for Congress in the third 
congressional district of the State? 

“Answer. That is believed by many persons. 

“ Question. You have already stated that here as 
the gencral belicfin the State? 

“ Answer. Yes, sit. , 

*“ Question. Is that your belief? 

“ Anewer. Well, it is my belief that CLAYTON made 
some trade with the Democrats. Precisely what 
were the terms of the trade I would not undertake 
to 


in, 


say. a 
“Question. You have already put it in, that form 
in your testimony. I want to understand if that is 


your belief, i ree 
“ Answer, Ido not think I put it in exactly that 


form. 
‘ “Question. You stated that to be the general 
elief, R 
““ Answer. I think itis the general belief. 
‘Question, Do you include yourself among those 
who entertain that belief? ce 
i Answer. Well, I have reason to believe it, and I 
know of no reason why it is not true.” 
On page 77 he testifies as follows: 


“ Question. Believing that this corrupt combina- 
tion existed, as you have stated, why did you not 
also prepare indictments against the corrupt mem- 
bers of the Legislature for aiding and procuring 
Governor CLAYTON to issue that certificate? 

“Answer. Because no basis of facts was furnished 
me, I have merely stated my belief. I do not 
undertake to state the facts.” 

Mr. President, I have failed to discover in 
any portion of this testimony any statement of 
facts upon which the witnesses base their opin- 
ion that the certificate was issued in pursuance 
of a trade between myself and certain unknown 
Democrats. Whipple at first intimates very 
strongly that a trade did exist in relation to 
this certificate. Afterward he says that he 
believes some trade was made, the precise 
terms of which he will not undertake to state. 
And still further on he acknowledges that he 
has no facts whatever upon which to base his 


opinion. Upon page 77, when asked upon 
what grounds I based the issuance of the cer- 
tificate, he answers, ‘‘I have never been able 
to learn.” Now, since it seems he cannot 
answer that question, I propose to answer it 
for him; and I believe, before I get through, I 
shall do it to the satisfaction of this Senate, 
and of all others who are not: utterly blinded 
by prejudice. 

The grounds upon which I justify the issu- 
ance of the certificate are simply these: after 
the election referred to, at which members of 
the Legislature were chosen, information came 
to me from the very highest sources in the 
State, being no less than from the supreme 
court and the legislative department of the 
government, which satisfied me that what 
purported to be returns in the office of the sec- 
retary of State for eight precincts in the county 
of Pulaski were the returnsof illegal and bogus 
elections, and were consequently no returns at 
all in the legal acceptation of the term. 

In three of the precincts alluded to, two sets 
of polis were held, one under the control of 
the judges and clerks of election appointed, 
not by the Governor, as Whipple testifies on 
page 87, but by the board of registration, as 
the law requires. The other was held by un- 
authorized persons claiming to act under the 
authority of the sheriff of the county and of 
the United States marshal. Manifestly, both 
polls could not have been legal, since the law 
only authorizes one set of polls in each pre- 
cinct. 

The county clerk, who, it appears, was a 
party to this transaction, certified to the see- 
retary of State the returns of the unauthor- 
ized judges, and declined to certify the returns 
of the regular judges. 

Upona writ of mandamus the case was heard 
by the supreme court, and a decision rendered, 
with the concurrence of the full bench, that 
the elections held by the judges appointed by 
the board of registration were the legal elec- 
tions, aud that the others were iliegal and void, 
and the county clerk was compelled to certify 
the returns accordingly. So you see we had 
in the office of secretary of State what pur- 
ported to be two sets of returns for the three 
precincts alluded to; and yet, according to 
Whipple's testimony upon page 82, I had no 
alternative but to count both sets of returns, 
in eanvassing the vote, no matter how fraudu- 
lent aud void they might be, since they both 
appeared fair upon their face; and, I suppose, 
according to the learned Whipple, if, in the 
exercise of what I conceived to be not only a 
wise discretion, but my sworn duty, I saw fit 
to discard the returns of the election declared | 
illegal and void, then it became his. duty to 
have me indicted, although it seems his con- 
science never suggested to him the propriety 
of procuring indictments against his brindle- 
tail friends who set up these bogus polls, thus 
defrauding many ignorant voters out of their 
ballots. He says in his testimony on page 84 
that “it is a question of law whether the oper- 
ations of the brindle-tails were in conformity 
to law,” notwithstanding the supreme court 
of the State had decided that their operations 
were unlawful. And again he says: 

“T believe whatever they did was done forthe pur- 
pose of protecting themselves against frauds, which 
they feared.” 

Having arrived at this sage conclusion, aud 
believing, as he says, that the brindle-tails | 
were right in the main, I suppose he did not | 
deem it advisable to put a drindle-tail grist į 
into the mill while it was so important that it | 
should be used exclusively in grinding out 
indictments against the raseally “ minstrels.” ij 

Mr. President, so much for the double polls || 
and the action of the supreme court thereon. || 


2S. 


I desire now to call the attention of the Senate |, 
to the action of the legislative department, |! 
which also furnishes a portion of the grounds |, 
upon which I based my action in issuing the i 
certificate. 4 

A short time after the Legislature assemble i, ii 


the following joint resolution was passed. by 
both houses of the General Assembly, and a 
committee of investigation appointed accord- 
ingly. I send tothe Clerk’s desk a copy of the 
journal of the senate of the State of Arkansas, 
and ask to have read the resolutions referred 
to. It will be found on page 53. 

_ The Chief Clerk read as follows from the 
journal of the Arkansas senate, session of 
1871, page 53: 

_'‘ Whereas itis alleged that violent and insurrec- 
tionary proceedings were hadin the county of Pu- 
laski, on the 8th day of November last, whereby 


the public peace was jeopardized and the authority 
of certain officers of the law set at defiance: There- 


ore, | 

“ Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of Arkan- 
sas, That a special committee of three be appointed 
by the president, to investigate and report the facts 
connected with such alleged proceeding; and for that 
purpose that such committee be empowered to take. 
testimony, and to send for persons and papers, and 


request joint action with the committee already 
appointed by the house.” 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, these 
alleged outrages were committed in Pulaski 
county, where the capital ofthe State is located ; 
and the legislative investigation was had upon 
the very spot where the alleged illegal pro- 
ceedings took place, and within the short 
period of about two months after their occur- 
rence. So you see the facilities for arriving 
at the facts were favorable. Upon page 142 
of the senate journal, and page 759 of the 
house journal, may be found the report of this 
committee, which was adopted by a very large 
and overwhelming majority in both honses. 
From this report it will be seen that James L. 
Hodges, one of the leaders of that faction with 
which the witnesses, Wheeler and Whipple, 
are identified, undertook to bribe the registrar 
prior to the election to issue two thousand 
fraudulent certificates of registration, and allow 
him (Hodges) to name the judges of election. 
Failing in this, it appears that a conspiracy 
was formed by members of this faction to pre- 
vent the lawful judges and clerks from hold- 
ing the election, and for the purpose of setting 
up illegal and bogus polls under the control 
of persons previously selected by them from 
their particular faction; that this conspiracy 
was carried into execution in five precincts 
of the county by the conspirators taking pos- 
session of the voting places in advance of 
the election with men and arms; by opening 
their bogus elections before the hour fixed by 
law, and by intimidating and otherwise pre- 
venting the regular judges from holding the 
election when the lawful hour arrived. In 
several of the precincts the vote thus polled 
exceeded largely the actual registered voters, 
which may explain why Hodges wanted the 
two thousand bogus certificates of registra- 
tion. 

The report also shows that in the five pre- 
cincts before alluded to, failing to prevent 
the lawful judges from holding the election, 
they set up separate and double polls; and 
that in other precincts they attempted to carry 
out their conspiracy, but failed entirely by 
reason of the vigilance and determination of 
the Jegal officers. 

The report also shows that United States 
Marshal Catterson and his deputies took a 
prominent part in these fraudulent and out- 
rageous proceedings. Indeed, so flagrant and 
high- handed were their acts, that the commit- 
tee, as will hereafter be seen, recommended 
to the Legislature the propriety of separating 
the election of State and county officers from 
the election of members of Congress, which 
recommendation was afterwards adopted by ~ 
the Legislature and enacted into a law, for no 
other reason whatever but to prevent in the 
fature similar interference in the local affairs 
of the State by United States officials. And, 
Mr. President, this United States marshal, who 
by himself and through his deputies, under the 
pretended authority of the enforcement act, 
trampled upon the laws of the State of Arkan- 
sas, aud attempted by fraud and violence to 
defeat the will of the people of that State in 
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the expression of their preference at the ballot- 
box, is the very identical individual whom the 
President has lately removed from office, and 
who thereupon has received so much sympathy 
from certain Democratic quarters. : 

Į regret that this legislative report is too 
voluminous to be read, for it would shed a flood 
of light upon this whole question. ° I will ask 
that the concluding portion be read to show 
the final conclusion arrived at. 

The Chief Cierk read the following extracts 
from the report of the senate committee in 
relation to election frauds in Pulaski county 
at the November election, 1870, made January 
14, 1871, contained in the journal of the senate 
of Arkansas, session of 1871, pages 158 to 169: 


“In conclusion your committee desire to call 
especial attention to the testimony of Fitch, the 
registrar, and Mr, Chamberlain. Fitch swears posi- 
tively that Hodges approached him and desired him 
to issue two thousand fraudulent certificates ofregis- 
tration, and to ailow him (Hodges) to name the 
judges of election, for which Hodges said he would 
have Fitch elected clerk of the house of represent- 
ativeg, and would insure the position to be worth 


“Your committee have patiently pursued their 
investigations. and the report and testimony as will 
be seen is voluminous. More testimony might have 
been elicited tending toshow the samecriminal acts, 
but your committee have thought proper to suspend 
the work of piling up infamy and the evidence of it, 
and submit the result of their labors to this body for 
their information and guidance. The heart grows 
sick and our confidence in the integrity of mankind 
sickens and grows less day by day as we probe the 
acts of corruption perpetrated in this county at the 
Jate election. The ambition of Hodges, Green, and 
Hartman ‘overleaped itself and fell on the other 
side,’ These three men were candidates for a seat 
in the house of representatives on the Republican 
ticket, but an all-wise Providence, for some good 
and to us unknown reason, has spared the people of 
the tenth district from being represented by such 
men. Our sympathies are with the cause under 
whose banner these unblushing and barefaced frauds 
were committed; but we feel that Republicanism 
cannot prosper, nor does it deserve to prosper by 
the use of the means employed in Pulaski county. 
‘The receiver is as bad as the thief,’ and an in- 
dorsement of the acts of these men in the late elec- 
tion would place us in the light of ‘receivers.’ 

“Your committee have no doubt that a conspiracy 
was formed to carry the election by fraud, and that 
themen who executed it, in most instances, were 
mere puppets, that were moved by the direction 
of other men, whose names do not appear in the 
evidence. Hote body will take the evidence of 
Hodges and Hartman, and note their answers, and 
compare them with the evidence of men of spotless 
reputations for truth and veracity, senators will at 
onee see the reason why the moving minds of this 
great wrong cannot be ascertained., henever men 
fail to recognize the sanctity of an oath, it becomes 
useless on our part to push further inquiries. 

* Your committee are informed that no man con- 
nected with these frauds and outrages has been 
arrested or indicted, and that the participants there- 
in openly boast that the clerk and sheriff of Pulaski 
county will never let a grand jury be impaneled 
that would indict them. Not one officer clothed 
with the majesty of the law, from Marshal Catter- 
son down to his lowest deputy, discharged his sworn 
duty, but, on the contrary, used it to aid in the acts 
of fraud and violence to which we have called atten- 
tion. The deputy sheriff, like the deputy marshal, 
was often une and the same person. If any one of 
the latter class performed the duty enjoined on 
them by the law of the State, we have been unable 
to learn his name. g g 

“Your committee are of opinion that it ought to 
be made a penal offense for a person acting as a 
deputy sheriff to, at the same time, exercise the 
powersand duties ofa deputy United States marshal. 
The combination of the two offices in one person 
was one of the means by which these frauds were 
consummated. — 

* Your committee would farther recommend that 
thought be given as to the propriety of separating 
the election of State and couniy officers from the 
election of members of Congress. If this should be 
done, the United States marshals would have no 
excuse for interfering and overriding all law for the 
purponsof forcing obnoxious men, not into Congress, 

ut into the Legislature of the State, as was the 
object in the late election. g 

** Your committee now desire to call attention to 
the fact that in Ashley township the election was 

-opened before the hour prescribed by law, and by 
judges who had no authority to act, as the regular 
judges were present and ready to hold the election, 
and to the further fact that as many as seventy 
armed men were there for the purpose of intimid- 
ation, The same thing is true in Gray, Badgett, East- 
man, and Campbell. 

“Your committee are therefore of opinion that 
the elections in those townships (Gray, Badgett 
Eastman, and Campbell,) ought to be declared void 
for the reasons stated. As tothe township of Eagle, 

and the first and third wards of the city of Little 

ck, your committee are of opinion that. the elec- 
tions held under the auspices of Dr. Hartman, by 
Foster, Bates, and Krull, in the first ward, and in the 


| 


third ward, under the management of Moses Reed, 
(Brooks’s brother-in-law,) by Brayman, Holland, 


court of the State ia Howard et al. ox. McD) 
and by the action of the senate in the contested- 
election case of Riley against Brooks, from the tenth 
district.” ; . 
Mr. CLAYTON. Now, Mr. President, if 
the action of the legislative department of the 
government of the State of Arkansas, together 


with the decisions of the supreme court of that | 
State. can be relied upon, the elections held in | 


certain precincts in Pulaski county, heretofore 
alluded to, were null and void. 
null and void, manifestly the returns must have 
been, for legal returns cannot emanate from 
bogus elections. If the returns were nulland 
void, it seems to me the due execution of the 
law would demand that they should be ex- 
cluded from the count. This! did, and by this 
action it appeared’ that Jouw EDWARDS was 
elected to Congress from the third congres- 


sional district of Arkansas, and the certificate | 


was issued accordingly. The 
“ Head and front of my offending 
Hath this extent, no more.” 

For this I was indicted by a grand jury of 
the United States court, although William G. 
Whipple, the then United States attorney, at 
whose instance the indictment was procured, 
must have been aware of the facts set forth by 


legislative investigation. Atthe time the cer 
tificate was issued my conscience approved 
the act, and could I retrace my steps, with the 
lights which are now before me, I would act 
upon the same principles again though a bri- 
gade of such attorneys as William G. Whipple 
confronted me, and a thousand such indict- 
ments stared me in the face. 

So much for the grounds upon which I based 
my action in issuing this certificate. I come 
now to the insinuation, for it does not rise to 
issued to gain Democratic votes. This has no 
foundation whatever in fact. 
well say that he has no facts upon which to base 
his opinion, for none ever existed. This cer- 
tificate was issued for the reasons Ihave stated, 
and hecause I believed it to be my sworn duty 
to issue it. 

Having disposed of this question, I now de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
testimony of this witness as elicited by the Sen 
.ator from Missouri, commencing on page 78, 
aud relating to my motives for declining the 


elected: 


“Question. As I understand, Governor CLAYTON 
was elected Senator, and declined to accept ? 

‘‘ Answer. Yes, sir. 

“Question. What was his reason for declining to 
accept when first elected? 

‘t Answer. What reason did he assign ? 

“ Question. Yes, 

“ Answer., The reason that he assigned was that 
the interests of the Republican party in Arkansas 


was not the general understanding at all. 

t Question. What was the goneral understanding 
on the subject ? 

“t Answer, The general understanding was, that he 
declined the election to the United States Senate 
because, if he went to the Senate at that time, he 
could not leave the government of the State in the 
hands of his friends. 

** Question. What do you suppose was the object of 
Governor CLAYTON in seeking to retain the control 
of the State in the hands of his particular friends in 
the Republican party, rather than let it go into the 
pence of any other Republicans ? What interest had 

ein tha 

“ Answer. Do you wish me to state what I think 
was the reason ? 

‘t Question. Certainly Ido. 

‘ Answer. [havereason to believe, and do believe, 
that his object was twofold: to maintain control 
of the State for future purposes, more particularly 
for the benefit of his friends to whom he was under 
| personal obligation for his election to the United 


of the records of his administration.’ 

Whipple testifies that the reason I assigned 
for declining the position of Senator when first 
elected was not the reason at all. Compre- 


hending my motives of action better than Í do 
myself, he proceeds to state that I declined 


the decision of the supreme court and the | 


the dignity of a charge, that the certificate was | 


Whipple may | 


position of United States Senator when first | 


required that he should remain Governor. Butthat | 


States Senate; and also to prevent an investigation | 


E 
i 
i 


If they were | 


because at the time my successor would hava 


I 1 been unfriendly to me, and that I feared an 
and Divine, and in the township of Eagle by the | y 
irregular judges, are absolutely void, and in this | 
view we are supported and sustained by the supreme, i 
iarmid, | 


investigation into the records of my adminis- 
tration. This, as Mr. Whipple invariably puts 
it, was ‘*the general understanding.” The 
facts are simpler and sooner told, 

This very faction which is now so bitterly 
hostile to me had, a8 a means of preventing 
my election to tbe United States Senate, sed- 
ulously created the impression that should 
Lieutenant Governor Johnson succeed me the 
State would inevitably be Semterized. So gen- 
eral seemed the conviction at that time that 
the interests of the Republican party would 
not be safe in the hands of the Lieutenant 
Governor, that I felt it my duty to comply with 
the wishes of the party which had elected me, 
and therefore, both upon the stump and to 
the legislative caucus which nominated me, I 
pledged myself that I would not under any 
circumstances vacate the executive chair if 
by doing so the Lieutenant Governor would 
become my successor. At that time the case 
of quo warranto against the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor, then pending in the supreme court, 
it was believed would result in the vacation 
of his office. Subsequently, that case having 
been decided in his favor, it necessarily fol- 
lowed that for me to have accepted the posi- 
tion of Senator, and thus vacated the office of 
Governor, would have placed the Lieutenant 
Governor in the executive chair, in violation 
of the pledges referred to, and I accordingly 
declined, 


Having thus shown the motives which con- 
trolled me, I now proceed to th» consideration 
of the motives falsely attributed to me by the 
witness Whipple. I read from his testimony 
in chief, page 73: 


“ Question. Now, that brings us to a point that I 
want to know something about, What particular 
transaction in the records of bis administration was 
there that he did not care to have disclosed ? 

` Answer, Well, sir, forinstance, I think there wag 
a great dealin connection with his management of 
the State aid to railroads. 

* Question. The Legislature of the State had voted 
subsidies to certain railroads 7 

** Answer, Yes, sir, 

“ Question, What was the manner, or supposed to 
be the manner, in which the Governor gave out those 
subsidies? 

“ Answer. The State aid torailroads was generally 
awarded to personal friends of Governor ÛLAYTON, 
who were connected with railroads, - _ 

“ Question. Was it, in any instances, given to com- 
panies who had not complied with the requirements 
of the law ? 

“ Answer. That is understood to have been the cage 
in several instances, 

“ Question, In what instances in partionlar ? 

“ Answer, Well, sir in the case of the Memphisand 
Little Rock railroad, State aid for one hundred and 
twenty miles was awarded, when oniy forty-five 
miles remained to be built and have since been built. 

“ Question. He paid to the coinpany the amount of 
aid they would have been entitled to had they built 
one hundredand twenty miles of road? 

“Answer. Yes, sir; $1,200,000. 

“ Question. And they have built only forty-odd 
miles, for which they are entitled to the State aid ? 

“ Answer, Yes, sir. 

Question, And it is believed he bas violated the 
law tn this issue of State bonds overand above what 
the law authorized to be issued ? 

* Answer, Yes, sir. 

“ Question. Are there any other instances of sim- 
ilar violations of the law on the part of the Gov- 
ernor? 

“ Answer, Well, sir, in the case of what is known 
asthe Little Rock, Pine Bluff, and New Orleans rail- 
road, the presidentof which is James M. Lewis, com- 
missioner of immigration for the State of Arkansas, 
and qonapicuously known as an intimate personal 
friend of Governor CLayton, I think there Ras been 
$750,000 of State aid awarded to the road, besides 
$320,000 in levee bonds. For that there has been built 
about twelve miles of road, and [ understand that 
the iron for those twelve miles has, for the most part, 
been since removed and put on other roads, 1 bave 
reason to believe, and do believe, that Mr, Lewis has 
not spent more than $100,000 on the road. 

i zon. Was the issue of aubsidy to that road 
in excess of what the law authorized the Governor to 
isgue? j 

s Answer. So T understand., ’ 

Question, What amount did the law authorize to 
be issued for the twelve miles of finished road ? 

“ Answer, Fifteen thousand dollars a mile for the 
twelve miles. 

“ Question. You apoke of the issue of levee bonds 
tothat road. Under what law was the road allowed 
to have those levee bonds? 

“Answer. Well, sir, an act of the Legislature au- 
thorized the issue of loves bonds to the amount of 


1872, 


FE 


$3,000,000 for the erection of levees, and this road- 
bed is claimed for a levee. It is said that the actual 
cost of grading was not to exceed $2,500 a mile. Aid 
was allowed by the State to the amount of $10,000 a 
mile to roads endowed with a land grant, and $15,000 
a mile to roads that had no congressional aid., 

Question. Did that road get bonds for their em- 
bankment under the railroad law, and additional 
bonds under the levee law? s 

‘Answer. Yes, sir. A 

‘Question, It was, then, paid twice for the same 
embankment? 

“Answer. In that way, yes, sir. The road was the 
road known as the Mississippi, Ouachita, and Red 
River railroad, of which Thomas M. Bowen was 
president until recently. He was associate justice 
of the supreme court at the time, and is one of the 
managing men of the Clayton party. 

' Question. What is the present debt of the State 
of Arkansas? - 

“Answer. The statutes authorize the increase of 
the debt to about eighteen million dollars, I think 
the funded debt is about two million six hundred 
thousand dollars. Then there is a debt inthe shape 
of old outstanding bonda, which, with the principal 
and interest up to the Ist of Jast January, is about 
one million six hundred thousand dollars. Thenaid 
to railroads is authorized to the amount of about 
eleven million two hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars, and levee bonds to the amount of $3,000,000.” 


I also read his testimony upon the same 
subject, as elicited by the chairman of the 
committee and the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, commencing on page 80: 


“ Question. Your attention bas been called to some 
proceedings under the laws of the State in reference 
to State aid to railroads. Do those laws provide for 
commissioners to determine hew much track has 
been graded? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. : 

t Question, Can the Governor issue bonds or give 
this aid in whatever form it is to be given to these 
companies until the commissioners have examined 
and certified to him? 

“ Answer, No, sir; I think he cannot. 

Question. Have such certificates been made to 
him by the commissioners? 

“ Answer. Lam not, able to state; but I presume 
they have been. 

* Question. You have said, if I remember correctly 
your testimony, that the Governor has issued this aid 
to railroads in your State in violation of the law? 

“Answer, I did not say it was in violation of the 
law; I stated how it had been done, 

a Question, I understood you to say that the com- 
miss onere had certified to that distance having been 
graded. 

“ Answer. I do not think Isaid anything about the 
commissioners. 

“ Question. Who are the commissioners? 

“ Answer. I think the secretary of State, the State 
treasurer, and the Governor, were the three com- 
missioners, : 

“ Question, To determine how much had been 
graded ? É 

“ Answer. I would not like to state about that. 

“ Question. Were they the same commissioners 
under all the laws granting State aid? 

“Answer. Yes, sir; under all the railroad laws, 

“ Question. Is that a general law of the State? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. a: , 

“ Question. So that the issuing of the aid, whatever 
it was, is upon the evidence required by the statute? 

“Answer. I suppose so; Ido not know. I havo 
not examined to see whether or not the requisite 
evidence was furnished. : 

“ Question, You cannot say this aid was illegally 
issued ? 

** Answer. Lean only state what I have stated. I 
believe it to bave been illegally issued. 

't Question, For instance, you say that one hundred 
and twenty miles of road was to be graded, and that 
aid was issued for that distance, while only forty-five 
miles have actually been graded? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir. 

* Question. Do I understand you to say that these 
commissioners have certified that one hundred and 
twenty miles of road have been graded, when that 
number of miles of road have not been graded? 

* Answer. I do not know about that. 

“ Question. Do you know whether they have or not 
so certified ? r 

‘“ Answer. I know what the fact is about the road. 

“ Question. Do you know whether or not it isgraded 
for that distance? : 

“ Answer. Yes, sir; I know the fact, for I have 
been over the road., . 

“ Question. I would like to know who the commis- 
sioners are. 

‘* Answer. Very well. 

“ By Mr. BLAIR: y 

“ Question. The Governor is one of them? 

“ Answer, Yes, sir. 

t“ Question. And in any event he would know that 
the law has not been complied with? 

‘* Answer. Yes sir. 

‘By the CHAIRMAN: eux 

‘* Question. You say there are three commissioners? 

t Answer. I believe there are three. i 

“* Question. And without any knowledge of how 
many there were, or who they are, you make these 
statements here? 

“ Answer. I make the statements Ido make. 

* Question. You state as a lawyer, amember of the 
bar, that there isa law requiring the commission ers 
to examine and certify before aid can be given? 

‘¥ Answer, L believe the commissioners award State 
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aid. I am not able to state upon what evidence 
they award it. 

Question. Do yourecollect whether, in your testi- 
mony in chief, you placed this whole matter of aid 
upon the Governor, without reference to the other 
commissioners? 

“ Answer. Ido not think I did. Ido not think 
anything was asked about Governor CLAYTON, par- 
ticularly in reference to aid to railroads. 

„< Question. You say. there is a board.of commis- 
sioners whose duty it is to examine whether the work 
required by the railroad law has been performed, to 
entitle the corporation to draw bonds 

Answer. There is a board of commissioners of 
award for the purpose of awarding State aid. 

“Question. How? 

“Answer. To the different railroads, They would 
select the roads to which the aid should be given, 
and I suppose would award it from time to time. 

“ Question. Perhaps I misunderstood you as saying 
that the commissioners were to examine whether the 
work had been done, which was required by the act, 
to entitle them to bonds? 

“ Answer. I am not able to state precisely what is 
their duty. A reference to the statute would very 
soon show. I have not examined the statute espe- 
cially upon that point, 

‘ Question. You would not say that the Governor 
of the State was on such a board as that—to report 
to himself as to whether the work had been done? 

Answer. I think he is a member of the board. 

“ Question. Of a board to parcel out these bonds to 
the various railroads? 

‘\ Answer. Yes, sir. ; 

‘Question. Do you know whether it was a board 
charged with the duty of examining the work done 
on the roads? 

“ Answer. I do not. g 

Question. Your recollection is not clear as to how 
the statute is on that point? 

“ Answer. No, sir.” 


Mr. President, up to this time I have been 
acting from a sense of duty which I conceived 
I owed myself alone; but, in reviewing this 
testimony, I am governed by a double duty; 
first, to the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent; afterward to myself; for 
the witness attacks the credit of the State of 
Arkansas as well as my own character. 

The testimony of the witness itself discloses 
a degree of ignorance upon his part of the 
railroad laws of the State which would deter 
most persons from testifying at all concerning 
its execution, especially when the credit of a 
State is at issue and the character of a fellow- 
man is at stake. He seems to have confounded 
and mixed up with the issuance of bonds the 
separateand distinct act of awarding State aid. 
The first is the act of the Governor, the 
second of the board of railroad commissioners. 
The railroad commissioners merely designate 
the railroads which have sufficient resources 
and will be of sufficient public benefit to justify 
the State in aiding them by the loan of its 
credit. That is what is meant by the award 
of State aid. 

After the roads thus designated have com- 
plied with the provisions of the law, chief of 
which is the grading and preparing of their 
road-bed for the iron rails, then they may 
apply to the Governor for the issuance of bonds 
to the extent of the number of miles so pre- 
pared, and it is his duty toissue them upon the 
filing by the president of the company of his 
official receipt with the Governor, together with 
the affidavit of himself and four directors, that 
the bonds, or the avails of them, shall be dis- 
posed of solely for the purpose of providing 
for the ironing, equipping, building, and com- 
pleting of the road. This will fully appear 
from sections two, three, four, five, and six of 
the acts of the General Assembly of Arkan- 
sas, which I ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“SEC. 2. Be it further enacted, That the board of 
railroad commissioners are hereby authorized and 
required to receive the application for the loan of 
State credit herein provided for, and to designate 
the roads entitled to the samo: Provided, The whole 
ageregate number of miles of railroad proposed to 
be built by such companies, to which such aid is 
granted, does not exceed eight hundred and fifty 
miles. 

“SEC. 3. Be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of said board of railroad commissioners to in- 
spect, from time to time, the yailroad desiring to 
receive said aid, and shail indicate to the Governor 
the manner such State aid is being used and applied. 
And should it appear that such State aid is being 
improperly used or applied, then the Governor is 
hereby authorized to withhold all or a part of said 


bonds, and to take such other steps as he may deem |) 


proper, to the end that the bonds shall not besquan~ 
gored to the manifest injury of the citizens of the 
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State. Such action on the part of the Governorshall 

be reported to the next session of theGeneral Assem- 

bly, who are hereby empowered to take such steps 

as may be necessary to protect the interests of the 
ate. 

“Suc. 4. Be it further enacted, That any railroad 
company having existence under the laws of this 
State, and desirous of recoiving the State aid here- 
inafter provided for, may signify the same by ap- 
plication to*the board of railroad commissioners 
signed by the president, and attested by the seal of 
said corporation, setting forth the character and 
organization of said company, its capital stock, a 
map of the line or lines of road proposed to be built, 
the progress made thereon, the financial condition 
and resources of such company, with such other 
information as the case may require; and if said 
board of railroad commissioners shall find such cor- 
poration to be organized according to law, with 
resources adequate to the purpose, and that the con- 
straction of the proposed line or lines of road will 
be of public benefit, and said board of railroad com- 
missioners shall consent to approve and grant such 
application, then and thereafter the said railroad 
company or corporation shall be entitled to, and 
have a right to ask for, demand, and receive the 
bonds of the State hereinbefore declared to be 
pledged and granted, upon complying with and ful- 
filling the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth, 

“Src. 5. Be it further enacted, That any railroad 
company or corporation which shall have acquired 
the right to demand and receive State aid, by virtue 
of the official certificate in the preceding section 
specified, and claiming an issue of bonds in its be- 
half, shall first file in the office of secretary of State 
the following papers, namely: 

“ Firat. A map of the line or lines of railroad pro- 


posed to be built, showing the counties traversed, 


the general direction and terminal points, and the 
streams to be crossed. _ ; 

‘* Second. The affidavit of the president and chief 
engineer, showing the estimated cost of preparing 
the first consecutive one hundred miles of road for 
the iron rails. ` a 

“ Third. The afidavitof the president or treasurer 
that the available resources of the company, subserp- 
tions, money, lands, and other means, are suflicient 
to prepare one hundred consecutive miles, or one 
third of the whole line of road for the iron rails. 

‘t Fourth, The affidavit of the president and chief 
engineer, that ten consecutive miles of road have 
been graded, bridged, furnished with ties, and made 
ready for the iron rails. 

‘ Fifth. And shall furnish the Governor with such 
papers, documents, and other information as he may 
require in reference to the railroad or its manage- 
ment, to which affidavit shall be made. 

t Src. 6. Be it further enacted, That thereupon the 
Governor, or the person filling for the time being the 
executive office, shall issue to the president of said 
company the bonds of the State of Arkansas, bear- 
ing the seal of the State, attested by the secretary 
of State, as provided in section one hereof, upon the 
completion and preparation for the iron rails of 
each suceceding ten miles or more, until the entire 
line or lines of road of said railroad corporation shall 
be completed. ‘The president of such railroad com- 
pany shall file his official receipt for each issue of 
bonds, accompanied by the affidavit of bimself and 
at least four directors, that the bonds, or the avails 
of them, shali be disposed of solely for the purpose 
of providing for theironing, equipping, building and 
completing said road.” 


Mr. CLAYTON.. But on another point 
this witness has testified with equal ignorance 
of, or indifference to, the facts of the case. 
He has stated that the State aid to railroads 
was generally awarded to my personal friends. 
Now, fortunately, this is a question of fact 
to be settled, not by the general impression 
or belief of any man, or set of men, but by 
the records of roads to which aid was given. 
These roads were as follows: 


Miles, 


Memphis and Little Rock 
Little Rock and Fort Smith. 
Cairo and Fulton.......... 
Little Rock and Helena.. 
Mississippi, Ouachita, and Red river... 
Little Rock, Pine Bluff, and New Orleans. i 

Now, of these companies it is not pretended 
that there are more than two with which my 
personal friends were counected ; and these 
two roads received less than one fourth of the 
eight hundredand fifty miles of State aid which 
the commissioners under the law could pledge 
or award. All of the other roads which 
received an award of the State aid were con- 
trolled by men who were conspicuously, either 
personally or politically, opposed to me; but 
they were enterprises of great public import- 
ance, and I could not, and ashas been seen did 
not, suffer my personal feelings or ambition 
to affect my official action as one of the com- 
missioners. In the case of the Memphis and 
Little Rock railroad, ove of the roads par- 
ticularly mentioned by Whipple, the officers 
and agents of that road were, from an early 
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day to the close of the senatorial contest, the 
active and earnest friends of my most formi- 
dable competitor for the position I now hold. 

But Mr. Whipple states that the award of 
State aid made to this road was illegally given 
or pledged. This will be asserted only by 
those who can see no meaning in the plainest 
provisions of law, and to this luminous and 
learned witness belongs the exclusive credit 
of discovering what he suspects is in violation 
of law. 

Task that the ninth section of the railroad act 
of the General Assembly of the State of Ark- 
ansas, commencing on page 152, be now read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


| which Whipple says must be laid before the » 


“Seo. 9. Be tt further enacted, That nothing herein | 


shall be construed to prevent said board of railroad 


commissioners granting the State aid herein contem- : 


plated to the whole or any part of any railroad in 
the State which may now be unfinished or in process 
of construction: Provided, That as soon as this act 
shall beratified by the people and the commissioners 
shall approve the application of any company which 
may be entitled to the benefits of this act, and they 
shall havecomplied with itsprovisions, the Governor 
shall be authorized to issue the bonds to said com- 
pany upon demand therefor, as provided for in this 
act. 


Mr. CLAYTON. 
railroad in the State at the timeiof the passage 
of the railroad law to which the foregoing sec- 
tion could be applicable. There was only one 
railroad in the State which was then unfinished 
or in process of construction, to use the words 
of the law, and that was the Memphis and Lit- 
tle Rock road. The completion of this road 
was felt by every citizen to be of the first im- 
portance, because it would bring the capital, 
which is the commercial center of the State, 
into immediate communication, by means of 
the roads terminating at Memphis, with all 
parts of the Union. Hence, in awarding aid, 
the commissioners took into consideration the 
needs of the company, and gave an amount 
sufficient, in their judgment, to secure the com- 
pletion of the road. 

As stated in the testimony, the entire length 
of this road is one hundred and thirty miles; 
and, although the length of the new work 
required to be built did not exceed forty-five 
miles, this division of the road was a very 
expensive portion, and other poriions were 
originally so imperfectly constructed that a 
large outlay was indispensable to make the 
road available for travel and traffic. There- 
fore the commissioners, in their discretion, 
gave te this road, then ‘unfinished and in 
process of construction,’ not aid for the whole 
length, as the law would have fully permitted, 
but aid to the extent of one hundred and 
twenty miles. And I have since been assured 
by the officers of this road that but for the 
aid so given its construction could not have 
been accomplished. 

Asto Mr. Whipple’s legal opinions or beliefs, 
touching the award given to this particuiar 
road, I can only say that the sharp-witted 
capitalists who deal in these securities do not 
seem to have heard of these opinions and be- 
liefs, or else do not attach any value to them; 
for the bonds issued to this very road command 
rates higher by from ten to fifteen per cent. 
than can be had for any other class of secur- 
ities issued by the State of Arkansas. 

But this astute legal gentleman states that 
there were other violations of law in the case 
of other roads; namely, ihe Little Rock, Pine 
Bluff, and New Orleans railroad, and the Mis- 
sissippi, Ouachita, and Red River railroad. 


By referring to the law it will be found that | 


when a certain number of consecutive miles of 
road are graded, bridged, and furnished with 
eross-ties, and when certificates or affidavits 


to this effect are duly filed with the secretary | 
of State, the State bonds shall thereupon be | 


issued. Yet Whipple, in total and disgraceful 


ignorance of the provisions of the law which | 


he attempted to recite and interpret, testifies 
that the law authorizes the issue of bonds only 
upon the laying of the rails, when it is the evi- 
dent purpose of the law to provide by the issue 
of the bonds for the purchase of the very rails 


Now, there was only oue | 


H 


| office of the Governor and secretary of State 


i 

| 

| 

I| opinion in the General Assembly as to the; 
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bonds can be obtained. Then the only ques- | 
tion which remains is, had the Little Rock, i: 
Pine Bluff, and New Orleans railroad fifty miles i! 
of road graded, bridged, and furnished with 
cross-ties, with the proper affidavits thereof 


ii duly filed? Evidently if this had been done, . 


all had been done which the law demanded. | 
A reference to the documents on file in the | 


fully complied with, and that the issue of the 
bonds to this company was in the strictest con- 
formity to not only the letter, but the spirit ‘| 
of the law. ` 

But this witness further testifies with refer- 
ence to this road that its rails, of which there 
were eighteen and a half miles instead of 
twelve miles, had been removed and placed ` 
on other roads, evidently intending to convey 
the idea that the rails had been removed for @ | 
fraudulent and dishonest purpose. ‘The facts | 
are, that the railroad company having decided ‘| 
to change its gauge from a wide to a narrow | 


; 
i 
| 
{ 
show that these precedent conditions had been | 
i 
| 
i 


gauge, sold its rails in order to substitute a rail 
proportioned to the newly adopted gauge ; and 
these are facts with which every one at all con- 
versant with the affairs of the road was per- 
fectly familiar, and were also facts which were | 
at the time a matter of public record. And | 
I will add that forty miles of rails are now 
in transitu for this road. 

Now, as to the levee bonds issued to this . 
road, under a general law providing for the © 
building of levees railroad companies were 
entitled to receive levee bonds in payment for 
the building of such portions of their embank- 
ments as would, in the judgment of the State | 
engineer, auswer the purposes of a levee. A 


i 


few miles of the road came within this pro- “ 
vision of the levee law and received some levee `; 
bonds, the amount of which I do not know, 
for as Governor, I bad no supervision of the 
matter, the whole power in the premises being 
lodged exclusively with the commissioner of 
public works and internal improvements and 
the State auditor. 

What amount of money has been expended 
upon this road I cannot undertake to say, but 
if the report of the chief engineer of the road 
is to be taken against the statements of Whip- 
ple, who probably never saw a foot of the 
road, but who seems to be as well informedin 
the details of railroad construction as he isin 
matters of plain statutory provisions, the cost | 
of the work to November 15, 1871, was little | 

t 


| 
} 
| 
| 
i 
t 
j 
i 
H 
| 


} 


short of one million dollars. | 
The witnessreferred to seems also to testify ' 
that levee bonds were irregularly issued to the | 
Mississippi, Ouachita, and Red River railroad. ` 
This man’s chronic propensity to blunder or . 
wilfully misstate does not here desert him. : 
Having instituted the necessary inquiries, I : 
find that not one levee bond has been issued to ` 
this road, neither regularly nor irregularly. ` 
Having thus disposed of the loose-jointed : 
testimony of Whipple relating to railroads in | 
Arkansas, I must beg the indulgence of the | 
Senate while I make some general observa- | 
tions concerning that railroad law with which I 
am proud to say my administration in Arkansas į 
must always be identified, and to the salutary | 
provisions of which Arkansas is mainly in- ; 
debted for her rapid recuperation from the | 
losses caused by the war, and for her present | 
aud prospective growth in population and} 
material resources. The law referred to was | 
framed by the Legislature, and as required by | 
the constitution, was submitted toa direct vote | 
of the people. In the nature of a general law, | 
| 

H 

| 

| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and liberal in its provisions, there was yet a 
prudent limitation placed upon the extent to 
which the State should loan its credit to the 
various railroad enterprises seeking its assist- | 
ance. 


Fortunately there was little difference of | 


mount of indebtedness which the State could | 
safely incur, or as to the proportions of that | 


| aid to eight hundre ‘ 
i this number of miles comprehending all of 


| matured opinions, 


system of internal improvement which was 
essential to the equal development of the dif- 
ferent sections of the State. Hence the law 
submitted to the people poa for granting 

and fifty miles of road ; 


the trank lines of railroad then contemplated 
within the State. This law was ratified by the 
people by a nearly unanimous vote, all parties 


| advocating and indorsing it. Thus partaking 


of the nature of an organic law, and embody- 
ing, I am free to say, my most cherished and 
felt a solemn obligation 
resting upon me to see that it was faithfully 


| executed in letter and in spirit, in order that 
`< the beneficent results whic 
| to attain might be completely realized. 
| best of my understanding, this I have aimed 


it was designed 
Yo the 


todo; and I trust and believe that the time 


$ will never come when I shall feel ashamed to 


have my name associated with the system of 


: railroad improvement inaugurated under my 
| administration. 


Mr. President, I now desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the testimony relating 
to the action of Hon. H. C. Caldwell, judge 
of the United States district court of the east- 
ern district of Arkansas. I do this not for 
the purpose of vindicating that distinguished 
jurist, for his character is too well established 
aud too favorably known by many Senators in 
this Chamber, to need any defense from me. 
My object is to impeach the testimony of 
Whipple, and show that in one instance at 


| least he has kuowingly attempted to mislead 
; the committee. 


I read from Whipple’s testi- 


{ mony on page 62: 


“ By Mr. BLAIR: 
** Question. You have been recently suspended 


: from your official position in Arkansas ? 


'" Answer, Yes, sir. Ithink the date of the sus- 
pension was the 3ist of May last. 

“ Question. What do you understand to be the rea- 
son tor your suspension from office ae 

“ Answer, The president states that it is on ac- 
count of a letter written by Judge Caldwell, the 
United States district judge for that district, to Ben- 
ator CLAYTON. 

‘Question, What was the purport of that letter? 

t Anewer. I have never seen the letter; but I 
know what Judge Caldwell gays is its purport and 
substance. He stated to me that in that letter he 
desired to retract the assarance he had previously 
given to Senator CLayron that be was satisfied I 
would not use the office of district attorney unfairly 

ainst him; ang he wrote that if he were in the 
place of Senator CLAYTON, he would do all hecoutd 
to have me removed from office.” 


I now turn to page 68,and read from his 
testimony in answer to the Senator from Mis- 
souri : 


“ Question. You have spoken of a conversation 
which you had with Judge Caldwell, and of sume 
letter which he wrote to Governor CLayron with- 
drawing certain assurances he had previously given? 

“Answer. Yes, sir. 

tf paella What were those assurances? 

“ Answer. All that I know about itis what Judge 
Caldwell himself toid me. Ile anid he had assured 
Governor CLAYTON that F was friendly toward him, 
and would do nothing unfairly against him. That 
is what Judge Caldwell stated to me as what he 
referred to by ‘assurances.’ 

** Question. When did he give those assurances, 
and under what circumstances did he give them ? 

“Answer, He said be had given them to Governor 
CLAYTON, in Little Rock, at various times. Hesaid 
he had met Governor CLAYTON onthe street several 
times; that Governor Craytox had been at hia 
house and had interviews withhim when the mstter 
of my probabie conduct was discussed. 

uestion. Was Governor CuayTon anticipating 
anything of this kind? 
“Answer. That of course I do not know. + 
Fe saad What did Judge Caldwell say about 

a 

* Answer. He did not state that he understood that 
Governor CLAYTON was anticipating any prose- 
cution; at least he did not so state to me. 

‘t Question, He did not? 

‘' Answer, No, sir. 

Question, Why was he called upon to give any 
assurances in reference to your conduet? 

* Answer. Lam notable to anawer that question.” 


I now read from his testimony on puge 81, 
as elicited by the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Poot:] 


‘t Question. The judge had given an assurance to 
Governor CLaytox that you would not do anything 
unfair against him? 

~ Anewer. The judge said be had given him that 
assurance. 


“Question, After the finding of this indictment, oF 
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about the time it was found, after the presentation 
of the case to the grand jury, he wrote a letter to 
Governor CLAYTON withdrawing that assurance ? 

Answer. eg, SIT. He says that was the assurance 
to which he referred in that letter. 

Question, You think the judge, then, was under 
the impression that you were disposed to act unfairly 
toward Governor CLAYTON? 

Answer. He sayshe was under that impression.” 


I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have 
read, a letter from Judge Caldwell himself, 
which will show not only what the nature of 
these assurances were, but how it came that 
they were given by Judge Caldwell. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

. LırtLE Rook, November 27, 1871. 

Dear Sir: You handed mea copy of the evidence 


of Mr. Whipple before the Senate committee, at the , 


same time expressing surprise at and calling my 
attention to that part of his evidence relating to an 
interview between you and myself in relation to Mr. 
Whippie. Your astonishment at the disingenuous 
use attempted to be made of that interview is not 
greater than my own. ae 
I will state: fully and distinctly all that ever 
occurred between us in reference to Mr. Whipple, 
and how it came about that I said anything at all to 
you about him, ) 
A day or two after your second election to the 
Senate, I was in Mr, Whipple’s office, (which is also 
the ‘‘judge’s chambers,”) when he turned to me 
and said, ' Judge, what are your relations with Gov- 
ernor CLAYTON?” to which I replied, ‘ Friendly, so 
far as I know.” Mr. Whipple then said, “I have 
taken a pretty active part against him in the sena- 
torial fight, not because I had anything against 
him, but because I feltit my duty todo what I could 
for my friends to whom I am indebted for my place; 
but the fight is over, he has beaten us, and so far 
as I am concerned, I do not feel called upon to 
continue tho fight against him any longer, and I 
will not unless forced to do so in self-defense.”’ 
[then said to him, ‘* Well, what can I do for you?’ 
to which he replied, ‘If you feel free to do so, I 
wish you would see CLAYTON, and see how he feels 
toward mo. He is probably incensed at me for the 
part I have taken in the fight, and may suppose 
it is my purpose to continue the war.” In reply I 
said to Mr. Whipple that I wouldsco Governor CLAY- 
Ton and explain to him his(W.’s) present feelings and 
purposes, and use whatever influence L might have 
to prevent you from attempting his removal. In 
compliance with this request of Mr. Whipple I did 
call to see you the night before you left for Wash- 
ington to take ‘your seat in the Senate. Soon after 
going into your room you said to me, '' Well, judge 
whatcan Ido for you in Washington?” to which I 
replied, “I have nothing to ask for myself, Gov- 
ernor, but I have come to talk with you about my 
friend Whipple.” I then repeated what Mr. Whip- 
ple had said to me, and added my own personal assur- 
ance that I was satisfied he did not propose to take 
part in the fight against you any longer, and that 
you might rely upon his acting with perfect justice 
andimpartiality personally and officially. Yourreply 
to me was in substance, "that youregarded him as 
your political enemy; that he was one of the men 
Whom you proposed to have removed at once if you 
could. but that youdid not want to do anything that 
would be personally offensive to me; that if you 
thought he would cease his war upon you and would 
act fairly and impartially you would not try to have 
him removed, but that you believed he was a toolin 
` the bands of your enemies, and that ho would use his 
official position to secure them and make political 
capital for them without regard to law or justice.” 
Ï again renewed my assurances that he would act 
with integrity, justice,and impartiality, to which you 
replied, "That isall I want; if he will cease his war 
on meand attend to theduties of his office, fairly and 
impartially, I will be satisfied.” This is the sub- 
stance, and, I believe, almost the exact words of that 
interview. aye : 

Some two or three weeks after this interview, 
and while you were at home in the recess of the 
Senate, meeting you on the street one day you said 
to me, “Well, judge, do you still indorse your dis- 
trict attorney?” to which I replied that Idid. You 
then said I was mistaken in his character, that he 
was deceiving and imposing upon me, and that his 
partisanship and partiality were so, palpable that 
you were surprised to find me indorsing it. At this 
point our conversation was interrupted by some one 
coming up. oc! Ay a 

The two conversations I have given ure the only 
ones that ever occurred between us in relation to 
Mr. Whipple or bis personal or official action. 

Some three weeks after meeting you inthe street I 
became fully satisfied, from my own observation, and 
information otherwise obtained, that to stand longer 
in the attitude of indorsing Mr. Whipple, as I had 
done, would not oniy place me in a false position 
with you, but put mein the attitude of indorsing all 
his acts, which I did not do. Hence I wrote you, 
withdrawing the assurances I had given you, and 
leaving you, so far as I was concerned, free to fight 
it out between yourselves. 

And now this interview had with you, not at your 
solicitation nor in your interest, but as a friend to 
Mr. Whipple, and in his interest and at his solicita- 
tion and request, Mr, Whipple attempts to torture 
into an interview in reference to some contemplated 
official action against you., He does not say so in 
terms, but on page 68 of his printed testimony, in 


| testimony of Wheeler, 


answer to the question, “Why was he (Caldwell!) 
called upon to give any assurances in reference to 
your conduct?” be answers, “Iam not able to an- 
gwer that question.” Referring to this question 


and answer in the presence of Mr. Wheeler, and- 


expressing my astonishment at the answer in view 
of the facts, Mr. Wheeler informed me that Mr. 
Whipple had told him he never solicited me to see 
youin his behalf. Limmediately invited Mr, Wheeler 
to go with me to see Mr. Whipple, which he consented 
to do, and upon confronting him and ealling his 
attention to the facts I have detailed, he admitted 
them at once, as you will see by reference to Mr. 
Wheeler’s corrected evidence. It is needless for me 
to say that I never heard of any proceedings or con- 
templated proceedings against you until weeks after 
Tiast saw you, nor indeed until a day or two before 
the indictment was brought into court, and that the 
proceedings against you did not influence my official 
action in any respect. 

There are other erroneous statements and import- 
ant. omissions in Mr. Whipple’s evidence, but I for- 
bear noticing them. I feel, however, that it is due 
to you as well as myself to correct the very unjust 
and erroneous impressions attempted to be conveyed 
on account of my interview with you,had at Mr. 
Whipple’s request, and forthe purpose of influencing 
you notto ask for his removal upon personal or polit- 
ical grounds. If eitherMr. Whippleor yourself had 
any idea that you personally was to be prosecuted 
or proceeded against in any way whatever, you were 
both careful to conceal the fact from me. 

Your obedient servant, y 
HENRY 0. CALDWELL. 
Hon. POWELL CLAYTON. ; 


Mr. CLAYTON. I now desire to have read 
so much of a certified copy as bears upou this 
subject, of a sworn statement of the witness 
Wheeler, the original of which was sent to the 
chairman of the Committee on Southern Out- 
rages, for the purpose of correcting his testi- 
mony. I think as time rolls on, and the facts 
are developed, he will desire to correct much 
more of it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

GENTLEMEN: Since my return home I have been 
shown a copy of my testimony, (printed,) and I find, 
on reviewing it, that there areseveral matters which 
I now wish to correct, as Í had no opportunity then, 
my testimony not being read to me. Herewith I 
make the corrections which I wish added to my 
testimony. * * * * * * * & 

On page 58 of the same printed testimony I am 
made to answer in response to a question by Mr. 
Buair, “and that after the indictment had been 
found, he (Caldwell) wrote a few lines to Senator 
Cuayron, withdrawing the assurance he had given 
him,” to which should be added the words ** in rela- 
tion to Whipple.” — 4 EN ee ee 

_ On same page (58) in answer to the following ques- 
tion by Mr. BLAIR, ‘Brom what you have already 
stated it would appearithat there had been conver- 
sation between Judge Caldwell and Governor CLay- 
TON, in reforence to some apprehended action of the 
grand jury,” I am made to answer “Yes, sir, some- 
thing of the kind seems to have been anticipated by 
SenatorChayron.” I desire to correct this, by stat- 
ing that since my testimony was taken before the 
committee, I have learned from both Judge Cald- 
well and Colonel! Whipple that the conversation here 
alluded to and which was the first conversation had 
between Judge Caldwell and Senator CLAYTON, was 
at the suggestion of Colonel Whipple, and referred 
to Whipple’s political opposition to CLAYTON, and 
not to any apprehended action of the grand jury. 

* + * * * `K * Kd * * 

On same page, (60,) in answer to the following 
question by tho chairman, “ Assurances of what 
character?” I wish to correct my answer to that ques- 
tion by confining it to the case of Whipple alone, 
and that the assurances here spoken of were given 
on the suggestion of Colonel Whipple, and at the 
first interview between Jadge Caldwell and Senator 
ea as È have before stated in my corrections 

ereto. 

On page 61 of my testimony in answer to the fol- 
lowing question by Mr. Poot, “ You say that Judge 
Caldwell assured Governor CLAYTON that these men 
would not continue their persecutions of him (Cuay- 
roN,) that they would drop the matter,” I wish to 
correct my answer by confining it to the.case of Col- 
onel Whipple alone, and to explain that by answer- 
ingas I did, I meant to say that Whipple would 
drop his political fight or opposition against Senator 
Cueier HS 

ours, respectfully, 
EDWARD WHEELER. 
Hon. Senators Scorr, PooL, and BLAIR, Sub- Com- 
mittee on Southern Outrages. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, Mr. President, from 
the letter of Judge Caldwell and the corrected 
it appears that these 
assurances about which so much bas been said, 
and concerning the origin of which Whipple 
seems so profoundly ignorant, gaming as he 
would have you believe, all his information 
from Judge Caldwell, and expressing himself 
as being unable to answer why they were given, 
originated with him, Whipple, in his own inter- 


est, and at his solicitation were conveyed by 
Judge Caldwell to me. 

If Whipple had been actuated by a desire 
to tell the truth, and keep nothing back, when 
asked ‘‘ Why was he (Judge Caldwell) called 
upon to give any assurances in reference to 
your conduct?” instead of replying, “<I am 
not able to answer that question,” he would 
have answered thus: ‘‘It was at my request. 
I, Whipple, induced him to go to Governor 
Cuayron as my friend, and say to him that 
although I had taken an active part in the 
senatorial fight against him, I did it because [ 
felt that- I owed a debt of gratitude to the gen- 
tleman who secured my appointment, and not 
becanse I had anything against him; that he 
has beaten us, and the fight is now over, so 
föras I, Whipple, am concerned.” Ifthis, which 
would have been Whipple’s true answer, had 
been given. how readily would the motives of 
Judge Caldwell have been understood in writing 
to me and withdrawing assurances formerly 
given, atter he became satisfied that Whipple 
was not using his official position with fairness 
and impartiality toward me and my political 
friends; but as his testimony now stands, I 
will venture to say that ninety-nine persons 
out of one hundred, upon reading it, would 
conclude that either Judge Caldwell had vol- 
unteered, without consulting Whipple, to give 
assurances of his future course, or that they 
were given to quiet apprehensions of mine of 
prospective. prosecutions. 

Now, I ask how much reliance can be placed 
upon the testimony of such a witness, and is he 
a proper person to occupy the high and import- 
ant position of United States district attor- 
ney? It has been said that the marshal and 
attorney were removed by the President on 
account of the indictment found against me, 
and the Democratic press have declared that 
the district attorney Whipple, was removed at 
my solicitation, to prevent him from prosecu- 
ting my case before the court. So far as the 
marshall is concerned the testimony of neither 
witness goes to establish that assertion, but, ou 
the contrary, Wheeler, in his testimony on page 
60, says: 

“Nobody ever knew why General Catterson was 
removed.” 

And on page 61 he testifies as follows: 


“ Question. Then it was not the mere fact that this 
indictment was found that led Governor CLAYTON 
to have these men removed? 

“ Answer. Yos sir; he had been trying before and 
failed, because Judge Caldwell had telegraphed to 
the President, through the attorney general, that 
he saw no reason for their removal.” 

The assertion that I had Whipple removed 
to avoid his prosecution in my case before the 
United States court, is refuted by the fact, 
which is not generally known, that at my sug- 
gestion the uewly appointed district attorney 
procured Whipple to conduct the prosecution 
in that case, and that Whipple, aided by an 
eminent lawyer of his own choice, did conduct 
the prosecution throughout. , 

But, Mr. President, I do not propose to dis- 
cuss the cause of the suspension of these two 
officers at this time; that question will, proba- 
bly, come before the Senateina few days ; upon 
the confirmation of their successors. At that 
time I will undertake to show that there was 
just and sufficient cause for their suspension, 
and that there are grave reasons why they 


| should not be reinstated. 


There are many other misstatements in this 
testimony to which I woald like to allude, but 
these remarks have already been lengthened 
far beyond my original intention and desire. 
I will therefore conclude by saying that every 
charge and insinuation contained in this testi- 
mony which reflects upon me either directly 
or indirectly can be refuted, and I pledge my- 
self to do it if an opportunity is offered me. 
I have asked the committee before which this 
testimony was taken to give me that oppor- 
tunity, but for reasons which were doubtlessly 
sufficient, it has seen fit to pursue a different 


gis 


course. I come now to the Senate itself, a | 
body in which every individual member, no 

matter how obscure or uninfluential he may |, 
be, so far as rights, privileges, and immunities 
are concerned, stand on exact and equal foot- 

ing with the most distinguished and influential. 

: J ask of the Senate that an opportunity may 
be afforded me to defend myself against the 
aspersions of two political, and, | may say, 

personal enemies; for theassaults made upon 
me by them and their coadjutors transcends 
the ordinary rules of political warfare. Since 
investigation is the order of the day, let us 
have one in this case that will allow both sides 
to be heard; and if in the course of that 
inquiry it shail be found that improper acts or 
motives attach to me, then so be it. Let the 
Senate know it, and the country know it; but 
if, upon the contrary, it shall be found that 
the dart which has been hurled st me by the 
hand of vindictive malice shall fail to reach 
its mark, or, like the Australian boomerang, 
shall return to lacerate the hand that pro- 
jected it, then let that fact be made known, 
and let the responsibility rest where it belongs. 
Task, Mr. President, for a special committee, 
clothed with the necessary powers to carry 
out the object of this inquiry. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I offer the following resolu 
tion for thereference of this subject to a com- 
mittee, and ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the report of the committee, and 
the testimony accompanying, be referred to a spe- 
cial committee of three, with power to send for 
persons and papers, to investigate and report upon 
the charges therein contained against Hon. POWELL 
CLAYTON, a member of this body. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT subsequently said : 
During the absence of the present occupant of 
the chair a select committee was ordered to be 
eppoin) but it was not stated by whom it 
should be appointed. By whom shall it be 
appointed ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. By the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
call up the question of the reception of the 
Roger Williams statue from Rhode Island, if 
the Senate is willing to have the subject con- 
sidered now. I will state that the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Spraave] is anxious 
to make some remarks upon the subject at the 
present moment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I desire to give notice 
that when the remarks of Senators upon the 
resolution in reference to the statue of Roger 
Williams have been made and that subject has 
been disposed of, I shall ask the Senate to 
take up the report of the Committee on Privi- 


leges and Elections, No. 3 on the Calendar, in |! 


regard to the Senator-elect from Alabama. 

Mr. CONKLING. There lies on the table 
a joint resolution, the last I believe upon the 
Calendar, offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. SUMNER] proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
restricting the presidential office to a single 
term. I wish to say that on Thursday, after 
the morning hour, if the Senate will indulge 
me, I shall ask to take up that resolution in 
order to. submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill at this time. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
for that purpose. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous con- 


I will yield 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. || 


486) donating certain condemned cannon for 
a soldiers’ monument at Wiaterport, Maine; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous con- 


l 
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sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. || five years required under the homestead act. 


No. 437) for the relief of Henry Ayers and 
George Walflin & Co., of Indiana; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked. and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. No. 488) supplementary to an act 
entitled “‘An act to amend an act approved 
May 81, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of this Union, and for 
other purposes,’ ” passed February 28, 1871; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 489) for the relief of Joseph Clymer; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 440) 
for the relief of W. A. Sayler ; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained. leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 441) for the relief of Tim- 
othy Baker, of St. John’s, Michigan; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOCKTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 442) supplementary to an act to provide 
for a building suited to the use of the post 
office, the pension and revenue officers, and 
the judicial officers of the United States in the 
city of Trenton, New Jersey, approved March 
3, 1871; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 443) to provide for the opening of a mili- 
tary and post road from the mouth of Walnut 
river, in Kansas, to the mouth of Main Cashe 
river, in Texas; which was read twice bv its 
title, referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous | 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3. 
No. 444) to amend an act entitled An act 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” and the sev- 
erai acts amendatory thereof; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 445) to defray the expenses of district 
judges from other districts while holding dis- 
trict or circuit courts in the southern district 
of New York; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3. 


establish and protect national cemeteries, ” 
approved February 22, 1867; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 447) to enable honorably discharged sol- 
diers and sailors, their widows and orphan 


children, to acquire homesteads on the publie 
i lands of the United States; which was read 


twice by its title. 

Mr. POMEROY. A bill similar to this was 
introduced and considered at the last session 
by the two committees, and passed one House, 
Thave now introduced the bill again. It simply 
allows soldiers and sailors, privatesand officers, 
who were honorably discharged, to deduct the 
time they servedin the Army or Navy from the 


H 


| 


| 


i 
i 
i 
|| 


| 


That is the extent of the provision of the bill. 
I move that it be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATUE OF ROGER WILLIAMS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will be considered as before 
the Senate. and the Secretary will read it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I did not pro- 
pose to offer the resolution until after the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island had concluded his re- 
marks, but if it is necessary as the foundation 
for his remarks | will submit it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to submit what I 
have to say before the resolution is offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Rhode Island claims the floor, and will proceed. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Mr. President, I formally 
present, in the name and in behalf of the State 
of Rhode Island, 4 memorial statue of its 
founder, to the people of the United States, 
to be preserved in the national Capitol, with 
the statues of those other worthies whose ser- 
vices aud merits, in the judgment of their 
grateful descendants, entitle them to this pre- 
eminent honor. 

It is less to be regretted that the artist who 
has created so striking an ideal conception of 
Roger Williams had no authentic source from 
which he could reproduce the likeness of the 
mau, since the name of Roger Williams is 
rather identified with the living ideas of which 
he was the exponent, than with any mere indi- 
viduaiities of form and feature. 

Two centuries and ahalf have almost elapsed 
since the General Court of the Plymouth Col- 
ony expressed the intolerant bigotry of a polit 
ical clergy by pronouncing sentence of banish- 
ment upon Roger Williams. His chief offense 
was a denial that the civil power extended to 
matters of faith and conscience; and for this 
he was driven beyond the pale of what was 


| then, in New England, the abode of religion 


and civilization, 

After experiencing the privations of a bit- 
ter winter in a wilderness among savages he 
landed, after a second warning frem his per- 
secutors, with a handful of devoted friends, 
upon the western shore of the Seekonk in the 
early summer of 1636. From this beginning 
sprang the now proud and prosperous city of 
Providence. 

But it is not because he was the founder of 
a city, nor because he planted a colony, from 
the loins of which has sprung a vigorous State, 
that Rhode Island has resolved to set up his 
statue in the Capitol of the nation; but she 
has accorded him this honor because he suc- 
cessfully vindicated the right of private judg- 
ment in matters of conscience, and effected a 


' moral and political revolution in all the Gov- 


eroments of the civilized world, 
The doctrine of absolute separation between 


i| Church and State is so universally recegnized 
No. 446) to amend an act entitled “An aetto |i 


by the men of this generation, as a cardinal 
necessity to the existence of a free and healthy 
Government, and appears to us to be such an 
evident political axiom, that it requires an 
effort to suppose that it was not a principle 
of political philosophy from the earliest set- 
tlement of this country. It was notao. The 
Puritans of New England were willing to suf- 
fer to the last extremity for conscience sake 
but they were in no sense martyrs to liberty of 


; conscience, and were as intolerant of heresy 


io their belief as the Conformists of England, 


i orthe Charchof Rome. The Puritans brought 


with them the best results of the Reformation 
which had agitated Europe from the time of 
Wickliffe to Luther, but as a body they had ne 
conception of the idea that in matters of faith 
the conscience of the man, and not the law of 
the State, was supreme. The merit of Wil 
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liams in anuvouncing and maintaining this ther 
strange and heretical doctrine is therefore to 
be estimated with reference to the adverse 
tendencies and opinions ofthe period. He 
alone brought the great work of the Reforma- 
tion to its last grand stage of development. 

It is a mistaken idea that violent revolu- 
tions are the only crises which determine the 
fortunes of a people. There are other influ- 
ences less startling but not less important, 
more gradual in their culmination but not less 
certain, which modify and sbape by their silent 
but ceaseless power the destiny not merely of 
a single people, but of a whole race. When 
we contemplate, as with just pride we may, 
the boundless resources of our common coun- 
try, and realize that with each succeeding year 
we are giving strength and permanency to that 
lively experiment in self government which 
for hess than a century has been nursed on this 
continent, we may well gratefully inquire how 
much of this great progress and political tri- 
umph is due to the spread and adoption of 
that idea, which, in weakness and in discour- 
agement, was first resolutely exhibited in a 
scheme of government by a single master- 
spirit, in 1636, on the hills of Providence. 

It was a happy thought, which suggested that 
the several States should contribute to form a 
national gallery of the statues of the men who 
have been most prominent in their history. 
Rhode Island would have been untrue to her 
antecedents, had she failed to name her first 
citizen for this dignity. She presents, in prompt 

_response to the opportunity, this memorial in 
marble, for the contemplation of those who 
resort hither to witness the best development 
of a republican Government, and in gratefal 
acknowledgment of the services which, not to 
her alone, but to the whole world, have been 
rendered by Roger Williams. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the resolutions offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which 
are concurrent resolutions. 

The resolutions were read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring) That the thanks of Congress be 
presented to the Governor, and through him to the 

eople of the State of Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations for the statue of Roger Williams, whose 
pane is so honorably identified with our colonial 

“Resolved, That this work of art is accepted in the 
name ofthe nation and assigned a place in the old 
Hall of the House of Representatives, already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citi- 
zens, and that a copy of this resolution, signed by 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, be transmitted to the 


Governor ofthe State of Rhode Island and Provi- 
dence Plantations. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I bad not 
intended to interpose any remarks, at thistime ; 
for although it is always an easy and a pleas- 
ing duty for a Rhode Island man to discuss 
the character, to recount the history, and to cele 
brate the praises of the great Founder of our 
State, I have received no intimation, from those 
who had charge of the subject at home, that 
anything from me was expected or desired. 
And yet, sir, it is hardly possible for a Rhode 
Island Senator to remain entirely silent, when, 
in this high presence, the theme is Roger Wil- 
liams; and Í am sure you will not deem it an 
intrusion or an invasion of the province of my 
colleague, to whose abler hands this matter 
has been committed and who has so well per- 
formed the duty assigned to him, if I detain 
you, very briefly, before the question is put. 

My colleague has well said thatit was a 
happy idea to convert the old Hall of the House 
of Representatives into the Pantheon of Amer- 
ica. ‘The idea originated with my distinguished 
friend who sits upon my right, { Mr. MORRILL, 
of Vermont,] then a leading member of the 
House, as he is now of the Senate. It was in- 
deed a happy idea to assemble in the Capitol 
the silent effigies of the men who have made 
the annals of the nation illustrious; that here, 


overlooking our deliberations, inspiring our 


counsels, and animating us by their example, 
they may seem to guard the greatness which 
they founded or defended. 

And I do not deem this proceeding an 
idle form, but rather a high ceremonial of the 
Republic; and I anticipate, with a patriotic 
pleasure, that it will be repeated, from time 
to time, until every State shali have sent here 
her contribution to this assemblage of heroes 
and patriots and statesmen and orators and 

oets and scholars and divines—of men who, 
in every department of greatness, have added 
luster to the American name. And as often 
as this scene is repeated; when Virginia shall 
send to us the statue of Washington, which 
cannot be too often found repeated in the 
Capitol; and with it that of Thomas Jeffer- 
son or of Patrick Henry; when North Car- 
olina shall send us Nathaniel Macon, and 
South Carolina shall send us Sumter or Ma- 
rion, and Georgia shall send us Oglethorpe; 
when Kentucky shall send us Daniel Boone 
and Henry Clay, and Tennessee shall send us 
Andrew Jackson, and Illinois shall send us 
Abraham Lincoln and Stephen A. Douglas, and 
Missouri shall send Thomas H. Benton; when 
New York shall send us Peter Stuyvesant and 
Alexander Hamilton; when Connecticut. shall 
send us Roger Sherman and Jonathan Trum- 
bull—I believe they are here already ; I know 
that the blood of both is represented in this 
Chamber by men coming from States that were 
not born when the names which their Senators 
worthily bear were first made illustrious— 
when Vermont shall send us the stalwart form 
of that hero who thundered at the gates of 
Ticonderoga ‘‘ in the name of the Continental 
Congress and the great Jehovah ; when New 
Jersey shall send us the great grandfather of 
the Senator who sits on the opposite side of 
the Chamber {Mr. Stocgron] and the uncle 
of the Senator who sits nearer me, {Mr. Fre. 
LINGHUYSEN ;] when Pennsylvania shall send 
us William Penn, and when Massachusetts, 

ausing in the embarrassment of her riches, 
ooking down the long list of her sons who, in 
arms, in arts, and in letters, in all the depart- 
ments of greatness, have contributed to her 
glory, shall, with hesitating fingers, select two 
to represent that glory here; then, and on 
every such occasion, | trust that the spirit of 
party will cease, that the voice of faction will 
be hushed, and that weshallgivean hour to the 
past. We shall be the wiser and better for it. 

In all our history no name shines with a 

urer light than his whose memorial we have 
ately placed in the Capitol. In the history 
of all the world there is a no more striking 
example of a man grasping a grand idea, at 
once, in its full proportions, in all its com- 
pleteness, and carrying it out, unflinchingly, 
to its remotest legitimate results. 

Roger Williams did not merely lay the found- 
ation of religious freedom, he constructed the 
whole edifice, in all its impregnable strength, 
in allits imperishable beauty. Those who bave 


| followed him, in the same spirit, have not been 


able to add anything to the grand and simple 
wordsin which he enunciated the principle, nor 
to surpass him in the exact fidelity with which 
he reduced it to the practical business of gov- 
ernment. 

Religious freedom, which now, by general 
consent, underlies the foundation principles of 
civilized government, was, at that time, looked 
upon as a wilder theory than any proposition, 
moral, political, or religious, that has since 
engaged the serious attention of mankind. It 
was regarded as impracticable, disorganizing, 
impious, and, if not utterly subversive of social 
order, it was not so only because its manifest 
absurdity would prevent any serious effort to 
enforce it. The lightest punishment deemed 


due to its confessor was to drive him out into || 


the howling wilderness. Had he not met with 
more Christian treatment from the savage chil- 
dren of the forest than he had found from ‘‘the 
Lord’s anointed,” he would have perished in 
the beginning of hie experiment. 
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Mr. President, fame, what we call human 
glory, renown, is won on many fields and in 
many varieties of human effort. Some clutch 
it, with bloody hands, amid the smoke and 
thunder of battle. Some woo it in the quiet 
retreats of study, till the calm seclusion is 
broken by the plaudits of admiring millions, 
of every tongue and of every clime. Others, in 
contests, which, if not bloody, are too often 
bitter and vindictive, seek itin the foram, amid 
“the applause of listening senates,’’ caught 
up and echoed back by the tumultuous cheers 
of popular adulation. All these enjoy, while 
they live, the renown which gilds their mem- 
ories with unfading glory. The fame which 
attends them is their presentreward. Itstimu- 
lates them to greater exertions and sustains 
them in higher flights. And it is just and 
right. : 

But there is a fame of another kind, that 
comes in another way, that comes unsought, if 
it comes atall; for the first condition for those 
who achieve it is that they shall not seek it. 


‘When a man, in the communion of his own 


conscience, following the lessons of his own 
convictions, determines what it is his duty to 
do, and, in obscurity and discouragement, with 
no companions but difficulty and peril, goes 
out to do it—when such a man establishes a 
great principle or succeeds in achieving a great 
amelioration or a great benefit to the human 
race, without the expectation or the desire 
of reward,in present honor or in future renown, 
the fame that shines a glory around his brow is 
a reflection from the ‘pure white light’? in 
which the angels walk, around the throne 
of God. 

Such a man was Roger Williams. No 
thought of himself, no idea of recompense or ` 
of praise interfered to sully the perfect purity 
of his motives, the perfect disinterestedness 
of hisconduct. Laboring for the highest ben- 
efit of his fellow-men, he was entirely indiffer- 
ent to their praises. He knew (for God, whose 
prophet he was, had revealed it to him) that 
the great principle for which he contended, 
and for which he suffered, founded in the 
eternal fitness of things, would endure for- 
ever. He did not inquire if his name would 
survive a generation. In his vision of the 
future, he saw mankind emancipated from the 
thralldom of priestcraft, from the blindness 
of bigotry, from the cruelties of intolerance. 
He saw the nations walking forth in the lib- 
erty wherewith Christ had made them free. 
He saw no memorial of himself, in marble 
or in bronze, or in the general admiration of 
mankind. More than two eenturies have 
passed since he flourished; nearly two cen- 
turies have passed since he died, buried like 
Moses, for ‘‘no man knoweth of his sepul- 
cher;’’ and now the great doctrine which he 
taught pervades the civilized world. A grateful 
State sends up here the ideal image of her 
Founder and her Father. An appreciative 
nation receives it, and, through her accred- 
ited representatives, pledges herself to preserve 
it among her most precious treasures. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 
on the resolutions, and they were agreed to 
unanimously. 


SENATOR FROM ALABAMA. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate 
take up the report and resolution of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Hlections, No. 3 on 
the Calendar, relative to the Senator-elect from 
Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. Iask the Secretary to 
read the whole report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
submitted by Mr. Srewart, from the Commit- 


‘ tee on Privileges and Elections, on the 20th of 
i March, 1871: 


The Committee on Privileges and Hlections, to 
whom were referred the credentials of George 
Goldthwaite, claiming a seat in this body as a Sen- 
ator from the State of Alabama, and the credentials 
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of Foster Blodgett, claiming a seat in this body as a |ì 


Senator from the State of Georgia, report: 


hat said credentials are in due form, and prima | 
Yadie antitlesaid Goldthwaite and Blodgett to their | 
seats upon taking the oath prescribed by the Consti- 
tution and laws, neither of them being under any 
disability. 
Š The grounds on which their right to seats are con- | 
tested have not been fully considered by the com- 
mittee for want of time, nor will there be sufficient 
time atthis session to consider them, In the opin- 


ion of your committee it would be unjust to those |) P 


‘States and gentlemen to keep the latter out of their 
seats until such investigation canbe had. | 

The committee, therefore, report the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That, George Goldthwaite and Foster 
Blodgett be permitied to take seats in this body upon ! 
taking the proper oath; and that the Committee | 
on Privileges and Elections proceed hereafter to | 
consider the grounds on which their right to seats, | 
respectively, are contested, and hereafter make : 
reports to the Senate thereon. 

” "WM. M. STEWART. 

0. P, MORTON. 
H. HAMLIN. 
B RI 


We concur in the foregoing as to Goldthwaite, but 


| 
not asto Blodgett. JOSHUA HILL. 
A. G. THURMAN. | 

Mr. THURMAN. The Committee on Priv- | 
ileges and Elections, in accordance with the | 
universal. practice of this body from the | 
foundation of the Government to this day, a | 
practice that has not a single exception, | 
reported that the credentials of this gentle- | 
man being correct, and he having been elected | 
by a body competent to elect, he was prima | 
facie entitled tu his seat and to be sworn in, | 
and that any ground of contest would be | 
heard afterward; in other words, that his | 
prima facie case could not be overthrown į 


except by testimony, and that he was not to |} 


be deprived of his. seat until that testimony | 
could be heard, but was to be allowed to take his į 
seat and the contest proceed. That has been | 
the universal practice. I have looked into 
the’ precedents, and there is not one single 
exception to it. 

The case of Blodgett, which was provided 
for in that resolution, has been disposed of by 
the admission of Mr. Norwoon, so that now 
the resolution has not anything to operate 
upon except the case of Mr. Goldthwaite, 
and to make it apply to his case alone I 
offer this amendment, which is exactly the 
same as the original resolution, except that it 
applies to Mr. Goldthwaite alone. I move 
to strike out all of the resolution after the | 
word ‘resolved,’’ and to insert the follow- 
ing: 

That George Goldthwaite be permitted to take a 
a seat in this body as a Senator from the State of 
Alabama upon taking the proper oath; and that the 
Committeeon Privilegesand Elections proceed here- ; 
after to consider the grounds on which his right to 


a seat, is contested, and hereafter make report to the į 
Senate thereon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to make 
any remarks upon this subject; but I should 
like to inquire of the mover, or of some mem- 
ber of the committee, whether this is the judg- 
ment of the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. THURMAN. The unanimous judg- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on the adoption of the resolution as amended. 
The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator- 
elect isin the Chamber he is now entitled to | 
take the oaths of office upon presentation to-! 
the Chair. 

Mr. THURMAN. He is not here to-day. 


| 
MILEAGE TO FOSTER BLODGETT. | 
i 
i 
j 
i 
i 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate | 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution ; 
iying on the table with reference to the pay of | 
Foster Blodgett. who was a contestant here for 
a seat from the State of Georgia. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to inquire whether | 
that resolution has precedence of what the | 
Chair ruled to be a question of privilege, the | 


ji 
i 
The question is |! 


ii it is proper to give him his pay. 


! should be allowed. 


disposition of the resolutions with regard to 
certain recusant witnesses? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana having claimed the floorand 
moved to proceed to its consideration. He 
has therefore the prior right. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I shall ask that the 
other question be taken up when this is dis- 
osed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Morron on the 19th 
of December last: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay, out of the pay and mileage acconnt, 
to Foster Blodgett, claiming a seat as Senator-elect 
from the State of Georgia, the pay and mileage of 
a Senator commencing March 4, 1871, to the pas- 
sage of this resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ought it to continne to 
the present day? Onght it not to be to the 
time that the case was decided? 

Mr. MORTON. From the time the ques- 
tion was decided. If the resolution does not 
read in that way it ought to do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana modifies the resolution so as to allow 
pay up to the time the case was decided. 

Mr. MORTON. Ido not think it necessary 
to discuss this resolution. I am advised that 
it is in accordance with what has been the 
uniform action of the Senate in such cases, in 
accordance with the action of the Senate in 
two other cases from Georgia, where the con- 
testants presented certificates of election. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have looked, lawyer- 
like, into the precedents that bear on this reso- 
lution, and I have met with no precedent ad- 
verse to the resolution, but quite a number 
that are in support of the resolution. They 
go upon this ground: that where a man is 
elected Senator by the Legislature of a State, 
but it turns out upon an examination that he 
is not entitled to the seat, but that somebody 
else is entitled, this much respect is due to the |! 
Legislature of the State as to believe that he |i 
was elected in good faith, and that he claimed i 

| 
! 


f 


his seat in pursuance of an implied duty rest- | 
ing upon him from the choice made by that | 
Legislature, and that under such circumstances |i 

With the |! 
strongest feelings in the world against the claim || 
of Mr. Blodgett to a seat in this body, under |f 
the circumstances | yet feel constrained, in 
view of the precedents, in view of this reason |! 
which seems to me entitled to great consider- | 
ation, in view of the respect I owe to a State, 
to vote for this resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. On the explana- | 
tion made by the Senator from Ohio Í shall 
vote for the resolution. i 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire simply to suggest | 
that to aid the accounting officers in settling |! 
the matter it would be better to fix the precise || 
date in the resolution up to which the pay |l 


S 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Secretary will ascertain and in- 
corporate in the resolution the precise date on | 
which this question was decided by the Senate. | 

Mr. ANTHONY. It was the 2ist of Decem- | 
ber, I am told. | 

Mr. TIPTON. Ishould have liked to have 
heard a statement from the Committee on the | 


that there are precedents, and I should like to i 
have been referred to those precedents. I am} 
not certain that I understand this qusetion in | 
all its bearings ; bat I had almost said that I | 
am at the present time prejudiced against this 
case in this, that I doubt the propriety of the 
Senate ordering the pay of a man unless he 
has been elected with some prima facie evi- 
detces of aright. I do not think payment ought 
to be made where a State assumes to elect as | 
the State of Georgia did, for I think that she pre- 
seated five nameshere at about the same time, 


ł 


| 


two to be successors of the first two elected, and 
one to take his seat on some contemplated 
contingency. I think the Legislature of that 
State came here at one time asking us to ao 
legislate upon her affairs as to allow them to 
perpetuate their legislative power without 
going to the people of Georgia for an election, 
which would have made it easy for a Legisla 
ture to have elected Senators previously, and 
during the time of the perpetuation of their 
power to have elected one or two sets more. 

F think in regard to the election of this cau- 
didate that the Legislature that elected him 
elected him ata time when the laws of the 
United States told that Legislature ‘* You can- 
not elect a Senator for Georgia, because you 
are not the Legislature that will have been 
chosen prior to the time when the vacancy 
shall occur.’’ After they had made the elec- 
tion they changed the time of meeting of the 
Legislature of the State, in order that when the 
constitutionally-elected Legislature should con- 
vene, they should not have an opportunity to 
fill the vacancy, the time of their meeting hav- 
ing been changed, with an intent, until after 
the time of the vacancy happening. I under- 
stood it was considered military strategy, legis- 
lative legerdemain, for the purpose of forcing 
upon the Senate of the United States a man 
not elected under the law of the United States 
by a Legislature competent to elect; and when 
a State thus elects and experiments in her 
election and runs the chances of getting in her 
members, if she fails for her corruption and 
her audacity, I will not assist in footing the 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the resolution as modified. 

The resolution was adopted. 

CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 

Mr. SCOTT. Inow move that the Senate 
resume the consideration of the resolution in 
the case of Clayton Camp and David Gist. 
witnesses subpenaed before the joint Com- 
miitee to Investigate Alleged Outrages in the 


! Southern States, in the State of South Carolina. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following 
resolution : 

Whereas the two Houses of Congress did, by their 
concurrent resolutions pasged on the 7th day of April, 
i871, authorize and direct theappointment of a joint 
select committee tor the performance of certain 


; duties in said concurrent resolution specified; the 
| said joint select committee to be composed of wew- 


bers of the said two Houses, that is to say, of seven 
members of the Senate and fourteen members of 
the House of Representatives, which said joint 
select committee was duly appointed, ag by said con- 
current resolution provided; and whereas, in the 
discharge and performance of the duties so enjoined 
upon them, the said joint select committee did ap- 
point a sub-committee of their own number to take 
testimony in the State of South Carolina, which said 
sub-committee, on the Lith day of July, 1871 by sub- 


| penaduly issued and served, did summon and com- 


mand a certain Clayton Camp, of Spartanburg 
county, South Carolina, to appear before said sub- 
committee; and on the 18th day of July, 1871, by 
like subpena duly issued and served. did surmmau 
and command aeertain David Gist, of Union county, 


| South Carolina, to appear before said sub-comimit- 


tee, each of said witnesses so summoned to testify 
before the said sub-committee touching the matters 
and things which the said joint seluct commitiee 
were authorized and required by the concurrent res- 
olution of the two Houses of Congresa to examine 
and inquire into; and whereas, the said Clayton 
Camp and the said David Gist having been so sam- 
moned andcommanded, did fail and refuse to appear 
before the said sub-committee, thercby showing 
themselves in contempt of the Senate of the United 
States. as well as of the House of Representatives: 
Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring.) That the 
President of the Senate issue his several warrants, 
directed to the Sergeant-at-Arme of the Sennie, cow- 
manding him to take into his custody the bodies of 
the said Clayton Camp and David Gist, respectively. 
wherever to be found, and ts dave the sume forth- 
with before the bar of the Senate, to answer as for 4 
contempt of the authority of the Sonate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Has the resolation beer 
taken up? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been by a 
vote of the Senate. 

_ Mr. THURMAN. [shonid be very glad, if 
it would suit the convenience of the Senator 
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from Pennsylvania, if he would consent to 
postpone the consideration of the resolution 
until the other members of the committee, the 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. BLAIR] and the 
Senator from Delaware, | Mr. BAYARD, ] return 
totheir seats, which will be ina very few days. 
1 know they want to be here, and want to hear 
the argument of my friend upon this question. 
I understand that the Senator from Delaware 
will probably be here on Thursday or Friday, 
and the Senator from Missouri betore that. I 
hope that will suit the convenience of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Ido not object, 
of course, if it does not suit his convenience ; 
but I know they want to be here, and I should 
like to see them here. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have no personal desire 
whatever about this matter. I am simply act- 
ing as the organ of the committee in endeav- 
oring to have these questions disposed of, and 
get out of the way of perhaps more important 
business these two resolutions, which have 
already occupied some time. If my colleagues 
upon the committee have expressed a desire 
to the Senator from Ohio to be here when this 
question is considered, I certainly shall be 
inclined to accede to their wishes. 

Mr. THURMAN. They made no express 
personal desire of that kind, bat J understood 
them in conversation, especially the Senator 
from Delaware, to wish to be here when it was 
taken up. i 

Mr. SCOTT. If that is the desire of. mem- 
bers of the committee associated with me in 
this investigation, and who are more familiar 
with the case than other members of the Sen- 
ate, certainly I have no desire to press it in 
their absence; but I do desire to give notice 
that whenever they do appear I shall ask the 
Senate to dispose of these resolutions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This resolution 
will be returned to the Calendar, and the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania gives notice of his 
intention to call it up when his colleagues on 
the committee shall be here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, If there is no particu- 
lar business before the Senate, and there does 
not seem to be any, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at two 
o'clock and forty eight minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Yurspay, January 9, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. 

Rev. Dr. De Sora, minister of the Portu- 
guese Synagogue, and Professor of Oriental 
Literature iu McGill University, Montreal, 
opened the proceedings with the following 
prayer: 

Almighty and Everlasting God! these, Thy 
servants, the representatives of the people of 
the United States in Congress assembled, have 
come to legislate in accordance with the prin- 
ciples of civil and religious liberty enunciated 
by thcir sires, the founders of this Republic, 
and by perpetuating the same,to prove them- 
selves worthy the glorious heritage they have 
received. Then look down from Thy holy 
habitation, from heaven, and assist and bless 
them at. this time. Pour out Thy spirit most 
plenteously upon them; yea, let restupon them 
the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the 
spirit of counsel aud of ability, the spirit of the 
Knowledge of Thee, O Lord. Let righteous- 
ness be the girdle of their loins, and faithful- 
ness the cincture of their reins. And in all 
their deliberations for the public weal, let not 
personal or partisan hostility find place ; but 
suffer harmony, patriotism, truth, and justice 
to pervade them, so that to bigotry there may 
be given no sanction, and to persecution no 
assistance. Letsuch a spirit prevail in all they 
do and say for this, their country, and inspire 
them with an enlarged sentiment of peace and 
good-will toward all other peoples. 


We gratefully acknowledge, O Lord, that ! 
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such a sentiment is signally manifesting itself 
in our day, and we render unto Thee our most 
hearty thanks that Thou permittest us, even 
now, to witness a victory of peace infinitely 
greater than any victory achieved in war, at 
any time, and by any people, in that this nation 
and its parent nation are settling their differ- 
ences, not by might, not by power, but by Thy 
spirit, in a manner best becoming those of one 
origin, language, and blood, by an appeal to 
the arbitrament of nations impartial and disin- 
terested. And as aforetime and among other 
peoples many a vindictive and bloody struggle, 
destroying both the material resources and 
moral sense of those engaged, has originated 
in much less important considerations, we have 
special cause to thank Thee that this evil was 
averted, and to ask that the words of the Chief 


Magistrate of this Republic may indeed be 


realized ; that this example may be everywhere 
followed, so as to restore to the productive 
industry of the world millions of men engaged 
in training and preparations for war. Bless, 
then, both these nations who proclaim the glad 
tidings of peace to the world; draw them yet 
nearer and nearer to each other in mutual 
esteem and mutual confidence, and this not 
merely for their own welfare, but for the bless- 
ing of all the families of the earth, to whom 
they are the hope, the teachers of liberty, and 
enlightenment. 

Supreme Ruler of the Universe! may it 
please Thee to let the light of Thy countenance 
shine continuously upon this land Thou hast 
hitherto so greatly favored. Open unto it Thy 
goodly treasure, and bless it with prosperity 
within and tranquillity without. Preserve it 
from bloodshed and from the pestilence that 
stalketh in darkness. Maintain within it the 
grand charter of liberty Thou hast inspired, 
and as he who sacrilegiously touched Thine 
altar of old was accounted worthy of death, so 
perish the unhallowed hand that would pervert 
or destroy this Constitution of wisdom, justice, 
and liberty, for the narrow purposes of secta- 
rianism. And lastly, aud above all, may its 
people advance most in the fear of Thee, and 
love of Thee, so that they may be for a name 
and praise among all the nations of the earth. 
Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

IMPEACHMENT OF CONGRESSMEN. 


Mr. POLAND, from the joint select Com- 
mittee to Inquire into the Condition of the late 
Insurrectionary States, submitted a special 
report; which was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: ; 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

At a meeting of the joint select Committee to 
Inquire into the Condition of tho late Insurrection- 
ary States, so far as regards the execution of the laws 
and the safety of tho lives and property of the citi- 
zens of the United States, convened at their roomin 
the Capitol, on the 22d of September, 1871, Messrs. 
Scorr, Poot, and Bharr were appointed a sub-com- 
mittee to examine the witnesses then in attendance, 
which sub-committee organized on the 23d of Sep- 
tember, 1871, and examined Edward Wheeler, of 
Arkansas. On the 25th of September, 1871, said sub- 
committee examined William G. Whipple, of Ark- 
ansas. 

The testimony of these witnesses tends to impeach 
the official character and conduct of a member of 
the United StatesSenate from the State of Arkansas, 
and also to affect the right of a member of the House 
of Representatives from that State toretain hisseat 
in the House. Other evideuce of the same character 
was offered, and one of the gentlemen affected by 
this testimony claimed the right to bring witnesses 
before the committee to contradict or explain the 
same. The committee, however, upon considera- 
tion, decided that the subject-matter to which said 
testimony related did not come within the limits of 
the investigation they were directed to make, and 
therefore declined to prosecute the inquiry any 
further, discharging a witness who had been sub- 
penaed and was then awaiting an examination. 

The joint select committee, pursuing what they 
deemed to be the proper parliamentary course, at a 
meeting on December 21, 1871, adopted the following 

solution: X 
re Resolved, That the committee report the testi- 
mony taken before the committee, affecting Senator 
CLavtox, and Mr. EDWARDS, a Representative from 
Arkansas, to the Senate aud House of Representa- 
tives, with a recommendation that each House take 


such action as it may deem proper.” 


Agreeably to this resolution of said joint select 
committee, the undersigned, the chairman on the 
partof tho Senate, and the chairman on the part of 
tho House of Representatives, beg leave to submit 
the testimony hereto annexed of Edward Wheeler 
and William G. Whipple, both of the State of Ark~- 
ansas, said Wheeler and Whipple having been the 
only witnesses from that State who were examined 
by the committee, to the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, respectively, for such action as each 
House may deem advisable. 

i JOHN SCOTT, 
Chairman on the partof the Senate. 


_ LUKEP, POLAND, 
Chairman on the part of the House. 

Mr. POLAND. If no other course be sug- 
gested, I move that this report be printed, and 
that the report and evidence accompanying it 
be referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire to inquire of 
the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. Potanp] if 
thetestimony is lengthy? If itis not, I should 
like to hear it read. 

Mr. POLAND, It is quite lengthy. It 
would take two hours to read it. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then I do not wish to 
delay the House with the reading of it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the report and evidence will be printed and 
referred to the Committee of Eleciious. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to make another 
inquiry with regard to the testimony. I desire 
to know whether it will be printed in the 


Globe? 
The SPEAKER. It will not, under this 


order, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I would suggest, then, 
to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Poras] 
that the testimony be published in the Globe, 
that we may all have an opportunity to read it. 

Mr. DAWES. I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. E.pringe] to 
the fact that the frequent publication of docu- 
ments in the Globe fills it up ata very great 
expense. Ido not make this remark with ref- 
erence to this particular matter, but I would 
direct his attention to the fact that to-day docu- 
ments which properly should go upon the files 
as documents are printed in the Globeinstead, 
at great expense. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. It suggests itself to my 
mind, that thisis amatter of such great import- 
ance, affecting a member of this House, that 
the evidence should, without delay, be placed 
in a printed form before the members, 

Mr. BANKS. It willbe quite competent for 
the House to order the Public Printer to print 
this report and evidence in the usual form, and 
have it presented on the tables of members to- 
morrow. I think this ought to be doneinstead 
of having it printed in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind 
gentlemen thatto print anything but the ordin- 
ary proceedings of the House in the Globe 
requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. POLAND. I may state that this testi- 
mony has already been printed, with the gen- 
eral testimony taken before the committee. 
It will be furnished to members in that way, 
and I also ask the House to order it to be 
printed with this report. ` 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I would remind the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PoLanp] that 
it will be some time before it will be ready for 
delivery in the form he mentions. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the course suggested 
by the gentleman from Massachuseits [Mr. 
Bayxs] should be adopted, it appears to me 
that that would be satisfactory. 

‘The motion that the report and accompany- 
ing papers be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the 
motion just agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. McCRARY. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Elections to present their report in 
the contested-eleection case of McKenzie vs. 
Braxton, seventh district of Virginia, and I 
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request the Clerk to read the resolution at the 
conelusion of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ThatElliott M. Braxton was duly elected 
as Represeniative in Congress from the seventh 
district of Virginia, and is entitledto retain hisseat 
as such. 

Mr. McCRARY. I move thatthe reportbe 
laid on the table and printed, and give notice 
that I will call itup for the action of the House 
at an early day. 

The motion that the report be laid on the 
table and printed was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the calling of committees for reports, 
and the morning hour now begins at fifteen 
minutes to one o’clock. 


MINTS, ASSAY OFFICES, ETC. 


_ Mr. KELLEY, from the Committee on Coin- 

age, Weights, and Measures, reported back, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill (H. R. No, 5) revising the laws relative to 
the mints, assay offices, and coinage of the 
United States. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, it may not 
be inappropriate for me to make a brief state- 
ment in connection with this bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Before the gentleman pro- 


ceeds I would like to ask him whether he | 
intends to ask for the question upon this bill || 

i| whetker the present inspector of the Mint at 
| Philadelphia has had anything to do with the 


to-day? 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; I desire that the 
bill shall be fairly considered. . It is not a pet 
measure of my own. It isa measure origin- 
ated by the Treasury Department, and growing 
out of the necessities of the case. The mint 
law of this country has never been revised. It 
was originally framed for a single institution 
at Philadelphia, and it involves many ecrudities 
necessarily arising from the fact that we have 
established several mints and quite a number 
of assay offices in different parts of our very 
much more widely extended country than the 
law was originally intended to cover. We 
were not then a bullion-producing people, 
while we are to-day the greatest producers of 
gold and silver in the world. Our mints are 
situated upon the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, 
and in the heart of what was but a few years 
ago regarded as the inaccessible desert of 
America. 

Time, as well as circumstances, has tended 
to make the law somewhat, I may say with pro- 
priety, incoherent, or crude. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, discovering the difficulty of 
administering the affairs of so many mints and 
assay offices, gave the subject his personal con- 
sideration, and then invited to his aid some of 
the most experienced gentlemen in the coun- 
try in the matters of coinage and the manage- 
ment of mints, and directed one of the officers 
of the Treasury, in connection with those gen- 
tlemen, to codify the mintlaws. ‘That was done, 
and the codification, with such suggestions as 
those commissioners, as I may call them, make, 
were submitted to the two Houses of Congress. 
The Senate took up the bill and acted upon it 
during the last Congress, and sent it to this 
House. It was referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and received 
as careful attention as I have ever known a 
committee to bestow upon any measure. The 
committee before proceeding to consider it sent 
copies ofit, notto the Directorofthe Mint alone, 
but to the offices of all the mints and to those 
gentlemen who within the last fifteen or twenty 
years have been connected with the mints and 
made reputations which justified the committee 

‘in attaching importance ta their opinions and 
the results of their experience; and thus en- 
lightened from sources to which the Seeretary 
had not applied, the committee proceeded with 
great deliberation to go over the bill, not only 
Section by section, but line by line, and word 
by word. 

. Phe bill has not received ihe same elaborate 


i vise him. 


consideration from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures of this House, bnt the 
attention of each member was brought to it at 
the earliest day of this session; each member 
procured a copy of the bill, and there has been 
a thorough examination of the bill again. I 
think that when the House comes to consider 
the bill,while they may find some amendments 
to make that would be judicious, they will find 
the body of the billto be a well-devised and 
careful codification of the Mint laws, making 
a very few, if any, essential changes except in 
this: there is now a director of the Mint; his 
office is attached to the Mint at Philadelphia, 
and there is no more reason why he should 
supervise the other mints than there is that the 
chief officers of the other mints should super- 
There is really no subordination, 
there is no responsible head to our mints, or 


our system of coinage, and if the law be not | 


brought into better shape than it is, we shall 
perhaps, without willful fauit on the part of 
anybody, find our coinage one that other na- 
tions may not recognize, or that we ourselves 
must doubt. It is of the highest importance, 
therefore, that the one single cardinal change 
that the bill proposes should be made. 


Until I hear some objections to the bill, I | 


believe that I have nothing further to say, while 


I will take pleasure in responding to the inqui- | 


ries of any geatleman who may have questions 
to put upon the subject. 
Mr. STORM. I will ask my colleague 


suggestions made in regard to this bill? 

Mr. KELLEY. I will say to mv colleague 
that as one of the officers of the Mint he cer- 
tainly was consulted, both by the gentlemen 
who were summoned to the aid of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and by the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. I will say 
further, that we not only addressed letters to 
the Director of the Mint but to the other off- 
cers, and those who have been officers, to Mr. 
Robert Patterson, who is now the cashier of 
the Safe Deposit Company, whose father, the 
late Professor Patterson, formerly of the Uni- 
versity of Virginia, was for many years Director 
of the Mint, and with whom coinage has been 
a life long study. We received a number of 
communications from him, as well as one bill, 
every section and line of which to which he 
would submit an amendment was marked; We 
omitted, so far as I know, no gentleman inthe 
country who bas bad protracted official con- 
nection with the mints or assay offices, or any 
gentleman whose scientific attainments in con- 
nection with the system of coinage or mint 


usages was sufficient to bring him to our notice. ! 


The committee having no special views, regard- 
ing themselves as charged with a very import- 
ant function, that of providing for the integrity 
of the coinage and au economicadministration 
of the mints of the country, sought information 
from allrecognized authorities, whether official 
or unofficial, American or foreign. 

Mr. STORM. Iwill ask my colleague [ Mr. 
KELLEY] one further question. I have not 


been able to give much attention to this bill, | 


except while it was being read. I will ask my 
colicague whether this bill in any way pro- 
poses to void the charges now pending against 
the Director of the Mint of Philadelphia? 

Mr. KELLEY. This bil was prepared soon 
after the present Director of the Mint came in, 
and before any charges could have heen made 
against him, if there be any now pending. This 
bill does not now touch any personal question ; 
it relates alone to the laws of coinage and the 
government of the mints and assay offices of 
the country. 

An amendment has been suggested to me, 
which Ewillnow move. This bill was proposed 
in the year 1871; therefore, an amendment ig 
necessary to section seventy-two. That see- 


tion now reads, “this act shall be known ag ! 


the coinage act, 1871.7’ I move to amend by 
striking out ‘18717 and inserting “1872.7 


TheSPEAKIR. ‘Thatbeingaverbalamend- 
ment, it will be made if not objected to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is another point 
that suggested itself to me as the bill was 
being read, and to which I would like to cail 
tbe attention of the gentleman who has re- 
ported it. It contemplatesthat the Mint shall 
be a bureau in the Treasury Department. and 
that the head of that bureau shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, for a period of five 
years, unless sooner removed for reasons givea 
to the Senate. Now, I would ask the gentle- 
man, why limit the official term? Why not 
allow the appointment to be general, like that 
of most other heads of bureaus, to continue 
nominally and, so faras the law speaks, during 
good bebavior? And, then, why require, if 
the Executive should deem it necessary to 
remove the incumbent before the expiration of 
five years, that he shall give his reasons there- 
for to the Senate ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I will say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Mayyarp] that, as he 
has learned from what I have already stated, 
neither I nor the committee originated the 
draft of this bill. I can only give him what I 
believe to have been the reasons of the gen- 
tleman who did originate it; that is, that the 
Mint being, in one aspect of the case, a manu- 
facturing establishment, an establishment for 
the conversion of crude material into the coin 
of the country, it would be well to give as 
much permanence as possible tò its manage- 
ment. Inasmuch as its administration may 
affect our commercial relations, indeed our 
confidence in our own currency and coinage, it 
was f-lt that it would be well that the chier of 
the establishment should be appointe’ by and 
with the consent of the Senate, and that when 
appointed he should for even more than the 
presidential term not be removable without 
cause shown. I know no other reason than 
that, and I personally have no wishes on the 
subject as to whether the term of the office 
shail be the one or the other. My own jadg- 
ment is, that the proposition aims at a very 
wise conclusion, that of lifting the Mint cf 
the United States and removing the officer wio 
is to be charged with the weight, fineness, and 
regularity of our coinage, and of the pecuniary 
responsibility of this establishment, in so far 
as may be, having in view a due responsibility 
to the Government, from all other influences, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Undoubtedly those are 
reasons that should govern us in framing this 
bill. The officer who will be appointed in 
charge of this burean, should it be established, 
must necessarily have the subject of coinage 
as a specialty; there will necessarily be few 
persons in the country that will be qualified to 
fli the place. That it is of sufficient import- 


| ance to be dignified by a senatorial confirma- 


tion as well as executive appointment, I think is 
true. But I submit to the gentleman whether 
this very element of permanency would not be 
better secured by placing the incumbent in ibe 
office, requiring these peculiar qualifications, 
which will of course continue to increase as 
Jong as the office shall be adequately filled, 
than at the end of five years have him go out 
of office by operation of law, at which time 
there would be a scramble of applicants seek+ 
ing to get the place, and he would only come 


p in as one of perhaps a half dozen or a dozen 


of others who would bring a great many in- 
fluences to bear, a great many recommenda- 
tions, and a great many alleged qualifications. 
Especially if he is to be examined under the 
civil service policy, about which my friend cer- 
tainly must know more than Ido, being chair- 
man of that committee, the very fact that he 
had been engaged in coinage for five vears 
might make him very rusty in subjects of 
astronomy and engineering and the higher 
mathematics and the classical attainments, 
in which his competitors might be more fresh 
and appear before the oxamining board with 
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greater advantages than he wonld. I suggest 
whether it would not be better that when the 
man is once in office he should be allowed to 
stay there uatil there shall be valid reasons for 
his removal. 


Mr, KELLEY. That is a question I would 


submit to the House without any contest of ij 


opinion about it. Such other suggestions as 
I may have to make shall be submitted as 
amendments may come under consideration. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the gentleman will 
allow me, | will move to amend the first see- 
tion of the bill by striking out all after the 
eleventh line, so that it will simply provide 
that the Director of the Mint ‘‘shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate.” 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered 

` by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
NARD] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out at the end of the first section these 
words: ‘And shall hold his office for the term of five 
years, unless sooner removed by the President upon 
reasons to be communicated by him to the Senate.” 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to make some 
inquiries in regard to this bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. Unless the gentleman’s 
remarks relate to the amendment, Í would sug- 
gest that we had better let that question be 
first disposed of. 

Mr. POTTER. What I have to say does 
not relate to this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
have not looked at the general scope of this 
bill enough to have formed any judgment about 
it; but I desire to say that if there is any 
amendment which ought not to be made, it is, 
itseems to me, that proposed by the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp.] Whatever 
is defective in the report on civil service 
which we have lately received—and for which 
I hope all good men are devoutly thankful, 
for it is a great step in the right direction— 
whatever is defective in that ‘report arises 
mainly from the fact that it does not regulate 
removals ; it does not say a word about getting 
out of office; it relates solely to the question 
of gettingin. So long as the back door is open 
to all officers, no matter how much you guard 
the front door, there is still a large degree of 
trouble. Now, Í am glad to see that in the first 
section of this bill the back door is guarded. 
Tt proposes to regulate the tenure of office of 
this officer. It fixes his term. It does not 
make him an officer for life, thereby subjecting 
the bill to the charge of creating what might 
perhaps be called a moneyed aristocracy, or 
certainly a coin aristocracy; but it does pro- 
vide that when the officer is removed, the 
reasons for his removal shall be given. Now I 
think this is a step in advance in regard to the 
civil service; and if no other feature of this 
bill be preserved, I hope the clause which my 
friend from Tennessee proposes to strike out 
will be retained. As to the general merits of 
the bill, while I have no doubt that the meas- 
ure is valuable, I have not studied it sufficiently 
to form an individual judgment. 

Mr. WOOD. | desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to the fact that the morning hour 
has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour does 
not expire unless some question of higher 
privilege takes the pending bill from the eon- 
sideration of the House. 

Mr. WOOD. Do I understand that this bill 
may run through the day? 

The SPEAKER. It may, unless something 
of higher privilege claims the attention of the 
House. The Chair has frequently so decided. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would say to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] that i have 
no objection to the bill going over ull the 
morning hour of to-morrow. | Tam not anxious 
to press it at this time. Idid not expect the | 
bill to come up to-day. . 

Mr. WOOD. Two members belonging to 
the minority of the committee, and who, I 


suppose, desire to speak on this bill, are ab- | 


sent. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire that every gentle- 
man in the House shali have, if he wishes it, | 
an opportunity to discuss the bill, Lam not | 
to be understood as unduly pressing it. I will 
say to my friend from New York that the 
chairman of the committee took especial pains | 
to invite to the bill the attention of the two 
members to whom the gentleman has referred, | 
and they informed kim afterward that they had 
looked pretty thoroughly through the bill. Bat 
I do not wish to press the measure in the ab- | 
sence of any gentleman who feels an interest 
init; and if the gentleman from New York 
will raise a question that shall take me off my 
feet and cause the Speaker to announce the 
expiration of the morning hour, he will gain 
his object, and I shall be obliged to him, for 
I am here to-day without any papers on the 


subject. 
Mr. WOOD. Iwish to be distinetly under- 
stood. I do not object to the House proceed- 


ing to the consideration of this bill. I do not 
object. to this being the subject of the whole 
session of to-day. But, sir, if we are to do 
business within the morning hour, if this com- 
mittee can be called and go through the whole 
morning hour, and then take up the rest of the 
day with one of its bills, I do not see why any 
one committee should have a priority over 
any other committee so as to monopolize the 
business of one whole day’s session. If other 
committees are to be restricted to the morn- 
ing hour when they submit their reports, this 
committee should have no greater privilege. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the 
Chair whether there is any business on the 
Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York will remember that the Chair has uni- 
foruly ruled when committecs are called they 
are eutitled to go on with their business unless 
taken off the floor by some privileged motion, 
such as a motion to go,to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table, or to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, or by a 
report from the Committee of Elections. Ouly 
such motions can take precedence of the busi- 
ness of the morning hour, and unless such 
privileged business arises, there is nothing 
which can interfere with the business of the 
morning hour. There is nothing in the rules 
which confines the morning hour to sixty 
minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. I made the inquiry whether 
there is any business upon the Speaker's table, 
and I make itagain; for, in my judgment, there 
are some matters in this bill which deserve 
serious consideration. If there is any such 
business, I move to go to the business upon 
the Speakers table. 

The SPMAKER. There is no business upon 
the Speaker’s table beyond the matters usually 
laid before the House by the Chair every day, 
excepting a bill from the Senate (S, No. 384) 
exteuding time for the completion of the Green 
Bay and Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan ship- 
canal, in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘he gentleman from New 


York asks me to withdraw my motion for the į; 


present. . : 

Mr. PQTTER. I desire to indicate the 
questions to which I wish answers to be made | 
at this time by the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


vania. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope the gentleman 
from New York will suspend a moment until | 
i reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] From the point which 
he has made against the amendment, he seems 
to have failed to see the object which I had in 
view. Theobjection to the billasitnow stands 
is not that this officer is removable, but the ob- | 
jection is to limiting the term to five years. | 
if that be done we shail have the same trouble | 
we now have in reference to the Commissioner ; 


My objection is 


of the Currency. ‘ is to limiting | 
the term of office to a period of five years. Li 


wish to let the officer be made removable only 
upon reasons to be assigned for his removal. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My friend from 
Tennessee would have accomplished his pur- 
pose by striking out the five years’ term, leav- 
ing the assignment of reason to stand, but he 
strikes cut the assignment of reason for the 
removal as well. ` 

Mr. POTIER. With the consent of the 
gentlemen from Tennessee and Odio, I will 
now put certain inquiries to the gentleman in 
charge of this bill; and I desire the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion, 80 
that I may put them at this time, since I wish 
an opportunity to consider the information 
which may be given in answer to my ques- 
tions; and if I do not receive it to-day I shall 
not have that opportunity. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my motion to go 
to the business on the Speaker’s table. ` 

Mr. POTTER. Idesire, in the first place, to 
ask the gentleman who has this bill in charge 
whether, if it becomes a law, it will make any 
change in the value of the coin issued pur- 
suant to its provisions from the value of the 
coin which now exists? 

Mr. KELLEY. It does not. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it make any change 
in the standard of weight or of fineness of the 
coin? 

Mr. KELLEY. Tt does not. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it provide for any new 
kind of coin; coin of any new denomination, 
other than that which is now coined? 

Mr. KELLEY. It does not. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it provide for coins 
of new impressions, or with different forms or 
devices? 

Mr. KELLEY. Inasmuch as it provides for 
the coining of one, three, and five-cent pieces, 
it extinguishes the devices of the old copper 
cent. Itextinguishes the devices of the copper 
nickel coin, which is combined in the propor- 
tion of 12 to 88. It extinguishes the devices 
of the bronze coins, which are made of tin, 
copper, and zine, of two metals which ought 
not to be introduced into our coin. It origin- 
ates no new devices—none not known to our 
coinage at present. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it preserve the same 
silver and gold devices now in use? 

Mr. KELLEY. Precisely. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it preserve the same 
nickel coin now in use? 

Mr. KELLEY. Precisely. 

Mr. POTTER. It authorizes, then, here- 
after no base coinage except nickel coinage? 

Mr. KELLEY. hatis so. This bill is a 
mere codification. There are one or two 
things in this bill, I will say to the gentleman 
from New York, with his permission, which 
I personally would like to modify ; that is to 
say, I would like to follow the example of 
England, and make à wide difference between 
our silver and gold coinage. But as I was 
charged with a bill that looked only to the 
codification of the mint laws, or mainly that, I 
did not feel it well to interject into that bill 
any of my own peculiar views. I would have 
liked to have made the gold dollar uniform 
with the French system of weights, taking the 
gram as the unit. I have expressed myself 
very earnestly on that subject, but L did not 
{cel that I could impress my personal views on 
a general law, and therefore I preferred, as I 
introduced yesterday a resolution touching 
the silver coin, to have this question come up 
as an independent question. i 

Mr. POrTER. I have some further in- 
quiries to make of the gentleman, which £ 
should like him to answer. Does the bill pro- 
vide for any compulsory recoinage of exis ing 
coins, or only that the coinage hereafter shall 
be according to the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. KELLEY. That is ail. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it increase the de- 
nomination of any nickel or base coins? 

Mr. KELLEY. Not in the slightest degree. 

Mr. POTTER, Will the bureau which. the 
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gentleman proposes to create under this bill, | 
increase the number of officers now connected | 
with the coinage? i 

Mr. KELLEY. I think it willadd one off- | 
cer, namely, the chief of the bureau, while it | 
will remove or obviate the necessity for some | 
subordinate ones. For instance, the duties | 
of the treasurer of the mint now performed | 
at New York, Philadelphia, and New Orleans, | 
will be performed by the Assistant Treasurers 
of the United States at those places. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it preserve the pro- 
visions of law now existing forthe redemption 
of base coin? 

Mr. KELLEY. Itimprovesthem. There 
is no provision now for the redemption of base 
coin. A postmaster may receive only one, 
three, and five-cent pieces, and he cannothave 
them redeemed by the Government whose 
officer he is. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
We passed a bill for that purpose in the last 
Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam aware that there was 
such a bill, but I do not know what was its | 
fate. I remember that it would have passed 
one day bat forthe objection of my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Porrer.] 

Mr. POTLER. On the contrary, Mr. 
Speaker 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman afterward 
became a cojaborer with me, but it was on} 
his objection the bill was killed the first time. 

Mr. POTTER. Perfectly true. It was killed 
on my objection because it was not in the | 
proper form, but afterward, when put in proper 
form, it passed the House. Subsequently a 
bill identical with it from the Senate came 
here, and was passed during the last session | 
of the Forty-First Congress. And under that 
bill the redemption of all base coin is now law. 

Mr. KELLEY, This bill provides for the | 
redemption alike of all subsidiary coinage, 
whether of silver, copper, or nickel. 

Mr. POTTER. Does it make any change 
in the law with respect to the exchange of gold 
for other coinage? 

Mr. KELLEY. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. POTER. Does it provide for a change 
in the rate of redemption of the subsidiary 
coins when exchanged for gold? 

Mr. KELLEY. think not; I mean at their 
relative values. 

Mr. POTTER. 

Mr, KELLEY, 
that it does not. 

Mr. POTTER. I understood from a mem- 
ber of the committee that it made that change. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think not. If I find that 
it does I will advise my friend of the fact to- 
morrow morning before we vote on the question. 

Mr. POTTER. I thank the geutleman. 
And now will he explain what he means by 
the profit fund.” 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwill. The base coinage has 
always beena sourceof profit. Tohave made 
the old ‘‘copper,’’ at the organization of the 
Government, worth a cent would have rendered 
the provision of an adequate amount of coins 
almost impossible. There is no subsidiary 
coinage in the world, the intrinsie value of 


I mean that. 
The gentleman will find 


which represents its denominational value, || 


and there is nonesuch in America. And con- 
sequently when base coin is produced there is a 
profit fund, which has sometimes amounted, | 


think, to a million dollarsa year. Thereisalso |! 
i 


a profit fund arising out of all mints except 


a siandard—a profit fund derived from silver | 


coinage. England derives about eight per cent. 
from her silver coinage, that being tne differ- | 
ence between it and gold. We derive about | 
four per cent. under a law introduced by the | 
late Senator Benton in order to secure asiiver | 
coinage as a circulating medium in this coun- | 


those belonging to countries who use silver as | 
Í 
! 
i 
; 


uy, that being impossible if a subsidiary coin- |} 


age were made of such metal that its intrinsic | 
vahie should be its denominational value. It 
was the fact that the old Mexican “ pillar dol- 


lar,” as it is called, was of its denominational 
valuethat has taken it out of circulation, so that 
itis now only found in this country or in the 


commercial countries of Europe in cabinets of | 


curiosities. 

Mr. POTTER. It is exactly in respect of 
that that I wish to ask the attention of the 
House. The gentleman is entirely mistaken 
in saying that the copper coinage of this coun- 
try was a base coinage at the origin of the 
Government. On the contrary, when the 
copper which was imported into this country, 
to make cents of, varied materially in value, 
the weight of the cent was, on one or more 
occasions, made to vary accordingly; but a 
cent represented truly the hundredth of a dol- 
lar. It was not until 1853 that there was any 
law for the issue of an untruthful coimage—a 
coinage that was not in value what it pre- 
tended to be. After the discovery of Cali- 
fornia, in view of the great increase in gold, 
silver became relatively increased as gold 
decreased in value, and it was thought neces- 
sary by Congress, in order to retain small sil- 
ver in circulation, to depreciate the value of 
the fractional silver coins. Accordingly the 
value of the fractional silver coins of the coun- 
try was debased about five per cent., and two 
half dollars or four quarter dollars thereafter 
were not worth a dollar, but became intrins- 
ically worth only about ninety-five hundredths 
of a dollar. The silver coins for fractions of 
a dollar since 1853 have been false coins, 
such coins as, if any citizen had reduced the 
earlier silv.r coin to that extent, he would be 
liable to be punished for so debasing the coin. 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest to the gentle- 
man that the Government of the United States 
and that of England, France, Belgium, or Ger- 
many, are not men, but sovereigns, exercising 
sovereign authority, and bound to furrish the 
people of those countries with a circulating 
medium. I deny, therefore, the analogy be- 
tween the action of such a Government in the 
discharge of such a function and that of a 
counterfeiter of coin. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman interrupted 
me to refer to an analogy that I did not draw. 
Iam not unaware of the power of the Govern- 
ment. I spoke of the fact that it did debase 
its fractional silver coins first about 1853, 
and after 1853 the Government further pro- 
ceeded to debase its copper coins, and then it 
finally proceeded to put iuto circulation a mis- 
erable, debased nickel coinage, such as the 
common five-cent piece, which was made for 
no earthly purpose, that I can understand, 
except to enrich certain gentlemen who have 
a monopoly of nickel in the gentleman's State, 
and to give them a profit from it. The fact 
now is that we have in circulation in this 
country five or six descriptions of base coins, 
no one of which is what it pretends to be, 
and some of which are not intrinsically worth 
ten per cent. of what they pretend to be, and 


there was no law for the redemption of those Í 


base coins until the law which was passed at 
the last session of Congress. 
The gentleman says there is no Govern- 


| ment in the world that issues coin that has not 


I take issue 
It is the 


i 


f portion provided for in this bill. 


ince of the Government to issue coinage, it is 
the function of this Government and of all 
Governments to do justice, and there is no 
justice in putting forth that which is not what 
it pretends to be and attempting to force it 
upon the people. A profit fund so origin- 
ating, howsoever large it may be, is of no 
credit to any Government. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman is correct 
asto the early history of the coinage of the 
country, I would like him to explain where the 
profit fund came from when each coin repre- 
sented its intrinsic value—what there was to 
pay for fuel, officers, wastage, and hutidings? 

Mr. PO'TER. Really the difference be- 
tween the cost of a thing, that is to say its in- 
trinsic value plus the labor necessary to give 
it form and shape and to place upon it the 
proper device, and of another thing, having 
only one half or one tenth of its nominal value, 
is not difficult to understand. When I say that 
the copper coinage of the country originally 
was intrinsically of its denominational value, 
I meant, of course, that its metallic value was 
equal to its denominational value, deducting 
from that value the cost of putting the piece 
into its form. The Government took the 
original cost of the copper and added to it the 
amount of cost necessary to put it in the form 
of coin. But with this Pennsylvania conriv- 
ance we have this nickel coinage, giving a 
monopoly to these genilemen in Pennsylvania 
from which my colleague at my lefe suggests 
they reap a profit of six hundred per cent., and 
the country is flooded with base coin, not one 
fourth of its denominational value, and having 
no relation to the representative value put 
upon it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Porrer, bis Private Secretary. 


MINTS AND COINAGE. 


The House resumed the consideration of 
House bill No. 5, revising the laws relative to 
the mints, assay offices, and coinage of the 
United States. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not see yet, notwith- 
standing the explanation of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Porrer,] how the pur- 
chase of copper and other metals, and of fuel, 
and of acids, and of retorts, and of dies, and 
the payment of salaries, and the expense of 
construction of buildings and the transmission 
of coin atthe charge of the Government to 
different points of the country for distribution, 
at their precise proper cost, shell create a 
profit fund which is traditional with the Mint. 
Chat is what I want to know, how the Govern- 
ment, by selling its coins at precisely their 
cost, has always made a profit. I would like 
this question answered, how a merchant, by 
selling everything that he deals in at its proper 
cost, shail foot up each year a profit fund? 

Mr. POTTER, He does not do ao. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Governmenthasalways 
bad its profit fand from the Mint. 

Mr. POTTER. My answeris that the Gov- 
; ernment has not done so, for to say that ithas 
done so is simply to assert that italways issued 
coin that was debased. There may have been 
some little profit at times, but there never were 


i} any base coin put in circulation until 1853, 


when silver coin, representing fractions of a 
doilar, was debased about six per cent. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman was not 
a little rabid about Pennsylvania, if he had 
| not gone mad on nickel, he would see that the 
nickel clauses of this bill could be stricken out, 
and yet a very great work would be done for 
the coinage of the country. 

Mr. POTTER. Wil the gentleman consent. 


i to strike them out? 


f 

j Mr. KELLEY. The nickel coins are part 
i of the coins of the country to-day, in the pro- 
If those pro- 


they pretend to be, which declare a lie upon i| visions were stricken out, there would be no 


their face; for I say, if it is a part of the prov- 


| provision for producing subsidiary colnage. 


1872. 
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Therefore, I shall not consent to striking them 
out. In 1868, when the Committee on Coin- 
age was presided over by Mr. John A. Kasson, 
of lowa, copper nickel coins, in the propor- 
tion of 23 to 77, I think, were provided for, 
and since then no other coins of the denomin- 
ations of three and five cents have been made. 
Now, to strike these out without inserting a 
provision for other coinage, would leave us 
practically without a supply of these small 
coins. This billis symmetrical in all its parts ; 
it isa mere revision of the mint laws, suggested 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and con- 
curred in by every man who sees the difficulty 
of managing mints and assay offices scattered 
over this country as they are, without having 
a responsible head. Its sole function is to so 
codify the laws, and to appoint a responsible 
head, under the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
our coinage may be uniform and honest, and 
that if we issue base coin we shall issue them 
for not more than their value, as our fathers 
used to do, and shall redeem them wherever 
they are found in excess among the people. 

In the good old times to which the gentle- 
man mistakenly refers, when a cent repre- 
sented intrinsically the one hundredth part of 
a dollar, there was no means of redeeming 
that or any other subsidiary coinage that was 
issued. When ina later generation the cor- 
rupted three-cent coin was issued, no pro- 
vision was made for its redemption. Last 
year, owing to the efforts of the Committee 
on Coinage, against the mistaken resistance of 
the gentleman from New York, though with 
his after coöperation, we made those coins 
redeemable. This bill perpetuates that sound 
provision, nothing more. 

Mr. POTTER. It was not necessary to 
make provision for redeeming base coin when 
we did not issue any. Our fathers had no 
necessity for making a law for exchanges of 
coin, because all the coins of those days 
were of exchangeable value. The device of 
exchanges grew up in consequence of the issue 
in later times of these base.coins, and the only 
symmetrical part of this bill is the provision 
that these base coins hereafter are to be made 
of nickel alone. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir. The silver coin 
remains as the gentleman’s party friends wisely 
made it—a subsidiary coin worti four per cent, 
less than its intrinsic value in gold. š 

Mr. POTTER. Where the difference in in- 
trinsic value is so' slight I do not call the coin 
a base coin. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope thatthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will consent to 
refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole, 
or have it considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, so that we may go over it 
section by section, [observe that, among other 
things, the bill proposes some changes in sala- 
ries which ought to be discussed. I hope the 
gentleman will adopt this suggestion. 1] make 
it in an entirely friendly spirit. 

Mr. KELLEY. As the billis altogether a 
public bill, I am anxious that it shall receive 
the most thorough consideration. Iam per- 
fectly willing it shall go either to the Commit- 
tec of the Whole, if its consideration be not 
thereby delayed, or that it be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Itwillsave time 
to consider the bill in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move, then, Mr. Speaker, 
that the further consideration of this bill be in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the five-minutes 


rule? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; in the House 
under the tive-minutes rule. 

The SPEAKER. That will require unani- 
mous consent. Isthere objection to continuing 
the consideration of this bill in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole, under the five- 
minutes rule? ` 


Mr. DAWES. Will tbat permit the bill to 
be taken up section by section? 


TheSPEAKER. it will necessarily involve 
that. Ifthere be no objection the order will 


be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. After the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has had his five minutes, 
the Clerk will read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. A question has 
been raised here which ts of considerable inter- 


est; and I happen to have in my hand some |, 


material that has been in the possession of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and whichseems 
to me valuable enough to be placed on the pages 
of the Globe. It is in the form of a letter 
addressed to the former chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations on two questions 
which have been raised here to-day by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Porrsr;] first, 
as to the intrinsic value of these debased coins; 
and second, as to what is known as the ‘‘ profit 
account’’ of the Mint. The following is the 
document to which I refer: 


Mint OF THE UNITED STATES, 
PHILADELPHIA, January 25, 1870. 


_ Sir: In reply to the communication of the 18th 
instant, signed by R. J. Stephens, clerk of your com- 
mittee, and, in its behalf, requesting a statement 
showing the aggregate profits (or transient gain) aris- 
ing from the nickel and cent coinage during the last 
five years; also the actual gold value of the nickel 
pieces, (or one hundred of them;) and also the gold 
value of one hundred of the cent pieces, I have the 
honor to inclose statement marked A” showing the 
profits, &c., as requested. 

To the second question I reply that it is usual for 
us to state the value of our inferior coins in currency, 
because the accounts of that coinage are so kept. 
But, as the answer is required in gold, the following 
is deduced, namely: 


The metal in 100 five-cent pieces, of seventy-seven 


grains, nickel and copper, cents in gold..........90 55 
Labor, material, dies, coinage, wastage, ÙC... . 80 
Total in gold....cscccscssesereseeeees TERE I OO 


100 threc-ccnt pieces, nickel and copper metal, (23,) 
labor, &¢., (80,) ZOld..nesrersreszerereseocnaceasseosoesese S] OF 

100 one-cent pieces, copper 20, (proposed,) labor, 
&e., (80,) gold E piritas, 

100 weet pieces, bronze metal, (34,) labor, 

100 one-cent pieces, bronze metal, (17,) labor, êr 


The actual whole cost to Government is nearly, as 
great for making a cent as a five-cent piece. The 
above does not include the cost of the bags, &e., 
delivery, &c. This cost is about equal to five per 
cent. on the above estimates. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
JAMES POLLOCK, 


irector. 


MINT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
PHILADELPHIA, January 21, 1871. 
Statement showing the amount of profits on the 
one, two, three, and five-cent coinage transferred to 
the United States Treasury from January 1, 1865, to 
December 31, 1869, inclusive: 
Profits of the year 186 


1,009,000 


Profits of the year 1868. £ 
#550,000 


Profits of the year 1869. 
Total... 


JAMES POLLOCK, 
Director of the Mint. 


Hon. H. L. Dawes, Chairman Committee on Appro- 
priations. E 

Mr. KELLEY. I was about to suggest that 
the gentleman from Ohio embraced a period 
in his profit account before nickel was used in 
our coinage. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The facts I have 
stated will go into the Globe; and I wish to 
add that I hope tbe time will come when we 
will not have tokens, bat real money ; neither 
tokens in metal nor tokens in paper, unless 
they represent their full value. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox in 
the chair.) The bill is before the House for 
PEE REA E te eee ee 

* Tn addition to the profits of 1869, a balance of 
$167,182 li was withheld as a fand to meet contin- 
gent expenses of the cent coinage account for the 
present quarter. This sum inciudes the one, two, 
three, and five-cent coins on hand and for distribu- 
tion. 


| a struggle or competition for his place. 


= 


action, and the Clerk will read the first section 
for amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thatthe Mintof the United Statesis hereby estab- 
lished as a bureau of the Treasury Department, em- 
bracing in its organization and under its control all 
mints forthe manufacture of coin, or assay offices 
for the stamping of bars, which are now, or which 
may be hereafter, authorized by law. The chief 
officer of the said bureau shall be denominated the 
Director of the Mint, and shall he under the gen- 
eral direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and shall hold his 
office for tho term of five years, unless sooner removed 
by the President, upon reasons to be communicated 
by him to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pend- 
ing question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, to strike out the fol- 
lowing words: ‘fand shall hold his office for 
the term of five years, unless sooner removed 
by the President, upon reagons to be commu- 
nicated by bim to the Senate.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. I modify my amendment 
so as to strike out the preceding words of 
the sentence, and add after the word ‘ Treas- 
ury” the words ‘to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident, by and with the advice and‘consent of 
the Senate ;’’ so that it will read: 

The chief officer of the said_burean shall be 
denominated the Director of the Mint, and shall be 
under the general direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to bo appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Ohio, 
or any other gentleman, chooses to propose an 
amendment to my amendment, that he shall be 
removable only for cause shown the Senate, I 
do not object; but what I do object to is limit- 
ing the term of office to a period of five years. 
Itis a departure from the usual practice in like 
cases. Difficult and delicate as are the duties 
of this office, if no reasons can be urged for the 
removal of the incumbent, he should be al- 
lowed to continue to hold his office without 
being embarrassed at the end of three years, 
or five years, or any other number ot years, Dy 

e 
should not be annoyed with matters of this 
kind, but should be removable only for cause 
shown. 

The only office in which this feature of lim- 
iting the term toa fixed period exists is that of 
the Comptroller of the Currency, and certainly 
in that case it has not proved to have worked 
well. If we are to have genuine reform in the 
civil service—{ mean reform in fact, honest, 
bona fide reform made in the civil service—then 
wc shall have officers removable only for cause 
shown, Change is not reform; and unless our 
action applies in the direction of only remov- 
ing officers for cause, we never shall have any 
real civil service reform. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee had better not 
be adopted. The period of five years was 
fixed, as I understand, so as to remove this 
office from the excitement of a presidential 
contest, and the excitement which follows 
such a contest. No person fills the office at 
this time. ‘The selection is to benow made, 
and to continue for five years. By putting the 
period at five years it shows that Congress has 
determined to remove this office at least from 
the quadrennial distribution of places under 
the old cry that “to the victors belong the 
spoils.” Under the bill as it now is such a 
man would be selected as would be best fitted 
for the duties of the office, as there would then 
be the expectation of his remaining there dur- 
ing good behavior. Ihope, theretore, the bill 
will be permitted to pass as it stands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is itin order to move to 
amend the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hopethe gentleman will 


| accept a modification of his amendment, so 


that we shall strike out the words “for the 
term of five years.” If he does not, I move 
then, instead of striking out, to insert after the 
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words ‘‘for the term of five years,” ‘‘ unless 
sooner removed by the President, for reasons 
communicated by him to the Senate.” é 
Mr, Speaker, the amendment I propose with- 
draws from the President the power to remove 
without cause. ‘The general laws are sufficient 
to secure the removal of an improper person 
from office; and the conferring of the power 
of removal upon the President is one of the 
evils sought to be removed by the great move- 


ment now pervading the whole country in favor į; 


of civil service reform. There can be no use 
in talking of reforming the civil service while 
every bill we pass confers upon the President 
this extraordinary power. ‘The bill, as itnow 
stands, confers upon the President power to 
appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, this important officer for a term 
of five years, unless sooner removed from 
office by the President. The general laws of 
the land provide the mode in which he shall be 
removed from the office. But this section invests 
the President with the power of removing 
absolutely, simply signifying to the Senate his 
reasons for doing so, and not that he is pre- 
pared to remove the officer with the consent 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WILLARD. It seems to me that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Houtman] is entirely correct, that this 
officer should be left in precisely the same 
position as all other officers appointed by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; 
that his removal should be left to the opera- 


tion of the tenure-of-office law, whatever its | 


force now may be. If the President, under 
that law, may remove without giving reasons, 
all very well. If he cannot remove without 
giving reasons, perhaps it is better—at all 
events, I think it better to put it in that way 
than to leave it in the way in which it stands 
in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr. Hotmay.]} 

Mr. MAYNARD. Whatwillbe the effect 
of that amendment? How will that part of 
the section read if amended as proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will read itas it would be amended if the words 
indicated in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana were stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


He shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall 
hold his office for the term of five years, 


Mr. DAWES. Anyhow! [Laughter.] May 
I move to amend by adding the word ‘‘any- 
how??? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana. ar 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 
56, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DOX. Let us have the yeas and nays 
on it, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum 
not having voted, the Chair will order tellers. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ket- 
LEY] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hormax] will act as tellers. 

- The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 55, nees 69. 


ter in its relation to the question of civil 
service reform, and I must ask the yeas and 
nays on it. 

The yeas aud nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and it was decided 


in the negative—yeas 58, nays 103, not voting | 


77; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, 
Biggs, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Cox, Dox. Du Bose, 
Duke. Eidridge, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, 
Hambleton, Handley, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Leach, Lewis, 
Marshall, MeHenry, MelIntyre, Merrick, Moore. 
Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, EH Perry, Randali, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. & 


Arthur, 


i velt, Sherwood, Slater, Siocum, Sloss,Stevens 


tee, Rogers, Roose- | 


, Storm, 
; Swann, Terry, Dwight Townsend. ‘Tuthill, Van 
|! Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wells, Willard, Wil- 
: lams of New York, Winchester, and Wood—5s, 
|! NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Barber, Barry, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
: George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bufinton, Burchard, 
' Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crebs, Creely, 
| Critcher, Crossland. Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, 
| Dunnell, Eames, Ely, Finkelnburg, Wilder D 
i Foster, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Griffth, Hale, 
i Harmer, George E. Harris, Havens, Hay, Gerry 
|W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, Hoar, Hooper, 
| Houghton, Kelley. Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, 
i Lansing, Lowe, Maynard, McClelland, McCormick, 
| McCrary, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F. 
i Meyers, Monroe, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Perce, Platt, Por- 
| ter, Potter, Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sco- 


field. Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Strong, 
VTaffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
| Lwichell, Tyner, Upson, Walden, Wallace, Wheeler, 
i, Whiteley. Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
| miah M. Wilson. and John T, Wilson—103. 
| NOY VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, 
| Barnum, Beck, Bell. Bigby, Bingham, James Brooks, 
! Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Comingo, Conner, 
t Darrall, Davis, De Large, Edwards, Elliott, Farns- 
! worth, Farwell, Forker, Chaves Foster, Golladay, 
! Haldeman, Halsey, Hancock, Hanks, Hawley, Iays, 
| Hereford, Hill, Kendall, Killinger, King, Kinsella, 
| Lamison, Lynch, Manson, MeGrew, MeJunkin, Me- 
| Kinney, McNeely, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, Mor- 
| phis, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Price, Rainey, Ritchie, William R. 
! Roberts, Robinson. Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sho- 
| ber, Shoemaker, Worthington C. Smith, R. Milton 
Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
| Sypher, Voorhees, Wakeman, Waldron, Walls, War- 
ren, Washburn, and Young—i7. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate by Mr. Symesoy, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed a resolution of thanks to 


| of the State of Rhode Island and Providence 
| Plantations, for the statue of Roger Williams, 
and accepting the same, in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 
MINTS, ASSAY OFFICES, ETC. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Mayyarp's 
amendinent. 
| Mr MAYNARD. I move pro forma to 
i strike out the last word, and I do it for the 
| purpose of calling the attention of the House 
! to the third section of the bill, which I willask 
| the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 3. That the officers of each mint shall be a 
; superintendent, an assayer, a melter and refiner, 
ii and acoiner, and forthe Mint at Philadelphia an 
; engraver, all to be appointed by the President of the 


| of the Senate. 
| Mr. MAYNARD. The object of my amend- 


; ment is to have the appointment of the head 
iof this bureau in the same condition as 
the appointment of the officers provided for 
iin that third section. As I have already 
i remarked, if there is anything in what is 
called *‘ reform of the civil service,” itis that 
| it is desirable to give competent and efficient 
|; officers permanence in their respective places. 
l: I would strike out this provision in the first 
| section limiting the term of office to five 
i years, which would make the office at the end 
of five years a bone of contention and an 
| object of sirife. If my amendment he adopted. 
i 
| 
i 
| 
Í 


l an cfācer who has proved competent, efficient, | 
| and faithful, will remain in his office, asis pro- | 


Mr. HOLMAN. This is an important mat- | vided in reference to these offices included 


inthe third section. That, as I understand it, 
is the essence, the quintessence, the marrow, 
the meaning, if there is a meaning, of what 
is called the reform of the civil service. It is 
ito prevent the continual. terminating of the 
_terms of honest and efficient men, and sub- 
| stituting others who may not be so efficient. 


ment. 

Mr. WILLARD. I suggest to the gentle- 
/ man that he move to insert, in place of the 
words which he proposes to strike ont, these 
words, “and shall hold his office during good 
behavior,” 


the Governor, avd through him to the people | 


, United States, by and with the advice and consent | 


I now withdraw my amendment tothe amend- | 


Hy 


Mr. MAYNARD. 
that; it will accomplish the same end. 
in the direction of my amendment, 

Mr. WILLARD. lmove, then, asan amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
teman from Tennessee, to insert,in piace of 
the words to he stricken out, the words ** and 
sbail hold his office during good behavior,’ 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that he shall hold his oflice for five 
years, and during good bebavior? 

Mr. WILLARD. No, sir; the gentleman 
from Tennessee proposes to strike out the tive 
years. My reason lor making tbis motion is 
that it will put the bill in the form in which I 
think it ought to be, and in which the gente- 
man from Tennessee desires it to be. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Wi- 
LARD’S amendment to the amendment; and 
it was disagreed to—ayes fourteen, noes not 
counted. 

The question recurred «pon Mr. Maynanp’s 
amendment; and being put, it was disagreed to, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
The twelfth section was read, as follows: 


Src.12. That there shall be allowed to the Director 
of the Mint an annual salary of $5,500, and necessary 
traveling expenses in visiting the different mints 
andassay offices; to the superintendents of the mints 
at Philadelphia and San Francisco, each $5,000; to 
the assayers, melters and refiners, and coiners of 
those mints, each $3,500; to the engraver of the Mint 
at Philadelphia, $3,500; to the superintendent of the 
mint at Carson City, and all other mints now estab- 
lished, or hereafter to be established, an annual sal- 
ary of not exceeding $3,500; and to the assayer, 
melter and refiner, and coiner of such institutions, 
each a salary of not exceeding $3.000, the amount of 
such salaries to be determined by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; to the assistants and clerks -uch an- 
nual salaries shall be allowed as the Director of the 
Mint may determine, with the approbation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and to the workmen shall 
be allowed such wages,to be determined by the super- 
intendent, as may be customary and reasonable, 
according to their respective stations and occupa- 
tious, and approved by the Director of the Mint; 
and the salaries provided for in this section, and the 
wages of the workmen permanently engaged, shall 
be payable in monthly installments. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imoveto strike 
out that section. I make the motion not be- 
cause I think it ought to be stricken out with- 
out something being substitdted for it, bat 


I have no objection to 
lt is 


|| because in the short time I have had to look at 
it I have not been able to prepare such amend- 


ments as ought to be offered. Here isa gen- 
eral and sweeping increase of salaries. For 
instance, the salary of the first oflicer named in 
the bill is increased over and above what the 
Director of the Mint at Philadelphia now gets, 
$1,000 per annum, with a general sweeping, 
roving commission for expenses of travel to 
the other mints. All the lower officers, I be- 
lieve every one with a single exception that I 
have noticed, have a considerable increase in 
their salaries by a sweeping clause, which 
takes in all the persons attached tothe various 
branch mints, and in a single sentence in- 
creases their salaries. I do net believe the 
House is willing in this general wholesale way, 
in what purports to be merely a codification 
of existing laws, a consolidation of them, to 


| raise the salaries of a large number of officers 


scatrered ali over the country, at the different 
mints and assay offices that have already been 
established. 

I have only had time to run over the leading 
officers and their salaries as compared with 
the amounts exhibited in the estimates for 
appropriations for the salaries of the same 
officers, but in every instance l see a consider: 
able increase of salary. If you put up one 
salary in one department beyond what it has 
been hitherto, unless you have graded it and 


| considered it relatively to all other officers of 


the Government of a similar grade, you will 
set every one of them on to have their salaries 
raised. 

For instance, T observe, as I said before, that 
the person put down here as Direetor has his 
salary increased $1,000 a year, together with 
a general roving commission to travel, and to 


! bave big traveling expenses paid, There is 


Q 
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now in the Philadelphia Mint a-treasurer who | 
gets $3,500 a year. This bill puts up the cor- | 
responding or relative officer to $5,000. There 
is a superintendent of the mint at San Fran- 
cisco who now gets $4,500; this biil puts his 
salary up $500. The office of engraver is a 
new one created by this bill. There is asuperin- 
tendent of the mint at Carson City whose salary 
is incidentally increased $1,000, from $2,500 
to $3,500. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ksriuy] bas but this mo- 
ment assured me that there was no increase 
- of salaries by this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave said that 
by this section, as compared with the book of 
estimates of appropriations, which is always 
fully up to the law, there is in every case, so 
far as I have noticed, an increase of salary. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before the question is 
put on striking out this section, I desire to 
move some amendments to perfectit. In line 
two I move to strike ont ‘‘ five hundred,” so 
that it will read “five thousand dollars;’? in 
line five strike out ‘ five thousand”? and insert 
“ fonr thousand five hundred ;”’ in linesseven, 
nine, and twelve, strike out ‘five hundred,” 
and in line fourteen strike out ‘three thou- 
sand’? aud insert two thousand five bundred.”’ 

Mr. MAYNARD. Why not propose one 
amendment at a time? 

Mr, BURCHARD. If the section shall be 
amended as I propose, it will then read as 
follows: 

That there shall be allowed to the Director of the 
Mint an annual salary of $5,000, and necessary trav- 
cling expenses in visiting tho different mints and 
assay offices; to the superintendents of the mints at 


Philadelphia and San Francisco, each $4,500; to the 
agsayers, melters and refiners, and coiners of those 


A 


mints, cach $3,000; to the engraver of the Mint at 
Philadelphia, $3,900; to the superintendent of the 
mint at Carson City, and all other mints now estab- 
lished, or hereafter to be established, an annual 
salary of not exceeding $3,000; and to the assayer, 
melter and refiner, and coiner of such institutions, 
each a salary of not excceding $2,500, the amount 
of such salaries to be determined by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, &c. 

That will leave the salaries as they are at the 
present time, according to the book of esti- 
mates referred to by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GARFIELD] excepting that there is an 
additional officer created, a Superintendent of 
the Mint at Philadelphia in place of a Direc or. 
The salary of the Director of the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia now is $4,500. This bill will create 
an additional officer, a Superintendent of the 
Mint at Philadelphia, with a salary of $4,509, 
the same as that of the superintendent at San 
Francisco. ‘That increases the expenditures 
of the Mint by $4,500, and the salary of the 
Director, even by my amendment, is increased 
$500. Now, it seems to me thatis a sufficient 
increase. 

If any objection is made to voting upon all 
these amendments together, I will move them 
one by one. I propose to leave the salaries 
as at present, except the increase of the salary 
ofthe Director by $500. Asthe bill now stands 
it proposes to raise the salary of tbe engraver 
from $3,000 to $3,500, of the superintendent 
of the mint at Carson City from $3,000 to 
33,500, aud of the assayers, melters and re- 
fiuers, and coiners at Philadelphia and San 
Fraucisco from $3,000 to $3,500. 

Mr. KELLEY. I had not had before me 
the book of estimates, but have appealed for 
information to sources that ought to have been 
well informed and reliable. The information 
given me was that the total cost under this 
bill would be at aboat the rate of the present 
cost, with the addition of the salary of the 
Director of the Mint, which was a new office, 
and that was in accordance with what 1 stated. 
Jf I understood the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD | correctly, he said 
that this bill not only proposes to increase the 
pay, but to increase the ofticers, and especially 


that the engraver of the Mint was a sew ol- 


2 


cer. Sir, the first mint bill of the country pro- 
vided for the office of engraver. There was 


1, then not to be found in the country a die-sinker, 
but there was a very eminent steel and copper 


engraver, and his services could be had by the 
Government. The dies have always been cut 
by an officer known as the engraver of the Mint. 
The Mint could vot have issued a coin with- 
out an engraver or a die-sinker. It was in 
consideration to change’ the name of the offi- 
cer to that of die-cutter, but having respect 
to the traditions of the office, it was concluded 
not to do so. 

As for $5,000, it will not be too large a 
salary for a man charged with the business of 
superintending all the mints and assay offices 
in the country; and if he is to give personal 
examination to the mechanical and scientific 
departments of the business; if he is person- 
ally to see to the fidelity of the t‘ picks,” as 
they are called; in other words, if he is to sec 
that the coins taken for tests are taken miscel- 
laneously, and are not picked coin; if he is to 
give personal attention to the various duties of 
his office, he must at times travel from coast 
to coast, from one mint city to another, from 
Philadelphia to San Francisco, io Carson City, 
and other points at which there are mints. 

As to the other officers, if it be true that the 
bill proposes an increase of their salary, 1 do 
not ask that such provisions be retained. I 
do not see that while the Director of the Mint 


„is to become the mere superintendent under a 


directing head, there should be any increase 
of his pay. Had I examined the estimates 
for salaries I should have convened the com- 
mittee, that we might have revised our action 
upon a matter in which I have been mistaken 
in common with other gentlemen on the com- 
mittee, I think it would be injudicious to 
reduce the pay of the proposed chief of the 
bureau as set forth in this bill. J shall resist 
such a reduction, but the other amendments I 
assent to at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. Burcuarp,} which takes 
precedence of the motion to strike out. 

Mr. MAYNARD. As an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois 
T move to strike out ‘*$5,000,”’ in the second 
line of section twelve, and insert ‘‘ $4,500.” 
The office of Director of the Mint is a new 
office which we are now creating—the head 
of a new bureau. In adjusting the salary of 
this officer we ought to fix it so as to corre- 
spond in some degree to the salary of other 
headsof bureaus. J believe there are at pres- 
ent but two chiefs of bureaus—the First Comp- 
troller of the ‘Treasury and the Comptroller of 
the Currency—whose annual salary is $5,000. 
Most of the heads of bureaus receive a salary 
of but $3,000. 

The Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the officers of gimilar rank in the State, In- 
ternal, and Post Office Departments, receive a 
salary of but $8,000; and I can see no reason 
why the head of this proposed new bureau 
should be paid more than we now pay to the 
best paid oflicers of corresponding grade in 
other branches ofthe service, whose pay, it will 
be remembered, was fixed in a period of high 
prices, when money had much less purchasing 
power than at present. le seems to me Inop- 
portune and in every way out of place to pro- 
pose an increase of salary at this time and in 
this connection. In order to have au oppor- 
tunity to say what 1 desired to say on this point 
I have proposed to fix this salary at $4,500, 
which, in my judgment, is enough, though i 
would not seriously contend against making it 
$5,000. But more than that I think we cer- 
tainly ought not to pay. Cay 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to inquire of 
the genileman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ker- 
Ley} whether, as aguestion of fact, the salaries 
of these officers are increased by this bill ? 

Mr. KELLEY. The salary of the proposed 


Director of the Mint is not increased, because 
there has heretofore been no such office? 

Mr. DAWES. This is a new office? 

Mr. KELLEY. Anew office, anew bureau. 

Mr. DAWES. The other officers take the 
name of “ superintendents,’’ I see. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Is their salary increased 
above what they receive now when they are 
called ‘ directors?”’ 


| Mr. KELLEY. So it appears from the pro- 


duction of the bock of estimates. The bill in 
that respect is as it was sent to us. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that; I want 
to ascertain what is the increase. 

Mr. KELLEY. The increase will be ascer- 
| tained by looking at the book of estimates. 
Inasmuch as the committee received the assur- 
ance that there was no increase, L. assent to 
the amendments which propose to fix the sal- 
aries at the present standard. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I modify my amend: 
ment so that each proposition may be voted 
on separately. I move, in the first place, te 
strike out jn the second line of section twelve 
‘five hundred;’’ so as to fix the salary of the 
Direc‘or of the Mint at $5,000 instead of $5,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is thatamend- 
ment subject to further amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, then, to strike out 
t $5,000" and insert ‘$4,500, so as to make 
the salary the same as that fixed by existing 
law. Forty-five hundred dollars is the amount 
paid at present to the Direetor of the Mint, 
who is also the Superintendent of the Mint at 
Philadelphia. I: cannot be said the duties to 
be performed by this new officer will be more 
responsible and laborious than those which 
have been performed by the Director of the 
Mint. We paid during the whole period of the 
war, and during the whole period since the 
termination of the war, no higher salary than 
$4,500 to this officer, who, besides being Di- 
rector of the Mint in Philadelphia, was also 
superintendent of the various branch mints 
throughout the United States. It is now pro- 
posed to pay this head of a bureau, who is only 
to discharge the daty of Director of the Mint, 
$1,000 more than we have hitherto paid, when 
the same officer has not only been Director of 
the Mint, but superintendent of all the branch 
inints and assay offices throughout the United 
States. In other words. sir, we reduce the 
duties of the officer very largely, while at the 
same time we are asked to increase his pay as 


largely. , 

Now, sir, when the country demands some 
reform in this civil service, it is quite remark- 
able that this bill should be brought forward, 
andthat, too, at a time when an effort is being 
made to reduce the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, providing not only for new officers, but 
that the salaries of these new Officers, as well 
as of a large number of officers in the various 
branch mints of the country, shall be increased 
at the rate of from twenty to twenty-five per cent, 
over the extravagant rates paid during the war. 
An attempt to increase the salary of the Direct- 
orof the Mint beyond $4,500 failed even at 
that time. Even then it was deemed an ample 
salary. Now, by this bill it is proposed to be 
increased to $5,500, and even the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Burcuasrn,] economical 
as he has been, proposes by his amendment to 
fix the salary ata rate of $500 higher than it 
is at present, and $500 more than it was during 
the war, and that, too, at atime when the Direct- 
or of the Mint had to perform besides the duty 
of general superintendence of the branch mints, 
which, by this bill, this officer is not called upon 
to discharge. | undertake to say that in extrav- 
| agance, and in encouragement to profligate 
expenditures of the public. money, no section 
ever came before Congress equal to the section 
which it is now proposed to strike out. 

So defective is the section in form, and it 


| confers such extraordinary powers upon the 
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head of this bureau, that it will be dangerous 
to attempt to amend it in any other way than 
by a motion to strike it out altogether. The 
proposition not only to increase the number 
of officers, but to increase all of these salaries 
to a rate higher than is paid to any other offi- 
cers of the Government of a like character, 
is. it seems to me, an insult to the intelligence 
of this House and the country, and I hope that 
the section will at once be stricken out without 
hesitation on. the part of the members of this 
House. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
House will not pass lightly over this matter 
of increase of salaries and increase of offices. 
Here is a proposition to create a uew bureau 
in the Treasury Department, and the first thing 
is to give the head of this bureau a larger sal- 
ary than any head of bureau has at the present 
time, and the salaries of all of his subordinates 
are to be increased also. Itis perfectly appar- 
ent, if you do this, you must go into the general 
business of increasing salaries. No man can 
stand up bere when the other heads of bureaus 


come in, as they do annually, with their annual į 


solicitations to this House for increase of their 
salaries, if you now create a new bureau, and 
put the salaries of its officers at a higher rate 


than any officers are now paid in the Treasury | 


Department. I have no doubt some of those 
‘officers ought to have their salaries increased, 
while others I do not believe ought to be in- 
creased at all. 
Ever since I have been here, or for many 
ears, I have tried to get the heads of these 
epartments to take hold of the subject them- 
selves, If there be anybody who should know 
the different duties and responsibilities of the 
different heads of bureaus, it ought to be the 
heads of Departments; but upto this time no 
head of Department. no Cabinet officer who 
has these bureaus under him, has undertaken 
any intelligent or general system of arranging 
the duties, salaries, or compensation of the 
officers under him. For twenty-five or thirty 
years they bave gone on in the way our fathers 
went, adding to the force but making no other 
change. Men have come before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and other committees, 
asking for an increase of their force, and when 
quesilons were put to them, ‘ Does not your 


experience in that office suggest something by 
way of improvement in reorganization, or in | 
some other way that will add to its efficiency | 


without increasing the force?’’ they have been 
compelled to say there ought to be some reform 
in that direction. Whatdowedo now? We 
add to the mavy burcaus in the Treasury 
Department by this bill, against which I say 
nothing; and the committee bring in a bill 
prepared outside, as has been stated very prob- 
ably by the committee, fixing a scale of eompen- 
sation higher than that paid to any other officer 
ia the Treasury Department for like services. 
I hope, therefore, the House will scrutinize 
this matter at the threshold, and so act on this 
bill and these salaries as to meet the issue 
hereafter, as we will be compelled to do, and 
not put up the salaiies in this new bureau at 
such a high figure as to produce discontent at 
the injustice done to the heads of bureaus in 
every other Department. And, sir, this doing 
it in this way is fruirfal of evil in every respect 
and of demoralization in every Department. 


Now, therefore, that we talk so mach about 


reform in the civil service, let our attention 
be arrested to this question of salaries in this 
new bill. And with that view I rose simply to 
move that, in view of the lateness of the hour, 
the House adjourn, and that we take up this 
question of salaries fresh on the morrow, so 
that we may apply to it ourserious attention and 
adopt no scale that will be in the way hereafter. 

The question being put on the motion of 
Mr, Dawes, that the House do now adjourn, 
it was agreed to; and accordingly (at three 
o'clock and forty-five miuutes p, m.) the House 
adjourned, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate | 


committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: A petition from 109 cit- 
izens of Alliance, Stark county, Ohio, and 
vicinity, asking that all manufactured tobacco 
be taxed at auniform rate of sixteen cents 
per pound. 

Also, the memorial of Robert C. Badger, of 
Unionport, Jefferson county, Ohio, praying 
for a pension as a soldier of the war of 1812. 


Also, the petition of John Litten, jr., and 86 | 


others, soldiers, of Jefferson county, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of acts equalizing boun- 


ties, and allowing bounty lands to Union sol- | 


diers without requiring settlement, 

By Mr. BANKS: The memorial of Abraham 
Crosswell, United States vice consul at Cape 
Haytien, in Hayti, in 1869 and 1870, for in- 
demnification for moneys expended by him, 
in obedience to official instructions, for the 
support of over three hundred refugees and 
their families during the capture of the city of 
Cape Haytien, amounting to $2,485 71. 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of Edward Hol- 
brook, sen., Birch Musselman, and a number of 
others, manufacturers of tobacco in Louisville, 
Kentucky, praying for a reduction of the tax 
on plug and twist tobacco, and a uniform rate 
of taxation on all classes of tobaceo, together 
with a protest against stamps. 

Also, the petition of Newcomb, Buchanan 


& Co., of Louisville, Kentacky, praying for a | 


change in the mode of collecting the taxes on 
distilied spirits, with a detailed statement of 
the reasons therefor. 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of James 
g. Field, asking additional pay as paymaster’s 
clerk. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of P. H. Spel- 
man, J. McKeon, and 855 others, citizens of 
New York city, for relief against the land 
policies of Congress. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of C. B. 
Heath, T. N. Hollister, Stephen B. Brown, 
und 84 others, citizens of Truxton, Cuyler, 
and Taylor, in the county of Cortland, New 
York, praying for the establishment of anew 
post route. from Truxton, through Chenango, 
South Cuyler, Taylor Centre, to Taylor, 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of the Prov- 
idence Institution for Savings and 19 other 
savings banks and institutions for savings in 
the State of Rhode Island, for the repeal of 
the tax imposed on them. 

Also, the petition of Waldron, Wightman 
& Co. and others, of the city of Providence, 
for a specific and uniform rate of duty on 
imported sugars. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of Harmon Minard, of Berlin Centre, Ohio, 
for a pension, 

By Mr. HALE: The petitiqn of George 
Johnson for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Asa Faunce aad others, 
of Belfast, Maine, for the relief of savings in- 
stitutions from taxation. 

Also, the petition of J. Sargent and others, 
of Machias, Maine, for the improvement of 
the Machias river. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of J. Ingersoll Bowditeh and others, 
for au appropriation for the relief of the family 
of the late Dr. Wiliam T. G. Morton, who 


conferred upon mankind the invaluable boon Í 


of etherization, and on cur country the honor 
of that great discovery. _ 

Also, the petition of E. J. Davenport and 
others, of Boston, in relation to French spoli- 
ations. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Samuel 
Black and Albert R. Cooper, for relief against 
losses sustained by them as contractors in the 


improvement of the Portland canal, under the | 


supervision of the bureau of engineers. 
_By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Messrs. 
Nicks & Hoffmann, dealers in tobacco, and 


25 others, of Red Hook, Dutchess county, 
New York, praying fora uniform tax of sixteen 
cents per pound on all descriptions of manu- 
factured tobacco. 

By Mr. McHENRY: A memorial asking 
that pensions be granted to Mahala Lee and 
Margaret Riley, of Mecklenburg county, Ken- 
tucky. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of Robert 
Patterson, company H, eleventh regiment 
Pennsylvania cavalry, for an act amending his 
records at the War Department. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of James 
Donaldson and several hundred other citizens, 
earnestly protesting against the further absorp- 
tion of the public lands by corporatious, and 
praying that such portion of the public lands 
not so absorbed may be reserved for the ben- 
efit of actual settlers. 

By Mr. PACKARD: The petition of John 
H. Stailey for relief on account of money 
loaned. 

By Mr. PERCE: A concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Mississippi, asking a re- 
vision of the grant of land made to the Gulf 
and Ship Island railroad in the year 1856, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jefferson 
county, Mississippi, praying the passage of tha 
supplement to the civil rights bill. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Mis- 
sissippi, to refund the cotton tax. 

By Mr. POLAND: ‘The petition of Mrs. 
Michelle Auguste, praying compensation for 
goods and property taken by troops of the 
United States. 

By Mr. WILLARD: The memorial of 
Charles W. Bradbury, of Vergennes, Vermont, 


| praying for legislation respecting French spoli- 


ations. 


NOTICH OF A BILL. 


The following was presented under the rule, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: A bill to 
establish a mail route from Evart, Osceola 
county, to Falmouth, Missaukte county, in the 
State of Michigan. 


IN SENATE. 
WerpneEspay, January 10, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. Samvurn A. Witsoy, of 


| McKendree Chapel, Washington, District of 


Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 

Hon. Cornerivs Cotn, from the State of 
California, appeared in his seat to-day. 

CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR CLAYTON. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the 
select committee under the resolution adopted 
yesterday to investigate charges against Sen- 
ator Crayton, Mr. Wricut, Mr. MORRILL, of 
Maine, and Mr. Norwoop. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of‘ Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
885) to remove the political disabilities of cer- 
tain citizens of Mississippi, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the enrolled bill (H. 
R. No. 774) to establish post roads, and the 
enrolled bill (H. R. No. 777) to establish post 
roads; and they were thereupon sigucd by the 
Vice President. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to 
make a brief statement with referesce to a 
sentence in the report submitted hy me yes- 
terday from the joint select Committee on the 
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Condition of the late Insurrectionary States, 
to which my attention has been called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania desires to make a personal state- 
ment in regard to the proceedings of yesterday. 
The Chair bears no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘This sentence occurs in that 
report: 

“ Other evidence of the same character was offered, 
and one of the gentiemen affected by this testimony 
claimed the right to bring witnesses before the com- 
mittee to contradict or explain the same.” 

My attention has been called by the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Clayton] to the fact that 
there is perhaps anambiguity in this sentence. 
If there be, I desire to correct it by stating 
that the person referred to as having claimed 
this right before the committee was the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas who sits farthest from me, 
(Mr. Cravron,] and that upon several occa- 
sions, on which he conferred with me as chair- 
man of the committee on the subject, he not 
only desired to be heard before that commit- 
tee, but expressed the wish that if he could 
not be it should be put in such formas that 
he would be entitled to an investigation before 
some tribunal. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a peti- 
tion signed by one hundred and ninety-seven 
citizens of the State of Tennessee, praying for 
the passage of the bill known as ‘‘ Sumner’s 
supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition, 
signed by many benevolent women represent- 
ing the Ladies’ Union Relief Association of 
the city of New York. They set forth that 
according to the laws of the United States, 
the remains of soldiers dying in the service 
can have burial in national cemeteries, and 
none others; that there is no place provided 
by the nation for the interment of honorably | 
discharged Union soldiers, who served and 
suffered in the late war for the Union, and 
that many of those honorably discharged sol- 
diers die so poor that common charity con- 
signs them to a pauper’s grave. They set 
forth the unfitness of a dead hero Jying ina 
pauper’s grave, and they ask Congress to so 
legislate that all honorably discharged soldiers 
who served in the late rebellion shall receive 
interment, where a need exists, at the public 
cost. I move that this petition be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a peti- 
tion signed by many citizens of the State of 
New York, praying that bounty and also land 
be given to classes of soldiers and seamen, 
particularly soldiers, equally meritorious with 
those who have received bounty, but for whom 
no provision has been made. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I also present the peti- 
tion of Charles Hubbs, a citizen of the State 
of New York, asking such an amendment in 
the postal laws as will enable printed matter 
to be delivered in some cases free of postage. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a peti- 
tion signed by many citizens of Georgia, who 
once were slaves, but now are free, as well by 
the Constitution of the United States as by 
the constitution of their own State. They call 
attention to the fact that they are constitu- 
tionally free, and that by the constitution of 
the State of which they are citizens they are 
entitled to this immunity: “ No poll-tax shall 
be levied except for educational purposes; 
and such tax shall not exceed one dollar 
annually on each poll’? They set forth that 
colored children have no common school in 
the State, and that the General Assembly can- 


not make one “except at its first session after 
the adoption of this constitution.” They set í 


forth that they are required to pay a poll-tax 
for 1868, 1869, 1870, and 1871, whereas the 
State constitution says, ‘‘shall have paid all 
taxes for the year next preceding the elec- 
tion,” and that they are required to pay this 
cumulative poll-tax as the only condition upon 
which they are permitted to vote. ‘They sub- 
mit that this is in violation of the rights as 
conferred upon them by the Constitution of 
the United States, as well as of the rights to 
which they are entitled under their own State 
constitution, and they ask Congresstoso legis- 
late as to establish them in the rights which 
belong to them. I think the appropriate ref- 
erence of this petition is to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and I move that it 
be so referred, 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I present a memorial of 
merchants of Boston, asking for the repeal of 
the duty on salt, and replying especially to a 
memorial presented some time ago by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Fenton] from the 
Salt Company of Onondaga, the Ohio River 
Salt Company, and the Saginaw and Bay Salt 
Company. 1 move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. [also present resolutions 
passed at a meeting of the executive committee 
of the Woman’s Suffrage Association of Penn- 
sylvania, which, being in the nature of a peti- 
tion to Congress and duly signed by the _presi- 
dent and secretary, I suppose come under our 
rule. They conclude, ‘that we do most earn- 
estly solicit the Congress of the United States 
at its present session, in conformity with the 
express provisions of the last clause of the 
fifteenth amendment, to take such measures, 
to enact such laws as shall immediately secure 
to women, citizens of the United States, within 
the respective States, fulland complete enjoy- 
ment of the said right to vote as the said right 
is now secured to all other citizens.’ I move 
the reference of these resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of col- 
ored citizens of Ohio, setting forth the incon- 
venience and proscription to which they are 
subjected, and praying for the passage of the 
supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition_of citizens of 
Port Royal, Caroline county, Virginia, pray- 
ing for the passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of | 
Hamilton, New York, praying for the passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which 
was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Brooklyn, New York, praying for the passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of 
the Wilberforce University, at Xenia, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the supplementary 
civil rights bill; which was ordered to lie ov 
the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. [also present the memo- 
rial of the officers and members of the Repub- 
lican general committee of the District of 
Columbia, signed by the president and secre- 
tary, and by twenty-one members represent- 
ing the different districts, urging upon the 
Senate the importance and necessity of the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill, 
and praying that the wishes and needs of four 
million citizens of the United States may be 
regarded, and the principles of republican 
Government strengthened and perpetuated by 
this act of national justiceand honor. I move | 
that the memorial lie on the table. 


329 


act granting to soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who served in the late war prior to September 
23, 1863, or to their heirs, a bounty of $100 
and one bundred and sixty acres of land, and 
equalizing the payment of bounties; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of Kellersburg, Armstrong county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying the passage of an act granting 
to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in 
the late war prior to September 28, 1863, or 
to their heirs, abounty of $100 and one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land, and causing 
equalization in the paymentof bounties; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT. I also present the memorial 
of Joseph S. Finch & Co., of the city of Pitts- 
burg, State of Pennsylvania, praying to be 
relieved from sundry taxes assessed upon 
whisky which was destroyed by the falling of 
a warehouse in that city. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. In connection with that peti- 
tion I ask that a similar petition presented on 
the 21st of March last be withdrawn from the 
files, this covering the whole ground of their 
claim, and that being partial and defective. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made, It is made. 

Mr. WEST presented a petition of citizens 
of Louisiana, praying the reéstablishment of 
the United States court for the northern dis- 
trict of Louisiana; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, presented a 
memorial of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, 
relative to its petition for a mandamus from 
the Supreme Court of the United States com- 
pelling the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver 
a warrant upon the Treasurer of the United 
States for moneys due the State of Kentucky; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I present the 
petition of Rev. J. D. Beeman. and fifty others, 
| of Milton, Chittenden county, Vermont,who ask 
that bounty be paid to those soldiers who were 
disabled early in the war, and were therefore 
not able to serve long enough to receive any 
bounty whatever; and they also ask that one 
hundred and sixty acres of land be given to 
i them so that they can dispose of it, they not 
being in a condition, being disabled, to avail 
themselves of the ordinary homestead land 
Jaw; and they also ask that a bounty shall be 
| paid of $100 to all those who enlisted prior to 
! the 23d of September, 1868, or their widows, 
beirs, or legal representatives, deducting any 
bounty that they may have already received, 
They also ask that a bounty of cight and one 
third dollars a month shall be paid to the 
soldiers who served during the war, deducting 
| any amount of bounty that may have been 
already received. I move that the petition be 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented the peti- 
tion of S. A. Sutherland and other citizens of 
Michigan, praying the passage of an act grant: 
ing to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served 
in the late war prior to September 23, 1863, 
or to their heirs, a bounty of $100, and one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, and equalizing 
the payment of bounties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 885) to remove the 
political disabilities of certain citizens of Mis- 
sissippi was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The motion was agreed to. | 
Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of |; 
citizens of Michigan, praying the passage of an ii 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(Si No. 298) to authorize the restoration of 
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George A. Armes to the rank of captain in 
the Army, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement ; which was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
petition of Alexander Henderson, late consul 
at Londonderry, praying that certain sums of 
money be allowed to him on account of ex- 
penses and losses incurred by him during the 
years of his consulate at Londonderry, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 423) for the relief of Julia A. Smith, 
reported it without amendment. à 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 248) to provide for the admission of 
certain evidence, reported adversely thereon, 
and moved its indefinite postponement ; which 
was agreed to. 


COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move the reference 
of the bill (S. No. 2) to regulate the service in 
the collection of customs at the various ports 
of entry in the United States, and the disposi- 
tion of fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 
under the laws relating to customs, and for 
other purposes, to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I see by the indorsemeni on this bill 
that it was reported from the Committee on 
Finance. I have studied the bill very carefully, 
and I cannot quite understand how it came into 
the hands of the Committee on Finance. It 
certainly belongs appropriately to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; it refers entirely to mat- 
ters within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Commerce. This bill is a very important 
measure; it isa measure that revolutionizes 
the whole collection system of the United 
States, and should receive very careful and 
very critical examination before it passes. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose a motion of 
that kind may lead to debate, and deprive us 
of the morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state atihe conclusion of the sentence 
which the Senator from Michigan was just ut- 
tering the condition of the bill referred to by 
him. The bill was introduced by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Fenron] on the 7th of 
March, 1871, at the first session of this Con- 
gress. On the 13th of March it was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. On the 20th of 
December it was reported with amendments, 
and the Senator from New York gave notice 
that on the first day after the holiday recess he 
would ask leave to call it up and explain it. 
This he did on Monday last, and at the con- 
clusion of his remarks on that occasion it was 


made the special order for Tuesday next atone | 


o'clock. It is therefore not now before the 
Senate; but when reached on Tuesday next 
(if it shall then be reached) it will be in order 
to move to refer it toa committee, to lay it on 
the table, or to make such other disposition of 
it as may be agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, as I understand, 
the bill is not now within the control of the 
Senate. I desire to have it examined by the 


Committee on Commerce before it comes up | 


for consideration by the Senate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Itwould require 
unanimous consent to take any action on the 
bill now, as ithas already been made by atwo- 
thirds vote, or iu fact a unanimous vote, ine 
special order for Tuesday, tho 16th of January, 
at one o’clock.. That order was made on Mon- 
day last. 
to take any action on the bill aow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I give notice 
that on Tuesday next, when the bill comes up 


for consideration, or at whatever time it.does | 
come up; I shall move its reference to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 


It would require unanimous consent | 


| first strike one. 


JAPANESE AT MILITARY ACADEMY, 


Mr. CAMERON. Iam directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to report a 
joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to admit six Japanese youths to the West 
Point Military Academy; and I will say that 
this resolution is precisely similar to one which 
passed Congress authorizing six young men 
from Japan to be received into the Naval 
Academy. There probably can be no objec- 
tion to it, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest thatif this measure is to pass it should 
be changed to a bill, as according to the determ- 
ination of the Senate all legislation is to be in 
the form of bill except in very extraordinary 
cases. This willbe regarded as a bill, and will 
be read. 

The bill (S. No. 454) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to admit six Japanese youths to 
the West Point Military Academy was read 
twice, and by unanimous consent considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to authorize the Secretary of War to receive 
for instruction at the Military Academy at 
West Point, not exceeding six persons, to be 
designated by the Government of the empire 
of Japan, with a proviso that no expense shall 
thereby accrue to the United States, and that 
the Secretary of War may, in the case of these 
persons, modify or dispense with any provisions 
of the rules and regulations of the Academy, 
the enforcement of which circumstances may, 
in his opinion, render unnecessary or unde- 
sirable. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read the third time now if there be no objec- 


tion. 
Mr. THURMAN. Ihave just heard of that 
bill. Has it been reported by any committee ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It was reported | 


to-day by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
through its chairman. 

Mr. THURMAN. It seems to me that this 
is a rather more serious matter than might at 


Academy is made to be a pay school for the 
education of foreign youths, or for the educa- 
tion of any youths, upon the Government re- 
ceiving pay for their expenses. We cannot 
send our children to West Point to be edu- 
cated at our expense; we can only send those 
that the Government authorizes to be sent, 


who are appointed in the mode that the law j 


prescribes. I do not know that this school 
should be any more free to foreign nations than 
it is to our own people; and it strikes me that 
unless there is some special reason for it, we 
ought not to undertake the education in the 
military art of the youth of other nations. I 
may be entirely wrong in this; but I should 
like to hear, from the able chairman of the 
Commit:ee on Foreign Relations, some reason 
for this, to me, novel proposition. It may not 
be novel; it may he my ignorance that leads 
me to suppose it is novel. 

Mr. POMEROY. Has unanimous consent 


| been given? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The third read- 


Ido not think the West Point | 


i 
$ 


f 


1 


ing of the bill cannot be had to-day if any | 


Senator objects. Unanimous consent has been || 


given thus far, but a single objection will pre- 
vent the third reading of the bill to-day. 

Mr. CAMERON. TI have but a word to say 
in reply to the Senator from Ohio. A year or 
two ago, on the application of the authorities 


| of Japan, authority was given by Congress to 


educate six young men beionging to that nation 
at the Naval Academy, not for pay exactly, 
though they pay their own expenses, to be sure, 
and the Government bas been put to no ex- 
pense whatever by giving that permission. It 
was supposed that we should be doing a ser- 
vice to ourselves probably more than to the 
nation who send these youth bere, because we 


| 
; 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


should send them home not only with the mili- 
tary knowledge they get here, but with a love 
for our institutions and with a regard for our 
people, and we hoped thereby to add to our 
commerce and trade with that distant people. 
It was not believed to be on the same princi- 
ple as taking the youth of some European 
nation who might in the early future have a 
contest with us. It is an endeavor to allow 
the communication of the knowledge we pos- 
sess to a nation and people who are striving 
now to give themselves a prominent position 
among the nations of the earth. It is one of 
those courtesies which may well take place 
between nations, and which often do with great 
grace take place between individuals. I can 
see no objection to it, and I believe in commit- 
tee there was no objection to it, especially as 
we have already made the experiment in allow- 
ing Japanese youth to be received into the 
Naval Academy. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have listened with great 
attention, and with the respect which I always 
feel for him, to the suggestions of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, but I must say that I do 
not feel convinced that this is right. If Jap- 
anese youth wish to study our institutions or 
our literature, the colleges of the country are 
open to them. If they wish to acquire military 
knowledge, there are institutions of learning 
in this country in which the military art ig 
taught besides the West Point Military Acad- 
emy. I see no necessity, therefore, for the pur- 
pose of cultivating good relations with the 
empire of Japan, that we should open these 
military schools to them. If courtesy requires 
us to open it to them, the same courtesy re- 
quires us to open it to every other nation with 
which we are on friendly relations — to all the 
republics of South America, to any nation of 
Europe, and to all the other nations of Asia 
that may see fitto send their children here, and 
one of these nations would have just cause of 
complaint if we should admit these Japanese 
youth and then refuse to admit their youth. 
Ido think that it would be of evil example, 
and I do not think it is improved by the fact 
that we have already set one bad example in 
admitting them into the school at Annapolis, 

For these reasons, I shall feel compelled, 
unless something shall be said to change my 
mind, to vote against. the bill. 

Mr. MORTON. This is a request made by 
the Government of Japan of the Government 
of the United States. I believe it is a matter 
of sound policy for us to grant this request, 
and I know of no danger to accrue from it. It 
is not an example that we shall be bound to 
follow in other cases. Should a request of that 
kind be made by the Government of Great 
Britain, or of Russia, or of France, we should 
be under no obligation to grant it from the faet 
that we grant thisrcquest of Japan. The con- 
dition and character of those nations, and our 
relations to them. are very different from those 
of the people and the Government of Japan. 

It is not necessary to describe what is the 
condition of that people; we. kuow that they 
are trying to break away from the old system 
of exclusion from the world. They have 
recently sent a commission here to study our 
financial system, with a view to its adoption. 
They have recently taken citizens from this 
country to superintend, to some extent, the 
financial operations of their own and to intro- 
| duce our system. They are attempting to adopt 
our civilization. And now they ask it asa 
special fuvor that they shall be allowed to 
educate, at their own expense, at our nation 
Academy six cadets, 

It seems to me that there ought to be no 
hesitation in granting this request; that no 
danger can acerue from it; and that it is a 
matter of sound policy on our part. The pros- 
pect is that the commerce of Japan will be 
| Chiefly with our country; and while we have 
| lost the commerce with the nations of the 
East, we can, by proper care and courtesy and 
i enterprise upon our part, command the com- 
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merce of those natious that lie west of us. 


There are peculiar circumstances connecting | 


our country with Japan which it is not neces- 
sary to enumerate to-day, but which certainly 


are understood by the Senatc, which would | 


make it proper for us as a nation to grant this 
request on the part of that Government. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, it seems to 
me that this case is entirely exceptional. What 
we do with reference to it néed bein no respect 
a precedent for any other case ; certainly for 
no case that does not come precisely within 
the conditions of this case. I say it is excep- 
tional, and I am disposed to treat it on that 
ground. 
say that even if it were less exceptional than 
it undoubtedly is, it would be advantageous 
for us to make this slight concession. But 
when I say that the case can in no respect be 
a precedent, I answer the Senator from Ohio. 

I undertake to add a single word to what has 
already been said. I donot concede that there 
can be any danger, any trouble or embarrass- 
ment from doing as is now proposed. I be- 
lieve that in doing so we shall place a great 
nation, equal in population to ourselves, in still 
greater sympathy with us, and that cannot be 
otherwise than to the benefit of both countries. 

Mr. COLE. It may not be known to all 
Senators that the Japanese are at the present 
time endeavoring to obtain instruction for their 
youth in all the classes of schools in this coun- 
try, and, I observe, in that of West Point as 
well as in others. ‘There are now some three 
hundred of the young men of that nation either 
attending schools in this country or about to 
enter them, and some two hundred and twenty- 
five have gone but recently to attend schosls 
in the different nations of Europe. I can 
readily see that it would be a vast advantage 
to this country to afford every facility for eda 
cation to the young men of that country in all 
our schools. The commercial. relations that 
are springing up between Japan and the United 
States are becoming so prominent, so conspic- 
uous now, that it would be bad policy, in my 
judgment, to throw even the slightest obstruc: 
tion in the way. 

The Japanese take an interest in our nation 
and in our institutions above those of any other 
country, They have conceived a liking for the 
institutions of America, and are discarding their 
own for the purpose of adopting our liberal 
systems, both as relatesto dress and the habits 
of living. Indeed, they have already discarded 
many of their ancient customs for the purpose 
of adopting ours. In a few days from this time, 
about the 10th of next month, there will he 
some forty more arrivals from that country, 
and among them the secretary of foreign re- 
lations of that nation, who is coming to this 
country for the purpose, I presume, of obtain- 
ing information in relation to our institutions. 

Tam, therefore, Mr. President, very heartily 
in favor of the bill that is now pending, and E 
hope that it may pass. I trast that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will not insist upon his objec- 
tions to it when he reflects upon the advantage 
that it must be to the nation at large. 

Mr. THURMAN, I will not take up time 
on this bill, although I think itis not an unim- 


portant matter, and I shall speak but a very | 
little while in answer to-one-or two things that | 


have been said. 


In the first place, in answer to the remark of |i 


the Senator from Massachusetts, that this in an 


exceptional case, let me ask, why is it an ex- | 
I beg him to observe that the | 


ceptional case? 
first precedent that is ever set in any case is 
exceptional. 


before. 
What makes this any stronger case than an ap- 


plication on the part of the Chinese, or the | 
Siamese, or from any one of the Barbary States, : 
or from any other nation with which we are in | 
out. Š. order 
ii hold a school like West Point under discipline, 


friendly relations? I can conceive of nothing. 
Take our sister republics in South America. 


I might go further, however, and į 


I do not know of anything in 

which the first precedent was not an exception, i 
an exception to some general rule that existed ; 
Now, why is this an exceptional case? | 


There is as much room for civilizatien among | 


them as there isamong the Japanese, anda good 
deal more ina great many of them. What rea- 
son could you give why you would refuse Peru- 
vian youths, or Chilian youths, or Bolivian 
youths, or youths from Venezuela, that would 
not apply equally to the case of Japanese 
youths? IJ donot know, J cannot see any. 


If it be urged that it is our interest to be on į 
friendly relations with Japan, I say so itis; | 


but it is equally our interest to be on friendly 
relations with China, ‘‘with all the world,” 
and, if I may add the language of a cer- 
tain presidential message, ‘‘the rest of man- 
kind.” It is our interest to be on friendly 
relations with everybody, to be equally court- 


eous. to all the nations of the earth, to cul- | 


tivate their good will; but has that ever before 


been understood to mean that we are to open | 


the doors of our military schools and teach 
foreign nations the art of war? 
idea. 

lt is intimated here that Japan is progress- 
ing rapidly in civilization, and that she is chang- 


jug her Mongolian civilization, or whatever 


race she may be classed with, for the civiliza- 
tion of America. I have not any very great 
faith in that; but suppose it were so, is that 
any more the case with her than with other 
nations, semi-barbarous, who are striving to 
attain a higher civilization? And what reason 
can be given therefor if we are to turn out as 
civilizers of the world, and civilizers by teach- 
ing the art of war, forsooth, teaching an art 
that. may be turned against us? What reason 
can be given why Japan is an exceptional case? 
I can see none at all. 

I repeat, sir, there are thousands of youth 
of America whose parents would be extremely 
glad to have them educated at the Military 


Academy, and who would pay every dollar of j 


the expense; thousands of them who would 
be glad to be educated there to become soldiers 
of the Republic, and to fight under its banner, 
and not one of them can get in there. And 
now, while our own youth have the doors of that 
institution thus shut in their faces, I, for one, 
am not in favor of opening them under theidea 
that we must do this to cultivate friendly rela- 
tions with Japan, or to extend the civiliziog 
influences of our institutions. Lam notin favor 
ot opening them to foreign-born youth who are 
not citizens of our country, to those who are 
foreigners, to those who, in a war between us 
and them, would be bound to use that very 
knowledge and skill which we had taught them 
against ourselves. I do not think this billought 
to pass. 

There is another thing that is suggested to 
me by a friend on my right that pertains to the 
details of the bill. F understand that the bill 
provides for some different kind of regulations 
for these people than for the other cadets at 
large. I did not attend particularly to the read- 
ing of the bill. 
gestto my worthy friend who reported this bill 


whether he will not create great trouble and ; 
I think we bave 


disturbance at the Academy. 
had troubie enough there already. Jf you pur- 
sue this course, do not think it requires much 


of a prophetic knowledge to foresee that before | 


long the fate of that institution will be sealed, 
and the whole thing will be abolished. I donot 
think the people of America will sec the doors 


i of that institution shuton their own children, to 
be opened to foreign-born youth, and let that | 


institution stand. Now, sir, I am a friend of 
West Point, and always have been, and T do 
not want to see it stricken to the ground. 


Mr, CARPENTER. Mr. President, I am | 
Į think it isa bad: 


opposed to this bill ¿n toto. 
precedent, and that it ought not to be passed 
under any circumstances; but if the bil is to 
be passed, I submit that that provision which 
authorizes the Secretary of War to vary the 
regulations of the Academy for the accommo- 
dation of these foreigners ought to be stricken 
Now, it is well known that in order to 


That is anew | 


If thatis so, L beg leave tosug- | 
: g 


to have- -anything like patient submission to 
proper authority, all must be on a footing, 
The son of the rich man and the son of the poor 
man meet at West Point on a common level, 
and that is the great charm and benefit of that 
institution. But by this bill.we are to have a 
sort of foreign aristocracy established inside 
that school. They pay their way, and they 
must therefore be indulged; the rules and 
regulations of war are not to apply to them. 
Are they to have a separate table? 

Mr. NYE.. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly. 

Mr. NYE. I suppose that that provision 
simply refers to the rules and regulations for 
admission, as, for instance, that they shall not 
be required to take the oath of allegiance. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Secretary 
read that. portion of the bill? 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the Secretary of War 
may, in the ease of the said persons, modify or dis- 
pense with any provisions of the rules and regula- 
tions of the said Academy the enforcement of which 


circumstances may, in his opinion, render unncces- 
sary or undosirable. 


Mr. CARPENTER. What he is to abolish 
or vary are the rules and regulations of the 
Academy, not the rules for admission. 

Mr. NYE. One of the rules and regulations 
of the Academy is that young men shall pass a 
certain examination when they are admitted. 
‘That rule would be waived, I suppose. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then say so. 

Mr. NYE. Another rule is that they shall 
take an cathof allegiance tothiscountry. That 
rue would of course be waived. Probably 
those would be the only waivers that it would 
be necessary to make, ‘They would have to 
obey the rules of discipline of the school; but 
theae things it wouid be impossible for them 
to do. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the bill merely in- 
tends to provide that these men shall be admit- 
ted without examination and without taking the 
oath of allegiance, let it say so ; that will remove 
the difficulty ; but the provision of the bill cer- 
tainly authorizes a totally new set of regula- 
tions applicable to these foreign students. ‘That 
would create a caste, would create a division, 
and would be certain to make trouble and 
heart-burning in the corps of cadets. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
the resolution to provide that the Secretary of 
War is to regulate these regulations, and to re- 
lieve them so far as in his judgment the case 
requires. Inasmuch as this Academy is ina 
great measure under the regulation and direc: 
tion of the War Department, [think it safe for 
the Senate to leave that discretion with the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment, the objec- 
tion is not that the Secrorary of War is author- 
ized to make regulations for that Academy ; he 
is authorized to do that now; but the regula- 
tions which he makes apply to every cadet 
alike. ‘The objection is to authorizing him to 
make different classes and subject one to one 
system of regulation and another to another. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is what I 
understood the objection tobe; but my answer 
is, that the Secretary of War will see to it that 
those rules and regulations are not relieved in 
reference tothese youth in any manner so as 
to interfere with the character and discipline 
of the institution. He would relieve those 
regulations fo far as the examination, as the 
oath of allegiance or oiher religious tests, are 
concerned. I do not think that we imperil 
anything by leaving that discretion with the 
Secretary of War. 

Now, as to the propriety of this bill, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is certainly correct that it is 
not a matter of right in any sense that these 
youths should be admitted there; but here is 
a nation which stands out before the world in 
a most peculiar attitude. This nation bas very 


| properly been called the Yankee nation of the 
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East. She is sending here to learn our system 
of agriculture, our system of laws. A book- 
seller told me that he was constantly exporting 
to Japan the laws of this country. We have 
already admitted these youth to our Naval 
Academy, and as a matter of national court- 
esy, with a view of extending our republican 
institutions, it seems to me that it is proper 
that they should have the facility of becoming 
acquainted with all the institutions of our 
country. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 
bill by inserting after the words “rules and 


regulations of the Academy” the words ‘‘as | 


_to admission.’’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iwould suggest 
“ and religious tests.” i Ve 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is no religious 
test in that Academy. They certainly should 
not be allowed to loaf on Sunday and have a 
good time while the rest of the cadets are 
worshiping. p 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the proviso asit will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the Secretary of War 
may, in the case of the said persons, modify or dis- 
pense with any provisions of the rules and regula- 
tions of the said Academy, as to admission, the en- 
forcement of which circumstances may, in his opin- 
ion, render unnecessary or undesirable, 


Mr. CAMERON. I accept theamendment. 
Mr. MORTON. I suggest to the chairman 
that this amendment may lead to an embar- 


rassment. There are a great many regulations | 


notapplying to admission, applicable to Ameri- 
can youths, that might not be applicable. to 
these Japanese youths, and which, if enforced 
as to them, would substantially prevent their 


entering the institution or remaining there. It | 


seems to me, therefore, it should be left to the 
Secretary of War to alter the regulations in 
regard to any matter which would enable those 
youths to go there and take part in the exer- 
cises of the Academy, not simply in regard to 
admission. 

And now upon the point of requiring them 


to attend church, they have a different system | 


of religion; they do not accept Christianity ; 
and if we propose to do an act of national 
courtesy it might not exactly comport with it 
to require them to attend the services of a 
Christian church. That matter, however, is 
perhaps susceptible of argument on both sides. 


The point that I make is this, that there are |! 


many regulations which might not properly be 
applicable to them, and which the Secretary 
of War should have the discretion to dispense 


with as to them. Therefore I am in favor of | 


leaving it with the Secretary of War, as pro- 
vided in the original resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This being a bill 
reported by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
from a committee, he cannot technically accept 
the amendment, and as the Senator from In- 
diana objects to its being accepted, it will be 
regarded as pending, and the question is on 
agreeing to it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Attending service on 
the Sabbath at West Point is a part of the 
military discipline of that school. It is one 
of the means for enforcing good order, clean- 
liness, and regularity of habits. Now, if these 
men are to go there and are not to have the 
benefit of our imperfect religion, then cer- 
tainly they should have a chaplain of their 


own; but that these men shall be there and | 


shall be relieved from any sort of observance 
of Sunday, and shall have no religious instruc- 
tion either in their theory or ours, I am op- 
posed to. Í 

Now, sir, of the cadets that go to West 
Point some are 
church, some are Methodists, some Presby- 
terians, some belong tono church at all. The 
rule of discipline requires thatall of them shall 
attend in chapel and be marched there once 
on the Sabbath. If these men cannot con- 
form to that rule, they should not be in that 
institution. Nobody is bound to believe any 


members of the Catholic | 


n 


| more than he pleases. They are simply re- 
|! quired to be present at tbat service, and with- 


church he may belong to. Our own children 
il are all subjected to that regulation, and it is 
an entirely proper one as a mere military 
J regulation. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ishould like to ask a ques- 
tion for information, and that is whether the 
Japanese Government, directly or indirectly, 
| have made any request for this? 
| Mr. HAMLIN. Yes. 

Mr. SAWYER. In what way? I should like 
to have the chairman of the committee state. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will answer the Sena- 
tor. The request has been made to the State 
Department by the Japanese minister now res- 
ident here. 

Mr. THURMAN. The chairman of the com- 
mittee states that a request of this sort has 
| been made by the Japanese minister. That 
may have been a request made at the instance 
of his Government, or it may have been at the 
instance of some Japanese youth. 

Mr. CAMERON, I think we may take for 
| granted that if an application is made by the 
minister it comes from the emperor, his mas- 
| ter. This application came inthe regular course 
i to the State Department. 
| Mr. MORTON. It purports to bein thename 
of his Government. 

Mr. CAMERON, Yes, in the name of his 
Government, and there is no doubt about it at 
all. I have no special objection to the amend- 
ment, but I should rather have the resolution 
as it has been drawn up and presented here. 
T have no objection to making these people go 
|| to charch. 
i| school ought to conform to the regulations ; 
| and I have no doubt they will be compelled 
i| to do so or leave the school; but I think you 
i are only incumbering the bill when you add 
to it anything more than is already there. In 
order to have it pass without wasting time I 
was willing to take the amendment as it was 
offered ; but as it turns out that I cannot accept 
it, I shall vote against the amendment, and | 
| beg to express the hope that the Senate will 
|| pass the bill as it came here or defeat it. 

i Mr. NYE. Mr. President—— 

| The VICK PRESIDENT. The morning 
i| hour has expired. There isno unfinished busi- 
| ness of yesterday or special order for to-day, 
and therefore the Calendar is now before the 
|; Senate. 

| Mr. CAMERON. I hope we shall finish 
|| this matter while we are about it. 
| 

$ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
| from Pennsylvania asks that the Calendar be 
|| passed over informally until this bill be dis- 
| posed of, subject to a demand for the regu- 
| lar order, Is there objection to that proposi- 
| tion?. The Chair hears none. The Senator 
| from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. NYE. 
of public notoriety that the ship containing the 


on its way and wili arrive to-day or to-morrow, 
| probably, in San Francisco. This isnotasked 
as aright, but simply as a courtesy, and now 
if we are going to extend it atall, letus extend 
| itin such a way as not to be offensive to the 
| Government who ask it or to those for whom 
| itisasked. Iam perfectly willing to leave it 
i| to the Secretary of War, on consultation with 
| the Japanese minister, and with these appli- 
cants, if need be, to arrange that affair so as 
to make it entirely compatible with their own 
tastes, and I do not believe that it will fora 
moment disturb at all the harmony of that insti- 
tution. 

Sir, a word about going to church. I sup- 
| pose it would be thought rather hard if six 
young men of our country should go to Japan 
| and be obliged to attend Buddhist worship, and 
| be supposed to become Buddhists because they 
i went there. No, sir; | would rather reserve 
the question of religious worship and religion 
itself to every man’s conscience, and let these 


out‘regard to a man’s religious belief or what ; 


E think everybody who goes to | 


I simply say that it is a matter || 


| gentlemen for whom this favoris asked is now ‘ 


| which the request arose. 


| a national point of view. 


| the enforcement of which circumstances may, in 


| Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virgi 


young men consult theirs. I believe in that 
way the courtesy granted will be such as the 
nation asking it will appreciate. The attempt 
to act as if we regarded them as dangerous to 
our institutions will be offensive to them and 
hardly courteous on our part. ; 

I hope, therefore, that the bill will pass in 
that spirit of kindness and friendliness from 
I look forward to 
this courtesy as being of infinite value to us in 
We are opening up 
to-day a commerce with two or three hundred 


| million of people which promises to be to us a 


most interesting and important trade. 1 hope, 
therefore, that this courtesy will be extended 
in this way and in a spirit of liberality that will 
strengthen us and our race with the opening 
commerce of that, to us, almost new worid. 

Nr. WILSON. I ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Anruoyy,]} if 
any modifications have been made in the reg- 
ulations at Annapolis for the admission of 
Japanese. Ifso, I suppose we shali have to 
make similar changes in the regulations of the 
Military Academy; but I should like to know 
whether the Senator is aware of the fact that 
changes have been made there or not. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am not able to answer 
the question which my friend from Massachu- 
setts proposes to me. I do not think this 
question ever came before the commiitce of 
which I am a member for consideration ; I do 
not see the chairman present. Ido not think, 
however, any changes were found necessary 
there, and I do not think any changes wiil be 
found necessary at West Point. it seems to 
me that when this young nation, if we may so 
call it, that is just advancing in civilization, 
comes forward with a request like this, it is 
unneighborly for us to refuse it or to clog it 
with any offensive conditions. I think, as the 
Senator from Nevada has said, that it is of 
very great importance to us to have the good 
will of this most interesting people. I hope 
the bill will pass as it came from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


| on the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 


consin. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the amendment be 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment will again be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was, afterthe word ‘* Academy,”’ in the second 
proviso of the bill, to insert the words ‘as to 
i aaa tuereto ;’' so as to make the proviso 
read: 


And provided further, That the Secretary of War 
may, in the case of the said persons, modify or dis- 
penso with any provisions of the rules and regula- 
tions of the said Academy. as to udmission thereto, 

is 


The amend- 


opinion, render unnecessary or undesirable, 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


| resulted—yeas 20, nays 18; as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, 


Fenton, Hamiltou of Maryland. Hamiiton of Texas, 
Logan, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Santsbury, Saw- 
yer, Stevenson, Stoekton, Thurman, Vickers, and 
W est—20. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Cole, Ferry of Michi an, Frelinghuysen, Hitebesek, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, and 
Wilson—18. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, 
Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticat, 
Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, 
Jobnston, Kellogg, Keliy, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Pool, Pratt. Robertson, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, 
Tipton, Trambull, Windom, and Wright—3i. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Thethird read- 
ing of the bill_— 

Mr. VICKERS. That this matter may be 
more fully considered, I object to the third 
reading of the bill to day. 
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The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from | 


Maryland objects to the third reading of the 
bill, and as it requires unanimous consent for 
its third reading to-day, it will go over. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POMEROY. Aswe have not been able 
to complete the morning business, I ask that 
we proceed by unanimous consent with the 
introduction of bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Chair will receive regular routine 
morning business. The call has now reached 
the introduction of bills. he Chair hears no 
objection, and the Chair will entertain requests 
for leave to introduce bills. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
448) to establish a system of deposits, to pre- 
vent desertion, and elevate tbe condition of the 
rank and file of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
449) authorizing the issue of clothing to cer- 
tain enlisted men of company B, fourteenth 
regiment of infantry; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. I present a bill that has 
been prepared with a view of meeting the 
recommendation of the General Land Office 
and of the Secretary of the Interior, in refer- 
ence to consolidating the two systems of 
entering upon public lands. The one system 
is under the homestead law of 1862, and the 
other is under the preémption law of 1841. 
This bill has been drafted with a view of meet- 
ing the recommendation to consolidate those 
two different systems of entry into one. It 
repeals the two former laws, and the design 
of it is to substitute this in place of the pres- 
ent law. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 450) to secure home- 
steads to actnal settlers on the public domain ; 
and it was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FENTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 451) for the relief of Jefferson W. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
452) extending the limits of the United States 
court for the southern district of Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 453) to facilitateinternal 
commerce; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to 
explain that this bill is for the purpose of 
incorporating the locomotive engineers of the 
United States into a general corporation to 
protect their interests. As there may be some 
question of power involved in this case, I wish 
to have the bill referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, bat for myself [believe that it 
is right and just and ought to pass, ‘There are 
a very large number of men in the United 
States engaged on railroads whom it would 
benefit. 1 move that the bill be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 455) 
to amend an act entitled + An act to authorize 
protection to be given to citizens of the United 
States who may discover deposits of guano,” 
approved August 18, 1850; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVY REPORT. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following res- 


olution: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring.) That there be printed for the 
use of the Navy Department twenty-five hundred 
copies of the last annual report of the Secretary of 
the Navy, with such of the additional documents as 
the Secretary may select. 

This has been considered by the Committee 
on Printing, and a similar resolution was passed 
by the Senate for the printing of two thousand 
copies. This provides for five hundred addi- 
tional copies, and it has been found necessary 
to make it a concurrent instead of a Senate 
resolution. I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was 
considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now I ask that the Sen- 
ate resolution to the same effect, which was 
passed before the recess. be rescinded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection that order will be made, and the 
House of Representatives informed thereof. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. CARPENTER. T ask for an order 
authorizing the withdrawal of the papers of 
Keziah Hoburt, which were filed for a pen- 
sion. The applicant has died, so that there 
is no interest pecuniarily connected with the 
matter; but there are some family papers 
which the family desire to have withdrawn for 
the purpose of keeping them. 

Leave was granted. 


On motion of Mr. CARPENTER, it was 

Ordered, That Ambrose Morrison have leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senaste his memorial 
and papers. 


On motion of Mr. BROWNLOW, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of the 
Winchester and Alabama Railroad Company be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, 
it was 

Ordered, That the papers inthe claim of Charity 
Lodge, Free and Accepted Masons, No. 111, Har- 
per’s Ferry, West Virginia, be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

CONTESTED LAND CASES. 


Mr. WRIGHT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire what farther legislation, if any, 
is necessary to give land officers the power to compel 
the attendance of witnesses in contested or other 
cases, and whether it would be advisable to give 
power to United States commissioners to hear and 
determine eases of contest; and that they report by 
bill or otherwise. 

LAND ENTRIES. e 


Mr. WRIGHT als submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing by law that in all cases where a preémption or 
homestead entry or claim is set aside by the decision 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the 
contestants shall, by notice from the local land office, 
have ten or wore days within which to again make 
proof or assert their claims, before the same shall be 
subject to éntry by other persons; and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 


OUO RIVER AND MOBILE RAILWAY. 
Mr. LOGAN submitted the following reso- 


‘lution; which was considered by unanimous 


consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary, of the Interior be 
requested to inform the Senate if the line of railway 
from the mouth of the Ohio river to the city of Mo- 
bile has been completed, as contemplated by the act 
of Congress of 1850, donating lands in the States of 
Mississippi and Alabama in aid of the construction 
of said line of railway; and if not, what portion 
remains unfinished, and what steps, if any, have 


! been taken to secure the completion of said railway. 


CHICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. LOGAN. T desire to give notice, as I 
understand to-morrow will he occupied with 


another matter, that if I can obtain the floor 
on Friday I shall move to take up Senate bill 
No. 864, legalizing the issue of food, blankets, 
&c., to the sufferers by ‘fire at Chicago, for the 
purpose of presenting my views to the Senate 
in reference to it. 


POWER OF APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I ask leave to offer a 
resolution, to be laid on the table, and T give 
notice that at an early day I shallask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to its consideration, for the 
purpose of submitting some remarks on the 
recent political delusion called ‘‘civil service 
reform,” by transferring the patronage of the 
Government from the officers in whom the 
Constitution vests it to a board of school- 
masters to sit in Washington. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States re- 
quires the President to nominate, and by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate to appoint, all 
officers of the United States whoseappointments are 
not in said Constitution otherwise provided for, and 
which shall be established by law, subject to the 
power of Congress by law to vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers as they may think proper in 
the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the 
heads of Departments: Therefore, 

_Resolved, That any law or regulation which is de- 
signed to relieve the President, and in the cases 
pertaining to them the courts of law or heads of 
Departments, of the full responsibility of such nom- 
janes or appointments, isin violation of the Oon- 
stitution. 


SOLDIERS’ DISCITARGES. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up for con- 
sideration the bill (S. No. 309) to prohibit the 
retention of soldiers’ discharges by claim 
agents and attorneys. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It provides that any claim 
agent, attorney, or other person engaged in 
the collection of claims for pay, bounty, pen- 
sion, or other allowances for any soldier, 
sailor, or marine, or for any commissioned 
officer of the military or naval forces, who 
shall improperly retain or refuse to deliver 
the discharge papers of any such soldier, sailor, 
or marine, or commissioned officer, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, 
upon conviction, be punished by fine not ex- 
ceeding $500, or by imprisonment not exceed- 
ing six months, or both, at the discretion of 
the court, and shall thereafter be debarred 
from prosecuting any such claim in any exec- 
ative department of the Government. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs with an amendment, which 
was, after the words ‘‘ naval forces,” in jine 
six, to insert the words ‘for who may have 
been a soldier, sailor, marine, or officer of the 
regular or volunteer army forces.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed; and the amendment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND AT SAG HARBOR, 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up Senate 
bill No. 68, providing for the sale of land be- 
longing to the United States situated at Sag 
Harbor, Suffolk county, in the State of New 
York. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. Ft authorizes the Secretary 
of War to sell, at such time and in such man- 
ner as he may deem most advantageous to the 
interests of the Government, a certain piece 
of land in the village of Sag Harbor. Suffolk 
county, State of New York, containing ove 
hundred square feet, as conveyed to the Uni- 
ted States by deed from Henry P. Dering and 
Anna, his wife, bearing date the 11th day of 
November, 1811, on which land was erected a 
powder house for the use of a battery of artil- 
lery stationed at Sag Harbor during the war 
of 1812 and 1814; that the proceeds arising 
from the sale, after paying the attendant ex- 
penses, are to be paid into the Treasury of 
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the United States in ihe same manner as the 

proceeds from the sale of other public lands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

} 

MONUMENT AT PITTSFIELD. Í 

A i 

Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up f 

House joint resolution No. 56, donating cer- | 

tain condemned cannon for a soldiers’ monu- 

ment. i l 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, | 

1 


as in Committte of the Whole, proceeded to į 
consider, the joint resolution. It authorizes | 
the Secretary of War, if the same can be done |! 
without detriment to the Government, to issue 
and deliver six condemned cannon and twenty- 
four cannon-balls to the corporate authorities 
of the town of Pittsfield. Massachusetts, for 
the purpose of aiding in the erection of a sol- 
diers’ monument at that place. 

The joint resolution was reported to the 
Senate without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY SERVICE. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up 
Senate. bill No. 893, to authorize the discon- 
tinuance of certain grades in the military 
service. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill, 

It provides in the first section that the extra 
Kicutenauts in the artillery, cavalry, and in- 
fautry regiments, authorized by the act entitled 
* An act to increase and fix the military peace 
establishment of the United States,’”’ approved 
July 28, 1866, and now serving as regimental 
adjutants and quartermasters, shall be assigned 
to regimental vacancies as they occur in those 
grades; and thereafter the grade of extra lieu- 
tenant shall be discontinued, and vacancies 
occurring in that grade shail not be filled. 

Section two provides that the grades of com- 
pany artificer and company wagoner shall be 
abolished, and the duties pertaining thereto 
performed by enlisted men detailed for extra- 
duty service and employed under direction of 
the quartermaster’s department. The grade 
of quartermaster sergeant for companies of 
artillery, cavalry, and infantry are also to be 
abolished, and the duties pertaining thereto 
performed by the first sergeant. The enlisted 
men serving in the several grades hereby abol- 
ished are to be discharged unless they shall 
elect to remain in service in such other non- 
commissioned grades as may now or hereafter 
be available for their assignment. 

It is provided in the third section that, in 
lieu of the veterinary surgeons now authcrized | 
by Jaw, there shall hereafter be two veterinary | 
surgeons to each regiment of cavalry, at a || 
compensation of $100 each per month. 

Section four provides that any enlisted man 
of the Army muy deposit his savings, in sums 
of not less than five dollars, with any Army 
paymaster, who shall furnish him with a chi ek- 
book, in which shall be entered the name of | 
the paymaster and of the soldier, and the | 

- amount, dare, and place of such deposit. The 
money so deposited shall be accounted for in | 
the same manner as other public funds, and |; 
shall uot be subject to forfiture by sentence | 
of court-mariial or otherwise, nor permitted | 
to be drawn until Gnal payment on discharge, 
or to the beirs of a deceased soldier, 

Section five provides that the age at which 
music boys may be enlisted shall hereafter be 
not less than twelve years, but no other recruit 
shall be enl sted under the age of twenty-one 
years, to be determined by bis own oath, which 
oath shall in all cases be conclusive, and suf 
ficient.cause for rejection of applications for 
discharge on the ground of minority. 

The Commiitee on Military Affairs reported | 
an amendment, to add the following words at 
the end of section four: 


And for all-such money so deposited with pay- 
masters, they shall be, and hereby aro made, nesGoue: 


i 
j 


i 


i passed sub silentio. 


| one years.” 


ible to the depositors upon their official bonds to 


the United States Government for its faithful cus- | 


tody and repayment. 


Mr. WILSON. I propose to strike ont the 
entire fourth section, as ] have iniroduced this 


morning a bill which is very well drawn and | 


gnarded. covering this point, which has received 


the sanction of eminent officers in the pay de- | 


partment. ‘Therefore I propose to strike out 
this entire section, and passthe bill withont it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts moves to strike out the fourth 
section, and if that is done the reported amend- 
ment will fall with the section. 


garded as agreedto. That amendment is made. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. STOCKTON. I understand that one 
section has been stricken out of the bil!. 
I observed when the bill was read that there 
was a clause in it which made the oath of the 
recruit conclusive evidence that he was over 
twenty-one years of age. I ask the Chair if 
that is still in the bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That provision 
remains in section five, which is still part of the 
bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. It seems tome that that 
is a very bad provision. It may protect the 
Army from imposition, and it is undoubtedly 
put in for that purpose; but certainly itis a very 
bad law for all the other interests of the com- 
munity. Suppose a boy runs away. He may 
be only twelve years of age. A form is gone 
through which he hardly understands. When 
the parent finds his truant child and claims 
him, the answer is, “ He is over twenty-one; 
he has sworn toit ; and the law makes that oath 
conclusive.” Now, it is much better that the 
officers who are recruiting for the service should 
be more cautious, that they should judge for 
themselves, that the physicians making the 
examination should judge, and thatthe service 


itself should suffer a little, rather than that we |} 


should shame the whole spirit of our institu- 


tions and take a child conclusively away from jj 


his parents when he owe rvi m, to jj Pap i eyes 
p : s-service to them, to | petitioner is the mother of a soldier in the 


which they have a right up to the age of twenty- 
one years. I certainly cannot vote for the bill 
with such a clause in it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Chair will regard the bill as not 
having passed to its third reading, as it so 
If the Senator from New 
Jersey desires to move an amendment, the Chair 
will receive the amendment. 
ator move to strike out the fifth section ? 

Mr. STOCKTON, I ask the Chair whether 
one objection will cause’ the bill to go over 
until to-morrow? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; it was read 
twice on a previous day, and is now before the 
Senate, having been regularly taken up on 
motion. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Then I move to strike 
out the fifth section. 

Mr. WILSON. I regret that the Senator 


from New Jersey has made that motion, at: 


least in the form of striking out the entire sec- 
tion, 


Then it says, ‘but no other 
recruit shall be enlisted under the age oftwenty- 


there must be something to determine the 
age, and itis provided in the section that the 
recruit’s cath shall be conclusive that he is 
twenty-one years of age. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Strike that out. 
Mr. WILSON., I suppose the objection is 


If there be no | 
objection the motion to strike out will be re- | 


Does the Sen- ! 


The section provides for the enlistment | 
of music boys not less than twelve years of age. | 
That is recommended by the Secretary. of War | 
in his report, and there should certainly be no | 
; objection to it. 


We now enlist at eighteen, and . 
the Secretary of War wishes that we shall not | 
enlist any under twenty-one years of age; but | 


{ 
i 
: 
l 
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i 


il 
i 
if 
t 


to making the recruit’s oath conclusive that he 
is twenty-one. Í suggest to the Senator, if he 
objects to that provision, that he move simply 
to strike out that portion of the fifth section, 
the other portions of it being right. 

Mr. STOCKTON. J had never seen the 


i bill. and [had not a copy of it before me when 


i made the motion. It has just been handed 
me, and t accede most cheerfully to the request 
of the chairman. All I wish to strike out is 
the provision making the recruit’s oath con- 
elusive as to age. I so modify my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
New Jcrsey moves to strike out all the words 
of the fifih section after the word ‘years,’ in 
line fuur, being as follows: 

To be determined by his own oath, and said oath 
shall in all cases be conclusive and suficient cause 
for rejection of applications for discharge on the 
ground of minority. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to offer an 
amendment. The fifth section provides that 
music boys may be enlisted at twelve years of 
age. J wish to offer an amendment that no 
enlistment of boys of any age shall take place 
without the consent of the boy's parent or 
guardian. My amendment is therefore to add 
these words: 


Provided, That no boy shall be enlisted of that 
age, or of any other age in his minority, without the 
witten consent of the parent or guardian of such 
child.” 


Mr. WILSON. Ihave no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and was read the third time, 


| and passed. 


SARAH EVANS, 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to take up bill 
No. 390, granting a pension to Sarah Evans. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
(S. No. 390) granting a pension to Sarah 
Evans was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is a report with 
the bill among the papers, which can be read. 
While it is being hunted up I will state what 
the bill is. 

This is a bill which was reported by the 
Pension Committee and passed unanimously 
by the Senate during the last Congress. The 


Army of the United States who was honorably 
discharged at a military post in Arizona, either 
because his term of service had expired or 
beeause of iil health; I forget now which it 
was. <A day or two after his discharge a train 
in which he was was attacked by the Indians, 
and he lost his life with other soldiers, defend- 
ing that train. Had ho lost his life while he 
was in the service this pension would have 
been payable to his mother; but he lost ita 
day or two after he had been discharged, but 
while he was actually and in fact, though not 
legally, in the service of the country. Under 
these circumstances, the man not having had 
time to get home at all, having lost his life 


| while he was actually serving the Government, 


though not then legally bonnd to military ser- 
viee, the commitice thought it a proper case 
for relief. In fact, such cases have commended 
themselves to the consideration of Congress 
heretofore, and the committec thought it proper 
to provide that the mother should have the 
pension to which she would have been entitled 
had the son been killed two days before. The 
bill passed the Senate unanimously before, and 
Í hope it will again. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASIATIC COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 

Mr. CORBETT. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 76, which is on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (3. 
No. 76) to facilitate commerce between the 
United States aud China, Japan, and the 
countries of Asia, was considered as in Com- 
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mittee of the Whole. By its provisions, R. B. 
Van Valkenburgh, Benjamin Eggleston, Law- 
rence B. Cushing, R. W. Bishop, James F. 
Wilson, John R. Hall, Elisha E. Rice, Thomas 
A. Scott, I. E. Gates, George B. Upton, Israel 
S. Spencer, and P. McDonald Collins, and 
such other persons as may be associated with 
them, and their successors, are created a body 
politic and corporate by the name, style, and 
title of the Asiatic Commercial Company. 
The company is to have the right to purchase, 
sell, ship, transport, and deal in the goods, 
wares, merchandise, and products of any of the 
countries named, with power to purchase, hold, 
and convey all such real and personal estate 
and property as the business of the corporation 
may from time to time require, and to do and 
perform all acts and things necessary to carry 
the provisions of the act into effect. ‘he corpo- 
ration, in connection with the business named, 
is to be allowed, under the authority of the 
Governments of China, Japan, and of the other 
countries of Asia, to engage in public works 
which may be neccessary to develop and ia- 
crease the business and commerce thereof, and 
to facilitate commerce between them und the 
United States, and for that purpose may issue 
its bonds or other obligations, secured by a 
pledge or mortgage of its property and fran- 
chises. The capital stock of the corporation 
is to be $5,000,000, to be divided into shares 
„of $100 each. The shares of stock are to be 
personal property, transferable on the books 
of the company only; and the capital stock 
may be increased from time to time as may be 
necessary for the general purposes of the com- 
pany. 

Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland. What does 
the honorable Senator from Oregon propose 
to do with that bill-to-day? 

Mr. CORBETT. I wish to put it on its 
passage. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will not 
a single objection carry it over? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will not, as 
the bill has previously been read twice and 
been reported by a committee, and it is taken 
up to-day on motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Itisavery 
important bill. It seems to me that it is alto- 
gether beyond our power 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
debate or amendment., 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at one 
o'clock and forty-seven minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


It is open to 


I move 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 10, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 

Rev. Grorce P. Hays, D. D., president of 
the Washington and Jefferson College, Wash- 
ington, Pennsylvania, opened the proccedings 
with the following prayer: 

Great and ever-living God, who hast made 
us and endowed us and kept us in being, accept 
our thanks for life and the continued use of 
our reason and the providential care Thou hast 
granted us. Guide us, O God, to-day. Bless, 
we pray Thee, the members of this House, 
now assembled, and give them clear views and 
correct estimates of their duty, And, we pray 
Thee, grant unto them such ke!p that that 
which they do may glorify Thee. Bless this 
land, protect it from vice, and propagate virtue 
therein. Remember the President of the Uni 
ted States, his Cabiact, and ail the officers of 
this Government, and grant unto this nation 
the love and charity and kindness of Jesus 
Christ.in every heart. O God, be with us as 
a people, to take away ill-will and to fill us 
with brotherly kindness. And all that we ask 
isfor the sake of Him who taught us, when we 
pray, to say: Our Father which art in heaven, 
hallowed be Thy name; Thy kingdom come; 


i 


i 
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Thy will be done on earth as itis in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive 
us our debts as we forgive our debtors. And 
lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from 
evil, for Thine is the kingdom, the power, and 
the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. What length of time does 
the gentleman desire? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Not morethan five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ark- 
ansas asks unanimous consent to make a per- 
sonal explanation, to occupy not more than 
five minutes. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, * 

Mr. EDWARDS. Iwill state that on yes- 
terday I was confined to my room by indispo- 
sition. In the course of the proceedings a 
report from a committee was made, which, or 
a portion of it, reflected on Senator CLAYTON, 
from my State, and myself, proceeding on the 
evidence of two individuals from my State, 
which I pronounce utterly false. If [had been 
here in my seat I would have moved for a com- 
mittee of investigation; but as the matter has 
been referred to the Committee of Elections, L 
shall defer any further remarks on the subject 
until that committee makes its report. 


PRESERVATION OF THE ARCHIVES, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives : 

In answer to tho resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 6th December, requesting to be 
informed if any further action is necessary by Con- 
gress to secure the immediate temporary preserva- 
tion of the archives or public records now in the 
State Department, I transmit a report and accom- 
panying papers from the Secretary of State. 

U. S. GRANT. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1872. 

The message and accompanying documents 
were referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
answer to a resolution of the House, a map 
showing land grants to railroads, &e. ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS OF TIE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the secre- 
tary of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
to the House, in compliance with the act of 
February 21, 1871, four copies of the laws 
passed by the Legislative Assembly of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was reterred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laidbefore the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates for 
appropriations required for surveying the pub- 
lic lands, to supply deficiencies for the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1870, and June 80, 1871; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL GEORGE W. BALLOCH. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in answer to the reso- 
lution of the House, of December 18, 1871, in 
relation to the suspension or mustering out 
of Brevet Brigadier General George W. Bal- 
loch: which was referred to the Commitice 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPRINTING OF NATIONAL BANK NOTES, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in answer to the resolution 
of the House of March 81, 1871, transmitting 
an estimate of the number of pounds of paper 
that would be required to replace the present 
national bank circulation, &c.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. . 


PAY OF MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


TheSPEAKERalso, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury, in answer to the resolu- 
tion of the House of April 18, 1871, in relation 
to any appropriation under which mail con- 
tractors may be paid for carrying the United 
States mails in the late insurgent States, prior 
to May 31, 1861; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COLLECTION OF THE CUSTOMS, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to the 
number of persons employed, and the com- 
pensation paid in,the collection of customs 


‘during the fiscal year ending June 80, 1871, in 


the United States; wbich was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE OSAGE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House concurrent resolutions 
of the General Assembly of the State of Mis- 
souri as to the improvement of the Osage river; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed.. 


IMPROVEMENT OF TITE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the secre- 
tary of State of the State of Missouri, transmit- 
ting concurrent resolutions of the General As- 
sembly of that State, asking for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Mississippi 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF TIIN GASCONADE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House concurrent resolutions 
of the State of Missouri, asking for an appro- 
priation for theimprovement of the Gasconade 
river; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of B. J. Driscoll. 

On motion of Mr. FINKELNBURG, by 
unanimous consent, leave was granted for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of 
papers in the case of private land claims in the 
State of Missouri, copies to be made and left 
on file. 

On motion of Mr. POLAND, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Samuel A. Wilkins, heretofore 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and not 
reported on. 

On motion of Mr. HOOPER, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
{or the withdrawal from the files of the House 


| of the petition and accompanying papers of 


John E. Parkman, for a share of the prizes 
captured during the war by the United States 
steamer Aries. 

On motion of Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the petition of 


| the citizens of New York, praying for an 


amendment of the steamboat law of the Forty- 


| First Congress. 


On motion of Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous 
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consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
relation.to the claim of William A. Read; and 
the same were referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion of Mr. ELDRIDGE, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Aquilla Lockwood. 

On motion. of Mr. DICKEY, in behalf of 
Z. €C. Robbins, former register of wills of the 
District of Columbia, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the 
files of the House of papers relating to his 
claim for advances and extra services. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 

granted to Mr. Hanpeman until Friday next. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Youne for five days. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled, bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (A. R. No. 774) to establish post 
roads; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 777) to establish post 
roads. 

MINTS, ASSAY OFFICES, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour com- 
mences at fifteen minutes past twelve o’clock, 
and the House resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 5) revising the laws relative 
to the mints, assay offices, and coinage of the 
United States. 

Mr. KELLEY. Before proceeding to the 
discussion of the bill, [ask unanimous consent 
to say a few words in the way of personal ex- 
planation touching the bill. Yesterday, in 
answer to the categorical questions of the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Porrer,] I re- 
plied that there was no increase of salary pro- 
vided for in this bill. I was here without my 
annotated copy of the bill, or my notes and 
papers, which I had taken to my room for 
study during the vacation. I should have 
aoswered that question otherwise, yet essen- 
tially in the same manner; that is to say, 


that this bill provides a change of salaries, an | 


increase in someinstances, but not an increase 


of the general expenditure in the Mint ser- | 


vice—rather a reduction, absolute or hoped for. 

Thus, the bill creates one new office, one of 
the most responsibie offices under the Gov- 
ernment, in connection with the currency and 
finances of the country; an office not requir- 
ing merely clerical fitness, but great scientific 
and mechanical experience and attainments; 
an office which in England is regarded as one 


of the first and most important under the Gov- | 


ernment. The Secretary of the Treasury, in 
recommending this bill, had recommended an 
increase of $1,500 a year to the operative ofh- 
cers, who are also required to be men of science 
and mechanical skill, such as the melter and 
refiner, and the assayer, and some increase to 
ths engraver, so that the Government engraver 
might be paid as he could bein the private shops 
of the country. for wages for that sort of labor 
have materially advanced. Thecommictee had 
not concurred in the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as to $1.500, but 
had reduced it to $500. I remembered the re- 
duction, aud thought it brought it down to the 
acinal present salary. So, too, with reference 
tothe superintendents of the Mint. Their func- 
tions are changed. J-ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Garrrenp] 
to please notice this fact. I am speaking of 


the proposed salaries of the superintendents | 


of the Mint. Their functions are materially 
changed. They are hereafter to perform the 


duties hitherto performed by thetreasurers of | 


the Mint. They now become bonded officers, 
and this bill requiresof thema bond in the sum, 


i 


ri 


t 


| 
|| I think, of $500,000. And it was supposed that 


for their increased duties, and especially for 
their increased responsibilities, an additional 
sum of $500 would not be too much in a bill, 
the general drift of which is to reduce the 
expense of the coinage and Mint system of 
the country. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman allow mea question? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that the office of 


Superintendent of the Mint now includes in it | 


the duties of treasurer of the Mint? 
Mr. KELLEY. It will, should this. bill 
become a law. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
gentleman this further question. 


Let me ask the 
I see that 


|| the treasurer of the Mint at Philadelphia, who 


I understand the gentleman to say is nowa 
bonded officer, gets a salary of $8,500 a year. 
If this bill shall pass the Superintendent of 
the Mint at Philadelphia, who will perform the 
same duties the treasurer now performs, will 


I| have $5,000 a year; that is an increase of 


$1,500 a year for substantially the same duties. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman will make 
himself familiar with the facts, he will discover 
that in each of three cities, to wit, New York, 
Philadelphia, and New Orleans, there is one 
officer holding two offices and receiving two sal- 
aries; the same individual is Assistant Treas- 
urcr of the United States and treasurer of the 
Mint; and in the double capacity he receives a 
salary higher than we propose to be given to 
the Superintendent of the Mint, who is here- 
after to perform the functions and duties of 
the treasurer of the Mint as they now exist. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Is there any 
provision of law allowing those officers to draw 
two salaries? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; and the gentle- 
man will find near the close of this bill—for I 
want nothing but that every member shall un- 
derstand it—a provision that the salaries now 
paid to the treasurers of the Mint shall here- 
after be paid to the Assistant Treasurers at New 
York, Philadelphia, and New Orleans, and be 
charged, as they properly are chargeable, to 
the expenses of the Treasury, and not to the 
Mint of the United States. If no provision be 
made for the salaries of the Assistant Treas- 
urers, no man will fill the office at any one of 
those three places, for it will leave those of- 
cers with all the responsibilities of the Assist- 
ant ‘Treasurership, with a salary, at New York, 
for instance, of, I think, two thousand or two 
thousand five hundred dollars a year. 

As I have said, in response to the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD, } I have nothing to 
conceal and nothing to urge about this bill. 
It isa public bill, coming to Congress from one 
of the Deparrments, (the Treasury,) and going 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


Measures, through that transmission of the bill | 


io the House. 

Mr. WOOD. At the close of the session on 
yesterday, the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
(Mr. Dawes, ] addressing the House, expressed 
the wish that we should take this opportunity 


| to discuss and determine the question of the 


salaries of Government officials. He appeared 
to think that to raise the salaries as propose 
by this section of the bill would require an in 
crease of salaries throughout the various De- 
partments of the Government. Now, I think 
that in cases of this kind, where very grave 
responsibilities rest upon officials, the question 
of compensation is not of so much imporiance 


as the question of integrity and of capacity. 4 | ameno 
| nize the gentleman. 


| the pending amendment, which wiil be read. 


do not believe that the people of this country 
complain very much of the salaries paid to 
their officials. 

But I do believe that the public mind of the 
country is at this time very much agitated as to 
the personal fitness aud qualifications of offi- 
cial incumbents, and the integrity with which 
their duties are discharged. I think it one of 
the most encouraging signs of the times that 


public attention is now 90 decidedly called to 
the manner in which ollicials of every grade 
and character, from the highest in the Govern- 
ment.down to the most humble local magis- 
trate, discharge their duties. 

We have, sir, in the report submitted to this 
House by the President trom the commission- 
ers appointed by him to revise the civil ser- 
vice system of the country, this most astound- 
ing declaration : 

“Tr is calculated by those who have made a care- 
ful study of all the facts, that one fourth of the rev- 
enues of the United States are annually lost in the 
collection.” 

We have colleeted for the last few years at 
least $400,000,000 of revenue annually; and 
we are told by the official representatives of 
the Administration that one fourth of this sum 
has been stolen by the officials appointed to 
collect it. This is the condition of affairs in 
this country ; and while I do not believe that 
official integrity or official dishonesty is con- 
fined to either politieal party, or that either 
party has a monopoly of honesty or dishonesty, 
yet | do think it an auspicious circumstance 
that at last the people of this country evince a 
determination to hold the officers of the Gov- 
ernment to a strict accountability as to thedis- 
charge of their official duties; and if the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes,] instead of bringing up a discussion 
as to the regulation of official salaries. shall 
direct his ability and influence in this House 
toward effecting a substantial reform in the 
civil service of the country, he willaccomplish 
good for which the people of the country will 
thank him, and no part of the people more 
than those embraced in the Democratic party. 
We desire reform. We commenced reform 
in our own case in the great city of New York, 
The Democracy there effected a reform by 
weeding out boldly all the corrupt elements 
ofits own party gathered there in official life; 
and we call upon the Republican party to 
commence a similar work with the Adminis 
tration here, which, by thé statement of its own 
officials, is even more corrupt than that which 
we have exposed and denounced and uprooted 
in NewYork. I hope, therefore, that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, who occupies a 
very responsible position here, to whom we 
all listen with so much pleasure, and whom 
we are all so ready to follow when he is will- 
ing to act as leader, will devote the power of 
his voice and influence to effecting not only in 
the legislative department of the Government, 
but also in the executive department, a reform 
such as we have effected in the city of New 
York. 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 


i; York [Mr. Woop] must excuse me if I do not 


turn aside from the purposes of this bill at this 
moment to follow his suggestions, which [ take 


|| very kindly, assuring him that I will endeavor 


to do what I can in that line, if I can have his 
valuable assistance. He alludes to what has 
been done by his party in the city of New York. _. 
I inquire of him whether it is not the fact that 
while we send our thieves to the penitentiary 
they send theirs to the Legislature? [Laugh- 
ter.] lL rose, however, to offeran amendment, 

Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman would send 


g | all-his political friends who gre thieves to the 
State prison, there are not State 


prisons 
enongh in the country to hold one hundredth 
part ofthem. [Laughter,] 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the twelfth section. 

Tke SPEAKER. Assoon as the pending 
amendment is disposed of the Chair wiil recog- 
Debate is exhausted on 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Inline twelve of section twelve, strike out *'95,500,” 


and insert in lieu thereof ‘$4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, 
on a division, ayes seventy-nine, noes not 
counted. 


Mr. DAWES. I movetoamend by striking 
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outin the third line of section twelve, after the 
word ‘“‘expenses,’’ the words ‘‘in visiting dif- 
ferent mints and assay offices,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘actually incurred in visiting 
_ different mints and assay offices, to be paid only 
on vouchers verified on oath.” 

Mr, KELLEY. J accept the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. If the House accepts it, then 
I willnot trouble it with any remarks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Idesire to offer 
anamendment. I move to strike out $5,000,” 
in lines five and six, and insert ‘$38,500; so it 
will read, ‘‘to the superintendents of mints at 
Philadelphia and San Francisco, each $3,500.” 

The SPEAKER. There is aseries of amend- 
ments pending offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Burcnarp] yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I understand 
that the gentleman from Illinois offers them 


one by one. 
Mr. BURCHARD. I presented them. all 


together. i 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wili then report 
the first amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out“ $5,000 ” and insert “$4,500 ;” soit will 
read, “to the superintendents of the mints at Phil- 
adelphia and San Francisco, each $4,500.” 


Mr. BURCHARD. That, Iunderstand, has 
been substantially voted on. 

The SPEAKER. It has been disposed of 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, and the Clerk will read the next 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “$3,500,” in line seven, so it will read, 
“to the assayers, melters and refiners, and coiners 
of those mints, each $3,000.” 


Mr. BURCHARD. The amendment in line 
five has not been voted on, as I understand. 

“Mr. KELLEY. It has been agreed to, and 
the salary of the chief Director has been fixed 
at $4,500. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
been voted on in line six, 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 
again read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines five and six strike out ‘* $4,000,” and in- 
gert “$4,500;” so it will read, “to the superintend- 
ents of the mints at Philadelphia and Ban Fran- 
cisco, each $4,500.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out ‘'$5,000’? and insert ‘ $4,500,”’ 
and the gentleman from Ohio moves to make 
it ‘$8,500 ”’ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to be heard on 
that. I wish to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that while they are largely increas- 
ing the responsibilities of these offices of super- 
intendents of the mints at Philadelphia and 
San Francisco, they propose to largely reduce 
their pay. Those officers are now receiving 
$4,500. This bill transfers to them the duty 
of treasurer, for which a large salary has been 
paid. It puts on them the responsibilities of 
that office, and requires them to give a heavy 
bond, for all of which it is proposed to reduce 
their salaries $1,000 per annum. Now, I am 
as anxious for economy as the gentleman from 
Tilinois, [Mr. Burcwarp,] or the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. I am perfectly 
willing to see these salaries remain at the 
figure at which they now stand, but it should 
be borne in mind that there are no more 
responsible financial officers in the country, 
none requiring a higher order of integrity, 
none whose blunders or whose crimes would 
be more difficult of detection. They are to 
have charge not only of your bullion and of 
your coin, but of your standard of weight 
and fineness, and of the coin selected for 
‘testing annually by a commission the fidelity 
with which the standard weight and fineness 
of our coin are maintained; and in this day 
of high prices you will not be able to com- 
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mand the services of men to whom such duties 
should properly be confided, for the sum pro- 
posed by the gentleman’s amendment to the 
amendment. Make the salaries of those offi- 
cers each $3,500 per annum, and I apprehend 
no gentleman fitted to properly discharge the 
duties of those offices will enter into bonds 
of a quarter or half a million dollars, and 
assume the extraordinary duties devolved on 
them, with a salary diminished so largely. I 
I think it is an effort at economy as unwise as 
ever was made, and in its results, instead of 
being economy, it may be to debase the coin- 
age, or lead to the loss of large sums of money 
to the Government. I hope, therefore, that 
the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have already 
cut off $1,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. From the existing office? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. From the chief 
officer now provided for in this twelfth sec- 


tion. 

Mr, KELLEY. That is from the proposed 
salary. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We havereduced 
the salary of the chief officer from $5,500 a 
year to $4,500, and as the bill now stands it 
proposes that the subordinates under the chief 
shall have the same salary as the chief. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has told you of 
the duties of these officers. Isay to the gentle- 
man, that the treasurer of the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia, the officer he refers to as one whose 
duties are to be swallowed up by those of the 
officer now under consideration, has at pres- 
ent $3,500. It is true that the treasurer of the 
mint at San Francisco gets $4,500. I see no 
reason why there should be such disparity 
between the two, and I do not think it will 
be wrong to put the amount at $4,000. But 
to put the salaries of these officers at the same 
rate as that of their chief, who has control of 
all the business, is manifestly wrong. I mod- 
ify my amendment so as to make the amount 
$4,000, which will make the scale $4,500 for 
the highest officer, $4,000 forthe second grade, 
and $3,500 for the grade still lower, striking 
an average between the preseut salary of the 
treasurer at Philadelphia and the higher salary 
of the treasurer at San Francisco. 

Mr. KELLEY. If I may be permitted, I 
desire to say that I am not contemplating 
symmetry in offices. I am contemplating such 
payment for such duty as will probably secure 
integrity and capacity, and I do not think 
$4,500 is inadequate pay for an office the 
duties of which we are nearly doubling, the 
responsibilities of which we are increasing ten 
thousand fold, and which has been hitherto 
regarded as deserving of $4,500. The officer 
at San Francisco now receives $4,500, $3,000 
as Assistant Treasurer of the United States, 
and $1,500 as treasurer of the Mint. It is, as 
I said before, increasing the duty, adding 
enormous responsibilities, and at the same 
time reducing the pay upon the simple plea 
that the scale of salaries will be made more 
symmetrical. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, with great reluctance I intrude my- 
self at this moment on the attention of the 
House; but it seems to me that this legisla- 
tion, or this discussion of matters of legisla- 
tion, occupying the House out of all reason- 
able proportion to its interest, is something 
which the country will reject. This Congress 
has been in existence for nearly a year, and dur- 
ing that whole time there has been scarcely one 
act of legislation which has had a tendency to 
protect or in the slightest degree to advance 
the great commercial interests of this country, 
upon which all our prosperity depends. And 
here we are discussing a question of salary 
to the officers of a mint, when, if things go on 
as they are at present, we will soon have no 
money to pay officers. — f 

To-day the rate of interest in England is 


two and a half per cent. per annum, while in 
the city of New York it has lately been as high 
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as three hundred per cent. per annum. Our 
great commercial interests are suffering, and 
looking to this body for protection, and I 
believe, I say it boldly, that if a vote were 
taken to-day the country would direct that the 
members of this body return to their avoca- 
tions in other pursuits. I therefore move to 
strike out the enacting clause in this bill, sœ 
that we may proceed to something of which 
the country is more in need at this time than 
the discussion of mints and coinage. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Is the 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TownsEND ] subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. | It is not debatable. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I desire 
to know if it be subject to amendment? 

TheSPEAKER,. Itis not subject to amend- 
ment, nor is it debatable. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Townsend] to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill. 


Mr. COX. I desire to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry. I would like the Chair to state 
to the House the éffect of that motion. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
it is a process of decapitation. [Laughter.] 

The question being put, the House divided; 
and there were—ayes 59, noes 48; no quorum 
voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and Mr. KELLEY, and Mr. TOWNSEND 
of New York, were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 80, noes 61. 

Mr. DICKEY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 77, nays 100, not voting 
61; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs, Adams, Arthur, Beck, Bell, Biggs, 
Bird, James @. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Car- 
roll, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher. Crossland, Davis, 
Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Edwards, Eldridge, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Garrett, Hale, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hay, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, 
Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall McCor* 
mick, McHenry, McIntyre, MeKinnoy, Merrick, 
Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Bli Perry Peters, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. 
Roberts. Roosevelt, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, 
Swann. Terry, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill. Van Trump, 
Vaughan,Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of New York, Winchester, and Wood—77 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Averill, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Bufiinton, Burchard, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Con- 
ger, Cotton, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Hames, 
Finkeln burg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, George E. Har- 
ris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, 
Will, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe.Lynch, 
Maynard, McClelland McCrary MoJunkin,Merfiam, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Moore, Leonard Myers, 
Orr, Packard, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendle- 
ton. Perce, Platt, Poland, Randall, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Rusk, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, 
Shellabarger, Sherwood, H. Boardman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stoughton,Strong, Tale, Thomas, Washington Town- 
sond, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace. Walls, Wheeler, Willard, 
Wiliams of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—100, 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Ames, Archer, Banks, 
Barnum, Bigby, James Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Campbell, Cobb, Comingo, Creely, Darrall, 
De Large, Elliott, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hawley, Hays, 
Kendall, Kinsella, McGrew, McKee, MeNeely, Mer- 
cur, Mitebell, Morey, Morphis,Negley,Packer,Aaron 

Perry, Porter, Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Sawyer, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington C. Smith, R, Milton. Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stevenson, Storm,Stowell, St John, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Voorhees, Whiteley, John T. 
Wilson, and Young—6l. . 

So the motion to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill was disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Task the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerrey] to 
consent to have this billrecommitted. I have 
a motion pending, to strike out the whole of 
this twelfth section, which I did not wish to 
press, and yet on further examinetion I am 
satisfied that the bill involves a very consid- 
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before methe mint lawsas they have been com- 
piled up to 1867, and all the changes up to this 
time, and I find that the superintendents of the 
branch mints have $2,000 a year, and the other 
officers’ salaries at a lower grade. 

Mr. KELLEY. What branch mint? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. At the branch 
mint at New Orleans the superintendent had 

2,500, and the treasurer $2,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. Twenty-five hundred dol- 
lars for the superintendent and $2,000 for the 
treasurer, the offices being held by the same 
person, which made $4,500. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The law does 
not say so. The law says nothing about one 
person holding the two offices. I find that 
the superintendent of the mint at Dahlonega 
has but $2,000 a year. 

Mr. KELLEY. That office has been abol- 

ished. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know that; 
but I am speaking of what was the order 
under this law. The assayer and the coiner 
at Dahlonega had each $1,500 a year. I find 
that on the Pacific coast, at the mint of San 
Francisco, of which the gentleman speaks, 
higher salaries were paid, but we know that 
generally on the Pacific coast we have had to 
have higher salaries on account of the pecu- 
liar situation of that people; but the occasion 
for that has nearly passed now, and there is 
no such necessity for larger salaries there 
than elsewhere. Now, for one, I do not pro- 
pose to take the high figures paid at San Fran- 
cisco as a gauge of salary for all the officers 
of mints, as this bill now seems to do. 

It seems to me, with all due respect to the 
committee, that they have not well considered 
this section, and I hepe the gentleman will 
consent that the bill shall be recommitted, and 
that this section relating to salaries shall be 
thoroughly gone over. I do not wish to slash 
into the bill and mutilate it, as it should be 
harmonious in all its parts, but I do not believe 
that it can be perfected here in open House by 
amending onesalary and then another, and then 
another, according to the caprice of the House, 
without full knowledge. If, however, we are 
going on with the discussion of the bill, I shall 
of course insist on my amendment cutting 
down the salary now under debate. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ishall not object ultimately 
to the recommitment of this bill. I shall en- 
deavor, however, to persuade gentlemen in 
the interim to examine the bill and look into 
the facts of the case. The gentleman from 
Ohio has illustrated how little the most indus- 
trious and capable members of the House un- 
derstand about the facts in question. He tells 
you that he makes allowance for the expenses 
in San Francisco. The Assistant Treasurer at 
San Francisco receives $6,000, $4,500 of 
which he receives as treasurer of the mint; 
and yet when it is proposed to add all his 
duties to those of the superintendent of the 
mint the gentleman from Ohio says the salary 
for both offices should be less by $1,000 than 
has been paid for the one. In Philadelphia 
your Assistant Treasurer receives as treasurer 
of the Mint $3,500, and you propose to add 
his duties to those of the Superintendent of the 
Mint, and make that officer give a heavy bond, 
and then to reduce his salary $1,000, because 
he shall perform duties that have heretofore 
cost you $3,500. 

The gentleman refers to Dahlonega. Will 
he tell me when there was either coinage or 
assay at Dahlonega? It was an office without 
duties, maintained until the breaking out of 
the war by southern supremacy in the House. 
He refers to the mint at Charlotte, where the 
total amount assayed and coined during the last 
year was $14,500. This bill proposes to abol- 
ish that establishment, and throw into adequate 
salaries for responsible officers the money that 
has been wasted by maintaining these sine- 
cures. I am informed by the Treasury De- 


partment that the utmost increase of expenses | 
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while it adds an office to which it is proposed 
to give a salary of $5,500. Reducing that sal- 
ary to $3,500, the Treasury estimate 18, that 
while you have made your mint secure, while 
you will have given a responsibility to those to 
whom your coinage is confided, while you will 
have enabled your Secretary of the Treasury 
to ascertain the condition of your mints and 
your coinage, you will have added to the pos- 
sible expenditure the enormous sum of $1,700, 
with large prospective reductions by means of 
the systematic working of the mints. 

This is the true state of the case, and I hope 
that gentlemen who have the estimates before 
them, and also the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, will make them- 
selves familiar with the real facts of the case, 
and not come in here and endeavor to thwart 
a bill like this upon erroneous statements of 
facts. Here is the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, sending in to us 
the recommendation of the superintendent 
of the assay office at New York, Mr. Acton, 
embodied in the volume of estimates: 

I earnestly recommend the additional salary 
submitted for the assayer, and melter and refiner. 
Their duties are onerous and responsible, and their 
present compensation wholly inadequate, in view of 
the cost of living in New York. LI would also call 
attention to the appropriation for the current year 
of but $3,000 for the salary of deputy treasurer, 
which was fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
November 6, 1869, at $4,500. 

THOMAS ©, ACTON, 
Superintendent. 

I now move that this bill be recommitied 
to the Committee of Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
motion amendable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is by way of adding 
instructions to the motion to recommit. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. That is 
what I wish. I move to amend the motion to 
recommit by adding instructions to the com- 
mittee to report a bill which shall create no 
new bureau, new office, or increase of salary 
of any officer now inexistence, and which shall 
provide that in the purchase of nickel and 
copper for the use of the Mint proposals for 
bids shall be submitted, and the lowestand best 
bidder or bidders shall be contracted with for 
the same; and that all nickel and copper coin 
redeemed by the Mint shall be recoined, so far 
as the same can be used for such purpose. 
That amendment is about all the argument I 
desire to submit. I think it is clearly the 
sense of this House and of the country that 
officers of the Government shall not have their 
salaries increased ; neither shall there be any 
increase of officers in this or any other Depart- 
ment. For that reason I hope the House will 
adopt my amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. McCormick, ] in order to affect the 
mode of purchasing a single metal, proposes 
some very curious instructions to the commit- 
tee, which ought to contain the words ‘‘norin 
any other way alter existing law.’’ The amend- 
ment would then be more intelligible. Officers 
are not to be changed, salaries are not to be 
changed, nothing is to be changed except the 
mode of buying nickel. Japprehend the regu- 
lations which this House and the Senate will 
adopt for the procuring of gold and silver and 
other metals will be quite sufficient to secure 
something like integrity in the purchase of 
nickel. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. My impres- 
sion is that the primary object of this bill is to 
affect the manner in which nickel shall be pur- 
chased, and it is for that very reason that I 
have moved these instructions. There are in 
the United States more places producing nickel 
than the State of Pennsylvania; and { think 
that all the nickel-producing portions of our 
country should be permitted to go into the 
Market and have an opportunity to supply the 
fint. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. McCor- 
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micx,] that I canfot believe the Secretary of 
the Treasury deemed it necessary to organize 
a commission to revise the Mint laws for the 
simple purpose of enabling somebody to have a 
“job” in buying nickel. This bill has no per- 
sonal origin. The Secretary of the Treasury 
found the whole Mint system in disorder and 
without responsibility. He appointed three 
gentlemen of high character, and large expe- 
rience in such matters, to revise the Mint laws, 
I, as the organ of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, have submitted to the 


House the report substantially of that commis- 
sion. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the three eminent gentlemen 
who constituted that commission were in a 
conspiracy to create a “job’’ about the pur- 
chase of nickel for the United States Mint. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I should 
like to ask the gentleman one question. What 
objection has he to the Mint of the United 
States inviting proposals for the supply of 
nickel? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not the slightest 
objection ; but I do not see why such a provis- 
ion should be embodied in instructions to þe 
coupled with the recommitment of this bill. I 
am not to be drawn into a discussion of that 
kind; but I do feel it my duty to vindicate the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the commission 
that framed this bill against the intimation 
that they are in a conspiracy to cheat some- 
body in the purchase of nickel for our sub- 
sidiary coinage. 

TheSPEAKER. Debate is exhausted upon 
the pending motion. 

Mr. POTTER. In order tosay a word upon 
this subject, I move to amend by striking out 
the last clause of the proposed instructions. 
I think that this subject is one deserving of 
all the attention which the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. McCormick] would invite to it. 
At the first session of the Forty-First Con- 

ress the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Kmzey,] who now has charge of this bill, 
reported a bill in regard to nickel coinage, 
which left it discretionary with the chief officer 
referred to in that bill to make purchases of 
nickel needed for coinage. The gentleman 


that the bill be amended by the insertion of a 
proviso that ‘‘the materials purchased under 
this act shall be by public advertisement for 
contracts at the price offered by the low- 
est bidder therefor.’ That amendment was 
resisted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The House recommitted the bill; and when 
it was returned from the committee the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania had adopted the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setis. I read from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the 80th of March, 1869: 

“ In section two we have struck out lines five, six, 
seven, eight, and nine, together with the words 
‘material for’ in the fourth line, substituting there- 
forthe proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. BuTLER,] providing for the purchase 
of material by public advertisement.” 

And the House passed the billin that shape. 
When the gentlemen said yesterday that I ob- 
jected to the bill when it first came before the 
House he was right, and when he said that I 
subsequently became a colaborer with him in 
support of the bill he was also right. Buthe 
omitted to state that this particular amendment 
and other important amendments were made 
between the timd when I resisted the bill and 
the time when I supported it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to say that the 
gentleman refers to another bill than that to 
which I alluded, which was for the redemption 
of small coin. 

Mr. POTTER. And that is the only bill 
which had a clause on that subject. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. POTTER. ‘The Globe, which I hold 
in my hand, shows that I am correct. 

Mr. KELLEY. The bill to which the gen- 
tleman objected contained no provision for the 
l creation of any coin. It was a bill provid- 
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ing simply for making the subsidiary coinage 
redeemable. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman is utterly 
mistaken. I read from the Globe: 


“Mr. KELLEY. I ask unanimousconsent to report 
back from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures House bill No. 2 for the coinage of nickel- 
copper pieces of five cents and under. 

Mr. Porrer. I object.” 


That is the only bill introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to which I objected. 
It was recommitted, and the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. BUTLER, ] to which I have referred, was 
inserted. 

The bill now before us propose’ to create 
a new officer to be called ‘‘ Director of the 
Mint,” who is to be put in office for five 
years, and is to be endowed with discretionary 
power to say where the Superintendent of the 
Mint shall purchase nickel. And having got 
his discretionary power, perhaps he will use 
it to purchase from this mine in Pennsylvania 
which has been spoken of on terms not for 
the interest of the Government. He is there 
for five years. He is not yet appointed. No- 
body knows who he will be, nor what rela- 
tions or arrangements he may have with the 
people who own this nickel mine. But how- 
ever the fact may be in that regard, no one 
should be trusted with any such power, and 
I suggest that the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures ought not to report a 
bill giving him any such discretion. 

Mr. KELLEY. The bill to which the gen- 
tleman objected, and by objection to which he 
temporarily defeated it, was a bill merely pro- 
viding for the redemption of a subsidiary coin. 
He may have objected to another one, but I 
have no recollection of ‘it. 

Mr. POTTER. No. 

Mr. KELLEY. But that is apart from this 
discussion. 1 wish to say if the bill had pro- 
gressed, and if the gentleman had offered a 
proper amendment—proper in its form and 
expression, providing that bids should be 
required for all metals for all subsidiary coin- 
age—I should not have objected to it, but 
should have voted for it. But while I would 
do that in the discussion of the bill, I was not 
authorized, as chairman of the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to accept 
such an amendment, nor do I think it fitting 
or dignified that such instruction should be 
given, and therefore I oppose it. I do not 
oppose the principle of the thing, but as I have 
said, [ am ready to sustain it whether it comes 
up in a bill reported or as an amendment to 
a bill reported, but I oppose, as I have already 
said, any such instructions to any committee 
of this House. 

Mr. POTTER. One word further. The gen- 
tleman is mistaken. I hold the Globe in my 
hand; I know what I am talking about. The 
bill to which I refer was a bill which he re- 
ported on the 15th of March, but which was 
recommitted to the committee, and which was 
reported back to the House on the 80th of 
March amended as I have indicated. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was a bill passed on the 
eve of the close of the session. The bill to 
which the gentleman refers was a bill for the 
coining of one, three, and five cent pieces. 

Mr. POTTER. And for their redemption? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. The other one 
contained the section which provided for their 
redemption, and when I passed from this side 
ofthe House to that, and explained the bill 
to the gentleman, he said that he had made a 
mistake, being in favor of it and in hearty 
sympathy with me. 

Mr. POTTER. Thatis, so far as the redemp- 
tion was concerned. 

Mr. KELLEY. And when it came upagain 
he gave it his support. . 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman is mistaken 
in thinking that it was not the bill for the 
coining of nickel coin in which the provision 
for redemption was contained to which I first 
objected and then, after amendment, supported. 
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Mr. KELLEY. It was not in March, but 
in the warm weather during the last days of 
the session. i 

Mr. POTTER. It was in the short spring 
session of 1869; and I read from the Globe my 
own remarks on the 80th of March, 1869, on 
that very bill No. 2, providing for the coinage 
of nickel coin and for its redemption, made 
when the bill had come back to the House 
after being recommitted to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures : 

* Mr. Porter. Mr. Speaker, when this bill, was 
before the House as first reported by the committee, 
I saw in it, as I thought, grave grounds of objection ; 
but sinceit has been recommitted the objections 
which I had to it have been obviated.” 

That is, by the incorporation of the amend- 
mentto which I have referred and otherwise. f 
now further read from the Globe report, that it 
may be seen how entirely correct I had been 
in my statement as to that bill : 

“ As the bill is now reported it appears to me a wise 
and provident measure of legislation. It provides, 
in the first place, for the redemption of the debased 
coinage which has been issued since the war. It 
provides, in thenext place, for a substituted coinage, 
to take the place of the present debased coinage, 
which, although still more debased in intrinsic value, 
is nevertheless to be redeemed at par from time to 
timein Treasury notes.” 

From this it will be seen that I am not mis- 
taken. When the bill was recommitted to the 
committee it came back with a limitation in- 
serted such as has been suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. McCormicx.] It 
ought to gointo this bill, and if it be not intro- 
duced into the bill at this time I will ask to 
put it in when we come to section thirty, when 
it will be germane. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Idesire to amend 
the instructions of the committee by insert- 
ing “that no increase of salary shall be pro- 
vided for in ‘this bill,” and I desire to say a 
word on that amendment; that is, that there 
shall be no increase of salaries of existing 
officers. 

Mr. KELLEY. JI have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
a word or two in reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, with reference to a remark made 
by him yesterday and to-day in regard to in- 
crease of salaries in this bill. 

I would entirely omit reference to the rather 
unkind remark as to misrepresentation. I 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman to 
one point which I think his remarks entirely 
omit, I will not say cover up; namely, that 
this bill disconnects the Mint entirely from the 
Assistant Treasuries of the United States at the 
places where there are mints. For instance, 
in the city of Philadelphia, the treasurer of 
the Mint, assuch, is Assistant Treasurer of the 
United States. He gets as treasurer of the 
Mint $3,500, and in addition to that he gets 
$1,500 for his duties as Assistant Treasurer of 
the United States. At San Francisco the 
treasurer of the mint gets $4,500, and $1,500 
for his services to the United States as Assist- 
ant Treasurer. Now the gentleman proposes 
to give him the large sum produced by adding 
these two amounts, and at the same time to 
relieve him altogether of his duties as Assist- 
ant Treasurer of the United States, making 
him wholly an officer of the Mint, while, as a 
matter of course, we will have to, provide for 
the Assistant Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman is mis- 
taken, as I will show if he will allow me to 
make a statement. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield to 
the gentleman in one moment. I have only 
farther to say that all the other officers who 
cannot receive two salaries have their salaries 
actually increased, while as regards those who 
receive two salaries we put both in this bill. 
I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire to explain to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrie] that 
instead of discontinuing the office of treas- 
urer of the Mint this bill provides for the 
absorption of that office into the functions of 
the Superintendent of the Mint. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I understand 
that; but what about the Assistant Treasurers 
of the United States? 

Mr. KELLEY. I explained that. Instead 
of not stating the point, or covering it up, to 
use the language of the gentleman from Ohio, 
I yesterday, as will be seen by the Globe, 
stated to the House, and to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawzs] specially, while 
addressing the House, that in a subsequent 
section of this bill—the thirty-third, T think it 
is—the officer whose salary has hitherto been 
paid from the Treasury of the United States, 
by virtue of his connection with the Mint, was 
transferred to the Treasury Department, and 
that his pay proper was left to him; that the 
Mint was now charged with paying the Assist- 
ant Treasurers in those three cities, but that 
this bill proposes to leave the Treasurer to pay 
the salaries of his assistants, and to pay the 
Superintendent of the Mint a slight increase 
for assuming the duties and responsibilities of 
treasurer of that institution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is pre- 
cisely what I say. The bill dislocates, per- 
haps quite properly, these two offices, but as a 
matter of course it leaves the Assistant Treas- 
urers of the United States with a little frag- 
ment of a salary, and we will have at once to 
raise their salaries toa properlevel. In other 
words, we will have to give them full salaries. 

Mr. KELLEY. I called attention to that 
yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And this bill 
therefore compels us to reconstruct and raise 
the salaries of the several officers not provided 
for in the bill, besides the salaries provided in 
the bill itself; so that there is more raising of 
salaries connegnont on the passing of the bill 
than appears directly in the bill itself. That 
is the point to which I have desired to call 
attention. 

Mr. POTTER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to hear the motion 
which is now pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read 
the instructions moved by the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. McCormick. ] 

The. motion was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri whether he will allow me 
to move an amendment there to provide for 
free coinage? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
prefer not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend by 
striking out the word ‘‘copper.’’ I do so for 
the reason suggested by my friend from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. McCormicx.] His propositions, in 
the main, and perhaps all of them, receive my 
support. But yet it appears to me that in their 
present form they cannot be intelligently and 
properly considered. We cannot say that any 
officer is entitled to have his salary increased. 
At least I cannot say so from any information 
I may have on this wide subject. I think, 
therefore, that the instructions which the gen- 
tleman proposes had better not go in the form 
of instructions. Let them rather go in the 
form of a reference with the bill, and let them 
be considered by the committee in connection 
with the bill, because if they goas instructions 
they then will become swaddling-clothes, in- 
flexibly binding the committee, and leaving it 
no discretion. It will have nothing to do except 
to frame the billin accordance with the provis- 
ions of these instructions, and I am sure some 
of us at least have not sufficient acquaintance 
with the general subject, which is a very wide 
one, to pass intelligently upon it at this time. 
I hope, therefore, the recommittal will not be 
accompanied by these instructions, but that the 
bill will be recommitted, and the instructions, 
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in the form of a resolution, will be referred to 
the committee with the bill. , 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. The Mint 
of the United States, up to the present time, 
has been carried on with the existing salaries 
for at least ten years. Money was of much 
Jess value then than it is at this time, and yet 
these salaries are now to be raised. I have 
made this motion because I believe that it is 
the sense of the American people, and that it 
is the sense of the majority of this House, that 
the salaries of officers of the United States 
Government should not be increased. I believe, 
furthermore, that it is the sense of the country, 
and the sense of this House, that additional 
offices should not be created in the Mint, that 
a new bureau should not. be created, involving 
the appointment necessarily of a number of 
new offices. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow 
me to call the previous question, so that we 
may have a vote? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
objection to that. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no objection to the 
previous question being now called. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Before that 
is done, however, I will change the phraseology 
of my instructions so as to say the aggregate 
amount of salaries shall not be increased. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. DAWES. I now call the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; the question being first 
onthe instructions offered by Mr. McCormick, 
of Missouri. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
63, noes 58. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 94, not voting 68 ; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Beatty, 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Caldwell, Carroll,Conner,Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Cross- 
land, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldridge, Ely, 
Garrett, Getz, Goodrich, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Havens, Hay, Hereford, 
Herndon, Holman, Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, MeCormick, 
McHenry, McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, 
ter, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M, Rice, 
William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Sherwood, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Swann, 
Terry, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Williams of New York, Winchester, and Wood—80, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Barber, Barry, 
Beveridge, Bingham, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, 
Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn, 
Conger, Cotton, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
Hames, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Fos- 
ter, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Harmer, George E. Har- 
ris, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, 
Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Maynard, McJun- 
kin, Mercur, Merriam, Moore, Leonard Myers, Neg- 
ley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck. Pendleton, Perce, Peters, Platt, Porter, Prin- 
dle, Ellis H, Roberts, Rusk, Scofield, Seetez, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Sheldon, Sheliabarger, H. 
man Smith, John A. Smith, Suapp, Snyder, Thomas 
J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong, 
Taffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wal- | 


I have no 


dron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler. Whiteley, Willard, i 


Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
John T. Wilson—94. . 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Ames, Archer, Banks, 
Barnum, Beck, Bigby, Austin Biair, James Brooks, 
Buckley, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Clarke, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Creely, Darrall, De Large, 
Dickey, Edwards, Elliott, Farnsworth, Farwell, 


Forker, Henry D. Foster, Golladay, Griffith, Halde- |! 


man, Halsey, Hambleton, Hays, Hibbard, Houghton, 
Kendall, Kinsella, Lyneh, McCrary, McGrew, Moe- 
Intyre, McKee, MeNeely, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, | 
Morphis, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, Price, Rainey, 
Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Sawyer, Shober, Shoc- ; 
maker, Worthington C, Smith, R. Milton Speer, 


Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Voorhees, |} 


and Young—63. 
So the instructions were disagreed to. | 
| 
i 


The question reeurred upon the motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures; and being put, it 
was agreed to. 


Pot- | 


oard- | 


Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted to the com- 
mittee; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 
TEXAS ELECTION—W. T. CLARKE. 


Mr. HOAR. Irise toa question of privilege. 
I call up the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions in the case of William T. Clarke, claim- 
ing a seat as Representative from the third 
congressional district of Texas, and Iask for the 
reading of the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That W. T. Clarke has the prima facie 


gressional district of the State of Texas, and is enti- 
tled to take the oath of office as a member of this 
House, without prejudice to the right of any person 
claiming to have been elected thereto to contest his 
right to said seat upon the merits. 

Mr. HOAR. This isa very simple matter, 
and I propose to ask the previous question at 
the end of half an hour, and to give gentle- 
men on the other side one half of the hour and 
a half which will be devoted to the whole 
case, which will make three quarters of an 
hour to each side. I do not think it will be 
necessary to occupy the three quarters of the 
hour reserved to our side; I think I can con- 
dense my opening remarks into five minutes 
of the time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will any opportunity be 
given for moving an amendment? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Which side does the 
gentleman mean by “‘ our side’’ in an election 
case? 

Mr. HOAR. I mean the side of the minor- 
ity, whoever they may be. i 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Idid not suppose that 
was your side. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is possible I may want 
to offer an amendment. I want to know at 
what tinte he will allow me to movean amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HOAR. I will take that matter into 
consideration. This case presents a very sim- 
ple question of law. If any gentleman in this 
House desires to vote upon it understandingly 
and upon its merits, I think I can help him to 
do so if he will listen to me for five minutes. 

The question is whether Mr. Clarke has a 
prima facie right to a seat in this House pend- 
ing the contest. The statute of the United 
States makes it the duty of the Clerk of the 
last House to make up his roll for the new 
House by putting upon it the names of such 
persons as have credentials. The question 
here is whether the certificate which is an- 
nexed to the report constitutes a credential 
within the meaning of that law. The certifi- 
cate signed by the Governor and secretary of 
the State of Texas, authenticated by the broad 
seal of the State, declares that Mr. Clarke is 
duly elected Representative from that dis- 
trict. The committee think that under the 


|| usages of this House such a certificate, in the 
1 


absence of any State law expressly authoriz- 
ing it, constitutes credentials. But the law of 
the State of Texas expressly provides that the 
returns of the election officers shall be trans- 
mitted to the Governor of the State, and opened 
| by the secretary of State in the presence of 
| the Governor and attorney general, and that 
į they shall make up from an examination of 
those returns a table, which tabular statement 
| shall be put on record in the office of the sec- 
| retary of State, anda copy thereof forwarded 
| to the person so elected, and another copy to 
f the Clerk of this House. That document has 
also added to the Governor’s certificate declar- 
ing Mr. Clarke elected. From that document, 
that table of the returns, it also appears that 
Mr. Clarke is duly elected. 
But it appears that the Governor and secre- 


| on the ground that they found there were vio- 
| lence and intimidation to such an extent that 


right to a seat as Representative from the thirdcon- | 


been sent to the Clerk of this House, and is | 


| tary of State of Texas, in making up the table, | 
| rejected the returns of several voting precincts, |: 


} 


H 


li 


there was not a fair vote in those precincts. 
There are a half dozen precincts that were 
rejected, but only two of them, the precincts 
of Freestone and Limestone, make any differ- 
ence in this inquiry, because the others do not 
affect the result one way or the other. 

Now the question is this: if the Governor 
andthe secretary of State of Texas had a right, 
in making up that table, to reject any of the 
returns because they found the election was 
conducted under circumstances of violence and 
intimidation, then there is no question that 
Mr. Clarke is clearly entitled to his seat. The 
majority of the Committee of Elections think 
they had tat right. The minority of the eom- 
mittee think they had not; first, because the 
election law of Texas, which gives the Gov- 
ernor and secretary of State the right in making 
up these tables to reject certain returns 
because the election was held ander circum- 
stancesof violence and intimidation, prescribes 
that they shall do it only when the election 
officers certify that there has been such vio- 
lence, and that certificate is authenticated by 
the affidavit of a certain number of legal voters. 
Now, it does not appear on the face of this 
certificate to Mr. Clarke that such an affidavit 
and certificate of the election officers were 
submitted to the Governor. Therefore, the 
minority of the committee contend that the 
Governor had no right to go into any inquiry 
in regard to those two precincts which he has 
rejected. 

The majority of the committee are clearly 
of opinion that it is not necessary that it 
appear on the face of the credentials that these 
proceedings of the Governor were based upon 
a proper certificate and affidavit. ‘That is the 
presumption of law. “The credentiais stand, 


i The law does not require that the Governor 


shall certify to the details of the examination 
and show that the proceedings were legal in 
all particulars. The law simply requires that 
having examined these questions, having re- 
jected precincts where the election was found 
to have been accompanied with circumstances 
of fraud and violence, the Governor and the 
secretary of State shall certify the result, not 
the process ; so that we think these credentials 
are clearly sufficient. 

The other claim which is made by the minor- 
ity of the committee is that the provision foran 
examination into these election returns in any 
case by the Governor and the secretary of State 
is not applicable to the election of members of 
Congress. The majority of the committee are 
of the opinion that the provision is applicable. 
If itis not, then there is no provision at all in 
the law of Texas authorizing an examination 
by anybody into the validity of an election, or 
the ascertaining by anybody of the result of 
an election for members of Congress; but the 
law of Texas would require the transmission to 
this House of a confused jumble of returns— 
copies of the returns of the local election offi- 
cers, amounting in some districts to over one 
hundred ;- and the Clerk of this House, before 


; making up the roll of members. must foot up 


these returns, pass upon all questions of their 
regularity, and all questions of the authority 
of the election officers, and thus arrive at the 
legal result of the election. We have put upon 
the pages of our report a careful analysis of 
the provisions of the law of Texas on this sub- 
ject, from which it seems to us manifest that 


| the Governor and the secretary of State in this 


case pursued the proper and legal course; that 
the document they have sent us is such a doc- 
ument as the law of Texas requires to be gent, 
and that it constitutes credentials for Mr. 
Clarke. hatis the whole case. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Rice.] representing the minority of the 
committee, the remainder of the half hour, 
excepting one minute, as I desire to call the 
previous question. 

Mr. RICE, of Minois. Mr. Speaker, the 
questions presented by the two reports in this 
case are two only. ‘The first question is a 
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simple question of fact, stated in the minority 
report, to which I will hereafter call the atten- 
tion of the House. The other is the question of 
law as to the legal effect of the certificate of the 
Governor of the State of Texas, certifying that 
W. T. Clarke was duly chosen a member of 
this House from the third district of that State. 
Coupled with this certificate is a tabular state- 
ment of the votes of the several counties in the 
third congressional district of Texas. The 
minority hold that the certificate in this case 
is not sufficient under the law of Texas au- 
thorizing and requiring the Governor to give 
a certificate of the votes returned by the elec- 
tion boards and nothing more. ‘The effort of 
the majority is to bring this certificate within 
the purview of the law. But we insist, in the 
first place, that the law of Texas does not au- 
thorize the Governor of the State to give a 
certificate as to who is elected, but that he isto 
certify the returns of the election, and to give 
tothe party having the majority acertified copy 
of the record of such returns, sending also a 
copy of such record to the Clerk of this House. 
He is to certify the returns of the election 
boards. It is not for him to say under the 
law of Texas who is elected or who is not 
elected; but under the twenty-third section of 
the law he is to certify the returns of the votes, 
give to the party having the majority of votes 
a certificate of such returns, and send a like 
copy to the Clerk of the House. But in this 
case the Governor has certified that Mr. Clarke 
is duly elected. Then he proceeds to makean 
explanation of that certificate, and in the body 
of the certificate, as gentlemen will see by 
referring to it, he expresses the opinion that 
on account of the -irregularities and violence 
attending the election no one wasin fact elected, 
but he feels constrained under the act of Con- 
gress to give a certificate of election to some 
one. Then, in further explanation, he fur- 
nishes a tabular statement of the vote, which 
he refers to as explanatory of his certificate 
and adopts asa partof it. That tabular state- 
ment, so far as it contains the vote of the sev- 
eral counties, those rejected and those not 
rejected, is such astatement as the law requires 
to be made by the Governor and the secretary 
of State, except that in the case of the county 
of Washington he has omitted the whole vote 
cast at what istermed “the white man’s ballot- 
box.” 

In the case of the county of Washington the 
votes at what is called ‘‘the white man’s bal- 


lot-box’? were rejected for reasons stated by | 


Governor Davis under the head of ‘‘ remarks.” 
These votes do not appear upon the tabular 
statement. This vote not stated is over 2,000, 
but this outside of the record in this case. Yet 
Mr. Giddings has, of all the votes shown to 
have been cast, a majority of 730 votes, accord- 
ing to the retarns, and yet the seat is claimed 
by Mr. Clarke. Ifyou give to Mr. Clarke all the 
votes cast for him and marked “rejected,” and 
give Mr. Giddings all the votes cast for him 
marked ‘‘rejected,’’ there will be a majority 
left for Mr. Giddings of 730 votes. 

The votes of the counties of Bosque, Brazos, 
Freestone, and Limestone, are all rejected in 
this statement accompanying the so-called 
election certificate of Mr. Clarke. Is it not 
alittle remarkable that in every single county 
where the entire vote is rejected Mr. Giddings 
had a majority of the votes cast? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I undertake to say that 
the law is this: that a certificate of election 
given by an officer authorized by law to give it, 
where it contains nothing more than the dec- 
Jaration that the party to whom itis given was 
duly elected to an office, is prima facie evi- 
dence that a party holding it was duly elected 
and has a right to such office. Buti maintain 
further, when it contains facts upon which its 
conclusion is based, showing that conclusion to 
be false, such facts destroy the legality of the 
certificate, and it is therefore void to all in- 
tents and purposes as a certificate of election. 
This very doctrine is laid down in Barber’ s 


sentatives in 


Supreme Court Reports, volume thirty-two, in 
the case of Hartt against Harvey. In that case 
this very question was matter of judicial in- 
vestigation before the supreme court of the 
State of New York. There this very point 
was made. In that case the returning officers 
of an election had certified that a certain party 
was duly elected to an office, and the explana- 
tion of the certificate showed, in a statement 


of the vote, that the party to whom the certifi-. 


cate was given did not have a majority of the 
votes cast. It was there held that where the 
explanation of facts showed that the certificate 
which was based on those facts was not the 
proper legal conclusion from the facts, such 
certificate was held void and of no effect asa 
certificate of election. The same doctrine is 
asserted in Brightly’s Election Cases. 

And why should not that rule apply to this 
case? The doctrine is certainly sound and 
founded in justice. What is a certificate of 
election? It is of itself nothing more than 
evidence of a fact that the party who holds 
it received a majority of the votes. That is the 
usual purpose of a certificate of election, and 
if the whole statement shows that the party 
to whom it is given did not receive a majority 
of the votes cast, then it is not a certificate 
of election either in law or in fact. 

Now, it is insisted that the Governor of 
Texas under the law of that State had a right 
to supervise the returns of the election board, 
and to reject votes which in his judgment were 
not proper. We insist that, to be allowed or 
computed, the law of Texas does not bear any 
such construction, and unless the majority of 
this committee can maintain the position that 
the Governor has such authority, then of 
course they will be compelled to surrender 
the principle upon which they recommend the 
adoption of this resolution to this House. And 
what is that? That in the thirty-fourth and 
thirty-fifth sections of the election laws of 
Texas the Governor, secretary of State, and 
attorney general are made a board for the pur- 
pose of making and certifying a statement of 
election returns. 

In other words, it is insisted that sections 
thirty-four and thirty-five of the law of Texas 
justify at least prima facie the act of the 

overnor in rejecting the returns of the elec- 
tion from the several counties and polling 
places marked ‘‘rejected’? in the tabular 
statement of votes; but from an examination 
of the context of the act and a comparison of 
its various sections we are led to the conclu- 
sion that sections thirty-four and thirty-five 
apply, in their several provisions, to the 
returns of elections for officers of the State of 
Texas only, and not to the members of the 
House of Representatives of the United States. 
Section twenty-three applies to the election 
returns of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. But that section provides that— 


‘As soon as possible after the expiration of the 
time of making the returns of the election for Repre- 
longress, a certificato of tho returns 
of the election for such Representatives shall be 
entered on record by the secretary of state and 
signed by the Governor, and a copy thereof sub- 
scribed by said officers shall be delivered to the per- 
son so elected, and another copy transmitted to the 
House of Representatives of the Congross of the 
United States.” 

Then again, under no view of the case, not 
even under the construction given to these 
sections of the law by the majority of the com- 
mittee, could the Governor institute such an 
inquiry, unless returns of violence, corruption, 
&c., had been made to the Governor and sec- 
retary of State by the election judges, eorrobo- 
rated by the affidavits of two or more citizens, 
but the majority ask the House to inter that 
such returns and such affidavits were made 
from those counties where votes have been 
rejected. The Governor in his certificate does 
not profess to have acted upon any such state 
of the case or any such view of the law. He 
does not pretend that the act of rejecting these 
votes was as the act of the returning board, 


H 


and secretary of State, but as the act of the 
Governor himself. 

I revert for a moment to the statement of the 
minority in their report, that it was conceded 
by parties in the investigation and argument 
before the committee that no evidence was 
furnished to the Governor of fraud and vio- 
lence, and that he could not, therefore. claim 
jurisdiction to examine into the returns of the 
election made by the judges of the elections, 
and there will be no dispute of the fact I am 
about to state, that it never was pretended by 
Mr. Clarke or his counsel that any such re- 
turns of fraud and violence had been made to 
the Governor. When this case was argued by 
Mr. Clarke’s counsel before the committee, 
there was no claim whatever that any such evi- 
dence had been furnished to the Governor by 
the election judges on the affidavits of citizens. 

I call attention also to the fact that under 
section thirty-four of the laws of Texas, no 
certificate of election is required to be given 
to any officer of his election, as shown by the 
return of the votes, but the statement of the 
vote is to be published in the official State 
journal, and the Governor is required to issue 
commissions to such officers as are required by 
law to be commissioned, showing clearly that 
officers of the State of Texas are alone em- 
braced in this section. 

Mr. Speaker, having but a very limited time 
in which to submit my remarks in support of 
the minority report, J will, in conclusion, invite 
the attention of the House to what appears to 
me to be the principles which ought to be re- 
garded in this case. We ought to decide such 
a question as this on the principles of law and 
right, according to the facts. We should rise 
above any personal or party considerations, and 
should now, if we have not done so before, take 
such a course as will establish the confidence 
of the country in the freedom of election, and 
that returning officers of elections, whether 
Governors or more humble officers, shall be 
taught by the precedent and example of this 
House that for purposes of their own or for 
purposes of a party, or with aview to promote 
the interests of a friend or to punish an enemy, 
they shall not arbitrarily mutilate and falsify 
the returns of elections and reverse the decis- 
ions of the people by throwing out the votes 
of whole counties, as was done in this case, 
regardless of law and of the rights of the peo- 
ple. Unless we do this we admit as Repre- 
sentative on this floor a man never sent here 
by the votes of the district he claims to repre- 
sent. 

I now yield to my colleague from Ilinois, 
[Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
my colleague yields five minutes to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has only 
one minute to yield, 

Mr. RICE, of Ilinois. 
the balance of my time. 
four minutes left. , 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to make a 
suggestion to the House, but I cannot well do 
it in one minute. 

Mr. HOAR. How much remains ofthe half 
hour which it was agreed should be allowed for 
debate before calling the previous question ? 
I propose to give one half of the hour which 
will remain after the previous question is 
seconded to the gentlemen on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was notified 
that but one minute remained. He finds that 
there was a slight misteke. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Rrcz] has three minutes to 


ield. 
3 Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to offer a 
resolution similar to the one adopted by the 
House in the case of Mr. Covode, of Pennsyl- 
vania, which will send this case back to the 
Committee of Elections, with directions to 
try the case on its merits and make their 
report to the House. 

Now, if it is true that the law of Texas 


I leave my colleague 
{ understood I had 


consisting of the Governor, attorney general, || authorizes the Governor of that State not 
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only to canvass the votes, but to eliminate and 
cut them off, and try the contested case there, 
thus usurping the powers and duties of this 
House, it is: nevertheless the fact that in this 
ease -he has not followed the statute of the 
State of Texas; forthe statute requires, in the 
twenty-third section, that— 

“Ag goon as possible after the expiration of the 
time of making the returns of the election for Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns 
of the election for such Representatives shall be 
entered on record by the secretary of State, and 
signed by the Governor, and a copy thereof, sub- 
seribed by said officers, shall be delivered to the 
person so elected, and another copy transmitted to 
the Houseof Representatives of the Congress of the 
United: States.” 

Now, that requires that he shall make a com- 
plete return to the House of Representatives, 
sending up the faectsupon which he acts in dis- 
franchising a county, or counting or not count- 
ing its vote, as the case may be. He has not 
done that in this case, but has simply sent up 
the result of his count, and nothing more. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman will allow me 
to call his attention to the fact that he has not 
read the law, except one section. A later 
section of the law provides for exactly such a 
table as the Governor has sent up. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Section twenty-six, 
by virtue of which, I understand, it is held by 
the committee that this law of Texas applies 
to the election of members of Congress, reads 
as follows: . : 

“Src. 26. That the provisions of this act, except 
as to the time of holding elections, shall apply to 
the election of ali officers whose election is not 
otherwise provided for.” 

Now, sir, that evidently applies to officers 
of the State, and not to members of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sure the gentleman does 
not wish to misrepresent, and that he will 
allow me to say that unless the thirty-third, 
thirty-fourth, and thirty-fifth sections of this 
law apply to members of Congress, there is 
no provision for transmitting the vote for mem- 
bers of Congress to the Governor, or to any- 
body, no provision for counting the votes, and 
no provision for any person to make out cre- 
dentials at all. The gentleman has not read 
this law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh yes; I have 
read the law, and I have done something more 
than read the law, I have understood it; and 
I doubt very much whether all the members 
of the Committee of Elections did. ` 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


_ Mr. HOAR. I now move the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iask to have read 
the resolution which I desire to offer as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Tbe Clerk read as follows; 

Resolved, That the contested-election case from 
the third congressional district of Texas be recom- 
mitted to the Committee of Elections, with instruc- 
tions to report upon the merits of the case, who is 
entitled to represent saidedistrictin this House, with 
authority to make regulations to govern the mode 
of conducting the contest and taking the testimony. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is precisely 
like the resolution which was adopted by the 
House in the case of Covode, from Pennsyl- 
vania, where we had no certificate, just as we 
have none here. 

Mr. HOAR. In this case there is not any 
official notice before the House or before the 
Committee of Elections that there is any con- 
test at all, and the result of the adoption of 
this resolution will be to drive out a member 


f 


who has credentials stronger than those of nine | 


tenths of the members of this House, and leave 
him to wait indefinitely until some one comes 
in and contests the seat. I object, therefore, 
that the amendment of the gentleman is out 
of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will not the gen- 
tleman, after those remarks, allow me to reply 
to him? 

Mr. HOAR. Not now. 


i Idemand the pre- 
vious question. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I hope the 
previous question will not be sustained. — 

Mr. RANDALL. I would inquire if the 
previous question will embrace the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. It will, of course, embrace 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tilinois. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois is 
before the House at all. : 

The SPEAKER. That depends upon th 

uestion whether the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts yielded to his colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. Rice] with the right to his col- 
league to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not. I yielded for the 
purpose of debate only. 

The SPEAKER. Then, under those cir- 
cumstances, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois is not in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This is too import- 
ant a matter, one which we have to decide upon 
our oaths as judges, to be crammed down our 
throats in half an hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman to order. 
I do not understand that he is entitled to thrust 
his remarks before the House out of order any 
more than any other member of the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam called upon to 
act as a judge in this case. 

Mr. HOAR. The arrangement as to the 
length of time for debate was made with the 
minority of the committee, and they have mani- 
fested no desire to depart from it. They are 
amply capable of understanding the question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not propose to 
be manacled either by the majority or by the 
minority. I must vote here on my oath as a 


judge. 

Mr. POTTER. I would inquire if the pre- 
vious question will include the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH? | 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iappeal to the record to 
show that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
made no condition whatever when he yielded 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is bound to take 
the statement of the gentleman who is entitled 
to the floor as to how he yields it. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts who reported this 
resolution was entitled to one hour. He stated 
that he should occupy but half an hour, and 
divide it with his colleagues on the committee 
on the opposite side of the question. It is for 
him to state upon what conditions that yielding 
was made, and of course the Chair is bound to 
protect him in his rights. Of course it is for 
the House to decide whether it will sustain his 
demand for the previous question. Should 
the House not second the demand for the pre- 
vious question, then the subject will be open to 
amendment. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. I wish to say that 
there was an understanding with the majority’ 
and the minority of the Committee of Elections 
inregard to the time to be occupied in debate, 
and that the time was to be equally divided. 
There was no understanding that we should 
not offer any amendment or make any other 
motion in the time allotted to us. It was an 
unconditional arrangement that one hour and 
ahalf of time should be divided between the 
majority and the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is, of course, 
bound to enforce the stetement of the gentle- 
man who yielded the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair, it seems to | 
me, should be bound by the statement made at 
the time the gentleman yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made no 
statement at that time upon that point. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] does not admit the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Farnsworru,] | hope the previous question 
will be voted down, as itshould be voted down, 


| man from I 


because it is a misunderstanding, and to en- 
force it would be very unjust. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the gentleman 
representing the minority of the Committee of 
Elections [Mr. Rice] agrees with me in regard 
to the arrangement about the time; but at 
the same time it is manifestly just that if any 
considerable number of the members of the 
House desire to vote upon the mode of dispos- 
ing of this question suggested by the gentle- 

illinois, [Mr. Farnsworta] they 
should have the opportunity. I will therefore 
consent that his motion shall be regarded as 
made and pending, and then I will call the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The first question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. FARNSWORTH, ] torecommit this case, with 
instructions, to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to yield for half 
an hour to the two gentlemen who signed the 
minority report, and who have not yet spoken, 
[Mr. ARTHUR and Mr. Merricx.] They may 
divide the time as they please. I yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. ARTHUR. } 


QUALIFICATION OF A MEMBER, 


AARON A. SARGENT presented himself and 
was duly sworn as the member-elect from the 
second congressional district of the State of 
California, 

TEXAS ELECTION—-W. T. CLARKE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
Texas election case—W. T. Clarke. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Arruur] is entitled to the floor for 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. ARTHUR. I will yield ten minutes 
of my time to the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Merricg.] my colleague on the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. MERRICK. My duty as a member of 
the Committee of Elections is to inqnire and 
ascertain what questions of law are involved 
in this inquiry. We all concede that if a party 
really has a certificate of election he is en- 
titled prima facie, under the rules of thig 
House, to be sworn in. The minority of the 
Commiiteeof Elections, acting upon their best 
judgment, have come to the conclusion that 
there is here no prima facie case on the part 
of Mr. Clarke, who holds the supposed and 
nominal certificate from the Governor of Texas. 
That paper, called a certificate, upon its face 
declares that, in the judgment of the Governor, 
there was no election whatever. He goes on 
to state that under the constraint of the provis- 
ions of the Federal law he gives the certificate 
to this man to escape the penalties of the law 
as against himself, while, in bis own judgment, 
no man whatsoever has been elected to this 
Congress from that district. 

Now, will it be said that that is a certificate 
in favor of Mr. Clarke, when the Governor 
makes the solemn asseveration that he does 
not believe he was elected to this Congress, 
that he does not believe that any man was 
elected from that district, that he believes the 
whole election was false, fraudulent, and void? 
He says upon the faċe of this so-called certifi- 
cate that he gives the certificate toa man hav- 
ing the smallest number of votes in order to 
escape the penalty with which he is threatened 
under the Federalelectionlaw. ‘Then he goes 
on to give the certificate, although in the very 
face of the facts in the case, for it appears that 
the man as against whom he gives the certificate 
has a majority of the votes cast at that election ; 
and to justify that, he usurps, in the face of the 
law of Texas, authority to count out the votes 
of certain counties of that State, without hav- 
ing complicd with the prerequisites of the 
Texas law giving him jurisdiction to count out 
votes of counties. 

The whole certificate, therefore, is upon its 
face false, nugatory, and void. The twenty- 
third section of the Texas election law requires 
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that the judges of the election at the separate 
polls shall, if there be any cause for impeach- 
ment of the election at their polls, furnish to 
the Governor affidavits of disinterested wit- 
nesses who may come forward to prove that 
fraud, violence, oppression, and terror have 
been used at the polls. It is only when this 
certificate, furnished by the judges of election, 
based upon such affidavits, is made and ten- 
dered to him that the law of Texas gives the 
Governor any right whatever to canvass the 
vote. In the absence of such evidence, the 
‘Governor has usurped the power to make this 
canvass and this supposed purgation of the 
vote. ‘Ihe minority of the committee are of 
the opinion that in so doing he has trans- 
cended his lawful authority; that his act is 
a nullity; that the vote as returned by the 
several judges of election is the true vote to 
be counted and respected by this House. The 
Governor has furnished this vote, and as his 
certificate shows that he has undertaken to 
exclude a portion of that vote without authority 
to do so under the law in pursuance of which 
he assumes to be acting, his act of exclusion 
is a nullity. The vote which he himself re- 
turns in detail and makes a part of the cer- 
tificate, showsthat the certificate is void. The 
certificate itself shows that he has assumed to 
exclude a part of the returns without legal 
authorityto make such exclusion. The numer- 
ical majority of the votes is in favor of Mr. 
Giddings, the manas against whom the Gov- 
ernor has attempted to seat Mr. Clarke. Upon 
the face of the certificate, therefore, it appears 
that the certificate should have been given to 
Mr. Giddings. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
permit me to-ask him a question? 

Mr. MERRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to know 
whether the Governor has sent here any of 
the evidences (if there were any) upon which 
he determined to exclude the votes of certain 
counties ? 

Mr. MERRICK. He has sent up nothing 
but this tabular statement of the votes, which 
is part and parcel of his certificate. The cer- 
tificate itself gives a contradiction to the legal 
conclusion which the Governor has sought 
to arrive at, that Mr. Clarke is prima facte 
entitled to the seat. He has not sent up the 
evidence on which he acted. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rice] has 
very properly made the point that the Gov- 
ernor bad no power to determine this legal 
question, but that it was his duty under the 
law of Texas to send up the return of all the 
votes in order that this House, not the Gov- 
ernor, should judge of the validity of the elec- 
tion. The law of Texas upon this subject is 
peculiar, and it is wise, inasmuch as it pro- 
vides that the returns of the election shall be 
sent here that this body may have before it 
the whole evidence from which it may judge 
who is and who is not rightfully entitled to the 
seat. The Governor has furnished out of his 
own mouth evidence to contradict the supposed 
legal conclusion to which he has endeavored 
to arrive. 

The minority of the committee, therefore, 
have come to the conclusion that upon a legal 
scrutiny of this certificate so called, its opera- 
tion and effect are directly the reverse of what 
the Governor intends ; that, in other words, if 
it be a certificate at all, the proper legal con- 
clusion to be drawn from all the facts which 
are spread upon the face of this certificate is 
that Mr. Giddings has the prima facie right to 
the seat. 

The limitation of time prevents me from 
going at large into this argument, and I shall 
make only one further remark. As I under- 
stand, and as the minority of the committee 
have stated in their report,. it was averred on 
the part of those representing the quasi con- 
testant in this case, and not denied ou the part 
of the gentleman claiming to hold the certifi- 
cate of the Governor, that these necessary pre- 


requisites, the affidavits required to be fur- 
nished by the judges of the election to enable 
the Governor to entertain jurisdiction for the 
purpose of canvassing and purging the poll 
upon allegations of fraud, were not in point of 
fact furnished. Therefore the jurisdiction itself 
never did attach to him to make that canvass, 
and having usurped the authority to make the 
canvass his usurpation isa void act, and the 
canvass of votes as returned stands as the 
prima facie case before this body, showing 
that Mr. Giddings, and not Mr. Clarke, has 
the apparent majority of votes, and therefore 
is entitled prima facte, so-far as there can bea 
prima facie case in that which is no case at all, 


to be qualified and take a seat upon this floor. 


I yield now to my colleague of the minority 
of the committee, having no time to enter into 
this case, and I must be allowed to say that it 
is a matter of regret that. in these cases which 
ought to be considered calmly and judicially by 
this body we are limited by the previous ques- 
tion, so that the merits of the controversy going 
to the representation of this people are cut off 
from full and intelligent statement for the 
action of this body. 

Mr. ARTHUR. I now yield for five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] says that there is 
no contest in this case. I donot know whether 
that istrue or not. I suppose that itis true or 
he would not have said it. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that, but that 
there was no contest appearing officially before 
the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But it does not mat- 
ter whether it is so or not. There was no no- 
tice of contestin the ease of Covode from Penn- 
sylvania. And why? Because no man had 
the certificate. And that is thiscase. No man 
is entitled prima facie to the seat, as no man 
has the certificate. What is the proper plan? 
It ig for this House to say who shall serve 
notice of contest. As in the case of Covode 
vs. Foster, it is proposed that the Committee 
of Elections shall have confided to it the sole 
power to inaugurate the contest and to make 
such rules and regulations as they may see fit. 
Such course is proposed here as was pursued 
in the case of Covods and Foster, where the 
Governor of Pennsylvania was in doubt and 
declined to give the certificate to either of the 
parties. 

The Governor of Texas says the same thing 
in this case. He says that in his opinion he 
ought not to give the certificate to either of 
these parties. He says that the election was 
conducted in such a manner that neither of 
these two claimants is entitled to the certificate, 
but, from his understanding of the law, he 
thought it was necessary for him to give some 
person a certificate. He therefore made out 
this paper, by which he has certified that Mr. 
Clarke is elected, and immediately afterward 
certifies that neither of them is elected, and 
then, by the schedule of votes accompanying 
the paper, he shows that if anybody is elected 
itis Mr. Giddings. It does seem to me, there- 
fore, that it is not impertinent for a member 
of this House, who is required to sit here and 
judge on his oath as to the merits of this con- 
troversy, to propose the resolution which I 
have offered, but, on the contrary, I think itis 
rather impertinent on the part of any com- 
mittee of this House to require that I should 
vote yea or nay upon a particular resolution in 
behalf of some particular person, without any 
opportunity on my part to move an amendment 
in order to test the real sense of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no ordinary matter of 
legislation. It is a question to be decided on 
our oaths as to the right of parties to seats upon 
the floor of this House, and I am not for one 
to beputintoa “straight jacket”? and required 
to vote yea or nay on any resolution coming 
from-any committee, and prevented by the call 
of the previous question from amending it in 
accordance with the opinion of the majority 


of the House. Why not let the whole matter 
go back to the Committee of Elections to decide 
the case upon its merits? What good reason 
is there for not taking that course? am will- 
ing to trust it to that committee. We did the 
same thing in the case of Covode against Fos- 
ter, from Pennsylvania. What is the haste to 
seat these parties in the House? What is the 
necessity for it? Is it in order that the com- 
mittee may afterwards say that there is no con- 
testant, that there was no service of the proper 
notice of contest, and that therefore the other 
claimant shall be debarred from making any 
contest? Ishould judge so from the intima- 
tions thrown out from the Committee of Elec- 
tions. Let there be a fair trial, and let this 
case go back to the Committee of Elections to 
be decided upon its merits, 

If we are to act upon a principle advanced 
by the committee, then we are hereafter to al- 
low Governors of States to elect members of 
Congress upon this floor. Ifit be done in this 
case it will not be the only instance. If the 
Governor of Texas may send up a certificate 
upon which a member is seated upon this floor 
without regard to the merits of the case, then 
it may be that we may have a majority here 
seated in the same way. I know that it may 
be answered that we all come here upon cer- 
tificates from the Governors of the States, but, 
sir, we do not come here upon any such cer- 
tificate as that now in question. The certifi- 
cates upon which we come here are certificates 
in accordance with the records in the. offices 
of the various secretaries of States. But if 
you leave the Governor of Texas and all 
other Governors to decide who is elected, 
otherwise than by the returns of the canvass- 
ers, you may change majorities in this House 
by getting in parties who happen to be polit- 
ically of the complexion of the Governors of 
the several States. 

Mr. ARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, on the first 
day of the session, the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. McCrary,] coinciding with the previous 
conclusion of the Clerk of the House, Mr. Me- 
Pherson, presented to the House the creden- 
tials of William T. Clarke, claiming aseat from 
the third district of Texas, which he stated 
were not in the usual form. Whereupon, the 
House, by its order, referred the same to the 
Committee of Elections. 

By the third and fourth sections of the act 
of July 11, 1870, laws of Texas, it is made the 
duty of the Governor to appointa registrar for 
each organized county in the State, and like- 
wise a board of revision and appeals, to consist 
of three persons, who by virtue. of their said 
offices, are declared to be the legal judges of 
election. In Texas the elections for members 
of the Forty-Second Congress were held only 
at the respective county seats of each county, 
and the polls were open four consecutive days 
from eight o’clock a. m. to five o’clock p. m., 
and the voting conducted by ballot. 

And it is provided in the Texas act of 
August 15, 1870: 

‘Suc, 33. That immediately upon the close of the 
polls on the last day of the election, the judges of 
election at each poll, or voting place, shall proceed 
to count the ballots in the presence of the registrar 
and two citizens of the county, and make a listof all 
the names of the persons and officers voted for, the 
number of votes for each person, the number of bal- 
lots in the box, and the number of ballots rejected, 
and the reagons therefor. Said statement shall bo 
made in triplicate, and each copy thereof shall be 
signed and sworn to by the judges of election and by 
the registrar, The registrar or board of election 
shall inclose in an envelope of strong paper orcloth, 
securely sealed, one copy of such statement from each 
poll, and one copy of the list of persons voting at 
each poll, and one copy of any statements as to vio- 
lence or disturbance, bribery or corruption, or other 
offenses specified in section twenty-nine of this act, 
if any there be, together with all memoranda, and 
tally-lists used in making the count and statement 
of the votes, and shall send such package by mail, 
properly and plainly addressed to tho Secretary of 
State. The registrar or board of elections shall send 
a second copy of said statement to the Governor of 
the State by the next most safe and speedy mode of 
conveyance, and shall retain the third copy in his 
own possession.” 5 


The persons by whom, and the means by 
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which, this House is to be primarily advised 
of the result of an election for Congress in the 
State ‘of Texas, are respectively designated 
and defined in the twenty-third section of the 
Texas act of August 15, 1870, of the tenor 
following: 

“Src. 23. That as soon as possible after the expi- 
ration of the time of making. the returns of the 
election for Representative in Congress, a certificate 
of the returns for such Representative shali be en- 
tered’on record by the secretary of State, and signed 
by the Governor, and a copy thereof subscribed by 
said officers, shall. be delivered to the person so 
elected, and another copy transmitted to the House 
of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States, directed to the clerk thereof.” 

This act in extenso is somewhat voluminous, 
consisting of sixty sections, covering a multi- 
plicity of details mainly local and police in 
their nature and operation, but, I submit, in no 
sense relevant, certainly not material to the 
proper. adjudication of the purely technical 
question of prima facie title, under the con- 
sideration of the committee and the House. 

The foregoing quotations of Texas law being 
ascertained, as of the premises underlying the 
question involved, the further investigation of 
the record before the committee and the House 
discloses the following state of uncontroverted 
fact: in pursuance of the joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Texas, approved 
May 2, 1871, and of the proclamation of the 
Governor, an election was held on the 8d, 4th, 
6th, and 6th days of October, A. D. 1871, in 
the third district, and in each and every county 
thereof, for Representativein the Forty-Second 
Congress. 

The third district is composed of the twenty- 
three counties named as follows: Austin, 
Bosque, Brazoria, Brazos, Burleson, Falls, 
Fort Bend, Freestone, Galveston, Grimes, Har- 
ris, Hill, Leon, Limestone, Madison, Mata- 
gorda, McLennan, Milam, Montgomery, Na- 
varro, Robertson, Walker, and Washington. 

The candidates voted for throughout the dis- 
trict were Messrs. W. T. Clarke, D. C. Giddings, 
and L. W. Stevenson. 

By an authenticated copy of the returns of 
record in the office of secretary of State of the 
State of Texas, as attested by Edward J. Davis, 
Governor, and J. E. Oldright, acting secretary 
of State, and unimpeached and uncontradicted | 
by either of the claimants, it is established 
that the election returns were duly made and 
recorded from each and every county in the 
district, and by the returns so made, recorded, 
and attested the vote in the district stands as 
follows: 

Clarke. Giddings. 


oo 
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= 
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Matagorda.. 
McLennan 


Montgomery .. 
Navarro 


It will be borne in mind that by the twenty- 
third section of the Texas act of the 15th 
August, 1870, the Governor and the secretary 
of State are the persons, and a copy of the | 
certificate of returns, entered of record in the 
office of the secretary of State composes 
the means by which this House and the Clerk 
thereof are to be primarily advised of the 
result of congressional elections in the State 
of Texas, and. upon this evidence, the only | 

roper evidence in the case, I submit that i 
it Is patent that D, C. Giddings received the || 


i up, and the convalescence of public order uni- 
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greatest number of votes cast, and a clear 
majority of 1,070 votes over W. T. Clarke. 

if there was nothing referred to the com- 
mittee in this ease and nothing before the 
House but that authenticated copy of the re- 
turns of record in the office of the secretary 
of State of the State of Texas, conformed as 
it substantially is to the rule fixed by the 
State law, whereby primarily to ascertain the 
prima facie title to a seat in this House by a 
claimant from that State, then a candid mind 
would be ata loss to discover anything for con- 
troversy in the record submitted to the com- 
mittee and now under the. consideration of 
the House, and our task would be of easy solu- 
tion. 

But whatever may be the opinion of the 
House as to whether that comprehends all 
which it is material or proper to be consid- 
ered in the pending question, his Excellency 
Edward J. Davis, the Governor of Texas, has 
acted upon the opinion that the returns as 
certified of record are wholly immaterial and 
inconclusive, and that the true test to the right 
to the seat in this House is not in the number 
of votes counted at the polls and returned by 
the judges of election and of record in: the 
office of the secretary of State, but in the votes 
arbitrarily counted or rejected by him in his 
office at the city of Austin, forty days after 
the final event of the election. 

If the Governor is right, then the twenty- 
third section of the Texas act of August 15, 
1870, is a nullity, and the Governor is the sole | 
arbiter of all prima facie title to a seat in this 
House, and he may manipulate, mutilate, or 
garble the returns of the judges of election 
and the records of the secretary of State, an- 
nul the ballot, stifle the voter, distranchise the 
people, and at will make and unmake Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor. 

The position of the Governor is of the 
utmost gravity, and should receive the consid- 
eration due it. This measure of consideration 
I have endeavored to give it, and I am recalled 
from the fruitless investigation by the non- 
existence of any law or usage, Federal or 
State, local or general, which gives even color, 
far less authority, to his doctrine. Anomalous 
cases have arisen in this country, and within 
the jurisdiction of this House, where Govern- 
ors of States under State laws more or less 
exceptional, investing them with judicial or | 
quasi judicial authority, have refused certifi- 
cates, revoked certificates, and issued alias 
certificates upon affidavits and proof commun- 
icated to the House by the Governor. But 
where the State law, constituting the Gov- 
ernor a mere ministerial agent to certify the 
recorded returns of election, is clear, com- 
plete, and positive, as in the Texas statute, no 
well-considered case has been found adjudging 
right in the Governor to usurp judicial fanc- 
tions, arbitrarily purge the polls, and count in 
and count out votes, not to make his certificate 
fit the returns of election, but to make the 
election returns fit the certificate which, right | 
or wrong, he may have predetermined to give. | 
If any such precedent has ever arisen, it | 
could only have had its rise in times of revolu- 
tion and alarm, amid scenes of social convul- 
sion, when the reason of the law was paralyzed 
by the clash of arms and the pestilence of in- 
novation. And now, at a time when the whole 
horizon of political morality should be clearing 


versally fostered, the honor and safety of the 
country require that such ill-omened precedent, 
if such there be, should have over it cast the 
charitable but inexorable mantle of oblivion. 

The House will not fail to observe by inspect- 
ing the paper referred to the committee, that 
in the sworn and certified returus of the third 
district the Governor rejects the votes from the 
county of Brazos, 1,050 for Clarke, 1,288 for 
Giddings: also, the votes from the county of 
Bosque, 77 for Clarke, 457 for Giddings; also, 
the votes from the county of Freestone, 780 


| son.” 


for Clarke, 1,147 for Giddings; also, the votes 


January 10, 


from the county of Limestone, 28 for Clarke, 
1,153 for Giddings: 


Total rejection of Clarke’s votes 
Total rejection of Giddings’s votes.......... 


mittee of this House as a basis of fature action. 
(New Jersey case, 2 Election Cases, p. 24.) 

That fraud is never to be presumed, is a 
maxim, not only of law, but of common sense. 
Not only the legal presumption, therefore, which 
is ever against the existence of fraud, and in 
support of the existence of the acts of public 
functionaries, but that stronger presumption 
which arises from the oaths of public agents, 
acting iu view of the moststringent obligations, 
must be considered as supporting the return 
of the officers of election. (Littellvs. Robbins, 
2 Election Cases, p. 141.) A 

ln Switzler vs. Anderson, (Digest Election 
Cases, p. 874,) the secretary of State who, by 
the law of Missouri, was to open the returns 
and cast up the votes given for members of 
Congress, refused to open and cast up the votes 
given in the county of Calloway, upon the 
ground that there had not been a proper regis- 
tration in that county, but opened and cast up 
the votes given in the other counties in the 
district ; and as Anderson held a majority of 
the votes given in those counties, the secre- 
tary of State gave Anderson the certificate of 
election. And in view of this state of facts 
the Committee of Elections and the House, in 
the report made by the learned gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Pouanp,] judicially reaffirmed 
and applied the rule which is to govern this 
class of cases in the following terms: 

* The law is entirely settled that statute certifying 
officers can only make their certificates evidence of 
the facts which the statute requires them to certify; 
that when they undertake to go beyond this, an 
certify other facts, they are unofficial and no more 
evidence than the statement of any unofficial per- 

Fe * “ Thecase is equally clear 
that the secretary of State had nolegal power to go 
behind the returns that were certified to him by the 
county clerks of the votes in their respective coun- 
ties, or behind the returns of the registration offi- 
cers. He was a mere canvassing officer, toopen and 
count the votes that upon the face of the returnsap- 
peared to have been regularly cast. Thecommittee, 
therefore, regard the action of the secretary of State 
in rejecting the vote of Calloway county as wholly 
illegal and unauthorized, and that he should have 
counted the votes of that county,and have given 
the certificate of. election to Switzler, the contestant, 
so that the position of the parties to this contest 
should have been reversed.” 

Confessedly upon mere hearsay proof the 
Governor, under the head of ‘‘ remarks,” set 
opposite the figures of the vote in those re- 
spective counties in the certified statement of 
the record of returns, alleged, by way of com- 
punctious self-justification of his extraordinary 
rejection of those votes, various irregularities 
and disorders, all of which are traversed by 
Giddings, and no proof pro or con admissible 
under the order of reference to the committee. 
But it is nowhere pretended that any of these 
‘“‘remarks,’’ allegations, or charges were con- 
tained in or countenanced by the returns of 
the judges of election as entered of record in 
the office of the secretary of State and copied 
therefrom. I therefore submit that the com- 
mittee and the House should refuse to con- 
sider them, upon the ground that they are ex 
parte, coutroverted statements, mere allega- 
tious, in the nature of accusations, unaccom- 
panied by proof of any sort, unofficial, and 
hence in no way conducive to the solution of 
the pending question, however important they 
might become upon a hearing upon the merits, 

ntil disproved, the returns of the county 
officers who conducted the election, ought to 
be respected as prima facie evidence ofthe 
legality of the proceedings. It was so settled 
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by this House in the Virginia case of Bosset 
vs. Bailey, (1 Election Cases, p. 255,) andI am 
not aware that the rule has ever since been 
disturbed. On the contrary, the rule was ex- 
pressly adhered to, and judicially applied, by 
the majority report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, and by-this House, as late as 1866, in 
the Pennsylvania case of Coffroth vs. Koontz. 
(Digest Election Cases, p. 30.) To that report 

find affixed the signatures of two gentlemen of 
great distinction and ability, then and now 
members of this House, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] and the gentle- 
man from Ilinois, [Mr. MARSHALL,] and in 
that report, which was adopted by the House, 
they say: 

“The majority of the committee fully concur 
in this opinion of the said attorney general of 
Pennsylvania, and consider a return, certified by 
a majority of the county return judges, as a good 
and valid return.” *  *  * * “But itis 
claimed, on the part of Mr. Koontz, not only that 
the act of the majority of the return judges in cer- 
tifying these returns from Adams and Bedford is 
void, but that the Committee of Elections and the 
House, in this investigation of the prima facie right 
to the seat, may not only go behind these returns 
from Adams aud Bedford, but also, in effect, behind 
the unanimous retarns of all the other counties of 
Franklin, Fulton, and Somerset, so far as the sol- 
diers’ vote is concerned, The statement of such a 
proposition on an investigation of this kind would 
seem to be sufficient for its own refutation. It 
would be attempting to hear the case on the merits 
without giving the claimants the opportunity of 
presenting their evidence in full, weuld be utterly 
disregarding all credentials, and would obliterate 
all distinction between a prima facie right on the 
certificates and papers from the proper certifying 
officers, and a claim founded on the merits in a full 
hearing of all the evidence that might be adduced 
by either claimant in support of his claim. 

“ It should be borne in mind that by the resolution 
of the House referring this case to the committee, the 
committee are restricted in their first examination 
and report to the prima facie right of either claim- 
ant to the seat; and the committee are to determine 
this from the certificates and papers referred to them, 
including always the admission of the claimants 
themselves before the committee; but only those 
papers aro to be considered which come from the 
proper certifying officers, and which those officers 
are authorized by law to make, and also which are 
pertinent to the case. 

“Prom the legal certificates and returns of the 
district and county boards of return judges in this 
case, nothing appears in relation to the rejection of 
any soldiers’ votes, and those who allege such rejec- 
tion are compelled to look outside of these certifi- 
cates and returns, and resort to papers and state- 
ments, which are not legitimate evidenco on this 
investigation, and which, without further proof, 
would few, if any of them, be evidence of themselves 
on the hearing of a contest on the merits.” 


And again inthe Kentucky case, in 1867, of 
Blakey vs. Golladay, (Digest Election Cases, 
p. 417,) the committee and the House say by 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes:] 

“Tn this the claimant has, in the opinion of the 
committee, wholly mistaken the functions of the 
board of canvassers. The sole duty of the board is 
to ascertain the result when the polls closed on the 
day of election. They can in no way or particular 
change or alter that result, but only ascertain and 
makeitknown.” | * + ae * “The cer- 
tificate is not his title to his seat, but simply one 
form of evidence thereof. (Cushing’s Parliamentary 
Assemblies, 1050.)’” 

Tt is, however, by this extraordinary exec- 
utive process of counting out 3,990 votes 
returned for Giddings, and counting out only 
1,985 votes returned for Clarke, that his Ex- 
cellency the Governor reduces Giddings’s vote 
to the minority, and enlarges Clarke’s vote to 
the majority, whereon he bases the following 


certificate : 
GovERNon’s OFFICE, AUSTIN, 
November 15, 1871, 


This is to certify that on comparison of thereturns 
of votes cast at an election held in the third congres- 
sional district of the State of Texas on the 3d, 4th, 
5th, and 6th of October, A. D, 1871, provided for by 
joint resolution of the Legislature of said State 
of Texas, as approved May 2, 1871, I find that Hon. 
William T. Clarke was duly elected to represent the 
said congressional district of the State of Texasin the 
Congress of the United States for the term commeno- 
ing on the 16th day of March, A. D. 1871, and ending 
March 3, 1873. _ i K , 

In giving this certificate, L wish to call attention 
to the attached certified statement of the vote cast 
in the third district, as returned, with grounds for 
rejecting certain returns. This is explanatory of 
my reasons for giving the foregoing certificate of 
election. According to my opinion, the numerous 
irregularities and instances of fraud and violence 


during the election in the third district, reported 
and proved to my satisfaction, would rather war- 
rant a new election than the giving of a certificate 
to either party. I have felt constrained by my 
interpretation of the provisions of the State law on 
thesubject of elections to reject many returns, and 
would have thought it morejust to regard the elec- 
tion aga nullity. Yet the act of Congress of May, 
31, 1870, section twenty-two, seems to require that 
I should give a certificate to one of the candidates. 

In testimony whereof, I have caused the great 
seal of the State to be affixed, at the city of Austin, 
the date herein firstabove written. 

EDWARD J. DAVIS, Governor. 
By the Governor: 
J. E. OLDRIGHT, 
Acting Secretary of State. 

Obviously, on the face of this paper, judged 
exclusive of the certified statement to which 
it refers, it is not only unusual in form, but 
repugnant in substance, and vicious, contra- 
dictory, and absurd in the aspect of a certifi- 
cate of election to establish prima facie title 
toa seat in this House. And like a return 
which is absolutely and irreconcilably repug- 
nant on its face, it must be held to be utterly 
void. In the first paragraph it is affirmed that 
W. T. Clarke has -been duly elected ;. in the 
second, that by reason of fraud and violence, 
he (the Governor) is not warranted in giving 
a certificate of election to either party, that 
there has been no fair election, that Clarke has 
not been duly elected, and that the facts war- 
rant anew election; but, notwithstanding there 
has been no fair election, nobody elected, no- 
body entitled to the certificate, and fraud and 
violence at the polls, that the act of Congress 
of May 81, 1870, seems to require him to give 
a certificate of election to one of the candi- 
dates! 

Such is the Governor’s idea of the genius 
and morality of the act of Congress. Is this 
House prepared to indorse his construction 
of that act? 

In the first paragraph the Governor proceeds 
to certify that Clarke was duly elected. Now, 
the Governor is not required, is not author- 
ized by law, upon any occasion so to certify. It 
is the settled doctrine, recognized again and 
again by this House, in numerous reported 
cases, that the State law is the rule of the House 
for the verification and authentication of prima 
facie title to a seat in the House; and I pre- 
sume it willnot be controverted that ander the 
fifth section of the first article of the Federal 
Constitution this House islegally competent to 
give validity to the rule. (Wright vs. Fuller, 
2 Election Cases, p. 156.) 

Now, the State law of Texas provides that 
a copy of the certificate of the returns of the 
election entered of record by the secretary 
of State, signed by the Governor and sub- 
scribed by those officials, shall be sent to this 
House, directed to the Clerk thereof, and I 
respectfully submit that such verification and 
authentication is found, substantially, in the 
certified statement referred to therein, signed 
by the acting secretary of State. I submit 
the correct practice is, that if a returnis good 
in substance, it is not to be impeached or set 
aside by want of form, or for surplusage in 
matter. 

Both in the first and second paragraphs of 
the Governor’s certificate he appears to labor 
under the hallucination that he is a judicial 
officer of election—a sort of Star Chamber, 
Venetian Doge, or tertium quid !—with ple- 
nary authority to revise and reverse the voters 
atthe polls, the judicial acts of thejudges of the 
election, and, overriding all, actually nominate, 
appoint, and accredit his Representative upon 
the floor of the House to the exclusion of the 
Representative of the people, duly qualified and 
elected according to law. : 

This is not, cannot, ought not, itis for this 
House to say shall not, be law. Sanctioned 
and enforced by central power it would prove 
fatal to representative government, and poison 
at its source the fountain of popular suffrage. 
The right of citizens of the United States, so 
sanctified and canonized in latter-day amend- 
ments, ought not to be so denied or abridged. 
In the language of a committes of this House, 


i 


in their report in a celebrated case of a recent 
date—~ 

“No fraud?’ — 

I add, whether actual or constructive— 
‘should ever be sanctioned. When fraud appears it 
should defeat all who seek to take advantage of it 
or attempt to shelter themselves behind it. In the 
eye of the law, fraud spoils everything it touches; 
even the broad seal of a commonwealth is crumbled 
into dust, as against the interest designed to be de- 
frauded. Itis not protected by record, judgment, or 
decree, but whenever and wherever it is detected its 
disguises fail from around it, and it stands exposed 
to the rebuke and condemnation of the law.’’—/os- 
ter V8. Covode, Digest Election Cases, p. 522. 

The first paragraph of the certificate (dated 
November 15, 1871) given to Hernpon of the 
first district, and who has just been seated by 
the House on the recommendation of the com- 
mittee, is substantially identical with the first 
paragraph of the certificate in the case of the 
third district. And having certified therein 
that Hernpox was ‘‘ duly elected,” in the sec- 
ond paragraph the Governor solemnly avers 
‘there wag not a fair election in that district, 
and it should be set aside,” and proceeds: 

“But T consider that I have no option under the 
act of Congress of May 31, 1870, section twenty-two, 
but must give the certificate to thecandidate having 
the lurgest number of votes returned here according 
to the forms of Jaw.” 

On the same day, in Clarke’s certificate, in 
the third district, the Governor bad deliber- 
ately affirmed that the act of Congress of May 
81, 1870, “seems to require that I should give 
a certificate of election to one of the candi- 
date: If, as atlirmed by the Governor in the 
Herndon certificate, in the first district ‘‘ he 
had no option, but was compelled by the act of 
Congress to give the certificate to the candi- 
date baving the largest number of votes returned 
here according to the forms of law,” instead 
of ‘to one of the candidates,” it is apparent, 
on the face of the certified statement of returns 
in the third district, referred to by the Gov- 
ernor, that he should have given the certificate 
in the third district to Giddings and not to 
Clarke. And I confess I am unable to see 
how the opposite course pursued by the Gov- 
ernor is to be reconciled with the considera- 
tions which, to my mind, ought to have gov- 
erned his action in the premises. 

Where, as in the twenty-third section of the 
act of Angust 15, 1870, the language of the 
statute expressly enumerates the persons and 
means by which the election of a particular 
officer is to be verified, all other or different 
persons and means are necessarily excluded. 
The section referred to specifically covers the 
case of members-elect to the Cougress of the 
United States. It expressly enumerates both 
persons and means, and there stops. Under 
thai section, and with reference to the returns 
in congressional elections, the powers and 
duties of the Governor, like those of the sec- 


retary of State, are wholly and solely minis- 


terial. No other official is associated with 
them. They are absolutely alone in their 
ministerial functions. 

Now, asto the verification of the returns in 
the election of State officers, a different rule is 
prescribed in sections thirty-four and thirty- 
five of the act, different boih as to persons and 
means, powers and duties. So, likewise, in 
section forty-two of the act, as to the verifica- 
tion of the returns in the election of city and 
town officers. There are therefore three dis- 
tinet classes of election returns, and three dis- 
tinet classes of verifying officers, and three 
distinct classes of verification defined and 
prescribed in the statute referred to. And the 
Legislature of Texas must be presumed to have 


| intended what they have so absolutely and 


specifically expressed. We have nothing to 
do with the wisdom or folly of the policy of 
the act. 

These three propositions, then, comprehend 
the logical and consistent interpretation of the 
act: 

1. The persons as to the verification of re- 
turns in congressional elections are the Gov- 
ernor andthe secretary of State ; the means, 


* 
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a copy of the certificate of returns, entered of 
record, and subscribed by those two officials, 
ministerial solely, nothing else. j 

2. The persons as to the verification of 
returns in State elections, the Governor, the 
attorney general, and the secretary of State; 
the means, various and multiform, and indis- 
puatably both ministerial and judicial in their 
nature and operation. I need not pause to read 
or discuss those sections in a constitutional 
point of viow. 

8. The persons as to the verifications of re- 
turns in city and town elections, the registrar 
and mayor of the city and town; the means, 
opening the returns and declaring the result ; 
ministerial only. 

Now, I maintain that those classifications 
were manifestly intended by the Legislature of 
Texas, and that, upheld, force and effect are 
given to every part of the act, but that, over- 
thrown, chaos results and the act falls into 
imbecility. E 

Now, it bas been contended in the argument 
that it is manifest upon the whole act that the 
judicial functions vested in the persons named 
in the thirty-fourth and thirty-fifth sections of 
the act, and the compiling and purging of 
returns therein authorized, apply not to the 
election returns in State elections alone, but 
equally to all election returns in congressional 
elections. 

This construction I dispute: first, upon gen- 
eral principles, but especially upon the author- 
ity of the act itself; because if an act is sus- 
ceptible of any construction other than that 
one which reduces it to absurdity, the latter 
construction must be rejected. Now, the con- 
struction which I resist would manifestly re- 
duce the act to absurdity. For instance, if 
the provisions of sections thirty-four and thirty- 
five apply to all elections in Texas, then they 
must apply as well to the returns of elections 
in cities and towns as to returns in elections for 
Congress; whereas, as to cities and towns, the 
statute expressly provides for another and 
an independent method of verification, and 
sections thirty-four and thirty-five would be 
brought into fatal antagonism with section forty- 
two. The same line of illustration may be fol- 
lowed with like results as to sections thirty- 
four and thirty-five on the one hand, and sec- 
tion twenty-three on the other, by which the 
confusion would be worse confounded. My 
time will not suffice to pursue the argument, 

But it is further contended that the con- 
struction I resist must prevail, because it is 
expressly authorized by section twenty-six, 
which reads: 

“The provisions of this act, except as to the time 
of holding elections, shall apply to the election. of 
all: officers whose election is not otherwise provided 

In construing a statute it is a recognized rule 
that the statute should be so construed, if pos- 
sible, as notonly to give sense and effect to the 
statute as a whole, but sense and effect to all 
its parts. 

This rule, applied to the section under con- 
sideration as well as to the other parts of the 
act, would give to it the natural, obvious, and 
consistent interpretation, that the provisions 
of the section for the verification of election 
returns in cities and towns should be restrict- 
ively applied to such returns, but not extended 
to election returns in State elections, because 
these compose a class of cases otherwise pro- 
vided for, and mutatis mutandis. And thatthe 
provisions of the two sections for the verifica- 
tion of election returns in State elections should 
be restrictively applied to such returns, but not 
extended to the election returns in congres- 
sional elections, because these compose a class 
of cases otherwise provided for. This interpret- 
ation gives sense and effect to the entire stat- 
ate and to all its parts, whereas the opposite 
construction masses and confounds the sec- 
tions and plunges into nonsense. 

I observe, moreover, in passing hastily along, 
that the Governor is required by section thirty- 
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six to commission all .officers-elect, except 
members of the Legislature and the Governor. 
And it has not been pretended heretofore that 
the paper under consideration is a commis- 
sion. Nor, when the simplest test is applied, 
does it. appear that the Governor has con- 
formed his mode of verification in the case in 
hearing to the course prescribed in sections 
thirty-four and thirty-five, as in the case of 
returns in State elections; nor is it pretended 
that the attorney general, an indispensable 
participant in that class of verification, in any 
way codperated with the Governor in this case. 
How are these discrepancies to be reconciled? 

Finally, after acareful and candid survey of 
the whole case, upon the papers submitted and 
now before the House, I submit the conclusion 
is irresistible that the law and the facts are with 
Giddings, and holding the views expressed, I 
maintain : 

1. The certificate per se, exclusive of the 

“ certified statement,’’ is unusual in form and 
insufficient in substance to show prima facie 
title. . 
2. The certificate, together with the ‘ cer- 
tified statement’’ referred to therein as a part 
thereof, are sufficient in substance to show 
prima facie title. 

8. The prima facie title to the seat from the 
third district is showa to be in D. O. Giddings. 

Before Mr. Antuor had concluded his re- 
marks his time expired, and the hammer fell. 

Mr. KERR. I hope the House will allow 
the gentleman time to complete the remarks 
he is addressing to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. How long additional time 
does the gentleman require? 

Mr. ARTHUR. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection if the 
same courtesy be extended to the other side 
if desired. 

Mr. KERR. Of course the same rule will 
be applied. 

Mr. ARTHUR then resumed and concluded 
his remarks as given above. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a joint 
resolution of the House (H. R. No. 56) donat- 
ing certain condemned cannon for a soldiers’ 
monument. 


The message further announced that the | 


Senate had passed the following bills, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 68) providing for the sale of 
lands belonging to the United States, situated 
at Sag Harbor, Suffolk county, in the State 
of New York; 

A bill (S. No. 809) to prohibit the retention 
of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys ; 

A bill (S. No. 390) granting a pension to 
Sarah Evans; and 

A bill (S. No. 893) to authofize the dis- 
continuance of certain grades in the military 
service. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had adopted a resolution to print twenty- 
five hundred copies of the last annual report 
of the Secretary of the Navy, with such of the 
accompanying documents as the Secretary may 
select; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

CONTESTED ELECTION——-W, T. CLARKE. 

The House resumed the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of Elections in 
the case of the contested election from the third 
district of Texas. 

Mr. HOAR. Iyield half of the time which 
remains to me to my colleagne on the Com- 
mittee of Elections, the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. McCrary. ] 

Mr. McCRARY. I yield ten minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
HAZLETON. } . 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. There are 
two questions in this case, it seems to me, 


f 
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demanding consideration at the hands of the 
House. Pacha 3 I may not have time to call 
the attention of the House to more than one 
of them. But before I proceed to speak of 
either of these points, I desire to remind the 
House that there were two election cases com- 
ing up from the State of Texas somewhat. sim- 
ilar in their features. One is the case under 
consideration. The other was the case of Hern- 
don vs. Whitmore. Iam aware there is a dis- 
tinction in the cases, but in both of them the 
certificate was accompanied by statements on 
the part of the Governor very similar in their 
terms. It is instructive, after listening to the 
ingenious use which has been made of the 
statement of the Governor in this case, to refer 
the House to his statement in the other case of 
Herndon vs. Whitmore. In that case the Gov- 
ernor accompanies his certificate by the state- 
ment which I will read: 

* Complaints have been made of fraud and vio- 
lence affecting the freedom of the election in many 
of the counties, the returns of which have been 
counted, and at least one instance of violence dur- 
ing the canvass on the part of the candidate who 
receives this certificate toward his opponent is ro- 
ported. In my opinion, this was not a fair election 
in that district, and should be set aside.” 

Now, that case came before the committee 
at the same time as the case under considera- 
tion came before them, and the committee 
agreed that Mr. Hernpoy was entitled prima 
facteto the seat. But a minority of the com- 
mittee refused to concur in the report of the 
majority, that Mr. Clarke was also entitled 
prima facie to his seat. Passing to this case, 
the first question I desire to raise is the ques- 
tion of the construction of section twenty-three 
of the Jaw of Texas, known as the election 
law, which reads as follows: 

‘As soon as possible after the expiration of the 
time of taking the returns of the election for Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns 
of the election for such Representatives shall bo 
entered on record by the secretary of State.” 

Now the question I desire to present to the 
House arises upon the construction to be given 
to the term ‘‘ returns of the election.” What 
does that mean? The returning officers are 
authorized and empowered to certify to the 
Clerk of this House ‘‘the returns of the elec- 
tion.” Inmy judgment, that word ‘‘ returns”? 
means the result. The general term is used 
to embrace the more specific one, The power 
conferred upon these returning officers was a 
power to certify the result of the election to 
this House, and upon that certificate the Clerk 
of this House was authorized to enter the 
name of the party holding that certificate 
upon the roll of the House. 

Well, now, if this is notthe true construction 
of this term, then these returning officers would 
be called upon to return to the Clerk of this 


| House a statement of the entire vote of this 


congressional district, and the labor would be 
devolved upon the Clerk of this House to ex- 
amine those returns, and, spelling them out as 
well as he might be able, to decide upon the 
result. It seemsto me no such absurdity could 
have been intended. I infer, therefore, that 
the construction for which I am contending is 
the only rational construction which can be 
given to this section. That being so, then the 
further question presents itself, what is the 
legal effect of this statement made by the Gov- 
ernor outside of the certificate? The certifi- 
cate held by Mr. Clarke in this case reads as 
follows: 


GoVERNOR’s OFFICE, AUSTIN, 

November 15, 1871. 
This is to certify that, on comparison of the 
returns of votes cast at an election held in the third 
gongressional district of the State of Texas on the 
3d, 4th, Sth, and 6th of October, A. D. 1871, provided 
for by joint resolution of the Legislature of said 
State of Texas, approved May 2, 1871, I find that 
Hon. W. T. Clarke was duly elected to represent the 
said congressional district of the State of Texas in 
the Congress of the United States for the term com- 
mencing on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1871, and 

ending on March 3, 1873. ; 


Now, that certificate in itself seems to con- 
fer some authority. If it is a certificate in 
pursuance of this section twenty-three, to 


1872. 


which I have called the attention of this House, 
then it does confer a prima facie right upon 
the party holding it. I say further, that the 
legal question then presents itself, what is the 
effect, the legal force, of these statements which 
accompany the certificate, which, in my view 
of the law, are purely gratuitous, purely volun- 
tary statements on the part of the Governor? 
It seems to me that they are entitled to no 
legal force whatever. 

Now it has been said here that by the action 
of the report of the committee a power is 
conferred upon the Governor of a State which 
is altogether dangerous. Admit that if you 
please, and it is a controversy with the State 
of Texas, and with the laws of that State. If 
my view of this section be the correct view, 
it involves an examination of the question 
whether the returning officers have acted with- 
in the law in making the examination they did 
make, whether there was any authority in the 
election law of Texas which gave them that 
right. This provision of the law has been 
referred to by my colleague on the committee, 
but I beg to call the attention of the House 
for one moment to the thirty-fifth section of 
this law. By that section it is provided— 


“That in compiling the returns the returning offi- 
cer shall compile first the statements from all polls 
or voting places at which there shall have been a 
fair, free, and peaceable registration and election.” 

The returning officers referred to here are 
the Governor and the secretary of State, and 
not the local officers. ; 

Then the section proceeds: 

“ Whenever, from any poll or voting place, there 
shall be received tho statement of any registrar or 
judge of election, in form as required in this act, 
on affidavit of three or more citizens, of any riot, 
tumult, acts of violence, intimidation, armed dis- 
turbance, bribery, or corrupt influences, which pre- 
vented, or tended to prevent, a fair, free, peaceable 
and fall vote of all qualified electors entitled to 
vole at such poll or voting place, such returning 
officers shall not canvass, count, or compile the 
statement of votes from such poll or voting place 
until the statements from all other polis or voting 

laces shall have been canvassed and compiled. 
The returning officers shall then proceed to invest- 
igate the statements of riot, tumult, acts of violence, 
intimidation, armed disturbance, bribery, or corrupt 
influences at any such poll or voting place; and if 
from the evidence of such statements they shall be 
convinced that such riot, tumult, acts of violence, 
intimidation, armed disturbance, bribery, or cor- 
rupt influences did not materially interfere with the 
purity and freedom of the election at such poll or 
voting place, or did not prevent a sufficient number 
of the qualified electors thereat from voting, So as 
materially to change the result of the election, then, 
and not otherwise, said returning officers shall can- 
vass and compilo the votes of such poll and voting 
place with those previously canvassed and compiled; 
but if said returning officers shall not be fully satis- 
fied thereof, it shall be their duty to examine fur- 
ther testimony in regard thereto, and to this end 
they shall have power to send for persons and 
papers.’” 

Now, then, the law of Texas confers this 
authority upon the Governor and secretary of 
State. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to interrupt him to ask 
him a question? i . 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It is ob- 
jected that the certificate of the Governor 
does not show that he had affidavits or proper 
evidence on which to found his jadgment. 
Now, can the gentleman state whether it ap- 
peared before the committee or otherwise that 
he had in fact that evidence, although itis not 
returned? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. There was 
no statement that I know of made positively 
on the part of Mr. Clarke before the commit- 
tee to that effect; but I understand that after 
the report of the minority of the committee 
was sent to Texas a statement was forwarded 
from the secretary of State to the chairman of 
the Committee of Elections, which has been 
landed to me by the chairman, and which I 
will read : 

Lam authorized by Governor Davis to say that 
Clarke’s cortificate was made up from returns re- 
gerad from judges of steotion and proofs required 

law in every particular, 

7 pario MES P. NEWCOMB 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. ARTHUR. There was no such evidence 
before the committee. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. No, sir, 
This is dated January 10, 1872. ` 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 


gentleman allow another question? 
Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Have you | 


any evidence at all as to the right of either of 
these contestants for the seats, excépt the cer- 
tificate of the Governor? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. 
whatever. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Was that sent for 
to-day? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Iam not 
able to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. To whom is it di- 
rected? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. To Mr. 
Grorce W. McCrary, chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The committee did 
not have that testimony when they made their 
report. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. They did 
not. They acted simply upon the certificate of 
the Governor, both in this case and in the case 
of HERNDON. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If that was not neces- 
sary when the committee made their report, 
why is it material now; why should the gen- 
tleman introduce it now? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. The only 
reason why it is material now is because of a 


None, 


statement made in the minority report, which | 


has seemed to justify this statement, contra- 
dicting that allegation in the report of the 
minority; in no other view is it at all material. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does my colleague, then, 
claim that this telegram or communication 
supplies a defect which existed in the testi- 
mony before the committee? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. It does 
not supply any defect in the testimony, nor is 
it necessary at all; but it is an answer to an 
allegation. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. But there was no evi- 
dence before the committee such as is con- 
tained in that communication. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Not at 
all, The presumption, as it always is, was 
that the officers had acted within the law. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Was there 
any evidence before the committee to author- 
ize the minority to make the statement. that 
the Governor had not had this evidence? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. None at 
all, unless it was made in the argument of 
counsel, and which was notadverted to specific- 
ally in the reply of the opposing counsel. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is this dispatch the gen- 
tleman has read genuine and authentic? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, I can 
only answer that it was received by the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It came through the 
ordinary channel of telegraphic communica- 
tion? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Yes, and 
I suppose it is authentic. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McCRARY. There is one rule which 


| has governed this House in all cases of this 


kind, and which has never been departed from 
except in one single instance ; and I believe 
no gentleman upon this floor will undertake 


to justify the departure from the rule in that | 


instanee. That rule is this: that whoever pre- 
sents to this House such credentials as are 
provided for by the law of the State is entitled 
prima facie to a seat in the House, and shall 
be sworn in pending any contest which there 
may be with regard to the merits of the case. 
That rule was overborne in one instance, but, 
as I have said, nobody will undertake to justify 
the action of the House in that case. In every 
other case the rule has been adhered to, and I 
trast it will be adhered to in this case. It isa 
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sound rule—a rule which is necessary to the 
very organization of this House. i 

Now, if it be the rule to govern us in this 
case, it leaves us but one question to consider ; 
that is, whether the certificate presented here 
by Mr. Clarke is such a certificate as the laws 
of Texas provide for or authorize. The Com- 
mittee of Elections have considered this ques- 
tion with unusual deliberation. They have 
heard learned counsel upon both sides; and 
after the conclusion of the argument they con- 
sumed one entire session in a discussion of the 
case among themselves. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] seems to be of the 
opinion, however, that he is the only gentle- 
man who understands the law of Texas, and that 
the majority of the committee are altogether 
without proper information upon the subject. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. McCrary] does not intend to mis- 
represent me, I suppose. I have not assumed 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. McCRARY. I understood my friend 
from Illinois to say that he had read the law 
of Texas, and had done something more—had 
understood it, which was more than the majority 
of the committee had done. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not say ‘ the 
committee.’ I wasreferring then to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] who 
charged that [ had not read the law. 

Mr. McCRARY. It is merely a question 
whether the gentleman from Illinois under- 
stands the law, or whether the majority of the 
committee understand it. Perhaps I may have 
misunderstood the gentleman; but I under- 
stood him to say that he had better informa- 
tion upon this subject than the majority of the 
committee. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that this 
certificate is such a certificate as the Governor 
of Texas was authorized to give under the 
statute of that State. I do not say whether 
the statute is wise or unwise. ‘Gentlemen 
here have adverted to the danger of placing 
in the hands of the officer of a State this 
great power of passing upon the validity of 
an election in any particular precinct. Sir, 
it may be a dangerous power. It is not 
necessary that I should discuss the question 
whether it is or is not. I apprehend, how- 
ever, that no gentleman will deny that it is 
within the power of any State Legislature to 
provide by law that a State officer, or board 
of State officers, shall exercise judicial power 
in investigating and deciding upon the validity 
of an election in any given portion of the State. 
I may agree with gentlemen: on the other side 
of this question that the Executive of a State 
merely as an Executive—in his capacity of 
Governor alone—hag no power but to certify 
to the House the result of the election as ascer- 
tained from the face of the returns presented 
to him. Ido not question that. What I con- 
tend is, that it is within the power of a State 
Legislature to create judicial tribunals to 
javestigate allegations of fraud, intimidation, 
and violence affecting an election—to hear tes- 
timony upon that subject, and after hearing it 
to decide the question as to the validity of the 
election, and reject returns which may be 
found invalid; and such a tribunal, thus con- 
stituted by a constitutional and valid statute, 
having acted upon the question, having taken 
testimony and decided in this particular case 
that the election in two counties was fraud- 
ulent and void, that decision is prima facie 
correct; and so far as regards the prima facie 
right to a seat in this House, it must control 
that question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, did the board of return 
officers under the statute of Texas have power 
to investigate alleged frauds, and upon suit- 
able testimony reject the vote of any pre- 
cinct? If they had, then when they have 
done so their acts are prima facie valid. This 
question of course depends altogether upon 
the construction of the statute. Í undertake 


| to say that by the thirty-fifth section of the 
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election law of Texas, which hasbeen adverted 
to in this discussion, this power is clearly and | 
distinctly conferred. 1 donot read that section 
at length, because every gentleman upon the 
committee willagree that if the section applies 
to elections for members of Congress, it does 
confer this power upon this board of officers, 
the Governor, the secretary of State, and the 
attorney general; and the only question of 
difference between the minority and the ma- 
jority is whether that section applies only to 
elections of State officers, or whether it applies 
also to elections for members of Congress. If 
itapplies to elections for members of Congress, 
it confers this power to send for persons and 
papers, and to investigate any alleged violence | 
or fraud in any portion of the congressional 
district. I proceed, therefore, to consider the 
question whether this thirty-fifth section ap- 
plies to the election of members of Congress ; 
because the whole case turns upon that. 

The House will observe that the act is en- 
titled ‘ An act to provide for the mode and 
manner of conducting elections, making re- | 
turns, and for the protection and purity of the 
ballot-box.’’ The act, then, by its title, ap- 
plies as well to the election of members of 
Congress as to the election of State officers. 
But that is not all. The language of the thirty- 
fifth section, which confers the power to which 
I have referred, applies by its terms to returns 
made in an election for members of Congress 
as well as to returns made in elections for 
State officers. The language of that section is 
“that in compiling the returns the returning 
officers shall compile,” &c. It does not say 
‘in compiling the returns for the election of 
State officers ;’’ it does not say “in compiling 
the returns for members of Congress; i 
says ‘‘in compiling the returns ;’’ which means 
all returns. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if there is any question 
on that subject, it seems to me it is settled by 
the terms of the twenty-sixth section of the 
act to which I will call the attention of the | 
House. That section is as follows: 

“Sno, 26, That the provision of this act, except 
as to the time of holding elections, shall apply to the 
election of all officers whose election is not other- 
wise provided for,” 

The gentleman from I[linois [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH] says that the term “all officers ” ne- | 
cessarily means all State officers, and I should | 
like bim to tell the House by what process of 
reasoning he arrives at such a conclusion. The 
act is full of provisions, some relating to the 
election of State officers and some to the elec- 
tion of members of Congress; bat this twenty- 
sixth section ‘expressly provides that the pro- | 
visions of this act (making no exceptions) | 
shall apply to a!l officers whose election is not 
otherwise provided for.’’ Any other construc- 
tion of this act would render the act itself 
unreasonable. 

The gentleman from Illinois has fallen into 
the same error with some other gentlemen. 
There is no. provision in this statute which 
requires the Governor of Texas to send all the 
returns here at all. [f the gentleman will 
look at the section he will find that it is a 
different thing which is provided for. 
provision of section twenty-three is that— 


, “As soon as possible after the expiration ofthe | 
time of taking the returns of the election for Rep- 


of the election for such Representatives shail be 
ete on record by the secretary of State and 
signe : y 
seribed by said officers, shall be delivered to the | 
person so elected, and another copy transmitted to 
the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
Waited States,” 

Heis not to forward all the returns, but merely 
a certificate of the returns of the election ; and | 
L will show what that means. i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will explain to the | 
satisfaction of the gentleman from Illinois, 
that the word ‘‘returns’’ is used in this stat- 
ute in two senses. It is used to deseribe the 
returns which are sent up from the various 
counties to the seat of the State govern ment, 


H 


it ji 


The |! 


i 

i - 2 

. I ii the returns from the various nties. 
resentatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns i counties 

| 

| 

i 

: 


by the Governor, and a copy thereof sub- || 
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and it is also used to describe the returns or 
the certificate of returns which the canvassing 
officers at the capital, composed of the Gov- 
ernor, the secretary of State, and the attor- 
ney general, are required to make out in a 
tabular form, and deposit with the secretary 
of State. That will be plain when I read a 
part of section thirty-five. After going on to 
provide for the computation of the reiurns of 
the returning officers, it goes on to say: 

“The returning officers shall then proceed to in- 
vestigate the statements of riot, tumult, acts of vio- 
lence, intimidation, armed disturbance, bribery, or 


corrupt influences at any such poll or voting place; 
and if from the evidence of such statements they 


with the purity and freedom of the election at such 
poll or voting place, or did not prevent a sufficient 


so as materially to change the result of the election 
then, and not otherwise, said returning officers shall 
canvass and compile the votes of such poll and 
voting place with those previously canvassed and 
compiled; but if said returning ofeora shali not be 
fully satisfied thereof, it shall be their duty to ex- 


this end they shall have power to send for persons 
ead papare: eu 
“ If, after such examination, the returning officers 


violence, intimidation, armed disturbance, bribery, 


or voting place, or did prevent a sufficient number 


place, but shall exclude it from their returns.” 


So these returning officers, the Governor, 
the secretary of State, and the attorney gen- 
eral, are to make returns of the result as shall 
appear from the returns coming up from the 
various counties. Ina another section it is pro- 
| vided that these returns shall be stated in a 
tabular form by these canvassing officers, and 
| deposited with the secretary of State, and 


| those are the returns, and not the returns com- 


ing up from the various counties of the State, 
which, by the act, are to be certified to the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


let me read the twenty-third section ofthe act ? 
Mr. McCRARY. What returns are referred 


ji to in that section? Notthereturns coming up 
from the various counties of the State? Those | 


are not the returns to be certified here. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Section twenty-three 
| provides that— 
| “As soon as possible, after the expiration of the 
| time of taking the returns of the election for Rep- 
| resentatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns 
i of the election for such Representatives shall be 
į entered on record by the secretary of State and 
i signed by the Governor, and a copy thereof sub- 
i seribed by said officers shall be delivered to the 


| the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States,” 


It provides that the returns of election shall 
be sent here. 

Mr. McCRARY. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
section provides, as the gentleman has said, 
that— 

_ ‘As soon as possible after the expiration of the 
| time of taking the returns of the election for Rep- 
| resentatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns 


| of the election for such Representatives shall be 
entered on record by the secretary of State,” &e. 


i 
t 

i 
i Person so elected, and another copy transmitted to 

i 

| 

| 


There is no time fixed in the law for makin. 
But id 
believe that it is sixteen days which the State 
board of returning officers are allowed in which 
to make their returns to the Clerk of the House 


t 
| 
li of Representatives. 


Mr. ARTHUR. Iwould like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, [Mr. McCrary, ] whether 


| of August, 1870, of the State of Texas, did not 
| provide for the election of municipal officers ; 


| and whether it did not also make provision for 


a board of verification of the election returns ; 
and whether another section of the same act 
did not provide for the election of members of 
the State Legislature, and did not also providea 
i board of verification of election returns at that 


number of the qualified electors thereat from voting, | 


amine further testimony in regard thereto, and to | 


shall be convinced that said riot, tumult, acts of | 


or corrupt influences, did materially interfere with | 
the purity and freedom of the election at such poll į 


of the qualified electors thereat from voting, so as | 
to materially change the result of the election, then | 


the said returning officer shall not canvass or com- | 
pile thestatement of the votes at such poll or voting | 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Willthe gentleman | 


the forty-second section of the act of the 11th | 
{ 


shall be convinced that such riot, tumult, acts of |i 
violence, intimidation, armed disturbance, bribery, | 
il or corrupt influences did not materially interfere 


i 
t 


election: and whether the twenty-third sec- 
tion did not provide a board of verification of 
the election returns for members of Congress ; 
whether those three distinct sections did not 
describe three distinct elections, three distinct 
modes of verification, and three distinct boards 
of verification officers ? 

Mr. MeCRARY. There are very likely, 
Mr. Speaker, some cases of local elections, 
county or city elections, in which the returns 
are not sent to the Governor at all. But I 
undertake to say that the thirty-fifth section 
gives the power to examine all returns which 
are sent to the Governor. And, as returns 
for the election of members of Congress are 
sent to the Governor, they come within the 
provisions of that section, and this board is 
authorized to examine as to the validity of the 
election. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it would be unreason- 
able, as I was about to remark, to give the 
statute the construction which the minority of 
the committee claim forit. If that construc- 
tion is given to it, then here is a board of State 
officers, the three highest officers in the State, 
who are authorized to investigate all cases of in- 
timidation and violence which have occurred 
at an election. where there were elections of 
members of Congress and of State officers at 
the same time, and yet their investigation is 
to be limited to the vote cast for State offi- 
cers, and they have no power to investigate 
such acts committed to influence the election 
of a member of Congress. It cannot be as- 
sumed, Mr. Speaker, that such was the inten- 
tion of the Legislature, especially when the 


i} intention of the act is such that it does not 


admit of doubt, because it declares that the 


| board shall have the right to investigate with 


regard to all those elections. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the presumption of the 
law is, that the officers of elections have done 
their duty unless the contrary appear. It has 
been stated here, and it is remarked in the 


| minority report, that it was conceded that this 


showing, which the law requires to be made 
before the Governor, was not made. That, I 
think, was a misapprehension on the part of 
the minority of the committee. It was stated 
by one of the counsel for Mr. Giddings that 
there was no such sbowing, and the counsel on 
the other side did not say a word on the sub- 
ject at all, I suppose for the reason that he 
was pressed for time, and omitted or forgotit. 
Tn point of fact, if we are allowed to inquire 
into that matter, we are apprised by gentle- 
men who ought to know that there wag such 
an investigation, and that the law was strietly 
complied with. But l apprebend that we do 
not require to go into that, for the law always 
presumes that an officer charged with a public 
duty has acted in accordance with his duty, 
unless the contrary is shown, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McCRARY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. We concede the 
legal effect of the certificate of the Governor, 


l and that prima facie, in the absence of any 


facts or statements therein contained, Mr. 
Clarke is entitled to his seat. But in this case 
the question is whether or not the statement 
of the Governor in his certificate, that neither 
Clarke nor Giddings was elected according to 
law, does not overcome the presumption that 
Clarke is elected, 

Mr.McCRARY. There is nothing upon the 
face of the certificate showing that neither was 
elected according to law. On the contrary, 
the face of the certificate shows that Mr. Clarke 
was elected. If the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Brar] will read the Governor's state- 
ment, he will find that he is entirely mistuken. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
a similar prolongation of time has been granted 
to the gentleman representing the majority of 
the committee as was allowed the gentiaman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Arnruve.] 


1872. 


Mr. SNAPP. 
now adjourn. ` 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 68, noes 82. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question first to be 
voted on is the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworts,] which the 
Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “resolved ” and insert 
the following: , 

That the contested-election case from the third 
congressional district of Texas be recommitted to 
the Committee of Elections with instructions to 
report, upon the merits of tho case, who is entitled 
to represent said district in this House, with author- 
ity to make regulations to govern the mode of con- 
ducting the contest and taking the testimony. 

Mr. KERR called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 81, nays 101, not voting 
< 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Beatty, 
Beck, Beli, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Carroil, Conner, Cox, 
Crebs, Oritener, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Eldridge, Famsworth, Henry D. Foster, 
Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harper, Jobn T. Harris, Hay, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Lamison, 
Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Me- 
Cormick, McHenry, Melrtyre, MeKinney, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. 
Parker, Eli Perry, Potter, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Sher- 
wood, Siater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Dwight 
Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, Whitthorne, Winches- 
ter, and Wood—81. i 

NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beveridge, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick’ R. Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cot- 
ton, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dan- 
neli, Eames, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 
Wildor D. Poster. Frye, Goodrich, Harmer, Havens, 
Hawley, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, 
Til, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing. Lowe, Lynch, May- 
nard, McCrary, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, 
Moore, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Isaac. Parker, Peck, Pendlo- 
ton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, 
Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sco- 
field, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Steven- 
son, Strong, Laffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wald- 
ron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams 
of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- 


son—101. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barnum, 
Bigby, James Brooks, Buckley, Campbell, Clarke, 
Cobb, Comingo, Creely, De Large, Edwards, Blliott, 
Ely, Forker, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, 
Halsey, George B. Harris, Mays, Kendall, Kinsella, 
Lamport, McGrew, McJunkin, MeNecly, Mitchell, į 
Morey, Morphis, Poland, Price, Rainey, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Rogers. Roosevelt, Pay or Seeley. Sho- 
bor, Shoemaker, Worthington C., Smith, R, Milton 
Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Terry, Wells, Willard, Williams of 
New York, and Young—56. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. STOUGHTON stated that he was paired 
upon this question with Mr. Terry, who would 
have vötad for the amendment, while he (Mr. 
Srovanrox) would have voted against it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, stated that 
he was paired upon this question with Mr. 
We Lis, who would have voted for the amend- 
ment, while he(Mr. Harris) would have voted 
against it. 

The resultofthe vote having been announced | 
as above recorded, the question recurred upon 
agreeing to the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. BIGGS. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion was | 
disagreed to—ayes 67, noes 91. 

The Clerk read the resolution reported by 
the Committee of Elections, as follows: 


Resolved, That W.T. Clarke has the prima facie 
right to a seat as Representative from the third con- 
gressional district of the State of Texas, and is en- 
titled to take the oath of office as a member of this 
House, without prejudice to the right of any person 
claiming to have been elected thereto to contest | 
his right to said seat upon the merits. 


I move that the House do 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the yeas and 
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nays upon agreeing to that resolution. I want 

to put gentlemen upon record in this outrage. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken ; and it was decided 

in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 78, not 

voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beveridge, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cot- 
ton, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell. Dun- 
nell, Eames, Farwell, Finkelnburg Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, 
Havens, Hawley, Gerry Hazleton, John W. 
Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, May- 
nard, McCrary, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, 
Moore, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck. Pendleton, 
Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Prin- 
die, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. 
Specr, Sprague, Stevenson, Strong, Sypher, Taffe, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wal- 
Jace, Walls, Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Beatty, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Carroll, Conner, Cox, 
Grebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dox, DuBose, 
Duke, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Getz, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Manson. Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, 
McHenry, McIntyre. McKinney, Merrick. Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W., Parker, Eli 
Perry, Potter, Randall, Read, Udward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Sherwood, Slater. 
Slocum, Sloss, Storm, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, 
Whitthorne, Winchester, and Wood—78, 

_ NOT VOTING—Messrs, Ames, Areher, Barnum, 
Bighy, James Brooks, Buckley, Campbell, Clarke, 
Cobb, Comingo, Creely, DeLarge, Edwards, Elliott, 
Ely, Forker, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, 
George E. Harris, Hay, Hays, Kellogg, Kendall, Kin- 
sella, Lamport, McGrew, McJunkin, McNeely, 
Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Poland, Price, Rainey, 
Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers. Roosevelt, Sawyer, Sce- 
ley, Shober, Shoemaker, Worthington C. Smith, R 
Milton Speer, Starkweather, Slevens, Stoughton, 
Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, Terry, Wells, 
Willard, Williams of New York, and Young—58. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. VOORHEES said: I desire to state that 
Mr. Rosinson is detained at his house by severe 
illness in his family. 

Mr. Wrutiam T. Ciarxe then presented 
himself and was sworn in. 

S. BLACK AND ALBERT R. COOPER. 

Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 887) for the relief 
of Samuel Black & Albert R. Cooper; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to || 


the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. . 
IRON SEA-GOING STEAMSHIPS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 
888) to authorize the sale of unserviceable ves- 
sels and materialsin the United States Navy, 
and to provide for the construction of twenty į 
iron sea-going steamships; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

GASSWAY 0. YARNALL. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 889) for the relief of Gassway O. Yarnall, 
late first lieutenant company G, ninety-seventh 
regiment Pennsylvania volunteers ; which was |! 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

CALEB HOOPER. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also, by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 890) for the relief of Caleb Hooper, late 
captain company G, ninety-seventh regiment 
Pennsylvania volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee of Claims. 

PAY OF A DECEASED MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 


: ing for indemnity for 


before the House a letter from the Sergeant- 
at-Arms in relation to the pay of a deceased 


member from the State of Louisiana; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
REFERENCES OF BILLS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider 
the various references of bills, &e., to-day ; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Again the Chair makes 
a protest against any introduction and refer- 
ence of bills except on Monday. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

‘The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees ; 

By Mr. BEATTY : A petition of letter-car- 
riers of Cincinnati, asking for increase ofsalary. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of Governor 
Ponder, B. H. Johnson, L. B. Chandler, and . 
some 50 others, citizens of Delaware, praying 
for the reéstablishment of the light-house at 
the mouth of Mispillion river, in that State, 
and also a letter from the Governor of Dela 
ware on the same subject. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
A. H. Seabury and 186 others, citizens of New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, praying for the repeal 
of the tax on savings hanks. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of Abigail Griggs, of Watertown, Mas- 
sachusetts, widow of a soldier of the war of 
1812, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. CONNER: A petition of manu: 
facturers, growers, and dealers of tobacco, of 
Galveston, Texas, praying for a uniform tax 
on all descriptions of manufactured tobacco. 

By Mr. COX: The memorial of D. H. Lou- 
don, of New York city, on the currency. 

By Mr. CREBS : The petition of Robert W. 
Miller and 56 others, citizens of Cairo, Hlinois, 
praying for aid to establish an jron-ship and 
pboat-building yard in the Mississippi valley. 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of Ebeling, 
Beck & Pebler, Neill & Ellingham, and others, 
of the city of Wheeling, West Virginia, pray- 
ing the passage of a law establishing the uni- 
form rate of tax at sixteen cents per pound on 
all manufactured tobacco entering the market 
for consumption. 

By Mr. DOX: The petition of U. L. Jones, 
president, and Henry St. Paul, secretary of the 
board of swamp and overflowed land agents 
of the State of Alabama, praying Congress to 
authorize by law the selection by the State 
of Alabama of swamp and overflowed lands 
granted to that State by the act of 25th Sep- 
tember, 1850, &c. 

By Mr. ELY: A memorial of 145 women, 
residents of the Workingwomen’s Home in 
Elizabeth street, New York city, praying that 
the remaining public lands be reserved for 
actual settlers. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Mary 
Blanton, praying that the provision of the act 
of 1866, giving pensions to widows of soldiers 
who served six months, be amended to read 
‘three months” instead of ‘‘six,”’ and that the 
increased pay allowed by act of July, 1868, be 
extended accordingly. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts ; The 
memorial of Harriet A. Ridgway, in relation 
to the Ridgway revolving battery, invented by 


| her late husband. 


By Mr. KELLEY: A petition of the Board 


| of Trade and merchants of Philadelphia, for 


an improvement of the lights in Delaware bay 


| and river in accordance with the recommend- 


ation of the Light- House Board. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Cal- 
vin Post, of Blount county, Tennessee, pray’ 
losses sustained at the 
hands of United States troops. 
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Also, thepetition of Margaret Beeler, widow 
of Peter Beeler, late private company A, 
twelfth Tennessee cavalry, praying for a pen- 
sion. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Beeler, guard- 
ian of Sarah Mackey, minor child of Enoch 
Mackey, deceased, company A, twelfth Ten- 
nessee cavalry, for pension. 

Also, the petition of Nancy Branson, only 
child of W. M. Harrell, deceased, private com- 
pany I, fourth Tennessee volunteers, praying 
for pension. 

Also, the petition of Eliza Webb, widow of 
Daniel Webb, deceased, private company G, 
eighth Tennessee cavalry, for pension. 

Also, the petition of same for bounty, &e. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The memorialof Joseph 
Finch & Co., of Pittsburg, asking that certain 
taxes paid on distilled spigits destroyed by the 
fall of their warehouse shall be refunded. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of Charles R. 
Messengen, Walter A. Hodge, and 18 others, 
manufacturers and dealersin tobacco, for a uni- 
form tax of sixteen cents per pound on all kinds 
of manufactured tobacco. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Stein, H. H. 
Butler, and 21 others, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: A peti- 
tion of merchants of the city of Albany, for 
the modification of the existing tariff duties on 
imported sugar. 

Also, a petition of tax-payers of Albany, 
New York, for tariff reform. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of the 
Albany City Savings Institution for a modi- 
fication of the present tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. RICK, of Kentucky : The petition 
of 5. 8. Vinson, of Kentucky, asking the re- 
moval of political disabilities imposed by 
article fourteen of amendments to the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. SCOFIELD: The petition of Susan 
Daggett of Warren, Pennsylvania, asking for 
® pension. 

Also, a petition of honorably discharged 
soldiers, residents of Clearfield county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for additional legislation in 
reference to bounty and bounty land. 

Also, the petition of Mary Heiges, of Luth- 
ersburg, Clearfield county, Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing for a pension. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia : 
of Edward P. Doherty, 
mail contractor. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of Levi 
Rugsegger and others, citizens of Claring- 
ton, Monroe county, Ohio, asking for addi- 
tional bounties in lands or money to the sol- 
diers who served in the war of the rebellion, 
and for the equalization of bounties. 

By Mr. SWANN: Three petitions from citi- 
zens of Baltimore, Maryland, engaged in the 
tobacco trade, praying that tbe tax on manu- 
factured tobacco may be reduced to sixteen 
cents per pound. , 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of Luther 
Dodge and 102 others, for bounty and bounty 
land for soldiers of last war. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of New York: The 
petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, in 
favor of a uniform tax on all descriptions of 
Sees tobacco of sixteen cents per 
pound, 

By Mr. WINCHESTER: The petition of 
H. 8. Saunders, asking for damages for prop- 
erty taken and used by the Army. . 


The petition 
asking for relief as 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, January 11, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. J. A. McCavtey, presiding 
elder, Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
, Mr. BROWNLOW presented the petition of 
citizens of Tennessee, late soldiers in the Army 
of the United States, praying to be allowed to 


enter the lands granted by Congress without 
the requirement of settlement and cultivation, 
and also a bounty of eight dollars a month to 
honorably discharged soldiers, for the term of 
their actual service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have been requested 
to present a petition of sundry citizens of 
Prairie City, in the State of Illinois, asking 
that additional bounties and land be granted 
to a certain class of soldiers in the late war. 


These petitions, I believe, have gone to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Some have gone 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and some 
tothe Committee on Public Lands; they in- 
volve both questions. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. I move the reference 
of this petition to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have also received 
through the representative of the ‘‘ Tax-Pay- 
ers’ Union” numerous petitions coming from 
some twenty-four States and various counties 
in those States. Instead of taking up the time 
of the Senate in presenting each petition sep- 
arately, I will present them to the Senate in 
bulk, as the petitions are all of likecharacter. 
I will state briefly the purport of one of the 
petitions, and then present the whole of them 
for reference in the Senate. 

The petitions are entitled “ prayer of tax- 
payers for tariff reform,’’ and they set out 
that the signers cheerfully pay taxes to meet 
proper expenses of Government, butare not 
willing to pay tribute to favored individuals 
through an artificial increase in the cost of 
domestic products caused by an unjust and 
unwise tariff; that a Government, founded 
upon the equal consent of all and supported 
by all in peace or war, has no right to tax 
one man for the benefit of another, nor should 
a Government, which asserts the freedom of 
labor, deprive any laborer of the full value 
of his earnings by restricting his freedom of 
purchase. 

They further represent that the tariff called 
protective, by enhancing the cost of living, of 
production, of transportation, and ofexchanges, 
places our industry at a disadvantage in com- 
petition with that of other countries: that the 
aid which it aims to give to special branches 
of industry is sometimes more than neutralized 
by the artificial burdens imposed, and some- 
times builds up odious and oppressive monopo- 
lies, and that its benefits go altogether to capi- 
talists, and.are not shared by labor, which finds 
its cost of living increased more than its wages; 
that a tariff for revenue only, so framed as to 
collect the needed sum with the least possible 
cost to the people, as a whole, will avoid dis- 
astrous frequency of changes in legislation, 
afford a safer and better basis for manufac- 
turing industry, secure to the workingman a 
larger share of the fruits of his toil, relieve 
labor from oppressive exactions, and agricul- 
ture from cruel burdens, and by doing justice 
to all the people confer blessings upon all. 

The memorialists pray that Congress will 
devise measures to reduce the tariff to a 
strictly revenue basis, to remove, as fast as 
may be consistent with the public welfare, 
every duty by which one man is taxed for the 
benefit of another, and to place the system 
called protective where the public mind will 
rest in the belief of its speedy and complete 
extinction; and they especially pray that the 
determination of Congress to abolish duties 
known to be for protection, so called, and not 
for a revenue, may be shown by the imme- 
diate repeal of the duties upon salt, coal, and 
pig iron. 

These petitions, as I have already stated, 
come from twenty-four States of the Union. 
They are from the counties of Franklin, An- 
drew, Shelby, Ray, Harrison, and Warren, in 
the State of Missouri. There are eleven peti- 
tions from Ohio, coming from the counties 


of Richland, Wayne, Clark, Loraine, Gallia, 
Butler, Henry, Marion, and Preble. Thera 
are eleven petitions from Maryland, coming 
from the counties of Washington and Howard. 
There are ten petitions from Illinois, coming 
from the counties of Marion, Pulaski, Cham- 
paign, Logan, Henderson, Clark, and Warren, 
There are four petitions from Massachusetts, 
coming from the counties of Berkshire, Barn- 
stable, and Worcester; four from Alabama, 
from the counties of DeKabb and Mobile; four 
from Texas, from the counties of Wood, Den- 
ton, Cherokee, and Burnet; four from New 
York, from the counties of Suffolk, Steuben, 
and Ontario; three from Indiana, from the 
counties of Morgan, Clark, and Cass; three 
from Georgia, from the counties of Macon, 
Stewart, and Oglethorpe; two from Iowa, 
from the counties of Allamakee and Story; 
two from Connecticut ; and one of these peti- 
tions from Connecticut, I will state to the Sen- 
ate, is signed by the president, ex-president, ` 
and several of the professors of Yale College, 
at New Haven, by a late Governor of the 
State, and by leading merchants and: manu- 
facturers in that State. Then there are two 
petitions from Wisconsin, from the counties 
of Waupacca and Kenosha ; two from Michi- 


| gan, from the counties of Calhoun and Gratiot; 


one from Bangor, in the State of Maine; one 
from Cooke county, North Carolina ; one from 
Windham, Vermont; one from Fulton county, 
Arkansas: one from Riley county, Kansas; 
one from Bradford county, Pennsylvania; one 
from Scott county, Virginia; one from Darl- 
ington county, South Carolina, and one from 
Tippah county, Mississippi. 

The number of signatures to these various 
petitions I understand to be about seven thou- 
sand, and they are made up of leading business 
men, merchants, agriculturists, and manufac- 
turers, to some extent, from the various States 
of the Union. I move their reference to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
seems to be giving very full information in rela- 
tion to these petitions; but I should like to 
get alittle more. I desireto ask him whether 
these petitions all came from these parties, or 
all were gathered together into one place and 
sent to him to be presented. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. _ If the Senator bad paid 
attention to what I said, it would have avoided 
the necessity of his inquiry. I stated that I 
had received from the representative of an 
organization these petitions, which had been 
sent to me with a request that I would present 
them to the Senate, and I stated that I received 
them from the representative of what is known 
asthe ‘‘Tax-Payers’ Union,” through whom 
they came to me for presentation to the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I beg pardon; 
I was not in my seat when the Senator began 
his remarks. I desire now to ask him another 
question, and that is, whether these petitions 
are all printed, and the same in form? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
being catechized by the Senator from Vermont, 
but I stated, when 1 presented the petitions, 
that instead of presenting them separately, as 
they were all of like character, I would present 
them in bulk, stating what was contained in 
one. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
information I desire. 

The petitions were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have received and been 
requested to present a memorial very numer- 
ously signed hy citizens of the town of York, 
in the State of Maine, asking for the repeal of 
the duty on salt. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Finance. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I have similar petitions, 
all printed, all furnished to me through the 
mail, from the town of Deer Isle, from the 
town of Camden, from the city of Belfast, 
from the plantation of Matinicus, from the 


I have all the 
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town of Southport, from the city of Belfast, 
from the town of Cainden, from the town of 
Cherry field, from the city of Portland, all very 
numerously signed, asking for the same object. 
I move their reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented two petitions of 
citizens of the town of Gloucester, Massachu- 
setts, praying a repeal of the duty on salt; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of 
Brewster, Montague, Chatham, Ayer, Web- 
ster, Scituate, Harwich, and Newburyport, 
Massachusetts, praying the repeal of the duty 
on salt; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. i 

Mr. SCHURZ presented a petition of citi- 
zens of St. Louis, Missouri, praying the repeal 
of the duty on salt; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ipresentresolutions which 
are in the nature of a petition, concluding as 
they do with a resolution. ‘‘We most earn- 
estly solicit the Congress of the United States 
at its present session’ to answer their prayer, 
which is that women may be allowed under the 
Constitution to vote. This petition is from 
the Radical Reform Club of Philadelphia, and 
is signed by its president, E. M. Davis, and 
its secretary, B. S. Bladen. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 
J. W. Johnson and one hundred and twenty- 
three others, colored citizens of the United 
States, praying for the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also offer a memorial, 
pigned by a committee appointed in behalf of 
colored citizens and white Republicans of the 
State of Delaware, in which they set forth 
their grievances; among others, they say, ‘in 
the schools established by law and in some 
portions of the State no colored child can be 
. admitted, not even in the city of Wilming- 
ton; and our children must be educated at 
our own expense, with such assistance as we 
may obtain from public and private charities, 
or grow up in ignorance.” l move that this 
memorial lie on, the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CALDWELL, presented the memorial 
of A. H. Van Luettwitz, first lieutenant United 
States cavalry, praying to be reinstated in the 
Army; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. AMES presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Mississippi in favor of the pas- 
sage of an act reviving the grant of land to the 
Gulf and Ship Island railroad, made in 1856 ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented the petition of Cyrus 

- E. Roberts and ninety-three others, of Rock- 
ingham county, New Hampshire, praying the 
passage of an act granting to soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who served in the late war prior 
to September 23, 1863, or to their heirs, a 
bounty of $100 and one hundred ond sixty 
acres of land, and equalizing the payment of 
bounties; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a 
petition of J. M. Doddridge, United States 
pension agent, and thirty others, of Wheeling, 
West Virginia, praying the passage of an act 
granting to soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
served in the late war prior to September 23, 
1863, or to their heirs, a bounty of $100 arid 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, and 
causing equalization in the payment of boun- 
ties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr, LEWIS presented the petition of eight- 
een hundred colored citizens of Richmond, 


Virginia, praying for the passage of the sup- 
plementary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of James 
Kane, of Pennsylvania, praying for additional 
bounty, as a private in company C, one hun- 
dred and eighty-third regiment Pennsylvania 


volunteers; which was referred to the Com-_ 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 852) for the relief of Benjamin H. 

ampbell, marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Ilinois, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF KU KLUX COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SAWYER. TheCommittee on Appro- 
ptiations, who have had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. No. 484) making an appropri- 
ation for the expenses of the joint select. Com- 
mittee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern 
States, have directed me to report it back 
and ask for the immediate consideration of 
the bill. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill 
just reported ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us hear the bill 


first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
reported, after which it will be subject to 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, which proposes 
to appropriate for the expenses of the joint 
select Committee on Alleged Outrages in the 
Southern States the sum of $27,845, that sum 
to be carried for this purpose to the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not rise to object to 
the consideration of the bill; but I should like 
to make an inquiry of the member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who reports it. I 
wish to know what was the former appropri- 
ation, how much of it has been expended, and 
whether this is to supply a deficiency. In other 
words, I think we ought to have some informa- 
tion about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless objection 
be made the bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, open to debate or 
amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will state that the sum 
appropriated at the last session for this object, 
for paying the expenses of this committee, was 
$42.639,39. The committee have incurred 
additional expenses to the amount named in 
this bill, and this is strictly a deficiency as I 
understand. If there are any questions to be 
asked about it, the chairman of the joint com- 
mittee can answer them perhaps more defi- 
nitely, but thatis the way I understood it. The 
committee have incurred $27,845 or there- 
about of expenses which are unpaid, and they 
desire to have them paid as soon as possible. 

Mr. THURMAN. This statement makes 
the matter a little more serious, and I beg 
leave to call on my friend from Pennsylvania 
to know why-he ran us in debt without any 
authority. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr President, I will endeavor 
to answer my friend from Ohio on that sub- 
ject. The history of the financial condition 
‘of that committee is briefly this: the select 
committee of the Senate appointed for that 


purpose had an appropriation for the purpose į 


of defraying its expenses, and when the joint 
committee was raised the balance at the ser- 


vice of that committee was directed to bead ied | 
to the appropriation of $30,000 which was | 
made to defray the expenses of the joint com- || 
The committee proceeded with its | 


mittee. 
work, and the whole of that sum of $42,000 
was expended in the expense of bringing wit- 
nesses to Washington, paying stenographers, 
and paying the expenses of the committee. 
When the fund was exhausted the question 
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came up whether the inquiries should still be 
continued, as all the members of the commit- 
tee, I believe, without exception, were of opin- 
ion that the work allotted to the committee 
was not atall completed. When the question 
arose as to how the expenses of the committee 
were to be defrayed, it was ascertained that a 
clause in an appropriation bill passed at the 
close of the last session, placed a fund of 
$50,000 in the hands of the Department of 
Justice for the purpose of detecting and pun- 
ishing crime in the late insurrectionary States ; _ 
I do not remember the exact language, but that 
was the purport. The chairman of the com- 
mittee was directed to apply to the Attorney 
General to ascertain whether any portion of 
that fund could be placed at the service of 
the committee, and he did place at the service 
of the committee the sum of $12,500. 

With that sum the sub-committees were 
started, who went to the States of Georgia, 
Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi, and at 


| the same time a sub-committee continued to 


sit for a short time in this city. That sum of 
$12,500, or the larger portion of it, was ex- 
pended in the payment of witnesses, and in the 
payment of the expenses of the members of 
the sub-committees who visited the southern 
States, to the extent that it would pay them. 
The sum of $27,845 named in this bill embraces 
the whole amount so expended, including that 
sum of $12,500, which, as is stated in the com- 
munication laid before the House Committee 
where this bill originated, it was intended to 
reimburse to the Department of Justice. How- 
ever, the appropriation having been _properl 
made, I intended to state ien this will Cama 
into the Senate that as the House committee 
saw proper to make the appropriation only 
of what would cover that deficiency, instead of 
appropriating anything for the further prose- 
cution of the business of the joint committee, 
I would, instead of returning it to the Attorney 
General, ask that the whole expenses of the 
committee be audited by the Contingent Ex- 
pense Committee of the Senate, so that the 
chairman of the joint committee might not be 
charged with having control of any fund which 
does not come under proper inspection and 
auditing, the other expenses having been passed 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury, and by the 
financial clerk of the Senate, under the rules 
that have governed such appropriations. 

Now, if the Senator from Ohio desires 
me to go into particulars as to" how the ex- 
penditure has been made, I can only say that 
when it was the determination of the commit- 
tee to sit in Washington, a very large propor- 
tion of the expenses of the committee were 
incurred in bringing witnesses to the city of 
Washington, where the average expense of 
examining and keeping witnesses is of course 
very much larger than that of examining wit- 
nesses in the southern States. J'he next larg- 
est item probably is the item of stenographic 
reporting, and that is very large. The com- 
mittee saw proper in making compensation for 
that item to follow the standard already fixed 
by Congress, and to pay the stenographic re- 
porters at the same rate that the reporters for 
the Congressional Globe are paid, they having, 
as we conceived, fully as laborious work as 
those reporters. The amount, which does 
seem large in the statement that was laid 
before the House committee, will be accounted 
for when I state that the testimony already 
printed exceeds four thousand pages, and that 
when it is all printed it will exceed six thou- 
sand printed pages. 

I should be very glad to give my friend any 
information as to the details which enter into 
this expenditure if he desires it, and I am 
willing to give what information he wants. 1 
can only assure him that the only complaint 
that has been made by my fellow-members of 
the committee, and especially by the Demo- 
cratic portion of them, has been that wo were 
entirely too economical in managing the ex- 
penses of this committee. 


852 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 11 


Mr. THURMAN. I have so much faith and 
confidence—I say it without any affectation— 
in my friend from Pennsylvania, the chairman 
of the joint committee, that Iam quite willing 
that he shall audit the accounts, and 1 know 
that no expenses could pass without his draft 
or approval. Iam quite sure, therefore, the 
money has been expended honestly; I have 
no complaint about that. I have heard, how- 
ever, that the committee were greatly imposed 
on by witnesses who procured themselves to 
be brought here, and who were not worth the 
cost of subsistence after they got here. How 
that is I do not know; it is only common 
rumor. Butthat is not a matter that strikes 
me as being very interesting. 

We appropriated, if J understand the state- 
ment, when we passed the concurrent resolu- 
tion appointing this committee, $30,000. To 
that an appropriation that belonged to a Senate 
committee, amounting to $12,000, was added. 
That made $42,000. Now, I being something 
of a strict constructionist, would have supposed, 
if I had been on that committee, that when the 
means gave out my functions ceased, for I should 
not have thought of paying the expenses out 
of my own pocket. I am quite sure of that, 
eventif it had been a larger pocket than it is. I 
should therefore have thought that when the 
sinews of war gave out it was time to give up, 
and that the committee must stop and report 
the matter to Congress for its further action, 
for it to decide whether it would make any 
further appropriation. But it seems the com- 
mittee borrowed $12,000 from the Depart- 
ment of Justice. Where the Department of 
Justice got authority to lend the committee 
$12,000 I do not know. I did not know that 
the contingent fund of that Department could 
be properly applied to the uses of a special 
committee formed by the concurrent reso- 
lution of the two Houses, and for the defrayal 
of whose expenses the two Houses had made 
a specific appropriation. I should be inclined 
to think that the appropriation to the Depart- 
ment of Justice of a contingent fund was in- 
tended by Congress for a different purpose 
from that for which it had made a specific 
appropriation in the resolution forthe appoint- 
ment of this special committee; but, of course, 
all respect should be paid to the conclusions 
of the Department of Justice on any question 
of law; we are bound to presume that the 
head of that great Department understands 
some law; atid, therefore, I suppose we are 
bound to presume that he was satisfied that 
he had a right to take his contingent fund 
and lend it to this committee. J confess I do 
not see it. It strikes me asa very singular 
proceeding. I do not know why they might 
not have gone and borrowed the contingent 
fund of the Secretary of State, or of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, orof any other Depart- 
ment, as well as go and borrow the contingent 
fund of the Attorney General. 

But let that pass. We had $12.000 borrowed 
there. That makes $54,000, and that money 
has all gone, and we now have a deficiency bill. 
l should like as a matter of curiosity to know 
what appropriation we can make that is not 
followed by a deficiency bill. We all know 
that the deficiency bills are more numerous 
than the regular appropriation bills. We pass 
an appropriation bill for the Army. That is 
followed at the next session by one, two, three, | 
or four deficiency bills. We pass one for the 
Navy. That is followed by a similar number 
of deficiency bills; and soon through the whole | 
service of the country. in oiher words, we 


sion, an imposition upon the country. It says 
to the country when we pass our regular ap- 
propriation bills, * This shall be the amount 
of the expenses of the Government this year,” 
and the very next session the Appropriation 
Committee comes in with deficiency bill after 
deficiency bill amounting to millions of dol- 
lars. Why, sir, at the last session of the last 
Congress there were thirteen deficiency bills 
that passed this Senate and passed both 
branches of Congress; and now it appears we 
cannot even appoint a special committee of 
investigation with limited power, and make a 
specific appropriation of the amount of ex- 
penses that that committee shall incur, of as 
much money as we are willing to give it, but 
the committee must go and borrow money from 
one of the Departments, and the Committee 
on Appropriations must bring in a deficiency 
bill. I do not know what we shall have a 
deficiency bill about next. I do not know how 
small the subject may be upon which we make 
an appropriation, that we shall not have a 
deficiency bill. 

I make these remarks not for the purpose 
of voting against paying ourdebts. I am will- 
ing to pay the debt of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, although I do think he a little ex- 
ceeded his authority in borrowing the money 
and contracting the debt. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am somewhat relieved by 
the closing sentence of the Senator from Ohio, 
for I was a little uncertain whether he was 
opposed to the payment of the expenses of 
this committee, or only seeking this occasion 
to panit his opposition to all deficiency 

ills. 

So far as he has indicated any opposition to 
the payment of the expenses of this committee, 
that opposition seems to rest upon two grounds: 

First, that the committee may have been 
imposed upon by some witnesses. I can only 
state to the Senator from Ohio, and to the 
Senate generally, that the most arduous, and 
perhaps the most disagreeable duty that was 
imposed upon the chairman of the committee 
was to guard against that very imposition, and 
that upon both sides of the question, I may say ; 
for we found about as much human nature on 
one side of itas on the other when itcame to a 
desire to come b fore the committee for the 
purpose of being witnesses and having expenses 
paid to Washington. I do not wish to go into 
any details on that subject, but I will simply 
say that I rejected more applications of wit- 
nesses of that kind who came voluntarily to 
be examined than I granted, far more. 

The other point that the Senator makes is 
| that when the appropriation ran out we ought 
then to have stopped. There are a great many 
people in the southern States who would have 
| been glad if we had stopped just at that point ; 
| but from the revelations which were made be- 
| forethe committee up to that period we deemed 
| it our duty to goon. We deemed that we had 
hardly more than broken the surface of a con- 
i spiracy which demanded the attention of the 
| Government, and believing that, we proceeded, 
i and Í can only point to the results in the courts 
of justice, and ask the country whether the 
committee was not justified in going on and 
incurring this debt, when I state that billshave 
i been found against more than five hundred 
persons in the circuit court of South Carolina, 
and against more than four hundred in the cir- 
cuit court of North Carolina; and I think it 
is not too much to say that the results of the 
examination given to the officers of the law has 
stopped murder, whipping, and outrage, and 


pass bills and send them forth to the country 
making appropriations, and saying to thecoun: | 
try the sum of these bills will pay the expenses 
of the Government for this year, when they | 
are not at all the expenses of the Government, 
when they are far below the expenses of the 
Government, and Congress has hardly met at | 
the next session before deficiency bill after | 
deficiency bill is brought in. | 
The whole course of proceeding is a delu- | 


| taught those who disregarded the law that the 
| law was stronger than their conspiracy. That, 
sir, is the reason we did not stop; and although 
I do not wish to put the Senator from Ohio in 
the position of saying that his bill ought not to 
be paid because wedid not stop, I do not think 
‘that when the report is made and the testimony 
taken comes to be considered by the country 
there will be any objection to our not stopping 
at that point when it is seen what was done 


after that by the sub-committees who went into 
the southern States. 

Now, as to the strict construction of the 
question, I have already called the attention of 
+ the Senator to the fact that this was not what he 
terms the contingent fund of the Department 
of Justice, but it was a specific appropriation 
made for the purpose of detecting and punish 
ing crime iv those States. The Attorney Gen- 
eral believed that he was carrying out the 
purpose of that appropriation in placing the 
money in our hands, and although, as I have 
said, it was the intention to return it if this 
appropriation were made large enough, we do 


| not deem that there is any infraction of the law 


in applying it for that purpose; butasit is now 
made a deficiency bill solely, and the expenses 
of the committee will have to be paid—and 
I may say that a considerable amount of the 
unpaid portion of them isthe compensation due 


i to the members who went on those sub com- 


mittees—as that is the intention, we shall use 
it for the purposes of the committee, if it be 
made, and, as I have already said, ask that that 
portion of it be audited by the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I trust 
that the explanation is satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator, and that the bill will be passed without 
further opposition. 

Mr. THURMAN. It isentirely satisfactory 
in one aspect of the case, and entirely unsat- 
isfactory in another. The babit of a long life 
makes a lawyer apt to look at everything in a 
legal point of view. It has been said that the 
practice of the law tends to sharpen and narrow 
a man’s mind. It may beso; and that a law- 
yer cannot take a great consideration into view 
as he would do had he not been habituated to 
the law. 

My friend does not gainsay the proposition 
that this committee transcended its powers in 
spending money which it had no authority to 
spend, in obtaining money from the Depart- 
ment of Justice that it was not authorized to 
obtain, for no matter what the Department of 
Justice was authorized to do with that money, 
the amount of money that this committee was 
authorized to spend was fixed by a special 
one een of Congress for that purpose. 

ut my friend says there were great abuses 
to examine into, and great good has resulted 
from that examination. That reminds me of 
an incident I happened once to witness in 
court, in which a man complained bitterly that 
he had been indicted for assault and battery. 
He was asked, ‘‘ Did you not commit the as- 
sault and battery?’ He replied, ‘Certainly 
I did, but I ought not to be indicted for it; the 
fellow I whipped was such a mean fellow.” 
[Laughter.] And so in this case my friend 
says, ‘It is true the committee transcended 
the powers which were vested in it, it expended 
money it had no authority to expend, it ran 
into debt when it had no right to do it, but 
these fellows we were after were such mean 
fellows, and therefore it is all right and proper, 
although we expended more money than we 
were authorized to expend, and contracted ^ 
debts which Congress never authorized us to 
contract.” 

Ido not undertake to go into the question 
now of what good or what evil has resulted 
from this investigation. Iam perfectly wiil- 
ing, for this argument, to admit all that my 
friend has said, and said so eloquently, as to 
the benefits that have resulted from this invest- 
igation ; but I do say it is of very evil example 
for a committee of this body to go beyond the 
appropriation which Congress hag made for its 
use and then to come in with a deficiency bill. 
I do say that not only in strict law, but accord 
ing to any law, their duty was, when the appre- 
priation was expended, to report the fact to 
Congress, and let Congress decide, not the 
committee, whether to make a further appro- 
priation to proceed with that investigation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Iwill make a 
remark or two in reply to what fell from the 
honorable chairman of this committee. He 
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speaks of the happy results of the operations of 
this committee, as shown in the courts of South 
Carolina and North Carolina. Now, sir, I 
attribute all the evil and all the social disorder 


that have disturbed and cursed the southern | 


States, to the interference of the Federal Gov- 
ernment in their domestic State governments, 
About the close of the year 1865, when those 
States were invoked by the President of the 
United States andthe Federal authorities to 
-rehabilitate their governments, and when they 

roceeded to that work by calling conventions, 
by abolishing slavery, by repudiating the prin- 
ciple of secession, and also the debts created 
by them to support the rebellion, those States 
were in a condition of comparative security, 
peace, and order, and all that was needful 
to enable them to occupy that position and 
to go on in improvement until they rein- 
stated perfect order and security, was that they 
should be left to their own right of self-govern 
ment. Sir, there never has been a truer and 
a more serious struggle between an alien gov- 
ernment and a self-government of a people 
than has been maintained in those States 
between the authorities of the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the people of those respective 
States. 

It is this attempt upon the part. of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to usurp in the 
southern States all the powers of the State 
government, which belong to the people by 
our system and by its great principles, that bas 
introduced those disorders to which the hon- 
orable Senator from Pennsylvania has referred 
in his remarks, and which he says have been 
so happily suppressed by the advent of this 
committee into the southern States, and the 
consequent prosecutions that have taken place 
in the courts subsequent to its investigations. 
Sir, all those scenes of confusion, of disorder, 
of anarchy, of oppression in the southern States 
are the legitimate fruits of the interference and 
the usurpations of the General Government 


with the power of self-government as it apper-- 


tained to the people of those States. It may 
have resulted for the time by congressional 
legislation and the reconstruction acts, and 
by the sending of the military power of the 
Government, in the seeming repression and 
correction of those disorders, but it is only 
seeming and delusive. No people that deserve 
the right of self-government are going to sub- 
mit to such a condition of things. Ifthey do, 
they are not only unworthy, but unfit and 
incompetent to the task of self government. 

These disorders will break forth as long as 
this interference with the right of the people 
of the southern States to self-government is 
continued by the Federal authorities. The way 
to correct them, to give them peace, is to allow 
the people of the southern States to have their 
own inherent, inalienable, and indestructible 
right of self{goyernment. Throw them upon 
their own rights and upon their own responsi- 
bilities. Who has so much interest to have 
peace and order and security in the govern- 
ment of those States as the people themselves? 
And when they are left to the exercise of their 
own rights undisturbed, uninterfered with by 
the power of the General Government, they 
will soon rectify these disorders, they will soon 
come to a state of peaceful government, of 

rotection of personal rights and of property. 
Bat this condition of things can never be re- 
estat lished while there is this continual inter- 
ference with and supervision of the right of 
the people of the southern States to self-gov- 
ernment by the General Government. 

Sir, if there had been no reconstruction 
acts there would have been peace and order 
and harmony and good feeling in the southern 
States among the people themselves and to- 
ward the General Government. But it was 
not intended that this happy state of things 
should have come about. It wasto defeat it, 
to prevent it, and produce confusion and dis- 
order and violence, such as would authorize 
the interference of the strong arm of the Gen- 
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eral Government by the military power, that 
that state of things which so happily existed 
in 1865 was not permitted to proceed to its 
farther consummation. 

Sir, we are getting up too many of these 
roving committees ; they are becoming expen- 
sive, troublesome; they do no good, or the 
amount of good they do is inconsiderable 
compared with the amount of evil. 
to stop that policy. You ought to allow the 
people of the southern States to have the 
same rights which the people of all the other 
States have, the right of self-government, of 
protecting their own government, of attending 
to their own affairs and their own interests, 
and of administering them; and until that is 
done the idea of peace and order and har- 
mony in the southern States is all delusive. 

You may repress these disorders by the mili- 
tary heel. Thestrong arm of the power of the 
United States Government, as administered by 
military force, may produce this repression of 
disorder, this seeming promise of tranquillity 
and peace; but it will all be delusive. The 
only mode of bringing about a permanent and 
peaceable corréctive is to let the people of the 
southern States have, uninterrupted by the 
General Government, their own right of self- 
government; and whenever that principle is 
acknowledged, and is honestly acted upon by 
the authorities of the United States, we shall 
soon have recurring peace and harmony there. 

Mr.SCOTT. Mr. President, when a theory 
is started, a single fact is worth a world of 
words in argument about it. I do not propose 
to follow my friend from Kentucky in an argu- 
ment about his theory, that all these disorders 
have followed from the reconstruction acts; 
but Kentucky I believe has not been under the 
reconstruction acts, and the fact to which I wish 
to refer my friend lies in the very large number 
of communications from his own State of Ken- 
tucky, complaining of the very violence and 
disorder from the Ku Klux organization in that 
unreconstructed State which prevails in the 
other southern States that were the subject of 
reconstruction. Ishall be glad to furnish them 
to my friend for his reading, as he is industrious 
on that subject. I shall turn over that fact 
against his theory. I hope the bill will pass 
before the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 hope we shall have a 
vote on this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I will make a 
single remark in reply to my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania. He seems to think that Ku 
Klux disorders abound very much in the State 
of Kentucky. In that he is mistaken ; and his 
informers, if they tell him differently from my 
statement, do not tell him the truth. There 
have been a very few cases of such disorders 
in Kentucky ; and a great many of those that 
have arisen there have arisen from the officious 
and needless interference of persons in the 
employment of the General Government in the 
affairs of the people of that State, and without 
that interference the cases of which my honor- 
able friend has been informed would have been 
much fewer than they have been. I will say 
farther that the officers and employés of the 
United States Government, asa general rule, 
in the State of Kentucky fill their offices for 
spoils and plunder. Their object is not tocor- 
rect disorders and abuses, and not to have obe- 
dience to law, but to multiply. the violations 
of it, that they may be made the occasions of 
permitting these men to fill their pockets with 
official or semi-official spoils. 


You ought | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 


Kentucky will please suspend his remarks. 
The Chair dislikes to check the Senator at 
this point, but the morning hour has expired 
and the unfinished business of yesterday is now 


H 


before the Senate, being the bill (S. No. 76) to | 
facilitate commerce between the United States | 


and China, Japan, and the countries of Asia. 
Mr. DAVIS. of Kentucky. Ihave no more 


to say. ; 
Mr, SAWYER. I ask that the morning} 
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hour be extended one moment, that we may 
take the vote on this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Kentucky is still on the floor. 

Mr. SAWYER. He says he has finished. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Ihave no objec- 
tion to the vote being taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina asks that the unfinished 
business be passed over informally, in order 
that a vote may be reached on the bill which 
has been under discussion. If there is no 
objection, that course will be pursued. House 
bill No. 484 is still before the Senate as in 
Committée of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ibope not. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio is not perhaps aware that my 
colleague [Mr. Logan] gave notice a day or 
two since thathe desired to call up a bill to-mor- 
row and make some remarks on it. I hope the 
Senate will not adjourn over. 

Mr. TILURMAN. I understand that he says 
it makes no difference to him ; he is willing to 
postpone his remarks until next week; he 
would as soon make them then as to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then, if the Senate 
thinks proper to adjourn over, I have nothing 
to say about it. I was not aware that my col- 
league had been consulted in regard to it. 

Mr. THURMAN. He was consulted about. 
it. I think we shall save time by adjourning 
over this week. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question,is 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ASIATIC COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business is now before the Senate, being the 
bill (S. No. 76) to facilitate commerce between 
the United States and China, Japan, and the 
countries of Asia. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Oregon who 
has charge of the unfinished business, [Mr. 
Corsert, | is unable to be in his seat this morn- 
ing owing to other engagements, and requests 
me to move that that bill be made the special 
order for Wednesday next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam willing it should be 
postponed, but L hope it will not be made a 
special order. That is a bill to incorporate a 
private company for purposes of trade. It is 
a thing we have never done. I hope we shail 
not make a special order of such a bill as that 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now before 
the Senate, and the question is, what shall be 
done with it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall post- 
pone it. Is the motion to postpone and make. 
the bill a special order divisible? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. The post- 
ponement can be effected by a majority, but 
the making of a bill a special order requires 4 
two-thirds vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask, then, for a divis- 
ion, so as to vote on postponing it without 
making it a special order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to state, on behalf 
of the Senator from Oregon, who is absent, 


| that he has a special interest in this bill, and 1 


call the attention of the Senator from Illinois 
to the fact that with the special orders already 
fixed itis highly probable that this bill will go 
over much beyond Wednesday, even if it be 
made a special order for that day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope it will not be 
made a special order at all. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I rise to make 
a suggestion. {f this bill goes on the table, it 
may be taken up at any time, | suppose? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. By a majority 


vote. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then I move 
that it lie on the table, and it will be within ; 
the reach of the Senator from Oregon when- 
ever he can get a majority of the Senate to 
move to proceed to its consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
motion to postpone, the Senator from Maine 
makes a motion of higher privilege, which is 
to lay the bill on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will receive the morning 
pusiness and call for bills and joint resolutions. 

Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
456) increasing the pension of Joseph Burn- 
ham; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 457) to authorize the West Wisconsin Rail- 
way Company to keep up and maintain a bridge 
for railway purposes across Lake St. Croix, 
at the city of Hudson, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 458) 
to provide for the segregation of the public 
lands of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
459) defining the rights of persons settling 
upon the public lands; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 460) to abolish the coinage charge in the 
mints of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIO BUILDINGS AT SAN FRANCISCO, 


Mr. COLE submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of erecting asuitable building onthe vacant 
portion of the custom-house grounds, in San Fran- 
cisco, for the use of the Federal officers in that city 
who are now occupying rented tenements, and that 
they be directed to report by bill or otherwise. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, communicating, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 19th of 
December last, correspondence relating to the 
subject of international coinage; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate the following communication: 

Wasurneton, D.C., April 19, 1871. 

The undersigned being authorized and directed by 
the second section of the act of Congress, approved 
2th May, 1870, to ascertain and settle upon princi- 
ples of justice, a fair and just compensation for the 
uso of the Corcoran Art Building and grounds, sit- 
uated at the corner of Pennsylvania avenue and | 
Seventeenth street, inthe city of Washington, while 
the same wero occupied by the United States for the 


public service, hereby award the sum of $125,000 for 


the use by the United States of said building and 


grounds. 
WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. | 
HAMILTON FISH, 
Secretary of State. 
The communication was referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered | 


| Baker be taken from the fil 


to be printed, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. FERRY, of Michigans, it 
was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Timothy 

es of the Senate and 

referred to the Committee on Post Odices and Post 
oads. 


On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. E. B. McCormick be, and she 
hereby is, authorized to withdraw the papers in her 
claim now on file before the Committee of Claims of 
the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, 
it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Charles 
and H. W. Spencer be taken from the files of the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 
Ordered, That Donnelly and Egan have leave to 
withdraw their papers from the files of the Senate. 


ONE TERM FOR PRESIDENT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Theregular morn- 


ing business seems to have concluded. The 
Senator from New York gave notice of his 
desire to call up a joint resolution to-day for 
the purpose of submitting remarks upon it. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Task that theresolution 
to which I referred be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
New York moves. that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 4) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, confining the 
President to one term. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 4) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
confining the President to one term, was rea 
the second time, and considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, we have 
entered an era of reform—a change has been 
made in the civil service. It will, I trust, be 
realand useful. It will be vain if it does not 
cure the chief evils it is meant to remedy. 
Place-hunting, is one of the great industries of 
the nation—it is almost a mania. Public em- 
ployment is set above private occupation, and 
this, though for the honest and the competent, 
public employment is the poorest field of A mer- 
ican exertion., Public agents and representa- 
tives have been hindered in their duties, and 
their time taxed by applicants for office. In 
this way their usefulness has been impaired, 
and they have been much belied, too, by those 
who cannot understand that any man or any- 
thing is honest, and who feel robbed whenever 
an appointment is made without, in some way, 
paying toll to them. 

The President has been made the object of 
gross assault, because he would not yield to 
demands sometimes sordid and vile, touching 
patronage; and the purest public adminis- 
trator has been exposed to suspicion of abus- 
ing the appointing power for personal ends. 
‘These evils, among others, have cursed the 
public service, and the proposed change isnot 
worth trying unless it goes far to uproot them. 
The very first step in the new plan, isto divorce 
appointments from patronage and favoritism. 
The head and front of the change, is to make 
the bestowal of place no longer hinge on the 
will of the appointing power. In other words, 
we are about to try the withdrawal of political 
patronage, from politics. The first effect, and 
chief merit claimed for this, is that nomina- 
tions and elections by the people, will not be 
helped or hurt by hopes or fears of the gain or 
loss of place. 

In the presence of this transition, and facing 
it on the threshold, a motion is made toamend 
the Constitution so as to forbid reélections to 
the Presidency. Weare told that the amend- 
ment belongs to the reform—that without the 
amendment, the reform is nothing. The amend- 


i| ment is designed to do away with an alleged 


wrong of the old system of appointments, and 
we are told that in dismissing the old system 
itself, and foundinga new and different system, 
we must also change the Constitution, in order 
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to get rid of a peril io which the old system was 
open, but which the new system is specially 
designed to remove. i 

Under usages and regulations of the past, 
the President, it is said, might aid his reélec- 
tion by the bad use of patronage—this is the 


| argument; and now, when we are in the act 


of shutting out, or fencing in, patronage, so 
that it cannot be thus used, we are asked to 
say tliat the President never shall be reëlected 
at all. 

We arc in the act of providing that Presi- 
dents shall not be reélected hy bad means, and 
we are told that as part of the same act we 
must provide that Presidents shall not be re- 
elected by good means. 

We are in the act of rooting out the great 
alleged evil of reéligibility to second presi- 
dential terms, when we are told that we must 
not leave reéligibility standing in the Consti- 


| tution, even after its alleged evil has been taken 


away. 

We are about stripping a thing of the one 
standing objection to it, and we are told that 
the thing itself must not exist after the objec- 
tion is gone. 

This seems veryodd. A common mind sees 
it all the other way. 

To me, the two things seem not only distinct, 
but opposite. They seem not to belong to- 
gether at all. They seem to contradict each 
other. If we were engaged in preserving the 
old system of appointments, I could see the 
fitness and the use of removing dangers, real 
or supposed, belonging to that system. But 
when weare bringing ina newsystem, Ido not 
see the need of a constitutional anathema 
aimed at departing evils. 

Abuses banished with the old system, and 
superseded and prevented by the new, would 
seem not to require further action, certainly 
not to require action warring on reason in other 
respects. 

It may be urged that in spite of the change 
just begun, a remnant of patronage will still 
remain. This is true; but to deny that the 
new measures will shield the great body of the 
public service, is to discredit aud desert reform 
in advance, and to brand it as a failure. 

Again, it seems like a blow in the face of 
civil service reform to eject or exclude a man 
from office merely because he has held it four 
years. ‘‘Removalsonly for cause ;’’ “ tenures 
depending on good behavior;’’ ‘retaining in 
place those who do their duty’’—these are the 
trite and favorite catch-words of civil service 
reform. Yet here comes ascheme, to fix a con- 
stitutional bar sinister upon an officer, because 
he has been an officer four years, and because 
he has won such public confidence that you 
can get rid of him only by imposing a legal 
disability. 

For these reasons, omitting others, the pro- 
posed alteration of the Constitution seems 
quite uncalled for now. It seéms so uncalled 
tor that we pause to ask why it is here. 

A presidential canvass is upon us, and the 
dominant party is likely to support for reélec- 
tion the present Chief Magistrate. Does this 
fact throw any light upon the portentous pre- 
amble, and the solemn resolution before us? 

He must be blind, indeed, who does not see 
in this proposed amendment, a device, a make- 
weight, an expedient, to affect the reélection 
of President Grant. 

Ostrich-like, it buries its head, but ostrich- 
like, itis big with exposure. It wears a vail 
of preamble and a fig-leaf of benevolent post- 
ponement. It tries to hide its real self under 
the words: 

“This amendment shall not take effect until after 
the 4th of March, 1873.” 

Our attention was especially called to these 
words. Whats are they for? Why are they 
They pretend to give us respite, or 


One falls into reverie while considering 
wheiher most to admire the guilelessness or 
the skill, the ingenuousness or the ingenuity, 
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which contrived such a mercy for the present. 
No ordinary forecast descried the need of 
these deferring werds. No common anxiety to 


abstain from thrusting at the present Exec- | 


utive, strove thus to trip the flying feet of a 
constitutional amendment. One only usually 
cautious, would never have gone to such con- 
siderate pains. The national convention will 
occur in less than half a year, and the election 
in ten months, and most men, in their loose 
and careless habit, would not have stopped to 
think that a constitutional amendment which 
has made no progress in half a century, might 
suddenly escape from Congress now, and whirl 
through the Legislatures of three quarters of 
all the States, within so short a time. 

Without such saving words, however, we 
might bave been cast in a pit. Spreading like 
fire on a prairie,a furor for the amendment 
might have swept the country, and when the 
convention was ready to nominate, and the 
people to elect, the candidate might have been 
found constitutionally dead. 

Thanks to the forethought of its distinguished 
mover, the amendment is iron-clad against 
such a catastrophe. So far, all is well, but 
only so far. In spite of all this, in spite of the 
care of the scribe, in spite of the insight of 
the statesman, and the foresight of the prophet, 
it is an electioneering document still. This 
was unavoidable, if it was to be brought up be- 
fore the election. The pith of the measure, 
was the ‘one-term principle.’’ That, could 
not be left out, or covered up. There was the 
rub, and there was the electioneering efficacy 
also. Jfthe American people in Cougress as- 
sembled, and in their respective States, now 
pronounce for the one-term dogma, how can 
they stultify themselves, and straightway tram- 
ple on the dogma, by electing a President for 
asecond term? Such will be the logic when 
the time comes. In spite, therefore, of the 
thoughtful provision that the amendment shall 
not take effect before the people can turn 
round, it does after all take full etfect upon the 
present canvass. Indeed it is almost a pity 
that the postponing clause was put in at all— 
it only rouses suspicion that it was inserted 
just to throw dust in the people’s eyes, and 
impose on somebody. Worldly minds will 
believe that gravely putting off the time when 
the amendment shall take effect, till after a 
date, before which no one could expect a wise 
amendment. to be ratified, was only a sly way 
to rid the affair of the apnearance of person- 
ality, in order to gain for it a more unsuspect- 
ing hearing. 

Worldly minds will reason that if the real 
object was to produce no effect on the ap- 
proaching election, but only on subsequent 
elections, the whole purpose would have been 
attained by deferring the introduction of the 
amendment till the next session of Congress. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has been 
elected and reélected three times in succes- 
sion to the Senate, for six years each time. 
During his repeated terms, there has been but 
one occasion, before this, when the proposi- 
tion he now brings forward, could not have 
been considered on its merits, without even 
the appearance of being aimed at any individ- 


ual. 

When Mr. Lincoln’s second nomination was 
approaching, such a proposition, had that time 
been selected for it, would no doubt have been 
regarded asa thrust at him. Excepting that 
one occasion, a year could hardly be found 


during the las: thirty-nine years, when the į 


proposition might not lave been canvassed 
without reflecting upon anyone. From Jack- 
son to Lincoln, neither party, except in one 
case, has renomiuated a President, or seriously 
thought of doing so. 

Such an innovation, could have been can- 
vagsed without personality during the present 


Administration, at any time before antagon- | 


isms cropped out, and before public sentiment 
had ripened in favor of conferring a second 
term upon the present Executive. But it has 


been held back, and now, having been heralded 
for weeks in newpapers, and called ‘‘the big 
gun’’ of the Senator, it is brought into a polit- 
ical canvass. The fact that it is so brought, 
implies that urgent reasons prompt it. 
designed to carry to the country the idea that 
special objections to a reélection, objections 
new and urgent, exist in the present case? Is 
it meant to create the impression that patron- 
age has been specially prostituted of late, or is 
it deemed necessary to resort to means so 
unusual, to defeat a candidate who cannot be 
defeated otherwise? 

The country will construe the proceeding 
with unerring discernment. 

The advocates of the candidate at whom this 
bow is bended, will derive encouragement from 
it. Desperate cases, require desperate reme- 
dies, and heroic treatment. 

After all the depths and shoals of calumny 
have been sounded, after falsehood and vul- 
garity have been poured out till grossness itself 
is sated, after every weapon in the poisoned 
armory of rancor has been plied, after the re- 
sources of civilized and of savage warfare have 
been exhausted, what must be the hold of a 
candidate on the affections and respect of his 
countrymen, when the last chance of his over- 
throw is by constitutional amendment ! 

He is not the first magistrate who has un- 
dergone persecution, in which hatred, jeal- 
ousy, and baffled intrigue, have mingled their 
gall in bitter cruelty. The penalties he pays, 
have been paid by the fearless and the upright 
who have gone before him, and paid, as he 
pays them, for vindicating the independence 
and purity of his great office. 

Injustice is heaped on him, and on those 
who sustain him. To espouse him, is to incur 
the vengeance and the libels of the most viru- 
lent newspapers in the land. 

Presses and demagogues vie with each other 
in assaults upon him, but this is the old story, 
and he is secure, as no predecessor for forty 
years has been secure, against detraction and 
defeat. 

Forty years ago, Senate and country rang 
with a higher din than we hear. Then, as 
now, a reélection was pending, and the Presi- 
dent was the object of attack. ‘Then, as now, 
both parties furnished the assailants. Then, 
as now, bitterness and injustice ruled the hour. 
Then giants dealt the blows, and stout were 
the bosses of his buckler who could stand 
against them. ‘Then, as now, the waves of 
party and of faction dashed against a soldier 
and a patriot, but the people believed in Jack- 
son, and the waves were shivered into spray. 

Mr. Lincoln’s administration, also, met with 
foul denunciation, and envenomed defection. 
Who has forgotten the attitude then, of men 
and presses who assail the President now? But 
the man assailed, was again one in whom the 
people believed, and editors, politicians, and 
Senators, were alike impotent. 

Compare the third year of Mr. Lincoln’s 
administration, with the third year now; com- 
pare General Jackson’s third year, with this; 
compare the third year of any administration 
since Washington’s, and in strength with the 
people, in usefulness and good results, in just 
deserts, and in the certainty of its approval by 
the nation, this century has seen no adminis- 
tration so impregnable as this. Yet. this time 
is chosen to launch an amendment to handcuff 
the people in chosing whom they please for 
President. 

I bave been speaking of time and occasion. 
I would say something, also, of the merits of 
this measure without regard to time. There 
is food for thought in what it omits, as much 
as in what it proposes. It is not less suggest- 
ive where it is silent, than where it speaks. 

It is a scheme to fetter the people perma- 
nently in their free choice of a single officer 
only, and that officer the only one, save the 
Vice President, upou whose choice the whole 


people act. Before we come tothe wisdom of 
| this, something may be said of the propriety of 


Is it | 


Congress suggesting it, and suggesting nothing 
more. 

It is not proposed to say of Senators or Rep- 
resentatives that they shall not be chosen a 
second time. On the contrary, Senators and 
Representatives, while holding fast to their 
own reéligibility, are to invite the people to 
disqualify somebody else, and that somebody, 
the man who may block the way to the one 
elevation to whick Senators and Representa- 
tives are thought to aspire. 

The awkwardness of this, if it be awkward, 
should not deter Congress from proposing an 
amendment, if there were no other way to get 
it before the country. But there is another 
way. Two origins Dr constitutional amend- 
ments are provided. They may be initiated by 
Congress, but they need not be. Here are the 
words of article five of the Constitution of the 
United States: 

“Tho Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shali deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to this Constitution.” 

Here is one way; but there is another, as 
follows: 

“Or, on the application of the Legislaturos of two 
thirds of the States, shall call a convention for pro~ 
posing amendments.” 

In view of this alternative provision, vesting 
in the State Legislatures, equally with Con- 
gress, power and discretion in this behalf, it 
would seem that Congress is not the appropri- 
ate sponsor of an amendment, sparing Senators 
and Representatives, but hitting the President. 

Such an amendment, proceeding trom the’ 
States, would have a certain fitness and deco- 
rum, which cannot be imparted to it by those 
who cling to their own privilege of reélec- 
tion, and who may themselves be presidential 
aspirants, 

If we think the subject of second terms 
of office, needs overhauling, if we ‘deem it 
necessary,’’ in the words of the Constitution, 
to propose amendments with that view, let us 
turn our thoughts inwardly. Let us try to see 
ourselyes as others see us. 

Do not Senators, as well as Presidents, 
need to be delivered from temptation? May 
not Senators, as well as Presidents, be 
tempted to scheme, and intrigue, and play the 
demagogue, and defame other depariments of 
the Government, and neglect their duties, and 
employ patronage, and cven worse means, all 
to secure a reélection, or, a still higher place? 

Have not the aspirations of Senators to the 
Presidency, been fruitful sources of mischief 
at other stages in our history ? 

Have not passionate discords, unseemly 
contentions, cruel enmities, pernicious dis- 
turbances, and bad legislation, grown out of 
the ambition of members of one or the other 
House of Congress ? 

The worst broils in our politics, have fes- 
tered in Congress, and who does not know 
their cause? 

Think of the wrong, the injustice, the false 
accusations and suspicions, the bad passions, 
the abuse of public interest, the needless, 
hurtful agitations, which would not have been, 
if Senators and Representatives could nover 
have been candidates for the Presidency, or 
candidates for reélection. 

History speaks no uncertain voice in this 
respect; and yet the Senate has been weil 
said to be the altar, not the staircase of 
presidential hopes. Hecatombs of candidates 
have been offered up here, but none bavo 
gone hence to the presidential chair. I call 
the attention of friends around me to this 
fact. 

It is long since a man who said ‘‘ nigger” 
could be elected President; it is much longer 
since a Senator could be elected President. 
Of all who have tried it, I think not one ever 
yet performed the feat of passing from this 
Chamber to the chair of State. Men have 
achieved nominations while in the Senate, like 
Clay, Cass, aud Douglas, but never an elec- 
tion. The Constitution has not been in the 
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way; the trouble has been with the power 
behind and above the Constitution, the peo- 
ple. I-warn my friends from Nevada, Ver- 
mont, and Rhode Island that they must 
renoince the Senate and all its works, if they 
wish to'be Presidents. Their staying, will not 
prejudice them with me—I shall vote for them 
all. the game; but there is a hot-house air in 
the Senate which breeds candidates for the 
Presidency, but makes them past bearing, and 
kills them off before they get their growth. 

The Senate breeds unhealthy candidates for 
the Presidency, but it breeds many lusty suc- 
cessful candidates for reélection to the Senate. 
Unless we amend the Constitution and prevent 
it, the time may come, when scheming candi- 
dates will be breeded, candidates who would 
use legislation, who would clutch at anything, 
and stick at nothing, to reélect themselves. 
Let us lay these things to heart, and not forget 
ourselves when casting about among the perils 
of second terms.. The term of Senators is six 
years—that of the President, butfour. A Sen- 
ator renders account to the Legislature of but 
asingle State, the President answers to the 
whole people. The Executive chair holds but 
one person—when vacated, no experience re- 
mains theretoaidthenewcomer. The Senate, 
on the other band, bas many members, of whom 
only one third go out at a time, and thus every 
new comer finds two thirds of the body already 
versed in itsaflairs. Ifit be saidthat Senators 
and Representatives have not the appointing 
power, and that therein their case is unlike 
the President’s, I answer that the distinction 
is without solid difference. Senators act upon 
nominations by the President, and Senators 
and Representatives, in respect of their States 
or districts, have a direct part in selections for 
office. 

These considerations find no place in the 
resolution now before us. Let us see what 
does find a place there. The project is, to pro- 

ose to the people to imbed in the fundamental 
fae beyond their reach, except by backward 
constitutional amendment, a veto and edict 
against themselves. The scheme is to narrow 
the cirele from which the people may choose 
their Chief Magistrate. It is proposed to strike 
certain names from the list from which the 
President may be taken. Whom is it proposed 
to strike off? Is it proposed to disqualify those 
who, from incapacity, ignorance, vice, treason, 
or alliance with foreign Powers or public ene- 
mies, would disgrace the Presidency or endan- 
ger the country? Not at all, If it were so 

roposed, the measure would beat Jeast harm- 

ess. [t might, to be sure, be deemed areflection 
‘on popular virtue and intelligence to presume 
that the majority would ever pick out for chief 
ruler, aman of known gross unfitness. It might 
be said too that if the rule of a majority be safe 
or tolerable at all, it can be trusted upon sucha 
question, and it might be added that if one 
office needs the shield of the Constitution to 
protect it from the errors of the people, other 
offices should be sheltered also. 

But the measure before us is not leveled 
at the unfit, nor at the doubtful, but at those 
most fit, and most approved. Its aim and 
object is to exclude demonstrated fitness. 
It visits only tried capacity. 

ïn the name of civil service reforin, we are 
asked to advise the nation to tie its hands 
against ever availing itself of the services of 
that citizen, who, having once been chosen 


President, has acquitted himself so well as to | 


prove the wisdom of his choice, and to con- 
vince his countrymen that he is still the best 
and safest guardian of the trust. 

We are to disable nobody but the one man, 
who, from time to. time, may by actual trial be 
found most capable and acceptable. 

What would be thought of such a suggestion 
applied to the common affairs of life? 

Yet this is the meaning and effect of the 
amendment. It must be idle and. inoperative 
as to all Presidents who do not specially com- 
mend themselves to the people. Itcould bea 


bar only to those who must be crippled by law 
to prevent their reaching the Presidency again. 

ft is a disability to be imposed on the people. 
It abridges the nation’s right to choose whom 
it will for President; it does more, it seeks out 
the particular man, the people would choose, 
and says they shall not choose him. It seeks 
outnoman whom the people would not choose ; 
jt could never, even by accident, hit any man 
whom the people would not choose; its whole 
scope isto compel those to be left, who otherwise 
would be taken. For madmen, such shackles 
might be fit; they might do for children, but 


| it seems odd to try to put them on a free 


people fit to govern themselves. When people, 
or States, hold out their hands and ask Con- 
gress to put such manacles on them, the work 
will go more bravely on. 

Weare reminded that a political party, now 
no more, declared in favor of electing its candi- 
dates but once. This was a resolution in a 
party platform, made for a campaign. A rev- 
enue or a protective tariff, a national bank, a 
sub-Treasury, the annexation of Texas, have 
also from time to time appeared on the eddy- 
ing currents of party waves. Who ever thought 
of petrifying suck things in the Constitution? 
Party platforms, and party measures, are fleet- 
ing and changing; political parties themselves 
dissolve; but the Constitution remains. 

Weare referred to the iils said to come from 
the President being eligible to a second term. 
There are ills no doubt. It is the infirmity of 
earthy existence, that ingredients ofevil mingle 
in everything. That evil can be found ina 
method or a process, proves little or nothing. 
The practical question is, can it be improved ; 
and if not, is there so much good in it that it 
should be preserved despite the evil it may 
have? 

Let us try the present question in this way. 
One argument is that the President will exert 
himself, and devote his time during his first 
term,to be reélected, and therefore it should be 
made impossible for him to be reélected. One 
criticism upon this argument, is, that it is no 
more true, relatively, of the one office at which 
itis aimed, than of others, and yet its appli- 
cation to other offices is denied. But there is 
an answer to the argument. The President 
will exert himself to be chosen a second time. 
How will he exert himself? Will he exert 
himself by neglecting and violating his duty? 
Why should he? Does the road to public favor, 
lie in the direction of faithlessness in public 
trust? He is seen of all men, friends and 
foes; his acts and omissions, are under the 
lenses of perpetual and hostile scrutiny. What, 
then, would seem to be his politie course, liit- 
ing no higher the motives of a Chief Magistrate 


| emulous to continue in his place? 


‘¢ Corruption wins not more than honesty.” 
One would think that ambition to be re- 
chosen, and the possibility of gratifying it, 
would be a high incentive, prompting lofty and 
commanding exertion. The surest way to be 
President again, is to be the best President. If 
this is so, how can the wish to exalt himseif 
in public estimation, depress his standard of 
acticn? How can it fail to be a spur to good 
endeavor? The truth of this argument lies 
deep iu every human heart. Every soldier in 
the battle of life feels it. Be he lawyer, doc- 
tor, mechanic, or President, every man knows 
that doing well for those who employ him, is 
the passport to confidence and promotion. 

The Christian scheme, human jurisprudence, 
and all doctrines of rewards and punishments, 
rest upon the truth that men are encouraged 
in good, and deterred from evil, by making their 
fate contingent on their conduct,and on the 
approval of the intelligence by which they are 
to be judged. 

This one consideration, outweighed in the 
old constitutional Convention, all the objec- 
tions to a second term. lt ought certainly 
to suggest a doubt whether the incentive 
afforded by the hope of re@lection, has more 
of evil than of good. 
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|! second terms. 


ithe work, and thinking and dreamin 


Tt is said again, that patronage will be wield- 
ed by Presidents to secure their reélection. 


! There is less force in this now than heretofore, 


because of the incoming change in the civil 
service; but some patronage willremain, and 
that may beused unfairly. Let us examine this. 
Are not the people to be trusted to find out 
the dishonest use of patronage, and to rebuke 
Is it not better to trust that those guilty 
of bad practices, will be detected, than to con- 
demn in advance with one swoop all Presi- 
dents, goodand bad alike? Why not trust in 
the popular intelligence and honesty, and let 
each President be tried on his own merits, in- 
stead of deciding all cases alike before trial? 
Beside, can you prevent a man’s intriguing, 
by saying’that there is one thing he cannot 
reach? If the Executive cannot exert his 
ower for himself in one respect, does it fol 
ow that he will not exert it for somebody else, 
or for himself in some other respect? 
Would no one term President, ever wish to 


| be General of the armies, or Admiral of the 


Navy, or Chief Justice, or Senator, afterward’ 
Ex-Presideots have wanted lesser places; ex 
Presidents have been Representatives, and 
justices of the peace. What is to prevent 
intrigues and’ schemes, with such an amend- 
ment? It would invite combinations. No 
one could be chosen more than once himself, 
but each could wield his influence for the 


| friend who bad aided to bring about his elec 


tion, with a promise perhaps of the succession. 
Each could connive with the successor who 


/ would reward friends, punish enemies, per- 


petuate policies, and make appointments, in 
the interest of the outgoing incumbent, and 
thus a new web of sordid motives would be 
woven intoour system. In many of the States, 
sheriffs are by law ineligible to immediate 
Who does not know the con- 
certed action, and evasions, to which this leads, 
and the ease with which sheriffs exert as much 
influence in selecting their successors, as if 


| they were themselves in the field, applicants 


for reélection. Leave Presidents to election- 
eer for themselves, and they will be watched; 
but set them at work with a hidden hand for 
we know not who or what, and how would 
the pubiic eye know where to turn, or who to 
watch ? 

I have been assuming, for the sake of the 
argument, that patronage is the potent engine 
of advantage which some seem to deem it. 
But I take issue with the whole theory that 
political patronage makes men or parties s! rong. 
lt does not. I have jor years been convinced, 
and many who hear me must have been con- 
vinced, that patronage is a source of weakness, 
not of strength. 

Some men, by giving their whole minds to 
of 
‘patronage’ and plunder, as the be-all and 
end-all of politics, may sustain themselves 
for atime. By promising everybody, and 


|| laying the disappointments to somebody else, 


by wheedling and cajoling, and putting off, 
and promising over again, and explaining and 
maneuvering and mousing indefutigably, some 
men succeed for a time. But these are not 
the men Presidents are made of; they never 
last Jong, and when their patronage is gone, 
they are gone too. 

It was a good saying of a Frenchman, that 
he who appoints a man to ofice makes thirty- 
nine enemies and one ingrate, This is but 
the caricatured experience and observation of 


| most men. 


The power to dispense offices, is a baneful, 
when it ig not a fatal gift, Who doubts that 
official patronage has been a curse to the 
present Administration ? 

With some knowledge of the facts, I aver my 
belief that nine tenths of the warfare upon the 
President, in the ranks of his party, has pro- 
ceeded from disaffection over patronage. 
believe that without an office to bestow, from 
first to last, he would bave been comparatively 
free from assault. 
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What has been the effect of hisoffice-giving? 
Men who have enjoyed and abused his favor, 
have turned to rend him the instant they could 
get nothing more. 

The “outs” are, of course, arrayed against 
him, and the country is kept filled with cant 
and hypocritical outery, because those who hold 
office do not stop voting and thinking for them- 
selves, or go to work abusing the President! 

The chief ammunition of the Democratic 
party of late, has been furnished by mongers 
of the wretched slang about Federal office- 
holders controlling political results, as if the 
people had not the sense, and courage, and 
numbers, to resent and put down the dom- 
ination or improper interference of anybody, 
whether office-holder or candidate. This spe- 
cies of falsehood had serious effect, till it be- 
came, in some instances, so brazen and prepos- 
terous as to excite derision. Could the public 
eye pierce all the holy garbs put on by the foes 
of the President, who do not and dare not let 
the real cause of their hate be seen, a new 
truth would gild Dr. Johnson’s saying, that 
‘ patriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel.”’ 
Could the people know all the malignant vir- 
tue, and busy sanctity, which cloak rankling 
griefs over spoils and power, they would think 
the best revenue reform, the one suggested by 
Britain’s cynic: . 

“ Oh, that in England there might be, 
A tax upon hypocrisy.” 

No, Mr. President, the idea that having 
favors to bestow is an advantage, is a delu- 
sion. 

Between candidates, the odds are with him 
who has disappointed no one, and against him 
whose benefits arealready distributed, and who 
hag disappointed several, every time he has 
obliged one. 

But again, is experience of no value in high 
lace? Other things being equal, is nothe the 
est man for a place who is practiced in it? Is 

not an upright man better fitted to be Presi- 
dent the day he leaves, than the day he reaches 
the presidential chair? If he is, shall we throw 
away in advance, and for all emergencies, the 
benefit of tried rulers, because we may, some 
time or other, find one whose experience is 
weighed down by faults. 

What was the standing explanation of the 
predominance of the South in the councils and 
affairs of the nation for so many years? It 
was that she continued her public men in place, 
and did not change from man to man. South- 
ern Senators and Kepresentatves, were returned 
again and again, and therefore, and thereby, 
they acquired the practice, the knowledge, and 
the experience which made them overmatches 
for the new men who came, one afteranother, 
from the North. 

Yet the duties of a Senator or a Representa- 
tive, are not more hard or slow to learn, than 
the duties of the President. In either place, 
more knowledge would be useful than mortal 
man was ever blessed with. 

I make no argument against rotation in 
office—far from it. The people will insist, and 
I think they should insist, that all who hold 
political office shall lay down their commis- 
sions at frequent intervals. If the man whose 
term expires, has been faithful and useful, he 
may be elected or appointed again; but he must 
lay his commission at the feet of those who 
granted it, Thus the nation, and the people 
of the States, keep the staff in their own hands, 
and this is all that is needed. If, competing 
with all others, one who has already served 
in a place, is again selected for it, no one 
need complain, but periodical expirations of 
public trusts, will not be readily abandoned. 

This truth, if it be a truth, should not be 
overlooked in civil service reform. I believe 
any system will be stranded which attempts to 
keep incumbents in place for life, or for long 


eriods, without reélection or reappointment. | 


The judiciary have life tenures, and this is 
enough of life tenure in a republic of equal 
rights. 


|} ple for self-government, 


| The selection of public agents, ought to be 
| absolutely within public control. This is true, 
| from the highest official, to the man or woman 
| who trims the wick in the light-house, or who 
| delivers the letter where the mail goes only 
once a week. 

Surely we war upon this full control, when 

we ask the people to foreswear the right to 
employ as their chief agent one whom they 
| have tried, and whom they like. 
The author of the amendment seems to have 
| relied not so much on reason as on authority. 
His resolve is prefaced, and ushered in, by an 
array of noted names. 

We have, preambled before us, four Ameri- 
cans and one Freuchman, who, operated upon 
by different motives, and impelled by differ- 
ent occasions, have suggested ineligibility to 
second presidential terms, as a remedy for 
particular evils. It is an error to suppose that 
all those thus named expressed approval of such 
a provision as we have here, without addition 
or qualification. General Jackson, forinstance, 
coupled it with a six years’ term. Be that as it 
may, much might be said of the influences, the 
inconsistencies, the downright contradictions, 
which history records in connection with some 
of these declarations. It would be easy to 
impair the weight of much of this carefully 
gathered authority. It is chiefly valuable to 
prove how vastly the authority is the other 
way. ‘These collected sayings, show us that 
the ‘one term principle,” has, from time to 
time, been presented sharply to the public 
mind. Persuasive voices have summoned 
people and Congress to consider it. It has 
| not slumbered in forgetfulness, but has been 

periodically canvassed at such times as its 

champions deemed most likely to invest it 
with interest. It has been more than once 
presented in each House of Congress, and 
usually coupled with assisting provisions. 

What has been itsiate? Congress has never 
approved it. The nation has condemned it 
repeatedly. Fifteen Presidents have been 
elected, and nearly half of them have been 
reélected. Death spared President Harrison 
but one month, and President Taylor but six- 
teen months. These two, must be deducted 
from those in whose case the question of a 
second term could arise. President Grant, not 
having reached the end of his first term, is to 
be omitted also in the count. ‘Thus we have 
twelve citizens raised to the Presidency by the 
votes of the people, and six of them elected a 
second time. 

Was this the action of the people, or did 
these Presidents, despite the people, usurp or 
snatch a second term? 

Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, Lincoln, all were reélected. Did 
the people reélect them, or did the officehold- 
ers reélect them? Did these second-term 
Presidents outwit the people by the use of 
patronage, or did they win and keep public 
favor by their fidelity, and by the ideas of 
which they were the types? 

If these reélections were the people’s work, 
they are six recorded verdicts of the people 
against casting out tried and faithful servants. 
‘They are six solemn verdicts against the pres- 
ent measure. Shall we, by the proposed 
amendment, affirm that the experience of the 
past has shown its need? If so, how many of 
our great dead are we to upbraid or asperse? 
Or shall we act in spite of experience, as if the 
present were fraught with perils, and corroding 
tendencies, such as the past never knew? 

Traitors and slavebolders forming a con- 
federacy, made the one term dogma a tenet 
of their faith. Denying the rights of human- 
ity, and disbelieving the capacity of the peo- 
they naturally sought 
to clog popular action, and to hamper free | 
agency. 


Slavery, and a denial to the people of the 
right to reélect Presidents or not, as they | 
please, tly became corner-stones in such a | 
structure. i 


The Montgomery constitution, so called, . 

had this. provision: 

“ARTICLE IT. 

_ “SECTION 1. The executive power shall be vested 
in a president of the confederate States of America. 
He and the vice president shall hold their offices for 
the term of six years: but the president shall not be 
reëligiblo.” = Confederite Statutes-at-Large, 1861-62, 
p. 17. 

The first and last offspring of this clause was 
Jefferson Davis. He was the only type and 
forerunner we have had of the constitutional 
single blessedness or single cursedness now 
urged upon us; he was our only approach toa 
foreordained one-term President. 

The judgmentand action of the nation confirm 
the wisdom of the builders of our Constitution. 
The question of eligibility to successive terms, 
was fully argued in the constitutional Conven- 
tion, and now, after near a ceutury of expe- 
rience, but little reason is likely to be added to 
the discussions then. Jt is not too much to 
say, that the "one-term principle,” with a 
term of four years, and au election by the 
people, would have commanded almost no 
support in the constitutional Convention. 

The opposition to reéligibility, showed itself 
when it was proposed to make the presidential 
term seven years, and to vest the election of 
the President in Congress ; and it subsided 
when the term was shortened, and the election 
was committed tothe people. Eventhe seven- 
years’ term,and the legislative election together, 
furnished no arguments against reéligibility 
strong enough to convince a majority, or to 
convince the leading minds in the Convention. 
Yet the arguments were very cogent. It was 
said, with a force which could not be gainsaid, 
that if Congress was to appoint the Executive, 
and he might be reappointed, he would have 
no rule of conduct so strong as the will of 
Congress, and thai he would thus be depend- 
ent, and the creature of Congress literally. 

T have here notes of debates in the Conven- 
tion of 1787, set down by Mr. Madison, and 
I read some passages touching the tenure of 
the President. I commend them to the atten - 
tion of the Senate. 

The clause relating to the Executive being 
under consideraiion— 

“Jauss Wiuson (Pennsylvania) moved that the 
blank for the term of duration should be filled with 
threo years, observing at the same time that he pre- 
ferred the short period on the supposition that a 
regligibility would be provided for. 

“Mr. PinckNEY moved for seven years. Re 

‘Roger SHERMAN was for three years and against 
the doctrine of rotation, as throwing out of office 
the men best qualified to execute its duties, | 

“Phe question being on the words' To be ineligible 
agecond time,’ (seven ycars being the proposed term.) 

“Mr. Housrox (New Jersey) moved to strike out 
this clause. A 

Mr. SHersan seconds the motion. , 

“Gouverneur Morris (Pennsylvania) espoused 
themotion. The ineligibility proposed by the clause 
as it stood tended to destroy the great motive to good 
behavior, the hope of being rewarded by reappoint- 
ment. Tt was saying to him ‘make haywhile the sun 
shines.” 

“Mr. Martin moved to reinstate the words ‘to be 
ineligible a second time.’ N j 

“ GOUVERNEUR MORRIS, Whateffect willthishave? 
In the first place, it will destroy thegreat incitement 
to merit, public esteem, by taking away the hope of 
being rewarded by a reappointment. It may give a 
dangerous turn to one of the strongest passions in 
the Tuman breast. The love of fame is tho great 
spring to noble aud illustrious actions, Shut the 
civil road to glory, and he may be compelled to seek 
it by the sword. In the second plage, it will tempt 
him to make the most of the short space of time 
allotted to him to accumulate wealth and provide for 
his friends. In the third place, it will produce vio- 
lations of the very Constitution it is meant to secure. 
In moments of pressing danger, the tried abilities 
and established character of a favorite magistrate, 
will prevail over respect for the forms of the Con- 
stitution. P > r 

‘“Rorvs Kiya, of Massachusetts, did not like the 
ineligibility. He thought there was greatiorce in the 
remark of Mr, Suenwax, that he who has proved 
himself most fit for an office ought not to be excluded 
by the Constitution from holding it, He would, 
therefore, prefer any other reasonable plan that 
could be substituted. He was much disposed to think 
that in such cases the people at large would choose 
wisely. : 

“Mr. Parrerson’s (New Jersey), ideas 
coincided he said, with those of Mr. King. j 

“Mr, SPRAIGHT and Mr. WiLLIAxsoN moved to 
insert seven instead of four years, forthe term of the 
President.” 
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New Hampshire, Virginia, and North Caro- | 
lina, voted ay. Massachusetts. Connecticut, 
New Jersey, Pennsyivania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, South Carolina, and Georgia, no. | 

Mr. Madison comments on this proceeding 
in a note as follows: 

“An ineligibility would have followed {though it 
would scem from the vote not in the opinion of ali) 
this prolongation of the term.” 

It appears from the debates that a popular 
election, and a term of but four years, was re- 
arded as the provision to go with reéligibil- 
ity, and that an election by the Legislature and 
a long term, were to go with ineligibility to a 
second term. These were the alternative prop- 
ositions, and choice by the people with a 
short term, was substituted for a legislative 
eleciion with a single long term. Little or no 
weight was atiached to any objections to be 
made against allowing the people to reélect a 

President whose term was only four years. 

Thismay be seen from the following extracts 

from Mr. Madison’s records of the debates : 


* Mr, Mason was for seven years at least, and for 


prohibiting areéligibility as the best expedient both | 


for preventing the effect of a false complaisance on 
the side of the Legislature toward unfit characters, 
and a temptation on the side of the Executive toin- 
triguo wich the Legislature for a reappointment. 

“Mr. Beprorp was for a triennial election, and 
for an ineligibility after a. period of nino years. 

“Mr. Grerey. If the Executive is to be eleeted 
by the Legislature, he certainly ought not to be re- 
eligible. This would make him absolutely depend- 
ent, | 

“Mr. Witgon. Itseemsto be the unanimous sense 
that the Executive should not be appointed by the 
Legislature, unless he be rendered ineligible asecond 
time, lo perceived with pleasure that the idea was 
gaining ground of an election mediately or immedi- 
ately by the people. 

Tuesday, September 4, 1787, the committee 
of eleven reported in favor of choosing the 
President by popular election through elect- 
ors, instead of leaving the choice to the 
national Legislature, as had been proposed, 
and making the term four years. 

“Mr, Surruan said the object of this clause of 
the report was to get rid of the ineligibility which 
was attached to the mode of election by tho Legisla- 
ture. and to render the Exeoutive independent of 
the Legislature. , 

t GOUYENEUR Morris said he would give the ren- 

sons of thecommittec and big own. ‘he first was the 
danger of intrigue and faction if the appointment 
should be made by the Legislature. The noxt was 
tho inconvenionce of ineligibility required by that 
modo in order to Jessen its evils,” &e, 
_ What is there in our annals to falsify these 
judgments of our fathers? Why should we 
plow up the old ways? Have the sins and 
errors of Presidents, the wrongs and woes 
they have wrought, the crimes against liberty 
and justice they have done, occurred espe- 
cially during second terms? Have illustrious | 
actions characterized those Chief Magistrates 
alone, who held office but once? 

A radiant constellation of deathless names 
appears to answer the inquiry. 

A President usurped the power to declare | 
war, A President planned and waged war 
upon a weak and wretched people. A Presi- 
dent helped to enact the fugitive slave law of 
1850, and a President signed it. A President 
connived at the overthrow of the Missouri com- 
promise, and sought to plant slavery in regions 
that were free. A President tried to clutch | 
Cuba by force and fraud, and his ministers | 
signed the Ostend manifesto. A President 
trembled with fear and forsook duty and oath, 
when he might have strangled u treason that | 
reddened a continent with blood. A Presi- 


dent trod upon a race, and turned his back 
upon hiscouniry, that he might exalt conspira- 
tors who caused the greatest funeral in his- 
tory. Were these the deeds of Presidents 
who had been reélected? No, sir; not one 
of there actors was gravely thought of for a 
second term. 

When nullification and secession first quailed 
before the beak and claw of Federal power, 
Andrew Jackson was President, and he stamped _ 
out treason then, and made it odious fora 
quarter of acentury. Bat Andrew Jackson re- 
ceived and sought a retileciion, and he turned 


men out of office too, and put in supporters of | 
his Administration. When the country rocked 
in the throes of an earthquake, when the land 
was rent with a convulsion the greatest man 
has known, when politicians, factionists, and 
malcontents deserted and reviled him, when 
a pitiless storm of rancor pelted on his head 
Abraham Lincoln, with sublime fortitude an 
patience, did all things, and then stood. A 
martyr to traducers and meddlers in his life, a 
martyr to assassins in his death, he did not 
fall, till he had sought and received in a re- 
election, the benedictions of the American peo- 
ple. Death cut short Lincoln’s service and 
blasted the nation’shopes; death, stronger than 
resolutions or constitutional amendments, may 
blast the hopes of the nation now. Butdeath 
is the only archer whose bow will do the work. 
Critics, and opponents, and men with personal 
grievances, cannot do it. Flaws and foibles 
they may find, but the heart and the judgment 
ofthe nation are with the unyielding soldier who 
made war victorious, and the quiet man who 
makes peace safe for all; and his name, and 
his transcendent deeds, will live in grateful | 
memory, when those who would blast his fame 
have moldered in forgotten graves, and when | 
their epitaphs have vanished utterly. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I shall not 
undertake at this time to follow the Senator in 
his elaborate speech, nor at any time shall I 
make any reply to the insinuations and inuen- 
does which he has so freely strewn in his path. 
I leave him, sir, in the full enjoyment of what 
he has done. 

In introducing the constitutional amend- | 
ment now before the Senate, I have discharged | 
@ conscientious duty as a Senator. Taking 
counsel of experience, and following the testi- 
mony of the best men of our Republic, I felt | 
constrained to invite the Senate to consider | 
this question. I say, sir, taking counsel of | 
experience ; and does not experience confirm 
the conclusion at which I have arrived? Isit 
not sustained by the best authorities? Who 
in our history has arrayed himself on the side 
which the Senator from New York to-day rep- 
resents? What eminent statesman has placed | 
himself against Andrew Jackson, Henry Clay, 
William Henry Harrison, and Benjamin F. 
Wade? Who is he? I know him not. Doi 
you know him, sir? 

The Senator from New York opposes those 
illustrious characters. Bat he mistakes the 
whole foundation of the argument foroneterm. | 
The precise object is to guard against tempta- 
tion, to see that the President has not a power 
which may be used injuriously. The Senator 
says, let him be tempted. Nay, if I under- 
stood bim, he goes furiher, and argues that the 
peopie shall not be restrained in the choice of 
thei: Chief Magistrate. They musi be free to | 
choose ag they please, and no matter what 
inflzence may prevail. Ele declaims against 
restrictions upon the people. Sir, such decla- 
mation is an assault on constitutional liberty. 
It is through restrictions on the people, as- 
sured by constitutional law, that Hberty is 
maintained. What is the great object of | 
civilized government but liberty regulated by 
law, liberty under the safe-guard of a consti- 
tution? The Senator's speech would over- ; 
throw Constitution and overthrow law where ! 
it wasarestaintuponthe people. Can such an 
attempt find sanction? Is itnot on its face con- | 
trary to the genius of republican institutions? 

Why, sir, one definition of a republic is a 
government regulated by law to the end that it 
may be a government not of men, bat of law. 
The Senator would make it a government of 
men. Sir, I know no better way to indicate 
the progress of civilization than by showing 
you men gradually coming within the sphere 
oflaw. At first there is little law, but the ex- 
ecutive power islarge; as civilization increases | 
execntive power is diminished and the sphere 
of law extended. 

Now, sir, my humble object is to bring the | 
executive power within the ephere of constitu- | 


tional law, to the end thatit shall not fall under 


! a temptation which all experience shows to be 


In the resolution I have had 
which 


most pernicious. C 
the honor of offering there isa preamble 
is a summary of ihe ground on which i place 
the one-term principle. It is as follows: 

Whereas all these concurring voices, whero patri- 
otism, experience, and reason bear testimony, have 
additional value at a moment when the country ia 
looking anxiously to a reform of tho civil servioo 
for the plain reason that tho peril from the Chiet 
Magistrate, so long as he is exposed to temptation, 
surpasses that from any other quarter, and thus the 
first stage in this much-desired reform is the one- 
term principle, to the end that the President, who 
exercises the appointing power, reaching into all 
parts of the country and holding in subordination a 
multitudinous army of office-holders, shall be abso- 
lutely without motive or inducement to employ it 
for any other purpose than the public good; and 

Whereas tho character of republican institutions 
requires that the Chief Magistrato shall be above 
all suspicion of using the machinery of which he is 
the official head to promote his own personal aims: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, &e. 


Sir, has this simple statement been an- 
swered? Can it be answered? Is it not sus- 
tained by our history? I shall not, on this 
occasion, give any words of my own, but of 
another who, I think, will bean authority with 
most Senators. One of our late associates in 
this Chamber, my own companion here for 
eighteen years, Mr. Wade, in a speech made 
December 5, 1866, answered in advance the 
whole elaborate oration to which we have 
listened to-day. 

“Nobody? 

Says Mr. Wade— 

“ can fail to see that, in the vast and growing patron- 
age and power of tho presidential office, thero are 
temptations to the incumbent, all thotime weighing 
upon his mind like gravity, to wield tho concen- 
trated powers of the Government in such n way as 
he believes will conduce to his reelection, I belicvs 
every one who has watched with vigilance tho ad- 
ministration of our Government during allits periods 
will admit that this has been go.” 

Mark, if you please, the preciseness and pos- 
itiveness of the language: 

“I believe every one who has watched with vigil- 
ance the administration of our Government during 
all its periods will admit that this has been s50,” 

Sir, this is not my language. He then 
proceeds: 

“Ido not wish now invidiously to point out the 

eculiar action of any particular Administration, 

ut any oncacquainted witb tho action of thehuman 
mind, and the motives which govern it, knows that 
it is not safe to leavo in the hands of any man such 
temptations as arise from the fact that he can use 
these vast powers to promote his own ambition.” 

Ay, sir, “to promote his own ambition.” 
There is the peril. Has the Senator shown 
that the peril does not exist? Then, again, 
Mr. Wade proceeds: 

“I believe, in the progress of thisnation from ono 
Administration to another, that this idea, which 
shrewd statesmen saw early, has been growing, till 
now everybody seems to understand that there is an 
evil which needs correction.” 

There it is, sir, ‘‘an evil which needs cor- 
rection.” 

“Without going into the argument, merely sug- 
gesting tho great importance of the measure, I simply 
say that ail parties for several years secm to have 
been of the opinion that this defect should be reme- 
died” *# Z = * * “Such has been the 
condition of parties generally in this Government, 
that it was almost a hopeless task to ingraft this 
amendment upon the Constitution. There now isan 
opportunity, and I beliove every man is sensiblo that 
the correction ought to be promptly applied.” 

I ask, sir, if those few words of that excel- 
lent statesman and honored Senator are not in 
themselves an absolute answer to all that has 
fallen from ihe Senator from New York, so far 
as it was an assault upon the one-term prin- 
ciple? Jam willing to leave the case for the 
present on tbis simple statement. 

_ Mr. WILSON, [understand that this ques- 
tion will now go over until some other time, 
and [desire to move arecommitment ofa bill. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. By postponing 
it until to-morrow it will return to its place on 
the Calendar. The Senator from Massacbu- 
setts [Ar Witsoy] nioves to postpone the 
further consideration of this Joint resolution 
until to-morrow, the effect of which will be 
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that it will resume its place on the Calendar 
until called up by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [ Mr. SUMNER] at some other time. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. WILSON. Imove that Senate bill No. 
41, to enable the Secretary of War to enlarge 
the depot at Fort Leavenworth, be taken from 
the Calendar and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I will inquire if the 
messages on the table are messages for open 
or executive session? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is one 
executive message which has been lying on 
the table for some two days, and also some 
others which have been received to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Then I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twelve minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session, the doors were reopened; and 
(at three o’clock and twelve minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 11, 1872. 
The House metattwelveo’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buruzr, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the House a copy of the supple- 
mental report made by Major McFarland, of the 
engineer corps, of the examination, survey, and esti- 
mates for the improvement of the Tennessee river. 


Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI AND LAKH MICHIGAN CANAL. 
Mr. CONGER. Jam instructed bythe Com- 


mittee on Commerce to report back House bill | 


No. 556, to construct a ship-canal for the pas- 
sage of armed and naval vessels from the Mis- 
sissippi river to Lake Michigan, and for other 
purposes, and to move its reference to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals for exam- 
ination and report, the bill then to be recom- 
mitted to the ommittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WAREHAM, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of March 27, 1871, in relation 
to the harbor of Wareham, Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I move that this com- 
munication be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW EXPENSES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriation required for the 
Indian service at the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
agency, Indian territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SCLIOOLS FOR PAWNEE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, asking an ap- 
propriation of $8,400 to provide school facili- 
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ties for the children of the Pawnee tribe of 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SUPPLIES, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriations to reimburse the 
subsistence department for supplies furnished 
Indians by Army officers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriations of $3,503 65 re- 
quired to pay the amount found due on account 
of expense incurred by the special agent to 
make payment of moneys belonging to the 
Eastern or North Carolina Cherokees; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 


ations, and ordéred to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at sixteen minutes past twelve o’clock. 
Reports are in order from the Committee on 
Patents. 

No reports from the Committee on Patents 
were presented ; and various other committees 
were called, without the presentation of any 
report. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. COX. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Rules to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Rule 130 be amended by inserting 
in the proviso thereto, after the word “referred,” 
the words “and all bills at any time introduced by 
unanimous consent and referred.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task that Rule 130, which 
it is proposed to amend, be read. 

The SPEAKER. The present rule is, that 
bills introduced and referred under the Mon- 
day morning call shall not be brought back 
into the House upon a motion to reconsider. 
This amendment provides that bills introduced 
on other days by unanimous consent shall not 
be liable to be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider, which will obviate the necessity 
of members watching daily in order to make 
the motion to reconsider and lay on the table 
references of bills, &c. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very excellent 
amendment to the rules. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Various committees were called, but no 
reports were presented. 

Mr. BANKS. As it appears that the com- 
mittees are not represented here to-day, I 
hope the call will not be finished, as it may 
deprive us for a long time to come of an 
opportunity to report upon measures which 
may be referred to us. 

The SPEAKER. It is now after twelve 
o'clock. ' 

Mr. BANKS. There being no response, it 
is evident the parties are notin court. 

The SPEAKER. ‘he Chair knows no other 
duty than that laid down in the rules, which is 
to call the committees during the morning hour. 


DISCOVERIES OF GUANO DEPOSITS. 


Mr. BANKS. I haveareport to make from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I have 
sent to the committee-room for it, and mean- 
while will make a statement of the facts of the 
case. 

‘A bill was passed in 1856 giving to the dis- 
coverers of guano islands the right to make 
a claim of their discovery. and on the claim 
being verified and approved by the State De- 
partment the islands so discovered were to 
be taken under the jurisdiction of the United | 


States and the discoverers to be allowed cer- 
tain privileges with regard to taking guano 
from those islands at the pleasure of Congress. 
The discoverer and his assign were the only 
parties recognized by the bill. Subsequently, 
in 1857, Mr, Parker discovered Johnson's 
island and Avyres’s island and several other 
islands upon which were guano deposits. He 
filed a claim of his discovery in the State De- 
partment. After some rejections on account 
of informalities, and after the filing of amended 
claims, the claim was allowed by the State 
Department as legitimate. No claim for the 
discovery of these islands has been made by 
other parties. The discoverer, Mr. Parker, 
suddenly died in this city some years ago. 
His discoveries have proved to be of some 
consequence; and his widow and heirs asked 
of the Congress of the United States that the 
law of 1856 might be so far amended as to 
include the widow, heirs, administrators, and 
executors, of the discoverer in the same rights 
aud privileges, at the pleasure of Congress, 
which the discoverer and his assigns would 
have had under the law of 1856. 

The second section of the act provided that 
no guano taken from these islands should be 
exported or sold to citizens of any other Gov- 
ernment than that of the United States. An 
amendment to this law suspended this prohibi- 
tion for a term of five years. That term has 
now expired; so that if we should approve the 
proposition to amend the law giving the widow 
and heirs of the discoverer the same rights that 
the discoverer or his assigns would have had, 
they would still have no benefit from this law, 
unless we should extend from five to ten years 
the suspension of the prohibition with regard 
to the sale or exportation of guano to others 
than citizens of the United States. Such a 
provision is contained in the proposition I sub- 
mit. As I have the bill now I will send it to 
the Chair to be read. 

The bill was read by the Clerk. The first 
section enacts that the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved August 18, 1856, entitled 
tAn act to authorize protection to be given 
to citizens of the United States who may dis- 
cover deposits of guano,’’ be, and the same 
are hereby, extended to the heirs, executors, or 
administrators of such discoverer, where such 
discoverer shall have died before perfecting 
proof of discovery or fully complying with the 
provisions of said act approved as aforesaid. 
The second section provides that section three 
of an act approved July 28, 1866, entitled 
“An act to protect the revenue, and for other 
purposes,’ amendatory of the act aforesaid, 
approved August 18, 1856, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by striking out the word 
“ five,” wherever the same occurs, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ten,’’ so as to 
allow the heirs, executors, or administrators 
of deceased persons who may have discovered 
deposits of guano time to remove the same. 

r. BANKS. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs report back House bill No. 166,to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize protection 
to be given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano,’’ approved 
August 18, 1856, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, with the following amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘the’” in line seven, insert the 
word “widow;” so it will read: “be, and the same 
are hereby, extended to the widow, heirs, exeo- 
utors, or administrators of such discoverer, where 
such discoverer shall have died before perfecting 
proof of discovery or fully complying vith the pro- 
visions of said act approved as aforesaid,” 

In lino ten, after the word “aforesaid,” add to the 


first section tho words ‘‘after complying with the 
Teanirementa of the act of Congress of August 18, 


At the end of the bill strike out the words “so ag 
to allow. the heirs, executors, or administrators of 
deceased persons who may have discovered deposits 
of guano time to remove tho same.” 


Mr. DAWES. I hope the sections which 
are proposed to be extended will be read. 

Mr. BANKS. I will send them to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 
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Mr. DAWES. I hope my colleague will 
also tell where these islands are. 

Mr. BANKS. Read first sections one and 
two from the law of 1865. 

Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


“1. When any citizen or citizens ofthe United States 
may have discovered or shall hereafter.discover a 
deposit of gunno on any island, rock, or key not 
within the lawful jurisdiction of any other Govern- 
ment, and not oecupied by the citizens of any other 
@overnment, and shali take peaceable possession 
thereof and occupy the same, said island, rock, or 
key may, at the discretion of the President of the 
patted States, be considered as appertaining to the 


nited States: Provided, however, That notice be | 


given by such discoverer or discoverers as s00n as 
practicable to the State Department of the United 
Btates of such discovery, ocoupation, and possession, 
verified by affidavit, describing such island. rock, or 
key, and the latitude and longitude thereof, as near 
_ a may be, and showing that such possession was 
taken in the name of the United States, and that 
satisfactory evidence be furnished to the State De- 
partment that such-island, rock, or key was not, at 
tha time of the discovery thereof, or of the taking 


possession and occupation thereof by the claimants, | 
in the possession or occupation of any other Govern- | 


mont or of the citizens of any other Government. 
“2, The said discoverer or discoverers, or his, or 
their assigns, being citizens of the United States, may 
be allowed, at the pleasure of Congress, the exclusive 
right of oceupying said island, rocks or keys, for the 
purpose of obtaining said guano, and of seiling and 
delivering the same to citizens of the United States, 
for the purpose of being used thorein, and may be 
allowed to charge and receive for every ton thereof 
delivered alongside a vessel in proper tubs, within 
reach of ship’s tackie, a sum not exceeding eight 
dollars per ton for the best quality, or four dollars per 
on in its native place of deposit: Provided, however, 
Chat no guano shall bs taken from said isiand, rock, 
or key except for the use of thecitizensof the United 
States, or of persons resident therein as aforesaid: 
And provided also, That said discoverer or discov- 
erers, or his, or their assigns, shal! first enter into 
bonds, with such penalties or securities as may be ro- 
quired by the President, to deliver the said guano to 
citizens of the United States, for the purpose of being 
used therein, and to none others, and at the price 


aforesaid, and to provide all necessary facilities for | 
that purpose, within a time to be fixed in said bond. | 


And any breach of the provisions thereof shall, be 
taken and deemed a forfeiture of all righs accruing 
under and by virtue of this act.” 


Mr. BANKS. 
the law of 1866. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“1. So much of an act entitled ‘An act to authorize | 


protection to be given to citizens of the United States 
who may discover deposits of guano,’ approved Au- 
gust 18, 1856, as prohibits the export thereof, is hereby 
suspended in relation to all persons who have com- 
plied with the provisions of section second of said 
aie for five years from and after the Lith day of July, 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs has carefully considered this 
question. Iwish the House to understand that 


the bill which is proposed makes no change in | 


the laws of the United States on this subject, 


except so far as to include the widow, heirs, | 


administrators, and executors in the privileges 
of a deceased discoverer, whatever they may 
have been. We do not change the existing 
law, except to allow the widow, the heirs, the 
administrator, or executor the same privileges 
under the law which the discoverer or his as- 
signs might have had. We propose a suspen- 
sion of the prohibition in the law of 1866 for ten 
years from 1867, instead of five years, on the 
ground that thefive years had already elapsed; 
because, otherwise, if we gave to the heirs in 
this case the privileges which the discoverer or 
his assigns would have, they would still have no 
benefit from the suspension of the prohibition. 

My colleague [Mr. Dawes] has asked me 
where the islands in question are. As the 
Comunittee on Foreign Affairs have had this 
matter under consideration this morning, we 
are able to answer that question. They are 
in the Pacific ocean. {Laughier.] The lati- 
tude and longitude are defined in the records 
of the State Department. We have not had 
time to send for these records, and therefore 
3 cannot give the precise location. The two 
principal islands are Johnson’s island and 
Ayres’sislands ; and the latitude and longitude 
of all of them are given, 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman states that 
these islands are in the Pacific ocean. Are 
they there or thereabout? { Laughter. ] 


Mr. BANKS, They are there according to | 


I now ask the Clerk to read 


| 


} 


; coverer of a guano island. 
the general principle that the widow should | 
inherit from the husband, but I think it well || 
that this statement should be made to the: 
House in order that it may not be concluded, | 
if the House passes the ball, that they thereby || 
sanction a claim which has been once passed |} 


Al 


the information given to ug. The provision | 
It does not refer | 
to these islands in particular, or these claim- !! 
i shall have deceased, and there shall be no as- 


of the bill is a general one. 


anis in particular. Itis simply an admission 


of the widow and heirs of the deceased dis- | 


coverer to the privileges he would have had 


with regard to the islands he had discovered, ʻi J i ) 
| gentleman from California do not apply to this 


whatever those privileges may be. Now, it is 


impossible for us to conceive of any right which | 
should belong to a discoverer or his assigns || 
which should not belong to his widow and his | 
sary, because there is no intention to give, 


heirs, in case of the decease of the discoverer, 


where no assignment has been made. It is this | 
simple and single question that we report to / 
the House, and I hope the House wiil accord ; 


its assent to a measure of simple justice. 


My friend from California [Mr. SARGENT] ! 
desires to make a statement, and I yield to him | 


for that purpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. Thisclaim was before the 
last Congress. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and a laborious investi- 
gation of the whole matter was undertaken by 
that committee. Suffice it to say that the 


committee made an unfavorable report on the | 


claim. Amoug other things shown was this: 


that the husband of the claimant during his | 


lifetime had sold for a valuable consideration 
all his interest in these islands to a guano com- 
pauy, which ever since has been in possession 
of them and working them, and which has 
invested a large amount of money there in 
carrying on the business of removing the guano. 
Ii did not appear to the committee that, not- 
withstanding the sale made by her husband 


daring his lifetime, she ought to come in and | 


be his heir in those islands. In other words, 
they did not see that she had any rights there 
whatever. And now this proposition comes 
up that the widows of the discoverers of guano 
islands shall have the same rights which their 
linsbands, who discovered the islands, had in 
them, 

I would like to make one additional remark 
asto the right of this guano company, The 
whole question was examined before the State 
Department, and the evidence taken for and 


against the claim, and also with regard to the į 


claim of the guano company. ` The result was, 
that, by proclamation of the Srate Depart- 
ment, the rights of the company were fully 


recognized, and they were confirmed, under | 
seal of the United States, in their possessory | 
As to the claimant, the committee, as į 


rights. 
I have said, failed to see that she had any claim 
to these islands. 


This bill seems to have been brought for- | 
ward and reported by the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs for the purpose of extending to the i; 


widow the rights her husband had as the dis- 


on and rejected by the State Department. 
company have been in peaceable possession of 


these islands for years past and before the | 
death of this man, and they ought not to be || 


disturbed by the effect of this legislation. I 


think myself, that, coming from the source ; 


which it does, confessedly at the instigation of 
Mrs. Parker, it is better that the bill should 
not pass, but if it does pass, it ought not to do 
so without such astatement as | have made. 


Mr. BANKS. There is no intention onthe | 


part of the committee to give any claimant, 


under the bill reported, rights which belong to | 


another person. If there was any assignment 
in any case it comes under the provisions of 


this bill, and the rights of the widow, or heirs, || 
or executors, or administrator, would be sec- | 


ondary to that assignment. I do not conceive 
that there could be any objection made to an 


| executors, or administrators. 


I do not object to j 


sity for such a provision as that at all, because 
the law gives the right first to the discoverer, 
and then to the assignee; but if the discoverer 


signee, then it passes to the widow, or heirs, or 
s. I think, there- 
fore, that the objections interposed by the 


case. I should be willing, however, to accept 
an amendment that should effect the purpose 
he desires, although I do not think it neces 


nor are there any words in the bill reported 
by the committee which give to the widow or 
heirs any rights which could be claimed by an 


; assignee. 


The only question for the House to determ- 
ine is whether the discoverer having deceased 
without an assignee, his widow and heirs shall 
take the rights which he had himself; and it 
strikes me there can be no possible objection 
to that. 

I will now yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. SHELLABARGER] fora question. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I wish to make 
a statement, not to ask a question. : 

Mr. BANKS. Very well; I yield to the 
gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. This matter has 
been before the Committee on Commerce so 
far as it relates to the claim of Mrs. Parker, 
alluded to by the gentleman from California. 
My object iu rising is simply to make a cor- 
rection of what I understand to be a misap- 
prehension on the part of some of the mem- 
bers around me. Itis not attempted by this bill 
to legislate anybody out of or into any rights 
whatever, exvepting this only: that if, by the 
law of 1856,a discoverer dying, his family and 
estate would lose the rights which attached by 
virtue of discovery, then this law is simply to 
cure that defect of the law of 1856, and to let 
the estate pass to those who would be the heirs 
according to the law of the place of residence, 
of the discoverer. For instance, if the dis- 
coverer be a citizen of New York, then the 
law will simply give whatever rights would 
have descended had the party been fully 
invested with his rights of discovery before 
his death to those who would have them by 
the laws of New York. It has no other effect. 
{t does not affect Mrs. Parker’s case, or the 
case of anybody else, excepting to the effect I 
have stated. ; 

Mr. BANKS. That was the understanding 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

[ now yield for a few minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Porter. ] 

Mr. POTTER. I desireto offer the follow- 
ing amendment. to come in at the end of the 
first section: 

Nothing in this act shall impair or affect the right 


of any assignee of a discoverer, nor revive rights 
which have already been passed upon and determ- 


| ined by the Government. 


Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress there was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, of 
which I was a member, a bill which had passed 
the Senate for the relief of Mrs. Harriet B. 
Parker, in respect of certain guano isiands in 
the Pacific. That bill was referred by the 
committee to me, and [ made a report upon it 
which was printed, and which I hold in my 
hand. If this bill is inteuded to restore the 
rights of that lady, as I undersiand from the 

entleman from California that itis—and I be- 
leve there has been no new discovery of guano 
of late years calling for congressional action, 


i so that I am unable to understand for what 


other purpose than to aid this claim of Mrs. 


; Parker this bili should be reported from the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs—if, I say, this 
bill is intended to aid the rights of that lady, 
then I beg the House to listen to what I under- 


i stand to be the facts in her case. 


Her husband claimed, while making a voy- 
age, to have discovered certain guano islauds 
in the Pacific ocean, but. having afterward 
learned that Congress gave preémption or val- 
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uable rights in respect of the guano on islands 
so discovered, he entered into a contract with 


certain persons in San Francisco, ceding to 
them a large portion of his rights in those 
islands, and a vessel was fitted out by those to 
whom he transferred his rights to find and take 
possession of the island he claimed to have 
discovered. 

The vessel thus fitted out sailed; certain 
islands were discovered ; upon the return of 
the vessel, the island having been taken pos- 
session of temporarily, a company. was formed 
to work the guano on them, and to that 
company all the rights were assigned which 
Parker as discoverer had, except so far as he 
had already parted with them. Subsequently 
that company applied to Congress for a right 
toremove the guano on those islands under ex- 
isting laws; and Parkeralso applied to Congress 
on the ground that he was the discoverer, and 
that his assignments were not in all respects 
valid. 

The case of the rival claiments was fully 
heard before the State Department. Im the 
tenth volume of the Attorney General's opin- 
ions may be found the opinion of Mr. Justice 
Black, then the Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States, in which he declared, first, that 
nobody had any right as discoverer to those 
islands, by virtue of the possession taken under 
the voyage to which I have referred, the claim- 
ants having failed to keep continuous occupa- 
tion of them as required by law; secondly, 
indicating that if Parker had any right to the 
islands, he had disposed of them, and declaring 
the guano belonged to a certain company by 
virtue of certain action it had taken, and not 
because of Parker’s alleged discovery. My own 
opinion was that Parker never found the par- 
ticular islands upon which the guano was, but 
that in the pursuit of what he supposed were 
those islands, other islands were found; and 
second, that if he ever discovered those islands 
he had assigned his rights at least twice if not 
three times; third, that the State Department 
was right in saying that nobody under the law 
had ever perfected any right to this guano by 
reason of Parker's discovery if he did discover; 
and fourth, that the case having been adju- 
dicated by the State Department as long ago 
as 1857,I think, andit having been then declared 
that nobody had any rights whatever as against 
the Government to that guano, by virtue of 
this alleged discovery by Parker, that finding 
was conclusive, and I therefore reported ad- 
versely to the bill tbat had passed the Senate 
for Mrs. Parker’s relief, and it did not become 
a law. 

Now, if this bill is intended at any future 
time to create no rights to this guano to any 
person beyond what now exist, then it should 
provide, first, that any person who had vested- 
rights should be fully protected in them; and 
second, that where any claim has been submit- 
ted to the Government at any time, and has 
been passed upon, that determination should be 
final, so that titles so determined may not be 
unsettled and disputes long since determined 
revived. And this is the object of the amend- 
ment I have proposed. 

Mr. WILLARD. It isthe farthest possible, 
I suppose, from the intention of any gentle- 
man connected with the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to give any rights to anybody by the 
report they have made in this case. Certainly 
it was the farthest possible from any intention 
on their part to take away any rights that at 
present exist in anybody. 

I see but very little objection to the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Porrsr;] certainly but little objection to the 
amendment which he proposes. I think I do 
see one objection to it, and for that reason an 
amendment which has been prepared by the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. SARGENT] 
and which is entirely satisfactory to him, seems 
to meto be preferable. Theamendment which 
he prepared is as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 


be held to impair any rights of discovery or any 
assignment by a discoverer heretofore recognized 
by the Government of the United States. 


The only question that was considered by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the 
only question, it seems to me, which is pre- 
sented by their report, is whether the provis- 
ions of the statutes which have been referred 
to here shall be extended to widows, heirs, 
executors, and administrators of deceased dis- 
coverers. The bill provides that it shall not 
be extended to such cases even unless the 
discoverer has failed from want of time to per- 
fect his right. Of course if he has failed for 
want of time to perfect his right he can have 
given no right to anybody else by assignment. 
Therefore the objection, while it is perfectly 
proper, is an objection to an imaginary bill, 
rather than to the one presented here. All 
that the House is called upon to consider is 
whether they will extend the provisions of the 
law of 1856 so that widows, heirs, executors, 
and administrators may have the benefit of 
any right which was not perfected by the dis- 
coverer during his lifetime for want of time. | 
There can be no injustice in that, no impro- 
priety in it; and the proviso that it shall not 
affect any vested right, or any right heretofore 
recognized by the Government, is entirely 
proper, and the committee will make no objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. POTTER. If the committee make no 
objection to the proposition, there is no occa- 
sion for me to say anything further. 

The SPEAKER. Before receiving further 
amendments the Chair will submit to the House 
those reported by the committee. 

The first amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs was read, as follows: 

In line seven, after the word “the,” insert 


““widows;” so that the clause will read, ‘extended 
to the widows, heirs, executors,” &o. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was read, as follows: 
At the end of line ten add the following: ‘ after 


complying with the requirements of the act of Con- 
gress of August 18, 1860.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was read, as follows: 


Strike out on page 2, lines eight, nine, and ten, as 
follows: ‘‘so as to allow the heirs, executors, or 
administrators of deceased persons who may have 
discovered deposits of guano time to remove. the 
same. A 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS. I decline to yield for the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Porrer.] [ yield to allow the 
gentleman from California [Mr. SARGENT] to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend by add- 
ing at the end of thefirst section the following : 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
be held to impair any rights of discovery, or any 
assignment by a discoverer heretofore recognized by 
the Government of the United States. 


Mr. POTTER. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from California whether that amend- 
mentis satisfactory to him as covering the same 
ground ag my proposition? i 

Mr. SARGENT. I think it covers the same 


ground. 

Mr. POTTER. Then I am content. 

The ameudment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BANKS. I move that the House ad- 
journ, and on that question I ask for the yeas 
and nays. Our committee did not expect toi: 


be called this morning. Of the thirty or forty ` 
committees standing abead of us none was 
ready with business to-day; and we do not 
think it right under such circumstances that 
we should lose our privilege. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Banxs] will report my Cuban 
resolutions to-morrow | will vote to adjourn. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHELDON. {call attention to the fact 
that there is on the Calendar a special order 
which might be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] can be 
attained by having unanimous consent that 
the morning hour be considered as closed. 
But the Chair must remind members that in 
three or four weeks there will be great com- 
plaint that no committee can have an oppor- 
tunity to report anything. 

Mr. DAWES. Will it not be better to allow 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to be passed 
to-day by unanimous consent, so that some 
other committee may take their place? 

The SPEAKER. There are but four or five 
committees that have not been called this 


morning. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to make a statement. 
One of my colleagues on the committee, the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Packarp,] has 
a bill which we have agreed to report—au im- 
portant bill; but we have thought it proper to 
consult the Secretary of State to ascertain 
whether he has any objection to it. We have 
also another report which is subject to the 
same condition. 

Mr. DAWES. The suggestion which I make 
will reach that difficulty. It is that the other 
committees be called, with the understandin 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs shati 
not be deprived of its place to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. If anything should be 
reported this morning and should go over as 
unfinished business, how would the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] adjust that 
matter ? 

Mr. DAWES. 
the evil thereof.” 

Mr. COX. I think we had better go on in 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Very great difficulty 
arises the moment the strict rule is departed 
from. If any committee should be allowed 
to report now, its business, if not finished: 
to-day, would continue to occupy the morning 
hour, and thus the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs would be excluded from the right to 
report. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the understand- 
ing would be that when the other committee 
should get through the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs would be again called. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan be done. The 
next committee in order is the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
from the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s objec- 
tion is suficient. The Chair considers that the 
proposition involves difficulties from whieh he 
would not know how to extricate the House. 
The proposition was that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs should be passed over and the 
next committee called, and that when the 
business of the latter should be finished the 
call should go back to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs; but when the latter committee 
should have finished its business the Chair 
would not kuow where to begin again. There 
is always simplicity if the rules are strictly 
adhered to, and all the trouble and confusion 
in the House come from varying from the 
rules. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business is the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I think nearly all the 
committees called this morning were in pre- 


‘t Sufficient unto the day is 


I object to any departure 


I demand the regu- 
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cisely the same condition with the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs; und while all of them, I 
have no doubt, had business to report for the 
action of the House, they were under the im- 
pression they would not be reached daring this 
morning hour. I know that such was the 
impression, and that many of the committees 
were not prepared to make reports this morn- 


ing, because it was generally believed the com- || 
mittee where the call rested would take up the | 


entire morning hour to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make a 
suggestion, which of course requires unani- 
mous consent, and to which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Baxxs] will probably 
object, as it will take the call of committees 
away from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The Chair, however, will suggest that, by 
unanimous consent, on next Tuesday the call 
of committees shall begin ai the beginning. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not think that would 
be right. The Committee on Foreign Affairs 
now has the floor in the morning hour, and I 
do not wish any course to be taken which will 
result in our losing our present opportunity. 
We have the floor this morning because we 
were the only committee ready to report, and 
I do not think we ought to have our privilege 
taken away from us. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to make a report from the Committee on the 


Revision of the Laws. 
Mr. WOOD. I demand the regular order 
of business. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Most of the com- 
mittees called this morning were in precisely 
the same condition as the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, the gentleman admits, is not ready 
to go on with its business, and I do not see 
why they sbould have a privilege which is not 
accorded to other committees of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness being called for, the Chair must put the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. KERR. Ihope before the question is 
taken on the motion to adjourn that I may be 
permitted to introduce a resolution in reference 
to a contested-election case. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness having been called for, the Chair cannot 
entertain any motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
72, noes 70. 

Mr. BANKS. 
if it be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the question will be taken by tellers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Doesthe time occu- 
pied in voling on the motion to adjourn come 
out of the morning hour ailotted to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs? 


I demand the yeas and nays, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know | 
any time, except when the House is acting | 
under the suspension of the rules, when a! 


motion to adjourn would be out of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Chair does not 
correcily apprehend my question. I wish to 
know whether the time consumed in voting on 
the motion to adjourn comes out of the morn- 
ing hour. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the morning hour, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. So, then, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts gains nothing by his 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If the morning hour this 
morning be taken up with motions to adjourn, 
and the morning hour to-morrow be also taken 
up with motions to adjourn, would not the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs be then compelled, 
under the rule, to give way to the next com- 
mittee on the call? 

The SPEAKER. It would. l 

Mr. SCOFIELD. So that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs would not only lose the morn- 
ing hour this morning, but also the morning 
hour to-morrow. by these motions to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 


It necessarily comes out 


I wish | 


{ 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. That being so, then 
we can return the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts this morning in 
kind? 

The SPEAKER. If the morning hour to- 
day as well as the morning hour to-morrow be 
consumed in motions to adjourn, the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs would loss its privilege. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What is sauce for 
the goose is sauce for the gander. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the motion to adjourn 


made by the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


should prevail and the House adjourn, would 
not the Committee on Foreign Affairs be enti- 
tled to the morning heur to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 


Mr. BANKS. Ido not think that acommit- | 


tee should be instructed in its duty in this way. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt the House 
will yield to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
another opportunity to report, rather than 
have the whole time this morning consumed 
in a motion to adjourn. It does seem to me 


_unreasonable to take up the time with motions 
to adjourn when there are other committees to ʻi 
| report. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 


suggested that, by unanimous consent, the | 
i| morning hour this morning be considered as 
closed, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs | 
If that |} 


will then have the next morning hour, 
suggestion be adopted, the next business will 
be a report from the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary coming over from before the recess, and | 
also concurrent resolutions coming from the į 


Senate in reference to the presentation by the 


State of Rhode Island of a statue from that | 


State to the Government of the United States. 


Mr. BANKS. I am willing to adopt that || 


suggestion of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the morning hour will now be 
considered as closed, and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs will be entitled to the next 
morning hour, which will be on Tuesday next. 


SUPREME COURT APPELLATE JURISDICTION. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to ask unanimous consent for the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws to report abill (H. 


R. No. 891) to further regulate the appellate | 


jurisdiction of the Supreme Court and to pre- 
vent delays therein, in order that it may be 
printed and recommitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill is reeommitted, and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. DAWES. Is not this reconsideration 
provided for in the amendment of the rule 
which was adopted this morning? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The rule 
adopted this morning has reference simply to 
bills that are introduced here by members on 
the floor and referred by unanimous consent. 
It does not relate to bills reported from com- 
mittees and recommitted, and, in the judgment 
of the Chair, it might embarrass the House if 
it did so attach, because at times it may be 
useful to make use of this privilege; but, at 
the same time it is one, in the judgment of 
the Chair, which well deserves watching. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. This is 
a very important bill, and one that ought to be 
passed withcut much delay. I would like, 
unless there is some objection, and the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws would like, 


| tobe able to get it up at an early day. 


Mr. RANDALL. You can get it up when 
your committee is called. 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts. Our com- 
mittee may not be called for weeks, and it is 
necessary that this bill should be passed 
speedily. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
by waiting. 
ae BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
the 


i Ibelieve it will not suffer 


I wish 
entleman would withdraw his motion. 


fr. RANDALL. No, sir. 


| 


} Zens, 


| the past or to think of the future. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


order. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
from Pennsylvania insist on his motion ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not indicated any 
other purpose. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Rax- 
DALL’S motion, and it was agreed to; and the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was recommitted was laid upon the table. 


STATUE OF ROGER WILLIAMS. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move thatthe House 
proceed to business on the Speaker’s table 

The motion was agreed to. 

The first business on the Speaker's table 
was the following concurrent resolutions from 


I insist on the regular 


| the Senate: 


In THE SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
Jonuary 9, 1872. 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That the thanks of Congress be 


i| presented to the Governor, ond through him to tho 


eople of the State of Rhode Island and Providence 
lantations, for the statue of Roger Williams, whose 

pame is so honorably identified with our colonial 
istory. 

Resolved, That this work of art is accepted in the 
name of the nation and assigned a place in the old 
Hall of the House of Representatives, already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citi- 
and that a copy of this resolution, signed by 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, be transmitted to the 
Governor of the State of Rhode Island and Provi- 


dence Plantations. 
Attest: GEORGE C. GORHAM, 
Neeretary. 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, Iask the indul- 
gence of the House while I speak of Roger 
Williams and his claim as the representative 
of that principle in the science of polities 
which secures the right of private judgment in 
matters of religious faith and practice. 

The duties of the present press so hard upon 
us, that we find but little time to reflect upon 
Passing 
events make their impression on the memory, 
but this impression, as the present imperce pti- 
bly glides into the past, gradually becomes less 
distinct, until at last it fades aimost entirely 
away, And yet as a people we gratefully ac- 
knowledge our obligations to the past, and our 
duty to preserve fresh in memory,'as an inspira- 
tion in the present and for the tuture, the great 


ii events which stand as time-marke in the history 


of the country. We record these events upon 
the page of history, and in the biographies of 
those who were identified with them. We give 
visible expression to them upon the glowing 
canvas, and in statues of bronze and marble, 
in the stately shaft and the memorial monu- 
ment. 

Every nation justly cherishes with peculiar 
pride the names of those whose acts have 
marked the great epochs of its history. And 
in this respect the people of a free Government 
especially ought to guard and preserve with 
jealous care the memory of those who have 
taken a prominent part in advancing the glory 
and fame of the Republic. 

The Congress. of the United States, not un- 
mindful of this obligation, imposed alike by 
patriotism and gratitude, has set apart the old 
Hall of the House of Representatives for the 
statues of citizens of the States, illustrious for 
their historic renown or distinguished for civie 
or military service. Andno country, either in 
ancient or modern times, has among its names, 
made illustrious in the arts of peace or war, 
better material with which toemark its pro- 
gress, or to illustrate by its representative men 
its history, than the Republic of the United 
States of America. : 

The statue of Washington, already oceupying 
the central position in the old Hall, suggests 
at a glance the principal events of that period 
in the history of the country when the coionies 
became ‘‘ free and independent States.’’ The 
statue of Hamilton recalls the history of that 
period when these States, weak and powerless 
under the Articles of Confeieraiion, became 
strong and united under the Constitution. And 
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the statue of Lincoln quickens into a present 
reality the recent struggle which secured for 
all time to come the supremacy of the law and 
the union of the States under the Constitution. 
And when grouped around the statues of these 
immortal men this old Hall shall be filled 
with the sculptured forms of the illustrious 
dead of every State in the Union, whose lives 
were associated with the prominent events in 
the history of the country, these statues will 
become to the American citizen far more ex- 
pressive in their silence as incentives to duty 
and patriotism than ever were the living lips 
of the statesmen whose eloquence in this old 
Hall asserted and defended the rights of the 
people, and directed in peace and in war the 
policy of the Republic. 

The State of Rhode Island, in response to 
this act of Congress, has already placed in the 
old Hall the statue of Major General Nathan- 
ael Greene, whose name, by common consent, 
ranks next to that of Washington, for his dis- 


tinguished military services in the struggle of | 


the colonies for independence; and now pre- 
sents, through Congress, to the country, and 
places by the side of that of Greene, the statue 
of Roger Williams, one of the most remarka- 
ble men of the early colonists, the founder of 
the State, and the great advocate and defender 
of soul liberty. 

This tribute to the memory of Roger Wil- 
liams is paid by the people of Rhode Island in 
grateful remembrance of the sacrifices which 
he made and the services which he rendered in 
the first settlement of the colony of Rhode 
Island, as also for the noble qualities which he 
exhibited in his intercourse with the natives, 
and the invaluable services which, from his 
friendly relations with them, he was able to 
render in the most critical period of the his- 
tory of the New England colonies, in prevent- 


ing an alliance between the Pequots and Nar- | 


ragansetts against the colonies, which, if made, 
would inevitably have resulted, in their then 
defenseless condition, in the extermination of 
the whites from the ‘‘storm shores of New Eng- 
land’? But especially do the people of Rhode 
Island pay this tribute to Roger Williams as 
the first and foremost of all the great and good 
and wise men of that period to assert, main- 
tain, and triumphantly establish that grand 
principle of religious liberty, freedom to wor- 
ship God unresirained by the civil authority 5 
the right of privare judgment in matters of 
religious faith and worship. 

But little is known of the early life of Roger 
Williams. He was edneated at one of the 
English universities. He was a minister of 
the gospel “with precious gifts.” He was 
admitted to orders in the English Church, but 
before leaving England became a rigid sepa- 
ratist. He claimed perfect liberty of con- 
science for all men in matters of faith and 
worship, and if he ever assumed the charge 
of a parish in England he must speedily have 
been deprived of his office. He was a man 
of ardent temperament, of a clear and strong 
intellect, aud of marked courage, decision, 
and individuality of character, and by the irre- 
sistible impulses of his nature must, while in 
England, have fearlessly asserted the great 
idea of his life, the freedom of the soul. 1f, 
then, men like Winthrop and his associates, 
who still retained a lingering affection for the 
mother church, were constrained for cause of 
conscience, with moistened eyesand sorrowful 
hearts to leave their native land, surely a man 
of the character of Williams, who had whilein 
England ‘‘presented to Cotton and Hooker 
his arguments from Scripture why he durst net 
join with them in the use of the Common 
Prayer,” could not fora moment have retained 
a benefice of the established ‘Church in any 
part of the kingdom, or have escaped the per- 


secution to which thespirit of intolerance which | 
then prevailed exposed alike clergy and laity | 


who refused an absolute and unqualified: snb- 
mission to the liturgy, rites, ceremonies, and 
ecclesiastical polity of the English Church. 


1 


To escape the persecution to which he was 
exposed under the arbitrary rule of Charles 
I, and the bigotry and caprice of Laud, like 
the Pilgrims and Puritans, Williams sought 
refuge in America. Upon his arrival here, in 
1631, he naturally supposed that the colonists, 
who had so recently been driven from England 
by persecution for cause of conscience, would 
be tender of the cousciences of others, and 
would cheerfully concede to all the full enjoy- 
ment of the faith and forms of worship which 
their reason and judgment approved ; and least 
of all did he anticipate that they would invoke 
the aid of the civil power to enforce against 
those who differed from them submission to 
the religious faith, practice, and ecclesiastical 
polity which they might prescribe. Immedi- 
ately, however, upon his arrival, although he 
was kindly received by Winthrop and his asso- 
ciates at Boston, it became apparent that dif- 
ferences existed between them, not only upon 
questions relating to forms and ceremonies, 
but upon others of vital importance, and in- 
volving principles dearer to him than life itself. 

The Puritans had separated, ‘‘ not from the 
Church of England, but from its corruptions.’’ 
They held to the doctrine, but divested their 
church polity from the rites and ceremonies 
of the English Church. They ‘‘came into these 
parts of America to enjoy the liberty of the 
gospel in purity and peace,’’ but denied this 
privilege to others who differed from them 
either in faith or practice. And if they did not 
assert that the civil authority should be sub- 
ordinate to the church, they required that the 
civil Government should conform to their ecele- 
siastical polity, and insisted that the magis- 
trate ‘‘should take care of matters of religion, 
and improve his civil authority for observing 
the duties commanded in the first as well as 
the second table.” Exiles from their native 
land, they claimed the right in the wilderness 
to adopt a faith and form of worship in accord 
with their own religious opinions; and, in the 
spirit of the hierarchy from which they had fled, 
and of the age in which they lived, to oppose 
and resist as heresy any other doctrine or prac- 
tice; and, if necessary, “to use the sword of 
the civil magistrate to open the understand- 
ing of hereties, or to cut them off from the 
State, that they might not infect the Church or 
injure the public peace.” 

Williams, on the contrary, with a keen sense 
of its persecutions, not only renounced the 
rites and ceremonies of the English Church, 
but rejected its entire ecclesiastical polity. He, 
like the Puritans, became an exile in the wil- 
derness ‘‘to enjoy the liberty of the gospel in 
purity and peace ;’’ but he desired no liberty 
for himself which he did not freely concede 
to all others. He believed that freedom of 
conscience in matters of faith and worship was 
the natural right of all meu, and denied that 
the civil authority could lawfully interfere with 
its prerogative, unless its exercise impaired the 
civil or religious rights of others, or in some 
way disturbed the public peace. ‘The civil 
magistrate should restrain erime, but never 
control opinion ; should punish guilt, butnever 
violate the freedom of the soul.”’ 

The Puritans held that the Church and 
State should be united in order to secure civil 
and religious liberty. Theyagreed upon their 
tenets of faith and form of worship, and ad- 
justed the civil authority so that each would 
act in harmony with the other, As the great 
Cotton afterward expressed it: 

“Thoorder of the churches and the commonwealth 
was so settled in New England by common consent, 
that it brought to mind the new heaven and the new 
earth wherein dwells righteousness.” 

Itis not strange, therefore, that they demand- 
ed that every knee should bendat the altar which 
they had erected for the worship of their God. 

Wiliams, with equal sincerity, believed that 
no human authority could lawfully impose re- 
straint upon the conscience in matters of reli- 
gion, or compel conformity with any faith or 
practice to which the conscience did not yield 


its voluntary consent; or enforce even the prac- 
tice of any religion whatever. He maintained 
that the Church and State should be entirely 
and absolutely separate; tbat there was no civil 
without religious liberty; and that all, whether 
Jew or Gentile, Christian or Pagan, infidel or 
atheist, should be equally protected by the civil 
power; and drawing with wonderful accuracy 
the distinction between religion and politics, 
opinions and actions, he insisted that the Church 
and State should each act within its own sphere, 
the one with spiritual, and the other with tem- 
poral weapons to assert and maintain its 
authority. 

‘These opinions were in conflict. They were 
entertained with equal sincerity by the Puri- 
tans and Williams. Neither would voluntarily 
yield to the other. Controversy was inevit- 
able. It came asa thunderbolt from a clear 
sky immediately upon the settlement of Wil- 
liams as teacher of the church at Salem in 
opposition to the magistrates and ministers 
who deemed this act of the church of Salem, 
in choosing its own teacher, ‘‘ without having 
advised with the Council, a great contempt of 
authority.” Williams quietly withdrew to Ply- 
mouth, and thus for the time saved the Salem 
church from the gathering storm. But when, 
in the summer of 1638, yielding to the urgent 
solicitations of the church at Salem, as well 
ag to bis own inclinations, he wasagain, against 
the opposition of the magistrates, ordained 
teacher there, the controversy was immedi- 
ately renewed, aud from that time continued 
with even greater acrimony. 

It was impossible for Williams, with his 
fearless nature and earnest convictions, to re- 
frain from the expression of his opinions upon 
the great moral and political truth which had 
been revealed to him, which absorbed every 
energy of his being, inspired every impulse 
of his heart, and directed every action of his 
life. Upon his return to Salem. he again ns- 
serted his great principle of soul liberty, main- 
tained by temperate argaments his views of the 
application of it alike to Church and State; 
and omitted no opportunity to defend it against 
every act, either of the magistrates or minis- 
ters, which was in conflict with it, or with any 
deduction fairly derived from it. 

I may not here enter upon the consideration 
of the differences which gave rise to the sub- 
sequent controversies between the Puritans 
and Williams. Jtisenough to know that they 
had their origin purely in differences of opinion 
upon questions of religion or politics, which 
were with equal sincerity believed by each to 
be of vital importance to the well-being of the 
Church and State. But these differences were 
wholly irreconcilable. The one or the other 
must yield. Williams stood alone, but firm in 
the faith of the ultimate triumph of his prin- 
ciples. The magistrates and ministers were 
uoited, and equally firm in their bslief that 
the opinions of Williams endangered the civil 
and religious polity which they had established 
and which it was their solemn duty to pro- 
tect. Williams was summoned time and again 
before the magistrates, and because he would 
not renounce his opinions, which all the magis- 
trates and ministers ‘‘adjudged to be errone- 
ous and very dangerous,” he was on the bth 
of November, 1635, banished from the col- 
ony. He had committed no crime. He was 
esteemed for the purity of his life. He had 
ventured to assert the doctrine of the freedom 
of the scul, and for asserting and maintain. 
ing this he was exiled. No one will now 
jastify this sentence; but the Puritans believed 
it to be their duty to expel Mr. Williams, in 
order to preserve their civil and religious lib- 
erty. They verily believed that they were in 
this doing God service ; and so they were, for — 

“God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to perform.” 

The banishment of Williams compelled him 
to seek some ‘nook or corner of the earth as 
ashelter for persons distressed for conscience 5”? 
aud thus gave him an opportunity to realize 


in a civil government the principle which was 
the occasion of his exile. He supposed he 
had found this shelter when, by the friendly aid 
of the Indian sachem Massasoit, in the early 
spting of 1636, as he says, ‘‘he first pitched 
and began to. build and piant’ on the east 


bank of the Seekonk. But Governor Wins- | 


low. informed him that ‘he was within the 


edge of the bounds of Plymouth,” and advised. 


him to remove to the other side of the water, 
which was without the limits of any English 
patent, and where he would be as free as them- 
selves. Williams. immediately complied, and 
embarked with his companions in his canoe, 


and gliding down the Seekonk, touched at | 


State Rock, on the other side of the water, and 
receiving, as tradition says, from the Indians 
the welcome of t‘ What cheer, netop?’’ passed 
around the headlands and entered the beau- 
tiful waters of the Mooshasuck and landed at 
a spring on the east bank of the river. 

ere, in an unbroken forest inhabited by one 
of the most warlike tribes of the Indians, whose 
confidence had been gained by his noble acts 
of kindness in their bebalf while in Plymouth, 
with the sublime faith of an enthusiast in the 
principle which he had asserted, this heroic 
man, with his companions, commenced the 
first settlement in the colony of Rhode Island, 
which, in gratitude to the ‘‘ Father of Lights 
and Mercies,’’ who had directed his steps and 
watched over him in his distress and wander- 
ings, he called Providence. 

“Oh, call it holy ground 
The soil where first they trod; 
They have left unstained what they then found— 
Freedom to worship God.” 
This settlement had its origin in religious 

persecution. Its purpose was to establish 
religious freedom. Recognizing the rights of 


the natives ‘‘as God’s tenants of the soil,” | 


Williams had acquired from Canonicus and 
Miantonomi. chief sachems of the Narragan- 
setts, in consideration of “his many kind- 
nesses and services’’ to them, a title to the 
lands upon the Mooshasuck and Wornasqua- 
tucket, and from these rivers to the Pawtuxet. 
With a generosity worthy of his noble nature, 


he shared this princely domain with thecompan- | 
ionsof his pilgrimage, and other kindred spirits | 


who had sought refuge there, reserving to him- 
self ‘‘notone foot of land, nor one tittle of polit- 
ical power’’ more than he freely granted to them, 


And then in the second year of the plant- | 


ation this little band of pioneers, outcasts 
from civilized society, and unprotected by any 


English patent, but equal in their political ; 
rights, and as owners of the soil by title from | 
the natives, entered into a compact for the. 
administration of their civil affairs which will | 
be memorable for the change which it initiated | 


in the civil polity of the world so long as the 


love of civil and religious liberty shall find an | 
abiding place in the heart of an American | 


freeman. That compact is in these words: 


“We whose names are here underwritten, being | 
desirous to inhabit in the town of Providence, do | 
promise to submit ourselves, in active or passive | 
obedience, to all such orders or agreements as shall 
be made for public good of the body, in an orderly . 
way, by the major consent of the present inhab- | 
itants, masters of families, incorporated together | 
into a township, and such others whom they shall 


admit into the same, only in civil things.” 
This simple instrument, briefly but clearly 
expresses the great principles of civil and re- 


ligious liberty upon whichail free Governments | 


rest. The will of the majority ascertained in 
an orderly way is binding upon ail, aud when 


to civil affairs, and by this limitation denies 
any control over religious cpinions. Thecom- 
pact entered into in the cabin of the Mayflower, 
like this, was a pure democracy; but this. an- 
like that or any other form of civil govern- 
ment then existing, by the limitation which it 
umposed, secures to all the freedom of the soul. 
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It confers full-authority to regulate the duties 
of men in their civil relations to each other, 
but denies any right to control the conscience 
or to question its dictates. It tersely ex- 
presses Roger Williams's great idea of soul lib- 
erty, and unites with it the fundamental pria- 
ciple upon which civil liberty rests. It is the 
first compact of civil government which recog- 
nizes the principles of civil and religious liberty 
for which he contended. It initiated an entire 
change in the existing forms of civil gov- 
ernment, and is the first civil government 
‘t since Christianity ascended the throneof the 
Cæsars,” which separated absolutely the church 
from the State and left the individual responsi- 
i| ble alone to his God for his religious faith and 
practice. 

It was a light in the wilderness, sending 
il forth its feeble rays and faintly penetrating 
the darkness of intolerance with which it was 
surrounded; but it served ‘‘as a lamp to the 
feet and a guide to the path’’ of the little band 
of fugitives who commenced the first settlement 
in the colony of Rhode Island. 

“This simple instrument’’— 


says Professor Knowles in his Memoir of Roger 
Williams— 

“which combines the principles of a pure democ- 
racy and of unrestricted religious liberty, was the 
basis of the first government in Providence. It was 
undoubtedly drawn up by Roger Williams. It bears 
the impress of his character, and it was the germ of 
| those free institutions under which Rhode Island 
has flourished till the present day.” 

It was under this compact that Williams 
and his associates, called together by the beat 
of the drum, managed their civil affairs: and 
with ‘*a sheaf of arrows’’ as the sigue: of the 
colony, with the motto ‘‘ Amor vincit omnia, 
protected their civil and religious rights during 
the first years of the settlement at Providence. 
Winthrop says: 


| 


“ At their first coming thither Mr. Williams and 
the rest did make an order that no man should be 
i| molested for his conscience.” 

And they carefully guarded this leading 
principle upon the first delegation of power, 
and expressly agreed that ‘‘as formerly hath 
been the liberties of the town, so still to hold 
‘| forth liberty of conscience.’’ To preserve this 
principle required the utmost vigilance. The 
colony of Massachusetts was apprehensive of 
its effect upon its civil and church polity. 
Other settlements upon like principles had 
been made at Portsmouth, Newport, and War- 
wick. Difficulties occurred in Providence and 
Warwick which were made the pretext of in- 
i| terfering with its internal affairs. An Indian 
war was threatened. The colony of Rhode 
‘| Island was refused admission to the league 
|| which had been formed by the other colonies 
ij for their mutual protection, unless it would 
i| submit-to the jurisdiction of Massachusetts or 
| Plymouth. The only way to escape the dangers 
ii which surrounded them and preserve their 
|| rights of religious freedom, er even their polit- 
4 
| 
ł 


ical existence, was to seek protection under a 
charter from England. 

Mr, Williams, who was the agent of the col- 
ony for that purpose, kept constantly in view 
the great principle of his life; and in the char- 
ter which he procured in 1643 from the English 
i Parliament, and under which the towns of 


t 
i 
Rhode Island, for the first time, were united 
i 


under one form of government, this great 
principle was recognized and preserved. 


|| This charter bearsthe impress of theoriginal 
A | compact into which the first settlers of Provi- 
so ascertained must be submitted to by all in: 
active or passive obedience, alike in doing | 
what it requires and yielding to what it im- 
poses for the public good, but only in civil ; 
things. It confers no power except in relation | 


denceentered. Itgrants full power to theinhab- 
itants ‘‘ to, rule themselves by such form of civil 
government as by voluntary cousent of all, or 
the greater part of them, they shall find most 
suitable to their estate aud condition ; and for 
that end to make and ordain such civil laws and 
| constitutions as they or the greater partof them 
| shall by free consent agree unto?’ It pre- 
scribes no form of government, but clearly 
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| of the people is to be ascertained; and it is. 
only upon civil laws and constitutions that this 
will is allowed to act. The government 
under this charter, by the principles which it 
asserted, was democratical. Incould make civil 
laws but had no control over the conscience. 

This charter rescued the infant colony of 
Rhode Island from the perils which then 
threatened itg existence. It was received with 
great joy, and one of the first acts under it was 
to adopt an Anchor as the seal, and Hope 
as the motto of the colony. It was under this 
charter that the first General Assembly, in 
May, 1647, (nearly two years before the famous 
act of the colony of Maryland touching reli- 
gious liberty.) after having adopted such a 
code of laws, limited expressly to theeadmin- 
ist-ation of their civil affairs, as they deemed 
& suitable to their estate and condition,” reas- 
serted the leading principle of the colony, and 
expressly declared that, otherwise than ag in 
this code provided, ‘‘all men may walk as their 
consciences persuade them, every one in the 
name of his God.” And thus under a legally 
organized government, the colony ‘‘still held 
forth liberty of conscience.”’ 

But the early years of this colony were a 
constant struggle for its life. It had hardly 
started on its career under the charter of 1643 
before it met with other dangers and encoun- 
tered other perils, which again menaced its 
existence. ‘he colonies around it attempted 
to partition among themselves its limited terri- 
tory. Plymouth claimed the islands; Con- 
necticut, the Narragansett country; Massachu- 
setts, the residue. A commission had issued to 
Coddington as Governor of the island of Rhode 
Island, including the towns of Portsmouth and 
Newport. The accession of Charles H to the 
throne of his ancestors had thrown doubt upon 
the validity of the charter obtained from the 
Earl of Warwick in time of civil war. 

In this exigency, and to save the jewel wbich 
was more precious to them than ‘‘their lands 
or lives,” the inhabitants again sought the pro- 
tection of the English Government. The com- 
mission to Coddington, through the ageney of 
Williams and Dr. John Clarke, was immedi- 
ately revoked; and in 1663 another charter was 
obtained for the administration of the civil 
affairs of the colony, the like of which never 
before received the signet of aking. It con- 
fers, as the other charter did, the most ample 
powers of self-government, with full authority 
among other things, to elect civil and political 
officers, to establish courts of justice, to ap- 
point military officers, and to arm and disci- 
pline the inhabitants for their defense, and to 
resist as well by sea as by land any attempt to 
infringe their rights or invade their territory. 
Ii defines more accurately the limits of the 
colony, and secures to all the inhabitants the 
right freely to pass into the other English colo- 
nies; and complying with the desire expressed 
in the petition of the inhabitants ‘‘to hold 
forth a lively experiment that a most flourish- 
ing civil State may stand, and best be main- 
tained, and that among English subjects, with 
fuil liberty in religious concernments’’ gives, 
marvelous a8 it may appear, considering the 
arbitrary political principles of the Govern- 
ment from which it was obtained, and the tone 


i| recognizes the great principles both of civil || 


and religious liberty. It is by the voluntary || 
consent of all, or the major pari, that the will ij 


of religious feeling then prevailing in England, 
its direct sanction to the great idea of soul ub- 
erty which was the cause of the first settlement 
| in the colony of Rhode Island. and expressly 
declares that— 

“No person within the said colony at any time 
hereafter, shall be in any wise molested, punished, 
disquieted, or called in question, for any differences 
in opinion in matters of religion whodo not actually 
disturb the civil peace of our said colony.” 

Here, then, we find safely secured in a royal 
casket “the jewel,’’ for the preservation of 
which Roger Williams, in his defense of his 

rand idea before the magistrates at Boston, 
eclared that he was ‘ready to be bound and 
banished, or even die in New England.” 

This charter is the first republican government 
which ever received the direct sanction of a 
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king, and the first, at least, in modern times 
which expressly provided for the right of pri- 
vate judgment in matters of religious faith and 
worship. It placed the colony of Rhode Isl- 


and in a-position where it was free from the | 


control or interference of the other colonies. 
If its first settlers were but a band of outlaws, 
with no authority to make the first compact— 
if they had no legal existence under the char- 
ter granted by Parliament in time of civil 
war—there was no question now but that they 
were in every respect the equals of the other 
colonies, with full power to preserve order 
within their own limits and to resist any inter- 
ference from without, and free to work out 
their mission of realizing in the civil polity of 
a State the principle which was ‘‘set forth and 
maintained in the colony from the very begin- 
ning thereof.” 

No wonder, then, that the historian of the 
United States, writing of the liberty of con- 
science secured by this charter, and of its 
struggle for an existence in the form of a civil 
government, at a period when the experiment 

ad become successful, says: 

“The annals of Rhode Island, if written in the 
spirit of philosophy, would exhibit the forms of 
society under a peculiar aspect. Had the territory 
of the State corresponded to the importance and 
singularity of the principles of its early existence, 
the world would have been filled with wonder at 
the phenomena of its history.” 

Under this charter the people of Rhode 
Island lived and prospered for nearly one 
hundred and eighty years, protected in their 
rights of life, liberty, and property, and in 
all their material, social, and religious inter- 
ests. Under the impulses inspired bythe prin- 
ċiples of liberty which it secured citizens of 
Rhode Island sunk the first British war ves- 
sel in 1769, in the harbor of Newport; struck 
the first blow and fired the first gun in the 
struggle for independence, when in May, 
1772, the Gaspee was burned in the waters 
of Narragansett bay ; and the General Assem- 
bly of the colony, in May, 1776, passed the 
first act in effect declaring the colony free 
and independent of the British crown; and 
incited by the same love of liberty, Rhode 
Island has ever been quick to resist every act 
of oppression, and prompt in the discharge 
of every duty to its own citizens and to the 
country. The government under this charter 
was recognized as republican in form when 
Rhode Island was admitted into the Union; 
and when this charter, which hed so gloriously 
gubserved its purpose, was superseded by the 


existing constitution, these great principles of į 


civil and religious liberty were incorporated 
in the fundamental law of the State. 

And thus it appears that this grand idea of 
religious liberty which was asserted as of vital 
importance in the simple compact entered into 
by the first settlers of Providence, has been 
guarded with jealous care, and has been re- 
tained and preserved in Rhode Island as an 
essential element of a free government through 
all the varying changes in the history of the 
colony and State from its first settlement to the 
present time. 

Through all their trials, dangers, and perils, 
Williams and his associates in the early exist- 
ence of the colony held fast to this principle 
as the anchor of their safety, and by prudence, 
patience, and hope,triumphantly sustained and 
realized it in the civil polity of a State on the 
soil of Rhode Island. 

When first asserted and attempted to be 
applied, it met with the most determined op- 
position, as tending to subvert all religion, and 
destroy all civil government. It is now as 
generally recognized as it was then rejected. 
It has its place in the constitution of every 
State, and in that of the United States. In- 
deed, this Union never gould have been formed 
if this principle had not been incorporated in 
its fundamental law. It has made this grand 


inheritance of ours a place of refuge for the | 


oppressed of allnations. It has given religious 
peace to this country, and when universally 


adopted will insure religious peace throughout 
the world. It is making rapid strides toward 
its ultimate triumph. Its advancing steps may 
be seen in divesting the Pope of his temporal 
power, in the prevailing cpposition to the 
dogma of infallibility, and in the movements 
in Germany, Austria, France, and England 
in the direction of an entire separation of 
religion and politics, Church and State. It 
is based on eternal truth, and must ultimately 
prevail; and then, in the beautiful sentiment 
of Roger Williams, in the introduction to the 
great work in which he asserted, and with 
matchless power defended, the grand idea of 
his life, peace and truth will have met each 
other on earth, persecution for cause of con- 
science will cease, and in matters of religion 
t“ peace and good will to men”? will universally 
prevail. 

Now,I do not claim that. Roger Williams 
was the first to announce this grand idea as a 
principle in the science of politics; but I do 
assert that he was the first to reduce this prin- 
ciple to practice, and the first successfully to 
apply and actualize it in the civil government 
ofa State. Light breaks gradually upon the 
world. Itis first seen in the gray streak blended 
with the rosy hues of the dawn; then gilds 
the mountain tops and the hills, until in its 
advance it shines upon every plain, and pene- 
tratesevery valley and ravine. And so it was 
with this idea as a principle in politics. It 


struggled through centuries in the past to its |i 


realization in the organic law of a civil State, 
It was announced in theory in the schools of 
philosophy in Europe. It may be imperfectly 
seen in the earliest struggles with the Romish 
Church, and in the subsequent conflicts of that 
church in the religious controversies of the 


sixteenth century. It was clearly enunciated | 


by William, Prince ‘of Orange, in the struggle 


of the Dutch republic against the persecutions || 


of the Spanish throne. ‘‘ The Hollanders de- 
mand liberty of conscience,” was. the noble 
utterance of that heroic prince. It may be 
traced in the renunciation by England of the 
spiritual power of the Pope, and the separation 
of the English from the Romish Church ; and 
its advancing steps are plainly visible in the 
refusal of the Pilgrims and Puritans to conform 
to the rites and ceremonies of the English 
Church, and their voluntary exile for cause of 
conscience to America. Stepby step through 
these centuries this‘idea was advancing, and 
gradually weakening the bonds between Church 


and State, until these bonds were snapped || 


asunder when this idea was at first imper- 


fectly applied under thesimple compact which į 


was adopted by the first settlers at Providence 
for the management of their civil affairs. and 
then completely and triumphautly realized in 
the lifetime of its greatadvocate and defender 
under the charters which were subsequently 
granted to the colony of Rhode Island. 
“Roger Williams”— 

says Professor Gervinus, in his introduction to 
the History of the Nineteenth Century— 
“founded in 1636 a small, new society in Rhode 
Island, upon the principles of entire liberty of con- 
science, and the uncontrolled power of the majority 
in secular concerns. The theories of freedom in 


church and state, taught in the schools of philos- 
ophy in Europe, were here brought into practice in 


| the government ofasmall community. It was prophe- 


sied that the democratic attempts to obtain univer- 


i| sal suffrage, a general elective franchise, annual 


parliaments, entire religious freedom, and the Mil- 


il tonian right of schism, would be of short duration. 


But these institutions have not only maintained 
themselves here, but Have spread over the whole 
+ * ae 


Union.” hey have given 


laws to one quarter of the globe, and, dreaded for 
their moral influence, they standin the background 
of every democratic struggle in Europe. 


It is the practical application of great prin- 
ciples in science, art, and politics to the affairs 
of life which excites the admiration and se- 
cures the gratitude of mankind. Fulton first 
applied steam as a motive power. Morse 
invented the mechanism by which the first 
electric dispatch was flashed from Washington 
to Baltimore. , And to Fulton and Morse are 


| 


justly due the honor for the benefits which these 
inventions have conferred upon the world. 
And in this sense Roger Williams stands forth 
without a peer, or even a rival, as the first 
successfully to apply and realize this grand 
idea of soul liberty in the civil government of 
a State, and for the accomplishment of this 
he is eminently entitled to the admiration and 
gratitude not only of the people of the State 
in which it was first applied, but of the States 
and the national Government by which it has 
been recognized and adopted. 

But few men have suffered more to estab- 
lish a great truth in the science of politics, 
and no one with greater patience, trust, and 
fortitude, Like the Hollanders, he demanded 
liberty of conscience, and like their heroic 
prince ‘‘he cared neither for words or men- 
aces in any matter where he could act with a 
clear conscience and without doing an injury 
to his neighbor.” 

I shall attempt no analysis of the writings 
of Roger Williams. They indicate the strength, 
grasp, and originality of his intellect, and re- 

ect as a mirror the peculiar qualities of his 
intellect and his heart. 

The leading events of his life point out the 
prominent traits of his character. He was 
what John Adams describes as the model of 
an American citizen in the Capitol of the 
nation, “of simple manners, pure morals, and 
true religion.” 

This beautiful statue, wrought with exquisite 

skill in spotless warble, is a fit emblem of the 
purity of his life, and although in form and 
features purely the ideal creation of the artist, 
| is truthfully expressive of the noble qualities 
of his nature; his generous aud independent 
spirit; his courage ; his love of liberty, justice, 
and truth, and his unwavering devotion to 
i principle. 
The State of Rhode Island has erected on 
i its soil no monument to the memory of Roger 
Williams. We need no monument there to 
remind us of his virtues and services. The 
| principles which he there first applied can 
never be effaced from the memory of its people. 
But after the lapse of nearly two centuries since 
his dust mingled with the soil which his foot- 
| steps first consecrated to the freedom of the 
soul, the people of Rhode Island gladly and 
gratefully place in the national Capitol this 
beautitul statue, in the hope of keeping fresh 
in the memory of the present and future citi- 
zeus of this great Republic the principles of 
civil and religious liberty which were illus- 
i trated in his life, and which have immortalized 
his name. 

In presenting to the country the statues of 
Williams and Greene the State of Rhode Island 
has discharged its duty under this act of Con- 

ress, Let the other States follow, and this, 
old Hall will become an historic gallery which 
will impress so indelibly upon the minds and 
hearts of the Representatives of the people in 
Congress and the citizens of the Republic who 
sball come up from all parts of the country to 
the Capitol of the nation, the great principles 
which underlie a free Government, and the vir- 
tue and patriotism which are necessary to sus- 
tain and perpetuate it, that this Republic will 
continue to be through the centuries yet to 
come as it now is, and as it was intended by 
the fathers of the Republic that it should be, 
the light of the world in matters of civil gov- 
ernment. — 

. I now move that the resolutions be con- 
curred in. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
expect tbat this subject was to be presented to 
the House this morning, nor indeed at any 
time. J had no information from any person 
that this resolution was to be presented, nor 
do I think that any of my colleagues have had 
such information. Of course I most cordially 
concur in its purpose, which is the acceptance 
of the statue of Roger Williams, presented by 
the State of Rhode Island, and placing it in 


| the former Hall of the House of Representa- 
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tives ; but I should be unjust to myself, and I 
think to the State that in part I represent, did | 
I not make some remarks upon the historical į 
references which have fallen from the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island, [Mr. Eames. ] 
Beyoud all question, the State of Rhode 
Island is entitled to the credit of having been 
the first to assert the principle. of universal 
religious liberty as a foundation for civil gov- 
ernment, and I am glad that the remembrance 
of this sentiment and the great historical fact 
connected with itis to be perpetuated—forever, 
I trust—in the artistic representation of this 
most illustrious man in enduring marble. The 
ancientand renowned Commonwealth of Rhode 
Island honors the country, as it honors itself, 
by this generous act. Itis an illustration of 
the idea that the highest principle of art is util- 
ity. There is a solemn satisfaction in the fact 
that itis made the occasion and the medium 
of uniting in reverential and patriotic thought 


the earliest colonial sacrifice and success with 
the emblems of national prosperity and power 
which now surround us. It carries us back in 
the first instance, in the stern visage of the 
soldier, to the trials and triumphs of the Rev- 
olution, and in that of the preacher and pilgrim 
to the greater sacrifices and still greater suc- 
cesses of the Puritan. The enduring beauties 
of the sculptured marble are but an emblem of 
fidelity; its symmetry, of patriotism; its purity, 
of Christian truth. Nothing could be more 
honorable to the State,nothing more gratify- 
ing und acceptable to the United States, than 
this tribute to the founder of that State. But 
there ave some considerations which have been 
presented in the discussion of this subject to 
which I ask briefly the attention of the House. 
The Puritans, exiles from England and found- 


ers of the State of Massachusetts, wereeminently 
practical men. They were not instructed by 
visions. Their religion was neither the result 
of invention nor discovery. They rested upon 
the interpretation of the divine word by their 
spiritual teachers, who for many centuries had 
led them, as they believed, in the path of 
divine wisdom and divine truth. It was not 
freedom from an established church that they 
sought here, but an escape from the religious 
heresies ofa tyrannical and odious Government. 
Their views of government, as their ideas of 
a church, rested upon authority and tradition 
as well as upon theories of equality and jus- 
tice. They believed that all which was neces- 
sary for man as a citizen or subject under the 
State, as well as his eternal salvation through 
the Church, could be secured to him and his 
children by adherence to the doctrines of his 
fathers. It was reform mainly that they de- 
sired, rather than the total overthrow of the 
established institutions under which they had 
been reared; and it was because reform was 
denied them that they abandoned kindred and 
country for a new settlement in the new world, 
and finally led to their spiritual freedom, and 
in the end to their political independence. 
They had distinct and clear ideas of their 
duty, and they adhered to them unitedly and 
unfalteringly from the beginning to the end. | 
The church was, in their view, the only safe 
foundation for their State. They had no con- 
ception of a State, nor had any considerable 
number of men organized in the form of polit- 
ical society anywhere—any conception of a 
State that was not founded upon the Church. 
That was the theory and thelaw of the world. 
They made every church member a voter. They 
gave liberty to all people on all subjects, so | 
far as they deemed it consistent with the inter- | 
ests and safety of the State. They relaz ed the || 
severity of their regulations as rapidly as ex- 
periment and experience showed it was con- 
sistent with their safety. It was this that gave 
them enduring success. - It was this that res- 
cued them from the lamentable failure which | 
had accompanied all the attempts to establish I 
free institutions which had preceded them. It |! 


is this which redeems their great names from 
the list of those who, by different and more 


daring experiments, had well-nigh satisfied 
themselves that public liberty was a moral and 
physical impossibility. The people of Massa- 
chusetts have steadily adhered to their wise 
and illustrious example, and itis owing to that 
fact that they have been able to perpetuate 
their principles of religious and civil liberty, 


until now they cover the continent, and have | 


become the admiration and emulation of the 
greater part of the world. ie 

From the prominence of her position, from 
the fidelity, vigor, and courage with which she 
has defended her position and her principles, 
ehe has been throughout her history the ob- 


ject of aspersion and assault on the part of | 


her opponents. It was not unnatural it should 
be so, because she was and is a pioneer and 
propagandist of that which she esteemed to be 
right. She has been from the first a party to 
the principal controversies, civil and religious, 
which have agitated this continent, and al- 
ways, as we believe,for the largest liberty which 
she deemed consistent with the safety of free 
government. What I desire to say is in refer- 
ence to the allusions here made to her history, 
and in making this declaration I am aware that 
Iam taking a very great risk, because I have 
not had an opportunity to verify and justify by 
authority my assertions, that the doctrine of 
religious, or, as it is called, ‘‘soul liberty,” was 
not brought in direct question during the 


controversy between Roger Williams with the | 


people of the Massachusetts colony. When he 
left the colony of Massachusetts, in 1688. to 
found the State of Rhode Island, under the 
sentence of banishment, there had been by 
her or by him no question whatever of soul 
liberty or religious liberty propounded, as the 
foundation of their differences or disagreement. 
And, of course, entertaining this conviction, it 
would be unjust to myself, to my colleagues, 
and to the State which I in part represent, if 
I did not make this declaration hereand now. 

Sir, I give a hearty concurrence to every 


sentiment which has been announced by the | 


honorable and eloquent gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Hames] in regard to the character 
of Roger Williams. 


His career might well be the prized glory of 


any commonwealth or of any society, whether ; 


political or religious. His history stands forth 
before the world as unsurpassed by that of any 


other man of any other time, in so far as he | 


has been the pioneer or the founder of great 
political and religious doctrines, which, through 


his exertions and those of his successors, | 
have become established and venerated truths | 


throughout our own and many other lands. 
When Roger Williams came to the colony of 
Massachusetts, a year after its settlement, in 


1631, he was received with glad acclaim iy | 
| 
he was on board the vessel that brought them ; 


all the people of that colony. Knowing that 
provisions as well as friends, they were rejoiced 
with exceeding joy. A day which had been 
appointed for a day of fasting and prayer was 


changed to a day of thanksgiving, the first jj 


of the days of thanksgiving now annually 


observed by the General Governmentas by all | 


the States of the Union. Mr. Williams was a 
man of well-established reputation as ascholar, 
an eloquent preacher, and a self-devoted and 
fervent Christian. 
depression which ever rested on the colony. 
There never was a darker period than that 
which immediately preceded the arrival of 
Roger Williams in Massachusetts, and there 
was no disagreement between him and them 
or the cause which he represented, and that in 
which they believed, and which they endeav- 
ored to establish for themselves and their suc- 
cessors. Their government, as I have said, 
was one of a practical character. They had 
conceived, when in England, that the Church 
of England, had become corrupt and unjust to 
them in denying their liberty and the religious 
privileges to which they believed themselves 
entitled. 


He was one of the most | 
distinguished and eminent men of his time. | 


He came amid the greatest | 


i 


i 


| 


Leaving England they established them- 
selves in Holland, where they enjoyed for a 
time the rights of religious liberty which they 
claimed; and when the attention of the world 
had been called to the English settlements in 
the New World they proposed to go tothe New 
World, because there they could establish in 
greater perfection and greater freedom their 
civil and -religious theories. They made the 
Church the foundation of their State. They did 
not reject, as the honorable gentleman from 
Rhode Island has already said, the Chureh of 
England, but they hoped to reform its errors 
and practices. Nor did they repudiate the 
Government of England. They derived their 
charter and the titles to their lands from tbat 
Government, and they traced to her rulers all 
that they regarded as important and necessary 
to them in the foundation of their struggling 
colony. Mr. Williams differed with them in 
regard to their government on many import- 
ant points. In the first instance he denied 
their title to their land. They claimed to 


| obtain their title from the king of England. 


He declared, and he maintained his declar- 
ation persistently and ably, that the king of 
England had no power to give to the col- 
onies a title to the land, and that there could 
be no valid title or just title that was not 
derived from or at least consented to by the 
Indians. Of course the Puritans, who held 
their land titles from the Crown of England, 
could not admit the denial of that title which 
was made in this public manner, and which, 
if admitted, would unsettle, not only the rights 
of the State, but the rights of individuals who 
held from the State. 

There is nothing more likely to unsettle and 
destroy a State than the denial of its legitimate 
authority, and the invalidation of its title to 
the homes, lands, and property of its people. 

Mr. Williams also opposed vehemently the 
custom then established-of a conference be- 
tween the ministers who had been ordained in 
the different settlements inthe colony. It was 
a foretaste, he thought, of an ecclesiastical 
hierarchy, and he denounced it. He held that. 
their church was not one with which Christians 
could communicate. inasmuch as it received its 
authority from the Church of England, which 
he condemned. He thus assailed the very 
foundation of the State by denying the authen- 
ticity or Christian character of their church. 
They, of course, were compelled to resist him. 
He went so far as to say that in Christian 
assemblies the women should be veiled, which 
was less agreeable to the Puritans than it would 
now be to their descendants, the Yankees. 
Such doctrines could not be acceptable by 
people of that State, or, at any rate, not by 
the descendants of the Pilgrims who remain 
there. [Laughter.] 

He refused to join the congregation at Bos- 
ton because they would not make public dec- 
laration of repentance for having communion 
with the churches of England while the colo- 
nists were living in England. He held that 
magistrates could not punish a breach of the 
Sabbath. He dared not, as he said, officiate, to 
unseparated churches, as he found them to be 
upon examination and conference. He denied 
the right of magistrates to punish idolatry, per- 
jury, blasphemy or Sabbath-breaking. 1t was 
believed that by his teachings he had led some 
of the colonists to cut the red cross from the 
flag of the colony, which, if it had been sus- 
tained, would have involved the question of 
their independence of the mother country, for 
which, of course, the colonists were not then 
ready. After he had publicly recanted his 
denial of the title ofthe colonists to their lands, 
it was alleged that he had broken his promise 
by again publicly teaching against the king's 
patent, and the great sip of their claiming right 
thereby to this country, which belonged of right 
to the Indians. He was charged with denying 
the right of the colony to administer an oath to 
any unregenerate or unconverted person which 
had especial political significance, because the 
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freeman’s oath and the President’s oath had 
been prescribed for all persons as a measure 
for securing the allegiance of the people to the 
colony if necessary in opposition to the king. 
When the general court thought proper to 
refuse to the people of Salema grant of land, 
Mr. Williams caused his church to write to 
other churches to admonish the magistrates 
and the representatives that this denial was a 
heinous sin. He proposed to his own church 
to renounce all communication with other 
churches of the colony, and he ceased to com- 
mune with his own church because they re- 
fused his advice, and he refused to join his wife 
in prayers or in grace at table because she 
adhered to the church; and he had, as the 
Pilgrims said, ‘‘many ways of bis own” which 
indicated a disposition to exercise the largest 
liberty. 

It was such acts as these that led to his 
banishment. The magistrates and deputies 
were satisfied that Mr. Williams and their con- 
stituents could not live together. They there- 
fore ordered him to depart out of the juris- 
diction, because he had broached new and 
dangerous opinions against the authority of 
magistrates; had written letters of defamation 
against the magistrates and the churches. 

Other men had been sent from the colony 
because their presence was found inconvenient 
and dangerous by the colonists, who claimed 
that they had a right to choose their own 
company, and who had come from England 
to America for that purpose. Mr. Williams 
was of thatclass. He had not even taken the 
oath which admitted him to the franchise of a 
freeman. He had resided, by sufferance, upon 
land which had been purchased by the colo- 
nists for public objects, their tile being denied 
by him even while he occupied it. There 
were no dogmas as to the liberty of conscience 
‘between Mr. Williams and those who dismissed 
him. He was not a heretic while in Massa- 
chusetts, and we understand he had not while 
there developed his theory of the rights of 
conscience. The questions which he raised 
related to political rights and the administra- 
tion of the Government. ‘The charges against 
him were of civil turbulence, proceedings hos- 
tile to the authority of magistrates, and defama- 
tion of magistrates and churches. 

I am not disposed to asperse in any degree 
the character of Mr. Williams on account of 
these differences of opinion. I want to get at 
the historical truth. Mr. Williams was un- 
questionably to the Pilgrims a troublesome 
mau. IL hope there will be no exception taken 
by any of my colleagues, if I say that there 
are still a few more of that sort left in that 
State. [Laughter.] Upon these questions of 
division which arose between Mr. Williams 
and the colonists, there were no better friends 
of Mr. Williams than the different Governors 
of Massachusetts colony, but there were none 
that approved his conduct, not one. There 
was no question of religious liberty or what is 
now called soul liberty. It was a question of 
practical business affairs under the Church and 
under the State government which they had 
organized and formed upon the Church. 

It will be seen now that if the colonists, in 
the time preceding the organization of the 
colony of Rhode Island,. had declared that 
they held their title to land independent of the 
crown of England, by whose authority and un- 


der whose power they were, as Mr. Williams } 


himself long afterward admitted, they would 
have been taking away from themselves the 
very foundation of the State which they had 
planted and which they hoped to perpetuate. 
And if they had denied the authority of the 
Church of England, against whose practices 
they protested, yet under whose authority their 
ministers had been ordained, they would have 
taken from the Church itself, which was the 
foundation of their State, the very authority 
which they had recognized by that ordination. 
It oceurred not only once but I believe many 
times, that they themselves, the church-mem- 


bers, or citizens as they were, ordained by lay- 
ing their own hands on the head of the man 
they had chosen as a minister. But they did 
it, reserving at the same time a full recogni- 
tion of the authority of the Church of England, 
even where they were brought in question upon 
the matter of ordination against the practices 
and laws of the Church of England. 

For instance, the Church of England requires 
that every minister shall be ordained by the 
regularly appointed officers of the church them- 
selves, and when the Puritans were deprived 
of this authority, and the citizens themselves 
were obliged to ordain a minister by laying 
their own unconsecrated hands upon his head, 
and thus making him a pillar of the church, 
they did it from necessity, at the same time 
recoguizing the authority of the Church of Eng- 
land. And sofarthis wasin entire accordance 
with the history of the Puritaus from the be- 
ginning of their career. Many prisoners who 
pined for years in the dungeons of England, 
raised from the vaulted walis of their prisons 
prayers to Almigbty God for the preservation 
and protection of queen Elizabeth, and the 
success of her administration, when it was by 
her order that they were incarcerated. This 
was because they identified the success of the 
queen with the triumph of their religion. 

The honorable gentleman from Rhode 
Island has eloquently said that when the Pil- 
grims came to this country they did not repu- 
diate the Church of England. And it is true. 
Some of the sternest Puritans took their chil- 
dren to thestern of the vessel which bore them 
from their homes, and as the cliffs of England 
were seceding from their view called God to 
witness that they did not protest against Eng- 
land or the Church of England, but only against 
their corruptions and crimes. 

Now, sir, Mr. Williams objected to the policy 
of Massachusetts upon the points to which I 
havo referred. If his views had been accepted 
by the colonists of Massachusetts they would 
have deprived themselves of the support of 
the English Government and snbjecied them- 
selves to the chance of the forfeiture of their 
charter and their lands; they would have 
deprived themselves of their connection with 
that church to whose authority they appealed 
ag a justification for all their history; and 
this they were not prepared to do, 

But at last there came the declaration on the 
part of Mr. Williams, that inasmuch as the 
Churches of the colonists had not been separ- 
ated from the Church of England, they were, 
in consequence of this unseparation, an anti- 
Christian community with which no Christian 
could be expected to associate. It was this 

uestion that brought about the issue with Wil- 
hams and his sentence of banishment, to which 
reference has been made, and which led to the 
foundation of the colony of Rhode Island. 
Several years after the establishment of that 
colony, when her own citizens raised questions 
which were necessarily to be settled by the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, and when Roger 
Williams, having been sent to England by the 
people of Rhode Island to gain a charter for 
that colony, came back bearing letters from 
Sir Henry Vane, and many of the friends of 
American colonies then in high power in Eng- 
land, asking the Massachusetts authorities to 
receive Williams upon his return, and on his 
way to his own colony of Rhode Island, the 
colonists of Massachusetts, notwithstanding 
they recognized his great claims as a Christian 
and as a man; notwithstanding they acknowl- 
edged his great services in his intercourse with 
the Indians, they declared solemnly in council 
that so long as he persisted in his dangerous doc- 
trines that the unseparated churches of Massa- 
chusetts were antichristian in their character 


| and not to be respected by Christians, they 


could not accord to him that favor which had 
been requested by their friends in England. 
After eight or nine years of such dissensions 
and controversies, in which, so far as I know, 
no question was made of his exercise of the 
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largest religious liberty or the rights of-con- 
science, or that which is called ‘ soul liberty,’! 
Roger Williams was sent out into the wilder- 
ness, as has been said, without well knowing 
where he wasto go. He left the Massachu- 
setts colony without any expectation of found- 
ing a State. He has so declared himself. Not 
expecting to found a State, he did not intend 
when he left the colony of Massachusetts to 
plant as the corner-stone of that State the 
principle of religious toleration or religious 
iberty. 

We are told that suffering is the parent of 
all wisdom; that— : 


“ Poots learn in suffering what they teachin song.” 


It is not impossible that the sufferings of 
Mr. Williams during his wanderings for many 
months in the wilderness, where he was with- 
out bed, and often without bread, may have 
inspired him with new sentiments and new 
thoughts concerning the duties of men to them- 
selves, to society, and to God. Itis conceded, 
certainly on my part, and I doubt not by every 
other citizen of Massachusetts, that when they 
made that compact which has been read to us, 
and of which he was probably the author, they 
did plant the foundation of a State recognizin 
for the first time in the history of man the princi- 
ple of religious liberty as the foundation of a 
State. But we do not understand that principle 
had been rejected by Massachusetts in its con- ` 
troversy with Mr. Williams; neither had it been 
denied as the right of individuals to hold what 
faith they pleased. That fact, I think, will be 
substantiated by the history of the time. And 
what more could any one have demanded who 
did not aspire to make his own views the basis 
of the government and his friends its rulers? 
Neither is it cleav that Rhode Island had 
gonefurther than this in the imperishable com- 
pct which became the basis of Rhode Island 

iberty. It was indeed an immortal record, It 
was a recognition of the freshest, purest, sim- 
plest democracy. It was a compact for body 
and soul liberty. It was then undoubted] 
without parallel in the history of States. te 
secured rights never before vouchsafed to 
man by the founders of political society. It 
subjected its membersto obedience to the gov- 
ernment ‘‘only in civil things.’ But for whom 
was this exalted reservation? For themselves 
only, and such others whom they should admit 
into the same. It was not a government for 
allcomers. Like the colonists of Massachu- 
setts, the people of the State of Rhode Island 
hoped to maintain their government ouly by 
keeping it in the hands of those who beld a 
common faithand common interests. 

Mr. Speaker, I should not have referred to 
these subjects had I not understood the honor- 
able gentleman from Rhode Island to say that 
the rights of conscience and of religious liberty 
were the sole cause of the disgension between 
the people of Massachusetts and the founder 
of the State he represents. 

Now, sir, I know in this hasty manner I am 
assuming a great hazard in making this dec- 
laration, but I want to say for the State of 
Massachusetts and for her founders. as well 
as for those who cherish her principles and 
respect and love her character, that the ques- 
tion of religious liberty and the exercise of 
the rights of conscience was not made between 
her citizens or her government and Mr. Wil- 
liams; but, on the contrary, i: had reference to 
those matters of practical government the 
recognition of which on her part would have 
imperiled the government she founded. I 
accord, without reservation, my respect for 
the doctrines eloquently advocated by the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island. 

I believe, sir, as I have already said, that 
Rhode Island is entitled to the high credit of 
having been the first State to recognize the 
principle of religious liberty in the organization 
of that State, and Mr. Williams was the author 
of that great declaration. But the gentleman 
himself will remember that Mr, Williams was 
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unable to live in the State of Rhode Island on 
the principle upon which he himself had estab- 
lighed its government, and in Christian com- 
munion with his own people. He conceived 
that the Church of England, by her errors, had 
‘forfeited all rights to Christian respect and rec- 
Cognition. He believed the only other church 
was the Church of Rome, which, by her cor- 
‘ruptions had forfeited the respect and love of 
Christians ; and inasmuch as there was no other 
Christian organization regularly descended 
from the Great Teacher, he thought it his duty 
to withdraw from Christian connection and 
association even with the churches of the State 
which he himselfhad founded. Itwas an exem- 
plification of his adherence to his right of pri- 
vate judgment. It was an exemplification of 
his principle of religiousfreedom. Italso shows 
the character of the man. If he could not 
associate or hold intercourse with the church 
which he himself had established, and upon 
which the State of Rhode Island was founded, 
where the principle of religious liberty was in 
such a marked degree recognized, how much 
legs could he remain in association or in Chris- 
tian communion with those churches in Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. Williams was of the greatest service to 
the colonists of Rhode Island and of Massa- 
chusetts by bis intercourse with the Indians; 
yet it was his intercourse with the Indians 
which made a substantial and important mat- 
ter of difference between him and the early 
colonists of Massachusetts. He lived much 
with the Indians. It was his mission, as he 
believed, to convert them to Christianity, and 
it was his ambition and joy to obtain for this 
purpose a knowledge oftheir languages. When 
Governor Endicott and his soldiers thought it 
waa their duty to fight the Indians even to ex- 
termination, as we hear said by soldiers even 
in our own day, they doubtless encountered 
in him an opponent of that policy. He, beyond 
any doubt, by his acquaintance with the In- 
diaus, by his acquaintance with their language, 
and by his familiarity with their habits, was 
enabled to confer lasting benefits upon the 
colonies. 

It. is understood that he obtained from 
friendly tribes the ideas which first enabled 
the Puritans to adopt proper methods of 
defense against the attacks of the Indians. 
He was the medium of intercourse between 
the Indians and the colonists. In the recol- 
lection of these great services we accord to 
him the highest honor and the greatest ven- 
eration, and the State of Rhode Island in 
placing in the adjoining hall his statue has 
conferred upon the people of the Union a 
public benefit. We appreciate with them, the 
high honors which are claimed for him and 
to which he is beyond any doubt entitled. 

When it is stated as the basis of that 
manifestation of veneration for Williams that 
which we do not understand to be strictly in 
accordance with historic truth, that he was 
expelied from oursettlements by our ancestors, 
the Pilgrim fathers, because they disagreed 
with him on the question of religious liberty, 
we ask leave, with all deference and with all 
humility, to make the statement that they were 
not in opposition in regard to that principle. 
And I believe it will be found that from the 
day when the Pilgrims first settled the colony 
of Massachusetts to this day they have been 
in favor of the largest liberty that could be 
exercised by the people, consistent with the 
safety of the State. They were the first to 
understand, to recognize, and observe that 
great maxim, so little understood by other 
nations, that a free country is a country where 
a man cannot do as he pleases, and that the 
highest liberty and the highest power in a 
State can exist only where its citizens are 
willing to deny themselves the enjoyment or 
possession of those things they most desire. 
Che Pilgrims recognized and practiced that 
doctrine, and day by day, year by year, cen- 
tury by century, they have enlarged the priv- 


j; out license from the court.’ ” 


; Magistrates and churches,’ 


ileges of those living under the government 
they have established, until at last Massachu- 
setts, as Rhode Island, is among the freest of 
the States of the world.* 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 484) making an appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for the expenses of the joint select 


*“ Such being some of the circumstances in which 
the Massachusetts magistrates had their renewed 
experience of Williams, it is not surprising if they 
interfered again with their advice when it was pro- 
posed to appoint him to the place lately vacated by 
the death of Mr. Skelton. But the Salem church 
persisted, and he was formally installed. A little 
time only passed before the magistrates found cause 
to complain of him for having * broken his promise 
in teaching publicly against the king’s patent, and 
our great sin in claiming right thereby to this coun- 
try, &c., and for usual terming the churches of Eng- 
land antichristian,’ Next, the Governor and assist- 
ants sent for him to answer to a charge of having 
‘taught publicly that a magistrate ought not to ten- 
der an oath to an unregenerate person, for that they 
thereby have communion with a wicked man in the 
worship of God, and cause him to take the name of 
God in vain;’ a docjrine which, besides the embar- 
rassment it offered to the common administration of 
justice, had special political significance at a time 
when it had been thought necessary to pass the acts 
prescribing the ‘freeman’s oath’ and the ‘resident’s 


oath,’ measures for securing allegiance to the colony, | 
, 


in opposition, if that should prove needful, to the 


ing. 

“Williams ' was heard before allthe ministers, 
and very clearly confuted.’ A few days after, the 
annual court of elections met, and, by a further 
application of the new principle of rotation in 
office, Mr, Haynes was chosen Governor, with Mr. 
Bellingham, who had arrived ia the last year, as 
deputy Governor, and the same assistants as form- 
erly, except that Mr, Hough aad Mr, Dummer 
were added, und that Mr. Ludiow and Mr. Endi- 
cott were left out, having given offense. It was 
perhaps because the magistrates were disposed to 
avoid the sole responsibility ofthe controversy with 
Williams, that, at an adjourned meeting it was 
taken up by the General Court. Part of the charges 
which had been before made against him were 
restated, with some ampiifications, and ‘time was 
given to him and the church of Salem to consider 
of these things tili the next General Court, and then 
either to give satisfaction to the court, or else to ex- 
pect thesentence.’ While the matter was thus pend- 
ing, the town of Salem applied to the. magistrates 
fora grant of land. ‘But because they had chosen 
Mr. Williams their teacher, while he stood under 
question of authority, and so offered contempt to 
the magistrates, their petition was refused.’ Wile 
liams struck hack. He caused his church ‘to write 
to other churches, to admonish the magistrates 
of this as a heinous sin, and likewise the deputies. 
When little attention was paid to this missive, Wil- 
liams addressed a letter to his own church, moving 
them torenounce all communication with tho other 
churchesof the colony—an act of isolation of which 
hepresently set an example by ceasing tocommune 
with them because they rejected his advice, and by 
refusing to join in family prayers or grace at table 
with his wife because she continued to frequent their 
communion. Whilethe imputed intolerance ofothers 
provoked Williams’s vehement displeasure, he in- 
dulged himself in the largest liberty of being exclu- 
sive in ways of his own, 

“The next General Court unseated the deputies 
from Salem till their constituents should apologize 
for having ‘exceedingly reproached and vilified the 
which was presently 
done. The magistrates and deputies had now 
brought to their meeting a persuasion that Williams 
and their constituents could not advantageously live 
together; which being assumed,it was clear that 

e could much more easily remove than they. 
Accordingly they passed the following order: 

~‘ Whereas Mr, Roger Williams, one of the elders 
of the church of Salem, hath broached and divulged 


divers new and dangerous opinioas against the au- | 


thority of magistrates, as also writ letters of defama- 
tion both of the magistrates and churches here, and 
that before any conviction, and yet maintaineth the 
same without retraction: it is therefore ordered that 
thesaid Mr. Williams shall depart out of thisjurisdic- 
tion within six weeksnow next ensuing; which if be 
neglect to perform itshall be lawful for the Governor 
and two of the magistrates to send him tosome place 
out of this jarisdiction, not to return any more with- 

“The sound and generous principle of a perfect 
freedom of the conscience in religious concerns can 
scarcely be shown to have been involved in this dis- 
pute, There was no question upon dogmas between 
Williams and those who dismissed him. Ata later 
period he was prone to capricious changes of roli- 
gious opinion. Butas yet there was no development 
of this kind. Aslong ashe wasin Massachusetts he 
was no heretic, tried by the standard of the time 
and place. He was not charged with heresy. The 
questions which he raised, and by raising which he 
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STATUE OF ROGER WILLIAMS. 


Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, I did not sup- 
pose that what [said upon the presentation 
of this statue would have called forth the re- 
marks which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Banxs] has just addressed to the House. 
l desire to say that I have not spoken without 
book on this matter, nor have I undertaken to 
state anything which will not bear a careful 
examination with regard not only to the char- 


provoked opposition, were questions relating to 
political rights and to the administration of gov- 
ernment, | hee : 

“ Liberty in religion is a doctrine so consonant to 
reason that it is spontaneously recognized by those 
to whom its enjoyment is denied, though as soon as 
they acquire power they are tempted to be impa- 
tient of contradiction, and to allow their perception 
of the right to become confused. Roger Williams in 
England had had some acquaintance with the Bap- 
tists, who, for many years before his departure, had 
stated and maintained the doctrine in the mostun- 
qualified terms. When he recrossed the water, after 
the outbreak of the civil war in England, he came be- 
fore the English worldin an honored discussion with 
Cotton on the extent and sacredness of freedom of 
conscience, in which he maintained correct opinions 
on that great theme and defended them, allowing 
for the rhetorical fashions ot the day, with clearness 
and ability, But this was eight years after his ex- 
pulsion from Massachusetts: and from Massachu- 
setts he had been warned away, not by Cotton and 
the ministers, but by the voice of a majority, at 
least, of ten ministers and twenty-eight deputies 
assembledin General Court; and their deeree form- 
ally recited its ground to be not theological dissent, 
but civil turbulence, procedings hostile to the au- 
thority of magistrates and defamation of magis- 
trates and churches. A . 

“Should it be believed that other considerations 
had their weight in prompting the decree, still its 
terms would show the important fact that a claim to 
control the faith of the citizen was one which the 
rulers could not venture to avow. But it would be 
unjust to regard the ground of the General Court as 
disingenuously taken. There is noreason to doubt 
that, correctly or otherwise, they considered them- 
selves to be proceeding in the way which the safety 
and well-being of the colony as a civil community 
required. Thestatement of Cotton is entirely credi- 
ble where he says: ‘Two things there were which, 
to my best observation and remembrance caused 
the sentence of his banishment, and two others fell 
in, that hastened it.’ ngs -_ 

“As the first of these hespecifies Williams’s ‘violent 
and tumultuous carriage against the patent,’ thein- 
estimable foundation, as he proceeds to show in some 
detail, ofthe privileges and property of thecolonists. 
As the second cause he names the strictly political 
one, that ‘when the magistrates and other members 
of the Generai Court, upon intelligence of some Epis- 
copal and malignant practices against the country 
made an order of court to take trialof the fidelity of 
the people, not by imposing upon them, but by ofer- 
ing to them an oath of fidelity, that in case any should 
refuse to take it they might not retrust them with 
place of public charge and command. This oath, 
when it came abroad, he vehemently withstood it, 
and dissuaded sundry from it, partly because it was, 
as he said, Christ’s prerogative to have his office 
established by oath, and partly because an oath was 
a part of God’s worship, and God’s worship was not 
to be put upon carnal persons.’ The occasions which 
‘hastened’ the proceedings against him Cotton rep“ 
resents to have been Williams’s appeal to the 


! churches against the magistrates, and his renouncing 


communion with the church of Salem on account of 
its refusal to proceed with him in his disorganizing 
Apa ee History of New England, pp. 
“When the Quakers came in Williams’s way he 
was very impatient of what he thought their ill- 
manners. ‘These simple reformers are extremely 
ridiculous in giving ‘thou’ and ‘thee’ to every- 
body, which our nation commonly gives to familiars 
only, and they are insufferably proud and contempt- 
uous unto all their superiors in using ‘thou’ to 
everybody. I have therefore publicly declared 
myself that a due and moderate restraint and 
punishing of these incivilities, though pretending 
conscience, is so far from persecution, properly so 
called, that it is a duty and command of God unto 
all mankind,’ ’—G@eorge Fox Digged Gut of his Bur- 
rowes, pp. 199, 290. 
the sentence of banishment, declared by the 
Genoral Court latein the autumn of 1633, was in these 
words: ‘Whereas Mr. Roger Williams, one of the 
elders of the church at Salem, hath broached and, 
divulged divers new and dangerous opinions against ~ 
the authority of magistrates; as also writ letters of 
defamation, both of the magistrates aud churches 
here, and that bofore any conviction, and yet main- 
taineth the same without any retractation; it is there- 
fore ordered, that the said Mr, Williams shall de- 
part out of this jurisdiction within six weeks now 
next ensuing, which, if he neglect to perform, it 
shall be lawful for the Governor and. two of the 
Magistrates to send bim to some place out of this 
Jurisdiction, not to return any more without license 
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acter of Roger Williams, but his connection 
with the Puritans of Massachusetts. I can 
accord very freely to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts almost everything that he asks in 
their behalf in the position he has taken; and | 
I venture to assert that if the gentleman will 
read the remarks which I have made upon this 
occasion he will not be able to find the! 
slightest charge made against them in any 
way, with the single exception that I have seen | 
fit to say, very modestly indeed, that there 
was a difference in opinion between Roger 
Williams and the Puritans. 

Mr. BANKS. On this question? 

Mr. EAMES. That there wasa difference 
in opinion between Roger Williams and the | 
Puritans upon questions relating to the civil | 
and church polity adopted by the Puritans. | 
And I repeat it, and 1 cite the authority of the 
historian of the United States, Mr. Bancroft, | 
himself a distinguished citizen’ of Massachu- 
setts, in relation to this matter, and the 
conclusion to which he comes as to the con- 
troversies which there were in Massachusetts 
between Roger Williams and the Puritans dur- | 
ing the short time he remained -on the soil of 
Massachusetts. I speak from facts, authenti- | 
cated by history, on this matter, and if the hon- 
orable gentleman who has seen fit to contro- 
vert the statement I made will be kind enough 
to examine the chapter of Bancroft on * soul 
liberty’? he will find, I think, that I have not in 
any way exaggerated in any statement I have 
ventured to submit. 

I know there were other differences of opin- 
ion between Roger Williams and the Puritans. 
I know that he held that the natives were 

' God’s tenants of the soil, and that it was only | 
by title from them that any man had a right 
lawfully to tread upon the soil either of Mas- 
sachusetts or Rhode Island. I know that, but 
it was no more than was recognized and acted 
upon by the people of Massachusetts; for 
although they had their title from the crown 
of England and claimed from the patents given 
by the Government of England, they did not 
themselves in practice recognize the idea that 
this gave them a perfect title to the soil which 
they were occupying. Roger Williams and the 
people of Rhode Island, recognizing a title in 
the Indians, purchased from them in order that 
they might have not only a legal but a moral 
right to tread on the soil to which they had fled 
on account of the persecutions to which they 
had been subjected. 

I think, sir, what I have said in substance 
has been this: that there were differences of 
opinion between these parties; that these opiv- 
ions were in conflict with each other; that one 
or the other must yield in regard to those 
differences; that Williams stood alone iu his 
place, and that the magistrates and ministers, 
on the other hand, were united. The gentle- | 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Bayxs} con- 
cedes the point that so far as the government 
of Massachusetts was concerned it was a union 
of Church and State. And all I have asserted 
is, that the great idea which Roger Williams 
asserted and maintained, and the main thing 
to which he devoted his life, was to snap asun- 
der the bond which existed between Church 
and State. I am perfectly willing, sir, to as- 
sent to everything which the learned gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] has said ia 
praise of the Puritans. I entirely agree with 
him in his remarks on that subject. But they 
settled the colony of Massachusetts on a cer- 
tain principle, and that principle was that the 
Church and State should be united. And it 
was there they came in conflict with Williams, | 
because Williams believed that the Church and 
State should be absolutely separate; and it was 
by reason of the conflict arising out of this 
and other questions on which they disagreed 
that Willams was, as I stated, expelled from 
Massachusetts. It was utterly impossible for | 
Roger Williams, with the views he enteriained, 
and for the people of Massachusetts under 
their laws and inaccordance with their church i 
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polity, to agree. And it was because their 
ideas were thus in conflict and could .not be 
reconciled, that Roger Williams was banished 
from Massachusetts. It was because there 
was this difference between them in relation 
to tbe question of the union of Church and 
State. That was the main qaestion, in rela- 
tion to which there was a difference between 
them, and other matters arose incidentally 
out of it F think the gentleman will find, 
after examining the whole matter from begin- 
ning to end, that what underlay the whole 


difficulty was the claim set up in Massachusetts | 


to.a union between the Church and the State, 
and the desire on the part of Williams that 
there should be a separation between the 
two. And that was the principal reason why 
he was banished from the colony, as I say 
of necessity, because his principles were in 
conflict with the principles, both in regard 
to Church and State,.of the colony of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to make a single suggestion? 

Mr. BAMES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I would ask the gentleman 
whether it is not an historical fact that afler 
Roger Williams had founded the colony of 
Rhode Island, he himself desired that Mr. 
John Winthrop, the Governor of Massachu- 
setts, should be appointed Governor or dep- 
uty president of his colony of Rhode Island, 
thereby recognizing his own great respect 
lriendliness to the head of the very 
Government which had banished him? 

Mr. RAMES. I cannot answerthe gentleman 
positively as to the historical fact in regard to 
the request alluded to. But [ can say this, 
that undoubtedly, during his whole life, Wil- 
liams entertained for Governor Winthrop the 
highest veneration and respect, as also for 
Governor Winslow, of Plymouth colony. Ido 
not. deny these things, and the gentleman him- 
self [ Mr. Bayxs] has stated that it was simply 
an error of judgment on their part. That is 
ali I have undertaken to claim here. lt was 
simply an error of judgment on their part. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] 
argues that they did not intend to do anything 
that was wrong at all in this matter. I do not 
undertake to say that they did. On the con: 
trary, { believe that they were as conscientious 
in the course they pursued as Williams was in 
the course he pursued. I only asserted, and I 
reassert it, that the grand reason which under- 
Jay all the difficulties between Wilhams and 
the Puritans was that there was this difference 
between them as to the union between Church 
and State, and that tbe reason of his leaving 
Massachusetts was because they and he could 
not agree upon that question. 

Mr. BANKS. I listened with great atten- 
tion to the remarks of the honorable gentle- 
man from Rhode Island, [Mr. Hames, ] and E 
disiinctiy understood this to be his declara- 
tion: that Roger Williams left Massachusetts 
under the sentence of banishment, because 
he differed with them upon the question of 
religious liberty, or the rights of conscience, 
or soul liberty. Now, I rise to say that there 


was no question as to his exercise of these ; 


rights between Roger Williams and the Puri- 
tan fathers; the question that he raised per- 
tained to the political affairs of the Govern- 
ment. 

J have not examined Mr. Bancroft. IfI 
had expected to have uttered a word, or ex- 


pressed an opinion upon this subject, I would |) 
| have examined his work. But [ venture to į 


say that the historical records of that period, 
including Mr. Bancroft himself, (for if he 
omits it his history is nnfaithful upon that 
point.) wiil substantiate me in the declaration 
that the principle of religions liberty, of soul 
liberry, of the rights of conscience above the 


Williams, and which we concede makes not 


-only the foundation, but the high honor of the || 
ii character of the settlers of Massachusetts 


Stale of Rhode Island, was announced by him 


‘| Claimed a title from the Indians. 


State, announced aad established by Roger |! 


as the only foundation for a State after he left 
Massachusetts. The declaration stands as the 
cap- stone of the temple of liberty, for reli- 
gious liberty is the cap-stone, not the corner- 
stone, in thatgreat temple. The corner-stone 
was planted by the founders of Massachusetts, 
the Pilgrim fathers, in the principles which 
they laid down as the foundation of that colony. 

Now, the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Eames] states that the difference of opinion 
between Mr. Williams and the colonial author- 
ities was concerning the union of the Church 
and State, and that I have so conceded in the 
remarks [ have made here to-day. Sir, he 
certainly mistnderstands me, and | believe he 
misunderstands the history of this case. Roger 
Williams did not oppose the union of Church 
and State. My impression is that it will be 
found that he never pronounced against the 
Church as the foundation of the State in his 
controversy with the authorities of Massachu- 
setts. What he did was to declare that an 
unseparated church; that is, a church that had 
not separated itself absolutely and forever from 
the Church of England, was not a church 
which he could, as a Christian, or which 
Christians should recognize. That was the 
point. Jt was not in that Massachusetts there 
should be no connection between Charch 
and State, but that there should be no union 
between the Church of England and the colo- 
nies planted in this country. He, himself, 
recognized both the authority of the Church 
of England and the authority. of the Crown of 
the British empire, after he had established 
the State of Rhode Island, when he was sent 
by its people as their representative to obtain 
a charter for them. 

The gentleman has said that Massachusetts 
recognized the right of the Indians to the 
land by their acts, and even the claims of the 
native occupants of that land. Not in the 
sense in which the gentleman speaks. They 
believed their title to be a good and valid title ; 
they administered upon that title in their courts 
of justice, and they recognized it in their ordin- 
ances as a title derived from the Crown of 
England alone; but they found the Indians 
occupying the land; they had either to fight 
and destroy them or to buy a-peace with them, 
Like wise men, as they were, they chose, in the 
first instance and as far as they could, to buy a 
peace with the original oceupants of the land. 
But when they could no longer do that, they 
took up their arms in battle and. fought for 
their possessions and for their liberty, as they 
have done iu other cases. It was not, as the 
gentleman said, that they recognized, as Mr. 
Williams claimed, that Great Britain had no 
authority to graut them title to those landa. 

Mr. EAMES. I did not say that. 

Mr. BANKS. I understood the gentleman 
to so assert. 

Mr. EAMES. Not that Great Britain had 
| no authority to do that. They claimed a title 
from the British Crown, but they afterward 
Is it not the 
fact that they claimed a title from the Indians? 

Mr. BANKS. They made peace with the 
Indians by treaties with them, and some indi- 
vidual settlers purchased lands from the Iu- 
dians. But in the limits of the colony of Mas- 
| sachusetts they did not recognize that they 
| held their title from the consent of the Indians, 
! but from the Crown of Great Britain. That was 
| the jundamental point of difference between 
them and Mr. Williams. You deny a Yankee’s 
| title to his land and you will have trouble, no 
matter from whom he claims to hold the title. 
| [Laughter.] 
| L vegret that I have been led tosay so much 
upon this subject. But I believe that the 


|| declarations I have made will be sustained by 
i the historical records; 
i 


for, sir, while we 
i concede fully the eminence of the State of 
Rhode Island in all that makes a people wise, 
| prosperous, and free, we cannot admit as 


| tbe basis of that honor reflection upon the 
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which is not in accord with what we under- 
stand: to be historic truth. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, Iam reluctantto 
intrude upon thesefunereal ceremonies enacted 
two- hundred years after the burial of Roger 
Williams; but, after what we have heard on 
matters connected with esthetics, history, re- 
ligions toleration, and ‘‘ soul liberty,’’ T under- 
take to say that Roger Williams will never 
suffer by discussion in this House from the 
State of Massachusetts, or in this age of en- 
‘lightenment. ; 

: We are all, Mr. Speaker, under obligation 
to Roger Williams, though it extends back 
nearly two centuries. [ am ashamed to say 
that the State of Rhode Island, where I was 
educated, has never yet erected a monument 
to his memory, or even discovered the place 
of his sepulture. It does not much matter, as 
his soul is not located. ‘Some one has said 
that an apple-seed planted in the ground 
struck into his skull, and has produced fruit. 
Tt has so, for many generations. Under the 
shadow of that apple-tree, men can sit down 
as under the old vine and fig-tree of the Scrip- 
tures, with none to molest or make afraid, so 
far as God and religious connection are con- 
cerned. 

Mr. 


Speaker, Roger Williams came to 
Rhode Island driven through the woods. He 
landed on the rock called ** What-Cheer."’ I 
have often stood upon that “rock. He was 
received by the Indians with kindly welcome. || 
Hence the name of the rock. He was a true, | 
good, and tolerant Christian gentleman. The 
colony of Massachusetts, which cast him out, 
could not appreciate such a soul at that ume; 
nor have they since, though Mr. Bancrots gives 
bim an immortality as one of the herves of 
our star, 

Roger Williams went into the wilderness. 
The very savages received him after he had 
been exorcised, as a bad spirit, by that puri- 
tanical element so lauded here to-day at his 
expense; the same spirit which left England 
to escape sacrifice.and disasters. It makes in 
true history no exhibition of the heroism of 
those great Puritans of England who, like Pym, 
Hampden, Vane, and Cromwell, did noé ‘leave 
their country for-their country's good.”’ 

Nor did the Puritans come to this country, 
as has been said, to leave their mother Church 
of England. Without leaving their church at | 
all they went to Holland. ‘There they became 
so troublesome and pestiferous that the Dutch 
shipped them to some unknown country. It 
was shrewdly suspected and is generally be- 
lieved that it was intended to Jandthem on the 
island which I have the honor, in part, to rep- 
resent; but by some dispensation of Provi- į 
dence, or a trade or bribe with the skipper, | 
they did not land there, but at Plymouth. i 

The Puritans made a system of government | 
which has been much praised. But, as I could 
show from history, it dees not contain one ele- 
ment of democratic, religious, or civil liberty. |} 
itstruck down the capital thoughtofcivil liberty. 
It throttled Roger Williams by exiling soul lib- 
erty. This is proved by the elegant and truth- 
ful speech of the gentleman from Rhode Island. |} 

. All history confirms it. My reason for voting ji 
to receive this statue from Rhode Island is | 
that Roger Williams was the champion of that | 
which was then too great and generous for Mas: | 
sachusetts to accept; but which the American 
Republicin 1787—ay, all nations now—inelud- 
ing Spain and Italy, receive as the organic | 


law of the relation between Godand His crea- 
tures. i ; 

In America we are not without illustrations 
of religious liberty. Lord Baltimore illustrated 
itin Maryland, as Roger Williams, almost con- 

.temporary, illustrated it in Rhode Island. | 
Butif you will search history fortruth, you will | 
find that these. Pilgrim fathers, so prodigally | 
lauded, when they were about to come to this | 
country went to King James and applied fora | 
eharter. . They told him that they wanted to i 
go to another land to ‘‘ worship God, and— | 


i 
l 
i 
Í 
i 
i 
i 


catch fish.” [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] just before me, 
will see the propriety of his keeping up that 
record. [Laughter.] King James said in 
reply: ‘Fore God! All right! Go and wor- 
ship God and eatch fish; for catching fish 
is the apostles’ own calling.’ [Laughter.] 
The Puritans, therefore, came to this coun- 
try with an eye always upward to God, and 
with an eye somewhat downward for a bite. 
(Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to par- 
ticipate in this debate. [had noright perhaps 
to enter into the discussion, except for this one 
reason: I belong to the little State of Rhode 
Island. Perhaps, by my size, I belong to that 
little State which Major Noah once said he 
could put in his breeches pocket, and which I 
believe is entitled almost to one representa- 
tive under the recent apportionment—‘ two.”’ 
some gentleman says. I shall be satisfied with 
one—Roger Williams! But whether one or 
two, she is a sovereign State; and most sov- 
ereign in the ideas of Roger Wiliams! 

I have reason, sir, to love Rhode {Island ; I 
have reason to revere the memory of Roger 
Williams—not because he was a Baptist, or 
that I am particularly fond of water. [Langh- 
ter.] Lam especially a friend of Rhede [sland 
because, as a boy, I was drawn thither to her 
splendid and liberal college, Brown University, 


i aud to the grand presence of that truly noble 


man, a fit successor of Roger Williams, Dr. 
Wayland. 


days. The chief delight of my life is that I 


was educated by his great and generous soul; |: 


and in a college, the first clausein the ebarter 
of which was that there should be perfect re- 


ligious liberty to Protestant and Catholic, to |) 
Jew and Gentile, to paynim and infidel—all | 


alike. 

This is the distinguishing characteristic of 
Rhode Island. ‘lhe principle of religious lib- 
erty, or as Roger Williams bimself called it, of 
t sonl Hberty.’? is illustrated in the charter of 
the college of Rhode Island. In Massachu- 
setts they made their laws to eonform to the 


| law of God; but the Puritan people and the 


Puritan Church were the Aarons always to 
interpret those laws. Like the Ulemats of 


| the Turkish constitution, if called upon by the 


Sultan to interpret the constitution; if they did 
not interpret the consiitation according to the 
idea of the Sultan, they were to be pounded to 
death in a mortar. f[Laughter.]} 

The Puritan adopted a similar mode. I am 
sure there has been improvement in recent 
times. There hasbeen great advance in Massa 
chusetts since Koger Williams went into the 
wilderness. 


in fear of being hung, if not in Washington, 


on Boston Common, {Janghter;] but Ido not: 


elieve at this day that any man inthis House 
believe at this day that any this H 


would wish to revive the relentless, terrible, | 
and horrible agonies through which the better |; 
men of our colonies passed two hundred years | 


ago. We have passed all that; no thanks to 
the Puritan. There is to be no more tearing 
out of Quaker tongues, no more death of sup- 


posititious witches, no exile of Baptists. We 


have fixed it as a part of the Constitution, not | 


religious liberty for this one or that one, but 
complete religious or ‘‘soul liberty,” for all, 


not the mere toleration; not the writ of habeas |} 
corpus which you bave altogether abrogated, | 
not the liberty of print, speech, locomotion, or |: 


hfe, but the liberty in which each and every 
man exalts, as a sentient being, when ustram- 
meled, he lifts his soul in prayer to his Maker 
and his God. Vhercfure, L welcome this effigy 
of Roger Williams to the Capitol, [tis a pro- 
test against intolerance and bigotry. Iris an 
everiasting syindol of religions liberty, as fixed 
in our Constinton, by the practice and cx- 
ample of Roger Willams aud Rhode Island. 


| Let his form in marble ever reproduce in the |; 


He was the demi-god of our era. | 
Under his tuition | spent the happiest of my | 


Ihave seen the day, and Iam not į 
; old, when a Bapiist, an Episcopalian, a Sepa- 
ratist, Quaker, or a Desenter, would have stood | 
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mind the generous, logical, and noble truths 
of his life of sacrifice and devotion. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I lis- 
tened with great pleasure, Mr. Speaker, to the 
i very able, well put, and eulogistic address of 
| the honorable gendemau from Rhode Island, 
| (My. Eames.] fagree with every word that 
| he said in praise ot one of the foremost men 
i of his day, and I am glad that while Rhode 
| Island has not preserved a lineament of his 
| face, or any correct effigy of his form, or even 
| the memory of the spot, in a State small enough 
‘ to find ir, where his grave is. that at this late 
: day her people have placed a statue here as a 
| monumentto the practical founder of religious 
| hberty. I*had thought, Mr. Speaker, it were 
i not well even to controvert anything which 
| seemed not to do justice to Massachusetts. I 
| 
| 
$ 
i 


looked upon it as a finished oration, as a sort 
i of funeral eulogium, in which it is always per- 
mitted to say all possible good aboutthe dead, 
| even at the expense of other dead, or the liv- 
1 ing, if not too unjust perkaps; and, therefore, 
| saw no sufficient reason why [ should inter- 
ferc, although in that I may have been mis- 
taken. 

But the remarks my colleague feit himself 
called on to make, which have brought the 
i early founders of Massachusetts somewhat in 
L prominence before the House, and what has 
| fallen since from the gentleman from New York 
| (Mr. Cox]as to them. seem to demand a word 
; of explanation of the Puritan character, which, 
; I am certain, the gentleman from New York 
neither understands nor appreciates. 
io Trae itis, sir, the Pilgrims left Kugland for 
Holland because they could not worship God 
according to the dicrates of their conscience 
iin their English homes. They went to Hol- 
land where they had foll liberty of conscience, 
full right to worship God in the form they de- 
sired, but where they did not remain, for the 
reason that they could have no control in 
teaching and bringing up their young men and 
| young maidens in their fathers’ faith; where 
i heresies of all descriptions were, in their view, 
| undermining the true practices of the word of 
| God. And for that reason they did—what? 
H They sought a new world. For what purpose? 
For the pury ose of foundinga Church which of 
itself should be a State, which looked to but 
one ruler, looked to but one superior, looked 
to but one head, and that the Lord in heaven; 
| and leoked to but one law and but one guide, 
and that His holy Word. As the gentleman 
|| from New York has said, they hired a captain 
ii to laud them, where I suppose they intended 
i to land, on the islandof Manhattan. or some- 
| where in what is now the State of New York, 
which he failed to do. And, Mr. Speaker, 
may we not pause a moment to contemplate 
what would have been the change in tha! island 
if they had landed there? [Laughter.] May 
not we of Massachusetts, fishermen as we are, 
some of us—followers of St, Peter, at an 
humble distance, as we are—may we not print 
to Massachusetts, on the one side, as a speci- 
men of a Puritan Commonwealth, and to the 
island of Manhattan, on the other, as a Com- 
monwealth that I have no words of character- 
ization? 

Now, sir, when our Pilgrim fathers came to 
Plymouth for this high andnoble purpose what 
| did theydo? They gave up the refined soc ety 
, of the Uld World; nay, more, all the comforts 
i of civilization and delights of home and pleas- 
ures of country. Forwhat? For conscience’ 
sake. Why? Because they believed in their 
souls that their religious teachings and doc- 
| trines were right and all others were wrong. 
; They came to a wilderness and endured every 
privation, even the horrors of starvation; they 
p risked the atiacks of a savage, an unknown 
i foe, extending over the e niinent; they en- 
countered ali the horrors of climate, sickness, 
anl death itself, for the purpose of founding a 
commonwealth in which they could worship 
God us they believed was His will weeording to 
His word.  ‘Phus they founded religious liberty 


| 
i 
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in this sense only, that they interpreted the 
Scriptures according to private judgment, and 
not according to the dogma of any church ; 
and they asked no man to come to their New 
World with them who did not believe as they 
did, and they required no man to stay there 


` unless, believing as they did, he chose so to 


do. They had periled everything except their 
souls’ salvation to get a place even in the 
wilderness, where they might have the oppor- 
tunity, in the fear of God, of working out that 
problem of their souls’ salvation, and all they 
asked wag not to be interfered with by anybody 
else who should set up false doctrines in their 
belief. And while they welcomed to theirnew 
home in the wilderness, founded by starvation 
and privations, everybody, they insisted that 
everybody who came there should not inter- 
fere with their religious liberty. 

That was the theory upon which the Puritan 
Commonwealth was founded, as I understand 
it. Having made these sacrifices, having 
taken these pains to get a Commonwealth in 
which they might carry out their views of 
God’s words; they only asked that other men 
should not come there and interfere with them 
and take away their liberty of conscience by 
teaching false heresies to their children. If 
they had intruded upon any one else’s land, if 
they had gone to the Dutch colony in New 
York, if they had gone to the Church of Eng- 
land colony at James river, if they had gone 
to the semi-Catholie colony at Baltimore, if 
they had interfered with the Quaker colony 
afterward founded in Pennsylvania, if they 
had gone to any colony and undertaken in that 
colony to set up their peculiar doctrine, their 
peculiar ideas, their peculiar worship, then 
there would have been some ground of com- 
plaint; but coming into a savage wilderness 
and set up their church and their altars there, 
they testified by giving up their lives to the 
sanctity of their belief and to their devotion 
to it; and they simply asked that others should 
not interfere with that which they had pur- 
chased at such a price. ; 

Whenever the Puritan character is contem- 
plated in this view, everybody, I think, will 
agree that there is no occasion for sneers, no 
occasion for animadversion, no occasion for 
complaint, no occasion to look upon them 
otherwise than as they were, sincere, earnest, 
zealous, devout believers and doers of God’s 
word as it was given to their understanding, 
full in the faith that others who differed from 
them were wrorg, and acting contrary to God’s 
will; they only asked such others to go away 


from them, and when they did not choose. 


to go away from them they put them on one 
side. { Laughter. ] Í 

I claim, as one of the Representatives of 
Massachusetts that this was their merit, that 
they were only troublesome to those that inter- 
fered with them and their religious belief, and 
who came where they had alone a right to be 
and the comers had no right to be; and the 
result has been seen. The same clearness of 
perception, the same devotion to duty. the 
same energy in the performance of that duty, 
the same self-reliance, the sametrust in God’s 
providence which brought them to this new 


world, has leavened this whole country with | 


their ideas, until now we have in this country, 
from sea to sea, the Government founded and 
carried on by the Puritan ideas of Massachu- 
setts. The Puritans claimed thesameright only 
which we claim aud now exercise, and a right 
which this Congress has exercised, not to per- 
mit others to come into our country and estab- 
lish their own ideas of Government and their 
own institutions. If any one doubts this I ask 
him to look at what this Government is now 
doing to-day near the Great Salt Lake in regard 
to Mormonism, where we are insisting that our 
ideas, our religion, our institutions shall be 
established and maintained, and not the ideas 
and institutions of others. 

I claim, then, and I wish to impress my 


| tomed to speak of ** the people of the United | 


view of the Puritan character upon the House, 
that believing they were right, believing they 
were God’s chosen people, and acting upon 
that belief, giving up everything on earth to 
substantiate and enjoy that belief, with prac- 
tical good sense, with clearness of judgment, 
and with sternness of purpose upon that belief, 
they founded their State, and dealt with every- | 
body else that interfered with them as their 
consciences and good judgments dictated; 
and when in after times we see the fruits of 
that action we can pardon the mistakes, if 
any, which they made. 

Sir, I am not here to defend our Puritan 
fathers; their history is their defense; but aj 
still better defense, if one were needed, is the 
result of their acts and the example of their 
lives, an empire greater and more powerful 
than the sun ever shone upon, with every man 
within its borders a free man, with every 
religion which looks to one God, and to His 
Son, our Saviour, tolerated, permitted; nay, 
invited. This is what I claim to be the result 
which sanctions the conduct, illustrates the 
character, and is the evidence of the energy 
of purpose and the religious teachings of the 
Puritan founders of Massachusetts. 

The question was upon concurring in the 
resolutions of the Senate. : 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope the gentleman 
who offered these resolutions, will consent to 
a verbal amendment, to strike out the word 
“í nation,” and insert ‘‘ people of the United 
States.” 

The SPEAKER, The 


from the Senate, 
Well, I hope we shall 


resolution comes 


Mr. NIBLACK. 
amend it in that way. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thisisa nation, isit not? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Thenameis the “United 
States.” I offer the amendment [ have indi- 
cated in good faith. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. That will correspond 
exactly with the words used in the Constitu- 
tion, 

Mr. BECK. Putin ‘‘empire’’ at once; for 
that is what it is getting to be. 

Mr. EAMES. ‘This resolution, as I ander- 
stand it, is the-copy of the one adopted on the 
occasion of the presentation by the State of 
Rhode Island of the statue of General Greene. 
The communication from the Governor of 
Rhode Island in relation to this statue was 
referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds of the Senate, who reported 
this resolution; and I hope the gentleman on 
the other side will not insist upon his amend- 
ment. He certainly does not mean to say this 
is not a nation. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I dislike to insist upon 
an amendment which is so purely verbal as 
this is, but £ believe it is proper that it should 
be made. and I must insist upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ttrust the House will pause 
before it strikes out of the resolution an asser 
tion that this country is a pation merely be- 
cause it asserts that fact. I desire to cali the 
attention of the House to what the effect of j 
this motion wili be. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I make no objection, and 
certainly intended no attack upon what the | 
gentleman may please to call the nationality | 
of the United States. Nothing of that sort 
is involved in this amendment. It is n mere 
question of phraseology. We are accu 


States,” as the name of this Government, | 
and the word ‘‘ nation” to me has a sort of | 
schoolmaster or pedagogue twang. lt does | 
not seem to meto be the proper phrase Lo use. | 
When the Congress of the United States accepts i 
a thing it does it in the name of “the people |i 
of the United States ;’’ and as the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts seems to make a point on: 
it that I did not dream of, F shall insist on a || 
vote on my amendment, believing that it is |! 


i frou his do 


better expression than the one now in the |i 
resolution. if 


Mr. HOAR. Teall for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 78, nays 113, not voting 
49; as follows: . ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer. Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird. James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Carroll, Comingo,Conner,Cox,Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, Duke. Eldridge, 
Ely, Henry D, Foster, Garrett, Getz, Hambteton, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Jobn T. Harris, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Kinselia, 
Lamison, Leach, Lewis. Manson, Marshall, MeCicl- 
and, McCormick, McHenry, MelIntyre, MelKinney, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, 
Niblack, Hosen W. Parker, Eli Perry, Potter, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M., Rice, 
Rogers, Slater, Sioss, Storm, Swann, Terry, Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, 
Whitthorne, Williams of New York, Winchester, and 
Wood—i9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bullinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Lutter, 
Caldwell, William ‘L. Clarke, Coghlan, Conger, Cot- 
ton. Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Duu- 
nell, Kames, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Hale. George B. Harris, flavens, Hawley, 
Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W, Hazleton, fill, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Keteham, 
Lamport, Lansi Lowe, Lynch, MeGrow, Me- 
Junkin, MeKee, Mercur, Merriam, Mouroe, Moore, 
Morey, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac 
C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, 
Platt, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Bihis H. Roberts, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Scotield, Seeley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Soyder, Thomas J 
Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Strong, Tafe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Tur- 
ner, Twicbel, Tyner, Upson, Wakemau, Walden, 
Waldron, Wallace, Walis, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wil- 
lard, Williams of Indiana, and John T, Wilson—113. 

NOT VOLTLNG—Messrs. Averill, Barnum, Bigby, 
James Brooks, Campbell, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Creely. De Large, Edwards, Elliott, Forker, 
Golladay, Griflith, Paldemau, Halsey, Harmer, Hays, 
Hereford, Kendall, Killinger, Maynard, McCrary, 
McNeely, Morphis, Leouard Myers, Peters, Poland, 
Ritchie, William R, Roberts, Robinson, Sawyer, 
Sessions, Shobcr, Shoemaker, Slocum, Worthington 
C. smith, R, Milton Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, 
St. Jolm, Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, 
Wells, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Young—48. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The question was upon concurring in the 
resolutions ofthe Senate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have uo de- 
sire to take partin this discussion. twill, how- 
ever, call attention to the following passages 
from our great historian, Bancroft, who ought 
to be an authority with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, in order that. they may be made 
a part of the record of this debate: 

“Tn February of the first year of the colony, buta 
few months aiter the arrival of Wintbrop, and before 
cither Cotton or Hooker had embarked for New Bng- 
land, there arrived at Nantasket, after a stormy pas- 
sage of sixty-six days, ‘a young minister, godly and 
zealous, having precious’ gifts. It was Roger Wil- 
liams. Hewas then but little more than thirty years 
of age; but his mind had already matured adoctrine 
which secures him au immortality of fame. as its 
application has given religious peace to the Ameri- 
can world, Ho was a Puritan, and a fugitive from 
English perseention; but his wrongs had not clouded 
his accurate understanding. dn the capacious re- 
cesse3 of his mind he bad resolved the nature of 
intoleranec, and he, and jie slone, bad arrived at 
the great principle which is its sole effectual rem- 
cdy. He aunounced his discovery under the simple 
proposition of the sanclityof conscience. The civil 
magistrate shouid restrain crime, but never control 
opinion; should punish guilt, but never violate the 
freedom of the soul. ‘fie doctrine coutained within 
itself wn entire reformation of theological jurispru- 
dence: it would blotfrom the sintute-book the felony 
of non-conforniity ; would queveh the fires that per- 
secution had kept so long burning; would repeal 
every law compelling attendance on public worship 3 
would abolish tithes and all forced contributions to 
the maintenance of religion; would give un equal 
form of protection to every form of religious faahi 5 
and neversutfer the aut ity of the civil govern- 
ment to be enlisted against the Mussulmeu or the 
altar of tbe fire-worshiner, against the Jewish syna- 
gogue or the Roman cathedral 

“Tt is woudertel with wir 
Williams deduced these int 
principles, tue consistency with whieh, like 
and edwards, those bold wud profound reasoners 
other subjects, he aecopted every fair interenog 
rijes, and the eireumspection with 
which he repelled every unj imputation. Je tbo 
unwavering ertion of his views he never changed 
his position : the sanctity of conscience was the great 
tenet which, with all its consequences, he defended, as 
io first trod the shores of New England; and in bis 


distinetocss Roger 
nees fram bis great 
i Precak 
on 
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extreme old-age it was the last pulsation of his 
heart. Butit placed the young. emigrant in direct 
opposition to the whole system on which Massachu- 
setts was founded; and gentle and forgiving as was 


his temper, prompt as he was to concede everything | 


which honesty permitted, he always asserted his 
belief with temperate firmness and unbending benev- 
olence. oe! z i 

“ So soon, therefore, as Williamsarrived in Boston, 
he found himself among the New England churches, 
but notof them, They bad not yet renounced the 
use of force in religion; and he could not with his 
entire mind adhere to churches which retained the 
offensive features of English legislation. What, 
then, was the connection in the colony, when it was 
found that the people of Salem desired to receive 
him as their teacher! The court of Boston *mar- 
yeled’ at the precipitate decision, and the people 
of Salem were required to forbear, Williams with- 


drew to the settlement of Plymouth, and remained į 


there about two years. But his virtues had won the 


affections of the church of Salem; and the apostle | 


‘of intellectual liberty was once more welcomed to 
their confidence. He remained the object of public 
jealousy. How mild was his conduct is evident from 
anexample. He had written an essay on the nature 
of thetenure by which the colonists held their lands in 
America; and he had argued that an English patent 
could not invalidate the rights of the native inhab- 
itants. The opinion sounded, at first, like treason 
against the cherished charter of the colony; Wil- 
liams desired only the offensive manuscript might 
be burned; and so effectually explained its purport 


that the court applauded his temper, and declared į 


‘that the matters were not so evil, as at first they 
Saomad: ree of the United States, vol. 1, pp. 
7-69. 
“ It was objected to him, that his principles sub- 
verted all good government. 


order on board of the ship, and see that it pursues | 
its course steadily, even though the dissenters of the || 
crew are not compelled to attend the public prayers | 


of their companions. 

.** But the controversy finally turned on the ques- 
tion of the rights and duty of magistrates to guard 
the minds of the people against corruption, and to 

unish what would seem to them error and heresy. 

agistrates, Williams protested, aro but the agents 
of the people, or its trustees, on whom no spiritual 
power in matters of worship can ever be conferred; 
since conscience belongs to the individual and is not 
the property of the body-politic; and with admirable 


dialectics clothing the great truth in its boldest and [i 


most general forms, he asserted that ‘the civil magis 


trate may not intermeddle even to stop a church if 


from apostacy and heresy,’ that his power extends 
only to the bodies and goods and outward state of 
men.’ With corresponding distinctness he foresaw 
the influence of his principles on society. 


“©The removal of the yoke of soul-oppression,’ to | 
o confirmed | 


use the words in which at a later day 
his early views, ‘as it will prove an act of mercy and 
righteousness to the enslaved nations, so it is of 
binding force to engage the whole and every inter- 
est and conscience to preserve the common liberty 
and peace.’ , , 

“The same magistrates who punished Eliot, the 
apostle of the Indian race, for censuring their meas- 
ures, could not brook the independence of Williams; 
and the circumstances of the times seemed to them 
to justify their apprebensions.”’—Jb., pp. 370-71. 


The question was then taken upon con- 
curring in the resolutions of the Senate; and 
they were concurred in. 


GOVERNMENY OF LOUISIANA. 
Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to 


offer the following resolution, to which I think 
there will be no objection: 


Resolved, That a select. committee of five be ap- || 


pointed by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 


atives, whose duty it shall be to inquire into the | 


condition of the government of Louisiana, so far as 


regardsthe administration and execution of thelaws ; 


of the United States and the safety of the lives and 
property of citizens thereof, and to report the same 
to this House with such recommendations as they 
may deem cxpedient; and that said committee be 


authorized to employ a clerk and stenographer, to | 


send for persons and papers, totake testimony under 


oath, to hold their sessions in this city or elsewhere, |! 
as they may deem necessary, the expense of said com- iÍ 
mittee to he paid out of the contingent fund of the | 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. 
fornia will withdraw his objection 

Mr. COGHLAN. 
ation of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution 
before the House. 

TEXAS ELECTION CONTEST. 

Mr. KERR. 

fr reference to the Committee of Elections. 


is not 


Ti has reference toa case pending before that © 


committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That in the contested-election case of 


The commander of | 
the vessel of State. replied Williams, may maintain | 


If the gentleman from Cali- | 


I object to the consider- | 


I desire to offer a resolution =. 


i 
| Giddings vs. Clarke, from third congressional district | 
of Texas, the sixty days allowed by Jaw in which to | 
i take testimony, shall commence on thé ist day of ii 
February next and close vixty days thereafter; that 
the evidence shali be limited to, and taken within, if 
the counties the votes in which were rejected in.’ 
i whole or in part, as shown by the certificate of E. J. |} 
! Davis, Governor of Texas, to W. T, Crank, to wit, | 
Bosque, Brazos, Freestone, Limestone, and Wash 
: ington, and to the counties of Galveston and Austin, 
| in which it is alleged by contestant that votes were 
| polled and put in the rejected box and not counted 
| by the return judges, and the counties of Navarro 
| and Grimes, in which it was alleged that the ballot- i 
| boxes were stuffed; that inasmuch as Hon. W. T. |) 
| CharkE bas no residence in the State of Texas at | 
which notices may beserved by leaving them there- | 
| at, he be required to designate some person residing 
in said district upon whom notices may be served; | 
that either party may take the testimony of wit- |; 
| 


t 


nesses in the District of Columbia before any officer 

authorized by law, giving the opposite party ten 

days’ notice of time and place of taking—— 

| Mr. HOAR. There is no need of reading 

that resolution further. I object to it. ij 
ENROLLED RESOLUTION. 

Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Eprolled Bills, reported that the committee 
| had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 56) donating certain 
! condemned cannon fora soldiers’ monument; 
|| when the Speaker signed the same. 
ji 


i 
| 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
| 
i 
| 


Leave of absence was granted to Mr. Corp 
i until Monday next; and to Mr. Perry, of 
New York, and Mr. Comineo, for five days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. NEGLBEY asked and obtnined leave to 
|| withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the case of Andrew J. Carroll. 

Then, on motion of Mr. CONNER, (at three 
o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, ý 


i PETITIONS, ETC. 

i| The following petitions, &c., were presented 
|| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
| committees 

By Mr. ARCHER: The petition of Catharine 
Barry, for relief. 

By Mr. DUELL: The memorial and accom- 
| panying papers of Sarah S. Trapp, praying for 
| relief. : 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Birdsall 
J. Perrigo, of Holley, New York, for relief 
against the loss of a United States bond for 
$500, with accompasying papers and letters. 

Also, the petition of Spencer B. Peugh, 
; David B. Peugh, E. H. Peugh and others, for 
a uniform tax on the gallon, without other tax 
on distillers or machinery. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of At- | 
kins, Steele & White and others, praying for 
repeal of the duty on foreign hides and raw 
skins. ° 

Also, the petition of John Black and others, | 
praying for a change in the laws regulating the | 
;| sale of distilled spirits. | 

Also, the petition of the Grand Army of the | 
Republic of Wisconsin, praying that the laws | 
be so modified as to dispense with any definite | 
; residence on the part of honorably discharged 
i! soldiers prior to locating lands. | 
By Mr. MONROE: The petition of 3. F. | 

f 
H 
i 


Ward, praying Congress to grant him royalty | 
on his patent, used by the Post Office Depart- | 
| ment, i 
By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of Moses | 
i Granger and 20 others, asking for an equaliza- || 


i 
|, tion of bounties J 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorialof W. C. | 
Johnson & Co. and 4 others, citizens of Vin- | 
cennes, Indiana, praying for certain amend- /! 
| ments to the laws taxing distilled spirits. 4 
By Mr. PENDLETON: The memorial of | 


Newport, Rhode Island, praying for the repeal | 
: of the tax on savings banks. ] 
| By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The peti- j 
| 


di 
iB 


i 

J.T. Bailey and some 66 others, citizens of |! 
' i 
I 
1 


Farmers’ Savings Institution, of Albany, New || 


ij ing the bill. 


York, for a modification of the present tax on 
savings banks. 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of the trus- 
tees ofthe Morrisania Savings Bank and others, 
for a repeal of the tax on savings institutions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: The petition of Eliza 
McLean, for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of Sarah A, 


: Johnson, for a pension. 


By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of sun- 
dry growers and manufacturers of tobacco, for 
a uniform tax. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 12, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. [move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the motion was agreed 
to: and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the 
committees will be called for reports of a pri- 
vate nature. The morning hour begins at ten 
minutes past twelve o'clock. Reports are in 
order from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MARGARET LEE. 


Mr. PECK, from, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 892) 
granting a pension to Margaret Lee; which ` 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
io place on the pension-roll. subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret Lee, mother of David 
Lee, late a private in company B, fourteenth 
Ohio volunteers, and to pay her a pension from 
and afier the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETIL KENYON 

Mr. PECK. from the same committee, also 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 898) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Kenyon; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Elizabeth Kenyon, widow of John F. 
Kenyon, late private company A, first regi- 
ment Rhode Island cavalry, and pay her a 
pension from the 28th of September, 1863, 
during her widowhood. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I ask that the report of 
the committee be read. 7 

Mr. PECK. There is norepori accompany- 
This bill has been passed by the 


: Committee on Invalid Pensions unanimously. 


It was rejected, for want of proof, by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. The proof has been 


| furnished to the committee, and we recom- 
| mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved te reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed; and also moved 

that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


tion of the trustees of the Mechanics’ and || table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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HERMAN GOODWIN. 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, also 
made an adverse report on the petition of 
Herman Goodwin; which was laid on the 
table. 

JULIAN HIBERT. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Julian Hibert; which was laid 
on the table. 

ELIZABETH KEATING. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, from the same commit- 
tee, also made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Elizabeth Keating; which was laid on 
the table. 

ANNA CRAIG. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the same commit- 
tee; also made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Anna Craig, widow af Edward Craig ; 
which was laid on the table. 


JOSEPH MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 894) 
granting a pension to Joseph Montgomery; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Joseph Montgomery, late a private in 
company F, fifteenth regiment Iowa volun- 
teers, and to pay him a pension from the 10th 
day of July, 1865. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HANNAL GRAY. 


Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill (H. R. No. 895) granting a 
pension to Hannah Gray; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Hannah Gray, widow of Thomas Gray, late 
a private in company F, eleventh regiment 
Tennessee cavalry, and pay hera pension from 
the 11th day of May, 1864, during her widow- 
hood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

“Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 

ROSANNA QUINN. 

Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 868) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosanna Quinn. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 


jons and limitations of the pension laws, the : 


name of Rosanna Quinn, mother of Francis 
P. Quinn, late sergeant ninety-sixth regimert 
Illinois volunteers, and pay ber a. pension 
from the 8d day of February, 1864. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, I 


notice that a number of those bills are going | 


through without any statement in regard to 
the reason why they are brought here, and 
also without any report showing the circum- 
stances of each individual case. I think it 
would be a good practice for the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to state briefly the grounds 
upon which they recommend these bills for 
passage ; that is, where they are not accompa- 
nied by a report. I have in my own district, 


f 


and almost all the members of this House have 
in their districts, many such cases. Even if 
these bills are all right, such an explanation 
as I desire would enable us to know what the 
judgment of this House ought to be. If gen- 
tlemen, when they report these bills, will ac- 
company them with some statement showing 
the grounds upon which they recommend their 
passage, such a statement of the grounds upon 
which they are recommended will guide the 
vote of this House in passing upon them, and 
will also enable us to determine what is to be 
the policy of Congress generally in regard to 
them. Besides, I think that this loose way of 
passing bills, without any report or statement, 
is much to be reprobated. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHELLABARGER,] I 
would say that we are ready atali times to give 
the reason why we report these biils ; but we 
do not propose to consume the time of the 
House in explaining every bill whose passage 
we recommend, unless some objection is made. 
There is a report in connection with this bill, 
which has been sent up to the Clerk, and which, 
for the information of the House, may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
report. 

The report was read. It stated that the 
deceased soldier to whose mother the bill 
proposed to grant a pension was severely 
wounded at the battle of Chickamauga ; that 
he received a sick furlough, and that on return- 
ing to his regiment at the expiration of his 
furlough he was accidentally drowned in the 
Chicago river, February 3, 1864. The com- 
mittee considered that having been absent on 
sick furlough he should have been considered 
as having been within the line of his duty at 
the time of his death. 

Mr. ARCHER. I would ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions if the commit- 
tee ure not departing from the rule which was 
adopted in the last Congress in this respect, 
that they are granting these pensions to date 
from the time of death, instead of from the 
time of the passage of the law. 

Mr. MOORE. I will answer the question of 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ArcHer] 
by staing that this case was acted upon hy 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions during 
the last Congress. It was favorably reported 
by the committee, and the committee of this 
Congress has simply indorsed the action of the 
committee which had charge of this business 
during last Congress. The bill then reported 
passed this House. I may further state that 
I was personally acquainted with this soldier 
who lost his life at Chicago. [ know him to 


I| have been a man of the very best character, 


and there is no probability that he lost his life 
because of any carelessness or neglect on his 
own part. He had gone home on sick far- 
lough after the battle of Chickamauga, severely 
wounded, and at the termination of his fur- 
lough was returning again to the front. | think 
there is no reason at all for depriving his 
mother of the pension, whose dependence is 
proven beyond question by the papers in the 
case. : 

The gentleman asks me if this committee 
was disposed to go back on the position form- 
erly taken on this subject, and to grant pen- 
sions from the date of death. The committee 
has assumed this to be the correct and proper 
practice where a special act is passed and the 


| case is found to be in every way meritorious. 


In such a case we think we have no right to 
say that the applicant shall be granted a pen- 
sion only from the time of the passage of the 
act, if the Government proposes to do what is 
just by the parties concerned. When there 
is no fault on the part of the parties making 
application, and the case appears to be merito- 


rious, we propose to give the pension from | 


the time of discharge or death, or from the 
time of injury so received. This case, how- 
ever, as I have stated, was adjudicated upon 
by the Pension Committee of last Congress. 


The bill granting the pension passed the House, 
and we have simply indorsed what was done 
by last Congress. 

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
intend to make objection to this particular 
case, because I think it is a meritorious one. 
I desired simply to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that all the bills which have 
been reported this morning have dated back 
to the time of death, instead of the precedent 
being followed which formerly existed, of grant- 
ing pensions only from the time of the passage 
of the law. This case | think is a meritorious 
one, but when case after case of this kind is 
reported, and the pension is made to run from 
the date of death, I think the attention of the 
House ought to be distinctly cailed to the 
subject. ; 
Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is in error 
in saying there was any such rule adopted 
during last Congress. 

Mr. ARCHER. Generally. 

Mr. MOORE. This action was had during 
the last Congress, granting the pension from 
the date of death. There bas been no such 
uniformity of action, and the committee will 
feel bound now, as they have felt bound 
heretofore, to do as nearly what is just and 
equitable in a given case as they can ascertain 
what is just and proper. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; aud also moved 
ihar the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTHA G. RUDOLPH, 


On motion of Mr. MOORE, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions were discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1474) granting a pension to Martha G. 
Rudolph ; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812. 


WILLIAM AND COLEMAN SELLERS, 


Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Patents, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 896) to enable William Sellers and Cole- 
man Sellers to make application to the Com- 
missioner of Patents for the extension of let- 
ters-patent foran improvement in coupling for 
shafting; which was read a first and second 
time. 

‘The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It gives to William 
Sellers and Coleman Sellers, of the city and 
county of Philadelphia and State of Pennsyl- 
vania, leave to make application to the Com- 
missioner of Patents for an extension of the 
letters- patent granted to them for improvement 
in coupling for shafting, under date of May 5, 
1857, for the term of seven years from and 
afier the expiration of the original term of 
fourteen years for which the said letters-patent 
were granted, such application to be made ia 
the same mauner and to have the same effect 
as if the same bad been filed not less than 
ninety day before the expiration of the afore- 
said original term of said patent; and it pro- 
vides that, upon such application so filed, the 
Commissioner of Patents shall be authorized 
to consider and determine the same in the 
same manner and with the same effect as if the 
application had been duly filed within the time 
prescribed by law, and as if the original term 
of said patent had not expired ; provided, that 
no person shall be held liable for an infringe- 
ment of said patent, if extended, for making 
use of said invention since the expiration of 
the original term of the patent, and prior to 
the date of extension. 

Mr. MAYNARD. JI ask for the reading of 
the report in this case. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I will 
state that I have made no written report in 
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this case. It presents one simple question, į 
which 1 will briefly state, and itis this: the 
statute requires that where a patentee desires | 
to. have his patent extended he shall make 
application to the Commissioner of Patents 
within ninety days from the time his patent 
expires. Now in this case, through accident | 
or. inadvertence, these patentees did not make 
their application to the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents within ninety days before the expiration 
of their patent. They made it seventy days 
from the time of the expiration of the patent, 
and found that they ought to have made the 
application twenty days prior to that time. 
‘Phe statute being peremptory, they had noth- 
ing to do but to file their petition, and their 
petition was filed in Congress seventy days | 
prior to the exvication of their parent, This 
bill does not propose an extension of the pat- | 
ent. It merely allows the parses to make an 
application to the Commissioner of Patents. 
and leaves him co hear and determine whether 
tbe patentshall be extended. In short, it merely 
proposes to correct an error of inadvertence: 
on the part of these men, and I trust the 
House will pass the bill. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do not like to object to 
this bill; but my experience on the Committee 
of Patents some years ago, and my observa- 
tion since, have convinced me thatin nine cases 
out of ten these applications for extensions of 
patents are without any merit. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I will say that this is not | 
a bill for an extension of a patent, but simply 
for the correction of an error. 

_. Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Indiana to make the 
objection that it did not appear whether this 

articular patent had any merit or not. Now, 

say that that is nota matter that Congress 
is to go into. This bill is merely for the pur 
pose of enabling the patentees to bring the 
matter of the extension before the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, so that he can determine 
the question whether it has any merits at all. 

If not, he will not grant the extension. 

There seems to be a mistake in the minds of 
some gentlemen here. This is not a bill to 
extend a paient, but merely a bill, like orbers 
which have been passed from time to time in 
every Congress, allowing patentees who have 
made some mistake or error (in this case the 
error is only one of twenty days) to have that 
error rectified. As it stands now, the law is 
peremptory that if the application is not filed 
within ninety days of the expiration of the let- 
ters-pateut he shall lose his right to apply for 
an extension. It is merely doing an act of 
justice. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The gentleman from | 
Massachusetts [Mr. Brooxs]} misunderstood 
me in one respect. -I do not insist that 
the merits of tius patent shail be made to 
appear upon the application of this person 
10 Congress for relef I simply remarked 
that my observation was that nine out of 
ten of these applications had no merit in 


them, expressing no opinion about tbis par- i 


ticular case, for 1 do not know anything about 
it. But thereis searcely a case in which an 
application for an exteusion has been made 
within my knowledge, where the real ground | 
of compraint has not been thatthe patentee 
has not been sufficiently remunerated during 
the term of the original parent, That results, 
as l believe, from the fact that perhaps there 
is not more than one patent out of ten that is | 
remunerative, or that perhaps ought to be. 
However, while calling for information in 
this particular case, i did not intend to oppose | 


this bill absolutely, bat simply desired to ob» i 


tain information fur my own guidance. From 
representations made to me by gentlemen 


| 
from the State of Pennsylvania whe have some | 
personal knowledge of this matter, and who li 
have investigated it, Í learn that they gre |i 


inclined to think that not onlyis the pateat 
meritoricus, bat the error asked to be rectified 
by the passage of this bill has resulted from 


| : : 
one of tbose inadvertences that might perhaps | 


occar without any great fault on the part of 
the applicant. 
any farther opposition to this, and, so far as 
Tam concerned, I will leave it to the House 
to determine whether they will or not grant 
the relief asked for. 

I wish. however, to make this further re- 
mark. One objection I have to extending the 
time for applications for extensions of patents 
by special act of Congress is that the Patent 
Office is disposed to construe such extension 
of time into an indorsement of the applica- 
tion. I desire that, so far as what I may say 


can have that effect, the Commissioner of | 


Patents shall not so construe our action in 
this case. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts.. Thereis 
nothing in the phraseology of the bill to lead 
the Commissioner to do so. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Perhaps the phraseology 
does not bear that construction, but practically 
the result is that he is disposed so to do, which 
in my judgment is clearly wrong. I do not 
refer to the present Commissioner of Patents, 
but to the practice that has prevailed here- 
tofore. : 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IRA BUCKMAN, JR. 


Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported a bill (H. R. No. 897) for 
the relief of Ira Buckman, jr.; which was 
read a first and second time, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The biil, which was read, grants leave to 
Ira Backman, jr., to make application to the 
Commissioner of Patents for the extension 
oi the letters-patent issued to him for a wa'k- 
ing-stick gun, for the term of fourteen years 
from the 4ih day of August, 1857, said Jet- 
ters-patent bearing date August 4, 1857, and 
reissued February 16, 1858, in the same man- 
ner as if the petition for said extension had 
been filed at least ninety days before the 
expiration of said patent, and authorizes the 
Commissioner to consider and determine said 
application in the same way as if it had been 
filed ninety days before the expiration of said 
patent. 

Mr. KELLOGG. A single word of explan- 
ation. This is the case of a fourteen year 
patent. granied August 4, 1857, and reissued 
‘some six months later, February 16, i858. 


| Betore the expiration of the patent the pat- | 


entee took the letters patent to his attorney 
to have hiin draw up a petition for renewa! of 
the patent, it bemg one of the fourteen-year 


patents, which are generally supposed to be | 
entitled, under the present jaws, to one ezten- | 


sion. | he attorney looked atthe letters-patent, 
noticed the date of the reissue, but did not 
notice ibat it was a reissue, and told the pat- 


entee that he need not file his petition until | 
the next August, or within six months of the | 


expiration of the patent. The patentee took 
the papers away, and returned August 7, 1871, 
and tor the first time the attorney discovered 
that it was a reissue, and that the pa'ent had 
expired three days before. Affidavits are pre- 
sented from boih the attorscy and the party 
himself. Without any laches of his own, but 
by a mistake of his atiorvey. the party lust the 
privilege of applying to the Commissioner of 
Patents for an extension, 

Mr, STEVENSON. For what is this pat- 
ent? f 

Mr. KELLOGG. Fora walking-stick gun ; 
aud the affidavits show that the inventor has 
received in all caly $960 for his invention. 


ara 


NS 


Therefore I shall not make | 


i 


4 


| without fault on the part of the collector. 
| committee also provide in the amendments 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Is there any reason 
why we should uot pass a general law repeal- 
ing the limitation of time in regard to applica- 
tion for extension of patents if we are con- 
stantly to dispense with it in individual cases? 
Was not the law passed in order to prevent 
the making of such applications after the ex- 
piration of a specified time? Why should we, 
in every case where the application is made, 
dispense with the limitation? If there is any 
reason for the requirement of the law it should 
not be constantly remitted in individual cases. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That would not obviate 
the difficulty in this case. The patent expired 
three days before the mistake was discovered. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. How long had this 
patent run? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Fourteen years. It is 
one of the short-term patents under the old 
law. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en: , 
grossed for athird reading. Being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JACOB WEART. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported back with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. No. 385) for the relief 
of Jacob Weart. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to credit and allow 
to Jacob Weart, collector of internal revenue 
for the fifth district of New Jersey, in the set- 
tlement of hisaccounts, the sum of $7,801 07, 
being the amount of internal revenue stamps 
for beer, cigars, and tobacco, which were 
stolen from his office without fault or neglect 
on the part of the collector, and which have 
not been returned. : 

The amendments reported by the committee 
were read, as follows: 

z Strike, out ‘37,802 07,” and insert in lien thereof 
Atter the word “tobacco,” insert ‘‘ on satisfactory 
evidence that such stamps were.” 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

Provided, That in case all the stamps so stolen 


shall hereafter be recovered, the same shall inure to 
the benefit of the Un‘ted States. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The facts inthis case 
are that the office of the collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the fifth district of New Jer- 
sey, was robbed on the 23d day of February, 
1871, and stamps amounting to $7,801 07 were 
sto'en. A large portion of those stamps have 
been recovered. The bill, as originally intro- 
duced—provided for allowing to the collector 
the full amount, $7.80107. Oneof theamend- 
ments reported by the committee reduces the 
amount to the sum still missing, $517 83. In 
another amendment the committee require 
that satisfactory eviden- e shall be given to the 
Treasury Department that the robbery was 
The 


that if any more of the stamps shall be re- 
covered. the advantage thereof shall accrue to 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR, ot Michigan. Where were the 
stamps when they were stolen? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The stamps were in 
a tin box in the office of the collector. ‘The 
robbery was committed at noon, during the 
absence of the collector at dinner, and while 
his deputy was attending to business in a room 
adjoining that in which the official business was 
ordinarily ‘transacted, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. If all of 
the stamps were recovered with the exception 
of $500 worth, why does the original bill pro- 
vide for crediting tha collector with the whole 
amount? 


Mr. B. H. ROBERTS. The bill was intro- 
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duced before any part of the stamps had been 
recovered. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. That ex- 
planation is satisfactory. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. In the allow- 
ance of claims of this kind it has usually 
been required that proper diligence should be 
shown on the part of the officer seeking relief; 
and it has generally been insisted that he should 
have kept the stamps in some safe place, as, for i 
instance. an iron safe. But under the circum- 
stauces I do not mean to object toa bill of 
this kind, where it is shown that there was no 
carelessness on the part of the officer. 

Mr. B. H. ROBERTS. Due diligence was 
shown by him in the fact that he used a strong’, 
box to keep his stamps in during business hours. 
Ji was also shown by the fact that he at once 
offered a reward of $1,060. which be paid 
from his ‘private funds for the recovery of a 
large portion of the stamps. 

The amendments reported by the committee 

were agreed to. 
- The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. B. H. ROBERTS moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY PETRIE. 

Mr. COBURN, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back Iouse bill No. ; 
576 for the relief of Mary Petrie, widow of | 
George C. Petrie, late a private of the seven- 
teenth regiment infantry volunteers, with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions ; which motion 
was agreed to. 

COMMANDER E. W. HOLMES: 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
also reported back the petition of Commander 
E. W. Holmes, United States Navy, with the | 
recommendation that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs; which motion 
was agreed to. 


FRAUDULENT INDORSHMENTS OF ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported back adversely bill (H. R. No. 141) 
granting payment of bounties, back pay, &c., 
provided by previous laws of Congress to 
certain soldiers therein named who have been 
defrauded of the same by their attorneys with- 
out authority, and moved that the same be laid 


upon the table. 
Read the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. COBURN. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs are entirely opposed to the prin- 
ciple of this bill in making the Government 
ofthe United States the indorser of the fraudu- 
lent acts of claim agents, . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we shall. have the 
pill read before we dispose of it so summarily. 

Mr. COBUBN. Certain soldiers having 
claims against the United States, who had them 
allowed and checks audited by the Second Aud- 
itor of the Treasury, and who lost them through 
the fraudulent indorsement of their attorneys, 
now ask in this bill that the Government of 
the United States shall reimburse for those 
losses. are 
- Mr. HOLMAN. I hbope that bill will be re- 
portedin orderthat the House may understand 
this matter, as many of us were unable to hear 
all that my colleague said. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

That the Second Auditor of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to pay the following sol- 
diers, to wit: Charles Ashburn, late private company 
F, eleventh Kansas volunteer eavalry; Joseph F. 
King, Jate_ private company A, twelfth Indiana 
infantry; Joseph Grant, Jate private company i; 
third Wisconsin cavalry ; Samuel Barhan, father of 
Eli Barhan, late sergeant company O, tenth Kansas 
infantry; James Clarke, late private company H, 
one hundred and tenth Ohio infantry; Jesse Sutton, 
late private company H, ninth Kansas volunteers; 
Ottawa Sutton, late private company H, ninth Kan- i 


| be, and he is hereby, authorized to 


sas volunteers: Joseph Mundell, late private com- 
pany A, ninth Kansas volunteers: S. W. Hildreth, 
late private company C, third Wisconsin cavalry; 
George Amly, late private company E. sixth Kansas 
cavalry, $100 each, losses sustained by them through 


agents, to whom they intrusted the prosecution of | 
their claims, by fraudulent indorsement of checks | 


issued in payment of same. 

Src. 2, That the Second Auditor of the Treasury 
pay to James 
Connell, late private company I, seventy-ninth Uni- 
ted Statescolored infantry, $250 78, losses of bounties 
and arrears of pay sustained by him through agents, 
to whom he intrusted the prosecution of his claim, 
by fraudulent indorsement of check issued in pay- 
ment of same; and thesum of $1,250 78 be, and tho 


same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in | 


the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purposes aforesaid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object to the gen- 
tleman’s motion. I thought it was a general 
bill of a different character. 

Mr. LOWE. 
to the bill, that it proposes relief to these sol- 
diers who bave suffered considerable hardship. 
It is only justice to them that they should 
receive the money to which they are entitled. 
These parties served the requisite time, and 
the obligation on the part of the Government 
to pay them has been already recognized by the 
pension department; but, through the fraudu- 
lentaction of claim agests, they have lost their 
money. [ shonld like to have the bill further 
considered by the committee, and I shall there- 
fore move that it be recommitted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Jf it involves the prop- 
osition that the’United States shall stand as 
guarantor for the faithfulness and honesty of 
claim agents, I shall most certainly object to it. 

Mr. COBURN. lt seems to me useless to 
recommit a bill of this kind to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; for, as L bave said, the 
committee is entirely opposed to the principle. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman objects, 
the motion to recommit cannot be entertained, 
and the only question before the House is the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

The bill was Jaid on the table. 

DANIEL R. ZIMMERMAN, 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
also reported adversely upon the memorial of 
Daniel B. Zimmerman, ninety-third Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers, asking for relief; and the 
same was laid on the table. 

JAMES M’CLUERY. 

Mr. PETERS. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the question of 
the compensation of Hon, James McCleery, 
deceased, a member-elect of the House from 
the State of Louisiana, have directed me to 
report the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergcant-at-Arms be directed 
to pay to the heir-at-law or the heirs-at-law of 
Hon. James McCleery, deceased, a member-elcct of 
the House from the State of Louisiana, the usual 
mileage for one session, and his salary from Mareh 
4, 1871, to November 5, 1871, the date of his death. 


_Mr. BINGHAM. I suggest that the resolu- 
tion be amended by inserting the words ‘‘ or 
his legatees.’” 

Mr. PETERS. 
amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


I do not object to the 


The resolution, as amended, was then 
adopted. | 
Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SURETIES OF GREEN W. CALDWELL. 
Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, from the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, reported back, with | 


the recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
(H. R. No. 208) for the relief of the principal 
and sureties to the official bond of Green wW. 
Caldwell, late superintendent of the branch 
mint at Charlotte, North Carolina. 

The bill was. read. It extends the provis- 
ions of an act of Congress approved April. 29, 
1864, entitled “ An act for the relief of post- 
masters who have been robbed by confederate 


I should like to say in regard | 


t 


i 


1 


forces or rebel guerrillas,” to the relief of the 
principal and securities to the official bond of 
Green W. Caldwell, late superintendent of the 
branch mint of the United States at Charlotte, 
North. Carolina, and authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to credit said 
superintendent and his securities in the settle- 
ment of his accounts with the amount of which 
he may have been so robbed. 

The question was ou ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. ° 

Mr. KELLEY. I should like to have some 
information in regard to the circumstances 
under which this bill is presented. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I will state to 
the House the facts in relation to this bill. On 
inquiry at the Treasury Department it was 
ascertained by the committee that the accounts 
of this superintendent, Green W. Caldwell, 
were all correct and he was in no default up 
to the 14th March, 1861. Between the 15th 
and 20th April, 1861, two companies of armed 
troops, the Hornet’s Nest Rifles and the 
Charlotte Greys, took forcible possesion of 
the branch mint at Charlotte, and carried 
away the bullion that was there at the time, 
amounting to about thirty-four thousand dol- 
lars. The evidence submitted to the commit- 
tee showed that the superintendent was in no 
way conniving at the robbery, but did all be 
could to prevent the money being carried away. 
A suit has since been instituted upon the bond 
of the superintendent, and itis for the purpose 


| of relieving from liability on that bond that 


this bill has been introduced. 

The committee is unanimously of opinion 
that this bill ought to pass, on the ground that 
the superintendent was in no way responsible 
for the loss of this money, which was carried 
away by force which he could not control 
According to all the information we have on 
the subject he proved himself to be a loyal 
man from the beginning to the end. : 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I would like to 
know whether the sureties belonged to the 
companies which robbed the mint 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, 1 have no in- 
formation on that subject. It seemed to the 
committee that this party having been in no 
way respousible for the loss of the money, 
which was carried way forcibly by armed men, 
this relief should be granted. If the sureties 
are compelled to pay the money to the Gov- 
ernment, they will have recourse against the 
superintendent or his estate. I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF. BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The committees have all 
been called through, and the morning hour 
has expired. 


Mr. WOOD. If therc is nothing before the 


| House. I move that the House adjourn. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
to introduce a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will first rec- 
ognize the chairman of the Committee of 
Elections for a resolution, which was post- 
poned during the morning hour. 
CONTESTED BLECTION—-GIDDINGS VS. CLARKE. 

Mr. McCRARY. The parties in the con- 
tested-election case, Giddings vs. Clarke, third 
district of Texas, have agreed upon the fol- 
lowing resolution, which T desire to present at 
this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the contested-election case of 
Giddings vs. Clarke, from the third congressional 


I desire permission 
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district of Texas, the sixty days allowed by law in |} 
which to take testimony shall commence on the Ist 
day, of February next, and shall close sixty days 
thereafter. That the testimony shall be confined to 
the issues presented by the pleadings, and may be | 
taken before any officer authorized by law to take l 
depositions in the State of Texas. Hither party may 
take testimony in the District of Columbia, before 
any officer authorized, giving the opposite party or | 
his attorney three days’ notice of time and place, | 
provided no mileage shail be paid any such wit- | 
nesses. 


The question being put, the resolution was 
adopted. 


` Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce the following resolution. 
> The Clerk read as follows: 


` Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads are hereby directed to inquire into | 
the matter of contracts recently made by the Post | 
Jfüce Department for the transportation of the mails 
in the United States and Territories, and report the | 
facts to the House; the committee having power to 
send for persons and papers and examine witnesses ' 
under oath. 


_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to say that 
the Postmaster General requests that this in- 
vestigation shall be made in justice to himself. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] is on the floor to move an 
adjournment. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio rise? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tocall up the unfinished 
business which was made the special order for | 
Wednesday—the bill providing forthe election || 
of presidential electors in Louisiana. Bat I| 
have no objection to allowing it to go over if | 
it is the desire of the House to adjourn. | 


UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


for the use of, the Commissioner, and that five 
hundred additional copies be printed with paper 
covers, also for the use of the Commissioner. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was concurred in; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion wasagreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
(H. R. No. 484) making an appropriation to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for 
expenses of the joint select Committee on 
Alleged Outrages in the Southern States; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

GENERAL BALLOCH. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimousconsent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 


of December 18, 1871, in relation to the sus- 
pension or muster out of General George W. 
Balloch; which was referred to the Committee 


printed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, &c.; which was referred to the 


be printed, 
MANUFACTURES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in relation to manufac- 
tures which are not produced in the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THM NAVY. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on | 
Printing, reported the following concurrent 
resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, (the Senate eoncurring,) That there be 
printed fifty-five hundred copies of Professor F. B. | 
Hayden’s preparatory report to the Secretary of the 
Interior of the United States geological survey for 
the year 1870, thirty-five hundred copies of which | 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, | 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate, and 
five hundred copies for distribution by the Smith- 
sonian Institution, 


t 

i 

if 

i 

f 

t 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the ! 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; and | 
| 

| 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 
laid on the tabie. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF NEBRASKA. | 
Mr. PENDLETON, from the same commit- | 


tee, reported the following concurrent resolu 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: | 
Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be H 
printed and bound, with plates and maps, one thou- j! 
sand copies of the final repo: tof the United States | 
geological survey of Nebraska, five hundred copies l 
of which shall be for the use of the Secretary of the | 
Interior, and five hundred copies for distribution by i 
the Smithsonian Institution. { 
$ a j i 
Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Mr. PENDLETON, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it be concurred in, the following res- 
olution from the Senate; which was read, con- 
sidered, and concurred in: 
IN THE SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
ecember 12, 1871, 
] t (the House of Represent- | 
atives concurring,) That two thousand additional 


copies of the last report of the Commissioner of In- i 
ternal Revenue, with tables, be printed and bound | 


tesolved by the Senate, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
from the Senate with reference to the print- 
ing of the report of the Secretary of the Navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. . 

The question wasthen taken upon Mr. Woop’s 
motion, and it was agreed to; and thereupon 
the House (at one o'clock and twenty min- 


|; utes p. m.) adjourned till Monday. 


PETITIONS. 
m : Me 
The following petitions were presented under 


the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- | 


m'ttees : 


By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The | 
petition of Isaiah Rich, jr., private inthe four- | 
teenth Massachusetts light battery, praying for | 
i| a pension. 


By Mr. DOX: The petition of citizens of 


north Alabama, asking for an appropriation | 


of money to be expended in the erection of 
public buildings in the city of Huntsville, Ala- 
bama, for the use of the United States courts, 
land office, revenue office, und other Federal 
offices located in that city. 


By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of the | 


Middleton Savings Bank and others, for repeal 
of tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. MecGRIEW: A petition of citizens 
of West Virginia. asking for the establishment 
of a post road from Mouse’s post office, in 
Grant county, via Hinckle’s Mill, John Judy’s, 
Michael Mallon’s, and John J. Dunkle’s, to 


Franklin, in Pendleton county, West Virginia. | 


By Mr. MOREY: A petition of several 
hundred citizens of north Louisiana, praying 
for the reéstablishment of a United States 
district court in north Louisiana, 


By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio: The petition of | 


C. M. Clark and others, praying an increase 


iof the salaries of letter-carriers. 


By Mr. STRONG: The petition of officers 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on | 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee | 


of War, in answer to a resolution of the House | 


on Education and Labor, and ordered to be | 


tary of the Interior, in relation to the act of | 
July 15, 1870, making appropriations for the | 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
li 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
| 
F 
! 
| 
i 
| 
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and trustees of the Savings Bank of New 
Britain, Connecticut, for the repeal of the tax 
on savings institutions. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Batavia, New York, to amend 
the pension law of 1871 by granting pensions 
to persons serving less than sixty days. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 15, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P, New- 
man, D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday 
last was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM ALABAMA. 


Mr. SPENCER, Mr. President, my col- 
league-elect, Senator Goldthwaite, is present, 
ready to be sworn in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Alabama rises to a question of privilege, 
and states the presence in the Chamber of his 
colleague, Mr. Goldthwaite, who will present 
himseif to the chair of the Vice President, 
and take the oaths of office. 

Grorce GoLpruwatrs advanced to the Vice 
President's desk; and the oaths prescribed by 
law having been administered to him, he took 
his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays 
before the Senate a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which is brief, and as 
it relates to the removal of duties from about 
six hundred and fifty articles, it will be read 


in full. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
January 1, 1872, 

Sır: In my annual report I stated that this 
Department was engaged in the preparation of a 

list `“ of articles produced in other countries, which 
enter into the arts and manufactures of this coun- 
try, and which are not produced in the United 
Ştaten, and the revenue from which is inconsider- 
able, 
A list of such articles has been prepared, a copy 
of which is herewith transmitted. 

Upon further examination, it may appear that 
the duty upon some of these articles should be 
retained; but the information now in possession of 
the Department justifies the conclusion that it may 
be removed from most or all of them. 

I also transmit a list of articles used in the arts and 
manufactures. of the United States, or which are 
articles of necessity or comfort for domestie consump- 
tion, but which enter into competition with arti- 
cles manufactured or produced in the United States, 
from which the amount of duty derived is verysmall, 

This list is submitted to the consideration of Con- 
gress, with the suggestion that soure of these articles 
may be placed upon the free list with advan tage to the 
business of the country. 

The former list embraces two hundred an 
articles, and the latter four hun 
Very respectfully, 7 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. Scnuyiur Courax, Vice President of the United 
States and President of the Senate, 


The letter was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


d thirteen 
dred and thirty-nine, 


A message from the House of R 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, 
that the Hou 


0 epresenta- 
its Clerk, announced 
se had passed the following bills, 


: in which the concurrence of the Senate wag 


requested : 

A bili (H. R. No. 166) to amend an act 
entitled “ An act to authorize protection to be 
given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano, ’’ approved 
August 18, 1856; 

A bill (H. R. No. 208) for the relief of the 
principal and sureties to the official hond of 
Green W. Caldwell, late superintenden: of the 
branch mint at Charlotte, North Carolina ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 368) granting a pension to 
Rosanna Quinn ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 898) for the r lief of 
Jacob Weart, collector of internal j;cvenne 
fifth district of New Jersey ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 892) granting a persion to 
Margaret Lee ; ` 
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A bill (H. R. No. 898) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Kenyon ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 894) granting a pension to 
Joseph Montgomery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 895) granting a pension to 
Hannah Gray ; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 896) to enable Wiliam 
Sellers and Coleman Sellers to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
extension of letters-patent for an improvement 
in coupling for shafting; and 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of Ira Buck- 
man, jr. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a resolution for printing five thou- 
sand five hundred copies of Professor F. B. 
Hayden's preparatory report to the Secretary 
of the Interior of the United States geological 
survey for the year. 1870, and a resolution for 
printing one thousand copies of the final report 
of the. Unied States geclogical survey of Ne- 
braska; in which the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate was requested. - : 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate for printing two thousand five hundred 
additional copies of the last report of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue for the use of 
the Commissioner. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the resolutions of the Senate 
of thanks for and acceptation of the memorial 
statue of Roger Williams to the people of the 
United States from the State of Rhode Island. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed tho follow- 
ing enrolled bill and joivt resolution; which 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 484) making an appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for the expenses of the joint select 
Committee on Alleged Outrages in the South- 
ern States; and 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) donating || 


certain condemned cannon fora soldiers’ monu- 
ment. ' 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint 
resolution of the General Assembly of tbe State 
ot Virginia, in favor of the removal of political 
disabilities imposed by the fonrteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States ; 
which was ordered to lic on the table, and be 
printed. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the memorial of . 


Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, for himself and the 
co-heirs Caroline Pomeroy and Charles Pome- 


roy, and the memorial of the heirs of Francis. 


A. Dabney; deceased, praying indemnity for 
spohiations committed by the Wrench prior to 
the year 1801; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also preseuted a memorial of John A. 
Adams aud Mary Ann Lyons. praying indem 
nity for spoliations committed by the Freuch 
prior to the year 1801; which was referred to 
the Committee on J*oreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, late soldiers in the Army of the United 
States, praying to be allowed to enter the lands 


granted by Congress without the requirement | 
of settlement and cultivation, and alsoa bounty | 


of eight dollars a month to honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, for the term of their actual 
service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON. I present a petition signed 
by alarge number of citizens of Rochester, 
New York, asking for the reduction of the 


tariff to a revenue basis, and especially for the į 


removal of the duties on salt, coal, and pig | 


iron. This petition is headed by Hon. Henry 
R. Selden, and is about twenty-one feet long, 


bearing, 1 believe, eleven or twelve hundred | 


signatures. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FENTON. Ialso present a memorial 
of a large number of women of Albany, New 
York. [ have not counted the number of 
names signed to it, but should think it must 
be over a thousand, and among them I recog- 
nize the names of many highly respectable 
ladies with whom I bad acquaintance while 
I resided in Albany; and I have no doubt all 
the signers are highly respectable. These 
memorialists protest against any legislation 
for the extension of suffrage to women. I 
move that their memorial be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have received and been 
requested to present to the Senate the memo- 
rial of Dr. Charles F. Jackson, of Massachu- 
setts, who remonstrates respectfully against 
any exclusive appropriation by Congress to 
the heirs of Dr. Morton, for the reason that 
such an appropriation would be in derogation 
of the established rights of the memorialist, 
He presents, also, in connection therewith, a 
memorial, in which the facts with relation to 
the controversy growing out of the discovery 
of the application of ether are more fully set 
forth, being a copy of a memorial submitted 
to Congress by the same memorialist in 1864. 
I move that these papers be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I present 
a number of petitions similar in prayer to the 
petitions presented the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, ] asking 
generally for a reduction of the tariff to a rev- 
enue basis, and especially for the repeal of 
the duties on salt and pig iron. These peti- 
tions are from Hampden county, Massachu- 
setts; Windham county, Vermont ; Washington 
county, Rhode Island—that is a large peti- 
tion—and from Rockingham, New Hampshire, 
which is also a large petition. T move their 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. [I present the petition of 
Frank Vorrin and twelve others, of Owensboro, 
Kentucky, asking the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; also a similar petition 


from Redmon Fauset and ono hundred and | 


fifty-five others, of Carlisle, Cumberland county, 
Pennsylvania ; also a similar petition from 
Joseph Adams and thirteen others, of Duane 
county, Florida: also, a similar petition from 
Elias S. Ray and seventy-four others, of New- 


ark, New Jersey; also, asimilar petition from | 


J. Watson Harris and others, of New Jersey 5 


| also a similar petition from James Henry and 


one hundred and fifteen others, of Franklin, 
Pennsylvania; also, a similar petition from 
Philip Joseph, John Harris, and some three 
hundred others, of Mobile, Alabama; also, a 
similar petition from James W. P. Miles and 
two bundred and twenty-five others, of Hills- 


boro, North Carolina; also, a similar petition | 


from the speaker aud a large number of the 
members of the Assembly of the Florida Legis- 


i lature; also a similar petition from a large 


number of colored citizens in Alabama; also, 
a petition with the same prayer, but different in 
terms, from the colored women of Washington, 
in which they set forth, and I think justly, that 
their grievances contain the essence of slavery. 
I move that all these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHURZ. 1 present various petitions 
signed by citizens of Missouri, South Carolina, 
Maryland, Kansas, North Carolina, and Geor- 
gia, praying that Congress will devise measures 
to reduce the tariff to astrictly revenue basis, 
and petitioning for the immediate repeal of 
duties on coal, salt, and pig iron. Imovethe | 
reference of these petitions to the Committee 
on Finance. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
Charles W. Adams, of New York, praying 
to be compensated for losses sustained by | 


the seizure of the brig Seylla, at Brazos 
Santiago, Texas; which was reterred to the 
Commiitee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Emeric 
Szabad, late captain und brevet colonel in the 
volunteer forces during the late war, praying 
for additional pay as an officer: of the Army 
from March 1, 1862, to the date he was mus- 
tered into the service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel 
Wells, praying additional pay for service ren- 
dered as a soldier in the year 1847; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of the rep- 
resentatives of the Pennsylvania State Equal 
Rights League, praying the passage of the 
supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
Mrs. Fannie B. Leet Williams, of Indiana, in 
favor of the payment of what are known as 
the French spoliation claims; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of 
Charles F. Sampson, Colin C. Baker, Alfred W 
Fisk, and others, owners of the schooner Ada 
A. Andrews, representing that this schooner 
was within about fifteen miles from Cape Cod 
in a fog, and was run down by the United 
States steamship Ticonderoga. They allege 
that the loss of this schooner and the other 
losses involved in it did not result from any 
fault or negligence of the master or crew, who 
could not in any way avoid the collision, but 
that the loss justly ought to be attributed 
to the imprudence and negligence of persons 
on the Ticonderoga, and they therefore pray 
redress from Congress. I move the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Talso present a petition 
signed by D. S. Babcock, president of the 
Stonington Steamship Company, and by a 
large number of others, owners, masters, and 
pilots of steam and sailing vessels navigating 
Long Island sound, representing that the only 
light which has been maintained at Hart 
Island has been maintained at private cost; 
which being unreliable, and not under any 
responsible authority, is unsafe and of bad 
precedent and example. They pray that a 
light at this place (which every person who is 
in the habit of navigating the sound knows to 
be avery important point) be maintained by 
the Government. I move that this petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present thirty-two peti- 
tions from, I believe, as many different towns 
in the State of Vermont, and signed quite 
numerously by citizens of those towns, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the duty on salt. f 
move their reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS also presented the petition 
of Mary Armstrong, of Vermont, praying to 
be allowed a pension, which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles 
W. Bradburg, of Vergennes, Vermont, heir 
of Francis Bradburg, deceased, praying in- 
demnification for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the year 1801; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented the memorial of S. H. 
Richards and others, merchants, of Middle- 
bury, Vermont, heirs of Daniel Henshaw, de- 
ceased, praying indemnification for spoliations 
committed by the French prior to the year 
1801; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Jane Dan- 
forth, praying to be alloweda pension ; which 
was reterred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph D. 
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Deton, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. He also presented the petition of Blizabeth 
McNorton, praying to be ailowed a pension ; 
which wag referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sións: : 

THe also. presented the petition of H. La 
Bounty, praying. to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred 10 the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


: He also presented the petition of Gilbert | 


Chamberlain, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Peusions. 

: He also presented the petition of Lucy Ren- 
ell, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Alva S. Me 
Clallen and forty-seven others, soldiers in the 
late war, praying the passage of an act grant- 
ing to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served 
in the late war prior to-September 23, 1863, or 
to their heirs, a bounty of $100 and one hun- 
dred .and sixty acres of land, and equalizing 
the payment-of bounties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Andrew J. 
Myers and others, praying an amendment to 
the pension laws extending the time within 
which additional applications may be made 
for drawing pension arrearages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Lawrence 
Potter and others, praying an amendment to 
the pension laws for the extension of the time 
within which to apply for pensions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Kellersburg. Armstrong county, Pebn- 
sylvania, praying the passage of an act granting 
to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in 
the late war prior to September 28, 1863, or to 
their heirs, a bounty of $100 and one hundred 
and sixty acres of land, and causing equaliza- 
tion in the payment of bounties; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. LOGAN presented petitions of ci.izens 
of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Iowa, and Michigan, 
for the reduction of the tariff to a revenue 
basis and the repeal of the duties on salt, coal, 
and pig iron; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. i 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of B. 
F, Rittenhouse, praying compensation for extra 
services in preparing the estimates of appro- 
priations from 1849 to 1868; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the memorial of Dr. J. 
J. Burtis, of Davenport, lowa, praying com- 
pensation for injuries done to his hotel and 
property by the Government, or that the same 
may be purchased for Government purposes; 
which was referred to the Committée on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. RICE presented the petition of William 
B. Carter, of White county, Arkansas, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of the 
Board of Trade of Charleston, South Carolina, 
for the refunding of the tax paid on cotton 
during the years 1866, 1867, and 1868; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented the petition of John F. | 


Kern, of South Carolina, praying indemnifica- 
tion for loss of property by French spoliations 
prior to the year 1801; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CORBETT. Tam requested by a lady 
to whom several protests have been ‘sent, to 


present the protest or remonstrance of some | 


eight hundred and fifty-two women of the 
States. of Ohio, lowa,.and Oregon, against 
the extension of suffrage to women, ‘hese 
ladies embrace some of the most: influential 
in the country, Mrs. P. B. Ewing, of Ohio, 
heading the petition from that State;. Mrs. 
Senator Wright, wife of our distinguished 


H 


colleague, heading the list from Iowa; and 
these ladies, not insensible to the best interests 
of their sex, protest earnestly against the 
extension of suifrageto women. I movethat 
this remonstrance be referred to the Commit- 


| teeon the Judiciary. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. OSBORN presented a petition of mer- 


chants and ship-owners, asking that a light- ' 


house be built at the entrance’ of Charlotte 
Harbor, near Punta Rosa, on the west side of 


the peninsula of Florida; which was referred į 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. POOL presented the petition of S. W 


Hill, of North Carolina, praying the removal `i 
of his political disabilities; which was referred | 
to the select Committee on the Jtemoval of 


Political Disabilities. 

He also presented the petition of Martha 
Ann Hoyt, of North Carolina, praying indem- 
nity for losses sustained by French spoliations ; 
which was referred to the Commiitee on For- 
eign Relations, - 

He also presented the petition of the heirs 


ij and legal representatives of the late Joseph 


Wheaton, praying for the pay stipulated by 


i| the Government to those officers who served 


to. the end of the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Ciaims. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie ou the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. Talso present the petition of 
a number of citizens of Alleghany county, 
Penusylvania, whoare interested in transport- 
ation on the Ohio river. They state that 
under the act of July 14, 1862, allowing the 
construction of bridges across the Ohio river 
with channel-spans of only three hundred feet 
in width, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, in 1869, commenced the construc- 
tion of their bridge at Parkersburg at a point 
where the water-way was so narrow that the 
bridge contemplated would be fatally disastrous 
to the river commerce, owing to the abrupt 


bend and strong winding currents existing at | 


that point; that owing to this improvident 
legislation allowing the location of the bridge 
at this point, these citizens, for the purpose of 
averting this disaster to their interests that 
would have ensued, contributed a sum of 
money, amounting to $30,000; to secure an 
additional passage-way under that bridge. 
They now state that this sum was contributed 
in the faith that a just Government would re- 
imburse its citizens the cost of saving them- 


selves from the injurious consequences of its | 
own mistake, and they pray that it be reim- | 


bursed, in the sums contributed, to the persons 
whose names are given. I move that this peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of D. | 
J. Moore, of Alabama, praying the removal of i 


his political disabilities; which was referred 
to the select Committee on* the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 


citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage of | 


the supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to Jie on the table. 
Mr. JOHNSTON presented a petition of 


Jane T. Simpson, of Virginia, heir, and for | 


the co-heirs of Edward Durant, deceased, pray- 
ing indemnity for losses sustained by French 
spoliations ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ` 


He also presented the petition of Francis | 
and Sarah Armistead, of Matthews county, | 


Virginia, heirs of William Respass, praying 
indemnity for losses sustained by French spolia- 


| tions; which was referred to the Committee 


on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of a large 
number of colored citizens of Virginia, pray- 


t 
if 
i 
i 
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i 


i 
i 


if 


ing for the passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. ; 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of citizens 
of Georgia, praying that the du'y on salt be 


| abolished; which was referred to the Commit- 


tec on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William 
B. Kiddoo. of Georgia, praying for the re- 
moval of his poliical disabilities; which was 


referred to the select Committee on the Re- 


moval of Political Disabilities. ; 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I present a 
memorial of citizens of Connecticut, stating 
that as the Governments of the United S:ates 
and of Great Britain have adopted certain 
fundamental principles of international justice 
and equity, which they very much approve, 
they request Congress to exercise i's legitimate 
functions to induce all the other great Powers 
to adopt similar principles. I move that this 
memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Forcign Relations. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENSON presented a petition of 
citizens of Carrollton, Carroll county. Ken 
tucky, asking that additional bounties and land 
may be granted to soldiers who served in the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Minnesota, praying a modification of 
the law regulating the sale of stamped envel- 
opes by the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of 
Samuel Rothacker and twenty-three other 
soldiers, of Richmond, Jefferson county, Ohio, 
praying for equalization of bounty and for 
bounty land ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Jacob Shen- 
kel and nineteen-other soldiers, of Hast Liv- 
erpool, Columbiana county, Ohio, praying for 
equalization of bounty and bounty land’; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. COLE. I present the petition of Mac- 
onchay & Co., and Parrott & Co., and others, 
very influential firms and business men of San 
Francisco, asking for a reduction of the duty 
on rice. I move its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. I have also a similar petition 
signed by a very large number of the Chinese 
firms of that city, some fifty or sixty of them. 
The petition gives the particular number and 
the street in which they are doing business, 
and is a bona fide petition. They set forth 
the increase of the importation of that product 
within the last few years, and the further fact 
that the tariff upon rice amounts to from one 
hundred to one hundred and fifty per cent. 
They do not ask for an entire abolition of the 
duty upon this article, but simply a reduction ; 
and as it is an article of such common use 
among the poor and laboring people of the 
country, I can see no reason in the world why 
this duty should not bereduced. Indeed, I do 
not see for myself any good reason why the 
duty upon rice should not be entirely taken 
off. I move the reference of the petition to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires 
to state, that this may not be considered asa 
precedent, that ‘by the usage of the Senate, 
repeatedly affirmed, it has been decided that 
petitions from foreigners cannot be received, 
except through the State Department, the only 
medium by which we communicate with for- 
eigners. The Senator hasstated that this is a 
petition from Chinese firms, The Chair makes 
no objection, but he simply makes this state- 
ment, so that this shail not be considered a 
precedent. 


Mr. COLE. I understood that that rule 
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referred to those residing abroad. These are 
persons doing business in our own country and 
under our own laws. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not make the objection. 
tion the petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to have a ruling 
on that question. 

Mr. POMEROY. We have generally ob- 
jected to receiving petitions from foreigners; 
but how do we know that these persons are not 
citizens? 

Mr. COLE. We do not know that they are 
not. They are Chinese doing business in this 


country. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will inquire if the 
petition represents them as foreigners? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir, it does not. It rep- 
resents them as Chinese merchants. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If they are persons re- 
siding in the country, and nothing is said about 
citizenship, I think it should be received. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair spoke 
on the statement made by the Senator from 
California, that they were Chinese firms, and 
jt is well understood that such persons are not 
citizens of the United States. 
ply made this statement to avoid this being 
made a precedent in future Congresses. This 
petition, however, does not say anything about 
Chinese firms. 


the East India and China trade, and other 
residents of the Pacific coast.” 

Mr. COLE. ‘The signatures are in the Chi- 
nese chivography, and of course cawnot be mis- 
taken for any other. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There are some 
American signatures to the petition, but most 
of them are Chinese. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think that is 
within the rule we have established. [do not 
see any objection to the reception of the pett- 
tion myself, 

Mr. SUMNER. I submit that a petition 


from a resident of our own country ought to | 


bereceived, and it cannot come within the strin 
gency of the rule that has been adopted against 
petitions from foreigners residing abroad. 

Mr. SCOTT. A question of tnis character 


has generally arisen when petitions have been | 


presented claiming personal or private rights. 


That the question may be made, as this peti- | 


tion js presented by those who are known to 


be foreigners praying for a modification in our | 
revenue laws, I make the objection that it 


ought not to be received. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


goes, 


Webster, Mr. Calhoun, and others who pat 
ticipated in the elaborate 


persons, denizens of this country, though 


owing allegiance to 


own personal privileges, as to whether they 
were suffering outrages and wrongs. 
matter came up in the debate. 


giance er 
a claim asa matter of rigbt, must approach 
-the United States through the State Depart- 


ment. 


ican signatures; and, if no objection is made, | 
it will be received and referred to the Com- || f ; 
| the country and by their opinions or tbeir argu- | 

ments to influence its general legislation, I do į 
| not think that any courtesy or comity requires | 
i that we extend that privilege to them. 


mittee on Finance. 


Mr. SCOTT. So far as the petition of |; 


American citizens is concerned I make no 
objection ; but I did distinctly make the objec- 
tion to receiving the petition of foreigners 
asking legislation affecting our general reve- 
nue laws 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator | 


If there be no objec-, 


The Chair sim- ! 


The language is, *‘your peti- | 
tioners, importers and merchants engaged in | 


The Chair will | 
state that the rulings, so far as his recollection | 
as he examined this subject at some con- | 
siderable length sometime since, refer to those | 
who are subjects of foreign Powers; bat Mr. || 


debate in the Senate |} 
on the subject when the rule was setiled, did 4 
make the distinciion already suggested, that j 


a foreign Government. did į 
have the sight to petision in regard to their | 


That 3 
There was no |! 
ruling on that point; but the ruling was that , 
those citizens of a foreign country owing alle- | 
to a foreign Government, if they make | 


But this petition does embrace Amer- |: 


' of a ship-load of immigrants, the next day 
! after their arrival here, to abridge the term of 


objects to the reception of the petition now, 
the facts having been disclosed that there are 
citizens of the United States embraced among 
the petitioners, and it so states in the heading, 
“other citizens of the United States,’’ besides 
those engaged in this trade, then the Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. ‘There is a preliminary ques- 
tion to that. It does not appear that they 
are not citizetts. It merely appears that they 
signed the petition in Chinese characters, and 
it may be that some of them are native-born 
citizens of the United States, who have grown 
up to be twenty-one years of age or over, and 
there is no way in which you can determine 
from the petition itself whether some of the 
signers, at all events, are not citizens of the 
United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


the signers were Chinese merchants, which 
fell upon the ear of the Presiding Officer, and 
lest in some future years his passing it over 
might be regarded as a precedent he simply 
stated the case, and it is jor the Senate to de- 
cide. The Senator from Pennsylvania objects 
to the reception of the petition, as the Chair 
understands, and the question will be for the 
Senate to decide whether they will receive 
and refer this petition. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to ask the Senator 
from California whether there are any China- 


anen in that State who have been there long 
enough to be native-born citizens of the United | 


States. twenty-one years of age, of Chinese 
parentage? 


Mr. COLE. I cannot answer tbat question. 


| T know of no individual of that kind, but yet | 


it is possible that such is the case. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from, 
California allow me to inquire whether it 
makes any difference whether a person is 
twenty-one years of age or not as to his right 
to petition? . 

Mr. COLE. I do not suppose it does make 
any difference whatever, but some of the sign- 


ers of this petition may be minors who were į 


born in tbe United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that the 
Chair has stated the distinction very properly. 
A resident of this country who has property 
rights, who buys and sells the produce of this 
country and of foreign countries, ought to 
have a right to petition Congress. This peti- 
tion, as Í saw before it was seut. up to the 
desk, asks us to abate the duty on rice, which 
is largely consumed by these people and is the 
production of a foreign country. 
any ohjeciion at all to allowing a Chinaman to 
ask us to reduce the duty on rice. I hope, 
therefore, this petition will be received and 


sent in the usual way to the Committee on | 


Finance. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from |: 
Pennsylvania objecting to the reception of this i; 
petition in consequence of the facts which have i 
been disclosed in this debate, the question is, | 
| Will the Senate receive it? 


Mr. SCOT?P. Iam animated by no cap'ious 


ness in making this objection; but L really | 
‘think that the distinction which I have stated 


ought to be preserved; that is, that where for- 


eigners come here, make this country their ; 
residence for the purposes of trade, and de- || 


sire to bring before the legislative bodies of 
the country questions affecting simply their 
personal rights, we ought perhaps to receiv 


| them, because we extend the protection of | 
our laws to them; but when they come here, |, 
and before they become citizens claim the | 


right to come before the legislative bodies of 


We) 


might for the same reason receive the petition 


naturalization, and- so we might receive peti- 


It was only the | 
remark of the Senator from California, that | 


| tions upon all features which foreigners might 
think wrong in our general legislation. In 
consequence of the names of Americans and 
Chinese being mingled, I have no desire to 
shut out this petition or anything that it con- 
tains; but I do desire that this precedent shall 
not be set. 

Mr. CORBETT. My. President, it seems 
to me that this question reaches to a great 
extent. It is a question whether petitions 
from persons trading in this country, being 
branch establishments from foreign countries, 
from England, from France, from Germany, 
represented in New York, should have a bear- 
ing upon our legislation. It seems to me that 
it would be for their interest to reduce the 
duties that we impose upon foreign articles, 
and therefore their petitions should not be 
regarded. So far as the names of American 
citizens are embraced in this petition, I think 
that portion of it should be referred to the 
Committee.on Finance without regard to the 
signatures of foreign citizens. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. President, 
Tam very much gratified always to see my 
friends in my house and to extend to them my 
hospitality; but when they come there I do 
not permit them to interfere in the manage- 
ment of my affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it seems to me that we are straining at 
a gnat and swallowing a camel. Here have 
| been for years foreigners located in New York 
solely for purposes of trade ; and they have con- 
tributed their means to send out written or 
printed petitions to be circulated all over the 
country, sometimes signing them themselves, 
and sometimes not. We never refuse to re- 
ceive such petitions; and yet here we have a 
few laborers from China that come here to stay, 
we know not how Jong, and they present their 
petitions, and it is proposed to reject them, I 
| think we should treat their petitions as fairly 
| as petitions of any other class of people who 
are residents of our country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is, 
; Will the Senate receive this petition? 

! The question being put, it was determined 
i in the affirmative. 


I do not see | 


The petition being received, it was, on 


‘| motion of Mr. Cors, referred to the Commit- 


| 

i 

| tee on Finance, 

| HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


| 

i ‘The following bills from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives were read twice by their titles, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (LL. R. No. 368) granting’a pension to 
Rosanna Quinn: 

A bill (H. R. No. 892) granting a pension to 
Margaret Lee: ` 

A bin (L. lf. No. 898) granting a pension to 
` Elizabeth Kenyon; 

A Dill (H. R. No. 894) granting a pension to 
Joseph Montgomery ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 895) granting a pension to 
Hannah Gray. 

The bill (H. R. No. 208) for the relief of 
the principal and sureties to the official bond 
of Green W. Caldwell, late superintendent of 
the branch mint at Charlotte, North Carolina, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘The following bills were read twice by their 
| titles, and referred to the Committee on Vat- 


ents: 
| The bill (H. R. No. 896) to enable William 
| Sellers and Colman Sellers to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents tor the 
| extension of letters-patent for an improvement 
! in coupling for shafting; and 
| The bill (H. R. No. 897) for the relief of 
| Ira Buckman, jr. 
The bill (H. R. No. 898) for the relief of 
| Jacob Weart, collecior of internal revevue 
fifth district of New Jersey, was read twice 
by its title, and referred 10 the Committee on 
Finance. 
The bill (H. R. No. 166) to amend au act 
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entitled tAn act to authorize protection to 
‘be given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano,” approved 
August 18, 1856, was read twice by its title, 
‘and: referred to the’ Committee on Foreign 
Relations: . : 
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, (the Senate coucurring,) That there be 
printed fifty-five hundred copies of Professor F. B. 
Hayden’s preparatory report to the Secretary of the 
Interior of the United States geological survey for 
the year 1870, thirty-five hundred copies of which 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate, and 
five hundred. copies for distribution by the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. OF NEBRASKA. 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate: the: following concurrent resolution 
from the House. of: Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed‘and bound, with plates and maps, one thou- 
sand copies of the final report of the United States 
geological survey of Nebraska, five hundred copies 
of which shall be for the use of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and five hundred copies for distribution by 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William 
M, Kimball be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Robert 
E. Brown, of Lowa, be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of H. W. 
Love be taken from the files of the Senato and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. - 


-On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 

Ordered, That the legal heirs of Eli Moore, de- 
ceased, have Jeave to withdraw their petition’ and 
papers from the files of the Senate, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, 
and amend the statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 75) to promote the construction of the. 
Cincinnati and Southern railway, reported it 
without amendment, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 853) to restore the records of the 
United States courts in the northern district 
of Illinois, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 251) to amend an act entitled. An act to 
establish and declare the railroad and bridges 
of the New Orleans, Mobile, and Chattanooga 
Railroad Company, as hereafter constructed, 
a postroad, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 2, 1868, reported it without amend- 
ment, : 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the biil (H. 
R.-No, 218) to authorize the issuing of a cer- 
tificate of registry to the brig Michael and 
Aan, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 284) to establish 
a port of entry at Duluth, inthe State of Min- 
nesota, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 880)-to issue an American 
register to the brig A. L. Palmer, to report 
it without amendment; and if there be no 
objection,:1 should like to have it put upon its 
assage. 


8 
<Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better 


go over. I. believe I have heard of that case 
before. : 

Mr. CORBETT. I have a letter from the 
Seeretary of the Treasury recommending it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Vermont, however, objects. Any Sen- 
ator can object at any stage, and if he persists 
in his objection the bill must go over. The 
letter will be ordered to be printed with the 
bill if the Senator wishes it. + 

Mr. CORBETT. Very well; let it be 
printed. R 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will 
be made. 


CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR CLAYTON. 


Mr. WRIGHT. The select committee ap- 
pointed to investigate charges against the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLayron] have 
instructed me to report the following resolution, 
and to ask for its present consideration ; 


Resolved, That the committee appointed under 
the resolution of the Senate of the 9th instant, 
to investigate the charges against Hon. POWELL 
CLAYTON, have power to employ a clerk; and that 
there is hereby appropriated, out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, the sum of $2,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to defray the expenses 
of said investigation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By the thirty- 
fourth rule it is provided that there shall be 
a “committee to audit and control contingent 
expenses of the Senate, to consist of three Sen 
ators, to which shall be referred all resolutions 
directing the payment of money out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate or creating a charge 
on the same.’’ This, however, can be waived 
by unanimous consentand the Senate act on the 
resolution at this time. The Chair has read 
the rule to the Senate, and if there be no ob- 
jection the resolution will be regarded as hav- 
ing been read twice; and it is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, open 
to debate on amendment. As it appropriates 
money out of the contingent fand, it must 
go through the same forms as a biil.. If no 
amendment be proposed, the resolution will 
be reported to the Senate. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ISSUE OF CLOTHING. 


Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred 
thè bill (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue of 
clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth regiment of infantry, to report 
it back without amendment; and I ask that it 
be put upon its passage. i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It authorizes the Secretary of War to 
issue clothing in lieu of and equal in value to 
that lost by those enlisted men of company B 
of the fourteenth regiment of infantry, whose 
quarters in the barracks at Fort D. A. Russell, 
Wyoming Territory, were destroyed by fire on 
the morning of the 6th of February, 1871. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed forathird 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MORTON. Senate bill No 291, for 
the relief of the officers and crew of the United 
States ship Wyoming was, by mistake referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
move to discharge that committee from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

i BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
461) for the relief of the Memphis and Little 
Rock Hailroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, referred. to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 462) to amend section thirty of the judiciary 
act, approved September 25, 1789 ; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 463) to enable the President to appoint 
a Paymaster General of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs,.and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. LEWIS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
464) to change the times for holding the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
465) allowing outfit and yearly allowance 
of clothing to the petty officers, seamen, 
ordinary seamen, landsmen; musicians, boys, 
machinists, firemen, and coal-heavers of the 
Navy ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SCOTT. I introduce this bill at the 
request of others, without committing myself 
to ite I move its reference to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous . 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 466) donating certain property in St. 
Augustine, Florida, to the State for educa- 
tional. purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
467) to provide for the erection of a building 
suitable for the use of the United States courts, 
post office, and other necessary Government 
offices at Raleigh, North Carolina; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in the 
Federal courts; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLE asked, and hy unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 469) 
to define the rights of settlers upon the public 
lands of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


AFFAIRS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLAIR. J offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its present consideration: 

, Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That the Committee on Alleged 
Outrages in the Southern States be instructed to 
inquire without delay into the condition of affairs 
in the State of Louisiana, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a con- 
current resolution, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri asks for its present consideration. Un- 
less objected to, it is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was requested by my 
friend, the Senator from Louisiana, { Mr. 
West, | who was obliged to go to the other end 
of the Capitol this morning, to ask that any- 
thing relating to Louisiana affairs might go 
over. I therefore in his name ask that the 
resolution lie over until to-morrow. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont objects at the request of the Senator 
from Lonisiana, not nowin the Chamber. The 
resolution will lie over. 


MILLE SAC RESERVATION. 
Mr. WINDOM. I offer the following reso- 
lution, aud ask for its present consideration: 


fiesolwed, That’ the Committee on Public Lands 
e, and they are hereby, instructed to inquire as to 
what legislation is necessary and proper, if any, to 
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extinguish the Indian title to the Mille Sac reser- 
vation in Minnesota, and what relief should in 
equity be extended to the bona five white settlers 
thereon, and that they report by bill or otherwise ; 
and that, pending said investigations, the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office are requested to suspend all action upon 
cud Jands, or upon the claims of alleged settlers 
thereto, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a reso- 
lution of inquiry, and also asking the Depart- 
ment to suspendaction. Is there objection to 
its present consideration ? 

Mr. POMEROY. I think the resolution 
ought to go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs in the first place, at any rate. The 
Committee on Public Lands never take juris- 
diction of military reservations. 

Mr. WINDOM. This is not a military res- 
ervation. 

Mr. POMEROY, What reservation is it? 

Mr. WINDOM. An Indian reservation. 

Mr. POMEROY. Has it been abandoned? 

Mr. WINDOM. There has been a treaty 
made with these Indians, and the question is 
whether they are entitled to any rights on that 
reservation now. 

Mr. POMEROY. Unless it is public land 
we have not any jurisdiction. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think itis; that is the 
question to be settled. I think under existing 
treaties it is now public land. 

Mr. COLE. Lettheresolution be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection to its present consideration the 
question is on agreeing to it. 

The resolution was adopted. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The morning 
hour has expired, and the bill (H. R. No. 880) 
for the removal of legal and political disabili- 
ties imposed by the third section of the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is before the Senate 
as the special order, the pending question 
being on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER. } 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, in opening 
this great question, one of the vastest ever 

resented to the Senate, I have had but one 

esitation, and that is, merely with regard to 
the order of treatment. There is a large mass 
of testimony from all parts of the country, from 
Massachusetts as well as Georgia, showing the 
absolute necessity of congressional legislation 
for the protection of equal rights, which 1 think 
ought to be laid before the Senate. lt was my 
first purpose to begin by presenting this testi- 
mony; but I have now changed my mind, and 
I sbail devote to-day to a statement of the 
question, relying upon the indulgence of the 
Senate for another opportunity to present the 
important testimony. I ask that the pending 
amendment be read. À 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment; which 
was to add as additional sections the following: 

Sxc.—. That all citizens of the United States, with- 
out distinction of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, are entitled to the equal and impar- 
tial enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished by common carriers, 
whether on land or water; by inn keepers; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of public amusement; by trustees, com- 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, or other offi- 
cers ofcommon schools and other public institutions 
of learning, the same being supported by moneys 
derived from general taxation or authorized by law; 
by trustees or officers of church organizations, ceme- 
tery associations, and benevolent institutions incor- 
porated by national or State authority; and this 
right shall not be denied or abridged on any pretense 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, 

Sec. —. That any person violating the foregoing 
provision, or aiding in its violation, or inciting 
thereto, shall, for every such offense, forfeit and pay 
thesum of $500 to the person aggrieved thereby, to 
be recovered in an action on the case, with full costs 
and such allowance for counsel fees asthe court shall 
deem just, and shall also for every such offense be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon convic- 
tion thereof, shall be fined not less that $500 nor more 
than $1,000, and shall be imprisoned not less. than 
thirty days nor more than one year; and any corpor- 
ation, association, or individual holding a charter 
or license under national or State authority violat- 
ing the aforesaid provision shall, upon conviction 


thereof, forfeit such charter or license, and any 
person assuming to use or continuing to act under 
such charter or license thus forfoited, or aiding in 
the same, or inciting thereto, shall, upon conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than 
$5,000, and shall be imprisoned not less than three 
nor more than seven years, and both the corporate 
and joint property of such corporation or association 
shall be held liable for the forfeitures, fines, and 
penalties incurred by any viclation of the first sec- 
tion of this act. k 

Sec. —. That the same jurisdiction and powers 
are hereby conferred, andthesame duties enjoined 
upon, the courts ‘and officers of the United States, 
in the execution of this act, as are conferred and 
enjoined upon such courts and officers in sections 
three, four, five, seven, and ten of an_act entitled 
“ An act to protect all persons in the United States 
in their civil rights, and to furnish the means of 
their vindication,” passed April 9, 1866, and these 
sections are hereby madea part of this act; and 
any of the aforesaid officers failing to institute and 
prosecute such proceedings herein required, shall, 
for every such offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 
to the person aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an 
action on the case, with full costs and such allow- 
ance for counsel fees as the court shall deem just, 
and shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and be fined not less than $1,000 
nor more than $5,000. 

Sec. —, That no person shall be disqualified for 
service as juror in any court, national or State, by 
reason of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude: Provided, That such person possesses all other 
qualifications which are by law prescribed; andany 
officer or other persons charged with any duty in the 
selection or summoning of jurors, who shall exclude 
or fail to summon any person for the reason above 
named, shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined not less than 
$1,000 nor more than $5,000. 

Sec. —. That every law, statute, ordinance, regu- 
lation, or custom, whether national or State, incon- 
sistent with this act, or making any discriminations 
against any person on account of color, by the use of 
the word “white,” is hereby repealed and annulled, 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the judges of 
the several courts upon which jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred to give this act in charge to the grand jury 
of their respective courts at the commencement of 
each term thereof. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, slavery, in 
its original pretension, reappears in the present 
debate. Again the barbarous tyranny stalks 
into this Chamber, denying to a whole race 
the equal rights promised by a just citizenship. 
Some here thought slavery dead. This is a 
mistake. If not in body, at least in spirit or 
asa ghost making our country hideous, the 
ancient criminal yet lingers among us, insist- 
ing upon the continued degradation of a race. 

Property in man has ceased to exist. ‘he 
human auction-block is departed: No hu- 
man being cau call himself master, with im- 
pious power to separate husband and wife, to 


sell the child from its parents, to shut out the. 


opportunities of religion, to close the gates of 
knowledge and torob another of his labor and 
all its fruits. These guilty prerogatives are 
ended. ‘To this extent the slave is free. No 
longer a chattel, he is a man justly entitled to 
all that is accorded by law to any other man. 
Such is the irresistible logic of his position. 
Ceasing to be a slave he became a man, whose 
foremost right is Equality of Rights. And yet 
slavery has been strong enough to postpone bis 
entry into the great possession. Cruelly he 
was not permitted to testify in court; nor was 
he allowed to vote. More than four millions 


of people, whose only offense was a skin which | 


had been the badge of slavery, were shut out 
from the court-room, and also from the ballot- 
box, in open defiance of the great promises of 
our fathers that all men are equal in rights, 
and that just government stands only on the 
consent of the governed. Such was the im- 
pudent behest of slavery, prolonged after it 
was reported dead. At last these crying 
wrongs were overturned. ‘The slave testifies ; 
the slave votes. To this extent his equality 
is recognized. 
EQUALITY BEFORE THE LAW. 

Bat this isnot enough. Much as it may 
seem compared with the past, when all was 
denied. it is too little, because all is not yet 
recognized. The denialof any right is a wrong 
that darkens the enjoyment of all the rest. 
Besides the right to testify and the right to 
vote, there are other rights without which 
Equality does not exist. The precise rule is 


Equality before the Law; nor more nor less ; 
that is, that condition before the Lawin which 
all are alike—being entitled without any dis- 
crimination to the equal enjoyment of all in- 
stitutions, privileges, advantages, and conven- 
iences created or regulated by law. among 
which are the right to testify and the right to 
vote. But this plain requirement is not satis- 
fied, logically or reasonably, by these two con- 
cessions, so that when they are recognized all 
others are trifles. The court-house and ballot- 
box are notthe only places fortherule. These 
two are not the only institutions for its opera- 
tion. The rule is general; how then restrict 
it to two cases? It is, all are equal before the 
law—not merely before the law in two cases, 
but before the law in all cases without limita- 
tion or exception. Important asit is to testify 
and to vote, life is not all contained even in 
these possessions. 

The new-made citizen is called to travel for 
business, for health, or for pleasure, but here 
his trials begin. The doors of the public hotel, 
which from the earliest days of our jurispru- 
dence have always opened hospitably to the 
stranger, close against him, and the publie 
conveyances, which the common law declares 
equally free to all alike, have no such freedom 
for him. He longs, perhaps, for respite and 
relaxation at some place of public amusement, 
duly licensed by law, and here also the same 
adverse discrimination is made. With the anx- 
ieties of a parent, seeking the welfare of his 
child, he strives to bestow upon him the ines- 
timable blessings of education, and takes him 
affectionately to the common school, created 
by law and supported by the taxation to which 
he has contributed, but these doors slam rudely 
in the face of the child where is garnered up 
the parent’s heart. ‘Suffer little children, 
and forbid them not, to come unto me;”’ such 
were the words of the divine Master. But 
among us little children are turned away and 
forbidden at the door of the common school, 
because of the skin. And the same insultin 
ostracism shows itself in other institutions of 
science and learning, also inthe church and in 
the last resting- place on earth. 

Two instances occur, which have been men- 
tioned already on this floor; but their eminence 
in illustration of an unquestionable grievance 
justifies the repetition. 

CASE OF FREDERICK DOUGLASS. 

One is the well-known case of Frederick 
Douglass. who, returning home after earnest 
service of weeks as secretary of the commission 
to report on the people of St. Domingo and 
the expediency of incorporating them with the 
United States, was rudely exciuded from the 
supper-table, where his brother commissioners 
were already seated on board the mail steamer 
of the Potomac, just before reaching the Presi- 
dent, whose commission he bore. This case, 
if not aggravated, is made conspicuous by 
peculiar circumstances. Mr. Douglass is a 
geutleman of unquestioned ability and char- 
acter, remarkable as an orator, refined in man- 
nersand personally agreeable. He was return- 
ing, charged with the mission of bringing under 
our institutions a considerable population of 
colored foreigners, whose prospective’ treat- 
ment among us was foreshadowed on board 
that mail steamer. The Dominican Baez could 
not expect morethan our fellow-citizen. And 
yet, with this mission, and with the personal 
recommendations he so justly enjoys, this re- 
turning secretary could not be saved from out- 
rage even in sight of the Exceutive Mansion. 


CASE OF LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR DUNN. 


There also was Oscar James Dunn, late Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Louisiana. It was my 
privilege to open the door of the Senate Cham- 
| ber and introduce him upon the floor. ‘Then 
in reply to my inquiry he recounted the hard- 
ships to which he had been exposed in the 
long journey from Louisiana, especially how 
he was denied the ordinary accommodations 


| for comfort and repose supplied to those of 
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another: skine This denial is memorable, not 
only from the rank but the character of the 
victim; Of blameless life, he was an example 
of: integrity. He was poor, but could not be 
bought-or bribed. Duty with him was more 
“than‘riches. A fortune was offered for his 
signature; but he spurned the temptation. 

And yet: this model character, high in the 
eonfidence of his fellow-citizens and in the full 
enjoyment of political power, was doomed to 
suffer-the blasting influence which still finds 
support in this Chamber. He ‘is dead at last 
and. buried with official pomp. The people 
counted by tens. of thousands thronged the 
streets while his obsequies proceeded. An 
odious discrimination was ‘for the time sus- 
pended. In life rejected by the conductor of 
a railway because of his skin, he was borne to 
his last resting-place with all the honors an 
afflicted community could bestow. Only in 
his coffin was the ban of color lifted and the 
dead statesman admitted to that equality which 
is the right of all. 


REQUIREMENT OF REPUBLICAY INSTITUTIONS. 


These are famous instances; but they are 
types. If Frederick Douglass and Oscar James 
Dunn could be made to suffer, how much must 
others be called to endure. All alike, the 
feeble, the invalid, the educated, the refined, 
women as well as men, are shut out from the 
ordinary privileges of the steamboat or rail- 
car, and driven into a vulgar sty with smokers 
and rude persons, where the conversation is 
as offensive as the scene, and then again at 
the road-side inn are denied that shelter and 
‘nourishment without which travel is impossi- 
ble. Do you doubt this constant, wide-spread 
outrage, extending in uncounted ramifications 
throughout the whole land? With sorrow be 
it said, it reaches everywhere, even into Mas- 
sachusetts. Not a State which does not need 
the benign correction. ‘he evidence is on 
your table in numerous petitions, And there 
1s other evidence, already presented by me, 
showing how individuals have suffered from 
this plain denial. of equal rights: Who that has 
a heart can listen to the story without indigna- 
tion and shame? Who with a spark of justice 
to illumine his soul can hesitate to denounce 
the wrong? Who that rejoices in republican 
institutions will ‘not help to overthrow the 
tyranny by which they are degraded? 

I do not use too strong language when I 
expose this tyranny as a degradation to repub- 
lican institutions; ay, sir, in its fundamental 
axiom. Why is the Declaration of Independ- 
ence our Magna Charta? Not because itde- 
clares separation from a distant kingly power; 
but because it announces the lofty truth that 
all are equal in rights, and as a natural con- 
sequence that just government stands only on 


the consent of the governed, and these are | 


held to be self evident, Here is the soul of 
republican institutions, without which a Re- 
public is a failure, a mere name and nothing 
more. Call it a Republic if you will, but it is 
in reality a soulless mockery. 

Equality in rights is not only the first of 
rights; itis an axiom of political trath. But 
an axiom, whether of science or philosophy, 
is universal and without exception or limit- 
ation; and this is according to the very law 
of its:nature. Therefore, it is no axiom to 
announce grandly that all white men are equal 
in rights, nor is it an axiom to announce with 
the same grandeur that all persons are equal 
in rights, but.colored persons have no rights 
except to testify and vote. Nor is it a self 
evident truth, as declared, for no trath is self- 
evident which is not universal. The asserted 
limitation destroys the original Declaration, 
making it ridiculous sham, instead of that 
sublime Magna Charta: before which Kings, 
nobles, and all inequalities of birth must dis- 
appear as ghosts of night at the dawn, 


GREAT ISSUE OF THE WAR, . 


All this has additional force when itis known 
that this very’axiom and self-evident truth 


| 


declared by our fathers was the great issue of 
the war, and was so recognized by the leaders 
on both sides. Behind the embattled armies 
were ideas, and the idea on our side was 
Equality in rights, which on the other side was 
denied. The Nation insisted that all men aré 
created equal; the Rebellion insisted that all 
men are created unequal. Here the evidence 
is explicit. ; 

. The inequality of men was an original pos- 
tulate of Mr. Calhoun, which -found final ex- 
pression in the open denunciation of the self- 
evident truth as a “self-evident lie.” Echo- 
ing this denunciation Jefferson Davis, on leav- 
ing the Senate, January 21, 1861, in that fare- 
well speech which some among you heard, but 
which all may read in the Globe, made the 
issue in these words: 

“It has been a belief that we are to be deprived 
in the Union of the rights which our fathers bo~ 
gueathed to us, which has brought Mississippi into 
her present decision: She has heard proclaimed the 
theory that all men are created free and equal, and this 
made the basis for attack upon her social institutions ; 
and the sacred Declaration of Independence has been 
invoked to maintain the position of the equality of the 
races.” —Congressional Globe, p. 487, ‘Lhirty-Sixth 
Congress, second session. 

The issue thus made by the chief rebel 
was promptly joined. Abraham Lincoln, the 
elected President, stopping at Independence 
Hall, February 22, on his way to the national 
capital, in unpremeditated words, thus inter- 
preted the Declaration: i 

“It was that which gave promise that in our time 
the weight should be lifted from the shoulders of all 
men, and that all should have an equal chance.” 

Mark, if you please, the simplicity of this 
utterance. All are to have *‘an equal chance,”’ 
and this he said ‘‘is the sentiment embodied 
in the Declaration of Independence.” Then, | 
in reply to Jefferson Davis, he proceeded : 

“Now, my friends, can this country bo saved on 
this basis? If it can Ishall consider myself one of | 
the happiest men in the world if I can help save it. 
Ifit cannot be saved upon that principle, it will be 
truly awful, But if tals country cannot be saved 
without giving up that principle I was about to say 
I would rather be assassinated on the spot.” 

Giving these words still further solemnity, 
he added: 

“Ihave said nothing but what I am willing to 
live by, and, if it be the pleasure of Almighty God, to 
die by.” 

And thén before raising the national banner 
over the historic Hall, he said: 

“It is on such an occasion as this that we can rea- 
son together, reaflirm our devotion to the country 
and the principles of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence.”’ 

Thus the gauntlet flung down by Jefferson 
Davis was taken up by Abraham Lincoln, who 
never forgot the issue. 

The rejoinder was made by Alexander H. 
Stephens, Vice President-of the Rebellion, in a 
not-to-be forgotten speech at Savannah, March 
21, 1861, when he did not hesitate to declare 
of the pretended government that “ its found- 
ations are laid, its corner-stone rests upon 
the great truth that the negro is not equal to 
the white man’? Then glorying in this terri- 
bie shame, he added: ‘This, our new Govern- 
ment, is the first in the history of the world 
based upon the great physical, philosophical 
and moral truth’? “This stone which was 
rejected by the first builders is become the 
chief stone of the corner.” 

To this unblushing avowal Abraham Lincoln 
replied in that marvelous, undying utterance 
at Gettysburg, fit voice for the Republic, greater 
far than any victory, when he said: > 

“Four seore and seven years ago our fathers 
brought forth unon this continent a new nation, 
conceived in Liberty and dedicated-te the proposition 
that all men are created egual?” . 

Thus, in precise conformity with the Declar- 
ation, was it announced that our Republie is 
dedicated to the Equal Rights of all, and then, 
the prophet President, soon to bea martyr, 
asked his countrymen to dedicate themselves 
to the great task remaining, highly resolving, 
“that this nation uuder God shall have a new 


birth of Freedom, and that government of the 


people, by the people and for the people, shall 
not perish from the earth.” 

The victory of the war is vain without the 
grander victory through which the Republic is 
dedicated to the axiomatic, self-evident. truth 
declared by our fathers, and asserted by Abra- 
ham Lincoln. 

All this is so plain that it is difficult to argue 
it. What is the Republic if it fails in this 
loyalty? What is the national Government, 
coextensive with the Republic, if fellow cit- 
izens counted by the million can be shut out 
from equal rights in travel, in recreation, in 
education, and in other things, all contributing 
to human necessities? Where is that great 
promise by which the ‘pursuit of happiness” 
is placed with life and liberty, under the safe- 
guard of axiomatic self-evident truth? Where 
is justice if this ban of color is not promptly 
removed? 

TWO EXCUSES. 

The two excuses show how irrational and 
utterly groundless is this pretension. ‘They 
are On a par with the pretension itself. One 
is that the question is of society and not of 
rights, whichis clearly a misrepresentation ; and 
the other is. that the separate arrangements 
previded for colored persons constitute a sub- 
stitute for equality in the nature of an equiva- 
lent; all of which is clearly a contrivance, if 
not a trick, as if there could be any equivalent 
for equality. 

NO QUESTION OF SOCIETY. 


OF this first excuse jt is difficult to speak 
with patience. It is a simple misrepresent- 
ation, and wherever it shows itself must be 
treated as such. There is no colored person 
who does not resent the imputation that he is 
seeking to intrude himself socially anywhere. 
This is no question of society ; no question of 
social life; no question of social equality, 
if anybody knows what this means. he 
object is simply Equality before the law, a 
term which explains itself. Now, as the law 
does not presume to create or regulate social 
relations, these are in no respect affected by 
the pending measure. Hach person, whether 
Senator or citizen, is always free to choose who 
shall be his friend, his associate, his guest. 
And does not the ancient proverb declare 
thata man is known by the company he keeps? 
But this assumes that he may choose for him- 
self, His house is his “ castle ;’? and this very 
designation, borrowed from the common law, 
shows his absolute independence within its 
walls; nor is there any difference, whether it 
be palace or hovel; but when he leaves his 
‘castle’ and goes abroad, this independence 
is at an end. - He walks the streets; but he is 
subject to the prevailing law of Equality; nor 
can he appropriate the sidewalk to his own 
exclusive use, driving into the gutter all whose 
skin is less white than his own. But nobody 
pretends that Equality in the highway, whether 
on pavement or sidewalk, is a question of 
society. And, permit me to say, that Equality 
in all institutions created or regulated by law, 
is as little a question of society. 

In the days of Slavery, it was an oft-repeated 
charge, that Emancipation was a measure of 
social equality and the same charge became 
a cry at the successive efforts for the right to 
testify and the right to vote. At each stage 
the cry was raised, and now it makes itself 
heard again, as you are called to assure this 
crowning safeguard. ` 

EQUALITY NOT FOUND IN EQUIVALENTS, 

Then comes the other excuse, which finds 
Equality in separation. Separate hotels, sep- 
arate conveyances, separate theaters, separate 
schools, separate institutions of learning and 
science, separate churches, and separate cem- 
eteries—these are the artific'al substitutes for 
Equality; and this is the.contrivance by which 
a transcendent right, involving a transcendent 
duty, is evaded ; for Kquality is not only aright 
but a duty. 

How vain to argue that there is no denial of 
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Equal Rights when this separation is enforced. 
The substitute is invariably an inferior article. 
Does any Senator deny it? Therefore, it is 
vot Uqnality. Atbesr itis an equivalent only; | 
bur no equivalent is equality. Separation im- 
plies one thing for a white person and another 
thing for a colored person; but equality is 
where all have the same alike. There can be 
ro substitute for equity; nothing but itself 
Even if aceommodations are the same, as 
pororicusly they are uot, there is no Equality. 
Ja the process of substitntion the vital elixir 
exhales und escapes. lt is lost and cannot be 
recovered; for Equality is found only in Equal- 
iy. = Nought but itself can be its parallel ;” 
but Senntors undertake to find parallels in 
other things. 

Asswming what is most absurd to assume, 
and what is contradicted by all experience, 
ihat a substitute can be an equivalent, it is so 
in form only and notin reality. very such 
attempt is an indignity to the colored race, 
instinct with the spirit of Slavery, and this 
decides its character. It is Slavery in its last 
wppearance. Arc you ready to prolong the 
hateful tyranny? Religion and reason cou- 
demn Caste asimpious and anchristian, making 
republican insiiattions and equal laws impos- 
sible; but here is Caste not unlike that which 
separates the Sndra from the Brahmin. Pray, 
sie, who constitutes the white man a Bral- 
min? Whence his lordly tide? Down to a 
recent period in Europe the Jews were driven 
to herd by themselves separate from Christians ; 
bat this discarded barbarism is revived among 
us in the ban of color. There are millions 
of fellow citizens guilty of no offense except 
the dusky livery of the sun appointed by the 
heavenly Father, whom you treat as others 
have treated the Jews, as the Brahmin treats 
the Sudra. Bat pray, sir, do not pretend that 
tuis is the great Equality promised by our 
fathers. 

In arraigning this attempt at separation as 
a Caste, | say nothing new. For years I have 
denounced it as such, and here I followed good 
authorities, as wellas reason. Alexander Von 
Humboldt, speaking of the negroes in Mexico 
when Slavery prevailed, called them a Caste. 
A recent political and juridical writer of France 
uses the same term to denote not only the dis- 
crimination in India, but thatin our own coun- 
try, especially referring to the exclusion of 
colored children from the common schools as 
among “the humiliating and brutal distinc- 
tions’ by which their Caste is characterized. 
(Charles Comte, Traité de Legislation, Tome 
IV., pp. 129, 445.) The principle of separa- 
tion on the ground of hereditary inferiority is 
the distinctive essence of Caste; but this is the 
outrage which. lifts itself in our country, cry- 
ing out, ‘1 am better than thou, because Lam 
white. Get away!” 

THE REMEDY. 

Thus do I reject the two excuses. But I 
do not leave the cause here. I go further and 
show how consistent is the pending measure 
with acknowledged principles, illustrated by 
undoubted law. 

The bill for Equal Rights is simply supple- 
mentary to the existing Civil Rights Law, 
which is one of our greatstatutes of peace, and 
it stands on the same requirements of the Con- 
stitution. If the Civil Rights Law is above 
question, as cannot be doubted, then also is the 
supplementary amendment, for itis only the 
complement of the other, and necessary to its 
completion. Without the amendment the 
original law is imperfect. Tt cannot be said, 
according to its title, that all persons are pro- 
tected in their civil rights, so long as the out-- 
rages | cx pore continue-to exist; nor is Slavery 
entirely dead. i ; 

No doubt the supplementary law must oper- 
ate, not only in national jurisdiction, but also 
in the States, precisely as the Civil Rights Law. 
Otherwise it will be of little value. lts sphere 
must be coextensive with the Republic, mak- 
ing the rights of the citizen uniform every- 


where. But this can be only by one uniform 
safeguard sustained by the nation. 

An enlightened public opinion must be in- 
yoked. But this will not be wanting. The 
country will rally in aid of the law, more 
especialy since it. is a measure of justice and 
humanity. 
help to publie opinion. 
very people whose present conduct makes it 
necessary. Prompted by the law, leaning on 
the law. they will recognize the equal rights 
of al; nor do F despair of hailing a public 
opinion, which shall stamp the denial of these 
righis as an outrage not unlike slavery itself. 
Custom and patronage will then be sought in 
obeying the Jaw. People generally are little 
beter than accors, for whom it was once sald: 

~“ Aht jet not censure term our fate our choice, 

The stage but echoes back the public vo 

‘Noe drama’s laws, the drama’s patrons give; 

For we that live to please must please to live.” 

In the absence of the law people please too 
often by inhumanity, but with the law teaching 
the lesson of duty, they will please by opposite 
conduct. Thus will the law be an instrament 
of improvement, necessity in proportion to 
existing prejudice. Because people still please 
by inhumanity, therefore must there be a coun- 
teracting force. This precise exigency was 
foreseen by Rousseau, remarkable as writer and 
thinker, in a work which startled the world, 
when he said: : 

“Tt is precisely because the forco of things tends 
always to destroy equality that the force of legisla- 
tion should always tend to maintain it.’’—Contrat 
Social, Liv. I, chap. 1. 

Never was a truer proposition; and now let us 
see the cases for its application. 
PUBLIC HOTELS. 

I begin with public hotels or inus, because 
the rule with regard to them may be traced to 
the earliest period of the common law. Inthe 
Chronicles of Holingshed, written in the reign 
of Queen Elizabeth, is a chapter ‘ Of our Inns 
and Thoroughfares,”’ where the inn, which is the 
original term for hotel, is described as ‘* builded 
for the receiving of such travelers and stran- 
gers as pass to and fro;” and then the chron: 
icler, boasting of his own country as compared 
with others, says ‘‘ every man may use his inn 
as bis own house in England. (Chronicles, 
Description of England, Book II, chap. 16, p. 
444, London ed., 4to., 1807.) The law of Eng- 
land was in conformity with this boast. The 
inn was open to ‘‘every man,’ and this rule 
has continued from that early epoch, anterior 
to the settlement of our country, down to this 
day. Theinnisa public institution, with well- 
known rights and duties. Among the latter 
is the duty to receive all paying travelers de- 
cent in appearance and conduct, wherein it is 
distinguished from a lodging-house or board- 
ing-house, which is a private concern, and not 
subject to the obligations of the inn. 

Xor this statement I might cite authorities 
beginning with the infancy of the law, and not 
ending even with alate decision of the Superior 
Court of New York, where an inn is defined 
to be “a public house of entertainment for all 
who choose to visit tt,’’ which differs very litre 
from the descriptive words of Holingshed. 

The summary of our great-jarist, Mr. Justice 
Story, shows the law: 


“An innkeeper is bound to take in all travelers 
and wayfaring persons and to entertain them, if he 
can accommodate them for a reasonable compensa- 
tion.” set oe t “If an iankeeper im- 
properly refuses to receive or provide for x guest, 
he is liable eted, ve 
mentaries on the Law of Bailments, g 476. 

Chancellor Kent siates the rule briefly but 
with fullness and precision : 


“An innkeeper cannot lawfully 
guests to the extent of his reasonable accommoda- 
tions, nor.can he impose unreasonable terms upon 
them.”—Kent’s Commentaries, Vol. 2, p. 592. 

This great authority says again, quoting a 
decided case: ` f 

“Innkeepers are liable to an action if they refuse 
to receive a guest without just cause. The inn- 


keeper is even in 
has room in his house and the guest behaves 


properly.” — lbid., p. 596. 


But the Jaw is weeded now as a | 
It is needed by the | 


to be indicted therefor.”’—Story's Com- i 


refuse to receive ; 


dictable for the refusal, if he | 


H 
1 
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And Professor Parsons, in his, work on Con- 
tracts, so familiar to lawyers and students, 
Says: i 
_ “He eannot so refuse unless his house is full and. he 
is actually unable to receive them. And if on false 
pretense he refuses he is habie to an action.”’—Par- 
sons on Coutracts, p. 627. r 

The importance of tbis rule in determining 

-present duty will justify another statement in 
the language of a popular Encyclopedia: 
_ “One of the incidents of an innkeeper is, that he 
is bound to open his houseto all travelers, without dis- 
tinction, and has no option to refuse such refreshment, 
shelter, and accommodation as he possesses, provided 
the person who applies is of the description of a 
traveler and able and ready to pay the customary 
hire and is not drunk or disorderly or tainted with 
infectious disease.”’—Chumbers’s Encyclopedia, arti- 
cle inn. 


And the Encyclopædia adds: 

“ As some compensation for this compulsory hos. 
pitality the innkeeper is allowed certain privileges,’» 

Thus is the innkeeper under constraint of 
law, which he must obey; “bound to take in 
all travelers and wayfaring persons;’’ * nor 
can he impose unreasonable terms upon 
them;’’ and Hable to an action and even to 
an indictment for refusal. Such is the law. 

With this peremptory rule opening the doors 
of inns to all travelers, without distinction, to 
the extent of authorizing not only an action 
but an indictment for the refusal to receive a 
traveler, it is plain that the pending Dill is ` 
only declaratory of existing law giving to it 
the sanction of Congress. 

PUBLIC CONVEYANCES. 

Public conveyances, whether on land or 
water, are known to the law as common car: 
riers, and they, too, have obligations not unlike 
those of inns. Common carriers are grouped 
with innkeepers, especially in duty to passen- 
gers. Here again Mr. Justice Story is our 
authority : 


‘* The first most general obligation on their part is 
to carry passengers with all reasonable diligence 
whenever they offer themselves and are ready to pay 
for their transportation. Zuis bla fiom t eir set- 
ting themselves up, like innkeepers and common car- 
riers of goods, for a cammon public employment, on 
hire. They areno more at liberty to refuse a pas- 
senger, if they have sufficient room and accommo- 
dations, than an innkeeper is to refuse suitable 
room and accommodations to a guest.” — Story, 
Bailmenis, 2 591. 

Professor Parsons states the rule strongly: 


“Tt is his daty, to receive all passengers who offer; 
to carry them the whole route; to domand no more 
than the usual and established compensation: to 
treat all passengers alike; to behave to all with civil- 
ity and propriety; to provide suitable carriages and 
meansof transportation.”  * soe “And 
for the default of his servants or agents in any of 
the above particulars,’ or generally in any. other 
points of duty, the carrier is directly responsible as 
well as for any circumstances of aggravation which 
attended the wrong.” —Parsons on Contracts, p 228, 
The pending bill simply reénforces this rule, 
which without Congress ought to be sufficient. 
But since it is set at naught by an odious dis- 
crimination Congress must interfere. 
THEATERS AND PLACES OF PUBLIC AMUSEMENT. 
Theaters and other places of public amuse- 
ment, licensed by law, are kindred to inns or 
public conveyances, though less noticed by ju- 
rispradence. But, like their prototypes, they 
undertake to provide for the public under sanc- 
tion of Jaw. They are public ingtitutions, 
regulated if not created by law, enjoying priv- 
| ileges, and in consideration thereof, assuming 
| duties not unlike those of the inn and the pub- 
lic conveyance. From essential reason, the 
rule should be the same with all. As the inn 
cannot close its doors, or the public convey- 
ance refuse a seat toany paying traveler, decent 
in condition, so must it be with the theater 
and other places of public amusement. Here 
are institutigns whose peculiar object is the 
“pursuit of happiness,” which has been placed 
among the equal rights of all. How utterly 
| irrational the pretension to outrage a large por- 
tion of the community. ‘he law can lend 
itself to no such intolerable absurdity, and 
i this, I insist, shall be declared by Congress. 
b COMMON SCHOOLS. 
The common school falls naturally into. the 


Í same category, Like the others, it must be 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 15, 


open to all or its designation is a misnomer and 
a mockery, It is not aschool for whites or a 
school for blacks, but a school for all; in other 
words a common school. Much is implied in 
this term, according to which the school har- 
monizes with the, other institutions already 
mentioned. It isaninn wherechildren rest on 
the road to knowledge. It is a public convey- 
ance where children are passengers. It is a 
theater where children resort for enduring rec- 
reation.. Like the others, it assumes to pro- 
vide for the public; therefore it must be open 
to-all; nor can there be any exclusion, except 
on grounds equally applicable to the inn, the 
public conveyance, and the theater. 

~ But the common school has a higher char- 
acter. Its object isthe educationofthe young, 
and it is sustained by taxation to which all 
contribute. Not only does it hold itself out 
to the public by its name and its harmony 
with the other institutions; but it assumes 
the place of parent to all children within its 
locality, bound. always to a parent’s watchful 
care and tenderness, which can know no dis- 
tinction of child. 

It is easy to see that the separate school 
founded on an odious discrimination and some- 
times offered as an equivalent for the common 
school, is an ill-disguised violation of the prin- 
ciple of Equality, while as a pretended equiva- 
lent it is an utter failure and instead of a 
parent is only a churlish step-mother. 

A slight illustration will show how it fails, 
and here I mention an incident occurring in 
Washington, but which must repeat itself where 
ever separation is attempted. Colored chil- 
dren, living near what is called the common 
school, are driven from its doors, and com- 
pelled to walk a considerable distance, often 
troublesome and in certain conditions of the 
weather difficult, to attend the separate school. 
One of these children has suffered from this 
exposure, and I have. myself witnessed the 
emotion of the parent. ‘This could not have 
occurred had the child been received at the 
common school in the neighborhood. Now, 
it is idle to assert that children compelled to 
this exceptional journeying to and fro, are in 
the enjoyment of equal rights. The super- 
added pedestrianism and its attendant discom- 
fort furnish the measure of inequality in one 
of its forms, increased by the weakness or ill 
health of the child. What must be the feel- 
ings.of a colored father or mother daily wit- 
nessing this sacrifice to the demon of Caste? 

“This is an illustration merely, but it shows 
precisely how impossible it is for a separate 
school to be the equivalent of the common 
school. And yet it only touches the evil with- 
out exhibiting its proportions. The indignity 
offered to the colored child is worse than any 
compulsory exposure, and here not only the 
child suffers, but the race to which he belongs 
is blasted and the whole community is hard- 
ened in wrong. 

The separate school wants the first requisite 
of the common school, inasmuch as it is not 
equally open to all; and since this is incon- 
sistent with the declared rule of republican 
institutians, such a school is not republican in 
character. Therefore it is not a preparation 
for tbe duties of life. The child is not trained 
in. the way he should go; for he is trained 
under the ban of inequality. How can he grow 
up to the stature of equal citizenship? He is 
pinched and dwarfed while the stigma of color 
is ‘stamped upon him, This is plain oppres- 
sion, which you, sir, would feel keenly were 
it directed against you or your child. Surely 
the race enslaved for generations has suffered 
enough without being compelled to bear this 
prolonged proscription. Will not the Republic, 
redeemed by most. costly sacrifice, insist upon 
justice to the children of the land, making the 
common school the benign example of repub- 


lican institutions where merit isthe only ground 


of favor. eam 
Nor is separation without evil to the whites. 
The: prejudice of color is nursed when it 


should be stifled. The Pharisaism of race 
becomes an element of character, when, like 
all other Pharisaisims, it should be cast out. 
Better even than knowledge is a kindly nature 
and the sentiment of equality.. Such should 
be the constant lesson repeated by the lips 
and inscribed on the heart; but the school 
itself must practice the lesson. Children 
learn by example more than by precept. How 
precious the example which teaches that all 
are equal in rights. But this can be only 
where all commingle in the common school 
asin common citizenship. There is no sep- 
arate ballot-box. There should be no separ- 
ate school. It is not enough that all should 
be taught alike; they must all be taught 
together. They are not only to receive equal 
quantities of knowledge, butall are to receive 
it in the same way. But they cannot be 
taught alike unless all are taught together ; 
nor can they receive equal quantities of 
knowledge in the same way, except at the 
common school. i 

The common school is important to all; but 
to the colored child it is a necessity. Exclud- 
ed from the common school, he finds himself 
too frequently without any substitute. Often 
there is no school. But even where a separate 
school is planted it is inferior in character. 
No matter what the temporary disposition, the 
separate school will not flourish as the com- 
mon school. It is but an offshoot or sucker 
without the strength of the parent stem. That 
the two must differ is seen at once, and that 
this difference is adverse to the colored child 
is equally apparent. For him there is no as- 
surance of education except in the common 
school, where he will be under the safeguard 
of all. White parents will take care not only 
that the common school is not neglected, but 
that its teachers and means of instruction are 
the best possible, and the colored child will 
have the benefit of this watchfulness. This 
decisive consideration completes the irresist- 
ible argument for the common school as the 
egual pareut of all without distinction of 
color. 

If to him that hath is given, according to the 
way of the world, it is not doubted thatto him 
that hath not thereis a positive duty in pro- 
portion to the necessity. Unhappily our col- 
ored fellow-citizens are in this condition. But 
just in proportion as they are weak and not 
yet recovered from the degradation in which 


| they have been plunged, does the Republicowe 


its completest support and protection. Already 
a component part of our political corporation 
they must become part of the educational cor- 
poration also, with Equality as the supreme law. 
OTHER PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS, 
It is with humiliation that [ feel bound to 
insist upon the same equality in other public 
institutions of learning and science, also in 
churches and in the last resting-places of the 
dead. So far as any of these are public in 
character and organized by law, they must 
follow the general requirement. How strange 
that any institution of learning or science, any 
church or any cemetery should set up a dis- 
crimination so utterly inconsistent with correct 
principle. But I do not forget that only recently 
a colored officer of the national Army was 
treated with indignity at the communion-table. 
To insult the dead is easier, although con- 
demned by Christian precept and heathen 
example. 
Among the Romans degradation ended with 
life. Slaves were admitted to honorable sepul- 


| ture, and sometimes slept the last sieep with 
their masters. The slaves of Augustusand Livia- 


were buried on the famous Appian Way, 
where their tombs with numerous inscriptions 
have survived the centuries. ‘‘ Bury him with 
his niggers.’’ was the rude order of the rebel 
officer, as he flung the precious remains of 
our admirable Colonel Shaw into the common 
trench at Fort Wagner, where he fell mount- 
ing the parapets at the head of colored troops. 
And so he was buried, lovely in death as in 


| against the red. 


life. The intended insult became an honor. 
In that common trench the young hero rests, 
symbolizing the great Equality for which he 
died. No Roman monument with its Siste 
viator to the passing traveler, no “ labor of an 
age in piled stones,” can match in grandeur 
that simple burial. 
PREJUDICE OF COLOR, 

Mr. President, against these conclusions 
there is but one argument, which, when con- 
sidered, is nothing but a prejudice, as little 
rational as what Shylock first calls his ‘‘hu- 
mor’’ and then ‘‘a lodged hate and a certain 
loathing,” making him seek the pound of flesh 
from out the merchant’s heart. It is the pre- 
judice of color which pursues its victim in the 
long pilgrimage from the cradle to the grave, 
closing the school, barring the hotel, exclud- 
ing from the public conveyance, insulting at 
the theater, shutting the gates of science and 
playing its fantastic tricks even in the church 
where he kueels and the grave where his dust 
mingles with the surrounding earth. The God- 
given color of the African is a constant offeuse 
to the disdainful white, who, like the preten- 
tious lord, asking Hotspur for prisoners, can 
bear nothing so unhandsome ‘betwixt the 
wind and his nobility.’’? This isthe whole case. 
And shall those equal rights, promised by the 
great Declaration, be sacrificed to a prejudice? 
Shall that equality before the law, which is the 
best part of citizenship, be denied to those who 
do not happen to be white? Is this a white 
man’s Government, or is it a Government of 
“all men,” as declared by our fathers? Is it 
a Republic of equal laws, or an oligarchy of the 
skin? This is the question now presented. 

Once Slavery was justified by color, as now 
the denial of Equal Rights is justified. and the 
reason is as little respectable in one case as in 
theother. The old pretension is curiously illus- 
trated by an incident in the inimitable auto- 
biography of Franklin. An ante-revolutionary 
Governor of Pennsylvania remarked gaily that 
he much admired the idea of Sancho Panza, 
who, when it was proposed to give him a 
government, requested that it might be of 
“blacks,” as then, if he could not agree with 
his people, he might sell them, on which a 
friend said, ‘Franklin, why do you continue 
to side with the damned Quakers? Had you 
not better sell them?’ Franklin answered, 
‘The Governor has not yet blacked them 
enough.” ‘The autobiography proceeds to say 
that the Governor ‘‘labored hard to blacken 
the Assembly in all his messages, but they 
wiped his coloring as fast as he laid it on and 
placed it in return thick upon his own face, 
so that finding he was likely to be negrofted 
himself, he grew tired of the contest and quitted 
the Government.” (Franklin, Autobiography, 
p. 299, edit. Bigelow.) Tonegrofy a man was 
to degrade him. 

Thus in the ambition of Sancho Panza and 
in the story of the British governor, was color 
the badge of Slavery. ‘Then Ican sell them,” 
said Sancho Panza, and the British Governor 
repeated the saying. This is change1 now; 
but not entirely. At present nobody dare say, 
“I can sell them ;"’ but the inn, the common 
conveyance, the theater, the school, the scien- 
tific institute, the church, and the cemetery 
deny them equal rights. 

Color has its curiosities in history. For 
generations the Roman circus was convulsed 
by factions known from their livery as white 
and red, green and blue, and these same colors 
raged with redoubled fury in the hinpodrome 
of Constantinople. Then came blacks and 
whites in the political contentions of Italy, 
where the designation was from the accident 
of a name. In England the most beautiful of 
flowers, in two of its colors, became the badge 
of hostile armies. and the white -rose fought 
But it has been reserved for 
our Republic, dedicated to the rights of human 
natare, to adopt the color of the skin as the 


| sign of separation. and to organize it in Jaw. 


Color in the animal kingdom is according 
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to a.law of nature. The ox of the Roman 
campagna is gray. The herds on the banks 
of the Xanthus were ycliow, on the banks of 
the Clitamnus they were white. In Corsica 
animals are spotted. The various colors of 
the human family belong to the same mystery. 
There are white, yellow, red, and black, with 
intermediate shades, but no matter what their 
hue, they are always MEN, gifted with a com- 
mon manhood and entitled to common rights. 
Dr. Johnson made short work with the famous 
paradox of Berkley, denying the existence of 
matter. Stamping his foot on a stone, he ex- 
claimed, ‘1 refute it thus.” And so in reply 
to every pretension against the equal rights of 
all, to every assertion of right founded on the 
skin, to every denial of right because a man 
is something else than white, I point to that 
common manhood, which knows no. dis‘inc- 
tion of color, and thus do T refute the whole 
inhuman, unchristian paradox. 
THE WORD “ Wits.” 

Observe, if you please, how litle the word 
“white” is authorized to play the great part 
it performs, and how much of an intrader it 
is in all its appearances. In those two title- 
deeds, the Deciaration of Independence and 
the Constitution, there are no words of color, 
whether white, yellow, red, or black; but 
here is the fountain oat of which all is derived, 
The Declaration speaks of ‘all men” and 
not of ‘all white men;’’ and the Constitu- 
tion says, ‘*Wethe people,” and not ‘We 
the white people.” Where, then, is the au- 
thority for any such discrimination, whether by 
the nation or any component part? There 
is no fountain or word for it. The fountain 
failing, and the word non-existent, the whole 
pretension is a disgusting usurpation, which is 
more utterly irrational, when it is considered 
that the authority for such an outrage can be 
found only in positive words, plain and unam- 
biguous in meaning. This was the rule with 
regard to Slavery, and it must be the same 
with regard to this pretension. It cannot be 
invented, imagined, or implied; it must be 
found in the very text; and this I assert ac- 
cording to fixed principles of jurisprudence. 
In its absence, Equality is the supreme law of 
the land, ‘‘and the judges in every State shall 
be bound thereby, anything inthe constitution 
or laws of any State to the contrary notwith- 
standing.” 

This conclusion is reénforced hy the consti- 
tutional amendment abolishing Slavery; but I 
prefer to dwell on the original text of the Con 
stitution, in presence of which you might as 
well undertake to make a king as to degrade 
a fellow-citizen on account of his skin. 

There is also the original common law, ante- 
dating and interpreting the Constitution, which 
knew no distinction of color. Oneof the great- 
est judges that ever sat in Westminster Hall, 
Lord Chief Justice Holt, declared in senten- 
tious judgment, worthy of perpetual memory, 
“The common law takes no notice of negroes 
being different from other men. ” (Smith vs. 
Gould, 2 Lord Raym., 1274.) This was in 1706, 
seventy years before the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, so that it was well known to our 
fathers as part of that common law to which, 
according to the Continental Congress, the 
several States were entitled. (Story; Com- 
mentaries on Constitution, Vol. 1, 2 199 note.) 
Had these remarkable words been uttered by 
any judge in Westminster Hall, they would 
have been important, but they are enhanced 


by the character of their illustrious author, to | 


whom belongs the kindred honor of first declar- 
ing from the bench that a slave cannot breathe 
in England. 

Among the ornaments of English law none 
hasa purer fame than Lord Chief Justice Holt, 
who was emphatically a great judge, being an 
example of learning and firmness, of impar- 
tiality and mildness, with a constant instinct 
for justice and a rare capacity in upholding it. 
His eminent merits have arrested the admira- 
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tion of his biographer, Lord Campbell. who 
does not hesitate to say, that ‘of all judges 
in our annals Holt bas gained the highest rep- 
utation, merely by the exercise of judicial fune- 
tions,” and then again, in striking words, 
that “he may be considered as having a 
genius for magistracy, as much as our Milton 
had for ‘poctry or our Wilkie for painting. ” 
(Campbell's Lives of the Chief Justices, Vol. 
IT, pp. 118 and 185.) And this rarest magis 
trate tells us judicially, ‘that the common law 
takes no notice of negroes being different from 
other men; ” in other words, it makes no dis- 
crimination on account of color. This judg- 
ment is a torch to illumine the Constitution, 
while it shows how naturally our fathers in the 
great Declaration said, “al men,” and not 
“all white men.” and in the Constitution said, 
‘ We the people,’? and not We the white 
people. ’’ 

In melancholy contrast with the monumental 
judgment of the English Chief Justice, are 
judicial decisions in our own country, espe- 
cially that master-piece of elaborate inhuman- 
ity, the judgment of our late Chief Justice in 
the Dred Scott case. But it is in the States 
that the word ‘‘ white’? has been most con- 
sidered. Such learned debate on the rights 
of man dependent on complexion, would ex- 
cite a smile, if it did not awaken indignation. 
There is Ohio, a much-honored State, rejoicing 
in prosperity, intelligence, and constant liberty 5 
but even this eminent civilization has not saved 
its supreme court from sabtleties of refine- 
ment on different shades of human color. In 
the case of Lake vs. Baker et al., (12 Ohio 
Rep., 287,) this learned tribunal decided that 
a child of negro, Indian, and white blood, but 
of more than one half white, was entided to 
the benefits of the common-school fund. But 
in a later case the same court decided that 
“children of three eighths African and five 
eighths white blood, but who are distinctly 
colored and generally treated and regarded as 
colored children by the community where they 
reside, are not, as of right, entitled to admis- 
sion into the common schools set apart for the 
instruction of white youths.” (Camp vs. Board 
of Education of Logan, 9 Ohio State Rep., p. 
406.) Unhappy children! Even five eighths 
white blood could not save them, if in their 
neighborhood they were known as ‘‘ colored.” 
But this magic of color showed itself yet more 
in the precedent of Polly Gray vs. The State 
of Ohio, (4 Ohio Rep., 853,) a case of robbery, 
where the prisoner, appearing on inspection 
**to be ofa shade of color between mulatto and 
white,” a negro was admitted to testify against 
her, and she was convicted; but on grave con- 
sideration by the whole court, it was decided 
that the witness was wrongly admitted, ‘and 
the judgment was reversed; and the decision 
stands on these words: ‘A negro is not an 
adinissible witness against a quadroon on 
Into this absurd- 
ity of injustice was an eminent tribunal con- 
ducted by the ignis fatuus of color. 

These are specimens only. To what mean- 
ness of inquiry has not the judicial mind de- 
scended in the enforcement of an odious preju- 
dice? Such decisions are a discredit to Repub- 
lican Government, and so also is the exist- 
ing practice of public institutions in harmony 
with them. The words of the gospel are fal- 
filled, and the great Republic “ conceived in 
liberty and dedicated to the proposition that 
all men are created equal,” becomes ‘‘like 
unto whited sepuichers, which, indeed, appear 
beautiful outward, bat are within full of 
dead men’s bones and of all uncleanness.’’ 
(Matth., chap. xiii, v. 27.) Are not such 
decisions worse than dead men’s bones or any 
uneleanness? All this is more irrational when 
we recall the divine examp!e, and the admo- 
nition addressed to the prophet: “Bat the 
Lord said unto Samuel, Look not on his coun- 
tenance, for the Lord seeth not as man seeth ; 
for man looketh at the outward appearance, 


but the Lord looketh at the heart.” (1 Sam- 
uel. chan. xvi, ve 7.) To the pretension of 
looking at the skin and measuring its vari- 
ous pigments in the-determination of rights, I 
reply that the heart and not the counieuance 
must be our guide.. Not on the skin can we 
look, though ‘‘whire” as the coward heart 
of Macbeth, according to the reproach of his 
wife ; but on that within constituting character, 
which showed itself supremely in Toussaint 
Li Ouverture. making him though black as 
night a luminous example, and which is now 
manifest in a virtuous and patriotic people 
asking for their rights. Where justice prevails 
all depends on character. Nor can any shade 
of color be an apology for interference with 
that consideration to which character is justly 
entitled. 

Thus it stands. The word ‘white’ found 
no place in the original common law, nor did 
it find any place afterward in our two title- 
deeds of constitutional liberty, each interpret- 
ing the other, and being the fountain out of 
which are derived the rights and duties of the 
American citizen. How then can it become 
a limitation upon the citizen? By what title 
can any one say, “I am a white lord?” 
Every statute and all legislation, whether na- 
tional or State, must be in complete conform- 
ity with the two title-deeds. To these must 
they be brought as to an unerring touchstone, 
and itis the same with the State as with the 
nation. Strange, indeed, if an odious dis- 
crimination, without support in the original 
common law or the Constitution, and openly 
condemned by the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, can escape judgment by skulking within 
State lines. Wherever it shows itself, what- 
ever form it takes, it is the same bare-faced 
and insufferable imposture, a mere relic of 
Slavery to be treated always with indignant 
contempt and trampled out as an unmitigated 
“humbug.” The word may not be juridical. 
T should not use it if it were unparliamentary ; 
but I know no term which expresses so well 
the litle foundation for this pretension. 

CITIZENSHIP, 

That this should continue to flaunt now that 
Slavery is condemned, increases the inconsist- 
ency. By the decree against that wrong all 
semblance of apology was removed. Ceasing 
to be a slave the former victim has become not 
only aman, but a citizen, admitted alike within 
the pale of humanity and within the pale of 
citizenship. Asa man he is entitled to all the 
rights of man,and as a citizen he becomes a 
member of our common household with equal- 
ity as the prevailing law. No longer an Afri- 
can, he is an American; no longer a slave, he 
is a component part of the Republic, owing to 
it patriotic allegiance in return forthe protec- 
tion of equal laws. By ineorporation with the 
body-politie he becomes a partner in that 
transcendent unity, so that there can be no 
injury to bim without injury to all. Insult to 
him is insult to an American citizen. Dis- 
honor to him is dishonor to the Republic itself. 
Whatever he may have been, he is now the 
same as ourselves. Our rightsare his rights ; 
our equality ishis eqaality; our privileges and 
immunities are his great possession. To enjoy 
this citizenship, people from afar, various in 
race and complexion, seek our shores, losing 
here all distinctions of birth, as, into the 
ocean all rivers flow, losing all trace of origin 
or color, and there is but one uniform expanse 
of water where each particle is like every other 
particle and allare subjectto thesame law. In 
this citizenship the African is now absorbed. 

In ancient times the ery, “I am a Roman 
citizen,” arrested the scourge of the lictor; 
and this ery, with its lesson of immunity, has 
resounded through the ages, testifying to 
Roman greatness. Once it was on the lips of 
Paul, as appears in the familiar narrative: 

“And as they bound him with thongs, Paul said 
unto the centurion that stood by, Is it lawful for 


you to scourge a man that isa Roman and unaon- 
demned? 
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l “When thè centurion heard that, he went end 
told the chief captain, saying, Take heed what thou 


> & x 


doest; for this man isa Roman.” $. K 

id “and the chief captain was afraid, after he 
‘knew that he was a Roman, and because he had 
bound him.” (The Acts, chap. xxii, verses 25, 26, 29.) 

Will not our’ “chief captain,” will not Sen- 
ators take heed what they do, that the scourge 
may not continue fo fall upon a whole race, 
each one of whom is an American and uneon- 
démned? Is ourcitizenship a feebler safeguard 
than that of Rome? Shali the ery, “I am an 
American citizen,” be raised in vain against 
outrage? 

EQUAL RIGHTS AND AMNESTY. 

Mr. President, asking you to unite now in 
an act of justice to a much-oppressed race, 
being only a small installment of that heavy 
debt accumulated by generations of wrong, Í 
am encouraged by the pending measure of 
amnesty, which has the advantage of being 
recommended iu the President’s annual mes- 
sage. I regretted at the time, that the Presi- 
dent signalized by his favor the removal of 
disabilities imposed upon a few thousand rebels 
who had struck at the Republic, while he said 
nothing of cruel disabilities inflicted upon 
millions of colored fellow-citizens, who had 
been a main-stay to the national cause. But 
I took courage when I thought that the gen- 
erosity proposed could not fail to quicken that 
sentiment of justice which I now invoke. 

Toward those who assailed the Republic in 
war I have never entertaincd any sentiment 
of personal hostility. Never have I sought 
the punishment of any one; and I rejoice to 
know that our bloody rebellion closed without 
the sacrifice of a single human life by the civil 
power.’ But this has not surprised me. Early 
in the war [ predicted it in this Chamber. 
And yet, while willing to be gentle with former 
enemies, while anxious not to fail in any len- 
ity or generosity, and while always watching 
for the moment when all could be restored to 
our common household with equality as the 
prevailing law, there was with me a constant 
duty, which I could never forget, to fellow- 
citizens, white and black, who had stood by 
the Republic, and especially to those large 
numbers, counted by the million, still suffer- 
ing under disabilities, having their origin in 
no crime, but more keenly feli thau any im- 
posed. upon rebels, Believing that duty to 
these millions is foremost, and that until they 
are assured in equal rights we cannot expect 
the tranquillity which all desire, nay, sir, we 
cannot expect the blessings of Almighty God 
upon our labors, I bring forward this measure 
of justice to the colored race. Such a measure 
can never be out of order or out of season, 
being of urgent necessity and unquestionable 
charity. 

There are slrong reasons why it should be 
united with amnesty, especially since the latter 
is pressed. Each is the removal of disabili- 
ties, and each is to operate largely in the same 
region of country. Nobody sincerely favoring 
generosity to rebels should hesitate in justice 
to the colored race. According to the maxim 
in chancery, ‘ Whoso would have equity must 
do equity.” Therefore, rebels seeking am- 
nesty must be just to colored fellow-citizens 
seeking equal rights. Doing this equity they 
may expect equity. 

Another reason is controlling. Each is a 
measure of reconciliation, intended to close 
the issues of the war; but these issues are not 
closed unless each is adopted. Their adoption 
together is better for each, and, therefore, bet- 
ter for the country than any separate adoption. 
Kindred in object, they should be joined to- 
gether and never put asunder. It is wrong to 
separate them. Hereafter the rebels should 
remember thattheir restoration was associated 
with the Equal Rights of all, being contained 
in the same great statute. 

‘Clearly between the two the preéminence 
must be accorded to that for the Equal Rights 
of all, as, among the virtues, justice is above 


generosity. And this isthe more evident when 
itis considered, that, according to Abraham 
Lincoln, the great issue of the war was Human 
Equality. 2 hg 

In making the motion by which these two | 
measures are associated, I seize the first oppor- | 
tunity since the introduction of my bill more 
than two years ago of securing for it the atten- | 
tion of the Senate. Beyond this is with me a 
sentiment of duty. Inthe uncertainties of life | 
I would not defer for a day the discharge of 
this immeasurable obligation to fellow-citizens 
insulted and oppressed, nor would [ postpone | 
that much desired harmony which can_be| 
assured only through this act of justice. The | 
opportuni-y is of infinite value, and I dare not 
neglect it. My chief regret is that [cannot do 
more to impress it upon the Senate. I wish I 
were stronger. I wish IL were more able to 
exhibit this commanding duty. Bui I can try, 
and should the attempt fail Lam not without 
hope that it may be made in some other form, 
with increased advantage from this discussion. 

] trust that it will not fail. iarnestly, con- 
fidenitly Í appeal to the Senate for its votes. 
Let the record be made at last, which shall 
be the cap-stone of the reconstructed Republic. 

I make this appcal for the sake of the Senate, 
which will rejoice to be relieved froma pain- 
ful discussion; for the sake of fellow-citizens 
whom I cannot forget; and for the sake of the 
Republic now dishonored through a denial of 
justice. I make it in the name of the great 
Declaration, and also of that Equality before 
the Law which is the supreme rule of conduct, 
to the end especially that fellow-citizens may 
be vindicated in the ‘pursuit of happiness,” 
according to the immortal promise, and that 
the angel Education may not be driven from 
their doors. ‘There is beauty in art, in litera- 
ture, in science, and in every triumph of intelli- 
gence, all of which I covet for my country; but 
there is a higher beauty still in relieving the 
poor, in elevating the downtrodden, and being 
a succor to the oppressed. ‘There is true 
grandeur in an example of justice, making the 
rights of all the same as our own, and beating 
down prejudice, like Satan, under our feet. 
Humbly do I pray that the Republic may not 
lose this great prize or postpone its enjoyment. 

Mr. VICKERS. It is not my purpose, Mr. 
President, to follow the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr, SUMNER] in the remarks 
which he has made, because his amendment 
is not only not germane to the subject-matter 
properly before the Senate, but is so palpably 
unconstitutiosal that I consider it unnecessary 
to make any comment upon it. He under- 
takes, by thisamendment, absolutely to forfeit 
charters granted by the State governments, 
as well as by the national Government. It is 
so clearly unconstitutional in its prominent | 
features that { shall not now consider it, but 
shall proceed to speak on the subject before 
the Senate, which is the bill granting relief 
from political disabilities to the southern 
people. 

Mr. President, the causes and influences 
which produced the war should not be judged 
entirely by its tragedies and results ; neither 
should the character of it be described as a 
revolution in the ordinary sense of destroying | 
one Government to erect another upon its 
ruins; to set aside or displace one set of rulers | 
to substitute others; not-of the character of | 
the revolution in Mexico and other South j 
American republics; not such as that which 
occurred in England and in France, which cul- 
minatedinthe dethronement and execution of | 
their kings. I am uot to be understood as jus- | 
tifying or approving secession, for I mourned | 
over it as for lost children ; but Iam endeavor- | 
ing to state the southern view of the charac- 
ter of the conflict as a truth of history without 
a gloss; and I do this with a view of bringing | 
the mind to a proper consideration of the cir- | 
cumstances and the condition in which we are | 
now placed, that from this stand-point we may | 


the more plainly see and perform our duty to 


the country, to the southern people, and to 
ourselves, 

It will not be denied that the South not only 
believed that the Federal Government was one 
of limited and specific powers, but that the 
Constitution had been violated in the refusal 
by several of the States to surrender fugitives 
held to service, and by the imposition by the 
Government of high protecting duties on im- 
portations for the benefit of sectional inter- 
ests. ‘These were some of the complaints and 
allegations of that section; The people were 
educated politically in that faith, and for many 
years these subjects, and the attempts ta pro- 
hibit them from carrying slave property into 
the Territories, were frequently and ardently 
discussed in Congress, in their State Legisla- 
tures, and in public assemblies. At one period 
the doctrine of nullification had obtained such 
a strong hold upon the public mind of the 
South as to hold the peace of the country ina 
state of vibration. it may not be altogether 
unprofitableto revert to the teachers and teach- 


-ings of the fathers of the Constitution, and 


their contemporaries and successors, upon mat- 
ters of such gravity. 

When the subject of the adoption of the Con- 
stitution was before the conventions of the 
different States, it was contended by some of 
the ablest and most cloquent opposers of it 
that the Confederation was sufficient for all 
necessary and essential purposes; that it had 
united us in our struggles for liberty, and had 
furnished men and means to conduct the war 
to a glorious termination; that patriotism and 
a sense of common danger were ties strong 
enough to bind the States against a common 
enemy, and that they needed no other politi- 
cal organization for defense or progress; that 
Switzerland was a confederacy consisting of 
dissimilar governments; that that republic had 
stood in its integrity for four hundred years, 
though several of the individual republies which 
composed the confederacy were democratic, 
others aristocratic; and that they had, thus con- 
stituted, braved the power of France and Ger- 
mauy during that long and eventful period— 
this they had done in the neighborhood of 
powerful nations, headed by ambitious and 
warlike monarchs; that our country, separated 
by the expanse of ocean from the Old World, 
with its anti-republican kingdomsand empires, 
and each State possessed of republican insti- 
tutions, could certainly, under such advantages, 
maintaina confederacy forall useful and defens- 
ive purposes. They were unwilling to make any 
farther surrender of political power ; and those 
who did so took every precantion, as they be- 
lieved, to limit and specify the powers of the 
Constitution. and to preserve the sovereign 
and reserved rights of the States against all 
encroachment and invasion, 

It was conceded by the writers of the Fed- 
eralist, and by others of eminence, that in wag 
to be a Government of delegated and specific 
powers. The practical question afterward 
arose, how were the States to be protected 
against encroachments by the administrators 
of that Government; each is sovereign, within 
its own jurisdiction and powers. Alexander 
Hamilton said in the seventy-eighth number 
of the Federalist, ‘There is no position which 
depends on clearer principles than that every 
act of a delegated authority contrary to the 
tenor of the commission under which it ia 
exercised is void. No legislative act, there- 
fore, contrary to the Constitution ean be valid. 
To deny this would be to affirm that the deputy 
is greater than his principal; that the servant 
is above his master; that the Representatives 
of the people are superior to the people them- 
selves’? Mr. King, of Massachusetts, after- 
ward of New York, is reported to have said 
in the Convention, ‘It was of the nature ofa 
commission given by the several States for 
performing acts of a general nature, which no 
one State was separately competent to do.” 
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In 1792 the Federal and anti-Federal parties 
were more distinctly organized, growing out 
of the construction of the Constitution in refer- 
ence to the extent of the Federal powers, and 
which have ever since been the subject of earn- 
estand serious discussion and contention. The 
power of the Federal Government soon became 
a subject. of controversy. So early as 1794, 
General Washington, then President, sent a 
message to Congress upon what was called the 
whisky insurrection, in which he stated that 
combinations to defeat the execution of the 
laws laying duties upon spirits distilled within 
the United States, and upon stills, had from 
the time of the commencement of those laws 
existed in some of the western parts of Penn- 
sylvania. ‘The peace of the Union being again 
disturbed, Mr. Madison, in 1812, in a message 
to Congress, stated that a secret agent of the 
British Government was employed in certain 
States, more especially at the seat of govern- 
meatin Massachusetts, in fomenting disaffec- 
tion to the constituted authorities of the nation, 
and in intrigues with the disalfected, for the 
purpose of bringing about resisiance to the 
laws, and eventually, in concert with a British 
force, of destroying the Union and forming the 
eastern part thereof into a political connection 
with Great Britain. 

In 1814, when it became necessary to raise 
troops for the defense of the country, Governor 
Strong, of Massachusetts, said, ‘lhe Govern- 
ment of the United States is founded on the 
State governments and must be supported by 
them. In the arrangements of the different 
powers the State governments are, to many 

_ purposes, interposed between the Government 
of the United States and the people.” ‘* The 
State Legislatures are the guardians, not only 
of individuals, but of the sovereignty of their 
respective States, and while they are bound to 
support the General Government in the exer- 
cise of its constitutional powers, it is their 
duty to protect the rights of the States and of 
their constituents.”* 

Mr. Gore, a distinguished Senator from the 
same State, said, “ The government of each 
State is equally sovereign, with respect to every 
power of an independent State, which it has 
not delegated to the General Government, or 
which is not prohibited to the separate States 
by the Constitution, whether the militia—the 
peculiar force of a State, and that which is to 
protect and defend it—is called forth by the 
Federal Government according to the pro- 
visions which the States made in delegating 
power to this Government, must be a question 
between two sovereign and independent gov- 
ernments, and on which there is no tribunal 
authorized to judge between them.” Myr. 
Lloyd, of that State, concurred in the views of 
Mr. Gore, and Mr. Ward, a Representative in 
the House from the same State, said, “Though 
the Federal Government cannot claim any 
power by implication, yet this cannot be said 
of the State governments. It is fair to infer 
what they meant to reserve in one case by 
what they refused to give in another; and 
had the people of Massachusetts been told 
that Congress would have power’ to raise 
regular armies, by the new Constitution, 
against the opinion of their State Legislature, 
for foreign conquest, or any other purpose, 
and their sons or themselves thrust into the 
ranks under command of United States offi- 
cers, and be subject to martial law, and the 
discipline and severity of a camp, they would 


have given it no consideration, but rejected it | 


at once; they would have said, as the people 
of Virginia did on a less warrantable occasion, 
‘We will secede from the Union and be under 
the protection and government of a hundred 
thousand free and independent citizens.’ ’’ Mr. 
Otis, of Massachusetts, in a report upon the 
subject, stated that “it is as much the duty of 
the State governments to watch over the rights 
reserved, as of the United States to exercise 
ihe powers which are delegated.” i 
Mr. Websier, in bis celebrated discussion 


with Mr. Hayne, of the subject of nullification, 
or the right of a single State to annul an act 
of Congress, said that an unconstitutional law 
was not binding. but thatit did not rest with 
a resolution or law of a State Legislature to 
decide whether an act of Congress be or be not 
constitutional, and contended that the Supreme 
Court of the United States was the umpire; 
to which the great southerner replicd, that 
í questions of sovereignty are not the proper 
subjects of judicial investiguion. They are 
much too large and of too delicate a nature to 
be brought within the jurisdiction of a court of 
justice. Courts, whether supreme or subordin- 
ate, are the mere creatures of the sovereign 
power, designed to expound and carry into 
effect its sovereign will. No independent 
State ever yet submitted to a judge on the 
bench the true construction of a compact be- 
tween itselfand another sovereign. All courts 
may incidentally take cognizance of treaties, 
where rights are claimed under them; but 
who ever heard of a court making an inquiry 
into the authority of the agents of the high 
contracting parties to make the treaty, whether 
its terms had been fulfilled, or whether it had 
become void on account of a breach of its con- 
ditions on either side?” - 

These declarations of Mr. Hayne seem to 
correspond essentially with the opinions ad- 
vanced by Mr. Gore and Mr. Ward, before 
quoted, and show the views and opinions of 
great men upon vital constitutional issues. 
They doubtless were honestly entertained. 
What, then, was the uatural tendency andeffect 
upon the mind of the country, and especially 
of the southern portion of it? The masses at 
that period must have been impressed with these 
views, the weight of which preponderated in 
favor ofthe New England doctrine,as promulged 
by Governor Strong, Mr. Gore, and others, es- 
pecially when we revert to the Virginia and 
Kentucky resolutions of 1798 and 1799, which 
expressly asserted Stute sovereignty, and de- 
nied the jurisdiction of any court to determine 
the nature or the measureof State authority or 
mode of redress. 

Those celebrated resolutions of two gallant 
and powerful States may have constituted the 
platform of the old Democratie party of that 
day in the South and Southwest. Subsequent 
events and more extensive observation and 
reflection induced Mr. Madison and others to 
modify, to some extent, their opinions as to a 
peaceful solution of a difficulry between a 
sovereign State and the General Government; 
but I am speaking of the early tutilage of the 
people by the great leaders of the party, en- 
forced, as before stated, by some of the prom- 
inent federalists of New England atthe critical 
periods of the embargo and the war, and I ask 
Senators, after such lessons from such eminent 
tutors, whether so much astonishment should 
have been excited at their natural results? 

But, coming down to a later period, I pre- 
mise that the Constitution of 1787 recognized 
the existence of slavery as an institution pro- 
tected by its provisions, and entering into the 
numerical apportionment of representation in 
the House of Representatives. To secure the 
owners, the following is a portion of the fourth 
article: ‘No person heid to service or labor 
in one State, under the laws thereof, escaping 
into another, shail, in consequence of any law 
or regulation therein, be discharged from such 
service or labor, but shall be delivered up on 
claim of the party to whom such service or 
labor may be due.” Mr. Madison, in the 
fifty-fourth number of the Federalist, correcily 
stated that ‘the Federal Constitution there- 
fore decides with great propriety on the case 
of our slaves when it views them in the mixed 
character of persons and of property?’ 

But in August, 1852, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER, ] in a 


| speech delivered in this Senate, possibly the 


first great speech of the Senator atter he took 


his seat in this body, in commenting upon the 
Constitution, and especially on that portion of į 


it relating to this domestic institution, cor- 
rectly quoted the language of one of the ori- 
ginalamendments to that instrument,that ‘‘ the 
powers not delegated to the United States by. 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the 
States, are reserved to the States resper tively, 
or to the people,” and the Senator justly 
added that stronger words could not be: 
employed to limit the power under the Con- 
stitution, aud to protect the people from all 
assumptions of the national Government, and 
added, "Its guardian character commended 
it to the sagacious mind of Jefferson, who 
said, ‘I consider the foundation corner-stone 
of the Constitution of the United States to 
be laid upon the tenth article of the ameng- 
ments,” which ten:h ariic's is the one just 
before quoted by the Senator in reference ta 
the reserved power of the States. ; 

With his usual emphasis, and to make more 
emphatic this constitutional maxim, he super- 
adds, + Beyond all question the national Gov- 
ernment, ordained by the Constitution, is not 
general or universal, but special and particular. 
It is a Government of limited powers. It has 
no power which is not delegated.” Aud in 
further comment upon this interesting and 
momentous subject of relative constitutional 
power, which the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts seems to have studied with so much 
diligence, he repeats substantially bis former 
argument forthe purpose of impressing it upon 
the mind of the Senate; and to convince Sen- 
ators of bis ardeney and sincerisy in announce- 
ing constitutional views and opinions, he said, 
‘* ‘Po the nation were delegated high powers, 
essential to the national interes:s, but specific 
in character and limited in number. "o the 
States and to the people were reserved the 
powers, general in character and unlimited in 
number, uot delegated to the nation or pro- 
hibited to the States. The integrity of our 
political system depends upon harmony in the 
operation of the nation and of the States. 
While the nation within its wide orbit is su- 
preme, the States move with equal supremacy 
in their own. But from the necessity of the 
ease the supremacy of each in its proper place 
excludes the other. The nation Cannot exer- 
cise rights reserved to the States; nor can the 
States interfere with the powers of the nation. 
Any such actionon eitherside is ausarpation.”’ 

How analogous in sentiment, if not in ex- 
pression, is this language with that used by 
Senator Hayne in his great discussion with 
Mr. Webster, and who said, “When any State 
is brought into direct collision with the Fed- 
eral Government, in the case of an attempt by 
the latter to exercise unconstitutional powers, 
the appeal (to the people) must be made by 
Congress, (the party proposing to exert the 
disputed power,) in order to have it expressly 
conferred, the exercise of such authoriry must 
be suspended. Even in cases of doubt, such 
an appeal is due to the peace and harmony 
of the Government.’? Aud he [Mr. SUMNER] 
quotes the language ofthe message of President 
Jackson, wbicb said, “I regard an appeal to the 
source of power, in cases of real doubt, and 
where its exercise is deemed indispensable to 
the general welfare, as among the most sacred 
of ali our obligations. Upon this country, 
more than any other, has, in the providence 
of God, been cast the special guardianship of 
the great. principle of adherence to written 
constitutions.” 

But the Senator from Massachusetts, fol- 
lowing up the train of vigorous thought upon 
the most vital subjects, that of constitutional 


| power, and the redress and remedy for its ex- 


ercise and infraction by congressional usurp- 
ation, and looking to the logical sequel of. his. 
positions, naturally referred to the distin- 
guished writers and profound statesmen of his 
country. Prominent among them was Thomas 


| Jefferson, who in 1798, uttered words of solemn 


import. The Senator therefore sajd as a con- 
clusion to his last words, which I have quoted, 
“These principles were distinctly declared by 
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“Mri Jefferson in 1798 in words often adopted 
-` sinée;-and' which must find acceptance from all 
Parties, ‘that ‘the ‘several States composing 
the United Sidtes of America are not united 
apon the principles of unlimited submission 
> to the General Government; ‘but that by com- 
» pact under the'style and title of the Constita- 
‘tion of:thé United States and- of the amend- 
ments theréto, they constituted a General Gov- 
ernment for special purposes; delegated to that 
Government certain definite powers, reserving 
each-State to itself, the residuary mass of right 
to their own self: government, and that whenso- 
ever thé General Government assumes undele- 
gated ‘powers, its acts are unauthorized, void, 
and of no force.’’’ Not voidable by an applica- 
tion to the courts or to any other tribunal, but 
ipso facto void, and of no force or effect. Mr. 
Jefferson understood the import and power of 
the words which: he used, and adopted the 
strongest and most effective that his vernacular 
could furnish to- give point, clearness, and 
efféct to the idea which he wished to convey. 
i Inthe Virginia resolutions of 1798, prepared 
; by him, he declared that the Federal Govern- 
mént “twas not made the exclusive and final 
judge’of the extent of the powers delegated to 
itself, since that, would have made its discre- 
tion, and not the Constitution, the measure of 
its powers, but that, asin all other cases of 
compact among parties having no common 
judge, each party has an equal right to judge 
for itself.as.well of infractions as of the mode 
: aud. measure of redress.” The Kentucky 
resolutions of the succeeding year not ouly 
. reasserted the right of the States to judge of 
' infractions, but that tullification was the right- 
ful remedy: : And Mr. Madison said that where 
` resort can be had to no. common superior, the 
parties to the compact must themselves be the 
rightful judges whether the bargain has been 
preserved or violated. è 
: -President Jackson seems to have carried the 
doctrine of the right to judge of the Constitu- 
tion further than Mr. Jefferson or Mr. Madi- 
son, iu their published opinions, The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in his memorable 
speech, to which L have alluded, said, “ Aud 
here J adopt with entire assent the language of 
President Jackson, in his memorable veto, in 
1882; .of the Bank of the United States. To 
his course was opposed the authority of the 
Supreme Court, and this is his reply, ‘If the 
opinion of the Supreme Court covers the whole 
ground:of ‘this act, it oaght not to control the 
codrdinate authorities of this Government. 
The Congress, the Executive, and the court, 
roust.each for itself be guided by its own opin- 
ion of the Constitution. Hach public officer 
who takes an oath to support the Constitution 
swears that he will support it as he understands 
it; aud.cnot as it is understood by others. It 
isas much the duty. of the House of Repre- 


‘sentatives, of the Senate, and of the Presi-. 


dent, to decide upon the constitntionality of 
any bill or resolution which may be presented 
to them for: passage or approval, as it is of 
the supreme judges when it may be brought 
before them for judicial decision. ` The author- 
ity of the Supreme Court must not, therefore, 
be permitted to control the Congress or the 
i Executive, when acting in their legislative 
capacities, but have only such influence as the 
foree of their reasoning may deserve.’ The 
Senator. added; that with these authoritative 
words. of Andrew Jackson he dismissed the 
topic.” Before the conclusion of the Senator’s 
speech he declared that he would not obey the 
fagitive slave law. : Lhat conclusion was a 
legitimate. corrollary. of. the speech, and of 
the: alleged right. personally to judge of the 
-constitutionality of an act of Congress, and 
any other conclusion would:-have been a non 
sequitur. BA tne in 

> My. Webster, in a speech at Capon Springs 
“jn 1851, said, ‘It is written in the Constit. 
tion, “No person held to service‘or labor in 
one, State, under the laws thereof; “escaping 
-  Anto another shall, in consequence of any law 


‘abolitionists of 


or regulation therein, be discharged from such 
service or labor, but shall be delivered up on 
claim of the party to whom such service or 
labor. may be due.’ He goes- on to say: 
“That is as much apart of the Constitution 
as any other, and as equally hinding and oblig- 
atory as any other on all men, public or pri- 
vate. And who denies this? None but the 
the North’? He further 
stated in that speech, and in that connection, 
“I have not hesitated to say, and I repeat. 
that ifthe northern States refuse, willfully 
and deliberately, to carry into effect that part 
of the Constitution which respects the restora- 


tion of fugitive slaves, and Congress provide | 


no remedy, the South wouid no longer be 
bound to observe the compact. A’ bargain 
cannot be broken on one side and still bind 
the other side.” 

To sustain the power of the States, and in 
opposition to the views taken by the advocates 
of Federal power, and of a reference of all 
disputed questions between the States and the 
Federal Government, it was contended by the 
former that there were cases in which infrac- 
tions of the compact or Constitution might 
be palpably made by the General Government, 
of which the Federal courts could not take 
jurisdiction. Forinstance: suppose Congress 


should, under its power of taxauon, levy an | 


almost indefinite tax upon the people for the 
purpose of distribution among works of inter- 
nal improvement; or, suppose after such ex- 
tensive taxation, Congress should appropriate 
the money to the establishment of presses, 
churches, &c., or for any other unconstitutional 
object, the courts could not take jurisdiction 
in such cases. 

Mr. Madison, in his report of the Virginia 
resolutions of 1798, said that there might be 
instances of usurped power which the forms of 
the Constitution might prove ineffectual against, 
infractions, dangerous to the essential rights of 
the parties to it; and in further argument upon 
this point, that great man said, ‘ However 
true, therefore, it may be that the judicial 
department is, in all questions submitied to 
it by the forms of the Constitution, to decide 
in the last resort, this resort must necessarily 
be deemed the last in relation to the autkor- 
ities of the other departments of the Govern- 
ment; not in relation to the rights of the 
parties to the constitutional compact, from 
which the judicial, as weil as the other depart- 
ments, bold their delegated trusts. On any 
other hypothesis, the delegation of judicial 
power would annul the authority delegating 
it; and the concurrence of this department 
with the others in usurped powers might sub- 
vert forever, and beyond the possible reach 
of any rightful remedy, the very Constitution 
which all were institated to preserve.” . 

The honorable Senator froin Massachusetts 
(Mr. Scuxer] had doubtless drank deep at 
the fountains of constituiional wisdom and 
construction thus opened by the sages of the 
country and the fathers of the Constitution 
before he made the memorable speech in 1852 
to which I have referred. It is well known 
that Messrs. Calhoun, Hayne, McDuffie, and 
other renowned statesmen of the South, im- 
bibed and proclaimed the Madison and Jeffer- 
son doctrines of 1798 and 1799; and in all 
the mutations and conflicts of ‘parties in the 
South from that period, a large majority of the 
people of that section enteriained the same 
views. During periods iu the history of the 
country they were not always prominently 
presented and made the subjects of comment 
and controversy, as well because the course 
of events did not make it necessary, us that 
they were well understood to be the theory 
and groundwork of a political organization 
in the South upon great constitutional ques- 
tions. 

Aithough in 1832, when a crisis existed and 


had almost culminated in civil war, and though | 
the distinctions of Democratsand Whigsexisted | 
among them, the great majority of those party | 


divisions believed either in nullification r se- 
cession, however divided they might have been 


i in opinion upon the expediency or present 


propriety of resisting thelaws. They believed 
in the right of one or the other remedy, but 
many of them doubted the expediency of its 
attempted exéreize at that eventful period; 
bat their children and grandchildren were 
instructed and educated, politically, in the 
principles. of. Government and constitutional 
Jaw which had been transmitted hy the early 
statesmen and fathers of the Republic. 

White the country remains in tranquil- 
lity and the laws are respected no one ever 
dreamed of imputing disloyalty or a want oi 
patriotism to the generons and gallant people 
of the South. They furnished the great staple, 
cotton, by which foreign goods to a great 
extent were purchased, the balance of trade 
maintained, and the country preserved from 
finaucial embarrassment by a drain of the 
precious metals; they consumed immense 
quantities aud values of domestic fabrics, 


| and contributed largely to-the industry, com- 


merce, and prosperity of the country; there 
views of the Constitution, its cheeks, and 
gnards; its powers, restraints, and prohibi- 
tions; its limited character, nature, and rela- 
tion to the States; aud their reserved rights 
and sovereign capaci ies, never were imputed, 
in any light of disparagement, in any possible 
sense. Their opinions were honestly and 
firm!y msintained. When in 1812 war was 
declared.against our first and only antagonist, 
in defense of the interest and honor of the 
country, it was their voice which made the 
demand, and their bone and muscle that. 
were freely offered in sacrifice upon its altar. 
No braver people ever stepped forth to muin- 
tain the honor of the fag, the dignity of the 
Government, the rights of the sailor, or the 
Union of the States against domestic treason 
end foreign forcë and machinations. In the 
Mexican war their blood and treasure were 
freely given and expended, and they werd 
always held as a free and ready offering 
whenever the country needed the one or the 
other. 

From the election of Mr. Adams in 1824, and 
the Jatitudinarian views of the Constitution 
then expressed, and the increased duties on im- 
ports, which began to excite the jealousy and 
alarm of the South, in what they deemed a 
tax upon one section to advance the interest 
of another, the subject of State rights, which 
had lain comparatively dormant, (except 
when revived by some supposed aitempt to 
engage in works of internal improvement, or 
to increase duties on importations, was brought 
into clearer notice and activity; the increase 
ot import duties, and the agitation of slavery 
in the Territories, gave full scope to the views 
and opinions of the South upon the nature, 
character, and powers of the Government. 

‘Ube mighty cffortsof Mr Webster aud other 
grcat men who entertained different views upon 
the various subjects of the tariff, finances, rev- 
enue, and the Territories excited the public 
mind and produced immense agitation and 
inuch alarm for tho saiety of the Constitution 
and the Union. Partics were arrayed for 
years; intensity of feeling and action, ambi- 
tion, patriotism, secuonal feeling, interest; 
and argument were aroused und brought into ` 
active aud energetic use to maintain and 
obtain the administration of the Government. 
lt resulted in the choice of a sectional Pres- 
ident in 1860, the first ever elected as such, 
and this was unfortunately succeeded by an 
organized, conventional, formal secession or 
atiemptel withdrawal of eleven States from 
the Union, ‘This, as they alleged, was in 
accordance with their views of constitutional 
right. Not in their view, as a measure of war 
or rebellion, but as a dissolution of the com- 
pact, a withdrawal from the partuership, and 
a willingness to adjust and Settle all the rights, 
obligations, and responsibilities growing out 
of their former relation, by mutual and satis- 
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factory arrangement and according to the prin- 
ciples of equity; that the General Government 
could exist and continue its operations with- 
out them, as it did before Rhode Island and 
North Carolina, acting as sovereign and inde- 
pendent States, consented to give their adhe- 
sion to the Constitution. 

This was opposed on the part.of the Govern- 
ment, and by those who eutertained d fferent 
sentiments and opinions upon its characterand 
duties, and the relation which existed between 
the States and the Federal Constitution; they 
deemed the latterindissol sole, and the States so 


inflexibly bound, thatthe people evenof eleven | 


States—two more than formed the original 
Constitution—could not change their political 
relations and affinities, and must stand or fall 
by the power of the General Government. 
Each claimed to be sovereign; each had been 
trained to believe in their respective theories, 
and as no Government like ours had ever ex- 
isted, and history furnished no example or in- 
struction by which the great question might be 
solved, it was to be determined by the wager 
of battle. Peaceful efforts were proposed, 
tried, and failed; the hopes and fears of the 
country were aroused, and it was hoped thata 
good Providence would avert the calamity of 
war. But it came, with all its terrors and all 
its horrors; it has passed into history, and its 
true character is to be written by an impartial 
historian, whose pen has not yet been formed. 
The history of reconstruction followed. The 
South made a great mistake in going iuto 
secession; the North made a serious one by 
its plan of reconstruction. Many who sup- 
ported and sustained the Government through 
the whole period of the war, who stopped not 
to cavil at measures which they deemed ille- 
gal, because of the end to be attained, hesi- 
tated, faltered, and withdrew their support at 
the plan of reconstruction. The feelings en- 
gendered by the war caused many to sustain 
those who advocated and prosecuted it for a 
considerable period, and who chose not to 
separate from them with whom theyhad acted 
during the perils of the country, but, every 
month that followed, and every new act of 
reconstruction, of disfrancbisement, of disabil- 
ity, of degradation of States, lost friends tothe 
Administration. 

This was perceptible to the dispassionate 
observer, and is the result of the influence 
upon the public mind of the spirit and genius 
of our institutions; of the history and tradi- 
tions of our country; of its former greatness 
and unity of feeling; of patriotism in peace 
and war; of a common ancestry; of language; 
of general ideas of agreat and glorious future; 


of the union of feeling, of purpose, and of effort | 


on the field of strife against a common foe, on 
the mountain wave, in the sanguinary conflict 
with a powerful adversary; and of a common 
hope of a speedy return to fraternal union and 


harmony. It found alodgment in the hearts | 
of men, of Christians, of friends, of philan- | 


thropists. Thanks to the good and great Ruler 
of the universe, that even in our fallen state 
there remains that sense of charity, of benev- 
olence, of kindness, of forgiveness, of sympa- 
thy, and of friendship which neither policy nor 
statecraft can eliminate or destroy! 

Why, Mr. President, so rejoiced was the heart 
of the nation upon the surrender of Lee and 
the return of tranquillity, that it forgot all the 
tragic scenes of the war, and looked only to 
the promising and delightfal prospects and 
fruition of peace. My candid opinion is that 
if President Lincoln had lived to carry out 
his programme of reconstruction, or if his suc- 
cessor had been permitted to consummate what. 
his predecessor had begun, we should now be 
a happy, a cordially united, and prosperous 
people; and the Republican party stronger, 
with a more hopeful future. Every fresh at- 
tempt at reconstruction has acted upon the 
party like the rebound of an overloaded gun 
upon its possessor. The idea of taxing the 
men of the South, and of enforcing every civil 


4 


duty upon them, while disabling them by acts 
of Congress from the enjoyment of equal rights 


with the most humble aud obscare, is not cou- | 


sonant with the genius of our Government nor 
with the spirit and temper of our people; in 
fact, the idea is not American, it is exotic, 
and cannot be incorporated into our American 
system, nor made compatible with our views 
of civil liberty. 

The practice of calling the rebellion a Dem- 
ocratic rebellion, and of charging the Demo- 
crats of the North with a want of loyalty to the 
Government, is in as bad taste as it is incon- 
sistent with the truth of history; foritis known 
to all that with comparatively few exceptions 
the Whigs and Democrats of the South went 
into secession and supported that cause, while 


| the mass or majority of them in the North sus- 


tained the Government with men, money, and 
arms. The fact must be patent to all who are 
not blinded or infatuated by party spirit that 
without the aid of the Democrats of the North 
secession would have been successful. Now 
that the war has terminated successfully for 
the Government, it does not become those who 
supported it to taunt with disloyalty those who 
gave it as effectual aid as themselves, because 
they did not codperate in subsequent. legisla- 
tion which they deem inconsistent wiih the 
principles and spirit of the Constitution. 

But it is alleged by some as a rcason for 
keeping up invidious distinc:ions in the South 
that they do not fully accept and conform to 
the situation or vew condition of things pro- 
duced by the war and tie legislation sub- 
sequent to it. Surely, no sensible man can 
expect that because the resistance to the Gov- 
ernment was suppressed, the South exhausted, 
conquered, and subdued, such a result could 
change the opinions of men on constitutional 
subjects. Physical force, bayonets, nor the 
sword ever changed an opinion; the mental 
forces are superior to the physical; the lawer 
may be controlled and modified by the former, 
but the operations of the mind and the con- 
clusions of the judgment are unatfected by the 
march or the conflicts of armies. 

if the South had procured foreign aid, or of 
itself had proved an overmatch for the Gov- 
ernment, would that have changed the opinions 
which prevailed in the North, and which Mr. 
Webster enforced and sustained with his great 
ability,asto the powers and faculties ofthe Fed- 
eral Constitution? They would have remained 
unchanged. The reason, the intelligence, of 
neither party, as to their respective theories, 
were altered; but while this was so abstractly, 
yet practically and in all the relations which 
the southern States sustained to the Govern- 
ment, as established by the result of the war, 
they accepted the condition, submitted to the 
practical workings of the Constitution, so far 
as that they couid not secede or break up the 
Union, or dissolve their connection with it, 
and would live peaceably and quictly under it. 

Thegreat question presented, whether States 
had a right to secede, was determined by bat- 
tle and the conflict of arms; the solution was 
practically made thal States could not secede, 
and that the Union of the States should remain 
intact; the South made the issue, the North 
accepted it; the verdict of arms was against 
the South, and to that conclusion, settled by a 
tribunal higher than the courts, and from 
which there is no appeal, they submit. What 
more can you expect? What more anticipate 
or hope for? You have triumphed; the vic 
tory is yours ; the fruits of it shouid be equality, 
peace, harmony, prosperity. You have ad- 
mitted them to representation; have raised the 
former slaves to the rights of citizenship ; the 
States, by the Constitution, have equal power, 
dignity, and honor. We are again one undi- 
vided people. Æ pluribus unum is again our 
motto in form ; but how can it be in the sense 
and spirit of its original, which was the pride 
and boast of Washington, Adams, Jefferson, 
Madison, and others, by whose wisdom and 
statesmanship the charter of our liberties was i 


formed and preserved, if distinctions and in- 
eqnalitiesare kept up? Let it not be said that 
this great right should be. deferred because of 
some disorders in the South. 

After such along and terrible conflict, which 
aroused for a time the passions and animosi- 
ties of men; after such losses, privations, and 
sufferings, which a war only could produce, 
would you expect a sudden transition to quiet- 
ness, to order, and to law? Human passions 
require time to cool, to subside; human nature 
needs time with attendant auspicious circum- 
stances to become conformed to other condi- 
tions; there is always an extreme or refrac- 
tory element in, every community, small in 
comparison to the whole, yet of sufficient 
strength for a time to irritate and disturb the 
body-politic ; it assumes all forms and prac- 
tices all devices, despite the wishes for the good 
order and harmony of the community. 

But evil exists in the North, and in every 
section of the country; crimes of all grades 
and flagramcy are committed. Newspapers 
are freighted with their accounts, and the lov- 
ers of law and tranquillity are mourning over 
the depravity and disturbances which prevail; 
but these should not, prolong a policy, wrong 
in its nature and inception, and which can only 
be productive of mischief in the future, as it 
has been of evil inthe past. I have wondered 
at the facility and readiness with which com- 
parative tranquillity and order were restored 
in the South, when it is recollected that the 
war, in all its attributes of horror and destruc- 
tion, was brought to the homesteads of that 
gallantand once happy people. We should also 
view the subject from a southern stand-point, 
to be able to judge fairly and impartially. 

How different the treatment of the South 
has been from what the dictates of humanity 
and of sound policy prescribed, and bow unlike 
the American character, which is mafked by 
magnanimity and generosity. The bill author- 
izing the President to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus whenever he shall decide to do so is a 
plain and palpable infraction of the Constitu» 
tion, which declares that ‘the privilege of the 
writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended 
unless when in cases of rebellion orinvasion the 
public safety may require it.” Rebellion is 
armed resistance to or au open and avowed 
renunciation of the authority of the Govern- 
ment. In either aspect it must be open and 
avowed. 

Invasion is a hostile entrance into the pos- 
sessions of another, as of England by William 
the Norman, or of our own country by Hoglish 
troops in the days of our struggle for inde- 
peudence; but so cautious were the framers 
of the Constitution, and so strongly disposed 
to protect the liberty of the citizen, that they 
superadded the requisition of the ‘‘ public 
safety,” even in cases of rebellion orinvasion; 
they did not intend to invest Congress with 
the power of suspension unless the peril and 
life of the Government required it. It was 
not any rebellion or invasion, or both, that 
should cause this latent and dangerous power 
to spring into action, for the term “publie 
safety’? means the safety and preservation of 
the Government. 

Congress alone can exercise this power 
when the emergency arises; they represent the 
States and the people, and their judgment on 


‘this subject is, in theory, the judgment of the 


country. This power cannot be delegated to 
another; the discretion, consideration, and 
judgment of Congress cannot be transferred ; 
the crisis can only be judged by them, and no 
one man can constitutionally exercise the wis- 
dom, the prudence, the power of that body. 
As well might Congress delegate the war-mak- 
ing power tothe President as the power to 
deprive the citizen of the right to this great 


| writ, so indispensable to the enjoyment ‘of 


life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 
The Supreme Court, in the case of Martin 

vs. Mott, in 12 Wheaton, laid down the rule in 

reference to statutes, and the reason is stronger 
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and the rule more imperative when the Con- 
stitution gives a discretionary power to act. 
They said, “ Whenever a statute gives a dis- 
cretionary power to any person, to be exercised 
by him upon his own opinion of certain facts, 
it ig a sound rule of construction that the 
statute constitutes him the sole and exclusive 
judge of the existence of those facts. 1b is 
à remarkable fact that in the history of our 
Government this great writ, so vital to the 
ltepubl.e, was never suspended till the year 
1863, in che Presidency of Mr. Lincoln. The 
country having passed through all the excite- 
ments of its political organization, of nullifi- 
seation, and of war, without a resort to this 
extreme and dangerous experiment, it was 
left to the party now in power to make the 
first inroad into the Constitution and this 
great safeguard of popular liberty. 

Mr. Jefferson was so jealous of the rights of 
the citizen, and so opposed to the exercise of 
arbitrary power, that he stated in his corre- 
spondence he was opposed to the suspension 
of this writ in any case whatever, declaring 
‘himself in favor of “the eternal and unremit- 
ting force of the habeas corpus laws,” and 
asked the question emphatically, ‘‘ Why sus- 
pend the writ of habeas corpus in insurrections 
and rebellions?” Judge Story, in his Com- 
mentary on the Constitution, in writing on this 
writ, says, ‘It is therefore justly esteemed the 
great bulwark of personal liberty, since it is 
the appropriate remedy to ascertain whether 
any person ig rightfully in confinement or not, 
and the cause of his confinement; and if no 
sufficient ground of detention appears, the party 
is entitled to his immediate discharge.” He 

- adds, “It would seem as the power is given to 
Congress to suspend the writ of habeas corpus 
in cases of rebellion or invasion, that the right 
to judge whether the exigency has arisen must 
exclusively belong to that body ;’’ and he refers 
to Chancellor Kent as entertaining the same 
opinion. 

{natime of profound peace, when the officers 
of the Government. are respected and their 
functions performed in every section of the 
Union—nearly seven years after the war and 
the commencement of the work of reconstruc- 
tion, when taxes are levied and paid, and the 
courts sit in security, dispense justice to jiti- 
gants, and execute their judgments—we tnd a 
portion of the South overrun by Federal sol- 
diers, which they are taxed to support; private 
housesand families invaded ; thecitizen dragged 
away from his wife and children, and iucar- 
cerated in distant prisons, without the common 
privilege of being informed of the author and 
canse of his arrest, denied the right of Aabeas 
rah ad which is awarded to the commonest 

elon, 


Such a course is subversive of all constitu- 


tional Government; it is destructive of civil 
liberty; strikes at the foundation of our insti- 
tutions, and sets up a dictator in the person 
of the President, clothing him with absolute 
power over the rights and liberties of the peo- 
ple, and if unrebuked will lead to a despotism 
infinitely greater than that exercised over our 
colonial existence. 

It was said by an eminent judge that the 
writ of habeas corpus is the angel of the Con- 
stitutions but it is now made the plaything of 
Congress and a puppet of the President. Our 
fatbers would not, dared not, desired not, to 
violate the letter or the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion by the suppression of the writ and the 
oppression of the people. They estimated the 

- value of the liberty of the citizen. They knew 
that without it Hfe was intolerable and exist- 
ence a burden; but our present rulers and 
party in power, aided by a partisan judge, 
trample upon what is sacred and dear to the 
American beart. But I warn them against the 
smothered feelings of an outraged publie, which 
may not always endure aggressions upon the 
Constitution and the personal rights of the 
people, but will, in time, rise in their majesty, 

“and by constitutional means hurl them from 


+ 
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power, Wrong will not always succeed or 
perpetuate: itself. 

Mr. Webster, in his great speech at Bunker 
Hill. seid, ‘If the trve spark of civil and reli- 
gious liberty be kindled, it will burn. Human 
agency caunot extinguish it. Like the earth’s 
central fire, it may be smothered fora time; 
the ocean may overwhelm it; mountains may 
press it down ; but its inherent and unconquer- 


able force will heave both the ocean and the | 


land, and at some time or another, in some 
place or another, the voleano will break out 
and flame up to heaven.’” 

We sometimes hear gentlemen talk of look- 
ing to the South for ‘* works meet for repent- 


ance,” and when they have proof of such they | 


will be willing to exercise the required clem- 
ency! These terms are general, and I have 
not heard any definition of them. 
therefore left to conjecture what they mean, 
and to wait for a clearer explanation of this 
misty and indefinite generality when used in a 
political sense. General Longstreet, who com- 
manded in the armies of the South, whose mili- 
tary skill and prowess won many a battle-field, 
and whose name seemed to be identified with 
success, did ‘‘ work meet for repentance’’ by 
accepting a lucrative office in the custom-house 
at New Orleans. 

Whether that was the rule or the exception 
we have not been informed; but the work 
most essential has been performed. Govern- 
ments have been organized under your recon- 
struction laws; Executives and Legislatures 
have been elected, judges installed, and law 
administered, education provided for, and sal- 
wary Jaws in many instances enacted; indus- 


try meets with its reward, labor is resuming | 


its wonted cbannels, a recuperative energy 
manifests itself among the people, and the 
sun of prosperity is beginning to shine as for- 
merly upon the efforts and enterprise of that 
region. What more or better evidences of 
t accepting the situation ” is wanted to com- 
plete the picture? 

It is not to be supposed that any Senator 
would expecta southerner who applies to have 
disabilities removed to do so in a cringing or 
supplicating manner, with loud professions of 
loyalty and with humiliating promises of obe- 
dience and submission. A man who would 


i thus act would disparage his claim, and by 


truckling and affected loyalty detract from the 
dignity and bearing of an American citizen: 
When he comes in the spirit and manhood of 
a patriot and asks a removal of the restric- 
tions under which he labors, by that very act 
he recognizes your authority, accepts the con- 
dition, renews his loyaltyand allegiance to the 
altered situation, acknowledges secession to 
be a failure, and asks to be reinstated in all 
his crginal rights and privileges, that he may 
render to the Government the aid which intel- 


| ligence and patriotism might bring to restore 


itto its original, healthful, constitutional action 
and policy, that its mission and beneficent 
results may be a blessing to the people. 
Congress expects good governments to be 
formed and well administered, and yet by its 
legislation it excludes many of the best citi- 
zens of the South from holding office. It keeps 
open a wound constantly irritated and calcu- 
lated to produce dissatisfaction and discontent. 
You expect the public mind of the South to 
be composed when you apply a constant irri- 
tant, ‘There are now, perhaps, forty thousand 
prevented from holding office by reason of the 
By keeping up dis- 
qualifications and prohibitions you derogate 
from the dignity and equality of States. You 


| admit them to representation, yet dwarf their 


choice, limit their volition, and impair their 
codrdinate authority and character as States. 

The distinguished William Pinckney, of 
Maryland, in discussing the Missouri question 
and denying the authority of Congress to im- 
pose the restriction upon the introduction of 
slavery into the Territories, said in emphatic 


li terms, ‘No man can contradict me when [ | 


We are j 


say that if you have this power you may 
squeeze down anew-born sovereign State to 
the sizeof a pigmy, and then, taking it between 
finger and thumb, stick it into some niche of 
the Union. and still continue by way of mock- 
ery to call it a State in the sense of the Consti- 
tution. You may waste it to a shadow and 
then introduce it into the society of flesh and 
blood, an object of scomm and derision. You 
may sweat and reduce it to a thing of skin and 
bone, and then place the ominous skeleton 
beside the ruddy and healthful members of the 
Union, that in may have leisure to mourn the 
lamentable difference between itself and its 
companions ; to brood over its disastrous pro- 
motion, and to seek in justifiable discontent 
ab opportunity for separation, insurrection, 
and rebellion.” 

Patrick Henry is admitted to have been one 
of the wisest and most eloquent members of 
the Virginia convention which adopted the 
Constitution, and of the whole country ; in true 
eloquence he was unsurpassed, if equaled: his 
patriotism was kindled by the fires of the Revo- 
lution, and burned with a bright and unsullied 
luster. He thought he sawin the Constitution 
of the United States, then proposed, the ele- 
ments of tyranny and oppression to the States ; 
warned his countrymen against its adoption, 
and in concluding one of the ablest and most 
eloquent speeches of his life, said, ‘+ Gentle- 
men may retain their opinions, but I look on 
that paper as the most fatal plan that could 
possibly be conceived to cuslave a free people. 
If such be your rage for novelty, take it, and 
welcome; but you nevershall have my consent. 
My sentiments may appear extravagant, but I 
can tell you that anumber of my fellow- citizens 
have kindred sentiments; and Lam anxious, 
if my country should come into the hands of 
tyranny, to exculpate myself from being in any 
degree the cause, and to exert my faculties to 
the utmost to extricate her.’’ 

Senators, shall we not wipe out every vestige 
of real or seeming oppression and wrong, every 
degrading distinction, every semblance of in- 
vidiousness, so that the people of this whole 
country may stand upon the broad foundation 
of equal laws and of equal rights, that the fears 
and predic:ions of the great Henry may notbe 
verified in our experience, and that the pen of 
the historian may write of us in after years 
that we were the freest, happiest people that 
ever lived under the benign influence of the 
equality and dignity of States composing a 
Union of the whole? 

Macaulay, in his History of England, said 
that according to the purest idea of constitu- 
tional royalty the prince reigns and does not 
govern. As our form of government is supe- 
rior to others, should it not be the aim and 
object of legislators so to conduct the affairs- 
of State, to fashion and mold our laws, to 
lighten the burdens aud multiply the advan- 
tages, that the General Government may be 
felt and known only in its salutary influences 
and operations, and thus secure the admiration 
and confidence of the people of the country? 

The justice and policy of removing the legal 
and political disabilities of southern citizens 
is so apparent, and they unitein urging it upon 
Congress with such a degree. of force, that it 
seems more than strange to an impartial ob- 
server that it should be postponed for a single 
day. Afier the adoption of the fifteenth amend- 
ment, which placed the ballot in the hands of 
eight bundred thousand negroes. made citizens 
of the United States and eligible to office, it 
became a moral and political necessity to put 
the white population of the South upon the 
same basis. of equality. The idea of giving 
to former slaves political privileges denied to 
their masters, and making them in that respect 
superior to the latter, was a species of mora! 
torture and injustice that finds no parallel im 
history, and which shocks our sensibility and 
sense of justice. 

It is well known that during the war the col- 
ored population of the South adhered to the 
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cause of their masters, supported their families, 
and by their labor and efforts in raising cotton 
and other products sustained to a great extent 
the confederacy. The aid and comfort which 
they gave to that goverument were voluntary 
and effectual; they remained faithful to their 
owners, and there is no doubt if their services 
had uot been required in the field they would 
have been cheerfully rendered in the camp. 
When in the last struggles of that government, 
and when its fate was too plainly sealed, the 
efforts to organize them into military corps were 
entirely successful. The attempt, therefore, 
to distinguish between them and the whites, 
on the ground of the loyalty of the oneand the 
disloyalty of the other, is simply preposterous ; 
if loyal atall, if they understood what it meant, 
they were loyal to the South ; the cause of the 
master was their cause, and his success their 
subject of rejoicing. If it had not been so, 
insurrection and rapine, with all their untold, 
consequences, would have occurred. 

To those who never held slaves the relation 
cannot be fully appreciated. There was a 
bond of union, of regard and friendly inter- 
est, an attachment which brought the slave 
into a closer connection with his owner and 
his family; the children of cach grew up 
together, and the mutual acts of kindness and 
attention, the care and protection of the slave, 
in health and sickness, and their constant 
proximity, produced a reciprocal feeling of 
confidence. Next to the interest which the 
master entertained for his family, he felt for 
his slave; this was not of agordid character, 
but that which grew out of the kindlier feel- 
ings of the heart. I speak of its general char- 
acter, and from my knowledge of itsexistence 
and realities. The relation itself made the 
slave loyal to his master and his cause. If 
you could submit to-morrow to the decision 
of the negroes of the South the question of 
general amnesty, without qualification, and 
abstain from any interference with their con- 
sideration of the subject, they would not hes- 
itate to decide it favorably. Why should 
Congress now delay to do what becomes its 
justice, honor, and magnanimity? 

The objection preferred by some that it would 
not be safe to do so is unworthy of a great 
and powerful people. No sensible man can 
affect to believe that the granting of amnesty 
to the comparatively few now laboring under 
logal disabilities could by possibility endanger 
the Government or injuriously affect the coun- 
try. They all enjoy the right of suffrage; the 
right to hold office cannot injure any one; the 
people who have the ballot should have the 
right to select the persons to be voted for; by 
abridging that right, you impair the freedom 
avd the privilege of the ballot. Universal 
suffrage exists but in name when you restrict 
its exercise to objects within circumscribed 
limits; you preserve the theory, while you 
suppress to that extent the enjoyment. 

If you would submit the same question to 
the Federal soldiers who served in the war, or 
to that portion of them who were engaged in 
battle, you would bave a similar favorable 
expression. There is a magnanimity about 
the soldier, a generosity that belongs to the 
chivalry of his ¢alling and the nobleness of 
his nature. 

Generally, the objection comes from those 
who were distant from the scenes of danger, 
or who participated only in civil affairs during 
the unhappy strife. These are the last to relin- 
quish their prepossessions or prejudices, and 
who brood longest over by-gone scenes. This 
may be in accordance in many cases with some 
peculiar condition of mental or moral consti- 


tution; but it is surely not in consonance with | 


the kindlier and nobler feelings of the heart, 
which lead to liberal and humane results. 

If you wish to conquer the prejudices of 
the Sonth you can do it by kindness and gen- 
erosity. If you desire to obliterate the mem- 


ory of the past you can do it best by making 


pleasant and happy the prospects of the future. 
if you wish to restore harmony in feeling, in 
counsel, in coöperation, in efforts to build up 
the fortunes and prosperity of the country—to 
make us again a united and happy people—you 
can do it by the benign and gentler means 
and influences of confidence and amity. The 
esteem and friendship of others can never be 
secured by keeping alive unpleasant memories 
and a constant reminder of former.differences. 
But remove all traces of them, and associa- 
tions and reflections will spring up to cheer 
and brighten the prospect. If there is any- 
thing which a public man should surrender, it 
is animosity and prejudice. If, as an individ- 
ual, he should suffer them to linger in a sickly 
existence, as a statesman he should speedily 
sacrifice them; remembering that he does not 
represent those feelings in the community, nor 
any part of it, but that he is the representative 
rather of the generous and nobler attributes 
of the nation—of peace, conciliation, dignity, 
and honor. He best represents the national 
will and the national heart when he reflects 
the sentiments of a genuine and lofty magnan- 
imity. 

It has been said that the sublimest word in 
our language is duty, and the most important, 
responsibility; that the man who has con- 
quered a nation is not great until he has con- 
quered himself, for true greatness is moral 
greatness and nobility of spirit; and that he 
who cannot forgive others breaks the bridge 
over which he himself must pass. Let us rise 
to the moral grandeur of duty and respons- 
ibility, achieve a victory over our prejudices, 
over our memories of the past—our resent- 
ments, and spirit of retaliation—rise to the 
dignity and honor of our siation, and to the 
exalted standard of pure and generous patriot- 
ism, forgetting ourselves and all our conflicts 
and differences in the love we bear to our fel- 
lows, equal in all the elements of true manhood 
to ourselves. It was said by an eminent his- 
torian that the true end of polities is to make 
life easy and a people happy. Letus verify in 
our history to day this adage of a wise man, 
and leave no blot upon the history of our times 
by maintaining distinctions among equals. 

You boast of having struck the manacles 
from the hands of the slaves, while you place 
them upon the mind, the volition, the freedom 
of the whites. Het us act up to the wisdom 
of statesmen, and while you proclaim the lib- 
erty of bondmen, pronounce the emancipation 
of our race; withdraw your military from 
southern soil and restore tranquillity and order, 
Suffer not the flecting and unworthy influences 
of party to weigh down the mighty balances of 
human rights, the immunities of the citizen 
and the demands of the nation; butin view 
of the humiliations, sufferings, and destruction 
of the past, looking with the prescience and 
hope of the patriot to the stupendous greatness 
and glories of a happy future, rise to the true 
character of our position, and restore to our 
people and the States equality, justice, confi- 
dence, and constitutional rule. the secure and 
solid foundations of free republican institutions! 

Can there be anything in the history of gov- 
ernments and of men higher, nobler, sub- 
limer than a great people, by their Represent- 
atives and Senators, obliterating all traces of 
proscription and bringing back into a common 
fellowship, into full communion avd brother- 
hood, those who are ‘‘bone of our bone and 
flesh of our flesh,’’ who speak our language, 
worship the same God, and seek to serve the 
same country? Send, therefore, the white- 
winged messenger of peace, reconciliation, and 
hope to those who will contribute to our 
growth, unity, and prosperity. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed ie, and the Senate 


i 


proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After ten minutes spent in execn- 
tive session, the doors were reopened and (at 
four o’clock atid nineteen minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 15, 1872. 
The House metat twelve o’clockm. Prayer 
by Rev. I. S. Primz, D. D, 
The Journal of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutiong 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to’ be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider, Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of States and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
thirteen minutes after twelve o'clock. 

TESTIMONY OF RESPONDENTS. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
899) allowing respondents in criminal cases in 
courts of the United States to testify in their 
own behalf; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask that the bill be 
read at length. 

The bill was read. It provides that in the 
trial of all indictments, complaints, and other 
proceedings in any court of the United States 
which may be held in any State or Territory, 
against persons charged with the commission 
of crimes or offenses, the person so charged 
shall, at his own request, and not otherwise, be 
deemed a competent witness, the credit of his 
testimony being left solely to the jury under 
the instruction of the court; but the omission 
of any respondent to testify shall not be taken 
as any inference or evidence of his guilt. 

Mr. PETERS. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELIJAH R. MERRILL. 


Mr. ERY E introduced a bill (H. R. No. 900) 
for the relief of Elijah R. Merrill; which was 


i read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JAMES MURPHY. 


Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
901) for the relief of James Murphy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, BATH, MAINE. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
902) for the repair, heating, and furnishing the 
United States custom-house and post office at 
Bath, Maine; which was read first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Building and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

GEORGE A. STEVENS. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 903) 
for the relief of George A. Stevens, of the 
United States Navy ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P. $. WARDWELL. 


Mr. HIBBARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


| 904) for the relief of Charles P. S, Wardwell; 


which was read a first and second time, and} 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No, 905) to remove the legal and 
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political disabilities incurred during the late 
rebellion, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. ? ask that this bill be 
read at length. 

The bill was read. It provides that all legal 
aud political disabilities imposed on persons 
because of their having engaged in rebellion 
against the United States, or given aid to the 
enemies thereof, or because of residence in the 
insurrectionary States during the late rebellion, 
are hereby removed; provided that this act 
shall not snable any person to maintain any 
claim orrightagainst the United States because 
of its provisions, unless the same accrued to him 
before April 11, 1861, or sabsequentto April 9, 
1865 ; and provided further, that this act shall 
apply to persons residing in and claims arising 

‘in the States and parts of States excepted by 
the proclamation of Abraham Lincoln, Presi- 
dent of the United States, done at Washington, 
January 1, 1863, excepting certain counties and 
parishes in the insurrectionary States, in which 
he deemed there was conclusive evidence that 
the people thereof were not then in rebellion 
against the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that this bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES '10 UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 906) for the removal 
of certain causes to the United States courts; 
which was read a first andsecond time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BREVETS IN. THE ARMY. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 907) to regulate brevets 
inthe Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TENURE OF CIVIL OFFICE. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 908) to repeal several 
actsrelating to the tenure of civil office; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON MATCHES. 


Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 909) to repeal the stamp duty or tax on 
matches; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTITERN EXPRESS COMPANY. 


Mr, STARK WEATHER introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 910) to incorporate the Southern 
Express Company ; ‘which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 

„Mr. STARK WEATHER also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 911) to regulate the admission 
of pupils into the Columbia Institution for the 
Deaf and Dumb; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to-the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES H. MALLORY AND COMPANY. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 912) for the relief of Charles 
H. Mallory & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD M. GREEN. 


* Mr. STARKWEATHER also introduced a | 
‘bill (H. R. No. 913) for the payment of Rich- 
ard M. Green for the use of his patent by the į 
Government; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGEPORT AND WESTPORT HARBORS. 


Mr. BARNUM introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
914) for the improvement of the harbors of 
Bridgeport and Westport, Connecticut; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. f 

BUST OF ADMIRAL FARRAGUT. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
915) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase a bust of the late Admiral Farragut 
and place the same in the Capitol; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES J. SANDS. $ 


Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 916) for the relief of Charles J. Sands, 
late United States marshal of the United 
States cousular court at Chin-Kiang, China; 
wbich was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


UNIFORM CURRENCY. 


Mr. CLARKE, of New York, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 917) to provide a currency of 
coin and paper of equal and uniform value 
throughout the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
miitee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS SIMMS 


Mr. DUBLL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
918) for the relief of Thomas Simms, late a 
lieutenant in the seventy-sixth regiment New 
York volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to, the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH DYER 

Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 919) granting a pension to Joseph Dyer, 
of Onondaga, New York, a soldier of the war 
of 1812; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions and Warof 1812, and ordered 
to be printed, 

RAILROAD FROM NEW YORK TO CILICAGO. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 920) to provide for the con- 
struction of a national railroad between the 
cities of New York and Chicago; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. As this bill 
involves grave constitutional questions, I move 
that in the first instance it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SARAH E. KING. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 921) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. King, widow of Lieutenant William 
E. King, tenth United States infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

, ISABELLA CRANDALL. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 922) granting an arrearage 
of pension to Isabella Crandall; which was 
reada first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered || patent for improvement in brake and rest for 


to be printed. 
JOHN M. WATSON: 

Mr. LANSING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
923) to place the name of John M. Watson on 
the pension list of soldiers of the war of 1812 ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812. 

SARAH S. TRAPP. 


Mr. LANSING also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 924) for the relief of Sarah S. Trapp, | 


executrix of William Trapp, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES H. CARPENTER, 


Mr. LANSING also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 925) for the relief of Charles H. Car- 
penter, of New Haven, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IOMESTEADS FOR ACTUAL SETTLERS. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 926) to secure homesteads to actual set- 
tlers on the public domain; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HERNON I. EHLE. 


Mr. CARROLL introduced a bil (H. R. 
No. 927) to grant a pension to Hernon I. Eble, 
of New York; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ERECTION OF POST OFFICE AT JERSEY CITY. 


Mr. HALSEY, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
928) to provide for the erection of a building 
suitable for use as a post office and for the 
accommodation of United States internal rev- 
enue officials and other Government purposes 
at Jersey City, New Jersey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF TEA AND COFFEE FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. MERCUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
929) to admit free of duty all tea and coffee im- 
ported into the United States on and after the 
ist day of July next; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SCOFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 930) to promote the seeuring of efficient 
seamen for the Navy of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. SCOFIELD also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 931) supplementary to an act grant- 
ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of 
the war of 1812, and the widows of deceased 
soldiers, approved February 12, 1871; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN JOHN DAVIS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 982) to authorize the 
payment of the half pay of Captain John Davis, 
a revolutionary officer ; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM C. JARDINE, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 933) to authorize 
William C. Jardine to make application to the 
Commissioner of Patents for the issue of a 


carts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS TO SOLDIERS. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 934) to seeure homesteads to persons 
who served in the Army and Navy of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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EDWARD TUCKER, 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 935) forthe relief of Edward Tucker, 
late private in company ¥F, second regiment 
Maryland volunteer infantry ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DRAWING OF PATENTS. 


Mr. SHERWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 936) to provide for the deposit of one.copy 
of all specifications and drawings of patents 
issued subsequent to the 30th of June, 1869, 
in'the office of the deputy clerk of the United 
States district court for the western district 
of Pennsylvania, at Williamsport; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revision of the Laws of the 
United States, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. BOOK. 


Mr. MeCLELLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 937) to restore George M. Book to the 
active list of the Navy of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Afairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B, THOMPSON. 

Mr. PACKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
988) for the relief of James B. Thompson, 
captain company F, one bundred and ninetieth 
regiment Pennsylvania volunteers ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed, 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPOT, PITTSBURG. 

Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
939) authorizing the Secretary of War to sell 
the grounds and tenements in Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvauia, now used as United States quarter- 
master’s depot; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 940) relating to the removal of causes 
from State courts into the courts of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURG. 


Mr NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 941) appropriating money for the pur- 
chase of a suitable site and erecting a build- 
ing thereon, in the city of Pittsburg, Pennsyl- 
vania, to be used for a court-house, custom- 
house, post office, United States marshal’s 
office, steamboat inspector's office, internal 
revenue, and all other Federal offices that may 
be necessary ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT PITTSBURG. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 942) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase a site and erect a suit- 
able building thereon, to be used as a marine 
hospital, and to be located in the city of Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, aud ordered 
to be printed. 

OIIO RIVER NAVIGATION. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 948) appropriating money for the improve- 
ment of navigation in the Ohio river, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War; which 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to have that bill 
read at length. 

The bill wasread at length; and was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MONONGAIIELA RIVER 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 944) appropriating money for the improve- 


ment of the Monongahela river at Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania; which was read a first andsec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN CITIZENS. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 945) for. the relief of certain citizeus 
of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILADELPHIA FOURTH NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 946) to regulate the manner of closing up 
the affairs of the Fourth National Bank of the 
city of Philadelphia ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. DUKE presented joint resolutions of the 
senate and house of delegates of the State of 
Virginia, asking the Congress of the United 
States to remove all disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States, as recommended by the 
President; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 


TAX ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. DUKE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 947) fixing a uniform rate of tax of six- 
teen cents per pound on all manufactured 
tobacco entering the market ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS LEWIS. 


Mr. DUKE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 948) granting a pension to Thomas Lewis ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and War of 1812, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SCHOOLS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. WALLACE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 949) for the benefit of schools in South 
Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION LAW OF FEBRUARY 14, 1871. 


Mr. WALLACE also introduced a bill (A. 
R. No. 950) extending the provisions of the 
pension law approved February 14, 1871, to 
certain other widows of the soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
951) to remove the legal and political disabili- 
ties of S. P. Thurmond, J. P. Simmons, and 
other citizens of the State of Georgia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL RB. SPENCER. 

Mr. McINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 952) for the relief of Samuel B. Spencer, 
of Atlanta, Georgia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SEIZURE OF PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


Mr. McINTYRE also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 953) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay certain claims arising from 


the seizure and conversion to the uses of the | 


United States of private personal property 
after the 80th June, 1865; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
INFIRMARY, SAVANNAH. 


Mr. McINTYRE also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 954) to appropriate money to the Geor- 
gia Infirmary of the city of Savannah, Geor- 
gia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Freedmen’s 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. McINTYRE also introduced a joint 
resolution (H, R. No. 78) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDERSONVILLE CEMETERY. 

Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 955) to assign certain condemned cannon to 
the national cemetery at Andersonville, in the 
State of Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, aud ordered to be printed. 
LAND GRANT TO ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
956) granting public lands in the States of 
Alabama and Mississippi to the Columbus, 
Fayette, and Decatur Railroad Company, to 
aid in the construction of a railroad to be built 
from. Columbus, Mississippi, to Decatur, Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 957) 
to remove the political disabilities of Samuel 
K. MeSpadden and Bartlett Owens, of Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be priuted. 


CHURCH IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
958) for the relicf of the St. Paul’s Episcopal 
church of Selma, Alabama; which was read a 
first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. MeKEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
959) to provide for a beiter and more uniform 
settlement of certain claims against the Uni- 
ted States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SUREVEPORT. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
960) appropriating $150,000 for the erection 
of a suitable building for the accommodation 
of the post office, &c., at Shreveport, Louis- 
iana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTIONS FROM DISCHARGED SEAMEN. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
961) to amend the law which requires consular 
officers of the United States to collect three 


| months’ extra wages upon the discharge of 


seamen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER HIGHWAY. 

Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 962) to complete a water highway from 
tide-water on James river to the Ohio river at 
the mouth of the Kanawha; wbich was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT ACT, 

Mr. AMBLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
963) to amend the thirty-third section of the 
patent act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be priuted. 


AMELIA A. SMITH. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a biH 
(H. R. No. 964) granting a pension to Amelia 
A. Smith; which was read a first and second 
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time, and referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 
ue SARAIL EVANS. 

Mr. SPRAGUE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 965) granting a pension to Sarah Evans, 
mother of L. G. Evans, late sergeant company 
K, twenty-first United States infantry ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CLAIM AGENTS, ETC. 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 966) 
prohibiting and annulling all contracts made 
with any official of any department of the Gov- 
etnment for services rendered by them for any 
person relative to any claim or demand against 
the United States, either while the person isin 
office or for two years thereafter; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RELIEF OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. ADAMS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
967) construing the joint resolution of Con- 
gress, approved July 26, 1866, entitled “A 
joint resolution for the relief of certain officers 
of the Army ;’’ which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET A. COGBURN, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 968) granting a pension to 
Margaret A. Cogburn, widow of Hiram J. Cog- 
burn, late a private of company F, second 
Tennessee volunteer infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. VAUGHAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 969) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi river at Memphis, 
Tennessee ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed, 


REPEAL OF TAX ON SPIRITS AND TOBACCO. 


Mr. GARRETT introduced a bill (H. R, 
No. 970) to repeal all laws requiring a tax 
to be assegsed and collected on distilleries, 
distilled spirits, and manufactured tobacco; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed, 


AMENDING CERTAIN ACTS. 


Mr. MAYNARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 971) to amend certain acts therein named ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PAY OF ELECTION OFFICERS. 


Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
972) to provide for the pay of the election 
officers appointed by the judges of the circuit 
courts in cities having upward of twenty thou- 
sand inhabitants ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. COBURN also introduced a bill (I. 
R. No. 978) to provide that no pension be 
allowed for wounds or disabilities hereafter in- 
. curred, except in cases where such wounds or 
disabilities were contracted in actual hostile 
service against the public enemy; which was 
read 2 first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MICUIGAN CITY, INDIANA. 


Mr. PACKARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 974) meking an appropriation for a harbor 
of refuge at Michigan City, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


| 


PETER H. COOKERS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 975) for the relief of the family of 
Peter H. Cookers, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

ARMSTAY GOODLOE. 

Mr. SHANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
976) for the relief of Armstave Goodloe; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRESBYTERIAN BOARD OF MISSIONS. 


Mr. SHANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 977) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to issue a patent to the Presbyterian 
Board of Missions for tbe reservation of three 
hundred and twenty acres of land set apart by 
Kickapoo treaty, February 28, 1867, for mis- 
sion and school purposes; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Com- H 


mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
INCOME TAX OF STATE OFFICERS. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 978) in reference to income tax collected 
from officers under State governments; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

COLONEL FRANCIS VIGO. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced ‘a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 74) referring the claims 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Col- 
onel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court of 
Claims for adjustment; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF INFORMBERS. 

Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
979) to prevent the payment of moieties to 
informers, and to require the proceeds of all 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures under the 
internal revenue and customs laws to be paid 
into the Treasury, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BIRDSALL J. PERRIGO. 

Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 980) for the relief of Birdsall J. Perrigo ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AUGUSTA FOX. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
981) granting a pension to Augusta Fox; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


JOHN WATSON. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 982) granting a pension to John Watson, 
private in company H, twenty-second regiment 
{ilinois volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

MOUND CITY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CREBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
983) to aid in building a soldiers’ monument 
at Mound City, Illinois; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS A. EASTMAN, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 984) for the relief of Francis A. East- 
man, postmaster at Chicago, Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

GEORGE 8. GUSTIN. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH also introduced a bill 

(H. R. No. 985) for the relief of George S. 


Gustin, late private of company D, seventy- `! 


fourth regiment Illinois volunteer infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON SNUFF AND TOBACCO. 


Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 986) 
to reduce the tax on snuff and tobacco; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. . 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


Mr. HAY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
987) to equalize bounties of soldiers who served 
in the late war for the Union; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BONDED WAREHOUSES FOR TOBACCO AND SNUFF. 


Mr. HAY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
988) to abolish bonded warehouses for the 
storage of manufactured tobacco and snuff; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF ALTON, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. HAY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
989) making appropriations for the preserva- 
tion and improvement of the harbor at the city 
of Alton, in the State of Ilfinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIET E, HULL. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 990) granting a pension to Juliet E. Hull; 
which was reada, firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 


RELIEF OF INVALID PENSIONERS. 


Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
991) providing for the relief of certain invalid 
pensioners; which was read a first and second’ 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to’ be printed. 


PROOF UNDER HOMESTEAD LAW. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 992) concerning the manner of making 
final proof under the homestead law; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARMSTRONG O'HARA. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 993) to grant a pension to Armstrong 
O'Hara, late a private in company F, forty- 
seventh Missouri volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT §. MOORD. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 994) granting a pension to Robert 
S. Moore; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: INTERNAL TAXES. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG also introduced ahill 
(H. R. No. 995) amending an act to reduce in- 
ternal taxes, and for other purposes, approved 
July 14, 1870; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM I. MOSS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KING introduced.a bill (H. R. No. 996) 
for the relief of William H. Moss, Adam I. 
Jamison, and William L, Terry, of Clarksville, 
Pike county, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT CANTON, MISSOURI. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, introduced a Dill 
(H. R. No. 997) giving the consent ofthe Uni- 
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ted States to theerection of a bridge across the i 
Mississippi river at Canton. Missouri; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


i! 
CAPE GIRARDEAU, ETC., RAILROAD. | 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced | 
a bill (H. R. No. 998) to aid in the construc- i 
tion of the Cape Girardeau and State Line | 
railroad, in the State of Missouri; which was | 
read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered | 
to be printed. 


ST. LOUIS AND IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missiouri, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 999) to extend the | 
time for completing the St. Louis and Iron | 
Mountain railroad, in the State of Missouri; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred , 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and i 
ordered to be printed. 
| 
| 


ST, JAMES AND LITTLE ROCK RAILROAD. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, also intro- || 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1000) granting lands || 
to aid in the construction of the St. James | 
and Little Rock railroad; which was read a | 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- | 
tee on the Publjc Lands, and ordered to be |; 
printed, 
JAMES A. MW CULLOCI. 


Mr. HAVENS introduceda bill (H. R. No. 
1001) for the relief of James A. McCulloch, 
late collector of the fifteenth district of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committeeof Waysand Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CANCELING OF BOND. { 

Mr. HAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1002) to cancel a bond, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed, 

MEMPUIS AND LITTLE ROCK RAILROAD. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1008) for the relief of the Memphis and Little | 
Rock Railroad Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES 
Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1004) for the removal of disabilities ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGI PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1005) granting the right of way through the 
public lands of the United States in Arkansas 
to the Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana Rail- | 
road and ‘l'elegraph Company ; which was read | 
a first and second time, referred, with accom- | 
panying documents, to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


IMMIGRATION TO UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 
1006) to promote immigration to the United | 
States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred, withaccompanying documents, to the , 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

COLLECTION DISTRICT OF SABINE PASS. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1007) to establish the collection district 
of Sabine Pass, and to create Orange and 
Beaumont, in the collection district of Sabine 
Pass, Texas, ports of delivery ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1008) granting a pension to Mary Ann 


Montgomery; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred, with accompanying docu- 
ments, tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AXEF S. TOWARD. 

Mr. DONNAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1009) granting arrears of pension to Axef S. 
Howard; which was réad a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VALUE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. ORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1010) 
to authorize the President of the United States 
to ascertain the value of certain lands in the 
State of Iowa north of the Raccoon fork of 
the Des Moines river, beld by settlers under 
the preémption and homestead laws of the 
United States, and subsequent to the settle- 


| ment thereof determined by the Supreme Court 
| of the United States to be Des Moines im- 


provement lands; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on the 

Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
SIOUX CITY AND PEMBINA RAILWAY. 

Mr. ORR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1011) to aid in the construction of the Sioux 
City and Pembina railway ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, with accompanying 


| documents, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL ADAMS. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1012) to pay Samuel Adams for services ren- 
dered in exploring the Colorado river and ils 
tributaries; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELLEP OF JONN W. HOLIDAY. 

Mr. WALDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1018) for the relief of J. W. Holiday; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES U. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. WALDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1014) to grant arrears of pension to Charles 
U. Lockwood; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on 


tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. i Invalid Pensions. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE ST. CROIX. 

Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1015) to authorize the West Wisconsin Railway 
Company to keep up and maintain a bridge for 
railway purposes across Lake St. Croix at the 
city of Hudson, in the State of Wisconsin ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DEVELOPMENT OF MINING RESOURCES. 


Mr. SARGENT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1016) to promote the development of the 


| mining resources of the United States; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Minesand Mining, and ordered 
to be printed, 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1017) to prevent and punish the ob- 
struction of the administration of justice in the 
courts of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

SILVER COINS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 

R. No. 1018) amendatory of existing laws rel- 


ative to the silver coins of the United States ; | 


which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, aud ordered to be printed. 
JAMES M. HUTCHINGS. 
Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1019) to confirm to James M. Hutch- 
ings his preémption claim in the Yosemite 


i 


ji 
í 


i valley, in the State of California; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN GALIFORNIA, 

Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (F. 
R. No. 1020) to dedicate the public agri- 
cultural lands in the State of California to 
homestead and preémption purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


RELIEF OF PREEMPTION SETTLERS. 


Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1021) for the relief of preémption set- 
tlors in the State of California; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1022) for the relief of aged or infirm 
preémption settlers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

JOINT ENTRY BY PREEMPTION SETTLERS, 

Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1023) authorizing joint entry by preémp- 
tion settlers, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Publie Lands, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS B. VALENTINE. 

Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (I, R. 
No. 1024) for the relief of Thomas B. Valen: 
tine; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

TERMS OF CIVIL OFFICES. 

Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1025) to define the terms of civil offices; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


‘and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1026) to create an additional land district 
in the State of Minnesota; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1027) to perfect the navigation of the 
Mississippi river; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, ETC. 

Mr. TAFFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1028) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act relat- 
ing to members of Congress, heads of Depart- 
ments, and other officers of the Government,” 
approved June 11, 1864; which was read a 
first and second, time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. TAFFE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1029) to abolish the office of Superintend- 
ent of Indian Affairs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTIONS IN WASHINGTON AND LDAIIO. 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1080) to regulate elec» 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON RUDD. 

Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1031) for the reliefof Anson Rudd; which 
was rea a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
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LAND IN COLORADO. 


Mr. CHAFFEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1082) withdrawing a certain tract of land 
from entry and sale in Colorado Territory, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second.time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


DAKOTA NATIONAL GUARDS. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1033) to provide arms for the Dakota 
National Guards; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

RELIEF FROM IMPORT DUTIES. 
The SPEAKER. The States and Territo- 


ries having now been called through for bills 
and joint resolutions on leave, the next business 
in order during the morning hour is the con- 
sideration of the bill introduced on Monday 
last by the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. Harg, | 
being the bill (H. R. No. 878) to relieve Amer- 
ican-built steamers and vessels from import 
duties laid upon materials and articles enter- 
ing into their construction, repair, and use. 
The pending question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] 
to refer the bill to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 

Mr. HALE. Isthat motion atthis stage of 
the bill debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DAWES. I will. 

Mr. HALE. How much of the morning 
hour remains? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has both 
clock-faces before him and can see with his 
own eyes as well as the Chair can. [Laughter. ] 
There are eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Maine 
will allow me, I would like, if it were possible, 
to suggest an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Before I surrender the floor I 
will yield to the gentleman, but I do not wish 
to do so at present. i 

And first, in order to call the attention of 
members of the House to this bill which I in- 
troduced last Monday under the second callof 
the States, and upon which I asked an imme- 
diate vote, I ask the Clerk to read the bill. 

The bill was read. It- provides that all im- 
port duties hereafter collected on materials 
entering into the construction of vessels and 
steamers built in the United States shall be 
returned to the builders thereof, under regu- 
lations to be established for such purpose by 
the Secretary of the Treasury ; and all articles 
of foreign product needed for subsistence on 
American vessels and steamers engaged in for- 
eign trade, or in the use or repair of American 
vessels and steamers, may be withdrawn from 
bonded warehouses free of duty. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Maine if the bill extends to 
steamers intended to ply upon the lakes and 
rivers? 

Mr. HALE. As its terms imply, it includes 
all American-built vessels. I do not know that 
Ican answer the gentleman’s question more 
definitely than that. Iam not sure that I know 
exactly to what class he refers, but it is in- 
tended to embrace all American-built vessels. 

Mr. HALE then addressed the House in 
support of the bill until the close of the morn- 
ing hour. [His remarks will be published in 
the Appendix.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired, and this bill goes over to the morn- 
ing hour of Monday next. Several gentle- 
men during the call of States and Territories 
for bills and joint resolutions were not pres- 
ent when their States were called. 

GREAT KANAWIIA RIVER. 


Mr. HEREFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1034) making an appropriation for lock- 


z 


ing and damming the Great Kanawha river, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. HEREFORD also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1035) to répeal a joint resolution 
approved March 2,1867; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PARKERSBURG, WEST VIRGINIA. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1086) to establish a marine hospital at the | 


city of Parkersburg, in the county of Wood, 
in the State of West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES H. DAY. 


Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1037) to authorize the Commissioner of 
Pensions to issne to Charles H. Day, late a 
first lieutenant in company D, second regiment 
West Virginia volunteers, in iieu of the certifi- 
eate now held by him, a pension certificate for 
a full pension as first lieutenant to date from 
June 80, 1865; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 
Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1038) 


to allow American registry to foreign: built ves- 
sels, &c.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BURIAL GROUND AT CUMBERLAND, MARYLAND. 


Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1039) to donate a small parcel of land 
near Cumberland, Maryland, to the laboring 
sons of that community for a burial ground ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT M’MURRAY, 


Mr. LAMISON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1040) for the relief of Robert McMurray, 
second lieutenant of the sixty-seventh Ohio 
volunteer infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
DUPLICATE CHECKS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS. 

Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1041) to provide for the use of duplicate checks 
by disbursing officers of the War Department ; 
which was read a firstand second time, referred 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and |Í 


ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS 


Mr. ELDRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1042) making appropriations for the im- 


provement of the harbors of Sheboygan and ! 


Port Washington, Wisconsin ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. PERCH, from the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1048) to establish an educational fund, and to 
apply the proceeds of the public lands to the 
education of the people; which was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was recommitted; and | 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
REIMBURSEMENT TO TEXAS. 
Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1044) to reimburse the State of 
Texas for moneys expended in enrolling, equip- 


eau 


ping, and provisioning the ‘‘ranger’’ forces to 
ping. p g 


aid the Government of the United States in 
protecting the frontier from incursions of hos- 
tile Indian tribes from the republie of Mex- 
ico and the Territories of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1045) to divide the State of 
Texas into two judicial districts; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUCIUS F. WADSWORTH. 
` Mr. STRONG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1046) for the relief of Lucius F. Wadsworth; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
SALARY OF BOARD OF HEALTH. 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 


| No. 1047) to fix the salary of members of the 


board of health; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee for the 

District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. McCRARY introdaced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1048) supplementary to and amendatory 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to prescribe the 
mode of obtaining evidence in cases of con- 
tested elections ;”? which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Elections, and ordered to be printed, ` 


PORT OF ENTRY, PITTSBURG. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1049) to establish a port of entry and delivery 
at the city of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. NEGLEY. J ask unanimous consent, 
that this bill may be considered now. 

The bill, which was read, provides for the 
establishment of a port of entry and delivery 
at the city of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, which 
shall be entitled to the same provisions and 


i subject to the same regulations and restrictions 


as other ports of entry and delivery in the 
United States. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asthisbill involves a very 
important question, | think it ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. NEGLEY. 


I see no reason why the 


| bill should not be put on its passage now. F 


move that the rules be suspended in erder to 
pass the bill. 

On the motion to suspend the rules, there 
were—ayes 41, noes 11; no quorum votiug. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hormax and 
Mr, NEGLEY were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 111, noes 16. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. As this bill involves an 
appropriation of some ten thousand dollars a 
year, and never has been before the appro- 
priate committee, I ask the yeas and nays ou 
this proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish the gentleman 
would show how the bill involves such an 
expenditure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I: involves an expenditure 
of not less than ten thousand dollars a year. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive on the division) the rules were suspended, 
and the bill was passed, 

DIFFICULTIES IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of four be ap- 
pointed, whose duty it shall be to inquire into the 
origin and character of the difficulties which havo 


! arisen between the government and officials of the 


State of Louisiana and United States officials in said 
State, and their conduct growing out of the same, and 
to report the same to this House with such recom- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


397 


mendation as they may deem expedient; that said 
committee be authorized for that purpose to employ 
a clerk and stenographer, to send for persons and 
papers, to take testimony under oath, to hold their 


sessions in this city or elsewhere, as they may deem j 


necessary, the expenses of said committee to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to supend the rules 
and pass the resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
99, noes 46. 

Mr. NIBLACK demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the alffirmative—yeas 144, nays 58, not voting 
87; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Archer, Averill, | 


Barber, Barnum, Burry, Beatty, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buflinton, Burch- 
ard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Wil- 
liam T. Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, 
Conner, Cotton, Cox, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Don- 
nah, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder G. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Getz, Goodrich, Griflith, Haldeman, Hale, 
Halsey, Hancock, Hanks, Harper, George E. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. 
Hazleton, Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamport, 
Lansing, Leach, Lowe. Lynch, Manson, Marshall, 
Maynard, McClelland, McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, 
McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, Negley, 
Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Peters, Poland, Porter, Prindle, 
Rainey, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Bilis H. 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, H, Boardman 
Smith,J ohn A. Smith, Worthington C, Smith, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Washington 
Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
Jeremiah M, Wilson, and Johu T, Wilson—l44, 

NAYS—Moasrs, Ackor, Arthur, Beck, Biggs, Bird, 
James Q. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Car- 
roll, Crehs, Critcher.Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Eldridge, Ely, Porker, Garrett, Golladay, 
Hambleton, Handley, John T. Harris, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, Me- 
Cormick, McHonry, McIntyre, McNeely, Benjamin 
F. Moyers, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W., Parker, Pot- 
ter, Price, Read, John M. Rice, Sherwood, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williamsof New York, 
Winchester, and Wood—58. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs, Adams, Banks, Bell, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Roderick R, Butler, Campbell, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Creely, De Large, Edwards, 
Elliott, Henry D. Foster, Harmer, Hays, Hill, Ken- 
dall, McKinney, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Aaron FP. Perry, Bli Perry, Platt, 
Robinson, Sheldon, Shober, Snapp, St. John, Taffe, 
ree ae Townsend, Twicholl, Walls, and 

oung—o/. 


So (two thirds having voted in the afirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended, and the resolu- 
tion adopted. 

DUTIES ON RICE, 


Mr. SEELEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the remonstrance of Dan Talmage’s Sons 
against the repeal or reduction of duties on 
rice; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, 
and also ordered to be printed in the Globe. 

The paper is as follows: 


New York, January, 1872. 


Tothe Honorable the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States in Congress assembled : 


As your honorable body will, in consideration ofthe 
tariff of duties, have preseated memorials praying 
for the repeal or reduction, and also for the reten- 
tion of existing duties on rice, we, in favor of the 
latter (hold off) policy, desire to set before you briefly 
and yot fully the culture as it wasin the past; the 
causes prostrating it; the difliculties attending its 
resuscitation, on which account the present duties 
are asked tobe maintained for a few years; the ad- 
vances made since the close of the war: the consc- 
quences attending repeal or reduction ; theadvantage 
given by retention of the duties. 

The lands constituting the rice-growing region, and 
which produce the largest quantity and finest quality 
of grain, were originally swamps, redecmed from 
the streams that intersected and overflowed them 
by heavy embankments. These low lands are espe- 
cially adapted for the culture of rice on account of 
the liberal supply of water which is required for the 
purpose of flooding during the various stages of 
growth. Thus a large area of territory, worthless in 
original value and unavailable for the culture of any 
other product, ismade of practical use and benefit. 

Previous to the war the yield was about two 


hundred thousand casks, (net weight, six hundred 
pounds each,) the quantity increasing steadily, 
yielding wealth to the section and of value to the 
whole country, furnishing a food different in char- 
acter, more nutritious, and often cheaper than flour, 


The growth was not only equal to the demands of i; 


the United States, but cach year yielded large sur- 
plus for export abroad, to Burope, West Indies, and 
South America; thus exae ing contributions toward 
our national wealth. 

In quality it ranked far above the products of 
other rice-growing countries, the grain large and of 
peculiar tenacity, susceptible of such high polish 
that after milling its appearance was pearly and 
transparent. As a proof of its high grade, we note 
that at the World’s Fair, London, 1851, in competi- 
tion and contrast with that produced in other coun- 
tries, it was pronounced “the finest in the world.” 
At this time its cost was so chcap as to enable it to 
compete with foreign kinds, and, shutting such out, 
to supply in full the trade in this country. 

This interest, so strong in the years preceding the 


war, is now impaired, andthe product so materially | 


lessened as to demand explanation why, while many 
of the products of the South have very nearly, if not 
fully, held their own, as is shown by the compari- 
sons of present annual growths with periods before 
the war, this one has not; the production last year 
being only about one third former average crop. By 
investigation it will be found that of all products of 
the South which are now equal(or nearly so) to their 
former proportions, the cultivation was in the main 
in the interior, far removed from military opera- 
tions, and the evils which accompany such to indus- 
trial interests, or that the excessive high prices inci- 
dent to war times stimulated the growth. We might 
cite as an example cotton, the annual production 
of which now exceeds that of years previous to the 
war. The general growth was as above stated; the 
Sen Island was also in a measure kept up by parties 
following cither army in occupation. The stimulus 
of war prices, the great value that could be com- 
pressed into small space, rendered cultivation prac- 
ticable and excecdingly remunerative, Thus the 
lands were under cultivation, and, as it might be 
termed, the original capital kept intact. 

The rige interest has, on the contrary, suffered to 
the fullest extent all the disastrous and damaging 
effects that could result from war; situated along 
the coast, the active military operations in that guur- 
ter causing demoralization of labor and an almost 
entire abandonment of culture. To forma correct 
idea of the effects of neglect, we recall attention to 
the lands on which tho product is raised most suc- 
cessfully, and which, to keep in repair, requires con- 
stant watchfulness and labor. In the absence of 
these, destruction speedily ensued, the natural ele- 
ments regained their ascendency, the land, for the 
most part, relapsed into its normal condition of a 
worthless marsh overgrown with weeds, embank- 
ments broken down by freshets and rapid currents, 
the surface of the land was overflowed by every tice, 
canal and drains filled up, trunks destroyed, and the 
fertile swamp became a barren waste. ; 

At the close of tho war the interest seemed so seri- 
ously impaired, that, by many, it was deemed im- 
practicable to attempt its revival; but on consid- 
eration of the fact that the lands (as previously 
stated) were especially adapted to the cultivation of 
rico, and stimulated by the existing duties on for- 
cign, reconstruction wasresolved on. The condition 
of the section at this time was truly discouraging; 
the planter with impoverished parse; the plantas 
tions almost worthless marshes; the buildings and 
equipments destroyed; the labor unsettled. | 

The labor question wasone of the most vexing, the 
abandonment of the culture in the rice region caus- 
ing the best hands, those independent in charactors 
and steady in habit, to seek for a livelihood other 
channels of employment. With the resumption of 
culture the difficulty of obtaining labor was great. 
The principal class of those that had at first to be 
employed were lazy and shiftless. Elevated into a 
new sphere, that of freedom, where self-action is the 
requisite, unlike their fellows, as above alluded to, 
they misapprehended thesituation, and were willing 
dependents on the bounty which the Government 
provided, only seeking labor as free support was de- 
nied. Contracts made on their part were broken as 
simple fancy dictated. Suchrendered an attempt at 
cultivation extremely hazardous, as theslightest pre- 
text would often causea whole force to leave a plant- 
ation at a time when the crops were at a precarious 
pointin culture, feaniring the most careful attention. 

The question of labor, however, is happily solving 
itself. As a class, those that were worst, appreciat- 
ing the fact that freedom brings with its blessings 
cares and responsibilities, are returning to their 
accustomed habits and occupations, yielding for the 
remuneration given honest, steady work. In this 
particular the fature is assured, as with increasing 
product will come better pecuniary ability on part 
of the producer to cominand all requisite labor. | 

The plantations are being fast reclaimed (practical 
advance set forth hereinafler,) each year more terri- 
tory being subdued. The great expense attendant 
ou such is nearly equal to that of redeeming per- 
fectly wild lands. Not only does each year bring 
forth its inerease in quantity, but also marked ad- 
vances are being made in quality, the better grade 
having already reached the highest standard made 
before the war, far aheadof any grown in other parts 
of the world. er ` 

The pecuniary condition of the planter is also 
improved, not so materially in personal as in real 
estate, the accumulations being yearly expended, as 
the rule, in further reclaiming the unproductive 
wastes. i 2 

The practical advances made since the war are 


i 


| 
; 
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| original dimension. 


debatable? 


shown by the result of the growth of the three rice- 
growing States of Georgia, North Carolina, and 
South Carolina, as milled at Savannah, Charleston, 
and Georgetown: 


1866 sera 
1867. 24.337 
1868. 30,795 

89. 60,146 
1870.. «67,735 


the past policy toward it for a few years longer, 

By retention of duties a twofold object is effected. 
Laid during the war for the purpose of revenue to 
the Government, by reason of our domestic culture 
being still limited, and unable to supply full de- 
mand, they still yield a large fund to the Treasury. 
Asan evidence of their non-interference with the 
consumption, we state that the United States absorbs 
all of the domestic product,and more foreign than 
was retained of the domestic previous to the-war. 
Second, the stimulus and aid afforded to the culture 
in this country will soon redstablish it in all its 
igi y; the many per cent. increase 
witbin the past five years, taken as a basis, allow 
the fair deduction to be made that, barring unpre- 
cedented disasters in gales and floods, five years 
hence will see the annual product exceeding that 
grown before the war. 

By repeal or reduction now a great industrial in- 
terest of the country will-be blotted out, its present 
difficulties rendering it incapable of caring for itself, 
and the fertile region become a barren waste; the 
vast amount of money and labor spent during the 
last five years to reclaim the land and re@stablish the 
culture, gone for nought; the producer, led by the 
liberal policy heretofore exhibited toward weak or 
impaired industries to expend each year his surplus 
in subduing larger area for cultivation, reduced to 
poverty; the Juborer in the ‘product driven from 
the section and field in which by experience he 
can work to the best advantage, into other channels 
where will be found those better adapted, thus com- 
pelling him to serve at a discount or possibly become 
a helpless dependent to be supported at the public 
exponse. 

g Inclosing we beg to submit a summary of the ques- 
ion, i.e: 

Its past demonstrated capacity to supply home 
and leave large surplus for foreign markets. 

Its ruin was not the result of natural cauges, but 


| those incident to disastrous war. 


{ts reconstruction has been thus far extraordinary, 
considering disadvantageous surroundings. 

It complete reéstablishment as a great national 
product is assured if the liberal policy of the’ past be 
continued afew years longer. | 

Trusting a favorable conéideration, respectfully, 

DAN TALMAGEH’S SONS. 


AMNESTY. 


Mr. ACKER. Iask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill to remove legal and political 
disabilities and to grant genéral’amuesty. 

The SPEAKER, What does the gentleman 
propose? f 

Mr. ACKER. I propose to put the bill upon 
its passage, and Task thatitberead. If neces- 
sary, I shall move to suspend the rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the President of the United States in his 
late annual message, thinks “it may woll be con- 
sidered whether it is not now time that the disabil- 
ities imposed by the fourteenth amendment should 
be removed:’’ and whereas ina republic of freemen 
perfect equality of rights ought to exist between the 
citizens thereof to the end that peace and good will 
may prevail throughout its borders: Therofore, 

Be it enacted bu the Senate and House of Mepresenta~ 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
dled, (two thirds of each House concurring therein,) 


| That from and after the passage of this act, all legal 


and political disabilities imposed by any article or 
section of the Constitution of the United States, or 
its laws, the same be, and are hereby, removed, and 
a general amnesty is hereby granted to any and all 
political offendersin any section of the United States 
who shall oboy the Constitution of the United States, 
andthe laws passed in pursuance therewith. 

Mr. ACKER. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. : 

Mr. DAWES. I wonld like to vote for that 
bill, but I would suggest-——— 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, is this 


The SPEAKER. Itisnot. | 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not want to debate it, 
but I desire to say ’ & 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman does not 
want to debate it, but to interject something. 

Mr. DAWES. I want.to call attention to 
the phrascology of the bill. , 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Expripee] objects to debate. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave no objection to a bill 
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granting general amnesty, but I want to call 
attention to some of the phraseology. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ifthe gentleman has no 
objection to a general amnesty bill, will he not 

rove that by voting for this? 

Mr, DAWES. For what? eet 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. For the proposition 
now before the House... One vote for the bill 
would be better than four speeches in favor of 
amnesty, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam ready to vote for general 
amnesty ; but I do not suppose you want 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill; and being put there 
were—ayes 78, noes 59, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ACKER. I wish to amend the phrase- 
ology of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is objected to, 
and no amendment can be made. our 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 withdraw my objection. 
. Mr. COX. J object. , 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] objecting, debate or amend- 
ment is notin order, — Sok! 

Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman’s bill 
is a little broader than he desires himself, when 
it uses the phrase ‘‘disabi:ities imposed by 
any article or section of the Constitution.’ 

The SPEAKER. It is simply the duty of 
the Chair to enforce the rules. f 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there will be 
unanimous consent to change the phraseology 
in. the manner suggested by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, { Mr. Dawes. ] 

Mr. DICKEY. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask 
reported again, 

The bill was again read. ; 

The question was on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill, on which the yeas and 
nays had been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were — 
yeas 106, nays 98, not voting 40; as follows: 

YEAS—Moessrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Barnum, Barry, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Buckley, 
Caldwell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Doanan, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Eldridge, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Fink- 
elnburg, Forker, Wilder D. Foster, Garrett, 
Gets, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Hundloy, Hanks, Harper, George E. Har- 
ris, John T. Harris, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hib- 
bard, Holman, Kerr, King, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Me- 
Cormick, McHenry, McIntyre, McKee, McNeely, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, 
Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Potter, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Sheldon, 
Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Storin,Suthcrland,Swann, 
Terry, ‘Curner, Tuthill, Van eames Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne. Wil- 
liams of New York, Winchester, and Wood—106. 

YS-—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Barber, 
Beatty, Bingham, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, 
Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, William 
T. Clarke, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Dawes, Dickey, 
Duell, Dunnell.Wames, Charles Foster, Frye Garfield, 
Hale, Halsev, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazleton, 
John W. Hazicton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, Me- 
Junkin, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Peters, Poland, Porter, 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snyder, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Strong, Tafe. Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wal- 
dron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, Willard, Williams 
of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- 


son—93. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Banks, Beveridge, Bigby, 
James G. Blair, Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Creely, Darrah, 
De Large, Edwards, Elliott, Henry D, Foster, Good- 
rich “Harmer, Hays, Kellogg, Kendall, McKinney, 
Moore, Morphis, Perec, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Platt, Prindle, Robinson. Rogers, Sargent, Shober, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Stowell, St. John. 
Sy pher, Dwight Townsend, Whiteley;and Young—40. 


‘So, two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. DAWES. I uow offer the foliowing 


that the bill be 


amnesty bill, and move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the bill be passed. 
The Clerk read as follows: $ 


A bill to remove political disabilities. 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage 
of this act all political disabilities incurred under 
and by virtue of the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution be, and the same 
are hereby, removed, 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us make that unani- 
mous. ` 
Mr. COX. Wedo not want any yeas and 
nays on that. , 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to have substituted for that of my colleague 
{Mr. Dawes] the bill I introduced this morn- 
ing, which covers the same thing. 

Mr. COX. Lobject to debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to have my bill read for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
reading of the substitute for information? 

Mr. COX. Yes, I object. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. Oh, no, 
you do not. 

Mr. COX. Yes, I do. 
Christian amnesty. 

Me. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, this 
is that and a little more. This covers legal as 
weil as political disabilities. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The bill of the gentle- 
| man’s colleague [Mr. Dawes] iz a first-rate 
one—the best thing he ever did in his life. 

Mr. COX. ‘The bill of the other gentleman 
from Massachusetts makes exceptions, I am 


sure. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order on 
either side. ` 

Mr. COX. I am aware of that. 
objected to debate myself. 

The question was puron Mr. Dawes’s motion 
tosuspend the rules; and there were—ayes 137, 
noes 48. 

Mr. KILLINGER called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 131, nays 70, not voting 38; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Barry, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, 
Austin Blair, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Caldwell, Carroll, 
William T. Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Cox, 
Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Edwards, Eldridge, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell. Finklenburg, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, George B. 
Harris, John T. Harris, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Hill, Holman, Houghton, Kellogg, Kerr, 
Ketcham, King, Kinsella, Lamison. Leach, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Henry, McIntyre, McKee, McNeely, Merrick, Ben- 
jamin F, Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, Negley, 
Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Pot- 
ter, Price, Randall, Read, EdwardY. Rice, John M. 
Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rogers, Roose- 


I wish 


I want a general, 


I have 


eum, Sloss, Worthington C. Smith, R. Milton Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Suth- 
erland, Swann, Terry, Thomas, Turner, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Wakeman, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of New York, Winchester, and Wood—131. 
NAYS—Messrs.Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Bingham, 


Hames, Frye, Goodrich, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazle~ 
ton, John W. Hazleton, Hooper, Kelley, Killinger, 
Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCrary, Me- 
Grew, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Leon- 
ard Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, 
Pendleton, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Rob- 
eris, Rusk, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Shel- 
labarger, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, 
Strong, Taffe, Washington Townsend, Tyner, Upson, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, Wil- 
| lard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M, Wilson, 
and John T, Wilson—70. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barnum, 
Bigby, James G. Bluir, Campbell, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Creely, De Large, Dickey, Elliott, Henry D. 
Foster, Griffith, Harmer, Havens, Hays, Hoar, Ken- 
dall, Lansing, McKinney, Moore, Morphis, Isaac 
C. Parker, Perce, Asron FE. Perry, Platt, Poland, 
Robinson, Sargent, Scofield, Shober, Stowell, St. 
Jobn, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Whiteley, and 

oung—38. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
i the rules were not suspended. 


velt, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Slater, Slo- | 


Buftinton, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick ! 
R. Butler, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Duell, Dunneli, | 


j 
Hi 
ii 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A messagefrom the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, 
one of their clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 449) au- 
thorizing the issue of clothing to certain enlisted 
men of company B, fourteenti regiment of 
infantry, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. HALE. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of putting upon its passage a 
bill for the removal of legal and political dis- 
abilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The bill was read. 

The first section provides forthe removal of 
all legal and political disabilities imposed hy 
tha third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, on the persons therein mentioned, 
because of their having engaged in insurrec- 
tion or rebellion against the United States, 
or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof; 
provided the act shall not apply to or in any 
way affect orremove the disabilities of any per- 
son included in either of the following classes, 
namely: First. Members of the Congress of 
the Union who withdrew therefrom to aid the 
rebellion. Second. Officers of the Army or 
the Navy of the United States who, being 
above the age of twenty-one years, left said 
Army or Navy and aided the rebellion, 

The second section providesthat before any 
person shall be entitled to the benefit of this 
act, he shall, within the district where be re- 
sides, before a clerk of some court of the Uni- 
ted States or a United States commissioner, 
take and subscribe an oath or affirmation to 
support the Constitution of the United States, 
and to bear true faith and allegiance to the 
sume, which oath or affirmation shall be for- 
warded by said officer to the Secretary of State 
of the United States, who shall cause a list of 
all persons complying with the provisions of 
this act to be laid before Congress at the open- 
ing of each session thereof; and the officer 
before whom such oath or affirmation is made 
shall give to the person taking it a certificate 
of the fact under such forms and regulations 
as the Secretary of State shall prescribe. 

The question was taken upon suspending the 
rules and passing the bill; and upon a division 
there were—ayes one hundred and sixty-three. 

Before the noes were counted, 

Mr. BURCHARD called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. If there is no objection I will 
say that this is precisely the same bill that was 
passed —— 

Mr. COX. TI object to debate. 

The question was then taken by yeas and 
nays; and there were—yeas 171, nays 31, not 
voting 87; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Beck, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, James 
G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, Burdett, Caldwell, Car- 
roll, William T. Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, 
Cotton, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, 
Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, DuBose, Duell, Duke, 
Eames, Edwards, Eldridge, Ely, Farwell, Finkeln- 
burg, Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Qolladay Griffith, Halde- 
man, Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W.Hazleton, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Holman, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, King, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, MeCormick, Me- 
Grew, McHenry, McIntyre, McKee, McNeely, Mer- 
riam, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Mon- 
roe, Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Hosea 
W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron 
F. Perry, Poland, Potter, Price, Prindle, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Elis 
H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Sessions, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shoemaker, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Hf. Boardman 
Smith, John A.Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 


weather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Strong, Suther- 
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land, Swann, Sypher, Terry, Thomas, Turner, Tut- 
hill, Pwichell, Upson, Van ‘Trump, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Warren, Wells, 
Wheeler. Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams 
of New York, John T. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Wood—171. i : 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Beatty, Buffinton, Co- 
burn, Conger, Dunncll, Goodrich, Hoar, Killinger, 
Lansing, Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, McJunkin, Mer- 
cur, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Porter, Rainey, 
Rusk, Seeley, Shanks, Sprague, Taffe, Wasbington 
Townsend, Tyner, Waldron, Walls, and Jeremiah 
M, Wilson—31. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Averill, Bigby, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R, Butler, Gamp- 
bell, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, DeLarge, 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Harmer, 
Havens, Hays, Kendall, McKinney, Moore. Mor- 
phis, Negley, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Robin- 
son, Rogers, Sargent, Shober, Stoughton, Stowell, 
St. John, Dwight Townsend, Walden, Williams of 
Indiana, and Young—87. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bil (H. R. No. 
1050) was passed. 

COURTS IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Iask unanimous 
gonsent to introduce a bill, for consideration at 
this time, to change the times for holding cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after 
which the Chair wiil ask for objections, if any, 
to the consideration of the bill at this time. 

The biil, which was read, provides that, in- 
stead of the terms now fixed by law, the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States 
for the western dis'rict of Virginia sball here- 
after be held as follows: at Danville, on the 
Tuesday after the fourth Monday of February 
and August; at Lynchburg, on the ‘Tuesday 
after the third Monday of March and Septem- 
ber; at Harrisonburg, on the Tuesday atter 
the second Monday of April and October, and 
at Abingdon, on the Tuesday after the fourth 
Monday of May and October; and that all 
recognizances, indictments, or other proceed- 
ings, civil or criminal, now pending in either 
ot’ said courts, shall be entered and have day 
in court, and be heard and tried according to 
the times of holding said courts as herein pro- 
vided. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. This is a bill 
drawn up by the judge himself, and I ask that 
it be now passed for the convenience of the 
court. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the 
rules be suspended in order to pass the bill. 
I will state that it has been prepared by Judge 
Rives on consultation with his associate, 
Judge Bond. ‘The couris are now about to be 
held, and this change of time is desired at 
once. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the bill be 
referred to a committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There isnot 
time for that, as the courts, according to the 
time now fixed by law, would meet next 
month. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. If the bill ap- 
plied to only one term [ would not object, but 
Ido not think it proper to change the law gen- 
erally on application of a single judge. 

On the motion to suspend the rules there 
were—ayes 92, noes 86. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1051) was passed. 

CONSUL AT TIEN-TSIN. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1054) to regulate 
the salary of the consul at Tien-'l'sin; which 
was read a first. and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ` 

RELEASE OF W. G. HALPINE. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President, if not incompatible 
with the publie interest, communicate to this House 
any unpublished correspondence between the British 
Government and our own relating to the release of 


the Fenian prisoner, William @, Halpine. 


H 


MILITARY FORCE IN KANSAS. 


Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That there be appointed by the Speaker 
a select committee of three members of the House, 
with full power to send fur persons and_ papers, 
whose duty it shall be to ascertain and report 
whether the military force of the United States, now 
stationed in Cherokee county, Kansas, is necessary 
to maintain the public peace and order or to enforce 
the laws in said county, and whether the same is not 
productive of much injury to the best interests of 
the people of said county, and whether the public 
welfare does not demand that said force be at once 
withdrawn therefrom. 


JOSEPH PARKINS. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1052) for the relief of Joseph Parking; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Expenditures. 


RELIEF OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, ju- 
troduced a Dill (H. R. No. 1058) for the re- 
lief of certain officers of the Navy who were 
dropped, furloughed, or retired under the act 
of February 28, 1855 ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL BOUNTIES. 
Mr. HOLMAN. J ask unanimous consent, 


to introduce, for action at the present time, a | 
bill which I presume will receive the favorable | 


consideration of every gentleman here. It is 
a bill to extend the time for presenting claims 
for additional bounties. 

Mr. PETERS. I object, and move that the 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to suspend the 
rales that the bill may be read and put on its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Perers] insist upon his motion to 
adjourn ? : 

Mr. PETERS. Fdo. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 
145, noes 22. ` 

Accordingly (at three o’clock aud twenty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRTITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate - 


commiltees : 

By Mr. AMBLER: A petition of 125 Union 
soldiers of Columbiana county, Ohio, praying 
for the passage ofa law granting to each Union 
soldier in the late war, who has been honorably 
discharged, a warrant for oue hundred and sixty 
acres of the public lands. 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of Edward 
Tarner and others, for the repeal of the tax 
on savings banks. 

Also, the petition of Albert Tirrell and 
others, of South Weymouth, Massachusetts, 


for the repeal or modification of the tax on | 


savings institutions. 


By Mr. BROOKS. of Massachusetts: The | 
petiion of Mary O'Neill, widow of Thomas ; 
O'Neill, major in the second New Jersey light | 


artillery, praying for compensation for horse 
and equipments captured by the enemy in the 
late war of the rebellion. i 

By Mr. BUBFINTON: The memorial of 
George Cobb and 118 others, trustees and citi- 
zens of Nantucket, Massachusetts, praying for 
the repeal of the tax on savings banks. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A memorial of prop- 


erty-owners on Pennsylvania avenue, furdam- | 


ages in paving same and changing grade. 
Also, the petition of the District of Colam- 


market-house, corner of Seventh street and 


5 š 
Pennsylvania avenue. 


Also, a petition of several hundred citizens, 
asking the passage of a law allowing assign- 
ment of pay by Government employés. 


By Mr. COX: The petition of P. W. Engs, 
J. T. Smith, and others, citizens of New York 
city, against the present tax on savings banks. 

Also, the petition of Henry Clement, Henry 
Bogert, and others, citizens of New York city, 
for relief from the onerous taxes on savings 
banks. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Robert 
Ray and others, pensioners of the United 
States and citizens of Iowa, praying for the 
payment of pensions by postmasters. 

Also, the petition of A. H. Stuart and 133 
others, citizens of Iowa, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill equalizing the bounties of 
Union soldiers in the late war, and also for an 
act granting bounty lands to the extent of one 
hundred and sixty acres to each bonorably dis- 
charged soldier and sailor in the late war for 
the suppression of the rebellion. 

By Mr. DOX: The petition of John F. Thom- 
ason, S. E. Dobbs, R. A. McSpadden, and 
others, who ure tax-payers of the State of 
Alabama, praying for tariff reform. 

Also, the petition of J. S. Burton, of Cle- 
burne county, Alabama, for the removal of the 
political disabilities of Bartlett. Owens. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Lieuten- 
ant Thomas Simms, of company G, seventy- 
sixth regiment New York volunteers, praying 
compensation for four months’ service as 
liewenant of infantry during the war, for 
the suppression of the rebellion, 

Also, the memorial of Joseph Dyer. of 
Pompey, Onondaga county, New York, for a 
pension for services in the war of 1812. 

Also. the petition of Horace Wheaton, Ma- 
noah Pratt, Dr. Jebial Stearns, and others, 
citizens of Onondaga county, New York, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to Joseph Dyer. 

Also, the petition ef Allen Munroe, D., P. 
Wood, and others, citizens of Syracuse, New 
York, praying that the tax upon deposits of 
sivings bank be abolished. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of M. S. Lang- 
home and 220 others, citizens of Lynchburg, 
Virginia, in favor of a uniform rate of tax on 
all descriptions of manufactured tobacco en- 
tering the market for consumption, at the rate 
of sixteen ccnts per pound, 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of Elias 
Whitney, for arrears of pension. : 

Also, the petition of Mary A. Diamond, 
dependent mother of Thomas Diamond, private 
of companies G and H, fourteenth United 
States infantry. for a pension, 

By Mer. ELDRIDGIS: A petition of pen- 
gioners of the State of Wisconsin, for amend- 
ment of the pension laws, so as to require the 
payment of pensions through the pose offices, 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of John L. 
Parker and others, for change in pension Jaws, 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: A petition 
of pensioners of Obio. for payment ef pen- 
sious through post-uesters. 

By Mr, HALDEMAN: A petiien of 500 
citizens of York county, Peuusylyania, for 
such modification of the internal revenue laws 
as will remove certain charges which now dis- 
criminate against the sinall disciller. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: ‘The petition of Nancy 
W. Bean, praying for compen: ation for the use 
of her property by the United tates in the 
construction of Fort Richardson, in Texas, in 
1847, and forthe destruc ion of other property 
by the United Sates Army. 

"Also, the petidon of Stanberry Cooper and 
Sarah Cooper, his wile, praying for compen- 
sation forthe use of her property by the United 
States in the construction of For: Richardson, 
in Texas,and for the destruction of other 
property by the United S:ates Army. ; 

By Mr HARRIS, of Mississippi: A petition 


bia, to be reimbursed for money expended by | of citizens of Marshall county, Mississippi, ask- 


the city of Washington in constructing the |! 


iug for the refunding of cotton tax levied in 
1865, 1866, and 1867. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Alcorn county, 
Mississippi, for refunding of the taxes paid on 
cotton in the years 1865, 1866, and 1867. 

By Mr. HOAR: The memorial of Dr. Charies 
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T. Jackson, of Massachusetts, concerning dis- 
covery of anesthetic agents. see 

. By Mr. HOUGHTON: Two petitions of 
merchants of San Francisco, California, ask- 
ing for a modification of the duties on rice. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Simon 
Savage, for extension of patent. — 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Amos 
Sanford, Joshua S. Vincent, treasurer of 
Cherokee county, Kansas, Bruce Miller, clerk 
thereof, and other officers and citizens of the 
same, asking for the appointment of a com- 
mittee of the House to investigate and report 
upon the condition of society and public order 
in said county, and the reasons or necessity, if 
any, for maintaining a military force by the 
United States therein, and praying also forthe 
removal of said forces in the interests of public 
peace and personal liberty. 

By Mr. MeKEE: The petition of W., H. 
Batte and 205 others, citizens of Rankin 
county, Mississippi, asking the refunding of 
the cotton tax. 

By Mr. MeNEELY: The petition of E. H. 
Curtis and others, of Fulton county, Hlinois, 
praying for the passage of a law establishing a 
uniform tax at the rate of sixteen cents per 
pound on all manufactured tobacco. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of Cap- 
tain Hiram H. Cope and 42 others, soldiers 
and citizens of Jefferson county, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law giving to all hon- 
orably discharged soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines who served in the Union Army during 
the late rebellion, a bounty of $8 32 per month 
for the time so served. 

By Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire: A 

etition of pensioners of New Hampshire, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill for the payment of 
pensions through postmasters. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Asher 
Ware, late United States judge of the district 
of Maine, for relief. 

Also, the petition of Nathan Clifford and 
others, for the relief of said Ware. 

Also, the petition of John H. Lynde and 
others, of Bangor, Maine, against the sale by 
Government of stamped envelopes. 

By Mr, RANDALL: The petition of Charles 
Lynch, late a private in company I’, fifty-fourth 
Pennsylvania volunteers, praying fora pension. 

By Mr. RICH, of Kentucky: A petition of 
soldiers of the war of 1812, asking an increase 
of pension. 

By Mr. SARGENT: Papers relating to the 
duty on rice. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, concerning silver coinage. 

By Mr. SLOSS: The petition of U. L. Jones. 
president, and Henry St. Paul, secretary, of 
the Board of Swamp and Overflowed Land 
Agents of the State of Alabama, asking Con- 
gress to pass an enabling act, amendatory or 
supplemental to the act approved March 12, 
1860, authorizing the constituted authorities of 
Alabama to proceed to the further selection of 
swamp and overflowed lands, which, by act 
approved September 28, 1850, were donated 
to said State; also, to authorize the said State 
to claim from the United States, under the 
forms already provided by law, the refunding 
of the proceeds of all of said lands which may 
have been sold since the date last mentioned, as 
well as- the right to locate as much of the same 
lands as may have, since the same time, been 
entered under military and other warrants. 

Also, the petition of James Saint and others, 
of Colbert county, Alabama, for a post road | 
from Tuscumbia, by way of Saint’s store, to 
Newburg, Alabama, and that a post office may | 
be established at the store of James Saint. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania: A peti- 
tion of citizens of Pennsylvania for a uniterm | 
tax of sixteen cents per pound on manufac- 
tured tobaceo. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition and me- 
morial of Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, of Pome- 


roy, Ohio, claiming payment of indemnity for 
French spoliations. 


By Mr. STOUGHTON: A petition of 160 
residents of St. Joseph, Michigan, asking for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at that place. : 

Also, the petition of Sarah E. Martin, widow 
of Samuel Martin, deceased, late private of 
the eighty-seventh Indiana volunteers. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of EB. W. 
Whitaker, late postmaster at Hartford, Con- 
necticut, for reimbursement on account of 
defalcation of money-order clerk. 

By Mr. TYNER : A petition of sundry pen- 
sioners in the State of Indiana, asking the 
passage of a law providing for the paymentof 
pensions through postmasters. 

By Mr. VAUGHAN: Resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of Memphis, 
Tennessee, asking forincreased compensation 
for letter-carriers. 

Also, the petition of J. J. Jones, W. W. 
Vaughan. and 26 others, citizens of Haywood 
county, Tennessee, praying the extension of 
mail line connecting Jackson with Brownsville, 
via Wellwood. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of John 
Weinman, for arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of Gottlieb Sterr, for arrears 
of pension. 

By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of Captain 
C. P. N. Barker and 78 others, officers and 
soldiers of Tama county, Jowa, that the act 
approved July 15, 1870, be so amended as to 
give to soldiers the amount of land therein 
allowed without actual settlement and cultiva- 
tion; also for the equalization of bounties. 

Also, the petition of C. U. Lockwood, late 
of company E, twenty-second Iowa infantry, 
for arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of Lieutenant J. W. Holi- 
day, late of company B, eighth Iowa cavalry, 
for the pay and allowances of such officer for 
the time he served as such. 

By Mr. WELLS: A petition from 2,061 citi- 
zens of Missouri, Towa, Hlinois, Wisconsin, 
and Minnesota, for relief from the present 
steamboat law, and the improvement of the 
water routes and encouragement of our navi- 
gation interest. 

By Mr. WILLARD: A petition for a mail 
route from Whiting to Castleton, Vermont. 

Also, the petition of J. D. Cummings, of 
Vermont, for relief. 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 


The following notice for leave to introduce 
a bill was given under the rule: 

By Mr. COX: A bill granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Harding. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. COGHLAN: A bill to establish 
certain post roads in the State of California. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill to establish a post 
route from Rathbone post office, Wirt county, 
West Virginia, via Richardsonvilleand Lynch’s 
Mills, to Arnoldsburg, in Calhoun county, in 
said State. 

By Mr. PRINDLE: A bill to establish a 
post route from Downsville, in the State of 
New York, via Butternut Grove, to Hankin’s, 
in said State. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 16, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. H. B. Ripcaway, of New 


| York city. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read aud approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a communication from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
submitting estimates of appropriations. re- 


quired for the-surveying service to supply 
deficiencies for the fiseal years ending June 
30, 1870, 1871, and 1872, respectively; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, communicating, 
in compliatice with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 10th instant, a report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office concerning 
the line of railway from the mouth of the Ohio 
river to the city of Mobile; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Srroum, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1049) to establish a port 
of entry and delivery at the city of Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the removal of 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
third section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States ; 
and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1051) to change the times 
for holding circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the western district of Vir- 
ginia. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a peti- 
tion of Dr. A. T. Augusta, Dr. J. D. Harris, 
William H. Smith, C. Crusor, Charles Cragin, 
and twelve hundred and thirty-six other citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, praying 
the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; whieh was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of the 
Florence, Massachusetts, ‘t Temperance and 
Literary Union,’’ signed by A. G. Hill, pres- 
ident, asking for national prohibitory legisla- 
tion for the suppression of the sale, manufac- 
ture, and importation of intoxicating liquors 
to be used as a beverage; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Massachasetts, praying an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, providing 
that no candidate shall hereafter be eligible 
to any Federal office who is addicted to the 
use of intoxicating liquors as a beverage, and 
that drunkenness in any incumbent of such 
office shall be deemed at any time sufficient 
cause for immediate impeachment and deposi- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presenteda memorial of the Reform 
League of New York, asking for the estab- 
lishment ofa national system of public schools ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the American 
Temperance Commission, asking furan amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
providing that no person shall hereafter be 
eligible to any Federal office who is addicted 
to the use of intoxicating liquors as a beverage ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ipresent the petition of 
Joseph H. Morgan and fifty others, of Bristol, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the 
supplementary civil rights bill; also a similar 
petition from Joseph C. Bustill and one hun- 
dred and forty-seven others, of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania ; also a similar petition from 
John Billings and two hundred and ninety-one 
others, of the tenth United States cavalry, at 
Fort Sill, in the Indian territory, praying for the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill ; 
also a similar petition from N. W. Curry and 
twenty others, of Galveston, Texas; and also 
a similar petition from Joseph H. Morganand 
fifty others, of Bristol, Pennsylvania. I move 
that these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I present the 
memorial of Mareus L. Ward, ex-Governor 
of New Jersey, in the form of a letter to my- 
self, setting forth that under the call for volun- 
teers in 1861, each volunteer was entitled to a 
bounty of $100, that this has been so adjudged 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and asking for legislation to extend the bounty 
to all regiments that were accepted under this 
eall, and also asking for the requisite appro- 
priation. I move the reference of the memo- 
rial to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
memorial of Rachel Rhoades, of Atlantic 
City, New Jersey, praying indemnification for 
loss of property by French spoliations prior 
tothe year 1801; which was referred to the 
Commiitee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
Charles If. Beyland, of New York, praying to 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Louis 
Lamorreau, praying tobe allowed a pension 
on account of services rendered by bis son 
during the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the memorial of Alexan- 
der Smith and Halcyon Skinner, praying an 
extension of their letters-patent for a loom for 
weaving Axminster and Moquette carpeting 
automatically; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 


B. K. Neufville and various other publishers |, 


and printers of Charleston, South Carolina, 
praying a modification of the law regulating 
the sale of stamped envelopes by the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I present seventeen 
petitions from as many different houses in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the 
repeal of the duty on salt. I move their refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PATTERSON presented the petition 
of J. W. Moore, chief engineer in the United 
States Navy, asking for promotion; which was 
referred to the Committce on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. MORTON presented a petition of en- 
velope manufacturers, stationers, and printers, 
of the State of Indiana, praying a modification 
of the law regulating the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Asbury 
Boone and Mary J. Oveton, of Marion, Indi- 
ana, for a special act of Congress authorizing 
the issue of a check in payment of arrears of 
pay and bounty in lieu of an original check 
which has been lost; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I present the 
petition of Solomon Davids and others, of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in 
which they set forth that in the distribution of 
the proceeds of the sales of a portion of their 
lands they have been excluded ; and also that 
they ure required to surrender their tene- 
ments without any pay for tenement or improve- 
ment, to their great oppression and injustice. 
They ask Congress to pass a law giving them 
relief. I move the reference of the petition to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. Ipresent the petition of Cyrus 
Pierce and others, citizens of Bristol, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking that an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States be adopted by 
Congress and submitted to the States for rati 
fication providing that no candidate shall 
hereafier be eligible to any Federal office who 
is addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors 
as a beverage, and that drunkenness in any 
incumbent of such office shall be sufficient 
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cause for impeachment and deposition. I move 
the reference of this petition to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That petition seems to 
me to refer more peculiarly to matters of priv- 
ilege and election, I think it should more 
properly go to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, as it refers to the privilege of 
drinking and the election of persons to office. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. POMEROY. I was about to suggest 
that it go to the Committee on Disabilities. 
{Laughter.] I have not taken any interest in 
this disability business; but we have a com- 
mittee on that subject, and this is mainly a 
question of disability. If the motion is in 
order, I move to refer the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Disabilities. 

Mr. SCOTT. J hope the Senator from Ili- 
nois, the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, will not feel the slightest delicacy 
about taking charge of this petition and dis- 
posing of it. The amendment cannot be ob- 
tained very readily, I presume; and I do not 
think there will be any difficulty in his dis- 
posing of it. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This seems 
to be a very violent change, and I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Affairs. [Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Three commit- 
tees have already been named. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the appropriate 
committee is the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 

tion will be on that, as the committee moved 
by the Senator from Kansas is a select com- 
mittee, and by the rule that question must be 
reserved until the question of reference to any 
standing committees that may be named is dis- 
posed of. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
having moved the reference of this petition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, the Senator 
from Tilinois moves to amend by striking out 
“ Judiciary’? and inserting ‘' Privileges and 
Elections.’’ The question is on that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 20, noes 18. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion to refer as amended, and 
if that motion shall be voted down, then the 
question will come upon the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas, to refer the petition to 
the Committee on Disabilities. The question 
now is on referring it to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. I also present the petition of 
Cyrus Pierce and other citizens of Bristol, 
Pennsylvania, asking for prohibitory legis- 
lation for the suppression of the sale, manu- 
facture, and importation of intoxicating liquors 
to be used as abeverage. I presume the proper 


reference of this petition, unless the Senator į 


from Illinois has a delicacy upon that subject, 


and I make that motion. 


} 
The motion was agreed to. | 
i 
i 
| 


and praying for the repeal of the duties upon 
tea and coffee, and such other articles of com- 
fort or necessity as cannot be produced in the 


$ 
H 


United States; and also praying that the tariff | 


be so adjusted as to protect every home in- 
dustry and foster the interest of American 
labor. I move the reference of the memorial 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 


the memorial of John Stewart and others, of :! 


i 
it 
i 
i 
i 
i 


: ae | that directi ill be given to it. 
would be to the Committee on the Judiciary, | hat direction Wil be ence it 


tion for spoliations committed by the French 


prior to the year 1801; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the memorial of 
J. M. Hansom and Thomas Adams, adminis- 
trators of Juliana Barry, the widow of James 
D. Barry, deceased, (who was heir and for 
the co-heirs of James Barry, deceased,) pray- 
ing indemnification for spoliations committed 
by ihe French prior to the year 1801; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forcign 


| Relations. 


Mr. LE WIS presented the petition of Wil 
liam L. Anderson, of Rockingham county, 
Virginia, praying payment for services ren- 
dered to the United States during the late re- 
bellion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented the memorial 
of Bougham, Thomas k Co., and other book- 
sellers, job printers, and stationers of Wilming- 
ton, Delaware, protesting against the sale of 
stamped envelopes by the Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, 

Mr. WEST presented a memorial of. citi- 
zens of Louisiana, booksellers, job printers, 
and stationers, protesting against the sale of 
stamped envelopes by the Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Tennessee, booksellers, job printers 
and stationers, protesting against the sale of 
stamped envelopes by the Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Reads. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented 
additional papers in relation to the claim of 
Clara Morris for compensation for services 
rendered ; which were referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Claims. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 


| F. T. Sherman and others, citizens of the city 


of Chicago, asking for the passage of a bill to | 
allow building material in the burned district 
of that city to be imported duty free; which 


| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 
John Neal, surviving administrator of the 


| estate of James Neal, of Portland, Maine, 


praying indemnity for losses sustained by 
‘rench spoliations; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. FIENTON. 1 present the petition of 
L. A. Strowbridge, P. B. Dean, J. M. Sea 
man, and other citizens of Cortland, New 
York, asking for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution providing that no person shall hereafter 
be eligible to any Federal office who is addicted 
to the use of intoxicating liquors. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That petition 
will be referred, under the vote of the Sen- 
ate just had, to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, unless the Senator should move 
some other reference. 

Mr. FENTON. I suppose it should go te 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I hope 
Notwith- 
standing the vote of the Senate, I think the 


: Judiciary Committee is the proper committee | 
to consider the subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. Talso present a memorial of || 
citizens of Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, |; 
who are workers in pig iron, remonstrating |! 
against a reduction of duties on such articles || 
as are successfully produced in this country, i 


i 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York presents a petition from citi- 
zens of Cortland. New York, asking for an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that 
no person shall be eligible to any Federal 
office who is addicted to the use of intoxicating 
liquors; and, notwithstanding the recent vote 


ii of the Senate, he moves its reference to the 


Committee on the Judiciary, and the question 


|! will be on that motion. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON presented a petition of eiti- 
zens of Cortland county, New York, a peti- 
tion of citizens of New Rochelle. New York, 
nd two petitions of citizens of Rochester, - 
New York, asking for an amendment of the 


Baltimore, Maryland, praying indemnifica- ii Constitution providing that no person shall 
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hereafter be eligible to any Federal office who 
is. addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors 
as a beverage; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. MA 

“Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Rev. 
Charles Cain, praying compensation for ser- 
vices rendered as chaplain of the sixty-fourth 
regiment Illinois infantry volunteers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I present 
the petition of manufacturers of envelopes; 
printers, and stationers, who reside in Put- 
nam, Connecticut, setting forth that the Gov- 
ernment, through the Post Office Depart- 
ment, is manufacturing and selling envelopes 
at or below their cost, stating their objections, 
and proposing an amendment to the present 
law as a remedy. I move its reference to the 

. Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Those petitions 
have been referred generally to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
objection to that reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will be so referred. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I present the petition of a 
number of citizens of Minnesota, of the same 
character as that offered by the Senator from 
Conneciicut before me, Mr. Ferry, ] complain- 
ing that the Governn.ent, through the Post 
Office Department, is manufacturing stamped 
envelopes and selling them below cost. A 
great number of these petitions have been pre- 
sented at this session, and probably at previous 
sessions. They all bear the same impress, 
are printed on the same press, with blanks for 
names to be signed. These petitioners labor 
under a great misapprehension on this sub- 
ject. The Government does not manufacture 
stamped envelopes, and never did. It con- 
tracts with private parties for the manufacture 
of stamped envelopes under the law, and does 
not sell them for less than cost, but for about 
ten per cent. over the cost, and thus secures 
to the remotest parts of the Republic the most 
perfect envelope, which they could not have 
there if they were supplied by private parties. 
All this is done under the law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition 
will be referred. to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented the 
memorial of Alfred Spink, of Chicago, Ili- 
nois, and Daniel Wolf, of Cinciona:i, praying 
indemnification to the amount of $89,831 12 
paid by them for two hundred and seventy- 
seven bales of cotton bought from one William 
L. Grant, at Memphis, Tennessee, which cot- 
ton was seized by the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of H. 
8. Bracket and others, booksellers, stationers, 
and mechanics, Council Bluffs, Iowa, protest- 
ing against the sale of stamped envelopes by 
the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented the petition of 
8. S. Barnes, praying for payment of the 
sum of $550, the value of subsistence supplies 
used by the army in Colorado Territory in 
1862; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas 
B. Yeatman, praying to be paid $1,275, being 
the amount of vouchers issued for the rental of 
buildings used by the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of 
the bar of Leavenworth, Kansas, praying that 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the district of Kansas be 
held at that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ Mr. POOL. Yesterday I presented a peti- 
tion in behalf of the heirs ann legal represent- 
atives of Joseph Wheaton, deceased, and I did 


I have no 


This petition 


not ask that it be printed. I now move that 
the petition be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NORWOOD presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of Georgia, relative to water 
communication between the Atlantic and Mis- 
sissippi; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 


lature of Georgia, in favor of the payment to | 


those Cherokee Indians who remained in that 
State, and are now citizens thereof, oftheir pro 
rata share of the moneys arising from the sale 
of the Cherokee lands sold under the treaty 
of 1866, and of their pro rata share of all 
other moneys due under the several treaties 
between the United States and the Cherokees; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am charged with a 
memorial signed by John T. Sargent, of Bos- 
ton, president of the Prohibitory Club, in which 
he asks that there shall be a disability imposed 
by an amendment to the Constitution upon 
Federal officers who are addicted to the use of 
intoxicating liquors as a beverage, and that 
drunkenness by any incumbent of such office 
shall be considered cause for impeachment. 
I ask that this memorial take the same refer- 
ence which other petitions of the same kind 
have taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One such peti- 
tion to-day has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections and one to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. POMEROY. My own opinion was that 
it should go to the Committee on Disabilities ;. 
but I move that this be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am charged with a 
petition from the same source, asking for 
legislation by Congress upon the subject of 
the importation and sale of intoxicating liquors, 
and for the passage by Congress of a prohibit- 
ory law. I ask that this petition, very respect- 
ably signed as itis by Rodney French, John 
T. Sargent, Rev. Mr. Miner, and others of 
Boston, be: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If I understood the 
Senator correctly, one of the petitions he has 
presented is precisely like one that was re- 
ferred toanothercommittee. I think petitions 
of the same character ought to go to the same 
committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. Since the vote of the 
Senate to which the Senator alludes the Sen- 
ate has ordered several of these petitions to 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I supposed one vote of 
the Senate would carry all petitions of the 
same kind to the same committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair drew 
the attention of the Senate to the vote which 
had been taken when the Senator from New 
York presented a similar petition, but that 
Senator stated, in spite of the vote.of the 
Senate, which was repeated from the Chair, 
that he desired to have that petition from 
Cortland New York, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and it was done by vote 
of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think they should go 
to one committee. It is not important, per- 
haps, what committee has them; but after the 
vote of the Senate I supposed they would all 
follow one direction. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate, how- 
ever, changed its direction on the suggestion 
of the Senator from New York, and on his 
motion the question was submitted by the Chair 
to the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was not aware of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on referring this petition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. POMEROY. This is similar to one 
already referred to that committee. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. What is its character? 

Mr. POMEROY. I have presented two. 
One relates to an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, and another to the passage of a probib- 
itory law by Congress. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
any more time about it. 
as they please. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas moves that this petition be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to give notice that 
after the morning hour, with the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, I should like to make 
some remarks that [ desired to make on Fri- 
day last, but which were postponed by the 
adjournment over. If there ig any other 
important business to be presented, I do not 
wish to interfere with it. If the Senate will 
consent, however, I desire to be heard this 
morning. 

Mr. SUMNER. I willsay to my friend that 
I expected to-day to go on with evidence and 
testimony showing the necessity of the action 
of Congress for the protection of equal rights, 


I do not wish to take 
The Senate will do 


‘and also showing the desire of the colored 


people that they should have their rights be- 
fore rebels receive amnesty. But then I am 
perfectly willing to defer to the Senator. I only 
wish it to be understood that I desire to be 
heard on that subject. 

Mr. LOGAN. If it will interfere with any- 
body else I do not wish to go on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois gives notice that he desires at the 
expiration of the morning hour, if it meets the 
concurrence of the Senate, to submit some 
remarks on a bill important to his constitu- 
ents, which was assigned by the Senate for 
Friday last, but which was passed over by the 
adjournment from Thursday to Monday. 


THE TARIFF-—-SALT DUTY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 178) to repeal the duties on 
salt, to reportit back with a number of amend- 
ments in the nature of a substitute, and also 
as a substitute for other bills of the House. I 
am further directed by the same committee 
to move that the bill, with the amendments, 
be printed and recommitted to the commit- 
tee. 1 will state that it is the purpose of the 
committee not to preclude themselves from 
further examination into the merits of the mat- 
ters of detail contained in these amendments, 
but simply to give the public at large the gen- 
eral direction of our examinations, so tbat we 
may be able to hear any objections that may 
be made to the amendments, and may be able 
more fully to consider them; and I bope that 
probably within a week or two we shall be 
able to present the subject for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. Can the Senator state briefly 
the nature of the amendments? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
first state the pending question before the 
Senator from Obio proceeds. The Senator 
from Ohio, from the Committee on Finance, 
reports back the House bill repealing the duty 
on salt with various amendments, and moves 
that the bill, with the amendments, be printed 
and recommitted to the committee. ‘Lhat is 
the question before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator from 
Ohio propose to ask a vote now on the ques- 
tion of recommittal? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill state that the pur- 
pose of offering the amendments now is that 
they may be printed, so that the people at 
large who are interested in the subjects-matter 
embraced in the amendments may see them. 
and that the committee may have an oppor- 
tunity of hearing any objections which may be 
made to them, [state at the same time, how- 
ever, that: probably: within a week. or two, as 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


493 


soon as we are able to hear some delegations 
that are now on their way here on subjects 
embraced in the amendment, we will present 
the bill to the Senate for its action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objec'ion, the bill and amendments will be 
ordered to be printed. That order is made; 
and the question is on the motion to recom- 


mit. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the bill will not 
be recommitted. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Before the Senator from 
Illinois proceeds, I desire to offer, in connec- 
tion with the same subject, an order that five 
handred extra copies of the bill and amend- 
ments be printed for the use of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing, 
under the law. The question now recurs on 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it will 
be borne in mind that I gave notice before the 
holidays of an intention to move to discharge 
the Committee on Finance from the consider- 
ation of the bills repealing the duties on coal 
and salt, with a view to bring them before the 

- Senate for its action, They are simple propo- 
sitions, easily understood by everybody, and 
involve, as I think, a principle upon which the 
country is anxious to know the views of Con- 
gress. I hope that we shall be permitted to 
act upon this bill without any recommitment 
to the Committee on Finance, and that the 
Senate will also discharge that committee from 
the consideration of the bill repealing the duty 
on coal. In fact, those bills were referred to 
the Committee on Finance, after some objec- 
tion, at the last session of Congress. I was 
not present at the time they were referred, or 
I should have objected then as far as I was 
concerned, with a view to bring the Senate to 
a direct vote upon these questions, and I hope 
now that the Senate will refuse to recommit 
this bill. It is now before us; and for what 
possible object is it to be recommitted to the 
Committee on Finance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Sen- 


ator-——— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator to state that he wanted to hear — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Iilinois yield to the Senator from 
Ohio, or decline to yield? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I certainly yield to the 
Senator from Ohio, if he wishes to make a 
statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Sen- 
ator the specifie object of this motion. Sev- 
eral gentlemen from different States, including 
the States of Michigan, New York, and Ohio, 
have requested an interview upon the very 
subject embraced in the original bill—the sub- 
ject of the duty on salt—stating that they are 
prepared to submit information of a statistical 
and important character which may affect the 
Gecision of the Senate. We deemed it proper, 
therefore, to give them a hearing; but we 
thought at the same time it was due to the 
public at large that we should report the bill 
in its present shape, so that they might see the 
general direction of the examinations of the 
commiitee, and have an opportunity to make 
objections to its report, so that we may meet 
the objections if possible. But the specific 
reason why we desire delay ia to give this dele- 
gation, wbich { am told is to be here on 
Thursday or Friday next, an opportunity to 
be heard before the Committee on Finance 
on the subject of the salt duty, a request we 
have never refused, and I think it ought to be 
granted. g 
Mr. TRUMBULL. This is not a new sub- 
ject. We have all of us received numerous 
publications from these salt companies object- 
ing to the repeal of the daty on salt. The 
whole country understands the question. We 
have official reports before us showing that for 


the privilege of importing a little over a mil- į 


l lion dollars’ worth of salt we have had to pay 


more than $1,000,000. We have paid more 
than its value forthe privilege of importing itl 

It isa question that has been long before 
Congress. This bill passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the last session, and are we to 
wait to hear all these parties before the Com- 
mittee on Finance reports the bill back, when 
it has got halfa dozen bills pending on this 
subject? There is not only this bill, but there 
ia a Lill to repeal the duty on coal, and bills, I 
think, before the same committee to repeal the 
duties on tea and coffee. Several bills of this 
character are before the committee. Now, it 
ig very questionable whether the Committee on 
Finance can introduce, by way of amendment 
to these bills, a general bill regulating duties. 
or any bill regulating duties. According to 
the understanding of the Senate, and of the 
Senator from Obio himself, a bill to repeal an 
existing duty is nota bill for the purpose of || 
raising revenue. 

Such was the opinion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr,] who is also, I be- 
lieve, a member of the Committee on Finance, 
and who, I think, made an elaborate report, or 
if not, expressed his views that the Senate had 
a rightto originate a bill repealing a duty, and 
that that was not in a constitutional sense a bill 
for the raising of revenue. That, too, was the 
view taken by the Senate; but it was not agreed 
to, I am aware, by the other House; still, it was 
the view taken by the Senate. If that view 
be correct, then it is not competent for the 
Senate, by way of amendment to these bills, 
to so amend them asto provide for raising rev 
enue; because, under the Constitution, the 
Senate is not competent to originate revenue 
bills; and that furnishes a reagon why this bill 
should be acted upon by itself; and I hope 
that the Senate will not consent to recommit 
the bill. Tet it lie on the table. There is no 
disposition to act upon it to-day, I presume. 
Let itremain here. In the mean time those 
gentlemen who are anxious to be heard upon 
this question can come here, lay their papers 
before Congress, or before the members of the |i 
Finance Committee if they desire, and we can 
have early action upon this measure; but I 
trust it will not go back to the Committee on 
Finance. I hope the Senator from Ohio will 
return us also the coal bill, that we may act 
upon that. 

When I gave notice of my intentionto move 
to discharg: the committee from the further |; 
consideration of these bills, I had no purpose, 
in proposing svch a motion, to do an act dis- 
courteous at all to the Committee on Finance, 
and I wish to disabuse the public mind—I do 
not suppose that the members of the commit- 
tee have any such feeling—upon that subject. 
My object was simply to get the matrer before 
the Senate so that we could act separately upon 
these questions ; aud I thought in that way, 
perhaps, we could get at the feeling of the 
Senate, and ascertain whether it was the sense 
of this body to repeal the duties upon these ji 
two articles. That notice having been given a 
month ago, and the Committee on Finance 
having taken no action upon the subject of the 
coal bill,f am sure at this time there ought not | 
to be any delicacy iu voting according to the |j 
feelings of every member upon that subject. 

Having ssid this much, Mr. President, I): 
hope this bill will not be recommitted, butthat |} 
it will go on the Calendar, to be acted upon 
when it shall suitthe convenience of the Senate |; 
to consider it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suppose the | 
Senator from Illinois is anxious to have early |] 
action upon this bill, and if so, I am somewhat 
astonished at his course this morning. I have | 
never known’ either House to refuse the court- 
esy toa committee, and especially to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means or the Committee 
on Finance, to have a bill printed mainly for 
their own information and use. ‘The Senator 
from Illinois must be aware that whenever the 
salt bill or the coal bili comes up any Senator j 
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will bé“at liberty to move any amendment he 
chooses, aud thereby bring up the whole ques- 
tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That has been 
the example and the experience of the Senate 
over and over again. Now, sir, if the bill 
shall be printed and recommitted, it is not the 
purpose of the committee to retain the bill, to 
keep the Senator from Ilinois from having a 
vote upon itat the earliest practicable moment. 
fam very certain that the course now pursued 
by the Senator from Illinois will have the effect 
to retard it. Does he wish to have this gen- 
eral discussion go on until there shall bea full 
and final report? I hope not. Then, sir, it 
seams to me but fair, after the Committee on 
Finance have given assurances to certain par- 
ties that the bill would not be presented tor 
final action until they were heard, that they 
should be allowed to carry out that promise on 
the part of the committee. 

Mr. President, this is a somewhat important 
question; and I trust that while the Senator 
from Illinois disclaims on his part that he pur- 
poses avy discourtesy to the Committee on 
Finance, the Senate itself will not be guilty of 
an act of Giscourtesy to that committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I bave but a word to say 
on this subject; and that is, thatin my experi- 
ence on this committee the course 1 have now 
pursued by the direction of the committee has 
been the uniform course. Tariff biils have 
always been reported and recommitted. ‘hey 
are reported for the public information, so 
that the people at large may have time and 
opportunity to oppose the recommendations 
of the committee if they see proper. This 
course has always been the course pursued by 
the Senate onsuch questions. They are usually 
recommiited, and atter a reconsideration, or & 
rehearing of such parties as desired to be 
heard, the bill ig again presented for the final 
aciion of the Senate; and I desire to assure 
the Senator from Illinois that if he supposes 
the Committee on Finance have any disposition 
to delay ihis matter, he is very much mistaken. 

The point the Senator now makes, it seems 
to me, 1s hypercriticism. He says we have no 
right to propose amendments to a House bill, 
because the Senate have decided that a bill to 
repeal taxes is not a revente bill. Now, if 
this bill is nota revenue bill we have the clear 
right to propose any amendments, that we see 
proper. If itis a revenue biil we have a right 
10 propose amendments, because itis a House 


| bill and comes to us from the House of Rep- 


resentatives. But, I will say to the Senator, 
there will be no question raised between the 
two Houses as to our authority to propose these 
amendinents. The course we have marked out 
fur ourselves will avoid all the controversies 
that have hitherto existed between the two 
Houses iu regard to this subject matter, and 
the course that is pursued now is in accord- 
ance with the understanding between the com- 
mittees of the two Houses. There can be no 
objection to it. We propose amendments to, 
their bill, a bili which they claim to be a rev- 
enue bill, and we havea right to do that by the 
express provisions of the Constitution of the 
United Srates. 

1 hope the ordinary course will be pursued 
in this case, aud I give theassurance that within 
a week from this time, as 8001) as we Can get 
the attention of the Senate, we will call the 
maiter up for its action, and then the Senator 
will have an opportunity to have votes on the 
various points he desires to present. 

The amendments to this bill also include 
the subjee:-matier of the other bills sent to the 
Committee on Finance, and therefore there is 
no occasion to report back more than one. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, hat is the very objec- 
tion { bave to this bill going to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. ‘Lhe Senator, in the last 
remark he made, discloses what the Commit- 
tee on Finance are doing. lustead of report- 
ing these separate bills which the House of 
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Representatives have passed back to us for 
our action, the Committee on Finance are pro- 
ceeding to get up a general bill on the subject 
of the tariff, and embracing iu one scheme all 
the bills that have been referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The Senator from Ohio says that if this is 
not a revenue bill we have aright to amend 
it; and if it is a revenue bill, as the House 
regards it, then we have a right to amend it. 
I think in that respect he misunderstands me, 
or places my objection in a false position. I 
do not deny the right of the Senate to amend 
this bill if it is not a revenue Dill, but 1 deny 
the right of the Senate to amend it by attach- 
ing to it a revenue bili; and that is the. posi- 
tion that the Senator from Olio bas always 
maintained here, that a bill to repeal a duty 
was not a revenue bill; and if it is not a rev- 
enue bill, you cannot attach to it a revenue 
bill—the very thing that the Senator from 
Ohio is now proposing (as he tells us in his 
last remark) to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is, if I understand 
the Senator, if the House propose to repeal 
the duty entirely on a given article, the Sen- 
ate cannot propose to repeal the duty only 
one half. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senate cannotattach 
to it, as the Senator from Ohio proposes to do, 
a general bill on the subject of the tariff, for 
he tells us now that he is bringing into this 
one bill all the others, and that defeats the very 
object which the House had in passing these 

separate bills, We know that the tariff is a 
great subject. I should be glad to have that 
whole subject revised and simplified, so that 
instead of collecting taxes upon thirty-eight 
hundred articles, as I understand we do, we 
should: collect taxes upon a few articles, I 
believe that the way to reform the abuses in 
our custom-houses is to simplify our tariff 
system, and instead of collecting duties from 
such a large number of articles, trom many of 
which we barely receive enough perhaps to pay 
the expenses of collection; instead of attempt- 
ing to collect taxes upon articles which are 
smuggled with the greatest facility, and the 
smuggling of which it is almost impossible to 

revent, we should collect our duties on a 
imited number of articles that are more buiky, 
where the facilities for defrauding the revenue 
will be less, and then we may dispense with 
many officers, collect all the revenue that is 
needed, and, I think, purify to a great extent 
the system. 

I am for that; but, sir, I am not for doing 
that on this little bill to repeal the duty on salt. 
That is a proposition sent to us by the House 
of Representatives by itself. and I did hope 
the Finance Committee would allow us to act 
upon that without encumbering it with a geu- 
eral bill onthe subject of the tariff, which will 
probably take months to discuss, pending in 
the two Houses, and very likely will be pend- 
ing on our day of adjournment. Now we can 
take up this separate bill and get some action 
ppon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ilinois will suspend. Fhe morning hour has 
expired, andthe unfinished business of yester- 


day is before the Senate, being the amnesty | 
bill, the pending question being on the amend- || 


ment of the Senator trom Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
SUMNER. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. T hope there will be no 
objection to printing what has been reported 
by the Finance Committee. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has been 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope this matter will 
be disposed of now. It is ordinary current 
business, and [hope without furtier discussion 
we shall be allowed to vote upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to proceeding with the morning business 
until its completion or until some Senator 
demands the regular order? 

Mr. CAMERON. I trust that we shall 


t 


ii 
| 


|! mittee wouid not agree to be bound by this as 


| it ought to be amended in a practical point of 


proceed with the morning business. I have 
some little myself that I wish to present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the morning business will be con- 
tinued, subject to a demand for the regular 
order. The Senator from Illinois is still enti- 
tled to the floor, the question being on the 
recommitment of the bill repealing the duty 
on salt, with the amendments reporied to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the Senator to allow 
me to make a report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let the morning busi- 
ness be proceeded with. I would ask, does 
this matter have nrecedence? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
pending question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as Iam concerned 
I am willing to give way to the morning busi- 
ness. This matter had better go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall be al- 
lowed to dispose of it now without further 
debate. Ido not want to say anything more 


It has; it is the 


upon it. The Senator from Illinois has occu- 
pied more time than any one else.. [hope that 
we shall now have a vote upon it, so that it 
shall not stand in the way of other business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the recommitment 
of this bill, with the pending amendments re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance, to the 
Committee on Finance? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have 
the yeas and nays upon that question. 
` The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the yeas and nays are 
ordered on this question I desire to say a very 
few words before the voteistaken. The ques- 
tion which the Senator from Illinois makes 
as to the power of the Senate to attach this 
amendment is one which does affect our prac- 
tical work, and it ought to be considered in 
that light. It is true that the Senate has held 
that the origination of a bill in the Senate to 
repeal a duty is not a revenue measure, and 
the House of Representatives has held just the 
contrary. If this were a bill originating in the 
Senate Í would agree with him that it was use- 
less to proceed with it, because the House would 
not consider the bill if we did pass it; but the | 
bill to which the amendments are proposed 
originated in the House, and the House holds 
that it is a revenue measure, and therefore 
upon the rule laid down by the House on this 
constitutional question, they hold that we may 
attach any amendments that we see proper 
affecting the revenue. Therefore, I do not 
see the force of the objection that we are not 
affecting practical legislation on this question, 
i but, on the contrary, we havea bill with which 
we may proceed in the Senate, send it to the 
House with amendments, where they will find 
no constitutional objection, and we shall be 
that much further on the way; so that the 
objection which the Senator from Illinois makes 
here is not, so far as our action is concerned, 
practical. ft only starts the question whether 
we will so obstinately stand upon our own 
ground as to block the wheels of legislation. 
j When the House send us a bill which they 
agree we may amend, shall we refuse to amend 
it because we have held the contrary opinion? 
I hope not. I hope we shali all be practical 
on this question, and that when a bill is sent 
here which the House concede we have the 
power to amend, we will amend it as we think 


view. 

One word further on the question of re- 
commitment. There are various subjects em- 
braced in the amendments that have been 
reported by the committee, upon all of which 
the Senators composing the Finance Com- 


a final report. We differ very much in regard 
to the merits of that bul. I should not as a 


member of the Finance Committee feel my- 
self bound by many portions of that report; 
but in order to get those very questions before || 


the people whom they affect we desire to have 
the bill printed and recom mitted, sothat before 
we do report upon these questions affecting 
their interests they may bave a fair opportunity 
of being heard; and Í hope the bul will be 
recommitted for that purpose. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I shall vote 
against the recommitment of this bill, because 
I desire to have the Senate come to a vote 
upon the single question of the continuanca 
of the duty upon salt. That question is pre- 
sented directly by the bill from the House, and 
it is a question upon which the country desires, 
as is evident from the great number of peti- 
tions on our table upon the subject, that Con- 
gress should take speedy action; and desiring 
such speedy action to be had Iam unwilling 
to incumber this bill with any other legislation 
upon the tariff, especially with legislation of a 
general and somewhat extensive character as 
I understand the committee recommend in this 
report, because I believe that if a report from 
the Finance Committee connects with the bill 
of the House any general legislation affecting 
the tariff, we shall adjourn finally this sessiou 
of Congress without taking a vote upon the 
salt question at all. 1 believe that it is fatal 
to mingle the questions of the duty upon salt 
and coal with the general question of a revis- 
ion of the tariff; and because I believe that, 
and because I believe that the country demands 
and needs immediate action upon the two duties 
that I have mentioned, I am compelled to vote 
against the request of the committee for the 
recommitment of this bill, and I do sincerely 
hope that the Senate will come to immediate 


action. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. A single word. 
The Committee on Finance might have pur 
sued the course often pursued by other com- 
mittees and had this bill printed for their own 
use, and I am surprised that any Senator here 
should object to the common courtesy of hav- 
ing tbis bill printed and recommitted for the 
use of that committee, and especially when the 
purport of the report will beto accomplish tha 
object. that is mainly indicated by the distin- 
guished Senator’from Illinois, which is to sim- 
plify the tariff and to strike out the articles 
that are not so bulky from taxation, to strike 
out from the list a great number of articles 
from which an inconsiderable amount of reve- 
nue is collected. But, Mr. President, I do 
not desire to occupy a moment's time on the 


subject. À 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, tore- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Finance, 
upon which question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 32, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Calde 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Davis of West. Virginia, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelingbuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye,Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Vickers, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs, Blair, Cole, Cooper, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Jebnston, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, 
PU BES Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, and Trum- 

uli-—15. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Cragin, Goldthwaite, Hare 
lan, Hill, Hitcheock, Howe. Kellogg, Morrill of 
Maine, Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, and West—23. 


So the motion was agreed to. i 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Wylly 
Woodbridge be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
On motion of Mr. COLE, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Jobn A, 
Sutter be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
On motion of Mr. MORTON, it was 
Ordered, That Phosbe Sofield have leave to with- 
draw her petition and papers from the files of the 
enate, 
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On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying 
papers of William Blanchard be withdrawn from 
tho filosof the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


On motion of Mr. CALDWELL, it was 


Ordered. That the petition and papers of John R. 
Graton, Elkanah Iluddleston, and E. A. Coleman be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


On wotion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers relative to 
the claim of tho Shawnee Indians in Kansas be 
withdrawn from the files of tho Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, 
it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William 
E, Ward, praying for an extension of his patent, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Roblis 
Robaldo be withdrawn from the files of the Senato 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on | 


Finance, reported an amendment intended to 
be proposed to the bill (S. No. 2) to regulate 
the service in the collection of customs at the 
various ports of entry in the United States, 
and the disposition of fines, penalties, and for- 
feitures incurred under the laws relating to 
customs, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom, was referred the bill (S. No. 830) to 
pe for the relief of sufferers by fire at 
Jhicago, have instructed me to report it back 
with an amendment, striking out the second 
section, and to recommend its passage as thus 
amended. Iwill state that this report is made 
to enable the Senators from Ilinois tobe heard 
on this question now, or at such time as they 


desire ; and after they are thus heard, if it is j 


their wish that the bill should be recommitted, 
Ido not think that the committee wiil object. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
G7) for the relief of the purchasers of lots, and 
houses and lots, sold by virtue of an act of Con- 
gress entitled “An act providing for the sale 
of the lands, tenements, and water privileges 
belonging to the United States st and near 
Harper’s Ferry, in the county of Jefferson, 
West Virginia,” approved December 15, 1868, 
have directed me to report it back without 
amendment, and I should like to have it put 
on its passage now. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Let the bill 
be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not 
understand that bill, Mr. President. I see that 
it speaks of West Virginia, and refers to some 
matters in that State. - My colleague, who has 
had charge of the matter relating to the sale 
of lands at Harper’s Ferry, is not here.. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘This is a bill 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
allowing purchasers of lats at Harper’s Ferry 
further time for payment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, 
desire to oppose it. 

Mr. NYE. It had better go over, and let 
us go on with the morning business. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willlie 
over, and reports of committees are still in 


order. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Committee on For- 
eign Relations desire to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the request of the 
Russian Government for the renewal of two 
bonds of $1,000 each—a claim made by the 
captain of the Russian steamer Kornileff. 
The committee ask to be discharged, because 
the Government has already provided a proper 
way of a redemption in such cases. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The particular 
paper which the Senator-from Pennsylvania 
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has sent to the desk does not seem to have 
passed through the Secretary’s office. 

Mr. CAMERON. The committee ask to 
be discharged from the consideration of a peti- 
tion of an officer of the Russian service who 
has a claim for bonds lost. There was no 
evidence before the committee that he did lose 
them, and besides that, the laws of Congress 
provide a remedy for getting them if they were 
lost. The committee desire to be discharged 
from the consideration of that petition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The petition. 
itself seems to have been mislaid. If there be 
no objection, the committee will be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to report the 
following resolution, and to ask that it be acted 
on immediately : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to transmit to the Senate, if notincom- 
ponble with the public interest, any information in 

is possession concerning the seizure end retention 
by tho revolutionary. forces in Venezucla_of tho 
American steamers Ilero, Dudley Buck, Nutrias, 
and San Fernando, the property of the Venezuelan 
Steam Transportation Company, an American cor- 
poration, and the virtual imprisonment of tho offi- 
cers of these vessels, who are American citizens. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It struck me in hearing 
the resolution that perhaps we were assum- 
ing too much to decide which are the revolu- 
tionary forces. We can get the information 
by calling on the President to give us all the 
information he has touching the seizure of 
these vessels in the waters of that country 
without undertaking to decide which are the 
revolutionary forces there. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have no objection to 
the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the resolution will be modified in the 
manner indicated. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 470) 
authorizing an increase of United States mail 
steamship service between San Francisco and 
China; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 


Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. | 


Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. į 
471) to amend an act entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to an act to provide. for furnishing 
artificial limbs to disabled soldiers,’’ approved 
June 80, 1870; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 472) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
regulate the diplomatic and consular systems | 
of the United States,” passed August 18, 1856, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Commitee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous | 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 478) to further the administration of jus- 
tice; which was read twice by its title, referred 
tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered ! 
to be printed. 4 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
474) granting a pension to George J. St. Louis; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to | 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
475) to authorize the sale of public property 
at Houlton, Maine; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. ; 


| No. 476) for the extension of letters-patent to 
Alexander Smith and Halcyon Skinner; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 477) 
to incorporate the Continental General Agency; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say that I in- 
troduce this bill by request, it not being a bill 
that Ihave prepared myself; nor do I mean 
to express any opinion in regardto it. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 478) for the relief of Rear Admiral 
Wlenry Walke; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 479) granting permission to the Winona 
and St. Peter Railroad Company to change the 
direction of the line of its railroad in Dakota 
Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 480) concerning the circuit and district 
courts of the United States for the district of 
Kansas; which was. read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FENTON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (N. No. 
481) to establish a general registry of shipping 
and to promote the interests of American 
commerce; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, an 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NORWOOD asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 482) to remove the political disabilities of 
William B. Ficming and Richard B. Clark, of | 
Georgia; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the select Committee on the Removal 
of Political Disabilities, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8S. 
No. 483) to declare the true intent, meaning, 
and effect. of the ect entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the suits, judgments, and business of 
the United States provisional court for the 
State of Louisiana,” approved July 28, 18665 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 484 
to amend an act entitled “An act to amen 
the naturalization laws and punish crimes 
against the same, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 14, 1870; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by uvanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bi (S. No. 485) 
for the relief of Harlow J. Phelps & Co. ; which 
was read twice by its title, referred tothe Com- 
| mittee on Claims, and ordered tobe printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
486) for the relief of Brevet Colonel Mmeric 
Szabad; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Afairs. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED., 

The bill (H. R. No. 1049) to establish a port 
of entry and delivery st the city of Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the removal 
of legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth article of 
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amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States was read the first time by its title. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Tbisbillisalmost 


if not quite identical in language with the bill | 


now before the Senate, to which the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
pending. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall put the 
bill on its passage at once. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent to consider the bill to-day. 
“Jf no Senator desires that it be referred it will 
lie on the table, unless by unanimous consent 
it be acted on. : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Letit beread the second 
time, and placed on the Calendar. 
The bill was read the second time, and 
placed on the Calendar. ` 


COURTS IN VIRGINIA. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1051) to change the 
times for holding circuitand district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Virginia was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LEWIS, Task unanimous consent to 
have that bill considered at once. It is very 
important that it should be promptly disposed 
of, and there is no objection to its passage 
from any quarter. 2 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. Jt pro 
vides, that instead of the time now fixed by 
law the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the western district of Virginia 
shall hereafter be held at Danville on the 
Tuesday after the fourth Mondays of Febru- 
ary and August; at Lynchburg, on the Tuesday 
afier the third Mondays of March and Sep- 
‘tember; at Harrisonburg, on the Tuesday after 
the second Mondays of April and October; 
and at Abingdon, on the Tuesday after the 
fourth Mondays of May and October. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to inquire of 
the Senator from Virginia whether the circuit 
and district courts are now held at the places 
named in the bill? 

Mr. LEWIS. They are. 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. My recollection was that 
the circuit court was not held atso many places. 
I have no objection tothe bill unless it fixes a 
new place for holding one of the courts. In 
many of our States the district court is held in 
several places, while the circuit court is not. 
My recollection in this respect as to Virginia 
is not distinct. If the Senator is correct in his 
recollection, and the circuit and district courts 
are now held at all these places, I have no 
objection to the bill. 

Mr, LEWIS. There is no doubt whatever 
about the fuct, 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the bill merely 
change the time? 

Mr. LEWIS. That is the only change the 
bill makes. 

Mr. CONKLING. And does not increase 
the number of terms? 

Mr. LEWIS. it does not increase the num- 
ber of terms or the places of holding court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

CITANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. SPENCER. Yesterday the bill (H. 
R. No. 166) to amend un act entitled “An act 
to authorize protection to be given to citizens 
of the United States who may discover deposits 
of guano,” approved August 18, 1856, was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign liclations. ‘This wasamistake. The 
bill should have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ‘That committee has now 
before it a similar bill, introduced by the Sen- 
ator trom Nevada, [Mr. Nye, 1 and has already 
considered the subject. I nidvethat the Com- 
mittee on Poreigu Relations be discharged from 
the consideratiun of the bill, and that it be 
reierred to the Commitiee on Commerce. 

The mouon was agreed to, 


GOVERNOR M’COOK. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its present consideration: 


form the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible 
with the public interest, when Edward M. McUook 
wasappointed Governor of Colorado Territory; how 
much of the time thesaid MeConk has been absent 
from the Territory in Europe or elsewhere since bis 
appointment, and whether by permission ornot, and 
whether on public duties. or not, and whether his 
salary has been paid to him during his absence or 
not, and how much has been paid to him as salary 
for the time he has been absent from the Territory. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let that lie over until 
to-morrow. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will lie over. 


Mr. POMEROY. I want to look into it. 
THE CHICAGO FIRE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business having been concluded, the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday is now before the 
Senate, which. is House bill No. 880, upon 
which the pending question is the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Sumner.] The Senator from Illinois, | Mr. 
Locan,] however, has arisen, in pursuance 
of notice, to ask to be heard in regard to a 
bill concerning his constituents. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the other bill will 
be passed over informally for that purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the unfinished business of yesterday 
will be passed over informally, subject to a 
demand for the regular order, and this demand 
must be made before the adjournment to-day, 
or before the Senate proceeds to the consider- 
ation of executive business, or else the bill, 
which is now the regular order, will be dis- 
placed. There being no objection. the bill 
(S. No. 330) to provide for the relief of suf- 
ferers by fire at Chieago is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I have had 
in view for several days the discussion of this 
bill. It has been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Finance this morning with a recom- 
mendation that the second section be stricken 
out, which is really the important section of 
the bill, The report has been made with a 
view, Í am told, to give me an opportunity of 
expressing my views, and of then having the 
biil recommitted to the committee. | am very 

lad to know that the same bill precisely has 

een reported in the other House this morning, 
and passed in that body by a unanimous vote. 
That being the case, J hope that in avery short 
tine it will be brought before the Senate, and 
considered and passed. 

Mr. President, although I feel quite confi- 
dent from the manner in which the bilis for 
the relief of Chicago have been received by 
both Houses of Congress that some favorable 
action will be taken at an early day on the 
subjects therein presented, yet | trust I shall 
be pardoned if I should manifest a strong 
anxiety inregardtothem. Having so recenily 
been a witness of the terrible conflagration 
which has reduced to ashes a large pordon of 
the Queen City of the West; having wimnessed 
the destruction of the property of its citizens, 
and the suffering of thousands of its inhabi- 
tants, whose cries of anguish and shrieks of 
despair as they fled before the devouring 
flames are yet ringing in my ears, I cannot 
feel that I have dove my du'y to this part of 
my constituency until L have presented to this 
honorable body a full statement of the case, 
and apprised it fully of the urgent necessi'y 
of prompt action in the premises. And if 
any hesitancy is manifested on the part of 
Senators in regard to granting the relief sought, 
I feel confident it arises not from a want of 
interest in the welfare of those who are suffer- 
ers by this dreadfal calamity, but from a stern 
conviction of duty, 

The proposition is not a new one, either in 
principle or kind, for we have precedents in 
li the past which are uot only the same in prin- 


Resolved, That the President bo requested toin- |) Chile I admit that while we are not and should 


ciple, but of precisely the same nature, where, 
after deliberate discussion and careful consid- 
eration, relief has been afforded by Congress 
in the manner sought by these bills. And 


not be inflexibly bound by precedents, yet 
where a question arises on which the pros and 
cons seem to be about equally divided, then I 
hold that the deliberate action of this body in 
the past should have some weight with us in 
making up our decisions, especially if behind 
that action we cun see no motive of which we 
have reason to doubt the propriety; not that 
precedents should in any case be sufficient to 
induce us to act contrary to a clear conviction 
of duty, or to overleap what we conceive to be 
the distinct boundary of our powers; but, 
where an unusual case arises, where the urgent 
necessities of any portion of our country call 
for unusual action, and in regard to which 
some doubts may arise, then I hold that pre- 
cedents should have their weight with us in- 
making up our decision. 

But, as I have said, I do not think there is 
sufficient ground for hesitancy in respect to the 
bills now before the Senate for the relief of 
Chicago. The question of granting relief in 
cases of eztraordivary suffering and loss has 
been repeatedly before Congress, and has, I 
believe, in most cases, been decided in favor 
of granting the aid sought. Norhasthisalways 
been confined to the cilizens of our own coun- 
try, but, feeling the great bond of humanity 
which binds us to our fellow-men, our Gov- 
erument has reached out the hand of gener- 
osity to the suffering of ober nations. In proof 
of this I would cite the act of May 8, 1812, 
appropriating $50,000 to be expended in the 
purchase of provisions for the relief of the citi- 
zens of a town in Venezuela which had been 
destroyed by an earthquake. And as instances 
relating to points within our own country, I 
would refer to the bill for the relief of the indi- 
gent sufferers of Alexandria by the fire which 
occurred in that city in 1827; and also to the 
bills for the relief of Portland in 1866, when 
: large portion of that city was destroyed by 

re. 

To meet an objection which is sometimes 
presented to bills of tbis kind I would remark, 
Mr. President, that thereis a vast difference 
between the ordinary casualties which are 
occurring daily throughout our country and 
those of an: extraordinary character which 
become national in their bearing. 

The burning of the dwelling of the laborer, 

farmer, mechanic, or individual of limited 
means, who by his industry and economy bag 
reared it, is to him certainly a very severe loss 
and real calamity ; the destruction of the prin- 
cipal business house in a small village is a 
great Joss, not only to the owner, but also to 
the inhabitants of the village; yet while these 
occurrences should and generally do call forth 
the sympathy and assistance of the immediate 
neighborhood, they cannot in any sense be 
called national in their character or effect. 
The inmates who are rendered houseless are 
so limited in number that they can easily be 
accommodated witlt comfortable quarters and 
food by their neighbors, who are ever ready 
to render prompt assistance in such cages of 
distress. And the little commercial rill, or 
minute stream of trade and traffie, which is 
disturbed, easily finds temporarily some other 
outlet until the injury is repaired. ‘The incon- 
venience arising therefrom radiates but a short 
distance from the center. 
f The burning of two, three, or even a dozen 
important dwellings or business houses in a 
city 1s a severe loss to the individuals who own 
them and those who occupy them, and also 
often to the city; but even in this case those 
rendered honseless are easily accommodated 
by the residents of the city with shelter and the 
necessaries of life, and the city itself is able 
to repair the injury. 

Although the loss in these cases is as keenly 
felt by the sufferers as by those of Alexan- 
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dria, Portland, or Chicego, yet in two respects 
the two classes of cases are widely different: 
first, in respect to the power, or ability of 
the community injured to repair the damage ; 
and second, as to the effect of the injury upon 
the commerce and industry of the surrounding 
regions, 

nthe minor instances the means of recupe- 
ration have not been destroyed, but still exist 
immediately around the locality; the lines of 
traffic, commerce, and travel have not been 
disturbed to such a degree as to turn them into 
other channels or to block them up or destroy 
them. In other words, all the elements from 
which industry created that which was de- 
stroyed still exist in that immediate vicinity, 
and the vital force of the community has neither 
been destroyed nor paralyzed; the surface has 
been ruffled and agitated, but the fountain has 
not been broken up. 

But look at the case beforeus. It is widely 
different from the ordinary occurrences referred 
to. Here the very heart of a vast compact 
community—a city, as it were, within a city— 
is swept with the besom of destruction; the 
kernel is consumed, and but the hull is left 
as if to mark the boundary of the blackened 
smoldering ruins. Not a few individuals only 
are rendered houseless, but the entire popu- 
lace of a city is driven before a sea of flame, 
homeless and shelterless, forced to seek onthe 
open prairie the only place of safety, exposed 
to the fury of the wintry storm, the chill of 
night, and the gnawings of unsatisfied hunger. 
No time is given for the preservation of prop- 
erty and effects, but each is forced to escape 
as rapidly as possible before the devouring 
element. Each avenue is filled with a stream 
of wild, struggling humanity, thinking only of 
sel f-preservation. 

The fortunate ones who had escaped the 
fiery scourge, although opening hearts, hands, 
and homes to the distressed, were unable to 

_afford even temporary relief to the multitudes ; 
the number exceeded the capacity of their 
houses, and the loss exceeded the capacity of 
their purses. Those that were left, Mr. Pres- 
ident, were inadequate to the herculean task. 
I can bear testimony to the willing sacrifices 
made by all classes of the citizens of Chicago 
who were not burned out to assist and relieve 
those who were; but it was like attempting to 
feed five thousand with five loaves and two 
fishes without the power to work a miracle. 

But what they could not do He who wrought 
the miracle did; He touched with the finger of 
His love the hearts of the nation, and ihe 
munificent donations and substantial evidences 
of sympathy that flowed in from every quarter 
gave unmistakable proof that the weils of 
human generosity were not dried up in the 
heartsof men. Call our age selfish if you will, 
but you will hunt the pages of history in vain 
for such an evidence of generosity; you will 
search the records in vain to find the account 
of so magnificent a response to the call for 
assistance by the sufferers of any single local 
calamity. Sir, these tokens of sympathy were 
to us like precious jewels gathered from the 
ashes of our homes. 

Be assured that the citizens of Chicago duly 
appreciate these substantial evidences of regard 
for them in the hour of their distress; and 
allow me here, as one of the representatives, 
in behalf of our people, to express thanks to 
the cities, towns, and individuals of our own 
country who have responded so generously to 


the cry of distress; and not only to the citi- | 


zens and corporations of our own country, but 
also to those of cther nations who have so 
promptly assisted in extending to our dis- 
tressed the means of present relief. The con- 
tributions in -money received up to the present 
tine, I believe, amount to about two and a 
half million dollars, beside the supply of cloth- 
ing, food, books, and donations through private 
sources and for special purposes; and besides 
the prompt aid afforded under Government 
authority in the way of blankets, &c. Yes, 


individual assistance has far exceeded all that 
could have been expected, and in behalf of 
the city and its sufferers I again express sin- 
cere thanks for this noble response. 

But, Mr. President, this case is one without 
a parallel; there is something more required 
than individual aid. This ean afford only tem- 
porary relief at best. It cannot be expected 
that this can continue for any considerable 
length of time, nor can it be supposed that 
this will restore us to our- original. status. 
While we are grateful for the aid so kindly 
furnished, we do not expect or desire to stand 
forever knocking at the doors of others for 
charity. It is life, vitality, an assurance of 
permanent existence as a city that we need. 
Our citizens have already given unmistakable 
evidences of indomitable will and undagging 
energy, but the blow was a severe one, and 
their burdens are heavy, and they ask of the 
Government now a substantial evidence of its 
generosity ; they ask the aid of its strong arm 
to assist them once more to stand erect. 

Chicago was possessed of an existence, o 
vitality, I might say an entity, which was some- 
thing more than a mere aggregation of indi- 
viduals and buildings. Do not think, sir, that 
I am about to pronounce a eulogy on our Jake 
shore city; I only allude to that which is true 
of all great commercial and business points 
which form the radiating centers for the indus- 
try and products of the country. That it was 
one of the commercial and business centers 
of our nation will not be denied by any one. 
A single glance at the map shows, in addition 
to the vast commercial privileges afforded by 
the Lake, it is the meeting point of an almost 
complete circle of radiating lines of railroads. 
Its position at the southern extremity of Lake 
Michigan makes it necessarily a station on all 
the most direct lines of land traffic and travel 
from the Northwest to the Hast, and also the 
great point of contact between land and water 
carriage in that part of the country. But itis 
not worth while for me to expand my remarks 
on this point, as every Senator is conversant 
with all these facts, and Ido not allude to them 
with the expectation of imparting information, 
but simply to call attention to them that they 
may have their proper weight and influence in 
deciding the extent of relief to be granted. 

But not only did it possess these advantages 
of position ; its citizens uniting energy to these 
advantages gradually extended the vast system 
of radiating lines of internal commerce and 
travel until they brought it up to that point where 
it might well claim to be the commercial center 
and the great store-house for the productions 
ofthe Northwest. Ifso, then I ask, Mr. Presi- 
dent. after it hag reached this status and this 
importance, can it be blotted out or wholly 
paralyzed without being a national calamity ? 
Does the injury affect only the citizens of the 
place and the business of the city? Does 
it not assume an importance, both in effect 
and character, to which the casualties of daily 
occurrence present no corresponding parallel ? 
Its disastrous effects stop not with its own 
unfortunate citizens, nor within its own bounds 
and immediate vicinity; but the convulsion is 
felt more or less along every artery of which 
it formed the great heart; along every com- 
mercial avenue of which it formed the term- 
anus, 

Could New York city, Boston, or Philadel- 
phia be destroyed, or the business of either 
prostrated without proving a great national 
calamity? Why, sir, the failure of one or two 
of the most important business houses in either 
of these places often sends a thrill along the 
commercial lines that is félt at the most widely 
separated points of the Union, and sometimes 
the echo is even heard across the Atlantic. 
Then would not the effect of such a disastrous 
stroke to either of these cities be felt along 
every line of trade centering there? Would 
it not be carried back even to the innermost 
parts of our country? Most undeniably this 
would be the case. And whatis true in regard 


to them, is, to say the least, irue of Chicago, 
so far ag its relation to the western country is 
concerned. 

The rapid growth of Chicago in wealth, 
commerce, and population, and in all those 
elements which go to form a prosperous com- 
monwealth, has been one of the marvels of our 
age. In other countries centuries have been 
required to build up a city, even when all the 
appliances of monarchical influence and even 
tyrannical power have been used to effect this 
purpose. But here the first white child born 
within the present corporate limits of the cit 
is yet in the prime of life, while the little vil- 
lage of his nativity has expanded into a city 
containing a population of nearly one third 
ofa million, with buildings, business houses, 
manufactures, aud all the evidences of wealth 
and prosperity found in the older cities of more 
mature growth. 

The causes which have contributed to this 
rapid development are various. This point 
became the depot from which the productions 
of the rich and almost boundless prairies of 
the West were sent over the lakes to the east- 
ern cities, while the returning craft brought 
back the products of the eastern manufac- 
tories, together with thousands of immigrants 
who sought homes on the great agricultural 
fields of the Mississippi valley. Capital, 
energy, and commercial wisdom soon began 
that net-work of railways which has gone on 
expanding and radiating until Chicago has 
become the focal point for nearly ten thousand 
miles of road, reaching by its connections 
with every part of the continent, and connect- 
ing east, west, and south with all the leading 
trans-oceanic lines. It formed the great gran- 
ary for a vast area of the richest agricultural 
lands of the Union, from whence the gathered 
products by numerous parallel railways and 
an immense marine sent them onward to the 
ocean, 

The following statistics, which I take from 
one of our papers, will give you a tolerably cor- 
rect summary of the various branches of trade 
which have ministered to the city’s wealth and 
population, and of the amount which flowed 
into this reservoir through the various channels 
centering there: 


Value 

Flour, $8,000, 
hea 18,000,000 
Corn «13,000,000 
Oats « 4,000,000 
Pork „u 2,000,000 
« 6,000,000 
Live hogs, 45,000,000 
Tobacco. ~ 6,009,000 
Cattle.. 2,000,000 
Coal... .. 8,000,000 
Lumber 10,000,000 
Tron ore. 15,000,000 
i +. 2,500,000 
t » 1,000,000 
6,090,000 
8,000,000 
4,000,000 
5,000,000 
6,0£0,000 
Dry good: 000,000 
Groceries.. „53,000,000 
“The total trade is estimated at $400,000,090, show- 


ing an increase of nine per cent. on agold basis over 
that of the previous year. Before the fire there 
were seventeen large grain elevators, having au ag- 
gregate capacity of 11,580,000 bushels; the largest 
accommodating 1,709,000 bushels. s 

tido carry on this immense traffic, eighteen banks 
were in operation with an aggregate capital of nearly 
$10,000,000, with nearly $17,000,000 of deposits. Tho 
total amount of checks passing through tho clearing 
house during the year 1870, was $810,000,000. 

“To aecommodaie this largo traffic, and the vast 
travel to and from this point, not lessthan one bun- 
dred passenger trains and ono hundred and twenty 
freight trains arrive and depart daily, while fully 
seventy-five vessels load and unload daily at the 
wharves. aa 

“For the municipal year of 1870-71 the total as- 
gessed valuation of the city was $277,000,000, of whioh 
$224,000,000 was real estate, and $53,000,000 personal 
property. This, however, represents scarcely more 
than one half of the real value, which is estimated 
at about $500,000,000. Tho taxes collected for that 
year were $3,000,000, besides nearlyan equal amount 
for special improvements, grading, paving, and 
cuzbing. The personal property, wes classed as fol- 
lows: individual property, $43,647,920; bank per- 
sonal property, $7,511,600; vessels, $1,183,420; (each 
item of which if raised to their true value woul 
about double the amount here given.) 
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‘The area of the city, according to the last ar- 
rangement of the boundaries, including parks, pub- 
He squares, &., was about thirty-five square miles, 
or 22,400 acres. The number of dwellings, accord- 
ing to the last enumeration, was nearly 69,000, of 
which about 40,000 were wood.” 

Now, Mr. President, how much of all this 
remains? An area of about three miles and 
a half in length by one and a half in breadth 
has been swept over by the fell destroyer, an 
area of twenty-six hundred and eighty acres 
of ruins, About twenty thousand five hun- 
dred houses, among them the finest in the 
city, have been reduced to ashes, and about 
one hundred and ten thousand people ren- 
dered homeless; not the outskirts and sub- 
urbs, where the buildings were of little value 
and thinly scattered, but the very heart of the 
city—the very center of the business portion. 
Property, even at a moderate estimate, to the 
yalue of $200,000,000, has been annihilated. 

The indomitable perseverance and pluck 
of our citizens will do much toward repairing 
the damage done, and the will which in thirty 
years reared such a monument to industry, 
although reeling under the effects of such a 
terrible blow, will doubtless build again upon 
the ashes of their former prosperity. But will 
the nation, under which the city has grown up 
so rapidly from its infantile condition to its 
position of honor, and by which it was fos- 
tered in its days of prosperity, now look on 
passively and lend no helping hand in its hour 
of deep adversity ? 

Although the loss to our citizens has been 
very great, according to this estimate, which 
is not considered excessive, yet by the bill 
which is before the Senate for relief we do not 
ask a gratuitous appropriation of money. This 
could only be asked or expected for temporary 
relief for those suffering from the pangs of 
hanger and exposure which, as already stated, 
has been met by contributions from all parts 
of the world, 

What we desire is such action on the part 
of the Government as will not only relieve 
those who have suffered by the fire from the 
burdens of taxation for a time, while they are 
struggling to repair their losses, but will also 
at the same time bearecognition of our status 
and importance as one of the great commercial 
empotiums of the country, and that will 
inspire with confidence those who are desirous 
of investing in real estate and commencing 
business upon the burnt district. 

By one of these we ask a remission or refund- 
ing of the import duties on all building mate- 
rial used in erecting buildings on the ground 
burned over for the term of one year from the 
9th day of October, 1871. By the other we ask 
that the Commissioner of internal Revenue 
suspend the colleciion of such taxes as may 
have been assessed, or as may have accrued 
prior to the 9th day of October, 1871, against 
any person residing or doing business in that 
portion of the city recently destroyed by fire, 
provided that such suspension shall not con- 
tinue longer than the close of the next regular 
session of Congress. 

it is scarcely necessary for me to insist on 


the reasonableness of these two bills, as this, | 
it seems to me, is at once apparent to every | 


Senator. While they do not really draw out 

ot the Treasury any money asa direct appro- 

priation, yet they afford great reiief to our 

cidzens who have been thrown tem porarily ont | 
of business, and enables those who desire speed- | 
ily to resume to do so with some advantage, 

by taking off of them for a time the burden of | 
taxation, boih direct and by way ofduty. And 
every Senator will perceive at once that it will 
lave a strong tendency to rebuild the burnt 
district, und not shift the business to a new 
locality. The advantage granted by the Dill 
for the removal of import duties on building 
materials, if speedily passed, will, as a matter 
of course, cause many at once to begin the 
erection of houses on this part of the city, and 
thus prevent loss to the owners of the real 
estate by a depreciation in value. Nor does 


the beneficial effect of these measures stop 
here, for by giving inducement to build up 
rapidly and resume business in its old locality 
and channels the commerce of the city will 
thus be the sooner restored and the shock 
resulting from its disturbance will the sooner 
cease to be felt. 

If the burned district is speedily rebuilt and 
business retained there, it will not only prevent 
loss to the owners of the real estate in that 
part of the city, butit will prevent heavy specu- 
lations in the real estate of other parts of the 
city, which at this time must necessarily tend 
to retard the progress of restoration; and if 
the Government, by a wise and beneficial meas- 
ure, can counteract both these injurious results, 
itis certainly well for it to doso. Large amounts 
of money have been invested in rebuilding the 
burned district, partly impelled by the impres- 
sion that the Government, desirous of encour- 
aging and fostering a persevering spirit of 
industry, would not only restore our public 
buildings on a more extended scale than form- 
erly, but do such other proper acts as may be 
necessary to aid materially in this great work. 
I am satisfied that the early passage of the 
bill for the restoration of the public buildings, 
which took place previous to the adjournment 
for the holidays, has already done much to- 
ward restoring confidence in the future pros- 
perity of Chicago; for, by prompt action in 
this respect, and in granting the relief sought 
in the bills now before Congress, you express 
your corfidence in the permanency of the busi- 
ness of our city, and your belief not only that 
it wiil be restored to its former proportions, 
but also that you look forward to its increase, 
and that the present calamity will prove but 
temporary, and erè long every trace of it will 
be obliterated. History farnishes us with 
scarcely a parallel from which we may draw 
lessons to light the pathway of our investiga- 
tions, yet there is one remarkable instance, to 
which { would call attention, which illustrates 
to some extent the effect of the action of Gov- 
ernment in cases of this kind. 

Moscow, in Russia, has but few, if any, 
advantages of position over numerous other 
points in that vast empire; yet, notwithstand- 
ing its repeated destruction, it has again and 
again been rebuilt, and is to-day the most pop- 
ulous city in that country. History tells us 
that after the destructive fire of 1866, when it 
was destroyed by the Tertars, I believe, under 
Tamerlane, the duke, or czar, at once resolved 


to erect the Kremlin of less destructible mate- | 


tials than wood. ‘This resolve was carried 
into effect, and immediately the scattered citi- 
zens began to reassemble and once more build 
up the city, but a trace of its former existence 
having been left. In 1571, during the reign 
of Ivan the Terrible, the most bloodthirsty 
tyrant that ever disgraced Europe, the Tartars 
again swept down upon it and scourged it 


with fire. Surrounding it on all sides, they get - 


the entire outskirts atire; an impetuous wind 
favoring their designs, it was soon ingulfed 
in a sea of flame, and the unfortunate inhabit- 
ants, driven back by their cruel enemies, per- 
ished by thousands in the relentless flames. 
The peasants from the surrounding regions 
having gathered here for safety, the lowest 
estimate is that two hundred and fifty thousand 
perished at that time. But the Kremlin, which 
was surrounded by a high wall, escaped de- 
struction, and was left as almost the solitary 
monument of the city’s former greatness. Al- 
though previous to the fire the plague had swept 
over the city, carrying off its tens of thousands, 
andthe brutal tyrant had made its streets to 


| run blood by the butchery of its best citizens, 


yet notwithstanding all this, and its complete 
destruction by fire, save the Kremlin, which 
was the only important building left. as soon as 


| the invaders had departed the rebuilding com- 


menced. Even the tyrani encouraged them, 
and soon there was once more a Moscow. 


Again, in September 1812, when Napoleon | 


Bonaparte entered it, it was once more swept 


i 


i 


by the devouring flames of the fiery demon, 
scarcely one fourih remaining to mark the site. 
Again the Kremlin escaped, although the reign 
of fire drove even the invaders from this place 
of security. But the desolation did not last 
long, for Russian patriotism soon raised from 
its ashes their holy city. Subscriptions were 
opened in every part of the empire, and the 
liberality of the sovereign seconded the enthu- 
siasm of his subjects. Moscow arose like a 
phoenix from her ashes, in greater beauty and 
grander proportions than before. 

Now, Mr. President, although location and 
other circumstances had something to do in 
rebuilding the city again and again in its 
former position, I cannot but think, and I 
believe the history of the case bears me out in 
the conclusion, that the building and pres- 
ervation of the Kremlin had much to do in 
bringing about this result. 

Our Kremlin, our Government residences, 
have been reduced to ashes, and yon have 
promptly ordered their restoration und made 
amappropriation therefor,which, if judiciously 
expended, will rear them again in grander pro- 
portions than before. Ourcitizens, encouraged 
by this evidence of your confidence, will agaia 
enter into business with that unflagging energy 
which made Chicago what it was betore its 
destruction. 

But, Mr. President, we desire to see the 
dark spot which marks the pathway of the con- 
flagration once more covered with business 
houses, happy homes; and by the passage of 
the bills now before Congress Í believe this will 
be more effectually accomplished than by any 
other aid that could be granted. The advan- 
tages thereby given to this district will form a 
strong inducement to business men to select 
this site in preference to others. 

As before remarked, Chicago is the great 
converging and distributing point for the pro- 
ducts of the West, both by lake and railroad 
transportation; and here is the chief radiating 
point of travel to and from the Northwest, 
and, as a natural consequence, the farmers, 
mechanics, and business men of the surround- 
ing regions are in a great measure dependent 
upon it as the source of their supplies, and as 
the shipping and transfer point for their pro- 
ducts. Therefore its facilities for meeting 
these wants should be in like proportion, and 
its restoration should be effected as speedily 
as possible. Here the flour, wheat, corn, oats, 
hogs, cattle, lumber, fruit, &c., of nearly the 
entire Northwest, and also of a large portion 
of the West, are collected and distributed, in 
addition to the wholesale business which is 
doue in the various articles of merchandise. 

Ido not speak of these with any desire to 
contrast them with the business of otherlead- 
ing cities, or as claiming that they are differ- 
ent in character from the necessities of other 
points, but in order to show the bearing and 
influence Chicago has upon the trade of a large 
portion of our country, and the necessity for 
Congress to foster it as far as possible consist- 
ent with its powers. 

It is almost impossible, Mr. President, for 
any one who has not visited our city since the 
fire to appreciate fally the extent of our loss. 
A mere statement of the facts can scarcely con- 
vey a true idea of iis magnitude. 

Partly asa mere matter of curiosity, and partly 
that I might learn the lessons they teach, Í 
have examined with some care into the great 
fires of the past, from ihat of Rome in the 
time of Nero down to that of Moseow in 1812, 
already referred to ; and from this examination 
I am convinced that this of Chicago exceeds 
them all in the extent of the area burned over 
and the number of houses and value of prop- 
erty destroyed. There are some instances 
where the loss of life has been as great, but as 
a general thing in these cases they were brought 
about by invading armies and attended by the 
horrors of war. 

The fire in: Rome which occurred during 
the reign. of Nero, according to the account 
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of Tacitus, destroyed ten of the fourteen dis- 
tricts of the city; but the area burned is not 


further designated, nor is any estimate of the ! 


value of the property destroyed furnished. 
Judging from what is known of the extent of 
the city at that time, I am inclined to think 
the number of houses destroyed was much less 
than the number reduced to ashes in Chicago. 

Moscow at the time of its destruction by 
the Tartars in 1571 could not have had more 
than six or seven thousand houses and a per- 
manent population of more than one hundred 
and twenty thousand inhabitants; as we learn 
from a reliable author, who visited the city 
some thirty years previous, that it contained 
only about forty-five hundred houses and one 
hundred thousand inhabitants. ‘The large loss 
of life at this time was occasioned by an im- 
mense number of refugees fleeing to this point 
as a place of safety. 

The fire which occurred in Venice in 1514, 
‘although extending, as the historian tells us, 
‘a very long way through therichest and most 
populous part of that city,’’ could not compare 
in extent with the larger ones of more modern 
times. 

The great fire of Constantinople which hap- 
pened in 1606, although causing a heavy de- 
struction of life, was but small compared with 
that of Chicago, if we may judge by the value 
of property destroyed, which is estimated at 
four million gold ducats, or about nine million 
dollars, which I believe is the estimate of that 
destroyed in Portland in 1866. 

At first I was inclined to believe that the 
fire in our city was eclipsed by the great fire 
of London in 1666. But after reading the 
very minute account of thisin the Harleian 
Miscellany, to which my attention has been 
called by our polite and cyclopedic congres- 
sional librarian, I find that even here | was 
mistaken. Thisaccount states that of the four 
hundred and sixty acres on which the city of 
London (proper) stood three hundred and 
fifty acres were burned over; that about 
twelve thousand houses, besides eighty-seven 
churches and a number of public buildings, 
were destroyed. The total loss is estimated 
at £7,885,000, or nearly $37,000,000. 

The amount of property destroyed at Mos- 
cow by the fire which happened at the time 
of Bonaparte’s invasion has doubtless been 
greatly exaggerated; for by some historians 
the namber of buildings burned is estimated 
at over thirty thousand, and the value of prop- 
erty destroyed at $150,000,000. But the more 
accurate accounts, which give the exact num- 
ber saved, estimate the loss at not more than 
seven or cight thousand, giving the entire 
number, including churches and publie build- 
ings, at not more than ten thousand, 

Now, Mr. President, compare these statis- 
tics with those of thegreat fire in Chicago, and 
the extent of our loss will be more vividly 
appreciated. 

Here a storm of fire, as if bursting from the 
heavens, which for fourteen weeks had been 
like brags above our heads, began its work in 
the southern and western portions of our city, 
and spreading out its arms of flame to the 
breadth. of one mile anda half, swept east and 
northward for three miles and a half, devour- 
ing everything which lay in its pathway. Its 
fury, fed by the hurricane which commenced 
blowing about this time, as if to lend a hand 
in the work of destruction, caused the sea of 
fire to roll on with an impetuosity that no 
human power could withstand. Engines and 
all their accompanying appliances were of no 
more avail than human effort would be to stay 
the waves of the mighty ocean, The flames, 
as though amused at the efforts, would sweep 
through the buildings around them and shoot 
out their red banners from the windows and 
roofs behind them as tokens of victory. Leap- 
ing from houseto house, and often with mighty 
strides vauiting over an entire block as the 
avant courrier of the host which followed be- 


hind, the very flames, asif conscious, seemed to {| water as the only hope 


revel with delight in their work of devastation 
andruin. The imagination of the superstitious 
at that time needed but slight impulse to look 
upon them as fiery demons ‘sent upon us as a 
scourge. ` But while often passing by holes and 
sinks of iniquity, they swept with exultation 
alone the sacred aisles of the churches, coiling 
like huge red serpents around the ascending 
spires, shooting out theirfiery tongues fromthe 
summit. Now a tall spire of flame would 
shoot up with a vivid glow from some lofty 
edifice, quivering for a moment in the rising 
whirlpool, then, sweeping down before a fresh 
blast of wind, it would dash with wild fury 
against another building, apparently consum- 
ing it at one stroke. 

‘The fierce hurricane drew the fiery billows 
through the narrow alleys with a shrill, un- 
earthly screech, dashing into every opening 
like an invisible incendiary its brands, kindling 
each into a blaze with unerring certainty. The 
sheets of flame, as they burst forth from the 
windows, eaves, and roofs, leaping upward 
through the heavy masses of smoke, literally 
flapped and cracked in the wind like the sails 
of vessels in a storm. ; 

Mr. President, it was a deeply interesting 
yet melancholy sight to behold the magnificent 
stone and marble structures bravely resisting 
the fiery assanlts which were made upon them. 
The flames gathered around them to the front 
and the rear, to the right and left, yet they 
stood up majestically as if defying the enemy, 
their walls rosy and their numerous windows 
bright with the reflecied glare. But the red 
surging waves, asif maddened by the resistance 
they met, rushed to the attack with redoubled 
fury, and soon fiery banners hung out from 
every aperture, and twisted columns of smoke 
ascended from ail parts. The giants were 
conquered, and reeling aud tumbling before 
the jell destroyer soon lay but masses of black- 
ened smoldering ruins, silent and melancholy 
monuments of the former greatness of the 
Prairie Queen of the West. 

The sun descended behind the huge clouds 
of smoke like a burning globe, and rose again, 
and still the rolling sea of flame rushed onward 
unchecked. The tempest tore off huge frag- 
ments from the roofs and swept them like float- 
ing islands of fire through the sky, and the 
distant quarters where they fell were instantly 
wrapped in flame. The very stones were often 
calcined or split into fragments by the intense 
heat; the metallic roofs and coverings were 
rolled together like scrolls of parchment; iron, 
glass, and metallic substances were in many 
instances melted as though they had been sub- 
mitted to the flames produced by some stupen- 
dous blow-pipe. f 

It would be in vain, Mr. President, tor me 
to attempt to describe the wild confusion and 
despair of the terror-stricken inhabitants. £ 
have been amid the battle roar where armies 
a hundred thousand strong were struggling in 
fierce conflict for victory ; where the smoke of 
the combat rose in heavy clouds above us; 
where the dead and dying lay thick on every 
side, but never yet have I beheld such a scene 
of despair and wild confusion as this; and may 
God grant that I shall never see the like again. 
The people were mad with fright. Wherever 
there appeared to be a place of safety, thither 
they rushed in hundreds and thousands to 
escape the death which threatened them on 
everyside. Seized with a wild panic, immense 
crowds surged backward and forward in the 
streets, struggling, threatening, and imploring 
to get free and escape to the van. Here, one 
frenzied with despair as often as snatched from 
the flames would rush elsewhere into the burn- 


ing cauldron; there, another seeing all he pos- | 


sessed on earth reduced to ashes, would sink 
down in hopeless despair. At other points 
hundreds could be seen rushing to the lake 
shore, every other retreat having been cut off, 
and even here, pressed by the heat, smoke, and 
showers of firebrands, they plunged into the 
of escape. : 


i 


i 
i 
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i 
| 
| 


| dence to-morrow at one o'ctłock. 


| 


Touttempt to paint the scene in all its trae 
and horrid colors would be in vain; all was 
confusion, tumult and wild despair. Chicago 
was in ruins. ‘Twenty-six hundred acres of 
ashes marked the site of its former greatness; 
twenty thousand houses were reduced to em- 
bers; one hundred and ten thousand people 
were rendered homeless; $200,000,000 worth 
of property had served as food for the flames, 

Behold the spectacle. Can anyone having 
witnessed this sad scene do less than plead for 
the ruined city? 

Mr. WRIGHT. {now renew the suggestion 
made before the discussion commenced, that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS in the chair.) It is moved by the Seu- 
ator from Iowa that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senate 
now resumes the consideration of House bill 
No. 380, known as the amnesty bill, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Suawen. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. There is a bill reported by 
the Committee on Finance, which I am re- 
quested, for the purpose of relieving Govern- 
ment officers, as well as many persons inter- 
ested, to press to an early consideration. It is 
the bill which authorizes the remission of taxes 
assessed and the refunding of taxes paid for 
the last five months of 1870, under the law of 
July 14, 1870. There are about two million 
dollars affected by it, and [ am informed that 
the officers of the Treasury, under the con- 
struction which they put upon the law, have 
directed the revenue officers to distrain upon 
the corporations affected by that law. lt is 
very desirable that some action be taken by 
Congress to relieve the parties interested in 
that question. Has the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who I understand bas charge-of the 
pending amendment, any objection that I 
should move to take up that bill? 

Mr. SUMNER. I was going to usk the 
Senator how long his bill would probably 
take? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihope not very long. 

Mr. SUMNER. Probably the rest of the 
afternoon? 

Mr. SCOTT. ITwould ask time to make a 
very brief explanation, not exceeding fifteen 


i or twenty minutes. 


Mr. SUMNER. Iwas going to say that I 
expected to occupy, I am sorry to confess it, 
more time than remains of to-day, and I 
would rather begin with introducing my evi- 
I would 
therefore suggest to my friend that the pend- 
ing order be passed over informally, and his 
biil be proceeded with. I shall have no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘That is all I desire. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move, then, that the pend- 
ing order be informally passed over, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 362) declaratory of theact entitled 


| ‘An actto reduce internal taxes, and for other 


purposes,” approved July 14, 1870. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Ts there ob- 
jection to laying aside the pending question 
and taking up the bill named by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. SUMNER. The Chair will understand 
thatitis to lay aside the pending bill inform- 
ally, so as to leave it in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
in order io be called up at any time by any 
Senator. + 

Mr. POMEROY. I willask if this measure 
is not concluded to-day will it not be the 
unfinished business for to-morrow? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifweadjourn 
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on the consideration of the measure proposed 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, then that 
to-morrow will be the unfinished business, and 
the pending question will be displaced. . 

Mr.SUMNER. I beg pardon of the Chair; 
it will be the unfinished business, subject to the 
call for the other order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is otherwise advised, he will inform the Sen- 
ator from Maseachusetis; that unless the 
amnesty bill is called up aud resumes its place 
before the adjournment to-day it will lose its 


lace. 
p Mr.SUMNER. But I understand that it is 
proposed that the amnesty bill shall simpiy be 
passed over informally, subject to being called 
up at any moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
ao understands ; bat, by the uniform ruling of 
the Presiding Officer of this body, and accord- 
ing to the practice of the Senate, if the Senate 
should adjourn pending the consideration of 
the measure proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, that to-morrow will be the unfin- 
ished business, and not the billof the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr, SUMNER. I shall rely on the gener- 
osity of my friend from Pennsylvania not to 
interfere to-morrow at one o'clock. 

Mr. SCOTT. It is my expectation that the 
bill can be disposed of this afternoon. If we 
tind it cannot be, it will be inthe power of the 
Senator from Massachusetts ~— 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. The whole difficulty can 
be obviated by demanding the regular order at 
any time before the adjournment to-day. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from New York 
had permitted me to finish my sentence, that 
was just what I was going to say. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s 

ardon. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to laying aside the bill under con 
sideration and proceeding to the consideration 
of the other measure indicated by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears no 
objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Isaac Srroum, one of its clerks, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 801) to authorize the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
settle with F. M. Cordeiro; 

A bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the ap- 
propriation for the employment of surfmen 
at alternate life-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1872, to be expeuded in employing crews 
at such statious and for such periods and at 
such compensation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem. reasonable, not to ex- 
ceed forty dollars per mouth for each person 
employed; and 

_A bill (H. R. No. 505) for the relief of suf- 
ferers by fre at Chicago. 


NOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 801) to authorize the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
settle with F. M. Cardeiro was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

The bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the 
appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
at alternate life-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast for the fiscal. year ending June 
30, 1872, to be expended in employing crews 
at such stations and for such periods-and at 
such compensation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem reasonable, not to exceed 
forty dollars per month for each person em- 


ployed, was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 505) for the relief of 
sufferers by fire at Chicago was read twice by 
its title, and placed on the Calendar. 

CORPORATION INCOME TAX. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 3862) 
declaratory of an act entitled ‘An act to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes,’’ 
proved July 14, 1870. 

The Committee on Finance reported the bill 
with an amendment to strike out the preamble 
and all of the original bill, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 


Thatall taxes upon dividends, interest. and un- 
divided profits heretofore assessed or collected from 


the corporations mentioned in section fifteen of the | 


actapproved July 14, 1870, entitled "An act to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes.” for the time 
between the Ist day of August, 1870, and the Ist day 
of January. 1871, shall be remitted or refunded upon 
claim made therefor: and the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue is hereby authorized and directed 
to remit or refund the same as in cases of other taxes 
improperly assessed or collected : but nothing in this 


act shall be so construed as to prevent thecollection | 


or authorize the return of any taxes upon such div- 
jdends. interest, or undivided profits for that part of 
the year 1870 prior to the 1st of August, and assessed 
or collected at the rate of five per cent. 


Mr. SCOTT. I offer, by authority of the 
committee, two further amendments, which I 
will ask to have read before I make a brief 
statement of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments, 
which were to insert after the word ‘‘collected,’’ 
in the eighteenth line, the words “to all such 
corporations as have retained such tax from 
their stockholders, or paid it to the Govern- 
ment, or shall retain or pay the same at such 
rate as to make the tax equal to at least two 
and a half per cent. per annum upon all the 
earnings of the years 1870 and 1871, and to 
none other ;’’ and also, after the word “to,” 
in the twenty-second line, to insert the words 
“and including.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendments offered by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, this bill in- 
volves, as [ have already stated, nearly two 
million dollars, and its importance justifies me 
in making a brief statement to the Senate of 
the reasons which render its passage neces- 
sary. That it may be clearly understood, I 
ask attention to the law which imposed an in- 
come tax originally, so that all may be satis- 
fied that this bill will secure equality as nearly 
as equality can be secured in the collection of 
an income tax. 

The act of June 30, 1864, imposed the first 
income tax, and it enacts in section one hun- 
dred aad sixteen, as follows: 


“And the duty herein provided for shall be as- | 
sessed, collected, and paid, upon the gains, profits, | 


or income, for the year ending the 31st day of 


December next preceding the time for levying, 


collecting, and paying said duty.” 

By section one hundred and nineteen the 
duties were to be levied onthe 1st of May, and 
to be due and payable on or before the 80th 
of June in each year, until and including the 
year 1870, and no longer. 

By section one hundred and twenty a duty 
of five per cent. on all dividends in scrip or 
money ‘‘thereafter’’ declared due, &c.—the 
word ‘‘ thereafter’? in that section is, I think, 
a mistake for ‘‘hereafter’’—of banks, trust 
companies, savings institutions, and of fire, 
marine, life, and inland insurance companies, 
was imposed to be retained by said companies. 

By section one hundred and twenty-two rail- 
road, canal, turnpike, canal-navigation, and 
slack-water companies were to retain five per 
cent, on the interest of all bonds issued and 
on all dividends declared or profits, wherever 
the same shall be payable. 

The actof March 8, 1865, amended sections 
one hundred and sixteen, one hundred and 
seventeen, one hundred and eighteen, one hun- 
dred and nineteen, and one hundred and twenty 


| of the-act of June 30, 1864, in several particu- | 


jana — 


lars, but left the time of assessing, collecting, 
and paying, and the time for levying the tax, 
the same as they were in sections one hundred 
and sixteen and one hundred and nineteen. 
The acts of July 18, 1866, and the act of 
March 2, 1867, again amended the same sec- 
tions; but the only change made as to the 
time of assessing, collecting, antl paying, and 
of levying and paying, fixed by the act of 1864, 


a ‘| is that the act of 1867 changesthe time of levy- 


ing and paying to the 1st of Marchand the 80:h 
of April, instead of the Ist of May and the 30th 
of June. The year for which it is to be assessed 
is still left as in the original act, ‘‘the year 
ending ihe 31st day of December next preced- 
ing the time for levying, collecting, and paying 
said tax;’’ and each successive act repeats the 
words of the one hundred and nineteenth sec- 
tion, ‘until and including the year 1870, and 
no longer.” 

Now, how would this operate as to equality 
between those who paid tax upon general in- 
come assessed at the end of the year and paid 
at the time fixed for levy and payment. and 
those whose tax was retained by the officers 
of corporations out of their interest and divi- 
dends under sections one hundred and twenty 
and one hundred and twenty-two? I call 
especial attention to this subject. It is not 
one, it is true, for any figures of rhetoric, but 
it is an interesting one in figures of arithmetic. 

The original act was approved June 30, 1864, 
but on the 4th of July, 1864, a joint resolution 
was passed imposing a special income tax for 
the year ending December 31, 1863, to be lev- 
ied, assessed, and collected on the Ist of Octo- 
ber, 1864, and as the act of June 30 had pro- 
vided a special mode of collecting the tax on 
dividends, authorizing them to be deducted 
from general income, so that they wouid not 
pay twice, the resolution reaching back into 
1863, before the tax was exacted, provided 
that ‘fno deductions shall be made for divi- 
dends or interest received from any association, 
corporation, or company.” 

We have thus the income tax, beginning in 
1863,¢and interest, dividends, &c., if hon- 
estly returned—and it is probable they are just 
about as honestly returned as other incomes— 
paid tax for the year 1863. The law of June 
30, 1864, would catch all general incomes for 
1864, but its special mode of collecting the tax 
upon dividends. &c., could reach only those 
declared after its passage. Those declared 
before would go into general incomes, as I 
will hereafter show. 

Now, starting with 1863, the time to which 
the resolution of 1864 reaches back, we find 
that those who paid general income tax paid 
for the years 1863, 1864, and all the vears up 
to and including 1869. Dividends paid tax for 
the year ending December 31, 1863, under the 
resolution. When we come to 1864, dividends 
declared before the passage of the act had paid 
no tax, and therefore they would pass into the 
general income of the recipients, for the pro- 
vision for deducting them in section one Nun- 
dred and seventeen is, ‘the income derived 
from dividends, &c., which shall have been 
assessed and the tax paid as hereinafter pro- 
vided,” shall be deducted, &c. Thus all divi- 
dends for 1864 would be subject to and pay tha 
tax. Those declared after the passage of the 
act would be retained by the corporations ; 
those declared before the passage of the act 
of 1864 were not permitted to be deducted, the 
tax upon them not having been paid, and there- 
fore went into the assessment of generalincome; 
so that, going on to December 81, 1869, up to’ 
which time the dividends also paid, there would 
be equality as between those who paid tax upon 
general incomes and those who had their tax 
retained by the corporations which paid their 
dividends. 

At this point, December 81, 1869, we are 
met by the question made by corporations and 
decided by the circuit court for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania, referred to by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue in his report 


1872. 
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for 1870, to which I very briefly refer. On 
age 12 of the report tbe point where this 
difficulty started is thus suggested: 

“Section seventeen provides that sections one 
hundred and twenty, one hundred and twenty-one, 
and ono hundred and twenty-two, of the act of June 
30, 1864, as amended, shall beconstrued to impose the 
taxes therein mentioned to August 1, 1870, and no 


longer. 

nection fifteen provides ‘ that there shall be levied 
and collected for and during the year 1871 a tax of 
two and a half per cent. on the amount of all 
interest or coupons paid, or bonds or other evidences 
of debt issued and payablein one or more years after 
dato by any of the corporations in this section here- 
inafter mentioned, and the amount of all dividends 


of earnings, income, or gains hereinafter declared 
by any bank, trust company, savings institution, 
insurance company, railroad company, canal com- 
pany, turnpikecompany, canal-navigation company, 
and slack-water company, whenever and wherever 
the same shall be payable, and to whatsoever person 
the same may be due, including non-residents, 
whether citizens or aliens,’ ; 

“Itis believed to have been the intention to con- 
tinue the five percent. tax until August 1, 1870, and 
to substitute a tax of two and a half percent. there- 
for on and after thatdate. But, owing to the pecu- 
jiar languago of the statute, no tax can be withheld 
from coupons falling due during the last five ca'en- 
dar months of 1870. According to a recent dec'sion 
of the circuit court in the State of Pennsylvania, in 
thecase of the Philadelphia and Reading Ra..road 
Company va. Barnes, collector, no tax can be with- 
held from dividends, coupons, or interest, payable 
during the first seven months of 1870; and it is fur- 
ther maintained that corporations cannot be re- 

uired to pay any taxes upon rhe dividends payable 
during the remaining five months.” 


At tbis point it will be observed tbat two 
questions were suggested : first, were dividends 
declared on the 81st of December, 1869, for 
instance, or at any time in December, 1869, 
but not made payable until January. 1870, or 
afterward in that year, subject to the income 
tax under the Jaw which expired on the 31st 
of December, 1869? Second, are the corpora- 
tions mentioned in the one hundred and fif- 
teenth section required to retain the income 
tax for the period elapsing between the 1st of 
August, 1870, and the 1st of January, 1871? 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue held 
that both were subject to the tax, both the 
dividends declared in 1869 and payable in 1870 
and the dividends declared during the last five 
months of the year 1870. 

Thus the matter stood before the passage of 
the act of Juiy14, 1870. When that act came 
to be considered, and went to a committee of 
conference, this state of things was presented: 
under the ruling of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue the corporations named in the 
section to which I have referred had already 
paid or were held liable for the tax up until the 
lst day of July, at least, and that at the rate of 
five per cent. under the law which those cor- 
porations insisted had expired, but the Com- 
missioner of Jaternal Revenue, taking the view 
that it had not expired, collected that tax at 
the rate of five percent. Of course a tax for 
six months at the rate of five per cent. was 
equivalent to an annual tax at ihe rate of two 
and a half per cent. ; and it will be remem- 
bered—certainly £ wiil be borne out in this 
statement by the members of the committee 
of conference—that the intention of the act of 
July 14, 1870, in fixing the tax at two anda 
balf per cevt., and in providing that no tax 
should be collected for the last five months of 
1870, was to equalize this tax so that the tax 
paid at therate of five per cent. for six months 
should be considered equivalent to a whole 


year’s tax at two and a half per cent., and | 


that where such tax at five per cent. had been 
paid, no farther tax for the last five months of 
1870 should be levied or paid. 

It will be seen from this statement that if the 
dividends declared in 1869, and not payable 
until 1870, were, on the one hand, exempt from 
taxation, a part of the earnings of 1869 would 
escape ; and on the otber hand, if corporations 


which had paid at the rate of five per cent. for | 


the first six months, or until August 1, 1870, 
are required also to pay upon the remaining 
six or five months of that year, as the case 
may be, they having paid at the rate of five 
per cent. for the first period, and two anda 


: MAN in the chair. 


half for the last, would pay really at the rate 
of at least three and three fourths per cent. for 
the year, whereas general incomes pay for that 
year only at the rate of two anda halfper cent., 
as they are not assessed until the expiration of 
the year. It was the purpose of the act of July 
14, 1870, to relieve both these difficulties, and 
it relieves them in this way: by exempting all 
dividends declared by corporations, and all 
other classes of income that are embraced in 
that one hundred and fifteenth section, from 
the tax for the last five months of 1870, it puts 
them very nearly upon an equality with general 
income, requiring a little more from some of 
them than from general income, for the com- 
mittee, and the Senate adopting the view of 
the committee, finding that the time had run 
into July, 1870, extended it until the first of 
the following month. If thisact be now passed, 
these corporations will be required to pay, in- 
stead of at the rate of two and a half per cent. 
for the whole year, just so much over two and 
ahalf per cent. asthe earnings of seven months 
are over the half year. They will be paying 
seven twelfths of that tax of five per cent. 
instead of six twelfths; a little over two and 
a half per cent. per annum. 

Yor the year 1871 there can be no difficulty, 
unless itis to reach the dividends, &c., earnedin 
that year and carried forward into dividends 
declared in 1872, These would be the earn- 
ings for the last part of the year, dividends 
upon which may be declared in 1872; and ac- 
cordingly the amendment now before the Sen- 
ate is intended to reach that question, and to 
accomplish this result: that the remission of 
taxes where they have not been paid and are 
now in contest, or the refunding of taxes, 
where they have been paid under protest, shall 
be made to all such corporations as have paid 
or shall pay a tax at the rate of at least two 
and a half per cent. upon the dividends, 
&c., of the whole earnings of the years 1870 
and 1871, and that no such remission shall be 
made, and no such refunding shall take place, 
to any other corporations than those who have 
paid or shall pay a tax upon tke whole earn- 
ings of both these years equal to at least two 
and a half per cent. That is the purpose of 
the amendment which is now offered. I do 
not propose to go intoa legal argument for the 
purpose of showing that this was the inten- 
tion of the act of July 14, 1870. It is so ap- 
parent to any one who will consider the then 
existing state of things, that I do not now 
deem it necessary, especially as that question 
is considered in the report I made from the | 
Finance Committee, to accompany this bill, | 
which has been printed and before the Senate 
for some time. 

Let me again state, as clearly as I can, the 
purpose of this measure. It is to authorize the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to remit 
and refund all such taxes against these cor- 
porations as would require them to pay more 
than two and a half per cent. per annum 
upon the whole earnings of 1870 and 1871, with 
the single exception that those who have paid 
up to and including the Ist of August, 1870, 
shall not receive back the small fraction which 
would be over two and a half per cent., in 
consequence of that payment. ‘The intention 
is to equalize the general income tax and this 
tax upon dividends of corporations, &c., so 
that the same tax shall be paid by these cor- 
porations upon the earnings of the whole of 
both these years, as is paid upon geueral in- | 
comes by individuals; and that purpose we 
consider is accomplished by the bill and the 
amendments which are pending. 

With this statement I leave the question 
before the Senate, so that it may elicit any 
further discussion that Senators may think it 
requires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Taur- 
`) The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania from the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I should like ihe Senator I! 


from Pennsylvania to tell us exactly what this 
amendment means, and what the object is in 
applying this proposition only to those corpor- 
ations who have retained the tax from the 
stockholders. Suppose. they have paid it to 
the stockholders.; why should it not be remit- 
ted then just the same? : 

Mr. SCOTT. Under the law as it stands 
they are authorized and required to retain. it 
and pay it over to the Government, not to the 
stockholders. The intention of the amend- 
ment is to authorize the return to those who 
have retained it and paid it to the Government, 
or who shall hereafter retain it and pay it to 
the Government. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am decidedly in favor 
of retaining in the Treasury all the money we 
can tbat is collected by corporations out of 
the people. I do not think there is any great 
harm in that. But Ido not see the force of 
the argument, if a corporation, supposing this 
tax would not be collected, it being unequal, 
as ittis said, should have made its dividend 
without any reference to retaining anything to 
pay the Government, that now the Govern- 
ment should propose to give up this tax alto- 
gether. Why should not the corporation, if 
there be such a one, which has divided all its 
profits among the stockholders, be entitled to 
this remission of liability just as well as a 
corporation that kept the money in its coffers 
and never paid it to the stockholders or to the 
Treasury? That is what I should like inform- 
ation upon. 

Mr. SCOTT. I misapprehended my friend’s 
question. Under the income tax: law all cor- 
porations are not only required to retain these 
taxes and pay them over to the Government, 
but they are made liable for the taxes. It is 
not intended at all to relieve corporations from 
thetax where they are liable, and that certainly 
cannot be the effect of the bill, but it is simply 
to authorize the refunding or the remission:of 
such taxes as will compel them to pay the 
same taxes that all individuals have paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend from 
Pennsylvania need not have given himself the 
trouble to tell me what the law is about collect- 
ing taxes from corporations. I have a faint 
impression that I understand that already. The 
point I ask him to explain is why, if these cor- 
poratious are, as the Jaw now stands, liable to 
pay a tax for 1870 during those months. and 
have not paid it out of their profits, he makes 
a distinction between two corporations who are 
in that category aud relieves one that has kept 
the money in its treasury, and has not divided 
it among its stockholders, and does not relieve 
another which, whether in violation of law or 
otherwise, has divided all its profits among its 
stockholders, and has not retained the tax that 
it was still bound to pay? Of course, if the 
corporation was liable to pay the tax it could 
not escape by giving the money to the stock- 
holders; it would still be just as liable ; it would 
still be bound to pay it over to the Govern- 
ment. We all unders'and that ; nobody dis- 
putes it; but the amendment which my friend 
offers distinguishes on the face of it—whether 
it has any meaning or not is precisely what I 
am trying to find out—between a corporation 
which has not paid the Government of the Uni- 
ted States what the law may seem to require, 
and which may have paid over all its earnings 
to the stockholders, and another which has not 
paid what it owes to the Government and has 
not paid it over to the stockholder. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As my friend from 


| Pennsylvania is engaged, I will answer the 


question, if I can, for him. In the case put 
by the Senator from Vermont, if a corpora- 


j tion had failed to pay over the income tax to 


the Government it could not, as a matter of 
course, reserve it from the stockholders, but 
would pay over to the stockholders the full 
amount of the dividend. í j 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That would depend upon 
how much it chose to divide. It might ‘retain 
it-or not. : í 
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‘Mr. SHERMAN. In that case, the indi- 
vidual stockbolder, in rendering his personal 
income, had to return that income, and then 
it was subject to a tax of two and half per 
eent:, because he is only entitled to deduct 
from his personal return where the corpora- 
tion has paid to the Government the income 
tax. I think that is the answer to the ques- 
tion the Senator from Vermont put, if I under- 
stood it. 

In regard to this whole controversy, it fell to 
meto make a statement of what the intention 
of the law was, whether or not the legal phrase: 
ology carried outthatiotention. In July, 1870, 


Congress determined to reduce the income tax | 
from five per cent. to two and a half per cent. | 


for the year 1870; but the trouble was that up 
to July 1, 1870, the income tax at the rate of 
five per cent. had been paid where it was 


derived from corporations, and it was not the | 


purpose of Congress to authorize the return of 


any portion of this income tax, but the purpose | 


of Congress was to suspend the collection of 
income tax from corporations for the residue 
of that year, 1870, on the ground that they had 
already paid two and a half per cent. income 
tax for 1870, having paid at the rate of five per 
cent. for six months, 

Therefore, the intention was—and this was 
done in express words—to repeal the residue 
of the income tax collected from corporations 
for that year, but to levy upon personal income 
the income tax for 1870, as of old, so-as to 
equalize the tax upon ivcomes, whether derived 


from corporations or from personal or other | 


sources. That was the whole object of the 
law, whether the phraseology was ambiguous 
or not, 
especially a clerk, or some gentleman con- 
nected with the Attorney General’s office, con- 
strued the income tax on corporations as still 
continuing at the rate of twoandahalf percent., 
although it seems to me the language of the 
law is plain that the tax should net be collected 
at all after the Ist of August, 1870, until the 
Ast of January, 1871. But the construction 
he put upon the law required him, and he 


required the revenue officers to go on and col- |! 


lect the tax on corporations at the rate of two 
and a half per cent. from the Ist of August, 
1870, to the Ist of January, 1871, although 
they had already paid income tax at the rate 
of five per cent. per annum from the ist of 
January preceding the Ist of August, 1870, 
shortly after the passage of the law. 

The object of this bill is to remove ambigu- 
ity, and to require and authorize the collection 


of the same income tax on personal income as | 


upon corporations, and the same upon corpor- 
ations as upon personal income; but unfor- 
tunately, as the tax on corporations was col- 
lected for seven months of 1870, it follows 
that the income derived from corporations will 
have paid at best, even under the law as now 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, a 
little more income tax than personal income; 
but this was an inequality so small that we did 
not propose to correct it, and its correction 
has not been attempted by this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not altogether sure 
that it is right to pass this bill in any form. I 
can see a pretty good reason in policy for tax- 
ing the income of a corporation at a higher 
rate than you tax the income of a private indi- 
vidual; and I should have been glad when we 


remodeled the internal revenue laws (and I | 


tried to the extent of my little powers to ac- 
complish that result) to continue as against 
corporations the tax upon gross receipts. We 
‘did not, however, do that. I say, then, it does 
not appear to me to be altogether clear that 
we may not justly, and ought not rightly, to 
impose a higher tax upon the income of a cor- 
poration than upon that of a private person. 
Why? Because a corporation enjoys a special 
and peculiar privilege in making money thata 
private individual does not. 
.. Every corporation is a monopoly, and Ido 
not speak of a monopoly in the out-door. sense 


l 


of accusing a corporation of any wrong; bat 
it receives its money through the instrument- 
ality of fational or State authority, by a para- 
mount power over and above that which a 
private individual can exercise. Itis protected 
by law. It combines capital. It has avenues 
and means of profit which the grace of the 
people chooses to give it, which the private 
person does not possess. There is therefore 
no philosophie ground that I can understand 
why all corporations should not be taxed in a 
larger degree upon their profits than private 
persons are without any injustice. 

Now, the simple proposition in this hill, taking 


ing income through the favor of special priv- 


ileges imparted by the United States as it re- | 


spects banks, and by the States as it respects 
railroads, to gather into their coffers money 
derived by a sort of taxation of their own on 


the people, fixing their own rates of discount | 


and exchange, and of traffic and of passenger 
travel, it is proposed by this bill that they, 
being now liable to.pay for a few months the 
old-fashioned five per cent. income tax. are to 
be let down to two and a half, because the rest 
of the people, the private citizens, have been. 
I do not see the philosophy of that, I con- 
fess. Of course it isan exceedingly fine thing 
for the corporations, .for the banks in the Uni- 
ted States; and, as a stockholder in one of 
them, personally, I should be extremely glad 
to take my share of the benefit of this per- 
formance ; but I confess { do not like the prin- 
ciple of it; and besides looking at the language 
in which this proposition is proposed, lam a 


|| little afraid, although my friend from Pennsyl- 
The officers of the law, however, and į 


vania I am sure thinks otherwise, that it might 
have the effect to go somewhat beyond what 
he himself would propose in respect to certain 
uncollected taxes from corporations which do 
not fall within what he wishes to accomplish. 
I think it better that this bill should go over 
until to-morrow, and I therefore call for the 
regular order, and I should like to have the 
additional amendments proposed printed for 


| the information of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order | 


to print the amendments will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to submit an 
amendment, which I shall propose at the 
proper time, to the bill under consideration, 
for the purpose of having it printed. 

There being no objection, the proposed 
amendment was received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from Vermont demands the regular order, and 
House bill No. 380, for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, is now before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer,] I understand, does 
not desire to go on with the debate to-day. 

Several Sexarors. Letus have an executive 
session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty-seven minutes spentin 
executive session, the doors were reopened, 
and (at three o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tugspay, January 16, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m, Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. UPSON. I am informed that the 
Journal does not show.that my colleague, Mr. 
Perry, voted on the passage of the amnesty 
bill introduced by the gentleman from Massa- 


i 


i 


H 


il the condition of affairs in Louisiana: 


{ 


chusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] [ask that ihe Journal 
be so corrected as to show that he voted in the 
affirmative. oe 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware that 
the gentleman from Ohio did vote in the affirm- 
ative, and the Journal will be so corrected. 

LOUISIANA DIFFICULTIES. 

The SPEAKER announced the following 
as the select committce under the resolution 
of the House passed yesterday to investigate 
Mr. 
Guexxi W. Scorizip of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Groner W. McCrary of Iowa, Mr. H. BOARD- 


a Tork. Mr Er W 
it as it is explained, is that corporations earn- i| MAN Suita of New York, Mr, Daxin W. 


Vooruers of Indiana, and Mr. Samuex $. 
MARSHALL of Illinois. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney General, transmitting his annual report for 
the year 1871 ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. j 

BX-COLONGL J. V, D. REEVE, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War in relation to the case of ex-Colonel 
J. V. D. Reeve; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BEACONS AND BUOYS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in relation to the deficiency 
in the appropriation for the current fiscal year 
on account of expenses of beacons and buoys; 
which was referred to the Committee on A ppro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


SEMINOLE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, asking sn appropriation 
of $20,000 for the erection of buildings on the 
reservation of the Seminole Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUXBURY UARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer toa resolution of the 
House of March 9, 1871, in relation tothe im- 
provement of the harbor of Duxbury, Massa- 
chusetts; which wasreferred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, ETC, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of January 8, 1872, in relation to 
agricultural colleges aud college land serip; 
which, on motion of Mr. Winsoy, of Ohio, was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF BALTINORE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of December 12, 1871, in relation to 
channels leading to the harbor of Baliimore ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Come 
merce, and ordered to be printed, 


DISTRICT JAIL. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of January 8, 1872, in relation 
to the construction of a jail in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to tho 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WINNEBAGO INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letier from the Secre- 
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tary of the Interior, transmitting an estimate 
of appropriations for the benefit of the Winne- 
bago Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL SCOTT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, asking for an appropriation for 
the erection of an equestrian statue to the 
memory of Brevet Lieutenant General Wio- 
field Scott; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SHAWNEE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to certain 
selection of lands made for members of the 
Shawnee Indians; also the draftof a joint res- 
olution to confirm the sale of such selections ; 
which were referred to the Committee on In- 
dion Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OSWEGO RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resclution of the 
House of December 18, 1871, in relation to the 
improvement of Oswego river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COAST SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting estimates of 
appropriations required for surveying service, 
and to supply deficiencies for the fiscal years 
ending June 80, 1870, 1871, and 1872; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


“BLACK BOB” BAND OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a Jetter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in relation to certain lands 
inthe State of Kansas, belonging to the **Black 


Bob’ band of Shawnee Indians; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


KAW INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
Jaid before the House a Jetter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to the present 
condition of the Kaw Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee oa Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF TUE DELAWARE RIVER. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Del- 
aware [Mr. Bicas] desires to offer a joint 
resolution for consideration now. . 

Mr. BANKS. Has the morning hour com- 
menced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. Jt will not 
commence untiltheregular order isdemanded. 

Mr. BIGGS. 
introduce, with a view to its present consid- 
eration, à joint resolution, providing for the 
survey of the Delaware river, at New Castle, 
Delaware, for certain purposes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The joint resolution will 
be read for information, after which objection, 
if any, will be in order. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. WILLARD. I object. 


DONATION OF CANNON, 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 76) donat- 
ing certuin condemned cannon for a soldiers’ 
monument at Cortland, New York; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. DUELL. I ask unanimous consent 


that the joint resolation be now put upon its | 


passage 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will 


J ask unanimous consent to! 


| 


i 


be read for information, after which objection, 
if any, will be in order. 

The joint resolution was read. 

_ Mr. MAYNARD. During last Congress I 
insisted that all such applications should go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I 
desire that that course shall be now taken. I 
object to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. : 

Mr. DUELL. A similar bill has already 
been passed this session. I hope my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] will not per- 
sistin his objection. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There are so many of 
such applications, that I must insist on my 
objection. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. There is so large a 
number of these bills being constantly intro- 
duced that I also must object to their being 
passed without going to the appropriate com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DUELL. Then I move that the joint 
resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INCREASED PENSIONS. 


Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs the bill (H. R. No. 881) allowing 
totally disabled soldiers and seamen increased 
pensions, and moved that the committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. I ask unanimous 
consent to offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


requested to inform this House how many personsin | 


all are now employed in and about tho assessment 
and collection of the intornal revenue. 


Mr. DICKEY. I object, for the reason that 


the Secretary of the Interior is now preparing 


a list of that kind by direction of this House. ! 
Mr. FINK ELNBURG. Thegentleman from | 


Pennsyivania [Mr. Dickey]is mistaken. The 
list which is being prepared by the Secretary 
of the Interior refers not to the present time, 
but to a former year. 


Mr. DICKEY. I object. 
DISPOSITION OF LAND SCRIP. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent to offer a resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any exigency 
about it which requires it to be referred before 
Monday ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. There was no 
opportunity to offer it yesterday. 

‘The SPEAKER. 
opportunity? The State of Ohio was called. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. 
Mr. Speaker, for resolutions of this kind. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, 


| as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be | 


instructed to inquire and report—— 


The SPEAKER. That is not a resolution 
for reference, but for the action of the House. 
Jt is a resolution which the Chair would enter- 


tain. 
Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I ask to have it 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the read- 
ing of the resolation, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be 
instructed to inquire and report what disposition 
has been made by the several States of the land 
serip issued to them respectively under the act of 
July 2, 1802; whether the same has been located 
and sold. and if so, how the proceeds and interest 
thereow have been appropriated; and whether ono 
or wore agricuitural colleges have been established 


in the said States respectively, or any legislative |; 


provision made therefor. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman de- 
sire that the resolution shall be agreed to? 
Mr. WILSON, of Obio. I de. 


What was the lack of : 


It was not called, | 


i 
! 
i 
1 
| 
i 
| 
H 


i 
i 
i 


H 


i 
i 


i 
i 
j 
Í 
| 
i 


The SPEAKER. Then it is not a reso: 
lution for reference. : If -the gentleman: had 
stated distinctly what he desired, the Chair 
would have made no objection. ks 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. Then I withdraw 
my remarks in that regard. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS, ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, presented a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of 
the amounts refunded to the States in raising 
volunteers from 1861 to 1872; which was 
i referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
| and ordered to be printed. 


NEW JERSEY LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to report back from the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
: 501) authorizing the appropriation. for the 
employment of surfmen at alternate life-saving 
stations on the New Jersey coast for the fiscal 
year ending June 80,1872, to be expended in 


| employing crews at such stations and for such 


| periods and at such compensation as the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury may deem reasonable, 
not to exceed forty dollars per month for each 
| person employed. 
i The bill was read. It proposes to author- 
| ize the Secretary of the Treasury to expend 
| the sum of $10,080, appropriated by an act 
making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for other purposes, 
approved March 8, 1871, for the ‘‘ pay of six 
experienced surfmen to man each of the boats 
at alternate lile-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast from December 15 to March 15,” 
in employing crews of experienced surfmen at 
such stations and for such periods as he may 
deem necessary and proper, and at such. com- 
pensation as he may deem reasonable, not to 
exceed forty dollars per month for each person 
to be employed. i 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
consideration of this bill now? The Chair 
hears none, and the. bill is before the House. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘The Secretary 


of the Treasury has sent to the House a letter 


; in reference to this bill. which is as follows: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, 


| Wasnineron, D. C., December 11, 1871. 


Sir: If the accompanying joint resolution author- 
izing the amount appropriated for the employment 
of surfmenon the New Jersey coast by act of March 

| 8, 1871, (see Statutes-at-Large, volumo 18, page 496,) 
i to be expended in accordance with the provisions 


i of section twenty-seven of the act of April 20, 1871 
jj (see Statutes-at-Large, first session, Porty-Secon 
: Congress, page}2, Little & Brown’s edition,) could be 


passed before the 15th instant,it would greatly facil- 
itate the reorganization of the life-saving service 
now in progress. 

Tam, very respectfully, 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon, J. A. Ganrieup, Chairman Committee on Appro- 
priations House of Representatives. 

I will statethat the objectof the bill is merely 
this: ihe appropriation made for this purpose 
for the last fiscal year restricted the pay of surf 
men at life-saving stations to forty dollars s 
month. TheSeeretary of the Treasury reports 
that if we allow him to pay a less sum during 
| some months of the year, he can discriminate 
in the use of the fund during the whole year, 
and use it more economically. The bill does 
| not propose a new appropriation, but merely 


| to distribute the appropriation already made 


somewhat differently. The same disposition 


i has been made in the law in regard to the ap- 


propriation for the current fiscal year. It was 
| provided for at the last short session of Con- 
gress. Lapprehend that there can be no ques- 
tion about the propriety of this bill, and I ask 
for a vote upon it. = 
Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to say, for the ben- 
efit of gentiemen on this side of the House whe 

| may not have heard the remarks of the gentle- 
| man from Ohio, that the bill makes no addi- 
| tional appropriation, but. only provides an 
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-additional rule of compensation, which the 


“committee think is a proper one. 
> Mri COX. ‘The gentleman from Ohio will, 
Tam sure, allow me to say a word, inasmuch 
as:I have taken some interest in this matter. 
‘At the last session of. Congress there was an 
‘appropriation of $200,000 for this purpose, 
which was made after a great deal of urging by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Huu, } 
and‘ the. gentleman who now addresses you, 
divided between Long Island and the New 
Jersey coast. I do not know precisely how 
the $200,000 has been appropriated, or whether 
this bill proposes to add to the appropriation 
of that amount, but I am very sure, from the 
observation I have had on this subject, by the 
reports made to the Treasury, and from the 
accounts that have been published in the public 
ress as to the utility of this service, that a 
Taree: sum might well be appropriated to a 
matter which concerns not merely property, 
but buman life. This bill has been read so 
hurriedly that I do not understand precisely its 
ténor, and the gentleman perhaps can explain 
it a little more definitely before he asks for its 
. passage. Ishouldlike toknow, from the read- 
ing of the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, or from some other quarter, what con- 
tracts were: made under our appropriation of 
last year. It gave us some trouble to get that 
appropriation. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] the then chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, opposed the 
appropriation at the time, although he after- 
ward yielded to the doctrine of humanity 
which I urged upon him. ‘The Secretary of 
the Treasury also opposed it, and yet the 
public newspapers give all the credit of this 
umanitarian appropriation to the Republican 
side of. the House. I want to vindicate our 
side of the House upon some occasion. 

Mr. DAWES. “ Hine ille lachryme.”” 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says, “ Hinc illæ 
lachrymee’’—‘‘ hence these tears.” The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is very much mis- 
taken if he supposes that he ever saw me 
shedding tears here. I have no tears to shed 
over the humanity exercised on his side of the 
House, and I congratulated the gentleman yes- 
terday upon his humane, kind, and Christian 
disposition about amnesty. 

Mr, DAWES, Yes, at the expense of my 
bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says “at the 
expense of his bill.” Why did not the gen- 
tleman, irrespective of any applause or sup- 
port from one side or the other, stand by what 
is right? 

Mr. DAWES. Did I not? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman did; but sev- 
eral of his colleagues backed down from a 
proposition which was right, becausethe Dem- 
ocratic party agreed to it; and the other day, 
the gentleman from Maine | Mr. Hate] came 
forward with a proposition which I urged here 
ten years ago, for free shipping. In fact, the 

entleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the 

onorable Speaker are but converts to the 
Democratic theory, and yet they claim all the 
credit, and are carrying off all the honors for 
the Republican party. 

Mr. DAWES. If my friend will introduce 
a bill to enact that the Democrats shall have 
credit for all they deserve we will vote for it. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. COX, Years ago I voted here in this | 


House for free trade, for free ships, and my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] said 
that was secession doctrine. I told him that 
I had learned it in New England from Dr. 
Wayland, Now, although it is indisputable 
that two and two make four, the gentleman 
opposed it because Jefferson Davis happened 
to say the same thing; he insisted that it made 
five because the secessionists said otherwise. 
Now, I want to call the attention of the House 
to the shrewd, cunning, nice, partisan man- 
agement going on on this side of the House, 
where I have the honor now to speak. They 


are arranging the country for a presidential 
election; they’are coming forward as cham- 
pions of free trade and general amnesty. Well, 
if they will do good to the conntry we will help 
them do it, and in this matter we will vote for 
life-saving apparatus. 
Christian converts from Republicanism within 
the pale of Christian civilization. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no 
doubt my friends of the Democratic side of 
this House need life-saving apparatus at all 
their stations. But I do not think the gentle- 
man’s remarks have any relation to this bill. 
The gentleman asks for an explanation of this 
bill,and I will give it. At the session of Con- 
gress before the last there was appropriated a 
sum of $10,000 for the pay of sixty-three 
surfmen to man the boats at alternate life- 
saving stations on the New Jersey coast. 
Those men were to be paid not to exceed forty 
dollars a month. Now, according tothat, the 
Secretary of the Treasury must pay them just 
forty dollars a month until the appropriation 
of $10,000 runs out, which will be in a short 
time. The Secretary now says that if we will 
allow him to pay fifteen or twenty-five dollars 
a month for some of the summer months, 
when they are not much needed, and then 
to pay them forty dollars a month in some 
ofthe stormy months, when they cannot be 
obtained for less, he can run this appropria- 
tion through the year; in other words, he 
can do more good if he is allowed to distribute 
itat his discretion, rather than to make him 
pay forty dollars a month at all times. I 
think this is a good bill; it does not appro- 
priate any more money, but it more wisely 
distributes what is already appropriated. 1 
now call the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Is it in 
order to move an amendment to this bill at 
this time? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, pending the 
call of the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
Operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


€E. C. BOUDINOT. 


Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, 
presented from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary a report in the case of E. C. Boudinot; 
which was ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report was recommitted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SURVEY OF DELAWARE RIVER. 


Mr. WILLARD. I withdraw my objection 
to the joint resolution of the gentleman from 
Delaware [Mr. Bracs] relative to the survey 
of the Delaware river. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will 
be read and objections asked for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution providing for a survey of the Del- 


aware river at New Castle, Delaware, for certain 
purposes, 


Be it resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be, 
and he is hereby, instructed to cause to be made by 
the bureau of engineers a survey of the Delaware 
river at or near the town of New Castle, in the State 
of Delaware, in order to ascertain the practicability 
and cost of improving the harbor at said town. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
introduction and passage of this joint resolu- 
tion at the present time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. TL ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


For one, I welcome all |} 


k 


The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Delaware [Mr. Bicas] accept that sugges- 
tion ? 

Mr. BIGGS. I have no objection to refer- 
ence of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 75) was introduced, read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittes on Commerce. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, Task unani- 
mous consent to report from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, for consideration at the 
present time, the bill (H. R. No. 511) fixing the 
time from which pensions heretofore granted, 
or which may be hereafter granted, shall com- 
mence, and extending the time for the filing 
of applications for the same. 

The bill, which was read for information, 
provides that all pensions which have been 
granted or may hereafter be granted for or in 
consequence of death occurring or wounds 
received or disease contracted in the military 
or naval service of the United States in the 
late war for the suppression of the rebellion, 
shall commence and be payable from the date 
of the discharge or the death of the person on 
whose account the pension has been or shall 
hereafter begranted; provided that the appli- 
cation for such pension has been or shall be 
filed with the Commissioner of Pensions before 
the Ist day of July, 1874, excepting that appli- 
cations in behalf of insane persons and chil- 
dren under sixteen years of age may be filed 
after the expiration of that time, if previously 
thereto they were without guardians or other 
proper legal representatives. But this act is 
not to apply to pensions granted under special 
laws, nor to the increase of pensions author- 
ized by the first section of the act of June 6 
1866. and by the second section of the act of 
July 25, 1866. 

The second section repeals all acts and parts 
of acts inconsistent with the provisions of the 


bill. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. 
RELIEF OF CHICAGO SUFFERERS, 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported. back, with amendments, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, a bill (H. R. 
No. 555) for the relief of sufferers by fire at 
Chicago. 

The bill, which was read, provides in the first 
section that on all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise which may be sent from places without 
the limits of the United Sates as gratuitous 
contributions for the relief of sufferers by the 
fire which occurred at Chicago, October 7, 8, 
and 9, 1871, shall, when imported at the port 
of Chicago, and consigned to the proper 
authority for distribution, be admitted free of 
duty. The second section provides that there 
shall be allowed and paid, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe, on all material actually used in 
buildings erected on the ground burned over 
by said fires, or in the repair or construction 
thereof, a drawback of the import duties paid 
on the same, provided the materials shall have 
been imported at the port of Chicago during 
the term of one year from and after the 10th 
day of October, 1871. ‘ 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was read as follows: é 


In gection two, line three, before the word “ build- 
ings” insert “the repair or construction of;” andin 
lines four and five strike out after the word * fres” 
the words “‘or in the repair or construction thereof.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER announced, that the morn- | 
ing hour commenced at four minutes before 
one o'clock, and that reports were in order from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BANKS. I yield to my colleague on 
the committee, from Indiana, [Mr. Packarp.] 

F. M. CORDEIRO., 


Mr. PACKARD, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported back House bill No. 
801, to authorize the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to settle with F. M. Cordeiro, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, with 
amendments. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury are 
authorized and directed to settle with F. M. 
Cordeiro for his services as acting consul of 
the United States at the port of RiodeJaneiro, 
from the Ist of April to the 1st of October, 
1870, and to allow said F. M. Cordeiro com- 
pensation for said period of time at the rate 
now allowed by law to a United States consul 
at said port. 

_ The amendments of the committee were read 
and agreed to, as follows: 


In lines five and six strike out the words, ‘from 
the Ist of April to the lst of October.” 

Insert these words: ‘‘from the time when Henry 
BE. Milford ceased to be vice consul to the time when 
Charles T. Thwentt assumed the duties of consul 
during the year 1870.” 

Add to the bill, and the sum so allowed shall bo 
paid from the appropriation for salaries of consuls.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on order- 
ing the bill as amended to be engrossed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is there no report 
from the committee? 

Mr. PACKARD. I do not desire to occupy 
the attention of the House, and will yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Mon- 


ROE. | 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. Speaker, as I intro- 
duced this bili to the House, and as L am well 
acquainted with the gentleman whose name 
appears in it, it may be proper for me to offer 
a word of explanation. Mr. Cordeiro, the gen- 
tleman whose name is in this bill, is a Portu- 
guese subject, but has been the responsible 
clerk of the United States consulate in Rio 
Janeiro ever since 1854 or 1855. He has occu- 
pied that place ever since a period some time 
before Mr. Buchanan’s administration com- 
menced, aud it gives me pleasure to state from 
personal knowledge of this gentleman that 
duting that whole period he has been a re- 
markable example of faithfulness, of industry, 
and of ability. Iwill venture to say that the 
United States has very few as valuable servants 
jn its service abroad as Mr. Cordeiro. He 
has been in office sixteen or seventeen years, 
and I suppose, during that whole period, not 
ten secular days but have found him sitting at 
his desk in his office from nine o’clock in the 
morning to four o'clock in the afternoon, 
engaged in the faithful discharge of his duties. 
ag responsible clerk in that consulate. He 
is almost never absent, and it is impossible to 
estimate in money the value of such services 
as that man has rendered to the United States 
abroad. 

It so happens, because the United States has | 
not pursued the policy of raising ap a regular | 
service abroad, consular and diplomatic, there | 
have sprung up in the consular oflices and 
legations abroad a class of gentlemen of 
foreign birth, who have been long retained in 
those offices, and whose services are of great 
value. Mr. Cordeiro is one of the most re- 
markable instances of these men. I do not 
think we havea. better or more faithful servant. 
He has never had anything but the pay of a 
common clerk, such pay as a clerk in the city 
ef Bio Janeiro obtains in other positions. But 
it so happens that, in 1870, in consequence of 
the sudden withdrawal of the American vice 
consul because of ill health, the whole work 
of the office devolved upon Mr. Cordeiro. 

Mr. Blow, who was the excellent minister of 


the United States at the court of Brazil at that i 


time, wishing to compliment Mr. Cordeiro for | 
his long and faithful services, and wishing also | 
to give him the benefit of increased pay, ap- if 
pointed him vice consul of the United States, 
thinking, I have no doubt, that his being an 
alien would not invalidate his claim for com- 
pensation for such temporary services, until the 
new consul should arrive. But when Mr. Cor. 
deiro’s drafts and accounts reached the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, that faithful offi- 
cer, acting, very properly 1 have no doubt, 
under the law, declined to pay them; but at 
the same time expressed the satisfaction with 
which he would pay them if Congress should 
pass a bill which would remove the legal diffi- 
culties in the case. It was for this reason that 
I introduced this bill. Under the ruling of 
the Comptroller, Mr. Cordeiro not only lost his 
pay as consul for about six months, but heeven 
lost his poor pay as clerk; foras he is entirely 
dependent on the consul for pay, and as the 
Government decided there was no consul there, 
it was also decided that he should haveno pay. 
The result was that he worked very hard for 
half a year for the United States Government 
without receiving compensation. 

Now, all who are acquainted with the facts 
are in a position to testify that the only fault 
Mr. Cordeiro has committed is that he is not 
a citizen of the United States. And I can 
state that that is a fault that he has always 
been very anxious to repair. It appeared to 
be the greatest ambition of his life to become 
an American citizen, and nothing prevented 
him from becoming so but his faithful devotion 
to the service of the country abroad, which 
prevented his coming here and residing long 
enough to entitle him to be naturalized. It 
was his faithfulness to us and our interests 
which prevented him from being a citizen. J | 
used to be pained when I saw the cordial 
sympathy he felt for our Government and our 
institutions to think that he had no oppor- 
tunity to become an American citizen, and I 
believe the very last time 1 saw him he was 
expressing the thought that, although he might 
never be able to become an American citizen 
while he lived, he hoped he would behave well 
enough in this life to go to America when he 
died, if he did not get there before. Such was 
this man’s feeling, and it is the feeling of many 
others who are in the service of the Govern- 
ment abroad. 1 hope there will not be a sin- 
gle voice against paying this man for his ser- 
vices. It is simply a question, not of a fair 
day's wages, but. of a very poor day’s wages 
for a very large and long day’s work; and my 
only regret in regard to this bill is, that it will 


not enable us to give him a compensation |} 


more suitable to his long and faithful services 
to the country. 

Mr. PACKARD. 
guestion. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the} 
operation thereof, the bill, as amended, was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PACKARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also.) 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALARY OF CONSUL AT TIEN-TSIN. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1055) | 
to regulate the salary of the consul at Tien- 
Tsin, China; which was read a first and sec- | 


I move the previous | 


Mr. BANKS. The bill which has been read 
is an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
for a bill which was referred tothe committee. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute alone will 
be considered, unless there be objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘This bill has been carefully 
considered by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and, for the following reasons, this in- 
crease of salary is unanimously recommended: 
the port of Tien-Tsin, in North China, is the 
largest. of the commercial ports in that part 
of the empire, and it is the port of entrance to 
the capital. Its commerce is as large ag that 
of the other four ports of North China—Can- 
ton, Foo-Chow, Amoy, and Swatow. It is the 
largest importer of American cotton goods; it 
ranks as the second of those ports in the value 
of its trade; it has a larger number of causes 
for judicial investigation, and of equal import- 
ance in value, than all the other ports in China, 
except the single port of Shanghai; and, inas- 
much as the consul isa judicial officer, it is not 
proper, since many cases are referred to him 

or investigation judicially, that he should 

be engaged in the trade. Heis now paid by 
feos, and the committee report that he shall be 
paid a salary of $3,500, I believe it is, which 
will place him in schedule B in the list of 
consular offices. 

I yield now for a moment to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Brooks. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I concur 
with the remarks which the gentieman from 
Massachusetts has made-from his general 
statement of facts, which I know to be correct. 
I may add to those facts which he has already 
stated that Tien-'sin is, in point of fact, the 
port of entry for Pekin, the capital of China. 
I may also add as confirming his views, that it 
is a port to which an American line of steamers 
is now running from Shanghai under the Uni- 
ted States flag, and that that is the only line 
of steamers or the only line of ships which 
carry our flag from Shanghai to Tien-Tsin, or 
which is known as the waters of the Yellow 
sea. But let me add my regret here, incident- 
ally, in connection with this statement of facts, 
the statement—which will be interesting I know 
tothe gentleman from Massachusetts—that this 
line of steamers, which have hitherto been 
built largely in his own State and inthe neigh- 
boring State of Connecticut, and which have 
done so much for American commerce to 
American credit throughout the whole of North 
China. can no longer be built in those States, 
or in any part of the United States, in conse- 
quence of the enormous tax upon iron, tim- 
ber, and cordage, and that the whole of that 
great manufacture of ship-building is lost to 
New Englandin consequence of high duties, so 
that now the building of these ships is trans- 
ferred from Massachusetts, Connecticut, and 
Maine, to Glasgow, upon the Clyde, where these 
ships are now built. 

Let me add also, in connection with this, 
another interesting fact, that the Glasgow 
ship-builders, the carpenters there especially, 
are incompetent or unable to construct that 
light class of steamers for river navigation 
which does so much credit to the United 
States, and that those ships which have hith- 
erto been built for the great rivers of China, 
and which have contributed so much to the 
wealth of America, have now to be built 
either in Glasgow or in some other British 

ort.. The carpenters of Glasgow and of Great 

ritain, being unwilling to adapt their con- 
struction to the light style of ship-building 
which exists in our country, have been unable 
to construct the class of ships which the Amer- 
icans desire on the great rivers and waters 
of China, and in consequence of that, in order 
to obtain a proper class of carpenters, they 


‘| have been imported into Great Britain from 


Maine, New York, and Connecticut. Those 
carpenters alone are able to construct a class 
of ships which are desirable for the great 
rivers of China. I mention this interesting 


416. 


arene iene aerate matt ent 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


J anuary 16, 


fact in connection with what the gentleman 
said. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would ask the 
gentleman if that is what is meant by the state- 
ment that a high tariff improves the condition 
of American laboring men? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The ques- 
tion so well auswers itself, that it is not neces- 
sary for me to answer it. 

Mr. BANKS. Tt is to be regretted that 
American commerce has suffered so much in 
the Jast ten or twelve years. There are many 
causes which have contributed to its decline 
and general prostration, other than those to 
which the gentleman from New York has 
alluded. No one regrets this more than I do, 
and no one will be more heartily in accord with 
any general movement that will lead to the res- 
toration of American commerce as it existed 
previous to 1860, when it was in such rapid 
ratio of increase, that had it continued until 
1875, the American flag would have covered 
the majority of the commerce of the whoie 
world. This, however, is not the time to con- 
sider that question, but I hope it will be con- 
sidered by this House at this session. I do 
believe that measures may be, and I hope will 
be, adopted which will reéstablish it in all its 

prosperity and power. I am very glad that 
the gentleman from New York has called the 
attention of the House to the effect of the pres- 
ent order of things upon American interests in 
North China, and I hope that he will be ready 
to unite with us in support of such measures 
as may be necessary to reéstablish it. 

One of those measures certainly will be the 
creation of this consular port and the estab- 
lishment of proper compensation for the con- 
sular duties at Tien-T'sin, which is the prin- 
cipal port of North China. As the House may 
not have attended to the reasons which I gave 
some minutes since, I will briefly state what 
induced the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
report this biil in an amended form: first, 
Tien-T'sin is the most important port in North 
China; if it is not the real capital of that em- 
pire, it is the entrance to that capital. Its 
commerce and navigation are as great as the 
other four cities of North China which I have 
named. It is the largest importing port of 
American cotton goods in China, It has a 
larger number of cases for judicial investiga- 
tion and decision, both in number and in value, 
than all the other ports, except that of Shang- 
hai. But inasmuch as the consul is now paid 
by fees alone, and is engaged in business, the 
committee have deemed it essential to the 
interests of the Goverument that he should be 


those regulations which will give him a suffi- 
cient salary to pay for the discharge of his 
duties, and to prohibit him from entering into 
commercial transactions. 

Mr. SHULLABARGER. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me for a moment? i 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I arose for the 
purpose of making an inquiry of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. 
Bayxs.] I desire to inquire of him whether 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs have under 


consideration the matter of revising the sched- | 


ule of pay allowed under present laws to our 
consuls general? Before the gentleman an- 
swers my quesiion, I wish to make a statement 
in regard to my own convictions touching our 
own foreign policy, as to the pay of our foreign 
officers. Now, I am convinced that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, if they have not 
already done so, will come to the conclusion, 
upon a thorough investigation of the matter, that 
there is no part of the public service, so far as 
it relates to the matter of pay, that so demands 
our attention now as our consularservice. This 
is not atime, I trust, when we shall embark in 
the increase of salarics. But it isa fact that 
no gentleman who has investigated the subject 
will fail to admit, that the pay that is allowed 
to at least a considerable proportion of the 


| have considered this subject, and if so, why 


| whether we are not to have a general revision 


| gress the Committee on Foreign Affairs consid- 
| ered a general bill with great care, contain- 
i; lug provisions with reference to all the consul- 
brought into that schedule of officers and under | 


i by the House of Representatives. 
| that character was passed by the Senate, but 


i mendation we now make. 


: dially indorse all that the gentleman from Ohio 


consuls of the United States is simply and | 


utterly disgraceful. 


| their families back again, the income of the 
office having proved utterly inadequate to their 


Permit me to say right here, that the kind | maintenance. 


of intelligence and ability that is required for i 


the discharge of consular duties abroad, at any 
port where there are duties to be performed at 
all, and that are not mere sinecures, are of the 
very highest grade, both as to the legal attain- 


ments required and the business qualifications | 
They are brought in contact with » 


necessary. 0 À 
duties of the most responsible, of the most deli- 


cate, and of the most perplexing character, |i 


often involving interests of enormous magni- 
tude, where, if the offices are not filled with 


competent skilled men, they had better not be | 
filled at all. That is the kind of consular force | 


that every other great nation has, and which 
we must have if our consular service is to aid 


the interests of commerce and the other great | 


interests that it tikes care of. That is the 
starting fact in the case. These offices are 
made for the purpose of aiding and defending 


in their vital relations the great commercial | 


affairs of our country, as well as those other 
affairs of our citizens abroad that they come in 
contact with. 

Now, no gentleman will fail to perceive that 
consuls at ports having duties to perform 


ought tobehigh-up men. I tell you that I have |j 
seen, as has every other gentleman who has | 


gone abroad, our consuls living in third and 
fourth rate garrets, almost literally starving 
for want of pay, receiving the pitiful sum of 


$1,500. while wife and child and consul eke out | 


a miserable and disgraced existence, the scoff 
of nations with notone tithe of the ability and 
dignity of yours, sir. It is time this thing was 
stopped ; it is penny wise and pound foolish. 
I hope the Committee on Foreign Affairs will 
revise this whole matter of the pay of our for- 
eign consuls, not, of course, to give them 
unreasonable compensation, but to give them 


such compensation as men are willing to take | 


who have the capacity that we must have for 
our foreign consulates, or else we had better 
abolish them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I rose to ask a question, 
and had almost forgotten it. I wish to know 
whether the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


they bring in a bill providing fora single officer ; 


of consular saiaries. 
Mr. BANKS. {can answer the gentleman’s 
question without difficulty. Daring the last Con- 


aies of the Government of the United States; 
but it failed for want of time to be considered 
A bill of 


we had no opportunity to report upon it, and 
the House had no opportunity to act upon it. 
Undoubtedly the same subject will be before 


the committee at this session, and we shall be | 


enabled to present a bill embracing a generai 
revision of consular salaries, which, Í trust, will 
be satisfactory to the House. But this case 
was regarded as of so much importance upon 
the reasons which have been stated that it was 
not deemed necessary to delay it two, three, 
four, or five months until a general report can 
be presented, which report, as to this case, 
would embrace precisely the same recom- 


I yield for a few moments to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kexiey.] 
Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I most cor- 


[Mr. SHELLABARGER] has just said. I think 
the consular system of this country is a disgrace 
to it, and that it is so by reason largely of the 
unwise economy attempted in fixing the rates | 
of compensation. I have known consuls sent | 
abroad who, finding the position in which they | 
had been placed, have been obliged to appeal | 
to their friends at home, as a matter of charity | 


But it was not on this point I rose-to speak. 
! The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs, ] 
| if I understood him rightly, seized this bill as 
+ an occasion to speak upon the tariff andto say 
i that by reason of its provisions American ship- 
| builders were carried to the Clyde to build ves- 
q sels for the Chinese waters. 1 think, sir, he is 
i mistaken in that; for the building of wooden 
ships has sustained a greater decline in Eng- 
i land and the British provinces than in this 
i| country. Five thousand skilled builders of 
i such ships were on the poor rates at one lime 
l| three or four years ago in London; and those 
|| of them who would not descend to go upon the 
i| “rates” and eat a pauper’s fare were employed 
|| in breaking stone upon Government works, 
|| chiefly on the macadamized roads of the me- 
+ tropolis. One year thereafter the wooden ship- 
i| builders at Quebec indulged in bread riots by 

reason of their want of employment and the 
| means of support. The change from wooden 
vessels to iron, from sails to steam, has re- 
| duced to pauperism more Britons than any 
i other recent change. Under these circum- 
stances, it cannot be that the ship-builders of 
the Clyde are importing American carpenters 
to do their work. American workmen could 
i not live on the wages paid in the Clyde yards. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope the 
gentleman will not misrepresent me. 

Mr. KELLEY. One word more. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I must inter- 
fere with this debate—— 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I want to 
correct—— 

Mr. BANKS. I must interfere to arrest this 

| debate unless the House will allow me at 
this moment to present a request for general 
consent to the reportivg of a bill which I am 
instructed to report. i would with pleasure 
i| allow this debate to go on, but I fear it will 
|| deprive me of the opportunity of making the 
request which I wish to make. 
| The Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
instructed me to ask consent of the House 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs may 
have leave to report at any time within three 
weeks a bill to carry into effect the provisions 
of the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, signed in the city of Washing- 
ton, on the 8th day of May, 1871, relating to 
the fisheries. There are some parties who 
want to be heard; and we are desirous to give 
them a hearing. Hence we ask consent to 
make this report, with a view of referring the 
bill to the Commitiee of the Whole, when it 
shall be reported, or asking the House to 
| assign a day for its consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
į Sachusetts asks unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs be permitted to 
report at any time within three weeks a billto 
carry into effect the treaty of Washington, the 
bill to be reported either for the purpose of 
referring it to the Committee of the Whole for 
consideration, or to be made by general con- 
sent a special order in the House. Is there 
any objection? The Chair hears none. ‘The 
gentleman willobserve when the billis reported 
it will require general consent to make it a 
special order. Ít only requires a majority vote 
to refer it to the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKS. Wedo not wish to lose our 
opportunity to report. I now yield for a 
| moment to the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs. } 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I wish to 
explain that when I made the remark that 
carpenters had gone from the United States 
to do carpenter work for the ship-builders of 
the Clyde I did not mean ship-carpenters or 
iron-workers, In order to understand what I 
did mean, { will state briefly that the hulls of 
vessels are constructed in Glasgow, and all 


or friendship, for the means to bring themand 


the iron work is done there; butitis the habit 
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of Englishmen to build ships, both hulls and 
upper works, with vast deal more of strength 
than we build them. ‘The ship-carpenters and 
builders of England have no conception of that 


grial light ship-building and joiner-work, so. 


well known upon our eastern rivers, upon our 
northern rivers, and throughout all the great 
rivers of the West. The navigation of therivers 
of China is like that of the Mississippi, the 
Ohio, and the Missouri rivers. 

The great river of China, which perhaps 
runs thousands of miles into the interior, of 
which we know nothing, and which is navi- 
gable by our ships to Hankow, six or seven 
hundred miles, is navigated by American 
steamers, or rather steamers under the Amer- 
ican flag, one half built either in Connecticut 
or Massachusetts, and the other half more 
recently in Glasgow. The climate of China, 
the intense heats, require American ship- 
building and American joiner-work, and the 
only species of ship-building for that hot cli- 
mate, where air is necessary, and where it is 
necessary to live above the hull of the ship, in 
order to live at all, and which is best suited to 
the purposes, is the American ship built upon 
the Mystic river, in Connecticut, or in Maine, 
and which ships have gone out to China under 
Maine ship-masters. I might say I have seen 
those ship-masters out there in China from 
Maine navigating American steamers. Those 
ships ate built now as they are built to run on 
the North river, and upon the Ohio, and the 
Mississippi, and the Missouri, and the other 
great rivers of the West. When ship-building 
became too expensive in the United States to 
build ships here for great rivers, Glasgow was 
resorted to. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question? You say when it became 
too expensive in the United States to build 
ships here, Glasgow was resorted to. Did they 
ever build iron ships in this country for the 
Ghina waters? . 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. We build 
them now; that is, for the coastwise trade. 

Mr. KELLEY. Did we ever build them 
for the China waters? Yousay ‘‘when,’’ &., 
as though we bad been compeiled to abandon 
an established industry. We have never been 
able to build iron steamers for export, and 
the implication is calculated to mislead tbe 
public. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Our coast- 
wise iron ships are now built in the United 
States because ihe monopoly of coastwise ship- 
building is exclusively in American hands. No 
British ship built in Glasgow can go from 
Charleston to New York, or from New York to 
New Orleans, because the monopoly of that 
navigation is in American hands. 


Mr, KELLEY. Let me ask another ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The gentle- 
man knows thatiron ships are built in America 
for this coastwise trade because no one can 
interfere with it. Iron ships cannot be built 
in America for the China trade, because Glas- 
gow and all the nations of Europe interfere 
with it; for there we have no monopoly of 
trade. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman evades my 
question, and 1 now desire to ask whether it is 
possible to build irou ships or steamboats in 
this country and depend upon transatlantic 
rolling-mills for the plates to build them with? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Remove the 
duties on iron, remove the duties on copper, 
remove the duties on cordage, remove the taxes 
which are imposed on almost everything enter- 
ing into the construction of sbips, and forth- 
with the American fag upon ships built in 
New England will again be floating all over 
the earth. But such is not the case now. 

Mr. KELLEY. [ desire to say to the gen- 
tleman, in answer to his suggestions, that the 
letter of William Cramp & Sons will be an 
effective answer to what he has been saying. 
These experienced ship-builders say that roll- 
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ing-mills must be near to the ship-yards, inas- 
much as the plates are modified by each mod- 
ification of model of vessels, and that to admit 
foreign iron duty free would not benefit but 
would effectually extirpate iron ship-building 
from the coastwise trade. Their letter I ask 
to be printed as part of my remarks in the 
Globe. 

There was no objection. 
follows: 


The letter is as 


PHILADELPHIA, January 13, 1872. 


Dear Sir: Inasmuch as strenuous efforts are to 
be made during the present Congress to repeal the 
duties on ship-building materials, on the plea that 
it will aid American ship-builders and assist in 
building up our mercantile marine, and knowing 
that false impressions are prevalent in regard to 
this department of industry, we beg leave to call 
your attention to a few important facts, and to show 
that such action would not be beneficial, but detri- 
mental to our interests. 

Ifany benefitscould be derived from the repeal 
of duties on material, it would be chiefly in the con- 
struction of wooden ships. Butsteam israpidly and 
permanently supplanting sails, and this in turn ne- 
Cessitates the change from wood to iron; for steam- 
anys, to be profitable and safe, must be constructed 
or iron. 

Few persons are aware of the fact that it is absurd 
to talk of building iron ships in this country of im- 
ported iron, for this cannot be done. One reason is, 
that nearly every piece of iron entering into their 
construction must be made to special order; and this 
fact, together with the necessity of rapid delivery, 
demands that the iron-mil!sshould be near the ship- 
yards; and it is plain to every practical ship-builder 
that if ships are to be constructed of foreign mate- 
rials, they will also be constructed in foreign lands. 

We now have in our own yards five first-class iron 
steam ships in process of construction, with an ag- 
gregate tonnage of thirteen thousand tons, which 
will require for their construction sixteen million 
pounds of iron, and the ships when completed will 
cost $2,500,000; and yet the repeal of all the duties 
would not benefit us to the amount of $10,000. 

While the repeal of duties would scarcely afford 
even a temporary gain, it would, on the contrary, 
inflict upon us a permanent loss, by probably closing 
all the furnaces and milis to which we must look for 
our supplies. 

The. efforts of free-traders to secure free materials 
are evidently only preliminary to the moro danger- 
ous purpose of securing free foreign ships, of which 
England basasurplusof hundreds, of both wood and 
jroo, which she would gladly sell at any price to get 
possession of our country trade. 

The idle sinh gers in this country are those 
devoted to building wooden ships. There are six 
yards for building iron vessels in Philadelphia and 
vicinity, all of which arefullof work. Ithink there 
is in process of construction sixteen iron steamers, 
seven of which range from twenty-five hundred to 
three thousand tons eack, 

Having been engaged for thirty-five years in tho 
construction of ships of every class, wefeel competent 
to speak as to our own needs; and we are suro that 
we speak the sentiments of'all engaged inship-build- 
ing when we ask that Congress shall not disturb 
the moderate protection afforded our iron manufac- 
turers, but will rather let well enough alone, and 
adhere to the policy which, by multiplying furnaces 
and rolling-mills, will furnish us a constant supply 
of materials cheap and abundant. 


Yours, &e. 
W. CRAMP & SONS, 
Iron and Wood Ship- Builders. 
Hon. W. D. KELLEY. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. How unjust 
is the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KeLLeY] to his own State. Iron is there in 
the greatest abundance, coal is there in the 
greatest abundance ; Chester and other places 
in Pennsylvania, and Wilmington, in Dela- 
ware, are in as close proximity to the iron and 
coal of the great central States as Glasgow to 
the coal and iron of Great Britain. Remove 
the tariff, and ships will be built in Pennsyl- 
vania and Delaware, and in many other places 
where iron and coal are in close contiguity. 

Mr. KELLQQY. The ship-builders of Chester 
and Wilmington, as well as the Cramps aud 
others in Philadelphia, and the house of 
Woods, at Gloucester, New Jersey, with the 
exception of one partner in one of the firms, 
agree in saying that to remove the duty on 
iron would close American furnaces and roll- 
ing-mills and destroy the ship-yards of Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey; and I 
think they ought to. know their own business. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What an 
humble confession that is of the inferiority of 
American mechanism and of American genius. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not at all. But Ameri- 
can rolling-mills are essential to American | 
ship-building, and American workmen cannot | 


| over. 


live on the inadequate wages paid to British 
mechanics. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What an 
acknowledgment! that the American lacks 
brain and skill to compete with the English- 


man, 

Mr. KELLEY. The American rolling- 
mill will make the plate and deliver it on the 
same day. Ifship-builders have tu depend on 
Seotch or English rolling-mills, the order and 
pattern must cross the Atlantic and the plates 
be brought therefrom. In the one case the 
work goes cn simultaneously; in the otber, 
thirty days intervene between the origination 
of the job and the procuring of facilities for 
its execution. This difficulty may be reme- 
died in but one way; that is, by your ship- 
builders being endowed with such enormous 
capital that they can keep piled up, as dead 
capital, plates for ships of every model and 
size. But inasmuchas this is an industry just 
coming into existence in this country, none 
engaged in it have sufficient capital for this. 
Therefore, those engaged in it pray us to pro- ° 
tect rolling-mills, that they may be put into 
operation at Chester, at Wilmington, at Glou- 
cester, and at the upper and lower extremity 
of Philadelphia, so that iron ship-building 
may come to take rank among our permanent 
and profitable industries. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] whether he 
would have American mechanics and sbip- 
builders paid no better than the rates upon 
the Clyde? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It is not 
necessary to the discussion of this subject to 
answer the gentleman's question, 

Mr. L. MYERS. The question is as ger- 
mane to the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York as were his remarks to the subject 
before the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me say 
that, prior to the high tariff of 1860, American 
ships were built in Maine, in Massachusetts, 
in Connecticut, andin New York, carrying the 
trade of our country all over the earth. 

Mr. KELLOGG. They were wooden ships. 

` Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Certainly; 
and it is a fact that, in competition with Eng- 
lish labor and skill, the genius and industry 
of New England men were found to be far 
superior to those of any other people in the 
world in the building of wooden ships. There 
was really no competition with them the world 
And do not tell me that the skill of 
our countrymen has failed—of those who were 
among the first to introduce monitors and iron 
ships of war, and who as workers in fron 
have never been inferior to any people on the 
face of the earth. Do not tell me that with 
the raw material of iron, and copper, and cord- 
age, and everything connected with the con- 
struction of ships at a cheap price, our own 
mechanics, our own countrymen, with an edu- 
cation far superior to that of mechanics in all 
other parts of the world—who in two thirds of 
a day can do more work than even a Scotch- 
man can do ina whole day in the constrac- 
tion of ships—do not tell me that though the 
material is changed from wood to iron our 
American mechanics are inferior to Europe- 
ans in the industry of ship building. All that 
is desired is—— 

Mr. BANKS. I must really resume the floor, 
though I am very reluctant to do it and to in- 
terrnpt this very interesting discussion. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 3 want sim- 


‘ply to go on with the explanation J was mak- 
| lng 


for a few moments longer. I should have 
finished what I had tosay by this time if I had 
not been interrupted. 

Mr. BANKS. How much longer time does 


| the gentleman desire? 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. About three 
minutes. I think I can conclede in that time. 
Mr. BANKS. There are but ten minutes 
remaining of the morning hour, and we shall 
lose the bill if I yield for further discussion. 
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There is another bill which we shall report. to 
which the debate which has been indulged in 
by the gentleman from New Yorkand the gen- 
tlemen from Pennsylvania will be more appro- 
priate, and that is in relation to a ship- canal 
across the Isthmus. [Laughter.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Horace Porter, Private Secretary to 
the President, announced to the House that 
the President had approved and signed a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 484) making an appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for expenses of the joint select Com- 
mittee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern 
States; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) donating 
certain condemned cannon forasoldiers’ monu- 
ment. 

CONSUL AT TIEN-TSIN. 


Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague yield to 
me for a few moments? 

Mr. BANKS. I will yield to my colleague, 
who, I understand, desires to discuss the bill 
itself. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say a word, not 
in reference to the debate which has just sprung 
up between the gentleman from New York 
and the gentlemen from Pennsylvania, but in 
regard to the bill which is before the House. 
I was a good deal impressed by the remarks of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. SHELLABARGER, ] 
who seemed to think that the great and crying 
evil of our civil service is a lack of adequate 
compensation. I agree with him that there 
are instances of consuls who are inadequately 
paid, and that there are lamentable instances 
of poor appointments and bad services in that 
class of offices. I agree, also, to the bill that 
is reported, and that the bill might judiciously 
be extended so as to apply to other consuls, 
but I desire to enter my protest against the idea 
that the cure for all these evils is in an increase 
of compensation. 

Sir, there are instances of great and large 
and ample compensation that have not brought 
about this result. I have before me a state- 
ment that illustrates that fact; and if we had 
succeeded in the effort here made, some light 
upon the service, in connection with this very 
bill, would have been here now for the in- 
formation of the House. In July, 1870, the 
Committee on Appropriations provided for the 
appointment of agents to visit all these con- 
guls and report upon their actual condition 
and compensation and services, and in order 
that we might secure for this purpose just that 
kind of services which the geutleman from 
Ohio has so eloguently pressed en the House 
as a necessity, we provided that theagents 
should have a compensation of $5,000 a year 
and necessary expenses, being at the Treasury 
Department ten cents a mile for traveling. 
Now, see the result ofall this. An agent was 
sent out, commissioned to visit the consuls in 
China and Japan and to proceed thence to 
South America, and what was the result? He 
spent thirteen months in that operation, and 
he has brought back nothing that the Depart- 
ment hus deemed worthy of being submitted 
to the public eye. 

But what has he done? He went over to 
Japan at ten cents a mile, and a compensation 
of $5,000 a year. He then went down the 
eoast of China, and -E doubt not visited this 
very consulate, the most important in China. 
Then, instead of going thence to the coast 
of South America, he came back to England, 
either around the world or across by San 
Francisco and New York. Then he went to 
Rio Janeiro, and so on around Cape Horn, 
along the coast of South America, and back 
to the United States, and in going to China 
he traveled, according to the report of expenses 
from the Treasury Department, 54,441.9, miles. 
He is now at home resting on his laurels and 
on his salary. 

Mr, BANKS. Let me ask my colleague 


[Mr. Dawes] if he believes this man could 


have traveled any more, if he had done his 
best? (Laughter. } 

Mr. DAWES. No; I donot think he could. 
That is a specimen of the men whoare amply 
paid. Isubmit that he should be entitled ‘‘ the 
great American traveler.” He is now under 
pay, and resting on his salary and his laurels. 
I took up a paper the same day that I got this 
return of the fruits of all this proceeding, and 
I saw that while this great traveler is resting 
here on this salary a new and fresh agent is 
sent out toexamineinto the accounts of Consul 
General Butler, at Alexandria; and the paper 
announced, with some satisfaction and some 
relief, that he had arrived there. [Laughter.] 

Sir, something beyond ample compensa- 
tion is necessary to secure reform in the civil 
service, and efficiency in that service, as well 
abroad as at home. I only submit this to 
show that the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. SHEL- 
LABARGER,] while he speaks welland forcibly, 
does not reach the evil. It is in the charac- 
ter of the appointment and in the efficiency 
of the administration ; and, more than that, it 
is not the allowance of compensation, which 
every man knows. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Does not 
my colleague [Mr. Dawes] think that gen- 
tleman could have passed an examination? 

Mr. DAWES. I think he could, My col- 
league [Mr. Burier] will not turn me from 
my argument with any idea that any rule pre- 
scribed and laid down by three men as to the 
mode of examination is going to effect a cure 
of this evil. Itis in the efficiency of admin- 
istration, and there alone, that the evilis to be 
remedied. Until those who make appoint- 
ments and are responsible for the perform- 
ance of the duties by those they put in place 
have either the instinct or the desire to select 
the right men for the right place, and make 
those men discharge their duty, and do so faith- 
fully—until then, and not until then, will there 
be a reform in the civil service. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not think I can yield 
further. ` 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman yield to 


me? 

Mr. BANKS. If it has nothing at all to do 
with the subject under consideration, I suppose 
I must yield to be consistent. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to ask my colleague 
[Mr. Dawes] if he thinks these improper ap- 
pointments have not been very largely due to 
the importunities upon the appointing power 
of members of this House and of the other? 

Mr. DAWES. With the permission of my 
other colleague, [Mr. Banxs,] I will suggest 
to him, in order that he may be relieved, that 
the expiration of the hour does not necessarily 
cut him off. 

Mr. BANKS. Very good. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe, to answer my col- 
league near me, [ Mr. Hoar, | that a single rule 
adopted by the Executive, that no man who 
brings a recommendation from a member of 
Congress unasked shall receive any appoint- 
ment whatever at the hands of the Executive, 
would do more to reform the civil service of 
this country than any elaborate system the 
result of any commission whatever, 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman mustremem- 
ber that the Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
something todo. We have witnessed this ex- 
hibition of rhetorical fire-works, and I think 
I must resume the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Wil the gentleman yield 
tome? i 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Irise only for the pur- 
pose of answering the inquiry of my honorable 
colleague [ Mr. SHELLABARGER} why this bill 
is reported in this particular instance for the 
consul at Tien-Tsin. The House will notice 
that the State Department in its annual report 
notified the House that by reason of the judi- 
cial functions imposed upon the oriental con- 
suls of the United Statesit was deemed highly 


i 


t 


improper that any of them should depend upon 
fees for their services; for it is certainly 
altogether unfit, and I may add altogether in- 
decent, that an official who is charged with 
judicial functions over the property and the 
liberty of citizens of the United States shouid 
in any manner whatever be dependent upon 
his fees for the judgments he gives. 

Tien-Tsin, by reason of some inadvertence, 
is an exception to the general rule of consul- 
ates in the empire of China. Your consular 
general at Shanghai receives a salary. Your 
consul at Canton receives a salary of $4,000; 
your consul at Fow-Chow a salary of $3,500; 
your consul at Amoy, $3,500. Yet at Tien- 
Tsin, where the vessels arriving during six 
months exceeded by nine the entire number 
of vessels arriving at these other ports, ( which 
indicates, of course, the extent of the business, ) 
the consul is dependent upon fees. ‘Tien-Tsin 
is, as has been said by the chairman of the 
committee, [Mr. Banxs,] the largest importer 
in China of cotton fabrics from America, It 
is the port of entry to the capital of the em- 
pire. Yet, by mere inadvertence, the consulate 
at this port remains a feed officer. 

In prosperous times, when there is nothing 
to interrupt the transaction of affairs, I have 
no doubt the fees would be twofold the amount 
of the salary. But that is not the question. 
The Government of the United States cannot 
afford to impose judicial functions upon its 
oficials in important ports abroad, and allow 
them to depend for their support upon fees. 

As justifying the report of the committee I 
read from ihe report made by the Secretary ` 
of State to the last Congress: 

“The oriental consulates have all been placed 
upon the footing of schedule B, and it is proposed 
not to permit these consuls to engage in business. 
The Department thinks there is manifest propriety 
in this, since those consuls possess judicial fanc- 
tions, and are often called upon to decide questions 
between citizens of the United States engaged in 
trade.” 

Tien-Tsin is the only considerable port in 
the Chinese empire that has not a salaried 
official as consul. 

Mr. BANKS. Icall the previous question 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
iion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to read, in reply to 
my colleague, the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes,] an extract 
from the report of the commissioner who was 
sent out to examine the consulates at China, 
and who stopped just long enough at Tien- 
Tsin to recommend the passage of this bill. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWES. What is his name? 

Mr. BANKS. Hisname is De B. Randolph 
Keim. He says: 

“The existence of a powerful clement, still un- 
weaned from the prejudices of exclusion and super- 
stition, and_the growing interests covered by the 
flag of the United States, demand, in my opinion,a 
speedy establishment here of a full consulate, the 
official head to bea citizen of the United States, with 
a competent salary. This officer shsuld be one of 
experience in consular affairs as well as of familiar- 
ity with Chinese character, customs, and govern- 
mental concerns.” 

And the Secretary of State, in a letter on 
this subject to the committee, last year, says: 

“The oriental consulates have all been placed 
upon the footing of schedule B, and it is proposed 
not to permit these consuls to engage in business. 
The Department thinks there is manifest. propriety 
in this, since those consuls possess judicial fanc- 
tions, and are often called upon to decide questions 
between citizens of the United States engaged in 
trade.” 

I have nothing further to say on the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask my 
colleague to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. BANKS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
know, Mr. Speaker, whether or not Mr. Keim, 
the consular agent of whom my colleague [ Mr. 
Dawes] has spoken, has done his duty ; but I 
think it isa little harsh upon him to arraign 
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him before the country where he has no oppor- 
tunity to be heard. [ do not know whether 
he traveled too many or too few miles. I 
assume that-all officers do their duty until the 
contrary is proven. But here is a printed 
document containing some one hundred and 
eighty-three pages of reports upon what he 
found out about cur consulates. I find in the 
document quite a large quantity of matter 
upon quite a number of consulates. This much 
is due to a gentleman whom I never saw, to 
my remembrance, and whom I do not know 
that I shall ever see. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
tleman. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
on this question without prejudice. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I suppose the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means would 
travel nearly as many miles to reach the same 
points. 

Mr. COX. Iwish to inquire whether this 
man Keim is not the man who went to San 
Domingo, and afier coming back wrote a 
flashy book on it, and was then sent around 
the world on pay from the Government? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ido not 
know. He certainly could not have accom- 
plished all this tour of duty since the time the 
San Domingo report was written. I do not 
know this gentleman at all. Ionly say that he 


A very estimable gen- 


I speak 


stopped at Alexandria, in Egypt, on his way,- 


and reported the consulate there in good con- 
dition, a fact the publicity of which is due to the 
gentleman serving there, whose name, forsome 
good reason, I doubt not, has been singled ont 
to be drawn into this debate before the House. 
I want now to say further, that gentleman be- 
ing attacked in public newspapers while abroad 
in a foreign country, not being able to defend 
himself, with very gross charges, has asked of 
the Secretary of State the right and the privilege 
of having a gentleman, a cousular agent, not 
Mr. Keim, sent out to report on those charges, 
and General Starring, a gallant officer of the 
war, has gone out to investigate those charges 
atthe request of Consul General Butler, of 
Alexandria, Egypt, whose record I will ven- 
ture to predict will be found without stain. 
Now, I have a word further to say, with the 
leave of my colleague, on another topic that 
has been introduced in this debate, and that is 
this: that I am entirely opposed to this self- 
abnegation of Representatives in Congress. I 
do not understand why, whena man is elected 
to Congress, he is so far thereby incapacitated 
that he cannot tell which of his constituents 
will make a good officer of the Goverment. I 
propose for myself to insist that I believe I 
know among my constituents good men, true 
men, honest wen, men who would make good, 
honest, and faithful servants of the Govern- 
ment, and Í believe it is a part of my privilege 
and my duty to make a recommendation of 
those men to the Government whenever the 
Government needs public servants—not only 
my privilege as a citizen, but my duty as a 
Representative of the constituency who sent 
me here; and I do not believe but that I know 
as much about their fitness for office’ as any 
broken-down schoolmaster in theland. f Laugb- 
ter.] I believe I am as capable of telling 
whether a man is fit for public service who has 
been known as man and boy to me from youth 
up as any man who may ask him how near 
the sun is to the earth, which is of no conse- 
quence whether the officer knows or not, unless 
it gets so near as to scorch him while he is 
doing duty. [Laughter.] I believe all that, 
sir; and I am entirely opposed to the idea that 
men who have the good fortune, or it would 
seem now the ill fortune to be selected by their 
fellow-citizens to represent them in making the 
laws under which they live, are incompetent 
to say who is a fit man to be a twelve-hundred 
dollar clerk to copy the laws we pass ‘on a 
sheet of paper. I only wish to say that much, 
and if any man does not think he is competent 
to make recommendations to office, I can give 


him a sure remedy, and that is, quit recom: 
mending. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BANKS. Inow ask the question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
180, noes 35. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the biil was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. LYNCH. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired ? 
The SPEAKER. It has not. 


NORTHWESTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to take up and consider joint resolution 
No. 67, authorizing the survey and marking of 
the boundary between the territory of the Uni- 
ted States and the possessions of Great Britain 
from the Lake of the Woods to the summit of 
the Rocky mountains. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Mercor in the chair.) 

The joint resolution wasread. The first sec-. 
tion provides that the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, be authorized to codperate with the 
Government of Great Britain in the appoint- 
ment of a joint commission, in accordance 
with the plan and estimates of Brigadier Gen- 
eral A. A. Humphreys, chief of engineers, 
submitted: November 23, 1870, for determining 
the boundary line between the United States 
and the British possessions between the Lake 
of the Woods and the Rocky mountains. The 
second section provides that $100,000, or so 
much thereof as may be required, be appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the 
object of the joint commission. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that 
this is a joint resolution, when it should bea 
bill. If it be not amended and made a bill 
here, it will be amended in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not object to the 
Clerk changing the title of the bill in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be changed 
in the committee, but the amendment can be 
made in the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and desire to have read, the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs relative to the sub- 
ject spoken of in the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was 
referred that portion of the President’s message 
relating to the northwestern boundary between the 
territory of the United States and the possessions of 
Great Britain, report as follows: 

The boundary between the territory of the United 
States and the possessions of Great Britain was sur- 
veyed and marked on the ground, from the Gulf of 
Gcorgia to the summit of the Rocky mountains, but 
has never been so surveyed and marked from that 
point to the Lake of the Woods, a distance of about 
eight hundred and seventy miles. In 1823 Major 
Long pianted a post at Pembina, intended to mark 


the line of the forty-ninth parallel, and it was regard- 
ed as indicating the boundary between the terri- 


i tories belonging to the two Governments, until the 


spring of 1870, when Captain D. P. Healy, of the 
corps of engineers, acting under the instructions 
of Major General {Lancock, took observations to 
determine the true position of the forty-ninth 
arallel. The result shows that the post planted by 

ajor Long is about one mile too far south, and 
establishes the fact that a British fort is within the 
territory of the United States. , 

Tn referring to that region, in hisreportof Novem- 
ber, 1870, General Hancock says, (Message and accom- 
panying Documents, 1870-71:) | , g 

“The valley of the Red river, in our territory, is 
one of the richest in the country, and will support a 
large population, which, without doubt, will occupy 
it at no distant day. During next summer two 
great railroads, the Northern Pacific and Saint Paul 
and Pacific, having railroad connections with the 
Atlantic sea-board, will strike Red river at points 
about sixty miles apart; and it will probably be but 


a few yearslonger when a railroad wili run the en- 
tire length of the river, from ita sourceto Lako Win- - 
nipeg, which will give such facilities for the trans- 
portation of the crops hereafter to be raised in this 
groat valley that it may safely be predicted that it 
will not be long before the population of that part 
of it within our territory will be sufficient to form a 
powerful State. Iknow of no great body of land in 
a northern climate which is so likely to prove so 
valuabiefor the raising of wheat, or where the prices 
of landwillrisesorapidly.” * * * * “Tn 
view of the growing importance of the country in 
question, I would recommend that carly measures 
be inaugurated whereby our boundary may be 
authoritatively determined,” 

When tho fact established by these observations 
became known, the United States: collector of cus- 
tomsat Pembinaasked instructions of the Secretary 
of the Teasury as to which post he should regard as 
tho true point of boundary, the one planted by 
Major Long, or that planted by Captain Heap, 

On the 13th day of August, 1870, the acting Secre- 
tary of State addressed a communication to the 
Treasury Departinent, informing that Department 
that no joint action had been taken by the United 
States and Great Britain for marking upon the sur- 
face of the ground that portion of tho boundary 
along the forty-ninth parallel which extends from 
the Lake of the Woods to the Rocky mountains, and 
suggesting that no proceedings be adopted by the 
custom -house authorities which would disturb the 
existing condition of things on the border until the 
British Government could be informed of the dis- 
covery which had beon mado by the oflicers of the 
engineer corps. 

On the lith of August, 1870, the acting Secretary 
of State transmitted acony of his letter to the Treas- 
ury Department to Mr. Motley, and requested him 
to inform the British Government of the discovery 
which had been made by the engineer officers of the 
United Statesin regard to the true location of the 
boundary, as ascertained by the usual scientific 
method of determining such matters, which was ao- 
cordingly done in a letter to Bar! Granville, dated 
October 17, 1870. 

On the 4th of November, 1870, Sir Edward Thorn- 
ton, in a lotter to the acting Secretary of State, 


savs; 

_ ' Whether the post which was erected last spring 
ison the forty-ninth parallel or not can easily be 
verified; but in the meantime it would bo very de- 
sirable that the small force now in that neighbor- 
hood should remain there for the protection of per- 
sons and the security of the mails, The only shelter, 
however, which they can find is in the Hudson Bay 
Company’sfort. The Governor General hag there- 
fore forwarded a request to the Canadian Govern- 
ment that I would confer with the Secretary of State 
as to the expediency of allowing the boundary line 
which was run by Captain Pope to be considered as 
the boundary for the present, until the real bound- 
ary is ascertained and finally settled, so that the 
lludson Bay post may be used as a shelter during 
the winter; for they consider that it is in the in- 
terest. of the inhabitants on both sides of the line 
that ordershould be preserved on the frontier, which 
result can best be attained by a body of troops of 
both nations being stationed in its vicinity.” 

The President of tho United States, in his message 
to the lorty-Virst Congress, at the upening of its 
third session, recommended the authorization of the 
appointment of a commission to act in concert with 
a commission to be appointed by the Government 
of Great Britain, to survey and mark on the ground 
the boundary line between the British possessions 
and the territory of the United States, from the 
summit of the Rocky mountains to the Lako ofthe 
Woods, and thatan appropriation be made for that 
purpose according to the estimates made by the 
chief of the corps of engineers. In pursuance of 
that recommendation, a Joint resolution passed the 
House of Representatives on the 20th of February, 
1871, by a majority of forty-seven votes, grant- 
ing the authority asked for by the President, and 
makingthe necessary appropriation. From want of 
time the resolution was not acted upon by the Sen- 
ate. In his late message, addressed to the Forty- 
Second Congress, at. its second session, the President 
of the United States renewed his recommendation 
in the following terms: A ; 

“ I renew the recommendation for an appropria- 
tion for determining the true position of the forty- 
ninth parallel of latitude, where it forms the bound- 
ary between the United States and the British North 
American possessions, between the Lake of the 
Woods and the summit of the Rocky mountains, 
The carly action of Congress on this recommenda- 
tion would put itin the power of the War Depart- 
ment to place a force in the field during the next 
summer?” : 

The committee rocommend the adoption of the 
accompanying joint resolution. 


Mr. MORGAN. As is stated in the report, 
a joint resolution authorizing the survey to be 
made, and making an appropriation for the 
purpose, passed the House during the last 
session of the Forty-First Congress by a large 
majority, after full discussion. It is not my 
purpose to occupy the time of the House at 
any length upon this question unnecessarily ; 
and I shall in a few minutes, unless it be the 
wish of the committee that there shall be de 


i bate, ask that the committee rise and report 


the joint resolution, The joint resolution whose 
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passage is recommended by the committee is 
that which has already passed the House. 

The line proposed to be surveyed and de- 
termined under existing treaties by a general 
commission, to be appointed by the two Govern- 
ments, embraces the space extending west- 
ward from the Lake of the Woods to the crest 
of the Rocky mountains. The entire boundary 
between the territories of Great Britain and 
the United States, except that one link, has 
been determined by previous treaties. 

The title to the islands in Passamaquoddy 
bay was determined in the treaty of Ghent, 
of 1814. What is known as the northeastern 
boundary, extending along the frontiers of 
Maine, Vermont, and a portion of New York, 
to St. Regis, on the St. Lawrence, was 
established under the treaty of 1842, while 
from St. Regis to the foot of the Neebish 
rapids, near St. Joseph’s Island and Muddy 
lake, the boundary line was marked on the 
map prepared for that purpose under the treaty 
of Ghent, sixth article. The line extending 
from thé foot of Neebish rapids to the north- 
west corner of the Lake of the Woods was 
established under the second article of the 
treaty of 1842. The line extending from the 
crest of the Rocky mountains.west to the 
coast of the Pacific ocean was defined and 
marked, and the boundaries established under 
the treaty of 1846; leaving the water bound- 
ary between the continent and Vancouver’s 
Island undetermined, which is nowa question 
of arbitration before the emperor of Ger- 
many. From the Lake of the Woods west- 
ward to the crest of the Rocky mountains 
the boundary line bas never been surveyed 
and marked by monuments. The appropria- 
tion asked for this purpose is $100,000, which 
is based upon an elaborate estimate, made in 
detail by the chief engineer. The amount 
asked for is very small. The length of time 
to be occupied in marking the boundary and 
placing the monuments, may be three years. 
The engineers state that it will be from two 
to three years, depending upon the character 
of the seasons. If the seasons be severe and 
the weather inclement a greater length of 
time will be required than if the weather be 
otherwise. 

I need not say to the committee that the 
small amount of $100,000 would not be suffi- 
cient to furnish a good-sized army with a single 
breakfast. And L would call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that almost all wars 
between nations arise upon questions of bound- 
ary. This has not only been the case in Eu- 
rope, but it has been our own history. Our 
war with Mexico arose on a question of bound- 
ary. And we were on the verge of war with 
Great Britain, not only with regard to the 
northeastern boundary, but as to the country 
west of the Rocky mountains. Wisdom and 
patriotism then alike dictate that means be 
taken so as to establish this boundary, in order 
that all questions of dispute between the two 
Powers may be avoided; that the people in the 
large settlements which have grown up along 
the line of the forty-ninth parallel north may 
know on which side of the line they live. 

The President of the United States. in his 
message sent down during the third session of 
the. Forty-First Congress, called the attention 
of Congress to the fact that a point upon the 
Red River.of the North, where a post had been 
placed to mark the intersection of that line of 
parallel with the Red river, was too far south. 
The claim now isthat the post is one mile too 
far south, and that the British fort is that far 
within the limits of the territory of the United 
States. 

I shall no longer oceuppy the attention of 
the committee, and unless some gentlemen 
desire to be heard on the subject, I shall move 
that the committee rise and report the reso- 
lution, and recommend that it do pass. 

-Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that this 
appropriation instead of being small, as has 
been stated, is very large. The amount of 
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country to be surveyed is inconsiderable, and 
theamountasked is $100,000, I amsorry that 
the committee is not in possession of the esti- 


mates. 

‘Mr. MORGAN. Yes, my friend, they are 
here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not aware of it. I 
am glad that they are here, and I hope that 
before the committee votes on this subject the 
Clerk will read the estimates. The truth is, 
Mr. Chairman, that whatever concerns the 
operations of this Government outside of its 
own limits, and in connection with other Gov- 
ernments, is uniformly made the pretense for 
extravagance in expenditures. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will ask my friend now, 
in all candor, to specify the items which are 
extravagant in this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I specify all of them. We 
are to have our commission, and the British 
Governmentitscommission. I wish my friend 
from Ohio had the estimates made by the Brit- 
ish Government for thisservice here. Ithink 
it will be found in this case just like the ex- 
traordinary spectacle exhibited in reference to 
the management of the suit at Geneva, where 
we send three attorneys like Caleb Cushing to 
attend to our case, while the British Govern- 
ment sends a single lawyer there to attend to 
her interest. We can afford to pay attorneys’ 
fees to three of the first lawyers of the nation, 
while Great Britain, with commendable econ- 
omy, employs a single attorney and pays him 
an ordinary fee. I should like to see the esti- 
mate the British Government has made of the 
expenditure for this survey of eight hundred 
miles. ‘We propose to pay over a hundred 
dollars a mile for locating the line on our side. 
Sir, the Government is amply supplied with 
engineers competent to perform this duty ; but 
we must employ persons who are not nowin 
the Government employ. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do [understand my friend 
to say that we propose to pay over a hundred 
dollars a mile? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The present estimate is 
$100,000, and that is the estimate for a single 
year, and the gentleman himself admits that 
the survey will probably occupy two or three 
years. I believe that this is only an estimate 
for a single year. 

Mr. SWANN. That is so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Maryland 
says it is an estimate for a single year, and the 
presumption of the gentleman from Ohio is, 
that, instead of $100,000, this survey will cost 
the Government at least $250,000. I say again 
that whenever a duty is to be performed out- 
side the limits of the country, or in connection 
with any other nation, it is uniformly made 
the occasion for unnecessary and extravagant 
expenditure. [do not see that any $100,000 
is necessary for this purpose. Iam not willing 
to make this appropriation of $100,000 for the 
purpose of making the Government of the 
United States appear respectable among the 
nations, aS was suggested in regard to the 
consulate just now. It was said then that we 
should increase the salary of these consulates 
in order that the people of the United States 
may appear respectable among the monarchies 
of Europe. That such a sentiment should be 
uttered on the floor of the American Congress 
is monstrous. I say that such a Government 
as this should be honored in the estimation of 
the whole world, as its Representatives desire 
to administer the Government for the people, 
and display their republicanism in economy | 
and retrenchment and reform. I do not 
believe that $100,000 is necessary for this 
purpose. I do not believe that $250,000 is | 
necessary to be paid out of the Treasury and |} 
taken out of the pockets of the people to 
survey this line of eight hundred miles. | 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my friend allow me |) 
to ask him how many astronomers, engineers, | 
surveyors, and chain-bearers will be necessary? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I believe it is all stated in 
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this estimate; butIgive you my word for it that | 


just as many astronomers and engineers and 
surveyors and other officers will be employed 
as can be employed. There is not a doubt 
about that. The only question is, what appro- 
priation can be got through this House for the 
employment of these gentlemen of elegant at- 
tainments, and probably of elegant leisure? I 
now ask that the estimate shall be read at the 
Clerk’s desk, so that we may see what ideas of 
economy the chief of engineers has, and what 
proper expenditures should be made, 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


Estimate of probable cost of a commission for survey- 
ing and marking the boundaries between the United 
States and the British possessions. 


Organization. 
1 commission, $4,000 
1 secretary, $2,000. 
1 chief astronome 
1 surgeon, $2,000... 
1 quartermaster an 
Two astronomical parties: 
2 assistant astronomers, at $2,000 
4 sub-assistants, at $1,500.. 
12 men—2 at $75, 10 at $45— 
2 cooks at $50—$100 per month....... 
8 teamsters, at $45—$360 per month. 
4 mess-men, at $45—$180 per Month .........se0e 
50 pack-mules, or 8 wagons and 36 mules. 
Two surveying parties: 
2 surveyors, at $1,800 aces 
2 assistant surveyors, at, $1,200 oe 
20 men—4 at $75, 16 at $45--$1,020 per month... 12,24 
2 cooks at $50—$100 per month aes od 
4 teamsters, at $45—$180 per month. 
4 mess-men, at $45—$180 per month 
30 pack-mules, or 4 wagons and 20 mules. 
Seventy-one persons; four hundred and thirty 
rations per month, at fifty cents, $1,065 per month. 
Fifty-six to eighty animals; forage cannot be cor- 
rectly estimated. 
Recapitulation for first year. 
Pay of officers and assistants 
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$29,000 


Pay of employés 32,640 
Subsistence for s 
cents per day.. se 12,000 
Wagons, mules, , transporta- 
tion of parties in tho field........soseseres we 9,500 
Camp equipage, (twenty-five tents, cooking 
utensils, AXES, &C.)..ecscsssesessescecereeesae 3,000 
Instruments, (depends upon the number on 
hand,) pay .eeepreseeccsegeecesereeecerecserteseeressaene — 3,000 
Transportation of supplies from depots, (con- 
Jectural).......... 9,000 
Traveling expens 
tural)....seasrecesse 
Miscellaneous. 
Total .rcorssacasce socssreecacsonene senses seoptscrsene cesses $102,140 
— 


Mr. HOLMAN. My friend [Mr. Morcan] 
has referred to the expense of armies. I must 
say that this estimate of the expense for per- 
forming duties for which ordinary citizens are 
qualified seems to embrace, if not an army, 
at least the following of an army. The low- 
est salary, I believe, even of the persons em- 
ployed to provide the elegant and sumptuous 


feasts contemplated here, is fifty dollars a 


month. I do not object to that so much, but 
I do object to the general estimate of $100,000 
a year for two or three years. 

Now, I suggest to my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
Morgan] that if the amount of this appropri- 
ation was limited to $50,000, and the gentle- 
man at the head of the engineer bureau of 
this Government understood that that was the 
limit of this appropriation, I have no doubt 
that he could find the necessary competent 
agents by whom this work could be accom- 
plished. Ido not believe it is our privilege 
or our duty to appropriate money simply for 
the purpose of employing quite a large body 
of men to survey this short line, and therefore 
move to strike out ‘*$100.000"’ and to insert 
‘< $50,000.” And I would be glad to see that 
sum limited as the only sum to be applied to 
this purpose, for I cannot believe that a larger 
sum is needed. 

Mr. SWANN. Mr. Chairman, at the last 
session of Congress I was requested to report 
a bill similar to the present for the considera- 
tion of the House. It was carefully consid- 
ered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The estimates of General Humphreys, the 
chief of engineers, were considered with all 


i the regard to economy which I am sure that 


committee have been disposed to introduce 
into every bill that has been reported by them. 
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The measure came up and was promptly passed 
by this House, owing to the urgency of the 
application on the part of the Government, 
that this northwestern boundary question might 
be settled pending the negotiations then going 
on with Great Britain. 

There were complications growing up which 
might have embroiled this country with Great 
Britain at any moment. It was found that the 
Hudson Bay Company had a post located a 
mile within the territory of the United States. 
Our custom-house officers were at fault; they 
did not know what territory belonged to the 
United States and what to Great Britain. 
They were therefore anxious and urgent, as 
were all the officers of the Government, that 
we should settle this question upon some fair 
and just basis, in order that this cause of 
irritation might be removed. 

Now, sir, l examined very carefully at the 
time the estimates submitted by General Hum- 
phreys, chief engineer of the Army, who had 
had the matter under consideration. He re- 
ported the estimates which have been read 
from the Clerk’s desk, and I will say, from my 
knowledge of such estimates, (I do not profess 
to bea professional engineer, but I have been 
connected with extensive operations where 
engineers have been employed, and I know 
the rate of compensation that has been allowed 
to such persons in somewhat similar cases, ) 
that although the amount here called for may 
appear large, still, when you come to consider 
the delicacy of this duty, requiring the nicest 
calculations and the greatest accuracy of de- 
tail; when you come to consider the country 
through which these engineers will have to 
pass and the climate that they will have to 
encounter; when you consider the estimate 
that is placed upon skilled engineers, upon 
scientific men, who are required to be con- 
nected with this commission, I think it will be 
admitted that the aggregate of this estimate 
of General Humphreys is not extravagant for 
running this important line of nearly eight 
hundred miles through a territory where, if 
we went into civil life to procure assistance, 
it would be necessary to offer a premium to 
obtain proper men who would risk their lives 
upon such a survey. 

[therefore concur with the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, who have examined this bill 
very carefully, in the belief that General Hum- 
phreys has not made a mistake in the estimate 
which he has submitted to the committee and 
to this House. It was an estimate based upon 
what was proper and practicable to be done, 
if we desire to run this line and put a stop to 
this cause of irritation between Great Britain 
and our own country. It is necessary to make 
an appropriation sufficient to accomplish the 
object which we have in view. i 

Now, sir, my friend, who bas just taken his 
seat, [Mr. Hormax, ] and who, | confess, isa 
faithful guardian of the Treasury, does not 
appear to attach a proper estimate to the labor 
and skill of the engineers whom it is proposed 
to employ upon this survey. You require 
astronomers; you require men who are ac- 
quainted with that line of duty. And where 
you employ men of that description, where 
you employ men to undertake so difficult, so 
arduous, and so perilous a duty, you must pay 
for their services. Aud I venture to say that 
if my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Horman, ] who 
has spoken upon this subject, were to under- 
take to go into the country to detail a-body of 
skilled engineers who would be competent to 
run this line, he would find that he would not 
be able to make a report more favorable than 
that upon the Clerk’s desk, prepared by Gen- 
eral Humphreys. 

Take, for instance, the astronomer. You 
want one of the first class; a mau who will 
make no mistake in his calculations, his sur- 
veys, and his observations. You want engin- 
eers of the same high class—engineers who 
would not be objected to by Great Britain in case 
a dispute should spring up hereafter. In order 
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to accomplish this object, in order to obtain 
the services of such men, it ig necessary that 
the expenses of this survey should be gradu- 
ated accordingly. We therefore thought when 
Į had charge of this bill in the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, that the estimate submitted 
by General Humphreys was not extravagant, 
in view of the importance of settling this line 
upon a basis that could not be objected to by 
Great Britain in case she should think proper 
to raise a question about the manner in which 
the survey had been made. 

As to the amount of the appropriation, itis, 
after all, but a mere bagatelle, considering the 
importance of the object to be accomplished. 
What is an expenditure of $300,000, scattered 
over three years, to settle a great question of 
this sort—a question involving, it might be, 
the peace of two great nations; for, as my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Morcan] very justly 
remarked, there is nothing calculated to pro- 
duce more irritation than questions of disputed 
boundary between two nations, where each 
believes itself right in maintaining the ground 
upon which it stands. I look upon this, there- 
fore, as a question of national importance; 
and the House so considered it at the time 
when the question was before acted on here, 
and but for an inadvertence in the Senate, but 
for the fact that the measure was accidentally 
overlooked in the committee to which it was 
referred, the bill would be a law to-day. When 
the measure came back to this House it failed 
upon some ground that I was never able to 
understand. 

Now, after we have concluded a treaty with 
Great Britain, leaving this question I believe 
as the only outstanding difficulty that is likely 
to spring up under any circumstances here- 
a{ter—when the settling of this question is all 
that remains to be accomplished in order to 
place our relations with Great Britain on a last- 
ing basis—I do not think that this House ought 
to hesitate one moment in voting the appropri- 
ation as reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. Itis right and itis just. With 
due deference to my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Horman] I say that these estimates are not 
extravagant. From my experience with rail- 
road men and engineers—to say nothing about 
skilled astronomers and men of science who 
are to be connected with this survey—I say, 
sir, that the work could not be accomplished 
at more reasonable rates or upon a better basis 
than that which has been recommended by the 
chief engineer of the United States. 

1 hope, therefore, that this bill wil) be passed, 
and passed without amendment, so that this 
last cause of irritation between these two great 


nations will be settled, and settled finally. [| 


hope that now, when we are trying to adjust 
all outstanding causes of difference, we shall 
not longer keep alive these causes of disagree- 
ment which at any moment may produce a 
war between these nations, but that we shall 
go forth in unison, as two great Powers ought 
to do, to advance the cause of civilization by 
their influence and their power. I trust that 
this last stumbling-block may thus be removed 
satisfactorily, not only to this Government, but 
to the Government of Great Britain, and {I 
may add, to all who may be interested in it, 
in view of a lasting peace between two such 
Powers, and the claims of a progressive civil- 
ization. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. Our Government is 
constantly at great expense educating engin- 
eers at West Point, who receive salaries from 
the Government all the time; and why is it 
that when they are sent out upon any extra 
service we must make additional appropria- 
tions for them? 

Mr. SWANN. I will state to my friend from 
West Virginia [ Mr. Hurzrord] that while this 
bill was pending before the House, I made in- 


quiry at the War Department, and the other | 


epartments, to ascertain whether there was 
any engineer forcethatcould be detailed for this 


purpose. I was informed that the engineers 
were all employed upon public duty all over the 
country, and that none of them could be with- 
drawn without detriment: to the public service. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I desire to say a 
few words on this bill. 

„Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman be- 
gins his remarks I desire to ask this question, 
whether during the last two years, whenever a 
proposition has been made to survey a river 
anywhere in the United States, the argument 
bas not been made, it will cost nothing, as the 
survey would be made by our own engineers, 
who were then unemployed? Were not all 
these surveys allowed to be made because there 
would be nothing lost, as they would be made 
by our own engineers already in the service of 
the Government? Has not that been the argu- 
ment for over two years, and almost ever since 
the close of the war? 

Mr. SWANN. Iwill state, in reply to the 
gentleman from Indiana, that he is to some 
extent correct. I have already stated that I 
called upon the proper officers of the Govern- 
ment to know whether or not engineers could 
be detailed, and the reply was that they were 
fully empioyed on State and other duty in every 
part of the country—that they were all detailed 
for the purpose of making surveys necessary 
to carry out the appropriations made, or ex- 
pected to be, by Congress. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Mauch as it pains 
me to differ with the gentleman from Ohio, 
{ Mr. Morcay, ] I am constrained on this occa- 
sion. from a high sense of duty, to doso. I 
think, sir, we owe it to the people who sentus 
here to exercise a wise and strict economy in 
the expenditures of this Government. Weare 
carrying to-day a load of taxation such as few 
people upon the face of the earth now suffer 
from, and one of the grand problemsthat occupy 
the minds of all thinking men, and which 
should engage the time of our legislators to the 
exclusion almost of every other, is how we can, 
with a due regard to the interests of the coun- 
try, remove this load from the shoulders of 
the people, and relieve our mercantile, mechan- 
ical, and manufacturing interests from the heavy 
taxation which so injuriously affects all. We 
are so accustomed to hear of expenditures and 
to vote money in this way, that an appropria- 
tion of $100,000, like that which is now asked 
for, is considered as a mere bagatelle. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars of the people’s 
money are voted uway under one pretext or 
another, and instead of this House, or the 
party who are responsible before the country, 
lightening our burdens, we are only adding to 
them day after day. 

We are told, Mr. Chairman, that this appro- 
priation of $100,000 is required. We are told 
that it is a wise appropriation on several 
grounds, and that it is necessary in order to 
maintain the friendship which is supposed to 
exist to-day between the people of the United 
States and the people of Great Britain. I 
should willingly vote for an appropriation of 
$100,000 to perpetuate friendship and good 
feeling and a spirit of brotherhood among the 
people ofall nations. No man will go further 
in that direction than myself. Bat if we vote 
for this money under the idea that we are pro- 
moting feelings of friendship, or binding the 
people of America and the people of Mngland 
in bonds of amity and brotherhood, we are 
then voting for it under a gross delusion and 
misapprehension, because in that country lives 
a spirit of hate, of rancor, and of enmity to- 
ward this Republic; and there never has been 
an opportunity where they could evince it 
that they have not done so. If we have claims 
not recognized by Great Britain in relation to 
this boundary, why do we not come forward, 
as this great nation should, and say, “ Here 
we plant our flag upon the soil that belongs to 
us, and here we will remain.” No, sir; but 
we are yielding, and have been yielding, time 
and again, soil and rights which belong to this 
country for the purpose of conciliating a nation 
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which never has been and never will be a 
friend to this Republic. 3 

Now, to take the other view of this question 
which has been presented, if this boundary 
line needs to be surveyed, why do we not em- 
ploy the officers of the United States to do 
it? Here we have one hundred officials 
employed in the engineer department. They 
are paid high salaries. They are sustained by 
the people of the country. Why do we not 
seid them to do it? No, sir; nothing of the 
kind is propcsed ; but we are asked to estab- 
lish an extra commission, and to send out sur- 
veying parties to do the work which ought to 
be done by the engineers whom we have edu- 
cated for that purpose. We are now asked to 
make an appropriation of $100,000, and next 
year we shall be asked for another $100,000, 
and the next year for another $100,000, and 
we do not know where the expenditure is to 
stop; and in all probability the land, if any, 
which we may acquire by this survey will go 
to some one of our railroad monopolies, who 
have already absorbed such vast tracts of our 
public domain. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] 
has referred to the expenditure incurred by 
this Government in sending agents abroad to 
take part in the Geneva arbitration. England 
sends one lawyer to look after her interests, 
while we send three lawyers to look after ours; 
and [ approve of the action of our Govern- 
mentin sending three lawyers. England need 
only send one, because in that commission she 
knows she has friends who will protect her 
interests, and indeed, in my opinion, she does 
not require any counsel at ail to represent her 
there. We, on the contrary, have no friends 
ia that commission; and it is, therefore, all 
the more necessary that we should send abroad 
counsel to protect our interests. 

I am opposed to this bill. If this work be 
necessary, let us'select from the officers of the 
Army competent engineers to do the work, and 
do not Jetus incur additional expense. But if 
we must have additional expense, if we must 
supply luxurious appendages to the commis- 
sioners we seud, let us at least make the 
appropriation as small as possible. I shall 
therefore vote for the amendmeut of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houay,] limit- 
ing the appropriation to $50,000; but, for 
myself, I am willing to say we should stop 
right here and refuse to appropriate one dol- 
lar more, either now or hereafter, for this or 
any similar purpose. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I am sure 
gentlemen on the other side of the House will 
not consider this an extravagant appropriation 
if they consider all the circumstances. 
ran the line of the forty-ninth parallel with: 
Great Britain some years ago, making a sur- 
render of territory, as Adams claimed, to the 
line of 54° 40’, Ti now appears that England 
is on the soil of the United States, and that 
the forty ninth parallel is not where the line 
was run, and this ig an appropriation to recover 
our territory. I do not suppose that England 
would have got upon our territory if she had 
known it, but it is certain that she is upon our 
territory, and we have aright, with the coöp- 


eration of England, to run a new line, which | 


shall put the boundary upon the right parallel. 
This will give us an important strip of country 
extending through the Red river valley, one of 
the most fertile valleys of the continent. Tt 
will give us the important post of Pembina, 
which is now in Hudson bay territory. We 
must send competent men to run that line, if | 
it is tobe properly run. We have lost enough 
already by the disregard of our rights and by 
the employment of incompetent men. The 
whole difficulty with Great Britain has arisen 
from the fact that our commissioners did not 
examine the question arising between the two 
Governments, as they oughttohave done. And 
the same thing might be said with reference 
to the northeastern boundary, where an error 
has been ascertained as in this case. 
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It is necessary to secure the territory which 
belongs tous in this most fertile valley, and 
which gives us the important trading post of 
Pembina, and I am sure that no member of 
this House can vote against appropriating the 
sum of money necessary to secure to us that 
object. The Secretary of War has decided it 
to be necessary that this sum of money should 
be appropriated for this purpose. He has ex- 
amined the subject carefully, and the Sccre- 
tary of State has also examined it carefully. It 
is with their approval that this appropriation 
is recommended, and J am quite certain that no 
such extravagance will be committed as has 
been suggested. And I hope that this appro- 
priation having already passed the House in 
a former Congress, it will again be made 
unanimously by this House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think if some misappre- 
hensions were cleared away there would be no 
opposition to the passing of this measure. A 
number of gentlemen have asked, and very 
properly have asked, why is it that the engineer 
officers of our own Army cannot be detailed 
for the discharge of this duty? That question, 
sir, suggested itself to my own mind. When 
this subject was assigned to me by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs I went to the engineer 
office. I had made an estimate which I was 
in hopes might be sufficient to cover the entire 
expenditure, but was informed by the chief of 
engineers, a gentleman of eminent ability and 
high scientific attainments; a gentleman of 
honesty, and having a regard to economy; a 
gentleman whose patriotism is equal to that of 
any other in the land, either in the civil.or 
military service; I was informed by him that 
in consequence of the smaliness of the corps 
of engineers a considerable number of civil 
engineers are at this very moment employed 
by the Government of the United States upon 
our publie works. 

One of tbe honorable gentlemen who ad- 
dressed the Chair seemed to imagine: that it 
was the object of this joint resolution to pro- 
tect the rights of England. Sir, the gentle- 
man is mistaken. We desire to protect our 
own rights, not those of England. And obser- 
vations have shown that about eight hundred 


fore supposed to belong to the Government of 
Great Britain actually belong to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It is a fact, if the 
observations lately made be correct, that a 
British fort is now situated one mile south of 
the northern line of our territory. And we 
propose to do what, Mr. Chairman? To ben- 
efit Great Britain? How? By having a line 
run which will take from her eight hundred 
and seventy square miles of territory; by hav- 
ing a line defined whereby our northern bound- 
ary will be ascertained and determined. 


have also one word to say. The monuments 
to mark this line are planted one in every mile. 
The line extends over a difficult country, over 
eight hundred miles in extent. I am well satis- 
fied, after a close consideration of the whole 
question, that the estimate made by the chief 
of engineers, taking it as a whole, is moderate, 
and not to be reduced. And I desire to say a 
single word to the gentlemen on this side of 
the House. The oniy rule to which I will sub- 
scribe for my own action as a legislator is this: 
if the Administration introduces a measure 
that I believe to be wrong, I will assail, expose, 
and denounce it; but when a measure is right 
on its face, and one that the interests of the 
country demand, then, sir, no partisan influ- 
ence, no desire of cheap popularity, can induce 
me to assail any measure on this floor or else- 
where. 

Mr. Chairman, while weall desire to protect 
the rights of our own people individually and 
| collectively, while we desire to maintain our 
national faith and our national honor, there is 
no man upon this floor or outside the walls of 
this House who desires war or difficulty with 
a foreign Power, which by means of negotiation 


and seveaty square miles of territory hereto- | 


Now, in regard to these expenditures, I | 


and civil action can be avoided. Gentlemen 


| talk of the enormous expense proposed of 


$100,000. Why, sir, as I said in my opening 
remarks, $100,000 would not furnish a break- 
fast fora large army. We want an amicable 
adjustment of this question under the treaty 
that already exists, and the only question for 
the House to determine is, whether or not we 
shall define, mark, and establish by proper 
monuments the boundary line between the 
territory of the United States and the posses- 
sions of Great Britain on this continent. 

I now move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. suppose the vote must 
first be taken on the amendment whichI have 
offered, and then I wish to submit another 
amendment. 

The question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. Horman, to strike out ‘‘ $100,000’ where 
it-occurs in line one, section two, and to insert 
“$50,000 ° in lieu thereof. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
47, noes 60; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is a further count in- 
sisted on? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not insist upon it if 
we can havea vote upon it in the House by 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BANKS. We will give you a yea and 
nay vote in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I do not insist on a 
farther count. I now move to add to section 
one the following: 


Provided, however, That engineers in the regular 
service of the United States shall be employed ex- 
clusively as engineers in the performance of the 
duties contemplated by this act without any ad- 
ditional salary, and the Secretary of War is hereby 
directed to make the necessary details of engineers 
for that purpose, 


Mr. RANDALL. 
tion to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are not engineer offi- 
cers enough in the service to enable a sufti- 
cient number to be detailed for this duty. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There are plenty 
of them here in Washington. 

The question was put on the amendment ; 
and there were—ayes 34, noes 68; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow us to have a vote in the 
House by yeas and nays, I will not insist on a 
further count. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let us have a vote 
here, too. 

Mr. BANKS. I have no objection to a 
yea and nay vote being taken on the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not see what 
objection there can be to letting the engineers 
of the Army perform this service. 

Mr. BANKS. We have been cutting down 


There can be no objec- 


| the Army so that there are no engineer offi- 


cers to do this service. We cannot defeat the 
bill by any such amendment as this. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Mor- 
GAN’sS motion, that the committee rise and 
report the bill, and it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Mer- 
cur reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the state of the Union gener- 
ally, and particularly, joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 57) authorizing the survey and marking of 
the boundary between the territory of the Uni- 
ted States and the possessions of Great Britain 


| from the Lake of the Woods to the summit 


of the Rocky mountains. and had directed him 
to report it back to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow move to amend the 
bill by striking ont ‘$100,000’ and insert- 
ing” ‘* $50,000,” and by adding to the first 
section the following proviso : 


Provided, however, That engineers in the regular 
Service of the United States shall be employed ex- 
clusively as engineers in the performance of the 
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dutics contemplated by this act without any addi- 
tional salary, and the Secretary of War is hereby 
directed to make the necessary details of engineers 
for that purpose. 

I offer these as distinct propositions, to be 
voted on separately. 
` Mr. BANKS. I have an amendment to 
offer which takes precedence of those. It is 
to so amend the joint resolution as to make it 
in the form of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct that 
to be done; it will be engrossed as a bill. The 
question will first be taken on the proviso. 

The question was put on the proviso; and 
there *were—ayes seventy-eight, noes not 
counted. 


Mr. BANKS. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on that proviso. It would defeat the object 
of the bill. 


Mr. MORGAN. Let us have the yeas and 


nays. If gentlemen want a record let them 
make it. 
Mr. BANKS. I withdraw the demand for 


the yeas and nays. 

No further count being insisted upon, the 
amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Horman, to strike out 
$100,000,’ and to insert in lieu thereof, 
“$50,000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The adoption of the pro- 
viso renders the large amount originally asked 
for unnecessary, and therefore there 1s great 
propriety in the amendment now pending, 
and which I think should be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisamistake. Ifeven 
the engineer department shall be able to detail 
from its own corps the officers necessary to 
perform this duty, it will reduce the estimate 
only about $25,000. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Isitin order to move 
an amendment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the amendment so as to make the sum to be 
inserted in lieu of that proposed to be stricke 
out, $75,000 instead of $50,000. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If the question shall be 
taken upon my proposition to insert $50,000 
in lieu of.$100,000, and the House should vote 
that down, would it then be in order to move 
to insert $75,000? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would then 
be in order. The previous question is not 
pending, and the bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw my 
amendment to the amendment for the present. 

The question again recurred upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Hormax, to redace the 
appropriation to $50,000, and being taken, on 
a division, there were—ayes 67, noes 68. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 89, 
not voting 58; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Barber, 
Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Burdett, Caldwell, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Cox, Critcher, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, 
nan, Du_Bose, 


Forker, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, 
Golladay, Grifith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Han- 


cock, Handley, Hanks, llarper, George E. Harris, į 


John T. Harris, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, Herndon, 
Iibbard, Holman, Killinger, King, Lewis, Lowe, 
Lynch, Manson, McClelland, MeCormick, MeIntyre, 
McJunkin, McNeely, Merriam, Benjamin E. Meyers, 
Morey. Niblack, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Price, 
Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Bilis H. Roberts, 
William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Scofield, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Slater, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton 
Speer. Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Storm, Terry, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wakeman, Wai- 
den, Waldron, Wells, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M. Wilson, Winchester, and Young—97. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barry, Beveridge, Bingham, George M. Brooks, 
Bufinton, Burchard, Carroll, William T. Clarke, 
Coburn, Conger, Cotton. Dawes, Dickey, Duell, Dun- 
nell, Eames, Edwards, Farnsworth. Farwell, Charles 
Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Hale, Harmer, Havens, 
Hawley, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kerr, 


Don- į 
Duke, Eldridge, Ely, Finkelnburg, | 
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Ketcham, Lamport. Lansing, Marshall, Maynard, 
McGrew, Mercur, Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Isaac 
C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Eli 
Perry, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Edward Y. 
Rice, Rusk, Sawyer, Slocum John A. Smith, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Strong, Swann, Sypher, Taffe, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Waddell, Wallace. Walls, Wheeler, 
Whiteley. Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of New 
York, and Wood—89. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Beck, Bigby. 
Austin Blair, James Brooks, Buckley, _ Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Freeman 
Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Crebs, Creely, De Large, 
Dox. Elliott, Henry D. Foster, Halsey, Hays, John 
W. Hazleton, Hereford, Hooper, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Leach, McCrary, Mclfenry, Me- 
Kee, McKinney, Merrick, Morphis, Palmer, Perce, 
Peters, Platt, Potter, Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, 
Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Starkweather, Stevens, 


St. John, Sutherland, Thomas, Tuthill, Warren, 
and John T. Wilson—83. 


So the amenfment was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. MORGAN said: I desire to state that 
Mr. McKinsey, my colleague, is absent on 
account of indisposition. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1056) as amended was 
then ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which tbe bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agrced to. 


IMPORTATIONS. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which, under 
the law, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That one thousand extra copies of the 
communication of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
reference to importations used in the arts and manu- 
factures of the United States be printed for the use 
of the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HARMER was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 

Mr. PLATT was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 

Mr. TUTHILL was granted leave of ab- 
sence for four days. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at three o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


I move that the House 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Texas: The petition 
of M. G. Anderson, of Bexar county, Texas, 
for the removal of his political disabilities. . 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A petition asking for 
a post route from Winona to Rushford, Min- 
nesota; also, for post route from Winona to 
Lyria, Minnesota; also, from Okabena, Min- 
nesota, to Spirit Lake, Iowa. 

By Mr. HOAR: The memorial of the New 
York Reform League, for the establishment 


| of a national system of public schools. 


By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of Jobn E. Parkman, late captuin’s 
clerk in the United States Navy, for his share 
of prize captures made by the United States 
steamer Aries while he was a prisoner to the 
rebels in 1864. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of George 
F. Tracy, of Bridgeport, Connecticut, for re- 
lief in case of stolen stamps. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of G. W. 
Lanson and others, residents of Kansas, pen- 
sioners, praying for the passage of a bill pro- 
viding for the payment of pensions by post- 
masters. : 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A resolution of the 
Chamber of Commerce, Memphis, Tennessee, 
to increase the pay of letter-carriers. os 

Also, the memorial of H. L. Bradley, citi- 


zen, of Knoxville, Tennessee, for compensation 
for one dwelling-house torn down by order of 
Major General Burnside in the year 1863. 

Also, the memorial of Robert D. Joroutmou, 
citizen, of Knoxville, Tennessee, for compen- 
sation fór destruction of dwelling house, &., 
during the siege in 1863. 

By Mr. McJ UNKIN: The petition of Charles 
Benz, Frederick Rockendoerfer, and others, 
citizens of Alleghany City, Pennsylvania, deal- 
ers in and manufacturers of wines and liquors, 
praying for a change of the laws assessing and 
collecting taxes thereon, &e. 

Also, the petition of Henry T. Schutte, of 
Zelienople, Pennsylvania, praying that hisname 
may be placed on the pension-roll. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Rud, George 
Burekart and 52 others, citizens of Zelienople, 
Pennsylvania, praying the granting a pension 
to Henry T. Schutte. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of J. 
Rinaldo, Sank & Co., Frishmuth, Brothers & 
Co., Sivoyer & Keim, L. Bamberger & Co., 
Batchelor Brothers, Wartman & Engelman, 
and 24 others, manufacturers, dealers, and 
growers of tobacco, asking the passage of a law 
establishing a uniform rate of tax on all man 
ufactured tobacco of sixteen cents per pound. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of John 
J. Hays, a store-keeper of bonded warehouse, 
class three, numbered one, at Evansville, Indi- 
ana, praying for compensation as such store- 
keeper. 

Also, the memorial of Mrs. Mary C. Bell, of 
Evansville, Indiana, mother of David N. Bell, 
deceased, late a licutenant in the United States 
Navy, praying an increase of her pension. 

By Mr. PENDLETON : A memorial of 118 
citizens of Rhode Island, for an appropriation 
for the improvement of the channel of Provi- 
dence river, and for establishing a light on the 
“ pyramid,” situated at Bullock’s Point. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of James 
A. Drew, asking compensation for himself and 
others for land Jost to the petitioners under the 
treaty of Washington. 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER: A petition of 94 
citizens of Kingston, Luzerne county, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking the passage of House bill No. 
660, entitled ‘A bill granting bounty land to 
certain persons engaged in the military and 
naval service of the United States from and 
after the 4th day of March, 1861.” 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: A 
remonstrance of the iron-workers in the em- 
ploy of J. B. Moorhead & Co., against a change 
in the tariff Jaws. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of Catha- 
rine Ross, of Detroit, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of J. G. McBride & Co., 
of Monroe, Michigan, fora uniform tax on to- 
bacco of sixteen cents per pound. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

The following were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: ; 

By Mr. HANDLEY: A bill to establish a 
post route between Dadeville and Dudleyville, 
in Tallapoosa county, Alabama. 

Also, a bill to establish a post route between 


|| Ashland, in Clay county, via Pinkney ville, to 


Rockford, in Coosa county, Alabama. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 17, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D., Chap- 
lain of the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday's proceedings. : 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest that if no Sen- 
ator desires to hear those minutes read, the 
farther reading be dispensed with. 

There heing no objection, the further read- 
ing of the Journal was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
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Senate a letter from the late Attorney Gen- 
eral, transmitting, in compliance with law, his 
annual report for the year 1871; which was 
ordered to He on the table. 


PETITIONS AND EMORIALS. , 


Mr. POMEROY presented additional papers 
in relation to the claim of Moses B. Bramhall 
for the payment of certain moneys which he 
alleges are due to him by the Government of 
the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KELLY presented a memorial of J. S. 
White, H. Bowman, J. H. McArthur, Samuel 
Hannah,and three hundred and seventy others, 
citizens of Umatilla and Union counties, Ore- 
gon, praying Congress to grant land to aid in 
the construction of the Portland, Dalles, and 
Salt Lake railroad ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. FENTON. I present a petition from 
members of the Society of Friends of New 
York city, and another from members of the 
Society of Friends in Columbia county, New 
York, to the same effect, asking for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to provide that no 
candidate shall hereafter be elected to any 
Federal office who is addicted to the use of 
intoxicating liquors as a beverage. I move 
the reference of these petitions to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCHURZ. I present a petition signed 
by a number of citizens of Bangor, Maine, 
some of them citizens of prominence, praying 
for the reduction of the tariff to a revenue 
basis, and for the immediate repeal of the 
duties on salt, coal, and pigiron. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. TI present the memorial of 
Charles W. Peirce and others, of Philadel- 
phia, similar in character to the memorials 
presented by the Senator from New York, 
{Mr, Fexron,] asking for an amendment to 
the Constitution providing that no candidate 
shall hereafter be eligible to any Federal 
oflice who is addicted to the use of intoxi- 
cating liquors; also a similar memorial from 
Thomas Morrell and others, citizens of Wil- 
mington, Delaware; also a similar memorial 
from dwin Blackburn and others, of Balti- 
more. I move their reference to the Com- 
mr tee on ihe Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I also present petitions 
from citizens of Baltimore, Philadelphia, and 
Wilmington, Delaware, asking for the prchi- 
bition of the manufacture, importation, and 
sale of all intoxicating liquors. I move their 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. [also present the petition 
of Moses Anderson and seventy-five others, 
of Greencastle, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill ; 
also a petition from colored citizens of Florida, 
praying Congress to pass what is known as the 
supplementary civil rights bill. F move that 
these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I also present a petition 
signed by a large number of the members of 
the General Assembly of Virginia, which is 
very brief. They ‘respectfully petition and 
solicit the passage by your honorable body of 
the act entitled ‘An act to protect all citizens 
of the United States in their civil rights, and 
to furnish the means of their vindication,’ that 
being the title of a bill presented by Hon. 
Mr. SUMNER, of Massachusetts, and your peti- 
tioners will ever pray.” This is signed by a 
large number of senators and a large number 


of members of the house of delegates of Vir- || 


ginia; I do not count them, but the number is 
considerable, I move that the petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. Ialso present a petition 
of the central committee of the German-Amer- 
ican Teachers’ Association, signed by their 
chairman, Ph. J. Klund, and countersigned by 


their secretary, Feodor Thurm, in which they | 


say that the American Teachers’ Convention, 
assembled in St. Louis in August last, have 
resolved to petition Congress “with a view to 
have the present land policy of the United 
States changed in such a manner as to dis- 
continue donations of public landsto moneyed 
corporations, and to devote the proceeds of 
such lands asarenot taken up under the home- 
stead act to the improvement of the school 
system of our country, and especially to the 
foundation and sustenance of a great model 
normal school or university.” They then set 
forth under eight different heads the reasons 
for this dedication of our great rational domain 
to the purposes of education. I move theref- 
erence of the petition to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. I present resolutions, in the 


nature of a memorial, which were adopted at | 


a meeting of colored citizens of Philadelphia, 
on Monday evening, January 15, in favor of 
the speedy passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill. I move that they be laid on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. I also present a memorial of 
the Radical Reform Club of Philadelphia, call- 
ing attention to the condition of the ocean com- 
merce of the United States, giving data in 
relation to exports and imports, asserting that 
our own merchants and ship-owners should 
control the world’s commerce in a proportion 
at least equal to that borne by the exports of 
our products to the importation of goods con- 
sumed, citing the example of the French tarif 
establishing differential duties, and asking for 
the modification of the existing tariff laws, so 
that on all goods, wares, and merchandise 
imported in American bottoms there shall be 
an allowance equal to a reduction of ten per 
cent. on existing duties. I move the reference 
of this memorial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. Lalso present the memorial 
of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, workers in 
the Excelsior Stove and Hollow- Ware Works, 
respectfully remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws, reducing or abolishing 
the duties on such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country, and asking that the 
duty upon tea, coffee, and such other articles 
of necessity or comfort as cannot be produced 
in the United States, be repealed. I movethe 
reference of this memorial to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Samuel 
Pennock and others, citizens of Chester county, 
Pennsylvania, asking for an amendment of the 
Constitution providing that no person shall 
hereafter be eligible to any Federal office who 
is addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors 
as a beverage ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Chandler 
Darlington and others, citizens of Chester 


| county, Pennsylvania, asking for prohibitory 


legislation for the suppression of the sale, 
manufacture, and importation of intoxicating 
liquors to be used as a beverage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LEWIS presented additional papers in 
referenceto the claim of William L. Andersen, 
of Rockingham county, Virginia, praying pay- 
ment for services rendered to the United 
States during the late rebellion; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 


! members of the bar of Wyandotte county, 


Kansas, praying that terms of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Kansas be held in the city of Leav- 


—- 


enworth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the pe- 
tition of Josephine O. Likens, of New Jersey, 
widow of Edwin S. Likens, late a soldier of 
the United States Army, praying to be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
the memorial of Edward H. Calvert, praying 
compensation for the injury done his property 
in Washington, District of Columbia, by the 
construction of Fort Wagner thereon ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a letter of the 
secretary of the National Board of Trade, 
transmitting a resolution adopted by that 
board requesting the President of the United 
States to lay before Congress for publication the 
correspondence which has passed between the 
Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain relating to the dues now collected 
in the latter country from merchant shipping 
for the support of light-houses and beacons, 
with a view to renewing the application of our 
own Government, at the proper time, for the 
relief of the shipping interest from these 
charges, and for the maintenance of the light- 
house system of Great Britain from the public 
revenue in accordance with tke policy and 
practice of the Governmentof the United States, 
which has lighted its coasts and harbors for 
the free use of the ships of all nations. I 
move the reference of this paper to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution 
adopted by colored citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, at a mass meeting, praying for 
the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; which was ordered to jie on the table, 

He also presented the memorial of È. C. 
Heylin, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing indemnification for loss of property by 
French spoliations prior to the year 1801; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Arthur 
G. Coffin. president of the Insurance Com- 
pany of North America, praying indemnifica- 
tion for loss of property by French spoliations 
prior to the year 1801; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, stationers, booksellers, and job 
printers, protesting against the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John Dev- 
ereux, president of the board of trustees of the 
Philadelphia ice-boats, asking the passage of 
a law exempting certain ice-boats fot boiler 
inspection under the law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr, FENTON. I offerthe following order: 

Ordered, That John Allen Birekhead and others, 
heirs of Alexander Watson, haveleave to withdraw 
the papers in relation to their claim from the files 
of the Senate. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatclaimis that? Has 
it been reported upon? 

Mr. FENTON. This order was placed in 
my hands by a member of the House of Rep 
resentatives from New York, who states that 
the case was not adversely acted upon kere, 
and has been taken up in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the papers are desired to be 
withdrawn for the purpose of presentation 
there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The order was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and accompanying 
papers of Mrs, Mary J. MeMullen be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of David J. 
Miller, on the files of the Senate, be withdrawn 
therefrom and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


Ordered, That John Nolan, of Quincy, Illinois, 
have leave to withdraw his petition and papers from 
the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of L. 
Merchant & Co., on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Stephen 
Hull, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee or Patents. 


PROMUTION OF NAVAL SURGEONS. 


Mr. VICKERS. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the following order: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
directed to inquire in the facts connected with the 
placing of Dr. James C. Palmer’s name above that 
of Dr. Ninian Pinckney, as surgeon in the Navy. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Was that inquiry ad- 
dressed to the Department or committee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the wisest way to 
find out would be to inquire of the Depart- 
ment; but I have no objection to it either way. 

Mr. VICKERS. I prefer that the commit- 
tee should do it. There will not be much 
trouble about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
has been agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 448) to establish a system of deposits, 
to prevent desertions, and elevate the condi- 
tion of the rank and file of the Army, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on 
Education and Labor, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 874) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission on the subject of 
labor and the division of profits between labor 
and capital in the United States, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom were referred various 
petitions praying for the passage of a bill 
known as Mr. Sumyer’s supplementary civil 
rights bill, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration, that subject being now 
before tke Senate. 

The report was agreed to. 

SHIP HUDSON, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the 
United States, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate of the 16th of May last, calling 
for papers, correspondence, and information 
relating to the case of the ship Hudson and 
schooner Washington; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
487) to exempt the iron steam ice-boats con- 
structed by the city of Philadelphia from the 
inspection required by the act of February 
28, 1871, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the 
better security of life on board of vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for 
other purposes ;’’ which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 
This refers to the provisions of the bill enacted 
in February last in regard to the inspection of 
steamboats for the safety of the lives of pas- 
sengers. If the provisions of that bill are 
applied to these two ice-boats, which are pro- 
vided by the city of Philadelphia for the pur- 
pose of keeping clear the channels of the Dela- 
ware and Schuylkill rivers in the winter, it 


effectually prevents them from accomplishing 
the purpose for which they were constructed. 
The authorities of the city of Philadelphia are 
extremely desirous that this bill should pass 
very soon, so that they may be enabled to 
accomplish the purpose for which these ice- 
boats were built, and not practically blockade 
their rivers by the application of this act to 
these boats. I ask the attention of the chair- 
man, so that ifthe bill meets the concurrence 
of the Committee on Commerce it may be re- 
ported soon, so that we may have action upon 
it. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VICKERS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 488) to incorporate the Washington Canal 
and Water-Power Company ; which was read 
twice by itstitle, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No 
489) to admit tea and coffee into the United 
States free of duty ; which was read twice by 
its title. 


Mr. COLE. I will remark that such is the 


| position of the finances of the country at this 


time that I think the duties on tea and coffee, 
which are the poor man’s luxuries, can well 
be dispensed with, and that is the opinion, I 
must say, of a very large portion of my con 
stituents. I hope the Finance Committee in 
their revision of the tariff will take that into 
serious consideration, and relieve the country 
of this tax. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 490) for the relief of the East Tennessee 
University; which was read twice by its title, 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, | 


and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
491) for the encouragement of the fisheries; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 492) to confirm certain bona fide titles; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 493) to indemnify the State of 
Kentucky and other States for expenses in- 
curred by them in defense of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment to 
the bill (H. R. No. 374) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission on the subject 
of labor and the division of profits between 
labor and capital in the United States; which 
was received informally, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JAPANESE AT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate now to 
take up the bill offered by myself the other 
day allowing a certain number of youths from 
Japan to be educated at the West Point Mili- 
tary Academy. worn 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business is completed, and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 454. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
454) authorizing the Secretary of War to ad- 
mit six Japanese youths to the West Point 
Military Academy. 

Mr. CAMERON. The bill was discussed 


so much the other day that I think it is un- 
necessary to say anything further in regard to 
it. The Senate understands the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will a 
single objection pass it over? 5 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will not. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] who took a 
great interest in this bill, is not in his seat. 
He preferred some objections to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
move its postponement, or to lay iton the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I do not 
care about its postponement. I suggest that 
it lie on the table informally until he arrives. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have no objection to 
its being passed over. When I made the mo- 
tion it did not occur to me that the Senator 
from Ohio was not here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be returned to its place 
on the Calendar. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 490) for the relief of the East Tennessee 
University, reported it without amendment, 
aud submitted a report, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

BENJAMIN H. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I moved to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 852. Itis a bill for the relief of 
the marshal of the northern district of Illinois, 
who had some funds burned up in the fire at 
Chicago. 

The motion was agreed to;, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 852) for the relief of 
Benjamin H. Campbell, marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Hlinois. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the bill with amendments: in line seven, after 
the word ‘‘marshal,’’ to insert the words 
“ belonging to the United States; in line 
eight, to strike out ‘‘ $15,000" and insert 
«$7,679 18; so as to make the bill read: - 

That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby 


authorized, in thesettlemont of the accounts of Ben- 
jamin H. Campbell, marshal of the northern district 
of [linois, to allow him credit forsuch sum of United 
States Treasury aud national bank notes as were in 
his hands as marshal, belonging to the United States, 
not to exceed $7,679 13, as he may be satisfied was 
burned in said imarshal’s office in the custom-house 
building at Chicago, Illinois, on the 9th day of Octo- 
ber, A. D. 1871. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Task that the 
report of the committee in that case be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, 
submitted by Mr. Trumbu.1, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, on the 11th instant: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred a bill for tho relief of Benjamin H. Camp- 
bell, marshal of the United States for the northern 
district of Illinois, report: 

That it appears from the affidavit of B. H. Camp- 
bell, the marshal, that, at the date of the fire in Chi- 
cago, on the 9th of October last, in which the custom 
and court-house building was destroyed, his office in 
said building contained a safefurnished by the Uni- 
ted States, in which the money held by him as mar- 
shal was deposited, amounting, as he verily believes, 
to $9,804 20, consisting of United States and national 
bank notes; that he was present after the fire when 
the safe was opened, and took charge of the burned 
and charred romsins of said notes, the least injured 


| of which, amounting to $810 87, he had redeemed by 


the United States depositary in Chicago, and the 
balance of the burned and charred remains of said 
notes he brought to Washington and deposited with 
the Treasurer of the United St for identification 
andredemption, from which he ized only $1,814 20, 
making the total amount realized from said burned 
and charred remains of said notes $2,125 07, leaving 
a balance of $7,679 13 totally destroyed by the fire. 

Two deputy United States marshals corroborate 
B. F. Campbell ’s statement as to his having money 10 
the safe and its destruction by the fire. 

The cormmittec are satisfied, from the known char- 
acter of the marshal and the evidence in the case, 
that he is entitled to the relief sought, and they 
recommend the passage of the bill, amended so as to 
conform to the amount stated in the affidavits. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. IasktheSen-, 
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ator from Illinois whether there was any rec- 
ord testimony, so far as the books of the mar- 
shal’s office go, showing that he had this money 
on hand? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. None was exhibited to 
the committee. The bill provides that he is 
to settle his accounts with the Attorney Gen- 
eral; it does not direct this money to be paid, 
the Senator will observe. The only evidence 
we had before us was the affidavit of the mar- 
shal and of two of his deputies. He states the 
fact of his having about this amount; he is 
unable to state it exactly; and therefore the 
matter is left to be settled by the Attorney 
General, the allowance not to exceed a certain 
amount, $7,679, as reduced by the testimony. 
The other witnesses stated their knowledge of 
the fact that he kept bis money there, but a 
portion was taken out of the safe afterward 
and reclaimed. We thought it safe on these 
affidavits to recommend that the Attorney Gen- 
eral be authorized to settle the account on 
being satisfied of the amount lost, not exceed- 
ing the sum named. 

I will state that this is a similar bill to the 
one that was passed in favor of the marshal in 
Maine at the time of the fire in Portland. He 
sent certificates of a similar character. 

Idesire to add, before I sit down, that the 
marshal of the northern district of Illinois ig 
a gentleman well known to me, of high char- 
acter and intelligence, and of great integrity. 
I have no doubt myself of the entire truthful- 
ness of his affidavit. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am in favor 
of granting relief where there is sufficient evi- 
dence, but it seems to me that this a very 
loosely drawn bill on the evidence. There is 
nothing to sustain the marshal except his own 
impressions, he himself not being able to state 
bow much the loss was. There is not a par- 
ticle of evidence, so far as the report shows, 
except from the marshal himself. {t seems to 
me that he ought to be able to show some 
record evidence of the amount he had ou hand. 

There is another question involved. In 
addition to the burning of the United States 
notes, about which if there was sufficient evi- 
dence there should beno doubt at all as to the 
liability of the United States to refund the 
amount, it seems a portion of the money was in 
national bank notes. That presents a differ- 
ent question, because it isa gain, so far as 
those banks are concerned, to the amount of 
the marshal’s loss.. 

Mr. CORBETT. Iwish to ask the Senator 
from Illinois if there is any evidence from the 
Treasury Department that there was a portion 
of the burned money that could not be recog- 
nized, or whether it was in such a state that 
they did recognize all that was presented to 
the Department and make it good. Was there 
a portion that could not be recognized, frag- 
ments, that they could not account for, lett? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lhave made no inquiry 
at the Treasury Department. There are two 
other persons who testify to the charred re- 
mains that were taken from the safe besides 
Mr. Campbell, the marshal. The Senator 
from Vermont, perhaps, did not hear the state- 
ment of the report that there were, two other 
witnesses, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. But the two 
other witnesses simply testify that they knew 
of bis keeping money in the safe, and do not 
testify anything at all about the amount. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘They do not know the 
amount. ‘They testify as to the money in the 
safe and its destruction by fire. They were 
present and saw the remains also. l 

Mr. CORBETT. I was going to say that it 
seemed to me the committee ought to have 
some information from the Treasury Depart- 
ment stating that there was a portion of these 
funds that could not be recognized and that 
were charred remains, and that would account | 
probably for the deficiency. If the amount 
turned over to the Treasury Department was 
all recognized and accounted for by the Treas- tf 


ury Department, then there would be nothing 
coming to the marshal ; but if there wasa por- 
tion that was left in such a state that it could 
not be recognized, of course that would account 
for whatever there might be of deficiency. I 
simply desired to make this inquiry, because 
it seemed to me that it was a point which the 
committee ought to examine. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a matter which 
the Attorney General has it in his power to 
determine when the settlement of the accounts 
is made. If Mr. Campbell made a false affi- 
davit when he stated that only so much could 
be recognized at the Treasury Department, it 
will be very easy to detect it; but I can assure 
the Senator from Oregon that members of the 
committee, not only myself but other members 
of the. committee, who know Mr. Campbell, 
the marshal, would have no conception of 
sucha thing. Of course he has not made an 
affidavit here stating that he took this matter 
to the Treasury Department, and that they 
identified some twelve or thirteen hundred dol- 
lars and could not identify the rest of it, if there 
was in truth no such occurrence. If he has 
stated the case incorrectly, that can be easily 
discovered. 

Mr. CORBETT. Ido not think this caseis 
so important, except perhaps as a precedent, 
because there are likely to be a large number 
of other claims for money destroyed. I thought 
it my duty, therefore, to call the attention of 
the Senate and of the committee that. 
have these questions under investigation, so 
that they might call upon the Treasury Depart- 
ment to ascertain when those charred remains 
were presented, whether they were all recog- 
nized and accounted for. If there were a por- 
tion that were not, it is evident then that there 
was a portion destroyed, and in such a state 
that it could not be recognized. That point, 
it seems to me, the committee should inquire 
of the Treasury Department in regard to, in 
order to make such a report as to satisfy the 
Senate. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, it will 
undoubtedly astonish the country to learn that 
under the present corrupt system of civil ser- 
vice there can be in office as marshal of the 
northern district of Illinois a gentleman of so 
high a character as is testified to by the bon- 
orable Senator from Illinois. Nevertheless I 
desire to add my testimony to his, I know Mr. 
Campbell well, and believe him to be a thor- 
oughly upright aud honest man, honest as a 
man, honest as au officer, in spite of all the 
imperfections of our civil service; and an affi- 
davit from him, or a letter from him, or his 
verbal statement as to $7,000, would be all the 
proof I should want to act upon the question. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ILLINOIS COURT RECORDS. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like, if the Sen- 


ate would indulge me, to pass another little 
bill in regard to the records in that district, to 
enable thé records of United States courts to 
be completed. Itis Senate bill No. 358. I 
move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 353) to restore the records of the United 
States courts in the northern district of Illinois 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis unnecessary to read 
the text of the bill. The committee reported 
an amendment as a substitute. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which was to strike out the preamble and all 
of the original’ bill after the enacting clause, 
and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the act of March 3, 1871. entitled “An act 
relating to records of the courts of the United 
States,” is hereby amended so as to authorize the 
notice required by said act to be given by publica- 


tion in some newspaper, to be designated by the 
court, nine weeks successively in all cases in which 
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any party entitled to notice is a non-resident of the 
district. . ; eee 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the district 
attorney for the northern district of Illinois to take 
such steps as may be necessary to restore the records 
and files of the circuit and district courts of said dis- 
trict, which were destroyed by fire on the 9th of 
October, 1871, and in which the United States is 
interested, so far as the judges of said courts, respect- 
ively, shall deem it essential to the interests of the 
United States that said records and files be restored; 
and the judges of said courts, respectively, are au- 
thorized to direct such steps to be taken as, in their 
Opinion, shall be deemed advisable to restore the 
judgment dockets and indices of said courts, and 
for that purpose may direct the performance, by the 
clerks of said courts, and by the United States at- 
torney for said district, of any duty incident thereto, 
and said clerks and said district attorney shall be 
allowed such compensation and disbursements for 
services rendered under this section (in cases where 
no compensation is now provided by law for such 
services) as may be allowed by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and certified to be just and reasonable by the 
judge of the court in which said services are ren- 
dered, and the amount so allowed shall be paid out 
of the judiciary fund: Provided, however, That the 
sum allowed the clerks of said courts shall not exceed 
the sum of $12,000, and the entire compensation of 
the United States attorney for such services shall not 
exceed the sum of $6,000. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I have no objection 
to any provision of that bill except. the first 
section, which is uot limited in its operation 
to the city of Chicago or the northern district 
of Illinois. It is a general provision, and a 
great innovation upon the practice of the Fed- 
eral courts. The Federal courts can acquire 
no jurisdiction over persons except by the 
service of process personally ; and to allowa 
record which is said to have been destroyed to 
be restored by parol, as it must be and may 
be, under the provisions of the bill, upon mere 
publication, is, I think, a very dangerous law, 
and it ought not to be passed. For the pur- 
pose of taking the sense of the Senate on that 
point, I move to amend by striking out the 
first, section. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwill state to the Sen- 
ate that we passed a year ago a bill author- 
izing the restoration of records in the United 
Siates courts where they had been destroyed. 
The bili had its origin chiefly in the necessity 
for restoring records in the southern States. 
Now, here is a case where the records of the 
courts are entirely destroyed, and in case the ` 
parties to those records are non-residents 
there is no way of restoring them, unless we 
are to give notice by publication to the non- 
residents. The bill which we passed a year 
ago provided for giving personal notice in 
order to restore the records. This first sec- 
tion changes that law so far as to authorize 
notice to be given by nine weeks’ pubiication 
in a paper, to be designated by the court, 
where the party is a non-resident. This is 
the practice in all our State courts in institut- 
ing original suits. I do not think there isa 
State in the Union where we do not institute 
original suits and give notice by publication 
to non-residents. Wedo the same thing in 
the United States courts. In admiralty pro- 
ceedings we give notice by publication. Iam 
informed by the district attorney of the north- 
ern district of Illinois, from whom I have 
letters on this subject, and I have also letters 
from the judges of the courts, that there are 
several hundred thousand dollars involved in 
suits by the United States in cases that were 
pending in the courts at Chicago at the time 
of- the fire. He instances one case of a 
$50,000 bond upon which a suit was instituted, 
where the securities are good, all the records 
of which, including the bond, I suppose, are 
lost. He gives a statement showing the 
importance tothe United States of the res- 
toration of the records in which the Govern- 
ment is concerned. 

This first section is inserted go as to allow, 
not only in cases in which the United States is 
concerned, but where private persons are par- 
ties, the record to be restored on notice by ` 
publication: Suppose the record has been 

esiroyed where private citizens are parties to 
the suit; now there is no way of restoring it 
if one of the parties to that record is a non- 
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resident, unless you can give notice by pub- 
lication. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. What earthly objection 
is there to providing by law that personal notice 
may beserved upon the defendantagainst whom 
you have a judgment, in New York, Massa- 
chusetts, or any other State of the Union? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have no such pro- 
vision. That is not the provision of the exist- 


ing law. 

Mr. CARPENTER. We can put it in here 
just as well. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
requiring besides, if the Senator from Wis- 
consin thinks it proper, that notice in addition 
shall be given as we give it in bankruptcy, in 
some form, by directing a notice to be sent by 
mail to the place of residence; but that would 
amount to very little. I do not know that it 
would be practicable to give notice in other 
parts of the country. We have no judicial 
system by which process runs beyond the dis- 
trict in which it is issued. 

The first section is a matter of public im- 
portance, and the members of the committee 
seemed to think that it was proper that notice 
should be given by publication, and I saw no 
objection to it myself. It seems to me that 
the public good requires it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The casesof proceed- 
ings in the Federal courts under the Constitu- 
tion and proceedings of the State courts are 
widely different. A State like New York or 
Pennsylvania may be large enough to produce 
sufficient inconvenience by allowing proceed- 
ings to rest upon service by pnblication ; bat 
these inconveniencesare certainly small, when 
compared with the evils which would result 
from allowing such proceedings based upon 
publication in the Federal courts, For in- 
stance, if this bill ig to pass in this form, I 
concede, as the Senator from Illinois has 
said, that the first section is one of great pub- 
lic importance ; and I think it will prove one 
of great public calamity, also. A citizen from 
California may, on his way to New York, stop 
over at Chicago, publish a notice that he pro- 
poses to enter up a judgment against the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, which the Senator from 
Vermont never has any notice of, for he does 
not read every little paper that may be issued 
in Chicago, for nine weeks, and upon that 
publication the judgment is to be entered up 
and docketed and become a matter of record 
in the Federal court of Illinois, which is con- 
clusive evidence when taken to Vermont to be 
enforced against the Senator from Vermont. 

Now, the policy of the Federal process act 
isto require a personal service, and it certainly 
should not be dispensed with in a proceeding 
which is by a short cut to enter up a judgment 
against a man, for that is what will be done 
under this section. If itis proper to require 
personal service of a summons inviting a man 
into court to attend to litigation therein, it is 
certainly equally important that he should 
have personal notice when a judgment is to be 
entered up against him by the proceedings 
of the court in a single hour and without any 
litigation whatever. 

lt is a very great hardship to allow these 
records to be perfected by parol in any case ; 
and yet there is a necessity for it in the case of 
Chicago, as there was in my opinion in the case 
of the southern States. It must be doue, but 
it should be done in such manner as to insure 
every possible safeguard that we can throw 
about it; aud to say that I may go into Cali- 
fornia to-morrow and enter up a judgment 
against the Senator from Hlinois or the Sena- 
tor from Maine, or any private individual in 
the remotest part of the United States, upon 
parol and upon proof of having peblished a 
notice for nine weeks in some obscure news- 
paper that I intend to do so, is, itseems to me, 
a very dangerous proceeding. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, to strike out the first section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not share the fears 
of my friend from Wisconsin about the danger 
of this first section of this bill. Now, I think 
my friend from Wisconsin knows the law to be, 
at common law, that any court of general juris- 
diction, any court of record has a right, without 
any statute, where its records get injured or 
defaced or destroyed in a particular case, to 
cause those records to be restored upon just 
such notice as the court thinks fit, or upon its 
mere motion, because the record is part of the 
constitution of the court. The judges at com- 
mon law have always exercised, as I under- 
stand the common law, that right. Here we 
find a case where a court of the United States 
in the city of Chicago (and it might happen in 
any other city) has pronounced a great many 
judgments which affect rights and which decide 
titles to property, and all that; and thoserec- 
ords are destroyed. It necessarily happens in 
a great many of those cases that the parties on 
one side or the other, and sometimes on both, 
do not reside within their jurisdiction; they 
are scattered, sometimes; they are numerous ; 
sometimes they have gone abroad ; it often hap- 
pens that some of them are out of the country. 

Now, the result of rejecting this first section 
would be to absolutely block the effort of that 
court to restore these records at all in such 
cases, because to give personal notice is in a 
great many instances absolutely impossible. 
jt cannot be done, in the nature of things. 
Then, what are you to do? Are you to say 
that the people who have bought land at a 
marshal’s sale, under a judgment or decree 
of those courts, are to be deprived of their 
evidence of title, and are to be remitted to a 
verdict against them in an ejectment brought 
by somebody who claims under the original 
title for the reason that they cannot show this 
Jadgment? It will not do at all, Mr. Presi- 

ent. 

It is indispensable, therefore, to the general 
interests of the people of Illinois and of the 
country that these records should be restored; 
but I agree with my friend from Wisconsin 
that they ought not to be restored except under 
the most carcful safeguards that are practica- 
ble to accomplish the purpose; and what are 
they? We know from the nature of the Uni- 
ted States courts that personal notice to every- 
body connected with all these records, (almost 
all of whom on one side or the other, or partly 
on one side and partly on the other, are out of 
the State ; many of whom are out of the country, 
many of whom originally were aliens, and who 
came into the courts of the United States on the 
ground of alienage,) cannot be accomplished ; 
and to insist on it is merely to deny entirely the 
carrying out of this object which we all agree 
ought to be attained. Of course there is some 
risk—— ; 

Mr. CONKLING.: Allow me to ask the 
Senator, does he know of any case where this 
sort of impossibility has arisen? Has he heard 
of any, by petition or otherwise ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I have not heard 
of ihe fire at Chicago by petition as far as I 
know, and yet I have an impression that there 


chas been one; and I suppose we must take it 


for granted, probably irom the evidence we 
have, perhaps not legal evidence, that the 
records of these courts in Chicago have been 
destroyed, and from our knowledge of business 
we must take it for granted that the suitors 
in those cases wherein judgments have been 
entered up were suitors who were entitled to 
be there; that is, citizens of different States. 
aliens, people claiming under patents, and all 
manner of causes that the Constitution remits 
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States. Now, how are you to restore the record? 
If you say the record shall not be restored 
uniil every party interested has personal no- 
tice, then you say it shall not be restored at 
all, because that is the result. If you say it 
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may be restored under the supervision of the 
judges, tbe agents of the United States, stand- 
ing indifferent between the parties, upon the 
best notice possible by proclamation and ad- 
vertisement, then, although you run some risk, 
itis true, as you do in all cases, you run the 
least risk possible to attain the end. 

Now, it happens under the jurisprudence of 
the United States that a very ee share of its 
faculties are carried on by notice just like this. 
All proceedings in rem involving the forfeiture 
and condemnation of property, involving prize 
and belligerent rights, are commenced. and 
carried on where personal service is incon- 
venient, where the party is not within the reach 
of the process of the court in that identical 
district, and sometimes when he is, by a notice 
like this, only much shorter; and yet the world 
has gone on for nearly a hundred years in this 
country without anybody being harmed by it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from ' 
Vermont will please suspend hisremarks. The 
morning hour has expired, and the unfinished 
business before the Senate is the amnesty bill, 
the pending question being on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUN- 


NER. }- 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we can soon get - 
through with this matter. I hope the Senator 
from Massachusetts will let the amnesty bill 

ass by informally for a few minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave no objection to its 
passing over informally for a few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the unfinished business will be passed 
over informally, subject to a call for the regu- 
lar order; and the Senator from Vermont is 
still entitled to the floor on Senate bill No, 358, 
which remains before the body. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I have said all 
that I desired to sav. ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. LI agree entirely 
with the Senator from I}linois and the Senator 
from Vermont, that no difficulty can arise out 
of this provision. We have in all the States, 
familiar to all the lawyers, a provision just 
like it in proceedings for the foreclosure of 
mortgages. Ifa party has a mortgage, it may 
be for a few hundred dollars, on property, he 
can bring all the prior incumbrances into court, 
if they are out of the State, by means of just 
such a notice. Itisa familiar practice. But 
I would suggest an alteration in the section 
which probably would make it more accept- 
able to the Senator from Wisconsin. Let it 
read that the act is hereby amended ‘‘so as 


i to authorize the notice required by said act to 


be given personally out of the dis rict,.or at 
the discretion of the court, by publication in 
some newspaper,” &c. 

There is a difficulty, I suppose, under the 
law now in giving a personal notice out of the 
district. This makes such a personal notice 
lawful, and it leaves it to the discretion of the 
court whether the notice shall be personal, as 
it ought to be if it is practicable, or be by this 
publication. I would call the attention of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to that amendment, 
and perhaps it will be agreeable to him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey move this as an amend- 
ment to the first section? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion will 
have priority of a motion to strike out. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I movetoamend 
the section by inserting after the word *‘given,”’ 
the words ‘personally out of the district, or 
at the discretion of the court.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As far as I am con- 
cerned, Iam willing to accept the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion to strike out the first 
section as amended. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, J think this 
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bill ought not to be passed hastily. I cannot 
conceive of a more delicate and even danger- 
ous proċess than that of restoring the records 
of a court where the particular terms and 
phraseology depend entirely upon memory, 
the records being destroyed, all the original 
papers, destroyed. The rights of parties may 
turn entirely upon the particular phraseology 
and terms of the record, often very volumin- 
ous, and where even the clerk of the court or 
the judge himself can have but a very imper- 
fect recollection of its terms. And surely this 
should never be done except upon giving to all 
the parties in interest an opportunity of being 
present and of being heard, to see thata record 
shall be framed as nearly as possible like that 
which existed before. It seems to me that this 
bill ought to be very carefully guarded. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is not a new law, 
I will inform the Senator from Indiana. The 
law now.authorizes the restoration of records. 
The only change is that this bill allows notice 
to be given by publication where it is imprac- 
ticable to give it by personal service. That is 
all the change in the first section. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say one word 
further. What may be a general law might 
not be sufficient in a case of this kind, where 
the records of a court for years back have 
been destroyed. It seems to me that the 
wholesale restoration of records, such as is 
contemplated by this bill, ought to be guarded 
with great care. The parties in interest are 
presumed themselves to have the best remem- 
brance of what the record contained, better 
than the mere passing remembrance of the 
officers of the court; and where a record, 
which is to control the title to land or per- 
haps the entire fortune of an individual, is to 
be restored, to become binding on him and all 
his representatives thereafter, it ought to be 
done only on the fullest consideration, and on 
the fullest opportunity for getting it exactly as 
it was before. 

Mr. CONKLING. Tasked the honorable 
Senator from Vermont whether he had known, 
whether his attention had been drawn by pe- 
tition or otherwise, to cases where it was im- 
possible in the ordinary way to reéstablish 
records. My honorable friend, of course sin- 
cerely, misunderstanding the question that I 
put to him, proceeded to answer oh no; he 
did not know by petition that a fire had hap- 
pened in Chicago; but still he knew it. Now, 
with less information than he has, I know, too, 
the fact that in Chicago, and elsewhere in the 
experience of man, records have been lost. 
The point of my inquiry was whether it had 
been brought to his notice that under the 
statute as it stands now, meritorious parties 
were unable to establish their rights because 
of the notice they are required to give. Ithink 
my honorable friend will agree with me that 
that was quite a pertinent question, and quite 
a proper fact to be known if it exists, by 
petition or otherwise. 

Now, Mr. President, let us see in very few 
words what this question is. We have a stat- 
ute now under which, without any uotice at 
all, I beg to remind my honorable friend from 
Indiana in aid of his argument, the court may 
establish every record which exists every- 
where by copy or by any other circumstance 
which enables it to be reéstablished truth- 
fully. I send to the Secretary and ask him to 
read the first section of the act of March 8, 
1871, and I call the attention of the Senate to 


it for the purpose of showing that we want no į 


new statutes, that no notice at all is required 
to be served on anybody in order to reéstab- 
lish every record which resides anywhere, in 
any species of information which enables it to 
be reéstablished exactly as it was. I ask the 
Secretary to read the section. 

The Chief Clerk read the first section of 
the act relating to records of the courts of 
the United States, approved March 8, 1871, 
as follows: 


“That whenever the record of judgment or decree, 


or ether proceeding of any judicial court of the 
United States shall have been or shall hereafter be 
lost or destroyed, any party or person interested 
therein may, on application to such court, and on 
showing to the satisfaction of such court that the 
same has been lost or destroyed without fault or 
neglect of the party or person making such applica- 
tion, obtain an order from such court authorizing 
such defect to be supplied by a duly certified copy 
of such original record, where the same can be ob~ 
tained, which certified copy shall thereafter have 
the same effect as such original record would have 
had in all respects.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, the Senate will 
see that wherever a certified copy can be ob- 
tained, wherever there are any elements upon 
record or elsewhere out of which a certified 
copy of the lost record can be constructed, 
there, without any notice by newspaper or per- 
sonal service, any party interested may estab- 
lish that record. That is pretty broad. It is 
pretty broad because when a record is estab- 
lished it draws to itself every consequence of 
what is known as an estoppel of record; it 
binds all the parties, all their privies, all their 
assigns, all who stand in their shoes, for all 
coming time. 

Now, what does the next section of thatact 
provide? I shall ask the Secretary to read from 
it ina moment. It provides, (the committee 
by which it was reported, and the two Houses 
adopting it, deeming it essential to be careful, } 
that upon a particular notice given to the par- 
ties the court may do a great deal more than 
this, namely, it may proceed to establish a 
record, when in truth all the elements of cer- 
tainty have forever disappeared. They may 
come as near as they can to it by entering a 
suggestion upon the record. Now, sir, does 
not the Senator from Indiana say with great 
force that that is a most delicate process? The 
flexion of a phrase, the use of one word rather 
than another apparently and in general terms 
synonimous, might cast an estate one way or 
the other, and might immutably fix or destroy 
the rights of parties. Therefore is the some- 
what guarded language which I ask the Secre- 
tary now to read, not the whole section, but 
commencing with the mark which I have made, 
to show the process by which it is to be accom- 
plished. 

The Chief Clerk read from the second sec- 
tion of the act relating to records of the courts 
of the United States, as follows: 

“Said court shall cause said application to be 
entered of record in said court, and due notice there- 
of shall be given by personal service of a copy there- 
of upon each and every person interested therein, 
other than the party or person making such applica- 
tion, together with written notice that on a day cer- 
tain, not less than sixty days after such service, said 
application will be heard by said court.” 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘That is a safeguard set 
up to this doubly precarious proceeding. We 
are reminded that the admiralty jurisdiction 
knows instances of proceeding in rem, as the 
law styles them, without personal notice. Yes, 
sir, if a valuable vessel floats on Lake Erie, 
her tackle, apparel, and furniture, and her 
hull are all the time exposed in the admiralty 
jurisdiction of the country to be libeled. 
Does not every man see the safeguard that 
exists there? If the Presiding Officer of this 
body owns that vessel, wholly or partly, the 
presumption is that he will know if his vessel 
is libeled ; but, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
well said,is that presumption of human inter-. 
est to extend so far as to suppose that every 
citizen of the State of Maine will read every 
newspaper in the city of San Francisco, and 
ascertain whether anybody, by an unnamed and 
general proceeding, proposes to estop him and 
his heirs and assigns forever by putting a record 
somewhere of lodgment in the city of San 
Francisco? JT submit not. 

My honorable friend from New Jersey says 
that there is known to the jurisdiction of the 
States a proceeding called a statutory fore- 
closure of mortgages. Yes, sir, there is a 
statutory foreclosure of a mortgage upon real 
estate—a permanent thing, residing there, all 
the owners of which are interested in it and 
will pay attention to it; but even in that case 


doesthe honorable Senator know of any statute 
which permits the foreclosure of a mortgage 
upon notice published in a newspaper, with- 
out something more than is provided here? 
Is it enough to publish in a newspaper and 
show to the court afterward that you have 
published in a newspaper a notice to incum- 
brancers and the holders of liens and the 
representatives of interests in a piece of real 
estate as to which you propose to foreclose a 
mortgage? I think the Senator will search in 
vain for that. He will find, I think, that the 
statutes require the searching out of the resi- 
dence of parties, the mailing to those parties 
of notice, giving them personal notice if it 
can be done, going to the shire town of the 
county and posting upon the front door of the 
court-house a notice that on such a day such 
and such proceedings are to be had. That, I 
submit to the honorable Senator, is a very 
different thing from publishing ina newspaper 
somewhere in this broad realm a notice which 
is not required to.be sent to anybody, but of 
which forty million people are to take notice, 
whether they have actual notice or not. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a 
very improvident and a very unguarded pro- 
ceeding, and I return to the question which I 
asked of the honorable Senator from Vermont. 
It seems to me that when we ascertain by 
experience that under a statute so liberal as 
that which has been read to you, parties are 
unable to find the materials with which to 
reconstruct a record without notice, and that 
under the second section they are unable to 
find the place of residence of persons inter- 
ested, or the residence of their Represent- 
atives, so as to wake service upon them as 
required by the general statute, it will then be 
time enough for us to insert a provision so 
broad as this. Nothing but practical demands 
and practical difficulties, it seems to me, can 
warrant an enactment so broad as this. It is 
not confined to Chicago. It is not confined 
to any place, district, or State. It is a gen- 
eral, standing enactment, and I think that 
the judicial experience of the country has not 
demonstrated its need, and certainly I know 
of nothing in the Chicago fire which reflects 
any light upon the proposition, broad and 
glaring as is the light which was shed by that 
fre. I submit that we ought not to pass the 
bill in this shape. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not like to arrest this 
discussion, but I think I ought to call for the 
order of the day. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think wecan 
have a vote on this bill in a minute or two. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; I understand other 
Senators wish to speak. I gave way yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts demand the regular 
order? If he does it cuts off debate on this 
bill. 

THE APPOINTING POWER. 


Mr. CARPENTER.. I ask the Senator to 
yield to me for a minute. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to give notice 
that to-morrow at one o’clock, if it shall suit 
the convenience of the Senate, I shall call up 
the resolution I submitted as to civil service 
reform, and ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to submit a few remarks upon it. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Massachusetts demands the regular order. 

Mr. SUMNER. [ ask for the regular order. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if he will not consent that the 
regular order be informally passed by, in order 
that I may move to take up from the table the 
resolution fixing the time of the adjournment 
of this session? 

Mr. SUMMER. That cannot be done with- 
out opening a general debate. It will lead to 
debate. I hope the Senator will not regard me 
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as indisposed to accommodate him, but it was 
understood.that I would proceed to-day on my 
amendment to the pending bill, and I hope, 
therefore, I may be allowed to do so. 

Mr. MORTON. I then give notice that to- 
morrow, in the morning hour, I will move to 
take up the concurrent resolution fixing the 
time of adjournment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Isaac Srroum, one of its clerks, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the sal- 
ary of the consul at Tien-Tsin, China; 

A bill (H. R. No. 497) granting a pension 
to Frederick A. Garlick, of Cortland county, 
New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 511) fixing the time from 
which pensions heretofore granted, or which 
may be hereafter granted, shall commence, 
and extending the time for the filing of appli- 
cations for the same; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1056) authorizing the sur- 
vey and marking of the boundary between the 
territory of the United States and the posses- 
sions of Great Britain, from the Lake of the 
Woods to the summit of the Rocky mountains; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1057) granting a pension 
to Anna Butterfield, mother of James A. B. 
Butterfield ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1058) granting a pension 
to Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip Coggins; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1059) granting a pension 
to Phaebe Haskall, widow of Sidney Smith; 

A bill (Æ. R. No. 1061) to authorize the 
payment of duplicate checks of disbursing 
officers; and 

A bill (H. R. No 1062) to admit certain 
machinery imported from foreign countries, 
free of duty. 

Lhe message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of one thousand extra copies of the 

en States Biennial Register for the year 
1871. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed a concurrent resolution for 
the printing of five thousand copies of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office for 1870, of which three thousand copies 
shall be for the use of the House, one thousand 
for the Senate, and one thousand for the land 
department. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senateresumed the consideration of the 
bill (H, R. No. 880) for the removal of legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. SUMNER, to add certain sections, known 
as the supplementary civil rights bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I am very 
reluctant to intrude again upon the attention 
of the Senate. Nothing but my sense of the 
magnitude of the question could induce me to 
venture upon it. I feel that I should not do 
my duty, however, if I remained silent when I 
listen to the various allegations that a bill for 
the protection of equal rights is not needed ; 
then again, that it is not desired by the colored 
people themselves; and then again, that the 
colored people desire the removal of the dis- 
abilities of the. rebels rather than the removal 
of their own disabilities. I might, perhaps, 

` leave these allegations to be answered by the 
heart and the common sense of every Senator. 
Is it reasonable to suppose that the colored 
people can be thus indifferent to their rights ; 
that they can, as is alleged, prefer the removal 
of the disabilities of rebels to the removal of 
their own? Sir, the allegation is contrary to 
reason. I might deny it and stop there; but 
Ishall not content myself with any such denial. 
I should do injustice to this greatest of causes 
did I not give evidence against these allega- 
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tions. I have here a large mass of evidence, 
which I enter upon with regret, with pain, be- 
cause it reveals a condition of things which no 
patriot can regard without regret and pain; but 

do it in the discharge of aduty. I know that 
I shall take too much of your time, certainly for 
my strength and for your endurance, but not too 
much for the cause. The cause is so vast that 
it might justly occupy all of your time. 

I begin, sir, with the testimony of the col- 
ored convention held in Columbia, South Caro- 
lina, commencing October 18, and ending Octo- 
ber 25, 1871. 
phiet containing the proceedings of this inter- 
esting convention. Here were our colored 
fellow-citizens assembled by their representa- 
tives in convention, to consider what, in their 
judgment, was necessary for the security of 
their rights. The convention sat for many 
days. During all its proceedings I find no 
mention of amnesty, no prayer for the removal 
of the disabilities of rebels; more than once 
reports and resolutions in favor of the removal 
of their own disabilities. Here was a conven- 
tion of delegates from Alabama, Arkansas, the 
District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Louis- 
iana, Maryland, Mississippi, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, and North Carolina; and 
what did these delegates, these representative 
men of our colored citizens throughout the 
country, say? E have here a report which was 
adopted by the convention, made from the 
committee on civil rights, by Mr. Pinchback, I 
believe, an eminent citizen of Louisiana, and 
at this moment prominent in the Legislature 
of that State. Ithink heis president of the 
senate. The report is very brief; I will read it: 

“Your committee have had under consideration 
the subject of the civil rights of the citizen, and the 
denial thereof by common carriers, common schools, 
innkeepers, &c., in some of tho States, and have the 
honor to submit the following recommendations : 

“As there appears to be some doubt as to the civil 
rights bill conferring equal privileges and immu- 
nities upon all citizens, we respectfully recommend 
that Congress be carnestly petitioned to enact the 
supplemental civil rights bill, introduced into the 
Senate by the Senator from Massachusetts, as there 
can be no doubt as to the justice of such a law, and 
prejudiced judges and juries cannot then render a 


verdict detrimental to the liberties of our citizens.” 
* * * * * * * * * ¥ 
“Very respectfully, 

P. B. S, PINCHBACK, 
B. A. BOSEMON, Jr., 
EDWIN BELCHER, 
T. G. CAMPBELL, 

3 JOHN F. QUARLES.” 


At a subsequent day, Mr. Price, from a 
special committee, ‘‘made the following re- 
port, which was agreed to: ’” 


“Resolved, That the committee on address be in- 
structed to draft a memorial to the Congress of the 
United States, setting forth their grievances, and 
asking the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill, introduced by Mr. Sumner, and now pending 
in the Senate, 

“Resolved, That the members of this convention 
dohold meetings ofthe colored people in their several 
States, and send up petitions to the Congress of the 
United States praying the passage of said bill.” 


The report recommending the passage of 
these resolutions was signed by ‘J. W. Price, 
chairman, R. B. Elliott, J. H. Rainey, P. B. 
S. Pinchback, H. M. Turner, W. H. Grey.” 

These conclusions of this important conven- 
tion derive additional value from an admirable 
statement made by one of tbeir number, Mr. 
J. F. Quarles, of Georgia, entitled ‘the social 
problem of the South,” in which he sets forth 
with singular force and precision the just de- 
mands of his colored fellow-citizens. I hope 
you will pardon me if I take some time in 
reading it. It is a colored citizen who speaks: 


“Some ancient writer has said that the first part 
of equity is equality. Thus we may infer that if 
there is inequality of rights, there can be no equity. 
If this be true what shall we say of equality in the 
South? For, in whatever direction we go, whether 
it be in public places of amusement, in the street 
cars, upon the railroad, in the hotel, or in the way- 
side inn, we encounter the invidious distinction of 
caste and oligarchy. Wecannot think of these things 
without impatience; we cannot speak of them with- 
out denouncing them as unworthy of an intelligent 
and humane people. Nay, we would be less than 
men if we didnot everywhere, and under all eir- 
cumstances, utter our earnest and solemn protest 
against this inhuman outrage upon our manhood. 


I have in my kanda large pam- | 


| beautiful, 1 (col 
| ored 2”? “Yes,” washer reply.” Wel,” said he, “this 


“ Right well I know that these legislative enact- 
ments alone cannot remedy these social evils.. But 
there is a grand and a moral power in the spectacle 
of a whole people arising to assert their rights and 
demanding justice, which can neither be overlooked 
nor ignored. And now we.ask the southern people 
in all candor, if we have not borne this species o 
oppression long enough? We are weary of bein 
consumed by this moloch, Caste; we are weary o 
being hunted down by the ghost of the defunct:sys- 
tem of slavery: we are weary of being reminded of 
servitude more galling than Egyptian bondage; we 
are weary of being treated as outcasts and strangers 
in the land of our nativity, and the home of our 
fathers; arid we ask, as it is our right, that these 
odious discriminationsshal! cease. Too long already 
have they been allowed to bear sway in this country. 
And surely now the time has come when their influ- 
ence should be destroyed; the time has come when 
their power ought to be broken; the time has come 
when they should perish from the land. To this 
end Linvoke the spirit of our civilization; to this 
end Tinvoke the sentiments of humanity: to this 
end I invoke the spirit which inspired the Declara- 
tion of Independence; to this end I invoke those 
divine sentiments that animated the great and good 
of every clime and every age. Let the abominable 
crimes against humanity be buried in the grave of 
oblivion, and write upon their tombstone no ‘resur- 
rection.’ ” 


These words were addressed to the colored 
convention, and embodied their sentiments and 
desires. I put this against the speeches of the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL, ] the Sena: 
tor from Mississippi, | Mr. ALCORN,] and the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawyer,] 
but this convention spoke for our colored fel- 
low- citizens generally throughout the country. 
I come now to individual States; and since 
Georgia has, through her Senator on this floor, 
been most conspicuous in opposing equal rights, 
I begin with Georgia. J have in my hand a 
series of resolutions adopted at Macon, at a 
mass meeting numbering nearly four thousand 
persons, composed of colored and white citi- 
zens from five different counties, and ordered 
to be sent to myself. The meeting was held 
January 2, 1872. The resolutions are not long, 
but they are excellent: 


“Whereas there is pending before the United 
States Congress a bill known as the ‘Sumner’s 
Supplementary Civil Rights Bill,’ which bill pro- 
poses to abolish all distinction of caste, and give 
perfect equality in all public institution and com- 
mon carriers; and, whereas the newspapers of this 
State have reported Hon. Josuva HILL as having 
denied that the ‘colored people of Georgia” desired 
the passage of the same, but that we were ‘terrible 
anxious’ for the passage of the ‘amnesty bill:’ 

Resolved, That we oarnestly beg and pray the 
Congress of the United States to pass the said bill as 
a whole, and that we can never be complete Ameri- 
can citizens until such a law is enacted. 

“ Resolved, That our wives, daughters, ministers, 
and legislators are the subjects of daily insults and 
outrage for the want of legal protection on the publie 
highways, and other publie corporations and insti- 
tutions, and will be solong as we are denied the full 


| rights of citizenship, 


“ Resolved, That we are invariably denied a meal 
of victuals by the railroad eating-houses, and when 
traveling are often made sick from hunger. 

“ Resolved, That the representations of Hon. 
Josuua HILL were made upon his own responsibility, 
so far as the colored citizens of middle Georgia are 
aware, and that said representation certainly does 
not express the desire of the colored people of this 
section of the State, nor do we believe they express 
the desire of fifty colored men in the State.”’ 


Such, sir, was the voice of a large public 
meeting, counted by thousands, in reply to the 
Senator from Georgia. 

But this is not all. I have in my hand a 
letter from Hon. H. M. Turner, a leading legis- 
lator of Georgia, a member of the upper house, 
and, as I have heard, one of the most eloquent 
speakers in the Legislature. He writes me as 


follows: 
MACON, GEORGIA, December 20, 1871. 


Sir: I am glad to see you are pressing your Civil 
Rights Bill still before the United States Senate. 
have only a few moments to write you at this time, 
but I must relate a transaction which occurred day 
before yesterday morning. E 

Just as I was about to step on the Columbus train 
at Macon, I heard a white man say to a well-dressed, 
modest-featured lady, “Ain’t you col- 
isthe white folks’s car; that is the ear for negroes.” 
So she very politely turned away and took a seat in 
the car pointed out. Lalso stepped in the same car 
after her, and noticed that her looks and general 
appearance had the mark of superior breeding and 
fine culture. But not being acquainted with her I 
did not dare to approach her even with “Good 
morning.” but sat and read the morning news, and 
afterward folded up the paper, and raising my bat, 
asked her if she would like to see this morning’s 
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apor. She gracefully smiled, and accepted the 
Mame, and read. till we arrived at the breakfast 
house, at Fort Valley. The white passengers all 
went out to breakfast, and she politely arose 
from her seat and came to where I was sitting 
and said that she was from Boston, Massachusetts, 
had been traveling for some days and nights, was 
on her way to Alabama to take charge of a high 
school, and had bad nothing to eat since she crossed 
the Potomac river, &¢.; and would I be so kind as 
to step out to the hotel and ask the keeper to send 
her some breakfast on a waiter. [instantly replied, 
“Yes, yes,” and hastily left the train for the board- 
ing-house, and made the necessary request. But the 
landlord asked, ‘Is she white or colored?” TI told 
him she was colored, but she was a very respectable 
colored lady. “‘ Well,” he said, “we have not got 
enough cooked this morning for the white folks 2 80 
Ican’tletherhave anything.” “But,’’said I, “then 
send her a cup oftea and a biscuit.” ‘I can’t spare 
it,” he said. “Well,” said I, “let her come in, and 
fry her some eggs.” Said he, “I have got nothing 
in my house for her.” So I went back and stated, 
not only to her, but to all in the car, what was said. 
The affair so mortified some white Democrats ou 
the train at the time that they even cursed about it, 
and, I believe, felt sorry for the colored lady. One 
white man (a Democrat, too) said that kind of pre- 
judice was damn foolishness; and he thought rail- 
road eating-houses ought to have one white tablo 
and one colored table, or let all eat together, 
I afterward found out that this colored lady was 
a graduate of a Boston high school, and then of a 
university. She had letters vouching for the highest 
and most spotless character. And in the face of it 
all_she could get nothing to eat from Aquia creek 
to Montgomery, Alabama, notwithstanding she had 
left home, relatives, and friends to educate a people 
who are in the future to wield, in part, the destinies 
of the nation. 
Let the facts speak for themselves; I shall say no 


more. 
Your humble servant, H. M. TURNER. 


Hon, CHARLES SUMNER. 


So much, sir, for the testimony from Georgia 
as to the necessity of the pending measure ; 
so much for the protection afforded in Georgia 
to the equal rights of all. And yet the Sen- 
ator from that State insists that there is no 
occasion for this bill! 

But, unhappily, Georgia is not alone. From 
that State at the South I pass to my own hon- 
ored Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 
needs this same benign intervention. I have 
in my hands a letter dated at Chelsea, Massa- 
chusetts, December 25, 1871, as follows: 


Tlonorep Sir: I wish to submit to you a brief 
statement. . 

On Saturday last, the 23d instant, owing to the 
detention ofa train from Lowell which should have 
reached Boston about half past ten o'clock at night, 
I was layded in Boston about midnight. I live in 
Chelsea; but the cars had stopped running, and the 
ferry-boat also had stopped. It was therefore im- 
possible for mo to reach home without walking four 
or five miles, andit was raining hard. I went to the 
American House to find shelter for the night, but 
when I attempted to register my name the clerk took 
away the book and told me they did not admit col- 
ored persons, and that no first-class hote! in Boston 
would give mea bed ora meal. Hesaid the Ameri- 
can House was frequented by many slavedealers and 
southerners, and they would make difficulty if we 
were admitted to the house or table. I was allowed 
to sit there the rest of the night, though not able to 
get bed or food. 

This fact may be of use to you in your generous 
effort to protect us by a civil rights law. . 

Very truly, t C. R. BEAL. 


In support of this communication I have a 
brief note from Wendell Phillips, written on 
New Year's day, in which he refers to this 
outrage, and says that it was aggravated pecu- 
arly by the state of the weather at the time, 
bein 
which the storm was so bad and raged so 
furiously that it formed a special subject of 
comment in the papers the next day; and yet 
it was during that inclement weather that this 
person was shut out from the American Hotel 
in Boston, I believe the largest there. Now, 
what says Mr. Phillips of this sufferer? 


“Of him I can only say I know nothing of his 
moral character—that has nothing to do with his 
right to shelter in an inn—but in dress, manner, and 
general bearing he is what we call a gentleman, and 
would compare well with more than halfof the mem- 
bers of Congress in that respect.” 


And he, sir, suffered from this indignity ! 

I come now to South Carolina; and here if 
I call attention to comments on the speech of 
one of the Senators from that State he will 
know that I do it in no unfriendly spirit but 
simply in the discharge of a public daty. I 
have in my hand a letter from F., L. Cardozo, 
the very intelligent secretary of State of South 


one of the worst nights of the year, on 


Carolina, a colored gentleman of excellent 
education and manners, and now a professor 
in Howard University. It is dated ‘‘ Wash- 
ington, January 6, 1872.’’ It is as follows: 


Dear Str: I take the liberty of addressing you, 
the foremost champion of our oppressed race and 
the earnest advocate of our rights, on the subject of 
the supplementary civil rights bill that you are so 
eagerly and appropriately pressing in the United 
States Senate. $ f 

Tam induced to write you after reading several of 
the speeches of the Senators from the southern 
States, in one of which this remarkable passage 
occurs: ‘Sir, the colored people of the South ask 
this. The colored people of the South, could they 
be represented on this floor to-day, would say to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, “Hold off your, bill 
until we can secure amnesty; we will get our rights 
under your bill sooner or later; we are willing to 
wait for the time when such a measure can be car- 
ried out and can pass, but give us amnesty.’ They 
have petitioned foramnesty With ten times as many 
petitions as have come up here for the passage of 
the Senator's bill. There has hardly been a con- 
vention of colored men in the South who have not 
said to Congress, ‘give us amnesty.’ ”” 

The Senator is greatly mistaken in thusrepresent- 
ing the colored people. If he means to say that the 
colored people of most of the southern States, in a 
spirit of unexampled generosity and forgiveness, did 
not place any articles of disfranchisement in the 
constitutions of the reconstructed States, which they 
helped so largely to frame, he is correct. But they 
did so simply for the purpose of leaving the matter 
to Congress to regulate more conveniently by statute. 
They have also been willing hitherto to sign. the 
petitions for removal of the disabilities of individu- 
als whenever presented to them. But when theSen- 
ator states that the colored people of his State or of 
the South earnestly wish amnesty for those who 
always have and are still oppressing them, and that 
they are willing that their own first rights should be 
postponed until amnesty is granted, ] am sure the 

enator is greatly mistaken, and is not acquainted 
with the wants and does not know the opinions of 
the colored people, and has no authority whatever 
to speak for them. z 

The Legislature of South Carolina has passed a 
law giving precisely the rights contained in your 
“supplementary civil rights bill.” But such a law 
remains a dead letter on her statute-books, because 
the State courts, comprised largely of those whom 
the Senator wishes to obtain amnesty for, refuse to 
enforce it. A 

The colored people of the South are looking earn- 
estly to the Congress of the United States for the 
passage of your bill, or one containing sinilar pro- 
visions. If their united voices could be heard they 
would intreat the representatives of the Repub- 
lican party in Congress to finish their great work by 
the passage of your bill, and thus remove the degrad- 
ing usage they arecompelled to submit to. 

Weare astonished that Republican Senators who 
were in favor of the amnesty bili refuse to attach 
the “supplementary civil rights bili” toit, It seems 
to us a reversal of the maxim, “ Be just before you 
are generous.” We naturally ask, why such eager 
haste to do an act of generosity to thosewho scorn 
and would smite the hand that does it, while deny- 
ing an act of justice to those who have always been 
faithful and truc, and who now look tothe national 
Governinent for their protection? 

But I venture to say further, that while the col- 
ored people of the South have always been in favor 
of amnesty, Iam sure that now, when they sce their 
leading men assassinated, their wives and children 
brutally whipped in the dead of night by Ku Kiux, 
a band of the most cruel conspirators that ever dis- 
graced any civilized country, they seriously ques- 
tion the wisdom of the policy that would remove the 
disabilities of such men and restore them to posi- 
tion, thus giving them tho opportunity of earrying 
out more successfully their fiendish designs. And 
they are surprised and indignant that those who 
happen to represent their State for the time being 
should pretend to represent their feelings. 

Those whointerpret the forgiveness and patience 
of the colored people under their injuries as imply- 
ing an indifference to their rights, or a willingness 
to postpone them until questionable acts of gener- 
osity are done to those who are depriving them of 
their rights, completely misunderstand them, and 
their pretension to represent them isthe most ridic- 
ulous and unwarrantable presumption. 

The forgiveness and patience of the colored peo- 


ple prove only their generous nature and their will- | 


ingness to await constitutional and legal remedies 
to right their wrongs, 
Thanking you for your noble zeal in our behalf, I 
have the honor to be, very respectfully, d&c.. 
E. L. CARDOZO 
Secretary of State of South Carolina. 
Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, United States Senate. 


But this is not all. [ have here an article 
from the Columbia Daily Union, of December 
30, 1871, entitled “A South Carolina Senator 
speaks for the Colored People of the South.” 
I will read some passages from it: 

“In the United States Senate Chamber on the 


2ist instant, upon the consideration of Senator SUM- 
NER'S supplementary civil rights bill as an amend- 


ment to the amnesty bill, Senator SAWYER said the | 


great mistake in the reconstruction of the southern 
States was the imposition of any political disabili- 


l 


ties, and it was due to. that mistake that his State 
had now a government which was a disgrace to the 
Republican party and a scandal to the country 
before the civilized world. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, in his zeal for equal rights, was seeking 
to tack his amendment on to this bill; but the col- 
ored people of the South, if they could be heard, 
would themselves gay to that Senator, ‘Givo us am- 
nesty first; we will be sure to get our rights, sooner 
or later, under your bill.’ ” 


Then, after some further remarks, this 
writer proceeds: 


“And then he speaks for the colored people of the 
South, and says we desire amnesty first, that we are 
sure to get our rights sooner or later. Tn using such 
language Mr. Sawyer misrepresents the sentiment 
ofthe colored people ofthe South, CHARLES SUMNER 
knows the wants and desires of the colored people oj 
the South as well as of the entire country tor better 
than the gentleman from South Carolina. After 
years and years of slavery, proscription, insults, 
and inhuman treatment, we want no further post- 
ponement of our rights as men and citizens, Too 
long have we suffered as pariahs and outcasts of 
the nation to use such an indefinite term in regard 
to the acquisition of ourrights as ‘sooner or later.’ 
While the bloody hand of the Ku Klux is over our 
heads, while we are being torn from our homes and 
brutally whipped and murdered, our women rav- 
ished, and our homes and school-houses and 
churches lain in ashes, we are to say, ‘Stop! Give 
these gentlemen amnesty. Never mind our rights, 
They will come sooner or later. We have suffered 
two hundred years; we can suffer two hundred 
years longer? Notatall. If amnesty must come, 
let civil rights come with it. In sweeping away 
the results of the war, sweep away the results of 
slavery. They will do very well to go together. 

‘It was the desire of the convention of colored 
men, which sat in this city a few months ago, that 
this bill of Mr. SUMNER’S should pass at as early a 
day as possible. This it is, we hope, Congress will 
do, and not allow itself to be deluded into the idea 
that the gentleman from South Carolina isa mouth- 
piece for the colored people of the South.” 


Sir, I think this déuble testimony from the 
writer in the newspaper and the secretary of - 
State of South Carolina is a complete answer 
to the speech of the Senator assuming to speak 
for the colored people, especially when 1 con- 
sider how unreasonable was that speech, how 
unreasonable to suppose that men smarting 
under the denial of their rights could will- 
ingly consent to the postponement of the rem- 
edy, and generously bestow upon their ene- 
mies what is called amnesty. Why, sir, it is 
so unreasonable that the moment it is stated 
the human heart leaps impulsively to give the 
answer. 

From South Carolina, a former slave State, 
I pass to Ohio, always a free State. I have in 
my hands a telegraphic dispatch addressed to 
myself, dated Columbus, January 8, 1872, as 
follows: 


Hon. Cuarres Sumner, Washington: 

Five hundred colored citizens of Columbus send 
greeting, and we trust that when Congress reassem- 
bles you will press with renewed interest your 
amendment to the amnesty bill, and we will ever 
hold you and your efforts in our behalf in grateful 


remembrance. 
J. 5, TYLER, and others. 


Then afterward, by due course of the post, 
came a copy of the resolutions adopted at the 
public meeting thus heralded, as follows: 


“Whereas when the bill was before the Senate of 
the United States granting general amnesty to all 
who were engaged in the lato rebellion against the 
Government Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, Senator from 
Massachusetts, offered an amendment to said bill 
making it a penal offense for any hotel, steamboat, 
railroad company, or any keeper of any public place 
of amusement or entertainment, to deny any colored 
person any right or privilege granted to any white 
person under the sume circumstances; and whereas 
this amendment was lost by one vote, Senators vot- 
ing against it assigning as a reason for so voting 
that colored people themselves were neither asking 
nor needing any such legislation as the amendment 
proposed: Therefore, : 

Resolved, That said Senators were wrong and Mr. 
SUMNER was correct. Colored persons absolutely 
need and fervently pray ‘for just such legislation; 
for in many places in the United States they are 
daily and hourly made to sufferfrom these discrim- 
inations against them on account of their color, whose 
prevention or punishment that legislation contem- 
plates.” & * * * + ES * + * 

“ Resolved, That in our opinion, the full, peaceful 
and equal enjoyment of our rights, as citizens of the 
United States, is to be achieved only through a 
judicious use of the elective franchise and the 
persistent efforts of Mr. Sumner and other just and 
philanthropic members of Congress. 

‘Lteeolved. That Mr. SUMNER S amendment was ag 
opportune as it was just and necessary. Certainly, 
if men whose treason, whose efforts to destroy the 
Government have worked a forfeiture of the rights 
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of citizenship, were to bereinvested with thoserights 


and armed with power to enforce their observance, | 


men whose every breath has been loyalty to the 
Government, and all of whose blows have been di- 
rected to its maintenance, should not plead in vain 
to those who labored with them, to those who suf- 
fered and sacrificed with them for that legislation 
proved indispensable to the freest enjoyment of 
those blessings which are the fruits of their joint 
toils, sacrifices, and sufferings. 

“ Resolved, Thatwhat we demand of our country as 
citizens of the United States is equality ofrights under 
itslaws. As regards the duties and burdens of citi- 
zens, we are made to bear and perform them in com- 
mon with our white fellow-citizens, and we do so 
cheerfully. If taxes are needed for the support of 
Government, the levy is as heavy on our property 
and labor us on those of white persons; if blood 
be necessary to preserve our territorial integrity, a 
musket is put into our hands and we are hurried to 
the front with our white brotbers; and therefore 
what weask, justice, to say nothing about humanity, 
will readily concede is but a proper equivalent for 
the cheerfulness with which wo have borne and dis- 
charged the burdens and duties exacted of us as 
citizens of the United States. 

* Resolved further, That Mr. SUMNER and those who 
are codperating with him to place our rights upon a 
safe and firm footing, have ourconfidence, our affec- 
tion, and our thanks, and they will ever be held by 
us and ourchildren in grateful remembrance. ” 


These, sir, are public expressions. I add 
to them a passage from a letter written by 
Douglass C. Griffing, at Oberlin, Ohio, under 
date of December 13, 1871. This letter is 
important as directly meeting the allegation 
so often made that this is a question of society, 
when, as [ always insist, it is a question of 
equal rights, no question of society. Society 
has nothing to do withit. This writer thus 
expresses himself: 


“Wedo not wish to force ourselves into American 
socicty unweleomed. Social equality seems to be 
the bugbear at which American justice is fright- 
ened, and the colored man denied many public 
privileges accorded to other American citizens. 

“What we ask now, is simply equal public priv- 
ileges, and that the social question be allowed to 
regulate itself without the interference of the law 
of any States. We hope that bill will beso framed 
that the several States of the Union shall be pro- 
hibited from passing or enforcing a statute which 
makes invidious discriminations on accountof color, 
We desire social rights, so far as they are affected 
by law at present.” 


I come now to the State of North Carolina, 
which is represented on this floor by a Sen- 
ator who recorded his name, according to my 
recollection, against the pending amendment, 
placing amnesty to rebels above justice to his 
colored fellow-citizens. How thatis regarded, 
will appear from a letter which I have received 
this morning from a member of the house of 
representatives of North Carolina, as follows : 


Housn or REPRESENTATIVES, 
RALEIGH, Norrn CAROLINA, loth First, 1872. 

Sır: I beg permission to tendor you my sincerest 
thanks for all the favors you have done, and are still 
doing in behalf of my race. 

I thank you for the great watchfulness which you 
have evinced already for securing the rights of the 
colored people as full American citizens, though I 
fully avow, sir, that such rights shall, and newer will 
be given us, until you bave succeedéd in passing the 
bill which you are now arguing before the Senate 
of the United States. à 

Sir, until that is passed all our so-called “free 
rights ” are myth. They are simply “airy bubbles.” 

have been made to suffer in more than one in- 
peace upon the publiccarriage on account of my 
color. 

Nor is mine an isolated case. All respectable 

ersons of color are daily suffering throughout the 

ength and breadth of this ** free America.” 

Here isan instance unparalleled in history (sacred 
or profane.) Iama member of the Legislature of 
North Carolina. Ipassed a charter through the 
house in favor of a steamboat company. On return- 
ing home my onlyrouate ison the line belonging to 
the said company; andon this Iam denied a first- 
class passage; am consigned to a prescribed quarter 
of the boat, a place set apart for ** colored people ;” 
a place, sir, only suited forthe meanest and filthiest 
wretches on earth. Such are those which Americans 
fit up for my race irrespective of wealth, education, 
or gentility. P 

Sir, if I am_a free citizen of this “ grand Repub- 
lie,” why am I denied privileges which are given to 
my white brother, although he might be the basest 
culprit upon earth. and perhaps fleeing from the 
arms of justice? Simply because he chances to have 
a white skin, and mine by the same reason is black. 
Because the Almighty wills that I shoul’ be black I 
am denied the rights of 2 freecitizen on the very line 
established through my own instrumentality. Upon 
another occasion I took passage ona steamboat. I 
had a first-class ticket, but was refused first-class ac- 
commodation; and because I would not consent to 
go below into the dirty department set aside for my 
race I had tosleep all night (as best I could) on a 
seat in the saloon. The night was so bleak that I 


took a severe cold, and suffered severely for a con- | 
siderable time from the effects. I was on my way to 
represent my people in the Legislature. Again, I 
once saw a very respectable colored man and his 
family, consisting of a wife and two small children, 
denied first-class passage on board the United States 
mail-boat. Thegentleman having got on board with 
his family, went into the cabin. He was told to get 
out, buthedeclined. Themanager, in order to avoid 
carrying this family, took out the mailandsent it by 
land to its destination. The boat was then carried to 
anchor in the middle of the stream, and all the water 
drawn out of the water-casks, leaving the colored 
family entirely without water and food. 

The gentleman and his wife were highly educated 
and respectable. Their vocation was teaching, and 
none in the place stood higher in estimation for re- 
spectability and neatnessin their general attire. The 
gentleman is now clerk in the chancery court of 
Warren county, Mississippi. 

On another occasion my own wife was told to leave 
the ladies’ cabin, and to take her place in this dirty 
hole set apart for colored persons, where the firemen 
and lowest hands of the vessel slept at nights, situ- 
ated generally near to the water-closét, and men are 
continually passing to and from it. 

Such, sir, are the privileges which we are at pres- 
ent enjoying as free citizens of America. 

For the truth of these facts I vouch; and for my 
character I can refer you to Hon. C. L. Coss, or to 
ex-Governor Holden. 

Wishing you well in all your undertakings, I am, 
your humble servant, F. A. SYKES. 


Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, , 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


I have also a letter from a person of familiar 
name, H. R. Helper, dated at Salisbury, North 
Carolina, January 1, 1872, from which I will 
read a brief passage : 


“ The country needs speedy pacification and a last- 
ing reunion, our Civil Rights Bill and the Uni- 
versal Amnesty bill enacted into law would do 
much to hasten these desirable ends.” 


This is the testimony of a white citizen in 
North Carolina; but this is not all. Among 
the conspicuous citizens there is Judge Cant 
well, who on January 1, (the anniversary of 


emancipation) made an sequen: address, 


which is published in the North Carolina 
papers, from which I read a brief extract : 


“The immediate passage of the supplemental civil 
rights bill of Mr. SUMNER, and the election of a 
publican President in 1872, are still necessary, in my 
opinion, to isolate and crystallize beyond, distarb- 
ance, dispute, or recall the rights then acquired. 

I were a colored man I should not cease to agitate, 
nor. would I feel safe until these results had also 
been achieved. Thenceforward I think we may 
anticipate for this country a permanent and un- 
changeable organization of our political system, 
based upon the free and cordial recognition of the 
political individuality and equality of all men, irre- 
spective ofrace and formercondition. This the great 
Magna Charta of your liberty I consider indispens- 
able to any fixed constitutional adjustment, and 
from them I perceive a future of untold and bril- 
liant national triumphs, and the beginning of a new 
epoch.” * * # * “The leaders of an 
unsuccessful revolt are seldom propitiated by con- 
ciliation, unless they have felt the exposures of war; 
their loyalty is ordinarily measured by their fears; 
their latent hostility is demonstrated by the secret 
and mean attempts recently, made to restrain the 
freedom of opinion and elections, and to embarrass 
the citizen in the exercise of his newly acquired civil 
rights. The sooner these things are stopped and the 
public mind impressed with the conviction that all 
further struggles in thatdirection are hopeless—a nd 
the passage of Mr. SUMNER’S bill will contribute to 
that result—the sooner will mutual interest be deyel- 


oped, the animosities of race disappear as in Efig- | 


land, and our country resume its predestined and 
inévitable and peaceful career.” 

Sir, in those words of this North Carolina 
orator there is much that may be a guide to the 
Senate. He clearly sees what is needed for 
our country, that we can have peace, final, 
enduring peace, only on the basis of the equal 
rights of all. 

From the former slave State of North Car- 
olina I pass to a constant free State, Rhode’ 
Island. Ihave bere the report of a meeting 
held in Providence on the Ist of January to 
commemorate Emancipation, where certain 
resolutions were adopted, of which I will read 
one: 

“Whereas there are certain papers circulating in 
the North, stating that the colored people do not 
wish Senator SuMNER’s supplementary bill to pass 
Congress: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That we colored people pray earnestly to 
God that this bill may become a law and cover every 
inch and foot of this great Republic.” 

There was also a meeting at Newport in 
Rhode Island, where resolutions were adopted, 
some of which I will read: 

“ Resolved, That we, citizens of the State of Rhode 
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Island, do most sincerely pray that every member 
of Congress will interest himself in our behalf for 
rights and justice; and we appeal especially to the 
Republican members, as we claim to be a compo- 
nent part of that party, hoping that they may be 
true and just to an ever loyal people, and not with- 
hold from us such protection as will protect us in 
our civil rights before the law; that by passing 
such laws it affects the rights of nearly one mil- 
lion legal voters in the United States of America 
whose rights are now ignored. 

Resolved, That we instruct the president and sec- 
retary of this meeting to forward the above memo- 
rial and resolutions to Hon. Cuan ves SUMNER, to 
present the same to the Congress of the United 

tates of America, asking them in the name of a 
bundred thousand martyrs of our race, who have 
sacrificed their lives on the battle-fields of rebellion 
that our country might live, to pass Senator SUM- 
NER’S supplement to the civil rights bill, that it may 
become a law.” 


A colored citizen of Providence, Rhode 
Island, Rev. William F. Dickerson, expresses 
himself in a letter to myself as follows. I read 
only a brief extract: 


-' We watch with pleasure and interest all that is 
said or done in favor of your bill, and shall beseech 
the throne of Almighty God that He may grant its 
early passage.” 


A colored citizen of Rhode Island has fur- 
nished me with a memorandum, in his own 
handwriting, of aninjustice toa colored family 
which came within his own personal knowledge. 
I read it: 


“ A few years ago a charming child, four years old, 
died in Newport, Rhode Island. Its father sought 
decent and unproscribed burial for its remains in the 
cemeteries of the city. He was refused, and could 
give it in that city interment only in a pauper’s 
grave. He lived by the ocean side. He resolved to 
incase his darling in a leaden coffin and bury it in 
God’s grave-yard, the ocean, but the mother would 
not consent. The remains were putin a vault and 
finally conveyed for interment to another State,” 


Here is another instance mentioned by this 
writer: 


“Within afew years, a colored woman of exem- 
plary character died in the city of Newport, Rhode 

sland. She wasthe member of a Baptist church. 
It was admitted that she contributed more gener- 
ously, considering her means, than any other mem- 
ber of herchurch. Hercharacter was in accordance. 
Her last request was that her remains should be 
taken toherchurch,a white church. Ontheday ofthe 
funeral services her remains were left in the vesti- 
bule. They were refused admission into the church 
because of her color. The very Bible used for the 
services was presented by this member while living.” 


It is evident that this reform ig needed in 
Rhode Island as well as in North Carolina. 

I pass now to Arkansas; and here | read a 
letter from a distinguished citizen of Arkan- 
sas—I believe that the Senators from that State 
will vouch for bis character and his ability— 
W. H. Grey, a colored gentleman, an orator, 
a strong Republican, and.a devoted supporter 
of the present Administration. The letter is 


as follows: 


Wasuineton Crry, D. C., 
January 9, 1872. 


Deak Six: The importance to us of the passage 
of your supplementary civil rights bill cannot be 
overestimated. To-day colored men in the South, 
acting in high and responsible positions, both State 
and national, are often treated with Jess considera- 
tion than favored servants in hotels and upon public 
conveyances. In my recent trip from Little Rock, 
Arkansas, to this city I was sold a first-class ticket 
atthe depotin Memphis. The Memphisand Charles- 
ton company permitted me to ride in their first-clasa 
coaches, but the Bast Tennessee and Virginia roads 
would not permitit, though [insisted. I was refused 
a sleeping-car along the whole route, and for three 
days and nights I was compelled to buy cakes, &c., 
and subsist precariously along the whole line of 
these roads, every hotel and eating-house being 
closed against me. í 

It is said by some southern Senators that their 
colored constituents do not ask the passage of this 
bili. If you desire an expression of the wishes of 
the colored people of the South on this subject you 
will find it in their united prayer to you Grom their 
convention held in Columbia, South Carolina, in 
October, 1871) to use the power of your influence in 
the Senate of the United States to procure the pas- 
sage of this righteous act. ; 

It used to be said the negro was contented and did 
not want to be free. As to the correctness of such 
assertions let mankind judge. 

The colored people of Arkansas, and, I may say, 
the entire Mississippi valley, desire it; for they are 
subjected to untold inconveniences daily, thereby 
materially crippling their intercommercial inter- 


' course, now in its infancy, by reason of the preju- 


dices of persons specially interested in amnesty. 

It affords the people of my State especial satisfac- 
tion to know that the Senators of Arkansas support 
your bill. ? 2 

No one truly patriotic, and whose philanthropy is 
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not restricted by color or previous condition, can 
doubt that these two great acts of relief, the one of 
justice to a class long denied the rights you would 
give, the other of generosity toward repentant rebels, 
should: be coupled together, that we be permitted to 
rejoice in restored rights when a generous people 
shall sweep from the political arena the last vestige 
of the late war, and restore them their forfeited priv- 


ileges. : 
Tam; sir, your most obedient sergant, GREY. 


Hon. CHARLES SUMNER. 

I believe, sir, that you will admit that this 
letter is written in the spirit of a statesman. 
The writer naturally vindicates his race. He 
sees how much higher justice is tban gener- 
osity, and how absurd it is to place what is 
„called amnesty to rebels before justice to the 
colored race. 

From Arkansas, a former slave State, I pass 
to Pennsylvania, always a free State. Here 
the evidence is ample. Ihave in my hand a 
petition from the Pennsylvania State Equal 
Rights League, signed by persons in all the 
leading. counties of Pennsylvania, sent to me 
by the secretary of the league, William D. 
Forten, who writes thus: 


“This petition is from an organized body of ten 
years’ standing, embracing the colored voters of the 
State, and extending into nearly all the counties. 
Tis influence, weight, and action, represent the peo- 
ple’s will, aud it can command the balance of power 
of Pennsylvania. Will you, sir, present this in our 
name, that the country may know how we feel at 
this day on this important subject ?” 


And now would you know how these voters, 
constituting the balance of power in Pennsyl- 
vania, fecl on this great question? Listen to 
their prayer: 

“The undersigned, officers and representatives of 


the Pennsylvania State Equal Rights League, most 
respectfully ask your honorable body to speediiy 


pass the bill presented by Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, | 


as supplementary to the civil rights bill. We 
ask this that our Government may be in fact a true 
Republic, thorights of the humblest citizen acknowl- 
edged, and his person protected. We ask this on 
behalf of tho colored voters of this State, who have 
commissioned us tq pray you forthe removal of these 
discriminations which virtually destroy our consti- 
tutional rights. The restoration of our political 
franchise and acknowledgment of our citizenship by 
the supreme law of the land should alone have 
placed us beyond the reach of the tyrants who still 
linger among us, the living landmark of slavery’s 
degrading entailments; but alas, itis not sol We 
now ask the interposition of positive law to prevent 
the daily outrages on the law-abiding colored citizen. 
We ask this, because in performing our duties, fal- 
filling our obligations, or seeking enjoyment, we are 
ill-treated, insulted, and common civility denied us, 
The anomalous position we occupy is cruelly and 
needlessly degrading. qual in the law, eqnal with 
the ballot, equally taxed, and bearing equatiy allthe 
responsibilities of the citizen, we are stripped of 
the babiliments declared self-evident by the fathers 
through adefiant, unlawful, unchristian sentiment, 

We ask the passage of this bill that the spirit and 
letter of the law may be in strict conformity; that. 
the rights, privileges, and immunities conferred on 
all citizens by the statute shail not be denied to us 
by the base practices of the disloyal in sentiment; 
that the sacred pledges of the Constitution of the 


United States to maintain us in freedom impartially, | 


in the enjoyment of all rights equally, shall not be 
annulled by the baleful sentiment of seeession and 
slavery exercised by petty despots who defy the law 
as it now exists, and outrage colored citizens with 
impunity. $ 

For the passage of this bill, which will secure 
simple justice to all, your petitioners will ever 
pray, &c.” 


In harmony with this petition is a letter 
which | hold in my hand from one of the most 
intelligent aud cultivated young gentiemen that 
I know of his age in the country, Richard T. 
Greener, a graduate of Harvard University, 
with all the scholarship which could be ob- 
tained at thatseat of learning, a colored youth, 
now at the head of the Institute for Colored 
Youth in Philadelphia. He writes me, under 
date of November 27, as follows: 

“Dear Sir: Thave noticed the report in the promi- 
nent journals that you intend to introduce at the 


approaching session your bill supplementary to the 
eivil rights bill. 

“Since some such mensureisimperatively needed 
by the colored people of the country, all measures 
falling short of this being mere stones instead of 
bread, I have determined to ask you whether it 
would not help to strengthen your appeal were you 
sustained by a petition from the colored people of 
the entire country? I could guaranty twenty-five 
thousand names from Pennsylvania alone.” 


I have also a letter from a colored clergy- 
man, Rev. Moses Anderson, of Greencastle, 


Franklin. county, Pennsylvania, from which I 
will read a brief sentence : 


“Sre: This bill of yours is the best measure that 
has been offered yet. I hope you may be sustained 
by the people, and that Congress will see the neces- 
sity of promptly passing the bill.” 


Another letterfrom A. H. Phillipps, of Read- 
ing, Peunsylvania, reveals one of the inequali- 
ties which now exist in the educational system 
of the country. I think no Senator can hear 
this without feeling the outrage: 


READING, PENNSYLVANIA, January 8, 1872. 

Drag Sig: You no doubt will wonder who is 
addressing you from the Democratic stronghold of 
Pennsylvania. The subject I wish to refer to and 
ask your advice is as follows, which has reference 
to our schools: several years ago the Reading 
school board provided a separate school-house for 
the colored people, which is situated outside of the 
populated part of the city, The colored people had 
no other remedy but to submit, although their chil- 
dren had to tramp the snows and rains of winter for 
several miles; but at last a new era has dawned 
upon that race who have borne the chains of slavery 
so many years. The civil rights bill has erased the 
lines of distinction which our school board made. 
To-day I, as one of the controllers, have given 
orders to admit four colored children into the sec- 
tion in which they reside; that is, [admitted them 
into the white schools. I have done what all the 
rest of the controllers refused to do. I am now 
threatened with impeachment in the board, and 
there are also threats made to dismiss the colored 
scholars, and send them back to their own school, 
out of the section. Can you not give me advice what 
course [shall pursue? If the colored man votes in 
the section, can the school board send his cbildren 
out of his section to school? Will you ask the 
Attorney General or the United States his opinion ? 
Then Iwill fight them. 

You will oblige, yours, truly, 

A. H. PHILLIPPS. 

Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Does any one say that the separate school 
provided for these colored children is an equiv- 
alent for the common school? Does not this 
ease reveal the very hardship which I tried to 

ortray the other day in my remarks? I then 
insisted that it was only through the common 
school that equal education could be obtained, 


| that the separate school from its very nature 


must be a failure, and that it never could afford 
equal education; and now comes this testi- 
mony in support of my remarks. : 

I now come to Alabama, unhappily once a 
slave State, unhappily at this moment troubled 
by what is known as the Ku Klux. I have 


in my hand the constitution and by-laws of 


the Ku Klux in one of the counties of Ala- 
bama, and with your permission will read the 
preamble: 


“ Whereas, in the present condition of the coun- 
try, it is necessary that there should exist some 
organization by and through which good citizens 
may be enabled to act promptly and efficiently in 
securing the election to office of competent men; 
men who have never pandered to the detestable doc- 
trine of negro equality, nor forsaken the cause of 
their race for the contemptible object of self- 
aggrandizement; and whereas it is also necessary 
that the civil authorities should be sustained and 
upheld in a strict, prompt, and rigid enforcement 
of the Jaw against all wrong-doers; and whereas 
there are certain offenses that may be committed by 
a class of the population in our midst which the 
law neither does nor can punish: Therefore, 

“To secure a white man’s Government’ — 


Mark, if you please, the words of this Ku 
Klux constitution 


“to enforce the law, to preserve order, and to pro- 
tect all good citizens and persons in the full and 
peaceful enjoyment of life, liberty, and property, 
and in the prosecution of their daily business, free 
from fear of molestation or hinderance, we do adopt 
for our government the following constitution and 
by-laws.” 

Then follow the constitution and by-laws, I 
need not say brutal and atrocious in character ; 
but you will not fail to mark that the central 
point of this whole organization is to secure a 
white man’s Government; that is, to carry out 
the original object of the rebellion as declared 
by Jefferson Davis, on this floor, in his fare- 


j well address, and afterward announced by 


Alexander H. Stephens, vice president of the 
rebellion, in his too famous speech. The 
object of the rebellion was to establish a white 
man’s Government, to overturn the declared 
principles of our national Government, and 
to substitute instead principles of inequality ; 
and now the Ku Klux Klan of Alabama take 


f 


* 


up ‘' the lost cause ” of the rebellion and em- 
body it in their preamble and constitution. 
Sir, against that I declare my opposition at all 
times. I stand on the great principles declared 
by our fathers, those axiomatic and self-evi- 
dent truths, which, being axiomatic and self- 
evident, are beyond question, and those I in- 
sist shall be maintained by the legislation of 
Congress carrying out the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

This testimony from the Ku Klux Klan re- 
veals to us the necessity of the legislation that 
I now propose. But this is not all. I have a 
letter from H. J. Europe, of Mobile, Alabama, 
from which I will read a few passages: 

“Perhaps you may think that we ought to besatis- 
fied ; that enough has been done for us; ‘that we are 
ungrateful.. I have tried to think so, too, We may 
be ungrateful. Yes, we are ungrateful. But we are 
men, although incased in black skins. And, sir, the 
fact that we are men, having the same faculties, 
though for the most part undeveloped, and subjected 
to the same aspirations, passions, and weaknesses as 


other men, should explain all?” * # 
“Tt may not be out of place to state that the col- 


” 


| ored women, no matter of how good a character, of 


how much dignity and refinement, if they wish to 
visit a theater, are obliged to climb three or four 
flights of stairs, and then sit among the harlots; to 
stand on the platforms of street cars, sleep on the 
floors of steamboats, and on railroads to ride in the 
smoking-cars, and in nearly every case are charged 
first-class fare. We hope, however, with assistance 
of God, that you will triumph”? # * * + 
“I see from the papers that you voted against 
amnesty to these unrepentant rebels, I hope the 
apers told the truth, for, in my humble judgment, 
T gana believe that such men as John Forsyth 
ought ever to hold office. Why, here the police wear 
confederate gray, and the lives of colored people 
and white Republicans are not safe in our State. 
There are several men now on trial before the Uni- 
ted States circuit court, charged with ‘Ku Kluxing.’ 
And until our lives are safe, I think, with all of my 
people, that we want no amnesty bills passed.’’ 


I come now to the State of Virginia. You 
have already had many petitions presented 
from that State, asking for the passage of the 
supplementary bill. One was presented the 
other day by the Senator from that State, [Mr. 
Lewis,} signed by several thousand colored 
citizens. i presented one this morning, signed 
by a large number of the senators and repre- 
sentatives in the Legislature of that State. 
Now, if you please, I will read a brief letter 
from P. K. Jones, of the house of delegates: 


House or Devugares, RICHMOND, VIRGINIA, 
December 30, 1871. 


Dear Siz: The supplement to thecivil rights bill, 
now before Congress, is agitatiug the country from 
one end of the land to the other, a bill which every 
colored man in the land needs. I see that. you are 
the author of the same, as you are of all the great 
progressive movements in this country. JI cannot 
enumerate the wrongs that are perpetrated upon 
our people in this State. We cannot go to the cap- 
itol unless being proscribed in the street cars in 
which we ride. Sir, cannot something be done? 


Tones, truly; P. K. JONES, 
Hon, CHARLES Sumner. 


I have here, also, a Virginia newspaper, 
the National Virginian, of January 6, from 
which I will read a brief article: 


“ The Supplementary Civil Rights Bill.—At the last 
session of Congress Mr. SUMNER presented a bill in 
the United States Senate providing that the same 
rights shall be enjoyed by colored people on steam- 
bouts, railroads, and at hotels as are accorded white 
people. The measure is eminently just and proper, 
and we most sincerely trust will speedily become a 
law of the land. 

“The twaddle in the United States Senate of weak- 
kneed Republicans over amnesty ta rebols who scorn 
to ask them for it, and would contemptnousily refuse 
to recognize them upon the highways, is really dis- 
gusting to those knowing anything of the opposition 
we have here to deal with. It is not the rebel Dem- 
ocrats, but the true and loyal men who need the 
care and kindness of Congress. 

Give the colored man his plain, clear, civil rights 
as an American citizen. Give usa measure to pro- 
tect us, white and black, froma Ku Klux judge and 
jury, and you will have done your duty tous. We 
claim, by reason of our fidelity and work, your first 
consideration. 

_ “If amnesty is not worth asking for, assuredly it 

is not worth the time it costs to discuss the question, 
and the passage of any such measure would be a 

disgraceful gratuity to an unpenitent and malignant 
oe. 


Such, sir, are the sentiments of the colored 
people in Virginia, expressed in one of their 
public organs. They do not agree with Sen- 
ators who ask that the rights of the colored 
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people should be postponed. They do not see 
the great virtue of amnesty, while you continue 
to deny the rights of a race. They insist, first 
and foremost, upon their own rights. 

From Virginia, I pass to her neighbor State, 
Maryland, and here I begin with a letter from 
W, U. Saunders, of Baltimore: 


BALTINORE,, December 22, 1871. 


Dear Sir: Jt isincomprehensible how the mag- 
nanimity of the Republicans at Washington gushes 
out toward those who for four years strove to de- 
stroy the Government and the hopes of freemen 
everywhere, while they seem to delight in attempt- 
ing to destroy the very men whose life-devotion to 
principle has made it possible for them to attain to 
power. And they have no word of commendation or 
of encouragement for those people who, by their 
loyalty, fidelity, and sacrifice, under the leadership 
of good men and truelike yourself, have contributed 
their share toward the peace from which all men 
were promised equal benefits. 

Thetime is come when the issue must be made. If 
it is necessary, from policy, to entranchise all rebels, 
then the timo is oe when principle should assert 
itself in favor of the equal privileges which you 
demand for my race. Five millions of God-fearing 
people pray daily for your success. 

When the issue comes squarely let so-called Re- 
publicans dodge it and take the consequences; and 
those whose votes are cast against your equitable 
proposition will go down to posterity with a stain 
upon their garments that the waters of the river 
Jordan will not wash out. 

L have the honor to be, Senator, very truly, your 


friend, W. U. SAUNDERS, 
58 St. Mary’s Street. 
Senator CHARLES SUMNER. 


An authentic incident, which I am able now 
to set forth, shows how this writer is justified 
in his appeal. I have here an abstract from 
the Washington Chronicle of April 21 last 
entitled ‘‘Insult to public men.” I read it: 


“Yesterday Hon. F. L. Cardozo, the secretary of 
State for South Carolina, and Hon. A. J. Ransier, 
chairman of the State central committee of the 
Republican party of that State, arrived in Baltimoro 
to take part in the proceedings of the national ex- 
ecutive committee of the Union League of America, 
which met there. The meeting was appointed to 
be held at the Eutaw House. ‘The above-named 
gentlemen arrived by the morning train, registered 
themselves, and retired to their room to refresh 
themselves. They had scarcely sat down before they 
were waited upon by the proprietor of the hotel, who 
informed them that they must immediately depart. 
They demanded the reason and were informed that 
‘no niggers were allowed to put up at the house.’ 
They remonstrated, and declined to retire unless 
they were forcibly ejected. Thisthey were then in- 
formed would be done, and to save further trouble 
they departed, after informing the hotel-keeper that 
they should demand legal redress. These gentlemen 
are educated, refined, and in every way unexcep- 
tionable, but having a tinge of color in their faces 
were denied the use of a place of public entertain- 
ment. As soon as the national executive commit- 
teo of the Union League were informed of the cir- 
cumstances, they immediately canceled their on- 
gagement of rooms at the Eutaw House, and sought 
quarters where American citizens of good character 
might peaceably assemble without criticism of the 
color of the face oreurlof thehair. Governor Geary 
of Pennsylvania remarked that such proscription 
belonged to the days before the war, and that it 
would be disgraceful to seem to countenance such an 
insult to respectable gentlemen. The national com- 
mittec, at its meeting, passed a resolution strongly 
censuring the conduetofthe hotel-keeper, and pledg- 
ing the whole power of the Union League to take 
such steps as to prevent the recurrence of such inso- 
lent treatment.” 


Now, sir, I ask how can those colored fellow- 
citizens, Mr. Cardozo and Mr. Ransier, feel 
toward this Republic which allows them to be 
treated in this brutal fashion? Must they not 
feel that they are notin the enjoyment of those 
equal rights which belong to them as citizens 
of this country? Are they not justified in the 
appeal which they make for the passage of the 
pending measure? Are they not justified in 
insisting that the rights of the colored race 
shall be first secured before you undertake to 
remove the disabilities of rebels? 

From Maryland I pass to Texas, another 
slave State; and here, from a letter dated at 
Austin, Texas, December 11, 1871, I will read 
the following extract, which I find in the New 
York Tribune: 

“Tt is with great difficulty that houses for colored 
schools can be procured. A school-house near Cal- 
vert, in which was a colored school, was recently 
burned by unknown persons; also a school-house in 
Collin county, and another in Houston county, Not 
long since a teacher of a colored school in Bastrock 


county was taken from his home at night, tied to a 
tree and whipped nearly to death; his school-house 
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was also burned; and a short time since another 
teacher was whipped in tho same county. On the 
2ist instant, a school-house for the colored people 
in Towash Hill county was burned by unknown per- 


sons, but I aminformed thatthe people have already | 


raised the money to build another. At Brenham, a 
lady teacher of a private school attended a Repub- 
lican meeting, for which act the patrons of her school 
withdrew their children. At Millican a teacher of 
a, public school cast his vote forthe Republican Con- 
gress candidate, and his school was broken up in 
consequence, The Legislaturenppropriated $504,000 
for the school year ending August 31, 1872.” ~ 


All this brutality directed against the col- 
ored school teaches us the lesson that the only 
protection for the colored child is the common 
school placed under the safeguard of law. A 
separate school becomes at once an indignity 
to the race, and also a mark and target for 
the arrows of their enemies. Wesee from this 
statement how the separate schools in Texas 
suffer, how impossible it is for any such pro- 
vision to meet the just wants of the community. 
The only way in which that can be done is by 
having one school for all, as is proposed in 
the pending bill. 

From Texas I ask you to pass to the Missis- 
sippi river, and to ascend it. You will see 
then how the outrages which I am exposing 
prevail, not only in State lines but elsewhere, 
on board the steamers on that great lordly 
thoroughfare. J read from a communication 
of John A. Newby in the New National Era, 
dated at Washington, December 29, 1871: 


“Tt may not be amiss at this point to allude to 
certain indignities and unjust proscriptions that I 
was recently subjected to when having had occasion 
to travel on the Mississippi river between St. Louis 
and Cairo. First, that they sell colored persons 
first-class tickets in common with their white fellow- 
passengers, and then refuse to give them the equiva- 
lent for thesame, t. c., they refuse to give you astate- 
room in the main eabin, and consequently you are 
cither obliged to sleep in the texas or Froedman’s 
Bureau, so called, designated for the newly-fledged 
citizens of African extract, or promenade the boiler- 
deck allnight. Your humble correspondent was con- 
ducted to the above-named quarters the other night 
on board one of the Memphis packets, to a room 
assigned for three occupants. When I approached 
the room I was shown an upper berth, there being 
already two occupants, and from whom emitted an 
efiluvia which strongly savored of the culinary de- 
partment, and the bed was so undulating as to ren- 
der sleepimpossible. I don’t see why discrimination 
cannot be made among colored people, for example 
if a colored person lacks self-respect and common 
decency why should well-bred colored persons be 
stigmatized, simply because they happen to belong 
to the same race? I am decidedly in favor of allow- 
ing water to find its level. I have travelod exten- 
sively on the continent of Europe and have failed 
utterly to find any proscription on account of color, 
or race, or previous condition, the fact being a cir- 
cumstance over which they had no control.” 

“Your humble correspondent has had the distin- 
guished honor of sitting in the same box at the 
Grand Imperial Opera at Paris with one of the French 
deputies or members of the Corps Legislatif; and, 
what is strange to say, no one’s equilibrium was in 
the slightest degree disturbed by reason of my pres~ 
ence in that conspicuous locality. On the contrary, 
every one seemed to vie with each other who could 
make me feel the most at home, and entertain me 
the most agreeably. The same is true with hotels 
and public banquets, soirees, &e. So far from assign- 
ing you to some remote corner of the room, you were 
conducted by the host or hostess at the head of the 
table, the locality being designated generally by a 
bouquet of flowers, or the national colors of one’s 
country.” 


And now, sir, after this review of testimony 
from different States and from different parts 
of the country, I come to Washington; and 
here the evidence isample. As with one voice 
the colored people of Washington have united 
in asking for their rights. They ask them by 
petitions, by resolutions adopted in public 
meetings, by addresses—all expressed with 
ability and judgment. Noris that all. The 
highest representative body of the District has 
united in this appeal. I have here the pro- 
ceedings of the house of delegates, dated 
Thursday, January 11, 1872, from which I read 
as follows: - 


* Mr. Murray submitted the following concurrent 
resolution for consideration, namely: 

* Be itresolved by the House of Delegates, (the Coun- 
cil conecurring,) That the committee on national 
relations of the council and house of delegates be 


authorized and requested to urge upon Congress the j 


assage of the bill known as the Supplementary 

ivil Rights Bill, introduced by Hon. CHARLES SUM- 
NER, and now pending in the Senate. 

* The resolution was read. 


*“On motion by Mr.Cassin. that the same be referred 
to the committee on national relations, 

*'Tt was determined in the negative—yeas5,nays 13. 

Those who voted in the affirmative are— 

““Messrs, Cassin, Ennis, Harkness, Lloyd, and 

oore. 

‘Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Boswell, Brown, Burgess, Bursley, Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Hall, Handy, Wan t, McKnight, Murray, 
Solomons, and the Speaker. 

‘80 the motion was disagreed to. 
.*‘ The question recurring on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion, 

‘After debate, _ 

Tt was determined in the affrmative—yeas 13, 
nays 4, 

T Those who voted in the afirmative are— 

‘* Messrs. Boswell, Brown, Burgess, Bursley, Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Hall, Handy, Hunt, McKnight, Murray, 
Solomons, and the Speaker. 

‘Those who voted in the negative aro— 

* Messrs. Cassin, Ennis, Harkness, and Lloyd. 

“*So the resolution was agreed tu.” 


The thirteen yeas being all Republicans, and 
I am sorry to say the four nays Democrats—all 
the Democrats I believe in that body uniting 
against this declaration. In harmony with 
this official act is a letter from one of our col- 
ored fellow-citizens whom I honor much, Pro- 
fessor John M. Langston, of Howard, Univer- 
sity, an excellent speaker and an able lawyer, 
born in Virginia a slave, educated afterward 
at Oberlin, in Ohio, and now giving to the 
neighboring university the fruits of his cul- 
ture. Jna letter dated at Howard University, 
December 26, 1871, and addressed to the Wash- 
ington Chronicle, he writes as follows: 


“Indeed, the colored man cannot be educated in 
any proper sense, however numerous may be the 
school-houses to which he is invited, however boun- 
tiful the school endowment put within his reach, 
however admirable the school system in accordance 
with the methods of which it is proposed to educate 
him, ifhe is not made to feel in the common school, 
theacademy, thecollege, and the professional school, 
that his manhood, his civil and social rights, are 
recognized and respected, This certainly is truc of 
an American whether white or black. To attempt 
the education ofa person in the midst of a tolerated 
and justified system of caste, is sure to dwarf_rather 
than draw out and make useful his powers. It leads 
one so far to feel himself inferior to those of the 
dominant class in the midst of whom he moves, as 
too often to accept patronizing treatment for a recog- 
nition of his manhood and his rights; to aceept edi- 
bles kindly given from a basket, while he fails to 
make demand for suitable recognition of his rights 
at the public hotel. I fear that the colored man, of 
whom you speak so highly in your article, has in a 
large measure lost his manhood, and in consequence 
of the very thing of which I speak.” 


Now mark, if you please, sir, how clearly 
this colored professor draws the line between 
legal rights and society. He answers every 
allegation that this is a question of society; 
shows that it is simply a question of rights: 


“I would have no colored man ‘thrust’ himself 
upon ‘white people.’ I would have white people 
and black upon the same legal level. And, as far as 
colored men are educated, learned, virtuous, and in- 
fluential, I would have them recognized and treated 
legally and socially according to their worth. Other- 
wise, education, learning, virtue, and influence, pos- 
sessed by colored persons, must be considered well 
nigh valueless, while they render their possessor sen- 
sitive to neglect and abuse, and thus ever unhappy. 

“While, then, I would have our schools in the 
North and inthe South largely endowed by grants 
of public lands and the judicious expenditure of 
jarge sums of money from the national and State 
treasuries, I would first of all have SUMNER’S sup- 
plementary civil rights bill passed by Congress, and 
I believe thatit is the duty of all Republicans, as itis 
the duty of all colored men in this country, to insist 
upon its passage and enforcement without delay.” 


In harmony with this statemeut of this lead- 
ing colored citizen, is an article in the New 
National Era, a paper devoted to the rights of 
colored citizens, and edited by a colored citi- 
zen, who, in the first number for the year, 
while he is expressing the wishes and aspira- 
tions of the season, says: 


“One after another have the fetters that bound 
him toa level with the brute been stricken off, till 
now all that js left tobe done in the year 1872 to 
complete his full frecdom, is the abolition by law of 
all the distinctions and discriminations thatdeny to 
him rights and privileges enjoyed by other citizens. 
To this end we invoke the aid of the Republican 
party now in power in this nation, theinfluence of the 
nation’s Chief Magistrate, the President of the Uni- 
ted States, whose impressive words in his inaugural 
address rendered important service in securing the 
ratification of the fifteenth amendment. Soon to 
come again before the people for election, President 
Grant can do nothing that will give him a stronger 
claim upon the colored voter of the South than to 
give his influence to the enacting of a law that wilt 
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prevent the proscribing of a Representative in Con- 
gress from the colored race by railroad companies, 
steamboat-owners, or hotel-keepers. 

“he colored voter demands from all for whom 
ho casts a vote, from President of the United States 
down, that they give of whatever influence or power 
they may have to assistance in the demolition of 
every barrier that blocks the way of their enjoy- 
ment of maphood’s rights. Ifa full pardon is to be 
extended to the rebels of the South by Congress, we 
demand of the Republican party in Congress, and of 
the Administration, that justice be done to the black 
men who have ever been loyal. We feel and know 
that the safety of the party in the southern States 
requires the passage of just such a lawas the sup- 
plementary civil rights bill of Senator SUMNER. 
The work has been well begun by Hon. CHARLES 
- Suatwer in the Senate of the United States, and will 

be carried out if the Administration and the Repub- 

lican party are determined that the year 1872 shall 
see all races and all colors in this nation equal before 
the law.” 

I might read much more of the same char- 
acter, but I come to an important address, 
characterized in the newspapers at the time 
as “argumentative and powerful,’ adopted 
ata meeting of the officers and students of 
Howard University. l call attention to that 
admirable paper, which is in itself an irresist- 
ible statement of the case for our colored 
fellow- citizens better than anything I can say. 
I only covet on this occasion something of the 
strength that is contained in these words. I 
cannot read the whole paper. Iwill read a 
few passages: - 

“We feel that wo can speak authoritatively in 
this matter for even a larger numberthan ourselves, 
since as officers and students werepresent perhaps 
every State in the Union, and particularly thesouth- 
ern portion of our country, where we suffer more 
severely than in any other section by reason of the 
erueland unjust discrimination on account of color, 
which we believe the passage and enforcement of 
the supplemental civil rights bill will fully correct. 
Wo earnestly and respectfully press upon the hon- 
orable Senate and House of Representatives the 
passage of Senator Sumner’s bill, notonly because 
we believe it will guaranty to us the rights to whieh 
we are entitled under the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution, and the civil rights 
bill, but because as a just measure we believe it is 
essential to all classes of citizens. No Government 
or party can long afford to permit even the humblest 
gitizen to suffer under an injustice ; it must sooner 
or later redound to the injury of those who uphold 
it, or having the power tocorrect it fail to do so.” 


Omitling a part of this address I proceed 
to read further from it: 


“ We further urge the passage of this bill because 
we believe that the sooner the legal status of all 
classes in thecountry is completely settled, the better 
it will be for all parties concerned,” 


Task you, sir, if that is not wise, if it is not 
statesmanlike; but these are colored fellow- 
Citizens who say it: 


“ Let it be distinctly understood thet the amend- 
ments and their legitimate results are finalities, that 
there is to be no distinction on account of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude in reality as well 
as name, Then, and nottill then, can weconfidently 
look for a cessation of a system of outrageous treat- 
inent toward a class which is a disgrace to humanity 
and the American people.” 


These words arestrong ; butare they not the 
natural expression of colored fellow-citizens? 
The address, in a later part, proceeds: 


“As to the other point, that the people will not 
bear it, we by no means admit that such is the case; 
but, on tho contrary, we believe that the majority 
of the people in this country confidently look to the 
Republican party to complete the work which they 
have so well begun. As students we are trying to 
educate ouselves. Weask ofthe Republican party, 
as our friends, that we be assisted in this effort and 
not retarded by being reminded on every hand that 
we are regarded as inferiors, and that however well 
educated, and hawever respectable, we ean not re- 
ceive the same treatment in the public schools, in 
the cars, on steamboats, at hotels, and at places of 
amusements and instruction, as is accorded to other 
citizens. Of social equality we say nothing’— 


Here they come back to the point which has 
been so ofien made in this Chamber— 


_ “Of social equality we say nothing, because there 
is no such thing associal equality; every white man 
can never be the social equal of every other white 
man; no more can every colored man be the social 
equal of every other colored man. It is a matter 
which ought to be regulated by character and culture, 
certainly uot by legislation.” % Š g ES 
“Now, in the providence of God, an opportunity 
is allowed the American Congress to unite a meas- 
ure of justice with one of magnanimity. We pray 


the American people, through their Congress, that | 


if it is now too late to be first just and afterward 
generous, that they be at least just and generous at 
the sume time, now that an opportunity presents 


itself. We have forfeited no rights, we have broken 
no laws, we have never rebelled against what we 
yet hope will be best Government the world has 
ever seen, On the contrary, we have given our lives 
and our treasures unstintingly, in the revolution- 
ary war, in the war of 1812, and in the suppression 
of the great slaycholders’ rebellion, and that, too, 
for a land in which, until recently, it has been our 
only privilege to fertilize it with our labor and 
bedew it with our tears. Are we, then, asking too 


much when we petition the Congress of the United | 


States to give to us the same rights they propose to 
give to traitors and rebels? We cannot abate our 
efforts in this matter. Nay, we will not. We ask 
our friends; we ask the Republican party; espe- 
cially do we ask those Senators and Representatives 
whose constituency is largely colored, that they see 
to it that we secure all the rights guarantied to us 
by law. If in seeking to accomplish this amnesty to 
rebels must fail, then let it fail, und it deserves to.”” 


Sir, this is an address from colored pro- 
fessors and students; but does it not do them 
honor? Does it not awaken an echo in your 
bosom? I know that I do not put that ques- 
tion in vain. I know, sir, that you must gen- 
erously respond to it. I know, sir, that you 
must sympathize with every word uttered by 
these colored fellow-citizens; that you must 
feel that they are right when they insist that 
they shall be secured in their rights before you 
talk about amnesty. 

One of the most important aspects of the 
pending measure is its operation on the com- 
mon school, making it what is implied in its 
name, a school open to all. The term ‘‘com- 
mon” explains itself. Originally, in England 
under the law, it defined outlying land near a 
village open to all the inhabitants; and the 
common school is an institution of education 
open to all. If you make it for a class, it is 
not a common school, but a separate school, 
and, as I have said frequently to-day, and 
also before in addressing the Senate, a sep- 
arate school never can be a substitute for the 
common school. The common school has 
for its badge equality. The separate school 
has for its badge inequality. The one has 
open doors for all; the other has open doors 
only for those of a certain color. That is con- 
trary to the spirit of our institutions, to the 
promises of the Declaration of Independence, 
to all that is implied in the recent constitu- 
tional amendments. So loug as it continues 
the great issue of the war remains still unde- 
cided; for, as I explained the other day, that 
great issue as stated by Jefferson Davis, and 
then again accepted by Abraham Lincoln, was 
equality. Only by maintaining equality will 
you maintain the great victory of the war. 

Now, sir, here in Washington this very 
question of separate schools has for some time 
agitated the comunity. The colored people 
have themselves acted. They speak for equal 
rights. I have in my hand a communication 
to the Senate from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, under dato of January 18, 1871, covering 
a report from the trustees of the colored schools 
of Washington and Georgetown, in which they 
make most important and excellent recom- 
mendations. How well at last the colored 
people do speak! Who among us can speak 
better than they speak in the passages I am 
about to read? 

“Itis our judgment that the best interests of the 
colored people of this capital, and not theirs alone, 
but those of all classes, require the abrogation,of 
ali laws and institutions creating or tending to per- 
petuate distinctions based on color, and the enact- 
ment in their stead of such provisions as shall secure 
equal privileges to all classes of citizens. The laws 
creating the present system of separate schools for 
colored children in this District were enacted asa 
temporary expedicnt to meet a condition of things 
which has now passed away. That they recognize 
and tend to perpetuate a cruel, unreasonable, and 
unchristian prejudice, which has been ahd is the 
source of untold wrong and injustice to that class of 
the community which we represent, is ample reason 
for their modification. The experience of this com- 
munity for the last fow years has fully demonstrated 
that tho association of different races in their daily 
occupations and civic duties is as consistent with the 
general convenience as itis with justice, And cus- 
tom is now fully reconciled at this capital to the 
seating side by side of white and colored people in 
the railway car, the jury-box, the municipal and 
Government offices, in the city councils, and even in 
the Halis of the two Houses of Congress. Yet while 
the fathers may sit together in those high places of 
honor and trust, the children are required by law to 


be educated apart. Wesce neither reason nor jus- 
tice in this discrimination. If the fathers are fit to 
associate, why are not the children equally so? 

“Children, naturally, arenot affected by this preju- 
dice of race or color. To educate them in separate 
schools tends to beget and intensify itin their young 
minds, and se to perpetuate it to future generations, 
If itis the intention of the United States that these 
children shall become citizens in fact, equal before 
the law with all others, why train them to recog- 
nize these unjust and impolitic distinctions? Todo 
so is not only contrary to reason, but also to the in- 
junction of Scripture, which says, ‘ Train up a child 
in the way he should go, and when he is old he will 
not depart from it.’ 

“Objection to the step here recommended has been 
made on the ground of expediency, Every advanced 
step in the sume direction has been opposed on the 
same superficial allegation, aa i 

“ The right of the colored man to ride in the rail- 
way cars, to cast the ballot, tosit on the jury, to hold 
office, and even to bear arms in defense of his coun- 
try, has encountered the same objection. We are 
confident that it will prove of no greater weight in 
the present case than ithasin the others. Thereia no 
argument for equality at the ballot-box, in the ears, 
or on the jury, in holding office, and bearing arms, 
which is not equally applicable in the present case. 
We may go further, and insist that equality in the 
other cases requires equality here; otherwise, the 
whole system is incomplete and inharmonious. 

* It is worthy of note in this connection that some 
of the most distinguished men in literary, social, and 
politieal circles in this section of the country have 
recently, in setting forth their claims to be consid- 
ered the best and truest friends of the people ofcolor, 
taken pains to inform the public that they were 
reared with colored children, played with them in 
the sports of childhood, and were even suckled by 
colored nurses in infancy; hence, that no prejudice 
against color exists on their part. If this be so, then 
with what show of consistency or reason can they 
object to the children of both classes sitting side by 
side in school? : 

“That the custom of separation on account of 
color must disappear from our public schools, as it 
has from our halis of justice and of legislation, we 
regard as but a question of time. Whether this 
unjust, unreasonable, and unchristian discrimination 
against our children shall continue at the capital of 
this great Republic is for the wisdom of Congress to 
determine.” 


Sir, are not these excellent words? Is not 
that statement clear and well-sustained? Is 
there any Senator here who can answer it? 
Is there any Senator here who will set himself 
against this colored school committee in stating 
the rights of the colored children? I think 
there is no Senator, whatever may be his abil- 
ity or experience in debate, who will not fail 
when he undertakes to encounter that simple 
text. The words wiil stand unanswered and 
unanswerable. 

Sir, I bring this testimony now to a close. I 
have adduced letters, resolutions, addresses 
from various States of the Union, showing the 
sentiments of the colored people. I have ad- 
duced them in answer to allegations on this 
floor that the pending measure of equal rights 
was not needed, that the pending measure was 
one for social equality. Listeviug to these 
witnesses, you see that they all insist that it is 
needed, and that it is in no respect a measure 
of social equality. It is a measure of strict 
legal right. I adduce this testimony also in 
auswer to the allegation so loftily made in 
debate the other day that the colored people 
were willing to see the former rebels amnes- 
tied, trusting to some indefinite future to obtain 
there own rights. I said at the time that such 
an allegation was irrational. I now show you 
that it is repudiated by the colored people. 
They do not recognize the Senators who have 
undertaken to speak for them as their repre- 
sentatives. They insist upon their rights be- 
fore you undertake to be generous to rebels. 
They insist that they shall be saved from indig- 
nity when they travel, when they offer their 
child at the common school; that they shall be 
secured against any such outrage, before you 
undertake to remove the disabilities of those 
who struck:at the life of this Republic. 

Now, sir, will you not be just before you are 
generous? Or if you do not place the rights 
of the colored people foremost, will you not 
at least place them side by side with those of 
the former rebels, put them’ both where | seek 
now to put them, in the same statute, so that 
hereafter the rebels shall know that generosity 
to them was associated with justice to their 
colored fellow-citizens;- that they all have a 
common interest; that theyare linked together 
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in the community of a common citizenship and 
in the enjoyment of those great liberties prom- 
ised by the Declaration of Independence and 
guarantied by the Constitution of the United 
States? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I have but very few words to say in reference 
to this measure. 

Mr. MORTON. Willthe Senator allow me 
to suggest to him that if he would prefer to 
speak to-morrow morning, or at some other 
time, I will move to introduce some other 
business. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is a matter 
of indifference to me. 

Mr. MORTON. Just as the Senator chooses. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have a few 
remarks to make upon this subject. The pro- 
visions contained in this amendment are so 
important that I do not feel at liberty to pass 
them simply with my vote. They are import- 
ant, as we have seen by the testimony which 
has been adduced, to a large class in the coun- 
try who desire the benefit of the law, to many 
individuals and corporations affected by the 
law. 

Common carriers, innkeepers, the princi- 
pals of places of amusement, colleges,churches, 
and cemetery organizations are interested in it, 
and if, as I do not question, we are seriousin 
entertaining the proposition, as it wanted but 
one vote of passing a few days ago, I think it 
important that we should carefully scan and 
perfect it. 

In the passage of this law we are for the 
first time invoking the exercise of a new and 
delicate power of the General Government, 
and I confess to some surprise that Senators 
who have voted in favor of the amendment, 
and who are in the habit of being critical, have 
not given us the benefit of their criticism. 
Permit me, too, to express surprise that the 
mover of the amendment has not preferred to 
submit it to a majority, rather than, as it-must 
now be, to a vote of two thirds of the Senate. 
There is, I admit, a poetic beauty in the idea, 
or at least in the expression, of being just 
before we are generous, and of promoting rec- 
onciliation before conciliation, but those who 
seek to be profited by the enactment would, 
I think, prefer that it should become a law by 
the vote of a majority, rather than fail to be- 
come such by a two-thirds vote, which, as the 
question is now presented, is made necessary 
to its passage. 

I desire to submit, in the hearing of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, a few suggestions, in 
reference to the amendment which he has 
offered to the pending bill. The first section 
of his amendment, in its last clause, contains 
the directory part of the law, and provides that 
“this right shall not be denied or abridged on 
any pretense of race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude.” That is all well, but the 
previous part of the section, the declaratory 
‘part, states a proposition which cannot com- 
mend itself to the judgment of any Senator, 
and which none can desire to enact. The sec- 
tion reads: 

That all citizens of the United States, without 
distinction of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, are entitled to the equal and impar- 
tial enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished by common carriers, 
whether on land or water, by innkeepers, &e. 

In other words, it declares that all citizens, 
white or black, are entitled to the equal and 
impartial enjoyment of these privileges of 
common carriers, inns, schools, churcbes, &c. 
Mr. President, that is not true,.and neither 
we nor the Senator from Massachusetts desire 
-to make it true. No one desires that all, white 
or black, shall be entitled to the equalaccom- 
modation furnished by common carriers, inns, 
schools, &c. No one seriously proposes that 
we should render it illegal for a railroad com- 
pany to provide a class of cars for ladies and 
gentlemen, or for an innkeeper to exclude 
persons having contagious disease, or who are 


intoxicated, or indecently clad. We do not 
desire the passage of a law that shall make 
it obligatory upon the trustees of cemeteries, 
established especially for asylums or hospitals, 
to admit to burial every one for whom a license 
may be sought. Such is not the object of this 
law or the purpose of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts; and yet that is the effect of the 
provision, that all citizens are entitled to these 
privileges. 

I suggest that we strike out the words, 
“ that all citizens of the United States, with- 
out distinction of race, color, or previous con- 
dition of servitude, are entitled,” &c., and 
substitute the words, ‘‘ that race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude, shall not debar 
or deprive any citizen of the United States 
of the equal and impartial enjoyment of any 
accommodation, advantage, facility, or privi- 
lege furnished by common carriers,” &c. That 
will not have the effect of asserting the unrea- 
sonable proposition that all citizens have the 
equal right to enjoy the facilities of cars, inns, 
schools, churches, &c., whether intoxicated or 
afflicted by contageous disease, whether inde- 
cently clad, or whether violating the customs 
and proprieties appertaining to the sexes ; but 
it will have the effect of enacting that there 
shall be no discrimination on account of color, 
and that is all that the Senator seeks to obtain, 

Mr. SUMNER. [I listen with great respect 
to the Senator, of course. I can only say that 
I cannot see myself the difference between the 
text of the bill and his amendment. ‘The bill 
says “that all citizens of the United States, 
without distinction of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, are entitled to the equal 
and impartial enjoyment of “any accommoda- 
tions,” &c.; that is, that there shall be no dis- 
tinction of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude in the enjoyment of any accom- 
modation; and then it adds that ‘‘this right 
shall not be denied or abridged on any pre- 
tense of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude.”’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Theamendment 
as it stands declares that all citizens, white or 
black, are entitled to equal accommodations 
and facilities in all these institutions named, 
No one thinks that true, or desires that it sball 
be. What we seek is, that race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude, shall not deprive 
or debar any person from these privileges— 
a very different proposition. Let us say so. 
That will produce the equality which the Sen- 
ator seeks. 

The second section of the amendment con- 
tains the sanction of the law, and imposes 
penalties for any violation of the law as stated 
in the first section; that is, if any common 
carrier, innkeeper, &c., refuses the fuil use 
of cars, inns, schools, churches, &c., to any 
citizen whatever, he shall be subjected to the 
penalces stated. 
any such unreasonable end. The amendment 
proposed simply destroys discrimination be- 
tween citizens of different races. . 

Mr. SUMNER. My object, asthe Senator 
knows, both from what I have said in the Sen- 
ate and in private conversation, is simply to 
get this measure in the best shape possible, 
and I shall certainly be very glad to accept 
any proposition from the Senator or from any 
other Senator with regard to it, and if the 
Senator will allow me I will considercarefully 
the amendment that he proposes. I do not 
feel quite as strongly as he does the difference 
between his language and that of the text; but 
still I am very anxious to harmonize with the 
Senator. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desired to sub- 


mit the amendment I have stated and one or | 


two othersto the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that his amendment may be perfected. After 
it shall have been thus amended there will 
still be objection to it. There is in almost 
every town in the land a church where the real 
estate has been purchased and the building 


The Senator does not seek 


erected from the hard earnings of colored peo- 
ple, the congregation being composed entirely 
of colored people, and the church their prop- 
erty. We do not seek to pass alaw that shall 
divest them of such churches. The white pop- 
ulation are the more numerous, and possibly 
grasping; the property has appreciated in 
value; there is no propriety in enabling the 
white citizens, by giving them the same privi- 
leges in these churches that the colored people 
possess, to wrest this property from the colored 
people. There are churches of that kind in 
this city, in the city in which I reside, and 
thronghout the Union. This is also true of 
schools and of colleges. I would avoid thia 
effect of the law by adding as an amendment 
at the end of the first section, as follows: 

_ Provided, That churches, schools, cemeteries, and 
institutions of learning established exclusively for 
either the white or the colored race, shall not be 
taken from the control of those who established 
them, but shall remain devoted to their use. 

You cannot make the amendment I propose 
extend only to the colored people without 
falling into the absurdity of discriminating 
against whites while attempting to abolish the 
distinction of races. Therefore. let the law be 
that churches, schools, cemeteries, &c., estab- 
lished exclusively for either of the races, shall 
not be taken from their control, but remain 
devoted to their use. That provision modifies 
to some degree the law, but it does not affect 
the main subjects of the law, to wit. common 
carriers, innkeepers, schools, &¢., but does 
perpetuate to the colored people their own 
institutions. 

The second section provides: 

That any person violating the foregoing pro- 
vision, or aiding in its violation, or inciting thereto, 
shall. for every such offense, forfeit and pay the sum 
of $500 to the person aggrieved thereby. 

If a whole congregation or all the passen- 
gers of a steamboat or car violate some of the 
provisions of the foregoing section every one 
ŝo aiding in or inciting to such violation should 
not be liable to and the party aggrieved he 
entitled to recover from each one a penalty of 
$500. -And in case the offense complained of 
be a refusal of burial, who is to recover the 
penalty? The deceased is not aggrieved, and 
cannot bring suit if he is, I suggest after the 
word ‘‘grave,’? eleventh line of the second 
section, this amendment: 

Provided, That the party aggrieved shall not 
recover more than one penalty; and where the 
offense is a refusal of burial, the penalty aforesaid 
may be recovered by the heirs-at-law of the person 
to whose body burial has been so refused. 

There is still another amendment to this 
second section, and that is to strike out all the 
residue of the section, which is in these words: 

And any corporation, association, or individual, 
holding a charter or license under national or Stato 
authority violating the aforesaid provisions, shall, 
on conviction thereof, forfeit such charter orlicense. 

I understand that the Federal Government, 
excepting for a national purpose, cannot grant 
a charter, cannot incorporate a bank or rail- 
road company for a State, that being beyond 
the jurisdiction of Congress; and so unques- 
tionably it is bevond the power „of Federal 
jurisdiction to forfeit a State charter. Besides, 
the penalty suggested is unreasonable. Were 
I ejected from the cars of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company, there would be no 
propriety in muleting thom in damages to 
the amount of $20,000,000. I suppose that 
the franchises of that company, which the 
bill would under such circumstances forfeit, 
are worth that. The penaltiesimposed in the 
previous part of the section, $500 by per- 
sonal suit and $500 on indictment for mis- 
demeanor, are sufficient for the offense com- 
mitted. And farther, the stockholders of the 
company offending might be favorable to the 
spirit of the bill he would promote; they 
might be the very colored people whom we seek 

to protect and who had been guilty of no 
offense, and yet the forfeiture of the charter 
would destroy their property and reader them 
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bankrupt. The penalties in the foregoing part 
of the section are abundant. i 

The section next to the last also requires 
amending. It provides that— 

Every law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or 
custom, whether national or State, inconsistent with 
this act. or making any discriminations against any 
person on account of color, by the word `‘ white,” is 
hereby repealed. 

I understand that Congress have no power to 
repeal a State statute any more than we have to 
enactaStatestatute. That provision of the law 
is unconstitutional, and is entirely unnecessary. 
If we enact a constitutional law, all laws of 
the States inconsistent therewith are virtu- 
ally annulled, because the Constitution of the 
United States provides that ‘this Constitution 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof shall 
be the supreme law of the land, the constitu- 
tion and laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” The section is unnecessary, 
and worse. In any view we should strike out 
the words ‘‘ whether national or State,” and 
thus suffer the section to have such effect as 
the courts may properly give to it. 

The amendment being thus modified, its 
effect is not impaired. The question now 
arises whether this amendment is within the 
constitutional power of the General Govern- 
ment. The Ku Kiux bill, which we passed 
under the authority of the fourteenth amend- 
ment, wasin aid of the suppression of insurrec- 
tion and for the preservation of the public 
peace, and was clearly national in its eharac- 
ter. It may be insisted that the General Gov- 
ernment cannot enact a law generally regulat- 
ing inus and cemeteries, schools, churches, 
colleges, &c., in the States.. If this law, as 
modified, does undertake such regulation, un- 
less there is some express authority in the 
Constitution giving us this power, I agree that 
the act is unconstitutional, 

‘The permanence of the Government depends 
on our preserving two features, the sovereignty 
of the General Government and the independ- 
ence of the States. Had our Government been 
a centralized government, or a mere confed- 
eration of States, it would long since have 
ceased to exist. Ifthe States assume more than 
belongs to them, as in the rebellion, or if 
the General Government assumes more than 
belovgs to it, the harmony of the system is 
destroyed. We having just passed from a war 
where our hostility to the odious doctrine of 
States rights has been excited, we may be in 
danger of being too little on the alert against 
a centralization of power in the General Gov- 
ernment. Let the General Government be 
supreme in national affairsand the States inde- 
pendent in State affairs, and our Republie will 
be safe. 

But the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as modified, in no manner 
assumes to regulate the relations of common 
carriers, innkeepers, &c., with the public. 
All this it leaves to the States, excepting 
that it provides. that every citizen shall be 
treated asa citizen, be he white or colored. 
That is constitutional. Ifthe people of South 
Carolina in their former animosity to the 
people of New England should deprive them 
of the common rights of citizenship in that 
State, should refuse them the accommodation 
of cars or inns, we would find some constitu- 
tional power to protect them in the equal 
rights of American citizenship. We have the 
same right and are under the same obligation 
to the citizens of color. . 

This act. virtually says there has existed in 
this country an enslaved and degraded race; 
and the people have prejudices incident to 
their being associated with slavery. We have 
just passed through a war from which we have 
garnered three great principles which it is the 
purpose of this law to enforce. One is, that 
every person in the land has a chartered right 
to freedom. Before the thirteenth amend- 
ment it was in the power of a State to make 
any one a slave. They did by State law make 


four million such; and the Supreme Court 
held that the slaves had none of the rights of 
freemen. Now, every man has a charter for 
his freedom, which no State, no power on 
earth can take from him. 

Again, before the adoption of the fourteenth 
amendment, the States fixed the qualifications 
of citizenship, and one became a citizen of the 
United States -by being a citizen of the State. 
It was derivative. The States fixed what con- 
ditions they pleased; so that one might be a 
citizen of Massachusetts and not of South 
Carolina, as history proves tous. The people 
have now declared that every one born or 
naturalized in the United States, and subject 
to its Jurisdiction, shall be a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States and of the Statein which he resides, 
and that no State shall pass any law abridging 
the privileges or immunities of a citizen of the 
United States, or denying to any the equal 
protection of the law. 

Then, too, we secured to all the ballot; and 
the people have decreed that Congress shall 
enforce these provisions by appropriate legis- 
lation. Jn other words, an equality of citizen- 
ship is established, and we are directed to see 
to it that that citizenship is nowhere abridged. 
It is, therefore, perfectly constitutional for 
Congress to say to the States, ‘‘the regulation 
of the relations between all these institutions 
and the public is with you, but you shall treat 
citizenship as citizenship’’ everywhere. 

Mr. President, we sit here in this deliber- 
ative assembly and we do not appreciate the 
results of the history of the last ten years. 
Those three amendments are to havea mighty 
effect on coming generations, and they are 
priceless to the nation. They are all that we 
have rescued from all the bloody fields of 
anguish. Every one in the land should be 
taught the value of these principles. The 
mother should engrave them on the tablet that 
bears the impress of her soldier boy, for he 
poured out his young blood to purchase them. 
The young wife should weave them around the 
sword of her husband, for he bade her along, 
long farewell to obtainthem. The father who 
mourns his son, should engrave them upon the 
tomb of his boy, for he lies there cold and 
dead to secure them. We fall into the habit 
of taking a. professional view of these great 
principles. They are precious jewels, and we 
ore not to suffer them to be trampled under 

oot. 

J hope that the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, after due consideration 
by him, will be properly amended and be passed 
by this Senate. To that end I prefer that it 
should be presented as an independent bill, 
so as to require only a majority and not a two- 
thirds vote to pass it. But of that he must be 
the judge. 

Mr. President, I have a word to say as to 
the proposed amnesty. There are conflicting 


‘considerations, some prompting me to vote 


for, and some to vote againstit. Understand- 
ing that a proposition is to be made to strike 
out all the exceptions in the bill and to make 
the amnesty universal, I will, while I have 
the floor, say to those who are in favor of the 
passage of the bill, that if they undertake 
thus to change the bill they will lose many 
votes, probably enough to defeat the measure. 

There are many who think the war between 
the North and the South was based on a mere 
difference of political opinion. Ido not think 
so. I believe that in the conflict the loyal 
people of the land were animated by a love of 
equality and freedom, and by love for their 
homes, and for the country which is the home 
of all their homes; while f believe the motive 
spirit that prompted the rebels was hatred to 
equality and to universal freedom, and to the 
Government which was busily engaged in pro- 
moting and enforcing those great principles. 
The difference between the loyal and the 
disloyal was as wide as the difference between 
love and hatred, as the difference between 


heaven and earth. Jam not entirely satisfied 
that the sentiment of hatred has yet entirely 
died out at the South, and I do not more than 
half like the idea of tempting those who still 
feel hostility toward the nation to take part 
in the politics of the country or in its Govern- 
ment. I would rather that they, by being left 
ineligible, should be permitted to stand aside. 
Thirty years from this, when we and they shall 
have passed from these scenes, it would, I 
believe, be better for the country that we had 
left at least the existing disability as a feeble 
mark of the nation’s disapprobation of one of 
the greatest crimes ever committed on earth. 

Further, sir, I am by no means satisfied 
that we are fulfilling the purpose of the 
people’s'amendment by this universal am- 
nesty. That amendment was passed after 
grave consideration, and provides that no 
person who has taken the official oath to main- 
tain the Constitution of the United States and 
then made war upon the Government shall 
be eligible to office, and adds the proviso that 
such disability may by a vote of two thirds of 
Congress be removed. I am not clear that 
the people of the country intended to pass an 
amendment and then provide that Congress 
could at any time repeal the amendment. I 
think they intended to confer on us the power 
to act judicially in every case, and to relieve 
the person applying, or to confer the power, 
in the language of the amendment, to remove 
such personal disability. 

This construction of the amendment I find, 
too, was taken at the time of its adoption. 
Judge Spalding in the House expressed most 
emphatically the view I have suggested as the 
only construction which could ever be given to 
thatamendment. Another construction, how- 
ever, and apparently the prevailing one, was 
put upon the section in the Senate. I think, 
in view of the whole subject, that it is quite 
important that we should keep in force the 
exceptions contained in the bill as it came from 
the House. This will retain for the amend- 
ment some vitality. It will still have some- 
thing to operateupon. Iam, however, brought 
to vote for the amuesty bill, with the exceptions 
in, by two or three considerations, and [ will 
detain the Senate but a moment in stating 
them, i 

I have some respect for the opinions of 
others, and feel that there are others to whom I 
may properly defer my own judgment. The 
opinion which has been expressed by the Repre- 
sentatives of the people in the passage of this 
bill has influence upon my own conclusions. 
I have great respect for the recommendation 
of the President that amnesty, with certain 
exceptions, should be enacted. Ang here per- 
mit me to remind the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that the President did not, in commend- 
ing to us amnesty, forget the claims of human 
freedom and liberty, as intimated by him yes- 
terday, but coupled his recommendation of 
conciliation with the most advanced and pro- 
gressive suggestion in behalf of human liberty 
ever made to the country, when he advised 
Congress to pass a law rendering it illegal for 
an American citizen to hold a slave, even when 
beyond our national jurisdiction. 

I have, I say, respect for the recommenda- 
tions of the President, because of my entire 
confidence in his wisdom and ability, which 
have been manifested by the uniform suc- 
cess that attended our arms in every battle 
he fought; which have been manifested by the 
successful manner in which he performed the 
responsible and delicate duty of enforcing the 
reconstruction acts while General of the Army; 
which have been manifested by maintaining. 
the public honor and faith, by an administra- 
tion which has continually reduced the public 
debt while constantly diminishing taxation ; 
which has been manifested by so regulating 
our relations with foreign countries as to con- 
ciliate misunderstandings and preserve the 
peace without sacrificing the honor. or dignity 
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of the country; a wisdom which hasbeen mani- 
fested by the just and humane policy adopted 
toward the Indian tribes; yes, sir, and which, 
in my opinion, has been most signally exhibited 
in the manner in which he treated the whole 
San Domingo question. He knew that the 
Government had from time to time been reach- 
ing out its hand for Cuba, that it had made 
appropriations to secure the use of Samana 
bay, that it had made an inchoate treaty for 
St. Thomas, and when the offer of San Do- 
mingo was made to the nation through bim, 
he felt in duty bound to entertain it. Had 
he refused so to do, had he said the American 
people shall not have the opportunity of exer- 
cising their judgment or their will as to this 
acquisition, he would have been guilty of an 
arrogance to which he is a stranger. He 
submitted the whole matter to the people, 
and haying so done, has not put forth a single 
effort to interfere with their will, and has thus 
fulfilled the promise of his inaugural address, 
wherein he declared that he should have no 
policy contrary to the will of the people. 
t have full confidence in his patriotism and 
integrity, and if in theheat of political debate 
his integrity shall be assailed, he will be un- 
affected by the effort, and willstand asunmoved 
as are the rocks of Gibraltar by the tides that 
rise and fall at their base. 

I give my vote in favor of amnesty in some 
degree because of the opinions expressed by 
the Representatives of the people and by a 
President in whom J have all confidence. It 
may be, too, that there are intelligent men at 
the South now excluded from holding office 
who would be useful to the public were they 
again intrusted with power. I am willing, 
at all events, to see if there is yet power in 
extending still further the humane ‘policy 
which has been heretofore adopted toward 
those who rebelled against the best Govern- 
ment on earth, 

Mr. FLANAGAN, 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepyespay, January 17, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer 
by Rev. J. P. Newman, D. D., Chaplain of the 
Senate. 

The Journal of yesterday was 
approved, 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT FALL RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the House, in relation to the erection 
of public buildings at Fall River, Massachu- 
setts; which, on motion of Mr. BUFFINTON, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Governor of the State of Virginia, 
transmitting a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of that State in relation to the four- 
teenth constitutional amendment; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the regu- 


lar order. 

Mr. MAYNARD, I hope that the gentle- 
man will suspend the call for the regular order 
until I can make a report. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour now begins, at 
eleven minutes past twelve o’clock. Reports 
are in order from the Committee on the Terri- 


tories. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I hope the gentlemen 


read and 


of the Committee on the Territories will permit 
me—— ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has frequently 
ruled that when the regular order is called 
for and the morning hour begins he will not 
permit the business of the morning hour to be 
interrupted by requests for unanimous consent. 

No reports from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories were presented. 2 

PENSIONS, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 511) 
fixing the time from which pensions heretofore 
granted, or which may be hereafter granted, 
shall commence, and extending the time for 
the filing of applications for the same. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all 
pensions which have been granted or may 
hereafter be granted for or in consequence of 
death occurring or wounds received or disease 
contracted in the military or naval service of 
the United States in the late war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion shall commence and 
be payable from the date of the discharge or 
the death of the person on whose account the 
pension has been or shall hereafter be granted ; 
provided that the application for such pen- 
sion has been or shall be filed with the Com- 
missioner of Pensions before the Ist day of 
January, 1878, excepting that applications in 
behalf of insane persons and children under 
sixteen years of age may be filed after the 
expiration of that time, if previously thereto 
they were without guardians or other proper 
legal representatives. But this act is not to 
apply to pensions granted under special laws. 
The second section repeals all acts and parts 
of aes inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Dile 

The amendments reported by the commit- 
tee were read, as follows: 


In line thirteen of section one, strike ont “1873,” 
after the word *‘ January,” and insert “1874.” 

At. the end of section one add these words: “‘nor 
to the increase of pensions authorized by the first 
section of the act of June 6, 1866, and by the second 
section of the act of July 25, 1866.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I would like to inquire 
how this bill gets before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is reported by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions on their regu- 
Jar call. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. It is unan- 
imously reported by that committee. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREDERICK A. GARLICK. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 497) granting a pension to Frederick A. 
Garlick, of Cortland county, New York. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Frederick A. Garlick, of Cort- 
land county, New York, at the rate of fifteen 
dollars per month, to commence May 18, 1871, 
the date of the amputation of his limb. 

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANNA BUTTERFIELD. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. 


No. 1057) granting a pension to Anna Butter- 
field, mother of James A. B. Butterfield. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secte- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna Butter- 
field, mother of James A. B. Butterfield, late 
a sergeant of the second Illinois cavalry, whe 
lost his life by the burning of the steamer Sul- 
tana, April 27, 1865, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars per month from the 
passage of the act and during her widowhood. 

Mr. BIRD. I ask for the reading of the 
report in that case. : 

Mr. MOORE. There is no report, but the 
petition sets forth all the facts, and Lask that 
it be read in explanation of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioner, the undersigned, would respect- 
fully represent thatshe is the motherof James A. B. 
Butterfield, who enlisted on the 19th day of July, A. 
D. 1861, inthesecond regimentof Illinois cavalry; that 
he was promoted to the grade of sergeant, and in 
that capacity served faithfully and honorably to the 
end of his enlistment, as the accompanying official 
report fully represents; that after the expiration of 
his enlistment he continued toserve the Government 
as a clerk in thequartermaster’sdopartment, a posi- 
tion to which he had been detailed before his term 
of service expired ; that he continued in this capacit: 
till the close of the war, and, on his way home, wit. 
many of his old comrades, lost his life on the Mis- 
sissippi river by the burning of the steamer Sul- 
tana, on the27th day of April, A. D. 1865. His papers 
of discharge and detail accompanying were found 
on his body when it was recovered, but bis watch, 
ring, and money, and all articles of whatever value 
were stolen from his person. 

Your petitioner further respectfully represents 
that she is now aged and infirm, being in her sev- 
enty-first years that said Sergeant Butterfield was 
her only child, the stay and support of her declining 
years ; that by his death she lost her whole depend- 
ence and support. She has never applied for a pen- 
sion, because she has been discouraged therefrom by 
representation that her case did not come within the 
provisions of the law. Of this she doesnot feel com- 
petent to judge. She only knows that she Jost ber 
boy while he was in the service of the United States; 
that she gave him freely to her country’s cause, and 
she now respectfully asks that the Government so 
faithfully served by her son will not in her age and 


need neglect the mother. 
ANNA BUTTERFIELD. 


Nassua, New Hamrsmire, December 1, 1871. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also. 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET COGGINS. 


Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1058) granting a 
pension to Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip 
Coggins, late a private company A, eleventh 
regiment Massachusetts volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip 
Coggins, late aprivate of company A, eleventh 
regiment Massachusetts volunteers, and pay 
her a pension from the passage of this act, and 
during her widowhood, of eight dollars per 
month. 

Mr. BIRD. I ask for the reading of the 
report in this case. 

Mr. MOORE. There is no report, but I 
will makea brief statement in the case. Philip 
Coggins of company A, eleventh regiment 
Massachusetts volunteers, was wounded at 
Fair Oaks in 1862. He remained in hospital 
nearly a year in consequence of the wound he 
then received. He was discharged on a sur- 
geon’s certificate of disability, and he went 
home on crutches. He was never able after- 
ward to walk without crutches. Soon after 
he returned home he made application for a 
pension. His papers were good. Thereis no 
sort of doubt about his being entitled toa pea- 
sion. While his pension claim was pending 
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the soldier died. The circumstances of the 
case are these: this soldier was very much 
reduced in consequence of his wounds, which 
had never healed. He had never been able to 
walk alone after he was wounded. On coming 
down stairs he fell, and died in a few days 
afterward. He spoke only once after his fall. 
The committee are aware that the case is 
peculiar, but they are als) aware that it is one 
of great merit. 
him in general testified thatthe wound was of 
such severity, and this soldier was so much 
reduced from the effects of the wound, that 
he is himself satisfied that the death of the 
soldier resulted in consequence of his wound. 

J will say further that the testimony is com- 
plete in reference to the character of this sol- 
dier. Fle was a temperate man. A number 
have testified to this point. it was testified by 
those who knew him before he was wounded 
and afterward. His widow is poor and desti- 
tute. On the assumption that he was entitled 
to a pension, of which there is no doubt, we 
have provided in this bill that bis widow shall 
receive it during her widowhood. If his pen- 
sion claim had been granted, his pension would 
have dated back to the time when be was dis- 
charged from the hospital, Had that pension 
been granted before his death, his widow and 
minor child surviving would have been entitled 
to full pension. But the pension certificate 
did not issue, and while the claim was pending, 
as I have already said, the soldier died. This 
bill gives his widow a pension only from the 
date of the passage of this act and during her 
widowhood. It seems to me that this poor 
and helpless woman, having endured so much 
hardship, having lost her husband from wounds 
received in the service of the country, ought 
to have at least the relief which is proposed 
from the hands of the Government. I think 
the case isa clear one, and that this pension 
ought to be granted. 

Mr. KERR. I should like to make an in- 
quiry.: Has the widow in this case married 
afier the death of her husband on account of 
whose services this relief is proposed? 

Mr. MOORE. Sheis still the widow of the 
deceased soldier, aud in poor and destitute 
circumstances. 

Mr. KERR. Iasked the question because 
I thought, from the course of the gentleman's 

‘remarks, that she had remarried. 

Mr. MOORE. Not at all. 

Mr. KERR. I am in favor of the bill, then. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PH@BE HASKELL. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1059) granting 
a pension to Phoebe Haskell, widow of Sidney 
Smith; which was read a first and second time. 

‘The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Mrs. Phoebe Haskell, who was the 
widow of Sidney Smith, master commandant in 
the United States Navy, the said Smith having 
died in the service, and her last husband hav- 
ing died also, leaving her in destitute circum- 
stances at an advanced age, and pay her the 
sum or thirty dollars per month from the day 
of the passage of this act, and during her 
widowhood. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions whether he reports this bill with the 
consent of the committee. 

. Mr. MOORE. He does, . 
Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Was not the 


The surgeon who attended | 


gentleman to make a statement of the circum- 
stances under which this bill was reported? 

Mr. MOORE. Most assuredly, and I will 
doso. I am instructed by the committee to- 
report this bill, and to ask that it be put upon 
its passage. At the same time I was instructe 
by the committee to make a statement in ref- 
erence to the peculiar character of the bill. 
Mrs. Haskell was in receipt of a pension in 
consequence of the death of her former hus- 
band, a master commandant in the United 
States Navy. She received that pension from 
1827, the date of her husband’s death, to July, 
1887, the date of her subsequent marriage. 
The pension was continued to her children 
until the last one became sixteen years of age, 
in August, 1842. Her last husband died on the 
Sth day of January, 1852. Now, itis known, as 
a matter of course, to every member of this 
House, that the marriage of a widow discon- 
tinues her pension, and that when she again 
becomes a widow she has no claim under the 
pension laws to draw her pension, This case 
has been presented to us as a case specially 
meritorious. The widow is about seventy 
years of age now, and is very poor and de- 
pendent. Her last husband, as I have said, 
died in 1852, and she is now living on the 
chances of the charity of others. 

1 will now yield to my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Wuee.er,] who is perfectly ac- 
quainted with the case, and who desires to 
make a remark. 

Mr. WHEELER. The chairman ofthe com- 
mittee has accurately stated the facts of the 
case. This bill passed the last House, and failed 
in the Senate only for want of time. It was 
carefully examined by Mr. Benjamin, the chair- 
man of the committee during the last Con- 
gress, and he informed me that there were sev- 
eral precedents for it. Ihave not looked for 
them myself. There was alarge fund contrib- 
uted by naval officers for the purposes of pen- 
sions and covered into the ‘Treasury. This 
fund amounts to several million dollars, and 
this widow, I think, has an equitable claim on 
it for relief. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I feel it to be 
my duty to call the attention of the House to 
this bill, as a specimen of a good many which 
we are likely to have before us. It is a fixed 
principle in our pension laws, as the chairman 
of the committee has correctly stated, that 
pensions to the widows of deceased soldiery 
cease when they marry again. Now, that 
principle is broad and general, and as nearly 
universal as any principle that has ever en- 
tered into our pension laws. As applied to 
the widows of soldiers of the war of 1812, 
it is perfectly manifest, from the very lapse 
of time, that thousands on thousands of these 
widows are excluded by that principle. If, 
now, we break through that rule, and say that 
a special case shall be taken up, where the 
widow remarried long subsequently to the date 
of her first husband’s death, and where the 
second husband also died, and that a pen- 
sion shall be granted in such a case, I see no 
reason in the world why we should not open 
the law to the case of every widow in those 
circumstances who is poor. If so, the merits 
of the case must rest, not on the general prin- 
ciple of the law of service, but on the means 
of the person who asks for a special bill. 

Now, if it comes to that, there is not a man 
on this floor who cannot bring scores of cases, 
I might almost say hundreds of cases, from his 
district of old widows of soldiers of the war of 
1812, who have had one, two, or three hus- 
bands since the war, but who are now again 
widows, and I ask the House to consider this 
case not merely on its own merits but as it 
stands related to ail other cases. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
| WHEELER] says he understands that last year 
there were two or three precedents citéd for 
the proposed action. Now, if there were such 


precedents, they were cases which were got 
i through ag this bill will be got through, if at 


| action on our future legislation. 


| been unkindly dealt with. 


all, simply because of the deserving character 
and suffering condition of the widows for whom 
they were asked, and not on the ground of 
the general duty that the Government of the 
United Siates owes to its dead soldiers. I beg 


| the House, therefore, to pause before they 
‘ carry on the precedents in this line 


If we 
have already made two or three such prece- 
dents, they were sporadic and exceptional 
cases; and if any gentleman can show that 
this case will be any more exceptional than 
two or three or ten thousand cases that can be 
brought here, I hope he will do it. I hope the 
House will not pass this bill. I hope the 
House will act in view of the effect of this 
Our-pension 
list has now swollen beyond all account, far 
beyond anything ever kuown in the country. 
What was done last winter for the soldiers of 
the war of 1812 and their widows has already 
seta precedent that bas been pressed on all 
sides. There have cometo meand I have pre- 
sented a number of petitions asking that ail 
the soldiers of the Mexican war be let in on 
the same terms as those of the soldiers of the 
war of 1812 are let in; and it would be diffi- 
cult to show any reason why we should not do 
that. 

One word more, and I have done. A large 
number of men have sent letters to me saying 
that they served, some of them through one 
hundred battles. One of them says, ‘It is 
true that I did not get wounded, but Í served 
as faithfully as any man. Why should not I 
have a pension for my services during the late 
war as well as a man who served only sixty 
days, and never was in a battle? I am as 
poor as any of these men.” Now, Task the 
House to consider the case, as it will relate to 
our future action, 

Mr. WHEELER, I would ask the chair- 
man of the committee if he has the petition 
accompanying this bill, and if so, I will ask 
him to have it read, ` 

Mr. MOORE. Ido not think it is neces: 
sary to take up the time of the Honse in 
reading the ‘petition. In my first remarks I 
stated the merits of this case completely and 
the Jaw in reference to it. I wish to remark, 
in regard to the statement of the gentleman 
from Ohio about precedents, thatit is needless 
for gentlemen to speak about precedents, and 
about opening the door to claims. There is 
no possible case that could arise, or at least 
there are no kinds of cases that have occurred 
in the past that have not been examined by 
the Committee on Pensions, and bills passed 
in reference thereto, and passed upon the 
merits of the particular case as it presented 
itself at the time. Should a bill like this pass 
on account of its peculiar merits and of the 
peculiar circumstances connected with the 
case, on account of the extreme age of the 
claimant, from consideration of the fact that 
the pension could not by any possibility long 
be drawn, it would not open the door to the 
claim of anothér widow unless that case in it- 
self appear to be'a particularly grievous one. 
If this House should discover that there was 
a case peculiarly grievous and of great hard- 
ship, why, then, they would not ask for a pre- 
cedent, but would simply come to the relief 
of such a person if they could do so with any 
justice to the country. 

Now, sir, I am not particular about this case, 
but I want the House fully to understand it, 
and I believe they do understand it. This widow 
is now poor, and seventy-odd yearsofage. A 
large petition signed by citizens imploring Con- 
gress to render assistance to this lady is here 
on file, and if the House does not acquiesce in 
granting the prayer of that petition, why the 
committee will not feel at all that they have 
But I do say that 
while there is such a disposition to watch every 
pension case here, it would look well if the 
House should manifest an equal disposition in 
looking after the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment in some othey direction, ‘This small way 
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of talking of saving money to the Treasury of 
tbe United States at the expense of suffering 
claimants upon the country is not manly, it 
seems to me, when there seems to be no special 
scruple about spending large sums in other 
directions. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. When did. the hus- 
band of the petitioner die? 

Mr. MOORE. He died in 1827, in the ser- 
vice of the United States as a master com- 
mandant of the Navy. 

Mr. WHEELER. The chairman of the 
committee will allow me to make one remark. 
I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the manifest distinction between this case and 
the cases cited by the gentleman from Ohio. 
This is a claim fora naval pension. Itis a 
claim to be paid out of a fund which officers 
of the Navy themselves formed by their own 
contributions, amounting to several million 
dollars, which have been covered into the 
Treasury. ‘his lady, I hold, has an equitable 
claim to relief from this fund. It is not sim- 
jlar to the cases referred to by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions [Mr. Moorw] yield to me for a few 
minutes? 

Mr. MOORE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
callthe attention of the House to the excep- 
tional character of the legislation proposed by 
this bill. This is the only case within my 
knowledge where it has been proposed to grant 
a pension to a widow who has remarried, and 
who did not make an application for a pension 
until the death of her second husband. Now, 
the chairmain of the committee, [Mr. Moors, } 
and my colleagues on the committec, will bear 
me witness that I have dealt: most leniently 
and generously with the applicants for pen- 
sions. But, as a Representative here of the 
people, I owe aduty to the tax-payers of this 
country, and that duty is to see that there shall 
be some reasonable limit placed by Congress 
on the passage of pension bills. 

In this case the widow remarried, with 
the law before her at the time, with the knowl- 
edge that her act would deprive her of ob- 
taining a pension; and she lived several years 
with her second husband; then, some time 
after his death, she comes to’ Congress and 
asks for a pension. It is the only case, out of 
thousands and thousandsand tensof thousands 
of widows in the country who have remarried, 
that hasever been brought here. I think Imay 
say that this bill never would have passed 
the committee, never would have been recom- 
mended by the committee, unless it had been 
upou the express understanding and promise 
of the chairman that a statement of the facts 
would be made to the House, and the bill sub- 
mitted upon its merits. 

The legislation proposed by this bill is dan- 
gerous, is exceptional; it opens the door of 
the national Treasury, and no man upon this 
floor can tell to what extent. For these rea- 
“sons, with every disposition to deal generously 
with the widows and soldiers of the country, 


I feel it my solemn doty to the tax-payers of - 


the nation to oppose the passage of this bill. 

Mr. KERR. I wish the gentleman would 
state to the House whether in this claim there 
are any extraordinary circumstances in favor 
of this applicant? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, There are 
none. On the contrary, the long lapse of time, 
and the bigh position which the former husband 
of the widow occupied in the Navy, go to show 
that she has been in comfortable circum- 
stances, and that there has been no pressing 
necessity whatever for this application. If this 
bill shall pass, this widow will get a pension of 
twenty-five dollars a month, and yet she has not 
asked for it for many long years. 

Mr. MOORE. The statement of the gen- 
tleman in regard to the circumstances of this 
applicant is absolutely incorrect. The testi- 


mony in the case is that she is poor, and is 
subsisting upon the help of others. The gen- 
tleman is mistaken in his statement. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. She may be 
poor now. There are thousands and tens of 
thousands of poor widews in this land who, 
if the granting of pensions is based upon the 
circumstance of their poverty, have just as 
high a claim for pensions as this widow. If 
widows who remarry are to have pensions, 
there should be a general bill passed, and 
Congress should not make flesh of one and 
fish of another. Justice requires that they 
should all be treated alike. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Moore] yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. MOORE. I will do so. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam very glad of this discus- 
sion, and only hope that good may come of it, 
not only in reference to this particular case, 
the merits of which [know nothingabout, but 
also that it may effect a reform of this whole 
question. I hold in my hand a communication 


from the representatives of the widows of sol- 


diers of the war of 1812 in the city of New 
York, which I desire to have read by the 
Clerk, as it is directly pertinent. to the subject 
raised by this discussion, 

Mr. MOORE. E do not know that I can 
yield to have that read. 

Mr. WOOD. It willtake buta moment. I 
want the House to understand exactly the 
position of this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Dear Sir: The undersigned, veterans of tho war 
of 1812, and claim agents for the old soldiers and 
widows of such, beg leave to call your attention to 
the pension act passed by Congress February 14, 1871. 
The third section of the law bears very hard on these 
poor old widows, whoso ages ure generally over 
eighty years. The idca that these old people would 
perjure themselves for the sake of cight dollars per 
month, only in prospective, is rather ridiculous. We 
make out their claims, they prove their identity by 
two witnesses who knew them as the widows of the 
soldiers they represent; they sign the claim and 
swear to it before a court of records, as required by 
law. ‘This is vot sufficient for the Commissioner of 
Pensions. He demands such evidence asit is almost 
impossible for one out of one hundred to give, We 
herewith inclose the circular, that you may sec its ab- 
surdity in widows’ cases. We would most respect- 
fully ask your honorable interference in behalf of 
these old widows, and endeavor to have the law 
modified in such a way as will give these old ladies 
a chance to get their pensions under the bounty land 
act of 1855. The Commissioner of Pensions decided 
that two witnesses who knew therm living together 
for the longest number of years as husband and wife, 
and of good repute as such in tho community, was 
sufficient evidence to procuro a land warrant, and 
we should think that is all that ought to be required 
of them to obtain their pensions. In, the hope you 
will take this matter into serious consideration, and 
endeavor to have the Jaw modified so as to give them 
a chance to spend alittle of Uncle Sam’s money in 
their fast declining years, we subseribe ourselves, 

Yours, respectfully, 

General H. RAYMOND, 
Colonel ABRAHAM DALLY, 
No. 4 City Hall Place, New York: City. 


Hon. Ferxanpo Woop, Member of Congress. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., July 7, 1871. 


GENTLEMEN: In the claim of Catharino Yurcks, 
for a widow’s pension, under act of February 14, 
1871, No. 859, proof of her marriage to the soldier 
prior to February 17, 1815,is required. You are in- 
formed that proof upon this point is of value in the 
following order: , 

1. A certified copy of a church or other public 
record. 

9, An affidavit of the officiating clergyman or 
magistrate. f 

3. The testimony of two or more eye witnesses of 
the ceremony. , 

4. Tho testimony of two or more witnesses who 
know the parties to have lived together as husband 
and wife from the date of their alleged marriage, 
the witnesses stating the period during which they 
knew them thus to cohabit. i 

Before any of the lower classes of evidence can be 
accepted, it must be shown by competent testimony 
that none higher can be obtaimed, 

Return this circular with the evidence. 

Very respectfully, aA 

J. H. BAKER, Commissioner. 


DanisL E. Grovux & Co., Present. 

Mr. WOOD. Under the Commissioners 
construction of the law, those aged women are 
required to produce evidence of their marriage, 
which in many instances took place fifty or 


sixty years ago ; consequently the evidence can- 
not be procured; and these poor old women 
are allowed to die in poverty and want in con- 
sequence, either of a defect in the law or a 
misconstruction of it by the Commissioner. I 
call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to this matter, expressing the hope 
that he will at an early day report a bill which 
will give all these widows an opportunity to 
receive the bounty to which they are entitled 
under the law. 

Mr. MOORE. Inowyield to the gentloman 
from Maryland, [Mr. ARCHER. ] 

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, I agree with 
the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Sreer,] so far as his remarks are 
applicable to Army pensions. But, sir, this is 
a naval pension, and stands in an entirely differ- 
ent category from Army pensions. The naval 
pension fund belongs to the officets and seamen 
of the Navyand their survivors. It wasinvested 
for their benefit in United States bonds; anda 
great wrong was done to that fund when in 
July, 1868, the interest was cut down from six 
per cent. annually in gold to three per cent. 
But, sir, that fund belongs to the officers and 
seamen of the Navy and their widows by virtue 
of captures made by the Navy during the late 
war. The fund is pledged to them by statute 
after statute. There is a regulation inthe Navy 
that the law so pledging it be read on board our 
ships every month to the officers and seamen, 
in order to stimulate them to proper exertions 
in behalf of their country. 

Now, this fund belonging to them, and there 
really being a surplus of interest on the fund, 
this widow, as well as all other widows of naval 
officers and seamen of the United States, ought 
to be paid her pension. I.trust that before 
this Congress adjourns it will do an act of jus- 
tice by restoring to this fund the interest which 

roperly belongs to it—six per cent. in gold. 

Mr. MOORE. Inow yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Brrp.] 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, there is a prin- 
ciple involved in this bill which neither money 
nor any other consideration should at all influ- 
ence or interfere with. It matters not what 
the wealth of thenaval fund may be. Undoubt- 
edly this great Government has control of a 
sufficient amount of taxable property to raise 
a fund for poor suffering widows if they need 
it. That, therefore, is not the consideration. 
If this class of females deserve any consider- 
ation at our hands, tet us raise the necessary 
funds; let us place in the Treasury that where- 
with their necessities may ever be answered. 

But as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] has suggested, the important question 
for our consideration is, shall we open this 
door, which will, to a great extent, exhaust the 
‘Treasury, and that very rapidly? I have now 
been upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 
for two years; and I know that a very great 
many cases of this character are constantly 
being pressed. This very committee is now 
about to report adversely upon the case of Ida 
Richardson, a poor washerwoman of the sev- 
enth congressionai districtof Indiana, for whose 
reliefa bill was introduced by the gentleman 
from that district, [Mr. Maxsox.] The com- 
mittee propose to report adversely upou her 
case because, forsooth, with the law before her, 
she remarried, as did the widow who is to be 
benefited by the pending bill, What is the 
difference between the two cases? Both are 
widows, and both have remarried with the law 
staring them in the face, and declaring that 
thereby they forfeit their pensions and all claim 
to a pension thereafter. I haveas much sym- 
pathy for this class as bave any others, perhaps 
more than many; and if the House should see 
fit to pass favorably upon this case, I shall 
speedily notify all those against whom I have 
made adverse reports to come kere with their 
applications for pensions, and I shail urge that 
they be allowed. f f 

Mr. ARCHER. The difference between this 


“ease and that spoken of hy the gentleman from 


440 


January 17, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


New Jersey [Mr. Brrp] can be very clearly 
illustrated by reading a few lines from the act 
of 1799, regulating these naval pensions—an 
act which is still in force. 

I will read first from the law approved March 
2, 1799: 

- ‘Sze. 9, That all the money accruing, or which 
has already accrued, from the sale of prizes, shall 

e and remain forever a fund for the payment of the 
half pay to the officers and seamen who may be en- 
titled to receive the same; andif the said fund shall 
be insufficient for this purpose, the public faith is 
hereby pledged to make up the deficiency; but if it 
should be more than sufficient, the surplus shall be 
applied. as Congress may hereafter direct by law, to 
the making of further provision for the comfort of 
the disabled officers, seamen, and marines, and for 
such as may not be disabled, who may merit by 
their bravery, or their long and faithfu} services, 
the gratitude of their country. 

“Sno, 10. That the said fund shall be-under the 
management and direction of the Sceretary of the 
Navy, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Sec- 
retary of War,.forthe time being, who are hereby 
authorized to receive all such sums as the United 
States may be entitled to from the sale of prizes, and 
to invest the same, and the interest arising there- 
from, in such of the six per cent. or otber stock of 
the United States, as a majority of them from time 
to time shalldetermine to be the most advantageous; 
and it shall be the duty of the said commissioners to 
lay before Congress every year, in tho first weck of 
their annual meeting, a minute and correct state- 
mentof their proceedings in relation to the manage- 
ment of said fund.” 


A resolution regulating the investment of 
the naval pension fund, approved July 1, 1864, 
is in these words: 


“That the Secretary of the Navy, as trustee of the 
naval pension fund, be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be invested in the registered 
securities of the United States,on the Ist day of 
January and the ist day of July of each year, so 
much of the said fund then in the ‘Treasury of the 
United States as may not be required for the pay- 
mentof naval pensions for the then current fiscal 
year; and, upon the requisition of the said Secre- 
tary, so much of the said fund as may be not required 
for such payment of pensions accruing during the 
current fiscal year shall be held in the Treasury on 
the days aforesaid in cach year subject to his order 
for the purpose of snch immediate investment: 
and the interest, payable in coin, upon the said 
securities in which the said fund shall be invested, 
shall bo s0 paid when due to the ordor of the Scere- 
tary of the Navy, and he is hereby authorized and 
directed to exchange the amount of such interest, 
when paid in coin, for so much of the legal currency 
of the United States as may be obtained therefor at 
the current rates of premium on gold, and to deposit 
the said interest so converted in the Treasury to the 
credit of the said naval pension fund: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to interfere with the payment of naval pensions 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior as now regulated by law.” 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
a moment. 


Allow me 


Mr. MOORE, I cannot yield further, I 
have but one word more to say. It hus been 
repeated so often that this opens a new door 
I am compelled to say it is not true. Gentle- 
men are mistaken in this regard. Pensions, 
under peculiarly distressing circumstances, 
have been granted before. When the first one 
was granted was the time to talk about open- 
ing the door. Every door has been opened. 
Because a washerwoman cannot bring any 
proof in reference to her case, which will 
justify us in introducing a biil for her relief, 
is no reason why the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions should not allow a bill for the relief 
of some other woman who is not a washer- 
woman. This is an aged woman, who is now 
living upon the charity of other people. If 
this House grants her a pension, it will be 
for a few years only. She raised her family 
under difficult circumstances. She labored 
faithfully to educate them. She was the wife 
ofa gallant soldier who died in the service of 
the country, It is a small thing she asks at 
the hands of the House. This bill passed last 
Congress under the supervision of Mr. Ben- 
jamin, of Missouri, the chairman of a com- 
mittee never suspected of being too liberal in 
granting pensions. It went to the other House, 
but failed to be acted on. It was re-referred 
at this session, and we could not be less liberal 
than the committee complained of during the 
last Congress. 

As the question has been sufficiently: venti- 
lated, I now demand the previous question, 


P 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope that will 
not be done. ; 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
62, noes 66. 

Mr. MOORE demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Moors, and 
Mr Garrel of Ohio, were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 73, noes 60. 

So the previous question was seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put. 

Mr. SPICER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order during 
the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order to 
move to refer it to a Committee of the Whole 


House? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the previous 
question is operating. Ifthe previous question 
be not seconded or called after the engross- 
ment of the bill, it will be in order to recom- 
mit or send the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MOORE. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In order to have the bill 
engrossed I move to adjourn, and on that 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As it seems my 
demand for the reading of the engrossed bill 
will only cause delay, I withdraw it. In my 
judgment, one of the bills already reported 
and passed this morning will take out of the 
Treasury $20,000,000. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. z 

Mr. KERR demanded the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 107, nays 85, not voting 
47; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Averill, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Biggs, James G. Blair, George 
M. Brooks, Buckley, Buflinton, Benjamin F, But- 
ler, Roderick R. Butler, Carroll, William T. Clarke, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Conger, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Don- 
nan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Getz, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Hawley, Gerry W, Hazle- 
ton, John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, Mc- 
Grew, McHenry, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Mon- 
roe, Moore. Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck. Pendleton, Perce, Bli Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Porter, Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, 
Randall, Bilis H. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sawyer, 
Sceley, Sessions, Shanks, Shoemaker, Slocum, Sloss, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stow- 
ell, Tafie, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Twichell, 
Upson, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, Warren, Wil- 
Jard, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New York, 
and Wood--107. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Barry, 
Beck, Bell, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, 
James Brooks, Burchard. Burdett, Caldwell, Co- 
burn, Comingo, Cotton. Crossland, Darrall, Davis, 
Dawes, Dickey, Du Bose, Duke, Eldridge, Ely, 
Finkelnburg, Forker, Garfield, Garrett, Golladay, 
Griffith, Hambleton, Hanks, Harper, George E. 
Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Hereford, Hol- 
man, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lewis, Manson, MeCor- 
mick, McIntyre, McKee, McNeely, Merrick, Mitch- 
ell, Morgan, Niblack, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Aaron F. Perry, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Scofield, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Slater, R. Milton 
Speer, Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Suther- 
land, Terry, Turner, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Walden, Waldron, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
John T. Wilson, and Young—$5. 

NOT VO'TING—Messrs. Adams, Banks, Barnum, 
Bigby, Bright, Campbell, Freeman Clarke, Creely, 
Critcher, De Large, Dox, Edwards, Iiliott, Farns- 
worth, Henry D. Foster, Haie, Harmer, Hay, Hays, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Kelley, Kendall, Kinsella, Leach, 
McCrary, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morey, 
Morphis, Platt, Robinson, Rusk, Sargent, Shober, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, St. John, Swann, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Voorhees, Wad- 
qel, Whecler, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Winches- 
ter—47. 


So the bill was passed. 


I ask for the 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. MeCLELLAND said: I am desired hy 
Mr. WADDELL, of North Carolina, to state that 
he is absent on account of sickness, 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. Horace Porter, Private Secretary to 
the President, announced to the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 774) to establish post 
roads; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 777) to establish post 
roads, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from tbe Senate, by Mr. Gor- 
HAM, its Secretary, informed the House that 
the Senate had passed, without amendment, a 
bill of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1051) to change the times 
for holding district and circuit courts of the 
United States for the western district of Vir- 
ginia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I have 
another bill to report from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] represents a privileged 
committee, and the morning hour having ex- 
pired, the Chair recognizes that gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the following reso- 
lution: , 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be authorized to employ a messenger, until other- 


wise ordered, at the same compensation as the mes- 
senger to the Committee on Appropriations, 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I object. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1878, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed, and that it be made the special 
order for Tuesday of next week, after the 
morning hour, and from day to day until dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. T desire to reserve 
all points of order on the bill. 

The motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, was 
agreed to. 

ALABAMA ELECTION. 


Mr. HOAR, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be 
authorized to require and obtain from the officers 
of the State of Alabama having custody thereof 
the original ballots cast at the election held on the 
8th November, 1870, at the precincts of Uchee, Sil- 
ver Run, Hartville, Glennville, and Trawick’s, or 
Hime’s, in the county of Russell, and State of Ala- 
bama, and also the original ballot-boxes at said pre- 


| cincts at said election, or duly authenticated records 


thereof, 
PAYMENT OF DUPLICATE CHECKS. 

Mr. BECK. The Committee of Ways and 
Means have directed me to report a bill au- 
thorizing duplicate checks to be issued for 
small amounts, so that soldiers and others 
may get their pay. I hope there will be no 
objection to it. I report it as a substitute for 
the House bill No. 863. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute alone will 
be reported, unless objection is taken. 
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There was no objection; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1061) to authorize the payment of dupli- 
cate cheeks of disbursing officers was received 
and read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The biil was read. The first section pro- 
vides that in place of original checks when 
lost, stolen, or destroyed the disbursing offi- 
cers or agents of the United States are author- 
ized at the expiration of six months from the 
date of such checks to issue duplicate checks, 
and the Treasurer, Assistant Treasurer, and 
designated depositaries of the United States 
are directed to pay such checks drawn in pur- 
suance of law by such officers or agents upon 
notice and proof of the loss of the original check 
or checks under such regulations in regard to 
their issue and payment, aud upon the execution 
of such bonds with sureties to indemnify the 
United States, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe, provided that this act shall not 
apply to any check exceeding in amount the 
sum of $1,000. ‘The second section provides 
that in case the disbursing officer or agent by 
whom such lost, stolen, or destroyed original 
check was issued be dead or no longer in the 
service of the United States, it shall be the duty 
of the proper accounting officer, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe, to state an account and issue 
duplicate in favor of the check-owner of such 
original check for the amount thereof ; but all 
the restrictions prescribed by the first section 
of this act shall be required and complied with 
before the duplicate check can be issued under 
this section. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to ask the gentleman 
who reports this bill whether it is intended to 
have a retroactive effect? 

Mr. BECK, I will explain to the House in 
a few words the object of this bill. The first 
section is exactly word for word a copy of a 
bill passed at the first session of this Congress 
applicable to pensious, without any variation 
whatever, and isthe same bill which was passed, 
coming from the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the last Congress at the last session 
of that Congress, but which was modified in 
the Senate so as to make it apply to additional 
bounties. his bill simply makes it apply to 
checks not exceeding in amount $1,000. 

This was found to be the fact, that in the 
Paymaster General’s department, and in all 
other Departments, checks would be lost, 
duplicates for which cannot be issued. For 
instance, I hold in my hand a number belong- 
ing to soldiers from Wisconsin, which Mr. 
Hodges, who was tried_as a defaulter, pre- 
tended to have sent. These men never got 
their pay and cannot get it, as under the regu- 
lations which now exist no duplicate check can 
issue except for pensions or additional bounty. 

The Paymaster General of the Army has 
sent a communication urging the passage of 
this bill. The Second Comptroller has also 
furnished me with a statement showing that 
this bill is indispensable, that until within two 
years they were in the habit of issuing dupli 
cate checks under the law of 1857, and that 
under the guards and restrictions provided by 
the Treasury Department there had not been a 
dollar lost to the Government since 1857, up 
to this time, under the system. I have copies 
of the bonds, affidavits, and forms required, 
which seem to be perfect. 

The second section is one put in at the sug- 
gestion of one of my colleagues on the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to cover this state of 
things. There were enumerators of the cen- 
sus to whom money was sent in checks, but 
those officers are now out of the employment 
of the Government, and therefore we author- 
ize the disbursing officers of the Treasury to 
close up that class of cases in the same way 
and subject to the same conditions. They 
have been issuing these checks for sums not 
exceeding $500. ‘The Committee of Ways and 
Means thought it safe to allow them to be 


issued for amounts not exceeding $1,000. 
That seemed to be the opinion of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the last Con- 
gress, and it is the unanimous opinion of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the present 
Congress. It seems also to be the desire of 
all the Departments which I have consulted— 
the. Secretary of the Treasury, the Second 
Comptroller, the Paymaster General, and such 
other officials as I thought knew best about 
these things. They were unanimous, not only 
in their recommendations of the passage of 
this law, but in urging it as a matter of abso- 
lute justice, especially to sailors and soldiers 
and small claimants, who cannot, under the 
existing regulations, draw a dollar unless this 
law passes. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I desire to know whether 
this bill will reach the case of a check sent last 
summer by Colonel Hodges? 

Mr. BECK. The bill relates to all that 
class of claims. : 

Mr. KILLINGER. Then it meets a case 
in point which I have received this morning. 

Mr. BECK. Those were really the special 
cases which required the passage of this bill. 

Mr. KILLINGER. The bill is perfectly 
right and ought to pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this law now in 


force? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; no duplicate can 
issue except for pension and additional bounty 
under the existing law. It is limited to that. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. BECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL, 


Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, requested to transmit to this House any 
information he may have, not heretofore given, 
relative to the condition of the Louisville and Port- 
land canal. 


Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BARNEY M. SMITH. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task unanimous consent 
to submit the following preamble and resolu- 
tion for consideration at this time: 


Whereas there was produced in evidence before | 
a special committee of this House to investigate 
alleged frauds in-the Paymaster General’s office, in 
1867, a paymaster’s check on the Assistant Treasurer | 
of the United States at New York, payable to Bar- į 
ney M. Smith, private of company M, e 
States infantry, or on his order, for $177 72, and said 


tenth United | $ 
| recommending in said document that the Presi- 


check is now believed to bo among the papers and | 


records pertaining to said special committee, in tho | 
custody of theClerk of this House: Now, therefore, ; 
Be itresolved by the House of Representatives, That į 
the Clerk ofthis House be, and is hereby, authorized | 
to remove said check from the files and deliver the i 
same to said Barney M. Smith, orto his duly author- | 
ized altorney in fact, to be hereafter appointed, 
taking a proper receipt for the same, and retaining 
a copy in place of the check so delivered up. i 
Just one word on this subject. I submit l 
this resolution at the instance of the gentle- | 
man who was the chairman of that committee, 
a gentleman then representing a district of the | 
State of New York, Mr. Lincoln. This cheek | 
was produced before that committee as one | 
link in the chain of testimony proposed to es- 
tablish a certain point. That check was never 
returned. The only object of this resolution 
is to authorize the Clerk of this House to take | 
the check from the files and return it to the ; 
one to whom it belongs. , i 
The preamble and resolution were adopted. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND OFFICE REPORT. 


_ Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there: be 
printed five thousand copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for 1870, 
of which three thousand copies shall be for the use 
of the House, one thousand for the Senate, and. one 
thousand for the land department, 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPORTATIONS, 


Mr. PRICE, from the same committee, also 
reported the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That thére be printed for the use of the 
House one thousand extra copies of the communica- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury in references to 
importations used in the arts and manufactures of 
the United States. ‘ 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BIENNIAL REGISTER, 


Mr. PRICE, from the same committee, also 
reported the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there bo 

rinted_one thousand extra copies of the United 

tates Biennial Register for the year 1871. 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STAMPED ENVELOPES. 


Mr. PRICE. I am also instracted by the 
same committee to report back a petition 
of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 
and also a petition of sundry citizens of Mar- 
shalltown, Iowa, on the subject of the sale of 
stamped envelopes by the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and to move that the committee be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. SNAPP. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following preamble and resolution, 
and to have the same referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union: 

Whereas, on December 18, 1871, a commission com- 


posed of seven men addressed a document, called 
a “report,” tothe President of the United States, 


dont of these United States adopt a set of rules, 
numbering thirteen, framed by these seven men 
called a “commission ;” and whereas in said rules 
there isa recommendation thatan “advisory board” 
be appointed by the President. and in addition 
thereto that “the President designate three persons 
in each department of the public service to serve as 
a board of examiners” to permit men to enter tho 
public service: Therefore, i ; 
Be it resolved, That itis not expedient that said 
recommendation be adopted, and that such recom- 
mendation does not meet the approvalof this House, 
nor do we believe that said rules and report meet 
the approval of the people of these United States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think this resolution 
should be acted upon now. : 

Mr. DAWES. `I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Syavr] is desirous 
of addressing the Committee of the Whole 
upon this subject. If this resolution shall be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, I will in a few moments 
move to go into Committee of the Whole to 
give him that opportunity- 

Mr. MAYNARD. Would it not be better 
for this resolution to be referred to the Cam- 
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mittee on the Reorganization of the Civil 
Service? À 
Mr. DAWES.. Ido not know of anything 
special for the House to consider at this time. 
Mr. CONGER. Would it be proper to move 
to refer this resolution to the special Com- 
mittee on the Reorganization of the Civil Ser- 


vice? : 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union would take precedence. The res- 
olution, however, is not yet received, either 
for reference or any other purpose. Is there 
objection to receiving the resolution for the 

urpose of reference to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. SHELDON. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido notsee why there should 
be any objection to referring the resolution to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. SHELDON] objects, and the resolu- 
tion is not before the House. 


SULPHUR MINING-—-PLATE GLASS. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I am directed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to report back 
two bills with a recommendation that they lie 
on the table; and also to report at the same 
time a bill as a substitute for them. 

The SPEAKER. The titles of the bills 
which the gentleman reports back will be read. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 807) to allow the Calcasieu Sul- 
phur Mining Company of New Orleans to import 
certain machinery free of duty. 

bill (H, R. No. 424) to permit, the importation 
without duty of machinery for polishing and grind- 
ing plate glass. 

The SPEAKER. These bills, if there be 
be no objection, will be laid on the table. The 
title of the bill reported as a substitute, and 
which, unless objection be made, will be treated 
as an original bill, will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (IL. R. No. 1062) to admit certain machinery 
imported from foreign countries free of duty. 

The bill, which was read, provides in the 
first section that the Calcasieu Sulphur Mining 
Company, of New Orleans, be permitted to 
import free of duty, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 
certain machinery and accompanying imple- 
ments, for the purpose of, and to be used only 
in making a series of experiments in mining 
for sulphur in the parish of Calcasieu, State 
of Louisiana, provided that the value of such 
importation shall not exceed $25,000, and that 
the machinery and implements be imported 
within two years from the passage of this act. 
The second section provides that it shall be 
lawful for the period of two years for any 
person or company actually engaged in the 
manufacture of plate glass in the United 
States to import free of duty, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall prescribe, necessary machinery for 
polishing and grinding such plate glass, and 
to be by themselves actually used for this 
purpose. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Thisbill, whichthe com- 
mittee have unanimously instructed me to re- 
port, embodies the substance of the two bills 
which have been laid upon the table—one pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Louisiana, [ Mr. 
SHELDON, ] and the other by my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Kerr.] The first section of the bill which 
we have framed authorizes a company that is 
mining for sulphur in the State of Louisiana 
to import certain peculiar machinery (not man- 
ufactured or likely to be manufactured in this 
country) for the purpose of penetrating a layer 
of several hundred feet, mostly of quicksand. 
‘The expenditure in this enterprise has already 
been considerable. If it shallresult in finding 
a deposit of sulphur, which is believed by scien- 
tific men to exist there, it will be agreat aequi- 
sition to the material interests of the country, 
If it does not, it will be a great loss to the par- 


t 


ties engaged in the enterprise. As it comes in 
conflict with no industry of this country, it was 
deemed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
just and sound policy to allow these parties to 
import certain machinery used for similar pur- 
poses by miners in Belgium. That is the sub- 
stance of the first section. 

The second section relates toa manufacture 
which has never been successfully inaugurated 
in this country, but which some parties are 
now attempting to inaugurate in the State of 
Indiana—the manufacture of plate glass. In 
seeking to establish this manufacture they de- 
sire to import certain machinery used for this 
purpose in France, to enable them to perfect 
their experiment, the machinery being in this 
case, as in the other, not produced or likely 
to be produced in this country, certainly not 
until the manufacture here shall be demon- 
strated to bea success. For these reasons the 
committee unanimously recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill I have presented. Ifthere are 
no questions to be asked, I will demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Thegentleman has 
stated tbat the bill is unanimously recom- 
mended by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Am I mistaken in that? 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Itis but justice to 
myself to say that I was not in favor of the 
bill in the committec, but voted against it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I owe the House 
and the gentleman an apology. I certainly 
thought the report was unanimous. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope the gentle- 
man will allow me a few moments to say why 
I opposed the bill in committee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Certainly. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not believe in this special relief legislation. 
A few days ago we had before us a bill to re- 
lieve ship-builders from the high tariff duties 
upon ship-building materials. Yesterday we 
passed a bill, relieving, in favor of citizens of 
Chicago, tariff duties on house building mate- 
rials. To-day we have presented to us a bill 
to relieve certain manufacturing companies 
from the duty upon machinery; and if Iam 
correctly informed, there are other bills of a 
similar nature now pending or on their way 
to this House. 

Now, all this special relief legislation against 
high duties, this system of protection against 
protection, in my opinion is wrong in princi- 
ple. We ought to go to the bottom of these 
troubles, remove the source of the evil, and 
make such a moderate but general reduction 
of tariff duties as the revenue industry and 
credit of the country will permit us to make. 
When some influential aud powerful indus- 
try is hurt by the tariff, it comes here and has 
influence enough to prevail on Congress for a 
special relief bill; but the balance of the people 
are Jeft to bear the burden as best they may. 
If it relieves ship-builders to have cheap ship- 
building materials, to have cheap cordage, 
lumber, and copper, then it will relieve every 
otherindustry in the land using those materials. 
If it will aid the citizens of Chicago to have 
cheap house-building materials, then it will aid 
every village, town, and city throughout the 
west which are being built to-day, or are to be 
built hereafter. If itaidsthis glass manufac- 
tory, or this sulphur company, to have cheap 
machinery, then it will aid every other manu- 
factory in the land which uses machinery. So, 
then, every argument in favor of this special 
tariff legislation is also an argument in favor 
of general reduction. 

Mr. MAYNARD, Iwish to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that so far as the general principle involved in 
this bill is concerned, I do not propose to go 
into any general discussion of it at this time. 
These are exceptional cases; they are the ex- 
ceptions which prove the rule. And as tothe 
merits of these particular exceptional cases 
proposed to be made by this bill, I will yield 
to my colleague on the committee from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Kerr, ] who represents the district 


where this glass manufactory has been estab- 
lished. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
a few words only on this bill. I agree most 
heartily in nearly everything said by my col- 
league on the committee, from Missouri, [ Mr. 
FINKELNBURG,] in reference to the general 
principle that should be observed in tariff 
legislation, and in general disapproval of this 
kind of special legislation, but 1 do not agree 
with him in what appears to be on h's part a 
misapprehension, if not an insinuatinn. He 
intimated that these two industries ave pow- 
erful, and come here, and by reason of their 
power bave been able to secure a favorable 
recommendation on the subject of this bill. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Ibope the gentle- 
man did not misunderstand me. I do not 
refer to these two particular industries, but in 
general to powerful interests coming here and 
securing special legislation in their behalf. 

Mr. KERR. l am glad my friend from 
Missouri did not refer to these two in that 
allusion, because they neither came here nor 
attempted to exercise any influence whatever. 
So far as he refers to. others fully established, 
long existing, or even ever so recently estab- 
lished in the country, and having ability to 
exercise influence and power here, I agree 
with all the gentleman said. We have all seen 
the great evils and gross.wrongs brought about 
in legislation by such agencies, and no man 
condemns them more heartily than I do. I 
want our present ill-conceived and scandal- 
ously unjust and oppressive tariff reformed, 
completely and effectually, in the interests of 
the revenue and of the suffering people. I 
hope this session of Congress will not adjourn 
until itis accomplished. And in doing this 
all rings and combinations of corrupt and self- 
ish men should be indignantly repelled and 
rebuked. 

But, in reference to these two measures, 
because practically they are two, I have only 
to say that of plate glass, ordinarily called 
French plate glass, there is no manufactory 
in this country. Two or three times attempts 
have been made to establish this industry, but 
always thus far they have been abandoned as 
unsuccessful and impracticable. But now, an 
enterprising company, organized a few years 
ago for the manufacture of ordinary glass, in 
the city of New Albany, in which I reside, have 
determined they will venture their capital and 
energy in another attempt to establish the suc- 
cessful manufacture of French plate glass. In 
order to commence that manufacture they are 
compelled by the necessity which surrounds 
them to import their machinery from France, 
because itis not made in America. Their en- 
terprise isa mere experiment so far as it re- 
lates to this kind of glass. It may, or it may 
not.succeed. If it succeeds after the first single 
importation of this machinery, this bill will 
have no further effect. The previous attempts 
have been failures, and these intelligent men 
hazard another effort with the chances against 
them. They ask to be relieved from the pay- 
ment of duty on the necessary machinery to 
be used in the polishing and grinding of this 
plate glass, that machinery to be used in this 
business alone. And thatis all there is in this 
part of the bill. Itis a plain and simple matter. 
It needs no elaboration to make it clear. 

Tn reference to the other part of the bill, I 
have this to say: there are supposed to be 
large and valuable deposits of sulphur in the 
parish of Caleasien, in Louisiana. It is said 
by geologists of competence and learning, tha 
it does exist there in great quantities, but. 
such great depths below the surface of tł 
earth, some five hundred feet, beneath vas 
formations or deposits of sand and gravel, that 
only a peculiar kind of machinery can be suc- 
cessfully used to develop the existence of this 
sulphur. This machinery is only made in Hol- 
land and Belgium, where, for like purposes, 
very deep borings have to be made and through 
similar deposits. It becomes important, there- 
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fore, for persons attempting to reach this de- 
posit in Louisiana, to avail themselves of the 
aid of such machinery, No other can be used 
effectively. Itis not manufactured in Amer- 
ica. but must be imported. Hence the appli- 
cation in this case to import it free of duty. 
It is only made in the countries named, so far 
as I know, and it is indispensable for such 
deep borings through such deposits of sand 
and gravel. f 

Now, I do think, Mr. Speaker, that both 
these cases are sufficiently exceptional and 
meritorious to justify the enactment of these 
measures at once, without waiting for the 
general tariff bill to be brought in. It is only 
for these special reasons that I, free-trader 
or revenue-reformer as I am, agree to these 
bills, and it is for those reasons I think they 
ought to be passed by this House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 will for a moment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say that the effect of this bill will be felt only 
at two points at present, one in Louisiana and 
the other in Missouri. 

Mr. BECK. Indiana. 

Mr. KELLEY. In Indiana, possibly. We 
have never been able to make plate glass, 
because the several ingredients could not be 
found in sufficiently close proximity, until an 
immense deposit of every ingredient save one 
required, not only for the manufacture but the 
polishing of such glass, had been found on the 
borders of the district of the gentleman from 
Missouri, (Mr. FINKELNBURG, ] al Plattin creek. 
There all of them but corandum were found 
in more marvelous abundance and proximity 
than they have been found elsewhere. A com- 
pany has been organized for the purpose of 
making these deposits available. This com- 
pany, when about to establish works on Plat- 
tin creek, employed geologists and mineral- 
ogists of rare ability and industry to go through 
the mountains of western North Carolina, 
where it was reported corundum was some- 
times found. Iholdin my hand what will be 
a matter of curiosity to every gentleman on 
this floor, a piece of corundum, such as 1 bad 
never been able to obtain before, and beg 

“leave to say that it comes from a mine in which 
it is found in place and in immense quantities, 
so that we shall probably now be able to manu- 
facture plate glass, even with the high wages of 
America, at less cost than it can be made else- 
where with the relatively low wages of other 
countries. 

What is wanting for the accomplishment of 
this desirable objectis machinery, and this bill 
proposes to admit for one year machinery 
adapted to this purpose free of duty, so that 
this company may import working models, 
which will be subject to the inspection of ac- 
complished machinists of St. Louis, so that 
after this year the machine-shops of that city 
may supply the manufacturers of plate glass 
in this country with their machinery. The 
case from Louisiana is almost identical with it. 
There is there an immense deposit of sulphur, 
so placed that it requires peculiar machinery, 
hitherto unknown to our mechanies, to remove 
it, And in order to develop this great mineral 
deposit in one of the southern States the com- 
mittee determined to recommend that the 
machinery for that purpose should also- be 
introduced free of duty for one year, in order 
that the American machinist may also have 
working models of that machinery before him. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I now yield to the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Dawes. | 

Mr. DAWES. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that 
my associates on the committee will pardon 
me for saying that I deprecate this premature 
discussion. As regards the two bills which 
have been consolidated, and which are now 
before the House, I gave them my support for 
the very reason for-which ihe gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. FINKELNBURG] gives them his 
opposition. The gentleman contesses that they 
will relieve the particular industry coucerned, 
and to that extent promote that industry in this 
country, furnish employment for the laborer, 
develop the resources of the country, and give 
employment for capital. But be says that he 
is opposed to this because, if thatis true with 
reference to this particular measure or this 
particular industry, it would be true if we 
passed a univeral law just like this, applicable 
to everything. And the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Kerr] gives the bill his supsort, not- 
withstanding that he agrees with that doctrine. 
Such being the position of these gentlemen, 
associates of mine on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, my other colleague, my learned 
and distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. KELLEY, ] rallies to the defense of the 
great principle of protection at this early stage; 
and I was aboutto say, if I can have the gentle- 
man’s ear—— 

Me. KELLEY. Youhaveit, sir. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. DAWES. That there is a good deal 
of wisdom in the old adage, that “it is not 
wise to leap until you come to the stile.” We 
are endeavoring in our committee to see if it 
be possible to so reduce the revenue of the 
country by the amount of fifty or a hundred 
million dollars—it may be more or less—con- 
sistently with the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and paying the proper proportion 
of the public debt, as on the one hand not to 
slay, and on the other hand to relieve and 
revive as many industries of the country as pos- 
sible. If my friend from Missouri [Mr. FINK- 
BLNBURG] and my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] have arrived already at the conclusion, 
so that they see the process by which with 
one horizontal stroke all this thing can be ac- 
complished, L am gratified, exceedingly grati- 
fied, that they have done so and are prepared 
immediately to make announcement thereof 
to the House and to the country. 

To me, Mr. Speaker, it has been a more 
difficult task. I have found, in the little ex- 
amination I have been able to make of the 
great subject of the revenue and of tariff and 
of protection and of free trade, that the rami- 
fications of industries and investments of capi- 
tal, and paths of industry and fields of enter- 
prise, are infinite almost, and, like the meshes 
of. a network, itis impossible to touch them at 


‘one point without their being affected all over 


the country; and I confess to my utter incom- 
petency to tlie task to which I havebecn, unfor- 
tunately, assigned. If it be possible for other 
gentlemen of the committee to have seen so 
clearly the method by one horizontal stroke 
to reach that great end, it is utterly impossible 
for me to even come to any intelligent conclu- 
sion upon that ground, the ground which the 
gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman 
from Indiana announced here so confidently 
as being already attained. 

Now, while it is truc, as the gentleman from 
Missouri says, that by taking off the duty upon 
a particular machine that is to be imported 
into Louisiana for the purpose of penetrating 
a shaft four hundred and fifty feet, through 
quicksands, to a great bed of wealth now 
buried under the surface, it will relieve and 
develop an industry, bring it to the surface, 
employ many hands and much capilal, and 
bring to the wealth of the country a great addi- 
tion, I do not myself, sir, see that it follows 
that by adopting that same line and taking the 
duties off everything it will accomplish that 
result as to everything else. There is such a 
thing as slaying as well as such a thing as 
reviving. And while I make these remarks 
merely to deprecate this forestalling of the 
action of the committee by the committee 
itself in this discussion of the principles upon 
which. any review of the tarif in connection 
with the reduction of duties in the one place 
and the repealing of them in others, to me it 
seems to be so difficult a question, involving 


so many interests, that I cannot see my way. 
clear at this moment to announce without 
qualification that I can as well take the duties 
off every industry and every investment. of. 
capital as I can take the duties off these arti- 
cles; because, sir, while I have the same pur- 
pose in view that my friend from Missouri has, 
to so shape legislation that it shall give new 
vigor and new. strength to every industry and 
every labor in the land, and new. safeguards to 
every investment of capital, I can see that 
while it can be done at one point by the prin- 
ciple of free trade, the principle of free trade 
applied in the same manner at another point 
would work death and desolation in the coun- 
try. 

Keeping in view, with the gentleman from 
Missouri, a single end, namely, that which he 
aunounced, the protection of American indus- 
try, and, if he cares to have it so, against protec- 
tion itself, I will go hand inhand with him for 
protecting American industry against protec- 
tion; and I am for protecting American indus- 
try against freetrade. At one point it must 
be protected by free trade, and at another point 
it must be protected by what is commonly de- 
nominated protection itself. Where and when 
and how far, is the problem; and for us to say 
here in advance that because we can bring to 
the surface and add to the industries of the 
country a vast hidden wealth by taking off these 
duties, therefore taking off all duties will pro- 
duce a like result as to all other industries is 
an announcement I, for one, do not see my 
way clear to make to the country. 

Now, a word in reference to this matter of 
the new machinery to be used in the manu- 
facture of plate glass. My friend from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Kurr] advocated this bill upon the 
ground that this isa new industry in this coun- 
try, existing nowhere else in the country but 
at the point he indicated, and that there is no 
process or machinery in the country able to do 
this work, and therefore he desires to have 
the duties taken off this machinery in order 
to introduce it here. Now, he is mistaken 
in fact. Right in my own district they are 
to-day manufacturing frames for machines for 
the manufacture of this very article, and they 
are manufactuting plate glass within six miles 
of my own residence that will compete in any 
market of the world with any article produced 
by any foreign manufacturer. And yet, sir, I 
am in favor of this bill. If there is abroa 
any machine or any process that will do the 
work better than it can be done now, even 
at the manufacturing establishment I have 
referred to, I want to see it brought here, and 
brought here free of duty, because every such 
effort of enterprise will find work for many 
hands, and will find investment for much cap- 
ital, and along with it will come all the train 
of advantages that follow in the footsteps of 
profitable investment and frugal industry in 
this land. 

My theory is, by the help of free trade and 
by the help of duties, hand in hand, hand- 
maids in this work, we are to solve this great 
problem. Bat he who looks to free trade 
alone, as well as he who looks to protection 
alone, in the common acceptation of the term, 
falls far shott, in my judgment, of compre- 
hending the true method of bringing up this 
country to an independence of all the other 
countries of the world in its manufactures, in 
its investment of capital, in its employment 
of machinery, in its use of water-power, and 
all the thousand infinite variety of means by 
which man, in the diversity of trade and of 
employment, develops himself and his coun- 
try and his race. 

Tam for this bill, and for it for the very 
reason that my distinguished friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Fixkernpure] says he is opposed 
to it. But while I am for it, I cannot follow 
him in the idea that if it be good for this pro- 
cess it is good for every other industry in the 


land. 
Mr, FINKELNBURG. One word by way 
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of correction. Either I was very unfortunate 
in the choice of my words when I was upon 
the floor before, or the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has sadly misunder- 
stood me. I did not say, nor intend to convey 
the idea, that I had arrived at a solution of 
the tariff problem by any means. I am but 
a patient laborer upon the subject, the diffi- 
culties and responsibilities of which I recog- 
nize as well as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, Nor am I, as the gentleman has repre- 
sented me, or perhaps as his remarks might be 
understood, in favor of striking all duties off 
machinery and the other articles mentioned. 
But I am opposed to making certain kinds of 
machinery free, in an exceptional way, before 
we, in the committee or in this House, have 
arrived at a proper point where we may reduce 
all duties on machinery, if it can be done with 
due reference to the revenues of the country 
and to the credit and industry of the country. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I had not expected, 
when I introduced this small bill, to open up 
a general discussion on the tariff question. It 
being a measure which commanded the support 
of my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] as 
well as of my friend from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KELLEY,] I thought it would pass unchal- 
enged through the House from any quarter. 
The bill in its effect is simply this: it is pro- 
posed by certain parties to inaugurate two 
new industries in the country, the manufac- 
ture of plate glass and the mining of sulphur, 
two articles which the commerce of the coun- 
try depends chiefly and largely for upon foreign 
supply. Parties who are engaged in these 
experiments will invest large sums of money 
on their own account, which, for reimburse- 
ment, will depend upon the success of these 
experiments. If the experiments shall prove 
successful, then, as I have said, the country 
will gain largely; if unsuccessful, the parties 
engaged in the oa aaah ae will have lost very 
heavily, without having incurred the duties 
upon the machinery contemplated in the bill, 
a kind of machinery which is not now pro- 
duced in this country, and during the time 
specified in this bill will not and cannot be 
produced in this country. Therefore the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, without regard to 
the question of protection or free trade, thought 
it was a matter of wise public policy that these 
parties should be assisted, so far as we might 

o s0, by not exaciing taxes from them in 
making these important experiments. Upon 
that statement I call the previous question. 

Mr. SHELDON. I desire to suggest a 
verbal amendment. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will hear it. 

Mr. SHELDON. In drawing this bill I did 
not name the company quite accurately. Itis 
the Caleasieu Sulphur and Mining Company. 
The word ‘and’? should be inserted between 
the words “Sulphur” and ‘ Mining.” 

The SPEAKER. Thatisa verbal amend- 
ment, which will be made if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO KANSAS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported from the Committee of Claims 
a bill (H. R. No. 1063) to reimburse the State 
of Kansas for moneys expended for the United 
States in enrolling, equipping, and provision- 
ing militia forces to aid in suppressing the 
rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to. reconsider 
the vote by which the bill’ was recommitted; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. . 
The latter motión was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE MESSENGER. 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Speer] kindly consents to withdraw his 
objection to the resolution which I offered a 
few moments ago. IJ ask that it be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be authorized to employ a messenger,until otherwise 
ordered, at the samecompensation as the messenger 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 


considered, and agreed to. 
WILLIAM E. PICKENS. 


The SPEAKER. As the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions will be called to-morrow, and 
probably not for somé time afterward, the 
Chair, regarding this as a sufficient exigency 
to justify the immediate introduction of a pen- 
sion bill, without waiting till next Monday, 
recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Maynard] for that purpose. 

Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1064) to amend 
an act granting a pension to William E, Pick- 
ens; which was read a first and second time, 


and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
DECORUM IN DEBATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call 
attention to a violation of decorum which he 
observes is growing to a considerable extent. 
It isa rule of the House that no member in 
speaking is to mention another member by 
name, but is to describe him by his seat in 
the House, or as ‘the gentleman who spoke 
last,” or ‘* the gentleman on the other side of 
the question,’’ or “ the chairman of the com- 
mittee,’’ or by naming his State. The pro- 
nunciation of members’ names in debate, the 
Chair regrets to see, is becoming more com- 
mon on the floor than is in accordance with 
parliamentary dignity. It very rarely becomes 
necessary, either from the chair or from the 
floor, to pronounce the name of a member, 
though sometimes it cannot be avoided, as in 
indicating tellers, and some other cases. The 
Chair begs to call the attention of members 
to the rule. 

PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


Mr. DAWES. As I do not know of any’ 


business demanding immediate attention, I 
move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the President’s 
message, so as to allow the gentleman from 
Hlinois [Mr. Swarr] an opportunity to address 
the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Buarr, of Michigan, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the annual message of the President of the 
United States. 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. SNAPP. I ask the Clerk to read the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on December 18, 1871, a commission com- 
osed of seven men addressed a document called a 
‘report?’ to the Presidentof the United States, rec- 

ommending in said document that the President of 
the United States adopt a set of rules, numbering 
thirteen, framed by these seven menealled a “ com- 
mission ;’’ and whereas in said rules there isa recom- 
mendation that an “advisory board” be appointed 
by the President, and in addition thereto that * the 
President designate three persons in each Depart- 
ment of the public service to serve asa board of 
examiners” to permit men to enter the public ser- 
vice: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is not expedient that such 
recommendations be adopted, and that such recom- 
mendations do not meet the approval of this House; 
nor do we believe that such rules meet or will meet 
the approval of the people of these United States. 


Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, it seems that 
during the past year a body of men numbering 
seven have been sitting ia conclavein the city 


of Washington for the ostensible and avowed 
purpose of contriving, I will say of inventing, 
some scheme whereby the people of these 
United States may be cheated out of a great 
and important privilege, to wit, of having and 
exercising a voice in determining who shall fill 
the subordinate offices of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to show and 
give my opinion that such a scheme is anti- 
republican and inimical to our form of free 
government. 

In the first place, at the very starting-point, 
we must not lose sight of the one grand and 
established fact, the truth that the founda- 
tions of our Government are that the people 
govern, that the people rule. This Govern- 
ment is not a monarchy nor a one-man power, 
but a Government of the people. The people 
make the laws. The people make the law- 
makers. The people make and unmake Pres- 
idents. In fact, the people are the source of 
all power, the fountain-head, the very begin- 
ning and end of our form of government. 

This being a fact established, a fact which 
cannot successfully be gainsaid or contro- 
verted, I take it that whatever or whoever 
undertakes to thwart that principle by in any * 
manner robbing the people of these United 
States of their right to use their voice in what- 
ever concerns them (the people) must be in 
violation of the great fundamental spirit of the 
Constitution, and of course is not right, and 
will not be endured; and sooner or later will 
be resisted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall proceed to show 
that I believe that this commission, composed 
of twenty-eight men, drawing salaries in the 
aggregate, yearly, from eighty-four thousand 
to one hundred and forty thousand dollars, is 
despotic ina high and flagrant degree, and not 
in accordance with the wishes of the people, 
always remembering and never forgetting that 
the basis of our Government is that the people 
rule. Thereis one glorious fact which it will be 
well for us, their Representatives, to remem- 
ber, that Heaven, an all-wise Providence, hay 
implanted in the breasts of the people a jealous 
watchfulness of their rights and of their priv- 
ileges. And it will be well for rulers to be re- 
minded that though they may, like the foolish . 
ostrich, bury their heads in the sand, yet their 
bodies will remain exposed to the scrutiny of 
a jealous, and it may be a wrathful people. 
Why, this people that we are talking about 
made this Government. In the very first line 
of that charter of our Government they begin 
by declaring, in tones louder and further-reach- 
ing than the loudest thunder, that— 

““We the people of the United States, in order to 
form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
fense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United 
States of America.” 

Now, sir, one valued and inestimable privi- 
lege which this great people claim, and have 
always claimed, and have never relinquished, 
and moreover it will be well for their servants 
to remember they never will surrender, is the 
right to say who shall fill the offices in these 
United States. And yet, in the face of this 
truth, this “Star Chamver” called a commis- 
sion propose that somebody else than the 
people shall fill these offices. And not only 
do they make such proposition, but they further 
insult this same people by proposing to make 
the tenure of these offices perpetual. 

Why, even the President of these United 
States—the man occupying that exalted posi- 
tion, that commanding position, not only of 
President, but the great General-in-Chief—has, 
at the end of four years, to come down from 
that exalted place and surrender at the feet of 
this same people his office, and then retreat 
into private life and become one of this same 
people. And yet, I say, in the face of this fact 
this ‘Star Chamber,” this ‘‘commission,’’ 
gravely propose to gag the people by recom- 
mending that these offices, in the first place, 
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be taken away from the people, and then add 
insult to injury by making them perpetual. 
The following is the language which they use 
in their recommendation: 

“Tt scems to us, therefore, more desirable to afford 
this reasonable security of permanence in office.” 

And here we see thrust in our faces doctrine 
like this. Can we, will we as independent 
American Representatives, submit to such a 
proposition, that the offices in this country 
are to be perpetual? Never, never! I can- 
not believe that the people of this country are 
such very slaves yet; nor do I believe that the 
people are prepared to consent to let out their 
business to twenty-eight men, or a less number. 

‘This commission havethe effrontery to-boldly 
assume that the people are not capable of choos- 
ing their officers. The following is the language 
which they use: 

* It has often been suggested that the postmasters 
should be elected, There seems to be two serious 
objections to this. The first is, that party divisions 
and organizations are so universal in this country 
that party spirit, rather than local convenience, 
would be very likely to decide such a contest, and 
that it would be ditlicult to tell who mightrightfully 
vote upon the question.” 

Now, I will ask who made these few men 
rulers, and judges over the people, just as 
though the people could not tell who ought or 
who might vote in their town, city, or county? 
This is a return to the old dogma of tyrants, 
that the people are not capable of governing 
themselves; therefore they must be governed. 
That fallacy was exploded by our fathers in 
the war of 1776, and reaffirmed in the war of 
the late rebellion. Itell you, Mr. Chairman, 
this civil service reform, as it is called, is the 
biggest scheme to bind the people of this coun- 
try hand and foot since the day when the Par- 
liament of Great Britain declared the right to 
bind the colonies in all cases whatsoever. The 
people then did not endure it, and they are 
not such very slaves in this day as to endure 
it. I am amazed at the audacity of the propo- 
sition to take the control of these offices out 
of the hands of a free people. The people 
have had the appointment of these offices since 
the foundation of this Government through and 
by their representatives in Congress. 

Now I want to show the dogmatism and 
arrogant effrontery of these men composing 
this commission. I quote from their report 
in the following language: 

* In obedience to thissystem, the whole machinery 
of the Government is pulled to pieces every four 
years. 

If this is not the language of arrogance, 
what is it? Why.should not the machiney of 
the Government be pulled to pieces every four 
years? But this commission think otherwise. 
They seem to think, yea, they not only think, 
but they have no hesitation in saying, that every 
thing in this Government should be made per- 
petual. I have already shown you that this 
commission boldly advocate perpetuity of the 
offices in this country. 

It is a fundamental principle embodied in 
our glorious Constitution that the machinery 
of this Government may be ‘‘ pulled’? to pieces 
every four years, and this principle has been 
put in practice all through the history of this 
Government every time a new Administration 
came into power. After Abraham Lincoln 
came into power the whole machinery of this 
Government was pulled to pieces. Would we 
not have been in a pretty fix if this commis- 
sion had had the power in that day to thwart 
the voice of the people?. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, hear again what this 
commission dare say. I quote their language: 

“The perversion of the service to personal and 
party ends, with the countless and perilous abuses 
which attend it, seems to many persons inseparable 
from a popular republican government.” 

Therefore, this commission are going to 
change our form of government to a despotism, 
arethey? ‘*Itseemsto many.” To whom, I 
would like to know? Does it seem to the peo- 
ple inseparable from a popular republican 
government to have the right and privilege of 
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electing their own officers? Who before has 
ever complained or denounced this right of 
the people? This commission is the first that 
ever dared flaunt such a monstrous proposi- 
tion in the face of the people. Have the peo- 
ple ever offered to relinquish this boon? If 
so, when? When did the people, our masters, 
and the master of this commission, make the 
base offer to surrender their manhood to these 
men composing this commission? If the peo- 
ple ever did offer to unman themselves in this 
way, they ought to be slaves, having become 
fit subjects for slaves. : 

Bat the truth is, Mr. Chairman, the people 
have been guilty of no such foolish thing. 
And not only that, but when this same people 
become awake to this despotic proposition, 
they will reject it with scorn, and bury the 
proposition with its movers so deep that even 
the second -resurrection will not reach it or 
them, i : 

Now, Mr.* Chairman, hear again what this 
commission says. I quote their language. 
Hear it: 

“ Tt is boldly urged that the offices belong to the 
successful party.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to whom do the offices 
belong if they do not belong to the successful 
party? What would be thought if Grant should 
dismiss his Cabinet and call Democrats to fill 
it? I think that the voice of indignation of 
this same people would rise like the voice of 
many waters, and Grant’s place would be a 
little warm for comfort. And this commission 
propose to take away the right to the offices 
from the successful party, really. If this is not 
one way of cheating the people out of a vic- 
tory! Whata splendid plan has been hatched 
up by this commission to break.up this grand, 
patriotic Republican party ; that great and glo- 
rious party that rescued this Government from 
the grasp of traitors, whipped the Democratic 
rebels, and drove them to ‘‘die in the last ditch!”’ 
And now this party are coolly and infamously 
told by this commission that they as a party are 
not entitled to the offices of the country. I 
ask again, who made these seven men com- 
posing this commission rulers and judges over 
the people? 

Mr. Chairman, if this doctrine should ob- 
tain, if this commission should be allowed, or I 
will say if this commission should be suffered 
to fill these offices as they recommend, how 
jong would it take, think you, for this hope 
and salvation of our country to dissolve into 
thin air? 

What a nice scheme this commission has 
devised to pave the way for the Democratic 
party to ride on into the White House. As 
they could not get possession and control of 
this Government by force and arms, by pow- 
der and ball, they would at last succeed, by 
virtue of this commission, to get possession by 
strategy. 

As a Representative of the people, I stand 
here to-day in this Chamber to raise my voice 
against the outrage upon the people’s liber- 
ties. Istand to-day on the watch-tower of 
liberty to warn the people of their danger— 
to cry aloud and spare not. A proposition 
not one half as infamous as this, made by the 
Parliament of Great Britain, drove our fathers 
through a seven years’ war—their motto upon 
every battle-field being the freedom of the 
human race; and throngh se'f-denial and bap- 
tized in blood they bequeathed to us, their 
children, the great charter of liberty begin- 
ning with the immortal declaration that— 

oy P nited States, &e., do 
erage ha Aa Bee atten te the United 
States of America.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, this commission were so well 
aware that the people were the source of all 
power, that the right belonged to them through 
their Representatives to fill these offices of the 
country, that they admit it in the following 
language, which J quote: 

* Tt is true that the offices belong to the people, 
who are the source of the Government itself.” 


But—and but—and but—what? t‘ Why, we 
would just like to see if you, the people, are so 
green as to surrender your right, this inestim- 
able privilege, to us, this commission.” 

Now, sir, follows a lecture to this patriotic 
people. Hear their language, as follows—I 
quote: p 

‘There is, in our judgement, no justification for 
the present practice of appointment to tho eivil ser- 


vice.” 


Is not this a nice lecture to the people? 

After admitting that the ‘offices belong 
to the people,” ‘‘who are the source of this 
Government,’’ they audaciously tell this same 
people in the same breath that they have no 
business to exercise the admitted right to fill 
these offices. O consistency! truly thou art a 
jewel. Why, Mr. Chairman, if this doctrine | 
were carried to its legitimate results, it would 
lead to the divine right of kings; and if car- 
ried out in practice, would overthrow this 
republican government of ours. 

Again hear the language made use of by this 
commission ; 

“Tt is boldly asserted that the offices belong to the 
successful party; but it is an evil practice.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, pray who do the offices 
belong to if they do not belong to the success- 
ful party? Does Grant call a set of Democrats 
to fill his Cabinet? No, sir; and why not? 
Because the offices do belong to the successful 
party. Who is the Secretary of State? Who 
is Secretary of the Treasury? Who is Secre- 
tary of War? Who is Secretary of the Navy? 
of the Interior? of the Post Office? And who 
is Attorney General? Democrats? No! But 
every one, and all, live Republicans. Why are 
these men who fill these offices Republicans— 
party men? Because the offices belong to the 
tt successful’? party. Who is the President 
of these United States? Why, another live 
Republican; and Grant to-day occupies the. 
presidential chair because the Republican 
party is the ‘‘successful’’ party, and because 
the offices belong to the successful party. Who 
to-day fills the Speaker’s chair in this House? 
Another live Republican; and that chair is 
filled by a Republican because the offices 
belong to the ‘successful’ party. Who fill the 
chairmanships of all the committees in this 
body? I say again, live Republicans. Even if 
the Speaker had been corrupt enough, would 
he have dared to appoint Democrats to every 
chairmanship ofevery committeein this House? 
No, sir; and why not? Because the blast of 
indignation of the people would have swept 
over this land with fearful mutterings against 
the treachery. Who fill the subordinate offices 
in this House, Democrats or Republicans? 
They are held by live Republicans, and so 
held, not because this commission have exam- 
ined them, and they are learned, but because . 
these offices belong to the successful party. 
Who fills the chief seat on the Supreme bench 
in this great Government? A party man, and 
Chief Justice Chase never would have been 
permitted to take his seat on that bench had 
he not been a party man; and we pause to in- 
quire how he got there? Why, the great, good, 
and immortal Abraham Lincoln called and 
selected him for that place, because the officas 
belong to the successful party; and Chief 
Justice Chase owes his position on the Supreme 
bench, among his other qualifications, be- 
cause he was a Republican, and because the 
offices belong to the successful party. 

Mr. Chairman, if the test for office is the 
amount of learning a man may have, where 
would Abraham Lincoln have stood in 1860, 
and again in 1864—a man who hardly ever saw 
the inside of a common-school house, let alone 
a college? Why, if this commission bad had 
full swing in 1854, they would have chosen 
McClellan for President, (and what a calamity 
would have befallen us,) because he would 
have outranked Lincoln in the learning of the 
schools. 

Mr. Chairman, a short time since the Re- 
publican committee met in the city of Wash- 
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ington, and issued a call for a convention to 
‘meet in Philadelphia, in Jane next, for the 
purpose of nominating a President and Vice 
President of these United States. Accord- 
ing to this call there are to be in that conven- 
tion six hundred and thirty-four members. 
Now, what a splendid thing it would be to 
‘dispense with this meeting and the expense 
attending it and just let this commission 
select the President and Vice President, and 
dispense with the convention and with the 
presidential election. Inthe language of this 
commission, to allow the people to elect their 
President ‘would be an evil practice.” I 
tell you, sir, I believe, I firmly believe, that 
this civil service reform—I will call it a civil 
service humbug—is a scheme devised to break 
upthe Republican party. I believe it is a trap 
set by Democrats to catch, capture the Re- 
publican party; and for Heaven’s sake do not 
Jet us put our foot into the trap with our eyes 
wide open. I ask Republicans in this Con- 
gress if they are ready to indorse the anti- 
republican doctrine put forth by this commis- 
‘gion? 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party are 
sagacious, and it will not be denied that this 
party is anxious to get control of this Govern- 
ment, and they are straining every nerve to 
that end. ` They have tens of thousands of 
Argus eyes watching the Republican party, 
and just jet the Republicans in this Congress 
indorse this report of this commission, and 
they will go betore the people with the follow- 
ing resolution as a plank in their platform: 

“ Resolved, That it is a cardinal doctrine of the 
great Democratic party that all offices in this Gov- 
crnment ought to be elective.” 

Mr. Chairman, which proposition do you 
imagine would win in the great coming presi- 
dential contest, the proposition that the people 
elect the officers throughout the country, or 
that those offices be filled by a few men called 
a commission? Mr. Chairman, who can con- 


template for a moment the breaking up of 


the Republican party, the loyal party of the 
country, without a shudder? Just imagine for 
one moment the Democratic party, that party 
that pluoged the country into such a terrible 
war, in the possession and supreme control of 
this Government! How long would it be 
before we would have another rebellion, if we 
could judge of the future by the past? 

Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe 
that the Republican party should govern this 
country for the next two hundred years at 
least. I can safely say that we have a right 
to judge of the future by the past; and this 
being so, what an awful time we should have 
if the Democratic party should get control of 
the Government, | would admonish the Repub- 
lican party that ‘eternal vigilance is the price 
of liberty; and do not let ussleep and let the 
enemy steal away the victory. Every battle- 
field all over this broad domain admonishes 
the Republican party to take no false step. 
If we listen to such admonition, then victory 
will be perched on our standard in the coming 
eampaign in November, and Grant and liberty 
willbe emblazoned on our glorious banner from 
Maine to Georgia, and from the Atlantic to the 
Pacifie, allover the broad land, and the coun- 
try will be crowned with peace. 

{The foregoing speech, during its delivery, 
was frequently interrupted by laughter and 
applause.] > 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. POLAND. Mr. Chairman, as intro- 
ductory to what I desire to say, I ask the Clerk 
to read an article from a paper called the Daily 
Patriot, published in this city. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Post Office Department Abuses. ~A very an 
individual was yesterday heard to affirm That he 
verily believed John A. J, Creswell had administered 
the affairs of the Post Office Department in a reason- 
ably Bonet aud pconomital manner. 

. “A number of persons who had gathered abou 
the excited defender of the Creswell Chorea oat 
Barfow system of mail lettings met that declaration 


j! 


with derisive laughter, and the question waspromptly 
propounded, why, then, do Creswell, his contractor- 
confederates, and certain Congressmen so assidu- 
ously labor to barricade every avenue toa thorough 
investigation of the real condition of the Post Office 
Department? 4 F 

“The response of the irate ‘ Creswellian’ was, 
‘Oh, you want to unlock the secrets of the Post Office 
Department, and make public their exposition, for 
the same purpose that actuates Senators TRUMBULL, 
Scrurz, Logan, and others, in their persistentdeter- 
mination to drag intolight ‘irregularities ” in other 
Departments of the Government under Grant’s ad- 
ministration.’ ‘Lama Republican,’ replied a cer- 
tain prominent western gentleman, ‘and desire to 
ask youif you believe that a thorough examination 
of the charges preferred in the Patriot against Cres- 
well and the Post Office ring would resnit in detri- 
ment to the reputation of Mr. Creswell and other 
officials, orin their exculpation?’ The devoted but 
unwise apologist of the chief of the Post Office De- 
partment admitted that he presumed there had been 
‘some irregularities’ under Mr. Creswell’s adminis- 
tration, but ‘that every Republican who is a good 
party man was bound to oppose any investigation 
until after the next presidential election, lest the 
disclosures would tend to the defeat of the party.’ 

“In view of the position thus assumed by Mr. 
Creswell’s friend and advocate, may we not find the 
clue to the following resolution, introduced into the 
House of Representatives, on Monday last, by Mr. 
PoLAND, of Vermont: 


“t AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


“<Mr. Potanp. I ask unanimous consent to offer 
the following resolution for reference to. the Com- 
mittee on the Rules: i i 

“* Resolved, 'Thatevery resolution calling upon the 
‘President or the head of any Department for inform- 
ation to be laid before Congress, shall first be re- 
ferred to the appropriate committee, and all com- 
mittees are authorized to report such resolutions at 
anytime’ P a . 

“ When tho intent of this resolution is considered 
and understood it will be seen to be theingeniously- 
devised means of preventing an examination into 
the maladministration of each and allof the * heads 
of Departments’ until, at least, ‘after the next presi- 
dential election, lest the disclosures would tend to 
the defeat of the party’ of which Mr. Chorpenning- 
Creswell is an illustrious and worthy leader and 
exemplificator. Since the organization ofthe Govern- 
ment a bolderand more effective move for the burial 
out of sight of the delinquencies of departmental 
officials has not been concocted. : 

“In fact, never before was such an extraordinary 
proposition offered in Congress. It militates against 
the traditions of the House of Representatives. It 
would. strip it of some of its most important and 
useful powers, and commit them to the hands of 
committees appointed with the understanding that 
the majority of the members of each are friendly to 
the head of the Department whose affairs it has 
specially in charge. 

‘* For instance, under and by force of the Poland 
system of tactics, each and every effort to fathom 
the intricate and dark speculative monetary oper- 
ations of the Post Office ring of plunderers would, 
without exception, be hastily hustled into the hun- 
gry and unyielding grave of the Post Office Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives. 

“ Mr. Poran has enjoyed an enviable fame as an 
upright man; and with the fair record he has made 
in public life it strikes some minds with unpleasant 
suggestions that he should be the author—no, but 
that he should father a resolution so admirably 
calculated to defeat the exposure of great publie 
wrongs, E 3 

“While we impute no intent of mischief to the 
distinguished member from Vermont, avd entirely 
exonerate him therefrom, it does occur to us that, 
out of the great good of his heart, he may have 
been induced to perform the favor of fathering the 
resolution above quoted, as 

“ Mr. Bradley Barlow is a citizen of Vermont. He 
is the cashier of a national bank in that State. He 
is known to be the personal friend of Mr. POLAND. 
He is at the head of the ring which controls the 
great postal routes of the Northwest. Did it ever 
occur to Mr. Ponas to inquire how this citizen of 
Vermont, the cashier of a small bank in a small 
country town, should monopolize the great stage and 
mail routes throughout the northwest section of the 
Post Office Department? Doeshe know the number 
and extent of the mail routes in the Southwest, for 
which Mr. Barlow and his confederates were recently 
bidders? Does he know the sum total of the checks 
or drafts drawn or certified by Barlow, and which 
were received at the Post Office Department under 
the advertisements of August last for routes in the 
Southwest? If he does, will he ‘rise toexplain?’” 


Mr. POLAND. Mr. Chairman, what I de- 
sire to say is partly a personal explanation and 
partly an argument in favor of my proposition 
which has been assailed, so that it is perhaps 
as proper to make these remarks in Committee 
of the Whole as in the House. In order to be 
exact in what I should say, I have taken the 
trouble to write it. 

Mr. Chairman, in the considerable time I 
have been in Congress I have never found 
occasion to make a personal explanation. If 
the writer of the paper which has been read | 


had only assailed me, I have so littlefear, or | 


care about my reputation, that I would nothave 
given myself the trouble of noticing it. But 
when an act of mine, which is alleged to be very 
mischievous and wicked, is charged upon 
others, and they are claimed to be held respon- 
sible as the real authors and instigators of 
the wrong, truth requires that I should relieve 
them from the charge, if it is not true, 

The writer of this article (although unknown 
to me) is evidently my friend, and desires, if 
possible, to divert the injurious consequences 
of my wrong act, so that they shall fall upon 
others, and not upon me. i 

I desire to express my gratitude to my un- 
known friend for his favorable estimate of my 
character and conduct up to this unfortunate 
period of my life, and my only regret, in this 
behalf is that his good opinion was not better 
deserved. My partial friend seeks to excuse 
me from all evil intention in this matter upon 
the ground that my only fault was in allowing 
my easy-going good nature and kind-hearted- 
ness to be imposed upon by some man or men 
more crafty aud less honest than myself. 

Tregret for my friend’s sake, and for his in- 
terest in my good name and fame, to be obliged 
to say that ‘‘ the enviable fame as an upright 
man,” which he says I have hitherto enjoyed, 
cannot be saved upon his theory. Whatever 
the consequences may be, I must tell the truth, 
and fully acknowledge that 1 was not seduced 
or tempted into this wrong act by any crafty 
Postmaster General or subtle mail contractor, 
but that it was done of my own mind and will, 
and I alone ought to bear the disgrace and 
punishment. I do not know but the Post- 
master General has been guilty of all the iile- 
gal and collusive practices that the writer of 
this article charges against him. I do not 
know but that the Postmaster General feels a 
great anxiety to avoid investigation, and pre- 
vent all public knowledge of the facts, though 
I confess his asking for an investigation by a 
committee looks a little the other way. But 
whatever may have been the conduct of the 
Postmaster General, or his desire to cover up 
or conceal it, he has never had any communi- 
cation on the subject in any manner, direct or 
indirect, with me; neither had he the slight- 
est knowledge that I thought of offering my 
unfortunate proposition for the consideration 
of the Committee on Rules. 

For aught I know, it may be true that Mr. 
Bradley Barlow and others may have deceived 
or colluded with the Postmaster General, and 
obtained illegal and fraudulent mail contracts, 
and thereby defrauded the Government. ‘They 
may be anxious to prevent investigation, so ag 
to prevent their frauds being exposed. I can 
only say that none of them have held any man- 
ner of communication with me on the subject, 
or in any way sought my aid or assistance; nor 
had any of them any knowiedge or intimation 
‘hat I intended to offer such a resolation. The 
truth is, that the resolution was written at mv 
seat in the House bat a few minutes before I 
offered it. I do not remember that I ever be- 
fore had mentioned the matter to any person, 
though I had for a- considerable time enter- 
tained the opinion that such arule ought to be 
adopted, 

After I had written my resolution I showed 
it to several leading members who sit near me, 
all of whom approved it, and they were the 
only persons who knew my purpose. The res- 
olution itself is so violently attacked, and its 
origin attributed to such wicked and corrupt 
motives on the part of somebody, that I desire 
to state in a few words the real motive why I 
thought such a rale ought to be adopted. Res- 
olutions calling on the Executive or the several 
Departments for information are offered and 
passed almost daily, aud it seems to be thought 
a sufficient answer to any objection that they are 
only resolutions of inquiry. In nine cases out 
of ten they are wholly unnecessary. In many 
eases the information sought is already in the 
possession of the Housé, in reports aad other 
public documents. In many cases, when inform- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


447 


ation of a single fact is desired, resolutions 
are drawn in such a general form as to makea 
full answer to itcovera great amount of matter. 
Some of them are offered for the purpose of 
serving mere private ends and interests to the 
public prejudice, and sometimes I have been 
uncharitabic enough to believe they were offered 
with no higher purpose than to show that the 
mover hag been the author of something. Dur- 
ing the sessions of Congress a considerable 
portion of the clerical force in the Depart- 
ments is kept employed in answering these 
resolutions, to the detriment and delay of the 
public service, and frequent complaint has been 
madeonthesubject. This loss of time by Gov- 
ernment employés, and the expense of print- 
ing all these papers, seemed to me, in these 
days of economy and retrenchment, an evil of 
sufficient magnitude to be worth an attempt to 
remedy, 

This was the only object of my resolution, 
It seemed to me proper that there should be 
some reasonable pretense shown for such in- 
formation before it is called for. ‘This could be 
much more properly done ina committee than 
in the House. Itis suggested by this writer, 
and was in the House, that as the committees 
all contain Republican majorities, such reso- 
lutions could thus be stilled by a party vote. 
The same is equally true of the House. It is 
true that a committee might delay or omit to 
report on such aresolution; and I would there- 
fore suggest that if the Committee on Rules 
should ever report favorably on my proposi- 
tion, they should make it the duty of the com- 
mittee to speedily report upon such resolu- 
tions. In the haste of writing my resolution 
this did not occur to me. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not desirein 
any way to aid in covering up or concealing 
any corruption, illegality, or impropriety of 
any official or Department of the Government, 
and I believe Sich is the general feeling among 
Republican members of Congress, I desire 
ihat every man guilty of corrupt conduct in 
office be exposed and punished, especially if 
he bea Republican. I desire this because it 
is right and proper, and also because I believe 
jt to be the wisest political policy. If the 
Republican party is to be continued in power, 
it is by satisfying the honest and conscien- 
tious people of this country that they, intend to 
have a pure and honest administration of 
public affairs. There is no mode by which the 
Administration can so commend itself to that 
class of people out of which a Republican 
majority must be made (if made at all) as by 
thoroughly ferreting out and punishing every 
species of official dishonesty. No amount of 
even successful covering up and concealing of 
such matters will be of half the service, look- 
ing to political success merely. 

A few words in relation to what is said of 
Mr. Bradley Barlow, and of my relations to 
him, will closewhat I havetosay. ‘This writer 
says of Mr. Barlow: 

‘* Te is at the head of the ring which controls the 
great postal routes of the Northwest,” 


And also: 

“He is known to be the personal friend of Mr. 
Pouann,” 

I kave known by general reputation that for 
some years Mr. Barlow was interested in a 
stage and mail route from Kansas to, New 
Mexico. He may be interested in many more, 
put I have never heard of it. I know nothing 
of the number of routes he is interested in, or 


has bid for, or of drafts or checks he has drawn, | 


and have no information whatever about them. 
As to the relations between him and myself, I 
would say that Mr. Barlow lives on the oppo- 
site side of the State, and by the usual route 


of travel nearly two hundred miles from me. : 


I have known him for many years, but our pur- 
suits and business were so different that I had 
never any relations with him, except casual 
meetings, as with other gentlemen who lived 
go far from me. There has never existed any 
relation of business intimacy or special confi- 
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dence between us, unless it can be made of 
the following facts : 3 
For the last two years Mr. Barlow has been 
engaged in an important litigation in Ver- 
mont, of a very bitter and acrimonious char- 
In that litigation I have been the coun- 
sel of Mr. Barlow’s adversary, and have hon- 
estly endeavored to give my full share of bard 


blows in every contest we have had, and they f 


have been numerous enough. In my judg- 
ment, if Mr. Barlow has been guilty of any un- 
lawful or fraudulent conduct in the matters 
alleged, and desired to obtain any aid in cov- 
ering up and concealing the same, I am the 
very last member of Congress he would have 
applied to for that purpose. 

_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 
I desire to say a word, not in reference to the 
explanation which the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Pouanp] has just made, but in ref- 
erence to the object of the resolution to which 
he has referred, I know nothing about the mat- 
ters alleged in the editorial just read, but i do 
know, for myself and for a number of other 
gentlemen here, that we have tried to get just 
such a resolution through as the gentleman 
from Vermont offered the other day. 1 have 
called it to the attention of the Committee on 
Rules, of which I am a member, twice during 
the last year, and I wish to say now to the 
members of this committee that I know of no 
one complaint which the public has any more 
right to make of Congress than the enormous 
amount of material we are printing every day. 
That would be prevented, in a large measure, 
if the resolutions for information went first to 
a committee. ‘There are numerous examples 
where resolutions pass calling for information 
which six weeks before was sent either to the 
Senate or the House and printed, making sixty, 
eighty, or a hundred printed pages. Of course 
it comes again, and is printed over again, and 
thus are duplicated and reduplicated docu- 
ments on the mere accidental call of members 
of this House. 1 wish the House to remember 
one thing about our public printing. 

Me. ELDRIDGE. Let me ask the gentle- 
man a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Why cannot the Depart- 
ments report the fact’ that they have already 
answered the interrogatory, that they have 
already furnished the matter called for under 
a previous resolution of Congress. either to 
the Senate or the House? It would be per- 
fectly proper for the Department. to do this, 
and by so doing any one of the Departments 
could prevent the duplication or reduplication 
of any document. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If they call for 
the identical matter, I grant that might be 
done, but often a resolution is adopted which, 
while in other terms and perhaps covering 
other features, does in the main cover the 
same ground of a previous resolution calling 
for information, which has been answered by 
the Department, and the answer printed. 

The Committee on Appropriations have had 
before them the accounts for public printing, 
and I wish the House to remember one thing 
about the public printing. We bave at the 
present moment the largest printing house on 
this continentin thiscity todo our printing. We 
have over one thousand men and women em- 
ployed and engaged by the year to carry on the 
business ofdoingour printing. Weuse enough 
printing-ink todo our printing every year to 
float the largest man-of-war in the United States 
Navy. lfwe hada train of Army wagons reach- 
ing from here three quarters of the way to 
Baltimore, loaded with one ton apiece, going 
as fast as six-mule teams could draw them, 
there would bea block up in the road, and they 
would not be able to carry the tons of docu- 


| ments printed in our Printing Office every year 


for this Government. We areasked to appro- 
priate, and must appropriate under our present 
Jaw, over two million dollarsto run that estab- 
lishment for the next fiscal year. I wish the 


House also to remember the fact that we have 
just erected a building four hundred feet long 
and nearly seventy feet wide as an addition to 
the large printing establishment we had already 
on hand. . I say, remembering all these things, 
I wish to call the attention of the committee, 
and through them the attention of the House, 
to the fact ths, unless we do something to put 
the brakes or the enormous outlet of docu- 
ments which we are printing, it seems to me 
we will become a scandal in the eyes of the 
whole world. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Tet me suggest a remedy 
to the gentleman from Ohio; that is, in a word, 
to abolish the franking privilege. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I voted for the 
abolition of the franking privilege three. or 
four times; only I do not call it the franking 
privilege, but the franking burden. 

Mr. DICKEY. IfI have the floor, I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to suggest to the 
House that the fear of exposure from invest:- 
gatious of the officers of the Government who 
are corruptly using their positions is of im- 
mense benefit in preventing malfeasance, and 
the right and privilege of members of this 
House to ask for such investigations should in 
nowise be infringed upon. We ought not in 
any way to detract from the facility with which 
anybody can come here without interruption 
and ask for an investigation of those men who 


.are charged to be corrupt in the use of their 


offices. The fact that such investigations can 
be had, and corrupt officials by exposure forced 
out of office, is of a great deal more benefit to 
this Government, when youcome to dollars and 
cents, than the paltry sum which is required to 
pay forthe investigation, and to print the results 
which may be reached by the committee. A sin- 
gle investigation may save to the Government 
tenfold more than all such investigations cost. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish dis- 
tinctly to disclaim any knowledge of the mat- 
ter referred to in the newspaper article which 
has been read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not speaking in ref- 
erence to any particular charge, but generally. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have only 
spoken in reference to the general sweeping 
calls from everybody upon the Departments 
for information—calls made without any ques- 
tion in this House from anybody, many of 
which have been answered before and the 
information printed, and which most unneces- 
sarily takes off the force of the bureaus from 
their legitimate work, and keeps them five or 
six weeks employed in getting up information 
called for. À 

I will only say one word more. I do not 
say our present printing establishment is an 
abuse. It is anecessity so long as we continue 
our present method of piling up matter to be 
printed. It has grown up through a series of 
years; but it seems to me that we ought to 
adopt the plan suggested by the resolution of 
the gentleman from Vermont, and prevent its 
growing into an abuse by putting a stop to all 
unnecessary printing. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to make a single 
suggestion. i 

Mr. DICKEY. This has nothing to do with 
the personal explanatign of the gentleman 
from Vermont. I think the committee ought 
to rise; but I do not object to yielding to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin for a moment. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to make one 
remark in regard to the subject mentioned by 
the gentleman from Ohio. {t seems to me he 
has magnified this printing question in order 
to cover up the purpose of prohibiting these 
investigations. For, sir, if there is one whole- 
some thing, one thing of more benefit than 
another to our service—our civil service, if 
you please—it is the facility with which we can 
obtain answers to interrogatories propouud- 
ed by members of this House to any of the 
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Departments of this Government. It holds 
them in check; and to set up the paltry sum— 
and I mean what I say—to set up the paltry sum 
which it costs to prepare and print the answers 
to our interrogatories against the benefits aris- 
ing therefrom, is to my mind totally absurd. 
But I do not believe that to be the motive. 
It cannot be the motive. 

This resolution of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Potanp,] to my mind, is one of the 
very worst ever offered in this House; and if 
the rule should be established that these reso- 
lutions of inquiry are all to go to committees 
before they are permitted to be propounded 
to the officers, it will prevent all information 
being obtained from the Departments. 

Mr. DICKEY. Iinsiston my motion, All 
this is out of order. ` 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The whole thing willbe 
in the hands of. the committee, and the com- 
mittee is a partisan committee, and it will 
cover up these transactions. ; 

Mr. DICKEY. T insist on my motion, that 
the committee rise. 

The question being put, the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. BLAIR, 
of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the President’s message, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 


son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in which the cencurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. No. 352) for the relief of Benja- 
min H, Campbell, marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Illinois. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. Briesy was 
Hae leave of absence for five days, Mr. 
Terrick for two days, and Mr. Apams for ten 
days. 
WILLIAM SNELLING. 

Mr. MERCUR, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers of William Snelling, in refer- 
ence to his application for prize-money and 
arrears of pay, presented during the Forty- First 
Congress. 

H. 8. ELDRIDGE, ET AD. 


On motion of Mr. BANKS, by unanimous 
consent, the memorialof H. S. Eldridge, and 
Gilbert & Gerrish, was withdrawn from the 
files of the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

` ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney General in relation to an additional allow- 
ance of $3,000 per annum to be made to the 
office of the attorney of the United States 
for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORT SNELLING MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of May 7, 187%, in relation to one thou- 
sand acres to be selected for a permanent mili- 
tary post, so much of the military reservation 
of Fort Snelling; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENITENTIARIES IN THE TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in relation to the act of 
January 22,1867, making appropriations for 
the erection of penitentiaries in the Territories; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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REMOVAL OF PENSION OFFICE. 


‘The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in relation to the expenses 


ineurred in the removal of the Pension Office, 


to the Seaton House, in September, 1871; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, (at three o’clock and forty minutes 
p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of Melville 
Hudson, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Two memorials of the 
American Temperance Commission, A. M. 
Powell, president, praying for an amendment 
of the Constitution providing that no person 
shall be eligible to any Federal office who is 
addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors asa 
beverage. 

By Mr. BRAXTON: A petition of sundry 
citizens of Louisa county, Virginia, asking 
a uniform tax on ali manufactured tobacco 
entering the market for consumption at six- 
teen cents per pound, 

By Mr. COX: The petition of David Klien, 
for relief. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of A. EB. 
Robbins and others, citizens of Allamakee 
county, Iowa, asking for the establishment 
of a post route between Harper’s Ferry and 
Waukon. 

By Mr. ELY: The petition of the Soldiers’ 
Union Home and Schoo! of New York, for an 
appropriation. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: A petition 
for pension for Thomas Wilson, of Kent county, 
Michigan. 

By Mr. HAZLETON, of New Jersey: A 
petition from the inhabitants of the city of 
Bridgeton, New Jersey, for an appropriation 
to improve the navigation of Cohansey creek 
between that city and Delaware bay. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Simon 
Stansifer, to be relieved from an error in his 
accounts as collector of internal revenue for 
the third district of Indiana. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A memorial of many 
insurance companies and citizens of Philadel- 
phia, asking indemnity for French spolia- 
tions. . 

Also, the memorial of the Radical Reform 
Club of Philadelphia, proposing a method for 
the revival of American commerce. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of M. A. 
Helm and J. Jacob Helm, heirs of Ambrose 
Van, deceased, praying Congress to pass the 
French spoliation bill now under consideration 
in the House of Representatives. ` 

Also, the petition of 155 persons, citizens of 
Tennessee, late soldiers of the United States 
Army, requesting bounty land and equalization 
of bounties. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin S. Weller, 
sen., of Davidson county, Tennessee, praying 
reimbursement from the Government of the 
United States for goods destroyed during the 
late war. 

Also, the petition of David Yates, late of 
company K, third Tennessee cavalry, for $100 
bounty lost to him by neglect of his attorney. 

Also, the petition of William Phillips and 
others, for a special act to place the name of 
Stephen Phillips on the rolls of company K, 
ninth Tennessee cavalry. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
William H. Ray and 18 others, citizens of 
Monongahela City, Pennsylvania, asking the 
passage of a law establishing a uniform rate 
of tax on all manufactured tobacco’ of sixteen 
cents per pound. 

By Mr. McHENRY : The memorial of John 
C. Chamberlin, praying compensation for ser- 


vices as first lieutenant, company B, twelfth 
Kentucky cavalry. 

By Mr. MeJUNKIN : The petition of Eliza- 
beth J. Clampitt, widow of George D. Clampitt, 
late a private in company B, third Pennsylva- 
nia artillery, for a pension. 

By Mr. MOREY: A petition of citizens of 
north Lonisiana, praying for the establish- 
ment of a United States district court for north 
Louisiana. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Ouachita 
parish, Louisiana, praying for the passage of 
a bill granting relief to all persons laboring 
under political disabilities. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of Rev. 8S. M. 
Bird, A. G. Mabry, and others, for aid in rebuild- 
ing the Episcopal church at Selma, Alabama. 

Also, the petition of John Long, John 
Booker, William Jones, and others, for the 
reduction of the tax on tobacco. 

By Mr. PRICE: A petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Pickens and Dawson counties, in Geor- 
gia, for a post route from Jasper to Dawson- 
ville, in said State. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The petition of W. J. 
White, Edwin Belcher, Thomas P. Beard, and 
198 others, colored citizens of Georgia, praying 
for the passage of the supplemental civil rights 
bill. 

By Mr. SESSIONS : The petition of Phoebe 
Ann Elderkin, for a pension on account of the 
death of her son, on whom she was dependent. 

By Mr. SLATER: The petition of Samuel 
Celner and 680 others, citizens of Oregon, ask- 
ing for the passage of an act which will secure 
to actual settlers lands granted to the State of 
Oregon under the swamp-land act, approved 
March 12, 1860. 

By Mr. VAUGHAN: The petition of S. W. 
Cooper and 390 others, citizens of Fayette 
county, Tennessee, praying Congress to refund 
the tax paid upon cotton in 1865, 1866, 1867, 
and 1868. 

Also, the petition of John W. Winfrey and 68 
others, citizens of Fayette county, Tennessee, 
praying Congress to refund the amount of tax 
paid upon cotton in 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following bills were presented under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. DONNAN: A bill to establish cer- 
tain post routes in the State of Iowa. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: A bill 
to establish a mail route from Clam Lake to 
Traverse City, State of Michigan. 

By Mr. HARPER: A bill to establish a 
post route from Hickory Tavern, by Dudley’s 
Shoals, Brushy Mountain, and Warrior Creek, 
to Wilkesboro, North Carolina, and from Globe 
to Blowing Rock, North Carolina. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill to establish a post 
route from Jasper to Dawsonville, in the State 
of Georgia. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 18, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1061) to authorize the 
payment of duplicate checks of disbursing 
officers; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1062) to admit certain 
machinery imported from foreign countries 
free of duty. 

The following House bills were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: - 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the sal- 
ary of the consul at Tien-Tsin, China; and 
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A. bill (H. R. No 1056) authorizing the sur- 
vcy aħd marking of the boundary between the 
territory of tbe United States and the posses- 
sions of Great Britain from the Lake of the 
Woods to the summit of the Rocky mountains. 

The following House bills were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 497) granting a pension 
to Frederick A. Garlick, of Cortland county, 
New York ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 511) fixing the time from 
which pensions heretofore granted, or which 
may be hereafter granted, shall commence, 
and extending the time for the filing of appli- 
cations for the same; ~ 

A bill (H. R. No. 1057) granting a pension 
to Anna Butterfield, mother of James A. B. 
Butterfield ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1058) granting a pension 
to Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip Coggins ; 
an 

A bill (H. R. No. 1059) granting a pension 
to Phoebe Haskall, widow of Sidney Smith. 


UNITED STATES BIENNIAL REGISTER, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 


printed one thousand extra copies of the United 
States Biennial Register tor the year 1871. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LAND OFFICE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed five thousand copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for 1870, 
of which three thousand copies shall be for the use 
of the House, one thousand for tho Senate, and ono 
thonsand for the land department. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. THURMAN presented the crédentials 
of Hon. Jonn Saxman, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of Obio a Senator from that State for 
the term commencing March 4, 1878; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sents, at the request of the Yearly Meeting of 
the Religious Society of Friends, held in New 
York, their memorial to the President, the 
Senate, and the House of Representatives of 
the United States, against war, as not only 
at variance with Christianity, but also with 
morality and the best interests*of the human 
family; that it is a scourge of indescribable 
magnitude, bringing incalculable evils upon 
those nations that resort to it as a means of 
settling their differences, hailing with joy the 
recent arrangement by which the settlement of 
the differences between our Government and 
that of Great Britain was referred to a court 
of high commission; and respectfally entreat- 
ing that the attention of the President and of 
Congress may be earnestly directed to the pro- 
motion of arrangements for the settlement of 
any future national differences that may arise 
by arbitration rather than by a resort to the 
sword. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I have in 
my hand a carefully prepared and thoughtful 
memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York. It relates to the depres- 
sion of the American shipping interest, and 
sets forth facts and opinions which 1 believe 
to be entitled to great weight. It recommends 
the adoption of measures for the payment of 
liberal compensation for mail service per- 
formed by lines of American steamers sailing 
to foreign ports. There are topics in this 
memorial which belong to one of the commit- 
tees of this body, and topics which belong to 
another; and this suggests a doubt to my mind 
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as to its appropriate reference. I move, how- 
ever, its reference to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads; and as I think it 
ought to be printed, I make a motion to that 


effect. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthe memorial 
were printed, the Senator could then have it 
referred to two committees, if he desired, a 
part to each committee. If there be no objec- 
tion, this memorial, which is elaborate, will be 
ordered to be printed, and the Senator desires 
it all referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. l 

Mr. CONKLING. Ithink it may as well go 
to that committee. 

The memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING. I also present the peti- 
tion of Charlotte Barnaby, of the county of 
Clinton, in the State of New York, in which 
very many citizens concur, asking to be allowed 
a pension for special reasons. | move its ref 
erence to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the petition 
of Henry Conard, for an allowance of salary 
while acting as chargé d'affaires ad interim 
at Port au Prince; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRELINGHU YSEN presented the me- 
morial of Hayward A. Harvey, heir of T. W. 
Harvey, deceased, of New York, praying the 
extension of a patent for the manufacture of 
wood-screws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Missonri, asking Congress to 
make an appropriation for the survey and im- 
provement of the navigation of the Gasconade 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Missouri on behalf of the Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of St. Louis, praying the passage 
of a law requiring that all the tax on spirits 
distilled within the United States may be 
collected at the distillery or distillery-ware- 
house; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Missouri, praying a reduction of the tariff to a 
revenue basis, and especially a repeal of the 
duties upon salt, coal, and pig iron; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Mississippi, praying the passage of a law pro- 
hibiting the deduction of any part of the pay 
of mail contractors for the failure of the mails 
caused by high water; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the petition of 
W. J.C. Duhamel and Henrietta I. Kennedy, 
of Baltimore, Maryland, praying indemnifica- 
tion for loss of property by French spoliations 
prior to the year 1801; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 
stationers, booksellers, and job printers, of 
Ohio, protesting against the sale of stamped 
envelopes by the Government;. which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the memorialof 
the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, 
adopted at their annual reunion held in Detroit, 
Michigan, in November, 1871, asking Con- 
gress to reduce the time of residence required 


of soldiers and sailors on homesteads by de- |! 


ducting the time of service in the Army or | of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 


Navy. The resolution adopted by the society 
is as follows: $ 
“That Congress be memorialized by the Society 


ofthe Army of the Cumberland to pass à law allow- į 


ing the time the settler served in the late war to be 
deducted from the five years, after he shall have 


a37 


lived upon his land two years. 

This is signed by P. H. Sheridan, Lieuten- 
ant General, presiding officer, and John W. 
Steele, recording secretary of the Society of 
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the Army of the Cumberland, and represent- 
ing, as I am informed, some three hundred 
thousand soldiers. 

I also present the petition of James Hag- 
gerty and twenty-one others, late officers and 
soldiers of the Army, residents of New York, 
asking for the same reduction of time; and 
also twelve other petitions of a similar char- 
acter, signed by several hundred soldiers. I 
move that all these petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
booksellers, printers, and stationers, of Allen- 
town, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
manufacture of envelopes by the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. : 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 
members cf the bar of Montgomery county, 
Kansas, praying that terms of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States for the 
district of Kansas be held at the city of Leav- 
euworth ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, presented tho 
petition of the heir of the estate of William 
Robinson, of Houston, Texas, praying indem- 
nification for loss of property by French spo- 
liations prior to the year J801; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present the petition of 
George Brown and one hundred and sixty 
others, of Craven county, North Carolina, pray- 
ing the passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill; also, a similar petition from offi- 
cers of the Pennsylvania State Equal Rights 
League ; and also a similar petition from Kev. 
S. S. Waller and forty others, of Binghamton, 
New York. I move that these petitions lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I present the petition of 
William A. Adams, of Ohio, praying for the 

assage of a bill indemnifying sufferers by 
French spoliations prior to 1800; and as this 
memorial contains a succinct reference to the 
facts of the case, and some suggestions that 
are worthy of consideration, although Ido not 
myself concur in the conclusions, I think the 
memorial deserves to be printed. I make the 
motion that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the memo- 
rial was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 
George M. Weston, a citizen of Maine, in be- 
half of the shipping and producing interests 
of that State, against the repeal of the duty on 
coal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the memorial of 
Brevet Brigadier General Benjamin 8. Rob- 
erts, praying compensation for the use by the 
Government of his patent for improvements 
in firearms and cartridges; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HILL presented the mémorial of Duff 
Green, showing ‘how to pay off the national 
debt, regnlate the value of money, and main- 
tain stability in the values of property and of 
labor; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MORTON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in relation 
to the claim of the officers and crew of the United 
States ship Wyoming, be withdrawn froin the files 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Vir- 
ginia, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Fannie A. Thomp- 


| son, legal representative and administratrix of the 
' estate of General William Thompson, deceased, pray- 


ing to be allowed sevenyears’ half pay, as provided 


! for by resolution of Congress, August 24, 1870, be with- 


drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. Task leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate the memorial of 
George W. Paschall, for payment of salary and 
expenses of Judge Duval in holding court in 
Texas. The Senate passed a bill on that sub- 
ject at a former Congress, and Mr. Paschall 
now asks leave to withdraw the papers with the 
view of using them elsewhere. 

The leave was granted. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying 
papers of Mary A. Manning be withdrawn from the 
ales of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, some 
days ago the Senate referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary a memorial from Eliza- 
beth Cady Stanton, Isabella Beecher Hooker, 
and four others, setting forth that under the 
present Federal Constitution all women who 
were cilizens of the United States had the 
right to vote, and asking Congress to pass a 
law at the present session protecting them in 
the exercise of this right, and also asking to 
be heard before Senate in support of these 
views. Iam instructed by the Committee on 
the Judiciary to report adversely on the latter 
branch of their request, which is, to be heard 
before the Senate in support of the memorial; 
and in reference to the other branch of the 
memorial, claiming the right to vote under the 
Federal Constitution, the committee will report 
at an early day in writing tothe Senate. ‘he 
commitiee now report adversely upon so much 
of the memorial as requests that the memo- 
rialists be heard, and ask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of that portion 
of their request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reports adversely upon the petition of certain 
ladies to be heard at the bar of the Senate, 
and ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of that prayer. Unless objected 
to, that order will be made. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the Cam- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
pelition of S. P. Gilbert, praying that some 
action be taken for the prevention of the pas- 
sage of laws by States restricting the sale of 
patents, asked to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The same 
committec, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 172) for the paymentof Richard M. Green 
for the use of his patent by the Government, 
are of opinion that a claim against the Gov- 
ernment for the use of a patent by the Gov- 
ernment is like a claim for the use of any other 
property, and should therefore go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Hence the Committee on 
Patents ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, The same 
committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of George Wright for compensation in a sime 


ilar matter, together with a bill (S. No. 289) | 


for the relief of George Wright, ask to be dis- 
charged from the consideration of them, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The same 
com mitiee, to whom were referred the petition 
of John B. Emerson. and the bill (S. No. 138) 
for ihe relief of John B. Emerson, being of 
the same character as the preceding claim, 
reeommend the same action. j 

The petition and bill were referred to the 
Comuiitee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1049) establishing a port of entry and 
delivery atthe city of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 
reported it without amendment. 


‘He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 345) for deepening 
St. Clair Flats canal to sixteen feet, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
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bill (H. R. No. 801) to authorize the proper ; 


accounting officers of the Treasury to settle 
with F. M. Cordeiro, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Theodore S. Comparet, asking for a pension, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 
No. 494) placing the name of Theodore S. 
Comparet on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COLE. The Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 49) authorizing the establishment of 
ocean mail steamship service between the Uni- 
ted States and Australia, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to 
report back the bill with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, and recommend its 
passage. 

I also submit a report which I ask to have 
printed with the bill, and I will state now that 
I shall avail myself of some vacant day next 
week to call it up for consideration, and I 
hope at that time the Senate will dispose 
of it. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Henry W. B. Grover, of Durham, New Hamp- 
shire, praying to be allowed bounty, asked 
to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Caroline Damon, 
praying to be allowed a pension, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, {rom the same committee, towhom 


was referred the petition of Mary Bragdon, | 
of Poland, Androscoggin county, Maine, pray- | 


ing to be allowed a pension, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration ; which 
was agreed to. 


PULLADELPHIA ICE-BOATS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
487) to exempt ihe iron steam ice-boats, con- 
structed by the city of Philadelphia, from 
inspection, have directed me to report it 
back, and recommend its passage. 

Mr SCOTT. Iask for the present consid- 
eration of that bill. 

By unanimous consent the bill (S. No. 487) 
to exempt the iron steam ice-boats constructed 
by the city of Philadelphia from the inspec- 
tion required by the act of February 28, 1871, 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the better secu- 
rity of life on board of vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses,” 
the Whole. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose there is some 
reason for that bill. I do not understand it; 
but I suppose the Senator from Pennsylvania 
can state what it is for. 

Mr. SCOTT. I stated when I introduced the 
bill that the application of the provisions of 
this law to those ice-boats prevents effectu- 
ally their beiug used for the purpose for which 
they were constructed. The rivers will freeze 
up and cannot be opened unless this bill is 
passed. These boats require a higher pres- 
sure of steam, in order to enable them to cut 
the iee ont of the channel, than the law au- 
thorizes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont 
amendment. ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


was considered as in Committee of 
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EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Commit- 
tee on Finance, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 47) in relation to pay of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed 
by or on behalf of the Government of the Uni- 
ied States, have directed me to report it back 
with an amendment, in the nature of a substi- 
tute. I ask at the same time that certain com- 
munications which I send to the Chair be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, December 28, 1871. 
The Secretary of War has the honor to return to 
the Committee on Finance of the United States Sen- 
ate, the proposed joint resolution (HL. R. No. 47) `“ in 
relation to pay ot laborets, workmen, and mechan- 
ics employed by or on behalf of the Government of 
the United Siates,” and, in compliance with the re- 
quest of the committee, to transmit certain reports 
of the chiefs of engineers, and ordnance, showing 
the probableamount thatwould be required tocarry 
out the provisions of the billin the War Denartment. 

WILLIAM W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Wasuincton, D. C., December 23, 1871. 


Sir: In reply to the communication from Hon. 
JOHN SHERMAN of the 19th instant, inclosing House 
resolution No. 47, addressed to you and referred to 
this ofice, I have the honor to state: 

First. That the aggregate amount which, should 
this bill become a law, would probably be required 
to pay employés of engineer department would not 
exceed $106.592 60. : 

Second. That the accounts of fifty-six officers and 
agents disbursing under direction of this office would 
have to be adjusted and settled. 

The remaining questions involved, namely: first, 
whether it would invoive the accounts of contract- 
ors on behalf of the Government, and second, 
whetber what has been paid for work of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanies, has been or will be more 
or less than bas been or is paid for like services by 
privato parties, cannot, with any degree of accuracy, 

o dotermined i bedodi ; 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
` A. A, HUMPHREYS, 
Brigadier General and Chief of kngineera. 


Hon, SECRETARY or WAR. 


ORDNANCE OrFICE, WAR DEPARTNENT, 
WASRINGTON, December 22, 1871. 


Sir: I have the honor to return herewith Senator 
SHERMAN’S letter of 19th instant, accompanied by 
House resolution No. 47, and respectfully submit the 
following report: 

On July 15, 1868, twenty days after the passage of 
the law making eight hours a day’s work, General 
Order 46, Adjutant General’s Office, tunouncing the 
passage of the law. was published to the Army for its 
government, (Copy herewith.) 

No special instructions on the subject were pub- 
lished by this bureau to the Department with tho 
general order, and commanding officers at arsenals 
were allowed to fix the daily wages of the employés 
under them as had previously been allowed. Some 
commanding officers reduced tho number of working 
hoursin a calendar day from ten hours to cight hours 
and left the daily wages unaltered; other reduced tho 
number of workiug hours in aday and made & core 
responding abatement in the day’s wages, while other 
officers required the hired men to labor ten hourgin 
a calendar day and gavo them credit for one and a 
fourth days for each calendar day they worked, 

On February 17, 1869, the inclosed_ circular No. 2, 
series of 1869, was published bythis Department and 
continued in force until the date of the President’s 
proclamation. From that time until now all hired 
men employed by the day in this Depurtment have 
been paid ten hours’ wages for eight hours’ work. 

The number of hired men employed by this De- 
partment at daily wages, between the date of the 
Jaw making eight hours a day's workand the publie- 
ation of the President’s proclamation ia relation to 
the same will be found to be about two thousand, 
which number, if paid the extra com pensation, would 
require not less than $300,000. 

it is not known that any other persons would 
become entitled to additional compensation should 
this bill become a, law. If any work was dona by 
contract between June 25, 1868, and May 14, 1869, 
the number of hired men employed by the contract- 
ors is not known to this Department. 

In conclusion, I have to say that the wages now 
paid by this Department to laborers and other 
workmen is, at least, twenty per cent. higher thanis 
paid by private establishments, the relative hours 
of labor being considered. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

i A. B. DYER, 
Chief of Ordnance United States Army. 


Hon. W. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. So far as the 


committee have been able to ascertain in these 
two branches of the Government business, it 
will be seen that it will require at least be- 
tween four and five hundred thousand dollars 
to make up the difference which is claimed on 
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account of the change from ten hours to eight 
hours as a day’s work, and in addition it will 
require quitea number of paymasters and addi- 
tional clerks, and for a long period of time, to 
ascertain the amount due and to pay the same. 
It seems that they are now receiving twenty 
per cent. more than what is paid by private 
employers for a similar amount of work else- 
where in the same neighborhood. Under the 
circumstances, it was thought proper by the 
Committee on Finance to report an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute repealing 
the law authorizing this change from ten hours 
to eight hours. 

Mr. MORTON. I would like to inquire of 
the Senator from Vermont if there bas not 
been some information furnished by the officers 
of the Governmentin regard to the proportion 
of work done under the eight-hour system as 
compared with that under the former system ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will state 
that there has been none furnished to the 
Committee on Finance on our application; 
but the Senator is aware of what was read by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. WiL- 
SON,] as coming from the military superintend- 
ent of Springfield arsenal, the other day, and 
that is the only information I know of that 
relates to that subject which has been com- 
municated at the present session of Congress. 

It seems, Mr. President, to be invidious for 
the Government to be paying more for precisely 
the same kind of work than is paid elsewhere 
inthe country, and, under all the circumstauces, 
the Commitiee on Finance directed me to re- 
port the amendment as I have stated. This 
will leave the compensation under the law just 
as interpreted by the Attorney General until 
revised by the President’s proclamation. Any- 
thing beyond that will be attended by infinite 
difficulty. Letit be laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not now 
subject to debate, except by unanimous con- 
sent, ug the report has been made to-day. 
What does the Senator desire shall be done 
with the papers? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move that 
the papers be printed and laid on the table, to 
accompany the bill, which, of course, will go 
on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CRAIGINLL CHANNEL. 


Mr. VICKERS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 413) to appropriate a sum of money 
for the placing of range-lights along the ship- 
channel in the Chesapeake bay and Patapsco 
river, in the State of Maryland, commonly 
called the Craighill channel, to report it back 
and to recommend its passage. I ask for the 
consideration of the bill on account of the 
necessity of the ease. It has been recom- 
mended by the engineers corps, the Light- 
House Board, and the Treasury Department, 
and is unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee ofthe Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 418) to appropriate a sum 
of money for the placing of range-lighis along 
the ship-channel in the Chesapeake bay and 
Patapsco river, inthe State of Maryland, com- 
monly called the Craighill channel. For the 
purpose named, the bill proposes to appropri- 
ate the sum of $40,000. > 

Mr. COLE. Linquire whether that is not 
making an appropriation, and whether it has 
peen before the Committee of Appropriations. 
I think it is irregular. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been 
before the Committee on Commerce: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Light-house appropri- 
ations are not referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations ; they come from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, always. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is nota regular appro- 
priation bill. 


Mr. COLE. 
priation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California that appro- 
priations for light-houses and rivers and har- 
bors have, so far as he knows, always come 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read ihe third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSES AND BEACONS. 


Mr. CORBETT. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to report back ares- 
olution that wasadopted by the National Board 
of Trade, and recommend its passage. I ask 
its present consideration, 

The resolution was considered and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested to lay 
before Congress for publication, if the public inter- 
est shall allow, the correspondence which has passed 
between the Government of the United States and 
Great Britain relative to the dues now eollected in 
the latter country from merchant shipping for the 
support of light-houses and beacons, with a view to 
renewing the application of our own Government at 
the proper time for the relief of the shipping inter- 
est from these charges, and forthe maintenance of 
the light-house system of Great Britain from the 
public revenue, in accordance with the policy and 
practice of the Government of the United States, 
which has lighted its coast and harbors for the free 
use of the ships of all nations. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
471) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act supple- 
mentary to an act to provide for furnishing 
artificial limbs for disabled soldiers,’’ approved 
June 80, 1870, have directed me to report 
back without amendment, and I desire its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 

Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that the benefits 
of the act approved June 18, 1870, entitled 
“ An act supplementary to an act to provide 
for furnishing artificial limbs to disabled sol- 
diers,’’ shall be extended to major generals, 
brigadier generals, colonels, lieutenant col- 
onels, majors, and all officers, soldiers, sea- 
men, and marines, disabled in the military 
or naval service of the United States, as fully 
as the same are provided for in the acts 
approved July 16, 1862, July 28, 1866, and 
July 27, 1868, in so far as these acts relate to 
artificial limbs, and to transportation for 
procuring those limbs. 
" Mr. BLAIR. I willstate that this bill gives 
to all officers above the grade of captain the 
same benefits as to artificial limbs which those 
below the rank of captain now enjoy. ‘There 
are many officers above that rank who lost their 
limbs, and whose circumstances are no better 
than those of officers below that rank. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, [I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Missouri how much it will 
require to meet the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know. Ihave no data 
by which to tell how much will be required. 
Every officer above the grade of captain who 
lost a limb in the war will be entitled to an 
artificial limb from the Government under this 
bill. I can see no ground to discriminate 
against officers above tbat rank. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I dislike ever to object 
to a provision of thiskind, because, as a matter 
of course, we all feel a sympathy for soldiers 
in this condition; but officers of the Army of 
the grades named have additional pay and 
pension, and the cost of a limb would be much 
less to them than to an ordinary soldier. If 
this is going to make a large extension of the 
provisions of the law passed a few years since 
it ought to be examined; but I do not like to 
object. , 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator is very 
much mistaken. I think he will find that no 


I think it is a regular appro- 


amount of additional pay would compensate 
an officer for the Joss of his arm or his leg. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason given forthe 
discrimination in the old law was that the pay 
of the private soldier or of the inferior officer 
would not justify the purchase of the necessary 
artificial limb, while the pay of officers of a 
higher grade was amply sufficient to provide 
them with such limbs. However, as the Mil- 
itary Committee have reported the bill, I will 
not stand in the way of its passage. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is very well known to every 
one, I suppose, that the additional pay given 
to officers of high rank is necessary on account 
of their increased expenditures in the Army 
on account of their rank, and almost all of the 
officers to whom this bill will apply have retired 
from the service. I can see no just ground for 
discriminating against officers of higher rank 
than captain in this matter. As I have before 
remarked, no amount of pay or pension can 
compensate a man for the loss of one of his 
limbs. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the law 
now to stand thus, and I will thank the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri to correct me if [ 
am wrong: enlisted men are entitled to artifi- 
cial limbs if they have lost their own, and, pre- 
ferring not to take them, they are entitled to 
asum of money in lieu of the limb. Am F 
right so far? 

Mr. BLAIR. I believe so. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand that the 
statutes which make the law as I bave stated 
were adopted upon the ground that enlisted 
men belonging to the rank and file did not re- 
ceive pay in the first instance, and in the sec- 
ond instance did not receive pensions so large 
as to enable them to provide themselves with 
the poor substitute which art has contrived for 
their natural limbs. That, of course, was in- 
consistent with the idea that the major gen- 
erals, brigadier generals, and colonels were 
to'be provided with artificial limbs at the pub- 
lic expense. The reason, I say, did not obtain 
in their case at all. Now, bowever, a bill is 
presented as I supposed, in the first place, to 
extend this favor, and to make it applicable to . 
all men, regardless of their rank; but upon 
looking at the bill I find that even this is not 
so. ‘he bill proposes, as I understand it, to 
pass over all military men intermediate be- 
tween the common eoldier and the captain, 
and, beginning with captains, to extend this 
right to the officersabove. Now, I should like 
to know why that should be done. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is mistaken, 
The present law applies to all officers of the 
grade of captain and below, as well as to 
common soldiers. 

Mr. CONKLING. I just now asked the hon- 
orable chairman of the Commitiee on Military 
Affairs, whom Ido not see in his seat, [Mr. 
Witson,] and he told me that the present law 
did not cover officers below the rank of cap- 
tain, but only enlisted men. 

Mr. BLAIR. My impression is that it does 
cover officers of that rank and below. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not see the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts here ; per- 
haps he will be here ina moment. My recol- 
lection—and my friend from Indiana (Mr. 
Morron] confirms me—is with the Senator 
from Massachusetts; but I beg to ask my 
friend from Missouri what is the use of all 
these words if he is right? Why uot strike 
ont these words? Then the bill is general. 
Why begin and say ‘‘ everybody from captain 
up,” if everybody from captain down has this 
privilege now? Why not obliterate the dis- 
tinction, and say all men shall have it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the 
Senator’s so amending the bill. He is very 
felicitous in language, i know. , 

Mr. CONKLING. I bave no particular 
desire to amend it; but I suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator tbat these words, if they have 
any use at all, imply that there must be some- 
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body below the rank of captain to whom this 
privilege does not now extend. 

Mr. BLAIR. My impression is that there 
is no one below the rank of captain to whom 
the privilege does not now extend; that every 
officer of the grade of captain and below that 
grade is entitled to the benefits of theact, That 
is my impression. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I suggest to the 
honorable Senator that in lines six, seven, and 
eight these words should be stricken from the 
bill: ‘major generals, brigadier generals, col- 
onels, lieutenant colonels, majors;’’ so that 
the bill would read: ‘shall be extended to all 
officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines dis- 
abled in the military or naval service of the 
United States.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that 
amendment; but I cannot accept it, I suppose, 
as the bill is reported by a committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York moves to amend the bill as he has 
stated. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move to amend tpon 
the theory that that is what the bill designs 
todo. Jam not advised about this. I sub- 
mit it to the honorable Senator from Missouri. 
Tf the design of the bill is to extend to all men 
alike without distinction of rank in the Army 
or Navy this benefit, then certainly these 
words are surplusage. They provoke the idea 
that a distinction is attempted to be made; 
and if no distinction is to be made, then they 
should be taken from the bill. 

Mr, BLAIR. No distinction is intended to 
be made. I have already given to the Senator 
from New York my impression that the law in 
existence now applies to all others; and this 
billis simply to provide for those who are not 
already provided for; but I am very happy to 
have the assistance of the Senator from New 
York in improving the language of the bill, 
and J accept without hesitation his suggestion. 

Mr. CONKLING, Then, upon the assump- 
tion that the bill is to be thus modified, I un- 
derstand now the bill to stand upon this ground: 
that no man in the Navy and no man in the 
Army receives pay and pensions so large as to 
be able to provide himself with this particular 


necessity. That is the argument, I take it. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have not made that argu- 
ment. 


Mr. CONKLING. [I do not see any other 
on which the bill could stand. I am not going 
to interpose against any report made by the 
Military Committee which looks like conferring 
benefits upon men who have exposed their lives 
and lost their limbs in the service of the coun- 
try-—very far from it; but when we are appro- 
priating money from the Treasury I think we 
ought to understand upon what grounds we 
are doing it, and the effect of the legislation. 

Now, I understand the bill, if the amend- 
ment suggested shall prevail, to mean this— 
and with this single statement I leave it—I 
understand it to mean that in addition to all 
the bounties, all the pay, all the pensions now 
provided by law, every manin the Army from 
the General down, and every manin the Navy 
from the Admiral down, if he has lost a limb, 
is to be provided with an artificial limb; or if 
he does not want to be so provided by the 
Government, as will be the trath in a great 
majority of instances, a certain sum of money 
as commutation or bounty is to be added to 
what he has heretoforereceived. Ithink there 
can be no doubt that that is the effect of the 
bill; and all that I wish to doisto understand 
it myself and bring it to the knowledge of the 
Senate, in order that we may know what we 
are about to adopt. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am very glad that the Sen- 
ator from New York has stated so clearly what 
the bill amounts to. It is to apply to. every 


not already provided for by law, and who has 
lost an arm or a leg in the service of his coun- 
try, and to provide that the country shall 
recompense him to some extent by making as 
good a substitute as possible by furnishing bim 
an artificial limb. ‘That is the fact about it, 
and I am very glad that the Senator has stated 
it so explicitly to the Senate. I do not know 
but that he stated itin a manner calculated to 


impress the Senate with the enormous expense 
that the Government is about to incur in this 
matter, in the hope probably of breaking down 
the bill. Ido not know that I understand him 
exactly as urging these facts in the sense I 
have indicated, but with a full knowledge that 
it does provide for every person who served in 
the Army or Navy, and had the misfortune 
to lose one of his limbs, a substitute at the 
expense of the Government. I hope that there 
will be found no one in the Senate to object to 
the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, in order 
not to break down the bill, and not to dwell 
upon the great expense involved in it, but to 
insure men below the rank of captain the 
same right which is now to be conferred upon 
major generals, I move the amendment which 
I suggested, to strike out all the restraining 
words, so that the bill will extend this privi- 
lege to all men alike, regardless of rank, in the 
Army and Navy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment has been regarded as agreed to, there 
being no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to hear the 
bill read as it stands amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
have its third reading in full. 

The bill was read a third time, at length, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the benefits of the act 
approved June 30, 1870, entitled “ An act supple- 
mentary to an act to provide for furnishing artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers,’’ shall be extended to all 


the military or naval service of the United States, 
as fully as the same are provided for in the acts 
approved July 16, 1862, July 28, 1863, and July 27. 
1868, in so far as the said acts relate to artificial 
limbs, and to transportation for procuring said 
imbs. 

Src. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
with this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect and be in 
force from and after its passage. 


The bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Isaac Srroum, one of its clerks, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills ; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: - ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 115) granting a pension to 
Nancy Ann Spurgeon, widow of Josiah Spur- 
geon, of Lewis county, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. No. 712) granting a pension to 
William H. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1085) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1066) granting a pension 
to Mary Wade, mother of Jennie Wade; and 

A bil (H. R. No. 1067) granting a pension 
to Ann G. Barker, widow of Thomas Barker. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


! No. 495) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte 


Barnaby; which was read twice by its title, 


referred to the Committee on Pensions, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous consent 


obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 496) | 


to authorize the sale of public property at 
Shreveport, Louisiana; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous į} 


man who has served the country, and who is || consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 497) to constitute Nebraska City, in the 
State of Nebraska, a port of delivery; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 498) 
amendatory of the homestead law; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
499) to allow women to vote and hold office in 
the Territories of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill(S. No. 500) 
granting two million acres of publie lands to 
the District of Columbia for educational pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 501) for the relief of James 
Murphy; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 502) to perfect navigation on the Missis- 
sippi river; which was read twice by its title, 


. referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 508) for the relief of Joseph L. Hall; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONDUCT OF PRESIDENT GRANT. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. President, 


| È $ í 
officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines disabled in |; I rise to say to the Senate that on to-morrow, 


or some short and fit day, I will ask the court- 
esy of the body to allow me to call up a reso- 
lution which I offered some days ago, in order 
to make some remarks upon it. The Senate 
will recollect how that resolution was de- 
nounced at the time it was presented. Those 
words of denunciation I did not hear, or I 
should have taken the opportunity to reply at 
once. I hope, under the circumstances, the 
Senate will do me the courtesy to allow me to 
have that resolution called up soon, and also 
permission to make some remarks upon it. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 115) granting a pension 
to Nancy Ann Spurgeon, widow of Josiah 
Spurgeon, of Lewis county, Missouri ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 712) granting a pension 
to William H. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1065) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1066) granting a pension 
to Mary Wade, mother of Jennie Wade; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1067) granting a pension 
to Ann S. Barker, widow of Thomas Barker. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 380) for the removal of legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Sumner, to add certain sections, known as 
the supplementary civil rights bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Itis understood that the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPENTER] de- 
sires to address the Senate to-day on another 
question. I would ask, therefore, that this bill 
be passed over informally for that purpose; 
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but before that is dane, I desire to say that I 
have considered the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] 
made last evening by way of amendment, and 
have substantially adopted them. I now send 
to the Chair my amendment as amended, with 
also some slight verbal changes that I have 
made in it, and I ask to have it printed in this 


form, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
will be regarded as modified, and in the modi- 
fied shape take the place of the previous amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly ; the whole being, 
as I understand it, still in my hands. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. The Sen- 
ator has a right to modify his amendment, and 
does modify it. It will be ordered to be printed 
if there be no objection. It isso ordered. The 
Senator from Massachusetts now yields to the 
Senator from Wisconsin, who asks that the 
pending business be informally passed over 
for the purpose of considering the resolution 
offered by himself; and the Chair will again 
state, as he did a few days since, thatthe un- 
finished business must be called up by some 
Senator prior to the adjournment of the Senate 
to-day or prior to its going into executive ses- 
sion, as whatever the Senate adjourns upon 
will be the unfinished business. There appears 
to be no objection; and the resolution of the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be taken up. 


POWER OF APPOINTMENT. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. CARPEN- 
TER on the 10th instant: 

Whereas the Constitution of tho United States 
requires the President to nominate, and by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senato to appoint, all 
officers of the United States whose appointments are 
notin said Constitution otherwise provided for, and 
which shall be established by law, subject to the 
power of Congress by law to vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers as they may think proper in 
the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the 
heads of Departments: Therefore, 

Resolved, That any law or regulation which is 
designed to relieve the President, and in the cases 
pertaining to them the courts of law or heads of 
Departments, of the full responsibility, of such 
nominations or appointments, is in violation of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, it has 
been announced by at least one Washington 
correspondent that I am to address the Sen- 
ate in opposition to what is cunningly styled 
“civil service reform;’’ and that I am to 
attack it not by reason, but by ridicule. I 
expect to be abused from one end of the 
Union to the other for asserting, or even 
suggesting, that the press do not understand a 
man’s intentions better than he understands 
them himself. Nevertheless, sir, I assure the 
Senate that if I were complete master of those 
weapons of discussion known as irony and sar- 
casm, this is not an occasion upon which I 
should employ them. 

Tam an humble yet faithful member of the 
Republican party. Iam a sincere supporter of 
the present Administration. Tam a loyaland 
ardent friend of General Grant; so ardent and 
loyal that, if need be, I would even forfeit his 
friendship to warn him against a fatal or even 
dangerous or mistaken step. I deeply regret 
the. recent message sent by the President to 
Congress, adopting the rules recommended by 
the ‘civil service’? board. It pledges the 
President to a line of official conduct which 
in my belief is altogether unconstitutional; a 
line of conduct which, if not unconstitutional, 
will, if adhered to, prove most pernicious in 
results. And while I feel bound by every con- 
sideration to enter my protest and raise a warn- 
ing voice, I feel no inclination to heap ridicule 
upon this measure, or to treat it or its authors 
otherwise than with entire respect. It must 
þe admitted that the clamor raised upon this 
subject has affected the public mind, and I 
both appreciate agd honor the motives of the 
President in attempting to execute what just 
at present seems to be the popular wish. In 
his inaugural he said that the surest way to 
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procure the repeal of an objectionable law was 
to execute it faithfully, He may have con- 
cluded that the surest way to cure the people 
of all desire to embrace the modern theories 
in regard to civil service was to put those the- 
ories into execution until the people should 
ery, ‘‘Enough!”’ 

Still, I feel that the President has yielded 
too easily, and that, in his desire to obey the 
popular voice, he has surrendered principles 
which the people, when they come to reflect ; 
upon the subject, will determine ought to be | 
maintained. Ithas been charged by the press į 
that General Grant is employing the patron- | 
age of the Government to secure his reélection. | 
If in this matter he thought at all of himself, | 
he undoubtedly thought he could allow them | 
many advantages and still defeat his enemies. | 
I have no doubt of this; but General Grant is | 
at present holding in trust a great govern- 
mental office, which must hereafter be occu- 
pied by men who will not possess the personal | 
popularity he enjoys, and therefore will not | 
be as able as he is to breast a temporary | 
storm in order to vindicate a great principle. 

The sudden impulses of a democracy are | 
often wrong. ‘The sober second thought of 
the people is always right.” But it often hap- | 
pens that a public man is compelled to act in | 
sudden emergencies—act while some popular 
delusion is ruling the hour; and it may some 
time happen that he may find his head in the 
basket before the sobcr second thought, the 
calm deliberate judgment of the people, can 
be obtained. 

t‘ Self- preservation is the first law of nature. ”? 
And a Senator, if he may not be excused, is 
at least entitled to whatever of palliation may 
result from this law, when he yields to a tem- 
porary frenzy of popular sentiment against the | 
convictions of his own judgment and the voice 
of his conscience. He may seek shelter in the | 
theory that the people are sovereign, the rep- | 
resentative but a servant, and it may scem to 
follow that the people cannot complain that a 
Senator has executed their will, no matter | 
how disastrous the results may be. To a Sen- 
ator ambitious of reélection it must always be 
a temptation to yield to the latest and loudest 
popular cry; a temptation which may, indeed, 
be resisted and overcome by that steadfast 
virtue which sustains the martyr amid crack- 
ling fagots; the virtue which, I trast, will always 
be found in this conservative body of the | 
Republic. 

But, as I am probably the only Senator who 
could not be reélected if he desired to he, 
there seems to be a special obligation resting 
upon me to act independently during the brief 
term I have to serve in the Senate. 

The Senator from Massachusetts on my 
right [Mr. Sumyer] has proposed an amend- | 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
disfranchising any citizen who shall have | 
served one constitutional term as President. | 
The fourteenth amendment disfranchises Jef- 
ferson Davis; but provides that Congress, by 
a two-thirds vote, may relieve him from dis- 
ability. The Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
poses to disfranchise General Grant without 
providing that Congress may even by a unani- | 
mous vote restore him to, eligibility. When 
that resolution shall come up again for consid- 
eration, I understand that a Senator intends | 
to move an amendment to it, providing— 

That no person shall be entitled to a seat in 


either House of Congress who shall have served one 
constitutional term therein. 


And— 


That no person shall hold or exercise any office | 
of honor, profit, or trust under the United States, or j 
any State, who shall have held any such office or 
offices for six years in all; butthat every citizen who 
shall have served as aforesaid shall be forever there- 
after distrusted and disfranchised. 


Thus visiting upon every person who shall 
have so offended the extreme penalty imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment upon the most 


guilty of the traitors who sought to overthrow 
the Government in the late rebellion. And Ii 


expect that the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, if he is convinced that one term of 
public service is sufficient to undermine the 
integrity of any man, as is inferable from his 
proposed amendment, will not ouly accept this 
amendment, but will take his hatand leave the 
Chamber without even requiring a vote of the 
Senate. 

I expect this because I know that Sen- 
ator is too devoted to principle to violate it in 
his own person, andif it be an evil for any 
public servant to serve for more than one 
term, I know he will redress the wrong so far 
as himself is concerned. It will indeed be a 
calamity for the Senate to lose the benefit of 
his experience and wisdom; but this is an era 
of principles, and practical inconveniences are 
not to be weighed for a moment against the 
sublimity of a dogma, 

All hail, one-term principle. 
Farewell, Senator from Massachusetts! 2 

Iam anticipating a sorrowful parting, the 
grief of which will only be softened and re- 
lieved by whatever consolation may result from 
the reflection that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has laid down his official life to illusirate 
his political principles. 

Mr. President, in politics ‘‘words are things.” 
‘Civil service reform” is a cunning catchword. 
Whoever is not in favor of reform must be in 
favor of abuses. ‘This is the rapid logic by 
which some men hope to conceal their real 
purposes and commit us to ideas and theories 
which belong to monarchical governments. 
But change is not necessarily reform; and 
there is a wisdom fortified by the instincts of | 
nature, teaching us that ‘it is better to bear 
the ills we have, than fly to others that we 
know not of.” 

The Government is necessarily of delicate 
and complicated mechanism; and the com- 
monest prudence dictates that no alteration 
should be made in a system which, as a whole, 
has answered well its ends without at leasta 
very strong probability of improvement and 
benefit. 

The great principle upon which our Govern- 
ment rests, the philosophy which supports all 
free institutions, is that the powers of sov- 
ereignty should be so distributed among differ- 
ent officers and bodies that each department 
shall operate as acheck upon the others, and 
the concurrence of all be indispensable to the 
Government's proceeding at all. 

The scheme which our fathers devised was 
a distribution of these powers among three 
great departments, legislative, judicial, and 
executive; three great, independent, coör- 
dinate departments. When this had been 
agreed upon, the practical question to be 
setiled was, What proportion of sovereign 
powers should be conferred upon each so as 
to secure the power of each to vindicate its 
proper authority against the encroachments 
of the others; and this was felt and found to . 
be a most delicate and difficult problem. No 
frame of free government on a large scale was 
before them for a model, arid guided only by 
general principles, they were compelled to 
devise new instrumentalities. 

Our fathers were Englishmen; the history 
of England was specially familiar to them. 
All tho liberties of Englishmen had been 
wrested by Parliament, supported by the peo- 
ple, from the kings of England. Executive 
power was the object of their keenest suspicion 
and distrust. In the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence all the wrongs complained of were 
charged upon the king of England. That 
celebrated document contains twenty-six arti- 
cles of impeachment against the king; none 
whatever against the Parliament of Great 
Britain. When it was found necessary to 
complain of the laws by which the colonies 
had been plundered and oppressed, it was 
said: 

“ He[the king] bas combined with others to sub= 
ject us to a jurisdiction foreign to our constitution, 


and unacknowledged by our laws: giving bis assent 
to their acts of pretended legislation,” &. 
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concluding, in relation to the laws which had 
been passed, as well as the acts of the king 
himself— 

“A prince whose characteris thus marked by every 
act which can define a tyrant, is unfit to be theruler 
of a free people.” 

The British theory is that “the king can do 
no wrong.’ The theory of the Declaration 
of Independence is that the king is answerable 
for all wrongs committed by the Government. 
In this mood, and entertaining these views, it 
was to be expected that our fathers, in fram- 
ing a Government for themselves, would take 
care to keep executive power well under con- 
trol; and the fact corresponds with this ex- 
pectation, Of the three departments of our 
Government the executive is by far the 
weakest. 

The great predominant power of the Gov- 
ernment is, as it should be, the legislative 
department. It possesses not only all the 
powers which are legislative in character, but 
the Senate participates with the President in 
exercising the executive power of making trea- 
ties, and appointing and removing all officers 
of the Government, except those whose ap- 
pointment may be conferred by Congress upon 
the courts of law and heads of Departments. 

Congress, to the exclusion of the President, 
possesses the kingly prerogative of declaring 
war and concluding peace, coining money, and 
many other powers executive in character, and 
which are the prerogatives of the king under 
the English constitution, And over and above 
all, more important and comprehensive than 
all. Congress may ‘‘ make all laws which shall 


be necessary and proper for carrying into exe- | 


cution” “all powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion” in the Government of the United States, 
or ‘fin any department or officer thereof.” 

The judicial department possesses the power, 
unknown in former Governments, to 
a legislative act void for incompatibility with 
the Constitution. And by the separation of 
the judges from the contamination of polities, 
and in consequence of their high character 
and great influence, their life tenure, and from 
the habitual reverence of our people for the 
judgments of our judicialcourts, the power of 
that department is sufficiently assured. 

The President— 

1. Is Commander-in-Chief of the Army and 
Navy; 


2. He may receive embassadors and other | 


foreign ministers, but cannot conclude treaties 
with them ; 

3. He has the pardoning power; 
<4. He has a qualified veto power; 

5. He bas, concurrently with the Senate, 
the appointing power; and 

6. ik must take care that the laws be faith- 
fully executed. 

These are the only important powers con- 
ferred upon the President. And it is notdiffi- 
cult to see that in a contest with Congress the 
President is next to powerless, 

1. The command of the Army and Navy 
amounts to nothing, for Congress may abolish 
and disband both in an hour. 

2. Receiving embassadors and other for- 
eign ministers, with whom he cannot conclude 
treaties, is mere ceremony. 

3. The pardoning power touches only erim- 
inals and their rela: ives. 

4. The qualified veto power may always be 
overcome by Congress; and during the last 
ten years has been overcome in almost every 
instance, 

5. In executing the laws the President is 
ibe mere agent of Congress, who make the 
laws, 

So that the appointing power, the patronage 
of the Government, as it is called, is the only 


power of the presidential ofice which con- | 


necis the President with the people; the only 
staff he bas to jean upon when assailed by the 
encroachments of the legislative department. 
Take this away, and the President is only the 
high constabie of the Republic, and practically 


eclare | 
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as powerless as the constable of a ward in 
Milwaukee. . 

And yet, as I have already remarked, in 
framing the Constitution it was conceded on 
all hands to be indispensable that the execu- 
tive department should be clothed with such 
powers as would enable it to withstand any 
attempted encroachment by the legislative de- 
partment. And it is apparent that the only 
important power vested in the executive de- 
partment is that which relates to the patronage 
of the Government. 

The Constitution provides that the Presi- 
dent— ` 

“Shall nominate, and by and with the advice and 


| consent of the Senate shall appoint, embassaders, 
other public ministers, and consuls, judges of the | 


Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United 
States, whose appointments are not herein otherwise 

rovided for, and which shall be established by law. 
But the Congress may by law vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers as they think proper in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or inthe heads 
of Departments.” 


Congress, by the act regulating the tenure 


of civil office, has already made it impossi- | 


ble for the President to remove any officer 
appointed by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate without first obtaining the con- 
sent of the Senate to such removal. And Con- 
gress may to-morrow repeal all Jaws which 
vest powers of appointment in the President 
alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of 


Departments, and thus bring every officer of | 


the Government, from the highest to the low» 
est, within the operation of the civil office 
tenure act. I believe that act to be consti- 
tutional; but it must be confessed that it 
exhausts the constitutional power of Congress 
upon this subject, and touches the extreme 
verge of propriety, and in the opinion of many 
good men far transcends the limits of both. 
This is the power, limited aud regulated by 
Constitution and laws, which it is proposed 
further to regulate and hamper by what is 
styled “ civil service reform.” 

Iam aware that during the administration 


of General Jackson some of our ablest states- | 
men expressed the fear that this power would | 


give an undue preponderance to the execu- 
tive department; but the experience of our 
time has dispelled those fears. During the late 
war, when the Government was compelled to 
maintain an army and navy of gigantic dimen- 


sions, the patronage of the Government in | 
appointing officers and making contracts was | 


swollen to its utmost limit, and the necessi- 
ties of the Government induced our people to 
acquiesce in the exercise by the executive 
department of many powers unheard of be- 
fore, and which the people would never sub- 
mit to in times of peace. And yet so far from 
the President having by these circumsiances 
acquired prestige and powers which rendered 
him dangerous to the people, or threatened 
the independence of the other departments 
of the Government, the world, within three 
years after the termination of the war, saw the 


| President arraigned as a culprit at the bar of 


the Senate. 

But Jet us return to examine, a little more 
in detail, the nature and extent of the appoint- 
ing power, as vested by the Constitution in the 
President. The sole power of nomination is 
vested in him. The Senate may, indeed, say 
that the nominee shall not be appointed, but 
cannot propose a candidate of its own selec- 
tion, or in any way. limit the field from which 
the President isto nomingte. The Constitu- 
tiou imposes upon the President the responsi- 
bility, and confers upon him the influence and 
strength which result from the power to nom- 
inate. And any act of Congress or regulation 
of the executive department which has the 
practical effect to shelter the President from 
this responsibility or deprive him of this power 
is in violation of the spirit of the Constitution. 

The Constitution was intended to secure 
results, and any law or regulation which, in 
its practical operation, defeats any end con- 
templated by the Constitution is unconstitu- 
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tional. If authorities be needed to support 
so plain a proposition, they may be found in 
the reasoning and judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the cases of 
Green vs. Biddle, (8 Wheaton, 1;) Bronson vs. 
Kinzie, (1 How., 811;) McCracken vs. Hay- 
ward, (2 How., 608;) the passenger cases, (7 
How., 283.) Ps 

In the light of these general principles, and 
of the constitutional provisions before quoted, 
I come to consider this proposed scheme of 
civil service reform. 

Congress by the act of March 3, 1871, enti- 
tled ‘An act making appropriation for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government,” &c., pro- 
vided as follows: 


. “That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into the 
civil service of the United States as will best pro- 
mote the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness 
of each candidate in respect to age, health, charao- 
ter, knowledge, and ability for the branch of service 
into which he seeks to enter; and for this purpose the 
President is authorized to employ suitable persons 
to conduct said inquiries, to prescribe their duties, 
and to establish regulations for the conduct of 
persons who may receive appointments in the civil 
service. ” 


This provision was ingrafted upon an appro- 
priation bill in one of the last nights of a pro- 
tracted session. Repeated efforts had been 
made in the House of Representatives to make 
some provision upon this subject, but had 
received no favor in the House. And it is 
safe to say that had the proposition been pre- 
sented by a separate bill it would not have 
received the support of twenty members of 
either House. And nothing can more em- 
phatically illustrate the vice of including gen- 
eral legislation in an appropriation bill than 
this provision. By a legislative wisdom that 
is “inscrutable and past finding out” appro- 
priation bills aré generally reserved for the last 
night of a session, and then are not unfre- 
quently loaded down by preposterous provis- 
ions, which only obtain the assent of the 
Houses for the reason that appropriation bills 
must pass or the Government must stand still. 
Under this provision the President appointed 
a board consisting of seven persons, who, after 
due deliberation, have recommended to the 
President the following: 


“1. No person shall be admitted to any position in 
thecivilservice within the appointment of the Presi- 
dent or the heads of Departments who is nota citi- 
zen of the United States; who shali not have fur- 
nished satisfactory evidence in regard to character, 
health, and age; and who shall not have passed a 
satisfactory examination in speaking, reading, and 
writing the English language. 

“2. An advisory board of suitable persons to be 
employed by the President under the ninth section 
of the act of March 3, 1871, entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872. and 
for other purposes,’ shall, so far as practicable, group 
the positions in each branch of the civil service 
according to the character of the duties to be per- 
formed, and shall grade each group from lowest to 
highest for the purpose of promotion within the 
Bag Admission to the civil service shall always 

c to the lowest grade of any group; and to such 
positions as cannot be grouped or graded, admission 
shall bedetermined as provided for the lowest grade. 

“3. A vacancy occurring in the lowest grade of 
any group of offices shall be filled, after due 
publie notice, from all applicants who shall pre- 
sent themselves, and who shall have furnished the 
evidence and satisfied the preliminary examination 
already mentioned, and who shall have passed a 
public competitive examination to test knowledge, 
ability, and special qualifications for the perform- 
ance of the duties of the office. The board conduct- 
ing such competitive examination shall prepare, 
under the supervision of the advisory board, a list 
of the names of the applicants in the order of their 
excellence, as proved by such examination, begin- 
hing with the highest; and shall then certify to the 
nominating or appointing power, as the case may 
be, the names standing at the head of such list. not 
exceeding three; and from the names thus certified 
the appointment shall be made. 

A vacancy occurring in any grade of a group 
of offices above the lowest shall be filled by a con- 
petitive examination of applicants from the other 
grades of that group, and the list of names from 
which the appointment is to be made shall be pre- 
pared and certified as provided in the preceding 
rule; but if no such applicants are found. compe- 
tent, the appointment shall be made upon an exam- 
ination of all applicants, conducted in actvrdance 
with the provisions for admission to the lowest grade, 

5. Applicants certified as otherwise qualified for 
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appointment as cashiers of collectors of customs, 
cashiers of Assistant Treasurers, cashiers of post- 
masters, Superintendents of money-order divisions 
in post offices, and such other custodians of large 
sums of money as may hereafter be designated by 


the advisory board, and for whose pecuniary fidelity i 


another officer is responsible, shall, nevertheless, 
not be appointed except with the approval of such 
other officer. A 

“6, Postmasters whose annual salary is less than 
$200 may be appointed upon the written request 
of applicants, with such evidence of character and 
fitness as shall be satisfactory to the head of the 
Department, 

“7 The appointment of all 


ar e ar 1 persons entering the 
civil service in accordance wit 


these rogulations, 


exo: pting persons appointed by the President, by | 
and with the advice and consent of the Sonate, post- | 
masters, and persons appointed to any position in a | 


foreign country, shall be made for a probationary 


term of six months, during which the conduct and | 
capacity of such persons shall be tested; and if, at Í 


tho end of said probationary term, satisfactory proofs 
oftheir fitness shall have been furnished by the 
board of examiners to toe head of the Department 
in which they shall have been employed during said 
term, they shall be reappointed. 

8, The President will designate three persons in 
each department of the public service to serve as a 
board of examiners, which, under the supervision 
of the advisory board, and under regulations to be 
prescribed by it, and at such times and places as it 


may determine, shall conduct personally, or by per- | 


sons approved by the advisory board, all investiga- 
tions and examinations for admission into said 
Departments, or for promotion therein. 

|9. Any person who, after tong and faithful ser- 
vice in a Department, shall be incapacitated by 
mental or bodily infirmity for the efficient discharge 
of the duties of his position, may be appointed by 
the bead of the Department, at his discretion, to a 
position of less responsibility in the same Dopart- 
ment, 

10. Nothing in these rules shall prevent the ap- 


pointmont of aliens to positions in the consular | 


service, which, by reason of small compensation or 
of other sufficient cause, are, in tho judgment of 


the appointing power, necessarily so filled; nor the | 


appointment of such persons within tho United 


States as are indispensablo to a proper discharge of | 


the duties of certain positions, but who may not 
be familiar with tho English language or legally 
capable of naturalization. 

“Il, No head of a Department, nor any subor- 
dinate officer of the Government, shall as such offi- 
cor authorize, or permit, or assist in levying, any 


assessment of money for political purposes, under į 


the form of voluntary contributions or otherwise, 
upon any person cmploycd under his control, nor 
shall any such person pay any money so assessed. 
42. The advisory board shall at any timo recom- 
mend to the President such changes in these rules 


ag it may conser necessary to secure the greater | 


efficiency of the civil service. 

13. From these rules are excepted tho heads of 
Departments, Assistant Secretaries of Departments. 
Assistant Attorneys General, and First Assistant 
Postmaster General, Solicitor 


Revenue, examiner of claims in the Stato Depart- 
weut, Treasurer of the United States, Register of 
the Treasury, First and Second Comptroilers of tho 
Treasury, judges of tho United States courts, 


tendent of the Coast Survey, Director of the Mint, 
Governors of Territories, Special Commissioners, 
special counsel, visiting and examining boards, 


persons appointed to positions without compensa- | 


tion for services, dispatch agents, and bearers of 
dispatches.’” 


The President communicates these rules and 


regulations to Congress in a message, in which 
he says, ‘‘ These rules have been adopted, aud 
will go into effect on the 1st day of January, 
1872. And the President adds: 


“Tf leftto me, without further congressional action, 
the rules prescribed by the commission, under tho 


reservation already mentioned, will be faithfully | 
executed; but they are not binding, without further | 


Jegisiation, upon my successors. 

™ Being desirous of bringing this subject to the at- 
tention of Congress betore the approaching recess, I 
have not time to sufficiently examine the accom- 
panying report to enable me to suggest definite 
legislative action to insure the support which may 
be necessary in order to give a thorough trial to a 
policy long needed. 

“Task for all the strength which Congress can give 
me, to enable me to carry out the reforms in the 
civil service recommended by the commissioners, 
and adopted, to take effect, as before stated, on Jan- 
nary 1, 1872.” 


1. The first thing that occurs to the mind, 
on examining these rules and regulations, is 
that the most important officers of the Govern- 
ment, those mentioned in the thirteenth rule 
and regulation, are exempted from their opera- 
tion, Ifthe competitive examination, which, 
in the opinion of the board, is a balm for all 
governmental ills, should be applied to all sub- 
ordinate officers, and if a copying clerk in the 
Interior Department, or the janitor of a public 


i oneral, Solicitor of | 
the Treasury, Naval Solicitor, Solicitor of Internal | 


dis- | 
trict attorneys, privato secretary of the President, i 
ombassadors and other publie ministers, Superin- | 
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building in San Francisco, must be citizens of 
the United States, and furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence in regard to character, health, and age, 
and pass a satisfactory examination in speak- 
ing, reading, and writing the English language, 
itis difficult to perceive why ‘the heads of 
Departments, Assistant Secretaries of Depart- 
ments, Assistant Attorneys General, and First 
Assistant Postmaster General, Solicitor Gen- 
eral, Solicitor of the Treasury, Naval Soli- 
cilor, Solicitor of Internal Revenue, examiner 
of claims in the State Department, Treasurer 
of the United States, Register of the Treasury, 
First and Second Comptrollers of the Treasury, 
judges of the United States courts, district 
attorneys, private secretary of the President, 
embassadors and other public ministers, Super- 
intendent of the Coast Survey, Director of the 
Mint, Governors of Territories’? should uot be 
required to pass through this trying ordeal and 
meet these difficult tests, A copying-clerk in 
the State Department must be a citizen of the 
United States; the head of that Department 
need not be. A light-house keeper on the 
shores of Lake Michigan must be able to write 
and read the English language; the Attorney 
General of the United States is not required 
to do cither. 

2. These rales and the message illustrate 
the truth of the Scripture: t Behold, how great 
a matter a little fire kindleth 1? 

The President was authorized to employ 
suitable persons to conduct inquiries to ascer- 
tain the fitness “of each candidate in respect 
to age, health, character, knowledge, and abil- 
ity for the branch of service into which he 
seeks to enter;’’ and out of this we obtain, by 
the rules and regulations adopted by the Pres- 
ident, an advisory board without limit as to 
number of its members, with unlimited powers 
and undefined jurisdiction, and as many sub- 
boards as there are departments of public 
service, to conduct competitive examinations, 
(see rule eight, ) besides the appointment of an 
unlimited number of persons by these respec- 
tive examining boards, to be approved by the 
advisory board, who are to wander over the 
Union and conduct ‘all investigations and 
examinations for admission into said depart- 
ments, or for promotion therein.”’ 


Thus hundreds, and it may be thousands, | 


of new offices are created, for which Congress 
must provide the requisite compensation. 
These new offices are not created by an act of 
Congress, but are created by the message of 
the President adopting these rules and regula- 
tions. 

By the ninth rule and regulation it is pro- 
vided that— 

“Any person who, after long and faithful service 
in a Department, shall be incapacitated by mental 
or bodily infirmity for the efficient discharge of the 
duties of his position, may be appointed by the head 
of the Department, at his discretion, to a position 
of less responsibility in the same Department.” 

By the first rule it is provided that— 


“No person shall be admitted to any position in 
the civil sorvico, &c., who shall not have furnished 
satisfactory evidence in regard to health, age,” &. 

Now, how “any person who, after long and 
faithful service in a Department, shall be inca- 
pacitated by extreme age and mental or bodily 
infirmity, for the efficient discharge of the 
duties of his position,’’ is to furnish the satis- 


factory evidence of age and health required | 
by the first rule for admission ‘‘to any position | 


inthe civil service,” is a problem which ought 
to be sent back to the advisory board. 

3. It is provided by the second rule that the 
advisory board shall hereafter ‘‘so far as practi- 
cable group the positions in each branch of 
the pubiic service according to the character 
of the duties to be performed, and shall grade 
each group from lowest to highest, for the pur- 
pose of promotion within the group.” 

I understand from the message of the Pres- 
ident that he has not only adopted the action 
of the board, so far as expressed, but that he 
adopts whatever may bc the subsequent action 
of the board in this behalf, though such action 


relates. to the most. important part of the sys- 
tem, while of course he is wholly ignorant of 
what such subsequent action may be. 

But these are minor and trifling objec- 
tions; and relate to the bark of a tree which is 
unsound from top to bottom. The principal 
objections to the. system proposed by these 
rules and regulations are twofold : 

I, They violate the Constitution in this, that 
they take from the President the discretion 
which the Constitution vests in him, to select 
from the whole body of the people, limiting’ 
him to the three names or less reported by the 
examining board; thus transferring the nom- 
inating power from the President to a board 
unknown to the Constitution and laws ; and 

H. They set up the standard of education 
ag prescribed in the schools, and thus preclude 
from public office every man who has not re- 
ceived the benefit of a liberal education; thus 
creating, too, a governmental class to be com- 
posed of the sons of the rich, to the exclusion 
of the sons of the poor, in violation of the 
most essential principle of republican institu- 
tions. 

I shall briefly consider these objections in 
the order in which I have stated them. 

I. The regulations, in their practical effect, 
are unconstitutional. In relation to the power, 
duty, and discretion of the President, as pre- 
scribed by the Constitution in making appoint- 
ments, I cannot do better than refer to an 
opinion of Attorney General Akerman, deliv- 
ered upon this very subject, August 81, 1871, 
in which he states the constitutional princi- 
ples applicable to appointments by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, with great clearness and force. 
He says: ; 

“If to appoint is merely to do a formal act, that is, 
mercly to authenticate a selection not made by the 
appointing power, then there is no constitutional 
objection to the designation of officers by a competi- 
tive examination, or any other mode of scloction 
which Congress may prescribe or authorize. But if 
appointment implies an exercise of judgment and 
will, tho officer must be selected according to the 
judgment and will of the person or body in whom 
ibe appointing power is vested by the Constitution ; 
anda mode ot selection which gives no room for tho 
exercise of that judgment and willis inadmissible. 
If the President’ in appointing a marshal, if the 
Senate in appointing ity Secretary, if a court or head 
of Department in appointing a clerk, must take the 
individual whom a civil servies board adjudgo to 
have proved himself the ficiest by the test of a com- 
petitive examination, the will and judgment which 
determine that appointment aro not the will and 
judgment of the Presideut, of the Sennte, of the court, 
or of tne head of Department, but are the will and 
judgment of tho civil servico board, and that board 
is virtually the appointing power. N 

“Viewing tho appointing power conferred in the 
Constitution as a substantial, and not merely a nom~ 
inal function, [cannot but believe that thejudgment 
and will of the constitutional depositary of that 

ower should be exercised in every appointment, 
Tho power was lodged where it is because the makers 
ot the Constitution, after careful consideration, 
thought that in no other depositaries of it could the 
judgment and the willto mako proper appointments 
so certainly befound. ‘They assigned it to iunction~ 
aries who were expected to have an adequate knowl- 
edge of men and of affairs, to have capacity for 
public business, aud to feel responsible to conscience 
and to the opinion of good citizens. As a further 
security, they placed the power in the hands of those 
who would havea particularinterestin using it well. 
If a legislative body ia ill-ollicered, the members 
cannot do their work with case oradvantage; there- 
fore, cach branch of Congress chooses its olficers. 
Without efficient servitors, a court of law is impo- 
tent; theretore, Congress may vest appointments In 
courts, The first need of the head of a Department 
is a body of capable and trusty assistants; theretore, 
Congress may vest appointments in the heads of 
Departments. In all cases not thus provided for the 
appointment is with the President, whose sacecss in 
his weighty charge essentially depends on the com- 
petency of the appointees. Thus the reasons for the 
constitutional provision all forbid that any judgment 
and will but those of the constitutional appointing 
power shouid havo legal operation in the matter of 
the appointment. 

“The most important civil appointments are made 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. If Congress can compel the President to 
nominate a person selectcd by others, it can compel 
the Senate to advise and consent to that nomina- 
tion. Ifthe foremost man in the competitivo test 
ig entitled to the office, that test must be conclusive 
upon all whose action is reqaired to place him in 
the ofice; and, in fact, the action of ull of them is 
merely formal, cxeept that of the judges in the test. 
But advice and consent imply an exercise of judg- 
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ment and will; so does nomination; so does appoint- 


ment. There is this difference: that the judgment. 


and will of the Senate can regard only the person 
proposed by the President, while there is no similar 
constitutional limitation upon his judgment and 
will. But there is no right in Congress to constrain 
either to adopt the judgment and the will of others, 
Such constraint frustrates the constitutional design 
that the judgment of the Senate shall revise the 
judgment of the President, and that the judgment 
of both shall concur in filling the office. : 

‘Although it might not be thought expedient to 
apply the competitive test, if established, to appoint- 
ments in which the Senate must concur, it should 
be remembered that there is as much constitutional 
right to do so as in the case of appointments cf the 
other class. When tbe appointment of an inferior 
officer is vested in the President alone, his individual 
act accomplishes what is done by himself and the 
Senate together in the appointment of a, superior 
officer, and should be as independently performed as 
each partof the compound processin tho latter case, 

“The appointing power may avail itself of the 
judgment of others as one means of information. 
For wantof personal knowledge of candidates, it has 
habitually done so from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. But this has been done in its discretion. 
Isee no constitutional objection to an examining 
board, rendering no imperative judgments, but only 
aiding the appointing power with information. A 
legal obligation to follow the judgmont of such a 
board is inconsistent with the constitutional inde- 
pendence of the appointing power.” 


And, again, he says: 


* It more concerns us to ascertain what is the con- 
stitutional rule than to Jearn whether that rule has 
always been observed. Nineteen violations of the 
Constitution do not justify atwentieth, The present 
question, in its essence, whether the appointing 
power belongs to Congress, or to those named in the 
Constitution as the depositaries of that power; for 
if Congress can ordain that an office shall be filled by 
the person whom the examiners pronounce the 
fittest, it cun ordain tuat the office shall be filled by 
the person whom Congress judges the fittest, and 
may directly appointitsfavorite. Theconstitutional 
aspect of the matier is not changed by the suggestion 
that Congress might prescribe the principles on 
which the examiners should judge; for it might 
prescribe the principles on which itself should judge, 
and might vary and apply them at pleasure, The 
objections would not be removed by interposing the 
formal action of the constitutional appointing power, 
An enactment that the President shall appoint to a 
certain office the person adjudged by the examiners 
to be the fittest is not different in constitutional 
principle from an enactment that he shall appoint 
Jobn Doe to that office. In neither case are his 
judgment and will called into exercise. The ap- 
pointment, is effected in one case by the judgment 
and will of the examiners, under authority from 
Congress, and in the other case by the judgment and 
will of Congress. In the cases particularly pro- 
pounded by the commission, ifthe President, author- 
ized by an act of Congress, should prescribe that the 
courts and heads of Departments should always 
appoint the persons named by a civil service board, 
that board would virtually be the appointing power, 
and that act of Congress would bo the foundation 
of its authority. That Congress cannot give such 
authority I think is manifest. 

“Tt has been suggested thatthe appointments now 
vested in the courts, and in the heads of Depart- 
ments, could be transferred by Congress to the Presi- 
dent, and that he could appoint according to the 
result of a competitive test, certified by an examin- 
ing board. To this mode of selection, if diseretion- 
ary with tho President, there is no constitutional 
objection, and the same mode, under a similar con- 
dition, could be used by the various appointing 


powers under present laws; it being always under- | 
stood that the appointing power resorts to this test j 


as away of finding out the fittest person for the 
vacant office, und is not bound to abide by it if 
satisfied that the appointment of another would best 
serve the public interests, In short, the test of a 
competitive examination may he resorted toin order 
to inform the conscience of the appointing power, 
but cannot be made legally conclusive upon that 
power against its own judgment and will.’”’ 

In a subsequent portion of this opinion the 
Attorney General attempts to draw a distinc- 
tion between the appointing power vested in 
the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and the appointing power 
which may by law be vested in the courts of 
law and heads of Departments, and holds that 
the President may in those cases, under an 
act of Congress, ‘‘restrict appointments to a 
class of persons whose qualification or fitness 


shall have been determined by an examina- | 


tion instituted independent of the appointing 
power.” 

This distinction, in my opinion, cannot be 
maintained. The Constitution provides that 
the appointment of all cfficers. shall be made 
upon the nomination of the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; 
but provides that Congress may by law vest 
the appointment of certain officersin the Pres- 


ident alone, in the courts of law, or heads of 
Departments. Allthat Congress can do under 
this clause of the Constitution is to transfer 
the appointing power from the President and 
Senate to the President alone, the courts of 
law, or heads of Departments. But when the 
appointing power has been thus changed and 
vested, it is as absolute in the new depositary 
as it was in the old; and Congress, by pre- 
scribing qualifications for the office, can no 
more restrict the appointing power in the latter 
case than in the former. i 

Congress may, indeed, prescribe reasonable 
qualifications, but the appointing power must 
be left free to select from the whole body of 
the people those who possess the prescribed 
qualifications, and to enact or prescribe that 
the appointing power shall only select one out 
of three persons who have been determined 
in a certain way or by a certain body to pos- 
sess these qualifications, to the exclusion of a 
million citizens who possess them in an equal 
degree, is an unconstitutional restriction of 
the power of appointment. What Congress 
may do indirectly, and through the agency of 
a board constituted under its authority, it may 
do directly by the passage of alaw. If Con- 
gress may provide that the appointing power 
shall be restricted to three persons, to be 
selected in any manner by any board, it may 
equally name three persons from whom the 
choice shall be made; for in one case, as 
much as in the other, the appointing power is 
forbidden to select persons possessing legal 
qualifications from the whole body of the 
people. 

An act of Congress which should provide 
that the President should appoint the collector 
of the port of New York from among three 
persons named in the act would be glaringly 
unconstitutional. Such an act would find no 
defender in this Chamber. If such an act 
would be unconstitutional, an act would be 
equally so which should provide that a com- 
mission should be appointed who might select 
three names out of which the President should 
appoint a collector for the port of New York. 
The only principle which can be vindicated iš 
this: that while Congress may prescribe quali- 
fications for an office, Congress cannot, upon 
the pretense of prescribing qualifications, des- 
ignate, or provide for the designation of, three 
persons from amoug whom a certain appoint- 
ment shall be made. An act of Congress 
which should provide that no man should be 
appointed to any civil office who should not 
be recommended to him by the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, or by a vote of the 
whole Senate, would find no one to assert its 
constitutionality. 


It would be no better if the act provided | 
that the Senate should selectthree names from | 


which the appointment should be made. Such 
an act would, on all hands, be admitted to 
practically transfer the nominating power from 
the President to the Senate. Nor is it less 
liable to objection that this power is vested in 


a board of ten men, to be appointed under | 


authority of Congress, dependent for its exist- 
ence and compensation upon the will of Con- 
gress; because, in either case, the power of 


the President to select from the whole body | 


of the people any person possessing the pre- 
scribed qualifications would be taken from 
the President. Inthe instance supposed—the 
collectorship of New York—afier advertise- 
ment made for candidates, suppose forty to 
apply and submit to examination, and that all 
present satisfactory evidence of citizenship, 
age, health, and character, and that all can 
read and write the English language; then, 
of course, all go upon an equal footing before 
the examining board. Now, if a competitive 
examination is to have any influence at all, it 
must follow that the three persons who shall 
correctly answer most questions must be cer- 


tified, and one of the three must be appointed. | 


And now suppose the President to know that 
neither of the three persons certified, and that 
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neither of the forty persons applying, is fit to 
be appointed ; and that he knows a thousand 
persons in the city of New York who would 
not apply for the office, nor submit to the prob- 
able humiliation of being rejected in an exam- 
ination in which their competitors were school- 
boys, by a board no one of which was as com- 
petent as themselves to discharge the duties 
of this office, yet who would accept the ap- 
pointment if offered to them; still the Presi- 
dent is compelled to select from the three per- 
sons known to be unfit, to the exclusion of the 
thousand persons known to him to be fitted for 
the office. In such acase no man can maintain 
that the President is free to perform or can 
perform the duty imposed upon him by the 
Constitution. 

I am aware it may be said that the President 
in a particular case may disregard the recom- 
mendation of the board and appoint the proper 
person. Of course he may. But then what 
becomes of civil service reform’? If he may 
do it in one case, he may do it in all. And, 
moreover, the President, in this message, has 
pledged his honor not to exercise his judgment, 
but, in such a case as I have supposed, that 
he will appoint one of the least objectionable 
of the three persons, all of whom he knows to 
be unfit for the office. 

The case supposed is not an improbable 
one. Let the President advertise for candi- 
dates for the collectorship of New York. 
Does any one suppose that A. T. Stewart, 
Henry G. Stebbins, Marshall O. Roberts, 
George Opdyke, and men of that class, would 
make application, and come to Washington to 
be examined in a class of ten or ten thousand, 
as the case might be? No, sir; they would 
laugh at such a proposition. The applicants 
in such case would be adventurers, men of no 
condition and no importance. And yet from 
this ‘scum of a long peace”? the examining 
board must select three, and of the three the 
President must select one. 

The principle I contend for is virtually ad- 
mitted in the report itself. Speaking of the 
influence of Senators over the juggment of the 
Senate in confirming appointments, the report 
says: 

“The Senate will, indeed, naturally and properly 
inform itself in regard to particular candidates by 
the knowledge of Senators who may be supposed to 
know something of them. But when it governs its 
own action merely by the will of such Senators it 
makes them virtually the appointing power, and so 
destroys one of the fundamental safeguards of the 
Constitution.’’ 

It is thus admitted that one of the funda- 
mental safeguards of the Constitution would 
be destroyed by disturbing the equilibrium of 
the appointing power as between the Presi- 
dent and Senate, in whom it is vested by the 
Constitution. But it does not seem to have 
occurred to the author of this report that to 
transfer it altogether from both President and 
Senate toa board unknown to the Constitution 
could be subject to the slightest constitutional 
objection. | 

The scheme proposed may be ‘ civil service 
reform.” It may, I think will, defeat any 
party that adopts it. It may, I think will, 
arouse the indignation and move the contempt 
and derision of the people. It may be any- 
thing you choose to style it, except a con- 
stitutional method of appointment. This it 
clearly is not. And at the threshold of this 
absurd experiment I enter my constitutional 
protest. 

Il. But if the constitutionality of these rules 
and regulations could be maintained, still I 
believe that their results would be pernicious, 
and that they rest upon a philosophy altogether 
anti-republican, 

I shall examine these rules and regulations 
less in detail than I otherwise should, from 
what I understand, from unofficial sources, to 
be the fact, that all proceedings under this new 
system have been, and are to remain sus- 
pended until the board shall devise a new sys- 
tem of rules and regulations, it being obvious 
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that those already framed are incapable of 
practical application. And I shall more par- 
- ticularly notice the doctrines of the report 
made by the board, which must be assumed to 
embody the general principles which the board 
intend, by a revision of rules and regulations, 
to carry into operation. If the principles of 
the report are unsound, the new rules and 
regulations will be objectionable just in pro- 
portion as they shall be aptly contrived to 
execute the doctrine of the report. 

The fundamental philosophy of the report is 
that the civil offices of the Government should 
be held during good behavior; and this, in my 
opinion, isa radical error. The report, page 
8, commends, as ‘‘ wisest and most reason- 
able,” the policy of removal only for cause. 
And on page 5 the committee contrast the civil 
service unfavorably with the military and naval 
services, and add: 


“There are modest, honest, and able citizens 
enough who would gladly serve the country for a 
moderate and permanent salary,” &e. 


This leading idea of the report is altogether . 


anti-republican and unconstitutional. This 
subject was much discussed when the Consti- 
tution was adopted. ‘hose who favored a 
strong Government, and were most disposed 
to build upon the model of the British mon- 
archy, desired a more permanent tenure of 
civil office; but their views found little en- 
couragement, and it was finally determined 
that none but the judges should hold by such 
tenure. ‘This exception in the case of the 
judges was made for the reason that it was 
believed that they onght to be independent of 
popular control and placed beyond popular 
reach. ‘This exception rests upon a reason- 
able foundation. Whether A or B is entitled 
to a particular estate depends upon legal prin- 
ciples, and ought not to be affected by a pop- 
ular sentiment upon the subject. And unless 
the Constitution in regard to the judicial de- 
partment rests upon an erroneous theory, it 
must follow that just in proportion as you make 
the other officers permanent incumbents you 
remove the Government from the reach and 
control of the people. Every rule and reg- 
ulation devised by this board looks to the 
accomplishment of this end, and tends to carry 
into effect a principle which- was purposely 
and carefully excluded from the Constitution, 
and has always been condemned by the Amer- 
ican people. 

Another leading idea of the report is that 
party is the bane of republican government ; 
that to labor to secure the ascendency of a 
party ought to fix upon a man a brand that 
should excinde him from public office. And 
the design of this system is to place all the 
officers within its operation beyond the reach 
of the people, and to remove from them all 
anxiety in regard to the triumph or overthrow 
of any political party. The Army and Navy 
are officered upon this principle because their 
duties require scientific knowledge and long 
experience for their proper performance. For 
this reason the Government furnishes educa- 
tion to a sufficient number of persons to officer 
these branches of the public service. 

But with civil officers the case is wholly 
different. In the frequent changes which take 
place in the heads of Departments and in all 
subordinate offices no great public inconven- 
jences have been experienced. The duties 
of civil officers are regulated by law; what 
they may do, and what they may not do, pre- 
scribed by law; and any intelligent man may 
shortly acquaint himself with theduties of any 
civil office. But the law cannot prescribe how 
a ship should be managed in a storm; how an 
army should be handled in face of an opposing 
force ; how a fort can be carried by assault, or 
a fortified place reduced by siege. The ne- 
cessities of the case have induced an excep- 
tion in this particular from the republican 
theory that a government for the people must 
be a government by the people, a government 
whose officors may be compelled to execute 


the public will by being constantly within 
popular reach. 

In every country where free institutions pre- 
vail, there will be division of sentiment among 
the people in regard to all important matters 
of governmental administration.. This is our 
case to-day. Here is the great Republican 
party, which has crushed such a rebellion as 
the world never saw before; has emancipated 
four million slaves; has made all men, black 
and white, equal before the law; has reduced 
to practice and embodied in effective legisla- 


tion all the doctrines of the Declaration of - 


Independence. And here is the Democratic 
party, which has opposed usin all these meas- 
ures, and opposes us to-day in carrying into 
detailed operation all these great, assured re- 
forms. ‘This report proceeds upon the theory 
that the great body of the civil officers of the 
Government ought to be entirely neutral be- 
tween these parties, and altogether indifferent 
as to the success or failure of these beneficent 
reforms. The correctness of this principle, 
which is one of the corner-stones of this report, 
deserves careful consideration. i 

When the New York code was adopted 
everybody felt the importance of putting it into 
the hands of its friends to be amended and 
perfected. When a committee is raised to 
consider a measure in any legislative body, 
the parliamentary rule is that the committee 
shall be controlled by those who favor the 
measure. A railroad company which determ- 
ines upon a certain course of action will put 
its execution into the hands of those who favor 
it. And so illustration may be found in all 
departments of public enterprise and private 
business. 

Now, upon what principle is it that when 
a vast majority of people have determined 
upon a certain line of governmental policy, 
it is demoralizing, corrupting, or wicked for 
them to intrust its execution to the hands of 
itsfriends? When the Republican party came 
into power in 1861, and girded its loins to 
suppress a rebellion which was fast assuming 
the proportions of flagrant war, it found every 
department full of officers sympathizing with 
the South, and bitterly prejudiced against the 
Republican party, its men and its principles. 
Now, sir, if the doctrines of this report are 
sound, the Republican party committed a 
great crime in turning these men out and put- 
ting its own friends into office. The old offi- 
cers performed the routine of official duty well 
enough; they were all citizens of the United 
States, and could read, write, and cipher; 
and yet there is not a sound Republican in 
the United States who does not believe that the 
course pursued was indispensable to sustain 
the Government and put down the rebellion. 

Consider for a moment the duty we have 
been performing in reconstructing the rebel 
States, and the duty that remains of executing 
the laws of Congress for the protection of the 
freedmen of the South against a dominant popu- 
lation in those yet unsettled communities. We 
are about to pass, upon the President’s recom- 
mendation, a general amnesty bill, which, with 
trifling exceptions, will restore the people of 
those States to full political privileges. I shall 
vote for such a bill myself, provided it con- 
tains sufficient provisions to protect the colored 
people of the South, and otherwise I shall vote 
against it. 

If, in addition to this, the principles of this 
report are to be faithfully executed in dispen- 
sing the patronage of the Federal Govern- 
ment in those States; if the district attor- 
neys, marshals, and all other Federal officers 
therein, are to be selected upon the princi- 
ples of this great “civil service reform ;” 
if Republicans are not to be preferred over 
Democrats in filling these places; if a person 
who opposes the policy of the Government 1s 
to be appointed instead of one who supports 
it, provided he can pass a better examination 
upon irrelevant and non-essential subjects, is 
any man sanguine enough to believe that the 
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acts of Congress will be faithfully executed, 

and that the rights of four or five million people 

in those States will be protected against over- 

whelming numbers determined to trample 

them under foot? And yet under this reform- 
a Democratie district attorney in-North Caro- 

lina is very. likely to be appointed to prosecute 
the members of his own party for acts of 
Ku Kiux violence upon his and their political 
opponents. 

This report is remarkable in another respect. 
Tt scorns facts and revels in theories. The 
author of the report develops a theory from 
the hidden chambers of his mysterious wisdom, 
and without the citation of a single instance, 
declares that the present system of civil ser- 
vice tends to demoralize everything and cor- 
rupt everybody; that it has been in operation 
long enough to bear its legitimate fruits; and 
therefore concludes, with the dogmatism of a 
pedagogue, that everything and everybody is 
demoralized and corrupt. He arraigns and 
condemns every officer in the Government, 
from the President to the lowest subordinate. 
He divides Congressmen into two classes, 
knaves and fools. The first recommend im- 
proper persons, from selfish and corrupt mo- 
tives; the second are ‘‘wheedled’’ into doing 
the same thing. He says: 

“Tho business of the nation, the legislation of Con- 

gress, the duties of the Departments, are all subor- 
dinated to the distribution of what are well called 
“the spoils.’ No one escapes. President, Secreta- 
ries, Senators, Representatives, are pertinaciously 
dogged and besonght on tho one hand to appoint, on 
the other to retain subordinates. The great officers 
of the Government are constrained to become mere 
office-brokers. Meantime they may have their own 
hopes, ambitions, and designs. They may strive to 
make their patronage secure their private aims, 
he spectacle is as familiar as it is painful and 
humiliating. We accuse no individual. Weappeal 
only to universal and deplorable experience. 
_ The evil results of the practice may beseen, first, 
in its perversion of the nature of the election itself. 
Ina free country an election is intended to be, and 
of right should be, the choice of differing policies of 
administration by the people at tho polls. It is prop- 
erly the judgment of the popular intelligence upon 
the case which has been submitted to it during the 
canvass by the ablest and most cloquent advocates. 
But the evil system under which the country suffers 
tends to change the election from a choice of poll: 
cies into a contest for personal advantage. It is 
becoming a desperate conflict to obtain all the offices 
with all their lawful salaries and all their unlawful 
chances. The consequences are unavoidable. The 
moral tone of the country is debased. The national 
character deteriorates. No country or government 
can safely tolerate such a surely increasing demoral- 
ization, 


Now, sir, if all this is true, it only proves 
that Republicans are of too easy virtue to 
resist temptation; that they have forfeited 
publie confidence, and oughtto be driven from 
power. 

In another part of the report it is asserted, 


‘in substance, that the head of a Department, 


the Postmaster General for instance, can come 
upon the floor of the Senate and bribe us to 
support any measure, no matter how wicked 
or corrupt. 

And again he says: 

“But when the application is urged upon the ex- 
ecutive department by @ member of the legislative 
branch of the Government, the mischief becomes 
intolerable. Itis often by the power of patronage 
that a Representative is chiefly Known to what are 
called the active politicians among his constituents. 
He is held to be their agent and broker of ollices, 
They have done his work and he must do theirs, and 
his position often depeuds upon his fulfillment of 
his pledges. When, therefore, he applies to the ap- 
pointing power, there is a kind of urgeney which it 
is hard toresist. Itisnota favor only that he asks ; it 
isthe means of fulfilling a bargain. The appoint- 
ing power is subjected to threats and the blandish- 
ment of personal solicitation. And these are inces- 
sant and urgent, not in the degree of the fitness of 
the candidates, but in that of the interest of those 
who urge him.” 


Now, Mr. President, from your experience 
in publie affairs | ask you, and I appeal to. 
you Republican Senators around me to say, 
whether the last quoted paragraph is the state- 
ment of a shameful fact, or a base and mahg- 
nant libel upon the members of the Repub- 
lican party. How many of you, Senators, have 
terrified the President with threats, or se- 
duced him with blandishments? You can 
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answer for yourselves, and your support of a 
system based upon such pretended facts the 
people will be authorized to regard as a cog- | 
novit on your part. For myself, I repel the 
charge, and brand it as a calumny. And I 
understand from the lips of one who ought to | 
know, that but two persons during thè present | 
Administration have demanded, in terms which | 
could be called insolent or even disrespectful, 
the appointment of any person to office; that 
in those cases the persons making such de- 
mand stood high in the legislative departmeni | 
of the Government; thatthey were demanding | 
the appointment of relatives; that the Presi- 
dent, knowing the unfitness of the candidates, 
refused to appoint either of them ; and that 
both those men are to-day head lights, cham- 
pions, apostles of ‘‘civil service reform.” 

The piquant, witty, and pious Senator from 
Nebraska on my right [Mr. Tipron] resolved 
himself the other day into a class-meeting 
or love-feast, and confessed that when he was 
elected Senator he turned everybody out of 
office to put his friends in, and that when his 
colleague was elected he permitted his friends 
to be turned out to make room for the friends 
of his colleague. As I understood his speech, 
he seemed to think that this was a great wrong, 
and bis conclusion was that some great *‘ civil 
service reform’? was necessary to prevent a 
repetition of this impropriety. I might admit 
his premise, but I dissent from his conclusion. 
Ifthis “turning and overturning’’ was agree- 
able to the people of Nebraska, then no wrong 
bas been done; if not, the remedy is with the 
people of Nebraska, 

But if it were to be admitted that all this 
corruption exists, who knows that the proposed 
system would secure better results? The 
theory of the report is that in the absence of 
personal knowledge of the candidate, the Presi- 
dent is compelled to rely for information upon 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
and that this has hopelessly corrupted all par- 
ties concerned. These gentlemen, members 
‘of the two Houses of Congress, number over 
three hundred. The House is changed every 
two years, the. Senate every six years. Ifthe 


doctrine of this report shall be adopted this | 


board of seven or ten men will be perpetual; 
they will bold their office during good behavior. 

Now, if during the short term of service in 
Congress the whole body of three hundred 
men are certain to be corrupted by advising 
the President whom to appoint, what assur- 
ance have we that the integrity of these ten 
men may not be undermined in the course of 
four or five hundred years? Upon general 
principles it might be supposed that ten men, 
totally independent, of the people, might be as 
easily corrupted as three hundred men, two 
thirds of whom have to face their constituents 
biennially, and the other third every six years, 

I do not question the integrity of any mem- 
ber of this board. Curtis, Cattell, Medill, 
Walker, Elliott, Blackfan, and Cox; good 
men all, undoubtedly. But will any one main- 
tain thateither of them has more virtue than the 


present President of the United States? For | 
Mr. Caitell, the only member of the board well ; 


known to me personally, } cherish the warmest 
friendship, and entertain the highest respect. 


But upon the theory of the report which he | 


concurs in and has signed, having served in 


the Senate, he is utterly demoralized and cor- | 


rupt, and ought not to serve in any official 
capacity. But, seriously, has Mr. Cattell any 
more integrity on a board than in the Senate? | 
Mr. Medill, of Illinois, is the only other mem- 
ber of the board with whom I have any ac- 
quaintance. IJ believe him to be a man of | 
intelligence, integrity, and honor. But can 
he, in these respects, claim superiority over 
the Senators from that State, (Mr. TRUMBULL 
and, Mr. Locan?] 

But again, it is well understood that the 
Senators and Representatives from a State are 
more or less responsible for Federal appoint- 
ments in their State. And if the Federal ap- | 


1 


pointments in any.State are not satisfactory to 


i the people, the people can and will deal with 


members and Senators. This is the next thing 


| to a popular election of Federal officers for the 


State. Before the war, which opened the eyes 
of the blind upon many subjects, I would have 
voted for an amendment of the Constitution 
making postmasters, district attorneys, mar- 
shals, and other local officers elective by the 
people of the localities.. Now I would not. 
The Government of the United States is a 
Government not merely touching the people, 
bat presiding over States sovereignin domestic 
affairs. The Government of the United States 
is a band encircling and holding together 
thirty-seven such States. Its powers should 
correspond to its situation. How long would 
it be before the people of Charleston, South 
Carolina, would elect aloyal postmaster? How 
long before the people of North Carolina 
would elect a loyal district attorney ? 

This report dwells much upon the necessity 
of proved qualification to hold office. What 
is the most satisfactory proof of a man’s quali- 
fieation to discharge the duties of a particular 
office? The report says a competitive exam- 
ination. Take the case of the collectorship 
of New York, and suppose A. T. Stewart to 


| be a candidate, opposed by a graduate fresh 


from Yale. Now, [ask which would be the 
most satisfactory proof of the fitness of the 
candidates, the practical results achieved by 
Stewart in a long life, during which, in the open 
view of a great nation, he bas established and 
successfully conducted the most stupendous 
importing business known to the country, or 
the certificate based upon a three hours’ exam- 
ination of the two candidates, in which the 
graduate of Yale would be almost certain to 
have the better of him? i 

I know the report attempts to resist the in- 
evitable conclusion that the result of a com- 
petitive examination is not to depend upon 
proficiency in the higher branches of academ- 
ical learning. But let ussee, Suppose adver- 
tisements made for candidates for the New 
York collectorship, and a thousand men offer 
themselves for examination, all furnishing sat- 
isfactory proof of citizenship, age, health, 
character, and ability to read and write the 
English language. And suppose that out of 
this thousand one hundred exhibit all the qual- 
ifications for the office that could be demanded. 
Out of this hundred the board must select 
three, and if the examination has failed to 
reduce the number of successful candidates 
below one hundred, then the board must either 
arbitrarily select three men (which comes back 
to all that is complained of in the present sys- 
tem) or they must effect an elimination of can- 
didates by carrying the examination beyond 
what is necessary to demonstrate fitness into 
recondite science and the higher branches of a 
collegiate course. This is substantially admit- 
ted by the report, which, on page 9, says: 

“OF two good accountants, the one who has tho 
most general knowledge is certainly preferable; and 
a country which declares that, where technical skill 
is equal, it will se:ect the candidate for its service 
who is the better educated, is a country which di- 
rectly and practically encourages intelligence and 
morality.” 

So, sir, it comes to this at last, that if the 
matter be contested, the dunce who has been 
crammed up to a diploma at Yale, and comes 
fresh from his cramming, will be preferred in 
all civil appointments to the ablest, most suc- 
cessful, and most upright business man of the 
country, who either did not enjoy the benefit 
of early education, or from whose mind, long 


i| engrossed in practical pursuits, the details and 


niceties of academic knowledge have faded 
away as the headlands disappear when the 
mariner bids his native land good night. 

Let it not be supposed, sir, that Iam under- 
valuing the advantages of education ; I am not. 
Indeed, sir, those who have struggled through 
life, lacking the advantages of education, are 
more alive to its importance and more anxious 
to bestow it upon their children than those 


who enjoyed in early life such advantages to 
the utmost. I belong to that unfortunate class, 
I know no more of chemistry than I know of 
the pearly gates and golden streets of the New 
Jerusalem. And I never expect to; that is, I 
never expect to know anything of chemistry. 
I do humbly hope some time to see the pearly 
gates and golden streets, because I understand 
that admission into the kingdom of heaven 
does not depend upon the result of a compet- 
itive examination. ; 

Yet, sir, presenting myself as an applicant 
for appointment to the place of copying-clerk 
in the Interior Department, before an exam- 
ining board, having a ‘‘chemical tura of mind,”’ 
1 should certainly be rejected. Still, sir, I write 
a good hand, and can copy papers with great 
rapidity and accuracy. ‘his, sir, is the case 
of many men in this country, Many, despite 
a defective education, have, by indomitable 
effort, fought their way against fearful odds to 
the front rank in business, in the professions, 
gud to-day adorn the bench of this country. 
In this world everything is arranged upon the 
principle of compensation. When one of the 
sensesis denied to a man, all others are quick- 
ened so as to mitigate the loss; and it nat un- 
frequently happens that a man who is restricted 
to one department of learning, and devotes all 
his energies of mind and body to one pursuit, 
for instance, a lawyer who turns his back upon 
every other department of knowledge, often, in 
that one pursuit, outstrips a competitor who 
is loaded down with collateral learning. 

Yet, sir, if the doctrine of this report is to 
be adopted these men areall to be disfran- 
chised. Energy, activity, perseverance, integ- 
rity, all the qualities that have secured their 
success in their own paths of life, are to bo 
put aside if they happen to lack those early 
advantages which only the sons of the rich can 
enjoy. 

I know, sir, it is said thatin this country any 
mau may become learned. Myearlyambition 
was stimulated by being informed that Elihu 
Burritt learned all the languages of the earth 
while hammering at his anvil. I know not 
whether this be true or false; but I do know 
that the information was of no assistance to 
me. Here and there a young man will start 
from the deepest obscurity and achieve won- 
ders in the acquisition of learning. But for 
every such case a knowledge of the world will 
furnish us with a thousand poor boys, thrown 
upon the world as orphans at ten or twelve 
years of age, and compelled to hold outa help- 
ing hand to younger sisters and brothers. who 
have found it utterly impossible to acquire an 
education, but who, under the dire necessities 
of the case, have been spurred and driven into 
successful careers. Such men may be dis- 
franchised by a vote of this body, but never 
by my vote. 

There are special reasons at this time why 
such a system should be frowned upon. When 
our recent war broke out patriotic fathers sent 
their sons to the field. During that period of 
awful trial, when the fate of the nation wag 
trembling in the balance, and our gallant youths 
were breasting the storms of war, the sons of 
less patriotic citizens were enjoying the advan- 
tages of acollege course. And now, when oar 
maimed soldiers have returned, and apply for 
a Federal office, the duties of which they are 
perfectly competent to discharge, they are to 
be rejected to give place to those who were 
cramming themselves with facts and principles 
from the books, while they were bleeding for 
their country, because they do not know the 
fluctuations of the tide at the Cape of Good 
Hope, how near the moon ever approaches 
the earth, or the names of the principal rivers 
emptying into the Caspian sea. 

Senators, Republican Senators, give your 
votes and influence to accomplish this injus- 
tice if you will, but do not expect me to aid 


you. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Before this subject 
passes from the consideration of the Senate, 
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as the Senator from Wisconsin has made an 
elaborate written speech upon it, I think it 
proper that a few words should be said in be 
half of civil service reform, not particularly 
of the rules for competitive examination, which 
the Senator has informed us have been sus- 
pended by an order of the President. I can- 
not conceive why my friend from Wisconsin 
should have dwelt at such length, should have 
occupied himself at home with such labor and 
industry in preparing a speech, the greater 
portion of which has been directed against a 
system of rules which, he tells us, he is in- 
formed unofficially has been suspended until 
other rules shall be devised and adopted. If 
that be so, what, then, the necessity for these 
remarks in opposition to a system which is not 
to go into operation after all? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I kuow my friend does 
not wish to misrepresent me. I did not say 
the system was not to go into operation; but | 

` that these particular rules and regulations 
needed revision in order to carry it into oper- 
ation. . 
Mr. TRUMBULL. [I understood the Sen- 
ator to say that these particular rules had been 
suspended. I see, therefore, no propriety in 
the Senator’s effort to show that they are im- 
proper rules, and I certainly shall not take up 
time myself in order to show that they are 
proper rules if they are to be changed. 

Mr: CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me a word? . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. | 

Mr. CARPENTER. I know he does not | 
wish to misrepresent me. I do not under- | 
stand that the intention of pursuing this sys- | 
tem bas been abandoned at all, but that it has 
been merely ascertained that under the pres- 
ent rules it cannot be carried into effect. In | 
other words, the Administration has simply | 
let go to take a better hold of the same sub- | 
ject, and the new rules and regulations which 
are to be prescribed are to be so cunningly 
executed as to carry out the doctrines of this 
report. This report contains the theory of | 
that board, and what they are now going to do 
is to devise rules that will carry it into effect; 
and in almost the entire remarks I have made 
I have confined myself to a discussion of the 
principles of that report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, 1 cer- 
tainly hope that the subject of civil service 
reform is notto be abandoned, but that it is to 
be pursued; but, sir, giving the best attention 
of which I was capable to the honorable Sen- 
ator, I understood his remarks to be devoted | 
almost entirely to these rules of examination 
which it is understood, he says, will not work 
and are to be changed. Why, sir, has he not 
eloquently and amusingly brought before the | 
Senate for competitive examination, as candi- 
dates for collector at the port of New York, 
such persons as Mr. Stewart, Mr. Opdyke, and 
other distinguished persons, Mr. Murphy, per- 
haps! 

Now, sir, I shall take up no time in under- į 
taking to defend these particular rules or | 
this competitive examination. Iam in favor | 
of civit service reform, a reform which shall 
save this Government from being plundered 
under a system which wastes one fourth of 
the entire revenue of the country in its col- 
lection ; and it is sad to see the Senator from | 
Wisconsin now take a position, not against 
the particular rules simply, bat against a 
reform which shal! correct the abuses of the | 
present system. He stands up here in the face ! 
of an official document, prepared by carefol | 


and considerate friends of the Administration, | 


| 


by its best friends, which states that one fourth | 
of your revenue, probably more than ninety | 
million dollars a year, is wasted in conse- | 
quence of a system the correction of which 
the Senator from Wisconsin opposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the 
Senator what official statement that isto which 
he refers? 


| 
i 
| 
Mr. TRUMBULL. | 


It is the official state- 


ment made by the civil service commission, 
which I will read. . 
Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will allow 


me—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly, I will allow 
the Senator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I have no desire to 
become especially the champion of that board 
in regard to that report, and yet I do not want 
to hear them misrepresented any more than I 
do myself. They say that about one fourth 
the revenue is wasted, and they do not know 
how much of it ought to be charged to this 
civil service matter. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We will see what they 
do say, and I will say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that I am willing to have the whole 
report read if he wishes it; and perhaps it 
would be better to read the whole of it instead 
of reading half of the opinion of the Attorney 
General and leaving out the other half, read- 
ing that part which made in favor of the Sen- 
ator’s argument and leaving out the conclusion 
of the opinion which condemned the whole of 
his argument. Now, J will read to the Senate, 
by its permission, what this board say on the 
subject of loss to the revenue, and I will read 
every word they do say in reference to that 
particular point of how much is lost in con- 
sequence of the system which I understand 
the Senator from Wisconsin to be the cham- 
pion of. This is their language: 

“Tt ig not_easy to compute in figures the exact 
economical difference between a good and a bad sys- 
tem of the civilservice. Itis, necessarily, a matter 
of inference and of comparison between the proba- 
ble operation of a carcless and a careful method. 
But itis calculated by those who have made a care- 
ful study of ali the facts, that one fourth of the rev- 
enues of tho United States are annually lost in the 
collection, and for a large part of that loss a system 
of tho service which is fatally unsound may reason- 
ably be held responsible.” 

Assuming that the entire revenues of this 
country are $360,000.000 a year, which is not 
far from the amount, then $90,000, 000 are lost, 
and a large proportion of that sum in conse- 
quence of our civil service system. Shall we 

o nothing to correct it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. F would like, as this is a 
matter that interests me, to ask the Senator the 
basis of that calculation. The whole expense 


of collecting the revenue of the United States, | 


internal and external, is less than five per cent. ; 
and on what basis a calculation of this kind is 
made, I should like myself to be informed. 
The entire expense of the whole service in all 
its branches, including detectives and every- 
thing else, is considerably less than five per 


cent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Ohio will devote his attention to the investiga- 
tion now taking place in the city of New 
York, I think he will find some of the data he 
seeks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill inform my friend, 
if he will allow me, that I have not only paid 
attention to that, but I have joined in the 
reporting a bill, to which Í hope to secure the 
attention of the Senate within a few days, that 
willentirely cure all the abuses that have been 


in existence in New York for some time, and 
I cer- | 


that are now being developed daily. 
tainly will not shield any one who is engaged 
in any practices in the custom-house at New 
York of a wrongful character, but will seek by 
proper remedies to correct them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be most happy 
to concur with the Senator from Ohio in the 
passage of that bill which will correctall abuses 
in the New York custom-house. I suppose, 
Mr. President, the great loss to therevenue, as 
has been developed and isnow being developed 
by the investigating committee in New York, 
comes from officers corruptly suffering goods 
to pass without the collection of duties, by un der 
valuations, false weights, the bribery of inspect- 
ors aud other officials, and under the internal 
revenue system from corrupt officers not col- 


i| lecting the tax imposed ; suffering whisky to be 


manufactured, if you please, and to go upon the 


market without paying the tax assessed by 
law. The loss to the revenue arises in many 
ways, of which I am sure the Senator from Ohio 
can get all the information he desires if he reads 
with care the history of the investigation which 
is now taking place in the city of New York. 

The Senator from Wisconsin in the outset 
of his remarks passed a eulogy upon the char- 
acter of the President of the United States, 
and at the same time informed the Senate that 
the President had upon some occasion ex- 
pressed the opinion that the best way to cor- 
rect an improvident or improper law would be 
faithfully to execute it, and let the people see 
its defects; and then, passing to the subject 
under consideration, he proceeded to say that 
the President had put these theories, as he 
calls them, into execution till the people should 
‘ery enough,” and that the President was so 
strong in the affections of the people that he 
could afford to do this—could give his enemies 
many advantages and then defeat them. Ido 
not give the precise language of the Senator, 
perhaps, but the purport of what he said. 

Now, sir, this seems to me to be imputing 
to the President of the United States opinions 
which I should be sorry to believe that he 
entertained, and a character which I do not 
believe belongs to him. I believe him to be 
a sincere and an honest man, and 1 do not 
believe that he is putting into operation any 
theories on civil service for the purpose of 
rendering them odious until the people shall 
ery “Enough.” I think better of the Chief 
Magistrate of the United States than to suppose 
that under the authority to adopt rules and 
regulations for a reform in the civil service he 
has gone to work to adopt such rules and the- 
ories as will bring civil service reform into 
contempt until the people shallery “Enough.” 
Sir, I am far from believing that the President 
of the United States is acting upon any such 
consideration. 

Mr. President, the remarks I have to make 
will be somewhat disconnected, as I am allud- 
ing only to a few points which have been made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. He proceeded 
during his remarks to speak of the powers of 
the President, and represented those powers as 
very insignificant. Among others he spoke of 
the power of the President to receive embus- 
sadors as a mere formality, as I understood 
him, a mere ceremony. Why, sir, that is not 
the theory of the Constitution at all. Al trea- 
ties with foreign nations regulating our inter- 
course with all the Powers of the world are 
made and can only be made by the President 
of the United States. The Senate has buta 
negative power over them; we cannot make 
treaties, but they are initiated and made by the 
President of the United States. And he par- 
ticipates to the extent of one third in every law 
that is passed. His power is equal in each 
branch of Congress to one tbird of all its mem- 
bers, so far as staying legislation is concerned £ 
and no treaty can be originated or made any- 
where else but by the Executive himself. And 
when he receives the embassadors of foreign 
countries, and enters into treaties with them, 
subject merely to a veto power here, shall it 
he said that that is a mere formality? What, 
I ask, is substance if that be formality? 

The Senator also spoke of the division of 
the powers of the Government into legislative, 
executive, and judicial. Following up that sug- 
gestion, I am sorry that he did not turn his 


i attention to the encroachinent by one of these 


departments of the Government on the other 
in our civil service system as itat present exists. 
Does not the Senator know that the appoint- 
ments are now practically controlled, not by 
the executive branch of the Government, but 
by the Senators and Representatives from the 
respective States? The Constitution vests the 
power of appointment in the executive depart- 
ment of the Government exclusively, except- 
ing that the concurrence of the Senate is neces- 
sary in those cases where the power to make 


| the appointment has not been vested by law 
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in the President alone, or the head of some 
Department, or the courts; but virtually this 
power is not exercised by the President and 
the heads of Departments, but it is controlled 
by the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
TESS, 

5 Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to say to the 
Senator that if he speaks of the fact in Ilinois 
T cannot, of course, contradict him ; but speak- 
ing of my own State and myself, I say that I 
know of no such practice. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Well, Mr. President, I 
cannot speak as to the rule in Wisconsin, but 
this report which is before us states that that 
is substantially the practice, and the President, 
who must know as to the fact, indorses this 
report and sends it to Congress. The Senator 
from Wisconsin has seen and read this report, 
and it cannot have escaped his observation 
thatit does state the fact to be so. It is under- 
stood to be the usage of the Government that 
the local Representative from the district, if 
politically in accord with the President, con- 
trols, as a general rule, the appointments of 
postmasters, and of collectors and assessors 
of internal revenue in his district; and if that 
is not the case in Wisconsin, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin says, his State constitutes an 
exception, [am sure, from the general prac- 
tice that obtains throughout the country. 

I read now from the report of the commis- 
sioners: 

“While, therefore, the appointing power is chiefly 
and properly vested in the executive department, 
because that departmentis responsible for executive 
administration, yet the practice that has arisen 
under the cvil theory of the civil service tends to 
make the President and Secretaries merely the ap- 
pointment clerks of Congress, from which body the 
Constitution carefully withholds the appointing 
power.” 

A report sent to us by the President of the 
United States, and commended by him, states 
the fact that he and the heads of Departments | 
have become merely the appointment clerks 
of Congress. Sir, that isa violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, and one of 
the objects of thig civil service reform is to re- | 
store the Constitution to its original meaning, | 
to restore to the executive department of the | 
Government the patronage which belongs to it, 
and which has been unconstitutionally usurped 
by Congress; and when it is argued here that 
Senators and Representatives should control 
the appointments from their respective States, 
that is an argument against not only the spirit 
but the letter of the Constitution, and a subver- 
sion of our system of Government to that ex- 
tent. Itis the great source of evil in our civil 
service system that Congressmen have usurped 
functions belonging to the executive branch 
of the Government, 

In the civil service reform which I advocate 
1 have never been a stickler for competitive 
examination. The want of scholarship on the 
part of the appointees to office is not the great 
difficulty. It Hes beyond that. I said that I 
should take no time in defending these rules, 
because I am informed (and I did not know it 
before it was announced by the Senator from 
Wisconsin) that they are not to go into opera- 
tion, A competitive examination may be very 
well in regard to clerks in the Departments 
here, and in some other cascs. I understand 
it has been adopted in the Departments at 
Washington for some years to great advantage, | 
butit may not answer so well in regard to other 
officers. It is not the great panacea for exist- 
ing evils, as the Senator from Wisconsin says, | 
and it is chiefly to the ulterior results of these 
examinations that I look for much good. If 
this competitive examination system were 
adopted, and the appointments to office were 
to be made from persons who pass the exam- 
inations, it would take the appointments to 
some extent from the control of mere partisans, 
and those who use this patronage for merce- 
nary and individual purposes, and go far its j 
effect would be salutary. 

But, Mr. President, the trouble of our civil 
service system, as I said, is not in reference | 


to the scholarship of the officer, but it arises 
from the system-of appointments and removals, 
now chiefly controlled by Congressmen. 
introduced a bill into this body some year or 
two ago making it a penal offense for a mem- 
ber of Congress to recommend a person for an 
office unless his opinion was asked in writing 
by the appointing power, and prohibiting the 
President of the United States or any of the 
heads of Departments from appointing any one 
to office who had the recommendation of a 
member of either House of Congress if it was 
obtained by the applicant’s consent and priv- 
ity; and, sir, if we could enact such a law as 
that, I think we should lay the ax at the root 
of the great evil in our civil service system. 

What are the evils of the present system 
which it is sought to correct? I cannot state 
them better than they have been stated in this 
report, made by gentlemen of high character, 
of great ability, of laborious research, who 
have inquired into the mode and manner of 
appointments, into the evils that exist under 
the present system, and have embodied them 
inthis report. Iwill read a few passages from 
it, that it may be seen what the evils to be cor- 
rected are, what the mischief is, and then if 
we cannot apply the system of competitive ex- 
amination, let us apply some other system that 
will reform 2nd correct these abuses. The 
commissioners say: 


“ Certainly incapable officers have not been sought, 
and doubtless there are honest and pure men enough 
in all parties to fill the offices. But certainly, also, 
proved character and tested Onpaoity are not essen- 
tial to admission to the civil service; and when 
partisan sympathy or activity takes precedence of 
ability, industry, and special fitness, as qualifications 
for the inferior offices of the Government, it is im- 
possible that the service should have the efficiency 
and purity which cconomical administration re- 
quires, and which the country hasaright to demand. 

“Tn obedience to this system the whole machinery 
of the Government is pulled to pieces every four 
years. Political caucuses, primary meetings, and 
conventions are controlled by the promise and the 
expectation of patronage. Political candidates for 
the lowest or the highest positions are directly or 
indirectly pledged. The pledge is the price of the 
nomination, and when the election is determined 
pledges must be redeemed. The business of the 
nation, the legislation of Congress, the duties of the 
Departments, are all subordinated to the distribu- 
tion of what are well called ‘the spoils.’ No one 
escapes. President, Secretaries, Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, are dogged, besought, and denounced on 
the one hand to appoint. on the other to retain sub- 
ordinates. ‘The great officers of the Government are 
constrained to become mere office-brokers. Mean- 
time they may have their own hopes, ambitions, and 
designs. They may strive to make their patron- 
age secure their private aims. The spectacle is as 
familiar as it is painful and humiliating. Weaccuse 
no individual. We appeal only to universal and 
deplorable experience.. 

“The evil results of the practice may be seen, 
first, in its perversion of the nature of the election 
itself. Ina free country an election is intended to 
be, and of right should be, the choice of differing 
policies of administration by the people at the polis, 
Itis properly the judgment of the popular intelli- 
gence upon the case which has been submitted to it 
during the canvass by the ablest and most eloquent 
advocates. But the evil system under which the 
country suffers tends to change the election from a 
choice of policies into a contest for personal advan- 
tage. It is becoming a desperate conflict to obtain 
all the offices, with all their lawful salaries and all 
their unlawful chances. The consequences are un- 
avoidable; the moral tone of the country is debased ; 
the national character deteriorates. No country 
or Government can safely tolerate such a surely 
inereasing demoralization. 

The influence of this system upon those who 
hold office may be inferred, Officers appointed 
chiefly as a rewardfor personal and party service, 
and not upon proof of fitness, who know that there 
18 no certain promotion for merit, and that they 
hold their places only until others with more influ- 
ential friends can thrust them out, can have neither 
pride nor hope in the fulfillment of their duties. 
They are deprived of the usual incentives to dili- 
gence and efficiency of men in similar but private 
positions. Taught by the system to regard the office 
us a prize, and warned by the same system that their 
tenure is neither character nor fitness, they are 
solely tempted to make the most of it in the shortest 
time, both to repay the trouble and expense of pro- 
curing it, and to provide against early removal. 
Meanwhile, as a part of the vast scheme of patron- 
age, an officer who is appointed solely in deference 
to political pressure is judged not by the manner in 
which he docs his duty, but by the zeal with which 
he serves the influence that secured his place. He 
is poorly paid, but a tax is levied upon his salary for 
the expenses of the party, and, although it iscalled 
a voluntary contribution, he is made to understand 
that there are scores of applicants who would gladly 


take his place with every incumbrance, and he there- 
fore pays from fear of possible removal. Thus it 
has become the practice of every party in power to 
seek to retain power by levying upon the money 
paid to the public agents for the public service. 

“ But when the application is urged upon the ex- 
ecutive department by a member of the legislative 
branch of the Government, the mischief becomes 
intolerable. It is often by the power of patronage 
that a Representative is chiefly known to what are 
called the active politicians among his constituents. 
He is held to be their agent and broker of offices. 
They have done his work, and he must do theirs, and 
his position often depends upon his fulfillment of 
pledges. When, therefore, he applies to the appoint- 
ing power, there is a kind of urgency which it is 
hard to resist. It is not a favor only that he asks, 
it is the means of fulfilling a bargain. The ap- 
pointing power is subjected to threats and the bland- 
ishment of personal solicitation. And these are 
incessant and urgent, not in the degree of the fitness 
of the candidate, but in thatof the interest of those 
who urge him. The place is demanded in the name 
of the party. Yet granting the favor is not neces- 
sarily a benefit to the party; itis often a profit to 
one man only and his followers. 

“Even if the appointing power declares that it 
prefers a certain person, peculiarly fitted for the 
place, the appointment is, nevertheless, demanded 
or contested as of right by the friends of other per- 
sons. Iftheappointing power persists, and the placo 
is filled as it prefers, it is only after a long and 
annoying resistance to pressure. But should it be 
the head of a Department, who has some measure 
before Congress for which he wishes every vote that 
he can procure, there is a powerful temptation to 
yield the appointment to secure the vote. Thus the 
évil system increases official temptation and makes 
honesty difficult; and it is not surprising that a bill 
was recently introduced into Congress making it a 
penal offense for members of Congress to importune 
the appointing power for places. _ Rare 

“ While, theretora the appointing power is chiefly 
and properly vested in the executive department, 
because that department is responsible for executive 
administration, yet the practice that has arisen under 
the evil theory of thecivilservice tends to make the 
President and Secretaries merely the appointment 
clerks of Congress, from which body the Constitution 
carefully withholds the appointing power. One 
result we have just considered, but there are others. 
Thus it isnot denied thatthe chief national appoint- 
ments in the several States are now really mado, not 
by the President and the Senate, but at the pleasure 
of the Senators from the States in which the office is 
to be filled. i ; 

“These are some of the serious and threatening 
evils of the present practice of treating the inferior 
posts of administration as party prizes.. It exas- 
perates party spirit and perverts the election. It 
tends to fill the public service with incapacity and 
corruption, destroying its reputation and repelling 
good men. It entices Congress to desert the duties 
to whichit is especially designated by the Consti- 
tution, and tempts the Executive to perilous in- 
trigue. But the effects of so mischievous a system 
cannot be confined to itself. Politics cannot be 
made a mere trade without dangerously relaxing 
the moral character of the country. 

“The arguments by which the present pernicious 
practice is justified seem to us wholly unsound. It 
is alleged that when the peonle vote to change the 
general policy of the Government they also intend 
to change every subordinate officer who is to assist 
in carrying out that policy. But this was certainly 
not the theory or the practice of those who estab- 
lished the Government. President Jefferson, who 
was one of the most conspicuous party chiefs in our 
history, and whose election showed a radical change 
of political opinion, was, as we have seen, careful 
both to disavow the theory and to resist its conse- 
quenecs. Moreover, the theory springs from a false 
conception of a general election. Such an election 
is, indeed, the declaration of the popular will as to 
the policy of Government; but the great multitude 
of the subordinate officers are wholly ministerial, 
and do not determine measures of administration, 
and a practice which necessarily fosters extrav- 
agance and corruption in the details of adminis- 
tration is one which the people cannot justly be 
assumed to desire. _ 

“Again, the perversion of the service to personal 
and party ends, with the countless and perilous 
abuses which attend it, seems to many persons in- 
separable from a popular republican Government, 
It is boldly urged that the offices belong to the suc- 
cessful party, and that party service should be paid 
with office, because what is called the hard work of 
a political campaign would not be performed unless 
there were an understanding that the workers should 
be so rewarded. This is to say that patronage is 
indispensable to party organization. But it is a 
mere assertion in palliation of an evil practice. To 
insist that service to the successful party ought to 
be rewarded by office is offensive to the just Amer- 
can principle that, while every citizen should be 
ready to fulfill every political duty that may be 
fairly asked of him, no one has any claim to any 
office whatever. If the money that a man has paid 
during a political campaign, and the time and effort 
that he has devoted to the success of principles and 
a policy which he must be supposed to approve, are 
to be considered claims upon an office, then they 
are the price of the office, and Ris relation to the 
office and to the contest is venal, which is the pre- 
cise evil of the present practice.” 


This exposition of the evils of the present 
civil service system, showing that the President 
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is coerced into making appointments through | 
the persistency of members of Congress; that 
the offices are bestowed as a reward for mere 
party service ; that they are used for individual 
purposes to pay for money expended in elec- 
tions; that they ate used for the purpose of 
packing conventions and controlling elections 
does not come to us simply on the authority 
of the seven gentlemen who signed the report, 
which would be sufficient to guaranty its 
truthfulness, but it comes to us indorsed by 
the President of the United States. himself. 
He knows whether the members of the legis- 
lative department have been pressing appoint- 
ments upon him. He knows whether the 
appointments throughout this country ever 
since he has been in office, now nearly three 
years, have been virtually controlled by Con- 
gressmen, and not by the executive depart- 
ment, asthe Constitution provides. He knows 
all this, and never would have sent the report 
here with such statements as to the manner in 
which appointments were made and patronage 
used, if they had been untrue. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish simply 
to call the attention of the Senator from Ili- 
nois to the fact, without disputing the state- 
ments contained in this report, (for I harmon- 
ize with him so far as I understand him in his 
view of the civil service,) that the President in 
his message states in these words: 

“Being desirous of bringing this subject to the 
attention of Congress before the approaching recess, 
I have not time to sufliciently examine the accom- 
panying report to enable me to suggest definite legis- 
lative action to insure the support which may be 
necessary in order to givea thorough trial to a policy 
long needed.” 

The President in sending in the report spe- 
cially informs the Senate that he has not had 
time carefully to examine this report. I do 
not mean to say that the facts in the report are 
not true, but to let the Senator understand 
what the President himself says. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator from 
New Jersey suppose that the President of the 
United States sent this report here without 
reading it? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The question is 
asked me. Ido not think this is a school to 
guess in. The President says he has not had 
time sufficiently to examine the report, and I 
think the President is entitled to his statement 
in reference to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. To examine it for what 
purpose, let me ask the Senator from New 
Jersey ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. He says—Ihave 
read it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For what purpose? To 
suggest the legislation that may be necessary. 
But will the Senator from New Jersey, by im- 
plication even, impute to the President of the 
United States such ignorance in action as to 
suppose he would send here an important re- 
port upon a subject of this character, which is 
exciting interest throughout the nation, with- 
out having read it, and without having known 
that these statements were in it in regard to 
his own official action? Why, the suggestion 
is to me inconceivable. ! 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would not im- 
pute any ignorance to the President of the Uni- 
ted States; neither would I impute to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois any purpose to make the 
President appear before the country in any 
different light from that in which he presents 
himself, ‘therefore I simply read what the 
President said, and he can give what construc- 
tion to it he pleases. l 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, let us see exactly 
what he did say: | 

“I have not time to sufficiently examine the 


f 
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accompanying report to enable me to suggest defi- | 
nite legislative action to insure the support which | 
may be necessary in order to give a thorough trial 


to a policy long needed.” 

What is the meaning of that? He has not 
had time sufficiently to examine the report to 
suggest definite legislative action to insure the 
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support which may be necessary in order to 
give a thorough trial to a policy long needed. 
He expressly says this is a policy long needed, 
and he has not had time to examine the report 
to see what further legislation may be neces- 
sary to give this a fair trial; but of course he 
must have examined it, and must have read it, 
or he could not have made that statement in 
reference to it. He proceeds further: 

“I ask for all the strength which Congress can give 
me, to enable me to carry out the reforms in the 
civil service recommended by the commissioners.”’ 

Now, is it not inconceivable that the Presi- 
dent of the United States should send a mes- 
sage to Congress asking all the assistance that 
the legislative department can give him to 
carry out a certain reform recommended in a 
report which he communicates, when he had 
never read the report he communicated? To 
my mind such a suggestion is preposterous. 
He must have read it and understood it, and 
the report comes here, I venture to say, as to its 
essential facts, and so far as relates to his action, 
indorsed by the President himself, who has been 
in a position for nearly three years to know the 
operation of the present civil service system, 

And further, the Senator from Wisconsin 
has himself borne testimony to the truthful- 
ness of a portion of the report. During his 
remarks he said that under the present sys- 
tem two persons high in legislative authority 
had urged upon the President appointments 
to office and threatened him for not making 
them; and a system under which such things 
occur, the Senator from Wisconsin tells us, as 
a whole is satisfactory to the country. What, 
sir, a system satisfactory to the country when 
the President of the United States and the 
heads of Departments are mere clerks to regis- 
ter the appointments dictated by members of 
Congress, and threatened if they do not sub- 
mit to the dictation! - Threatened by persons 
high in legislative authority, in positions to 
make their power felt! I wish the Senator 
had stated who they were that made these 
threats. But the fact that such threats are 
made adds another to the reasons given in this 
report why the civil service needs reforming. 

But the Senator tells us that the proposed 
reform is unconstitutional. I have already 
shown you that the present system is clearly 
unconstitutional, that appointments, by the 
Constitution, are vested in the executive de- 
partment, and that by the present practice 
they are made by the legislative department, 
or rather its individual members. ‘he voice 
of the Senator from Wisconsin has not been 
heard in condemnation of the present system 
which upsets the Constitution and mingles 
together, contrary to its obvious meaning, dif- 
ferent departments of the Government. 

But he argues that the act of Congress is 
unconstitutional which authorized the Presi- 
dent of the United States to prescribe certain 
rules and regulations for the admission of per- 
sons into the civil service; or if he does not 
say that the act itself is unconstitutional, he 
says that the carrying it out in the manner 
proposed is unconstitutional, 1 do not know 
that he made any particular argument against 
the law itself to show its unconstitutionality. 
The only objection I remember his making to 
the law was that it was passed as a part of an 
appropriation bill, and that if it had been sub- 
mitted separately it would not have received 
the support of twenty members. I suppose 
that does not make it unconstitutional ; and it 
is inconceivable to me how an act of Congress 
can be unconstitutional which authorizes the 
President to do what he had the authority to 
do without an act of Congress. 

Does anybody doubt the authority of the 
President of the United States, in whom is 
vested the power of appointment to office, to 
adopt rules and regulations for his own con- 
venience in making appointments? They are 
all within his own control. He can adopt such 
rules as he thinks proper for obtaining infor- 


mation. He may consult the Senator from 
Wisconsin, if he thinks proper, as the law now 
exists; he may consult others, either in Con- 
gress or out of Congress ; he may employ such 
agencies as he thinks proper to obtain inform- 
ation, and he may prescribe rules for obtain- 
ing this information. 

Í cannot conceive upon what principle it is 
that an argument even can be made against the 
constitutionality of the act of Congress itself. 
Certainly the Senator from Wisconsin made 
none, but his argument was directed against 
the rules and regulations which had been 
adopted by the President on the recommenda- 
tion of the civil service commission, and in 
support of his argument he caused part of the 
opinion of the Attorney General to be read, 
not upon these rules, but in reference to 
another question entirely, which is not before 
the Senate. The question was propounded to 
the Attorney General as to whether it was 
competent to designate a particular person by 
means of an examining board or otherwise 
for the President to appoint to office, and the 
Attorney General gave his opinion that it was 
not. 

Another question was propounded to the 
Attorney General, which was this: 


“ May the President, under the act by which this 
board is organized, regulate the exercise of the 
appointing power, now vested in the heads of Depart- 
ments or in the courts of law, so ag to restrict ap- 
pointments to a class of persons whose qualifications 
or fitness shall have been determined by an exam- 
ination instituted independent of the appointing 
power.” 


To this question the Attorney General an- 
swered in the affirmative, that it was compe- 
tent to confine appointments to a class of per- 
sons found qualified on examination ; and I 
will ask the Secretary to read that part of the 
opinion of the Attorney General which is appli- 
cable to the question under consideration, and 
which J have marked, the Senator from Wis- 
consin having heretofore read that portion of 
his opinion which had nothing to do with the 
subject before the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“ Tho other question proposed by the commission- 
ers is this: 

“May the President, under the act by which this 
board is organized, regulate the exercise of the 
appointing powor now vested in the heads of De- 
partments or in the courts of law, so ag to restrict 
appointments to a class of persons whose qualifica- 
tions or fitness shall have been determined by, an 
examination instituted independent of the appoint- 
ing power ?” 

“ My opinion is that he may. Though the ap- 
pointing power alone can designate an individual 
for an ofice, either Congress, by direct. legislation, 
or the President, by authority derived from Con- 
gress, can prescribe qualifications, and require that 
the designation shall be made out of a class of per- 
sons ascertained by proper tests to have those quali- 
fications; and itis not necessary that the judges in 
the tests should be chosen by the appointing power. 
Attorney General Legare has given an opinion upon 
a question similar in principle. Discussing the sub- 
ject of appointment of inspectors of customs by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, he considers that it would 
"be a fair constitutional exercise of the power of 
Congress to require that the Secretary should make 
an appointment out of a certain number of nominees 
proposed by a collector.’ (4 Opinions, 164.) The act 
under which the present civil service commission 
has been organized gives the President authority 
‘to prescribe such rules and regulations for_the 
admission of persons into the eivil service of the Uni- 
ted States as will best promote the eflicioncy there- 
of; and this very ample authority will certainly 
embrace the right to require that the persons ad- 
mitted into the service shall have been found quali- 
fied by corapetent cxaminers, . F 

“Tt has been argued that a right in Congress to 
limit in the least the field of selection implies a right 
to carry on the contracting process to the designa- 
tion ofa particular individual. But Ido not think 
this 2 fair conclusion. Congress could require that 
officers shall be of American citizenship, or ofa cer- 
tain age; that judges shouid be of the legal profes- 
sion and of a certain standing in the profession, and 
still leave room to the appointing power for the 
exercise of its own judgment and will; and Tam 
not prepared to affirm that to go further and re- 
quire that the selection shall be made from porsons 
found by. an examining board to be qualified in 
such particulars as diligence, scholarship, integrity, 
good manners, and attachment to the Government 
would impose an unconstitutional limitation on the 
appointing power. It would still have a reasonable 
scope for its own judgment and will, 

“ But it may be asked, at what point must the con- 


462 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 18, 


p 


tracting process stop? I confess my inability to | 
answer, But the difficulty of drawing a line between 

such limitations as are and such as are not allowed 

by the Constitution is no proof that both classes do 

not exist. In constitutional and legal inquiries 

right or wrong is often a question of degree, et it 

ig impossible to tell precisely where in the scale 

right ceases and wrong begins. Questions of exces- 

sive bail, cruel punishments, excessive damages, 
and reasonable doubts,are familiar instances. In 
the matter now in question it is not supposable 
that Congress or the President would require of 
candidates for office qualifications unattainable 
by a sufficient number to afford ample room for 
choice.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, at this 
hour, and with the impatience of the Senate, 
] am willing to leave the argument of the At- 
torney General as to the constitutionality of 
specifying the class of persons from whom 
selections to office are to be made, as a reply 
to the argument of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, with this statement: the Constitution vests 
in Congress authority to confer the appoint- 
ment of inferior officers upon the President 
alone, or upon the heads of Departments, or 
the courts: of law, and authorizes Congress to 
establish offices. Congress having authority 
to establish offices, and vest the appointment 
thereof in the heads of Department or the 
President, must necessarily have the author- 
ity under the other clauses of the Constitution 
which give it power to pass all laws necessary 
and proper to carry into. execution any given 
power, to regulate the duties of the officer to 
be appointed, and to prescribe his qualifica- 
tions for the office, 

If they can create an office, and the Consti- 
tution vests the appointment of the officer in 
the President, they can determine what duties 
that officer is to perform and what qualifica- 
tions he shall possess as necessary to fill that 
office. They cannot designate the individual, 
and say the President of the United States 
must appoint A or B to fill an office they cre- 
ate; but they can determine that the President 
of the United States shall appoint persons ofa 
certain class to fill that office; and thatis what 
this board proposes to do; that is what, in the 
opinion of the Attorney General, they have a 
right to do, and there I am willing to leave the 
constitutional argument. 

But the Senator from Wisconsin says that 
this civil service reform will defeat any party 
that adopts it. Ah, sir, that is where the shoe 
pinches; there is where the trouble is. The 
patronage of this Government is to be wielded, 
then, for mere partisan purposes; and the fear 
is that it will defeat some party, and that must 
be the party in power, because the party out 
of power has no patronage. Now, sir, I am 
free to say, and bold to say, and I say it here, 
and I will say it everywhere, that if the Repub- 
lican party has not principle enough and vir- 
tue enough to be sustained without using the 
patronage of the Government to hold it up, 
let it go down; it does not deserve to be sus- 
tained; and no party deserves to be supported 
that cannot be sustained without using the 
patronage of the Government as spoils to per- 
petuate its power. 

One of the objections pointed out by the 
civil service commission to the present sys- 
tem is that patronage is used tor political pur- 
poses; men take ottices to use their positions 
for the purpose of electing certain individuals 
to other offices. This is an interference with 
the freedom of election and with the rights of 
the people. 

Another objection made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin is that the proposed reform 
will constitute officeholders a privileged class 
to hold their places during life. Sir, I am not 
in favor of any such system as that. Ido not 
think that the civil service commission have 
recommended any such system as that; but 
I am in favor of reforming the civil service 
system so.as to allow appointees to hold their 
offices for stated periods unless sooner re-. 
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moved for cause. Let it be for five years, or 
eight years, or ten, whatever time shall be 


thought proper by the legislative department 


of the Government. When a person is ap- 
pointed to office, let him be a freeman, and not 
the mere instrument of the member of Con- 
gress who procures for him his appointment 
as a reward for party or individual services, 
and let him hold his office till the end of his 
term if he discharges his duty faithfully to the 
country. The offices are for the country, and 
not for the party. A man may be elected to 
an office by a party; but when he accepts 
that office, whether here in the Senate, in the 
House of Representatives, or whether he takes 
it by appointment, he takes the office to dis- 
charge its duties for his country, and not for 
his party. 

In some respects I think this report defect- 
ive. It should have gone further and recom- 
mended non-removal from office for a limited 
period except for cause. Not having done so 
Congress should by law provide that when a 
man is appointed to office he shall hold it for 
a stated period if he digcharges its duties hon- 
estly, faithfully, and efficiently. I know there 
are inconveniencesin every system; no system 
will be perfect. Some have said that if an 
officer is only to be removed for cause, there 
will be many instances where the appointing 
power cannot specify a sufficient cause which, 
upon trial, would convict the person of in- 
competency or official misconduct, and yet he 
might be an improper officer. Well, then, let 
the law provide that no one shall be removed 
from office except for cause to be specified 
in writing by the head of the Department, or 
by the President, when the removal takes 
place. Let the person making the appoint- 
ment remove the officer at his discretion, 
specifying in writing the cause for which he 
removes him, and that he deems that suffi- 
cient, and a just public sentiment among an 
intelligent people will look at the cause that 
he assigns, and no head of Department and 
no President will be sustained by the people 
if for frivolous and pretended causes and 
excuses he discharges honest, efficient, and 
competent officers. This will afford a protec- 
tion which will perhaps be sufficient against 
improper removals. 

1 think, instead of examining men who are 
to be appointed to office hereafter only, the 
report shouid have provided for examining 
those now in office, and for going into the 
Departments, entering every branch of the 
civil service, and inquiring who fill the offices, 
whether there are supernumeraries as the tes- 
timony in New York is disclosing—men who 
receive appointments and draw salaries and 
render no services to the country. If we 
undertake to make this reform, I want it to 
be a thorough one; and notwithstanding the 
opinion expressed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, that civil service reform will defeat 
any party that adopts it, I say to him thatin 
my opinion, and according to my belief, the 
people of this country, startled as they have 
been by the disclosure of recent abuses in the 
city of New York and elsewhere, will over- 
throw any party that stands in opposition to 
civil service reform, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


During the remarks of Mr. Tru{BuLL, Mr. 
CAMERON requested him to yield the floor to 
allow a motion to be made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will yield if it will 
only take a moment. 


Mr. CAMERON. 


My motion is, that when 


the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet |} 


on Monday at the usual hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we have so much 
basiness before us that we ought to spend to- 
morrow here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there is to be any 
discussion, I cannot yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania is aware of the fact, that, 
there being a resolution pending before the 


Senate the motion cannot be entertained ex- 
cept by consent. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know that, and I take 
it for granted there will be no objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave no objection to 
a vote being taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senate ought 
to remain in session to-morrow, because there 
is pressing public business. 

Several Senators. Leta vote be taken. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthere is tobe a vote, 
ield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 

derstood the Senator from Ohio to object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not object to a 
vote being taken, but I object to the motion 
itself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator trom 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILSON. TheSenator from Kentucky 
gave notice that he intended to call up his 
resolution to-morrow and address the Senate 
upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Kentucky object to the vote being taken 
upon this proposition? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. All I desire is 
aboutan hour’stime. I would as soon occupy 
that time on Monday as to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is manifest that the 
courtesy of the Senator from Kentucky may 
give way to-morrow when he desires to speak, 
but that will crowd us on Monday. There are 
several bills here, none of them perhaps of a 
very important character, which might as well 
be disposed of to-morrow, and a few Senators 
can be absent if they wish to be away. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to interrupt 
my colleague a moment. I submit that the 
Committee on the Judiciary ought to have 
the whole of to-morrow, if the Senate wants 
the apportionment bill returned to it in time, 
and also wants several other matters acted 
upon which are before that committee. We 
ought to have the whole of to-morrow for that 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no trouble about 
the Judiciary Committee meeting to-morrow 
and being in session during the sitting of the 
Senate. It seems to me that when there are 
several matters pending that can be settled, 
we might as well sit to-morrow. I submitthe 
motion to the Senate, however. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us have a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I 


THE APPOINTING POWER. 


Mr. TRUMBULL having concluded his remarks 
on the pending question, being the resolu- 
tion of Mr. CARPENTER as to the power of 
appointment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to enter into the debate of the question 
of civil service reform, but simply to correct 
a misapprehension that grew out of a remark 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin. Iunder- 
stood him to say that the President had aban- 
doned, for the present at least, the attempt at 
civil service reform. Theremark was probably 
stronger than he intended. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I did not say that. I 
said that I understood the President had sus- 
pended it until a more perfect system of rules 
could be adopted to carry it into operation. 
If I had understood the whole thing was aban- 
doned, of course I should have said nothing 
about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Illi- 
nois then, seizing upon that remark, criticised 
it to some extent. I have made the inquiry 


| whether any change has been made in the 


policy of the Administration in regard to civil 
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service reform, and I am informed that the 
only change that has been made in those reg- 
ulations is an additional rule adopted on the 
recommendation of the board of civil service 
reform itself. That rule has been adopted 
and promulgated publicly as a part of the rules 
for the regulation of the civil service. I ask, 
in order that it may be put on our records, 
that it be read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The remark of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, as I took it down, was 
this: “AlI proceedings are to be suspended till 
other rules are adopted,” Did I take it cor- 
rectly? 

Mr. CARPENTER, That is what I under- 
stood, not that the theory had been abandoned 
or that the system was to be thrown overboard, 
but that the Government is compelled to wait 
until they find out how they are to carry into 
execution this confused system that they recom- 
mend. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Secretary to 
read the marked passage which I have sent to 
the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“The President has authorized the adoption of 
the following additional rule recommended by the 
advisory civil service board, relating to temporary 
appointments in tho Departments pending the com- 
pletion of the details of examination, namely: 

“14, Pending the completion of the methods of 
investigation and examination contemplated by 
these rules, nothing in them shall prevent the ap- 
pointment, designation, or employment without 
examination, except as already provided by law, of 
persons temporarily to fill vacancies when it shall 
appear that tho necessities of the public service de- 
mand that such vacancies be immediately filled ; but 
such appointmonts, (except when mado by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate,) designations, 
oy appointment, shall terminate as soon as the details 
of investigation and examination for filling such va- 
cancies has been completed by the advisory board.’ ”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in the 
various Departments there are now boards to 
whom all applicants must submit their papers, 
and before whom they must be examined ; but 
it was impossible to organize civil service 
boards in all parts of the country to examine 
postmasters and other local officers until boards 
had been provided for by law, until appropria- 
tions have been made to carry the system in 
execution. The only purpose of this rule was 
to postpone the attempt to execute it until 
Congress should vote money and grant suffi- 
cient power to carry it into execution fairly. 

Mr. President, I voted for the proposition of 
the Senator from Illinois at the last session of 
Congress. I believe some good will yet come 
from the discussion of civil service reform. 
Still I believe the abuses of the present sys- 
tem are grossly exaggerated. The statement 
that we lose one fourth of the revenue of the 
country in order to collect it is a gross exag- 
geration. The statement made by this civil 
service commission, none of whom or scarcely 
any of whom have had practical experience 
in the Government 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Three of them are offi- 
cers of the Departments here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who are they? Name 

them. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. Elliottis one. The 
Senator from Wisconsin read their names. 
which are attached to this report. I will read 
them: George William Curtis, Alexander G. 
Cattell, Joseph Medill, Dawson A. Walker: 
E. B. Elliott, Joseph H. Blackfan, and David 
C. Cox. The three last I understand to be 
heads of bureaus, or employed in some way 
jn different Departments of the Government 
here, and have had practical experience. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It so happens that I 
know each of those gentlemen. The three 
last named are clerks in the Departments and 
themselves have never passed examination, 
and are themselves the result of whatever 
abuses exist, and, although all respectable in 
character, they are not gentlemen who are 
prepared to make on their own knowledge a 
statement so extravagant as this. They do 
not state it of their own knowledge ; they sim- 
ply say that it is stated by others; in other 
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words, it is second-hand information: “We 
are informed by those who have examined 
the question so and so’? Who? When? 
Where? How absurd it is to suppose that 
one fourth of the revenue of the Government 
is lost in the expense of collection! f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? Is not Mr. Elliott 
the head of the Statistical Bureau? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; Mr. Elliott isa clerk 
in the Treasury Department. Mr. Young is 
the head of the Statistical Bureau, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is Mr. Elliott’s 
position ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Clerk in the Treasury 
Department; a fourth-class clerk. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But he has a duty con- 
nected with statistics in some way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Heisa fourth-class clerk. 
I know Mr. Elliott very well, and I do not wish 
to say a word to his discredit. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator knows 
him very well, perhaps he will tell us what his 
duties are. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is a fourth-class clerk. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What does he do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Heis connected with the 
cinerea Bureau, of which Mr. Young is the 
chief, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ah! 
about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement made by 
these gentlemen is simply absurd. ‘The whole 
expense of the collection of the revenue is 
about four per cent. The expenses of the col- 
lection of our customs are less than they are 
in any other country in the world, and I make 
this statement now, inviting the comparison. 
The entire expense of collecting the revenue, 
internal and external, including the pay of all 
the multitude of officers who are appointed to 
watch against frauds on the revenue, is less 
than five per cent. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator permit 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly ; only I do not 
wish to prolong my remarks, 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator can find in 
several reports of the old Retrenchment Com- 
mittee that the losses accruing to the Govern- 
ment from therunningin of cargoes and goods 
without paying duty amount to from twelve to 
twenty-five million dollars a year, and have for 
a great many years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have examined that 
pretty thoroughly. The great loss in our cus- 
toms revenue is through passengers arriving 
at the port of New York and other places with 
expensive goods in trunks. That is the case 
in all customs services, It is the case in 
Europe. Howto meet it is one of the most 
difficult problems to be solved. The amount 
of loss to the Government has been estimated 
carefully at $10,000,000. That probably is 
three fourths of all the loss sustained by the 
Government in the collection of the revenue. 
How can that be remedied? You might have 
detectives and spies to examine the trunks of 
ladies, and all the packages, as they come in, 
in the private baggage of citizens, and you 
might in that way put honest citizens to more 
inconveniences and to more wrong than all 
that $10,000,000 loss could possibly compen- 
gate for. It is true that persons seeking to 
commit fraud may bring bere in tranks and 
packages, valuable goods and escape the pay- 
ment of duties, but you cannot devise any sys- 
tem of civil service reform, you cannot devise 
any human regulation, that will prevent fraud 
of this kind unless you make your espionage 
so close and arbritary and so oppressive that 
every man willrevoltatit. Thatisa difficulty 
which is incident to customs revenue. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The point was as to 
how much was lost. 

_Mr. SHERMAN. It hasbeen estimated—the 
highest statement probably—at $10,000,000 ; 
but the point is this, as the Senator must see, 
that no mere regulations of civil service reform 
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can correct that which is incident to and a part 
of the collection of the customs revenue. The 
only way, if you wish to avoid that, is to repeal 
customs duties, and in that way you would 
get rid of the fraud and the revenue, too; all 
would go together. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to say a short time ago that he 
had a bill that was going to correct all these 
abuses, and I was rejoiced at it, and assured 
him that I was going to support it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Illinois 
does not state me with exact fairness. He 
asked if my attention had been called to cer- 
tain abuses disclosed in the city of New 
York by the recent examination. { answered 
at once, ‘‘ yes, and the bill reported from 
the Committee on Finance by the Senator 
from New York (Mr. Feyroy] will cure, so 
far as human regulation and human law can, 
all the abuses disclosed by, that examination. 
That is the answer. I did not say that the 
bill of the Senator from New York was going 
to cure all the frauds committed in the city 
of New York or anywhere else, but it will 
eure those to which public attention has been 
directed by the examination; and I have no 
doubt the Senator and I will vote for it when 
the time comes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

assed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose myself,in due 
time, subject to the control of the bill by the 
honorable Senator from New York who intro- 
duced it, to press it on the attention of Con- 
gress, and show the necessity of its passage; 
and | believe that its passage will enable the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President 
promptly to correct the very abuses to which 
attention has now been called. 

Let me say another thing. I agree that the 
chief part of the abuses of our civil service 
have grown out of the attempt of members of 
Congress to control the executive authority. 
I think it is utterly impossible to mingle the 
executive duty of appointing to office and the 
legislative duty of making laws. I have no 
doubt that many. of the abuses of our system 
have grown out of the attempt of members of 
Congress to control local patronage ; but after 
all, when you come back to the practical solu- 
tion, suppose the Postmaster General wants to 
know who shall be appointed pos:master in a 
town in Ohio; from whom shall he get the 
requisite information? He does not know the 
people of Ohio. 

Upon whom shall he call? A civil service 
board? Will you send a civil service hoard 
to the town of Circleville to examine all the 
people who want to be postmaster of that 
town, and examine as to their fitness? If you 
send there a civil service board organized 
beyond the town of Circleville, they go there 
in utter ignorance of the moral character of 
all the candidates, and no examination can test 
the moral character and moral qualities of the 
men who are applicants for office. 

These are difficulties that suggest them- 
selves to every one. I have no doubt that 
some reform will come out of, the new civil 
service regulations. I have made up my mind, 
for one, to see the system fairly and fully tried, 
to sustain the President and the executive au- 
thorities in giving it a fair trial. I believe that 
many of the rules that have been recommended 
by this civil service board will prove to be 
utterly impracticable; but I desire to see the 
scheme fairly tried, and I for one will vote the 
requisite money and the requisite men to consti- 
tute the number of boards that are required to 
give it a fair trial. I fear that the result will be 
that we shall substitute a kind of bureauocracy 
instead of that political influence which is now 
exercised. I think, however, that in the end, 
especially in our customs serviceat New York, 
and in our service in the Executive Depart- 
ments at Washington, we can bring about a 
great reform. There ought to be examina- 
tions here in the city of Washington of the 
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employés in the Executive Departments, not 
probably in grammar or chemistry, or in any 
other topics except those which relate to the par- 
ticular employment which the applicant seeks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Grammar is always im- 
portant. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not make much 
difference whether a messenger who carries 
our méssages is a good grammarian or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How about a clerk who 
writes letters? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think he ought to be a 
good grammarian. A civil service board should 
be nothing but a board of five sensible men to 
examine a man as to his fitness for the par- 
ticular office that he seeks, the qualifications 
for the respective offices being as various as the 
number of offices. As a matter of course if a 
person is to appear before the Supreme Court 
of the United States as a lawyer, he is to be 
examined as to his character and qualifications 
asa lawyer. If he appears before you as a 
messenger, the examination should be very 
limited indeed. After all, the boards now 
existing in the various Departments of the 
Government, organized within the last few 
years under this Administration, are the most 
effective agencies of civil service reform that 
have yet been devised. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to engage 
in this discussion; I simply wished to correct 
a misapprehension that, I saw at once seized 
on the minds of the Senate, and of the specta- 
tors as well, as to the course of the Admin- 
istration on civil service reform, and to show 
that the only change which has been made has 
been made at the request of this board of 
gentlemen, and promulgated by the President 
at their request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I did not 
have the pleasure to listen to my friend from 
Wisconsin, because a duty in another part of 
the Capitol compelled me to be absent. Know- 
ing the resolution that he had offered, I had 
designed, as one of the early friends of this 
effort to improve the public service, to make 
some reply upon some of the points that I 
knew he would present; but as I did not have 
the pleasure of hearing him, I shall have to 
defer my reply until Monday; and with that 
view I will for a moment yield to my friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Morroy, | who wishes to 
submit some observations at this time. 

Mr. MORTON. Ido not desire, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to discuss the merits of the system of 
civil service reform that has been presented. 
I can only say that, so faras Iam concerned, 
what the President of the United States has 
proposed to do shall have a fair trial. 

The Senator from Ohio has in part antici- 
pated what I intended to say. I intended to 
challenge a statement that has been made on 
the floor of the Senate this afternoon, and, I 
believe, read from the report of the commis- 
sioners, to this effect: 

“But it is calculated by those who have made a 
careful study of all the facts that one fourth of the 
revenues of the United States are annually lost in 
the collection, and for a large part of that loss_a sys- 
tem of the service which is fatally unsound may 
reasonably be held responsible.” 

I desire to challenge that statement. Ido 
not call in question the sincerity of the gen- 
tlemen on the board who made that statement, 
but I submit to the Senate and the country 
that they have been grossly imposed upon, 
and that so far from twenty-five per cent. of 
the revenues of this country being lost in that 
way, no evidence can be found which will 
show that five per cent. has been lost in that 
way under this Administration. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wil my friend permit 
me to suggest to him that this commission do 
not report any such fact? Let me repeat to 
him that they simply say it so stated, as a 
mere method of bringing to the attention of 
the President the fact that there is complaint, 
and a statement in the country that there are 
great losses. They do not undertake to be 
responsible for any such statement. 


Mr. MORTON. I understand that. I say 
they have been imposed upon. They give 
what has been represented by others. What 


I mean to say is, that the representation which 
has been made to them, and which they evi- 
dently believe and have reported to the Pres- 
ident, is a gross exaggeration that ought not to 
be allowed to go before this country without 
being challenged. If our present system of civil 
service results in the loss of twenty-five per 
cent. of all the revenues of this country; it is 
the worst in the world; the worst that has ever 
been known inthiscountry; and I believe such 
a statement does essential and gross injustice 
to this Administration and to the very character 
of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend be good 
enough to read just what the commission does 


say? 

Mr. MORTON. I certainly have not put it 
upon them as saying it on their own statement 
and authority. I have quoted that they give 
jt on the authority of others, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But will my friend be 
kind enough to read in connection with his 
remarks what they say? 

Mr. MORTON. I did read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend has read it, 
very well. Now, I wish to put it to him 
whether that commission undertook to be re- 
sponsible for any such statement, or whether 
all that they say is not (as one thing that is 
pervading the mind of the country by state- 
ments of this character) that it is so stated. 

Mr. MORTON. I have so said, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but [ have further said that while the 
commission reported this as having been said 
to them by those who made the calculation, 
yet they evidently believed it or they would 
not have reported it, and therefore they give 
it the sanction of their belief in going before 
the country. While I do not question their 
sincerity, I challenge the fact, and it is due to 
this Government that this statement should be 
met upon the threshold. J think no evidence 
| can be found or has been found that will sus- 
tain this statement, or even twenty per cent. 
of the statement. I want to say right here that 
much that has been said during the last two 
years about civil service reform I believe to be 
the grossest exaggeration. While there are 
great evils in our system which ought to be 
remedied, and I have always said that, and I 
am for one determined to sustain the Presi- 
dent and give his effort a fair trial to correct 
these evils, yet I repeat what I have said be- 
fore, that I believe our system with all its 
faults is to-day the best civil service in the 
world. Our system may have faults that other 
systems have not; but other systems have faults 
thatours has not, and they have enormous ones ; 
and if anybody will take the trouble to read 
the character and the history of the civil service 
of the great Governments of Europe he will 
be forced to the conclusion that they have 
enormous faults which do not belong to ours. 

Mr. President, one word further, for I do 
not intend to detain the Senate, and I so said 
to the Senator from Vermont. The President 
of the United States can do nothing that will 
satisfy those who have been particularly clam- 
orous about civil service reform. We have 
had an illustration on the floor of the Senate 
this afternoon in the remarks made by the 
Senator from Illinois. He tells the Senate 
and the country this afternoon that he does 
not set much store by competitive examin- 
ations; he gives the go-by in a single sentence 
to the great body of the work done by the dis- 
tinguished Mr. Curtis and other gentlemen. 
He says, ‘‘I do not set much store by com- 
petitive examinations.’’ He says, ‘‘T have not 
any fault to find with the scholarship of the 
men who have been appointed ; that is not it.” 
Thus he has brushed out the great body of 
the report and of the work that has been sub- 
mitted. Now, whatis his civil service reform? 


He said it was as to the mode of appointment, 


{nota question of competitive examinations, ! 


not a question of scholarship of the men who 
are appointed, but the mode of appointment; 
that some mode of appointment shall be 
adopted which shall take it from political 
influence ; and he gave us to understand what 
his idea of civil service reform was. It was 
embodied in a bill that he presented to the 
Senate about a year ago, making it, I believe, 
a penitentiary offense for any member of Con- 
gress torecommend aman for an appointment 
unless the President had previously requested 
him in writing to give his opinion on the sub- 
ject. That is his idea of civil service reform, 
totally and wholly different from that recom- 
mended by that distinguished board appointed 
by the President. 

And then he finds fault with this report in 
another respect. How? It has not fixed a 
term of service in which there can be no re- 
movals, exceptfor cause to be stated in writing, 
by the President, or by the head of Depart- 
ment making those removals. Of course this 
system does not satisfy him. 

And then he says, further, that it should 
begin with those now in office. That has 
been the complaint made already by every 
Democratic newspaper in the land, that the 
system of civil service reform presented by 
this commission and accepted by the Presi- 
dent does not apply to those who are now in 
office. We are already told that it isa mere 
scheme to keep the Radicals in office as long 
as they live. 

` I merely refer to these things to show that 
whatever this Administration may do upon ° 
the subject of civil service reform, it cannot 
give satisfaction to those who have been chicfly 
clamorous on this subject. And while the 
Senator from Illinois has in effect assailed 
positions taken by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin to-day, of which I say nothing, yet he has 
himself brushed away in a few sentences near] 
all the work that has been done by this civil 
service reform commission, and says that he 
values these competitive examinations and 
what is required chiefly on account of their 
taking the matter out of the hands of mem- 
bers of Congress. This, Mr. President, is all 
T have to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before I give way to my 
friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cameron, } 
who desires an executive session, I wish to say 
oneword. I think my friend from Indiana has 
unintentionally misrepresented the position of 
the civil service commission in the statement 
that they have made touching the loss in the 
collection of revenue; and in order to show 
that, I will read the whole of the statement, 
although properly it ought to be taken in con- 
nection with what they say before and after, 
but Ihave not time for that. They say: 


“Tt is not easy to compute in figures the exact eco- 
nomical difference between a good and a bad system 
of the civil service. It is, necessarily, a matter of 
inference and of comparison between the probable 
operation of a careless and a careful method. But 
it is calculated, by those who have made a careful 
study of all the facts, that one fourth of tho reve- 
nues of the United States are annually lost in the 
collection, and for a large part of that loss a system 
| of the service which is fatally unsound may reason- 
ably be held responsible.” 

It appears to me that this commission do not 
undertake inferentially to agree to the propo- 
sition as to the quantum of loss that there is. 
On the contrary they say that it is not capable 
of being ascertained, and they only inform the 
President, as one reason why he should carry 
out the law of Congress, that it is stated by 
| people who make figures a part of their busi- 
ness that there is so much. They say, ‘‘ we 
cannot tell whether there is or not; but what- 
ever there may be, be it more or less, is prob- 
ably referable is some degree to the system, as 
well as to other circumstances which are beyond 
the contro} of any system.” Now, I think so 
much is due to this commission. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend will allow me to 
say that I expressly stated that the commis- 
sion did not make the statement on their 
authority, but said it was made by those who 
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had made the calculation. But I want to ask 
a question. I ask the Senator from Vermont 
if the Senator from Illinois did not quote that 
statement this afternoon on this floor as evi- 
dence of the fact that one fourth of all the 
revenues were lost in that way? Task if that 
was not said here on the floor this afternoon? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I said before, I was 
not present and cannot answer. My friend 
from Illinois, sometimes in the enthusiasm for 
the public service which always characterizes 
his conduct, may have given a cast to this as 
taking for granted what these gentlemen only 
say has been stated, and if you will read all 
that they say upon the subject, it shows clearly 
that they informed the President that they did 
not intend to be responsible for it at all, but 
on the contrary, used it only as a consideration 
to be presented to his mind as showing that 
there may be more or less loss from these 
causes which a better system of service might 
in some degree prevent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. {hope the Senator from 
Vermont, as he was not present, when he at: 
tributessome remarks to my enthusiasm, will do 
me the justice of allowing me to correct that on 
this occasion at least. I read every word that 
they said on that stibject just as he read it; 
the very same paragraphs were read to the 
Senate, and the whole of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now yield to my friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cameron. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I rise to demand the 
regular order. 


ir, SUMNER. And Idemand the regular 


order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If anybody risés to de- 
mand the regular order, I believe I will go on. 
Mr. CAMERON. I believe I have the floor 
by permission of the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. SUMNER. But before the motion is 
put I want to demand the regular order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I have the 


floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont is still on the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Vermont yields the floor, the Chair will 
recognize, by the usage of the Senate, thé Sen- 
ator from South Carolina or the Senator from 
Massachusetts to call for the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont yields to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania; but pending the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania; two Senators de- 
mand the regular order, and the Chair will 

- state that by the usage of the Senate, repeated 
several times from the Chair, at anytime before 
adopting a motion for executive session or an 
adjournment, when the regular order has been 
informally passed over, it can be called up on 
the demand of any Senator, so that it shall be 
the business on which the Senate shall adjourn. 
The Chair go stated to-day at one o’clock, and 
so stated previously when it was informally 
passed over two or three times for the pur- 
pose of discussing other matters. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatisthe regular order, 
Mr. President? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amnesty bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my honorable 
friend from Massachusetts will not interfere to 
prevent my having the courtesy of replying to 
my friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SUMNER. The amnesty bill with the 
pending amendment has been under discussion 
some days, and I think the Senator will agree 
that itis important we should arrive at a vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill state, then, simply 
that if it is not the pleasure of my friend from 
Massachusetts to permit me to make some re- 
marks on Monday in réply to my friend from 
Wisconsin, I can; of course, submit to the 
pleasure of the Senate and make them now; 


but I had the impression that it was ustial in | 
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this body (as has been done to-day in refer- 
ence to my friend from Wisconsin) to allow a 
Senator to submit remarks upon a question of 
this kind at any convenient season. Now, if 
my friend from Massachusetts insists on ĉút- 
ting me off on Monday from completing what 
I desire to say, then I must go on now. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam onlyone. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina has a Spécial interest 
in the pending measure, and we both desire 
to press it toa vote. It has been put aside 
informally, as the Senator knows, to-day for 
the very question on which he is speaking. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, I 
do not wish to appeal to my friend and have a- 
debate about it. Ithink I can get along. I 
give notice. now, then, that I shall move to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts now pending, by adding a pro- 
vision which shall provide also for equal rights 
in the civil service, upon which I shall address 
the Senate on Monday. [Latighter. ] ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The unfinished 
business, being the amnesty bill, is, on the de- 
mand of several Senators, now before the Sen- 
ate, and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mt 
CamMERON] moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CAMERON, Thatis my motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask my friend from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw that for a moment. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will not yield. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator withdraw 
it to cnable me to make a motion? I desire 
to move to postpone the present and all 
previous orders for the purpose of taking ù 
the concurrent resolution fixing the time of 
adjournment 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (to Mr. Camzron.) If 
you do not go on with your executive business, 
F wili go on with my speech. ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor fiom Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not yield at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion for 
an executive session is the highest motion 
before the Senate except a motion to adjourn, 
and it is nowto be decided by the Senate. It 
is not a debatable motion according to the 
rules. The question is on the motion of the 
Sena’ or from Pennsylvania. s 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
procceded to the consideration of executive 
business. After half an hour spent in execu- 
tive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 
four o'clock and thirty-nine minutes p. m.) 
thë Senate adjourned. 


LOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 18, 1872. 

Tl» House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by ths Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buriur, D. DÐ. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. PETERS. [I risc to a privileged ques- 
tion, I move that when the House adjourns 
to-morrow it be to meet on Monday next: 

The motion was agreed to. Je 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STURGEON BAY SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seoretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the House a copy of the sup- 
plementary report made. by. Major D. C. Houston, 
of the engincer corps, of the examination, survey, 
and estimates for the construction of the Sturgeon 
bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is compelled 
tö ask the indulgence of the House. Owing 


to the extreme illness of a mémber of his: 


family, he is not able to preside.to-day, and ; 


ñoihinates the gentleman from Massachusetts . 
[Mr. Dawes] as Speaker. prò tempore till tö- 
morrow. eee cee 
CLAIM OF TEXAS. a 

Mr. CLARKE, of Texas; by inanimots ton: 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which 
was. read, considered, atid agreed to: ae 
Resolved, That the Seerstary of War be, atid isi 


hereby, directed tò inform this House why the money ` in 
in the acts of Congress of March 3,7. < 


appropriated 
1869, and June 23, 1870, has not been paid 
State of Texas as provided fér in said avis. 


“WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of papers in the 
case of John Davis, an applicant for a pen- 
sion; and the same were referred to the Com- . 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


DEPOSITS IN NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, a paper has been 
supplied to the Committee of Ways and Means. - 
setting forth some very material and interest: 
ing facts relating to matters pending before 
that committee, which it is very desirable 
should be printed in pamphlet form. Itisa 
tabulated statement showing the amount of 
publie securities deposited with the Govern- 
ment by those national banks which are also 
national depositaries, as securities for Govern- 
ment deposits placed in their keeping either 
by the Secretary of the Treasury or by any 
Government officer, and it also contains’ s. 
statement of the average amount of such Gor: 
ernment deposits per week with each national 
depositary during the last fiscal year. I move 
that the communication be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

I call for 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, 
the regular order of busines. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tégular 
order of business being demanded, the mori 
ing hour commences at fifteen minutes after 
twelve o'clock, aiid reports are in order fram 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SARAH WHITING. 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1073) 
granting a pension to Sarah Whiting; whieh 
was read a first and second time. n 

The question wás upon ordering thé bill te 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah Whiting, widow of Joseph 
B. Whiting, late second licutensnt twenty-sixth 
regiment Massachusetts voluiiteets. 

The bill was ordered io be éigrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third timé, and passéd. 

Mr. PECK moved to recéusider thë vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and algo moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARTHA A. JONES. 


Mr. PECK, from the same cottimitteé, të- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 1065) granting & 
pension to Martha A. Jones; which was read 
a first and second time; i 

The question was upon ordering it tò pë 
engrossed and read a third time: 

The bill was read. It directs thè Séoretary 
of the Interior to place on the pénsion-roll; 
subject to the provisions and limitatiöñs of the 
pension laws, the name of Martha A. Jonas; 
widow of Oliver P. Jones, latë a privaté in 
the one hundred and fifth regiment Indiaia 
volunteers, from añd after the passage of the 


act. 
Mr. McGREW. Is-there a report. in this 
case? ne S : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 


to: the 
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is informed that there is no report accompany- 
ing the bill. ‘ 

Mr. PECK. I have a report here, and I 
ask that it be read. 

‘The report was read. It sets forth that 
Oliver P. Jones was enrolled in company F, 
one hundred and fifth Indiana volunteers, on 
the 10th of July, 1863, to serve for nine days 
as a militiaman, and was killed on the 14th 
of July, 1868, in the Morgan raid. The com- 
mittee state that the case is well made out, but 
wag rejected at the Pension Office, because the 
company were not regularly mustered into the 
service of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that.the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. PECK, from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely upon the petition of Mrs. 
Elizabeth Oechslin, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, widow of Meinrad Oechslin, private 
in company K, twenty-seventh Pennsylvania 
volunteers, who was drowned on June 15 
or 16, 1861, and the same was laid upon the 
table. 

WILLIAM H. BRIDGES. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, fromthe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported back a 
bill (H. R. No. 712) granting a pension to 
William H. Bridges, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of William H. 
Bridges, late a private in company A, fonr- 
teenth regiment of Indiana volunteers, and 
pay him a pension from the passage of this 
act. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bili was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY WADE, 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, fromthe same 
committee, also reported a bill (H. R. No. 1066) 
granting a pension to Mary Wade; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary Wade, 
of Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, the mother of 
Jenny Wade, who was killed while baking 
bread for the Union soldiers, and to pay her 
a pension at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, from July 3, 1863, the date of her said 


daughter’s death, to continue during the | 


widowhood of the said Mary Wade, she hay- 
ing been dependent for support on her said 
daughter. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by whieh the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


a 


ANN G. BARKER, 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, from the same 
committee, also reported a bill (H. R. No. 1067) 


f 
| 


| this morning without anybody being heard five 


| yesterday. That bill, by its express terms, 
|i applies only to the soldiers of the war for the 
| suppression of the rebellion. 


granting a pension to Ann G. Barker; which 
was read a first and second time: ae 
The question was upon ordering the bill to 1 . 
be etetossod and ada third Gane. | Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly; and 
The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- || there are now about one hundred and seventy- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- || five thousand on the rolls to whom the bill 
roll the name of Ann G. Barker, widow of |} would apply. , 
Thomas Barker, late captain in the first regi- | Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The lady for 
ment of United States infantry, at the rate of || whose relief this bill is designed is the widow 
ten dollars per month, for the period com- |! of a soldier who lost his life in the Florida war, 
mencing November 14, 1839, and ending Feb-,|| and hence her case is not reached at all by the 
ruary 3, 1853, the former date being that of || provisions of the bill passed yesterday. 
her husband’s death, and the latter that on Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been the practice 
which her name was placed on the pension- || of Congress in precisely similar cases to date 


roll. : the pension from the time of the death. Con- 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would like to || gress has done this in repeated instances; and 
hear some explanation of this bill. | even when special bills have been passed dating 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Let the || the pension from the passage of the act, bills 
report pe read. iat 1 have subeequently een introduced and Passed 
The Clerk read as follows: changing the time of the commencement of the 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the || Pension, and dating it back to the death of the 
following report upon the application of Ann G. | party. Now, why should an exception be 
Barker, widow of Capiain dhomas Barker, frst || made in this case? Here is a widow whose 
egiment Unite ates infantry: . aie 7; h A 7 
"he husband of the petitioner, Captain, Thomas grandfather was a soldier in the revolutionary 
Barker, died of disease contracted in the line of his || war, whose father and husband were soldiers 
duty, in the biti a of Florius, Ge ith Novem ver in the Indian war, and whose son was a, sol- 
ane 2 185, aaa ner lise teei rala pets | dier in the war for the suppression of the rebel- 
sion from that date, and she now asks thata pension lion. She is now, I believe, over eighty years 
be granted to her from the death of her husband, || old, and is feeble and dependent. The bill 
14th November, 1839, up to 34 February, 1853. And pias A n 
in support, of this request, she refers to numerous || Teported by the committee proposes to give 
instances ia whieh Congress, in precisely similar || her a pension of only ten dollars a month, 
cases, provided that the pension should commence |} instead of what she ought to have twenty-five 
: at z,Í e f Ri 
from tho date of the husband’s death. On 30th July.) goliy rs a month, from the time of the death of 
her husband up to the passage of the general 
law in 1858. The bill is just; it is in accord- 


1853, Congress passed an act granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Armistead, widow of General Walker 
een leper dadne it from the time or fie death, 
November 1, . Andby theact of 26th February, ` ` ; : 
1853, the pension granted to Mrs. Elizabeth V. Lomax || @uce with repeated precedents of Congress, 
and I trast this House will pass it. It has the 
unanimous concurrence of the committee. 
Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that in acting upon bills of this character, 


was changed to commence 27th March, 1842. 
Many other instances might be cited to show the 
we should act with a thorough understanding 
of the principle involved. It is true, as has 


action of Congress in dealing with applications of 
been stated here, that during the last Congress 


was an officer in the Revolution; her father was an 

officer in the Indian wars under Wayne and St. 

contracted in the Army. In view of the action of ! r 3 . 

Congress in other cases of this kind, of the strong || 1812, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions— 
| for arrears of pensions or back pensions in 


this kind, but the principle itself is just of dating į 
the pension from the time of death, and in the case | 
now in hand there are many circumstances which 
appeal strongly to the generosity of Congress. Mrs. 
Barker is quite old and needy; her grandfather 
Clair, and her son died of disease contracted in the poth pension ER of this Hons ARS. 
war for the suppression of the rebellion. Thus, |; Tabiy, I think, reporte against bills like this, 
husband, son, zene, and grandfather rendered : granting back pensions. Constantapplications 
aithful service to the country in the hour of its © 2. i ae va 
trial, and two of them lost their lives from disease |! 2° made to both committees the Commit 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 
claim which the petitioner has upon the gratitude | 
of the nation, and of her present needy condition, i > g tee 
the passage of a bill granting her a pension, at the |! cases like this ; and 1b is always urged. that 
rate of ten dollars per month from lith November, l the parties asking this relief are old, infirm, 
1839, to 3d February, 1853, is earnest Troen aed | andin great need, and that the gratuity will 
x $ , A © I| “smoothe their way to the grave.’’? There is 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. [havenot much i| no doubt, of course, of this fact. There is 
ii 


heart to say anything about this or any other į; 
pension bill. But Į wish to call the attention + of this sort would be a pecuniary benefit to the 


of the House to what is involved in the pas- | person receiving it. But that, as an argument 
sage of this bill. Here isa person who has || by itself, is, it seems to me, no reason why we 
been upon cur pensiou-rell for nineteen years |: should grant such applications. 

already, and is now drawing a pension. he | The policy which both Houses of Congress 


proposition of this bill is to give her a pension i| have acted upon is that these arrears of pen- 


for fourteen years more, running back from |! sions or back pensions shall not be granted; 
1853 to 1839. That is in accordauce with the |i $ 


. | " ; and I agree with the gentleman from Ohio 
general pension bill reported from this same || [ My. GARFIELD] that if they are to be granted 
committee yesterday, proposing to date all | it should be done by a general law. Let ithe 
persons back to the time when the death or |; understood, when applications for pensions are 
disability occurred. hoe made before these committees, that the pen- 

In the course of the debate yesterday I stated | sion, if granted, is to date from the time when 
as a rough estimate that I had no doubt the | the injary. was received, or, in the case of a 
bill then passed would take twenty million | widow, from the period of thedeath. Let the 
dollars out of the Treasury. | pension go back in all cases; for it is quite 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- | as just in one case as another. The fact that 
man will permit me to say that the bill passed || the party applying is in poverty and distress 
yesterday applies only | does not add at ail to the justice of the claim, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman |! although it may operate as a stronger appeal 
will excuse me till I get through. Wearenow || to our sympathies. 
taking up the specific case of a person who Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I only desire to 
has been for nineteen years receiving a pen- |! say one word further. 
sion, and we propose to add fourteen more |} Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I will yield 
years by a simple act of this kind. Six or || to the gentleman for one minute. 
seven of these bills have been passed throngh | Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lonly want half 
| a minute. The bill which passed yesterday, 
and which I tried to get the House to con- 
ae ie since is an old customer in this 
ouse. It was here three times before, the 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- || firsttime in 1854, when, after deliberate exam- 
man from Ohio entirely misapprehends the | ination, it was rejected, and twice since then it 
effect of the pension bill passed in this House jj has been considered and rejected. Notwith- 


no doubt, of course, that a gratuity or pension 


minutes in debate, and without their being 
voted for by two members or against by one 
Task the House to vote this bill down. 
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standing all that, it became a law yesterday 
under the new arrangement and the new spirit 
evinced in this House to pass all bills of this 
character. It would seem that after twenty 
years we are to break up all the precedents 
of the past in reference to these pension bills. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. If the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations will direct his vigilant eyes to stop- 
ping the large leaks in the public Treasury, 
instead of attacking bills for the relief of 
the poor widows of gallant soldiers who died 
in the service of the country, he will entitle 
himself to more honor and credit. I demand 


the previous question. . 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. T shall demand 


the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 50; no quorum voting. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, demanded tellers. 
. Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD 
of Ohio, and Mr. SPEER of Pennsylvania, were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 78, noes 51. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. I believe the 
motion is in order, as the previous question 


exhausted itself on the engrossment of the | 


bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has 
been read a third time, and the motion is not 


in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Canuot the bill be 
now referred? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It cannot. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 105, nays 69, not voting 
65; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, 
Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. 
Blair, Bright, George M. Brooks, Butlinton, Benja- 
min F. Butier, Caldwell, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Davis, Donnan, Du 
Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Edwards, Eldridge, Ely, Far- 
wall, Forker, Charles Foster, Frye, Garrett,Getz, Gol- 
laday, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Handley, 
Harmer, Harper, John F. Harris, Hawley Hay, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Houghton, Kerr, King, Kinsella, 
Jamison, Lamport, Lansing. Leach, Manson, Mar- 
shall, Maynard, McClelland, McCrary, McHenry, 
Melrtyre, McJunkin, McNeely, Benjamin F. Mey- 
ers, Moore, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Eli Perry, 
Potter, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M, Rice, 
Ritchie, Rogers, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sherwood, Sta- 
ter, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sucher- 
land, Terry, Thomas, Turner, Twicbell, Vaughan, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, Williams of New York, Winchester, and 
Wood—105. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Archer, Barber, 
Austin Blair, Braxton, Buckley, Burchard, Freeman 
Clarke, Cotten, Dawes, Eames, Farnsworth, Fiuk- 
élnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, George I. Har- 
ris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, 
Hibbard. Hoar, Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Lewis, Lowe, MeCormick, McGrew, MeKeo, Moer- 


cur, Merriam, Monroe, Niblack, Packard, Packer, | 


Palmer, Pendicton, Perce, Peters, Poland, Prindle, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Rusk, Saw- 
yer, Scofield, Shanks, Sheidon, Shellabarger, Shoe- 
maker, Slocum, John A. Smith, Snyder, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Tafe, 
Washington Townsend, Tyner, Upson, Waldron, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and John 
T. Wilson--69 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Averill, Banks, | 


Barry, Beek, Bigby, James Brooks, Burdett, Roder- 


ick E. Butler, Campbell, Carroil, William T. Clarke, i 


Cobb, Comingo, Creely, Critcher, Crocker, Darrah, 
De Large, Dickey, Dox, Duell, Elliott, Henry D. 
Foster, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Ilanks, 
Hays, Iil, Hooper, Kendall, Killinger, Lynch, Me- 
Kinney, Merrick, Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Aaron 
F, Perry, Platt, Porter, Rainey, Randall, Robinson, 
Shober, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, St. John, Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Van Trump, Voorhees, Walden, Warren, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Young—65. 


So the bill was passed. 


Sargent. Sessions 


Pending the vote, 

Mr. BRAXTON said: I have been requested 
by my colleague, Mr.Crircur, to state that he 
is detained from the House by illness. 

Mr. HANDLEY. I have also been request- 
ed by my colleague, Mr. Dox, to state that he is 
confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. MORGAN. - I stated the other day that 
my colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, was detained at 
home by sickness, but it did not get to the ears 
of the reporters. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Ido not know whether 
it has been stated before, but my colleague, 
Mr. McKinney, is sick, and confined to his 


bed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the reading of the names be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FLAVIA COASH. 


Mr. SPRER, of Pennsylvania, from the 
same committee, reported adversely on the 
bill (H. R. No. 36) for the relief of Flavia 
Coash; and the same was laid on the table. 

NANCY ANNE SPURGEON. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from the 
same committee, reported back, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill (H. 
R. No. 115) granting a pension to Nancy Anne 
Spurgeon, widow of Josiah Spurgeon, of Lewis 
county, Missouri. 

‘The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Nancy Anne Spurgeon, widow of 
Josiah Spurgeon, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, to commence at the date of the 
passage of this act and continue during widow- 


hood. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask for the 
reading of the report. 

The report was read. It states that it was 
proven by the testimony that the husband of 
the petitioner was regularly enlisted a private 
in company L, eleventh regiment Missouri 
State militia cavalry volunteers, on the 11th 
July, 1862. On the 18th July, seven days after 
his enlistment, he was killed at the battle of 
Pierce’s Mill, while fighting in the ranks of 
his company. In consequence of not having 
been mustered, the application of the peti- 
tioner for pension was rejected by the Pension 
Bureau. The deceased was not mustered for 
the reason that no opportunity was offered him 
prior to his death. ‘The Missouri State militia, 
to which he belonged, was in reality a volun- 
teer force organized by Federal authority. 
| Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
that it seems to me that the report carries on 
its face a good reason why we should pass the 
bill, and farthermore the biil follows the good 
old rule, which we have almost always followed 
| hitherto, to date the beginning of the pension 
from the passage of the act. 1 will give my 
hearty support to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I move to amend 
the bill as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘after the date of the pas- 


sage of this act,” and insert in lieu thereof “from 
the death of the husband.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ha, ha! 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 1 would just 
say that the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Buair] is in my 
jadgment entirely just, and had not the bill, 
as originally iatroduced and printed, fixed the 
commencement of the pension from the pas- 
sage of the act, I would have reported a bill 
from the committee in the form in which it is 
| now proposed to amend it. As it was I give 


H 


the widow all she asks for, and would have 
been glad to give her more. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to make just one 
statement, which will apply to this and other 
similar cases. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have recommended during the pres- 
ent session, and the House has passed several 
bills granting pensions from the date of the 
death of the person on account of whose ser- 
vices the claim is made. In such cases they 
have been governed by this principle, that 
where acase is perfectly regular, and has failed 
in the Department in consequence of some 
simple technicality which the Commissioner 
could not override, the committee should rec- 
ommend the pension to be granted from the 
date of death. But there is presented to us 
here quite a number of cases which are some- 
what anomalous. ‘They are not regular; and 
could not by any means, under any law, be 
got through the Pension Bureau. Neverthe- 
less they are sometimes cases of hardship and 
cases of merit. And yet they are not of a 
class of cases which appeal to us as strongly 
as the other class of cases I have mentioned. 
It is simply a gratuity on the part of the Gov 
ernment to grant these pensions, In all such 
cases we have recommended the granting of 
the pension from the date of the passage of 
the act; and for that reason we have reported 
the bill in the form in which it is. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I would say to 
the House that this is a case which has come 
under my own observation. The person on 
account of whose services the pension is to be 
granted resided at the time of his death near 
the county seat of the county in which I my- 
self reside. I was well acquainted with him 
and with his family before his death, and E 
have been well acquainted with his family 
since. {| know that the facts have been truly 
reported ; and it does seem to me that it would 
be a very great hardship that a person who had 
bidden farewell to his family and his home to 
engage in the service of his country—— 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I cannot 
yield further to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Missouri { Mr. Brair] is on the floor 
to support hisown amendmentin his own right. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Can the 
gentleman from Missouri consume the whole 
morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Missouri is entitled to one hour in 
support of his own amendment. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, The gen- 
tleman will talk his amendment to death if he 
goes on any longer. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
leave the question to the House. 

The question was put on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes thirty-seven, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed. and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by whick the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARTHA B. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, fromthe same 
committee reported a bill (H. R. No. 1068) 
granting a pension to Martha B. Williams. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Martha 


Very well; I 


! B. Williams, mother of John A. Caven, late 


captain of company G, eleventh Indiana vol- 
unteers, and to pay her a pension from the 
8th day of February, 1866, and during her 
widowhood. 
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reading of the report in this case. 

‘The report was read. Frem it it appears 
that Captain Caven was mustered into the ser- 
vice on the 22d of November, 1861, and dis- 
charged on the 22d of November, 1864. He 
died on the 8th of February, 1866. The com- 
mittee state that the proof of the support by 
the son and the dependence upon him by the 
mother is clear and satisfactory, but the appli- 
cation was rejected by the Commissioner of 
Pensions on the ground that the proof did not 
satisfy him that the disease of which the sol- 
dier died was contracted in the service. The 
committee are of the opinion that it is clearly 
proved that when he entered the Army he was 
a healthy man, and that when he was dis- 
charged his health was broken, and continued 
growing worse until his death. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imovetoamend 
the bill by striking out the words “from the 
8th day of February, 1866, and,’’ and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof ‘‘from the passage of this 
act, and to continue.” 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I hope that 
amendment will not prevail. 

The question was put on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes 63, noes 16; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, of 
Ohio, and Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, were 
appointed. 

Lhe House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes seventy-nine, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I believe the 
morning hour has expired. 

The SPHAKER protempore. What motion 
has the gentleman to make? The morning 
hour will continue until a motion of a higher 
privilege shall be made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then, if this 
bill is to pass, I want to ask the gentleman 
one question, I understand that the only 
point in this case, as reported in the report 
of the committee, is that in the judgment of 
the committee this man wag sound when he 
went into the Army. Now, in the judgment 
of the Commissioner of Pensions there is not 
sufficient evidence to show whether the man 
received his disability in the Army or was 
unsound and had incurred his disability before 
he wentin. Sir, I do not quite see that this 
House is competent to decide medical ques- 
tions of that sort. The case has gone through 
the Pension Office, and they have rejected 
it on the ground that the evidence has 
failed to convince the Commissioner that in 
this case the disability was incurred in the 
Army. We are now called upon to say, out 
of hand, that the Pension Office was wrong in 
this decision, and that the man was sound 
when he went into the Army and did get his 
disability there. I do not see any sufficient 
evidence of that fact. It is simply said in the 
report that the committee think the man was 
sound when he went into the Army. Now, if 
we are going to override the action of the 
Commissioner of Pensions in all eases of 
this sort, we may override them until dooms- 
day, andall such cases need simply be appealed 
to us to override his action, I hope the bill 
will not pass. 

Mr. MOORE. I wish to say in reference to 
overruling the Commissioner of Pensions that 
we would never have a case before the Com- 
mittee of Pensions if the decision of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions should be final in all 
cases and should never be overruled, 

_ Now, the statement that we simply give our 
individual opinion as to the disability of this 
man Is not a correct statement. The medical 
testimony is absolute thatthe man was received 
into the service by the examining surgeons 
as a sound man. If they made a mistake in 
examining him and admitting him into the 
service, they have no right afterward to tarn 
round and say that he was an unsound man 
at the time he was admitted into the service, 


They passed upon his case, and said that 
when they took him into the service he was a 
sound man; and the proof is overwhelming 
that he was a sound man when he went into 
the service. There is nothing irregular in the 
ease. This isthe claim of a poor widow, and 
I hope it will be some satisfaction to the gen- 


‘tleman from Ohio, who is the chairman of 


the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, ] to find that by taxing a poor widow 
he has saved a few dollars to the Treasury. 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to address an in- 
quiry to the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MOORE. Very well. 

Mr. POTTER.. I desire to know whether 
in this case the Committee on Pensions had 
before them evidence additional to that before 
the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. MOORE. They had parole evidence; 
medical testimony in abundance. 

Mr. POTTER. Other than that which was 
before the Committee on Pensions who passed 
upon this case? 

Mr. MOORE. I cannot say positively in 
reference to that. My colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
SPEER, | can state about that. $ 

Mr. POTTER. Iwish thisinformation, and 
I therefore address my inquiry to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. SPEER, ] to whom 
Tam referred by the chairman of the commit- 
tee, and I ask him whether the committee had 
other evidence before them in support of this 
claim than that which had been before the 
Commissioner who passed upon this case? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. In reply to 
the inquiry of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Porrer,] I have this to say: I do not 
know what evidence was before the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. I do not know whether 
we had precisely the same evidence, or whether 
we had additional evidence, or what we had. 
We had evidence to satisfy us that this was an 
honest claim, and that was enough. 

Mr. POTTER. One other question. Was 
there anything to prevent this applicant going 
before the Commissioner of Pensions the sec- 
ond time if he had additional evidence to offer 
in support of his claim? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There was 
nothing at all to prevent it that I know of. 

Mr, POTTER. Then we come right back, 
Mr. Speaker, to the point made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Garrietp.] A person 
whose claim has been examined and rejected 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, without new 
evidence, and without reapplying to the Com- 
missioner, comes before this House and asks 
us to review the judgment of the Commissioner 
of Pensions in a case in which, if the facts 
claimed are established, the law provides for a 
pension. For one, Iam not prepared to do so. 
Thisis not acase of new facts; it is not a ques- 
tion of one who cannot have a new hearing of 
his case, but simply a question whether this 
House shall sit in review of the judgment of 
the Commissioner of Pensions. Now, I do 
not believe that is our duty. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then there would 
be no necessity for a Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I know nothing more of 
the facts in this case than what I have heard 
here, but I shall favor this bill. Such cases 
as these show that we should enlarge the law; 
that an amendment of the law to this extent 
should prevail; that the death of a soldier or 
sailor in the service should be deemed to be 
death by reason of service, unless brought 
about by his own act. I have offered several 
times an amendment of that character, and 
hope before long some such amendment will 
be enacted into law. 

The Government of the United States ac- 
cepts an enlisted man, the surgeon first pro- 
nouncing him a sound man, fit to enter the 
service of his country. Then, later on, when 
the man dies, and his widow or child or 


i mother appliesto obtain some slight reward for 


his services, the Government sets up a defense 
that the man was unsound when he entered 
the service, notwithstanding the report of the 
examining surgeon when he enlisted. Now, I 
say that when men perform their duty you 
shall not trace them back previous to their 
enlistment, and allege that the examining sur- 
geon who allowed them to enter the service 
did not perform his duty. His act of taking 
them is an equitable estoppel to any such 
plea. I know a case, and there are thousands 
similar, of men hale and hearty when they en- 
tered the service—I know the case of a strong 
and healthy soldier who, from sleeping on 
the damp ground, exposed to the night and 
cold and rain, in a very brief time became 
consumptive and died. When a pension was 
applied for, some erudite surgeon—I do not 
care whether in or out of the Pension Office— 
discovered that he had pulmonary symptoms, 
or some of his family had, before he entered 
the service, and so, under these harsh rulings, 
his widow went penniless. Now, when we 
receive these men into the service of the Gov- 
ernment, and they are pronounced sound, hale 
men; when they have laid down their lives in 
the service of their country, let us not here re- 
fuse to give to their families what is their just 
due, because, forsooth, it is found or suspected 
after their death that there were pulmonary 
symptoms, or symptoms of some other disease 
about them when they enlisted. I have already 
said an exception can be made where death 
is brought about by the party’s own act, by 
suicide, by drunkenness, or the willful con- 
cealment of any organic or other diseases, the 
proof of which can readily be obtained. 

Icontend that this is a just case; and further, 
that we should pass a general law, which, in 
the respect now under debate, shall do justice 
te those who go forth to serve the Government, 
expecting the Government to stand by them 
and their families. 

Mr. MOORE. I yield for a moment to my 
friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp,] who 
wishes to ask a question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to inquire whether 
the proof in this case shows that the soldier 
came to his death by reason of disease con- 
tracted while in the service? 

Mr. MOORE. It does; and I think that the 
opinion of nine men on a judicious committee, 
as we trust we are, is entitled to as much re- 
spect in reviewing testimony as is the judg- 
ment of the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
that every single member of the committee is 
as competent to pass upon these questions as 
is the Commissioner. Here is a citizen of the 
Government appealing to this Congress, the 
representatives of the people, for relief upon 
the merits of his case; and I care not what 
may have been the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

I yield to my colleague [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I con- 
cur in the suggestion of my colleague, [Mr. 
Moors, ] that in the judgment of this House 
the action of our fellow-members constitut- 
ing a committee of this body should weigh 
quite as much as the opinion of the Commis- 
sioner ; nay, even more. For in nine cases out 
of ten the letters disposing of these cases 
are signed by the Commissioner of Pensions 
without being read by him. The cage is not 
considered by him at all, but is determined and 
adjudicated by some clerk. I had a case of 
that sort the other day. I received a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions rendering 
a most extraordinary decision, declaring that 
the heirs of a certain man were not entitled to 
a pension. IJ went directly up to the Pension 
Office, and it appeared on inquiry that the 
Commissioner knew nothing about the case. 
The documents had not been before him, and 
he did not even remember the case. Some 
clerk had passed his judgment upon it, and 
the acting Commissioner, supposing it was all 
right, had signed a letter embodying the decis- 
ion. That decision wasreversed in a moment, 
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as soon as the facts were brought to the Com- 
missioner’s attention. 

Again, sir, if the opinion of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions is in all cases to be our 
guide. in this House, and if the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions have no right to review a case 
which has been before him without additional 
testimony, as suggested by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Porrmr, | there is no neces- 
sity for any Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
because the additional testimony may. just as 
wellbe presented at the Pension Officeas here. 

Mr. POTTER. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions is designed to act upon cases which 
do not come within the letter of the law, but 
in which there are special equitable grounds 
for relief; not, as I conceive, to review the facis 
in cases regularly examined and rejected by 
the Commissioner, 

Mr. MOORE, I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks. ] 

Mr. BANKS. There is an injustice done 
in these cases which ought to be remedied. 
The Pension Bureau is governed by informa- 
tion derived from secret agents, so that the 
data upon which the judgment is based can 
never be reached. Thus men are frequently 
deprived of their pensions upon statements 
which could be disproved by irrefutable testi- 
mony if we knew what those statements were. 
I think that the agents of the Pension Bureau 
do in many cases very great injustice. Hence 
the necessity in some instances that we should 
consider these cases upon testimony produced 
by the claimants themselves. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the bill by striking out the words 
“and to continue during her widowhood.” The 
introduction of those words was an error on 
the part of the gentleman who drew the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
a word in reply to the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania, [Mr. L. Myers.] He says that when 
the surgeons or mustering officers of the Army 
muster in a man they thereby certify to his 
soundness, and we have ‘no right to go back 
of their decision. I agree that this is so in the 
ease of a man killed in battle, for in such a 
case the evidence of the man having perished 
in the service is conclusive. But where a man 
goes through the service and comes out alive, 
the case is quite different. There is not a man 
upon this floor who has commanded in the 
Army but knows there were thousands of cases 
where men with all sorts of diseases were hur- 
niedly mustered into the service and found in a 
few weeks entirely unfit for duty, and who had 
to be mustered out; the mustering officers had 
not done their duty, or there was something 
about the men they could not discover. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Supposesuch a man 
was mustered in, and his death was occasioned 
by exposure in the service ; that from the dis- 
eases of the camp or field he died, is not his 
widow entitled to a pension? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will put that 
ease ina moment. When a man knows him- 
self to have entered the service, notas a sound 
man, but having in his system the seeds of 
disease, which must inevitably bring about his 
early death, such a man must, by all the rules 
of equity and justice, be ruled out as entitled 
to a pension, because of dying of his old dis- 
ease, and not of any disease contracted in the 
service. 

Mr. BIGGS. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. , 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
just now. It has been so from the beginning 
of the Government up to the present time. 
Men have gone into the Army with cancer 
ready to develop into early death, of which the 
surgeon at the time of his mustering them in 
knew nothing, and they have been discharged 
in a few weeks when the disability was found 
out. Frequently such men have obtained pen- i 


sions. Iam the last man in the world to say 
a word against voting pensions to all persons 
who deserve them. But I wish to say to the 
House that more frauds are being perpetrated 
on the Government by claim agents in different 
portions of the country than from almost any 
other singlesource. A distinguished physician 
told me within the last few months that he 
has known of a score of cases where certifi- 
cates have been improperly given in reference 
to the condition of health of parties before 
they entered the Army. He himself has been 
asked to make such certificates, and has invari- 
‘ably refused to do so. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman from Ohio 
asked me to yield to him forone moment, and 
he is now taking up our whole time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Ohio is upon the floor in his own 
right. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
offered an amendment, which was voted on 


by the House, and that took the gentleman 


from Illinois off the floor. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman from Ohio 
appealed to me to yield to him the floor, I 
had been yielding to other gentlemen right 
along, holding the floor myself, and when the 
gentleman from Ohio asked me to yield to him 
I did so, and the Chair recognized him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Illinois yielded to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to offer an amendment, 
which was voted on, and by the rules of the 
House that took the gentleman from Illinois 
off the floor. The gentleman from Ohio was 
then recognized. 

Mr. MOORE. I ask the gentleman, then, 
to yield to me. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will in halfa 
minute, and that half minute I will use in say- 
ing this: the committee has brought to us no 
evidence that this man incurred his disability 
while inthe Army. It has not brought before 
us any papers, any evidence, any statement of 
any expert, or indeed the statement of any one, 
to show that this man died from the effects of 
disease contracted in the service. ‘These gen- 
tlemen of the committee merely state that they 
think this man was sound when he went into 
the service, and not sound when he came out. 
This is not the case of a man killed in the 
service. He was mustered out of the service, 
and two years after he was mustered out he 
died of disease. This committee has simply 
said to us, and the report covers only two 
thirds of a page, that in their opinion the man 
was sound when he went into the service, 
and unsound when he came out. I ask the 
House whether that is the kind of evidence 
by which we ought to determine a question of 
this kind? 

Mr. MOORE. Iwill justrepeat what I said 
before in regard tothis case. From the proof 
which was before the committee, we, the entire 
committee, nine members, by unanimous con- 
sent, decided that it was sufficient to show this 
pension ought to be granted. Now, that testi- 
mony goes to show that this man contracted in 
the service the disease which was the cause of 


bis death. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Where is the 
testimony ? ` 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio expect the committee should bring in all 
the testimony and read it to the House? When 
we make up a summary of the testimony, and 
state the facts, which have been proved, I do 
not think the House ought to ask any more of 
any committee. , 

Mr, DICKEY. The testimony is at the 
Clerk’s desk. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let us hear it. 

Mr. MOORE. We assert thatthe man con- 
tracted the disease of which he died in the 
service. I take it upon myself to say to the 
gentleman that he cannot draw any distinction 
between a man killed in the service and aman 
absolutely proved to have died from disease 
contracted in the service. The law makes the 


same liberal provision for both cases.’ It makes 
no distinction. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
evidence? 

Mr. MOORE. We report unanimously our 
conclusion from the testimony before the com- 
mittee that the disease of which this man died 
was contracted in the service. The affidavits 
are all here. I do not think it necessary. to 
multiply words on this case. I therefore move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation. thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


Where is the 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
|| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PALMER. Irise to report a bill from 
the Committee on Appropriations, but yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L. 
Myers,}] who desires to introduce a bill for 
reference. 

IRON STRAM ICE-BOATS. 


Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1069) to exempt the 
iron steam ice-boats construcied by the city of 
Philadelphia from the inspection required by 
the act of February 28, 1871, entitled ‘ An act 
to provide for the better security of life on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, and for other purposes ;” which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PALMER. Iyield fora moment to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHELLABARGER. ] 

Mr. MOORE. I would ask ìf the House 
would consent, after, these bills are reported 
for reference, that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions shall go on with its reports? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The com- 
mittee is entitled to the floor against these 
requests for unanimous consent, if they insist 
upon it. Itis only the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa itr. PALMER] which can term- 
inate the morning-hour business. 


POST OFFICE APPROPREATION BILL. 


Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R., No. 
1070) making appropriations for the seryice 
of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 80, 1873 ; which was read a first 
and sscond time. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the bill be 
printed and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that it 
be made a special order for Wednesday of 
next week after the morning hour, and from 
day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I reserve all points 
of order on the bill. 


PENSIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLARKE, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 1071) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the year ending June 30, 
1873; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CLARKE, of New York. I move that 
the bill be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be made a special order for Thurs- 


|| day next after the morning hour, and from day 


to day thereafter until disposed of. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to reserve all points of order on this bill. 
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INSPECTION OF STEAM VESSELS 


Mr. SHELLA BARGER, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to communicate to this House all informa- 
tion in the possession of his Department showing 
the whole number of steam vessels subject to the 
inspection laws of the United States in the years 
1868, 1869, 1870, and_ 1871, stating these years, sever- 
ally, tho tonnage of such vessels, the number thereof 
which in each of said years were lost or injured by 
accident, the number of persons who were injured 
or Jost their lives by such accidents, and the amount 
of property thereby lost; and that, in reporting the 
facts aforesaid, he state the portion of said vessels, 
tonnage, accidents, and losses which were upon 
waters which flow into the Gulf of Mexico; also of 
those upon the lakes, those upon the other rivers 
than those flowing to the Gulf of Mexico, and those 
upon our coast. 

F. P. SAWYER. 


Mr. CONNER. I offer the following reso- 
lution, and ask its consideration at the present 
time: 

Whereas F, P. Sawyer is, and has been for some 
time past, carrying the United States mails upon cer- 
tain routesin the State of Texas and the Indian 
territory, by special arrangement with the Post Office 
Department: and whereas the said F. P. Sawyer is 
receiving from the Government as a compensation 


for said service one hundred per cent. more than | 


was asked by other responsible bidders for the same 
service; and whereas the said, F. P. Sawyer has, in 
many instances, failed to comply with the terms of 
this special arrangement, by neglecting to perform 
good and faithful service; and whereas itis believed 
that he has imposed upon the Postmaster General by 
false representations, and that, as a consequence, the 
greater portion of his contracts are “jobs,” whereby 
the Government is defrauded annually out of large 
sums of money: Therefore, 4 

Resolved, That a special committec of three mem- 
bers of this House be appointed by the Speaker to 
investigate frauds in the Post Office Department, 
and that said committee have power to send for 
persons and papers, and that the payment of all 
claims due the said F. P. Sawyerforalleged services 
as a mail contractor be suspended pending the report 
of said committee. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. The same subject 
is already before the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, under the direction of 
the House to make investigations into these 
contracts. 

Mr. CONNER. The gentleman does not 
object to my resolution? ` 

Mr. TWICHELL. I object to it. 

Mr. CONNER. I would like to make this 
statement, that every allegation charged in the 
resolution I am prepared to establish. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then send the resolution 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. CONNER. Oh, no. 


UNITED STATES STEAMERS ON THE LAKES. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House, first, what United 
States marine steamers have been employed upon 
the lakes during the past season, with the duties and 
services performed, the extentof the cruising ground, 
and the aggregate distances sailed by each vessel 
respectively; second, what, if any, assistance has 
been rendered to vessels aground or in distress, and 
to their passengers, crews, and cargoes; third, what 
assistance, if any, has been rendered in relieving 
sufferers by firein the lake region, or in the trans- 
portation of clothing and supplies for the relief of 
such sufferers; fourth, the condition and efficiency 
of each of such vessels at the present time; fifth, 
whether any and what repairs or rebuilding of such 
vessels is considered necessary for the efficiency of 
the service during thecoming season; sixth, whether 
any of such vessels may besold or disposed of with- 
out detriment to the public service, 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. WHITELEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce for action at this time a bill 
for the relief from political disabilities of 
Herschell B. Johnson and Jack Brown, of the 
State of Georgia. I hope the House will per- 
mit the bill to pass. 

Mr. MERCUR. I object. 

Mr, WHITELEY. Iam. sure, if I can be 
allowed to make a statement, no gentleman 
will object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to the gentleman from Georgia, making 
a brief statement? The Chair bears none. 


| that: no further business be transacted to-day. 


H 

Mr. WHITELEY. I first ask for the reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was read. It removes all legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the third sec- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States from Herschell 
B. Johnson, of Jefferson county, in the State 
of Georgia, and Jack Brown, of Sumter county, 
in said State. 

Mr. WHITELEY. There isa petition filed 
for each of these applicants. They are high- 
toned, liberal men, and when I say that for one 
opposed to the Republican party I say a great 
deal. Ex-Governor Johnson’s history is known‘ 
to the country. He was a Douglas man be- 
fore the war, and the candidate for Vice Presi- 
dent upon the Douglas ticket. He was an 
opponent of secession, and as such was elected 
to the State convention of Georgia. I had 
the honor to follow his lead in that struggle. 
Since that hour he has been a consistent Union 
man, and to-day stands as one of the most 
liberal and high-toned politicians in the South. 
Can I say more, and need I say more to secure 
the passage of this bill by the House? I hope 


not. 
Mr. SHANKS. [I object to the bill. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 


Mr. McCRARY. As I shall not be in my 
seat on Monday, E ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill for reference. 

No objection was made; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1072) to fix the times-for the holding of the 
United States circuit courts in the cighth cir- 
cuit was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ELECTION CONTEST—M’ KENZIE VS. BRAXTON. 


Mr. McCRARY. I rise to a question of 
privilege. I call up the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections in the contested-election 
case of Lewis McKenzie against Elliott M. 
Braxton, and I ask for the reading of the res- 
olution reported by the Committee of Elec- 
tions. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That Elliott M. Braxton was duly elected 
as Representative in Congress from the seventh dis- 
trict of Virginia, and is entitled to retain his seat as 
such. 


Mr. McCRARY. Mr. Speaker, this is thé 
unanimous report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions. Ihave heard no intimation from any 
source that there is a desire to discuss the 
report. If there is any desire on the part of 
any gentleman who wishes to oppose the reso- 
lution to make any remarks upon it, I do not 
myself desire to detain the House with any 
discussion. [After a pause,] I move the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. ROOSEVELT, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

„Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be 
directed to ascertain and report to the House the 
amount of money paid to the Globe printers during 


the past ten years for printing and advertising for 
the two Houses of Congress. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MOORE. I ask unanimous consent 
for the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
continue making their reports to-day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House now adjourn, unless some gentleman 
desires to address the House in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL, With the understanding 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. COMINGO was granted leave of ab- 
sence for three days. - | 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. HARMER obtained unanimous consent 
to have withdrawn from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of William S. Mitchell. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, obtained 
unanimous consent to have withdrawn from 
the files of the House the papers in the case 
of H. A. Cooksey. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn ; and it was agreed to. 

Accordingly (attwo o'clock p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ACKER: The petition of envel- 
ope manufacturers, printers, and stationers of 
Allentown, Pennsylvania, relative to the man- 
ufacturing and selling of envelopes by the Uni- 
tèd States Government through the Post Office 
Department, &c. 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of William 
Mason and 870 others, of Taunton, Massa- 
chusetts, for an alteration of the duties on 
machinery imported that shall better protect 
the American machinest and laborer. 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Messrs. 
J. T. Sullivan & Brotber, and Senour & Simsall, 
and sundry others, citizens of Ohio and Ken- 
tucky, for a uniform rate of tax on all descrip- 
tions of tobacco entering the market for con- 
sumption atthe rate of sixteen cents per pound. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Nancy Crawford, widow of George W. 
Crawford, late a private in the second Ten- 
nessee volunteers, praying a pension. 

By Mr. COTTON: The petition of citizens 
of Jackson county, Iowa, accompanied by a 
draft of a bill, praying the establishment of 
certain post roads. 

By Mr. ELY: The petition of 921 retail 
cigar dealers in New York, for relief from the 
irregularities and injustice of the revenue laws. 

By Mr. FARNSWORTH: The remon- 
strance of J. A. N. Buck and others, citizens 
of Aurora, Illinois, against any modification 
of the tariff upon iron, &., and asking that 
tea and coffee be placed upon the free list. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: The petition of Charles 
Nordhausen, of Texas, praying compensation 
for cotton and teams taken from him by the 
Army of the United States at Brownsville, 
Texas, in 1868. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Ben- 
jamin Douglas and others, of Middletown, 
Connecticut, for relief from tax on savings 
banks, 

_ By Mr, KETCHAM: The petition of Judge 
Joseph G. Palen, chief justice of New Mexico, 
for relief. 

By Mr. LAMISON: The petition of Dixon 
& Co. and others, of Kenton, Ohio, in relation 
to the tax and licenses imposed on the manu- 
facture and sale of cigars. 

By Mr. MANSON: The petition of Anna 
Galloway, Mantie Romine, Mattie Romine, 
Sarah A. Galloway, Ella F. Brown, Sarah 
Pugh, Catharine Galloway, Sarah E. Crane, 
Sarah E. Brown, Addison Newburn, and 
numerous others, ladies and gentlemen of 
Osborn Prairie, Fountain county, Indiana, 
asking that a law be enacted by Congress to 
permit the exercise of suffrage by the women 
of the United States as of right under the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of Eliza- 
beth J. Scott, of Washington city, praying an 
increased pension. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of the 
county commissioners and others, of Aroos- 
took county, Maine, asking a conveyance to 
said county of a lot of land lately occupied 
as Hancock barracks. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Ducha- 
teau Brothers and others; rectifiers of spirits 
at Green Bay, Wisconsin, asking a cónsolida- 
tion of the taxes on distilled spirits. 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


By Mr. SCOFIELD: The petition of citizens 
of Franklin township, Erie county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying a pension for Nancy Wheeler. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania: The peti- 
tion of citizens of Pennsylvania, for the repeal 
of the duties on coffee and tea, and for the 
protection of home industry. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of the Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of St. Louis, Missouri, 
asking a uniform tax on whisky. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of 
John F. Lawson, for pay due him as mail con- 
tractor in 1861. 

By Mr. WILLARD: The petition of George 
Nichols and others, of Vermont, asking an 
amendment of the twentieth section of the act 
of Congress of July 15, 1870, making appro- 
priations for supporting the army, &c. 


NOTICE OF JOINT RESOLUTION. 


The following notice for leave to introduce 
a joint resolution was given under the rule: 

By Mr. PARKER, of Missouri: A joint res- 
olution to amend the Constitution of the United 
States so that members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States shall 
be ineligible to the offices of President and 
Vice President of the United States while they 
are members, and for two years thereafter, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 19, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m., Mr. 


Dawes in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. į 


aa by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
RESTORATION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, laid before the House resolutions 
passed by the National Board of Trade, held in 
the city of St. Louis, December, 1871, in rela- 
tion to a restoration of the specie standard by 
a contraction of currency, and other subjects. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that this paper 
be referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ move that it be laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The motion 


to lay on the table takes precedence of the | 


motion to refer. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
on the table. 


I hope it will not be laid 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion | 


to lay on the table is not debatable. 
Mr. COX. 


ment his motion to lay on the table, so that 


are examining this matter. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
refer this resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
spectful to lay this resluotion on the table, I 
will withdraw that motion. ; 
The question was upon the motion of Mr. 


RANDALL, to refer to the Committee on Bank- || 
ing and Currency and print; and being taken, | 


it was agreed to. 
MILITARY PRISONS. 


mitting a draft of a proposed act to establish 


military prisons; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
INTERNAL REVENUE REPORT, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unani- 


mous consent, laid before the House a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Treas- fF 
ury, transmitting the report of the Commis- | 


f 
I appeal to the gentleman from | 
Indiana [Mr. Hormax] to withdraw for a mo- | 


It is more respectful to į 


If it be considered disre- | 


| tables for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871 |! 


which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act (S. No. 418) to appropriate a sum 
of money for the placing of range-lights along 
the shore of the channel in the Chesapeake 


bay and Patapsco river, in the State of Mary- |i 


land, commonly called the Craighill channel; 


An act (S. No. 471) to amend an act enti- | 


tled ‘An act supplementary to an act to pro- 
vide for furnishing artificial limbs to disabled 
soldiers,” approved June 80, 1870; and 

An act (S. No. 487) to exempt the iron 
steam ice-boats, constricted by the city of 
Philadelphia, from the inspection required by 
the act of February 28, 1871, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the better security of life on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, and for other purposes.’’ 


LOUISIANA TROUBLES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Voor- 
HEES, of Indiana, declines to serve upon the 
committee upon the Louisiana troubles, and 
the Chair appoints, to fill the vacancy, Mr. 
ARCHER, of Maryland. 


ELECTION CONTEST—-BOLES VS. EDWARDS, 


Mr. EDWARDS. I ask the indulgence of 
the House for about five minutes to make some 
remarks somewhat in the nature of a personal 
explanation. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. EDWARDS. It will be recollected by 
the House that eight or ten days ago ] made 
application by petition and affidavit for the 
purpose of obtaining time to take evidence in 
the State of Arkansas in my contested-election 
cage. It will also be borne in mind that sub- 
sequent to that time a report from the Ku 
Klux committee was made to this House and 
referred to the Committee of Elections, which 
report reflected against me as a member of 
this House. Now, I had supposed that that 
became a part of the res geste of the case in 
the contest, and that I should have an oppor- 
tunity to at least endeavor to refute those 
charges. 

Tt has been charged that I have sought delay 
in this matter. Now, sir, I appeal to the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, [Mr. McCrary,] the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Potaxp,] and the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] who served upon 


the Committee of Elections last spring, to | 


testify that I used every effort in my power.to 


I may make a suggestion out of courtesy to | secure an opportunity to have testimony taken 


the Committee on Banking and Currency, who į 


during the recess of Congress. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] introduced a 


resolution for that purpose, but at sucha late | 
stage of the session that there was no subse- | 


quent meeting of the committee to take action 
upon the subject. Hence, I had no opportunity 
to press my application before the committee ; 
but I have used all the diligence in my power 
for the purpose of securing that object. 

Now. sir, these charges have been made 
by affidavits before a committee, affidavits of 
two men who were the most conspicuous and 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unani- {| prominent in the conspiracy to carry out the 
A Q 

mous consent, laid before the House a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of War, trans- | 


frauds by which my election was sought to be 
defeated. For the purpose of showing that I 
have no desire to seek delay in this case, I ask 


| the consent of the House to withdraw my 
application to take testimony in the State of | 


Arkansas, and, at the same time, I ask as a 


| matter of justice that I have the privilege of 
| five days to teke such testimony as I may have 
+ in the city of Washington. 

I rise to a question of | 


Mr. SNYDER. 
privilege. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle 


sioner of Internal Revenue, with accompanying ij man will state his question of privilege. 


N 


ł 
| the intelligence, the integrity, the sincerity, 


| of the question, 
| interested, (the people of Arkansas: and the 


| 
| 
| 


It is somewhat in purst- 


Mr. SNYDER. 


j ance of the remarks of my colleague, [Mr, 


Epwarps.] He has stated that. charges have | 
been made Laas : ae t 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. How much time 
does-the gentleman propose to oceupy ? : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore... If it-vis.a 
question of privilege he will have one hour, if 
he desires it. The gentleman: will state ‘his 

question of privilege, seija 
Mr. SNYDER., In pursuance ofthe remarks 


i| of my colleague I will state that charges have 
-beeu made that in his efforts to defend: the 


contest of his seat in this House, he has solely 
sought delay i 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. 
I submit that this discussion is wholly out of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Snyper] will state 
his question of privilege. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, if I may be 
permitted to make my remarks I will say 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentle- 
man will state upon what his question of priv- 
ilege is based. . 

Mr. SNYDER.. It is concerning the con- 
test of the seat of my colleague who has just 
occupied the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman offer a resolution? 

Mr. SNYDER. I desire to offer the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will report the resoiutiou, and the Chair wall 
then decide whether it presents a question of 
privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That five days’ time is hereby granted 
to Hon. Jony Epwarps, of Arkansas, contestee in 
the ense of Boles vs, Edwards, now pending before 
the House, within which to introduce as evidence 
the official proceedings of the Legislature, supreme 
court, and Executive of the State of Arkansas in re- 
lation to his election, and to take the depositions of 
such witnesses as he may be able to have in attend- 
ance in the city of Washington; and that he be, and 
is hereby, authorized to take such evidence after 
giving to the contestant three days’ notice of the 
time and place: Provided, That not more than ten 
days from the passage of this resolution shall be 
consumed in giving such notice and taking such 


evidence, . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
decides that as this resolution pertains to the 
right of a member to a seat it is a question 
of privilege. AE 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I have pre- 
sented this resolution without desiring at this 
time to express any preference for either of 
the gentlemen engaged in this contest, but 
simply to secure, if possible, a fair investiga- 
tion of this case, about which so much has 
been said both in the newspapers and. by 
individuals at home and abroad. I have 
said from the beginning that I was not dis- 
posed to argue this case upon its merits when 
it should come before this House, provided 
that the parties themselves would agree to 
present fairly both sides of the question. I 
have been willing, this being done, to trust to 


Does the 


and the patriotism of this honorable House, 
and to take its judgment without argument. 
Bat, sir, when I have seen a persistent effort 
on the part of the contestant and his friends in 
this case to throttle investigation, and to bring 
this case into the louse and dispose of it as 
au ex parte case, I have not only wondered, I 
have not only been surprised, but I have been 
mortified that a gentleman claiming a position 
on this floor should not only desire to throttle 
inquiry es between himself and bis antagonist, 
but should in reality endeavor to strangle that 
investigation which the sovereign people of 
Arkansas feel themselves entitled to and.de- 
mand upon this floor, and thus prevent them 
from being heard upon an issue vital to them 
and their interests. When L take that view . 
when I consider the parties 


State government by them. recently estab- 
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-Hished,) I feel that the claims of the contest- 
aùts, merely as individuals, sink into insig- 
nificance in comparison to the importance of 
these other interests. It is one of the sover- 
éignties of this Union, with a population of 
half a million people, which asks to be heard 
on this floor. I do not believe this honorable 
body will tarn the State of Arkansas out of 
this House without a hearing, and I know they 
will not when they understand even a scintilla 
of the evidence which my colleague [Mr. 
`- EDWARDS] proposes to adduce, and which I 
~- feel certain, from my personal familiarity with 

the circumstances, he can adduce. 

Now, sir, it may not be improper for me to 
state some of the evidence which he desires 
‘to present, and which he would have adduced 
long ago had he been permitted the opportun- 
ity to do so. I ask special attention to thé 
statement which I shall make, and as to a few 
of the facts my colleague [Mr. Epwarps] pro- 
poses to prove, and what I believe confidently 
he can prove even in less than the five days 
which is asked under the resolution I have sub- 
mitted. The facts he proposes to show are these: 
that every one of the codrdinate branches of 
ihe government of the State of Arkansas have 
at different times virtually decided this ques- 
tion in favor of Mr. EDWARDS, and in favor 
of his right to a seat upon this floor. It is such 
evidence as my colleague desires to present for 
the consideration of the House. This very 
fact indicates how much importance the peo- 
ple of the State of Arkansas will probably 
attach to this inquiry, and to the ultimate de- 
cision of this question, They have already 
decided that neither directly nor indirectly has 
he been dishonestly or corruptly certified as a 
member of this House but that he is elected 
to it by the fair and legal vote of the people. 

he supreme court of the State of Arkansas, 
on mandamus, had the question of fraudulent 
élections in the tenth Assembly district of 
Arkansas, where the contestant received his 
majority, if he received it at all, before them, 
and they decided that certain returns of elec- 
tion from that district, as well as the elections 
held therein, were null and void. But the 
‘votes thus declared null and void are counted 
by contestant in making up the majority he 
claims, Both branches of the General Assem- 
bly, on account of contested-election cases in 
their respective bodies, were compelled also 
to investigate the alleged election frauds in 
said district. The finding of these two houses 
was in accordance with that of the supreme 
court, and they solemnly declared that certain 
votes cast in said district, and out of which the 
contestant proposes to make his majority, were 
illegal, null and void. 

Then, when the Executive of the State came 
canvass and count the votes, with a view 
to determining whether Mr. Boles or Mr. 
EEpwarps was legally entitled to the certificate 
of election, he found in his office two sets of 
returns from various precincts in said district. 
Of course both could not be legal, as the law 
authorized but one ballot-box at each precinct. 
How was the Executive to determine this mat- 
ter? How was he to determine which one of 
these returns should be counted? He very 
naturally and very justly followed the decision, 
as I think, of the supreme court and both 
houses of the General Assembly, and refused 
to count those returns and votes which had 
thus been decided illegal, null and void. This 
reduced the vote of Judge Boles and gave Gen- 
eral Icpwarps a legal majority; and hence 
the Governor was bound to issue to General 
Epwarps the certificate, as he did. General 
Epwaros further desires to prove, and I believe 
ean prove, that violence and fraud almost un- 
heard of were perpetrated upon the ballot-box 
and at the election in said district, and which 
fraud and violence resulted in giving Judge 

- Boles the vote he claims. 

This is what General Epwarps desires to 


show to this honorable body; and I will say 
right here, Mr. Speaker, that, leaving these | 
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contestants out of consideration, it will be 
difficult for the people of Arkansas, it will be 
difficult for the party in that State to which I 
have the honor to belong, te understand why 
in this grand council of the nation, on an 
important case involving the whole State gov- 
ernment, they should be denied a hearing. It 
will be dificult for më when I return to those 
people to explain how and why it was an 
opportunity was refused to Mr. Epwarps to 
adduce the evidence which is so necessary to 
the just decision of this question. Therefore 
I believe this honorable House will grant what 
is asked in the resolution which I have just 
introduced. I believe it is due to my State. 
Į believe it is due to the people of Arkansas, 
due to the judiciary, due to the Legislature, 
and due to the executive department of the 
State of Arkansas. We have the evidence, 
and we only ask the privilege of introducing 
it, that this honorable body may judge of the 
merits of this contest. This honorable House 
desires information, and must have it before 
they can come to a correct conclusion and do 
themselves and the parties contestant justice. 

Without desiring to weary the patience of 
the House, I will briefly state further that in 
one of the districts, which is called ‘ the tenth 
Assembly district,” all this trouble has arisen. 
It is charged that corruption and fraud were 
perpetrated there in the conduct of the elece- 
tion in said district, through and by which this 
contestant obtained his pretended majority. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say that, as a mem- 
ber of the senate committee on elections in 
my State, it became my duty to investigate 
this same question of fraud and violence at 
the elections in said district, and I, with the 
balance of the committee, was impelled to 
the same conclusion that the supreme court 
had previously arrived at, and as the Legisla- 
ture subsequently, through a joint committee, 
determined solemnly by their vote. 

Next the Governor, who now occupies the 
distinguished position of United States Sena- 
tor, taking these precedents, determined the 
question accordingly. Thus it will be seen 
that every department of the State govern- 
ment did, at different times and under differ- 
ent circumstances, decide that the votes cast 
in said district, and by virtue of which Judge 
Boles claims his majority, were illegal, null 
and void. The supreme court, the Legisla- 
ture, and the Governor, after careful investiga- 
tion, all came to the conelusion, it seems, that 
Mr. Epwarps is entitled to this seat; and I 
venture the assertion that there is not a single 
gentleman in the United States who, after in- 
vestigating all the facts of the case, would not 
come to the same decision; and further, that 
there is no honest man, if he had been acting 
as Governor, who would not, had he been 
situated as Governor CLAYTON was, who issued 
a certificate to General Epwarps, have decided 
ashe did. In this particular district to which 
I have referred, at some precincts there were 
two ballot-boxes opened, and there were two 
returns made out by two diferent sets of 
judges. When they came to the executive 
office it was impossible to tell which was 
correct. It was impossible for the Governor 
to say that the elections held at these precincts 
were both legal. He had to determine the 
question, and naturally and legally, I think, he 
followed the decision of the supreme court and 
of the Legislature of the State of Arkansas. 

I will state further that our election law ın 
Arkansas provides, in the first place, that the 
government shall appoint registrars, and that 
those registrars shail appoint the judges of 
the election. Those judges of election, at eight 
o'clock a. m., I believe, are to proceed to open 
the ballot-boxes, and if they fail to perform 
this requirement at said hour, then the by- 
standers may proceed to elect judges from their 
number and proceed with the election, 

_ But as the law does not determine whose 
time-piece shall indicate legal time, it is very 
easy to see how men who want to control the į 


| their ticket. 


ballot-boxes and perpetrate fraud can dis- 
agree as to the precise time when cight o'clock 
shall arrive. One man’s watch indicates five 
minutes after eight, another’sten minutes past 
eight, and another’s fifteen minutes; but it will 
be conceded that no court would permit an 
otherwise legal proceeding to be set aside from 
such petty and futile considerations. But, sir, 
Jam informed that a mob, on the night pre- 
vious to the election, intending to take advan- 
tage of this feature of the law as to the hour 
for opening the elections, stationed themselves 
at various precincts in the district before 
referred to, and long before the hour of eight 
o’clock had arrived, and before the legally 
appointed judges were upon the ground, pro- 
claimed, perhaps as early as seven o’clock, 
that the hour for opening the election had 
arrived; that the regular judges were not pres- 
ent; and proceeded then to elect a board of 
judges, and these judges took the votes which 
now are claimed as composing Mr, Boles’s 
majority. The legally constituted judges came 
in due time and opened also their polls, except 
where they were prevented by violence of the 
mob, as they were in several precincts, ag I 
understand. Now, sir, these votes taken by 
this pretended board, elected by the by-stand- 
ers, are the very votes decided to be illegal, 
null and void by the supreme court, both 
houses of the Legislature, and necessarily, at 
a subsequent period, by the Governor. I am 
informed that these ‘‘ by-standers,’’ who pre- 
tended to elect these judges, were in waiting 
at the polls all the night previous, with the 
view of perpetrating the fraud and violence 
before indicated. Yea, sir, they were on the 
alert by the dawn of day. And when a few of 
the desperate and disappointed leaders of the 
party present said the hour of eight o’clock 
had arrived, they claimed the right to elect 
judges, and proceeded, by hoodwinking un- 
lettered voters, to take their votes, and in 
this way to create a pretended majority for 
If the contestant in this case is 
so unfortunate as to have been the recipient 
of a number of illegal votes, so declared by 
the supreme court and by the Legislature, { 
am sure I cannot help it, 

Now, these are some of the facts which Gen- 
eral Epwarps believes he can prove, and hopes 
he will be permitted to do so. On the merits 
of the case, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to 
speak at this time, but I do ask, as a citizen 
of Arkansas; I do ask, as one of the people 
of my State, that the investigation be not 
throttled. I ask that the whole case may come 
into the House on its merits and have a fair 
hearing on both sides. We only ask five days. 
Will gentlemen refuse,us that small request? 
Will they say to five hundred thousand people 
in the State of Arkansas, ‘We will not grant 
you five days to take such testimony in the 


; city of Washington as we may be able to pro- 


cure?’ For we are not asking to go home to 
the State where they live to take this testi- 
mony. I believe this House will not refuse 
this time. I know that this testimony is needed 
in order that the question may be determined 
equitably and with justice; and if the House 
will give us the five days we ask for, we will 
be perfectly content with its decision. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I have 
a resolution which I desire to offer as a sub- 
stitute. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pre- 
vious question having been demanded, the 
resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
would notbe in order, unless the House should 
second the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, Fask the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. SNYDER] to 
withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, that I may offer my amendment.  ~ 

Mr. SNYDER. When I understand what 
the gentleman’s amendment is, I can then 


determine whether I should withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question. 
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Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I should 
like to be heard on the proposition which I 
desire to offer. 

Mr. SNYDER. I will yield for a moment 
to alloy the gentleman’s amendment to be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike omt all after the word “resolved,” and 
insert, instead of the words stricken out, the follow- 


That John Edwards is not entitled to further time 
in which to take testimony in the contested-election 
case of Thomas Boles ve. John Edwards. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas withdraw his demand 
for the previous question to admit that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not. I insist on my 
demand for the previous question. £ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If the House should now 
second the previous question on the resolution 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, in that event 
can the other side be heard on the question? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. If the House 
seconds the demand for the previous question, 
it is very evident that nobody can be beard. 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question there were—ayes ten. 

Mr. SNYDER. I shall not ask the noes to 
be counted. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. HazLeron] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I desire 
to submit a few remarks in refereuce to this 
epplicatioi, and shall first call the attention. 
of the House very briefly to the history of the 
case. If I can get the attention of the House 
for a few minutes, I will not trespass on its 
patience. 

This application for an extension of time 
for the taking of testimony first came before 
the Committee of Elections at the spring ses- 
sion. At that time the sitting member drew 
up a resolution, which was referred to the 
Committee of Elections, asking it to take tes- 
timony in this case up to the last day of Octo- 
ber, 1871. Thatresolution contains this clause: 
‘that either party to the contest be allowed to 
take such evidence at such time as may best 
suit their convenience, without notice to the 
opposite party.” ‘The resolution was presented 
in behalf of the sitting member before he 
could possibly have known that the time 
allowed by law would not be adequate to the 
necessities of his case. That resolution came 
before the Committee of Elections. It was 
duly considered, and pending the consider- 
ation of that resolution, before a report was 
made upon it, the House adjourned. But 
subsequently the sitting member had a con- 
sultation with the chairman of our committee 
before returning to his State. The substance 
of that conversation I will not state, because 
the sitting member states that he was misun- 
derstood in reference to his construction of the 
law, but that such conversation did occur is 
not denied. 

Now, just hore I desire to say that the law 
in regard to taking testimony has been set- 
tled by a series of decisions in the Committee 
of Elections and in this House. It is the set- 
tled and established doctrine that either party, 
under the law of 1851, can proceed to the 
taking of his testimony, notwithstanding the 
other party may be at the same time proceed- 
ing with the taking of his testimony. The 
sitting member during the sixty days allowed 
by law for the taking of his testimony took 
not one single step toward securing his testi- 
mony to be submitted to the committee; nor 
did hé take one single step after the time fixed 
by law had expired and before the time of the 
meeting of Congress. When Congress came 
together in December the sitting member pre- 
sented another resolution, which was referred 
to the Committee of Elections, and that reso- 
lution was discussed before the committee. 


A decision was rendered by the committee 
adverse to his claim, and I was unanimously 
authorized to report the result of the action 
of the committee to the House. That report 
was laid upon the desks of members imme- 
diately before the recess. That resolution 
came before the committee, was discussed 
and considered, and the committee instructed 
me to report that no reason could be shown 
for a change in the decision already made. 
The sitting member was informed of the result 
of the deliberations of the committee. He 
understood that the report of the committee 
was to be presented either yesterday or to-day, 
and before the committee could obtain the 
floor this morning a resolution was introduced 
by his colleague from Arkansas, [Mr. SNY- 
DER, ] asking for five days to take testimony 
in bebalf of the sitting member in this case. 
Now, then, we have here this proposition: 
shall the sitting member, while occupying his 
seat, taking no steps toward taking testimony 
during the sixty days allowed by law, or dur- 
ing the days between the spring session and 
the opening of Congress in December, pre- 
senting his application for fhe thirty days’ 
time then, and renewing it again—shall he 
now be allowed to come before the House 
through his colleague, and be allowed to fur- 
nish all the testimony necessary to his case in 
five days? He now asks the House to give 
him five days only to take the testimony which 
last spring he was not certain that he could 
take between April and November, and at a 
later period which he thought would require 
thirty days. He now proposes to take all this 
testimony within five days. 

The Committee of Elections have had this 
subject before it for consideration over and 
over again. It has been ably discussed, and I 
believe I may say that the committee are 
unanimously of the opinion that this extension 
of time ought not to be granted. It may be 
said that five days is butashorttime. Itmay 
be claimed that it isinsisting upon a technical 
rule to refuse to allow that time, but I insist 
that the history of the case as I have detailed 
it characterizes this application. It seems to 
me that it must convince every fair-minded man 
that there is something wrong in this applica- 
tion for an extension. 

So far as the question of technicality is con- 
cerned, it isnot a mere question of technicality. 
lt is a question that goes to the substance of 
the case, that goes to the rights of the parties 
in this contest. If this extra time is granted, 
then the case comes before the committee for 
consideration, and that consideration may in- 
volve a considerable period of time, and weeks 
may elapse before the [louse can reach a final 
decision in the case. 

Now, it seems to me that the case is abso- 
lutely wanting in merit; it seems to me that 
there is no ground upon which this application 
should be granted by the House. ‘The law has 
been so often settled in cases that have come 
before the committee for consideration that 
they feel instructed to decide the question sub- 
mitted here as they did decide it, in view of 
what has seemed to be the understanding of 
the law of 1851; what has seemed to be regarded 
as the true policy to be pursued by the House; 
what seems to be the right and reasonable con- 
struction of that law. i will not take the time 
of the House 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Not just 
yet; I will soon. I was about to say that I 
will not take the time of the House to read the 
cases which have been passed upon by this 
House. I will simply call the attention of the 
House (and the older members will recollect 
the cases) to the cases of Howard vs. Cooper, 
Carrigan vs. Thayer, and Vallandigham vs. 
Campbell. Those are important cases, In which 
this question has been substantially presented 
and decided. a 

This is an application of the sitting member; 
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it is the application of a sitting member who 
has not as yet taken one single step toward 
securing one iota of testimony to be submitted 
to this House. And this proposition to grant 
five days’ additional time is made after this 
whole case has been repeatedly decided in the 
Committee of Elections, and after it was under- 
stood by the sitting member that the commit- 
tee was about to report its action to this House. 

I am requested by my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. Hamzs,] to say that I was mistaken in 
inferring that he acquiesces in the report of 
the committee. If so, I will of course make 
that correction. But certainly a large major- 
ity of the committee united in the report which 
they propose to make. I will now yield to 
the gentleman from-Missouri [Mr. BLAIR] for 
@ question. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. My question is 
this: whether there is any probability of there 
being any change in the decision to which the 
committee has come if this resolution should 
be adopted? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. That I 
cannot tell. The merits of the case, as a mat- 
ter of course, have not yet been passed upon 
by the committee. They are yet to come be- 
fore the committee. This is simply a prelim- 
inary question upon the granting of further 
time to take testimony on behalf of the sitting 
member. The merits of the case are not, that 
I know of, affected by this vote upon a prelim- 
inary question. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] a member 
of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Will the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. SHELLABARGHR. I desire really to 
ask a question; but in order to ask it I shall 
have to make a statement of what has been 


-related to me about the character of this case. 


The Committee of Elections, as a committee, 
I am very apt to follow, and 1 expect to do so 
in this case, unless I get new light. We are 
compelled to do so; we cannot investigate 
these cases ourselves, but we must follow a 
committee, that is to a degree, in whose integ- 
rity we have confidence. 

Now, what I meant to state and then ask a 
question upon is this: I understand that the 
long-settled practice of this [louse is one that 
is fixed upon it by the Constitution, to wit, 
that the acts of Congress are merely directory 
and not peremptory in their operations; that 
they becomé to the House like rules to courts ; 
that we therefore deem those statutes as ad- 
visory, as directory, and not as controlling, 
because an act of Congress cannot control the 
action of either Honse in judging of the elec- 
tion, qualification, and returns of its members. 
That, of course, is settled law to start with. 

Now, that being so, I understand the facts 
of this case, in short, to be these, as alleged on 
the one side—that a combination was formed 
before the election to take possession of the 
polls, that that combination did take posses- 
sion of the polls before the hour for the elec- 
tion to begin by selecting from the bystanders 
certain persons to act as officers of election, - 
which persons by their acts, if they did not 
change the result of the election, certainly did 
enough to make it proper for the matter to be 
investigated. 

Then I understand that the failure to take 
testimony was the result of bad or mistaken 
advice from counsel ; that counsel told the 
person desiring to take this testimony that he 
could not do so during the time covered by 
his antagonist’s notice; and thatacting under 
that advice, as the notice covered all the time. 
he lost his opportunity to take testimony ; and 
that is why hetook none. | am not assuming 
to determine the truth or falsity of this state- 
ment—indeed, I have reason to doubt its integ- 
rity; but I am saying simply what the claim is. 

This being the claim made, thata most gross 
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and palpable fraud has been committed, by 
which the district has been deprived of its 
choice, the matter presents itself to my mind 
in this way : that the man desiring to present 
this. grave charge, having been deprived of an 
opportunity to take testimony by mistake of 
counsel, has never had such opportunity since 
the sixty days expired, and now asks but five 
days to make his showing. Unless reasons 
can be given by my friend from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar,] or somebody else, why we 
should not allow five days to make out so grave 
a charge; if it can be made out, the allowance 
of sixty days being only directory to the parties, 
and not controlling upon this body, I confess 
I am inclined to favor this application for five 
days’ time. When such grave charges as these 
are presented, it does not look weil for us to 
say to the party presenting them, ‘‘ You shall 
not even have five days’ time to make your 


showing.’’ Now, then, my question is whether | 


this statement of the circumstances, as I have 
detailed them, has any foundation in fact, or 
whether the committee is now prepared to neg- 
ative it? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, this is a very 
grave and interesting question. I hope the 
House will give it its attention; and when 
that is done, I hope I am not too confident in 
my judgment in asserting that no gentleman 
will have any serious doubt upon it. Before 
answering the question of the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. SHELLABARGER, ] let me say by way 
of explanation that the present. application is 
an application for five days to put in evidence 
three facts, every one of which is totally im- 
material and incompetent as evidence in the 
case. The gentleman from Arkansas says 
that the House being under the Constitution 
‘the final judge of the election of its members, 
he wants five days to show, first, that a court 
in Arkansas has determined that the sitting 
member is entitled to his seat; second, to 


show that in the Arkansas Legislature the- 


committee of elections, of which the gentle- 
man was undoubtedly a most distinguished 
member, heard and decided the case; and 
third, that the Governor of Arkansas also 
heard the casc and decided it. These three 
matters are all that anybody asks five days’ 
time to prove. Now, when it is proved —-~ 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence, 
and then the gentleman can correct me if I 
have made any misstatement. Now, should 
these three things be proved this House would 
instantly say, ‘‘ We will consider, if properly 
before us, the evidence that these tribunals had 
before them; but the fact that they decided 
one way or the other we will reject and disre- 
gard altogether.” Now, if I have misstated 
anything, the gentleman may correct me. 

Mr. SNYDER. The resolution proposes to 
allow five days for the purpose of introducing 
documentary evidence and such oral testimony 
as he may be able to produce within that time. 

Mr. HOAR. But as to these facts, the wit- 
nesses are not in Washington; they are all in 
Arkansas; and it is not pretended otherwise. 

Mr. SNYDER. The resolution provides 
for taking the testimony of witnesses who may 

-bein Washington. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. Speaker, let me 
come to the merits of the general question, 
and answer the inquiry put by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. SHetiazarcer.] The Com- 
mittee of Elections agreed that the limitation 
of time for taking testimony is purely direct- 
ory, not imperative, We agree also that where 
the interests of justice are at issue, it is a di- 
rection of the slightest possible weight, which 
for the sake of ascertaining truth we ought to 
disregard. The simple question, therefore, for 
this Honse to determine is, what is just? 

Now, the facts are these: the sitting mem- 
ber came here at the short session in the spring, 
and petitioned the House for an extension of 
time on the ground that the sixty days allowed 
by law would be entirely consumed by his an- 


tagonist, and that he could not, as he under- 
stood the law, take testimony at the same time. 
That was referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, and the chairman of the Committee of 
Elections informed the sitting member that he 
had the right under the law and the usages of 
the House to take his testimony while the 
testimony on the other side was going on. 
The contestant, as 1 understand, had the cer- 
tificates of the local returning officers, showing 
a majority in his favor. The sitting member’s 
case in chief would consist of evidence to 
overcome these certificates. Now that com- 
munication was a very important one. It was 
made by the chairman of the committee, its 
official organ in that regard, to the sitting 
member, and as a reason for not granting his 
application. 

‘Thereupon, Mr. Speaker, the sitting mem- 
ber went home to Arkansas and proceeded to 
forget it. The fact is not denied that a clear, 
distinet statement was made to him by the 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Elec- 
tions last spring before the sixty days had 
elapsed, and thereupon he went home to Arkan- 
sas and proceeded to forget it. He let the sixty 
days go by. His antagonist took his evidence, 
and then he let the whole time go by without 
taking testimony, trusting to the indulgence 
of the House at this session. Then he came 
in and hada hearing for sixty days’ extension. 
That was reported on by the committee and 
the request refused on the report of the com- 
mittee. He then made application for thirty 
days’ extension, and that was rejected. The 
committee were of the opinion, if that could 
be granted without injustice, notwithstanding 
these facts, they would do it. But they con- 
sidered that the contestant had some rights. 
What will be the effect? To allow thirty 
days to go down into Arkansas and take tes- 
timony would require, in the first place, the 
lapse of thirty days. It wouldrequire them to 
return the testimony from Arkansas. Making 
it up and putting it in shape by the officers 
would require another fortnight. It would then 
require to be indexed. The parties would have 
to print their briefs. Arguments would have 
to be made before the committee and the decis- 
ion of the committee made. At that time we 
should have reached a period in the session 
when, with the other business of this House 
and the other business of this Committee of 
Elections, it would be likely a month before 
we could get the report acted on. But sup- 
pose we got the floor, and had the report 
acted on at once, what would be the effect on 
the contestant? Certainly not more than eight 
or ten months (three next winter and four or 
five this winter) would remain of the sessions 
of this House. 

I suppose everybody will agree with me 
that the salary is to be disregarded in consid- 
ering the question of the importance of the 
office. The importance of the office is the 
right to represent the people upon this floor, 
the right to share in the political power of the 
country, the right to be a member of import- 
ant committees, aiding in the making of the 
laws, and giving direction to legislation in ref- 
erence to the great interests of the country. 
It is not too much to say that to grant this 
sitting member’s prayer is to deprive the con- 
testant of one third or one half of the matter 
in dispute. While the contestant has been 
guilty of no fault, the sitting member has been 
guilty, or his advisers have, first, of ignorance 
of the law, and secondly, of forgetting the 
important communication of the chairman of 
the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. Speaker, one word more, and I will 
be done. If this were a question in court 
where delay would be brief it might be proper 
to grant this, but it is virtually saying to the 
sitting member, we give you one third or one 
half of the thing in dispute. You deprive his 
antagonist of it, not from any fault of his 
own, but from two gross faults of the sitting 
member himself. 
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It is time, Mr. Speaker, to introduce, in 
regard to these lately disturbed districts in the 
South, the same rule which we apply to all 
other portions of the country. The sooner they 
learn that they are to be met here with fixed 
general rules of laws and of justice to be 
applied to them without distinction of party, 
without regard to one party or the other, the 
better it will be for them and for us. It is time 
they should learn that seats in this House are 
not to be enjoyed because one can secure the 
place through favoritism of the election offi- 
cers or of officers of the State. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If this request 
for‘five days’ time be granted, I desire to ask 
the gentleman what will be the amount of time 
it will delay general action? 

Mr. HOAR. The prayer is made for time 
to introduce new evidence, and the contestant 
will be obliged to meet it by going down to 
Arkansas to procure rebutting testimony. The 
sitting member takes his testimony here; but 
the contestant will be compelled to take his 
testimony in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to inquire 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar] whether the statutes of Arkansas author- 
ize the Governor of that State to canvass the 
votes and determine who is elected ? 

Mr. HOAR. The committee have not, so 
far as lam aware, had those statutes before 
them in regard to that question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is not that of some 
importance in a determination of the case? 


Mr. HOAR. Of course the committee and 
the House in determining an election case take 
judicial notice of the laws of every State. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
to say that one of the points which the sitting 
member desires to prove is that the Governor 
canvassed the votes and found that he was 
elected, and the gentleman denies the mate- 
riality of the point. Now, lask whether he has 
the statutes of Arkansas, and whether they 
authorize the Governor to canvass the votes 
and determine who is elected? 

Mr. HOAR. I think the gentleman has so 
far misunderstood my point. I suppose that 
the Governor’s certificate that the sitting 
member was entitled to his seat gives the 
sitting member the prima facie right, and 
the committee so determined, and the sitting 
member enjoys his seat to-day by virtue of that 
determination. But the proposition made by 
the gentleman from Arkansas on my right 
[Mr. Syyper,] was that they desired to go 
hereafter, not in regard to the prima facie 
right, but in regard to the determination of 
the question on its merits—on what the opinion 
of the Governor was. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts yield to me for a few 
moments further ? 

Mr. HOAR. What time does the gentleman 
require? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Only two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworra] three minutes 
after I have made one further remark. 

I do not come here, Mr. Speaker, to ask for 
myself, or the committee of which I am a 
member, any indulgence or respect at the 
hands of the House other than this: I think 
when we have conscientiously performed our 
duty we are entitled to ask this House that this 
much respect shall be paid to us, that we shall 
be heard in support of the determination to 
which we have arrived. 

Now, what is the action which the sitting 
member and his colleagues have taken ?. This 
question had been referred to the committee 
not once, but three times. And after we had 
indulged them with a reargument, and when 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


475 


the committee had formed its conclusions, 
these two gentlemen get up here, one asking 
consent for the making of a personal explana- 
tion, and the other rising to a question of 
privilege, and proceed to state the case, to call 
the previous question, and to insist that the 
Committee of Elections, or the contestant, who 
is not here before the House, should have no 
opportunity to be heard. Now, I submit to 
this House that such a proceeding as that is 
a confession of an unjust cause. No man 
conscious of a case which would stand for a 
moment before the justice or intelligence of 
this House, would undertake to geta snap judg- 
ment against a competitor on such a proceed- 
ing as that. 

T now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. FARNSWORTH. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with the argument of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] if he states correctly 
the points which the sitting member desires to 
prove, that they cannot be material in this 
matter. And I am very glad to hear the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts concede that. I 
am glad to find him taking this ground. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is on the merits, 
and not on the prima facie case. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is no differ- 
ence, Mr. Speaker, between the merits and 
the prima facie case, so far as the determina- 
tion of this House is concerned. The House 
determines on the prima facie case who is 
entitled to take the seat on the face of the 
proof as it appears. When it determines on 
the merits, it determines upon the proof as it 
appears before the House. There seems to be 
an idea that there is something mythical and 
mysterious about a prima facie case which 
renders the force of proof different in such a 
case from the credit that is to be given to itin 
the determination of what is called the case 
on its merits. There is no difference. The 
proof is proof, whether it is on a prima facie 
case or on the hearing upon the merits; and 
I am glad the gentleman takes that ground. 
The Governor of the State has no business to 
decide who is elected, excepting as he counts 
the votes, and no matter what the Governor’s 
certificate may be, if it appears in connection 
with that certificate upon the papers before 
the House that the man to whom the certificate 
has been given has not a majority of votes, 
that man ought not to be admitted to his seat. 
I believe in this case, so far as I have exam- 
ined the papers, that Mr. Boles was elected 
to Congress by a large majority, and that the 
Governor of the State committed a flagrant 
crime when he gave the certificate to the 
other man. I believe, also, in the case from 
Texas, which we had before us the other day, 
that the man who was not admitted to his seat 
was elected by many thousand majority, and 
that the Governor of that State committed a 
very flagrant offense when he gave a certifi- 
cate to the other man. The duty of the Gov- 
ernor is to give the certificate to the man 
who, from the returns, appears to have a 
majority of the votes, and that is what this 
House should always decide. Jam happy to 
agree with the Committee of Elections in this 
case. I am very glad to hear they take the 
ground that the Governor of a State has no 
right to determine who hasa majority of votes, 
excepting as he counts the returns. 

“Mr. HOAR. ‘The only difference between 
me and the gentleman from Ilinois is that I 
do think there is a difference between a prima 
facie case and a case on the merits. There 
seems to be something which authorizes the 
Clerk of this House to make up the roll of its 
members, and I understand that if any man 
brings that something, which the law entitles 
a “credential,” he should have his name put 
upon the roll by the Clerk, and if he comes too 
late to have it put upon the roll by the Clerk, 
he is entitled to have it put on by the House. 
But that has nothing to do with the case now 


before the House, but is merely an attack by 
the gentleman from Illinois upon the decision 
of the House the other day in the Texas case. 
I call the previous question. 

Mr. McCRARY. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If the amendment now pending to 
the original resolution is voted down, will the 
resolution then be subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will if the 
previous question is not seconded. Ifthe pre- 
vious question is seconded and the amendment 
fails, no further amendment will be in order. 
If the previous question is not seconded, and 
the amendment of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin is adopted or is not adopted, further 
amendment will be in order. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Taskthegentleman from 
Massachusetts to yield to me for a moment 
before he insists upon the previous question. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no desire to deprive 
the gentleman from Arkansas of a proper 
opportunity to be heard, although he or his 
colleague desired to deprive us of any oppor- 
tunity to be heard. Therefore, if he will indi- 
cate any time that he desires to occupy I will 
yield to him. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I desire only about ten 
minutes. Í 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say a word in regard to the argument of the 
gentleman from Ilinois, in relation to the 
issuing of this certificate by the Governor of 
Arkansas. The law of our State provides that 
within thirty days after the election a canvass 
shall be made and a certificate shall be issued 
to the person who appears to have a majority 
of votes. 

Now, what are the facts in this case? It 
certainly bears a strong resemblance to the 
case from Texas, reported from the committee 
the other day. The law of our State requires 
that the judges of the election shall return the 
votes to the clerk of the county, and the county 
clerk is to make out a general abstract of the 
vote and report it to the secretary of State. 
Now, sir, in this case, as I suppose in many 
cases, the county clerks were in the interest 
of one of the candidates for Congress, and 
they opened two polls and certified to the 
secretary of State the returns from the bogus 
or illegal polls, and refused to certify the 
returns of the legal polls. It is not a matter 
of particular interest which of the contestants 
in this case occupies the seat, but it is a mat- 
ter of great importance to the people of the 
district to know who was elected by the people. 

Now, sir, as I said in my answer last spring, 
frauds were committed in fourteen counties in 
my district, by which over five thousand persons 
were deprived of their rights to the elective 
franchise. These counties are situated from 
one to five hundred miles apart. Now, the 
law requires ten days’ notice between the time 
of closing the testimony in one county, and 
commencing it in another. Now, sir, those 
distances would have to have been traveled 
on horseback, and the investigation in the 
fourteen counties would have consumed the 
whole of the sixty days. It is for that reason 
that my friend from Arkansas [Mr. SNYDER] 
offered a resolution asking for time to make 
this investigation. But no action was taken 
by the committee and no report was made. 
Now, when the member of the committee from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Hazieron] charges that it 
should be regarded as an argument against me 
because I asked for time, I say that it should 
go to my credit, for the reason that l propose 
to use the time to take testimony to arrive at 
the facts in the case. 

Now, I based my application of a few days 
ago upon material facts which came to my 
knowledge since the time for taking testimony 
expired. What were those facts? One was 
that there were five hundred votes returned 
for the contestee to the office of the secretary 


of the State which were overlooked and not 
counted for the contestee. That came to my 
knowledge several months afterward, and Iso 
stated in my application for time to take evi- 
dence. The Governor is here, who will swear 
to that fact. They stuffed a ballot-box upon 
me in the county-of Clark to the extent of 
five hundred votes. That fact didnot come to 
my knowledge until the time had expired for 
the purpose of taking evidence. I asked the 
privilege of showing that fact. 

Now, while the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SHELLABARGER] has stated correctly that these 
acts of Congress are simply directory and not 
mandatory in their character, I ask of the jus- 
tice and the sound discretion of this House 
that I should have time to prove these material 
and important facts which have come to my 
knowledge since the time for taking testimony 
has expired. Would not a court of justice do 
it? If this House in its discretion think that 
justice requires that a party should have time 
to take further evidence, it can grant the time. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsii. Will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I desire 


to ask the gentleman if, when he made his 
application for an extension of time, at the 
beginning of the present session in December 
last, he did not predicate that application upon 
the express ground that he had mistaken his 
right under the law to proceed and take his 
testimony while his adversary was taking his 
testimony ? 

Mr. EDWARDS. I will state in reply to 
the gentleman that I had a gentleman acting 
as my attorney who was so confident that this 
House would not refuse any time necessary to 
take this testimony that he made a plain 
application in the manner suggested by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. HAZLETON. ] 
And I will say that subsequent to thattime I 
suggested to my attorney, as I have’ here in 
this application, the facts in the case, and even 
the names of the witnesses by whom I could 
prove those facts, and that important and 
material facts had come to my knowledge since 
the time expired for taking testimony. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask another question? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Very well. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. My ques- 
tion is this, whether the affidavit by the gentle- 
man, in his application, did not set forth that 
he was required to be in attendance before the 
judge taking the testimony for his adversary, 
and therefore he believed that he could not 
take his own at the same time? And was there 
not proof presented to the committee, the cer- 
tificate of the judge, or the officer taking that 
testimony, to the effect that he (the sitting 
member) was not before that officer but once 
during the sixty days, and then only for a short 
time? E 

Mr. EDWARDS. Well, sir, I will state, in 
reply to the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Haz.eron, | that I have repeatedly stated in all 
my applications for further time, that during 
the most of the period for taking testimony 1 
was confined to my room by sickness, but that 
at the same time I was represented by counsel 
in the cross-examination of the witnesses who 
were examined. 

Mr. HOAR. I would inquire of the Chair 
how much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being 
the third Friday of the month, at two o’clock 
to-day, under the rule, nothing else will be in 
order but business from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Eames, ] and then I will call the 
previous question. 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
state the grounds upon which I came to the 
conclusion, as a member. of the Committee of 
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Elections, that it would be proper to allow 
some little time to the sitting member to take 
testimony in this case before the hearing of 
the case upon its merits. The sitting member 
comes before us with a certificate from the 
Governor of Arkansas, which duly certifies 
that he has been elected as a Representative 
in Congress from one of the districts of that 
State. . That certificate bears date the 20th 
of February, 1871. I understand, from inform- 
ation I have as a member of the commit- 
tee, thatthe sitting member was not admitted 
upon that certtificate, that his name was not 
placed by the Clerk upon the roll, but that the 


certificate was sent to the Committee of Elec- | 


tions, who afterward reported that he was 
entitled to occupy a seat pending the con- 
test; and upon the 21st of March, 1871, he was 
admitted to a seat in this House. On the 22d 
of March notice was served upon him by Mr, 
Boles that he intended to contest the seat; and 
on the 20th of April, 1871, within the thirty 
days allowed by law, the answer was served 
in reply to’ the notice that had been given. 
Immediately upon the filing of the answer a 
notice was served upon the sitting member by 
the contestant of the taking of testimony in 
this case under the law allowing sixty days. 
We have before us the record of the course 
that was pursued by Mr. Boles in this case. 
Having given this notice, he commenced taking 
his depositions upon the 9th of May, and con- 
cluded them, if I am correct, upon the last 
day that he was allowed by law— occupying 
all the time that was allowed to either of the 
parties for the purpose of taking proof in the 
case. 

I hold in my hand the record, by which 
it will appear to any gentleman who will ex- 
amine it that in the notice served on Mr. 
Epwarps there were given over a hundred 
names of witnesses whose testimony was to be 
taken—witnesses so numerous that their tes- 
timony would probably have taken the sixty 
days allowed by law if the whole time, during 
any reasonable hours of the day, from the time 
testimony was begun to be taken until the 
close of it, had been consumed. 

I am aware that the law allows both parties 
to take their testimony during the same period ; 
that they may give notice to each other, and 
take their testimony in different places; that 
consequently the sitting member, if he had not 
been ignorant of the law, could have taken 
testimony while the evidence of the contestant 
was being taken. But Iundertake to say that 
“any man, even though by profession a law- 
yer, might with reason come to a very differ- 
ent conclusion unless he had received some 
direction from the Committee of Elections, or 
some instruction from the rules which have 
been established by this House with reference 
to that matter. 

Now, sir, the sitting member, in the petition 
which has been referred by this House to the 
Committee of Elections, states his reasons for 
asking these few days. Instating these reasons 
he says: 

“That on the day following the arrival of your 
petitioner at the city of Little Rock, after the close 
of the spring session of your body, he was served 
with notice of the taking of testimony by contest- 
ant, to commence at the expiration of ten days from 
the service of said notice, and that on the day thus 
fixed said contestant commenced the taking of his 
testimony, and continued to take testimony from 


day to day during the whole time and uutil late at 
night on the sixtieth or last day allowed by law for 


that purpose: that your petitioner was compelled | 


to be present by himself or counsel during the entire 
time contestant was so engaged, in the cross-exam- 
ination of witnesses and attending to his interests 
while said testimony was being taken. Ile further 
states that he procured the services of eminent coun- 
sel to assist him in the management and conduct of 
his case ; that said counsel, after a carcful examina- 
tion of the law, and not knowing the ruling of this 
House inthe case of Vallandigham vs. Campbell, 
gave it as their opinion that your petitioner could 
not legally and regularly serve notice and take 
depositions on his part while contestant was 
engaged in taking testimony under and by virtue 
of his said notice; and that, relying upon the opin- 
ion and advice so given, he deferred the service of 


notice to take testimony in his behalf, hoping that 
contestant would conclude his case in time. But 
he states that contestant continued to take testi- 
mony in proof of important and material facts con- 
nected with the case until tho close of the time 
allowed by law, and for this reason your petitioner 
had no time whatever to serve notice and take tes- 
timony for himself, nor could he have prudently 
done so, as the presence of his counsel was required 
at the taking of contestant’s evidence.”” 

Further than this, it is stated that during 
a large portion of the time the sitting mem- 
ber was unable to take testimony in his own 
behalf; that by reason of sickness he was 
confined to his house. When we take these 
two facts into consideration: 

Mr. HOAR. The fact of his sickness was 
not proved. 

Mr. EAMES. It is stated in the affidavit 
of the sitting member that during a large por- 
tion of this time he was sick and confined to 
his house,so that he was unable to take any 
testimony. Here are two reasons: first, the 
allegation of the sitting member that he was 
ignorant of the law which allowed him to take 
testimony while that of the contestant was 
progressing. In addition to that he states 
that he was advised by eminent legal counsel 
that he had no right whatever to serve a notice 
while testimony on the other side was being 
taken. He asserts further, under oath—and 
he is a member of this House—that he was 
too unwell during a large portion of the time 
to take testimony. 

It was on grounds of this kind that, as one 
of the Committee of Elections, I very reluc- 
tantly dissented from the opinion of the large 
majority of the committee, one other mem- 
ber of the committee [Mr. Tuomas] being 
with me in relation to this matter. I am still 
of precisely the same opinion, and I am so, 
sir, because, in my judgment, it puts a case 
before this House that commends itself to the 
discretion of the House for the short time he 
asks for the purpose of taking this testimony. 
Nor does it furnish to my mind a reasonable 
excuse why he should not be allowed to take 
this testimony simply because of the fact the 
sitting member will hold his seat here under 
the certificate of the Governor Arkansas it 
may be ten or twenty or thirty days longer. 

But for another reason I came to the con- 
clusion I did. Withont knowing anything 
about the political differences in Arkansas, it 
seemed to me, as a member of the committee, 
that unless time were allowed to the sitting 
member to produce the testimony which he 
says is necessary to his case, this case would 
be tried upon evidence which is entirely ex 
parte. Ifthe gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Hazurroy] had not inadvertently stated that 
the Committee of Elections was unanimous on 
this question, and my name had not been 
brought before the House as dissenting from 
the report of the committee, I would not at 
this time have uttered one word; and I only 
state these facts now in order to put myself 
right before the House. As I have said, I 
think it is proper, under all the circumstances 
of this case, that a short period should be 
allowed to the sitting member to take evidence, 
so that the case may not be decided on eg parte 
evidence. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, in one word I 
will reply to all that has been said. If you 
grant the sitting member five days, and he 
does not introduceimportant testimony in that 
time, it will dohimno good. If he does intro- 
duce any important testimony, the contestant 
will have to go to Arkansas to get his witnesses, 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question first recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Hazreron, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. SNYDER demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘Phe yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided | 


in the affirmative—yeas 129, nays 46, not voting 
64; as follows: 
` YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 


Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, George M. Brooks, James Brooks, Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, 
Conger, Cotton, Creely, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eldridge, Farwell, Wilder 
D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, 
Harper, George E, Harris, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. 
Hazleton, John. W. Hazleton, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hill, Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, 
Ketcham, King, Lamison, Lewis, Lowe, Marshall, 
McCormick, MoCrary, McGrew, McHenry, Me- 
Junkin, MeNeely, Mereur, Merriam, Merrick, Ben- 
jamin ¥. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea 
V. Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Porter, Prindle, Randall, Read, Edward Y, Rice, 
John M. Rice, Ritchie, Hillis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Ses- 
sions, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Storm, Stowell, Strong, Swann, Sypher, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Wad- 
dell, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Whiteley, Whit- 
ne of Indiana, and Williams of New 
ork—129, 

NAYS—Messrs. JamesG. Blair, Benjamin F. But- 
ler, Caldwell, Carroll, Conner, Donnan, Du Bose, 
Eames, Finkelnburg, Forker, Garrett, Getz, Golla- 
day, Griffith, Haldeman, Hancock, John T. Harris, 
Havens,‘ Hibbard, Houghton, Killinger, Lansing, 
Leach, Manson, McClelland, McIntyre, Moore ,Mor- 
gan, Niblack, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Price, 
Shober. Sloss. Snyder, Taffe, Terry, Vaughan, Wake- 
man, Walls, Warren,John T.Wilson, and Young—46. 

OT VOTING — Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ames, 
Bell, Bingham, Campbell, William T. Clarke, Free- 
man Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan Comingo, Cox, 
Crebs, Critcher, Crocker, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, 
Dox, Edwards, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Charles 
Foster, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Hale, Halsey, 
Hambleton, Hays, Kendall, Kinsella, Lamport, 
Lynch, Maynard, McKee, McKinney, Morey, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Potter, Rainey, Robinson, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Seeley, Shanks, Worthington C., Smith, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stoughton, St. John, 
Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Van Trump, Voorhees, Wells, Wheeler, 
Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, and 
W ood—64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


During the vote, 

Mr. FRYE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Lyxcu, was detained from the House by ill- 
ness. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, by unanimous 
consent, the reading of the roll was dispensed 
with. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 

The resolution, as amended, was then 
adopted. . ` 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By a rule of 
the House, the third Friday of each month, 
from the hour of two o'clock p. m. until the 
adjournment of that day, shall, when claimed 
by the Committee for the District’ of Colum- 
bia, be devoted exclusively to business reported 
from that committee. The hour of two o'clock 
having arrived, reports from that committee are 
in order. 

DEBT OF WASHINGTON COITY. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER, from the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, reported back, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, with 
sundry amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 876) 
to fund the debt of the city of Washington 
existing June 1, 1871, 

The bill was read. 

In its first section it provides that the Gover- 
nor of the District of Columbia, W. W. Cor- 
coran, Moses Kelly, H. M. Sweeny, and L. J. 
Davis, commissioners of the sinking fund of 
the District of Columbia, and their successors 
in office, are hereby authorized to fund the 
debt of the city of Washington which has been 
or may be found to have existed on the 1st day 
of June, 1871, and is now unpaid; and for that 
purpose the said commissioners are hereby 
directed to issue registered or coupon bonds 
of the said District of Columbia, in denomina- 
tions of $100, or any multiple of that sum, 
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not to exceed the amount of said debt, bear- 
ing interest not to exceed six per cent. per 
annum, payable annually in gold, and hav- 
ing a period to run not more than thirty years 
nor less than fifteen years; and the said com- 
missioners are hereby authorized to negotiate 
the sale of the said bonds, at their discretion, 
and with the proceeds thereof to pay the said 
debt of the city of Washington ; and the prin- 
cipal and interest of said bonds shall be made 
payable at any point within the United States, 
to be named on their face. 

In its second section it provides that the 
Legislative Assembly of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby directed and required to cause 
to be levied upon, and collected from, all tax- 
able property of the city of Washington within 
its corporate limits, a tax, annually, which 
shall be sufficient to pay the interest upon the 
gaid bonds, together with a sinking fund suff- 
cient to retire the said bonds at maturity; the 
said tax to be collected at the same time and 
in the same manner as general annual taxes 
are collected in the said District. 

In its third section it provides that the col- 
lector of the District of Columbia shall pay 
over to the said commissioners, upon their 
requisition being first certified by the auditor 
and comptroller of said District, as is now pro- 
vided by the laws of said District, all the 
moneys collected by virtue of this act; with 
which said moneys the said commissioners shall 
pay, or cause to be paid, the coupons or inter- 
est on said bonds issued by them under the 


provisions of this act; and the residue col- | 


lected as aforesaid, as a sinking fund, the said 
commissioners shall invest in the said bonds 
issued by them, or in the bonds then or there- 
after issued by the District of Columbia, and 
shall cause to be placed upon record, in the 
office of the register of the said District of 
Columbia, a full and complete report of all 
their acts Irerein, on or before the Ist day of 
January of each year. 

In its fourth section it provides that the said 
bonds shall be issued in the name of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and sball show that they 
are so issued in payment of the debt of the city 
of Washington, existing at the date afore- 
named in section one of this act, and shall be 
signed by each of the commissioners afore- 
sald, and countersigned by the register and 
comptroller of the said District; and a proper 
registry shall be kept in the office of the regis- 
ter aforesaid of the number, denomination, 
date of issue. and to whom issued. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I should like 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. Srarx- 
WEATHER] to explain how much the bill allows 
the city to increase the amount of the funded 


debt. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I will give an 
explanation of the-bill after the amendments 
reported by the committee, which are merely 
verbal, have been disposed of. 

The first amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was as follows: 


In line eight of section four, after, the word 
“found,” insert the words ‘‘by the Legislative As- 
sembly; so thatit will read, ‘to fund the debt of 
the city of Washington which bas been or may be 
found by the Legislative Assembly to have existed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was as follows: 

In line twelve of section one, strike out the words 
“one hundred,” and insert the word “fifty”? so 
that it will read, ‘registered or coupon bonds of 
the said District of Columbia, in denominations 
of fifty dollars, or any multiple of that sum.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was as follows: 

In line fifteen, section one, after the word “pay- 
able,” insert the word “semi;” so that it will read, 
“payable semi-annually in-gold.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was as follows: 

In line eighteen, section one, after the word “ dis- 
cretion,” insert the words “at arate of discount not 
to exceed three per cent. upon their par value.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was as follows: 


In lines twenty-one and twenty-two, section one, 
strike out the words “at any point within the Uni- 
ted States to be named on their face,”’ and insert the 
words “in the city of New York ;” so that it will 
read, “and the principal and interest of said bonds 
shall be made payable in the city of New York.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was as follows: 


In line two, section two, strike out the words 
“directed and required,” and insert the word 
“empowered;” so that it will read, “the Legislative 
Assembly of the District of Columbia are hereby 
empowered.” 


The amendment was agreed. to. 


The next amendment was.as follows: 


In section four, at the end of line three, insert 
these words: “found by the Legislative Assembly 
to be due, as provided in section one of this act;” 
so that it will read, “that the said bonds shall be 
issued in the name of the District of Columbia, and 
shall show that they are so issued in payment of the 
debt of the city of Washington, found by the Legis- 
lative Assembly to be due, as provided in section 
one of this act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was as follows: 


In line five, section four, strikeout tho word ‘‘each,”’ 
and insert the words ‘a majority;’’ so thatit will read, 
**shall be signed by a majority of the commissioners 
aforesaid.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was as follows: 


In line six, section four, strike out the word “ regis- 
ter,” and insert the word “‘secretary;” so that it 
will read, “ countersigned by the secretary,’’ &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was as follows : 


In line eight of section four strike out the word 
“aforesaid,” and insert tho words *‘of the said Dis- 
trict; so that it will read, “and a proper registry 
orale kept in the office of the register of the said 

istrict. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The question was on ordering the bill, as 
amended, to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. This bill pro- 
vides for funding the old debt, as it is called, 
of the District of Columbia, or the city of 
Washington; the debt which existed June 1, 
1871, when the new government came into 
operation. That debt is found to amount to 
something like three million dollars, and has 
been in existence—at least some portion of 
it—for quite a numberof years. It consists of 
certificates of indebtedness and checks drawn 
when there were no funds to pay, and accumu- 
lations of debts of various amounts to a large 
number of persons, many of them workmen 
and contractors under the old administra- 
tion. The bill has no reference to matters 
in dispute with reference to the $4,000,000 
loan. It refers entirely to the old indebt- 
edness, about which there is no dispute, and 
the sentiment of all parties in the District is 
entirely in favor of funding this debt. Those 
who have had differences about the new loan 
are united on the propriety of having this old 
debt funded. A full committee considered the 
bill in all its parts, in reference to the denom- 
ination of the bonds, the negotiation of them, 
&c., and having gone through it very care- 
fully, they report if as very desirable for all 
the interests concerned in the city of Wash- 


ington. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. How much will 
this increase the funded debt of the city? 

Mr. SPARKWEATHER. It applies only 
to the old debt. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. How much will 
it increase the amount of indebtedness author- 
ized by the charter act? They were permitted 
by that to go to a certain amount of indebted- 
ness. Does this bill increase that amount? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. This does not 
enlarge the indebtedness at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Docsit enlarge 
the authority of the government of the District 
of Columbia in regard to the size of their debt? 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. It does notaffect 
that question at all. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will state 
in a nutshell what the object of this bill is. 
The old debt of the city of Washington existing 
June 1, 1871, at the time the new government 
cameinto operation, amounts to $2,966,093 27, 
Of that amount the sum of $2,103,661 72 is 
already fanded. There remains the amount of 
$862,481 55, which is termed a floating debt. 
I am reading from the report of a commission 
appointed by the Governor to examine and 
audit the outstanding indebtedness of the city 
of Washington and of the entire District. By 
the organic act which Congress gave to the 
District as the basis of its government, we were 
limited in paying the old indebtedness to the 
levying of a special tax for the purpose. We 
cannot, therefore, through our Legislative As- 
sembly, provide for the payment of this debt 
in the manner proposed by this bill, by funding 
it in loans of sixteen and twenty years. We 
ask, therefore, for this legislation, so that the 
debt may be continued somewhat into” the 
future through the form of a loan, to be funded 
by a sinking fund. Our people feel that they 
are not prepared at this time to pay this debt 
by special taxation. They prefer that it shall 
be continued into the future, and that we shall 
pay the debt by means of this funding principle 
through a sinking fund. I believe there is no 
objection in the entire community to the policy 
proposed in this bill. 

In reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Ohio Lhave this to say: this. bill does not 
affectthe power of our government to increase 
its debt at all; it does not enlarge.the power 
of the General Assembly by an amendment of 
the organic act at all; it only provides for the 
payment of a debt which has been hanging 
over the city government of Washington for 
four or five years, due to laborers, contractors, 
printers, and all the classes of citizens who 
make up this community, running from two 
dollars up to twenty thousand. 

I believe this is all that need be said to ex- 
plain the merits of the bill. If our Legislative 
Assembly were competent to pass it we would 
not have troubled Congress with it. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ido not desire to detain 
the House about this matter, but I will state 
that I have examined this bill pretty thor- 
oughly, and have in committee suggested such 
amendments as I thought would throw around 
it proper guards. 

When it was first suggested that by an act 
of Congress we should allow this debt to be 
funded and bonds issued for it, I was opposed 
to the bill for the reason I thought it better 
that since we had created a local Legislature, 
that Legislature should do all of the legislation 
for this District or Territory. I thought it 
impolitic and unwise for Congress to interfere 
with their legislation and run a line of legis- 
lation side by side with theirs. It was sug- 
gested by those who understand the condition 
of the cities of Washington and Georgetown 
that this was the only subject upon which Con- 
gress would be called upon to act, and which 
would be ended by the action of Congress. 

There was another reason suggested, that 
this indebtednes which it is proposed to fund 
belongs to the city of Washington, and not to 
the entire District. The city of Georgetown 
has an indebtedness of its own, which it pro- 
poses to pay at once, and without issuing bonds 
or asking credit. It wasthought best for Con- 
gress, instead of amending the organic act, to 
pass this bill authorizing the funding of this 
debt, to be paid by assessment by the city of 
Washington. 

I have no doubt myself, on looking at the 
organic act, that the Legislature of the Dis- 
trict have themselves the power to fund this 
debt; but it was suggested that lawyers of great 
ability had expressed a doubt upon the subject, 
which would probably lessen the value of the 
bonds. We therefore, upon full consideration, 
thought that the best thing to be done was to 
pass this bill, and we made such amendments 
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to it as seemed in our opinion to guard it from 
any possibility of speculation upon these bonds, 
or of injury to the city of Washington or to the 
District of Columbia. 

_ It will be perceived at once that there is no 
other legislation of alike nature that can be 
required, because this is the old debt of the 
city of Washington, a debt which has existed 
for many years, and some of which is called 
the floating debt of Washington. It has no 
relation to the present condition of affairs in 
the District of Columbia. While I would not 
consent that Congress should be legislating 
upon the same subject-matter that the Legis- 
lature of the District of Columbia is called to 
legislate upon as regards matters of current 
legislation, yet as this is a matter to be closed 
up by this act, I gave my consent to this bill, 
and think it is the best thing that can be done. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. Iwill hear it, certainly. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Why is it that 
the Legislature of the District of Columbia 
cannot pass a bill that will answer the purpose 
of this bill? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I remarked a moment 
ago that in my judgment there is power, under 
the organic act, for the Legislature of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to legislate upon this matter. 
But the reasou why it was thought best not to 
pursue that course was that there was a doubt 
expressed by legal gentlemen in this District, 
and. by financial gentlemen who would prob- 
ably invest in these bonds which are to be 
authorized by this bill, whether the Legislature 
of the District of Columbia could act upon this 
matter. Therefore, as the bonds might be 
lessened in value should the Legislature of 
this District take action, in order to remove all 
doubt, and to give the highest possible value 
that could be given to the bonds authorized to 
be issued under this bill, it is proposed that 
Congress shall pass a bill in relation to this 
matter. Gentlemen have expressed an opinion 
that there is no power given by the organic 
act to the Legislature of the District of Colum- 
bia to legislate upon this subject. But, as I 
have already remarked, differing in opinion 
from them as I do, considering that the Legis- 
lature of this District has power to legislate 
upon this subject, yet I have yielded any oppo- 
sition I at first had to Congress legislating 
upon this subject, and assented to this bill 
because of the view expressed that it would 
increase the value of these bonds, and that it 
would be best for the District of Columbia to 
take this action. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. I now yield to 
the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. POLAND.] 

Mr. POLAND. ‘There seemed to be no 
question in the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, as there seems to be no question 
among the people of this District, in relation to 
the propriety of this measure for funding this 
debt. It is to be observed that this debt, which 
it is proposed. hy this bill shall be funded, is 
not a debt of the District of Columbia, but a 
debt of the city of Washington. Heretofore 
the District of Columbia, as such, has had no 
debt. It was divided up into various sub- 
divisions, known asthe corporations of the city 
of Washington, the city of Georgetown, and 
the county of Washington, each of which had 
its own individual debts. It is now proposed, 
ag the debt of the city of Washington, the old 
debt, the floating debt, asitissometimestermed, 
is of quite a large amount, that it shall be put 
in the form of bonds and funded, so as to 
extend it over a considerable period of time. 

As I have said, there was no question in the 
committee, there was no question raised by 
anybody that I know of, as to the propriety of 
this being done. ‘The only. question we had 
about it in the committee concerning which we 
had any considerable discussion, was whether 
it was necessary for Congress to do this thing, 
or whether it might be done by the Legislative 
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| Assembly of the District of Columbia, under 
the organic act which we passed during the 
last Congress. If the organic act did not give 
this power to the District Legislature, then the 
question presented itself whether the better 
course was for us to pass this act, or to so 
amend the organic act as to give the District 
Legislature authority to do it. 

Now, sir, I think it is quite clear—and that 
is the inquiry that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SHELLABARGER] put to my colleague, 
[Mr. ELprIpee}]—that the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the District of Columbia has no such 
power. The corporations into which this 
District was subdivided before we passed the 
organic act of the last Congress, the city of 
Washington, the city of Georgetown, and the 
county of Washington, are all wiped out by 
that organic act; their charters are repealed, 
are now extinct. , 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Has the city of 
Washington no mayor now ? 

Mr. POLAND. Certainly it has no mayor. 
I will read the section of the organic act to 
which I allude. Itis as follows: 

“Sro. 40. And he it further enacted, That the char- 
tersofthecities of Washington and Georgetown shall 
be repealed on and after the ist day of June, A. D. 
1871, and all offices of said corporations abolished at 
that date; the levy court of the District of Columbia 
andall offices connected therewith shall beabolished 
on and after said Ist day of June, A.D.1871; but all 
laws and ordinances of said cities, respectively, and 
of said levy court, not inconsistent with this act, 
shall remain in full force until modified or repealed 
by Congress or the Legislative Assembly of said Dis- 
trict; that portion of said District included within 
the present limits of the city of Washington shall 
continue to be known as the city of Washington, and 
that portion of said District included within the lim- 
its of the city of Georgetown shall continue to be 
known as the city of Georgetown; and the Legisla- 
tive Assembly shall have power to levy a special 
tax upon property, except the property of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, within the city of 
Washington for the payment of the debts of said 
city; and upon property, except the property of the 
Government of the United States, within the limits 
of the city of Georgetown for the payment of the 
debts of said city; and upon property, except the 
property of the Government of the United States, 
within said District not included within the limits 
of either of said cities to pay any debts owing by that 
portion of said District.” 

We have by this organic act made the Dis- 
trict and the Legislative Assembly of the Dis- 
trict a sort of administrator upon all these 
municipal corporations. They are continued 
in existence merely for the purpose of collect- 
ing whatever debts may be due from them; 
and the Legislative Assembly is empowered 
by the organic act to levy taxes upon each of 
these portions of the District to pay any exist- 
ing debt of the respective portions. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Special taxes. 

Mr. POLAND. Yes, sir; special taxes. 
This is all the authority that is given to the 
Legislative Assembly upon this subject. It 
was suggested in the committee that the better 
way might be to amend the organie act; but 
inasmuch as no question of this kind can be 
raised hereafter, as these corporations are 
abolished so that they can create no further 
debt, and as legislation upon this subject will 
be the end of the matter, the committee 
thought it better that an act of Congress 
should be passed, for the reason, as stated by 
my colleague on the committec, the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, [Mr. Expripce,] that 
the security will be regarded as more valuable 
if authorized by an act of Congress rather than 
by an act of the District Legislature. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Are these to be 
bonds of the District? 

Mr. POLAND. In answer to the gentleman 
from Missouri I will say that the bonds to be 
issued will be bonds of the District of Colum- 
bia, but the money to pay the interest and the 
principal of those bonds is to be collected by 
the General Assembly from that portion of the 
District now owing the debt. I think it quite 
clear thatthe Legislative Assembly hasno other 
authority in relation to these municipal cor- 
porations, which by the organic act have been 


wiped out, than to administer upon them in 
the way that the organic act authorizes. Hence 
it was necessary that Congress should either 
act directly on this question, or amend the or 
ganic act so as to authorize the Legislative 
Assembly to do so.- The passage of a bill of 
this kind by Congress is the shorter mode, and 
for a great variety of considerations was deemed 
the better way. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. MERRICK. Lhope the gentleman will 
not insist upon the call of the previous ques- 
tion. I have an amendment which I would be 
glad to offer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [ Mr. STARKWEATHER | 
insist on the demand for the previous ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I will waive it 
for a moment to hear the amendment. 

Mr. MERRICK. I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of 
the first section : 

That the holder of any of thestock debt of the city 
of Washington shall be at liberty to commute the 
said stock so held by him, or any part thereof, ut par 


for an equal amount of bonds proposed to be issued 
under this act. 


Mr. CREBS. There can be no objection to 


that. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. I suppose there 
is no objection to that amendment, although 
the proposition has not been considered in 
committee. I would accept the amendment 
if I had the power. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I think the amendment 
should not be adopted in the precise form in 
which it is offered. I was about to suggest to 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mernicr] 
that this is not, as I understand, astock indebt- 
edness. 

Mr. MERRICK. There is a very large 
stock indebtedness of the city of Washington, 
a very large six per cent. debt of the corpora- 
tion, the interest on which is payable quar- 
terly or semi-annually; andit would be nothing 
more than reasonable.-—— 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Willthe gentleman hear,- 
my statement? I know he will agree to my . 
suggestion if he will only listen. I desire that 
the amendment shall not apply specially to 
any stock indebtedness, if there be such. Let 
the words of the amendment be broad enough 
to allow to avy person who may hold any in- 
debtedness included in this bill, the oppor- 
tunity of taking a corresponding amount of 
the bonds to be issued under this act. 

Mr. MERRICK. Ihave no objection at all 
to such a modification of my amendment. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I knew the gentleman 
would have no objection when he heard my 
proposition. If the amendment be so modi- 
fied as to apply to all classes of indebtedness, 
I think it will be very proper, and I shall sup- 
port it. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as modified, 
as follows: 

That the holdor of any of the debt of the said city 
of Washington shall be at liberty to commute the 
debt so held by him, or any part thereof, at par, for 
an equal amount of the bonds proposed to be issued 
under this act. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I suggest the insertion 
of the words ‘“‘any of said debt,” so that it 
may refer expressly to this debt. There may 
be other debts than this which we now pro- 
vide for. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. Itappears to me 
there will be no difficulty, These parties will, 
I think, be able to get these bonds without 
trouble. There may be objections to this as 
affecting parties holding this floating debt. 

Mr. MERRICK. As the bill was originally 
read, it was a constraint upon these parties, and 
no privilege at all was accorded to any of them 
to participate in the bonds which are proposed 
to be issued. The simple proposition is to 
allow those who hold the old debt to commute 
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whatever portion they may hold and take these 
new bonds. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. TI do not object 
to the amendment, and will now call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SURVEY OF HARBOR AT WASHINGTON. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 1074) providing for the sur- 
vey of the harbor and river at Washington, 
District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
chief of engineers of the United. States Army, 
the engineer in charge of public buildings and 
grounds, the Governor of the District of Colum- 
bia, Alexander R. Shepherd, and Carlisle P. 
Patterson, who all serve without compensation, 
are hereby created a board of survey, and are 
empowered and instructed to examine into the 
condition of the harbors and landings for ves- 
sels from the Anacostia bridge on the Eastern 
branch along the entire water-front of the city 
of Washington to and including the harbor of 
Georgetown; and the board are directed to 
report to Congress at as early a day as prac- 
ticable a full and comprehensive plan for open- 
ing, improving, and developing the water chan- 
nel, so as to secure the best possible harbor 
facilities along said water-front. The board 
are also directed to take into consideration 
the sanitary effect upon the city of Washing- 
ton, and the feasibility of reclaiming ia any 
improvement suggested the swamp and marsh 
lands along said water-front; provided that 
any expenses attending said report shall not 
exceed $1,000, and shall be paid by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. | This bill merely 
provides for the survey under the officers 
named of the river and harbor at Washington, 
District of Columbia, and I do not suppose 
there can be any objection to it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF TEXAS FRONTIER. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1075) 
to provide for payment to the State of Texas 
for money disbursed by said State for protec- 
tion of the frontier prior to the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The understanding is, 
of course, that the bill is not to be brought 
back by the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is cov- 
ered by the new rule of the House. 

NEW POST ROADS. 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to offer a bill to 
establish two post roads of about ten miles 
each in length, and ask unanimous consent 
that it be put upon its passage now. A new 
railroad has just been set in operation in 
our State—— 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ifthe gentleman would 
strike off one fourth of a mile his bill would go 
through without objection. [Laughter.] 


| chain ”’ 


Mr. POLAND. I ask unanimous consent | By Mr. CLARKE: of Texas: The petition of 


to have it passed now. 

There was no objection; and by unanimous 
consent the bill (H. R. No. 1076) establishing 
certain post roads in Vermont was read three 
times, and passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF TRUSTEES. 


Mr. McGREW. Iask unanimous consent 
to introduce two bills for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will it not 
answer the gentleman’s purpose to have his 
bills come in under the rule on Monday? 

Mr. McGREW. I wish to have them intro- 
duced to-day, because there are parties here 
who desire to go before the Committee of 
Claims in support of them. 

There was no objection ; and, by unanimous 
consent, a bill (H. R. No. 1077) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
church at Mill Creek, Bunker Hill, Berkeley 
county, West Virginia, was introduced, read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims, 

Mr. McGREW also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1078) for the 
relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal church at Martinsburg, West Virginia ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims, 

MONEY APPROPRIATED FOR TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, in answer toa resolution 
of the House of January 18, 1872, in relation 
to money appropriated for the State of Texas 
under the acts of March 3, 1859, and June 23, 
1860; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unani- 
mous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting the 
names of the clerks and all other persons em- 
ployed in the Department of State, or in any 
of its offices, during the year 1871; which was 
referred to the Committée on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB FLEISHALL. 

Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw, from the files of 
the House the papers in the case of Jacob 
Fleishall. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at two o’clock and forty min- 
utes p. m. ) the House adjourned until Monday. 


I move that the House 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of cap- 
tains and pilots on the Mississippi river, for 
improvement of navigation over the ‘‘ cabin 
in that river. 

Also, the petition of pensioners, asking that 
pensions may be made payable by postmas- 
ters. . 
By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Miss Mary A. Conkin, of Tennessee, 
praying a pension. ee 

By Mr. CARROLL: A petition for a pen- 
sion to Amos C. Rhoades, late of company 
E, one hundred and twenty-third New York 
volunteers, in the war of 1861. 


Also, a petition for a pension to Wynant | 
Van Denburgh, dependent father of James C. | 
Van Denburgh, late of company G, seventy- 


seventh New York volunteers, in the war of the 
rebellion. 


George J. Elam, late collector of internal rev- 
enue in Texas, for relief; his money having 
been taken from him by desperadoes. 

ByMr.CREBS: The petition of J. M. Stock- 
fleth and 16 others, liquor-dealers of Cairo, 
Illinois, praying the consolidation of all taxes 
on distilled spirits, &c.. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition and accompany- 
ing papers of Charles W. Adams for relief. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: The remonstrance: of 
D. W. Roy and others, citizens of Mercer 
county, Pennsylvania, against a change in the 
existing tariff laws. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Judson 
Gantield and others, of New Haven, Con- 
necticut, for an amendment of the law taxing 
spirits, &c. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of A. J. 
Morehouse, asking to be promoted from mate 
to master on the retired list of the Navy. 

By Mr. LAMISON: The petition of Crow- 
ley, Dixon & Co. and others, of Kenton, Ohio, 
in relation tothe reduction and equalization of 
tax and licenses on the sale and manufacture 
of liquors. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of 78 
citizens of Claiborne county, Tennessee, late 
soldiers in the Army of the United States, 
praying bounty land and the equalization of 
bounties. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
William J. Markell and 53 others, citizens of 
Monongahela City, Pennsylvania, asking the 
passage of a law establishing a uniform rate 
of tax on all manufactured tobacco of sixteen 
cents per pound. 

By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of W. H. 
Wilson, late corporal company A, second Iowa 
infantry, for a pension. 

By Mr. MceJUNKIN: The petition of Mrs. 
Martha M. B. McCulloch, of Freeport, Penn- 
sylvania, widow of Dr. W. P. McCulloch, 
deceased, late a surgeon in the Army, praying 
that she may be granted a pension, &e. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of Iva 
Broshears, of Spencer county, Indiana, a sol- 
dier in the late civil war, praying certain 
amendments to the homestead laws, rendering 
their provisions more liberal to soldiers. 

Also, the memorial of N. F. Carr & Co., G. 
B. Brigham & Co., and a considerable num- 
ber of other persons, citizens of Hvansville, 
Indiana, praying a readjustment of the tax on 
distilled spirits. n 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Stephen 
D. Jones, William Troy, J. Anderson Taylor, 
Lewis Lindsey, D. B. Brooks, W. J. 8. Bowie, 
and others, citizens of Richmond, Virginia, 
and D. M. Norton, Henry Cox, Robert Norton, 
William H. Patterson, McD. Delaney, James 
Lipscomb, and others, members of the Legis- 
lature of Virginia, praying the passage by Con- 
gress of the bill offered by Mr. PorTER at the 
last session, known as a bill to provide for the 
removal of civil and criminal causes from the 
State courts to Federal courts, and the com- 
mencement of such causes thercin, in the States 
named in said bill. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Dill and others ; 
Scott Toliver and others; Messrs. George & 
Boykin, Wise Brothers, and others; George P. 
Prescott and others; and Alexander Cameron 
and others, all citizens of Richmond, Virginia ; 
and of John H. Porter and others, citizens of 
Manchester, Virginia, praying Congress to es- 
tablish a uniform rate of tax on all descriptions 
of manufactured tobacco entering the market 
for consumption, at the rate of sixteen cents 
per pound. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of C. H. 
Latrobe and Benjamin H. Latrobe, praying 
investigation into the subject of steam-boiler 
explosions. ; 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Genesee county, New York, 
se a pension be granted to Thomas R. Hart- 
WICK. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday 
last was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which concurrence was requested : 

A bill (H.. R. No. 876) to fund the debt of 
the city of Washington existing June 1, 1871; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1074) providing for the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washington, 
District of Columbia ; : 

A bill (Hl. R. No. 1076) establishing certain 
post roads in Vermont; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1068) granting a pension 
to Martha B. Williams; and : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1078) granting a pension 
to Sarah Whiting. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Postmaster General rela- 
tive to the persons liable as sureties for the 
defalcation of Mr. Norton, late money order 
clerk in the New York city post office; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, communicating, in 
obedience to law, the report of the board of 
officers organized to examine into the cases of 
such officers as may deem themselves unjustly 
passed over by promotions made in conformity 
with the act of Congress approved July 25, 
1866; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolu- 

tions of the Legislature of South Carolina, in 

` favor of the removal of the political disabili- 

ties of H. W. Carter, A. J. Stringer, and W. F. 

Coleock; which were referred to the select 

Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

He also presented resolutions signed by R. 
W. White, chairman, and William Cantwell, 
secretary. of the first congressional district 
Republican committee, of Savannah, Georgia, 
stating that some of their citizens are deprived 
of civil rights by railroads, steamboat compa- 
nies, hotel-keepers, and others, who deny them 
accommodations which they readily accord to 
aliens, non-tax-payers, &e., and therefore pray 
for the passage of the supplementary civil tights 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWNLOW presented the petition of 
Susan Patton, of McMinn county, Tennessee, 
widow of Jobn Patton, praying that she be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUMNER. TI present the memorial of 
a large number of citizens of Massachusetts, 
being claimants and heirs of claimants for 
French spoliations, in which they sct forth 
their losses from France and the existing obli- 
gations of the national Government to pay those 
losses and make them good. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, SUMNER. I also present a petition 
from the students of Lincoln University, in 
Pennsylvania, asking the Senate to speedily 
pass the bill known as the supplementary civil 
rights bill; also a similar petition from Robert 
W. Stokes and one hundred and four others, 
of New Madrid, Missouri; also a similar 
petition from the officers and members of 
the Young Men’s Christian Association of 
Wilmington, Delaware; also a similar petition 
from William P. Powell, notary public, and 
one hundred and sixty-four others, of New 
York city. I move that these petitions He on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I also offer the memorial 
of the colored people of the United States in 
convention assembled at Columbia, South Car- 
olina, on the 18th day of October, 1871, which 
convention, in the name òf all American citi- 
zens of African descen t, memorialize Congress 
“to enact into law the supplementary civil 
rights bill introduced by Hon. CHARLES SUM- 
NER and now pending in the Senate of the 
United States.” This memorial is very brief, 
very significant, very precise, and, in my judg- 
ment, unanswerable. It says: 


“ As among American citizens there isno discrimin- 
ation in regard to duties, so there should be none 
in regard torights. The Constitution of the United 
States guarantics equal rights and privileges to 
every class of citizens, and it is repugnant to its 
spirit that any discrimination should be made 
against any citizen on account of race or color, in 
the enjoyment of a publie privilege. - American citi- 
zens of African-descent are found among the execu- 
tive officers and lawgivers in many of the States of 
this great Republic; others are found occupying, 
with honor to themselves and without discredit to 
the country, seats in the national Legislature, while 
others, with becoming dignity, represent the Gov- 
ernment of the United States abroad in its diplo- 
matic corps. , 3 } 

“Many thousands of these died that this nation 
might live, and in the recent great rebellion they 
often bore the honor of the Republic on the points 
of their bayonets, side by side with their white com- 
rades in arms. The shot and shell from rebel guns, 
or the equally fatal pestilence of the hospital and the 
prison-pen, made no discrimination in their favor 
then; therefore the nation that they aided unflinch- 
ingly to save should permit none against them now, 
You have the power to prevent the centinuance of 
this great injustice, and to you we confidently look 
for the enactment of a measure which will every- 
where on American soil protect the American citi- 
zen, whatever may be his color, against a degrading 
discrimination. In the most refined capitals of Eu- 
rope the privileges that this billis designed to secure 
have long since been accorded to tho colored man 
equally with the white, and upon precisely the same 
terms. ‘This being thecase under monarchies avow- 
edly founded upon distinctions in caste, it should 
no longer be the reproach of the Republic that 
four millions of its citizens enjoy abroad privileges 
denied them at home. | . 

“This is á civic ‘disability’ imposed upon us for 
no crimes committed by us against the laws of our 
country, and justice demands the passage of the bill 
in question as the first great act of national amnesty, 
Accord amnesty to others in aes own good time, if 
in your wisdom you so will, but grantit to us now, 
for we have not offended against your laws. The 
‘disabilities’ we labor under have arisen from no 
act of our own, nor by any act of ours can they be 
removed. Pass this bill, and you complete the noble 
arch of the American emancipation. You will thus 
prove to the world that the American Republic in 
its beneficence_has the will, as well as the power, to 
enforce the rights of the bumblest citizen who yields 
obedience to its laws,” ` 


This memorial, so admirable in form, is 
signed by Robert B. Elliott, James M. Simms, 
Richard Nelson, Josiah T. Walls, Isaac Myers, 
Benjamin A. Bosemon, jr., F. C. Antoine, J. 
F. Quarles, and F. G. Barbadoes, committee 
on behalf of the Colored Men’s Southern State 
Convention. I ask that this memorial take its 
place with the other petitions and memorials 
on the same subject. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HARLAN presented the petition of 
Rufus M. Pickel, formerly assessor of internal 
revenue for the first district of Iowa, praying 
to be relieved from the payment of certain 
internal revenue stamps alleged to have been 
lost in transit from Washington city to Mount 
Pleasant, Iowa; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have received and 
been requested to present to the Senate the 
memorial of John M. Scoté and others, stating 
that they hold the right of their ancestors to 
some lands granted before the adoption of the 
Constitution to the heads of families in the 
State of Illinois, that they have been deprived 
of those lands, and they ask that the Govern- 
ment of the United States will now issue to 
them land-warrants, that they may locate upon 
other lands in lieu of those to which they were 
entitled by grant made by Congress before the 
adoption of the Constitution. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 


tions, numerously signed by citizens of the city 
of Chicago, praying for the remission of duties 
upon materials for the construction of build- 
ings in the burnt district of that city, and also 
a resolution passed by the board of county 
commissioners of Cook county, Ilinois, on 
the same subject, asking that this relicf be 
extended to all the citizens of Chicago in erect- 
ing buildings, whether inside or outside of the 
burnt district. As I understand the commit- 
tee will report upon this subject this morning, 
or are prepared to do so, I move that the 
memorials lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I have also a petition 
from tax-payers of Livingston county, in the 
State of Illinois, in favor of a reform in the 
tariffs so as to make it more nearly a system 
of duties for revenue instead of protection. 
I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON. Ipresent a remonstrance 
from workers in Potts Grove Iron- Works, of 
Pottstown, Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, 
against a change of the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing the duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country. The petitioners say they ‘‘are ad- 
vised and believe such action will be urged 
upon your honorable bodies by the English cap- 
italists who maintain the Free-Trade League”? 
now existing in this country ; and they respect- 
fully pray for the repeal of all duties on tea 
and coffee, and such other articles of necessity 
or comfort as cannot be produced in the United 
States; and they further pray ‘‘ that as repre- 
sentatives of the American people, you will 
take care that duties shall be so adjusted as to 
encourage and defend every home industry, 
and to foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer.” 

Thave also a similar petition from working- 
men in the county of Lancaster, and a similar 
petition from the iron-works of Middletown, 
Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, on the same 
subject, and pretty much in the same words ; 
all of which I move to refer to the Committee 
on Finance. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON presented two petitions 
from citizens of the western part of Pennsyl- 
vania, headed by Governor John W. Geary 
and other men who served in the late war, 
praying a bounty of eight and one third dol- 
lars per month to each soldier for the time he 
served, and an amendment to the twenty-fifth 
section of the act of July 15, 1870, so as to 
allow soldiers and sailors to enter the land 
therein allowed without the requirements of 
settlement and cultivation; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON presented the memoriai of 
the Women’s Economical Garden Homestead 
League, praying the enactment of a woman's 
homestead law, and that one half of all lands 
granted to railroads, &c., and of that reserved 
for homesteads along the lines of such grants 
shall be held for settlement by women; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Lucyna 
Hathaway, praying to be allowed a pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of George W. 
Morse, praying an extension of his patents 
Nos. 15995 and 15996 for an improvement in 
fire-arms; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. NYE presented a petition of citizens of 
Nevada, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Wells’s station to Pioche in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I present the petition of 
several citizens of St. Louis representing the 


Mr. .TRUMBULL, -Ishave .some-six sete aLiquor.Dealers’. Association, praying for cer- 
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tain modifications of the revenue laws, and as 
this petition contains some very valuable sug- 
gestions, I think it would be well to have it 


printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Senator from 
Missouri asks for the printing of the peti- 
tion presented by him... The Chair hears no 
objection, and that order will be made. The 
perinion will be referred to the Committee on 

inance. — Po peat et 

Mr. ANTHONY. Tdo not like to interpose 
an objection to the printing of memorials, 
and I shall not in this case; but the practice 
is becoming very frequent here of having 
memorials printed. The memorialists almost 
always ask to have them printed. It is against 
the rules of the Sénate, and I think the prac: 
tice is of evil example. I shall not object, 
however, in this case, but I hope Senators will 
recollect that it puts a great deal of duty on 
the Printing Office, crowded as it always is 
with morning business, and it is contrary to 
the rules of the Senate. : f 

Mr. RICE presented a petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying that'a part of the Little 
Rock land district, be, attached to the Harrison 
land district; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the'petition of Cap- 
tain Isaac V. Dennis, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a petition of James 
T. Smith, now a resident of Washington city, 
asking that the homestead laws may be so mod- 
ified that the time the soldiers and sailors 
served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the war of the rebellion may, 
after two years’ actual residence, be deducted 
from the time of five years’ residence now 
required ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Louisa Normandin, praying the. payment of 
arrears of pension due:her son; which. was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented: the petition of Mary 
Mudgett, of New York, praying arrears of 
pension due her son; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of a large num- 
ber of soldiers, citizens of New York, praying 
a bounty of $8 334 per month to each soldier 
for.the time he served, and an amendment to 
the twenty-fifth section of the act of July 15, 
1870, so as to allow the'soldiers and sailors to 
enter the land therein allowed without the 
requirement of settlement and cultivation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

Mr. MORTON presented a petition of cigar 
manufacturers and cigar makers, citizens of 
the tenth congressional district of Indiana, 
praying an increase of the tariff on imported 
cigars to the extent at least of three dollars 
per pound, and fifty per cent. ad valorem, set- 
ting forth that the increasing value of paper 
currency, the high priċe of domestic tobacco, 
and the internal revenue tax on domestic 
cigars have brought foreign cigarsinto danger- 
ous competition with the industry of manufac- 
turing cigars in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Indiana, praying the enactment of aspecial act 
- for the relief of Richard M. Rucker, late second 
lieutenant seventy-first Indiana volunteers, by 
granting him a pensión ag second lieutenant ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
George W. Trueheart, praying an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a petition of 
the Grand Army of the Republic of Wisconsin, 
praying a modification of the law in’ relation 
to discharged soldiers so as to dispense with 
the necessity of actual residence for any par- 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 31. 


ticular period: of time on their part ‘before 
receiving title. to the lands located by them, 
and an extension of the time for application 
for pensions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie:Lands. 


_Mr. SAWYER presented: a resolution. of | 


the Legislature of South Carolina in favor. of 
the removal of the political disabilities of 
H. W. Carter and Andrew J. Stringer of that 
State; which was: referred to the select Com- 


mittee on the Removal of Political Disabili- 


ties.” 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina in favor of the re- 
moval of the political disabilities of W. F. Col- 
cock, of that State; which was referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities, 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of 
Theodore Lyman Moody, heir and for the 
co-heirs of Joseph Moody, deceased, of Ken- 
nebunk, Maine, praying indemnification for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to 
the year 1801; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COLE. I present a petition signed by 
the Governor of California and several ex- 
Governors, by the mayor of San Francisco and 
several ex-mayors, and by nearly all the pub- 
lishers of newspapers there, as well as by most 
of the leading merchants and citizens of San 
Francisco, asking Congress to, establish a two- 
dime coin, and setting forth the great incon- 
venience that is suffered in that State by reason 
of the present denomination of the coinage 
issued under the laws of the United States. 
I move that this petition be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and I hope that it will 
receive prompt and favorable action. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
Eleanor C. Ramsey, praying to be allowed 
arrears of pension; which was referred to:the 
Coéfamittee on Pensions, 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of Wil- 
liam H. Bryant, of Pensacola, Florida, praying 
the removal of his political disabilities; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am requested to present 
some fifteen memorials from citizens of vari- 
ous portions of the State of Oregon, all in the 
following langage: ; 

To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
assembled : 

We, the undersigned citizens of the State of Ore- 
gon, would respectfully represent that, under color 
of declarative pretense, in pursuance of the act of 
Congress approved March 12, 1860,the Legislature 
of the State of Oregon, at its last session, passed an 


act providing for thoselection and sale of the swamp 
and overflowed lands belonging to the State of: Ore- 


-gon; and that under the provisions of the said act 


of the Legislature, land speculators, members of the 
Legislature and their confréres, made out prior to the 
passage of said act filings to cover nearly all the 
lands claimed to be of the character denominated 
swamp and overflowed lands, thereby creating a 
monopoly to the great injury of landless and labor- 
ing citizens; and further, by the acts of the commis- 
sioners appointed to make the selections of swamp 
and overflowed lands, preémptors and homestead 
settlers are being deprived of their just rights, in 
direct violation of the spirit of the said act of Çon- 
gress, and in, opposition to the genius of republican 
institutions, 

The greater part of the lands thus claimed are 
made valuable only. on account. of the overflow, 
thereby producing the finest of hay lands, without 
which large districts of country would be rendered 
wholly unfit for settlement. 

Therefore, believing that the grant of Congress 
has lapsed, and the subject-matter fallen under the 
direct power and control of Congress, we respectfully 
ask for such legislation as will secure to actual set- 
tiers, in limited quantities, under the provisions of 
the homestead and ‘preémption rights all lands that 
are of sufficient value tojustify such settlements. 

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, shall ever 
pray, &e. : ; 


I bave also received from other citizens of 


|| the State letters in which they set forth that 


this district of country embraces high rolling 
lands, and that it is necessary for these lands 
to be held in connection with the dry lands 
from which to cut hay in the winter, and there- 
fore they desire that the homestead and pre- 


] move the reference “of ‘these 


| on‘ Post Offices and Post Roads: 2°" 


Committee on Public*Lands.’~: 
The motion was agreed tos 66 0) ~ 
Mr. SCOTT: presented a memorial ‘of 

zens of ‘Newcastle, Pennsylvania, bookéelle: 

stationers, and job printers, proteating against 
the sale of stamped envelopes ‘by the Govern- >: 
ment; which was referred to the ‘Committee | 


.Mr. HITCHCOCK presented the memorial 
of Hampton B- Denman; superintendent of 
Indian affairs for ‘the: northern supetintend: 
ency, praying the passage: of a bill: granting 
him relief on account of certain public moneys 
stolen from him at Omaha, Nebraska; which 
was referred to the Committee. on- Indian 
Affairs. 9° | ; pork cated delet 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present ‘the petition 
of Mary Ann Ri Lee, touching the Arlington 
estate, The petitioner states that the Ailing- 
ton estate was devised to her -by her father, 
George W. P. Custis, for life, and at her death 
to her eldest son.: She states that during’ the 
war the whole estate was sold ‘for taxes; for 
ninety-two dollars; that the sale: was: irreg- 
ular. She says in her petition that'she under- 
stands the property is devoted by the Govern- 
ment to the purposes of a national cemétery; 
that she does not desire to disturb the United 
States in the possession of the property for 
that purpose, and simply asks that her ‘claith 
be investigated, and that if found good the 
United States Government pay ber for ‘the 
property. I move that the petition’ be printed 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. ` Patai ieden A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The Senator from Virginia also asks thatit 
be printed. If there is no objection to that 
‘motion, the printing will be ordered, The 
Chair hears no objection; and that: orderis 
made. f tipam TAE. 

Mr. WEST presented a petition of the Mer- 
chants’ and Manufacturers’ Board of Trade 
of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, setting forth the 
advantages of that locality as a suitable ‘place 
for a navy-yard on the Mississippi river; and 
earnestly calling the attention’of Congress to 
that fact; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ee i saati 

He also presented & memorial of citizens of 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, praying aid to estab: 
lish an iron-ship and boat building yard in the ` 
Mississippi valley; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ° i 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Abi- 
gail Warner Hank, ‘heir and for the co-heirg 
of Benjamin Connor, deceased, of St. Lowis, 
Missouri, praying indemnifieation’ for ‘spolia- 
tions committed by the French prior to the 
year 1801; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations.: LAR ECE Ri 

He also presented a petition of F.L. Ridg- 
ley and other underwriters of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, praying that an amendment be ‘made to 
the present: law in regard to the safety of life 
and property on board of steamboats, requir- 
Ing all hay that maybe transported on steam- 
boats, that is stowed on the forecastle, on the 
guards, or in the deck-room of the steamboat, 
to be baled and securely covered with tar- 
paulins; which was referred to the. Committee 
on Commerce.: 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition of citizens 
of Virginia belonging to the German Reformed 
church of Winchester, Virginia, asking com- 
pensation for damages inflicted on their church 
‘during the late rebellion ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 2. |: i 
- He also presented the petitions of. Mann 
Spitler, of Page county, Virginia; of Dr: A. 
M. Newman, of Rockingham county, Virginia; 
of Gilbert S. Meem, of Mount Jackson, Shen- 
andoah valley, Virginia; of. Charles A. Yancey, 
of Rockingham county, Virginia; and of James. 
H. Ballard, of Roanoke county, Virginiaypray- 
ing the removal of their political disabilities 3 
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which,.were. referred. to the. select Committee 
“othe Removal of Political Disabilities. 
"Mis STEVENSON presented the petition of 
= W., W. Bradley and; others, Federal . soldiers 

“of .Harrison county, Kentucky, praying an 
amendment to the: act of July 15, 1870, so as 
to provide for the equalization of pensions. and 
‘pounty lands. by abolishing the requirements 
of: -that..act.as to settlement and cultivation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
ands... 260.5. a EPH : Leon 
.. Mr.. PERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of, George F.. Tracy, of Bridgeport, 
Connecticut, setting forth that he is postmas- 
ter. of. that place, that the post, office was en- 
tered and robbed of a large amount of stamps, 
and praying that-he may be relieved. from the 
obligation of reimbursing the Government 
therefor ; which was referred tothe Committee 
on. Post Offices and Post Roads... 

..Mr, SCHURZ presented the petition of 
Philip Gordon, a soldier in.a regiment of New 
"York volunteers, praying inquiry into the cir- 
cumstances connected. with, the murder of 
Ellen Gordon; which was referred to the Com- 
smittee.on. Military. A fairse o.. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying the passage of an.act 
„granting soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
‘served iu tho: .war of. the rebellion a bounty of 
$8 384 per month, deducting bounties already 

aid; which was referred to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. 3 ' 
. He also presented. a. petition of citizens of 
Mlinois, praying the retention of the existing 
tariff on articles suecessially produced in the 
United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

_ He also. presented a petition of citizens of 
Ilinois, praying the remittance of duties and 
taxes on materials entering into the construc- 
tion of buildings in the city of Chicago; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board 
of. Commerce. of Chicago, Illinois,-praying the 
remittance of the duty and tax on all mate- 
rial entering into the construction of buitd- 
ings in that city; which was ordered to: lie or 
the table. : ; ; : 
< Mr LOGAN.. L present a petition, or F 
should say a letter, of Philip A. Hoyne. Itis 
not addressed to me as a petition, but I ask 
that it be made.a petition and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary į: and I desire to 
make ashortstatementin reference to it. Mr. 
Hoyne is the United States commissioner for 
the northern district of Illinois, and his claim 
for: fees against the Government for duties per- 
formed by. him, as proven by the judge of the 
court, Judge Blodgett, and other witnesses by 
affidavits, was presented to the Auditor here 
for settlement. I have the reply of the 
Auditor, which I desire to read, so that the 
Senate may hear it: x ; ; 

- “Sir: Your account for fees from ist July to 7th 
October,. ‘estimated,’ is herewith returned to you 
disallowed.. You should give notonly the case, but 
the items in each case. ‘his you cannot do, your 
hooks and. papers having: been destroyed by the 
‘great fire.’” ; 

This isthe kind of answer that he got. 
T:move. thet this communieation be. madea 
petition and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ‘ 

‘Tbe motion. was agreed to. 


Nicholas White, of Washington city, District 
of Colambia, for compensation for losses sus- 
tained by him in conseqnence of the occupa- 
tion, use, and partial destruction of certain 
property owned by him at Newport News, Vir- 
ginia, during. the ‘rebellion, by the military 
authorities of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. i 


PAPERS, WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CARPENTER, it was- 

Ordered, That D. V. Colelazer have leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Senate his memorial and 
papers, ‘ : 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was. . 


Ordered, That-the petition of Atham Ray Clarke 
and Samuel W. Clarke. be taken from the files of the 


Senate and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land ‘Clainis: Sch Pus Gee 8 sn ME ses 
CHICAGO. FIRE: pue 

“Mr. WRIGHT. It will’be rêmémbered that 
last week thé Committee on Finance reported 
back.the bill (S. No. 880) to provide for the 
relief of sufferers by fire at Chicago, recom 
mending that it pass with dn -améndment 
stiiking out the second section. The bill was 
recommitted to the committee, the report 
being made at that time for the purpose of 
giving to the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Locay] 
an opportunity to be heard on the general 
question. I am instructed this morning to 
report the bill, recommending its passage with 
two or three amendments, the amendments 
relating to the second section of the bill." The 
first. section of the bill, it will be remembered, 


relates to the introduction, free of duty, of | 


articles that are intended as gifts to the suffer- 
ers by the Chicago fire. ‘The second section 
provides for a drawback on ail materials tobe 
actually used in buildings. The recommend- 
ation of the committee is that the bill. pass 
with these amendments: in line three, ‘after 
the word ‘materials,’ to insert’ the word 
“imported,’’ and after the words ‘‘to be,’ to 
insert the word ‘*and;’’ so that it will read, 
“on all materials imported to be and actually 
used in buildings.’? In the sixth line of the 
same section the committee propose to insert 
the words “andused” after the word tim- 
ported,” and then at the end of the section to 
strike out the words **said 9th day of October, 
1871,” and insert ‘‘after the passage of this 
act;’’ so that the proviso will read: 

Provided, That said materials shall have been 
imported and used during the term of one year from 
and after tho passage of this act. 

The committee instruct me. to report the 
bill back and ask that it be passed with these 
amendments. Iam also instructed to'ask that 
the bill be considered at thistime. I under- 


‘stand tbhat.the Senators from Illinois desire į 


its present consideration. Having made this 
recommendation, and reported the bill back 
and asked its present, consideration, the «bill 
‘bill is now: passed.-to their charge. 

: Mr. LOGAN. If the Senate are disposed 
to consider the bill at this time; Task that it 
be laid aside and the bill from ‘the Honse be 
taken up-in order that I may offer the Senate 
bill as reported from the Committee on Finance 
as a substitute for the House bill, so that when 
it goes back to the House the question will be 
merely on conctrrence. {Í ask that that course 
be pursued. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this bill 
reported by the Committee on Finance? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. President-—— 

The VICEPRESIDENT. DoestheSenator 
from Kentucky object to the:present consider- 
ation of the bill? ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I wish to inquire 


of the honorable Senator from Illinois about || 


what length of time this business will probably 
consume ? : 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be term- 


j inated at one o'clock, if not sooner concluded 


secs i by the unfinish siless i 
Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of || Se business coming dp- 


Mr. DAVES, of Kentucky. 


Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


If there be no 


| objection the request of the Senator. from 


Illinois will be regarded as acceded to, and the 
House bill taken up, and these amendments 
proposed by the Committee on Finance be con- 
sidered as pending to the House bill. =~ - - 

. Mr. LOGAN.. The Senate bill and the 
amenginents; as_a substitute for the House 
Dib. : A 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the bill 
(H. R. No. 555) for tbe relief of sufferers by 
fire .at--Chicago is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the Senator-from 


ii 


t 


Ilinois now moves. that the Senate bill No. 
330, as reported by the Committee on Finance, 
be substituted for.the House bill, The Sec- 
retary will first report the House bill and then 
the. substitute. . eng Pa aat SE 8 g 
` Mr. POMEROY...’ think -it is only neces- 
sary to read the substitute, 0 p oo o. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ; The substitute 
then only will be reported to saxe time, if no 
Senator calls for the reading of the House bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. - Ishould like-to hear the 
whole bill read. nee Se, 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The original 
bill? se oo i 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir; it is a very 
important bill; and I do not want it to pass 
without being thoronghly understood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will frst report the original bill. f 

‘The bill (H. R. No. 555) for the relief of 
sufferers by fire at Chicago was.read.. 9, 

The amendment. was read, being, to, strike 
ont all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert: Er OLS 

That all goods, . wares, and merchandise which 
may besent from places without the limits of the 
United States as gratuitous contributions to the 
relief of sufferers by the tire. which oecurred at 
Chicago, Illinois, October 8 and 9, 1871, shail, when 
imported and consigned to the proper authority at 
Chicago for distribution, be admitted free of duty. 
: Sec. 2. That thereshall be allowed and paid. under 
such regulations as the-Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescrible, on al) materials imported to be ard 
actually used in buildings erccted on- the ground 
burned over by said- firea drawback of the import 
duties paid on the same: Provided, That sid mate- 
rials shall have been imported and used during the 
tern’ of one year from and after the passage of this 
act. 
Src. 3. That the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue is hereby authorized to suspend the collection 
of such taxes as may have been assessed, or as mày 
have. accrued, prior to the 9th of October, 1871, in 
the first collection district of the State of Illinois, 
against any person residing or doing business and 
owning property in thatportion of the city of Chi- 
cago recently destroyed by -fire; and who, in the 
opinion of said Commissioner, has suffered material 
loss by such firo: Provided, That such suspension 
shall not be continued after the close of the next 
regular session of Congress. she 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont I rather feel 

it my duty to offér the following amendment: 

In ‘line three, section two, after the word “im- 
ported,” to insert the words “ herein enumerated,” 
and after the word ‘‘same,” in-line five, to insert, 
‘namely, timber. rough-hewed or sawed; boards 
in the rotigh;‘ lath, clapbeards, shingles, cut nails, 
iron specially 'maædé and fitted for the construction 
of buildings, slate, brick, building-stone, lime, 
cement.” f 

The purpose of the amendment will. be ob- 

vious to the Senate, and that is that the bill 
shall afford in all substantial.respects the aid 
intended by the bill ag it came from the House ; 
but if it shall passin the general termsin which 
it was submitted, there are nomberless articles 
that might be imported which would cause the 
custom-house a vast amount of labor, and.yet 
would be of no considerable, benefit to. any 
„parties. whatever. For instance, if the bill 
shall pass as it came from the House all the 
smallest materials in.the. way. of hardware 
might beistroduecd for the purpose indicated : 
paints, every article like oil and lead, and the 
various articles that are used for drying pur- 
poses. It strikes, me. that if the substantial 
articlesupon which more competition is desired 
are enumerated, the bill should. be acceptable 
to the Senators from Illinois. 

Mr, LOGAN. 1 merely wish to call the 
attention of the Senate toa fact or two. This. 
hill is a verbatim copy, except as to dates and 
name, of the bills that were passed in.1866 for 
the relief of the citizens of Portland,, Maine. 
I drew the bill as a copy from two bills passed 
in 1866, one for the. remission. of -duiies on 


| building-materials, and the other giving the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue the right 
to suspend for one year the collection of that 
revenue in that district: where the evidence 
proved to him that it wag proper to be done. 

A word, now, in answer to what has been 
said by the Senator from Vermont. The Lill 
has been changed by. the amendment of. the 


1872. 
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committee, so as to remit the duties simply | 
on materials imported to be used and actually 
used. Now, suppose parties were to import 


the small articles he has mentioned and they |, 


were to be used in a building, is it not as fair | 
to remit the duty on those as it would be on | 
anything else? He desires us to be confined 
to certain articles; those articles are not all 
that are employed in a building. I believe he 
doeg not mention brick at ali. | 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. . Yes, brick, 
lime, and cement. 

Mr. LOGAN. What else? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
slate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Building-stone? 

Mr MORRILL, of Vermont. 

Mr. LOGAN. - What else? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
lumber. 

Mr. LOGAN. Are those articles all that 
go into a building? I would ask the gentleman 
why not include glass? You put glass ina 
building; you use screws to hang doors with ; 
you use putty, and many other things. Does 
the gentleman propose to remit the duties on 
a portion of the articles and not on the others? 
Many things that we cannot just now remem- 
ber or think of belong toa building as building 
materials, 

T desire further to call the attention of the 
Senate to another point. There seems to be 
a kind of a scare here among some gentlemen 
that some frand is going to be committed; that 
the revenues are going to be materially reduced 
by this bill, or that somebody will not get the 
tariffin his pocket on the articles that may be 
used. Let me call the attention of the Senate 
to the amount of duties remitted in the case 
of Portland, Maine, after the great fire there 
in 1866, under just such a bill as this, that we 
may see whether a Senator ought to be alarmed 
atit or not. . When Portland was rebuilt under 
a bill precisely like this the amount of duties 
remitted by the Secretary of the Treasury was 
$1,456 86, as stated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury himself, and I have his official letter 
here; and I will have it read at the Clerk’s 
desk to show that there is no occasion for 
alarm. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Orrick OF COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
January 10, 1871. 


Sir: In reply to your verbal inquiry of this date, 
Ihave the honor to inform you that the amount 
paid by the Treasury Department, through the col- 
lector for the district of Portland and Falmouth, 
Maine, from July 1, 1866, to Decémber 31, 1868, as 
drawback on material used in buildings erected on 
the ground burned over by the fire which occurred 
at Portlind, Maine, July 4 and 5, 1866, was$21,456 86. 
The collector has been written to and requested to 
furnish any further information he may be able to 
communicate upon the subject, upon the receipt of 
which you will be duly notified. 

Very respectfully, W. T. HAINES, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. H. C. Burcaary, M. C. 


Mr. LOGAN. This shows that in the rebuild- 
ing of that city a very small amount of duties 
were remitted. Iwill say to the Senate that 
the articles which the Senator from Vermont 
names in his amendment to this bill may be 
the very articles that in all probability there 
would not be one dollar's worth of used. As 
far as stone is concerned, we do not ask that 
any stone be imported. We have as good stone 
quarries as there are in this country rightthere 
in the vicinity of Chicago. Brick may be 
imported under this bill, and there is a very 
good reason why it should be. The moment 
this fire occurred, almost all the bricks through- 
out the country were purchased by a few men, 
and at once put up to enormous prices. J do 


Shingles, 


Yes, stone. 


not know that any brick will be imported; but | 


if this bill should pass it would force the men 
who organized themselves and purchased all 


the brick in the country to reduce the price to | 


a reasonable figure. ‘hat is about all that is 
expected to be done by this bill. Itis to pre- 


vent organizations of that kind putting up 


All kinds of | 


building. materials to such prices as people 
cannot afford to pay. I do hope the Senate 
will pass the bill as itis reported from the 
committee without further amendment, for with 
the amendment now proposed the bill would 
be of no advantage whatever to us. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the unfinished business 
pending at the last adjournment is now before 
the Senate, being the amnesty bill. . The Sen- 
ator from Vermont at that time indicated a 
desire to claim the floor to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LOGAN. If the gentleman will allow 
me—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ment, and I will state what I propose. 


Pardon me for one mo- 
I said 


| on the last occasion of adjournment that I pro- 


posed to address the Senate this morniug on 
the subject of the civil service biil, presenting 
it as an amendment to the bill which is the 
regular order for to-day, in order that I might 
reply to the argument of my friend from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. Carrenrer;] but I am again 
obliged this morning to go into the Supreme 
Court, and [shail therefore take occasion some 
time later in the day, if I get back, to go on. 
I willtherefore, at this time, yield to anybody 
who may wish to take the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does theSenator 
move his amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at this moment, be- 
cause it might embarrass the debate on other 
points connected with the bill. 


; Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. Presi- 
ent—— 
Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senator will allow 


me to make an appeal to the Senate. Ido 
not presume that there is going to be any 
further discussion on the bill which we have 
been considering this morning. All the time 
it will require will be the time necessary to 
take the vote. J ask, therefore, that all prior 
orders be postponed and that bill be acted 


upon. 
Pr. SUMNER. Let the unfinished business 
be passed over informally. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 
meant to suggest. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I would remark 
to the honorable Senator from Hlinois that I 
have received a remonstrance from some of my 
constituents against the passage of this bill. I 


That is what I 


| would therefore ask his courtesy to allow me 


an opportunity to examine the bill in connec- 
tion with that remonstrance. My feeling is 
altogether in favor of his bill; and I am not 
at all disposed to come to the conclusion that 
I will oppose the bill, even to effect the pur- 
poses of the remonstrants. All that I desireis 
to have an opportunity of examining it in the 
most liberal spirit to the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Icertainly would not ask the 
consideration of it without every Senator being 
willing, and I will most gladly allow it to go 
over so that the Senator from Kentucky can 
have an opportunity of examining it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
passed over for the present, and the Senator 
from Illinois gives notice that he will call it up 
to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the amend- 
mentreported by the committee and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I move that the 
pending orders and all other orders be post- 
poned to enable me to call up the resolution 
which I offered some weeks since in the Senate. 

Mr. RAMSEY. There is morning business 
yet undisposed of. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope we shall be allowed 
to finish the morning business.. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Ihave no sort 
of objection. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask that the unfinished 


business be laid aside informally for the pur- 
pose of proceeding with morning business. 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall make no objection 
to laying by the regular order informally, so 
that it shall not lose its place. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, That was the 
suggestion I was going to make, and I thank 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
fer making it. 

Mr. MORTON. 
reports ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts yields to allow the pending 
business to be informally passed over, and 
the Chair again states to Senators, as he did 
several times last week, that before a motion 
to adjourn or to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business shall have been made, some 
Senator must demand the regular order, which 
will call up tbis bill, or else, whatever the 
Senate adjourns on will be the unfinished busi- 
ness preceding this bill. The Senator from 
Massachusetts now yields to allow the current 
morning business to be completed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. J ask the hon- 
orable Senator to let me have my resolution 
taken up, and then I will consent that it be 
informally passed over until all the morning 
business is done. 

Mr. SUMNER. TI trust the Senator will 
wait until the morning business is over and 
then make his suggestion, and let it take the 
form of passing over the order of the day 
informally. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. 
at all, 


Is it in order to make 


Ido not object 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair will 


receive morning business. Reports of com- 
mittees are in order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom were referred 
the bill (S. No. 841) to reduce the rates of 
correspondence by telegraph and to connect 
the telegraph with the postal service, have in- 
structed me to report it back with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, together 
with a written report. I will simply say in 
reporting this bill that I do not think there is 
any legislation pending before either House of 
Congress fraught with as much real benefit to 
the people, not even excepting the civil service 
reform, as this measure which I now present. 
It proposes the reduction of the cost of tele- 
graphic communication by one half, and this 
without any expense to the Government or to 
the people; and not only does it involve no 
expense to the Government, but it produces 
a large revenue to the Treasury by the postal 
stamp which it requires on every telegraphic 
communication. In every other civilized coun- 
try of the world, I believe, without exception, 
the cost of telegraphic communication has been 
within the last few years very considerably re- 
duced—reduced in about the same ratio that 
this bill proposes a reduction in this country. 
I hope the committee will have an early op- 
portunity of bringing this bill before the Senate 
for action. I move now that the report be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Task thatan extra num- 
ber of copies of the bill and report be printed, 
gay one thousand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion, 
under the law, will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, who were instructed to inquire as to 
the necessity and propriety of further legisla- 
tion with regard to the Mille Lac reservation, 
reported that in their judgment no further 
legislation on the subject was necessary, and 
therefore asked to be discharged from its con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom were referred the bill (S. No. 
447) to enable honorably discharged soldiers 
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and sailors, their widows and orphan children, 
to acquire homesteads on the public lands of 
the United States, have unanimously directed 
me to report it back with amendments. This 
pill ig one of very great importance, and I 
desire now to call the attention of Senators to 
it so that they may examine it. It gives a 
homestead of one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to each officer, soldier, sailor, or marine | 
who shall ‘make his application withia six 
months and occupy actually in person the 
premises for eighteen months. Then the rest 
of the time that he served in the Army is to 
be deducted from the five years now required 


under the homestead law for the settler to || 


remain on the land. These are the main 
features of the bill. Ithas been very carefully 
examined by the committee, and is, I think, 
an excellent measure. I ask the attention of 
Senators to it, so that when itis called up for 
setion they may know what it is. 

ifs, HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of Mrs. C. B. Conant, praying that 
pensions be granted to the widows of soldiers 
of the war of 1812 who were married since 
the time stipulated in the act of February 14, 
1871, asked to be discharged from its further | 
consideration ; which was agreed to. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Kili B. Stevens, 
praying for a pension, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the petition of Anne E. Boyle, 
widow of the late Commodore Junius J. Boyle, 
United States Navy, praying for a pension, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back 
and recommend the passage of the bill (S. No. 
892) to set apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone river 
as a public park. It will beremembered that 


an appropriation was made last year of about |i 


sah 


ten thousand dollars to explore that country. 
Professor Hayden and pariy have been there, 
and this bill is drawn on the recommendation 
of that gentleman to consecrate for public 
uses this country for a public park. It cow- | 
tains about forty miles square. It embraces | 
those geysers, those great natural curiosities 
which have attracted so much attention. Itis 
thought that it ought to be set apart for public 
uses, I would like to have the bill acted on 
now, The committee felt that if we were 
going to set it apart at all, it ought to be done 

efore individual preémptions or homestead 
claims attach. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts und the Senator from 
Kentucky both gave way only for current 
morning business, but the Senator from Kan- 
gas now asks unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill which he has just 
reported. : 

Several Senators objected. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I withdraw the 
report for the present. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to whom was referred | 
the bill (S. No, 885) to regulate the admission | 
of pupils into the Columbia Institution forthe | 
Deaf aud Dumb, reported it without amend- | 


ment. 
Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on f the 
_ Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


No. 114) to incorporate the Shreveport and |! 


Red River Improvement Company, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, 


nati, St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez to be 
secured and paid at those places,” reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. COLE. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 
No. 625) making appropriations to supply a 
deficiency in the appropriations for salaries 
and contingent expenses of the Post Office 


instructed me to reportit back without amend- 
ment. It is a very short bill, and I think need 
not trouble the Calendar. I ask that it be 
| read and put on its passage now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. COLE. It will go on the Calendar, 
then. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 


| the Calendar. 
| Mr. COLE. Let it go on the Calendar. 

j 

Privileges and Elections, to whom was re- 


time for holding the election for electors 


| of President and Vice President in the State 
of Louisiana, and for other purposes, reported ; 


it with an amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 284) to pay 


reported it without amendment. 
OUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


The bili (H. R. No. 1074) providing for the 


title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merece, 

The bill (H. R. No. 1076) establishing cer- 
| tain post roads in Vermont was read twice 
i by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
| Post Offices and Post Roads. 

; The following bills were read twice by their 
| titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
| sions: 


to Martha B. Williams; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 1073) granting a pension 
to Sarah Whiting. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| 1841, entitled ‘An act to appropriate the 
| proceeds of the sales of the public lands and 


the same; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unani- 


a bill (S. No. 505) granting lands to certain 


was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
i| mittee on Pablie Lands, and ordered to be 
| printed. 

| Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


i 506) to establish military prisons; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred, together 
with a communication from the Secretary of 
War on the same subject, to the Committee on 


Mr. FENTON asked, and by unanimous con- 
ent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
| 507) to authorize the establishment of ocean 


8 


and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 169) to amend an | 


act passed March 2, 1881, entitled “An acti 


allowing the duties on foreign merchandise 
imported into Wheeling, Vicksburg, Cincin- 


i mail steamship service between the United 
| States and Mexico; which was read twice by 
; its title. 

` Mr. FENTON. I believe the propositions 
contained in this bill have been before the 
: Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
| from the same parties in another form, and I 


! Department for the current fiscal year, have | 


withdraw the report or have the bill placed on | 


Mr. MORTON, from the Committee on | 


ferred the bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe the ; 


William P. Preston the sum therein mentioned, i 


The bill (H. R. No. 876) to fand the debs | 
of the city of Washington existing June 1, | 
1871, was read twice by its title, and referred | 


1 


| survey of the harbor and riverat Washington, | 
| District of Columbia, was read twice by its | 


move the reference of this bill to that.com- 
mittee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. I presentacommunication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing 
letters from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the superintendent of the northern super- 


| intendency, together with the draft of a bill for 


the relief of certain tribesof Indians in the 
northern superintendency. I ask that the 
bill be read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, together with this communication. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 508) for the relief 
of certain tribes in the northern superintend 
ency; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and, with 
the accompanying communication, ordered to 


i, be printed. 


Mr. HARLAN. I present similar papers 


i from the Secretary of the Interior in regard to 


other Indians, withadraft of a joint resolution, 
and I ask that they may takethe same course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By the practice 
of the Senate, the resolution will be changed 
to a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 509) to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to use for the removal 
of scattering bands of Chippewa Indians to 
their reservation near White Warth Lake, Min- 
nescta, to subsist them thereat for six months, 
and for improvements on their reservation, 
the unexpended balance on the books of the 
Treasury heretofore appropriated forthose pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and, with 
the papers from the Department, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce.a bill (S. 
No. 510) for the improvement of the Willa- 


| mette and Columbia rivers, in Oregon; which 


was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


| printed. 


He. also asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 511) 


A bill (H. R. No, 1068) granting a pension } 


to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide 


; for the payment of expenses incurred by the 
: Territories of Washington and Oregon in the 


suppression of Indian hostilities therein in the 
years 1855 and 1856,” approved March 2, 1861; 


. : : which was read twice by its title, referred t 
Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimons con- |! y 2 i 


i sent obtained. leave to introduce a biil (S. No. | 
| 504) in regard to entries by preémption under |: 
the act of Congress approved September 4, |, 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


` Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and 


! by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
| troduce a bill (S. No. 512) to provide for the 


nape : : erection of a building suitable for th 
to grant preémption rights,” and to amend |: g P R 


of the United States courts, post office, and 


: other necessary offices at Charlestown, West 
|| Virginia; which was read twice by its tide, 
ii referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 


3 : | and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
i mous consent obtained, leave to introduce i 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 


or Aeae i | unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
institutions in the State of Nebraska; which | ’ 


a bill (S. No. 518) to extend the time for the 
completion of the military road from Fort 
Wilkins, at Copper Harbor, in the State of 
Michigan, to Fort Howard, at Green Bay, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Pab- 
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consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 516) for the relief of George W. Morse; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
517) to authorize assignments of pay of Army 
officers to-Hfe insurance companies; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ACQUISITION OF CUBA. 


Mr. BLAIR. 
that it be read, printed, and laid on the table ; 
and I give notice that at some early day I 
shall make some remarks to the Senate upon it. 

Leave was granted to introducea joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 5) in favor of the acqui- 
sition by purchase of the island of Cuba; 
which was read a first time, as follows: 

Whereas the island of Cuba is no longer necessary 
to the safety of any continental dominions of Spain, 
and is of vast importance to secure the southern 
shores of the United States from invasion, and the 
commerce floated from the great rivers of tho conti- 
nent into the Gulf of Mexico, from depredation; 
and whereas the acquisition of Cuba by the United 
States would enhance its commercial importance 
not only to the United States, butto all the commer- 
cial nations. of the world, and especially to Spain, 
and for the same reason that the incorporation of 
tho colonios of England, France, and Spain, under 
the Governmentof the United States, has promoted 
the development of their commerce with their 

other countries; and whereas the acquisition of 

uba would free the American continent from the 
last vestige of slavery by the operation of tho Con- 
stitution of the United States, and would open for 
emigration, to the freemonof African descent now 
residing inthe United States, a congenial climate 
and rich soil adapted to their physical constitution, 
whero their intelligent labor would find its richest 
rewards, promoting the improvement of the race, 
and guarantying their prosperity and equality under 
free institutions: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to open negotiations 
with Spain for the purchase and cession of the island 
of Cuba. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the 


table, and be printed. 
ORDER OV BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business is now again before the Senate, being 
the amnesty bill, and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Davis] asks that it be informally 
passed over for the purpose of calling up the 
resolution offered by himself some days since. 

Mr. CONKLING. Meaning no discourtesy 
to the Senator personally, I cannot consent to 
that, for one, and I will state to the Senator 
my reason. I will not object to his moving at 
any time to take up his resolution; indeed, I 
am not sure that 1 will not vote with him to do 
it; but when it is taken up, I want it to be 
within the control and power of the Senate. 
I say frankly that I wish to submit some ob- 
servations upon it myself. I wish to have the 
power to offer, unless some other Senator 

. shall offer, amendments to the resolution, and 
the opportunity to obtain a vote upon them. 
If it is taken up thus informally it will be con- 
tinually in the power of any single Senator, by 
demanding the regular order of business, to 
carry it entirely beyond our control, There- 
fore, I repeat, meaning no discourtesy to the 
Senator, the resolution is of a character so 
extraordinary, that I object to its being taken 
up except by a vote of the Senate postponing 
the regular order of business and bringing it 
within our control, so that other Senators, 
like the Senator from Kentucky, may have the 
privilege of being heard, and of offering such 
amendments and of presenting such questions 
as may seem to them fit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again state the condition of business. The 
unfinished business is before the Senate, being 
what is knownas the amnesty bill, and the pend- 
ing question is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer.] The 
Senator from Kentucky asked that it be in- 


I offer a resolution and ask | 


| the purpose of proceeding to the consideration | 


| the United States, or to furnish avy material to be 


formally passed over to iake up his resolution, 
and he also stated that at one o'clock he would 
move to setaside the unfinished business. That 
motion is in order if the Senator now makes it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. To meet the 
very proper suggestion of the Senator from 
New York, I will make the motion in a form 
that will suit him. I move to postpone the 
pending and all prior orders for the purpose 
of taking up the resolution that I offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky first made the motion in that shape, 
and then at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts yielded and asked that it should 
be informally taken up. He now renews the 
motion that the pending question, the amnesty 
bill, be postponed, with all other orders, for | 


of the resolution offered by him. It requires 
a majority vote of the Senate to set aside the 
pending business. 1 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Iask leave to 
modify my resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be in 
order after it shall have been taken up. It is 
not yet up. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the modified 
resolution, as I intended to offer it, be read in 
lieu of the original resolution. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
not yet being taken up, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky asks unanimous consent to modify it, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I ask that it be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator cannot ask 
to take up a resolution tbat has not yet been 
offered. The resolution which he asks to take 
up is the resolution lyiug on the table, and 
that, I submit, is the resolution that must be 
reported. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky asks that what he proposes to offer, if 
the resolution shall be taken up, as a substi- 
tute for, what he formerly offered, may be read 
for information, that the Senate may know 
what they are required to vote upon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. By general con- 
sent, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Chair 
understands the Senator from Ohio, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky desires the modification to 
be read for information only, giving notice 
that he will so modify his resolution. The 
Secretary will report the original resolution 
on the Calendar to which the motion applies, 
and afterward the modification which will be 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky if the 
resclution should be taken up. 

The Chief Clerk read the original resolution 
offered by Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, on the 
20th of December last, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commitiee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment inquire, ascertain, and report 
whether Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United 
States, now has, or heretofore has had, any interest, 
certain or contingent, in any contract to do work for 


used in any public building; and if he has, or has 
had, any such interest, whether it came to him by 
purchase or gift. That said committee inguire, 
ascertain, and report whether any persons have 
made donations of money or property to the Preg- 
ident, and he has bestowed upon the donors, ortheir | 
relations, offices or places of public trust and profit; 
and if 60, the names of the donors and of the per- : 
sons on whom such offices or trusts were bestowed, 
designating the trust or office in each case. That 
said committee also inquire, ascertain, and report j 
whether tho President has bestowed any offices or 

places of public trust or profit on his relations, or 
the relatives of any member of his family; andif 
so, the names of ail such persons, the offices and 
trusts bestowed upon them, and tboir relationship 
to the President or member of his family, That 
said committee also inquire, ascertain, and report 
whother there has been any contract, arrangement, 
or understanding by or amon any ofiicers or persons | 
in the eivil, military, or naval service of the United ! 
States, that they or others were to have any part or | 
interest in any money, bonds, land, or other prop- | 
erty, to be paid or acquired consequent upon any 
treaty between the republic of Dominica and the 
United States; and if so, the names of ail such per- 
sons, and the nature of their connection with the 
affair; apd whether the ships, sailors, or marine 
forces of the United States have taken any part in 
the conflict between Baez and Cabral, or did any act ii 


to favor or injure the cause of either; and if so, what 
was the part or act, and by what authority or order 
done. And that said committee also inquire, ascer- 
tain, and report whether the President and heads of 
Departments, or any of them, have absented them- 
selves irom Washington city and the performance 
of their respective duties to make electionecring ex- 
eursions and speeches through the country, and to 
spend their time at places of pleasure and dissipa- 


i! tion: and if so, how frequent were such absences by 


those officers or avy of them, and how long did each 
continue, And in prosecuting these several inquiries 
said committee is empowered to send for persons 
and papers. : : 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report for the information of the 
Senate what the Senator from Kentucky, if 
this resolution shall be taken up, proposes to 
have inserted in its place as a modification, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That tho Committee on Investigation 
and Retrenchment do inquire, ascertain, and report 
whether thero is or bas been any contract, arrange- 
ment, or understanding by or among any oflicers or 
persons in the civil, military, or naval servico of 
the United States, or citizens thereof among tbem- 
selves, or with other persons not citizens, that they, 
or any of them, were to have any part or interest in 
any money, stocks, bonds, lands, or other property 
to be paid or acquired consequent upon any_treaty 
between the republic of Dominica and the United 
States; and if so, thenames of all persons connected 
with any such transaction and its nature; and 
whether the ships, sailors, or marines of tho United 
States have taken any part or done any act in the 
conflict between Bacz and Cabral to favor the causo 
of cither, and ifso, what was the part or act, and by 
what authority or order. Also, whether Ulysses $. 
Grant, President of the United States, now has or 
heretofore has had avy interest, certain or contin- 
gent, in any contract for work to be performed for 
the United States, or to furnish material to be used 
in any building or other public works; and if he has 
or bas had any such interest in building or material, 
its nature and extent, and whether it come to him 
by gift or purchase, Also, whether any persons hayo 
made donations of any money or property to the said 
Ulysses S. Grant, and he has bestowed on the donors, 
or their connections, offices or places of public trust 
and profit, or public contracts; andif so, the nameca 
of such donors and their connections, and the offices, 
places, and contracts obtained by them, and, tha 
amount and value of the money or property given 
tho said Ulysses S. Grant. Also, whether Ulysses S. 
Grant, President, by himself or his subordinate offi- 
cers, has bestowed upon his own connections, or the 
eonnectionsof any member of his family, any offices 
or places of public trust or profit, or used the patron- 
age and power of his office for their pecuniary profit; 
and if so, the names of all such connections of him- 
self or any member of his family, and their relation~ 
ship, and the offices, places of profit, contracts, and 
patronage and power of which they were the recip- 
ients. Alsothatthe committee report upon tho expe- 
diency of Congress passing an act to prohibit the gift 
of monoy or property to any officer or person in tho 
service of the United States, and for the forfeiture 
thereof, except in consileration of blood, marriage, 
or relationship; and also the expediency of an act 
to prohibit the appointment to any office or place of 
trust or profit under the United States of any person 
who has auy relation or connection within certain 
specified degrees holding another office or place of 
trust or profit under the United States; and said 
committee is empowered to send for persons and 
papers, and to tako testimony. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamnesty bill 
being before the Senate, the Senator from 
Kentucky moves to postpone the present and 
all other orders for the purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of the resolution first 
reported by the Secretary, and which he pro- 
poses, if taken up, to modify. Under the rules 
of the Senate the merits of the question can- 
not be debated on the motion to take up the 
resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the amnesty bill 
will not be postponed. That is a very import- 
ant measure, upon which we ought to have 
early action. 1 cannot, object, of course, in 
courtesy, to the Senator from Kentucky calling 
up his resolution and submitting his remarks 
upon it, because that courtesy has been ex- 
tended to several other Senators ; but I hope 
we shall not postpone the amnesty bill, Let 
it be laid aside informally, as it was in the other 
cases. That will answer the Senatox’s pur- 
pose probably. 

Mr. CONKLING. That cannot be done 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I know that it requires 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
other Senator does. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I must object, if no 


OF course each Sen- 
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ator.will:do as he pleases in reference to that. 
For myself, I did not propose to object to the 
Senator from Kentucky making his speech, 
because it is an indulgence which has been 
extended to several other Senators, and I did 
not wish to discriminate, as far as I was con- 
cerned, between the different members of the 
body, But it seems to me that we are falling 
into a very unfortunate practice at one o'clock 
each day of calling up some resolution, and 
laying aside the regular business, to hear a 
set specch upon that resolution. However, I 
do not propose to make the objection here. 
I was in hopes that the Senator from Ken- 
tacky would not ask to postpone this measure, 
but merely to pass it by informally. 

Mr. MORTON. I shall not object to the 
Senator from Kentucky making his speech, 
nor to the adoption of the motion which he 
has. made; but if the present order of busi- 
ness is passed by informally, it will then be 
in the power of any Senator to cut off further 
debate or any proposition to amend his reso- 
lution as soon as he shall have concluded his 
speech. We do not propose to have it taken 
up in that way. We are willing that he shall 
take it up, and shall make his speech, but we 
propose to have it in such a situation that 
others may speak or may move to amend. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. When I address 
the Senate, particularly recently, I do so en- 
tirely from asense of my own duty, and for 
the simple purpose of expressing my thoughts 
and my feelings—for no other purpose. I 
merely want that opportunity at the present 
time, 
speech, and all that I feel any personal interest 
in, is that I have the opportunity of making 
it. I carenot what becomes of the subject, or 
what disposition the Senate may make of it 
afterward; but I am now ready to make what 
remurks I have to make to the Senate, which, 


T suppose, will occupy something like an hour. | 


It is my purpose to make this speech at some 
time, if I can possibly command the oppor- 
tunity. It will take no longer time to make it 
now than on any other day, and I think that 
Senators, especially those who have been in- 
dulged by the Senate in appointments to make 
their particular speeches upon favorite subjects, 
and who have made them at any length they 
chose, might as well consent to hear my speech 
now. as at any other time. I therefore trust 
that the motion which I have made will be 
accepted by the Senate with the avowal that 
when I have made my remarks, so far as I ain 
concerned, the Senate may make what dispo- 
sition it pleases of the subject. 

Mr. SUMNER. lam reluctant to interfere 
in any way with what are understood to be the 
courtesies of this Chamber. 1 do not forget 
that the Senator from Kentucky some days 
ago gave notice of his purpose to address the 
Senate to-day. I supposed that if he did, it 
would be as other Seuators had spoken during 
the last week or fortnight while the other 
measure was pending, simply by putting that 
aside informally, so that that great measure 
might not lose its place before the Senate. I 
confess my reluctance to consent to any other 
arrangement. It does notseem to me that the 
great measure of amnesty and of equal rights 
ought to give way to anything. It is first and 
foremost, intrinsically so, above every other 
question that can be presented. 


But again I say I would not interfere with 


the courtesies of this body. I would not de- 
prive the Senator of his hearing, of his day in 
this court, which he asks; but J do think that 
it ought to be according to our proceedings 
during the last week and fortnight on this very 
measure, by unanimous consent; and I do not 
doubt that the same unanimous consent would 
be cheerfully accorded to. the Senator from 


New: York, [Mr. CONKLING;} or the Senator | 


from Illinois, [Mr. TRuMBULL,] or any other 
Senator who should wish to follow the Senator 
from Kentucky. By all the usages of the 
Chamber, it would be their title. 


I am now ready to proceed with my | 


Now, I would submit that we do as we have 
done in other cases, allow the pending order 
to be put aside informally, and let the Senator 
from Kentucky proceed, and if any other Sen- 
ator wishes to amend his resolution or to make 
remarks upon it, of course he will be entitled 
to that indulgence by a higher law than the 
rules of this Uhamber—that is, by fairness, 
equity, courtesy. I hope, therefore, that Sen- 
ators who insist upon another rule will with- 
draw their objection and allow the Senator 
from Kentucky to proceed by unanimous con- 
sent, putting aside the pending order inform- 


ally. 
Mr. CONKLING. Iwould remind the hon- 
orable Senater from Massachusetts that if he 


be right in saying that a higher law than the | 


rules, the law of courtesy, will give to all of 
us an opportunity to amend and speak to this 
resolution who wish to do so, precisely the 
same time will be occupied in that way as will 
be consumed if we allow it regularly to displace 
the pending question. ‘The honorable Senator 
will see that we can neitber gain nor lose a 
moment by a choice between the methods, if 
he is right in supposing that all members of 
the body would accord to all others by com- 


mon consent the privilege of debating this | 


resolution, and the right of offering amend- 
ments; and, as my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Morron] reminds me, should the debate upon 
this resolution become prolix, unnecessary, or 
go to that sxtreme which would lead the Sen- 
ator or anybody else to interpose, there will 
be no difficulty, by motion, in resuming the 
consideration of the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. May I interrupt the Sen- 
ator just there? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. SUMNER. If there can be an under- 
standing that when the resolution of the Sen- 


ator from Kentucky is disposed of one way or | 


the other the amnesty bill shall be taken up 
by general consent, I shall have no objection. 
Mr. CONKLING. Ihave no objection to 
that. On tbe contrary, I shall be happy to 
codperate with the Senator. 
Now, while I am up, I beg to say one thing, 


for really I should consider it a present calam- | 


ity if I were placed in the position of being 
wanting in courtesy, 
sachusetts says, why not allow the Senator 
from Kentucky to proceed as other. Senators 
have done? So I want him to proceed as I 
was allowed to proceed the other day in this 
Chamber, when Í selected a vacant day over 
which the Senator from Massachusetts had 
moved the amnesty bill, and selecting that 
vacant day, moved, as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has now moved, to take up by a vote of 
the Senate a resolution to which I wished to 
speak, Theresolution was taken up; the bon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts had his 
right to speak to it; and his colleague moved 


to postpone it to another day. Therefore can | 


say for myself that I have asked no indulgence 
of the Senate in any other case to which £ 
object now. 

I say, however, Mr. President, and I am 
very frank to say, that in my judgment, as far 
as the east is from the west, so is such a res- 
olution as this far from the ordinary resolu- 
tions which Senators are indulged in taking 
up at hap-hazard for the purpose of submit- 
ting their remarks. Therefore, evenif it were 
the ordinary mode of transacting business 
here, even had I myself been receutly indulged, 
as I have not been, in laying aside an import- 
ant measure informally and taking np another 


measure which would be subject to the instant | 
displacement of any Senator who demanded | 
it, L should feel that in this case nosach court: ! 


esy as that ought-to prevail. Here is a reso- 
lution which 1 shall offend nobody by denom- 
inating a very extraordinary resolution. It 
would not be in order for me at this moment 
to state why I deem it extraordinary, nor how 
unusual I deem it. It is not within the ordin- 
ary category of resolutions offered ‘by Sen- 


The Senator from Mas- | 


= 
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ators for the purpose of presenting remarks 
upon them; and Í shall submit to the Senate, 
when I amin order in doing so, that this res- 
olution having once been taken up should be 
faced by the Senate, not avoided, but should 
be disposed of upon its very truth and merits; 
that we owe that to ourselves and we owe it to 
This is not the time to 
discuss that. ‘ 

I say, therefore, that looking to what we 
have done at this session, looking to the con- 
venience of everybody concerned and to court- 
esy as well, the suggestion last. made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts covers the whole 
ground. Let the Senator from Kentucky pre- 
vail in his motion; let his resolution become 
the regular order before the Senate, and, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts says—I bor- 
row his suggestion—as soon as it is disposed 
of, let us all understand—though I am sure 
an understanding is not necessary on that 
point—that we will follow the Senator and be 
his coadjutors in resuming at once the con- 
sideration of the amnesty bill. If, on the con- 
trary, the amnesty bill is so urgent, if it presses 
so that we ought not to trip its feet by any 
intervening business, then I stand upon my 
objection, and I trust I shall not be charged 
with discourtesy, and I insist that this reso- 
lution must wait and abide that time when J, 
too, may have my day in court,as the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts says, and 
when a majority of the Senate may have the 
power to persist in its consideration until a 
vote is recorded showing the judgment of the 


i| American Senate upon the merits and pro- 


priety of such a resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I ask leave to 
add one word. I concede that this resolution 
is a very extraordinary resolution ; but I insist 


| that its subject and the occasion are very 


extraordinary, too, and amply sufficient to 
justify the resolution, At least they are so in 
my judgment; and I decide questions of pro- 
priety for myself, 

Mr. President, when I reached this city at 
the beginning of the present session I found 
the Senate in the midst of a debate upon the 
proposition to raise a committee on investiga- 
tion and retrenchment, | listened silently to 
that debate, and I heard the honorable Senator 
from New York, who has just taken his seat, 
express himself thus in reply to the Senator 
from Delaware, [Mr. Bayvarp:] 


“Mr. CONKLING. I beg my honorable friend to 
hear me express my surprise that he should make 
such a declaration as thatinregard tome. I beg to 
pat him right on that subject, and to say to him that 
itis new to my apprehension that when a Senator 
offers à resolution directing inquiry to be made in 
some flagrant case, that implies that there hethinks 
investigation should stop; in other words, having 
nominated one case which should be investigated, 
he thereby implies that no other case should be,” 


That was on the subject of a resolution 
offered by the honorable Senator himself. 


“Now, [ wish, once for all, to commit myself to my 
friend and to his friends in this Chamber, by saying 
that as often as he or any other member of the body 
will propose any investigation, aimed at either in- 
dividuals or officials, or if that is asking a responsi- 
bility to be assumed which may be regarded as dis- 
agreeable, whenever any one will point out any 
field, will designate any branch of the public service, 
any matter or thing which he. desires to be investi- 
gated, I will go with him to the very verge and vote 
for the most radical, sweeping, and searching investi- 
gation which he knows bow to contrive. There- 
fore, I beg my honorable friend never to supposeof 
me again, when I offer a resolution directing that 
an investigation be had of an instance in which one 
culprit bas appeared and in which there may be 
others behind, that I thereby intend in any way to 
indicate that other investigations ought not tooccur, 
and that I will not vote for them cheerfully.” 


The honorable Senator, after awhile, added : 


„For myself, as I am upon this point, and my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Hows] is witness to 
what Iam going to say, I beg to make this remark : 
on the first morning when this committee was pro- 
posed I myself drew up a resolution, which I have 
in my desk now, and showed it to Senators, propos- 
ing to offer it, raising a committee of this body, 
deeming a joint committee objectionable, with the 
anplest powers, and directing them to investigate. 
That was before the debate at all. Therefore the 
Senator can readily sec that I was never opposed to 
this. I was opposed, in the instance to which the 
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putting in the rules of the 


Senator. has referred, to 
i anual, a standing title of a 


Senate, to go in the-M 


committee to which all this should be appended; | 
reserve the resolution of | 


and therefore I voted to t 
the Senator from Rhode Island as he offered it,” &e. 


The day afterward my honorable friend from 
Ohio: [Mr. SHerman] used this language in a 
debate on the proposition of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, either in its original form 
_ or after it had been modified : 


“T take occasion also, in saying that I will vote for 
this resolution, to call the attention of the country— 
a phrase frequently employed here—to the fact that 
there is no difficnity in getting at an investigation of 
any fact demanded by any Senator under the ordin- 
ary rules and usages of the Senate; and according 
to the practice of the Senate, the course that is now 
being pursued is the one that has always been pur- 
sued heretofore; and never before, nor now, has 
there been a suppression of any investigation that 


was desired. What has been the usual course pur- | 


sued in this body? First, a committee is organized. 
Ifa standing committee is organized, it is organized 
by itself, and in due time, as occasion arises, it is 
charged with various duties and with sufficient power 
to perform them. A select committee is organized 
and instructed to perform special duties during the 
session. It seems, from the readiness with which 
these resolutions are introduced and passed, that we 
have been wasting two or three days in a rather 
unnecessary debate.” 

Now, Mr. President, I regarded these gen- 
tlemen as opening wide the door to any invest- 
igation that any Senator mightdesire. I pro- 
posed the original resolution upon my own 
responsibility. No party, no man but myself, 
is responsible for it. Whatever there is ex- 
traordinary in its features, in its subject, what- 
ever of obloquy, or scandal, or censure may 
be justly imputed to it, I am ready to receive. 
Sir, I want the entire political forest, with all 
of its lesser beasts, and with the king of tie 
forest also, to be investigated by this commit- 
tee. I want the “lion to be bearded in his 
den, the Douglass in his hall;’’ and for one I 
am disposed to march up and to meet that lion 
in his den. Sir, the chief executive magis- 
tracy has been said to be the fountain of honor. 
It is now the fountain of all abuse, and of all 
corruption in our country, I want it purified 
by free, manly, unfettered, and unfaltering 
investigation. 

Why, sir, what have we seen within a few 
days? We have seen the President of the 
United States published as a defaulter since 
the Mexican war to the amount of four or five 
thousand dollars, for upward of twenty years. 
I presentit in my resolution. The newspapers 
opened upon him. We have some response 
tothe responsibility that was thereby attempted 
to be asserted. 
newspapers that after twenty or twenty-five 
years of default the Presidenthas beenscourged 
by the denuneiations of the papers, or by some 
other cause, to come forward and to pay up 
his defalcation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
from Kentucky whether he is not making his 
speecha little before the 
that he should do so? No doubt he will have 
an opportunity after awhile, but it is out of 
order now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. 
ceed in that line of remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from 
Kentucky is aware that it is not within 
the rules to discuss the merits of a question 
on a motion to take it up. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I will simply 
make this singleremark: I came to the House 
of Representatives in the year 1889. A short 
time before I took my seat in the other branch 
of Congress there was a man by the name of 
Tobias Watkins who was a defaulter, and how 
was hetreatedasadefaulter? Hewasindicted 
and sent to the penitentiary, and I think that 
is the good, oli-fashioned and safe way of 
managing such thirgs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall vote to allow the 


I will not pro- 


Senator from Kentucky to proceed and discuss | 
the resolution he has introduced ; I shall vote | 
to postpone any other question to enable him | 


to do so; but he must be aware that when he 


Jt has been published in the 


I appeal to my friend | 


Senate have consented ! 
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has spoken upon a resolution arraigning in the 
strongest terms the President of the United 
States, the chief executive officer of a great 
nation, the head of our Government, a discus- 
sion of that kind cannot end with his speech. 
A subject. of this kind, naturally exciting so 
much interest and so much excitement, will 
lead to considerable debate. I shall vote, 
therefore, to postpone the amnesty bill, with 
the distinct understanding that this subject, to 
be brought before the Senate by the Senator 
from Kentucky, does thrust aside all pending 
business in the body, even when it extends to | 
amnesty for thousands and tens of thousands 
of citizens of the United States. When apart 
of the legislative body seeks to arraign another 
great department of the Government in a way 
so strong, so marked, so distinct as is now pre- 
sented to us, it necessarily suspends the ordin- 
ary topics of debate and compels us to pause, 
to put aside the business of the people of the 
United States until that matter can be disposed 
of. ‘That is the inevitable effect. 

While I am up I desire to say another thing. 
While I am in tavor of amnesty, and in favor 
of this bill granting amnesty, yet until the 
friends of the bill have made up their minds 
to stand by it and sit it out without such pro- 
longed, and, it seems to me, unnecessary dis- 
cussion as we have had in the past, they 
might as well regard the case as hopeless. £ 
myself will not vote to take up the amnesty 
bill again until the friends of the Dill are 
ready to sit it out and end it, because every 
member has made up his mind as to how he 
will vote. 

I do not agree with the Senator from 
New York, who says he is willing to take up 
the amnesty bill as soon as this political topic 
is disposed of. I will not vote to take up 
again until the friends of that bill say they 
are willing to bring it to a final end, because 
it stands in the way of all the business of the 
country. The amnesty question has been so 
often debated that it is no longer as fresh as 
it was five or six years ago. Now, until there 
is a probability of a prompt conclusion on that 
bill { will not vote to take it up; but whenever 
it does come up, and whenever a vote is had | 
on it, I shall be found recorded in its favor. 
I hope, then, that as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has appealed to our courtesy, and asked 
us to allow bim to make a speech on his 
resolution, we will take it up in form, and | 
then undoubtedly his remarks will lead toa 
long discussion. Jt cannot be avoided, St 
might as well be met promptly in the outset. 

Mr. LHURMAN, Mr. President, I rise to | 
make an appeal to my friend from Kentucky 
to withdraw his motion. I concur with my | 
colicague’s remarks so far that I believe with | 
him that whenever the resolution of the Seu- 
ator from Kentucky shall be taken up a gen- 
eral debate upon it is inevitable. I have no 
doubt whatever of that. I have no doubt that 
that resolution is of such a character that the 
Senate will not consent to debate it by install- 
ments, an installment one day, and another 
installment the next week, and so on and so 
on, but that it will give rise to a general dis- 
cussion. It is an extremely important resolu- | 
tion. It revives in my memory an old ques- 
tion: the question whether the Senate should į 
originate au investigation into the conduct of 
the President which might result in a verdict | 
that would subject him toimpeachment. We 
all recollect the protest sent in by President 
Jackson against the passage of the resolution 
in regard to the removal of the deposits; and 
although I never have been able to satisty my 
mind that the Senate might not make an investi- 
gation which even had the effect to implicate 
the President where such investigation was 
necessary for purposes of legislation, yet the 
line between that and an examination of charges 
that could have no other result than impeach- | 
ment is one that requires some skill to draw, 
and upon which every one ought to have time 
to reflect. i 


But what I wish to say now is that it is per- 
fectly manifest that if this resolution shall. be 
taken up the debate on it will proceed—per- 
haps, from the tone of the remarks already 
made, a very heated debate. It will postpone 
other legislation, postpone the amnesty bill. 
I hope that my friend from Kentucky, there- 
fore, especially in view of the declarations of 
Senators that they are willing to take up his 
resolution at some proper time, that. they will 
not put it off, that they will not prevent its. be- 
ing taken up by any legislative skill or artifice 
whatever-—in view of the certainty that he can 
get up the resolution, and that at a short day, 
I hope he will withdraw his motion for the 
present. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. President, 
I was not so stupid as not io suppose that the 
resolution would give rise toa most lengthy 
and heated debate. I expectnothing else. I 
desire nothing else. I want the fullest, freest 
debate that the Constitution guaranties to the 
members of the Senate. Iam indisposed that 
this resolution shall in any way antagonize the 
bill that my honorable friend from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Rozertson] has under his charge, 
in regard to which I feel so deeply, or any 
other important measure. As was suggested 
by the honorable Senator from New York, I 
want a time of comparative leisure, when 
there is no important measure pressing on the 
attention of the Senate, and I want to avail 
myself of that time of leisure for the purpose 
of having the fullest, freest, and, if you please, 
the most excited debate upon this proposition 
that can possibly take place. I therefore with- ` 
draw my motion for the present, but give gen- 
tlemen to understand that at some convenient 
time bofore long I shall call it up, with the 
hope that its consideration then will meet 
with no opposition, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky withdraw his motion? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSK. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk,announced 
that the House had passed the bill (H. R. No. 
1183) to relieve certain citizens of Georgia 
from political disabilities; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 380) for the removal of 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
third section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments tothe Constitution of the United States, 
tbe pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Sumner, as modified by him on the 
18th instant, being to add the following as 
additional sections to the bill: : 

Suc. —. That no citizen of the United States shall, 
by reason of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, be excepted or excluded from the full and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished by innkeepers; by 
common carriers, whether on land or water; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of public amusement; by trustees, com- 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, and other 
officers of common schools and other public insti- 
tutions of learning, the same being supported by 
moneys derived from general taxation or authorized 
by law; by trustees and officers of church organiza- 
tions, cemetery associations, and benevolent institu - 
tions incorporated by national or State authority. 
But churches, schools, cemeteries, and institutions 
of learning established exclusively for white or col- 
ored persons, and maintained respectively by the 
contributions of such persons, shall remain accord- 
ing to the terms of the original establishment. 

Sec. —. That any person violating any of tho pro- 
visions of the foregoing section, or aiding in their 
violation, or inciting thereto, shall, for every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $000 to the person 
aggrieved thereby, to be recovered in an action on 


l the case, with full costs and such allowance for coun- 


sel fees as the court shall deem just, and shall also, 
for every such offense, be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined 
not less than $509 nor more than $1,000, and shall be 
imprisoned not less than tyirty days nor more than 
one year: Provided, That the party aggrieved shali 
not recover more than one penalty; and when the 
offense isa refusal of burial, the penalty may be 
recovered by the heirs-at-law of the person to whose 
body burial has heen refused. ; 


488 


Sro. —. That the same jurisdiction and powers are 
hereby conferred and the same duties enjoined upon 
the courts and officers of the United States in the 
execution of this act as are conferred and enjoined 
upon sich courts and officers in sections three, four, 


five; seven, and ten of an act entitled ‘‘Anactto pro- | 
teet-xli pérsons in the United States in their civil }: 


rights, and to furnish the means oftheir vindication,” 
passed April 9, 1866, and these sections are hereby 
made a” part of this act; and any of the aforesaid 
officers failing to institute and prosecute such pro- 
gcedivgs herein required, shall, for every such of- 
fense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the per- 
son aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an action 
on the case, with full costs and such allowance for 
counsel fees as the court shall deem just, and shall, 
on conviction thereof, pe deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and be fined not less than $1,000 nor more 
than $5,000 . x 

Sec. —. That no person shall be disqualified for 


service as juror in any court, national or State. by 
Tenson of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude: Provided, That such person possesses all other 
qualifications which are or may be by law prescribed ; 
and any officer or other persons charged with any 
duty in the selection or summoning of jurors, who 
shail exclude or fail to summon any person for the 
reason above named, shall, on conviction thereof, 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined not 
less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000. 

Sec. —. That every law, statute, ordinance, regu- 
lation, or custom inconsistent with this act, or 
making any discriminations against any person on 
account of-color, by the use of the word “white,” is 
hereby repealed and annulled. 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the judges of 
the several courts upon which jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred to give this act in chargeto the grand jury 
of their respective courts at the commencement of 
each term thereof. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] is entitled to 
-the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not well to-day and 
‘have just concluded a speech in another part 
of the Capitol. Iask to be excused from going 
on to-day, and let the bill proceed. If I am 
able to eay anything before it gets through, I 
shall say it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to suggest an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, for the purpose of perfect- 
ing his proposition and getting it as near right 
as possible. I desire to call the Senator's 
attention to this clause, beginning in the elev- 
enth line of the first section: ** By trustees 
and officers of church organizations.” I sug- 
gest that that portion be stricken out. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Massachusetts presents to the Senate, 
as an amendment to thé pending bill for the 
relief of political disabilities, his measure for 
securing more thoroughly their constitutional 
rights to the colored citizens of the United 
States. „He urges, with that ability and zeal 
which so eminently characterize him, its pas- 
sage at one and the same time with this pro- 
vision for amnesty. He has spent nearly two 
legislative days in impressing his views upon 
the Senate, and endeavoring to demonstrate 
the imminent necessity of coupling these two 
bills together. He will not be satisfied to 
have the Senate pass his bill by itself. It 
must go band in hand with amnesty. What 
he calls a measure of justice to the black 
man must accompany this measure of recon- 
ciliation to the white man. Part passu, and 
only so, must they find their way to the stat- 
ute-book. Tbe Senator insists that neither 
shall stand on its own merits, but that to- 
gether they shall stand or fall. For the sake 
of an idea, which I mean no disrespect in 
calling fanciful, he would jeopardize, or most 
certainly delay, not only the measure of am- 
nesty, but equally put in peril his great meas- 
ure of protection to the colored men of the 
country. He would forego the great grati- 
fication he would feel at the passage of the 
supplementary civil rights bill bý a majority 
vote, and subject it to the hazard of depend- 
ence upon a vote of two thirds. of each House 
of Congress. And all this because he would 


see two things united which he thinks the 
complements of each other, but which -are 
much more speedily and much more naturally 
secured separately. : 

The Senator from Massachusetts may see 
wisdom in this kind of parliamentary tactics; 
but to men less awake to those hidden rela- 
tions which may exist between things super- 
ficially dissimilar, to those who see only the 
obvious bearings of the case, it may be for- 
given if, being friendly to his bill, they decline 
to subject it to the risk of attachment te a 
measure which can only pass by a two-thirds 
vote. It may perhaps also be forgiven if the 
friends of his bill suggest that prudence re- 
quires ihat so important a measure as this 
supplementary civil rights bill should pass the 
ordeal of a reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and be reported by them to the 
Senate. When we pass a measure of that 
character we wish that it should be so framed 
as to be effective for its avowed purposes, and 
at the same time consistent with the provisions 
of the Constitution. 

We wish this supplementary civil rights bill 
to be a complete supplement, leaving nothing 
to be done hercafter. We have seen that the | 
efforts heretofore made in this behalf have 
not fully served their purpose; that they have 
needed patching and repairing and supple- 
menting. Let us be sure that no addenda will 
be required when we shall have again under- 
taken the task to which the Senate sets us; 
or, at least, let us see to it that no haste and 
inconsiderate action shall be charged on us. 
Otherwise, a year or two hence the Senator 
may be reading us again the contents of his 
letter-book, and a new batch of excerpts from 
the newspapers of the country, in demonstra- 
tion of the need of a supplement to the sup- 
plementary civil rights biil. 

I do not know that a line should be erased, 
an ¢ dotted or a ¢ crossed in the Senator’s bill. 
It may be the best bill possible for the pur- 
poses it alms to accomplish. I pass no judg- 
ment on it in this or any other regard. I 
have great confidence in the judgment and 


į wisdom of the Senator from Massachusetts ; 


but I think I say nothing in any way disre- 
spectful to him when I assert that we should 
ail feel more confidence in voting for the bill 
if it had been passed upon by our Committee 
on the Judiciary, Even a Senator so careful 
and conscientious as the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts with regard to infractions 
of constitutional provisions in legislation by 
Congress may, in a matter so delicate as this, 
leave some room for criticism by those who 
are in a sense our guides on such questions. 

I yield no point to the Senator ia zeal in 
behalt of the equal rights of all citizens before 
the law. I shall not permit any Senator to 
question my devotion to those great principles 
of liberty and equality which, underlie our 
Government, and which, having passed through 
the ordeal of rebellion and revolution, have by 
their heat been branded into the Constitution. 
ln a humbler way, with a weaker voice and a 
less potent pen, but as truly as the Senator 
from Massachusetts, have lin my words and 
by my votes stood up in this body for the 
strictest measures of justice to our colored fel- 
low-citizens, and perhaps the record will show 
that on some of the great questions affecting 
those rights which have been discussed and 
decided in this Chamber my vote was given 
when the Senator’s was withheld. 

This is gaid with no wish to detract from 
the Senator’s well-won fame as the life-long 
defender of the doctrine of equal rights; itis 
said merely to remind the Senator that though 
others may have been less conspicuous than 
he in the work which it has fallen upon us to 
do here, others may have been equally faithful 
in their way. 

And I cannot permit the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, or any other Senator, to place me 
in a false position in this matter. I shall not 


allow him to class me, even by implication, | 
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among those who oppose, or among those who 
coldly support, a measure for most completely 
securing to every class of our citizens their full 
righis. The comments of anonymous contrib- 
utors to newspapers are quite indifferent tome; 
but I shall protest, as I have a right to do, 
against the indorsement by the honorable Sen- 
ator of any charge of wantof zeal on my part 
in the work he bas so much at heart. 

But, with all due respect for the opinions 
and counsel of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I must nevertheless be permitted to choose 
my own modes of action. I must decide for 
myself when and how I must act, not only on 
the supplementary civil rights bill, but on the 
pending and every other measure. The light 
which guides my steps is doubtless a very poor 
sort of medium in comparison with that purer 
light through which truth finds its way to the 
intellect of my honorable friend ; but it is the 
only light I have, and to it I must trust. I 
must crave the indulgence of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, theretore, if I fail to see ag 
clearly as he does that my course on this bill 
is ‘unreasonable,’ as he chooses to charac- 
terize it. : 

Senators must act hereon their own respon- 
sibility; their burdens cannot be shifted ou. to 
other shoulders, however unworthily their own 
may bear them. Each must be the judge of 
the ‘reasonableness’! or “ unreasonxbleness'! 
of his votes and his words. Our object isa 
common one, that of shaping the legislation of 
Congress in such fasbion as shall most effect- 
ually secure the proper ends of government, 
Qur modes and times of action, our methods 
of arriving at the desired results, our paths 
toward the common goal, will frequently vary, 
and yet none has the right to question the 
motives of any other. It is far pleasanter for 
me to follow in the Senator’s path than to 
separate from it and attempt to trace one out 
for myself. Yet earnest as are the Senator’s 
convictions, mine are not lessso. As much 
respect as we all cheerfully render to my hon- 
orable friend for his zeal and earnestness in 
the work he assumes, just so much is he bound 
to accord to the humbiest of his fellows here, 

I earnestly desire the passage of an amnesty 
bill. 1 have desired it for three years. Ihave 
let no opportunity pass to aid in bi inging about 
this consummation. It can passonly by a twò- 
thirds vote of each House of Congress. That 
obtained, it is an accomplisbed fact; it needs. 
no approval by the President, though he has 
in advance given that approval. To secure 
this object I wish to have the bill presented in 
its simplest form. I wish to avoid all entan- 
gling alliances. Let us vote on the question 
pure and simple. Nobody doubts our power to 
pass itif we have votesenough. No question 
of constitutional obstacles arises on this bill. 
The very article in which the disabilities are 
imposed provides a mode of relief. The way 
is clear, plain, unobstructed. Iam thoroughly 
opposed to attaching to it the bill of the Sena- 
tor, or any other bill which will draw toward it 


j attacks which may be fatal to it; which will 


repel votes which would otherwise be given 
for it. The Senator may think that inasmuch 
as his bill is a good one, one which every friend 
of justiee and humanity should approve, it will 
give strength to the amnesty proposition. Such 
is not my opinion; such is not the opinion of 
wiser Senators than I am—nay, not of those 
whose opinions the Senator himself is wont to 
respect. Desiring to see the amnesty bill pass, 
who says my conduct is “ unreasonable?" 
Again, sir; I desire the passage of a bill to 
secure effectually the rights of all citizens, 


j those rights guarantied to them by the Con- 


stitution. The attempts made even now in 
various parts of the couniry to ignore the 
provisions the establishment of which has cost 
so much, aud the maintenance of which is so 
dear to the heart of every true republican, 
are evidence that the Government should 
stretch out its arm in protection and defense 
over that class of citizens whose rights are 
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invaded and denied. I shall stand, a hum- 
ble coadjutor, side by side with the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts in waging war 
against the injustice of which he justly com- 
plains, and of which he has produced evidence 
so voluminous. Let us pass some measure 
to stop these wrongs. It can pass by a mere 
majority vote. I believe such a measure, care- 
fully drawn, will easily and promptly pass both 
Houses of Congress. I do not wish to peril 
its passage by making an arrangement that it 
shall not become a law unless it receives the 
vote of two thirds of each House. This is an 
unfriendly act, though I know the Senator 
does not so regard it. It isan unnecessary, 
as I think, an unwise act. Could the bill 
speak for itself it would say, ‘‘Save me from 
my friends.” I again ask, desiring to see the 
supplementary civil rights bill become a law, 
who says I am “ unreasonable’ in my course 
on the Senator’s amendment? 

The honorable Senator, ‘‘in no unfriendly 
spirit, but simply in the discharge of a public 
duty,’ as he says, read a letter, comment- 
ing on my previous remarks on this subject, 
from Mr. F. L. Cardozo, of South Carolina, 
and quoted from an article of similar tenor 
published in the Columbia Daily Union of 
December 30, 1871. 

It needed not the assurance of the Senator 
to convince me that the quotations made by 
the Senator were made ‘‘in no unfriendly 
spirit? From him naught but kindness has 
ever come toward me since I have sat here. 
Up to him it has ever been my pleasure to 
look for wisdom and counsel; and if I have 
ofien been compelled to disagree with him in 
his policy, to differ from him in opinion, this 
has never happened but to my regret. 

But a few words as to Mr. Cardozo’s letter. 
That gentleman is all that the Senator claims 
for him. He is one of our best citizens. He 
is secretary of State of South Carolina, and 
itis much to say that in that responsible office 
he has so conducted himself as to have won the 
respect of good men, and to form one of the 
exceptions to what, I fear, has been the rule 
among our State officers. I would not by one 
jot or tittle diminish the respect which the 
Senator from Massachusetts and others who 
know him better entertain for him. On the 
very day when the Senator from Massachu- 
setts was making his first speech on this meas- 
ure since the holidays I sat in this Chamber 
side by side with him holding friendly con- 
verse as to the hopes of redeeming our State 
government from the misrule which has be- 
come a by-word inthe land. Ihave not always 
agreed with Mr. Cardozo on questions of pol- 
icy, but I have never seen any reason for with- 
holding from him my esteem. 

But Mr. Cardozo, let me remind the Senator, 
is human, and liable to error like other men. 
He certainly misunderstood my position on the 
question betore the Senate. Hadheread with 
care the remarks I had the honor to submit 
he would have seen that there was no practical 
difference in our views. While I urged the 
passage of the amnesty bill then, as now, 
pending, there was a distinct declaration that 

was earnestly in favor of the passage of the 
bill of the Senator from Massachusetts, when- 
ever he should bring forward that measure in 
asbape which gave hope of success. My pur- 
pose in urging its postponement was not that 
iv might be pushed aside indefinitely, but that 
the work in hand might be done. 1 knew the 
colored people all over the South had persist- 
ently recommended amnesty; and I judged 
that in the then condition of the business of 
the Senate, with a bill before us the passage 
of which they ardently desired, they would 
ask us to do the work before us, rather than 
peril its accomplishment by making an un- 
natural and forced alliance between two meas- 
ures each of which would rather weaken than 
strengthen the other. ‘There were two good 
objects to be accomplished. We had set out 
to effect the one. ‘The Senator from Massa- 


chusetis asked us to turn aside from that and 
effect the other, or to carry at one load a bur- 
den promising to be more safely and speedily 
carried in two. Common sense, or what I call 
common sense, dictated the course I pursued. 
I inferred that such would have been the views 
of reflecting colored men. I still judge that 
I was right. Nay, I believe that Mr. Cardozo, 
unless he is a determined foe to any amnesty 
bill at all, would have acted as I did had he 
been in the Senate. 

I have no doubt Mr. Cardozo is right in 
speaking in this wise concerning the bill of the 
Senator. He says: 


“The colored people of the South aro Jooking earn- 
estly to the Congress of tho United States for the 
passage of your bill, or one containing similar pro- 
visions. If their united voices could be heard they 
would introat the representatives of the Republican 


| party in Congress to finish their great work by the 


passage of your bill,and thus remove the degrading 
usage they are compolied to submit to.” 


So say I, Mr. President; so say many of us, 


who nevertheless cannot consent to attach it | 


to this measure. 

But I must make a word of comment on 
another passage in Mr. Cardozo’s letter. He 
writes: 


“But I venture to say further, that while the col- 
ored people of the South have always been in favor 
of amnesty, I am sure that now, when they see their 
leading mon assassinated, their wives and children. 
brutally whipped in the dead of night by Ku Kiux, 
a band of the most cruel conspirators that ever dis- 


graced any civilized country, they seriously question 
the wisdom of the policy that would remove the dis- 
abilities of such men and restore them to position, 
thus giving them the opportunity of carrying out 
more successtully their fiendish designs. And they 
are surprised and indignant that those who happen 
to represent their State for the time being should 
pretend to represent their feelings. ” 

Now, Mr. President, this assumes that those 
who will be relieved from political disabilities 
by the pending bill belong to that most infa- 
mous of all bands of conspirators and outlaws 
whose deeds blacken the pages of the history 
of any civilized people, the Ku Klux Klan. 
This assumption | believe to be entirely un- 
warranted by the facts. That there are many 
members of this organization who are laboring 
under the disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution is quite 
possible, I think probable. But it is well 
known that the chief material which composes 
this wicked, this monstrous fraternity, (if it be 
admissible to use sucha term in so odious a 
connection,) is made up of men whose right 
to vote and hold office is recognized by the 
laws. The truth is, sir, that the outrages of 
the Ku Klux Klan have no relation to this 
question of political disabilities, unless it be 
that the coreness and irritation produced by 
their retention prevents the proper degree of 
effort to suppress such outrages on the part of 
those who are shorn of a part of the functions 
and privileges of citizenship. 

Į quote again from Mr. Cardozo: 

“The Legislature of South Carolina has passed a 
law giving precisely the rights contained in your 
“supplementary civil rights bill.’ But such a law 
remains a dead letter on her statute-books, because 
the State courts, comprised largely of those whom 
the Senator wishes to obtain amnesty for, refuse to 
enforce it.” 

I hardly understand him. The judges of 
our courts are not under political disabilities. 
I do not need then to ask amnesty for them. 
They were chosen bya Republican Legisla- 
ture, of whom a majority were of the race to 
which the writer of this letter belongs. Iam 
not aware that complaints have been often | 
made that they have not obeyed the law in 
the administration of their judicial functions. 
There may have been cases when biased 
rulings may have been made, and the preju- | 
dices of caste have stained the ermine of the | 
judge. 1 trust, however, that the statement 


| Of Mr. Cardozo is susceptible of some modifi- 


cation, and the case is not quite so bad in 
South Carolina as he makes it. : 

l know that in public conveyances they sit 
where other passengers sit; and only two or 
three weeks since I rode from Charleston to | 


Columbia in the same car with a considerable || justice. 


number of colored gentlemen, all like myself. 
in the car known as the ‘‘ladies’ car.” Yet, 
while hesitating to admit in full the statement 
that the law referred to by Mr. Cardozo is 
a dead letter on the statute-book,I think it 
probable that there are cases where judges 
and juries failto prove the guardians of the 
colored man’s rights and privileges which it 
behooves them to be. IL hope the bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts will effect a remedy 
for these evils, not only in South Carolina, but 
in other States where such a remedy is more 
needed than it is there. 

One word more on the letter to which the 
Senator bas given such prominence in his com- 
ments on my position as to justily this extended 
reference to ite Mr. Cardozo thinks that those 
who take the position I have assumed on this 
bill completely misunderstand the colored peo» 
ple, and that our “ pretension to represent them 
is the most ridiculous and unwarrantable pre- 
sumption.” : 

Mr. President, this is language more forci- 
ble than complimentary. It is hardly neces- 
sary, after what I have already said, to vay 
more in justification of my course on this bill. 
I am quite willing to stand by what I have 
done or may do, and have no fear that my pur- 
poses will be doubted or misunderstood by 
reflecting men of either race who strive to 
realize the true situation. When it shall be 
Mr. Cardozo’s task to be the legal represent- 
ative of the people of his State on this floor, 
{ doubt not he will perform with strict adher- 
ence to his convictions the various duties 
which fall upon him. If he does so, he cer- 
tainly cannot be charged with ‘ridiculous and 
unwarrantable presumption’? in giving expres- 
sion to what he honestly believes to be the 
interest and sentiments of those he represents. 
Such an experience may make him more 
guarded in criticism upon the course of others, 
or more tolerant of differences of opinion upon 
mere forms of action. Without wishing to be 
unkind to him, I may properly suggest that 
however far I myself may come from faith- 
fully representing the colored people of my 
constituency, it may not be inappropriate for 
Mr. Cardozo to call to mind the fact that the 
number of votes he received as a candidate 
for a seat in this Chamber at the late senato- 
rial election, in a Legislature having a large 
majority of men of his own party and race, 
scarcely warrants him in assuming to repre- 
sent their views or feelings. 

I submit, Mr. President, that there is nothing 
in the remarks I made before the holidays on 
this measure which justifies any candid and 
careful critic in assuming that I desired to 
delay one unnecessary moment the passige 
of a measure of justice like that proposed by 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. 
I take the liberty of reading a quotation from 
my language on that occasion : 

“I desire to express to the Senate and to the 
country my entire approbation of the principles 
which underlie the bill of the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts, and to state that at any fitting time, when- 
ever we can have the slightest chanco of success in 


Í passing the measure which ho has proposed to the 


Senate, I shall be found voting by his side.” 

This isconclusive on the question as to where 
I stood on the merits of the Senator’s bill. 

There is no need, sir, that I should follow 
the Senator in his quotation from the news- 
paper writer. My remarks on Mr, Cardozo’s 
letter cover the case of the anonymons writer 
in the Union as well. I therefore leave this 
part of the subject for more general reflections. 

Mr. President, theacute and learned Senator 
from Pennsylvania, ihe chairman of ihe Com- 
mittee on Southern Outrages, has spent a large 
part of the time during the recess ia persona 
observation of the condition of society in the 
reconstructed States. He has listened much 
and often to those sickening tales of horror 
which, when heard even at second hand, make 
every honest man’s blood boil with indignation, 
and every honest man’s voice cry aloud for 
The living victims of unspeakable 
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atrocities have shown to him and his associates | 


their maimed and ‘scarred bodies. The sur- 
yiving relatives of murdered men have told 


their tale of cruelty and suffering and blood |, 
Hehas thoroughly į 
informed himself of the terrible truths which ! 


into bis sympathizing ear. 


will in all future time and in all nations cause 
the name of the Ku Klux Klan to be abhorred 
among men. He and his associates went pre- 
pared'to find great wrongs, but they found they 
had had but imperfect conceptions of the mag- 
nitude of the atrocities really committed. It 
passes comprehension how men can be schooled 
to do some of the acts which have been proven 


beyond cavil to have been committed by this į 


band of outlaws. 
But, Mr. President, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania comes back from this tour of obser- 


vation in the southern States recommending | 


amnesty. This is evidence that he sees no 


necessity for waiting until outrages cease in ; 


the South before we grant to late rebels a 
relief from those disabilities consequent upon 
their rebellion. His experience is only the 
common one. Whatever may be the precon- 


ceived notions of any intelligent observer, the | 


chances are largely in favor of his being con- 
vinced of the necessity of passing an amnesty 
bill by personal acquaintance with the people 
and governments of the southern States. 

I do not anticipate all the benefits from this 
measure which would have attended its pas- 
sage two or three years since. Much of the 
evil necessarily consequent upon the system 
of political disabilities has been done, and is 
past remedy. It is seen in the condition of 
too many of the southern States to day. It 
will long remain, and will yield only to the 
slow curative processes of time. But amnesty 
will do good now, and much good. 
repair as far as possible what I cannot refrain 
from calling the errors of the past by passing 
a measure of real and complete amnesty. Let 
us make a clean bill. 1l would wipe out the 
whole list of disabilitics at one swoop, and 
cease to peddle out relief as has hitherto been 
doue, They are evil, and continually evil. 
There need be no fear that the distincuon 


between loyalty and disloyalty in the great | 
crisis of our national existence will be lost 
sight of by our children or our children’s i 


children. 

Therevolution which has caused an upheaval 
and overthrow of the whole social fabric of a 
people; which has raised from slavery a race 
and placed them on the same plane politically 
with their former masters; which bas devel- 
oped the strength of our insututions as no 
other event in our national existence hasdone; 
which has leit its impress in every village and 
city of ourland; which has really modified our 
whole national life, needs no petty provision 
for the exclusion of this or that man from 
office, to preserve its memory. In lines more 
enduring than those engraved on brass, in 
forms more substantial than those molded in 


marble or bronze, it has embodied its spirit in į 


the very life of the Union, and it can no more 


perish out of the memories of men than light ! 


can cease to stream from the sun in heaven. 

Mr. President, [have said that I do not ad- 
vocate this bill as a measure of justice or gen- 
erosity. It does not conflict with justice; but 
I advocate it as a measure of policy. I wish 
to secure the best government possible in the 
southern States, and this measure is one of the 
means to that end; nay, one without which, 
Fthink it has been demonstrated, good gov- 
ernments can hardly be maintained there. 
being one of the chief objects of good govern- 
ment to secure Justice, this, as one of the steps 
to that object, is ameasure of justice. But if 
it be claimed that, for anything done by them, 
those laboring under disabilities deserve a 
measure of relief, I dissent entirely from this 
view. I ask amnesty for-them because by it 
they may be put where they are more potent 
for good than they now are. 

I would give them all the privileges of. citi- 


Let us | 


it} 


i 


zens, hecanse Í would place upon them all the | 
responsibilities of citizens. I would take away | 
from them a: badge of distinction between them 
and their neighbors which they hold up to pub- 
lic gaze as a grievance, and enlist thereby the 
sympathies of men equally guilty but accident- | 
ally unaffected by the constitutional amend- 
ment. 

Lask for amnesty. because I regard it as a 
means for quieting the. South, and so benefit- | 
ing the whole country. Disorder or faetion 
in Louisiana or South Carolina does not re- 
strain its baleful influences within the limits | 
of those States, but it makes itself felt in the | 
workshops and marts of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut. Quiet, good order, good govern- 
ment are profitable, not merely to the society | 
in which they prevail, but to all people with | 
whom that society has commercial, industrial, | 
or political relations. | 

No sound principle is sacrificed by grant- 
ivg amnesty. Political disabilities, whatever 
apology or excuse might have existed for them 
when they were imposed, have ceased to have | 
any reasonable ground for existence. The 
last of the southern States is admitted to its | 
full privileges as a member of the brotherhood 
of States; the constitutional amendments in- | 
tended to secure the principles established by | 
the war and subsequent events have been ac- 
ceptedas valid. There can be no fear or dan- 
ger of their being disturbed. Political rights’ 
once acquired bya people are not surrendered 
except through the process of despotism, a | 
process from which we need fear nothing | 
unless we are untrue to ourselves and to all i 
the traditions and instincts of our race. 

There is nothing good left for political dis- 
abilities lo do, even if they ever did any good. 
They should be swept away. Ido notimagine | 
the passage of a bill of amnesty will modify 
the complexion of any State, materially, so 
far as the political faith of its people is con- 
cerned. Republican States will remain Re- 
publican, and there will be considerable num- 
bers of intelligent men enabled to serve, as 
good citizens and good Republicans, the cause 
of good government. Democratic States may | 
remain Democratic; but they will at least be 
enabled to select their public servants from the | 
best of their citizens. Ido nos fear that these | 
Halls will be again visited by those who leftthem 
iu 1861 to join the host cf rebellion. They have 
derived much of their present consequence | 
from the factitions advautage you have given 
them by the imposition of disabilities. Relieve 
them from these, and they will generally sink 
into an oblivion from which that distinction | 
only bas kept them in the past. Bat if, Bour- 
bon-like, our southern friends choose to send 
Mr. Jeferson Davis or Mr. Alexander H. Ste- 
phens to this Hall, what better eleciioneering 
capital could Republican politicians desire? 
Some of our victories of late years have re- 
sulted from the blunders of our political oppo- 
nents; but they have never made so capital a 
blunder as placing Mr. Davis or Mr. Stephens 
inthe Senate would be. Stephens in his news- 
paper is valuable beyond calculation to the 
cause of Republicanism; what would he not 
be worth in the Senate or House of Represent- 
atives? An occasional speech from Mr. Davis 
demoralizes the Democratic party South, and 
disgusts the Democratic party North. What 
would not his utterances be worth to Repub- | 
licanism if they could be made as those of one 
of the representatives of the Democratic party 
on this floor? 

But, Mr. President, these men will return 
to public life no more. They were failures | 
as leaders on the chosen field of the South. 
Nothisg but your system of disabilities could 
have brought them out of the Lethe into which || 
they would otherwise long since have hope- 
lessly sunk. 

I would, Mr. President, have the second | 
section of this bill stricken out. I would not 
require any new oath-taking. This multipli- 
cation of oaths is, in my judgment, of no 


worth. The man who has no other induce- 
ment to: remain. loyal than an oath will find 
some solvent effectual to melt away its obliga- 
tion when the occasion for disloyalty presents 
itself. Casuists will find ready absolution for 
the transgression of the literal terms of the 
obligation in the plea that its substance is kept 
sacred. Or they will, as they have often done 
before, say that the oath is taken under a 
duress which deprives it of its binding force. 
You may say, sir, and weall may say, that no 
man of honor will thus evade the effect of the 
oath. . But we know from examples without 
number what political oaths are worth; and 
we estimate their value much as custom-house 
brokers, not to say importers, do ‘* custom- 
house oaths,’’ which is, I regret to say, at a 
very low rate. Besides, every man who takes 
the oath to support the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States reserves the right to be the judge 
of what that obligation means. The oath 
should unquestionably bind him who takes it 
to observe it as those whose duty it is to inter- 
pret it make interpretation of its require- 
ments. But we must look at what is, not at 
what ought to be; and we shall be justified 
in attaching. very little practical value to the 
oath prescribed in this section. Oaths are too 
cheap. Let us not cheapen them more. Let 
us strike out the second section with its oaths 
and its other machinery. 

A few words more, Mr. President, andI shall 
have done. I have said, sir, that I regard the 
attempt to attach the supplementary civil 
rights bill to the pending measure as an un- 
friendly act toward the former. Well may the 
civil rights biil ask to be delivered from such 
peril. I say also, Mr. President, that the at- 
tempt to unite these two measures is in effect 
an unfriendly act to the amnesty measure. I 
de not charge the Senator from Massachusetts 
with the purpose to defeat the amnesty bill by 
this unnecessary and unnatural union. I do 
say that the amnesty bill is endangered by the 
alliance. And I may be pardoned for saying 
that it is a noticeable coincidence that ihis 
motion to amend comes from a Senator who 
has hitherto been the persistent opponent of a 
general amnesty bill. 1 will not ask the ques- 
tion how far the zeal of the Senator for the 
passage of his civil rights bill instigates his 
motion, or how far he may be unconsciously 
moved by his long-entertained hostility to the 
amnesty policy. Senators are but men; and 
men act from mixed motives, even they them- 
selves often being unconscious of the propor- 
tions in which the mixture is made-up, 

Iagain say, I hope both these bills will, when 
properly shaped, become law. I shall work 
for the passage of each at the earliest practi- 
cable moment, That moment will, in my judg- 


| ment, be considerably delayed by attempting 


to unite them. The amnesty bill is the pend- 
ing bili. I say let us now work for that. 
Were the bill of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts the pending measure, or were there good 
reason to suppose that each would be strength- 
ened by the other, I should say let us work 
for that. , à 

I have done, and I have no fear, sir, that 
any class of citizens who choose to examine 
my record in this Chamber on tbis or any 
other question affecting their rights will seri- 
ously question my zeal or my fidelity to the 
principles of justice and equality. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts may not agree with 
meas to how the work to be done shall be 
brought about. I shall bear, with as mach 
patience as I can command, the censure the 
Senator may see fit to place on these who 
do not see their duty exactly as he does, re- 
membering, as some compensation for the 
regret I experience at my failure to meet his 
approbation, that the methods by which many 
of the great measures in behalf of human 
rights and equality enacted within the past few 
years were consummated were subjected to 
his severe criticism, and yet served their pur- 
pose very well. I shall, before the amnesty 
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bill is disposed of, move to strike out the 


exceptions. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, some three 
weeks ago, very much to my own astonish- 
ment, I was drawn into a colloquy with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumser] 
upon his favorite policy. I had no anticipa- 
tion of any such discussion, nor did I at ihe 
time or after it was over attach to it any very 
great consequence; certainly I gave so little 
to it that I did not take the pains to have 
printed what I said on that occasion. But, as 
Lord Byron, I believe it was, said of himself, 
alluding to his sudden rise in the literary world, 


“J lay down to sleep, woke, and ‘found mwy- | 


self famous.” I thought what took place 
on that occasion was but a very innocent com- 
parison of views between the Senator from 
Massachusetts and myself, I intervening in a 
simple way, from my practical knowledge of 
the character of the colored people of the 
South and my life-long association with them, 
to state what I thought was most expedient to 
be done, and the Senator rebuking with some 
severity many of the opinions that [advanced. 
But that day’s work has become important 
history. Of course it has gone into the Con- 
gressional Globe and it has gone abroad over 
the land. ‘The colored men of the United 
States, and the colored women and the colored 
children, wherever they could read, have read 
what was said here that day, and I find that 
among that class of population in my own State 
and also among some others who are white, I 
am being rebuked for the heterodox senti- 
ments that I uttered on that occasion. Now, 
I have thought with some deliberation upon 
what I did say, and I find that I am misrepre- 
sented by some persons in their intemperate 
geal in attributing to me remarks which I 
never made and thoughts that I never enter- 
tained. I will endeavor to allude to them 
before I conclude. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, on a more 
recent occasion reviving this subject upon 
which he is so enthusiastic, has brought to our 
attention, among other things, the action of 
agreat public meeting of colored persons in 
the city of Macon, Georgia, where there figured 
an individual known as Rev. Henry M. Tur- 
ner, of whom the Senator said some very kind 
and complimentary things. I have only to re- 
mark that if the Senator knew the subject of 
his eulogy as well as the Georgians in this city 
know him he would have saved any expres- 
sions of that sort. He is a reverend gentle- 
man by profession, but I assure the Senator 
that with the better class of the Senator’s own 
admirers in the State of Georgia who know 
Henry M. Turner he is not regarded as a de- 


cent man, and that is putting it in a moderate 


point of view. : 

They sent here a series of resolutions, and 
I will advert to one of them, for I want the 
good will ct these people; E have no con- 
tempt for them, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts would insinuate—very far from it; 
none in the world toward them or any other 
class of human beings. But I have no more 
admiration for them than I have for the hum- 
bie of any other class on God’s earth. Ihave 
never sought to make any capital out of them 
by flattering their vanity, nor have 1 ever done 
it to any other race, nor do I think [ ever will. 
The colored people af this country are no bet- 
ter, I take it, than they ought to be, any more 
than the white peopleare. Ido not look upon 
them as being so much the superiors of the 
jmm ‘giant class in America, about which 
nothing has been said in thisdebate; and while 
there ig such an outpouring of sympathy, such 
a gush of generosity for this afflicted class, I 
think that something might have been seid for 
the hundreds of thousands of foreigners who 
inhabit this country to-day and aredaily arriv- 
ing upon its shores, that something might have 
been invoked in the way of protection and 
shelter and sustenance and equality of rights 
for this neglected class. 


found out she was cclored. 


This Macon meeting adopted a preamble in 
which the authors of it are. pleased to say of 


I bave referred, that the colored people of 


Georgia did not desire the passage of the Sen- į 
ator’s bill, but were terribly auxious for the | 


passage of the amnesty bill. I said nothing 
about what the people of Georgia desired, 
whether they wished the Senator’s bill passed, 
or whether they did not wish the amnesty bill 
passed, or whether they wished both to be 
passed. I neither thought about it, nor did I 
speak of it in any way. ‘These words, there- 
fore, are interpolated. 

It is said that there were four thousand of 
these people at this meeting. Yes, that is 
likely. This demagogue, Henry M. Turner, 
dees nothing else but perambulate Georgia. 
Going about with a memorial of this sort, to 
the workshops, plantations, &c., he could very 
easily, as I know it would be very congenial 
employment for him, say to every laborer he 
found, ‘‘ Here is a great measure that is to do 
wonders for you, you poor laborer in the corn 
and cotton fields of the South. If this bill of 
Senator SUMNER’s can only become a law, you 
will find yourself some day or other, to your 
amazement, like Christopher Sly,’’ (if he ever 
read of him,) “a guest at the Kimball House, 
in Atlanta, one of the finest hotels in the Uni- 
ted States.’? That would be perfectly bewil- 
dering to some of them. ‘You will be on an 
equality with the foremost gentleman in the 
State. Therefore give me your name.”’ ‘Cer- 


tainly; take the name down,” the innocent | 


man will say; ‘* put me down for one, because 
I want to be there.” That is all very natural. 
He might get fifty thousand of them as easily 
as four thousand—any number. You have 
only got to ask for them, and if you do not get 
enough an inventive mind can supply the 
deficiency. 

Then this distinguished Mr. Turner goes 
on and writes a letter in which he gives a 
most pathetic, heart-rending story of a poor 
woman, & highly educated lady, he says, from 
Massachusetts, whom he came across at Fort 
Valley, south of Macon, Georgia, having abso- 
lutely traveled from the time she crossed the 


Potomac river at Washington, three days and | 


nights, without tastiug a moutbful of food, 
through the inhospitable South; that he at- 
tempted to get for her some little refreshment, 
even a cup of tea, or something of the sort, at 
a wayside hotel, and was refused after it was 
This may all be 
so; but it smacks of the marvelous. 

Now, I will put a bit of history against that. 
I will take one of my own household, an old 
colored woman of over fifty years of age, who, 
as I came here in December, came on with me. 
She had been laying by litle sums of money 
all the summer, telling me she intended .to 
make a visit to see some children she had at 
Fredericksburg. She was no traveler, did not 
know how to take care of herself, and she said 
she would rely upon me to do this. She had 
a good many household goods; she expected 
to spend a year, and she wanted to take them 
all aloug with her. I consented, with the ex- 
ception that I did not allow her to take anything 


| that would not go very well as baggage, but 


bedding and things of that kind she could carry. 
The railroad companies were very kind, on my 
suggestion, all went with a trunk, &c., with- 
out any extra charge at all. She being com- 
pelled to spend one day in the city of Augusta 
bya detention, I met her in the afternoon when 
I was ready to resume the journey, aud she told 
me that she had had troops of friends that met 
her; she had never been treated more kindly 
in the world; she had been pressed by invita- 
tions here and there among the colored people, 
and she bad fared sumptuously.. Shecame on 
to Charlotte, North Carolina, where she had 
not an acquaintance, spent one day there, and 
at the close of that day the same thing was said. 
She was called on, taken to church by a col- 
ored person, dined, kindly cared for, and was 
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ready to resume the journey. that afternoon. 


e | I do not say what would have been the case had 
myself that 1 stated, on the occasion to which | 


this woman of mine had to depend on the hos- 


| pitality and kindness of the white people, but 


she did not-have that todo ; the colored people 
seeing her a stranger sought her out. I give 
one story to rebut the other, 

I will say one thing in regard to the colored 
people. ‘Lhey areamong the most hospitable 
people of all the world. If they have any- 
thing to eat or to drink, and one is hungry 
or thirsty, and comes where they are, he is 
very apt to be invited to partake of it, and it 
matters not whether he be white or colored. 
They are generous in the extreme in that 
respect. ; 

Mr. President, on the occasion of my dis- 
cussion with the Senator from Massachusetts 
1 advanced the idea that his bill would confer 
no substantial rights on the colored people that 
would be available, I am still of that opin- 
ion. I did not enter into a discussion of the 
bill with a view of showing its uneonstitu- 
tional character. I waived that for the time 
because the discussion was sudden, was un- 
expected, and I did not wish to protract it. 
Indeed, Senators around me were hoping for 
a vote, and were insisting that I should not 
prolong the debate on the amendment. A 
month has elapsed, and we have not yet reached 
a vote. 

As IL understand, at present the Senator him- 
self is in doubt, to say the least, whether there 
are not many portions of his amendutent that 
would be bettered by alteration. Suggestions 
have been made to him which J understand 
him to be entertaining, Whether he willadopt 
those of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN] or some others, and so mod- 
ify the measure as to commend it to myself, [ 
do not know. But I beg to assure him aud to 
assure everybody else who feels any interest 
in the question, that he does me gross injustice 
in supposing that I am lingering over nothing 
but an old feeling of caste, that there | cannot 
get out of the groove. It is because I kuow 
that if all the rights that he would give to the 
colored people of the South or of the eutire 
nation by his amendment were granted and 
offered to them, practically in the South they 
would amount to nothing, If lam asked why, 
I answer that if you make the distinction on 
railroads, there is not one first-class passenger 
out of fifty or one hundred who youll be col- 
ored. Jf you go to first-class hotels, where 
board is four or five dollars a day,or even three 
dollars, if the hotels were thrown open without 
distinction to all classes of guests, you would 
not have one colored man out of two hundred, 
but you might have just enough to disgust a 
class of people to whom the Senator alluded, 
and who are to be found everywhere, not only 
in the South butin the North,in the Kast and 
in the West, and who woald make it a pretext 
for abandoning a hotel, while it would do no 
good to the colored guest that had gone there. 
Nay, sir, in all the principal towns of the 
South there is ample and good entertainment 
to be found for eelered people in houses kept 
by colored hosts. There is no hardship on 
that subject. 

On the former occasion I said, in relation 
to railroad accommodations, that E would give 
the colored people the same that I would the 


| whites, without insisting that there should 


be an admixture. here I stand yet. Tha 


| Senator maintained that equivalents were not 


equality. There is the great point between 
him and myself, | maintaining the converse 
of his proposition that they are substantial 
equality. 

If the Senator could devise an amendment 
that would secure to every colored laborer in 
the South fair and jast remuneration for his 
toil, that would secure an honest settlement 
between him and every employer for whom he 
labors, he would do a work for the colored 
race far superior to this mere theoretical human- 
itarian project about which he seems to have 
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such great consideration. There is something 
practical in that. . 
On the previous occasion to which I have 


alluded, I remarked to the Senator that I 


claimed from association to know the lower | 


strata of the colored people better than he 
could possibly know them. Why, sir, even 
to-day, in the city of Washington itself, lam 
very sure, distinguished as the Senator is as 
the champion of that race, that there are more 
of them who call to see me than do him. The 
former slaves of southern masters who have 
ever seen me or heard of me call frequently, 
call because they say that I have the reputa- 
tion of being kind and humane. 
day passes that I do not have such visitors. 
They are always welcome and always treated 
with kindness. But I never shall say to them, 
t The road to happiness for you lies in sitting 
side by side with a white man upon a railroad 
car or dining at the same table in the hotels of 
the country or upon the steamboats on the 
rivers,’’ for I do not believe it, 

Now, it is true that there are leaders among 
this people as well as amongall others. This 
same Henry M. Turner, of Georgia, holds him- 
self up asa distinguished leader. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is wrong in regard 
to one fact. Turner was a member two years 
ago of the house of representatives of Georgia, 
but is not a member of either house at this 
time. Heisan agitator, possibly of the O’ Con- 
nell school. I think he would like the “vin,” 
perhaps,'as well as the great agitator of Ireland 


1d. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from 
Georgia allow me to ask whether this man 
Turner he is speaking of is a bishop? 

Mr. HILL. No, he isnot abishop; I think 
nothing but a preacher. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
Ku K 


lux committee? 


Mr. HILL. No, sir, he hasnot gone that high | 


canonically. [Laughter.] Heis a licensed 
preacher, as I understand. I will say of him 
that he received here, by assiduity and the aid 
of some white men who were no better than 
he is, and some of them worse, in my opinion, 


at the time, the Macon post office. 


for a month before was he compelled to give 
place to another. He did undergo a trial upon 
charges of some sort or other, and I think it 
was somewhat protracted, I donot know what 
was done here in the examination before the 


Post Office Committee, but I know that he | 
But | 


gave up the office; he was ejected from it. 
i have said enough about him, more than I 
ought. 

2 bave seen no good reason for any modifi- 


cation of the views I expressed on the former | 


occasion, and I de not think that any logic or 
any amount of sympathy that may be bestowed 
upon this question can enlighten me in regard 
to it. 


man an injury. How far his wrongs and the 


distinctions made in society adverse to him in | 
the South are to be attributed to a natural | 
As we are | 


feeling is yet to be ascertained. 
progressing in this great experiment of giving 
freedom to an enslaved race, we have yet to 
discover whether nature has implanted in the 
white man an ineradicable repugnance to 
equality withaninferiorrace. Wedo know how 
it is in countries south of us. 
there the old Castilians who went from Spain 


and they preserved their caste and their com- 
plexion. I have thought that there would 
be some of that feeling left in the South for a 
long time. Perhaps it may grow less; per- 
chance macentury it may be obliterated; but 
ittakes time to determine this question. Nature 
is more powerful than legislation. Iam dis. 
posed to defer something to her; aud if it be 
true that the prejudices of the white man for- 


bid the enforcement of the principles, humane | 


Hardly a | 


I would not knowingly do the black | 


Teke Mexico: | 
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as they are, abstractly just as they may be, that 
the Senator from Massachusetts would enforce; 


if we are powerless to give them vigor and 
vitality, why shall we waste time over abstrac- 


tions? Iconfess that I am open to conviction, 


! but the conviction must come to me from time 
i iiself, and I do not know that I shall have time 
enough upon this earth to derive a great deal | 


more enlightenment. ; 
Sir, I am serions in one thing: I can see no 
good reason why, if we are to require innkeep- 


prevent the reception of a guest. Why should 
a man be allowed to keep a German hotel ina 
city, or a French hotel in a city, and limit the 
guests to the particular nationality of the host? 
ls there anything wrong in this? 

Iam not well satisfied with the idea that a 
man’s house ceases to be his castle whenever 
he chooses to convert it into a house of enter- 


authority as a hotel-keeper or a boarding-house 
keeper. Does he cease to have control over it? 
Does he become a slave of the public because 
he paysa tax? Ithink not. I think the hotel- 


regard to his guests that other men have in 
admitting them into their houses. 

I should never have been drawn at all into 
this discussion had I not been anxious for the 
amnesty bill to be determined. I wish to 
know its fate. If itis to fail, then I have some 
billsto offer for individual relief before this body 
and the other House ot Congress; but so long 
as we have a general bill here I prefer not to 
introduce them. In discussing this bill on a 
former occasion I adverted to the fact that I 


|| should oppose any amendment that might be 
Is he not the man about | 
whose character testimony was taken by the | 


offered to it, as it was a House bill that had 
come here, and we must take it even with 
such imperfections as it had, or else hazard 


| Senator from Indiana, {[Mr. Morroyx,] and 


this darling measure of his, will not put it to 
hazard by coupling it with amnesty, but will 
reserve it for greater perfection as a separate 
measure of legislation, so that he may com- 
mend it to the two Houses hereafter better 
than he does at this particular time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to lay aside 
the pending bill in order to take up House bill 
No. 1050. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER,. (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The Senator 
South Carolina moves to postpone the pending 
bill and ull prior orders for the purpose of 
taking up the amnesty bill last received from 
the House of Representatives. : 

Mr. SUMNER. Lhope not. The pending 
measure isa House bill, which has already gone 
through several stages in the Senate, and on 
which an important amendment is now pend- 
ing, and I ask for a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The Senator from 
Massachusetts can move his amendment on 


|, this other House bill when it is before the Sen- 
i ate, as well as on the bill now pending. The 


committee acted upon House bill No. 1050 
this morning, and instructed me to report it 


j! back without smendment, but inasmuch as 
the morning hour was oceupied by other mat- | 


) À ; | ters, I did not geta chance to get the floor, and | 
to Mexico refused to mingle with the natives, || 


I take this occasion to move its present con- 


before the Senate. 
ceeding to the consideration of the amnesty 


Mr. SUMNER. 
ator from South Carolina, he reported his bill 
to-day. 


ers to accept guests without discrimination in | 
regard to color, we should not go further and | 
provide that no nationality shall intervene to | 


tainment, and to take a license from the proper | 


keeper is entitled to all the discrimination in | 


obtaining any billatall. I trust now, although | 
li there has been one amendment adopted, that | 
li that amendment will be withdrawn by the 


that the Senator from Massachusetts, in his | 
i| earnestness and great zeal for the passage of 
who held distinguished positions in Georgia | 
He was ! 
appointed postmaster there, but did not hold it | 


from | 


_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- || 
ii tion is on postponing the present billand pro- 


| bill last received from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. 


As I understood the Sen- | 
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noni 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then it cannot be con- 
sidered to-day except by unanimous consent, 
and Í object. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I offer it as a 
substitute, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that this bill was received aud 
twice read on a former day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... It cannot be considered 
on the day it is reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
was then placed on the Calendar, never having 
been referred. The motion is therefore in 


order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The committee have 
had the bill under consideration this morning, 
and inasmuch as the Chair has decided that it 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
rules that it is in order on the supposition 
that the bill has not been referred to the com- 
mittee. Ifit has been before the committee 
by order of the Senate, and reported back to- 
day, then of course orne objection would be 
fatal to its consideration. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move, then, to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
1050, and to lay aside the bill now before the 
Senate in order to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a proper 
motion, to lay it aside. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator’s motion 
is entirely in order. The second bill which 
came to us from the House of Representatives 
wentupon the Calendar, and I understand now 
from the Senator from South Carolina thatthe 


i| is in order. I insist on my motion. 


i committee have been considering the bill, in- 


formally of course, it not having been referred 
tothem. The bill being upon the Calendar, itis 
entirely competent to take it up and act upon 
it, and I hope the Senator’s motion will pre- 
vail for two reasons. The motion to postpone 
the present bill is certainly in order, and then 
it will be in order for the Senator to move to 
take up the other bill to which he has referred, 
he now having given notice that he makes this 
motion with that view. 

‘The bill under consideration is not the same 
bill as last passed the House. ‘The latter ig 
more generous than the pending bill, in this 
respect: the bill which last passed the House 
does not exclude from its operation the mem- 
bers ofthe conventions who voted in favor of 
secession, as the bill under consideration does, 
That is one reason why I favor the House bill 
which last came to us, rather than the bill 
whichis now under consideration, because i am 
in favor of the most liberal of these bills which 
have passed the House of Representatives. 

Another reason why I think it would be ad- 
visable to pass the bill now under considera- 
tion is this: the bill that we are now consider- 
ing has been amended onthe motion of the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morrox.] I hope 
that we may be able to take the last bill astho 
House passed it and make it a law. I think 
this matter has been quite too long delayed; 
aud this will give us an opportunity to see if 
there is strengih in this body sufficient to pass 
an amnesty bill. If the friends of amnesty (as 
we understand almost every Senator avows 
himself to be) are in earnest, let us take this 
bill without these amendments, which are cal- 
culated to prevent the passage of any bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How can you do ihat? 

_ Mr, TRUMBULL, Ifthere are votes enough 
here, we can vote down all amendments, and I 


: t i| hope my friend from Vermont will vote with 
sideration in place of the bill now pending | 


me to prevent any of them being attached to 
this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another question. 
What do you gain by this course ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We getrid of an amend- 
ment already put on this bill. 
_ ‘i. EDMUNDS. Suppose he offers it again 
in a moment ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But an amendment has 
been adopted to the present bill that we are 
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now considering, while the bill which last came 
from the House of Representatives is a clean 
bill without any amendment to it, and if the 
Senate agrees to pass it, that is the end of it; 
it becomes a law at once. ; 

There is another reason. When tbis amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts was 
offered I believed that it was not in order, that 
it was an improper amendment, I expressed 
my view at that time. The Senate by a close 
vote admitted it; but I wish to test that ques- 
tion again; and if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts should persist in offering his amend- 
ment to every amnesty bill that comes to this 
body, I trust that the Senate will stand by 
what, to me, is manifestly the parliamentary 
Jaw in such a case, and will not receive his 
amendment. It is a proposition that ought 
not to be offered in connection with this bill. 
J do not propose now to discuss that measure. 
Tt is a measure which, if it can pass at all, as 
I hope it never will in the shape he has offered 
it, can pass by a majority vote. ‘The subject- 
matter of his bill, or his ‘‘supplementary civil 
rights bill,” as he calls it, has been before 
this body for years. It was here in the last 
Congress, and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary reported adversely to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in its present form. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not precisely as it has 
been amended, but precisely as it was offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, I think. 
It is the very same printed bill. I have not 
compared them, but i believe it to be the same 
bill, the same print which was before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and which I had the 
honor to report back adversely by the direc- 
tion of the members of that committee. 

Now, sir, I hope that the motion of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina will prevail for the 
two reasons l have given. In the first place, 
the last bill that passed the House is the most 
liberal one, and it is the best one; and in the 
second place, we shall thereby have an oppor- 
tunity, if there isa majority of the Senate in 
favor of amnesty, of voting against all amend- 
ments, passing the bill, and making it a law 
at once, and this will bring us to a vote at 
some time. We shall never accomplish any- 
thing by constantly loading down amnesty 
bills by riders. I know or have reason to 
know, at least I believe, that there are a num- 
ber of Senators who are opposed to any gen- 
eral amnesty bill, and they are ready to vote 
for any and every amendment that is offered, 
with a view of embarrassing the bill and defeat- 
ing it, Ihave no doubt there are some Sen- 
ators, conscientiously, according to their con- 
yictions of duty, opposed to a general amnesty 
pill—I so understand them—and of course those 
Serators will vote for any amendment that 
may be offered; but I trust that the real friends 
of amnesty, those who believe that the peace 
of this country, the restoration of good feeling, 
and the establishment of better governments 
in the South, will be promoted by the passage 
of a liberal amnesty bill, will stand together 
and take the bill as the Honse has passed it, 
and let us make it a law and not suffer it to 
be entangled with these various amendments 
which are supported, of course, by all those 
who are opposed to amnesty, and supported by 
others, I suppose, because they think them 
proper amendments. 

For these reasons I hope the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina will prevail, and 
on that I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I do not 


feel called upon to vote for this motion, and 


certainly not for the reasons which have been | 


given us. It is suggested, first, that the bill 
in favor of which tne motion is made to post- 
pone the pending measure is more liberal than 
the one we have before us, in that it extends 
amnesty to men who assembled in southern 
conventions, as they were called, and voted 
their States out of the Union, who inaugurated 
under ‘solemn forms the revolution which 
plunged the nation into the Red sea of war. 


I am inclined to think that I would rather 
have some other recommendation of the latter 
bill of the House than this. 

But I rose to speak more particularly of the 
other ground on which an appeal is made to 
us to vote in favor of the motion now made 
by the Senator from South Carolina. We are 
asked to do it because it will divest the meas- 
ure before the Senate of the amendment which, 
after a considerable debate, was adopted, and 
because it will reopen a question of order. I 
will not speak of the amendment, but I want 
to say a word on the question of order. 

The Senator from Massachusetts offering his 
amendment, a point of order was raised upon 
it. That point was ruled by the Presiding 
Officer, the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Anruony,] then occupying the 
chair. An appeal was taken from his decis- 
ion, and deliberately, I may say elaborately, 
that appeal was discussed in the Senate, and 
by the action of the Senate the law was laid 
down in this case in favor of the propriety of 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Now, Mr. President, how shall it be said that 
those who want a vote upon the amnesty Dill, 
either for or against it, and to make an end of 
it, ought to go back, take up a measure de novo, 
and litigate over again, not only the question 
of the amendment which has prevailed, but 
even a prolix question of order? It seems to 
me that it would be making haste backward ; 
it would be an advance crab-fashion toward a 
result and finality upon the amnesty bill. And 


‘I wish, for one, to protest against being classed 


with the enemies of amnesty in any form if I 
am unable to see the propriety at this lateday 
of undoing all that we have done, and going 
back and proceeding again to rehearse and 
rehash questions ofamendments already passed 
upon and final action recorded, and even open- 
ing questions of order which have not only 
been made and decided, but argued claborately 
and decided by the Senate itself. 

Mr. President, the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has been elaborately 
discussed. I have taken no part in its discus- 
sion. Ido not mean to doso. It has been 
mainly upon the suggestion of the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, ] so shaped 
as to avoid in the main constitutional objec- 
tions, and therefore it presents itself fairly 
upon its merits. Why not vote upon it? Can 
there be any doubt that we shall save time by 
adhering to the present bill, availing ourselves 
of so much work as we have done, which it 
has taken, if I mistake not, a fortnight to 
accomplish? Why throw that away and go 
back to the beginning, and litigate over again 
all questions, including questions of order and 
of form? 

Now, sir, as one of those who wish to see 
the business of the Senate advanced, and who 
would be glad to see the Senator from South 
Carolina succeed in bringing the Senate to a 
vote on his measure, I appeal to him not to try 


this new experiment, but to let us proceed with | 


the bill that we have before us, avail ourselves 
and get the value of all the work we have done, 
and not retrace our steps and begin at the 
beginning to go all over it again. {fhe will 
adhere to the present bill, if he will allow us 


to vote upon the amendment of the Senator || ) € i 
' Senator from South Carolina will prevail, and 


from Massachusetts, and any other amend- 
ment that may be proposed, voting also, if he 
wants to test the sense of the Senate, upon 
liberalizing the present bill by incorporating the 
particular provision which takes into the em- 
brace of amnesty those who voted the States 
out of the Union, there is no diffculty in his 
doing that, and, at the same time, losing noth- 
ing that we have already done. Therefore, as 
a friend of the business before the Senate, and 
of proceeding with the amnesty bill to a con- 
clusion, as well as other bills, at the earliest 
day, I hope he will stand where he is, and let 
us, as 1 cannot say too often, profit by what 
we have done and finish only the remainder 


1 


of the subject, in place of going back and 
taking it all over again, including questions 
of order, from the start. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, there. are 
i two reasons given in favor of taking up the 
second amnesty bill that came from the House: 

One of the reasonsis that by so doing we shall 
get clear of an amendment that was put upon 
the first bill bya deliberate vote of the Senate. 
Does the Senator who made that argument 


| suppose he will get rid of that amendment, 


deliberately adopted by a decided vote of tle 
Senate, by simply taking up another bill? 
Shall we not have the question of that amend-. 
| ment again presented? : 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me suggest to th 
Senator that, if Iam not entirely in error, the 
amendment to which he alludes has not been 
decided by the Senate, but only decided. in 
committee. 
| Mr. MORTON. The Senator is mistaken. 
| It was adopted in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment was adopted in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After two days’ debate. 

Mr. MORTON. That would not be a very 
material matter anyhow. 

Another reason is, that the second amnesty 
bill is more liberal, because it gives. amnesty 
to the men who composed the State conven- 
tions that voted to carry the several States out 
of the Union. I think there cannot be found 
a worse class of men, men more undeserving 
of amnesty, than the men who attempted to 
carry the States out of the Union by their votes 
| in those conventions. In some of those con- 
i ventions the vote was procured by fraud; the 
members of those conventions voted for ordi- 
nances of secession in defiance of the wishes 
of a majority of the people of the States. ‘lake 
| for example, the State of Virginia, the State 
of Tennessee, the State of Alabama, and per- 
! haps others can be named where the ordinance 
of secession was adopted by the convention in 
defiance of the will of the majority of the peo- 
ple as expressed at the polls at the time of the 
| election of delegates. ‘I'he men who were thus 
guilty of a double crime, and who have upon 
them all the responsibilities and the conse- 
| quences of that rebellion, it is proposed to 
| amnesty by this second bill; and that is offered 
| ag an argument why the former bill should be 
| laid aside and the second bill taken up! 

l Mr. President, I hope this proceeding will 
go on upon the first bill, because if the second 
| pill should be taken up there will be at least 
| an effort made in the Senate to put in the 
| third exception that is left out by the second 
: bill, and the amendment adopted upon the 
| first bill will at least be offered, and I believe 
it will be adopted upon the second bill, and 
| the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts will certainly be renewed upon 
the second bill, so that nothing will be gained, 
but much time will be lost, because we shall 
then have to fight over the very ground we 
| have gone over. For one, Lam ready to vote 
on the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
| sachusetts. I believe the amendment that I 
offered as applied to the officers of a church, 
striking out those words, is accepted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, so that myamend- , 
ment is agreed to. 
Mr. THURMAN. 


I hope the motion of the 


I think it will require very little reflection on 
the part of any Senator to see that if it does 
prevail instead of losing time, we shall gain 
time. 

First, in regard to the amendment that 


| has been adopted on the motion of the Senator 


from Indiana, which I was under the impres- 
sion a moment ago had only been adopted in 
committee, but Í remember now that it was 


| defeated in committee, and was afterward 


| renewed in the Senate and adopted by barely 
| a majority—in regard to that amendment, Ido 


not think the Senator will see the necessity of 
offering it again, for there was but one man at 
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whom it was aimed; no other name was sug- 
gested; no other possible name was spoken 
of; it was only in respect to the Senator-elect 
from North Carolina that the amendment was 
supposed to have any effect, and he has resigned 
all claim to that office, so that now, if the 
amendment were put on the bill, it would be 
without any office or effect whatever. So far, 
therefore, as that. amendment is concerned, it 
is a matter of no earthly consequence whether 
it is in the bill or not in the pill. 

Then, in regard to the other matter, the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, a point of order was raised. The Sen- 
ator from New York objects to going into 
that question of order again. Let the Senate 
understand precisely how the matter stands. 
I made the question of order. The Chair had 
to decide it without argument, for the rule 
required him to decide it without argument. 
He did decide it,and ruled that the amend- 
ment was in order. Iappealed. The appeal 
was debated, and the decision of the Chair 
was sustained by, I believe, barely a majority 
of one. 

Mr. SUMNER. Two. 

Mr. THURMAN. Take two, if you please; 
it is a de minimis non curat whether it is one 
or two; and there were seventeen absentees. 
In a Senate not fall by any means that decis- 
ion was sustained simply by a majority of one 
or two. Isthat a decision that ought to govern? 
Is that a decision that ought tostand? No, sir; 
but it doesstand as long as this billis before the 
Senate. I cannot renew the question of order 
on ths bill, because the question has been 
decided ; but whenever a new bill is up, then 
I can make the question when the Senator 
from Massachusetts shall offer his amendment 
again; and it is in order that the sense first 
of the Presiding Officer of the Senate and 
then ofa full Senate may be taken upon that 
point that I for one wish to see the question 
made again, and I wish to see the present bill 
postponed and the other taken up, in order 
that the question may be made. 

Now, sir, in reference to that question, no 
man answered the argument, no man, I think, 
can answer the argument, that if you were do 
put on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts and pass this bill through the 
Senate by a two-thirds vote and send it to the 
House of Representatives, and there should 
there be a majority for it, but less than two 
thirds, then you would have this great specta- 
cle presented, of one half of that bill passed 
by the necessary constitutional majority to 
enact it into a law and the residue of the bill 
not passed by a sufficient number of votes; 
and where, then, is your law? What part of 
itis law and what part of it is notlaw? No 
one. has answered that question. Whether 
gentlemen did not think it worth while to an- 
swer it or not I leave it for others to decide, 
but that is a question which ought to be met. 

Now, sir, why do I want to make the ques- 
tion? Not because I am not ready to vote on 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. As I said when I made the question 
of order, I am ready to vote on that amend- 
ment. 1am prepared to voteupon it, because, 
in my judgment, no clearer proposition can be 
submitted to a lawyer's mind than that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is unconstitut-onal, and without going at all 
into the merits or demerits of his measure, it is 
sufficient for me, who have sworn to support 
the Constitution, and mean to obey my oath, 
that, in my judgment, it is a plainly unconsti- 
tutional measure. 

And now, what is proposed to be done in 
regard to that measure; that measure which 
was condemned, so far as your law committee 
was concerned, when it was in a less obnox- 
ious form than it is now; that:measure which, 
when it stood alone, was condemned, reported 
against, and never taken up by the Senate? 
It is proposed to take that measure, add sec- 
tion after section to it, make it far more wide- 


reaching than it was when your committee 
reported upon it, and pass it through the 
Senate without ever referring it to a commit- 
tee at all. The bill which the Senator from 
Massachusetts offers as an amendment to the 
amnesty bill has never been referred to a 
committee at this session. A similar bill 
was referred at a former session and reported 
against. He takes that old bill, greatly en- 
larges it, makes it more obnoxious to consti- 
tutional objections than his old bill was, and 
without any reference to a committee at all 
moves it as an amendment to this bill, and 
so imperfect that on all sides we see it has to 
be amended. It has undergone no sufficient 
scrutiny at all. The defects pointed out are 
so glaring, even if the measure were ever 
so constitutional, that the Senator is obliged 
to accept amendments the moment they are 
offered. ` 

Take the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] the other 
day. That bill, as it was introduced, pun- 
ished every innocent man, woman, and child 
that held stock in a corporation, for what? 
For acts that every one of them might have 
voted against; for decisions that every one 
of them might bave opposed, if there was a 
bare majority of the direction in that corpor- 
ation that made a particular decision, or with- 
out that, if some officer or agent of that cor- 
poration violated the provisions of the bill. 
It confiscated their property, brought ruin 
upon the innocent as well as the guilty, all 
alike; took away Statecharters, deprived cor- 
porations of miliions of property, aud reduced 
to ruin and bankruptcy thousands of men. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania saw that. He 
is accustomed to look at the details of a bill, 
to scrutinize with a lawyer’s eye the provisions 
of a law; he saw the impropriety ; he pointed 
it out; it was glaring; and the Senator trom 
Massachusetts accepted his amendment. So 
the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN] the other day pointed out other 
defects in the bill, and they were corrected. 
And so again did the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Morron] this morning. 

And now this bill thatis to be amended here 
in open Senate by these straggling amend- 
ments, with no careful examination of them, 
no sitting down in a committee-room and care- 
fully discussing the details of the measure, as 
would be necessary if it were ever so constitu- 
tional—this bill of mere ordinary legislation is 
to be forced on to this amnesty bili, for what 
purpose? . That you may have a fine rhetorical 
sentence, that justice went with grace; that 
you were just as well as generous; and that 
while you held out amnesty to the white peo- 
ple of the South, in the same hands you held 
out justice to the black people all over the 
country! That is all very beantiful rhetoric; 
that makes an exquisitely fine heading to a 
speech, or perhaps to a bill; but I submit to 
the Senate that it is not the kind of considera- 
tion that should make us depart from the plain 
proper modes of legislation which require that 
an amnesty bill shall stand by itself, that as it 
requires two thirds to pass it it shall not have 
amendments put upon it which can be made 
law by a bare majority of the two Houses of 
Congress, that it shall not have amendments 
put on it that have no relation properly to the 
subject-matter of the bill. IL say this reason 
that has been given is altogether insufficient 
for the purpose for which it is given. 

Now, Mr. President, if there is a majority 
of the Senate—and I do not know but that 
there is—in favor of the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, why can he not be con- 
tent with taking that bill up and passing it by 
a majority? Why insist upon sticking it on 
this bill? 
place where it does not belong? 
several months yet of this session. This very 
debate has not been lost. The merits and 
demerits of his bill have been before the Sen- 
ate, and the debate will not have been lost 


Why insist upon putting it in aj 
We have | 


when he shall introduce his bill as an inde- 
pendent measure, or call it up at any time, for 
there it is on the Calendar, What reason, 
then, can be given for urging it as an amend- 
ment now? Why not take it up by itself? 
If there is a majority to pass it that majority 
can- take it up any day, make it a special order 
any day, and continue its discussion until it is 
disposed of. But no, sir; nothing will do 
bat that it must be stuck on this bill; that is 
the only place for it, in order that, as 1 said 
before, we may have a high sounding title to 
the bill—a bill of grace for the graceless, and 
of justice to the unfortunate | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ques- 
tion is‘on the motion of the Senator from South 


! Carolina, to postpone the present and al prior 


orders for the purpose indicated by him, upon 
which the yeas and nays were demanded by 
the Senator from Illinois. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I do not know 
that I exactly understand the tactics of this 
movement. ‘I'he other day, when that second 
bill came over from the House of Represent- 
atives, I suspected that this attempt would be 
made. I do not know much about that second 
bill; the honorable Senator from Ohio who has 
just taken his seat knowsallabout it ; but what 
} want to ask him and ask the Senate and ask 
the country is, how a rule of action is to be 
established in this body? I recollect distinctly 
that an appeal was taken from the decision of 
the Chair on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and this body deliberately 
voted that the appeal was not well taken, and 
thereby made a rule whichis to govern the case 
under consideration. 1 do not understand the 
kind of slight-of-hand by which the House sends 
over to us a new biil to order when an amend- 
mentis put on here they do not like. Wise 
men have been here in my hearing for a fort- 
night discussing the great question of this 
amendment, and every authority from A to Z 
has been exhausted upon it. The honorable 
Senator from Ohio has given us his argument, 
and almost all Senators here who are given to 
talking have discussed this great question and 
the propriety of this amendment. 

Sir, is this mere play? Are we thus to be 
trifled with? Is slipping a bill from the bot- 
tom of another package to stultify the entire 
argument on both sides? Ihave never seen 
my friend from Illinois, who is always so elo- 
quent, more eloquent than ke was upon this 
great measure of grace and opposed to. this 
amendment. I supposed he was in earnest. 
I meant to say a single word before I voted 
on this bill to convince him that I thought he 
was in earnest. I vote for this amendment to 
relieve not thousands, nor hundreds, but mil- 
lious, who are not charged with any offense or 
crime, but whose loyalty and devotion to this 
country stand in glaring contrast to those who 
ask for relief by the bill itself. 

Sir, I have never been a very strong advo- 
cate for amnesty. - I want that understood. I 
regard the sin that those men committed as a 
sin against the political spirit, fur which there 
is no torgiveness on earth. They ought to know 
it; and when men stand here and demand for 
their constituents, whose hands are already red 
with blood, the forgiveness of this nation and 
the authority to exercise political power, we 
ask this amendment that five millions of peo- 
ple who are discarded now from your pub- 
lic conveyances shall be admitted. My hon- 
orable friend from Ohio sees the unconstita- 
tionality of that as quick as can be; but there 
1s no question of conslitutionality about the 
other proposition ! 

Sir, there is a question in my constitution 
about it. .[Laughter.] I have seen the very 
atmosphere rent over and thrown into commo- 
tion like the power of the earthquake by this 
rebellion; I have seen too many habiliments 
of mourning; I know who caused all this, and 
I am notfor granting them extra favors. Here 
they stand at the door knocking for admission 
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into this body with their tongues out from ex- H being iheir acknowledged leader,) but what 
i| shouted that it was unconstitutional ! 
l| sir, from the Supreme Court came the word 
i| that the negro had no rights that a white man 


haustion ; and yet we must not consult, we must 
not argue, we must not discuss at all a perti- 
nent amendment, because these people are in 
such a hurry to hold office! They should, 
had I my way about it, gotill their hair was as 
long as Nebuchadnezzar's before they should 
have the privilege of holding office in. this 
country.’ But I was not going to make a fuss 
about it. I was willing to let this thing go. I 
am willing to defer my-judgment to that of 
others if they will take an amendment with it 
that carries healing and balm on its wings; but 
that they will not do. ‘There you touch the 
pride of the old offender, and Lam utterly sur- 
prised to see men stand here and defend such 
a proposition asthat. Unconstitutional it is, 
we are told, to protect the citizen in hisrights! 
Who made it so? And when was it written in 
the Constitution? I find it written in every 
line of the Constitution, it is its life, it is its 
soul, it is its breathing part, that it gives pro 
tection to every citizen, from the highest to 
the lowest in the land. 


the spirit of the Constitution in which I shall 
vote, 
But I am told it is not popular politically. 


upon wiping out the obstacle to rebels holding 
office I wish him much joy. They will do 
with this as they have done by everything we 
have done for them, and the honorable Sena- 
tor from Mississippi who is now absent [Mr. 


expression the other day. He said it was not 
becoming in them to ask for amnesty, and he 
informed us that had it not been volunteered 
to him he never would have asked for it. How 
grateful do yon suppose he feels to the Repub- 
lic, and tothe people at large, standing and 
boasting that it was volunteered to him, that 
he never would have bent the knee or stooped 
to ask for it? Sir, the whole plan of forgive- 
ness lies in asking. It is not the act of for- 
giveness itself, but the direction is to ‘‘ask 
and it shall be given.” If I had outraged the 
laws and Constitution of my land, if I had 
attempted to tear down the very temple of 
liberty here, and now, professing to be its 
friend, have not sorrow and regret enough in 
my heart for my bloody deeds to ask pardon, 
I do not deserve to be forgiven. So, E take 
it, that these friends who want to get imme- 
diately into a position to hold office had bet 
ter conclude to let a negro ride in the cats 
with them. Ithinkthese men who are in such 


a hurry to again get at the flesh-pots of pol- | 
itics had better let the negro come in the same | 


train with them or they will not get here, or 
if they do, they will be in an awful minority ! 


Now, what is the objection toall this? “Oh, || 
the Constitution!’ says my friend from Ohio. | 
He always scares me when he talks about the | 
Constitution, for he knows so much about it | 
that I never enter the arena to discuss it with | 


him; but when he will convince me that it is 
unconstitutional to give protection to the sub- 


ject, then I shall want a seventeenth amend- | 
ment, or some other amendment to the Con- | 


stitution. [Langhter.] I would have it amend- 
ed and amended until the poorest subject of 
this Government, its poorest citizen, shall be 
exempt from insult in public places and on the 
highways, and shail receive that consideration 
that is due to the ennobling position of an 
American citizen. 


Sir, it takes the world a good while to change | 


its prejudices. In former times, when the Dem- 
ocratic party bad rule, when a slave asked for 
freedom they riveted his bands yet stronger. 
When he asked for freedom or sought it in 
flight he was pursued with the venom of the 
hound. Now a change has come over the 
spirit of our country and our countrymen, 
thank God! ‘They said these bonds should be 
knocked off. How loudly did they cry that it 
was unconstitutional! There was not a Dem- 
ocrat, from the leader, (my friend from Ohio 


That is the spirit of | 
the Constitution as I understand it; that is j 


) 


eae ea sat Dee y. not an exhibition of gratitude to a more than 
ir, if a man thinks his popularity depends 


j 
i 


! ator from Illinois will not take it out from 


yw al I | a spirit that seemed to say ‘You dared not 
Acorn] revealed the whole thing in a single | 


| every day in their heart, ‘‘Oh, to grace how 


Woy, 


was bonnd to respect. 
Mr. THURMAN. 
thing. 
Mr. NYE. 


It never did any such 


Mr. CONKLING. The language was that 
such was the public opinion. 

Mr. NYE. Such was the public opinion. 
Sir, the people appealed from that decision, 
and its reversal was inevitable. While the 
decision may live, its reversal is written in 
letters of blood. 

Now, Mr. President, there is a hurry about 
this amnesty business, and we are told by every 
advocate of it that there are only a few to be 
affected. Well, let that few wait. If liberty, 
protection to the citizen, needs that fulcrum 
over which to pry, I hope the honorable Sen- 


under it. I want something to pry on. We 
have pried over their affections, and their 
affections have failed us; nota word of thanks 
has been uttered to a generous Government, 


magnanimous and generous Government have 
I ever seen come from the mouth of one for- 
given, Have you? No one. 
lions they have sinned, and were by millions 
forgiven, it awoke no echo in their hearts, but 


withhold it longer.” 

I am not exactly willing to let up such gen- 
tlemen so easily. They ought to be pretty well 
satisfied to live under laws that are made by 
loyal men. Having forfeited everything, from 
their property to their lives, they ought to sing 


great a debtor.’’ [Laughter] Instead of that, 
when we propose to put an amendment on to 
this bill that makes practical the liberty of the 
black man, and to make all equal before the 
law, it is a violation of the Constitution ! Sir, 
Ihave heard that hére for years. We shall 
hear it more. If a few are to suffer, let those 
suffer who deserve it. 

Mr. President, I have taken more time than 
I meant to do on this question. I think my 
friend from Illinois is mistaken when he says 
that the public pulse is beating very high for 
amnesty. I know a great many men are going 
to sit silently by and aid him; but I think their 


own judgments condemn them for so doing. | 


You will do it, of course, but what do we ask 
you to do at the same time? Why, to give 
these new-born citizens their equal rights. Are 
the South in earnest about this thing? If so, 
they need and require this law to protect them 
and to describe exactly the status of all. 

First, let us have the lesson that all men, 
and women too, are equal before the law. 
What does that mean? Does it mean that I | 
am to be kicked from the cars because I am 
not blessed witha white skin. No, sir; it does 
not mean any such thing. Ifthese men read 
carefully, on the brow of every negro they will 


find the United States authority stamped for || 
, is simply to tell the Senate that he has heard 


freedom, and if they will examine his uniform 
they will find that it is the uniform of a citizen 
of the United States. 
point. Then I am as anxious to forgive as 
they. Ibarbor no malice; but, sir, L would 
protect this Government against a fature 
rebellion. I do not kuow how long it will be, 
and I trast it will be a good while before you | 
see bills introduced to pay men for what they | 
suffered while under this ban until this. 
amnesty billis passed. That it will be done 
T have no doubt, bat not by me. I undertake 
to say that that man is recreant almost to his 
duty who does not seize upon this, the first 
good opportunity to make this matter a little | 
reciprocal. We give you amnesty; you give į 
what you ought never to have withheld, a full 


When by mil- | 


. NY. Well, nearly that. I refer to | 
| a decision in which you will find that spirit. 


I want to come to that |; Obj 
|| tion was overruled, and ergo every objection 
| that js made on the ground of unconstitution- 


| to tbe passage of a bill. 


communion upon the broad ground of equal | 
rights with your fellow-men. Then, sir, it 


ERATE, SAIL LEIA A RT PIE ESE ETT 


appears to me that the time of peace will 
have arrived. It seenis to me that until that 
is. done peace is imperfect, for I think it is 
trifling with the slave io make him free in name 


| to be degraded throngh life. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Nevada made use of an expres- 
sion which seemed to be legitimate as coming 
from-one of the Nye family, with reference to 
unfair dealing—dealing the cards from under 
the bottom. Sir, I play cards sometimes, and 
I always deal from the top. ‘his motion on 
my part was made in good faith. I propose to 
leave it to the voice of the Senate to say 
whether they prefer the bill lately passed by 
the House of Representatives or the one now 
under consideration. 

Iwish it distinctly understood that I have 
gone as far asthe farthest in defense of the 
rights of the colored man. I have braved pub- 
lic opinion in that matter. [live ina town the 
population of which is about ten thousand. 
During the election canvass of 1868 not more 
than fifty white men in that town would speak 
to me on account of my advocacy of the recon- 
struction acts. I braved it all, and I am here 
now the representative of the people of South 
Carolina, the colored people and the white 
people. I propose to vote for the bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts when it is prop- 
erly presented, and by itself; but I cannot see 
the justice of that honorable Senator jeopard- 
izing his bill by a motion to attach it to this 
bill. 1 am unwilling to vote for it as an 
amendment to this bill, or to jeopardize its 
passage by attaching it to a measure which 
requires a two-thirds vote for its passage. 

A good deal has been said about the mem- 
bers of conventions that adopted secession 
ordinances. Itis true the members of those 
conventions voted for the ordinances of seces- 
sion, but they were merely the representatives 
of the people. ‘hey were sent there by the 
people to vote for secession. Those people 
were stirred up by their leaders, and those 
leaders in a great measure were the men who 
left the Halls of this Capitol to engage in 
rebellion. By the passage either of the bill 
now before the Senate or of the one which IT 
seek to bring up the men who left Congress 
at that time are excepted from the benefits of 
the amnesty. But, sir, if it is the voice of the 
Senate that the members of the conventions 
shall be excluded from the benefits of amnesty, 
I shall readily acquiesce in it. I hope the 
friends of amnesty will vote for my motion 
that the bill last passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives be taken up. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I am not 
accustomed to attempt impossibilities. It 
would be unwise in one who has far more abil- 


|| ity than I have, and it certainly would be very 


foolish in me to attempt to do an impossibility, 
and therefore I would never attempt to make 
the Senator from Nevada understand a con- 
stitutional argument. [Laughter.] That isa 
thing that would be perfectly hopeless. The 


i Senator has but one answer to any constitu- 


I have heard it again and 


tional objection. 
It 


again since I have been in the Senate. 


other measures opposed on the ground that 
they were unconstitutional, but that the objec- 


ality ought to be overruled likewise. 

If the Senator had been here long enough 
ago he might have heard objections made to 
the constitutionality of the fugitive slave law 
bill and which were overruled, and his argu- 


| ment would have been just as strong afterward 


when a constitutional objection was interposed 
“ Why, was it not 
said that the fugitive slave law bill was uncon- 
stitutional, and did not the Senate overrule 
the objection, and therefore the Senate ought 
to overrule the objection to this bill?”’ and so 
itis to the end of the chapter. That is the 
kind of constitutional reasoning we have! 
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But I know very well, Mr. President, that 
with some gentlemen anything like a constitu- 
tional argument is only a subject of ridicule. 
They do not-regard the Constitution of this 
country as anything but a subject of ridicule. 
They have no love for it, no reverence for it; 
I will not say they have no respect for it; I 
will not say that they never do obey it in any- 
thing; but wherever it stands in their way it 
falls before them as a matter of no earthly con- 
sequence, of no earthly consideration. And 
therefore it is very easy for them to get up and 
say, * We are tired of hearing of the Constitu- 
tion.” I have no doubt there are some Sena- 
tors who are tired of hearing of the Constitu- 
tion, and who will continue to be tired of it 
just so long as there is any Constitution to 
talk about. I for one am not tired of it, I 
for one believe that a constitution is essential 
to the existence of free government. There 
has not been one day for the last two hundred 
years in America that the people did not have 
a written constitution. Why, sir, before the 
Union existed, in the old Colonies there were 
what were equivalent or tantamount to writ- 
ten constitutions. ‘The idea of a written con- 
stitution, one which shall place limitations upon 
the. powers of the government, is an idea as 
old: as the settlement of America. The old 
royal charters were in the nature of constitu- 


tions, and placed: limits upon: the powers of. 


government, 


Mr. EDMUNDS: Not as against the rights 


of the people, but quite the reverse. 

Mr. THURMAN. They placed limitations, 
T said, upon the power of the Government. 
They were in the nature of constitutions which 
had to be observed: But the settlers were 
hardly warm iu their, seats on the James river 
in 1620 and odd when they solemnly. declared 
in the Legislature of thatinfant Commonwealth 
that they had a right to. make laws and to 
frame a constitution for their government, and 
they did it; and from the time the first perma- 
nent settlement was made by the Anglo-Saxon 
race on this continent down to this day the 
people of the United States have thought that 
a written Constitution which placed limitations 
upon the powers of government was essential 
to the existence of liberty and to the safety 
ofthe people. But in these latter days it has 
got to be the vogue to laugh at constitutions 
and ridicule constitutions, and to attempt to 
heap ridicule upon any one who maintains 
that a constitution deserves to be obeyed. 
Well, sir, J, for one, am notto be deterred by 
any such ridicule, and when my mind is clearly 
made up that a measure is unconstitutional [ 
shall not cease to oppose itno matter how 
popular that measure may be, and no matter 
how much denunciation or ridicule my oppo- 
sition may subject me to. 

Now, sir, not for the benefit of my friend 
from Nevada at all, for I despair of him, but 
for -the benefit of some others who are not 
impervious to .a constitutional argument, 
allow me, even at this late hour, to call the 
attention of the Senate to some of the fea- 
tures of this bil of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and some reasons why it is uncon- 
stitutional. 

Under what clause of the Constitution, pray, 
is this bill of the Senator from Massachusetts 
brought forward? Of course under the four- 
teenthamendment. I do not suppose itis under 
the Declaration of Independence, al:hough 
that, it seems, is above the Constitution in the 
minds of some. It is not under e pluribus 
unum. think you, Mr. President, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair;) exploded that once. It 
is not, then, under-e pluribus unum, or under 
the Declaration of Independence, but itis under 
the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Constitution. ? 

Now, what is it that this bill assumes to reg- 
ulate? . The privileges. of American citizens. 
That is the thing. It is the privileges of 
Americancitizens. What are these privileges? 
The privilege to go into all places that are 


I 


3 


4 


j 


‘has equal privileges. Therefore all citizens 


| color, race, condition, or previous servitude in || 


| their charters from churches, from cemetery |} 


created’ or ‘regulated by law, the privilege.of- 
every citizen to-go into ‘such a place andto 
enjoy whatever. is there to be enjoyed. That 
is the proposition. Whatever is created or reg- 
ulated by law is a matter in which every citizen 


have an equal privilege to go into a hotel and 
abide there; all have an equal privilege to go j 
into a theater:and to witness the performance, 
to go into: a church if it is an incorporated 
church, and nearly all churches are, and to be 
seated there; to be buried in any cemetery if 
it belongs to anincorporated association, and 
most of the cemeteries do; and so on to the 
end of the chapter... These are privileges, it is 
said, that belong to the citizen of the United 
States; that are guarantied to him by the 
fourteenth amendment. 

Now, I want Senators to bear in mind the 
language of that amendment that I shall pres- 
ently call their attention more particularly to. 
The difference between privilege and protec- 
tion is clearly recognized in this constitutional 
amendment. It is privileges that we are deal- 
ing with now; it is not with protection. This 
is a bill to secure to every one equal privileges, 
not equal protection against injury or wrong 
or outrage or violence. It ig not to secure 
either lite or liberty or property, because a 
man’s life does not depend on whether he can 
go into a theater or not; his liberty does not 
depend on whether he can go into a theater or 
not; his property does not depend on whether 
he can.go into a theater or not. 

It is not life, or liberty, or property, then, 
that we are called upon by this bill to protect. 
It is not the protection of either of them, but 
it is the privileges which it is said belong to a 
citizen of the United States that this bill is 
designed to protect and enforce. Now, what 
says the constitutional amendment under which 
alone you can claim any power to pass any 
such bill? It is as plain as the spectacles on 
my nose: 

“No State shall make or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens 
of the United States.” 

No State shall make the law or enforce the 
law. Well, sir, the law must be made either 
by the Federal Government or by the State 
government, or itis no law atall. It must be 
either a law recognized as the law of the State, 
and therefore impliedly made by it, or ex- 
pressly made by it through its legislative body, 
orit must be a law of the Federal Government; 
otherwise, it is no law atall. Now, the Con- 
stitution says that no State shall make. or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the priv- 
ileges or immunities of the citizen. | 

What does this bill say? Thisbill says toa 
Louisianian, ‘‘Although your State has made 
a Jaw that negro men shall have equal privi- 
leges in theaters, churches, and places of pub- 
lic resort with the white men in your State; 
although you punish any one who shalldeprive 
them of that privilege or immunity, or refuse 
it to them; although your State has made no 
law to deprive them of any such privilege or 
immunity; although your courts enforce no 
law to deprive them of such privileges and im- | 
munities; although just the contrary is the 
truth ; although your State through its Legis- | 
lature, through its judiciary, throughits Exec- 
utive, is enforcing the law to secure privileges 
and immunities to. every man, irrespective of 


in all the limits of Louisiana, yet we step. in | 
and take from your State courts the jurisdic- 
tion over this subject and take-it all into the 
Federal courts, and punish men evento the for- | 
feiture of charter, even to the taking away of |i 


associations, from schools, from theaters, from. |! 
everything that belongs to the law there— | 
we will step in and take away all these char- || 
ters and punish with fine and imprisonment 
these people who are already subject to the || 


law of Louisiana, and in respect to whose 
negroes not one singts law has been passed || 


or-enfor¢ed. to. deprive them of the privileges 
or:immunities:that belong to them, or that 
belong to all-other-men.”’ 

Take the ¢ase-of South Carolina. My friend 
(Mr. Sawyer]: kas said this morning that 
under. the Jaw ‘of South Carolina a railroad 
company can make no discrimination between 
white and. black passengers. I suppose it is 
thesame in: hotels too, and the same in schools. 
Now, what do you say?. Has South Carolina 
made or enforced any law that abridges any 
citizen in his privileges or immunities? No, 
sir; just the reverse is the truth. And yet the 
Senator. from Massachusetts: proposes to go 
down into South Carolina, take away these 
cases from the jurisdiction of the State courts, 
transfer them all into the Federal courts, for- 
feit State charters, interfere with State rules, 
interfere with the worship of religion in 
churches, interfere with everything—in a word, 
while the State itself has not deprived a single 
citizen, white or black, of any privilege or 
immunity that belongs to him. And yet it is 
said that this bill is constitutional under an 
amendment to the Constitution which only 
gives you authority to act where the State has 
made or enforced a law that deprived a citizen 
of his privileges or immunities, which gives 
you no right to act unless the State has made 
or enforced such a law as that! UnderaCon- 
stitution which says that until the Stato has 
made or enforced such a law you the Con- 
gress of the United States have no.power at 
all, the Senator from Massachusetts wipes it 
all away and says that he will go down there 
with this bill of his, a supplementary civil 
rights bill, and assume the whole protection 
of all the privileges and immunities that belong 
to every man in that State! 

Well, sir, what more does the fourteenth 
amendment say? 

“Nor shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property without due process of law.” 

Of course that clause gives no sanction to 
this bill. This bill cannot fall under that, for, 
in the first place, no State has deprived any 
person of life, liberty, or property without due 
process of law. But the privlegeand immun- 
nity here spoken of are neither life, liberty, nor 
property, as I have already stated. Then what 
is the last clause? 

“Nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction 
the equal protection of the laws.’ 

That, taken in connection with the first 
clause which relates to privileges and immun- 
ities, shows that whatis there meant by ‘the 
equal protection of the laws’! is that each per- 
son shall be entitled to that protection which 
the law affords for his life, liberty, and prop- 
erty to the other citizens in the State; and that 
is all of that. 

With all the tautology of this amendment to 
the Constitution you find what is very clear. that 


| it speaks of ‘‘ privileges and immunities” as 


one thing; it speaks of “lite, liberty, and 
property’’ in another sentence; and it speaks 
of the ‘protection of the laws’’ as not a privi- 
lege or immunity, but as another right that, 
belongs to a citizen, But this bill is only to 
secure privileges and immunities, and in re- 
spect to them the Constitution is plain that no 
State shall make or enforce any law to deprive 
any citizen of them, and it is equally clear that 
you have no right to interfere until the State 
has made or enforced such a law. 

I say, then, without going farther into this 
matter, although the subject is by no means 
exhausted, that to my mind nothing is clearer 
than that this bill is a plain usurpation of power 
that does not belong to Congress at all, and if 
So, no matter what may be the merits of the 
general. subject, that is a sufficient reason with 
me for voting against it, 

Mr. President, I want, before L close, to 
notice one remark of the Senator from Nevada 
that did very great injustice tothe absent Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. ALcory.] . He 
alluded to the remark made by the Senator 
from Mississippi, that if amnesty had not been 
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granted to him until he asked for it it never 
would have been granted, and the Senator 
from Nevada spoke of that as a defiant re- 
mark. He spoke of thatas a remark which 
showed that the Senator from Mississippi had 
no gratitude for amnesty granted. He spoke 
of itas a scornful remark. Fhe truth of the 
matter is, that the spirit of that remark, as I 
think every other Senator than the Senator 
from Nevada appreciated it, was one that did 
the highest honor to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. What was he speaking of, and what did 
he mean by saying that if he had not been 
amnestied until he asked for it he would be 
without amnesty yet? Why this, which he ex- 
plained, that in his judgment a man who had 
been a leader inthe rebellion oughtto stand with 
the rest of those whowere init, upon the same 
platform, and not get any advantage; that the 
same fate which was meted out to them should 
be meted out to him, and that no.special excep- 
tion ought to be made in his favor. What the 
Senator from Mississippi was contending for 
wag in fact this: that no special amnesty bills 
ought to have been passed at all, but that there 
ought to have been one general amnesty for 
all, or else no amnesty for any, and that what 
he would have been willing to do was to stand 
with the rest of his countrymen ; if they were 
amnestied, heto be amnestied ; if they remained 
disfranchised, he toremain disfranchised. In 
other words, he would seek no better fate for 
himself than for the soldiers who had followed 
him in the battle-field; and there was not a 
man but the Senator from Nevada who heard 
that remark who did not honor him for the 
sentiment. 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say 
on this subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
from Ohio a question just there ? 

Mr. THURMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator whether 
in his opinion there are not degrees of guilt in 
treason against the Government which would 
justify granting amnesty to one person on a 
particular occasion and not to another? 

Mr. THURMAN. I think there are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; then what 
becomes of the argument about the Senator 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. THURMAN. This becomes of the 
argument, that that Senator may have felt that 
he was not of those categories that ought to be 
more favorably dealt with than others ; andif 
I bad been, as he was, I believe, a general in 
the confederate service, I would tell you as he 
did, that until you amnestied my soldiers you 
would not have amnestied me. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Imove thatthe Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. RICE. I move thatthe Senate donow 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas moves thatthe Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and thirty-two minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 22, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D 

The Journal of Friday last was read and 
approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order will be the call of the 
States and Territories, beginning with the State 
of Maine, for the introduction of billsand joint 
resolutions for reference to their appropriate 
committees, and not to be brought back by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures are in order. The morning hour 
now begins, at ten minutes past twelve o'clock. | 
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ALBERT H. DANIELS. 


Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1079) for the relief of Albert H. Daniels, sur- 
viving partner of the late firm of Daniels & 
Co. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMENDATORY ACT. 


_Mr. POLAND introduced a joint resolation 
(H. R. No. 86) amendatory of joint resolution 


| passed July 7, 1870; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AMERICAN FISUIUERIES. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1080) to promote and sustain 
American fisheries under the treaty of Wash- 
ington; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreien Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE OVER THE OIIO. 
Mr. BANKS introduced a joint resolution (H. 


R. No. 87) authorizing the building of a rail- 


road bridge over the Ohio river at Cincinnati, 
Ohio; which was réad a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPIL COMPANY. 


Mr. BANKS also introduced bill (H. R. No. 
1081) to incorporate the Southern International 
Telegraph Company; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAM SLOOPS-OF-WAR, 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1082) to authorize the con- 
struction of ten steam sloops-of-war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1083) relating to the reform school 
of the District of Columbia; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordercd 
to be printed, 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1084) to confirm the action of 
the authorities of the District of Columbia 
in designating a depot site for the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INCOME TAX. 


Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1085) to repeal the income tax; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CALER CORVING. 


Mr. LAMPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1086) granting a pension to Caleb Corving, 
a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 
1812, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1087) 
to declare the meaning and intention of the 
eighth section of the act to increase the duties 
on imports of June 30, 1864; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered'to he 
printed. 

SEIZURES FOR CUSTOMS DUTIES. 

Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1088) to regulate seizures for the violation of 
the laws of the United States relating to cus- 
toms, and for other purposes; which was read 


| a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SYRACUSE. 


Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1089) to authorize the erection ofa Gov: 
ernment building at Syracuse, New York, and 
appropriating $250,000 for that purpose ; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1090) to amend the bankrupt law and to 
reduce the expenses of proceedings there- 
under; which was read afirstand second time, 
referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NOME INDUSTRY. 


Mr. MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1092) for the protection of home indus- 
try; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEW YQRK. 


Mr. GOODRICH introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1093) to fix the times and places for hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States, for the northern district of New 
York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES A. WAGNER, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the relief of 
Charles A. Wagner; which was read a first 
aud second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, ordered to be printed, 


CIIARLES EDWARDS. 


Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1095) for the relief of Charles Edwards; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOMESTMAD LAW. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 
1096) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
secure homesteads to actual settlers on the 
public domain,” approved May 20, 1862; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1097) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to dispose of vessels, machinery, ord- 
nance and other materials, now atthe navy- 
yards and naval stations, which may be sold 
without detriment to the public service, and 
appropriating the proceeds thereof to the con- 
struction and equipment of other vessels; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be priuted. 


CHARLES HEATON. 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1098) to pay Charles Heaton, inventor of de- 
fensive armor for ships ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 


of Claims, and ordered to be priuted. 
INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 81) '¥elating to international 
arbitration ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

Mr. SHERWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1099) to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments, and for the reduction of the 
public debt; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Commiitee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 


Mr. SHERWOOD also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1100) relating to removal of causes 
from the State to the United States courts; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. MeCLELLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1091) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the president of the Washington 
County, Pennsylvania, Monument Association 
four condemned cannon and sixteen cannon 
balls; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS V. GREENE. 

Mr. L. MYERS ‘introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 78) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of acting Passed Assistant Surgeon Fran- 
cis V. Greene as passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA BRENSTADT, 


Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1101) granting a pension to Louisa Bren- 
stadt, mother of Louis Brenstadt, late a pri- 
vate in company I, seventeenth Missouri vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


HARBOR OF BALTIMORE, MARYLAND, 


Mr. SWANN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1102) for the improvement of the harbor of 
Baltimore, Maryland, and to increase the. 
custom-house and revenue accommodations 
of said city ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOUN R. HOLLAND. 


Mr. PORTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1103) for the relief of John R. Holland; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, ETC. 


Mr. PORTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1104) for the removal of civil and criminal 
causes from certain State courts to the Federal 
courts, and the commencement of such causes 
therein, to enforce the provisions of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, aud for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. PORTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1105) for the removal of all disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the | 
Jadiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WILMINGTON AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 
Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 1106) to pay the Wilmington and Manches- 
ter Railroad Company for carrying the United 
States mails; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


BRYAN TYSON, 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1107) for the relief of Bryan Tyson, to indem- | 


nify him for moneys paid-as a deficit for cer- | 


tain mail service; which was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee of | 
Claims. : 


GEORGE W. MORSE. 


Mr. WALLACE introduced a bill (H.-R. 
No. 1108) for the relief of George W. Morse ; 
which was read a first and second time, with 
the accompanying petition referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUPERVISORS OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1109) to provide for supervisors of elec- 
tions in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION OF BALLOTS, ETC. 


Mr. WHITELEY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1110) to preserve the ballots cast at and 
all papers connected with elections held for 
Representatives and Delegates to Congress,and 
for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER COMMUNICATION, 


Mr. PRICE presented a memorial of the 
General Assembly of the State of Georgia to 
the Congress of the United States, relative 
to water communication between the Atlantic 
and the Mississippi; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA. 


Mr. BUCKLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1111) to provide for a building suited to 
the use of the post office, land and revenue 
officers, and the judicial officers of the Uni- 
ted States, in the city of Montgomery, Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY FULEN WIDER. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1112) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Fulen- 
wider ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill(H. R. No. 
1113) for the improvement of the Tennessee 
river under the direction of the Secretary of 
War; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CYPRESS LODGE OF MASONS. 


Mr. SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 1114) for the relief’ of Cypress Lodge of 
Frec and Accepted Masons, at Florence, Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

Mr. SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1115) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- 
copal church at Decatur, Alabama; which was 
reada firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARLOW J. PHELPS AND COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELDON’ introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1116) for the relief of Harlow J. Phelps 
& Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NAVY-YARD AT BATON ROUGE. 

Mr. DARRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1117) to establish a permanent navy-yard 
and depot at Baton Rouge, in the State of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. DARRALL also introduceda bill (a. R. 


No. 1118) to facilitate the execution of and to | 


protect certain public works of improvement; 


which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DARRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1119) making an appropriation for the 
removal of obstructions to navigation at the 
mouth of the Calcasieu river and the mouth 
of Atchafalaya bay, Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CHIEF CLERK STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1120) to increase the compensation of the 
chief clerk of the Department of State; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


DIPLOMATIC OFFICERS DYING ABROAD. 


Mr. MONROE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1121) to grant a pecuniary allowance to 
the families of diplomatic and consular officers 
who die abroad; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CANNON FOR SOLDIERS? MONUMENTS. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 79) donating four bronze 
or brass guns for the Hancock County, Ohio, 
Monumental Association; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. AMBLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1122) granting condemned cannon to the Jef- 
ferson County Monumental Association ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JAMES F. STUART AND CHARLES PATTON., 


Mr. AMBLER also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1128) granting certain public lands to 
James F. Stuart and Charles Patton ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


INDEMNITY TO KENTUCKY, ETC. 


Mr. McHENRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1124) to indemnify the State of Kentucky and 
other States for expenses incurred by them in 
defense of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. McHENRY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1125) to remove the disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution on A. F. Lish and three other 
citizens of Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PADUCAH. 


Mr. CROSSLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1126) making an appropriation for the 
erection of court-house and post office in the 
city of Paducah, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. i 


ENFORCEMENT OF THE LAWS, 


Mr. VAUGHAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1127) to better secure the enforcement of 
the laws of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. g 

SUSAN D, GALLOWAY. 


Mr. PACKARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1128) for the relief of Susan L. Gallo- 
way; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to he printed. - 
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WILLIAM P. CALVERT. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1129) granting a pension to William P. 
Calvert, of Indiana, late a private inthe twenty- 
first Illinois volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred, with.accompanying 
papers, to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. t 


PURCHASE OF SITES FOR FORTS. 


Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1180) to provide for the purchase by the 
Secretary of War of lands for the United 
States in the State of Texas for the sites of 
forts and military posts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

ESTABLISHMENT OF AN ARMY PRISON. 


Mr. COBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1181) to provide for the establishment of 
a prison for the Army of the United States, 
and for its government; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF LAND-GRANTS. 


Mr. SHANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1182) repealing acts and parts of acts granting 
lands and certain privileges in the Indian 
territory to railroad companies; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PAYMENT OF SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. NIBLACK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1188) making an appropriation to pay 
certain mail contractors in the States lately in 
rebellion, for services tendered prior to May 
31, 1861; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. NIBLACK also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1184) making an appropriation to 
improve the Ohio river; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and. ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WABASH RIVER. 


Mr. NIBLACK also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1135) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Wabash river; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 


` TRUE CONSTRUCTION OF A STATUTE. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 80) declaring the true 
construction of a statute; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND TITLES, 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1186) to confirm the title in the 
State of Indiana to the lands known as the 
bed of Beaver lake, in Newton county, in said 
State ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee onthe Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WESLEY M. GERARD AND DAVID M. GERARD. 


Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1137) granting a pension to Wesley M. Gerard 
and David M. Gerard, minor children of Wil- 
liam F. Gerard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ACTUAL SETTLERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
1188) to secure the public lands to actual set- 
tlers ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to he printed. 
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TARIFF. 


Mr. BURCHARD. introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1139) to reduce the duties on imports and 
equalize their burdens; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1140) 
to distribute the number and rank of Govern- 
ment employés among the several congres- 
sional districts and Territories; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Reorganization of the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTURE OF FRANK A. SALTERS. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduceda bill 
(E. R. No. 1141) providing for the payment 
of $300 to J. H. Logan and D. J. McCoy for 
the expense of and as a reward for the cap- 
ture of Frank A. Salters, an escaped convict; 
which was read a first andsecond time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, also introduced 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 81) to amend the 
Constitution of the United States so that mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States shall be ineligible to 
the offices of President and Vice President of 
the United States, while they are such mem- 
bers, and for two years thereafter ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARBOR OF ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1142) making appropriation for the preserva- 
tion and improvement of the harbor of St. 
Louis, in the State of Missouri, and of the 
Missouri river at its mouth; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

+ SOUTHWESTERN LAND COMPANY. 

Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1148) to incorporate theSouthwestern Land 
and Emigration Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID MOORE. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1144) for the reliefof David Moore ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EVAN JOHNSON, . 
Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1145) to grant a pension to Evan Johnson ; į 


which was read a first and second time, and 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
WILEY A. COOKSEY. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1146) granting a pension to 
Hiley A. Cooksey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred, and with the accom- 
panying papers, to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1147) granting to officers of the Mis- 
souri State militia the three months’ extra 
pay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMATION OF LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. HANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1148) to confirm certain entries of land therein 
named; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 
BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill 


l ordered to be printed. 


(H. R. No. 1149) to-authorize. the commis- 
sioners of claims to appoint special commis-, 


‘sioners to take testimony, and for other pur: 


poses ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred. to the Committee of Claims, and. 


ANDREW TEN BROOK. | ; 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1150) for the relief of “Andrew. 
Ten Brook, late consul at Munich; which was 
read a first and second time,. referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered. to 
be printed. . 

THOMAS WILSON. i 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1151) granting a pension to 
Thomas Wilson; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


APPRAISER FOR GALVESTON. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1152) to appoint an appraiser. for 
the ‘port of Galveston, Texas, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


QUARANTINE. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, also introduced a 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing for 
a more effective system of quarantine on the 
southern and Gulf coasts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CREDITORS OF TEXAS, 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, also introduced 
a joint resolution (H. R. No, 83) extending 
the time within which the creditors of the late 
republic of Texas may file their claims at the 
Treasury Department; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRONTIER DEFENSES OF TEXAS. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, also introduced a 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 84) providing 
an appropriation for the reimbursement of 
expenditures made by the State of Texas 
in maintaining frontier defenses; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


RAILWAY AND STAGE FARES. 


Mr. CONNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1158) regulating fares for passengers and 
charges for extra baggage on all railways or 
stage lines carrying the United States mails; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW, ETO., OF CAPTAIN MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. CONNER also presented joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Texas, 
asking the Congress of the United States to, 
pass an act granting a pension to the widow 
and minor children of Captain William W. 
Montgomery; which were referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF AN ACT. 

Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1154) to amend the second section of an 
act approved August 80,1852; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be priated. 
PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1155) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812, and to the widows of 
deceased soldiers,” approved February 4, 
1817; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812, and ordered to be 
printed. 4 : 
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SURVEY OF TEXAS RIVERS. 


* “Mx. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1156) appropriating money for the sur- 
vey and improvement of the navigation of the 
Sabine Pass, and the rivers Sabine, Nueces, 
Angelina, and Trinity, in the State of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STATE WAR EXPENSES. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1157) making appropriation to indemnify cer- 
tain States kA expenses incurred in defense of 
the United States; which was read a first and 
second time; referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


` UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. PALMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1158) granting the right of way through 
the public lands to the Utah and Northern 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. ` 


i JESSE OLDER. j 

Mr. DONNAN introduced abill (H. R. No. 

1159) for the relief of Jesse Older, a surviving 

soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 
1812, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF LAND-GRANT. 

Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1160) to extend the time to the State of Wis- 
consin to complete the road from Lake St. 
Croix to Lake Superior; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARBOR OF KENOSHA, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1161) making an appropriation to aid in 
completing the harbor at Kenosha, in the 
State of Wisconsin ;. which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE J. ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1162) granting a pension to George J. St. Louis, 
private in company A, thirty-third Illinois 
volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1163) to expedite the survey of private 
land claims; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPRESSION OF POLYGAMY. 


Mr. SARGENT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1164) to suppress polygamy, and to enable 
the people of Utah to form a constitution and 
State government; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1165) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a marine hospital atSan Francisco ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1166) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a building on the vacant half of 
the custom-house lot at San Francisco; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and erdered to be printed. 


WINONA AND ST, PETERS RAILROAD. 
Mr. DUNNELL 4itroduced a bill (H. R. 


j 
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No. 1167) granting permission to the Winona 
and St. Peters Railroad Company to change 
the direction of that railroad; which was read 
a first and. second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. : 


SPRINGFIELD AND DAKOTA RAILROAD. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1168) to aid in the construction of the 
Springfield and Dakota Central railroad; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HELEN M. STANSBURY. 


Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1169) for the relief of Helen M. Stansbury, 
widow of Major Howard Stansbury, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

FRANCISCO B. DE COSTER. 

Mr. AVERILL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1170) for the relief of Francis B. de 
Coster, of Litchfield, Meeker county, Minne- 
sota; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. t 

IMPORTATION OF MACHINERY. 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1171) to admit free of duty certain machinery 
imported from foreign countries; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ABRAM II, HERR. 


Mr. McGREW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1172) providing for the relief of Abram H. 
Herr; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Commitiee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SUTRO TUNNEL, 


Mr. KENDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1178) to aid in the construction of the 
Sutro tunnel from the proceeds of the sale of 
mineral lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. GARPIELDE, of Washington, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1174) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the disposition 
of useless military reservations ;”’ which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COLORADO RAILROADS. 


Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1175) granting right of way over the public 
domain and contirming corporate powers to 
certain railroad companies incorporated under 
the laws of the Territory of Colorado; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BLACK WILLS PINE LANDS. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1176) to provide for the purchase of 
the Black Hills pine lands from the Indian 
tribes in western Dakota; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TERRITORIAL PENITENTIARIES. 


Mr. MERRITT introduced a bill (H. R. 


| No. 1177) transferring the control of certain 


territorial penitentiaries to the several Terri- 


| tories in wbich the same are located; which 
| was read a first and second time, referred to 
j the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 


to be printed. 
LARAMIE WATER AND DITCH COMPANY. 
Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1178) to grant the right of way tothe Laramie 
Water and Ditech Company over public lands 


in Albany county, Wyoming Territory ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


JAIL IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced ‘a joint resolu- 
tion a R. No. 85) in relation to the jail for 
the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


WASHINGTON NATIONAL MONUMENT. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1179) appropriating $200,000 for the 
completion of the Washington national mon- 
ument; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and orđered to be printed. 


RELIEF FROM IMPORT DUTIES. 


The SPEAKER. The States and Territo- 
ries having now been called through for bills 
and joint resolutions on leave, the next busi- 
ness in order during the morning hour is the 
consideration of the bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE, ] and com- 
ing over from the morning hour of Monday 
last as unfinished business, being the bill (H. 
R. No. 878) to relieve American-built steamers 
and vessels from import duties laid upon ma- 
terials and articles entering into their construc- 
tion, repair, and use. The pending question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, j] to refer the bill to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and upon 
that question the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE then resumed and concluded his 
remarks commenced last Monday. [See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me 
just one moment? 

Mr. HALE. TF cannot yield for any debate. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Maine how he facilitates the passage 
of this bill by a short speech every Monday 
which postpones action from week to week 
and threatens to- delay the bill to the end of 
the session? If he is in real earnest in this 
matter, let us have a vote on the proposition 
he offers and on the amendment which I pro- 
pose. Iam for this bill; but I am for some- 
thing that will really revive shipping as well 
as allow ship-building, which will revive navi- 
gation as well as helpcommerce. Under per- 
mission of the gentleman from Maine, I ask 
for the reading of my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. One word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] I think 
the House will bear me out in saying that I 
have certainly been very forbearing in regard 
to occupying its time. I prefer to have a vote 
rather than take up time by more speech-mak- 
ing, I understand the gentleman to be for my 


bill, but he would like it better with his amend- 


ment. I should like ita gréat deal worse. 

TheSPEAKER. Of course while the mo- 
tion to refer is pending no amendment can be 
entertained. : The Chair will explain the par- 
liamentary attitude of.the bill. The motion 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means (Mr. Dawes] is to refer the bill to 
his committee, Ifthe previous question be 
called and seconded, the first question will be 
upon the reference of the bill. If it be referred, 
of course that ends the matter in the House 
for the present. If the bill be not referred, 
then the previous question will operate until 
the engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. COX. If the previous question is voted 
down can I not offer my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the motion to 
refer is pending. 

Mr. COX. i mean after the motion to refer 
has been disposed of. 

TheSPEAKER. By that time the morning 
hour would probably be exhausted, and the 
previous question not operating, the bill would 
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necessarily go over. The amendment sent to 
the desk by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Cox] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Add the following as a new section: 


_ And be at further enacted, That all ships of wood or 
iron to be used in the foreign trade, and purchased 


in good faith for that purpose by. citizens of the 
United States, may be admitted duty free, and shall 
be allowed registry, the law of December 31, 1792, 
and all other laws to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr, Speaker, only onc.single 
word on this question of reference, The House 
has decided, as between the Committee of 
Ways and Means and the Committee on Com- 
merce, that it should go to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. A conference between the 
Committee on Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce has resulted in harmo- 
nious action between those two committees. 
So, then, the aueases is whether this, the most 
important of all measures which can be brought 
before the House, shall be passed without the 
benefit of consideration by either of those com- 
mittees. It does seem to. me that when we 
have before us such a question as this, of such 
vital importance, one deserving of most serious 
consideration by a committee of this House, 
when there has ceased to be any conflict be- 
tween the two committees, one on Commerce 
and the other of Ways and Means, because of 
their harmonious action and their desire to 
accomplish something ; I say it does seem to 
me that this House ought not to take any such 
action as is proposed by the gentleman from 
Maine. ‘hat is all I wish to say. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I wish to say 
this: that this House has already, I think, by 
six distinct references, committed this identi- 
cal subject, one of the most important we will 
have to manage at all in this Congress, to the 
Committee on Commerce, and if there is a 
subject upon which a committee is wanted, 
itis this one, and, as has been already said, 
there is to be no want of harmony between the 
action of the two Committees of Ways and 
Means and Commeree. - 

Mv. BANKS. Task leave to say one word. 

Mr. COX. I believe the gentleman. from 
Maine yields:to me. 

Mr. HALE. I have not yielded to anybody 
yet, as we have very little of the morning hour 


eft. 

Mr. BANKS. Let me have one word. A 
subject of the same nature as that of the pill 
of the gentleman from Maine was referred to 
ihe Committee on Foreign Affairs, that is, the 
revival of our shipping interests. It is my 
belief that no legislation can be had on this 
matter unless a conference or agreement be- 
tween the several committees which have this 
subject at heart, and which have jurisdiction 
over it, can. take place; and some harmonious 
action arrived at between them. I hope the 
gentleman from Maine will let it go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means if we cannot have 
it go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It 
belongs to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
because tt concerns the revenue, and all ques- 
tions arising out of the revenue, under the 
rules, belong to that committee. 

_ Mr. HALE. -I demand the previous- ques- 
uon. : 

Mr, COX. I wish tosay a word against this 
reference toany committee. The people under- 
stand it, and Congress understands it. We 
have had this same question before us already, 
and are now prepared to vote upon it. 

My, HALE. I demand the previous ques- 
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on., 

Mr. COX. The gentleman rields to me a 
montent. 1 wish to. say one more word. 
Whereas every nation can goand buy ships in 
Glasgow and other places, America is the only 
nation which has not that privilege. The only 
way, as gentlemen will find, will be to grant 
the same privilege to our own citizens. A 
committee which traveled over this country, 
and by which this thing was thoroughly invest- 
igated three years ago, atid which passed upon 


and determined this question, came to the 
conclusion that that was. the only way to revive 
our shipping interests. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not yield the floor any 
further, but insist. on. my demand for the pre- 
vious question. : : 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. ee 

The SPEAKER, . The question first recurs 
on the motion to refer to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. PETERS. I demandthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 182, nays 59, not 
voting 48; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, 
‘Austin Blair, Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin E, Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Crebs, Dawes, Donnan, 
Dunnell, Eames, Edwards, Farnsworth. Farwell, 
Finkelnbure, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
Garfield, Getz, Goodrich, Griffith, Halsey, Hanks, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry 
W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, Herndon, Hill, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton,Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Lamport, Lewis, Lowe, 
Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, McCrary, McGrew, 
Molntyre, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, 

itchel]l, Monroe, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Palmer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, EliPerry, Poland, 
Porter, Price, Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A, Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland,. Sypher, 
Tafe, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallaco, Walls, 
Wheeler. Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and Wood—132. 
NAYS—Messrs. Archor, Arthur, Beck, James G 
Blair, Bright, Caldwell, Conner, Cox, Crossland, 
Pox, Duke, Eldridge, Frye, Garrett, Golladay, Hal- 
deman, Halo, Hancock, Handicy, Harper, John Te 
Harris, Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, Kendall, Kerr, 
Leach, Lynch, Manson, McHenry, MoNeely, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Moore, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea 

W. Parker, Poters, Platt, Potter, Read, John M. 
Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Sawyer, Sher- 
wood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss. Stevens, Storm, Swann, 
Torry, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddoll, Warren, Wells, 
Whittehorne, and Young—59. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barnum, 
Beatty. Beil, Biggs, James Brooks, Campbell, Car- 
roll, William T. Clarke, Cotton, Greely, Criteher, 
Parrall, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Duell, 
Elliott, Ely, Forker, Henry D. oster, Hambleton, 
Harmer, Holman, Kinsella, Lansing, MeCormick, 
MoKinney, Merrick, Packer, Prindle, Randall, Rob- 
inson, Roosevelt, Seeley, Shober, Worthington C. 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, St. John, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, fwichell, Walden, Williams of 
New York, and Winchester—48. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the bill 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. si 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HEREFORD stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Davis of West Virginia, was detained at 
home by sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

` LOAN OF JULY 14, 1870. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask leave to submit a report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means upon 
the reference to them of the resolution of 
December 4, 1871, alleging a violation of law 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in negotiating 
the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870. 
There is a resolution accompanying the report 
which I shall ask to have read. Then I would 
ask that the report and accompanying docu- 
ments be printed in the Globe; and I give 
notice that I will call it up at an early day. 
~ The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 


Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating the Joan 
authorized by the act of July, 14, 1870, has neither 
increased the bonded debt nor incurred an expend- 
iture contrary to law. 


The SPHAKER. The Chair would suggest 
tothe gentleman from Massachusetts that he 
should move that the report be printed and 
recommitted. The calling of it up- will then 
be at his own discretion. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I move, then, that the report 
be printed and recommitted to the Committee 
of-Ways-and «Means, with ‘power to report at 


any time. Idesire that the committee shall ` 


have leave to report in order that. there may ; 


be early action. l ar 

There was no objection ; and the motion was 
agreed to. ae Co aT 

Mr. KERR. Ft may be that the minority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means may 
desire to submit a minority report on this: sub: 
ject. Ifso, I ask that they may havethe sanie 
right accorded to them as has been accorded 
to the majority. ; 

There was no objection; 
ordered. 


Mr. DAWES. Iask that the report with- 
out the accompanying documents be printed 
in the Globe. z 

There was no objection. The report is as 
follows: f ` 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was 
referred the resolution of December 4, alleging 
that the Secretary of. the ‘Treasury, in placing the 
newly authorized five. per cont, bonds upon the 
market, has violated the law, submit the following 
report. i 

‘Tho resolution is in the following words: `- 

i Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in pacing the newly authorized five per 
cent. bonds upon the market, has, in defiance of the 
law creating them, increased the public bonded debi, 
and has exceeded the one half of one per cent. 
allowedby the funding act for ali expenses in placing 
said loan: Therefore, i Meat re 

“Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be directed to investigate the said transactions, and 
have power to send for persons and papors; and 
to report the amount of such increase of the bonded 
debt, if any, the agents employed and paid. by him 
for the services rendered, all contracts pertaining 
to the same, and the sums paid to said agents.” 

The committee have considered this resolution in 
the same manner as if it had been adopted by the 
House, instead of a simple reference to them for 
consideration, |, q 

Upon their invitation the Secretary of the Trong- 
ury and the mover of the resolution were both hea 
by the committee in reference to it. ee 

The statement of the Secretary accompanies this 
report, as also that of Mr. Jay Cooke in reference to 
the subject. ; . A 

Phe arrangement under which the, Secretary has 


and it was so 


thus far negotiated the loan authorized by the act 


of July 14, 1870, is, as stated by him, as follows: 
“On the 28th of February last, publie notice was 
given that ontheéth of tho following March books 
would be opened in this country and in Europe for 
subscriptions to the national loan, under the act, 
approved July 14, 1870, and the conditions on which 
the subscriptions would be received were also made 
known. All the national banks, anda large number 
of bankers both in this country and in Europe, were 
authorized to receive subscriptions. The first prefer- 
ence was given to subscribers te the five per cont. 
bonds, within the limit of $200,000,000, On the Ist 
of August the subscriptions amounted to $65,775,550, 
chiefly by the national banks. | oe 
“Under date of July 14,1871, dispatch was received 
from. Hon. William A. Richardson, Assistant Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury, then in London, stating that 
certain bankers in Europe proposed to take ‘the re- 
mainder of the $200,000,000 of ‘five per cents upon 
certain conditions. ‘his proposition was considered 
and modified, and early in August an agreement 


. was made with Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co., representing 


bankers in Éarope and in the United States. By.tlis 
terms of the agreement, the parties represented by 
Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co. had the right to subseribe 
for the remainder of the $200,000,000 of said ‘bonds, 
by giving notice thereof, at any time previous to the 
ist of April next, andby subscribing for $10,000,000 at 
once, and for an average of at least five millions. of 
dollars of bonds per month during thé intervening 
time, subject to the right.of the national banks to 
subscribe for $50,000,000 within sixty days from the 
26th day of August. ae 

“Yt was also agreed that the subscriptions should 
allbe made through national banks, and certificates 
of deposit therefor issued: by said banks to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, bonds to'be lodged with the 
Treasurer -ofthe United States for the amount of 
the deposit. By a printed circular issued op the 
10th of August, 1871, it was announced that-national 
banks making or obtaining subscriptions, payable 
in coin, would be designated- by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as depositaries of public money, on the 
usual condition of placing in the hands of the ‘Lreas- 
urer of the United States bonds of the United States 
for the security of such deposits; and that, at tho 
commencement of each month, notice would be 
given of ‘the redemption of an amount of bonds 
equal to the amount of subscriptions:in coin: forthe 
přeceding month, interest to cease in ninety days 
rom the date of such notice. i; 


“It was also siated in the cireular that asthe. 


bonds called should mature the deposits would-be 
drawn from the several banks proportionately, =- 
Tt was further agreed that the subscribers to the 
loan should receive as commissioners whatevermight 
remain of the half of onevpersent. allowed by law. 
upon tho $200,000,000, after: paying*the:eoat of paper 
for the bonds, for engraving, printing, advertising, 
delivery, and all ‘other expensps of the sammie. 7. 
-4 Under this agreement the Wools were: opened in 
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: this country and in Europe, and by the last of 
August subscriptions were obtained for tho entire 
amount offered.” ` 

The allegations of the resolution are— 

.- First, That this negotiation increased the bonded 
debt of the United States in defiance of law. 

Second, That the Secretary has expended more 
than one half of one per cent, limited by law, in the 
expenses of funding said loan. — ; 

The first of these allegations is founded upon the 
following clause of the fizstsection of the act author- 
izing the loan, namely: ‘‘ But nothing in this act, or 
in any other Jaw now in force, shall. be construed to 
authorize any increase whatever of the bonded debt 
of the United States.” Thecommittee are of opinion 
that this provision of the act has not been violated 
by any of the transactions recited above. or which 
have come to their knowledge. , 

The fourth section of the same law is as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized, with any coin in the Treasury of the 
United States which he may lawfully apply to such 
purpose, or which may be derived from the sale of 
any of the bonds, the issue of which is provided for 
in this act, to pay at par and cancel any six percent. 
bonds of the United States of the kind known as 
five-twenty bonds, which have become or shall here- 
after become redeemable by the terms of their issue, 
But the particular bonds so to be paid and canceled 
shall in all cases be indicated and specified by class, 
date, and number, in the order of their numbers and 
issue, beginning with the first numbered and issued, 
in publie notice to be given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and in three months after the date of such 
public notice the interest on the bonds so selected 
and advertised to be paid shall cease.” f 

The clause which it is alleged has been violated 
must be construed in connection with this section, as 
well as with all other parts of the law, and the mani- 
fest object for which it was enacted. 

By this fourth section is disclosed the whole pur- 
pose of authorizing the issue of these bonds, and they 
can be issued for no other, nor can their proceeds be 
used for any other purpose than that specified in this 
section, 

All parts of this law must, be construed together, 
and, if possible, reconciled with each other, and wit 
the express design of the act, so that it shall not 
defeat itself. By this section it*appears that the 
Secretary can negotiate the bonds authorized by this 
act for the sole purpose of redeeming the outstanding 
indebtedness of the United States, known as five- 
twenty bonds; and it is expressly provided in this 
fourth section that he may lawfully apply to such 
purpose of redemption such moneys in the Treasury 
of the United States as “may be derived from tho 
sale of any of the bonds the issue of which is pro- 
vided for in this act.” , ee 

It. is obvious that in order to make this application, 
he must first negotiate the new bonds. He cannot 
take up the old bond with the “proceeds” of the new 
one, unless he first sells the new bond. He cannot 
üret sell the new bond without in the process and 
while the act of obtaining and applying the proceeds 
is going on, increasing the public debt to the amount 
of the bond he first sells in order to obtain the pro- 
ceeds with which totake up the old bond. - 

Thecommittes know no process by which this pro- 
vision of law can be carried out without involving 
such a temporary increase of the public securities, 
and therefore are of opinion that the clause of the 
Jaw which it is alleged the Secretary has in so doing 
violated must be sọ coustrued as to permit of the 
earrying out the other requirements of the statute 
in this regard. No one can doubt that this salutary 
provision of the law, which it is alleged the Secre- 
tary has violated, was intended to take away from 
him. the power of appropriating the proceeds of any 
of the bonds authorized by this statute to any other 
purpose than that of refunding the public debt; so 
that when the transaction was completed the public 
could be assured that the debt of the nation had not 
thereby been increased, It had the double object 
of limiting the authority of the Secretary in this 
regard andstrengthening the public credit, and was 
an assurance to the world that in offering this new 
bond we were not borrowers, but that, on the other 
hand, our policy and prosperity had so strengthened 
our credit that we were, so soon after the creation 
of our great indebtedness, enabled to enter upon the 
process of refunding without increasing thesame at 
& much less rate of interest. — , 

Inthe opinion of the committee this clause of the 
statute had no other scope and effect, and was not 
intended to embarrass or cripple the efforts. of the 
Secretary to carry out other provisions of the law, 
which simply provided that he should first nego- 
tiate the new loan, and, after having done that, 
should with its proceeds redeem a corresponding 
amount. of: the outstanding indebtedness of the 
United States. 

If the Sccretary were. confined by law to the re- 
dem ption of the outstanding bonds by the money in 
the Treasury, and could only use the new bonds to 
replenish the Treasury and keep it in funds for that 
purpose, as well as for current expenses, still the con- 
struction of the clause whieh it is alleged the Secre- 
tary has violated must necessarily be the same as 
that put uponitin the negotiation of this loan, and 
which, in the opinion of the committee, is the cor- 
"eSa ppose the Secret ith: $1,000 h 

uppose the Secretary were, wi ,000,000 in. the 
Treasury, to redeem $1,000,000 of the outstanding 
five-twenticsto-day, he could notreplacethat money 
in the Treasury to-morrow by the negotiation of the 
bonds authorized ‘by the act of July 14, 1870, without 
increasing the public debt as represented by out» 
standing securities as it will stand when he -begins 
the negotiation of the new loan on the morrow, 


i 


Every bond he has taken up has reduced the indebt- 
edness of the country by that amount, and if the 
construction contended for is the correct one, he is 
for that very reason prohibited from negotiating a 
single dollar of the new loan to supply tho place of 
the old onefirst taken up, or to replenish the Treas- 
ury depleted by the amount of the redemption. 
There is but one way, so far as the committee know, 
that it will be possible for him to carry out any of the 
provisions of this act except by a temporary increase 
in the process of the funding of the public debt, and 
that one way isan exchange, of bond for bond, of the 
new bond for a corresponding bond of the old five- 
twenties. The committee understand that he is 
authorized to do that by this act, but that he is 
authorized to do much more, and any limitation to 
a bare exchange of the one bond for the other would 
render the act of very little value, and would at the 
same time treatas anullity all those provisions of the 
law which authorize him to sell the new bond to one 

arty, and with the proceedsto redeem the old bond 
rom any other party holding it. — 

If the transaction here investigated be heid to 
the test of the strictest possible construction of the 
prohibitory clause, still the Secretary will not be 
found to have violated its provisions in the partica- 
lar transactions here considered; for it appears that 
the proceeds of all the bonds negotiated remained 
on deposit with the designated depositaries during 
all the time that elapsed between the negotiation 
of the new bonds and the redemption of a corre- 
sponding amountof oldones. To the precise amount, 
therefore, that the public debt is increased by the 
sale of a new bond, itisdiminished by thedepositary 
becoming a debtor to the Government, and the one 
balances the other, leaving the aggregate the same 
as before the transaction was commenced. But the 
committee aro of opinion that no such interpretation 
is necessary for the justification of the Secretary. 

The second allegation of the resolution is that the 
Secretary “has exceeded the one half of one per 
cent. allowed by the funding act for all expensesin 
placing said loan.” i 5 

The statement of the terms upon which this loan 
has thus far been negotiated, made by the Secretary 
to the committee, is the same as that submitted in 
his annual report as heretofore recited. There is no 


dispute as to the facts; and it seems fully to answer |! 


this allegation. From that statement it appears that, 
after deducting from the aggregate sum which one 
half per cent. of the loan would amount to, all the 
expense thus far attending its negotiation—such as 
advertising, preparing and patie the bonds, and 
that portion of it which had been paid to the national 
banks and.other agencies for such negotiation of it 
as they had been able to make—the balance of said 
one half percent. and no more was, by the arrange- 
ment with Jay Cooke & Co., to be paid to those par- 
ties who took the balance of the loan. If this state- 
ment ig correct, and the committeo sce no reason to 


doubt it, then itis apparent that the limitation of į 


one half per cent. has not been exceeded, thus far, 


in the negotiation of the loan authorized by this act. t 


Buta part of the agreement by which the balance of 
the loan was taken was, in substance, this: that the 
banks which took this loan for themselves, and those 
for whom they negotiated it, were to be designated as 
depositaries of the public money, and the proceeds 
of the bonds thus taken were to remain on deposit 
with said banks until used by the Secretary for the 
redemption of an equal amount of five-twenty bonds, 
for which they would not be required in ninety days. 
And it is claimed that the use which the banks thus 
had of this money was a part of the expense incurred 
by the United States in negotiating the loan, and 
that thereby to the extent of that use the expense 
exceedcd the one half per cent. allowed by law. 

As it was one of the stipulations of this agreement 
that this deposit should remain with such banks for 
the period of three menths, it is fair to conclude 
thatsuch use of the money so on deposit was of con- 
siderable value to the banks, and entered largely as 
an clement into the inducements which finally led to 
their undertaking to place the balance of the entire 
loan then offered. If, therefore, that use may legiti- 
mately be reckoned asa part of the expense to the 
United States of negotiating the loan, it must be 
added to the other expenditures, and: the whole 
would oxceed the one half per cent. allowed bylaw, 

But the committee are of opinion that this advan- 
tage thus derived by the banks from the use of the 
money during thetime which must necessarily elapse 
between the conversion of the new bonds into coin 
and the redemption of the old bonds with that coin, 
can in no fair interpretation of the fanding act be 
counted a part of the expense which was limited by 
that act to one half per cent.of theloan. Itis given 
to such banks by the law that makes them deposita- 
ries, and not by the contract of theSecretary. Iftho 
Secretary had received into the Treasury and locked 
up in its vaults alarge amount of coin derived from 
the sale of these bonds, it would have resulted in 
disastrous consequences to the commercial world. 
It eannotbe doubted that the withdrawal for any 
considerable time from the currents of business of 
two hundred millions of coin without anything to 
supply its place, would be attended with great dis- 
aster, and should be avoided if possible under exist- 
ing law. By the forty-fifth section of the act estab- 
lishing the national banks it was enacted “that all 
associations under this act, when designated for that 
purpose by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be 
depositaries of public moncy, except receipts from 
customs, under such regulations as may be pre- 
seribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and they 
may also be employed as financial agents of the Gov- 
ernment; and they shall performall such reasonable 
duties as depositaries of public money and financial 
agents of. the Government as may be required of | 


them; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- 
quire of theassociations thus designated, satisfactory 
security, by the deposit of United States bonds and 
otherwise, for the safe keeping and prompt payment 
of the public moncy deposited with them, and for the 
faithful performance of their duties as financial 
agents of tho Government.” ‘ k 

Under these provisions of law, instead of locking 
up this large sum of money in the Treasury,where it 
would be not only idle for three months, but would 
convulse the whole business of the country, the Sec- 
retary designated the banks taking this loan as pub- 
lie depositaries under the provisions of this section, 
and, with the security provided in this section of a 
Unit ed States bond for every dollar thus deposited 
with them, did agree with them that this sum of 
money should remain on deposit with them until 
required by him in redemption of the five-twenty 
bonds. And the committee are of opinion that he 
was authorized so to do by existing laws. 

Nothing could have accrued to the Treasury of the 
United States by the use of the money in the mean- 
time, for the law prohibited its use by the Secretary 
for any other purposes, while it authorized him to 
leave it on deposit with these banks upon the con- 
ditions here stated, If such deposit was of any ad- 
vantage to the bank it resulted from the provisions 
of law, and cannot be said to be illegal. The time 
during which this money was to be left on deposit 
with these banks remains only to be considered. 

As the money could be used by the Secretary only 
for the purpose of the redemption, as before stated, 
he could by no possible contingency have occasion 
to call for it until needed forthat purpose. A refer- 
ence to the statute will show that this exigenoy 
would not arise until after the lapse of three months, 
By the fourth section of the funding act he was only 
authorized with this money “ to pay at par and can- 
cel in six per cent. bonds of the United States, of the 
kind known as five-twenty bonds, which have become 
or shall hereafter become redeemable by the terms 
of their issue, But the particular bonds so to be 
paid and canceled shall in all eases be indicated and 
specified by class, date, and number, in the order of 
their numbers and issue, beginning with the firs’, 
numbered and issued, in public notice to be given 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and in three 
months after the date of such public notice the 
interest on the bonds so selected and advertised to 
be paid shall cease.” i . 

Simultaneously with this arrangement, by which 
this money was left on deposit with these banks, the 
Secretary issued a notico calling in the first twenty 
millions of these bonds, a copy of which accompa- 
nies this report, in which he gave ‘‘ notice that the 
principal and accruing interest of the bonds herein 

elow designated, known as five-twenty bonds, will 
be paid at the Treasury of the United States, in the 


| city of Washington, on and after the Ist day of 


December next, and that the interest on said bonds 
will ecase on that day.” 
September 1, 1871, 
,„ Ln reference to all the other bonds called in, sim- 
ilar notice has been issued from time to time. 

By the provisions of the fourth section, heretofore 
referred to, this three months’ notice was required 
before the interest would cease on these bonds. It 
is obvious that until the interest ceased no man had 
any inducement to surrender his bonds. On the 
other hand the securities are so valuable that solong 
as the interest shall be paid the holder will cling to 
them. Therefore, the first moment after the issuing 
of this notice on the Ist of September that the holder 
would be compelled to surrender his bond, by the 
stoppage of interest, was the first day of December—~ 
a period of three months, : 

Itistrue that he was at liberty to surrender his 
bonds bofore that day, and the Secretary was author- 
ized by the funding act to redeem it upon presenta- 
tion, either out of any money generally in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, or out of the pro- 
ceeds of the new bonds; but practically there was 
no prospect of any considerable surrender: and an 
experiment subsequently made upon a similar no- 
tice, issued on the 20th of December, in which the 
Sceretury stipulated that the twenty millions called 
in on the 7th of that month would be redeemed on 
presentation, had resulted at the time of the Secre- 
tary’s appearance before the committee on the 15th 
instant, in a surrender of Jess than one hundred 
thousand dollars of said bonds. It was because three 
months was the shortest period authorized by lawin 
which the Secretary could compel a surrender of the 
five-twenty bonds and therein use any portion ofthe 
proceeds of the new loan, he stipulated with banks 
taking the loan thatthe money should remain with 
them upon deposit for that period of time. It has 
resulted in all respects as anticipated. The bonds 
were not surrendered until the interest stopped at 
the end of three montis, and the Secretary could 
not have used the money had it not remained on 
deposit. The business of the country would have 
been deranged if he had attempted to lock it up. 
The national banking law authorized him to leave 
it on deposit, under such regulations as he may 
prescribe, and availing himself of that, he has 
effected the loan without any other expense tothe 
Government than tho onc half of one per cents Tho 
advantage gained by the banks was not one which 
in any manner could havo accrued to the United 
States inthe negotiation of tha loan. He incurred 
no risk, for he exacted sceurity ia United States 
bonds, dollar for dollar, for the whole deposit. Tho 
law authorized him to ‘make such regulations, 
governing these deposits as he should decm fit, and 
he made the regulations which have been stated, 
and for the reasons here given, 

In the opinion of the committee he was not only 
authorized so to do by law, but these deposits were 


This notice bears date 


1872. 


necessary if be would carry out the rovisions of the 
funding act ina manner that would. least disturb 
the money market and the business of the country. 
In thus using the banks he has followed the prece- 
dentof his predecessors, who have made use of them 
in effecting all of the loans authorized by the Qov- 
ernment since their establishment. And it is worthy 
of note that this is the first loan ever effected by the 
United States at a less cost than one per cent. - 

The committee haveconfined themselves to a con- 
sideration of the authority in law for the acts of the 
Secretary thus far in effecting this loan. Thewisdom 
of these measures may safely be left to the public 
. judgment upon the result, They therefore recom- 
mend the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 
Secretary of tho Treasury, in negotiating the loan 
authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither 
increased the bonded debt nor incarred an expendi- 
ture contrary to law. 


CLAIMS FOR ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 


: The SPEAKER. A bill comes over from 
Monday last on a motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. It is a bill to extend 
the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounty, The Clerk will report it. 

The bill was read. It proposes to extend 
the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounty granted to soldiers by the twelfth and 
thirteenth sections of the act of July 28, 1866, 
to the ist day of December, 1872, and provides 
that all claims for bounty‘under the provisions 
of said sections shall be void unless presented 
within the period above expressed. . 

The SPEAKER. The question is, ‘ Will 
the pouse suspend the rules and pass this 

1 

My, HAWLEY. Would it be in order to 
call for the reading of the statute referred to 
in the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would not without 
unanimous consent, for that would be in the 
nature of debate. ; 

Mr. COBURN. Would it be in order to 
move further to extend the time named in the 


bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, under a 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COBURN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have considered this very subject and 
have a bill to report. 

The question was on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill; and being put, there 
were—ayes 74, noes 58. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. I would like to say, in the absence of 
my colleague, [Mr. Houman,] who is detained 
from the House, that this is a bill to which he 
gave the greatest attention, and which he found 
to be necessary in order to meet the exigencies 
with regard to claims for additional bounty. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will it be in order to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

Mr. STORM. _ I object to debate. 

Mr. COBURN.. Imay be permitted to state 
that the Committee on Military Affairs had 
considered the subject, and were about to 
report a bill making’ a longer extension of 
time than is here provided for. 

Mr. LYNCH. I ask that the bill be again 
reported, : 

- The bill was again read. 

_ Mr, CONGER. 
time it would be proper to move an amend- 
ment to strike out the last clause of the bill? 
_ The SPEAKER. Tt might be proper, but 
it would not be parliamentary. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I think it would be emi- 
nently proper. ie “ 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill agreed upon by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs be read. i 

No objection was made, and the bill was 
read. It provides that the time for filing 
claims for additional bounty, under the act 
of July 28, 1866, and which expired by limita- 


tion upon the 13th of April, 1871, be revived. 


and extended until the 80th day.of January, 
1878, and that all claims for such bounty filed 


I desire to ask if at this 


in the proper Departments after the 18th day 
of January, 1871, and before the passage of 
this act, shall be deemed to have been filed in 
due time, and shall be considered and decided 
without refiling. `- ae 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Task unanimous con- 
sent to make a single statement with regard to 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tő the 
gentleman from Michigan making a statement? 
The Chair hears none. ean 

Mr. STOUGHTON. The bill which has been 
read goes a little further than the bill presented 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hot- 
MAN.] There is another clause ingrafted upon 
the bill of the committee, and I ask-that the 
bill of the committee be substituted for the one 
offered.. It can then be passed at once. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I see no objection to 
that. In the absence of my colleague, [Mr. 
Hormax, | I do not feel at liberty to refuse. 

The SPEAKER. That would require unani- 
mous consent, and as the gentleman from 
Indiana is not present to withdraw his motion 
to suspend the rules, the Chair will recognize 
his colleague as acting for him in withdrawing 
the motion to suspend the rules, and the gentle- 
man from Michigan now moves that the bill 
which he has presented be put upon its pas- 


sage. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Upon consultation with 
some of my friends, I will take the responsi- 
bility of accepting the substitute and withdraw- 
ing the motion for a suspension of the rules. 

The bill presented by Mr. Sroveuton (H. 
R. No. 1180) was then read a first and sec- 
ond time, ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


TAX ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. PORTER. I ask unanimous consent 
that a bill to fix and establish the rate of tax 
on all descriptions of manufactured tobacco 
entering the market for consumption at the 
uniform rate of sixteen cents per pound be put 
upon its passage now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must object. 

Mr. PORTER. I ask unanimous consent 
to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
the gentleman willbe heard. The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. PORTER. Many of the tobacco manu- 
factories in Virginia are already closed up and 
others are closing, and many factory hands 
have been thrown out of employment. We 
believe that the reduction of this tax to sixteen 
cents a pound will in no manner diminish the 
revenue of the Government, and I do not think 
the House can do a better deed for the laborers 
in the tobacco regions of the country and 
the manufacturers, especially those of limited 
means, than to pass this bill. I trust there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing would gratify the 
Committee of Ways and Means so much as to 
be relieved of their labors; but it does seem 
to me that to pass a bill upom the subject of 
the tax. upon tobacco pending the nearing 
upon that question before the committee is a 
new order of doing things, and I think it 
hardly necessary to say more on the point. I 
hope the gentleman from Virginia will con- 
sent to the reference of the bill to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PORTER. The suspense is injuring 


the trade at all points and causing the labor- | 


ers to greatly suffer, if not to starve. I must 


therefore move to suspend the rules and put | € nm 3 
i| enues derived from this important, staple are 


the bill upon its passage. 


The question was put; and there were— ; 


ayes 38, noes 85. - 


Mr. PORTER. Seeing the temper of the 


House, and having called the attention of the ; 
country to this much-needed legislation, Ti 


withdraw the motion to suspend the rules, and 
ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
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of Ways and Means: andgprinted; together. 
with a letter of J. B. Pace, tobacco manufac- 
turer, accompanying the same. ce 
There was no objection;-and. the bill (H; 
R. No. 1181) was read a. first: and. second: 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways. and 
Means, and ordered to be printed with ithe - 
accompanying letter. ee ae 


HARBOR OF SALEM, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I. ask 
unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolution for consideration at this time:.. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and 
hereby is, directed to cause a survey of Long Point, 
so called, in Salem (Massachusetts) harbor, near the 
mouth of South river, near which the United States 
has erected a light-house, and to estimate the cost 
of dredging the same, and of putting there a proper 
sea-wall to protect the same, and report the survey 
for the use of this House. 

Mr. CONGER. Imovethat this resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I was about to 
make the same motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
no objection at all to that. vo 

The resolution was referred accordingly. ` 


TAX ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 


Mr. PLATT. Task unanimous consent to 
submit the following resolution for considera» 
tion at this time: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instracted by this House to report, at their earliest 
convenience, their recommendation upon that por: 
tion of the report of the Commissioner of. Internal 
Revenue which relates to the tax on manufactured 

obecco. ee 


Mr. BURCHARD. I object. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes to explain my resolution, 
which I offer with the concurrence of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways. and 
Means. 

Mr. KERB. I object, for the whole subject 
is under investigation now by that committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not often-ask the indul- 
gence of the House. I hope I shall be allowed 
two minutes to explain my purpose in offering 
this resolution. 

Mr. KERR. Very well; I will withdraw my 
objection for the present. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘he tobacco interests of Vig- 
ginia, and other States engaged in that trade, 
are now suffering under prostration and par- 
alysis. Their trade has been destroyed by the 
uncertainty that now hangs over this question. 
Millions of dollars of capital are locked up 
and useless to its owners, while thousands of 
poor people, men, women, aud children, both 
white and colored, are thrown out of employ- 
ment, and daily beseech in vain at the doors 
of the closed factories for the work which 
their former employers cannot give them, and 
which they need to keep them from suffering 
the pangs of cold and hunger. - . k 

I do not ask now for.a discussion on the 
question of reducing or equalizing the tax on 
manufactured tobacco. I propose to.send the 
resolution to the Committee of Ways and 
Means to be there discussed, and to speak on 
the question when it is reported from that 
committee. But I do most earnestly ask in 
behalf of the great tobacco interests of the 
country; in behalf of the manufacturers of 
Virginia, who yearly contribute millions of dol- 
larg to the revenue of the country; in behalf 
of the tobacco producers of Virginia, who are 
by the existing condition of things déprived 
of a remunerative market for their products; 
in behalf of the Government itself, whose rev- 


being reduced and almost destroyed ; and.in 
behalf of the thousands of poor people now 


| out of employment, that this Congress will now 


instruct the Committee of Ways and Means to 
take up this subject and consider it at once, 
that we may at the earliest possible day end 


he uncertainty. which now. hangs over and has 


504 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


paralyzed the tobacco trade. I move that the 

rules be suspended and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 hope there will be no 

objection to this resolution ; it is just what the 
edDmmittee are prepared to do. 

-No objection being made, the resolution was 

- adopted by a suspension of the rules, two 

thirds voting in favor thereof. 


OHIO, INDIANA, AND ILLINOIS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- | 


sent, presented the following memorial of the 
Governors of Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio, in 
relation to the two per cent. fund; which was 


read, referred to the Committee on the Judi- | 


ciary, and ordered to be printed : 


STATE or ILLINOIS, Executive DEPARTMENT, 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, January 4, 1872. 
Senators and Representatives in Congress : 

We respectfully request your favorable considera- 
tion of the claims of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois to 
two fifths of the five per cent. received into the 
national Treasury from the proceeds of the public 
lands sold in said States respectively, being a part 
of the five per cent. granted to them in their en- 
abling act, and for all of which the States rendered 
Jarge equivalent in refraining from taxing said lands 
for five years after they were disposed of to individ- 
uals, In making thisrequest we cannot doubt it will 
receive, as it deserves, your approval. Certainly no 
good reason can be assigned why the claims should 
‘not be allowed and paid by the Government of the 
United States to these States. To withhold payment 
would be to discriminate unjustly against our own 
States, and this we earnestly insist would be a great 
wrong. Wedo not propose, however, to reargue the 

uestion, for that would be awork of supererogation. 

et it suffice to say that we hold it tobe a legal 
axiom that the act of March 3, 1857, entitled “An 
act to settle certain accounts between the United 
States and the State of Mississippi and other States,” 
commands the statement, allowance, and payment 
of what has not been paid of this amount without 
abatement or discount, and we ask you shall declare 
thet to be the true construction of said act, to the 
end that it may bo rospected and executed. It is 
diffieult to understand how any doubts should ever 

ave been expressed as to the correct. meaning of 
the legislation, and to you we appeal in behalf of 
our'respective States for that justice to which thoy 
are clearly entitled. . 

Believing you will promptly render it, and thus 
place the States in which public lands were located 
on an approximate equality atleast, and_ respect 
the obligations of the United States to the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, we subscribe ourselves 
yours, most respectfully, 

a ; JOHN M. PALMER, | 
Governor of Illinois. 
CONRAD BAKER, 
overnor of Indiana, 
R. B. HAYES, . 
Governor of Ohio. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to present 


a memorial of over a thousand citizens of the 
District of Columbia, and to offer at the same 
time a resolution to authorize the investigation 
requested in the memorial. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tesolved, That the memorial. of citizens of the 
District of Columbia hereto attached be referred to 
the Committeo for the District of Columbia, and that 
said committee be directed to investigate the truth 
of the allegations and charges in said memorial, and 
reportthe results of such investigation to the House ; 
and that said committeo have power to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to examine witnesses under 
Ooh. . 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
memorial, so as to inform the House of the 
subject to which the resolution relates. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Represeniatives 
‘of the United States in Congress assembled + 

Your memorialists, citizens and tax-payers of the 
Distriet of Columbia, desirous of securing good gov- 
ernment, promoting the general prosperity, and se- 
curing an economical administration of the muni- 
cipal affairs of the said District, respectfully declare’ 
that the charge brought against us of being ene- 
mies to improvement” has no foundation either in. 
fact or fair inference. We are in favor of judicious 
improvements, and of liberal expenditure to meet 
them ; but we oppose the so-called “improvements”? 
of the Board of Public Works, for these reasons: 

First, The thirty-seventh section of the act of 
February 21, 1871, has been violated in several. par- 
ticulars; the Board of Public Works have usurped 
authority to make improvements not ‘authorized 
by law,” not “ 
Legislative Assembly. or Congress.” 


intrusted to their charge by the. 


Second. The plain intent of the act, that two mem- 
bers ofthe board should be citizens and residents 
of the city of Washington, has been violated. 

ird. In seyen months appropriations for con- 
tingent expenses have been demanded by the Ex- 
ecutive and the board, and made by the Legislature, 
to the extraordinary amount of over two hundred 
thouand dollars. | : 

Fourth. Whereas it- was expressly provided that 
there should be a civil engineer on the board at a 
salary of $2,500 perannum, paid by the United States 
Government, the board imported from New York, at 
a salary of $3,500 per annum, an engineer whom it 
has since dismissed, and is now trying to make the 
scapegoat of its blunders, p 

Fifth. The City Hall (a fire-proof building) was 
abandoned, and four separate buildings for the dif- 
ferent branches were hired and fitted up at an 
expense of not less than $100,000., 

Sixth. The Legislature, at the instigation of the 
board, has passed two loan bills of $4,000,000 each, 
for improvements. Each billinvolves an additional 
special tax of $2,000,000 on private property; and 
this whole sum of $12,000,000 is to be placed abso- 
lutely and without restriction in the hands of five 
men, 

Seventh, An unparalleled profligacy in advertising 
has been exhibited, in the employment of fifteen 
newspapers, bearing an ominous resemblance to 
subsidizing the press of the District. 

Eighth. Te has created many new bureaus, largely 
increasing the number of corporation officers and 
the rate of their salaries, $ 

Ninth, It hired thousands of men, carts, and 
wagons, many of them from the adjoining States, at 
extravagant cost, just before the election. — 

£enth. Two elections have been held within.a year 
(only one being nepossary) at an expense oxceeding 
one hundred thousand dollars, including registra- 
tion and advertising. g 

Eleventh. Contracts involving enormous costs have 
been made, unlawfully, before appropriations were 
made for carrying them out. A k i 

Twelfth, It has altered grades without discretion 
or fixed plan, and has laid down much pavement and 
gutter, evidently designed to be only temporary and 
some of which has already been replaced. 

Lhirteenth. It has cut down, filled up, narrowed, 
and ** parked ” streets, without consulting the prop- 
erty owners, frequently against their expressed will, 
and generally to the absolute detriment and deteri- 
oration of the real estate of the city. 

Fourteenth. Lt has filled up, narrowed, walled, and 
otherwise manipulated the canal, both by itself and 
in connection with the sewers, so injudiciously that 
not only has somo of the most costly work (on Seven- 
teenth street) proved a palpable failure, but we are 
actually threatened with inundation and pestilence, 

Lifieenth. In brief, these so-called improvements 
are carried on without judgment or coherence, hast- 
ily, at a wrong season of the year, and ona scale 


of recklessness which threatens the real estate of 
the District with a burden amounting to confiscation. 
inally,the transactions of the board have been 
kept secret, and the citizens have had no opportun- 
ity of access to its records. or official: information 
concerning its contracts. y 3 
Your memorialists are convinced that the above 
reasons (many of the abuses enumerated in which 
are either analogous or precisely similar to those 
which characterized the recent misgovornment of the 
city of New York) will stand the test of rigid seru- 
tiny; and they therefore pray ‘that the memorial 
and accompanying papers be referred to acommittee 
of your honorable bodies, that our grievances be 
inquired into and such redress granted as may seem 
just and proper. 
Mr. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Speaker, I 
desire to say that I have made no investiga- 


tion of these charges, and therefore cannot 
vouch for them, except so far as they may be 
substantiated by papers which have been fur- 
nished me. It appears, as I understand from 
a recent appropriation made by the Legis- 
lature of this District, that over one hundred 
thousand dollars of debt has been incurred 
within the past eight months by the govern: 
ment of the District of Columbia for advertis: 
ing patronage in this District, Ihold iv my 
hand a list of the sums appropriated to differ- 
ent newspapers, from which it appears that 
the Daily Chronicle has been paid for adver- 


|| tising $36,159 65; the Republican, $14,460 29; 
J 


the Star, $9,701 72; the Anzeiger, a German 
paper, $7,726 20; the Patriot, $4,678; the 
Critic, a little theater paper, $3,193 67; the 
Sunday Chronicle, $5,757 48; the Sunday Her- 
ald, $3,869 30; the Sunday Capital, $2,231 02; 
the Sunday Gazette, $1,209 02; the Grand 
Army Journal, $4,074 77; the Georgetown 
Courier, $2,201 25 ; the Sunday Times; (alittle 
paper which I never heard of before, and which 
advertises that subscriptions for one: year are 
one cent, payable at the end of the year,) 
$1,262 90.;-the Columbian, another German 


paper, $8,055 65; the New National’ Era; 
$3,596 75; the Public Voice, forty-two dol- | 


January 22, 


lars! Little regard has been paid to the Pub- 
lic Voice! Then, there are various items for 
job printing; $4,205 42 for “miscellaneous 
printing ;’’ $1,691 25 to Gibson Brothers 
for printing election tickets, &c.; $2,020 for 
printing the police court investigation These 
various items amount to $117,085 74 for adver- 
tising, &c., during the eight months that the 
new District government has been in opera- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if these charges are true, 
if such debts have been incurred, if such fla- 
grant extravagance has been practiced by the 
government of this District, it is certainly a 
proper subject of inquiry, and the inquiry should 
be made. Ido not vouch for all.the state- 
ments of these memorialists; I only ‘tell the 
tale as it is told to me” by these documents I 
hold in my hand, and desire to send to the 
committee, with the memorial, copies of the 
fifteen different newspapers in which these 
advertisements have been published. From 
an inspection of these the committee can see 
what kind of newspapers are used for adver- 
tising, and whether, as is charged in the memo- 
rial, the payment of these enormous sums to 
these newspapers of this District has been in- 
tended to subsidize the press in favor of the 
District government. : 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Faryswortn] will allow me a single 
remark, I desire simply to say that when a 
former Congress, in clear violation of the pro- 
vision of the Constitution that Congress shall 
exercise exclusive legislation for this District, 
proceeded to delegate that power to somebody 
else, they rendered themselves liable to the 
difficulty now experienced. 

Mr. POTTER, Mr. Speaker, I accept for 
myself the reproof of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] I was one of 
those who favored this territorial form of 
government, and I did so against his remon- 
strance. ‘The constitutional objection which he 
then urged did not seem to me applicable, and 
I took for granted from what was said on both 
sides of the House that the change of govern- 
ment, if constitutional, would be for the advan- 
tage of the peoplehere. But I sincerely regret, 
from what has since transpired, that I did then 
give that act my support. My conclusion, from 
what Lhavée heard and seen in Washington while 
here in attendance upon Congress, is totally 
against this present territorial government, and 
I conceive its mismanagement to be so great 
and its abuses so extraordinary that they ought 
to be investigated, and I trust a special com- 
mittee of the House may be directed to take 
consideration of that subject. 

Mr. WOOD. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Illinois, I wish to say that I 
also supported the bill which has conferred the 
power of the Government over this District 
upon this so-called Board of Public Works. I 
did not see in that bill, nor do I yet, any in- 
fringement of the entire authority of Congress 
over this whole District. Iam very glad this 
memorial has been presented, and I hope 
there will be an investigation. I think the 
facts presented in that memorial are so serious 
and comprise so many various allegations and 
distinct charges thatit should go to a special 
committee, and not to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. I think that committee 
has already enough to do, and as there is upon 
that committee a representative of this terri- 
torial government, I think a separate and dis- 
tinct and special commitice should be created 
for the purpose of investigating and reporting 
back to this House on these allegations madè 
in this memorial. If the gentleman from Hi- 
noig will make that motion I will vote for it 
very cheerfully. ; 

The SPEAKER, This discussion ts all pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Farwsworta] holds 
the floor by unanimous consent. T 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will now yield 
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to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 


AWES. | 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, my memory 
goes back to several administrations of govern- 
ment in the city of Washington. That of Mayor 
Wallach, which there was such great effort 
to reform, resulted in the election of Mayor 
Bowen. The administration of Mayor Bowen 
was short-lived, because of the complaint that 
his administration seemed worse than that 
of. Mayor Wallach. To relieve the city of. all 
burdens of that sort of reform the people rose 
and elected a new mayor. That administration 
go, failed to commend itseif to our ideas of 
reform that we abolished the government all 
together and elected a new one. I join with 
my friend from New York [Mr. Porrur] in 
expressing my great regrets for having given 
it any support of mine. Step by step these 
attempts at reform have landed the poor Dis- 
trict of Columbia where itis to-day. 

I do not know, sir, anything about the jus- 
tice of these complaints. I know the outery 
is long and loud from all quarters. I am one 
of those, sir, who have a kind of chronic habit 
for this sort of thing, and I pledged myself 
long ago, wherever | could see the head of a 
rascal or thief above water, whether of my 
party or of anybody else’s party, I would hit it 
if I could. [Laughter.] I am one of those 
who believe in probing our own sores, and so 
far as we are responsible for this condition of 
ihings, if it is such as will commend itself to 
our judgment, I want the credit for it. If it 
is what these people say it is, only going from 
bad to worse and from worse to worse, I want 
to know it, and hold those who are guilty re- 
sponsible for it. Therefore, I join heartily in 
this effort at investigation, and that nobody 
may have occasion to say there is the slightest 
effort at concealment, I hope there will be a 
special committee. While I have great confi- 
dence in the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, there is, as has been stated by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Woop, ] some 
reason why it would be better to send this to 
a special committee, and I hope the gentle- 
man from Illinois will so have his resolution 
referred. ' 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will allow me one moment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, there is reference 
in that memorial to the city of New York. 
[Laughter.] I eonfess, sir, Í was one of those 
who had some humiliation as to the condition 
of things in New York, brought about by both 
parties in that city, and brought about by both 
parties in the legislation of that State, but I 
believe the party to which I have the honor to 
belong have been endeavoring to be just and 
thorough in their investigation of those who 
were doing wrong and who were wronging the 
people. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and some of my friends on this side 
of the House, feel some humiliation to-day for 
having voted for this charter for the city of 
Washington, We all feel an interest in: this 
political metropolis ofthe nation. Weall want 
it administered purely as an example to all the 
other municipalities of the country ; but for one, 
sir—and I wish the House would heed a man 
who speaks not only of the past, but of the 
present—I did not vote for this miserable cari- 
cature of government. 

I did not vote to tie up the District to the 
door-bell of the White House. I did not vote 
to bring reproach upon this magnificent cap- 
ital of our country. I will vote for any meas- 
ure that any gentleman will propose, not to 
smother, but to drag out everything connected 
with the peculiar management of the city of 
Washington. Iam glad to see my old com- 
rade of many years ago, the leader of this 
House, coming forward to demand a special 
committee for this investigation, Let us all 
go to work in that spirit and it will give some- 
thing of grace and dignity to the city of Wash- 


t 


I 


ington and the country of which itis the cap- 


ital. a2 we a 
Mr. FARNSWORTH, I now yield to the 

gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. ELpRIbGE.] 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. I was one of those on 


this side. of the House who doubted the. pro- 


priety of the organization. of these two cities 
of Washington and Georgetown into what is 
called the government of the District.of Colum- 
bia. There were considerations, however, 
addressed to me that had weight with me, E 
must confess ; and the principal one was that 
the popular government, which had been organ- 
ized or reconstructed by the Republican party 
in this District, was one that.was intolerable 
to the white people of the District. The strong- 
est consideration urged upon us on, this side 
of the House was that the government which 
wasthen in force here, the ‘‘negro government,” 


as it was called, was such that the people, the | 


white people of Washington, could not sub- 
mit toit without humiliation and degradation. 
It was argued that the President of the Uni- 
ted States, having the powerto. appoint one of 
the branches of the Legislature, would appoint 
men of character and of dignity, without dis- 
tinction of party, representalive men—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I-hope my friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Expripce] will not make 
a party speech on this occasion. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Iam not making a party 
speech, or any more of a party speech than 
the facts of the case absolutely require. Iam 
stating the facts connected with the passage 
of the organic act of the, District. I know 
nothing about the charges made against the 
city government, whether true or false. There 
are men connected with the government of 
high respectability and of honorable character. 
But the objection I had to the original measure 
was one which was fundamental, and it was that 
which prevented my supporting it, although I 
desired to relieve the people of the District 
from a government which they claimed was 
almost intolerable, such as they could not bear 
without dishonor and degradation. The objec- 
tion tbat I had was that it placed one branch 
of this Legislature, one entire branch, abso- 
lutelyin the hands and control of one man, the 
appointing power provided for by the bill. 
That it would be political I expected. I did 
not expect it would be so intensely partisan 
asit was made. It was promised that there 
should be nothing partisan in the appointments. 
We were assured that it would be composed 
of high-minded, liberal men, representing the 
property, the character, and the dignity of the 
District of Columbia. I could not, however, 
find it consistent with my views of duty and of 
constitutional law to vote for the proposition. 
Lam glad I did not vote to place in the hands 
of any Executive the power to appoint all the 
members of an entire branch of a. legislative 
body. My opinions have been confirmed by 
what was done under that act. If I had doubts 
then, I have convictions now, that it is not 
wise to make any Legislature subject to the 
appointment of any Executive. 

Now one word in regard to this investiga- 
tion. Some of these charges I have heard 
made myself. I do not know that any one of 
them is true, nor can I say they are false of 
any knowledge of my own. Itis a matter of 
entite personal indifference to me, although I 
am a member of the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, whether this investigation 
shall take place under the charge of that com- 
mittee, or whether it shall go to a select com- 
mittee. Itseemsto me, however, that it would 
be more appropriate, unless there are special 
objections to the Committee for the District, 
that that committee should take charge of the 
matter and make the investigation. But I insist, 
with the other gentlemen who have spoken, 
that the investigation shall now take place. I 
there be corruption, if there be dishonesty, if 
there is fraud, if there is unnecessary extrava- 
ance, let it be exposed. And let the respon- 
sibility, the censure, fall where it belongs. It 


belongs, in my judgment, to the Republican 
party atallevents. Itis bautling, good or bad. 
It made the government, and it cannot escape 
the responsibility. And if, as indigated here, 
there be rottenness equal to that of Tammany, 
let the head of the Government, the appointing 
power of one half of the Legislature, fallunder 
it, and let the party not now shrink from nor 
ignore the responsibility for whatever the gov- 
ernment may prove to be. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ilinois will yield to me to ask a question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Tyield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. BANKS. I wish to ask what worse the 
government of the District of Columbia has 
done than that which Congress hag permitted 
for ten or fifteen years; that is, the occupation 
of the street directly in front of the Capitol by 
railway tracks? I hope the committee to be 
appointed will take that subject into consid- 
eration. T send to the Chair an amendment 
having reference to that matter. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment can 
only be offered by unanimous consent. } 

Mr. BANKS. Then I ask consent to have 
that amendment made, so that the inquiry 
shall extend. to what measures are necessary 
to remove the locomotive railroad track im- 
mediately in front of the entrance of the Cap- 
itol, which is an inconvenience and peril to 
members of. Congress as to all other persons. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest that that 
had better be sent to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. 
that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is a 
motion to suspend the rules, which is not 
amendable. ‘The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Farnsworrn] has been occupying the floor, 
and yielding it by unanimous consent only, 
his motion not being debatable. ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ifthere be no objec- 
tion, I willyield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, the chairman of the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER, The matter under 
consideration is a matter of indifference to me 
as chairman of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, except in so far as it may appear 
from some of the suggestions made here by 
gentlemen that this subject is not in a fair way 
of examination. I would state to the House 
that the committee have arranged with gentle- 
men representing the District, as far as we 
could, for a hearing in this matter. The gen- 
tlemen who drew up this petition came to me 
and said they desired to have a hearing, and 
I believe. they also made application of the 
same character to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of the Senate. Now, Ido not 
care what disposition is made of the matter 
further than this: the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are a new committee—with 
one or two exceptions, gentlemen appointed 
upon that committee by the Speaker at the 
present session. I suppose this matter is one 
as properly referable to them as to any other 
parties.. We have given-to the parties inter- 
ested every assurance of a fair hearing before 
our committee. 

Now, another matter is proposed here by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bays, ] 
and whether that matter belongs properly to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
or to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds I do not know, and if all matters in 
regard to railroad interests are to go to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, I can 
say that that committee embraces gentlemen 
well known here—the gentleman from Indiana, 
the gentleman from Vermont, and gentlemen 
from other States, who are as well qualified to 
consider these questions as any committee that 
can be raised. 

Mr. DAWES. I made the suggestion that 
I did not of my own motion, but at the instance 


I must object to 


of others, I now withdraw the suggestion, so 
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that the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia may investigate these questions in their 
own way. But, sir, ithas always seemed to me 
that when any one asks an investigation we 
ought to let them have it in their own way, 
and to investigate to their heart’s content. 
Mr. STARK WEATHER. Ifthe suggestion 
is withdrawn, and it is proposed that this mat- 
ter shall be referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, I have nothing further to 


say. 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion pend- 
ing but to refer the matter to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. So far as Iam con- 
cerned, I am entirely satisfied with that com- 
mittee. I believe it to be composed of hon- 
orable gentlemen, who will do justice to the 
investigation; and I believe the gentlemen 
asking the investigation will be satisfied with 
that reference. I will yield now to the Dele- 
gate from the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I cannot 
regard this as the proper moment for a vin- 
dication of the government of the District 
of Columbia. That time will come when the 
report of the committee now asked shall be 
sent to this House. All insinuations or innu- 
endoes or flings at the government of this Dis- 
trict preliminary to investigation are directly 
calculated to prejudice the opinions of mem- 
bers. Mr. Speaker, the House, if this invest- 
igation goes on, are to sit judicially, and it 
does not become me, nor any member of the 
House, to speak upon the merits of the District 
government at this moment. I rise only to 
say that I believe, although I have not been 
consulted about this matter, although the peti- 
tioners have not paid me the courtesy to sub- 
mit their memorial through me or ask me to 
introduce it for them, nor has any officer of 
our District government suggested one word 
on the subject as to the proper course to urge 
when the memorial might be introduced, still 
I believe that there is no gentleman connected 
with the local government who would for a 
moment resist this investigation, or who would 
not court t. I said before the people of this 
District, when I was a candidate for the office 
which I now hold, that I was the advocate of 
no man, of no board, and of no plan, except 
such as looked to the future development of 
this District, in which you, gentlemen of the 
House, have an equal interest with myself and 
my constituents. | believed then, and I believe 
now, in the integrity and ability of our officers, 
but I was ready then, and I am ready now, to 
be convinced to the contrary. Let this invest- 
igation go ou, but let it go before the com- 
mittee that is better qualified than any other 
to make it. It involves not only the question 
of fidelity of administration, but it involves 
also the entire plans of improvement proposed 
for the District, and those can be examined 
by no special committee without going over 
the whole subject and spending months in the 
investigation, so as to comprehend fully all the 
points that will come before them. ‘This in- 
quiry hes directly in the line of investigation 
which the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia must make to act intelligently as advisers 
of the House. I ask, then, that this memorial 
and the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and I promise 
that 1 will second the efforts of the gentleman 
from iNinois [Mr. Farysworrn} or efforts 
from any quarter, in securing a full, fair, and 
eomplete investigation of the matter charged. 
_ The question was upon adopting the follow- 
mg resolution : 


Resolved, That the memorial of the citizens of the 
District of Columbia hereby attached be referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and that 
said committee be directed to investigate the truth 
of the allegations and charges in said memorial, and 
report the result of such investigation to the House; 
and that said committee have power to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to examine witnesses under 
oath. 


No objection being made, the resolution was 
adopted, 


i 


QUARANTINE AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. NEGLEY. I ask unanimous consent 
to submit the following resolution for consid- 
eration at this time: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce of this 
House be authorized and directed to investigate into 
the regulations in the nature of quarantine, and con- 


„cerning the treatment and restrictions upon vessels | 
and persons under quarantine at the port of New | 


York; also to investigate into the duties and pow- 
ers of harbor-masters and: pilots, and into- the regu- 
lations and restrictions imposed upon vessels and 
persons at the harbor of New York, and also into 
the means of reviving and sustaining American 


commerce: and that said committee orsub-commit- | 


tec thereof have power to send for persons and 
papers, hold sessions in the city of New York if 
necessary, employ a stenographer, and report by bill 
or otherwise. ‘ 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. I move that this 
resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, with leave for that committee to 
report thereon at any time. 

No objection being made, the motion was 
agreed to; and the resolution was referred 
accordingly. 

MINNESOTA LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. DUNNELL.. I move that the rules be 
suspended, so that the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 1026, to create an 
additional land district in the State of Minne- 
sota, and that the same be now passed. 


mittee on the Public Lands, and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office says in a 
communication to me that the office is a pub- 
lic necessity. This is a local bill, and there is 
a necessity for it to be passed now. 

The bill was read. he first section author- 
izes the President to establish an additional 
land district'in the State of Minnesota. embrac- 
ing all that part of the present New Ulm land 
district lying north of the north line of town- 
ship number one hundred and ten, and to fix 
from time to timethe boundaries thereof, which 
shall be named after the place at which the 
office shall first be established, and provides 
the President shall have power to fix, from 
time to time, the location of the office for such 
district. The second section authorizes the 
President to appoint, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, a register and a 
receiver for said land district, who shall be 
required to reside at the site of the land office 
for said district, who shall be subject to the 
same laws and responsibilities, and whose 
compensation, respectively, shall be the same 
as that now allowed by law to other land offi- 
cers in said State. 

The question was taken; and two thirds 
voting in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORGAN. T move that the rules be 
suspended so as to enable me to introduce and 
have passed at this time the following pre- 
amble and resolution : 


Whereas political equality is the true basis of 
republican institutions; and whereas under the 
Constitution, as amended, all citizens of the United 
States, without regard to race, color, or previous con- 
dition, are eligible to the offices of President and 


Vice President, except naturalized citizens, who | 


alone are excluded: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two thirds of each House concurring 
therein,) That the following proposed article be 
submitted for ratification to the Legislatures of the 
States, and when ratified by three fourths of the 
same, shall be declared a part of the Constitution: 


ARTICLE —. 


Sxctionl. Naturalized citizens who have attained 
the age of thirty-five years, and have resided four- 


teen years in the United States, are hereby declared | 


cligible to the offices of President and Vice Presi- 
ent. 


The question was upon suspending the rules 
and passing the joint resolution. 


Mr. MORGAN. Upon that question I call | 


for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 90, nays 75, not voting 74; as follows: 
«+ YEAS~Messrs. Acker, Archer,- Arthur, Beatty, 


That | 
bill has the unanimous approval of the Com- | 


| 


i 


Beck, Bell, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Burchard, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cot- 
ton, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, 
Duke, Dunnell, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Garrett,Getz, Golladay, 
Goodrich, Grithth, .Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, John -T. Harris, Hay, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Henry, McIntyre, McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac 

Parker, Eli Perry, Porter, Potter, Price, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Rogers, Sherwood, 
Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, Thomas J. 
Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Sutherland, 
Swann, Terry, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Wood, and 

'oung—90. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beveridge, Bighy, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burdett, Roderick R. 
Butler, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Darrall, Dawes, 
Donnan, Eames. Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Hale, 
Hawley, John W. Hazleton, Hoar, Houghton, Kel- 
Jey, Lowe, Maynard, McGrew. McJunkin, Mereur, 
Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Leonard Myers, Orr, 
Packard, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron P. 
Perry, Platt, Poland, Rainoy, Ritchio, Elis H. 
Roberts, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
Shellabarger, John A.Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Sprague, Stoughton, Stowell, Taff, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Upson, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Wheeler, Willard, Williams. of Indiana, and John P. 
Wilson—75. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs, Adams, Ames, Barnum, 
Biggs, James Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Co- 
burn, Creely, Critcher, Davis, De Large, Dickey, 
Edwards, Eiliott, Ely, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Frye, Halsey, Hambleton, Harmer, George E. Harris, 
Havens, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Hill, Holman, 
ILooper, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham. Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lynch, Mce- 
Crary, McKee, McKinney, Merrick. Mitchell, Morey, 
Negley, Packer, Peters, Prindle, Randall, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Rusk. Scofield, 
Sheldon, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton 
Speer, Starkweather, Strong, St. John, Sypher, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, Van 
Trump, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and Winchester—74. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. WHITELEY moved to suspend the rules, 
so.as to introduce and pass a bill to relieve 
certain persons of Georgia from political dis- 
abilities. 

The bill, which was read, removes from the 
following-named persons all legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States: Herschel V. Johnson, of 
Jefferson county; William B. Fleming, of 
Chatham county; Hardy G. Crawford, of 
Decatur county; Byron B. Bower, of Decatur 
county; Jack Brown, of Sumter county; 
George Kimbrough, of Lee county; and A, H. 
Hansell, of Thomas county. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed 
to, (two thirds voting in favor thereot;) and so 
the bill (H. R. No. 1182) was introduced and 
passed, 


CONSULAR SERVICE, ETC. 


Mr. COX. Jask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit the resolution which I send to the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as fellows: 


Resolved. 1. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, directed to transmit to this House 
copies of all reports and correspondence received 
and on file at the Treasury Department, from cach 
and all the agents appointed under the act of Còn- 
gress to advise, inspect, or superintend the consular 
and commercial agents of the United States. 

2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be directod 
to inform this House if, in his opinion, any further 
legislation by Congress is needed to enable the con- 
sular and commercial agents of the United States 
in foreign countrics to ascertain and report the true 
market value of merchandise exported from their 
respective consular or commercial districts and im- 
ported into the United States, and to protect the 
customs revenue by requiring that such agents shall 
not certify to the correctness of invoices of such 
merchandise, as required by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1863, till they are satisfied, by per- 
sonal inspection or otherwise, that the valuation in 
said invoices is correct and true. 

3, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform this House how many of the consular and 
commercial agents ofthe United States abroad either 
speak or write the language of the country in which 
their districts are situated, and the language in 
which the commercial business therein is chiefly 
carried on. 

4, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be directed 
to furnish to this House, a statement of the fees 
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received in gold or silver, or its equivalent, during 
the last fiscal year, by each consular and commercial 
agent of the United States, for certifying invoices 
and all other official acts. 


Mr. BANKS. I move that this resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
It certainly ought not to be acted on now. 

Mr. COX. I hope the resolution will be 
adopted. It will facilitate a fair examination 
and discussion of the consular and diplomatic 
bill when it comes up. i 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from New 
York ought not to press upon the House, under 
a motion to suspend the rules, without any 
discussion, a resolution so important as this 
may be. . 

Mr. COX. If I should send this resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I 
fear it would share about the same fate as my 
resolution in.regard to Cuban belligerency. 
We should never hear of it again, I am afraid. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from New 
York must understand perfectly well that it is 
not expected even by him that every resolu- 
tion he offers isto be considered by.the House. 
[Laughter.] It is only three or four days since 
we received a message from the President in 
regard to Cuban affairs, giving us the corre- 
spondence between the Spanish Government 
and our own upon that subject. Itis impos- 
sible for-the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
even to consider all these propositions. The 
gentleman from New York must know that 
perfectly well. i 

Mr. COX. I am very glad to hear the 
gentleman’s explanation of that matter. The 
present resolution relates to a matter of com- 
merce and a matter of figures. The inform- 
ation which it calls for is indispensable to a 
correct understanding of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill which will shortly 
come before us. 

Mr. BANKS. But the resolution covers so 
much ground that it certainly ought not to be 
adopted at this time. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will say to me 
that he will report back this resolution when 
the committee shall next be called, I will 
myself move its reference; but I do not want 
to send it to the committee and have it die 
there. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How much clerical labor 
will be required for the execution of this reso- 
lution? 

Mr. COX. The answer need not cover ten 


ages. 
5 Me. MAYNARD. How many clerks would 
have to be employed, and how much time 
occupied in making up the answer? 

Mr. COX. Two clerks as smart as the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee can do it in an hour. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Suppose they are like 
my friend from New York? 

Mr. COX. ‘Then it might take three or four 


hours. 

Mr. BANKS. I think we had better have 
the matter referred. 

The SPEAKER, 
debatable. 

Mr. BANKS. I shall object to the resolu- 
tion unless it be referred. 

Mr. COX. I move to suspend the rules so 
as to introduce and pass the resolution. 

The question having been taken, 

The SPEAKER said: By the sound, two 
thirds have not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. COX. I will not trouble the House 
further with the motion to suspend the rules, 
but will consent to the reference if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will promise to see 
that the resolution is reported back. 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly it shall be reported 


upon. 


The question is not 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
MRS. B. MILLER. 


Mr. PERCE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1183) transferring to 
the Court of Claims the claim of Mrs. B. Mil- 


f 
ler, of Mississippi; which was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


WOOD END BAR, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. BUFFINTON, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ;. which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of. tho Treasury be 
directed to report to this: House upon the necessit 
and the expediency of establishing a light to mar: 
the shoals known.as “Wood End bar,” in Province- 
town, Massachusetts. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. WALLACE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1184) to remove 
disabilities from certain citizens of South 
Carolina therein named; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth article of amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States be removed from 
Samuel McAlily, James B. MéCants, John R. 
Alexander, John R. Wallace, and Charles B. 
Brice, all of South Carolina. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and, two thirds 
yoting in favor thereof, passed. 

SHIPPING INTERESTS. 

Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave to print in the Globe the re- 
mainder of his remarks on American shipping. 
[See Appendix. ] 7 i 


REARRANGEMENT OF MEMBERS DESKS. 


Mr. COBURN. I ask unanimous consent 
to offer the following resolution: 
_ Whereas the members scated upon tho two outer 
tiers of scats cannot hear the proceedings of the 
House ; and whereas the desks nearer the Speaker’s 
chair are separated by spaces sufficiently long to 
admit of their being placed together and accom- 
modang a much largenumber of mombors: There- 
ore 
Be it resolved, That a committee of five members 
be appointed to inquire into the practicability of the 
same, with the privilege of reporting at any time. 


Mr. COBURN. I desire to ask unanimous 
consent of the House to say a few words. On 
inquiry of the Doorkeeper I find the space 
between the desks can be so diminished as to 


| accommodate a much larger number of mem- 


bers within hearing of the Speaker’s chair 
than are now accommodated. I have had ex- 
perience during two sessions in occupying a 
seat at the outer tier of desks, and {verily 
declare that I cannot hear one third of the 
proceedings of this House distinctly. I believe 
that such is especially the case with those 
members who sit on the outer corners. Last 
summer the floor of the House was all taken 
up, and the aisles were put upon a level 
with the floor. ‘These aisles are very wide, 
and there is no doubt the desks could be so 
crowded together by lessening the width of the 
aisles, or doing away with some of them alto- 
gether, so as to accommodate the members 
now sitting on the outer rows with seats within 
hearing of the Speaker's chair. All I desire 
is that the subject may be referred to a select 
committee to inquire into the practicability 
of making the arrangement proposed for the 
better accommodation of the members of the 
House. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
that the inquiry be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, which has 
already been appointed. 

Mr. COBUEKN. Iam willing to accept that 


| suggestion of the Chair. 


Mr. WOOD. Does this resolution carry 
with it the power to do this thing, or 1s the 
committee to report back to the House the 


A Ze S its i igation? 
There being no objection, the resolution was „result of its investigation 


The SPEAKER. It merely refers the in- 
quiry to the committee, with leave to refer back 


at any time. i , 
Mr. COBURN. I do not object to this 
inquiry going to the Committee on Public 


‘Buildings and Grounds. 


i ances under certain circumstances. 


Mr. POTTER. I think the gentleman from 
Indiana voted to increase the number of mem- 
bers in this House to two hundred and eighty- 
three. How did he propose to accommodate 


them ? 

Mr. COBURN. When that increase takes 
place we can require that two members shall 
sit at one desk, and if the House is not large 
enough we can do away with the desks alto- 
gether. I will modify my resolution by striking 
out the select committee, and making it the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
one hundred and seventeen, noes not counted. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


ROTUNDA. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, took the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. Iask the gentleman to yield 
to me to offer a resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield to 
the gentleman from New York for the last 


time. 

Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent to 
submit the following resolution : 

Resolved, Thatthe joint Committee on the Library 
be requested to inquire into the expediency of bav- 
ing the keys or explanatory cards replaced to the 
paintings in the Rotunda of the Capitol. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Change it soas 
to make it an order. 

Mr. WOOD. I should like it better to have 
it so changed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from New York that he amend his 
resolution by making it more general. There 
are various fresco paintings to which it should 
be made to apply. 

Mr. WOOD. I will state that originally, 
when these paintings were placed in the Ro- 
tunda, each of them had its key or explanation 
card. These remained there for a number of 
years, until finally they have all disappeared 
except one. The object of this resolution is 
to give the committee power to replace them. 
I accept the modification suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MAYNARD. ] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mod- 
ify his resolution soasto make it peremptory ? 

“Mr. WOOD. I desire the resolution to pass 
as originally presented, with the modification 
as suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution as modi- 
fied will be again reportéd. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe joint Committee on the Library 
be requested to inqnire into the expediency of havy- 


ing the keys or explanation cards replaced to tho 
paintings in the Rotunda of the Capitol, and to such 


others as the committee may deem proper, 


The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I desire to ask 
the consent of the House that the legislative 
appropriation bill, made a special order for 
to-morrow after the morning hour, be consid- 
ered in order in Committee of the Whole. 


i Several gentlemen have reserved points of 


order on the bill. I will call the attention of 
the gentlemen who have reserved points of 
order on the bill to this, that there are but 
four things in the bill that have the character 
of legislation. I can explain in a moment 
what they are. 

At page 7 the bill provides that the Clerk of 


‘the House shall make np a statement of all 


the expenditures of the House at the close of 
each fiscal year, so that he may make the same 
showing in the closing of his accounts as other 
Departments of the Government are required 
to do. ‘That, of course, is a piece of legis- 
lation. Thesecond legislative clause in the bill 
is found on page 21, and limits the salaries of 
collectors of internal revenue to $4,500 a year. 
They are not now so limited. Their com- 
pensation and allowances are now limited to 
$5,000, but the law provides that the Secretary 
of the Treasury may make additional allow- 
The com- 
mittee have added a clause which requires that 
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the whole compensation, salary and all in] objected, and no farther reservation is neces- 


cluded, should not exceed $4,500, believing 
that with the reduced duties now helonging to 
the Internal Revenue Bureau that amount is 
enough, The next item is the discontinuance 
of the Carson City mint, with a proviso to turn 
it over to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be 
used for- other purposes as a public building. 
The fourth and last item of a legislative char- 
acter is found on the last page of the bill, and 
is in a brief section, which provides that claims 
arising ont of vouchers shall not be consid- 
ered good unless presented within seven years 
from the time they accrue; and it is provided 
that this shall take effect from the Ist of 
January, 1873, until which date all claims not 
now presented may be presented, and after 
that time no voucher that is more than seven 
years old shall be regarded as good. In other 
words, the section proposes a statute of limita- 
tion to the presentation of claims growing out 
of the war. The Secretary of the Treasury 
sent word to us that a great many vouchers 
were coming in that were suspected of being 
manufactured, and which were dated back in 
old times; and furthermore, the older a voucher 
became the more difficult it was to use it. 

These are the only pieces of legislation in the 
bill, and Task that they be considered in order, 

The SPEAKER. The bill(H. R. No. 1060) 
making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment ior the year ending June 80, 1873, 
and for other purposes, has been made a 
special order for to-morrow after the morning 
hour. Points of order were reserved, so that 
all independent legislation could be ruled out. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrre.p] 
who has charge of the bill now moves that the 
rules be so suspended that when provisions 
embodying new legislation are reached in 
Committee of the Whole they shall be con- 
sidered in order, subject to the discretion and 
of the majority of the committee. 

The question being put, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the motion agreed to. 


EXPENSES OF THE JAPAN EMBASSY. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to intro- 
duce a bill to enable the Secretary of State to 
defray expenses of the embassy from Japan, 
and to askthat it be now put upon its passage, 

The billwas read. It proposes to appro- 
priate the sum of $50,000, tobe paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to defray expenses of the em- 
bassy and its suite from Japan, which has 
arrived in the United States, not to exceed 
the amount herein appropriated, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of State, 
and on vouchers to be filed in the Treasury 
Department, and a statement thereof to be 
reported to Congress by the Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to the 
introduction of the bill at this time? 

Mr. KERR, I do not desire to object to 
the bill, but I do want some explanation of it. 
Ibope the gentleman from Ohio will state to 
the House whether there is any precedent for 
the passage of a law of this kind by Congress, 
and whether at the time this embassy started 
toward this country it was understood by the 
authorities of Japan that we would bear the 
expenses of the embassy. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I object to the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I move 
that the rules be suspended and the bill passed. 
I hope that the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection until I can say a word in answer to 
what has been said by the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. 
consent, 

Mr. McNEELY. I have no objection to an 
explanation of the bill, but I reserve the right 
to object to its introduction. 

TheSPHAKER, The gentleman hasalready 


That requires unanimous 


sary. Thè Chair hears no objection to the 
gentleman from Ohio making a statement. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Secretary 
of State, by direction of the President, called 
on the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and also of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and stated to them that this embassy 
was coming, thata message had been received 
from our minister in Japan, informing the 
Government that such an embassy was start- 
ing on its way to visit all the treaty Powers of 
the world, and that they would pass from here 
onward around the world with a view to 
making new treaties. The chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs stated to the 
Committee on Appropriations much more fully 
than Iam able to do the grounds for this action, 
and I shall ask him in a moment to make a 
statement to the House on the subject. The 
Committee on Appropriations then asked the 
Secretary of State to forward in writing some 
statements touching the precedents in the case 
and the nature of the embassy, and also the 
amount that would probably be required for 
this purpose. A letter from the Secretary to 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs is here,and I hope he will make use 
of itina moment. But the precedents are in 
this line: in 1860 a similar appropriation, the 
same in amount, was made for the Japanese 
embassy that visited this country at that time, 
and during the Forty-First. Congress we made 
an, appropriation for a similar purpose in 
regard to Paris. I believe the two commit- 
tees are unanimous in favor of the passage of 
this bill, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and the Committee on Appropriations. I have 
simply done my duty in presenting it here, and 
I now ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to make any statement in my 
time that he may desire to make. 

Mr. BANKS. In reply to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kurr, j who 
asked if there was any understanding on the 
part of the Japanese Government that the ex- 
penses of this embassy were to be paid if they 
sent an embassy, I will say that there was no 
such understanding whatever. The embassy 
is of the highest character of any that has ever 
parted from that .country. The immediate 
object of the embassy is to make inquiry and 
gain instructions in regard to the renewal and 
revision of their treaties with the several treaty 
Powers of the world. They are not authorized 
to negotiate new treaties, but to ask the exten- 
sion of those that now exist until they shall 
have time to inform themselves what revision 
is necessary of existing treaties. ‘he embassy 
consists of a chiefembassador, who is described 
in the dispatches to this Government as a per- 
son who is always in attendance upon the em- 
peror of Japan. He is accompanied by three 
vice-embassadors, one of whom, Governor 
Ito, is undoubtedly well known and kindly 
remembered by the members of this House, 
having been present here a year ago, and there 
are twenty-one persons in attendance upon the 
embassy, who are the chief officers of the eight 
different departments of the Government of 
Japan. They are instructed to make inquiry 
into the management of the departments-of 
this Government, and of all the other Govern- 
ments which they may visit, which are akin to 
those with which they are connected in J: apan, 
the object being to open to the people and to 
the Government of Japan all those improve- 
ments and administrations which have been 
most seecessful in the civilized Governments 
of the world. 

This is a special embassy. The fact that 
it was in contemplation has been known to our 
Government for some time, but nothing has 
been known of the actual fact of its anticipated 
arrival until a very short time before it reached 
San Francisco. We follow, in the appropria- 
tions proposed by the honorable chairman ofthe 
Committee on Appropriations, the practice of 
all civilized nations with regard to embassies 


of this character. Where new Powers, not 
having fixed relations to other civilized nations, 
send embassies for the purpose of inquiry, and 
with a view to make regulations officially and 
commercially with that country, their recep- 
tionis always made a matter of generous recog- 
nition on the part of the Government they visit. 
Such was the viewof this Government when 
the Japanese of a previous administration came 
here, representing the Tyconate, or the Tycoon, 
in 1859; such was the course of this Govern- 
ment in regard to the Chinese embassy, at the 
head of which was our lamented friend, Mr. 
Burlingame; and such is now the proposi- 
tion of the State Department, with the consent 
of the President, with regard to this new em- 
bassy. Iam informed by gentlemen connected 
with the Japanese legation that the expenses 
of the Japanese embassy to England in 1859 
and 1860 were defrayed by that Government; 
and there is no doubt whatever that the sev- 
eral Governments visited by the Chinese em- 
bassadors received them with most kindly and 
generous hospitalities. This was especially the 
case, upon my own observation, with the Gov- 
ernments of France, Denmark, and Sweden, 
and I doubt not of others. i fs 

It was a question with this embassy whether 
they should first visit the United States or the 
European Governments. Their friendly rela- 
tions being strongest with the United States, 
and their sympathy with our people and our 
institutions much more clearly defined, both 
with the Government and people, they chose 
themselves to come here first, and the question 
is put to us by our Goverument, what reception 
shall be given their embassy? 

In a word, (I will not trespass long upon the 
House,) Japan was an isolated Government, 
excluding all communication with nearly alina- 
tions of the outer world up to the time of our 
treaty with Japan in 1854, through the nego- 
tiations entered upon by Commodore Perry. 

Since that time Japan has made treaty nego- 
tiations with the leading Powers of Europe. 
In 1859 we bad a commercial business with 
that-nation of $250. In the twelve years suc- 
ceeding that business has reached the sum 


of $6,500,000 yearly, and very nearly eighty 


million dollars for the twelve years since that 
period. The Japanese people number about 
forty millions. ‘They are acquainted with sci- 
ences and arts of civilized life. Their manu- 
factures of woolen and cotton and hemp, espe» 
cially of silk, wood, iron, copper, paper, and 
glass, have attained a great renown throughout 
the world. They are cleanly, orderly, and 
industrious in their habits—~the most moral 
and refined of the eastern nations. Educated, 
they are prudent and thrifty, and advancing in 
the arts of civilization with surprising, even 
marvelous rapidity. There is no event of 
modern history more striking than the readi- 
ness with which Japan opens itself to ad- 
vantages of modern civilization. They have 
done what we have not yet been able to 
accomplish, with all our superiority of educa- 
tion and position. They have reconciled all 
the parties engaged in the late rebellion, so 
that now the representatives of that Govern- 
ment, here in Washington and elsewhere, 
embrace both the supporters of the Tycoon 
and the Daimios. They have established 
railways aud telegraphs; they build steam- 
ships; they are organizing navy-yards ; they 
are preparing by every means in their power 
for the education of their people. In the dis- 
patches sent to the Government it is stated 
that one of the citizens of Yeddo, in his own 
house, has educated two thousand Japanese 
children, and has now three handred and fifty 
children every day at school in his own house. 
Education is indeed universal. Numerous 
English works are every year translated by 
competent scholars into the Japanese language. 
Their ideas of character are of an elevated 
order. They covet honors and commenda- 
tions; but poverty brings upon them no dis- 
credit. A Japanese would as soon suffer the 
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loss ofa limb, itis said, as to omit a ceremony 
in the acts of hospitality or friendship. 

They borrow their reforms from this country 
rather than from Europe. They havea feeling of 
friendship for us more than for any other nation, 
because while we have been friendly to them, 
and taught them many things, we have never 
fought them. The maintenance of this friend- 
ship and our interest in their trade is of vast 
importance to the people of the United States. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
iex] reminds me that tho Japanese have 
adopted in the main our system of currency. 
It is of great importance for us to maintain 
this connection with them, for other nations 
will seek to win it for themselves. They 
sought to destroy the Chinese and Japanese 
Governments by their navies and armies, in 
order that they might divide among them the 
spoils of those great empires. We sought to 
open friendly and profitable communication 
with them by peaceful negotiations, and to 
impress upon them the necessity of a change 
in their institutions by showing the advantages 
of our civilization, ‘They have accepted our 
policy and become our friends. Everywhere 
their young menare at school in this country, 
and they will go back filled with the aspira- 
tions of freemen and, animated by the princi- 
ples, sustained and strengthened by an appre- 
ciation of the habits and customs of the peo- 
ple and a knowledge of the government of 
this country, and at no distant day we will 
probably see as great a reform in the Japan- 
ese empire as has been accomplished by any 
people in any part of the globe. 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
when our relations with Japan, our commer- 
cial relations, were first established? 

Mr. BANKS. The expedition of Commo- 
dore Perry was sent out in 1852, and a treaty 
was negotiated by him in 1854, the first treaty 
negotiated by any nation with the Government 
of Japan. 

Mr. KERR. And has this country always 
been paying the expenses of embassies of this 
kind coming from Japan to the United States? 

Mr. BANKS. Notatall. We do not pay 
the expenses of the ordinary diplomatic rep- 
resentatives of that Government; we would 
not ask that that should be done. But this is 
a special embassy for a special purpose, and 
is composed of persons of the highest char- 
acter. Japan has sent to us the men nearest 
to the emperor, and representing all the differ- 
ent departments of the Government. That is 
the reason we ask this appropriation. 

Mr. KERR. Has it been the custom of the 
United States heretofore to pay the expenses 
of like embassies from other countries? 

Mr. BANKS. Except China and Japan 
there ig no country that could present the same 
question; there is none in which we could feel 
the same interest. Ithas not been our custom 
to pay other embassies in this way. All the 
other Governments with which we have diplo- 
matic communication are established Govern- 
ments; their embassies represent the Govern- 
ment with which they are connected, and they 
come to us charged with the management of 
particular and special subjects. But this is 
an embassy not charged with any special busi- 
ness. It is sent to us with a view to study the 
character of all Governments, that there may 
be such a revision of the treaties with those 
Powers as may best promote their interest and 
advance their civilization. It is because these 
ombassadors are to visit different Governments, 
from all of which they will receive a generous 
hospitality, that we ask this Government to 
place them here upon the same footing on 
which they will be placed by other Govern- 


ments. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee one more question, 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 


= = -= 


Mr. KERR. When this embassy started 
from Japan was there any understanding, ex- 
press or otherwise, that the Government of the 
United States would bear their expenses? 

Mr. BANKS.  Nottheslightest. There are 
no people on the face of the earth more sensi- 
tive upon a point of honor than the Japanese ; 
and any intimation of such a purpose as this 
would very likely have sent them to other parts 
of the world before they came to the United 
States. Thisis a proposition made on the part 
of our Government in a spirit of generous 
friendship, and upon its own motion entirely, 
taking into consideration the high objects of 
this embassy. Jt is not in pursuance at all of 
any suggestion either to or from the Japanese 
Government. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I would like to ask one 
question. Is there any precedent for paying 
the expenses of any embassy or mission of any 
kind from our Government to any other Gov- 
ernment? Have any other Governments ever 
paid expenses of any kind whatever of any 
mission from this Government to them? 

Mr. BANKS. Not from this Government. 
Because our Government has been an estab- 
lished Government; and we send recognized 
diplomatic representatives in accordance with 
international law. We have never sent out an 
embassy of this character. But I will say to 
the honorable gentleman that when we sent 
our delegates to France in the time of the Rev- 
olution they were not only hospitably received 
and generously sustained, but they were sup- 
plied with money by that Government to carry 
on our war against Great Britain. 

Mr. HEREFOR That is becanse they 
were our allies in that war, and not as a matter 
of courtesy. 

Mr. BANKS. It was because they were our 
friends that they became our allies, Let me 
say further in reply that other Governments 
have extended this courtesy to Chinese and 
Japanese as we did, and as we propose to do 


now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will remark, 
before this discussion closes, that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have so drawn this reso- 
lution that it does not pay all the expenses 
of this Japanese embassy while in this coun- 
try. It merely puts $50,000 into the hands 
of the Secretary of State to pay such of their 
expenses while here as in his discretion he 
may think the courtesy of the occasion may 
require. It does not assume to take charge 
of them except to this extent. 

Mr. BANKS. I am reminded by my col- 
league that it is the custom of eastern nations 
to receive the delegations of other Govern- 
ments in this way. Itis not the custom of the 
western nations. In our own Government, 
also, there is a precedent bearing in some 
degree on this matter. We receive delega- 
tions from the Indian nations, and when we 
do we always entertain; we gratify them with 
exhibitions of our power; we enrich them by 
presents. It is not exactly of the same char- 
acter, but there is a necessity from time to 
time existing for extraordinary appropria- 
tions like this in carrying out our relations 
with other Powersof the earth. If we hope 
to find friends in other parts of the world we 
must show ourselves capable of friendly appre- 
ciation and generous, manly courtesies. 

Mr. McNEELY. Mr. Speaker, as I made 
the objection to this appropriation, I -desire 
to say a word explanatory of the reasons for 
that objection. 1t seems to me to be just as 
proper for this Government to pay the expenses 
of this embassy from Japan, which is travel- 
ing through this country for purposes of its 
own, as to ask one gentleman to pay the ex- 
penses of another gentleman who is making a 
tour of travel for his own profit and pleasure. 
I, for one, do not wish to commit this Govern- 
ment to the policy of paying the expenses of 
embassies which may come to this country 
for whatever purpose. It seems to me, Mr. 


I] Speaker, that it is time for us to put a stop to 


any such policy, if it ever were adopted on our 
part. 

I do not know how it is proposed to enter- 
tain this Japanese embassy ; but perhaps this 
$50,000, for the most part, willgo for the pur- 
pose of paying the expenses of wining and 
dining the representatives of this Government. 
Perhaps the most part of it is to go for wine 
to be drunk by the representatives of our own 
Government. [Laughter.] They are travel- 
ing through our country for their own benefit, 
to procure information which will be of ben- 
efit to them, and there is no necessity, so far 
as I can see, on the part of our Government 
why we shall pay any of these expenses. It 
seems, indeed, to be a very strange proposi- 
tion for this Government to pay their expenses 
while traveling here in this country for their 
own benefit. 

We are told that they come here to find out 
the workings of our departments of Govern- 
ment. If that be so, I have only to say this: 
I have very kind feelings toward the people 
of that nation, and would rather pay $50,000 
to send them back to their own country 
again than allow them to remain here and 
learn the bad management and the corruption 
of the various departments of this Govern- 
ment, in order to take them back to their own 
country for the purpose of ingrafting them 
upon their form of government, [Langhter. ] 
Vor these reasons I object to this appropriation. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, when I first 
heard the application of the gentleman from 
Ohio in reference to this appropriation my 
impressions were adverse to it, I was not 
aware of any precedent for it, and it seemed 
to me extraordinary that we should be called 
upon to pay the expenses of an inquiry set on 
foot by a foreign nation. But the explana- 
tions given to the House by the chairman of 
the Committee on Forcign Affairs, and other 
things which I have since heard, have changed 
my views of the measure, and I intend now to 
vote for it. ; 

I understand now, sir, that it is the custom 
of the eastern nations, as a matter ofcourtesy, to 
receive and entertain embassies of this descrip- 
tion and to meet their expenses. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, (Mr. 
Hoorrn,]| tells me that before we had any 
treaty with China the Chinese always paid tha 
expenses incident to entertaining the officers 
we sent to them preliminary tothe formation 
of treaties: Such, it seems from the state- 
ments just made to the House without chal- 
lenge, is the established usage among the na- 
tions of the East: ‘bis is, indeed, at variance 
with onr usages, but inasmuch as it is the cus- 
tom of the nations of the East, I see great 
reason why we should conform to it in this 
instance. All the other nations of the West, 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs has assured us, have adopted this usage 
in dealing with this embassy from Japan. 
that be so, we, of all the nations, ought to be 
equally courteous, for there is perhaps no nation 
on the face of the earth to which the develop- 
ment of trade and commerce with Japan is so 
important as to ours. It was but yesterday as 
it were when no one of our people went to 
Japan, Now we have not only a monthly line 
of great steamers to those islands, but it ig 
likely we shall soon have even closer connec- 
tions with them. ‘Ihe people of those islands, 
so vast in number, with all the wealth, with all 
the activity, and all the intelligence, so well 
adverted to, have shown more partiality, as I 
am informed, for the people of the United 
States, and more desire for closer relations with 
us, than any other of the great nations of the 
earth. i 

If this be so, having regard to the peculiarity 
of the eastern character, it appears to me that 
under the circumstances, and in view of the 
vast trade and friendly relations with Japan 
that may follow, we might well afford, as a 
matter of mere economy, to vote the appropri- 
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ation desired by the committee, and therefore 
I give it my support. t 

Mr. BANKS. The House is under the im- 
pression, perhaps, that this bill makes an 
appropriation to pay all the expenses of the 
members of this embassy. That would be an 
erroneous impression. It is rather to give 
them. a generous reception on the part of the 
Government. There are many expenses of 
individuals members, and indeed of the embassy 
in different parts of the country, that will be 
borne by themselves or defrayed by the great 
commercial cities they may visit. What we 
propose is, on the part of the United States, 
to give them.u generous aud cordial reception, 
which willbe in accordance with their customs, 
as it is with the ideas of our people and the 
interests of our Government. And we do this 
because we were the very first to introduce 
them to the notice and the acquaintance of 
civilized nations. Holland monopolized the 
trade of Japan for two hundred years. It was 
our own Navy, under the command of Com- 
modore Perry, that opened the country to ac- 
guaintance and to treaty relations with modern 
nations. 

And I am also reminded by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] that at our first 
acquaintance with Japan, on forming com- 
mercial relations with that country, the first 
embassies we sent out were received with gen- 
erous hospitality. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood as intimating that the Japanese paid the 
expenses of our expedition. It was a naval 
expedition of formidable character for that 
period, sent out to compel them to open their 
country, by the acquisition of California made 
a near neighbor, to the commerce of our peo- 
ple. They could not regard us as friends. 
We required them to abandon customs of 
many centuries, and to enter a policy which 
was hostile to all their traditions aud prin- 
ciples, We were in fact their enemy. Our 
negotiator was not permitted, in fact, to com- 
municate with the chiefs of their Government. 
But, nevertheless, when they comprehended our 
views, they opened their ports to us; they sus- 
pended their laws. Our representatives were 

„received where no European had been permit- 
ted to approach them. They recognized usas 
equals, not vassals; and our fleet lay in their 
waters without the espionage of Japanese 
guard-boats, which alwayshad guarded vessels 
of other nations. It isfor this, and because our 
treaties have been profitable to usand valuable 
to them, that we propose a return of their gen- 
erous consideration. They did not, of course, 
under such circumstances offer to pay our 
expenses; but the merchants settled in the 
country gave to our people every hospitality. 
Commodore Perry and his men suffered for 
nothing that it was in their power to give them, 
They were furnished „with quarters, servants, 
rations, and all necessaries and luxurics of 
life. It was individual hospitality, not na- 
tional hospitality ; but we must remember it 
was extended to those who entered the Japan- 
ese waters upon a guasi hostile mission, with 
the purpose of forcing, if necessary, the recog- 
nition of the necessities of commerce. 

The same is true of our earliest mission to 
China. Our representative was received at 
Pekin, and magnificent banquets and festivals 
on the partof residents of the empire welcomed | 
their arrival and cheered their residence among 
the Chinese people. It was impossible to ex- 
pect the high officers of the Government to 
enter into these-festivities, for we were then 
as enemies among them. But they came to || 
know us better, and to regard us not only as | 
friends, but their protectors and teachers in 
the grand march of civilization. And we now 
propose to return this courtesy in the same | 
generous manner to the Japanese embassy 
whieh has been sent to us upon so important & 
mission as that with which the embassy now | 
on its way to this city is charged in its visit to 
this country. Seriously, I hope that no earnest 


opposition will be offered to the measure, 


That which itis worth while to do at all ought 
to be done promptly, generously, and unani- 
mously, 

The question was on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill; and being put, there were—ayes 
95, noes 39. 3 

Mr. McNEELY demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes nineteen; an insufficient number, not 
being one fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. McNEELY. J ask for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

In favor of ordering tellers on the yeas and 
nays, there were—ayes seventeen ; not one fifth 
of a quorum. 

So tellers were refused, and the yeas and 
nays were refused; and (two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill (H. R. No. 1185) to- en- 
able the Secretary of the Treasury to defray the 
expenses of the embassy from Japan was read 
three times, and passed. 


LOUISIANA DISTURBANCES. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to offer 
a resolution for the payment of the expenses 
of the committee of investigation into the dis- 
turbances at New Orleans. I am not author- 
ized by the Committee on Appropriations to 
report this resolution, but 1 ask unanimous 
consent to have it passed by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is directed 
to pay the chairman of the select committee au- 
thorized by the resolution of January 15, 1872, to in- 

uire into the ditficulties which have arisen between 
the government and officials of the State of Louis- 
iana, &e., such sum of money as may be required 
for the expenses of said committee while absent 
from Washington in the discharge of their duties; 
and the receipts of the chairman of said committee 
shall be the proper vouchers of the Clerk for the 
amount thereof in the settlement of his accounts; 
said expenditures to be reported to and audited by 
the Committee on Accounts. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to object to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the resolution. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Perhaps I will with- 


-draw the objection, if the gentleman will show 


us good reasons for passing the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot 
do that. He must either object or not object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire some ex- 
planation from the gentleman from Ohio, or 
some other gentleman, as to the necessity of 
the committee visiting New Orleans. 

Mr. PETERS. I object to debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I may be per- 
mitted to state, in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworrn, ] that of course if 
the House takes back its order sending the 
committee to Louisiana I will take back this 
resolution. But as the House has ordèred the 
committee to go,and as I understand they are 


about starting, and as they have requested an | 


appropriation to be made out of the contin- 
gent fund, I think it is the duty of the House 
to make the appropriation, or to take back the 
order sending them to New Orleans. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not suppose 


|| that the committee will go to New Orleans if 


this appropriation is not made. If the appro- 


priation is made, it will be regarded as a fur- | 


ther instruction to go. 


Now, it seems to me from what I read in | 


the newspapers, that the difficulty in New 
Orleans is so far accommodating itself as to 
make it unnecessary to send a committee to 
make investigation. Ido not quite see what 
Congress is going to do about it. If a com- 
mittee goes there and investigates and submits 
a report, I cannot see what we can do upon 
the subject. It seems to me that Congress 
might possess itself of the facts pretty nearly 
as well without sending a committee there as 
by sending one. 1 may be wrong about this, 
but I rose for the purpose of getting informa- 
tion on the subject. The committee, I know, 


l 


Worse, 


do not want to go to New Orleans; they have 
no desire to go there; but if the House desires 
they shall go, I suppose that it js only by pass- 
ing such a resolution as this that they can go. 
It seems to me, however, that the difficulties 
are pretty much ended in, New Orleans; I 
judge so from what I read in the papers; and 
if so it is useless to send a committee there to 
investigate them. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I shall be very 
glad to hear from the committee. If they do 
not desire the passage of the resolution I shall 
be happy to withdraw it, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. When a committee is ap- 
pointed and authorized to have the expenses 
of witnesses, clerks, &e., paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, they ordinarily 
make a bill in items as expenses are incurred, 
and it is presented to the Clerk and paid. 
When a committee goes away from the capi- 
tal it is necessary, as a matter of course, that 
they should have some mode of drawing funds 
and paying them out, and having their accounts 
audited afterward. The Committee to Invesi- 
igate Southern Outrages borrowed some ten 
or twelve thousand dollars for the payment of 
expenses, and when they came back there was 
some objection made to that. It was said that 
they ought not to have borrowed money and 
then come in and ask the House to make an 
appropriation. Jasked the Clerk of the House 
this morning if he could furnish us with some 
money from the contingent fund to defray ex- 
penses, and he told me he could not, and that 
unless a resolution of this kind were passed we 
would have to borrow money to pay the -ex 
penses incurred. He told me further that the 
House is in the habit of passing resolutions 
of this kind. 

As to the propriety of going down to New 
Orleans, the committee have nothing to sa 
upon that point. The House have directed 
them to make the investigation here or else- 
where, and if this resolution stands in that way, 
the committee, though at great inconvenience 
to themselves, will go down to New Orleans 
and perform the duty which the House has 
assigned them. I believe that every member 
of the committee would prefer notto go. If 
they go, they will have to leave their business 
and correspondence here, and two members 
of the committee have absolutely declined to 
serve on this account, and two others, I sup- 
pose, will be appointed to fill their places. If 
the House has changed its mind, and thinks 
that the committee need not go to New Or- 
leans, but may get all the facts they can here, 
whatever facts we do get will be obtained with- 
out any considerable expense, and the vote 
upon this appropriation will, of course, determ- 
ine whether the House wishes us to go down 
to New Orleans or not. 

Mr. HALE. I would like to ask the genile- 
man, if he is willing to answer the question, 
whether or not the state of affairs has not 
changed since the passage of the original reso- 
lution by the House, thereby obviating the 
necessity of the commitiee going down? For 
instance, it appears by the newspapers that 
what is called the ‘‘ Warmoth faction,” that 
is to say, Governor Warmoth, has possession 
now. If that be so, I should like to know of 
the chairman of the committee what the com- 
mittee can do when it gets down there either 
to confirm the possession of the Warmoth 
faction or to controvert it, upon what it will 
act, whether it can do anything more than 
merely to recite facts, and when those facts 
are recited, what can we do upon that recital? 
I ask this question for information, because I 
do not see myself what the committee can act 
upon. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Some aspects of the case, 
according to the accounts in the newspapers, 
have changed for the better since the adoption 
of the resolution; others are quite as bad, or 
I believe that the members of the 
senate of Louisiana who absented themselves 
have returned to the hall of the senate, but the 
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members of the house who were absent from 
the hall of the house of representatives had 
not returned at the latest information I have, 
unless indeed they have returned to-day. It 
is announced that those absentees who claimed 


to have the legal speaker would appear at the | 


hall of the house to-day and take possession 
of it to the exclusion of the others. 

Mr. SHELDON. My judgment all the time 
has been adverse to sending a committee to 
Louisiana, or to the appointment of one to 
investigate these matters here. I appreciate, 
of course, very keenly that affairs there have 
been in a very disgraceful condition and are 
so at this time. ‘There never was anything, 
however, that Congress had a right to meddle 
with, and if they had had the right even, there 
never was anything we could do that could 
accomplish any result further than to prolong 
the disgraceful condition of things there. 

It seems now that there can be no question 
but that the State senate of Louisiana is legally 
constituted; every member whe is alive is 
there. There is still some question about the 
legality of the house of representatives. But 
I do not see how this House or the Government 
of the United States is to determine that ques- 
tion. Itis a question for them to determine 
for themselves, and so far as we-have inform- 
ation from there, now they seem to be getting 
along rather better, or at least they seem to 
be approximating to a better condition of 
affairs there. My judgment is, that they had 
better be left entirely alone by Congress to 
settle matters for themselves. 

I did not vote against the resolution of in- 
vestigation, and I do not mean now to say 
I do not want the committee to go there, 
because there are several gentlemen here and 
elsewhere who are decided in their opinions on 
that subject, and I have simply said that I 
would not opposeit, But as this question has 
come up, I deem it my duty to say exactly 
what I have said to this House upon this sub- 
ject. Ido not propose anything further than 
to say that I do not think it ever was neces- 
sary for a committee to go there to investi- 
gate, or to investigate here. Ido not think 
it ig necessary now; and if it ever was neces- 
sary, it is less so now than it has been here- 
tofore. 

Mr. GARFIELD, ofOhio. One word inaddi- 
tion to what has been said. So farasthe State of 
Louisiana is concerned, for one I am delighted 
to hear that she is nearly restored and in her 
right mind after the late troubles there. It 
seems to me that there is little to be invest- 
igated concerning the State government of 
Louisiana, so far as Congress is empowered to 
make an investigation. But I willsay—whether 
it be a prudent remark to make or not, yet I 
will venture to make it—that there is one ele- 
ment down there I think this Congress ought 
to investigate. I presume it might be invest- 
igated here as well as in New Orleans, possi- 
bly not so well here as in New Orleans. But 
the conduct of the officers of the Government 
of the United States in New Orleans, if we 
may trust public report, does need investiga- 
tion. When the revenue-cutter of the United 
States was used to carry away a portion of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, and to keep them 
beyond the reach of its officers, I think there 
is some ground for an investigation of the con- 
duct of those officers and the orders they 
received in taking the steps they did. 

When the officers of the Government of the 
United States intermeddle in the management 
of the affairs of a State Legislature, when 
they become parties and partisans of oppos- 
ing cliques and rings, as public rumor says 
they have done—and whether they have done 
it or not I do not know—if they have done a 
tithe of what the daily press tells us they have 
done, and ate yet doing, then it is high time 
that their conduct should be investigated. If 
they have not done these things, then it is 
high time that the Government of the United 
States should be free from the odium that will 


so justly fall upon it if these things have been | 


done. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
permita question ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will not a resolu- 
tion inquiring of the Secretary of the Treasury 
whether the revenue-cutter has been used in 
that way answer all the purpose? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam not now 
speaking of the best method of getting this 
information. Butif weare to make the invest- 


igation, let us see to itin the first place that 

our agents are not intermeddling with the 

affairs of the State of Louisiana. 

i Mr. SHELDON. Allow me a single word 
ere. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. SHELDON. Iam awarethat the Presi- 
deut of the United States and the Secretary | 
of the Treasury are in possession of all the 
facts in regard to the action of the United 
States officers there, and it seems to me they 
are competent to manage those affairs them- 
selves. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not care 
how it is brought about, but that feature of 
this case ought to be investigated. 

Mr. BECK. Iwill ask the gentleman to 

ield to me for a word. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. When the question was before 
the House last week relative to sending a select 
committee to Louisiana I voted against it, be- 
cause the joint committee of the House and 
the Senate appointed to look into the condi- 
tion of those States was, as I supposed, the 
proper committee to make that investigation. 
The House thought otherwise. Idid not vote 
against it because I believed it was not best to 
investigate the action of the authorities, State 
and Federal, in Louisiana. I thought it was, 
and Ibelievesonow. rise now only to object 
to the investigation being held here. If any 
investigation is to be had it ought to be held 
on the spot. Anything short of that would be 
a farce. The House ought either to revoke 
altogether the appointment of this committce 
or furnish them with all the means necessary to 
go there and make the investigation thorough. 
An investigation here will amount to nothing. 
There is no reliance to be placed in the 
reports that may be sent from Louisiana as to 
the present condition of its government. I 
do not believe either side will tell the truth. 
Gentlemen who read what Governor Warmoth 
gays of Carter and the other men opposed to 
him will come to the conclusion that they are 
a set of shameless plunderers. If, on the other 
hand, gentlemen will read what is said of Gov- 
ernor Warmoth and the men who act with 
him by those on the other side it would appear 
that they are wholly unfit for any public trust. 
No doubt each side tells the truth as to the 
other as far as they dare. Al are equally 
guilty and equally corrupt, I have no doubt. 
When this question was before the joint select 
Committee on the Condition of the Southern 
States, in September last, as the journal of the 
committee now published shows, a motion was 
made by Senator Barr, seconded by Senator 
Bayann, that a committee go to Louisiana and 
investigate the condition of affairs there; and 
every Republican member of the committee 
voted against that proposition, and every Dem- 
ocrat voted for it. The yeas and nays are 
recorded on the journal, which is now public 
property. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
state, in fairness to the committee, that when 
that motion was made these recent events had 
not occurred? _ ; 

Mr. BECK. At the time that motion was 
made and was voted down by the gentleman 
and his friends, the convention had been held. 
The custom-house officers and their friends 
had called in the military, and the Governor 
and his friends had been driven away, as he 
stated in his public speech, by United States 


soldiers, whose conduct he denounced most 
vigorously, and, as I think, justly, if what he 
said was true. , : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I speak of recent 
events. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no; these recent events 
had not then occurred, of course they had not, 
but others equally disgraceful had. It was 
known to the committee at that time, however, 
because the auditor’s report was before us, 
that the ruling party there had disfranchised 
every man they wished to disfranchise who 
voted in a way that did not suit them, they had 
their registration and election laws fixed on 
purpose, and that they had by robbery and 
plunder increased the debt of the State from 
ten to forty-one millions; and they had added 
in the year 1871 nine millions more, being 
excess of expenditures over receipts; and the 
auditor had certified that there was not a dol 
lar in the treasury to meet this debt, nor any- 
thing to show for all this vast and corrupt ex- 
penditure. That isa part of what the record 
then showed, and still the majority would not 
Jook into it. The misrule, corruption, and 
robbery in Louisianais a disgrace to American 
civilization. If the House should adhere to 
its determination to send a committee to Louis- 
iana, it cannot examine a man on either side 
without finding that the men who control and 
manage the affairs of that government are 
buoyant with corruption, rising only as they 


rot. ; 

Mr. SYPHER. Mr. Speaker, I voted a 
week ago for the creation of this committee. 
I then believed that the extraordinary condi- 
tion of affairs in Louisiana required investi- 
gation, and I believe so still. The situation 
at present is substantially the same as it was 
a week ago, when the resolution was adopted 
by the House. Gentlemen seem to think that 
the difficulties are settled, that the necessity 
for the committee has passed, and they accord- 
ingly inquire, What necessity for an investi- 
gation? What good willitdo? What can Con- 
gress do inthe matter? I answer that for ten 
days anarchy has reigned in the largest city of 
the South. United States troops have paraded 
and stacked their arms in her streets and thor- 
oughfares. ‘Irade and commerce have been 
seriously interfered with. Life and property 
have been jeopardized, and all the evils of 
martial law have existed there without its cor- 
responding benefits of protection and security 
against the violence of the mob. And all this 
in the midst of our commercial year, at a time 
when our largest business houses are engaged 
in their heaviest transactions of trade, when 
our wharves and levees are filled with goods 
of every description, and the rich products of 
our fertile soil are coming to market. Are 
not these outrages upon a peaceable commun- 
ity which call for investigation? Is the entire 
business of a city numbering a quarter of a mil- 
lion people to be prostrated and ruined by a 
mob growing out of a conflict between two 
factions, both of which are a curse to the 
State? 

Mr. Speaker, the Governor of Louisiana and 
fifteen members of the Legislature have been 
arrested by United States officials. The State 
House has been and still is garrisoned by 
armed metropolitan police and State militia. 
The speaker and nearly one third of thelower 
branch of the Legislature have been denied 
admission, excepting they pass between the 
files of armed police and militia. Half the 
senate have absented themselves, and, it is 
said, have gone on board the United States 
revenue-cutter to avoid arrest by the sergeant- 
at-arms oftheir body. And if the intelligence 
we received from Louisiana to-day is reliable, 
the leader of one faction is marching against 
the other at the head of two thousand men, 
armed with rifles and artillery, and at this 
hourthe State House may beinvested by armed 
men and blood may be flowing in the streets 
of New Orleans. In view of these facts do 
gentlemen think that the necessity for investi- 
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gation no longer exists? In the judgment of 
the House there was a necessity a week ago. 
Tf it existed then it exists now, for the situa- 
tion is unchanged. No longer ago than last 
night the Governor of Louisiana invoked. the 
intervention of the national authority to -pre- 
vent a conflict in the city of New Orleans 
to-day. i i 

` LT coneur with the gentleman from Ohio { Mr. 
GARFIELD | that this investigation should reach 
the Federal officials: ‘Letitreach all who are 
guilty. Iconcur also, in part, with the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] who 
speaks of the corruption existing there. But 
while it exists among the Republicans, it like- 
wise exists among the Democracy. f 

Mr, BECK. ‘The Democrats may have paid 
the money to buy them. 

Mr. SYPHER. That class of members of | 
southern Legislatures who are denounced by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House as 
corrupt and debased are forthe ‘most part 
men who are without legislative experience and 
unacgnainted with parliamentary rules. And 
I doubt not that in many cases they have 
been improperly influenced to vote for schemes 
of plunder; but in almost every case the vile 
job can be traced to an old and respectable 
Democrat as the author, — 

Mr. Speaker, I am not a partisan of either 
faction now disgracing my State by their revo- 
lutionary conduct. Both are criminally wrong, 
and their acts should be investigated and ex- 
posed so that the country may know the trath, 
aud then let public condemnation rest upon 
the guilty party. Gentlemen have expressed 
fears of provingtoo much by this investigation, 
and they intimate that it might be damaging 
to the Republican party. Letme say to them 
here, that if the Republican party is to have 
an existence in the South in the future it must 
purge itself of its thieves. The masses of the 
people of my State are honest, they are peace- 
able, they are orderly, law-abiding citizens. 
They ask only for protection in their rights 
and property and to be permitted to pursue 
their peaceful pursuits. ‘hese they have the 
right to demand, and the national Govern- 
ment cannot deny them these rights. Let! 
the committee proceed to Louisiana without 
delay and make an impartial and thorough 
investigation of all the difficulties, and report 
the same to the House, then it will be time, 
after the facts are before us, tó decidé whether 
Congress has the power under the Constitution 
to supply a remedy for the existing evils. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, Tintroduced the | 
resolution upon which this committee has been 
raised. I did not do it suddenly, nor untilafter 
deliberation and consultation. ‘I have seen it 
announced in the papers since the committee 
has been raised, that there had been efforts 
made by the Executive and other parties to 
prevent its going to New Orleans. I have 
only to say, sir, that is not true. It is not 
true that the Executive is opposed to the ap- 
pointment of this committee, or its proceed- 
ing to New Orleans. Noris it true that those 
who are generally supposed in New Orleans 
to be opposed to the Executive are opposed 
to investigation, for between the first day I 
offered the resolution and the day it passed 
I received a telegraphic comniurication from 
the head of those who are generally consid- 
ered to be opposed to the Executive calling 
for investigation. The investigation origin- 
ated from intrinsic difficulties of the case in 
New Orleatts, because the President had been 
appealed to by the Governor of Louisiana to 
interfere with Federal force in order to keep 
the peace, under that provision of the Consti- 
tution which requires-him upon the appeal of 
the State Executive to render that assistance. 
His reply was that there was 4 conflict of au- 
thority, that there were two parties there, each 
representing itself to be the Tegal government 
of Louisiana, and under those clreumstances 
it was impossible for him to respond ‘to the | 
one or tó the other. Statements camé upto 


him of one character from one side, and flat 
contradictions to them -came to him from the 
other, on their face equally authentic and 
equally official. 
unable to decide between these that an invest- 
igation by some competent authority was ab- 
solutely necessary. Therefore this resolution 
did originate in the House, and for that reason, 
I suppose, was adopted by the House. 

` Such was the origin of the resolution. It 
contemplated the appointment of a select com- 
mittee, rather than the joint committee should 
have this added to its other duties, for the 
plain reason that this House could not instruct 
the joint committee. If the House should 
instruct the committee it must be its own 
committee, and while I hesitate whether it were 
not better to instruct those members of the 
joint committee which are part of the House, 
it"oceurred to me that it was better, in the 
multiplicity of the burdens of the committee, 
that another should be appointed to which 
should be especially referred the making of 
this investigation. 

It was said by .some, when this resolution 
was pending here in this House, that it was 
better not to uncover the proceedings in New 
Orleans, that such was the condition of things 
there it had better not. be brought to light. 
I do not belong to that class of men, Mr. 
Speaker. XI assume that both sides are 
very nearly what the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Brox] has endeavored to show, 
one side at least is. I do not know either 
side, and do not care any further about them 
than to bring them to the surface and let the 
world see who and what they are and what 
they are doing. 

I do not understand things have so changed 
in Louisiana that there is any less occasion 
to-day for this investigation than there was 
when this resolution was adopted by the House. 
We are told that a revenue-cutter of the Gov- 
ernment has been used by one side, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury does not know whether 
for a lawful or unlawful purpose, except asthe 
papers inform him. From the reports of the 
officials residing there, appointed on the one 
side or the other, whether right or wrong, the 
Executive is unable to decide in response to 
their calls upon him to which of them he is 
obliged, under the Constitution, to furnish a 
force to keep the peace. Atthis very moment 
the ‘f outs’’ have issued a proclamation that 
at eleven o’clock and thirty minutes this morn- 
ing they will proceed, with the speaker at 
their head and with two thousand men under 
their command, to the State House to drive out 
those in possession, 

Sir, this is what they call upon the people 
of New Orleans to do: f 

“The citizens, irrespective of rulo or party, are 
invited to organize and arm themselves as well as 
they may be able, and report in forcein the neigh- 
borhood of 207 Canal street, where they will be pro- 
vided with the necessary commissions and sworn in 
as assistant sergceants-at-arms. I want”— 

This is the language of the man who claims 
to be the speaker of the house, and upon whose 
telegram to the President in connection with 
the telegram of the other side the President 
responded that he was unable to decide which 
was the true authority. He says: 

“I want a force so potent in numbers, and also so 
representative of the community, as will preclude 
bloodshed and insure abstinence on the part of the 
Executive from further interference with the Gen- 
eral Assembly.” - 

This is to be performed and enacted while 
we are hesitating here whether it were worth 
while for us to inquire at all. 

Now, it is charged that the Government of- 
cers are steeped in corruption, and that they 
have sided with one of these parties. In re- 
spouse it is charged that the Governor and the 
Legislature are rotten, rotten to the core, and 
that it is a conflict of rotten factions in the 
State of Louisiana, involving the Federal offi- 
cers and the Federal power, and the admin- 
istration of the custom-house and ‘the collec- 


And it was. because he was. 


tion of the revenue. These are*the charges, 
and this is the response of the Executive to 
the one side and to the other. And, while I 
admit, sir, that itis an unpleasant duty which 
the House has devolved upon this committee, 
T say that, in my opinion, we cannot afford to 
stop this investigation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I voted 
for this investigation, and to raise this com- 
mittee. In doing so I differed from many of 
my political friends on this side of the House. 

did so, however, because I believed there 
was a necessity for something to be done; and 
although it was a matter of doubt in my mind 
whether it was within ths province of this Gov- 
ernment to interfere with such a local contest 
as is now raging in Louisiana, I gave the 
occasion the benefit of the doubt. 

As I look upon tho scene which has boen 
exhibited in the city of New Orleans for the 
last two weeks, I think no gentleman upon this 
floor has exaggerated itsimportance. No one 
has colored the affair too strongly. And the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
is entitled, in my judgment, to the thanks of 
the country for the independence of his con- 
duct in moving the proposed investigation. 
He is a leader of his party, and the official 
leader of this House, and the effects of his 
measure must fall upon his political friends. 
Bis conduct is all the more commendable for 
that reason. 

Sir, what do we behold in Louisiana? An 
American State has been trying for two weeks 
to convene her Legislature, and trying in vain. 
She has been endeavoring to assemble the law- 
making branch of her government, and up to 
this hour has failed. During that time we 
have seen an American officer in command of 
United States troops, moving them every day 
to and from the Government barracks, interfer- 
ing in the struggle, under orders from some- 
where, until at last the mob arises and goes to 
his headquarters. It there makes a demand, 
disgraceful to them and to the age in which we 
live; asks the officer to proclaim martial law. 
The answer given by him was not creditable 
to his uniform or rank, but it was, perhaps, 
just to the servile mob, clamoring for tyrauny 
to be established on their bended necks. He 
tells them to go away, or he will give them the 
martial law of grape and canister. These 
are strange events in a land of law. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the gentleman will 
allow me to interrupt him, I will say that the 
statement he is referring to has been denied. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Be itso; but the Legis- 
lature is not convened, and somebody is to 
blame for this great scandal. And at last there 
comes this morning a declaration of war. I 
know not whether the intelligence is true or 
false; I know not whether the Louisiana off- 
cials have acquired Mexican habits of issuing 
proclamations for amusement and not for pur- 
poses of battle. Be that as it may, the good 
name of the whole country is disgraced; public 
decency is outraged ; the leader of one faction 
proclaims that he will at agiven hour proceed 
in battle array to open one branch of the Legis- 
lature by force of arms. With due military 
regard to the safety of non-combatants, he tells 
them to close their houses and places of busi- 
ness and to keep out of the streets. This is 
a declaration of civil war. This time it is not 
a slaveholders’ rebellion; it is a war of two 
wings of a great and powerful political party. 
Has it commenced? Who can tell me? I do 
not know whether it has or not, but if this mat- 
ter does not call for prompt action on our part, 
then I can conceive of no outrage on American 
soil that should challenge the attention of the 
American Congress. 

Sir, this trouble arises from the system upon 
wich Congress has acted in reconstructing the 

outh. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Before the gentle- 
mau passes from this point I desire to ask him 
what Congress could do when it found the 
facts to exist which he has stated? 
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' Mr: VOORHEES. Ah, do not ask-me what 
this Congress will do. [Laughter.] 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, what ought 
it to do 
Mr. 
to. do. many things 


? 

OORHEES. In my judgment, it ought 
connected with southern 
affairs that even he, with all hfs liberality and 
strong sense of justice, which | recognize, in 
his dealing with the southern people, would 
not agree with meupon. ‘There is much which 
ought to be done which will always be. left 
undone. I have been in the South this sum- 
mer in connection with an investigating com- 
mittee, and I assert that the worst govern- 
ments in the whole world, without any excep- 
tion, are the governments of the southern 
States at this hour. There is nothing com 
parable to them. They are unparalleled for 
their iniquity, their infamy, and their out- 
rages. ‘Their law-makers are incompetent to 
make’ laws.. With Legislatures four fifths of 
whom can neither read nor write, and who pay 
not even a poll-tax, enacting laws and levying 
untold millions of taxes upon the property 
of the States, what can you expect except the 
worst government beneath the sun? 

This state of things exists not-merely in 
Louisiana, but everywhere else in the South in 
the States that have been reconstructed. In 
Virginia it is true that matters are not so bad, 
but she, too, has been plunged into an enorm- 
ous debt since reconstruction commenced. It 
is the faultof a pernicious system. You have 
called into power an influence and a class 
which would paralyze and destroy any State 
that exists upon earth, In Louisiana to-day 
it is a contest between two factions of the came 
party, but there is-this excuse for one of those 
factions: that it represents the popular senti- 
ment rebelling againstunmitigated and unbear- 
able wrongs. The present State government 
of Lonisiana has crushed the people by force 
of its infamous laws, and by the imposition of 
taxes, until the instinct of resistance is too 
strong to be longer repressed. I do not say 
that the one party in this contest is better 
than the other, or that one party would do 
better in control of the government than the 
other, but the Warmoth administration has 
ruined the State. 

To-day there is a debt of between fifty 
and one hundred million dollars resting upon 
the State of Louisiana and the city of New 
Orleans. At lastthis administration of pillage 
and crime has provoked the sentiment of the 
State to resist it, You see this fact recognized 
by Governor Warmoth’s own conduct. When 
a few days since the United States troops 
ceased to pass back and forward from the 
barracks of the Government to the Mechanics’ 
Institute of the city of New Orleans, when 
they were told ata late hour from here to stay 
in their quarters, and Governor Warmoth 
found himself stripped of their support, he 
then hastened to have repealed a hst of ob- 
noxious laws, a system of infernal and op- 

ressive legislation. I say to the House that 
care little what becomes of either one of 
these factions, but it does matter much to the 
character of the American Government whether 
a State shall literally disorganize itself and 
dissolve into elements of anarchy. As well 
almost might you install the Barataria bay 

irates again upon the coast of the Gulf of 

Jexico as to allow these people their unbri- 
died sway. What the remedy is involves too 
elaborate and too vast a question for me to 
enter on now. 

Upon some more fitting and appropriate 


occasion I may submit my views upon that | 


subject. In my deliberate judgment the gov- 
ernments have been built in the southern 
States, if you will allow the expression, upon 
the wrong end. The pyramid stands, not upon 
its base, butuponitsapex. You havefounded 
your governments upon the vice, upon the 
ignorance, upon the irresponsibility of man- 
kind; not upon the stability, not upon the 
intelligence, not upon the classes that are re- 
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| of thorns, or figs from thistles?”’ 


sponsible for the peace, order, and welfare of 
society, and now you are reaping some of the 
fruits of your system. ‘‘Do men gather grapes 
No; neither 
will you gather the blessings of good govern- 
ment from a system which bas brought into 
power and place the worst and most ignorant 
classesof the human race. I alludenot merely 
to the black element of the South; I allude 
also to the opportunity which your plan of 
reconstruction gave to adventurers from the 
North, and to the vicious and corrupt of all 
races aud from all quarters of the world. I 
aliude to that feature of your policy, disfran- 
chisyng the intelligence and the virtue of the 


' South, which a distinguished gentleman from 


South Carolina, a few days ago in this Capi- 
tol, declared bad made his State government 
a disgrace to the civilized world. It is con- 
fined, however, to no one State. The evils of 
your legislation are spread broadcast through- 
out all the South. it salutes the eye every- 
where. Your failure to establish peace and 
prosperity is universal. 

Sir, I voted tor this investigation because I 
believed the subject could not be touched wiih- 
out benefit to the public. I did not vote for 
it in any narrow partisan spirit, or merely be- 
cause | believed it would injure your party or 
benefit mine. I am not free from partisan 
feelings, it is true; but I trust I had higher 
motives. Ihave no doubt that the faults of 
your system of government wiil be exposed in 
every investigation set on foot in that section. 
I have been connected with one, as I have 
already said, during the past summer. Per- 
haps there are gentlemen on the opposite side 
of thig Chamber who expect to derive much 
party benefit from the recent investigation 
into the outrages in the South. In this they 
will be mistaken. It is true there have been 
crimes there, crimes that have made my blood 
boil with indignation when | heard their recital. 
But when I traced them back to their causes I 
found simply bad governments making bad 
citizens. You made the governments, and 
the consequences belong to you. When did 
oppressive and corrupt governments fail to 
beget lawlessnessand crime. If you expect to 
gain votes by these issues in the coming cam- 
paign, you may lay aside that delusion. lt will 
not beso. While you will prove that individual 
offenses have been committed, that in some 
instances the courts have been paralyzed and 


| have not done their duty, while you will prove 


midnight scourginugs and whippings, and out- 
rages of that kind, all of which I denounce 
and abhor, yet you will find at the same time 
that by your policy and your system you had 
all the powers of government under your con- 
trol; you had the courts, in which your judges 
could not take a seat upon the bench without 
taking your test-oath, and in which all the offi- 
cials bad to join him. The jurors belonged 
to you, and all the officers of the courts were 
under your control. You will find that instead 
of their assisting to execute the laws of the 
country, in many instances they stood in the 
way of their just administration. You will 
find, in the case of the Governor of Georgia, 
that out of four hundred and forty-six applica- 
tions for pardon, he granted perhaps three 
hundred and fifty; less than one hundred appli- 
cations were denied. Pardons were granted 
in many instances before trial. He armed 


! eriminals with pardons in advance, that they 


might go into court and plead them at the bar 
and return free, again to prey upon society. 
The people of the country will find in these 
reasons which I have given powerful excuses 


! for the evils and riots and crimes that have 


prevailed, I am sorry to say, in some sections 
of the South. 

More than that, you will find taxation, the 
worst curse of government that comes upon 


mankind; you will find taxation which is a | 


scourge and a burden even when it is laid by 
a good government and laid righteously. You 
will find it there in the most flagitious, corrupt, 


and devouring forms that the world ever saw. 
You will find that the fat cattle, well-fleshed 
and favored, have been eaten up by the lean 
and poor kine. You will find the whole land 
swept of every green thing. Let gentlemen 
from the southern States say what they will to 
uphold tlieir State credit, yet almost from the 
Potomac bere to the Rio Grande, State bank- 
ruptey universally prevails at this hour. You 
may perhaps except Virginia, but when you 
strike the Carolinas and Georgia, and poor 
little Florida, and turn your attention to the 
ruined States of Louisiana, Texas, and else- 
where, you behold them living and breathing 
upon the indulgence of their creditors, who 
have not yet forced them into absolute bank- 
ruptey. Their inability.to meet their liabili- 
ties is well known in financial quarters, and 
they are now in many instances issuing new 
bonds to pay the interest upon their bonds 
already due. ‘This telis the whole story, and 
proclaims that form of repudiation which arises 
not from dishonesty, but from abject poverty 
and ruin. And all thishas been the work 
of only six years and a half of your party 
ascendency. 

Why, sir, Georgia had no debt when the war 
broke out. Eleven years ago, Mr. Speaker, 
when you and I first met here, she owed 
nothing. Under the old régime slaveholders 
may have governed her; ‘ robbers of other 
people's labor,” in the language of the day. 
may have held sway; but they did not steal 
the public money. ‘They doubtless had 
their frailties, in common with all mankind. 
But from the days of the Revolution, until 
the bitter and black cloud of war fell upon 
the land, Georgia, was so governed that. she 
had no debt; she owed no man anything. 
And when she emerged from the fiery con- 
flict of war—when the rebellion closed— 
if she had contracted any debt during the 
days of the confederacy, it was wiped out at 
the dictation of the Federal Government. So 
that when the party in power took possession 
of that State six anda half years ago, they 
took her free from all liabilities. 

But instead of having been elevated from 
her impoverished condition and restored to 
prosperity, instead of having her towns rebuilt 
and her railroads reconstructed, instead of 
being kept frce from debt and taxation, the 
State of Georgia this hour has liabilities rest- 
ing upon her that cannot be liquidated for less 
than $50,000.000. This is the work (I say it 
in no spirit of party bitterness) of your party, 
the party that thought it had found the golden 
key to national successin the system of so-called 
‘‘reconstruction.’”’? I never believed in that 
system. It has not proved a success. It has 
proved a Pandora's box of mischief and ruin. 
it has covered the land with men who have 
enriched themselves at the expense of the tax- 
payers, who have broken down public confi- 
dence and ruined whole States; and it has now 
culminated in a civil strife between factions, 
which have blocked the wheels of government 
in one of the States of the Republic. 

There stands that State to-day. Perhaps at 
this moment blood is running upon her streets. 
There she stands with her citizens menacing 
each other, their hands upon their dagger-hilis 
ready to strike at cach others’ hearts. 4t is the 
end of six years and a half of Republican gov- 
ernment. Gentlemen, are youcontent with it? 
Can you go before the country and as honest 
men say ‘Our plan of government has borne 
the fruits of peace, of honor, of prosperity, 
and integrity.” Can you say that with all the 
powers of this Government committed to your 
hands you have restored that beautifal land 
that lies under the southern sky to the pros- 
perity with which you and I and all of us would 
desire to see her blessed? Can you say so? 
i Not so, not so. 

Ido not wish to seek party advantage. I 
have already said much more than I intended. 
When this committee was raised the Speaker 


| did me the honor to ask me to serve upon ity 
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and I agreed to do so. I intended to go to 
New Orleans and do my duty to the best of 
my ability. Private affairs as well as public 
duties have, however, so pressed upon me that 
I have been compelled to ask the Speaker to 
relieve me, and send in my place some one 
who will do the work required perhaps much 
better. , 

It has been said that the Legislature of 
Louisiana has not called upon Congress for 
intervention. How can the Legislature call 
when it cannot convene? Anarchy is there; 
Jawlessness is there; murder is there; rebel- 
lion is there. i cordially thank the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] for 
bringing the question before us in the shape 
in which it has been presented. 

Mr. SHELLABAKGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
sought the floor at the time it was occupied 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Dawes] tor the purpose of making a single 
Statement. What has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Voorneres] may 
induce me to add to what I then intended to 
say aremark or two. What I did desire to 
say before the gentleman spoke who has just 
concluded was simply this: that with that 
unscrupulous license and want of fair play 
which has characterized most of what has beer 
said against the President of the United States, 


there has been said in regard to this matter | 


that he, as was remarked by the gentleman 
from Massackusetts, [Mr. Dawes, J opposed 
and sought, for bad personal reasons, to sup- 
press this proposed investigation. Now, sir, 
it was by an accident that 1 happened to know 


personally how exactly opposite to the truth | 
that cruel statement is; that when the whole | 


land was ringing with the accusation by a 
portion of the press of the country of the 
character I have stated, that our distinguished 
Chief Magistrate was trembling lest investiga- 
tion injurious to him and his should be started 

fon the way, he was struggling that it should 
be started. as I state to the country and tothe 
House from my personal knowledge, a kuow!- 
edge, however, which Iobtained without seek- 
ing, and bya mere accident. 

Now, then, that being said, it was all [had 
intended to say, so that gentlemen may go for- 
ward with this investigation on’ the other side 
of the House, with the assurance they will be 
acting in the exact line of extreme solicitude 
and anxiety and craving of the President of 
the United States. 

I am induced, Mr. Speaker, by a remark 
or two which fell from the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Vooruens,] and which he said 
with that care to avoid hardness of statement 
which distinguishes his remarks gencrally, and 
which I will try to imitate, to add one word 
further. He said that he would desist from 
making any statement, or rather from entering 
into avy discussion of what the mischief is 
which lies at the bottom of this enormity in 
Louisiana, bat which, he said, is one of the 
family which our policy has brought about. I 
wish the gentleman from Indiana had taken a 
few moments of his time in being more explicit 
on that cardinal elementary principle of his 
which he did state, but did not define, to wit, 
that we had set governments on their wrong 
end; that we had set the pyramid. upon its 
apex. It would have taken but a minute to 
state what that meant in the language of the 
other side of the House. Does it mean, sir, 
that when we have put the governments of 
these States on the votes of all the people, that 
is putting them upon their apex? Does the 
gentleman mean -by that to say we shall turn 
around now and set back the dial of time and 
take away the votes from any portion of the 
people of this Repablie who now hold the 


right of suffrage under the reconstruction laws | 
of Congress and the fourteenth and fifteenth | 


amendments to the Constitution. of the United 
States? 

Mr. BECK. . You do not do that. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER, If he proposes 


that, it will take but a moment to say so. If 
the design is to lay an accusation against the 
Republican party that they have placed the 
power of voting in Louisiana with all the peo- 
ple, it will take but a moment of the gentle- 
man’s time to say that. 

Mr. BECK. I can answer the question of 
the gentleman from Ohio, if he will give me 
an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I cannot yield. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to answer the 
question in behalf of my friend from Indiana. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. When Í get 
through with another sentence or two I will 
yield. 


Mr. BECK. I only want to answer the 
gentleman’s question. He does not give the 
right of suffrage to all the people. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, now 
let me say, once for all, right here, that. I 
want to know whether they propose to take 
away the right of suffrage from the black men 
of the Republic? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. No; but we propose to 
give it to the white men as well. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. If that is not 
what gentlemen mean by setting up the Gov- 
ernment on its apex, then what is it? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the gentleman will 
yicld to me T will tell him. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER., 
but not now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. 1 want now to 
allude to the phenomena which we have seen 
lately in regard to this matter of reconstruc- 
tion to which the gentleman has alluded. I 
say, in the light of all history, that they are 
phenomena, and that each one of them is a 
phenomenon wholly unexampled in human 
history. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Voorgeres] has alluded to the late war with 
an eloquence to which I always listen. even 
now when my blood has got used to eloquence, 
with interest and almost with a thriil when he 
was pointing to the desolations of our late war. 

The first phenomenon to which I wish to 
refer is the condition in which we came out 
of the war. Ah, sir, we came out of that 
war—how? With at least ten magnificent 
States in ruin, every part and particle, from 
dome to foundation, pillar, architrave, all, 
all in unutterable ruin and confusion; and 
the problem was how would we build them 
up egain. ‘Three alternatives were presented. 
One was to base their reconstruction upon 
the suffrages alone of those whose hands were 


I will presently, 


yet, without a figure of speech, dripping at | 


their finger-ends with the blood of our lost 
patriots. That we might have done and ex- 
eluded all black men. Or we might have 
based the governments of those States upon 
the votes of the blacks alone. That we might 
have done without violating any of the priuci- 
ples indicated to us by the history of all gov- 
ernments as to their methods of disposing of 
treason. But we did not do that. 
the governments upon the suffrages of all, and 
the result to day is that the leader of the Dem- 


that course we put the Government on its 
apex. Now, thatis one phenomenon which we 
had before us—that phenomenon of ruin and 
that work of reorganization, and we went atit 
as well as we could with ail the huge difficulties 
that lay in our path. s 

The other phenomenon, Mr. Speaker, is this; 


| I allude to it with satisfaction and with grati- 


tude; it has reference, sir, to the position of 
that black race to whom we gave the right to 
vote. No Republican ever was found on the 
floor of this House to declare that it was not a 
misfortune that the important right of suffrage 
should be intrusted to ignorant men, whether 
they be black or white. That is always and 
ever will be a calamity. Tgnorauce, with the 
right of suffrage, is and must be a calamity, 
and nobody bas ever said aught to the contrary, 


We based | 


| true. 


| baggers. 


j that robbery and arson were not offenses. 


either in this House or elsewhere. But, sir, 
while that had to be, while those three hun- 
dred years of slavery and of oppression te 
which Mr. Liucoln so grandly alluded when 
he spoke of that compensation which we must 
pay back—for each drop of blood drawn by the 
lash, one drawn by the sword—when those 
three hundred years of slavery and oppression 
had done their work, .and left us this race, 
ignorant by no wrong of its own, while they 
were ignorant they were patriotic, and that is 
the point to which I wanted to direct gentle- 
men’s minds, It unlocks this whole dithculty. 
‘If the educated, men of New Orleans, of Louis- 
jana, and of the South will only deal fairly 
with the uneducated patriotism of the black 
men, I will venture my life on the assertion 
that the difficulties of the South will be dis- 
sipated within an hour. Their ignorance 
makes them the more easy dupes of bad men, 


| But let those who are educated, let those who 


have led rebel armies like this man Carter, 
deal with simple fairness with those unedu- 


| cated patriots, and the mischief will be mended. 


But the phenomenon to which I wish to allude 
is, that that ignorance is passing away. Ah, 
sir, I congratulate myself, I congratulate you, 
and I congratulate the country, that in the his- 
tory of men there has not been such a phe- 
nomenon as this one—the rapidity with which 
the black men, if the Ku Kluxes wiil but let 


| the echool-houses alone, are being educated to 


a standard when their ignorance will no longer 
make them the dupes of bad and designing 
men. 


Mr. BECK. In five minutes I will try and 


! say all that I wish to say oh this question at 


present. The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Vooruess, ] being too hoarse to reply to the 
question addressed to him, asked me to saya 
wordin reply. I will tell the gentleman from 


i; Ohio [Mr. Sue.iaparceEr] wherein he and his 


He 
That is not 
They disfranchised very large num- 
bers of the intelligent classes in all those Statea 
by their reconstruction acts, and put the 
ignorance of the States over them, backed by 
needy, worthless, and corrupt adventurers, who 
framed constitutions and installed themselves 


friends put the pyramid upon its apex. 
says they enfranchise all men. 


| in all the offices, usurping all the functions of 


government in those States. They not only did 
that, but after the constitutions were accepted 
by Congress, under their registration and elec- 
tion laws very few white men were allowed to 
register or vote in many of the southern States, 
and the registrars had the right; and exercised 
the power, to strike the names of those white 
voters in such numbers as suited them off the 
listat their will and pleasure. All the election 
officers, police, ballot counters, and those who 
certified to results, were Radicals, imposed on 
these people by Congress. In Louisiana, if the 
registrars were not severe enough, the metro- 


| politan police could report names, and on their 


say so have them stricken off the list. Not only 


| did they disfranchise the white voters, but they 


generally selected asthe victims of their perse- 
cution and vengeance the intelligence of those 


e | tha | States. That seemed very much like setting the 
ocratic party in this House says that in taking || 


pyramid on its apex. Congress sent down, or 
rather induced, a set of men of the vilest and 
most worthless character, camp followers and 
bureau agents, to take possession and control 
of" these ignorant negroes. They instilled into 
their minds hatred against the whites by every 
art and wile; they made them believe that 
they would be put back into slavery if they 
did not follow the political lead of the carpet- 
They promised them to divide the 
property of the whites among them, and 
incited them to commit the foulest crimes, 
telling them that matches were cheap, and 


These men were the creatures of Congress. 
Why, sir, when the people of Alabama de- 


i feated the State constitution, and all the 


officers who were candidates under it in 
accordance with the law of Congress itself, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


515 


Congress still admitted the State under that 
constitution and put all those men into office, 
not one in ten of whom even lived in the State, | 
and they have by corrupt legislation increased 
her debt to $88,000,000, from five or six 
millions in the last few years. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; I bave not time. 
When Georgia elected a Legislature which 
was Democratic, the President, through Gen- 
eral Terry and his soldiers, re-reconstructed 
that State, and put into the Legislature. nine- 
teen Republicans who had been defeated, turn- 
ing out the duly-elected Democratic members, 
so as to make it a Republican Legislature. 
The result is that her debts and liabilities, 
as Mr. Angier, the treasurer, shows, was 
$50,000,000 when Bullock left, many millions 
of which have been stolen, and are forever lost 
to the people of that State. Those two great 
States have thus been plundered by men im- 
posed upon them by Congress and the Presi- 
dent against their will, and so it has been in 
nearly all the southern States. Virginia, it is 
true, escaped, as my friend from Indiana 
fe Voornuexs] says; she never fell under 

Zadicalrule; and Mississippi happened to elect 

one of ber own citizens, which partially saved 
her for a time. In North Carolina Governor 
Holden was successfully impeached for high 
crimes and misdemeanors; he is now editor 
of the Government organ at Washington city. 
Governor Bullock, of Georgia, resigned his 
position, and fled from the State to prevent 
certain conviction for like offenses. Governor 
Smith, of Alabama, retired jn disgrace, proved 
to have officially plundered his State by the 
illegal and corrupt issue of $500,000 of her 
bonds to the Alabama and Chattanooga Rail- 
roud Company; Scott, of Sowh Carolina, 
proved by his own partisans to be a public 
plunderer, who if hè escapes impeachment 
must buy his corrupt Legislature; Reed, of 
Florida, willfully robbing his State by illegally 
placing millions of her bonds in the hands 
of such a thief as Littlefield is shown to be; 
Crayton of Arkansas, charged by Radical 
officials with all sorts of corruption and in- 
dicted in a Radical court by a Radical grand 
jury for the most flagrant offenses; Warmoth, 
of Louisiana, if balf that is said against him by 
his own party friends be true, is worse than 
any of them; BrownLow, while in Tennessee, 
making a Pandémonium of that State ; Davis. of | 
Texas, a tyrant and usurper, who is denounced 
by his people‘regardless of party as a fiend in 
human form, whose orders and acts are a dis- 
grace to American civilization—these are the 
men placed by Congress over seven million 
people in nine once free and independent 
States; men who are loathed and execrated 
by the people whose rights, liberty, and honor 
it was their duty to protect. Retributive jus- 
tice is on their track; some have been over 
taken, the others will be. Hated and despised, 
their only refuge, if they can escape the pen- 
itentiary, seems to be in the Senate of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of 
order in that remark. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
tleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bas already 
called the gentleman to order. His remark is 
clearly out of order. 

Mr. BECK. Is it not in order to say that 
these men arc seeking a refuge in the Senate ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman in that 
remark reflected upon the codrdinate body, 
and he knows well enough that that is notin 


I call the gen- 


order. 

Mr. BECK. I will be permitted to say 
that the men who have thus obtained control 
of the southern States have plundered them 
till they are all on the verge of bankruptcy. 
Their debts and liabilities,,actual and con- 


tingent, have been frightfully increased, while 
their taxable property has diminished more 


than half.in the last few years. Alabama 
owed not over $8,000,000 in 1868, now she is 
bound for $38,000,000. Arkansas has in- 
creased her liabilities from $4,000,000 to 
nearly $20,000,000; Florida from little or 
nothing to nearly $16,000,000; Georgia from 
five or six millions to nearly $50,000,000 ; how- 
ever, $6,000,000 of fraudulent bonds have been 
stopped lately: Louisiana from $10,000,000 
in 1860, to $41,000,000, with a deticiency of 
over $9,000,000 last year; North Carolina 
from, say, $10,000,000 in 1861, to nearly 
$35,000,000 now; South Carolina from, say, 
$5,000,000 to $29,000.000; Tennessee from 
$20,000,000 to $45,000,000 ; Texas from noth- 
ing to about $16,000,000, with over $5,000,000 
of taxation this year, besides the most enorm- 
ous county taxation in all the States, and not a 
dollar of this is for the confederate war debt; 
that was all repudiated, and many of tbe States 
have nothing to show for all the millions 
imposed by State and county taxation upon 
them. 

Now, a word in reference to the Ku Klnx 
and education, and Lam done. The white men 
in the South are doing the best they can to 
educate the negroes; they have no idea of 
depriving them of any of their civil or polit- 
ical rights; they earnestly desire to make good 
citizens of them. That is theirinterest. I will 
give you an example of the state of things in 
Mississippi relative. to the way this education 
business is managed; that State could not go 
into debt. 

Mr. BARRY. Will the gentleman state why 
the State could not go into debt? 

Mr. BECK. Because the constitution does 
not allow it. 

Mr. BARRY. Willthe gentleman state what 
convention made that constitution ? 

Mr. BECK. I know this, what tbey failed 
to make by taxing the State as such, they have 
made up by local taxation. A very intelligent 
gentleman of the name of McBride appeared 
before the Committee of Investigation, a Rad- 
ical schoolmaster from Chickasaw county, who 
had been whipped by the Ku Klux, and he 
stated that in the county of Chickasaw, with 
very few white Radical voters in the county, 
they had, under a most oppressive and infam- 
ous act of the Legislature, built two hundred 
school-houses and appointed two hundred 
schoolmasters, at average salaries of sixty 
dollarsa month. He may haye exaggerated the 
number, but he swore to it, and he ought to 
know. It is known that these houses cost from 
five hundred to a thousand dollars cach, and 
teachers were employed for ten months im 
the year. Whenever twenty-five little negroes 
could be found living over three miles from 
a school-house they had a right to have a 
school-house built and a teacher employed, 
even though their parents did not pay a 
dollar of tax. All taxes were levied on the 
property of the people of the county at large— 
nearly all white, of course. These people 
were miserably poor; the war had devas- 
tated their homes; their crops since the war 
had hardly paid expenses; the little property 
they had was being sold by the tax-gatierer 
to pay these Yankee schoolmasters. The people 
could not stand it; either they or the school- 
masters hadto leave. After giving notices of 
all sorts, they often disguised themselves and 
whipped the schoolmasters, who persisted in 
remaining, and that is all there ever was of 
Ku Klux in Mississippi; and when closely 
examined, it was produced by just such causes 
elsewhere. There never was anything political 
in ib. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I now yield the 
balance of my time to my colleague, [Mr. 
STEVENSON. | 

Mr. KERR. I desire the attention of the 
House for a moment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I cannot yield. 

Mr. COX. There is a dispatch here from 
New Orleans which we desire to have read. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have no objection to 


t 


the reading of the dispatch, and will yield for 
that purpose. > 

Mr. KERR. I desire to have read by the 
Clerk a telegram which I received just a 
moment ago from a senator of the State of 
Louisiana, whom | know personally, and who 
represents one of the upper parishes of the 
State. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New ORLEANS, January 22, 1872. 
Hon. M., C. KERR: 

Condition of Louisiana fearful; Warmoth more 
than military dictator; no longer republican gov- 
ernment or liberty; not political contest, but for 
civilgovernment. Senatechamber, State House, and 
all approaches filled with armed men to intimidate 
Legislature. Warmoth’s order to both his houses 
obeyed. Legat house still excluded, and bloodshed 
apprehended to-day. Will committee come at once 
and save us from anarchy? Martial law preferable 
to present state of affairs, 


W. F. BLACKMAN, State Senator. 


Mr. DAWES. Why objeet to sending this 
committee there? 

Mr. KERR. Now that the committee bas 
been appointed, I make no objection to its 
going. I want it to go quickly and to do its 
work honestly and boldly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should not have 
sought the floor at this time, but for some 
statements which have been made by gentle: 
men who are members of the joint select 
committee to investigate the condition of the 
late insurrectionary States, and who speak 
here as if by authority. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has made a statemeut 
which I wish to notice first. He says that a 
motion was made in that joint committee to 
appoint a sub-committee to go to Louisiana, 
and he says that motion appears upon the 
record of thas committee. That is true; but 
the gentleman forgets to state what was the 
business then before the committee. 

The time had nearly passed during which 
the investigation could be made, only the 
autumn months remaining. Tbe funds sup- 
plied to the committee were so far spent that, 
but two sub committees could be sent auy- 
where. The question was whether we should 
pursue the investigations in those States where 
the Ku Klux Klan was then raging and red- 
banded; whether we should pursue the investi- 
gation'where blood was then flowing. or whether 
we should be diverted to the State of Louis- 
iana, because during the summer there had 
been some irregulur and improper transactious 
there in connection with a Republican conven- 
tion. The Democrats.on that committee, anx: 
ious, no doubt, to turn aside the invesigation 
from the red track of the Ku Klux, did vote 
to send a sub-commitiee to Louisiana, but the 
committee had the good judgment not to be 
misled by them. 

Since that time these occurrences threaten- 
ing riot and bloodshed in New Orleans have 
arisen. J agree with those members of the 
House who think there ought to be an investi- 
gation now and there. I think we should send 
a committee to the spot as soon as they can 
conveniently go, to probe whatever corruption 
there may be there, and to preveut violence 
and perhaps save bloodshed, tor the Lord only 
knows what those men in New Orleans will 
do. Itis not safe to trust them. And what- 
ever violence shall be done there will be done 
mainly by the Democrats, the thugs of that 
city, who are only taking sides in this quarrel 
now in order to make bloodshed and riot. 

I therefore am in favor of this investigation. 
Tam in favor of making it thorough, and of 
having it made on the ground, not only to ex- 
pose frauds, if such existand | do not doubt 
they do—but you will find that every fraudulent 
transaction has had the fingers of a Democrat 
init. Every dollar sto'en trom the treasury 
of that State, if it could be found. would have 
the bloody marks of the hands of a traiior on 
its face. There isno difference in that regard 
between the whites and the blacks, the Repub- 
Hicans and the Democrats of Louisiana, except 
thatthe Democrats ought to know better. I 
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donot defend any class there. I would I 
had the gift of speech to express my abhor- 
rence of all classes of politicians there. But | 
I think the gentlemen on the other side, whose 


party in the time past have had the means of | 


education, the means of enlightenment, the 
means of civilization, the means of Christian- 
ization in theirown hands, ought to be the last 
to taunt poor ignorant freedmen for being de- 
based, when that debasement is the effects of 
their enslavement. 

But there are other things to which I wish 
to allude. Several gentlemen have spoken in 
regard to- debts and taxation in these southern 
States, and they have exaggerated so grossly 
that I amunwilling that their statements should 
gounchallenged. For instance, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] says that the debts 
of the southern States have been increased 
since the war $250,000,000. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
the debts of the States, of the counties, of the 
cities, of all the municipal corporations in the 
late rebellious States, will notreach that sum. 

Mr. BECK. I want the House to recollect 
that statement when the reportof the commit- 
tee comes in. I say there is an increase of 
indebtedness of $250,000.000. ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman counts 
from before the war-until now. He forgets the 
debt made during the war. 

Mr. BECK. That was all repudiated. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir. 

Mr. BECK. It was all repudiated by a pro- 
vision in the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No sir, it was not all 
repudiated. Only the rebel debt was repudi- 
ated. Take the State of Virginia if you please. 
Tn 1870, before reconstruction, the debt of that 
State was over forty-five millions. Now it, 
is less than forty-three millions—a decrease 
since reconstruction; and every dollar of this 
debt is the old Democratic debt of the old 
Democratic State of Virginia—debt created 
before the war, increased by interest to 1870, 
and decreased since by sale of assets. 

Mr. PORTER. The gentleman is certainly 
mistaken, The debt of Virginia now, under 
Democratic rule, is $48,000,000. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I have the correct 
figures. ‘I know whereof I affirm.” If there 


are Republicans who seek to exaggerate 
the debt of Virginia in order to make capital 
against the Democratic government of that 
State, I am not one of them. 

Mr. PORTER, (in his seat.) Nor am F. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I state the facts from 
official sources. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how is it about Lonis- 
jana? I had supposed that regarding the debt 
of that State there could be no exaggeration; 
but the rhetorical gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Vooruxzrs] has been able to exaggerate 
it, Jumping with his seven-league boots into 
matters which he evidently has not considered, 
he says, "The debt of Lonisiana is some- 
where from fifty to one hundred millions.” 
Tbe fact is it is ‘‘somewhere’’ under forty 
millions. The constitution limits it to twenty- 
five millions, and they cannot go far beyond 
that, though they may attempt to do so. ‘Lhe 
debt proper is $22,000,009, and to make forty 
includes coutingent and prospective contin- 
gent liabilities for railroads and other public 
improvements. The constitution shears the 


whole sum down to some figure within twenty. | 


fivemillions. Her debt of twenty-two millions 
alone amounts to seven millions, and against | 
which no man says a word. 

Mr. SHELDON, Allow me to add one 
word. The present government of Louisiana 
has paid, by issuing its bonds, $4,000,000 of 
floating debt created by the Democratic Legis- 
lature elected in 1865, which, by the way, was 
the most expensive Legislature that has sat in 
that State since the war, except the present 
Legislature at irs last session. 

Mr. STEVENSON. All such things are 
forgotten on the other side, if they were ever 


known. They quite forget that when the recon- 
structed government was inaugurated the debt 
was $14,000,000; add $7,000,000 for levees, 
and $21,000,000 are accounted for. 

The Siate of Texas is said to be overwhelmed 
with debt. I have here the official statement, 
which shows that the State of Texas has now 
a debt of $1,454,887. That State has ninety mil- 
lion acres of land. The value of property 
there has increased more than one hundred 
million dollars since the close of the war. 
While property in slaves has been destroyed, 
all other species of property in that State are 
worth more than they were before the war. 

Mr. BECK. Does not the gentleman know 
that the Legislature of that State has given 
away to railroads, without any lien or reserva- 
tion, from twelve and a half to fourteen mil- 
lion dollars, and that the taxation this year, 
as shown by the books which the gentleman 
has, is over five million dollars? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not know what 
the taxation in Texas is, but I know she is 
building school-houses by the hundred, she is 
establishing free schools over that vast domain, 
an empire in itself. The first free common 
school ever opened in Texas was begun last 
September. . Of course the State has had to 
lay taxes to carry on this work of education, 
but her constitution requires it, and what have 
gentlemen who denounce ignorance to say 
against education? So faras lam advised, no 
aid has yet been given in money or bonds to 
railroads, though about twelve millions have 
been promised to be properly secured. 

I do not follow all these exaggerations, it 
were improper at this hour; these instances 
must suffice to show their character; but I will 
state that the figures which I have been exam 
ining and considering for several months will 
show, when exhibited to this House andto the 
country, that there has been in the South since 
the close of the war an increase in the-value 
of property to the extent of over three hun- 
dred million dollars. This is the result of the 
voluntary labor of the freedmen whom the 
Democrats refuse to educate, and would have 
refused to liberate, and whom it appears they 
would now disfranchise in order to take society 
off its “apex,” put it back ‘on its base.’ 
According to the ideas of the degenerate Dem- 
oeracy of these days, the base of the pyramid of 
society is composed of the aristocratic few, 
and the apex is formed by the people in mass, 

Gentiemen indulge in declamation against 
taxes in the southern States, The figures 
will show that instead of taxation being gross 
and burdensome in the South, the entire taxes, 
State, county, city, and town were butlittle more 
for 1870 in the eleven southern States, than 
were levied in the same year for State and local 
purposes in the single State of Ohio alone. 
Has any gentleman anything to say against 
Ohio? If he has let bim say it, and he may 
gounanswered. Not only does it compare so 
favorably with Obio, but it is not one half the 
amount levied for 1870 in the Democratic 
State of New York; though these States are 
eleven, and contain many millions of peo- 
ple; though they had to begin at the ground 
and reéstablish governments which have been 
overthrown in blood and ruin; though they 
had to establish systems of education and 
reéstablish public improvements which had 
been almost destroyed, and though they have 


{ ; | been compelled to fight the Ku Klux and the 
includes that made to rebuild the levees, which || 


Democratie party for every step of their 
progress. 

Mr. Speaker, one word as to the allegation 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. Becx, ] 
that we do not allow the intelligent people to 
vote in the South. The laws of the southern 
States do not, nor do the Jaws of the United 
States, disfranchise any of the people of the 
South on account of rebellion save those sub- 


ject to the provisions of the State constitu- | 


tion of Arkansas, which disfranchises those 
who were guilty during the war of violations 
of the laws of civilized warfare. We do not 


know how many such persons are in that 
State, but the number cannot be large. All 
others are permitted to vote there, as all are 
elsewhere 

Mr. BECK. Is it so in Louisiana? 

Mr. SFEVENSON. So far as I know it is 
so, not only in Louisiana, but in all the States, 
Jefferson Davis is a voter; Semmes is a voter; 
Forrest is a voter. The whole rank and file 
of traitors from Davis down to Forrest are 
voters, made so by the magnanimity of their 


country, which. they would have destroyed, 


and the liberality of their former slaves, whom 
they would have held in perpetual bondage. 
If any are prevented from voting it is not by 
the laws of the States or of the United States, 
but by frands upon the laws. 

It is said that frauds are perpetrated in regis- 
tration. I- doubt not some frauds may have 
been socommitted. There is evidence of them 
in several States. There will be frauds more 
or less, especially in times of revolution. 
Fraud is the natural resort of weakness against 
violence, but perhaps more have been com- 
mitted in the South than should have been 
expected. Ido not deny them, nor would [ 
palliate them nor shield their authors. I have 
done, am doing, and shall do my utmost to 
uncover, expose, and punish them; but it is 
wy belief that if all the frauds that have been 
committed in the South, political and financial, 
from the beginning of reconstruction to this 
day, were rolled into one mass and boiled to 
the bitterest essence, and dropped in the cup 
of Tammany, it would not make the slightest 
perceptible difference in the contents of that 
cup. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to say that 
I do not wish to be considered as objeciing to 
this resolution. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. -I did not sup- 
pose this resolution would stirup the members 
in this House to sucha party pitch. I demand 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GARFTELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. (at 
five o'clock and five minutes p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 


| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 


committees : 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of Buckner 
& Bedford, and a large number of distillers in 
the sixth and seventh Kentucky districts, pray- 
ing changes in the mode of collecting taxes on 
distilled spirits and tobacco. 

Also, the petition of W. A. Gaines & Co., 
E. H. Taylor, jr., and a large number of the 
distillers of the sixth and seventh Kentucky 
districts, praying a modification of the law im- 
posing taxes on whisky and tobacco. 

‘By Mr. BELL: The petitions of J. W. 
Johuson and others, of Moody Carrier and 


| others, and of Frederick. Smith and others, 


citizens of New Hampshire, for the repeal of 
the tax on savings institutions. 


By Mr. BUFIINTON: The memorial of 


| Joshua Paine and 157 others, citizens of Prov- 


incetown, Massachusetts; also, the memorial 
of Simeon Atwood and 62 others, citizens of 
Wellfleet, Massachusetts; also, the memorial 
of H. F. Atwood and 46 others, citizens of 
Orleans, Massachusetts; also, the memorial of 
Valentine B. Newcomb and 50 others, citizens 
of Brewster, Massachusetts; also, the memo- 
rial of Erastus Chase and 27. others, citizens 
of Harwich, Massachusetts; also, the memorial 
of Philip Smith and 51 others, citizens of 
Eastham, Massachusetts; also, the memorial 
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of Leighton & Co., and 867 others, citizens of 
Gloucester, Massachusetts; also, the memo- 
rial of J. F. Grozier and 21 others, ship-mas- 
ters of Boston, Massachusetts’; also, the memo- 
rial of J. R. Baker and 79 others, citizens of 
Dennis, Massachusetts, all praying the con- 
struction of a light-house at Wood End bar, 
in Provincetown, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of Dr. 
W. L. ©. Duhamel, for compensation for 
attendance on military prisoners. 

Also, the petition of Dr. Lemuel J. Draper, 
for restoration to the United States Navy. 

Also, the petition of the managers of the 
National Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Home, 
` for an appropriation. 

By Mr. COX: The memorial of William H. 
Van Nortwick, concerning the prevention of 
frauds iu the return of distilled spirits and the 
collection of revenue. 

By Mr. DOX: The petition of G. B. Dou- 
thit, a citizen of Calhoun county, in the State 
of Alabama, praying the removal of his legai 
and political disabilities, 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of E. R. Pot- 

ter and others, of Kingston, Rhode Island; 
also, the petition of the Phenix Savings Bank 
and others, for repeal of the tax on savings 
banks. 
By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The memorial 
of the fire and marine insurance companies 
of St. Louis, concerning the transportation of 
hay on steamboats. 

Also, the petition of Henry Wagner, of St. 
Louis, for compensation for his homestead, 


taken and destroyed by the military authori- | 


ties during the late war of the rebellion. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The memorial 
of A. Schuyler Sutton, praying a pension. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: ‘The petition 
of pensioners of Ohio, for payment of pen- 
sions through postmasters. 

By Mr. GETZ: The petition of Peter B. 
Levengood, Peter Eagle, R. B. Manger, and 
88 others, workers in the boiler-plate mill at 
Pine Iron Works, Berks county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and other necessaries of life not pro- 
duced in the United States, and remonstrating 
against any change in the existing tariff laws 
which will abate or abolish ‘the duties upon 
such articles as are. successfully produced in 
this country. 

By Mr. HARMER: The memorial of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, workers in cotton and 
wool, remonstrating against a change of exist- 
ing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
upon articles successfully produced in the 
United States, 

Also, the memorial of workers in steel and 
iron, and manufacturers thereof, remonstrating 
against a change of the existing tarif laws 
abating or abolishing duties upon such articles 
as are successfully produced in this country; 
also, asking the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and such other articles as cannot be 
produced in the United States. 

Also, the memorial of manufacturers of steel 
springs, remonstrating against a change ot the 
tariff laws abating duties upon articles success- 
fully produced in the United States. 

Also, a memorial asking a pension and for 
relief of Martha Conway. 

Also, the memorial of citizens in the naval 
service of the United States, of the grade 
known as mates in the United States Navy, 
asking increase of pay. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi: The peti- 
tion of H. M. Thompson and others, citizens 
of De Soto county, Mississippi, asking the 
refunding of the tax collected on cotton in the 
years 1865, 1866, and 1867. - 

By Mr, HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition 
of B. B. Botts and others, heirs of John Minor 
Botts, praying remuneration for property used 
and destroyed by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts : The 


petition of the Women’s Economical Home- 
stead League, of Boston, Massachusetts, for 
the enactment of a woman’s homestead law, 
to enable women to become the owners of 
homesteads from the public lands in their own 
right. ; 

By Mr. HOUGHTON: The memorial of 
1,500 citizens and business men of Califor- 
nia, asking a discontinuance of the coinage of 
quarter and half dollars, and the substi:ution 
therefor of coins of the value of two dimes and 
four dimes. 

Also the petition of citizens of Santa Cruz 
and San Mateo counties, California, asking the 
establishment of a post route from Santa Cruz 
to Pescadero. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of John W. 
Mears, executor of the late Henry D. Mears, 
relative to a patent. . 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Mrs. 
Jane E. Wiltsie, praying that a pension be 
allowed her, to commence from the date of the 
death of her husband. 

By Mr. LOWE: ‘the petition of pensioners, 
citizens of Kansas, and soldiers of the late 
war, for payment of pensions through post- 
masters. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of 
Samuel P. Evans, of Knoxville, Tennessee, 
late captain company A, fifth regimeut Ten- 
nessee infantry volunteers, praying an increase 
of pension. 

By Mr. McINTYRE: The memorial of citi- 
zeus of Effingham, Georgia, praying the enact- 
ment of a law prohibiting the deduction of 
any part of the pay of mail contractors for the 
failure of the wails caused by high water, when 
authenticated by the certificate of a postmaster 
or the affidavit of a reliable person. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petitionof J. B. 
Duran & Company and others, praying a modi- 
fication of the tariff duties on sugar. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Oliver 
N. Thatcher, late a private of company B, 
ninety-ninth Pennsylvania volunteers, asking 
a pension. 

By Mr. MOREY: The memorial of citizens 
of Louisiana, praying the refunding of the cot- 
ton tax. 

_ Also, the petition of the Merchants’ and 
Manufacturers’ Board of Trade, of Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana, asking the establishment 
of a navy-yard at that place. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: ‘The petition of 63 citi- 


zens who served in the Union armies during |; 


the late civil war, asking an amendment to the 
act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on 
the public domain, approved May 20, 1862. 

Also, the petition of 181 persons in the 
Union armies during the late civil war, asking 
an amendment to the act to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain, ap- 
proved May 20, 1862. 

By Mr. PALMER: The petition of citizens 
of Dallas county, Iowa, praying the passage 
of a law giving to each Union soldier and 
sailor of the late war one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Iowa, 
for the passage of a law authorizing payment 
of pensioners through post offices. 

By Mr. PERCE: The memorial of citizens 
of Wilkinson county, Mississippi, asking the 
restoration of taxes collected upon cotton. 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio: The petition of 
Joseph Kinsey and 85 others, protesting against 
the removal of protection to home industry. 

Also, the petition of John Burgoyne, pres- 
ident of the National Insurance Company of. 
Cincinnati, and many others, underwriters, 
praying that no distinction be allowed by law 
between the steam-pressure permitted on pas- | 
senger and on freight boats. ; 

Also, the petition of F. Holliday, United | 
States commissioner for the southern district 
of Ohio, praying the enactmentofalawempow- 
ering United States commissioners to enforce 


the collection of seamen’s wages. 


By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Joseph 
and Mary Darling, for arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Dearborn, for 
increase of pension. d 

Also, the petition of Martha R. White, for 
a pension. : : 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of John H. 
Bell and others, citizens of Petersburg, Vir- 
ginia, for the passage of a supplemental civil 
rights bill. 

Also, the petition of Reuben Ragland, J. P. 
Williamson and otbers, citizens of Petersburg, 
Virginia, for immediate action on the tobacco 
tax. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of James 
A. Scott & Co. and others; also, the petitions 
of E. & S. Wortham & Co. and. others; and 
James Johnson and others, all citizens of 
Richmond, Virginia, praying that the tax on all 
descriptionsof manufactured tobacco entering 
the market for consumption be established at 
the rate of sixteen cents per pound. 

Aiso, the petition of J. B. Pace, tobacco 
manufacturer, and 142 operatives, citizens of 
Richmond, Virginia, praying that the rate of 
tax onall descriptions of manufactured tobacco 
entering the market for consumption be estab- 
lished at the uniform rate of sixteen cents per 

ound, 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Mrs. Eliza 
Peck, of Lumpkin county, Georgia, fora pen- 
sion. 


Also, the petition of Wiley C. Andrews, of ` 


company A, first Georgia volunteers, for pay 
and bounty. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth Woods, widow 
of William Woods, of Lumpkin county, Geor- 
gia, praying pay for the services of her hus- 
band as an interpreter under Colonel Henry 
B. Shaw, United States enrolling agent, Cher- 
okee treaty of 1836. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The petition of Thomas 
Patton, Robert Preston, G. W. Walker, N. 
Austin, and 110 others, colored citizens’ of 
Tennessee, praying the passage of the supple- 
mental civil rights bill. : 

By Mr. RICE, of Kentucky: The petition 
of James Evans, guardian, &c., asking pen- 
sions for William E. and John M. Farley, 


| infant heirs of A. J. Farley, deceased, late of 


the fifth Virginia volunteer infantry. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: A petition for 
the relief of the New Yorker Democrat. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of the 
Grand Army of the Republic of Wisconsin, 
asking that no actual residence shall be required 
of soldiers and sailors before receiving title to 
lands selected by them. 

By Mr. SHOBER: The petition of manu- 
facturers, consumers, growers of and dealers 
in tobacco in North Carolina, praying the pas- 
sage of laws establishing a uniform rate of tax 
of sixteen cents per pound on all manufactured 
tobacco entering the market for consumption, 
and that said tax be paid by stamp before leav- 
ing the place of manufacture. 

By Mr. SLOSS: The petition of Joha W. 
Barnerand others, citizens of Colbert county, 
Alabama, praying Congress to refund the cot- 
ton tax. 

Also, the petition of O. A. Van Hook, of 
Lawrence county, Alabama, for removal of his 
political disabilities, imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. . i 

By Mr. SNAPP: Sundry petitions against 
a change of the tariff laws upon such articles 
as are successfully produced in this country. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Two petitions from a 
number of citizens of Arkansas, praying to 
have the cotton tax refunded, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania : The 
petitions of Benjamin Clark, John McGhee, 
and others, for a pension to Benjaniiu Clark. 

Also, the petition of W. C. Jardine, for a 
law authorizing the Commissioner of Patents 
to entertain his application for the issue of a 
patent for an improvement in cart-brakes and 
rests. i 
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By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of the 
Home Savings Bank and others, trustees of 
savings institutions, for repeal of tax, &c. 

_ Also, the memorial of James Truss, for pen- 


sion. 

By Mr. VAUGHAN: The petition of Mrs. 
Bankhead, of Memphis, Tennessee, praying 
compensation for use of residence by United 
States troops from 1862 to 1865. i 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Freel, of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, praying compensation for 
cotton taken by United States troops. 

Also, the petition of Ellen P. Malloy, of 
Memphis, Tennessee, praying compensation 
for use of residence by Federal troops in 1865. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: The petition of Dr. 
CG. W. McDaniel and 75 others, citizens of the 
State of Indiana, praying the establishment of 
a mail route between Newbury and Marco, in 
Greene county, in said State, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
Hannah E. Currie, praying a pension. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Allen 
Gunter, of Greenville, South Carolina, for 
pay for services and bounty. 


POST-ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads: 

By Mr. CROSSLAND: A bill establishing 
post routes in the State of Kentucky. 

By Mr. HANDLEY: To establish cer- 
tain post routes in the State of Alabama, 
namely: : 

From Ashland, in Clay county, via Hilla- 
bee, Millersville, Pinkneyville, Hackneyville, 
Camp Hill, Bradford, to Rockford, in Coosa 
county. 

Also, from Louina, in Randolph county, via 
Davidson, Dudleyville, to Dadeville, in Talla- 
poosa county. 

Also, from Louina, in Randolph county, via 
Wood's Ferry and Mullins, to Blake’s Ferry, in 
Randolph county. 

Also, from High Shoals, in Randolph county, 
via Roanoke, Wilf’s, Higgin’s, Buffalo Wal- 
low, 10 Chambers Court-House, in Chambers 
county. 

Also, from Rock Mills, via Bacon Level, 
Hickory Flat, Wehadka, to Antioch, in ‘Troup 
county, Georgia. 

Also, from Pinkneyville, in Clay county, via 
, to Childersburg, in Talladega county. 

Also, from Tuskegee. in Macon county, via 
Honey Cut, , to Union Springs, iu Bul- 
lock county. i 

Also, irom Society Hill, in Macon county, 
via , to Huntsville, in Russell county. 

Also, from Crowford, in Russell county, via 
Hime’s, Society Hill, to Tuskegee, in Macon 
county, Alabama, 

Also, from Wedowee, in Randolph county, 
via Jordan’s, Arbacoochee, to Bell’s Mills, in 
Cleburne county. 

Also, from Ilat Rock, in Clay county, to 
Copper Mines, in Clay county. 

Also, from Bradford, in Coosa county, to 
Mount Olive, in Coosa county. 

Also, from Coles Station, in Macon county, 
to Tallassee, in Elmore county. 

Also, from Wetumka, in Elmore county, to 
Robinson Springs, in Elmore county. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill to establish a 
mail route from Silver City, in Idaho Territory, 
to Fairview, in said Territory. 

Also, a bill to establish a mail route from 
Lewiston, in’ Idaho Territory, to Spokane 
Bridge, in said Territory. 


. 


weem 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


The following papers were withdrawn from 
the files of the House and referred to the 
appropriate committee: 

By Mr. PERCE: The memorial of the Col- 
lege of William and Mary, in Virginia, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 28, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. W. T. D. Krixy, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 1188) to relieve certain 
citizens of Georgia from political disabilities 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of citi- 
zeus of Tennessee, praying that the law 
approved July .15, 1870, be so amended as to 
allow.those who have served in the Army and 
Navy to enter land without the requirement 
of settlement and cultivation, and that boun- 
ties may be equalized; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Gurden 
Chapin, praying relief for loss sustained by 
the destruction of his property in Virginia ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented the petition of M. E. 
Dougherty and others, first lieutenants of the 
Army, on duty as commandants of remnant 
companies at recruiting depots, praying the 
enactment of a Jaw increasing their rank, 
pay, and emoluments to those of captain, on 
account of their onerous duties and large re- 
sponsibility ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of 
citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, pray- 
ing indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
the year 1801; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. SCUURZ presented a petition of citi 
zens of the counties of Franklin, Ray, and 
Nodaway, Missouri, praying for the reduction 
of the tariff to a revenue basis, and the imme- 
diate repeal of the duties on salt, coal, and 
pig iron; also, a petition to the same effect 
from citizens of the State of Arkansas ; also, 
petitions to the same effect from the coun- 
ties of Gillespil, Hays, and Caldwell, Texas; 
also, petitions to the same effect trom Copiali 
county, Mississippi; also, petitions to thesame 
effect from the county of Spalding, Geor- 
gia; also, petitions to the same effect from the 
county of Carteret, North Carolina ; also, peti- 
tions to the same effect from the county of Ker- 
shaw, South Carolina; also, petitions to the 
same effect from the county of Monmouth, 
New Jersey; also, petitions to the same effect 
from the counties of Albany and Orange, New 
York; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Those are 
all covered by the yellow envelopes, I believe. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave some of the same 
sort in yellow covers, which attracted the 
attention of my friend from Vermont, being 
petitions from Massachusetts, from the county 
of Middlesex, and one from the county of 
Franklin ; then one from New Hampshire, the 
county of Hillsborough ; also, petitions of the 
same sort from Maine, the counties of Cum- 
berland and Penobscot. I move their refer- 
ence, yellow covers and all, to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also present the petition 
of the Reform League of New York, asking for 
the early passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill; also, a petition to the same effect 
from citizens of Florida; also, a petition to 
the same effect from Denyer, with two hupe 


| dred and thirteen names; also, a petition to 


the same effect from Huntingdon, Pennsyl- 
vania. I move that they be laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to, 
Mr. SUMNER. [Í also present a petition 


from the committee appointed by the Repub- 
lican general committee of the District of 
Columbia to represent the Republican party 
of this District in advocacy of the civil rights 
amendment to the amnesty bill now before the 
Senate, in which they ‘‘ respectfully and earn- 
estly pray your hovorable body to enact into 
law this great yet simple measure of justice, 
and respectfully urge upon your consideration 
the unmistakable demand of ihe great masses 
of the Republican party of the country that 
equality of civil rights to loyal citizens should 
at least go hand in hand with amnesty to those 
who inaugurated rebellion and plunged the 
nation into war.” They annex to their peti- , 
tion a series of resolutions adopted at a large 
meeting, in which they say: 

“We regard with distrust the apparent neglect in 
certain quarters to place the just claims of loyal, 
law-abiding, and outraged people in subordination 
to disloyal or unrefiecting clamors for the removal 
of rebel disabilities, and we repudiate as unworthy 
of American statesmanship, and as wanting in the 
commonest elements of political sagacity, that line 
of policy which fawns upon foes and tramples upon 
friends.” 

These, sir, are the sentiments of the Repub- 
licans of the District of Columbia through their 
committee. I move the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. SUMNER. I also present another pe- 
tition signed by the Republican members of 
the Legislature of Georgia, in which they ask 
for the passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill; but beyond that they set forth that 
they are suffering from the enormities of the 


| Ku Klax Klan in their neighborhood, that they 


have not through the courts sufficient means 
of justice, and they ask for additional legisla- 
tion by Congress for their protection. Con- 
sidering the importance of that portion of their 
prayer, and that it naturally belongs to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I move the ref- 
erence of this petition to that committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. TI have received a peti 
tion signed by thousands of persons in the 
State of Illinois, in the counties of Marshall, 
Jo Daviess, Warren, McLean, Will, Shelby, 
Saline, Piatt, and White; and also petitions 
from Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, and Jowa, all of them praying for 
the reduction of the tariff. to a revenue stand- 
ard and the immediate repeal of the duties 
upon coal, salt, and pig iron. I move that 
they be referred tothe Committee on I"inance, 
and] commend them especially to the attention 
of my friend from Vermont, who seems to be 
disturbed by these thousand of petitioners that 
want to establish a tariff that shall protect all 
classes of industry, instead of taxing one to 
build up monopolies and moneyed interests 
in behalf of another. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have entire 
respect for petitions that are spontaneous, 
that come from the people, but when the Sen- 
ator from {llinois and others become the organ 
of an organization gotten up in New York 
that prints petitions and sends them out at ils 
expense, all in the same yellow-covered litera- 
ture, so that we recognize them at once as not 
being spontaneous petitions, but merely a re- 
sponse to the demands of a British free-trade 
league in the city of New York, then, sir, E 
have no respect at all for such petitions. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to draw the attention of the Senate, as 
the morning hour is consumed by remarks on 
petitions, to the wording of the twenty fourth 
rule, which states that all petitions " shall be 
referred, of course, without putting a question 
for that -purpose,’’ which seems to imply no 
debate ‘unless the reference is objected to 
by a Senator at the time such petition, memo- 
rial, or other paper is presented.” If object- 
ed to, they are then liable, of course, to be 


k debated, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 


Margaret Becker, praying to be allowed a pen- || 


sion; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. a 

Mr. STEVENSON presented a preamble 
and resolutions adopted by the Machinists’ and 
Blacksmiths’ Benevolent Association of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, asking the passage of a law 
by Congress creating a commission on labor; 
which were. referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. ROBERTSON presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of South Carolina, in favor 
of the removal of the political disabilities of W. 
F. Colcock, of that State; which was referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina in favor of the re- 
moval of the political disabilities of H, W. 
Carter and Andrew J. Stringer of that State; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

He also presented the petition of W. F. 
Colcock, of Beaufort, South Carolina, praying 
for the removal of his -political disabilities; | 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilives. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented 
the petition of R. M. Anderson, heir, &c., 
praying indemnification for loss of property by 
French spoliations prior to the year 1801; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. . 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
the petition of Ann Moxley, widow of Spen- 
cer Moxley, deceased, a soldier in the war of 
1812-14, praying to be allowed a pension; 

‘which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present a memorial largely 
signed by manufacturers of glass inthe city of 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill for the abolition of 
duties on building material entering into the 
port of Chicago, stating reasons for this remon- 
strance, and showing that the provisions of the 
bill may lead to abuses, and be perverted to 
other purposes than the relief of the sufferers. 
That bill, I believe, bas been reported by the 
Committee on Finance. I move, therefore, 
that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of Bedford county, Pennsylvania, for the en- 
actment of House bill No. 660, entitled ‘+A bill 
granting bounty land to certain persons eagaged 
in the military and naval service of the United 
States, from and after the 4th day of March, 
A. D. 18613”? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of Cap- 
tain Alexander Gibson, asking pay for certain 
duty done in the Navy during the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. ‘THURMAN presented a petition of A. 
C. Davis, George Potts, and twenty-four other 
soldiers, of Jefferson county, Ohio, praying a 
bounty of $8 334 per month to each soldier 
for the time he served, and an amendment to 
the twenty-fifth section of the act of July 15, 
1870, so as to allow the soldiers and sailors 
to enter the land therein allowed without the 
requirement of settlement and cultivation; 
which. was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of William J. 
McCann and thirteen other soldiers, of Jeffer- 
son county, Ohio, praying an amendment to 
the act of July 15, 1870, so as to provide for 
the equalization of pensions and bounty Jands 
by abolishing the requirements of that act as to 
settlement and cultivation ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I also: present | 
two petitions from the same persons, wud. 
signed by the same number of soldiers, and 
from the same county as those just now pre- 


I 


sented by the Senator from Ohio, praying for 
equalization of bounty and bounty laud. 
move. their reference to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I beg leave to present the 
petition of B. U. Pressley, of South ‘Carolina, 
stating that he was Assistant Treasurer of the 
United States at Charleston, in that State, up 
to the year 1861, and that his accounts have 
been closed at the Treasury Department with 
the exception of theamount of about two hun- 
dred dollars for missing vouchers—vouchers 
for the payment of interest on the publie debt 
paid by him in July, 1860. A subsequent pay- 
ment of interest was made by him to the same 
parties on the 1st of January, 1861. There is 
nothing left charged against him on the books 
of the Department except this sum, and the 
records of the Treasury Department show that 
he performed his trust with great fidelity, so 
much so that he received a special compli- 
ment from the Secretary of the Treasury for 
so doing. I move that this petition be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON presented the memorial of 
the trustees of the University of Notre Dame, 
Indiana, praying the passage of an act au- 
thorizing them to purchase lands adjacent to 


the university; which was referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
Nathan Price, judge of the second judical dis- 
trict of the State of Kansas, and of members 
of the bar of Doniphan county, Kansas, pray- 
ing that cireuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the district of Kansas be held at 
the city of Leavenworth ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judice ary. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
James H. Tobin, praying to be paid arrears 
of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Helen M. 
Watts, praying a pension for the services of 
her late son, George M. Wilcox, of the New 
York cavalry volunteers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of 
Colonel James Belger, praying to be reinstated 
as an officer in the Army; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New Orleans, ask- 
ing an appropriation for a ship-canal between 
the Mississippi river and the Gulf of Mexico ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ' 

Mr. RAMSEY. I present the petition of a 
number of settlers on the Sioux Indian reser- 
vation in Minnesota, who complain tbat under 
the present law they are compelled to pay for 
their property within one year after settlement, 
and by reason of the unexampled drought of 
last year they raised no crops, and the prairie 
fires in the Northwest in the fail swept off all 


| their improvements. They ask for indulgence 


in their payments. Most of these parties are 
Norwegians, who were ignorant of the law. I 
hope, under the peculiar circumstances, the 
Committee on Public Lands will give this 
matter early attention. I move the reference 
of the petition to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of J. P. 
Eaton, of Mapleville, Dodge county, Nebraska, 
in behalf of many soldiers, praying an amend- 
ment tothe homestead law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. i 

He also presented a petition of residents 
in the northwestern portion of Platte county, 
Nebraska, praying the establishment of a pòst 
office in that section of the country, to be 
named Shell Creek post office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. ANTHONY presented additional papers į 


H 


in the case of Miss’ Oceana Boyle, daughter of 
the late Commodore. J. J. Boyle, deceased; for 

a pension; which were referred to the Coin: 

mittee on Pensions, ; 5 yas 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial’ of 
glass manufacturers, of Pittsburg, Penpsylva- ` 
nia, remonstrating against the proposed bill: 
for remitting duties on building- materials im: 
ported for the benofit of the city of Chicago; 
which was ordered to lie on the table...) 0! 

He also presented a memorial of mechanics 
engaged in the manufacture of steel, against 
a change in the tariff on that ‘industry, and 
urging the repeal of all duties on articles of 
comfort and necessity not produced in the 
United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. l ; 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying a repeal of the duties 
upon tea, coffee, and other articles, and an 
adjustment of the duties so as to encourage 
and defend home industry ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. i 

Ile also presented a petition of citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
an alteration in the mode of levying tax: ou 
whisky; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a peiition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania; praying the passage of an act 
granting soldiers, sailors, and marines’ who 
served in the war of the rebellion $8 33} cents 
per month for the time served, and for an 
amendment of the act of July 15, 1870; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
William J. Wright, of New York, praying the 
passage of a law granting him: arrearages of 
pension from the date of his discharge; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying the passage of the 
supplementary. civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. — 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented the petition 
of John H. Fetber, praying compensation for 
injaries sustained in carrying the mails, and 
that he be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. l 

Mr. WINDOM presented a petition of Ed- 
ward M. Williams and fifty-five others, late 
officers and soldiers, now citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, asking that the homestead 
laws may be so modified that the time. the 
soldiers avd sailors served.in the Army or 
Navy of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion may, after two years’ actual 
residence, be deducted from the time of five 
years’ residence now required; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented the petition of James W. 
Oliu and fifty-one others, late soldiers of the 
United States Army, now citizens of Newark, 
New Jersey, praying for such modification of - 
the homestead laws as will authorize the deduc- 
tion of ihe time which the soldier or sailor 
served in the Army irom theterm of five years’ 
residence, after two years’ actual residence 
on his homestead; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. Yesterday I presented 
the petition of Mrs. Mary Ann Lee. I see 
that all the city papers with the exception 
of the Globe state that the petition was pre- 
sented by my colleague, [Mr. Lewis.] - I 
desire to have that matter corrected. The 
petition was intrusted to me by Mrs. Lee, and 
i am unwilling that she or the public should 
be, even for a day, under the impression that 
I had failed or hesitated in the performance 
of my duty. I make this statement nowsin 
the hearing of the reporters of the daily papers 
in order that they may make a correction of 
the mistake into which they have fallen. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is correctly ` 
stated in the Globe and in the Journal, but 
incorrectly in-the daily papers. 
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January 23, 


> PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
«On motion of Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, 
it-was: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further_consideration of the peti- 


tion and other papers of John B. Emerson, and that 
thé same be referred to the Committee on Patents. 


On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, 
it was 


: Ordered, That the petition and papers of Caleb H. 
Blood be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and. referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. KELLOGG, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of George 
. Payne be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


: Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 10th instant, a report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office con- 
cerning the line of railway from the mouth of the 
Qhio river to the city of Mobile, be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


» Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
bill (H: R. No. 1055) to regulate the salary 
of the consul at Tien-Tsin, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R, No. 1056) author- 
izing the survey and marking of the boundary 
between the territory of the United States and 
the possessions of Great Britain, from the 
Lake of the Woods tothe summit of the Rocky 
mountains, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.: I am directed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 243) for the ap- 
portionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census, to report it back to the Senate 
with sundry amendments; and in connection 
with this report, there are some tables which 
I am instructed to present by the committee, 
and ask that they be printed in connection 
with the bill. I hope that we may be able to 
proceed at avery early day to the consider- 
ation of this bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. Make it a special order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, The Legislatures of many 
of the States are now in session, and it is im- 
portant that, it should be determined how 


many Representatives are to be apportioned | 


to the respective States, that they may take 
the necessary legislative action. I understand 
that in several States of the Union the Legis- 
latures are now holding over with a view of 
ascertaining what the action of Congress will 
be on this subject. These tables, I presume, 
will be printed by to-morrow, and I hope it 
will meet the views of the Senate to take this 
bill up immediately after the tables are pre- 
sented to the Senate, so that it will undersiand 
the principle upon which the committee have 
recommended the amendments which are pro- 
posed. It may be necessary, when we have 
those tables before us, to make a statement in 
regard to them. 

Mr. MORTON. Had you not better fix a 
day for the consideration of the bill? 
. Mr. EDMUNDS. Just give notice of your 
intention to take itup. That will be sufficient. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall move to take it 
up at the earliest moment that the Senate will 
consent to hear it, which I hope will be at an 


early doy. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 


printed, with the accompanying papers, tables, | 


&c., and placed on the Calendar. 

Mre TRUMBULL. In connection with this 
same subject there was a Senate bill before 
the committee, a bill (S. No. 68) for the ap- 
portionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census, which I now report back; and 
“move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motiou was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Publie 


Lands, to whom was referred the. bill (S. No. 
392) to set apart a tract of land lying near 
the headwaters of the Yellowstone as a pub- 
lic park, have directed me to report it back 
without amendment, to recommend its pas- 
sage, and to ask that it have the present con- 
sideration of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas asks unanimous consent of the Senate 
for the present consideration of the bill re- 
ported by him. It will be reported in full, 
subject to objection. : 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with an amendment in line nineteen 
to strike out the words ‘‘after the passage of 
this act,” and in line twenty, after the word 
“upon,” to insert the words ‘‘ or occupying a 
part of;’’ so as to make the clause read, ‘‘and 
all persons who shall locate or settle upon or 
occupy any part of the same, or any part 
thereof, except as hereinafter provided, shall 
be considered as trespassers and removed there- 
from.” i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this bili? 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 should like to know 
from. somebody having charge of the bill, in 
the first place, how many miles square are to 
be set apart, or how many acres, for this pur- 
pose, and what is the necessity for the park 
belonging to the United States. 

Mr. POMEROY. This bill originated as 
the result of the exploration, made by Pro- 
fessor Hayden, under an appropriation of 
Congress of last year. With a party he ex- 
plored the headwaters of the Yellowstone and 
found it to be a great natural curiosity, great 
geysers, as they are termed, water-spouts, and 
hot springs, and having platted the ground 
himself, and having given me the dimensions 
of it, the bill was drawn up, as jt was thonght 
best to consecrate and set apart this great 
place of national resort, as it may be in the 
future, for the purposes of public enjoyment. 

Mr. MORTON. How many square miles 
are there in it? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is substantially forty 
miles square. Itis north and south forty-four 
miles, and east and west forty miles. He was 
careful to make a survey so as to include all 
the basin where the Yellowstone has its source. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is several times 
larger than the District of Columbia, 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. There are no 
arable lands; no agricultural lands there. It 
is the highest elevation from which our springs 
descend, and as it cannot interfere with any 
settlement for legitimate agricultural purposes, 
it was thought that it ought to be set apart 
early for this purpose. We found when we set 
apart the Yosemite valley that there were one 
or two persons who had made claims there, 
aud there has been a contest, and it has finally 
gone to the Supreme Court to decide whether 
persons who settleon unsurveyed lands before 
the Government takes possession of them by 
any special act of Congress have righis as 
against the Government. The court has held 
that settlers on unsurveyed lands have no rights 
as against the Government. The Government 
can make an appropriation of any unsurveyed 
lands, notwithstanding settlers may be upon 
them. As this region would be attractive only 
on account of preémpting a hot spring orsome 
valuable mineral, it was thought such claims 
had better be excluded from the bill. 

There are several Senators whose attention 
has been called to this matter, and there are 
photographs of the valley and the curiosities, 
whicb Senators can see. The only object of 
the bill is to take early possession of it by the 
United States and set it apart, so that it can- 
not be included in any claim or occupied by 
any settlers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President-—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Chair must 


State that.the Senate have not yet given their 
| consent'to the present consideration of the bill. | 


The Senator from Pennsylvania desired some 
explanation in regard to it. Does he reserve 
the right to object? 

Mr. CAMERON. I make no objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. J object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not object if itis 
not going to lead to debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It can be disposed of in 
a minute. 

Mr. THURMAN. I object to the considera- 
tion of this bill in the morning hour. Iam 
willing to take it up when we can attend to it, 
but not now. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred a bill 
(S. No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in 
the Federal courts, reported it with amend- 
ments. f 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 455) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
authorize protection to be given to citizens of 
the United States who may discover deposits 
of guano,’’ approved August 18, 1856, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 166) to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to authorize protection 
to be given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano,” approved 
August 18, 1856, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. OSBORN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 218) to create an additional land district 
in Florida, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 429) supplement- 
ary to an act entitled “An act to aid in the 
construction of telegraph lines, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for 
postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 24, 1866, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. OSBORN. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 319) to 
incorporate the Louisiana, Arkansas, and New 
Mexico Railroad Company, have instructed 
me to report it with amendments, and with a 
recommendation that it pass. The bill is 
intended” to incorporate a railroad company 
and grant the right of way to construct a rail- 
road in the Indian territory, but no land-grant 
is asked. The committee only considered the 
matter of the incorporation of the company 
and granting the right of way. Asit is intended 
that the road shall enter the Indian territory, 
it is quite possible some question may arise in 


| connection with the territorial or tribal rights 


of the indian tribes. I move, therefore, that 
the bill, as amended, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs for their consider- 
ation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DUPLICATE CHECKS 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 


Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1061) to authorize the 
payment of duplicate. checks of disbursing 
officers, to report it back with an amendment. 
This bill is very strongly pressed upon us by 
the Seeretary of the Treasury, the Paymaster 
General, the Treasurer of the United States, 
and by the Second Comptroller, Mr. Brodhead, 


fe 


; and in pursuance of their very urgent recom- 
| mendations the House have passed this bill. 


If no Senator objects to it I should like to 


: have it passed now. 


The bill was read. 

Theamend ment of the Committee on Finance 
was read, being in line six of section one, after 
the word “checks,” to insert the words “and 
within three years from such date;’’ so as to 
read: 

That in place of original checks, when lost, stolen, 
or destroyed, disbursing officers or agents of the Uni- 
ted States are hereby authorized, after the expira- 
tion of six months from the date of such checks, 
and within three years fromsuch date, to issue dupli- 
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cate checks, and the Treasurer, Assistant Treasurers, 
and designated depositaries of the United States are 
directed to pay such checks. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know whether 
I understand that bill. It seems to meto bea 
pretty important one. It provides, if I do un- 
derstand it, for the issuing of a second check 
or draft where the first one has been lost. Does 
that apply to all citizens of the United States ? 
If a citizen obtains a draft, for instance, from 
the Treasury here on the sub-Treasury in Chi- 
cago, and it is lost, is it intended to allow him 
to apply for a duplicate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The lost checks drawn 
by disbursing officers of the United States. I 
will inform the Senator that under the present 
law checks of disbursing officers of a certain 
character (for pension claims and- bounty 
claims) are now provided for in this way; and 
alter a practice of three years under that law 
there has been found to be no difficulty in sup- 
plying duplicates of such checks. ‘The law 
requires all payments of disbursing officers 
to be made by checks on a depositary. The 
result is that the number of checks has been 
increased enormously in the practice of the 
Government, and cases have arisen of great 
hardship, where the evidence is perfectly clear 
that the check has been lost or destroyed; and 
slill there is no power to grant relief except 
in special cases. 

Under the practice as to the issuing of dupli- 
cate checks in pension and bounty cases, no 
single loss to the Treasury has ever occurred ; 
and this extension of the law is recommended 
by the officers.of the Government, and very 
sirongly urged, on account of very severe cases 
that have arisen of the destruction or loss of 
checks and’ drafts. As a matter of course, 
before a duplicate is issued a bond has to be 
given, with proper security, under such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Cecretary 
of the Treasury. 

There are with the files which I have sent 
with the billto the Secretary’s desk the forms 
that have beenadopted. They are very strin- 
gent. There isalsoa strong letter of the Second 
Compiroller urging the necessity of the bill; 
one from General Spinner, one from the Pay- 
master General, and one from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, all concurring that it is indis- 


_ pensably necessary in order to supply relief in 


certain cases. 

‘The Committee on Finance hesitated a good 
while because it is an important question. We 
examined it carefully. lt was also examined 
by the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House. We concluded that it was safe under 
the restrictions of the bill to pass it. 
all I can say unless the Senate desires fuller 
information, which I can give from the official 
documents on the files. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not mean to inë 
terpose any objection to the passage of the 
bill. On the contrary it seems to me, so far 
as [ understand it, to be a proper bill. I be- 
lieve the banks which draw bills of exchange 


upon different portions of the country issue 


them. in duplicate. 
Mr. SHERMAN, 
only applies to the Government the universal 
law of commerce between individuals. A bank 
would be bound in such a case to pay money 
under precisely these circumstances, when 
proof of the loss was made out satisfactorily 
to the court or tribunal trying the cause. This 
bill only applies the principle of law with re- 


gard to all commercial paper to the Govern- | 


ment. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The object of the bill 


That is | 


I will state that this bill į 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is a copy of it 
among the papers with the bill, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. - I should like to see that 
act before this bill passes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is in the same terms, 
except that it increases the amount from $500 
to $1,000. I believe that is the only change. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to see that act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The actapproved March 
19, 1868, is one act; the act of July 28, 1866, 
ig another act authorizing the issue and pay- 
ment of duplicates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this bill had better 
go over until to morrow, so that we can look 
at the old act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
lie over. l 

IMPORTATION OF MACHINERY. 


“Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1062) to admit certain 
machinery imported from foreign countries 
free of duty, to- report it with amendments. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is a very short bill, 
and I ask the indulgence of the Senate that it 
be taken up and put on its passage now. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 


sider the bill. - s 
The first section grants permission to the 


Calcasieu Sulphur and Mining Company of |i 


New Orleans to import free of duty, under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall prescribe, certain ma- 


chinery and accompanying implements for the | 


purpose of, and to be used ouly in, making a 
series of experiments in mining for sulphur in 
the parish of Calcasieu, in the State of Louis- 
jana; but the value of such importation is not 
to exceed $75,000, and the machinery and im- 
plements are to be. imported within two years 
from and after the passage of the act. The 
second section provides that it shall be lawful 
for the period of two years from and after the 
passage of the act for any person or company 
actually engaged in the manufacture of plate 
gleas in the United States to import free of 

uty, under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 
necessary machinery for polishing and grind- 


actually used for that purpose. 


The first amendment reported by the Com- ; 
‘gestion about fighting the bill with amend- 
tion one to strike out the words ‘‘ two years,” || 
and insert “one year;’’ so as to read, “that |! 
' State of Michigan that have suffered more fear- 
within one year from and after the passage of | 
|| there and the number of lives than has Chi- 
i! cago; and ifa bill is to be introduced here 


mittee on Finauce was in line twelve of sec- 


said machinery and implements be imported 


this act.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, if rth b : Aad 
| line one, to strike out “two years,” and insert | Michigan sufferers on a par with the Illinois 


| sufferers. 


“one year.” 
The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


repealed.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
not insist on that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The mornin 
hour has expired, avd the Senate resumes th 
consideration of the unfinished business pend 
ing at the adjournment yesterday, being Hous 
pill No. 380. 

Mr. MORTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Before the regular orde 


is proceeded with, I desire to suggest to the | 
Senate that the honorable Senator from The: 


i ing by unanimous consent: 
I move to amend the | progressing 9) : > ; $ 
% à ae . A i£ 

bill by adding as an additional section, ‘that | Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator 


the duty on coal be, and the same is hereby, | 


I hope the Senator will || 


Senator from Louisiana states “it -to` be,’ an 
entirely local measure, I -do not. press the 
amendment. : . : : ay 

The VICE PRESIDENT.  Theamendment 
of the Senator from Ilinois is withdrawn; and 
House bill No. 1062 is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The amendments 
reported by the Committee on. Finance have 
been agreed to. rags ee 

The bill. was reported to: the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were -con- 
curred in. . ‘ 

The: amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was-read the third time, and passed. 

CHICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senate to lay aside 
the regular order temporarily, and to take up . 
the bill which was pending yesterday morn- 
ing during the morning hour for the relief of 
Chicago. ` ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. Does the Scn- 
ator from Indiana, who is entitled to the fdor, 
yield for the purpose indicated. by the Senator 
from Ilinois? ee 

Mr. MORTON. I willyield if it leads to 
no debate; not otherwise. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the pending 
business be informally passed over, it can be 
called up at any time on the demand of any 
Senator. If there beno objection the unfinished 
business of yesterday will be informally passed ` 


i! over for the purpose indicated by the Senator 


from Htnois. 

Mr. MORTON. If that matter is to lead to 
debate, I prefer not to yield now. i eS 
Mr. LOGAN. Ido not think it will, ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from IHi- 


| nois will pardon me for suggesting that I have 
| several amendments to offer to that Chicago 


bill. Jam ready to offer them now, but they 
may lead to some debate. . I cannot tell how 
much time their consideration will oceupy. - I 
wish to make a statement myself; but is will 
occupy only a few. moments... : is 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course I cannot insist 
on going on with the Chicago bill under the 
circumstances. I should be very glad to have 


| the bill taken up, but if gentlemen are going 
| to fight it with amendments for the purpose ol 
ing such plate glass, and to be by themselves || 


destroying it, I cannot ask the Senator from 


|| Indiana to yield now. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I do not like the sug- 


ments. Chicago is not the only:town that has 
suffered. Sir, there are twenty towns in the 


fully in proportion to the value of property 
for the benefit of Chicago, I desire to put the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This debate is 


Does tlie 


i from Illinois for a reply to the Senator from 
ii Michigan? 


Mr. MORTON. Fora moment. 
Mr. LOGAN. I did not know that I was 


i going to arouse the ire of my friend from 


Michigan. I will only say in reply, that ifthe 
towns in Michigan have not been incorporated 
or provided for in the bill, it is certainly not 
my fault; for it is not my business to attend 
to Michigan. I am only providing for my 
own constituents. I will throw no obstacle in 
the gentleman’s way. ` 

Mr. MORTON. insist on my right to the 
floor, except so far as to allow any routing 
morning business to be disposed of. 


nois will withdraw his amendment and allow | 
the bill reported by the Senator from Ohio, the | 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, to be | 
put on its passage. ] 
it to pass. Itis purely a local bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is entirely a local 


seems to me to be proper; and if it is properly 
guarded, as I presume it is, the Committee on 
Finance having carefully considered it, I shall 
not interpose any objection, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 would like to ask the 
Senator from Obio to inform us where is to be | 
found the act which was passed last ycar in 
regard to duplicate checks. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BOREMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 518) for the relief of William Nixon, of 
bill, I do not wish to embarrass it. | West Virginia; which. was read twice by. its 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is local. il title, referred to the Committee on Post Offices 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the bill is, as the || and Post Roads, and ordered to. printed. 


| 
| 
I ask that the Senate allow i 
i 
} 


i 
i 
| 
j 
| 
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My. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained; leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
519) for the relief of Henry A. Greene, late 
captain’ first infantry California volunteers; 
which was'read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
tobe printed. * 

> He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 520) 
for the reliefof Edwin A, Rigg, late lieutenant 
colonel first: regiment infantry California vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and: ordered to'be printed. 

Mr. FENTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(SNo. 521) to authorize the Secretary of the 

treasury and the Secretary of War to sell or 
lease certain swamp or low lands belonging to 
the Government, lying on Niagara river and 
Lake Erie; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a biil (S. 
No. 622) to provide for the sale of the lands 
of the United States containing coal; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
523) supplemental to an act entitled “An act 
making a grant of lands in alternate sections 
to aid the construction and extension of the 
Tron Mountain railroad from Pilot Knob, in the 
State of Missouri, to Helena, in Arkansas,” 
approved July 4, 1866; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

: ' MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSE. 

: A message from the House of Representa- 
lives, by Mr. McPrerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: ` 
A bill (H. R: No. 1180) to extend the time 
for filing claims for additional bounty, under 
the act of July 28, 1866 ; 

‘A bill (H: R, No. 1182) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1185) to remove disabil- 
ities from certain citizens of South Carolina 
therein named; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1186) in relation to the 
embassy from Japan ; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 1187) for the relief of 
Jacob R. Davis, of Richmond county, Georgia. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 880) for the removal of legal 


and political disabilities imposed by the third į 


section of the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
ROBERTSON to postpone the bill and proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1050) 
for the removal of legal and political disabil- 
ities imposed by the third section of the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion.of the United States. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I believe 
there is some misapprehension in the country 


in regard to the extent of the disabilities now | 


imposed on those who bave been engaged in 
the rebellion. Sofar as the Constitution and 
laws of the United States are concerned, every 
man who was engaged in the rebellion has a 
right to vote. Jefferson. Davis, General For- 
rest, and General Wade Hampton have as 
much right to vote as any man who was em- 
ployed in the Union Army. There is no dis- 
ability arising under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, except under the four- 
teenth amendment, as to the right to hold 
office; and it is now propesed by the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawyer, ] who has 
given notice of his motion, to strike out the 


1 
| 


Í 


exceptions in the bill before the Senate and 
make amnesty universal. 

The fourteenth amendment was adopted by 
Congress in 1866, and presented to the States 
for their ratification. It was done at a time 
when it was understood that all punishment 
had passed by, that nobody would be punished 
under the laws of the United States for having 
taken part in the rebellion. It was done then 
as the only and the last means of fixing a stigma 
and a legal disapprobation upon the ringlead- 
ers and the authors of the rebellion. Those 
to whom the fourteenth amendment was made 
applicable were believed to be the authors of 
the rebellion, men who had gotten it up, who 
had brought it upon the country, the old poli- 
ticians who had been at work on it for years, 
and it was intended to make them ineligible to 
hold-office. All prospect of their punishment 
otherwise had passed by, and all that was left 
to the Joyal people of the United States in the 
way of marking their disapprobation of the 
rebellion was,by this amendment, to render 
the authors of it ineligible to office. It was 
provided, however, in the concluding part of 
this section of the amendment, that the dis- 
ability might. be removed by a two-thirds vote 
of each House of Congress. 

I believe that any proposition to’ grant uhi- 
versal amnesty is a violation of the spirit of 
the amendment, if not of its letter. As was 
remarked by the Senator from New-Jersey, 
(Mr. Frecincuuysen,] the other day, it was 
not intended to pat it into the power of Con- 
gress absolutely to abrogate that section of the 
amendment, but to put it in the power of Con- 
gress to relieve the disability in any given case 
where it might be thought proper to do so, 
where the merit-or the condition of the appli- 
cant was such as to entitle him to the favor of 
Congress, giving it the power by a two-thirds 
vote in that case to relieve the disability. But 
no man can read the debates which occurred 
on the adoption of the amendment, without 
coming to the conclusion that the proposition 
to amnesty by classes was not within the mean- 
ing and intendment of Congress at the time 
the amendment was passed. 

Now, Mr. President, what is amnesty? It 
isan act of oblivion; it is a proposition, when 
we consider itin the light of universal amnesty, 
to place the authors of the rebellion upon a 
footing with the loyal people of the United 
States, and to authorize them, provided they 
can, procure the suffrages, to hold the high- 
est offices in the Government. I have always 
voted amnesty to every man who has asked 
for it in good faith, and I am prepared to do 
sonow. I believe I have refused in one in- 


|| stance; but it was because the applicant had, - 


in addition to being a confederate soldier, been 
aguerrilla, I believe there isa general feeling 
on the part of Congress, in both branches, to 
grant amnesty to every man who will ask it in 
good faith, except it may be to the principal 


| authors of the rebellion, the chief criminals. 


Mr. President, this question is usually con- 
sidered in the light of expediency on one hand 
or in the light of feeling or hostility on the 
other. I propose to consider it from a higher 
plane, entirely above the domain of feeling or 
expedience. I think there is a. great princi- 
ple involved in this question, which Congress 
ought to consider—a principle of consistency, 
a principle of duty to the Government, and 
especially a principle of the greatest import- 
ance to posterity. 

The principal argument in favor of amnesty 
is expediency. Let me consider that for a 
moment. Whyisit expedient to grant amnesty? 
It is said that it will conciliate the men who 
have been engaged in rebellion. So far as the 
authors of the rebellion are concerned, you 
can no more conciliate them than you can con- 
ciliate rattlesnakes by restoring their extracted 
fangs. Those men have been cast in the mold 
of the rebellion, and they cannotbend. They 
must go down into history as they have lived, 
rebels. They must dic-as they have lived. 


| be presented to the world! 


Whatever dignity history may give to their 
character, will depend. entirely upon their 
maintaining their consistency, maintaining the 
character of rebels until they shall have passed 
away. This may not be the case with the great 
majority of the people of the South, but itis 
certainly true of those men who may be said 
to be the authors of the rebellion. 

And, Mr. President, this rebellion did not 
goup from the people. It was not the work 
of the people. It came down from the poli- 
ticians to the people. It was not forced by 
the mass of the people upon the politicians, 
but was essentially the work of politicians and 
the result of political machinations that had 
been carried on for more than thirty years; 
and the question is whether the men who had 


| been engaged in these machinations, and who 


by the practice of arts for many years brought 
this great calamity upon the nation, shall be 
amnestied and rendered eligible to hold the 
highest office in the Government. 

As I said before, you cannot conciliate the 
authors of the rebellion. Now, how will am- 
nesty to the authors of the rebellion conciliate 
the masses of the southern people? It will 
only conciliate them by being a concession 
that they were in the right and that we were 
in the wrong. ‘This is the way in which it will 
conciliate them, and it can do it in no other 
way. 

As I remarked before, universal amnesty 
removes the last mark of legal disapprobation 
of this rebellion. It isa declaration to pos- 
terity that there was nothing wrong in the 
rebellion, that it involved no criminality, that 
it was simply an honest difference of opinion 
between parties in which there was no crim- 
inality on either side. If you grant amnesty 
to the authors of the rebellion, you cannot 
convince the children twenty years hence that 
there was anything wronginthatrebellion. It 
will be regarded as a mere difference between 
parties, which unfortunately came to blows. 

The question now is whether you propose to 
educate the children of this country and those 
yet unborn in this opinion of the rebellion? 
Sir, in twenty yearsthe small reasons of expe- 
| diency which are now urged in favor of gen- 
eral amnesty will be forgotten; and all that will 
be remembered will be the great fact that 
amnesty was awarded to the authors of the 
rebellion, and some of them, the most flagrant 
and responsible of all, were afterward placed 
| in the highest positions in the Government. 

It was remarked yesterday by my friend from 
South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] that the popu- 
| larity of these men had passed away, and that 
| universal amnesty would not have the effect 
to place any of them in office. I beg leave to 
say to him and to the country that I believe 
he is entirely mistaken. I can name half a 
dozen men, more responsible for the rebellion 
perhaps than any other half dozen in the coun- 
| try, who would be returned to Congress, who 
| would be made Governors of States, and placed 
j in the highest official positions just as soon as 
i the opportunity was offered to the people of 
their States to so place them in power. 

Sir, suppose such men as Davis, and Breck- 
iutidge, and Toombs, and Stephens were 
sent to this Chamber, what a spectacle would 
I ask how each 
and all of us who have denounced the rebel- 
lion in unmeasured terms as criminal, as the 
worst in the world’s history, as carried on for 
the worst purposes, upon the worst motives, 
as having been carricd on with unmeasured 
cruelty to prisoners, and with features of bar- 
barity almost unparalleled in history—-I ask 
what would become of our consistency and 
position? We should be stultifed before the 
world; we should write ourselves down as 
being insincere and false, or else as having 
been governed simply by passion and heat, 
and as having spoken dishonestly and unjustly 
of others. 

Mr. President, a declaration of universal 
amnesty is a declaration to the world that 
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there was nothing in their connection with the 
rebellion that made it improper for its authors 
to hold the highest office in this Government. 
That is the moral and legal effect of it—that 
there was nothing in the connection of Mr. 
Davis or of Mr. Toombs with the rebellion to 
make it improper for him to become a Sena- 
tor or to become the President of the United 
States. Can we make tbis declaration hon- 
estly? If we do it, it is a concession that 
what we said during the rebellion was wrong ; 
that we were in error in regard to the facts, or 
in error in regard to the principles that were 
involved. i 

Now, sir, in regard to the consequences of 
this rebellion: this rebellion was made for 
what purpose? For the purpose of extending 
and perpetuating the institution of slavery. 
If slavery was right, then there might be a 
good moral cause for the rebellion; but if 
slavery was criminal, then the cause of the 
rebellion was criminal. What were the con- 
sequences of the rebellion? Fhe consequences 
were greater than the consequences of all the 
crimes that have been committed in the Uni- 
ted States from the time this Government was 
formed until the present day. Let me be un- 
derstood upon that point: the consequences 
of the conduct of these comparatively few men 
were more terrible than the consequences of all 
the crimes of every description that have been 
committed in this country from the time the 
Government was formed until the present day. 
lf a man takes asingle life deliberately, you 
take his life npon the scaffold; if a man steals 
a ten-dollar bill, you consign him to the peni- 
tentiary; but when men have deliberately and 
by fraud. and by false assertion, and by the 
employment of devilish arts, brought upon the 
country a rebellion which has cost half a mil- 
lion lives, which has cost three or four thou- 
sand million dollars, which has made hun- 
dreds of thousands of wives widows and. chil- 
dren orphans, which has piled upon this nation 

_aload of debt under which we are still stagger- 
ing, and which will not be taken from our 
shoulders during this generation—the men who 
have brought these untold, incalculable calam- 
ities and woes upon this nation, and have done 
it with their eyes open, with malice afore- 
thought, regardless of consequences, it is now 
proposed to relieve from the last legal mark 
of reprobation and render them eligible to hold 
the highest office in this Government. I sub- 
mit that we cannot do that without falsifying 
our record and disgracing ourselves before the 
world. I submit that it would be to educate 
the children of this country and all future 
generations in the belief that treason is no 
crime, that there is nothing wrong in rebellion, 
that all the responsibility that a man takes in 
committing treason against the Government is 
the danger of death during the rebellion, and 
if he escapes that, he is to be restored to bis 
rights just as if nothing had been done. 

Now, sir, I remove this question from the 
domain of expediency and of feeling; I put it 
upon the ground of high principle; I put it 
upon the ground of our duty to coming genera- 
tions,to the children that are now growing up 
around us, and I declare it solemnly to be my 
opinion that by granting universal amnesty we 
should come short of our duty to ourselves, to 
our children, and to those who are to come 
after us. 

If any man believes that we are to have no 
future trouble in this country, that this rebel- 
lion was the last, that opinion is contradicted 
by the history of every nation. Troubles may 
occur from decade to decade. We shall not 
have arebellion hereafter on account of slavery ; 
that has passed away; but we may have it for 
a thousand other causes. 
dissatisfactions ; troubles may arise in one sec- 
tion or the other; questions of disagreement 
and heart-burning and estrangement may arise 
of which we now have no conception and can 
not even imagine; and are we prepared to say 
that the worst rebellion in history, one than 


There may be local ; 


i their expenses.” 


which there can never be another more wicked, 
involved no criminality, and that the very 
authors of it shall be allowed to return to power 
just as ifnothing had been done? If we shall 
say that in regard to the great rebellion, what 
will be the opinion in regard to future troubles 
that may arise? ‘They will say, ‘There is no 
danger; there is no responsibility except. the 
danger that may arise during the time of the 
actual conflict; there is to be no responsibility 
in history. Then, sir, it is the lesson of 
history that is involved. 

Sir, I want peace in the South; I want it 
as earnestly as any man; but I want peace in 
the South upon correct principles. lam not 
willing to purchase peace by conceding that 
they were right and that we were wrong. They 
must regard universal amnesty in that light ; 
history must regard it in that light. Only the 
other day we had an argument from the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, not now in his seat, { Mr: 
VickeErs,] to the effect that the doctrine of 
State rights, of State sovereignty, was gener- 
ally accepted in the South; that they were act- 
ing upon it; they believed they had the right 
to secede; they were honest, and therefore, 
as soon as the war was over, there should have 
been universal amnesty, and everything should 
have been passed over and forgotten. If he 
was right in his premises, then there should 
be universal amnesty ; if he was wrong, there 
should not be. If we grant universal am- 
nesty, we concede that he was right; that 
those people were in the exercise of what they 
believed to be a constitutional right; that they 
were guilty of nothing wrong, and therefore, 
as soon as the war was over, we should let 
by-gones be by-gones and restore them to their 
place in the Government. 

Mr. President, when we come to that con- 
clusion, other conclusions will follow inevita- 
bly. If itis true that they were really honest 
upon both sides, that there was no criminality 
involved, and that the leaders of the rebellion 
ought to be allowed to return to their: places 
of power, what else follows? 

Mr. HAMLIN. We should pay their ex- 


enses. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says ‘pay 
Yes, we should pay the 
debts on both sides. That is the inevitable 
and irresistible conclusion. What is the phi- 
losophy of universal amnesty?. Ifthe authors 
of the rebellion ought to be allowed to hold 
office just as if nothing had occurred; if they 
should be allowed to come in afterward and 
become the law-makers and governors of this 
country while they are the great criminals, I 


p 


| ask if you ought to make any difference in the 


payment of pensions because a man fought 


| on the one side or the other? 


Grant universal amnesty, and the next step 
that will be taken—and it is a philosophical 
step, and one that cannot be resisted—will 
be to pension the rebel soldiers and put them 
on the same footing with the loyal soldiers of 
this country. Every argument in favor of 
amnesty would be tenfold stronger in favor 
of that measure; and why? Because pen- 
sioning rebel soldiers would do more in the 
way of conciliating the South and of attaching 
them tothe Government thanany measure of 
amnesty could do. If you grant amnesty to 
conciliate the South, andif that is your object, 
then I tell you that pensioning the rebel sol- 
diers will go much further than granting am- 
nesty, and it is a legitimate consequence of 
thesame argument. Will you say that Davis, 
or Toombs. or Breckinridge should be admit- 
ted into this Senate to make laws for the loyal 
men of this country, while the rebel soldiers 
should be excluded from the.pension-roll? 
There would be no sense in that. If you are 
to admit those authors of the rebellion into 
this Chamber, I ask if you should not bring 
their dead and bury them in Arlington along- 
side of the Federal dead? if the authors 
of the rebellion are to become your compan- 
ious on this floor, shall not the confederate 


dead, ‘comparatively’ their innocent. victims, 
become the companions: of your soldiers in 
Arlington-and other national cemeteries ? 

Mr. President, there are other consequences 
to follow, other legitimate deductions from the 
logic-of universal amnesty, not only: the pen- 
sioning of rebel soldiers, but the payment: of: 
rebels for their property-taken by our Army 
during the war. l ask now. I might. ask the 
Democratic Senators on this floor, if the Dem: 
ocratic party is not now committed in. princi: 
ple to the payment of the confederates‘ for 
their property taken by our Army for supplies? 
Why, sir, we had a bill before the Senate which 
was in effect to authorize Joyal persons in the 
southern States to sue in the Court of Claims: 
While that pill was under consideration, thé 
Senator from California, not now in his seat, 
[Mr: Casseaxy, } offered an amendment to:ex- 
tend the same right to persons who had been 
pardoned by the President, or whose disabili- 
ties had been removed. or might thereafter 
be removed. The principle involved in that 
amendment was that in regard to ‘the ‘right 
to sue the Government for damages and ‘for 
property taken, there should be no difference 
between Joyal men and those engaged in the 
rebellion, and the Senator from California 
proposed to put them on the same level in the 
Courtof Claims. Upon the principle of univer- 
sal amnesty he was logical, and his amendment 
received the vote of every Democratic Senator 
present. 


I ask further, when we propose to pay rébels 


| for their property taken by our Army during 


the war, why we should not pay them for their 
slaves? Could the Senator from California 
who offered that amendment, or any one who 
voted with him on tnat occasion, draw a distine- 
tion between paying a rebel for his corn, his 
wheat, or any other property taken by our 
armies and paying him forhisslaves? Noy, sir; 
the conclusion would be inevitable; and I now 
make the prediction that if universal amnesty 
shall be granted, the next step will be to pen- 
sion the rebel soldiersand put them ona level 
with loyal soldiers; the next step will be to 
pay rebels for their property taken by our 
armies, and put them on a level with loyal 
men; the next step will be to pay for their 
slaves; and the next and last step will be to 
pay their debt as well as ours, and consolid- 
ate the rebel debt along with the debt of the 
nation. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. I desire to know of the 
Senator from Indiana whether he considers 
the fourteenth article of amendment a part of 
the Constitution of the United States ? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘Then, I desire to ask 
this further question : how those slaves cau be 
paid for, how that rebel debt can be paid, or 
how any claim that arose from aiding the in- 


| surrection can be paid while that fourteenth 


amendment to the Constitution remains? 

Mr. MORTON. I will answer tbat ques- 
tion, and I rather thank the Senator for pro- 
pounding it. I do acknowledge the fourteenth 
amendment to be a part of the Constitution 
of the United States, butthe Democratic party 
does not, aud it never has. If there has ever 
been a concession by the Democratic party in 
the southern States that either the fourteenth 
or the fifteenth amendment is a part of the 
Constitution of the United States, 1 have never 
heard of it. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, will the Senator 


| allow me to interrupt him again? 


Mr. MORTON, I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator assumes, 
then, that the Democratie party are to get into 
power, and that when they get into power they 
are to disregard the fourteenth amendment:to 
the Constitution. ‘Ishoald like him to say how 
soon he expects that that event will happen. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, Lam boping 
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that the Democratic party will not come into 
power during this generation. I believe it 
would be the greatest national calamity that 
could happen. Í believe that the best interests 
of this nation and of civilization upon this con- 
tinent-are involved in the continued: suprem- 
acy. of the. Republican party, at least for a 
number of years. .: But,.sir,.great calamities 
have happened; great plagues have come upon 
the. world ;, earthquakes have rent and swal- 
lowed: up cities; Chicago has been burned; 
and it is among the possibilities that the Demo- 
cratic. party may come into power, 

> But on that point the Democratic party does 
not acknowledge the validity. of the fourteenth 
amendment. There was an attempt made in 
the North last summer, what was called “the 
new. departure.’? Mr, Vallandigham, now 
dead and gone, attempted to bring his. party 
ìn the North up to the acknowledgment of the 
validity of the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments and of the validity of reconstruction. 
He passed away and with him passed away the 
‘new departure,” and the movement that he 
inaugurated fell dead and was buried with him 
inthe same grave. Sir, if the Democratic 
party came into. power, the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments would be ignored; they 
would be treated as dead letters, as having no 
vitality; and that is one of our great national 
dangers.: 

I did not intend to advert to that matter in 
this speech, but the Senator has brought me 
to.itand I will do so. The bulk of the Demo- 
cratic party is in the South; the great body 
of.it is in the South. If it shall come into 
power, it will be by carrying all of the south- 
ern States with a few of the northern States. 
‘The. body. of the party will be in the South, 
and the southern wing of the party will con- 
trol it.in its action as it did before the war; 
and as the South are almost unanimously 
hostile to the amendments and to reconstruc- 
tion, they would control the party, and those 
amendments would be treated as a dead letter. 

Now, Mr. President, let me advert to a few 
of the consequences that would result to the 
nation from the success of the Democratic 
„party. . As I said before, the body of the party 
is in the South ; the feebleness and minority 
is in the North, and the South would control 
it. Let us suppose that there is a majority 
of Democratic Representatives in the other 
House, and the question comes up of making 
an appropriation to pension the widows and 
orphans of loyal soldiers in the North, would 
the southern Democracy in the House vote 
money.to pension the soldiers in the North, 
‘their widows and orphans, while their own 
widaws and orphans, their cripples, are left 
unprovided for? Mark you, now, they are in 
‘power; they have the power to vote money or 
to refuse to vote. money; and 1 submit the 
question to a reasoning and intelligent country, 
whether when they are placed in power they 
will voluntarily vote money to pension the 
soldiers who fought them and who conquered 
them, while their own cripples, their widows, 
and orphans are left unprovided for? I tell 
you they never will; and Í tell you, sir, that if 
that: party comes into power one of the first 
measures will be either to put the rebel sol- 
diers upon an equality with the soldiers of the 
Republic, or to vote no pensions at all, Can 
any intelligent person doubt that proposition? 
_ Again, ifthe Democratic party have a major- 
ity in the other House, controlled as they will | 
be by the South, I ask you if they will vote | 
money to pay the interest on your debt, unless | 
some provision is made for theirs? Will they 
voluntarily tax themselves to pay the interest 
on that debt which was created fur their sub- 
jugation, while they ate leftin poverty? They 
invested their money in confederate stocks and 
bonds;.they lost everything; they lost their 
slaves; and the question I am now propound- 
ing. is, when they shall come into power,:and 


|| we intend to mark its criminality, by putting | 


have the power, to vote money or not to-vote |} 
it, will they voluntarily tax themselves to pay li 


the interest on our debt, while theirs is unpro- 
vided for, and they have lost their slaves? I 
tell you, sir, they will never do. it, and those 
interested in our national debt and those 
interested in our national honor must under- 
stand that the Democratic: party, made up as 
it will be, two thirds in the South and one 
third in the North, and that one third submis- 
sive to the other two thirds, will never vote to 
pay the interest on your debt except upon the 
condition of paying for their slaves or of con- 
solidating the rebel debt with ours, making it 
all one; and they will never pay a dollar to the | 
one-legged and one-armed soldier of the North 
orto the widows and orphans of those who 
fell, except upon the condition that you put 
theirs upon the same level. s 

Mr. President, to me universal amnesty 
seems like sickly sentimentalism ; it is mag- 
nanimity slopping over; itis spurious gener- 
osity, oblivious alike of justice, of principle, 
and of posterity. Let us have a little healthy 
public sentiment. Let us-have something that 
this nation can live by. Let us teach a lesson | 
in history that we are willing our children 
shall be governed by. Let us not say. to future 
generations that those who sought to destroy 
the best Government in the world, who sought 
to build a new government whose foundation- 
stone should be human slavery, who were 
guilty of inhumanity, and who practiced a bar- 
barism that belonged to times long gone by— 
let us not say to future generations that these 
men did no wrong, that they were worthy of 
all acceptation, and of again being returned 
to the highest positions in the Government. 

I have heard it said that because Jeff. Davis | 
was not nung he ought to be amnestied.. The 
logic is that because he was not hung he 
should be restored to office, and. Congress || 
should make haste to concede that he had | 
done no wrong. Sir, the greatest blunder that | 
this nation ever committed, was in not pun- | 
ishing the ringleaders and the authors of the 
rebellion. It is now past repair. Why was 
Jeff. Davis not tried? Has the world ever 
been informed of the reason? After he; the 
arch-rebel, had been held in prison, and after 
he was indicted, why was he never put upon 
trial? Why, sir, in discharging Jeff. Davis | 
the Government conceded that he had com- 
mitted no crime for which he could be held | 
responsible. by the laws of this nation. That | 
is the lesson of history that. has gone out by 
the discharge of Davis without trial. The 
man who heard the dying groans of the starv- 
ing and tortured prisoners in Belle Isle, and 
Libby, and Andersonville, and other prison 
pens, and who smiled his approval when he | 
heard those groans, the man who had done 
more than any other man living to bring the 
rebellion on, to continue it, and to hold out to 
the last—that man was set free, discharged 
from arrest, the Government thereby confess- | 
ing that he had been guilty of no crime for 
which he could be punished. 

But when it became apparent that no one 
would be punished, Congress came forward 
and passed the fourteenth amendment, and it | 
was ratified by the States. Congress thereby | 
intended to say, and the whole world so under- | 
stood it, ‘* Although it has turned out that we || 
cannot punish these men, yet we intend to || 
signify our disapprobation of the rebellion; | 


in tke Constitution a provision that will for- | 
ever prevent these men from holding office; | 
they may vote; they may come forward-and 
contribute to the election of Presidents and 


be obliterated ; that these men shall be invited | 
back as if they had done nothing wrong; as if | 
it were-a mere mistake upon their part; and 
so the children of the South are being taught, | 


and they are being taught in accordance with 
the action of the Government of the United 
States. If we shall grant universal amnesty, I 
ask if the southern people will not have a right 
to say, “ Hypocrites all, you have now con- 
fessed, by again placing the very authors of the 
rebellion in power, that all you said about the 
eriminality of the rebellion was a lie, and you 
are now proposing to make it up with us by 
inviting them to return and become the law- 
makers of this nation ?” 

Mr. President, I had intended to say some- 
thing about the amendment offered by the Sen- 
atorfrom Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner. ] Ide- 
sire to say that I sball vote for that amend- 
ment, Lagree with him—justice before gen- 
erosity, justice before spurious wagnanimity. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] last 
night made an arguntent that Congress had not 
the power to pass that bill, but I observed one 
thing on the part of my distinguished friend: 
he did not say that the privileges and immuni- 
ties intended to be protected by that bill did 
not belong to citizens of the United States, 
but he insisted that Congress had not the 
power to enforce them, and that Congress 
vould not interfere except upon the condition 
that the States first attempted by legislation, or 
by the enforcement of some principle of the 
common law, to deny to. any person the exer- 
cise and enjoyment of those privileges or 
immunities. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN, He may have been mis- 
led by the want of some care in my language, 
speaking as I did very unexpectedly and also 
very hurriedly last night, and I infer from 
what he has just said that he has been. My 
position is not that Congress may not pass any 
law upon the.subject of privileges or immuni- 
ties until aState has passed some law denying 
them, or until a State has failed to enforce 
them; but what I contended was, that the 
power of this Government cannot inter/ere at 
all to overcome any such law of a State, or to 
overcome any such failure to protect the priv- 
ileges and immunities of a citizen, no matter 
when the act of Congress may have been passed, 
until that denial or abridgment of them by 
the State shall have taken place. The dis- 
tinction is important. My view of it is that 
although Congress may pass a law in anticipa- 
tion, yet that law remains wholly suspended in 
its operation until the case provided for in the 
Constitution shall happen. Until then, there 
is nothing for the law to operate upon. 

Mr. MORTON. I think I did not misun- 
derstand the distinguished Senator I under- 
stood him as saying what he has just now said, 
but he has not now said that the privileges and 
immunities intended to be protected by this 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
do not belong to citizens of the United States 
as such. I take bim as confessing that they 
are privileges and immunities belonging to 
citizens of the United States as such. When 
he admits that, his whole argument is gone. 
If the Constitution. of the United States con- 
fers aright, the enforcement or protection of 
that right belongs to the Government of the 
United States. Will that position he denied? 
The Senator will not deny that wherever there 
is a right, a privilege, or an immunity that 
flows from the Constitution of the United 
States, it is within the province of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to protect the 


| enjoyment ofthatright. Ifthe thingsintended 


to be secured by this bill flow from United 


| States citizenship, if a man has them because 
_ he is a citizen of the United States, from that 
| fact and from that principle of lew, then it 
|; follows that the protection of those privileges 
i belongs to the Government of the United 


States. The conclusion cannot be resisted for 
amoment. Ifthe right of a man to the equal 
enjoyment of the privileges of traveling be- 
longs to him because he is a citizen of the 
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United States, and that citizenship is created 
by the Constitution of the United States, then 
the protection of that privilege belongs to the 
Government of the United States. When the 
Senator concedes that these privileges are the 
privileges of citizens of the United States and 
because of that character, then he givesto the 
Government of the United States the power 
- to protect them. 

The Senator seems to argue, or seems to 
be imbued with the idea, that the fourteenth 
amendment has given new privileges and im- 
munities to citizens. of the United States. It 
has not.’ It has simply declared who shall be 
citizens, and then it says that no State shall 
abridge or deny the privileges or immunities 
of citizens, but it does not create a new privi- 
lege or immunity. They existed before. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the last 
argument of his. He says Congress cannot 
interfere to protect these privileges and im- 
munities except where a State shall first deny 
them. Well, in point of fact, every State in 
the Union does deny them to-day. Am I mis- 
taken in that statement? They are denied iu 
some form by every State to-day. They are 
denied in every State in this Union in some 
form, so that so far as the fact is concerned 
the case is made, even as put by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator took my 
friend from Nevada somewhat to task yester- 
day. He said that the Senator from Nevada 
could not comprehend a constitutional argu- 
ment. I thought he underrated my friend’s 
ability very much. But I want to say this, 
that it is very difficult for a Democrat brought 
up in the old State-rights school of Virginia 
to-comprehend the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments. Ihave never met with one yet 
that did. The Senator’s argument is that the 
State must first deny before the Government 
can enforce. If that is the case, no legislation 
is required. If a State passes a law denying 
these rights or privileges it is unconstitutional, 
and the courts will so declare it. Any action 
on the part of the courts of a State in deroga- 
tion of these rights will be held to be in viola- 
tion of the Constitution. That is the remedy 
by the courts. But the Senator overlooks the 
great fact (aud I have had the honor myself 
of calling his attention to it before on other 
questions) that the remedy for the violation of 
the fourteenth aud fifteenth amendments was 
expressly not leit to the courts. The remedy 
was legislative, because in each the amend 
ment itself provided that it shall be enforced 
by legislation on the part of Congress. 

If Congress is to enforce these amendments 
it must be done by affirmative legislation, by 
coming in and providing the penalties in case 
of their violation. We had the same principle 


precisely on the billto enforce the filteenth |! 


amendment: “No State shall deny the right 
of suffrage on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude.” The Senator 
from Ohio argued then that.we could not inter- 
fere until some State had denied the right on 
that account, but he was met by the argument 


that this right was placed within the protec- | 


tion of the Government of the United States; 
that the Government could interfere by legis- 
lation, and must therefore interfere by legisla- 
tion in advance inthe way itwasdone. lu this 
bill we are simply following out the philosophy 
of the bill to enforce the fifteenth amendment. 

Enough, then, Mr. President, upon the con- 
stitutional question. In conclusion, I say that 
while I believe it-is a great strain upon the 
fourteenth amendment to amnesty by classes 
at all, yet as this bill excludes trom amnesty 
the three classes who are the greatest crim 
inals, the principal authors of the rebellion, 
Tam inclined to vote forit. [repeat the dec- 
laration here that universal amnesty, viewed 


in its future consequences, in the lesson it is | 


to inculcate in history, I regard as inhumanity ; 
l regard it as immoral. We baveno right to 
instruct our children in false principles, abso- 


i 
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lutely in the innocency of treason in all future 
rebellions in the nation, by granting fall am- 
nesty and pardon to the authors of that great 
rebellion whose consequences will finger in 
this country for centuries to come. - 

Mr. THURMAN, Me. President, I confess 
that I am somewhat more at a loss to compre- 
hend the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Morton] 
on this occasion than I have ever been before. 
He ends his speech witha passage of very im- 
passioned rhetoric, in which he tells us that 
universal amnesty is universal-inhumanity, and 
not simply inhumanity, but immorality; and 
yet he gives us to understand that with the 
amendment proposed by the ‘Senator from 
Massachusetts he is prepared to vote for this 
bill of almost universal amnesty. How he can 
reconcile it to himself to vote for a measure 
that upon his own statement is one of uni 
versal inhumanity to this and to succeeding 
generations, and which is not only inhuman, 
but immoral, too; how he can reconcile it to 
himself, entertaining those sentiments, to vote 
for such a bill, requires more casuistry than I 
possess to find ont. 

It is as plain as that two and two make four, 
that if this bill of universal amnesty is im- 
moral and inhuman, it will be none the less 
immoral, and none the less inhuman, and 
teach no worse lesson, if the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts be attached 
to it. With or without that amendment, if 
amnesty teaches that treason is no crime, if 
amnesty encourages treason, if amnesty fos- 
ters rebellion, if amnesty puts into the mouth 
of every man who has resisted this Govern- 
ment an incontrovertible argument in his de- 
fense; if that is the effect of amnesty, it will 
be none the less its effect after you shall have 
attached to it the civil rights bill of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. How, then, the 
Senator from Indiana can denounce this bill in 
the way he has done, and in the same breath 
declare his intention to vote for: it, passes my 
comprehension altogether. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The Senator does not 
intend to misrepresent me. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. MORTON. Iwas speaking of universal 
amnesty. Iwas speaking of the billas it came 
from the House ot Representatives, which, in 


| in its three exceptions, embraces those whom 


I regard as the principal authors of the rebel- 
lien, the ringleaders. 
the bill, as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, went, with these exceptions exclud- 
ing these principal authors of the rebellion, I 
might vote for it. 
vote for this bill if the amendment offered by 
the Senator from South Carolina was adopted 
making it universal. His motion is to sirike 
out the exceptions. Iam opposed to that. 


goes as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives with the amendmenton itthat was put on 
it in the Senate. i 
Mr. THURMAN. Well, now, Mr. Preési- 
dent, Lam only more ata loss than ever. It 
must be that ] am particularly dull this morn- 
ing. If the Senator considers the bill which 
came from the House a bill not too narrow and 
not too broad, but precisely the right kind of 
a bill, containing the proper exceptions and 
going far enough in its exceptions, then I put 
it to him, why have we had this impassioned 
denunciation of amnesty this morning; where 
was there anything to denounce? ‘There has 


been no amendment offered to this bill yet | 


to strike out a single one of its exceptions. 
The bill is here as it came from the Honse 
of Representatives; it is before us as it came 
from the House of Representatives. There 
has been no amendment offered to strike 
out a single one of the exceptions as yet. 
When that amendment shall be offered it will 
be proper to consider the particular merits 
of that exception, aid say whether it shall 
be stricken out or not. But the friends of 
this Lill have again and again proposed to 


I said that so far as i 


I did not say that I would | 1 
i, chargea Senator, especially when speaking from 


I H 
ean bring myselfto go no further than this bill | 
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the Senate—they proposed it long ago, they 
proposed it weeks ago—to take this bill and 
pass it in totidem verbis as it came from the 
House of ltepresentatives; and where has been 
the trouble about it? If the friends’ of this 
bill, although they were dissatisfied with some 
of these exceptions, although they would rather 
have seen them stricken out, or most of them 
stricken out, yet were willing, forthe purpose 
of harmony and for the purpose of a speedy 
passage of the bill, to take it just as it cathe 
from the House of Representatives, and “to” 
enact it into a law, where was the necessity 
for impassioned declamation this morning on 
the subject of amnesty? 

Lean only account for it in one way.: ‘Tt 
has come to be the custom, I am inclined to 
think, for the Senator from Indiana, ‘at the 
beginning of each political campaign, to make 
a speech which the lesser lights of the Repub- 


| lican party and the Republican ‘press gener- 


ally announce as the key-note of that ‘cam- 
paign; and it-seems that he is looked to to 
sound the key-note of each campaign~that 
that function has been devolved upon him ‘or 
assumed by him until it has passed into'a part 
of the common law of the Radical party. 
And now at the beginning of this great cam- 
paign of 1872 the Senator has sounded his 
note again, and I only regret that in all the 
years that he has been studying this music he 
has found no new tune, nor even a single new 
note. {tis the same old note again; it is the 
same old tune again; itis the same old hòr- 
rors of the rebellion; it is the same old wick- 
edness of the instigators of that rebellion;' it 
is the same old terrible suffering that that ré- 
bellion entailed on the country; and it is the 
same frightful array of ghosts, found nowhere 
except in the Senator’s imagination, of what 
is to result to this country should the Demo- 
cratic party ever get into power. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? ‘This is not the note the 
Senator from Indiana sounded in 1865, when 
he made a specchin favor of Johnson’s policy. 
[Laughter. ] l 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, I leave that to be 
settled between the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Indiana, Paulo majora çan- 
amus, I speak of the present note. It is the 
same old cry of payment of the rebel debt 
payment of pensions to rebel soldiers ; reinsti- 
tution of slavery; refusal to pay our own delst’; 
refusal to pay pensions to our own soldiers; arid 
so ontotheend of thetune. ‘These are charges 
that certainly the Senator believes, or he would 
not make them; for no one is authorized to 


his place in this Chamber, with asserting what 
he does notbelieve. ‘There ure charges which 
undoubtedly the Senator believes; apprehen- 
sions which bislively imagination conjures up in 
his fertile brain, but which I venture-to say no 
other human being, in the whole length and 
breadth of the Republic, in bis- senses, and 
intelligent enough “to form: an opinion, dues 
believe for one single instant. © 

Why, howisit? -Payment of the rebel debt? 
How is it to be paid in the face of your 
fourteenth amendment, which prohibits’ even 


| a State from making euy payment of it. 
| Payment of peusions to rebel soldiers! Pos- 


itively prohibited by your fourteenth amend- 
ment. Repudiation of your own debt! Irs 
payment is solemnly guarantied by your own 
Constitution. Reinstiution of slavery! It is 
positively prohibited by your Constitution and 
by the constitution of every Statein the Union. 
And yet a Senator, a distinguished Senator, a 
Senator who is looked upon, perbaps, as the 
leader of his party and the particular mouth- 
piece of the Administration, has the boldness 
to getup in the American Senate, before it 
and the American people, and, sounding the 
key note of the campaign, to hold up these 
preposterous pictures to frighten the ‘ credu- 
lous out of their propriety! (Sir, it may do 
very well on the stump in some swamp of 
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»Andiana; it may do very well before an ignor- 
ant audience who do. not know or have not 
ability enough to comprehend what is reason- 
able and what is not, and who are accustomed 


‘to take the assertions of the Senator from In-' 
diana.asa part of the law of this land, as.sacred ` 


and as truthful. as Holy Writ; but. with men 
‘accustomed to. reflect and dealing fairly with a 
subject, it-is not too much to say—and I speak 
without disrespect to the Senator—that all the 
apprehensions he has expressed. are simply 
preposterous—nay, more, simply ridiculous, 

~ So. much for that, Mr. President. Bat I 
must confess that I am again at a loss to com- 
prehend the course of theSenator. My Radi- 
eal friends, I begin to think, will have to go 
into a new election of what in the German 
infantry is called a fugleman, some one to 
take the lead and show how the thing is to be 
done. The Senator from Indiana speaks here 
this morning the key-note of the campaign, 
-but lo! and behold that: key- note is, in effect, a 
denunciation of the President and of the Presi- 
dent's message which substantially recom- 
smends this very bill. 

Here is the President saying that the time 
for.amnesty has come. The President said 
in,1868 ‘‘ Let us have peace,” but we found no 
peace. There were some of us who thought 
he bas not-lived up to that declaration. He 
was. inaugurated in March 1869, and 1869 
passéd away, and if we credit Radical state- 
ments we had no peace. And certainly we 
saw very little on the part of the President 
that tended to promote an era of peace and 
good will. The year 1870 passed by without 
any act or recommendation of the President 
„to encourage the hope that we were at last to 
have peace. Then came 1871; and finally, at 
the close of that year in his annual message 

' to Congress, for the first time we have some- 
thing practical in the way of ‘‘ Let us have 
peace.” It was contained in the President's 
recommendation to pass the amnesty bill. It 
informed us that at last thestime had come, 
and although I think some of the reasous that 
he pavs forhis recommendation are not exactly 
of. the soundest and are not a little ungracious, 
Twill ‘not look a gift horse in the mouth.” 
He recommended amnesty. He said the time 
had come to ‘Let us have peace.” And now 
the leader of the Radical party in-the Sen- 
ate arraigns. the President’s recommendation 
and says, in effect, that it is a recommend- 
ation of inhumanity to generations to come, 
and not only that, but of immorality also ; 
that it is.a recommendation that is to teach 
the South and the children of the South, nay, 
the children of all this country, in all time to 
come, that treason is no crime, and. that the 
southern rebels were in the right and we were 
in the wrong. Without naming the President, 
that is the effect of the speech made by the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Sir, I am at a loss to understand this Ad- 
ministration and its supporters. The. Presi- 
dent recommends. amnesty, and the leader-of 
the party in the Senate denounces it in the 
most eloquent terms that his fertile brain and 
inventive genius can suggest. The President 
‘recommends civil service reform, and the 
distinguished: Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CARPENTER] pours.out upon it all the vials 
of. his. wrath and the wonderful scintillations 
of his wit, and all around the Senate Cham- 
ber we find that civil service reform, though 
recommended by the President and inaugu- 
rated by him, gets the cold shoulder from those 
who are looked upon. as his most particular 
supporters and friends. I do not understand 
this Administration. If [ were-an unchari- 
table manu, I should say that here was what in 
common parlance is called throwing a.tub to 
the whale; that it is a promise held out to. the 
ear to be disappointed in the fulfillment; that 
when the President says ‘* Let us have. civil 
service reform,’’ there is a mental reservation 
‘that. civil service reform shall be killed in Con- 
gress; that when he says ‘‘ Let us have am- 


nesty,’’ there isamental reservation that lead - 
ing Radicals in the Senate shali kill amnesty 
stone dead. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not charge any 
such false dealing upon the President; 
charge no such hypoerisy upon him; and yet 
it does look wonderfully strange that nearly 
every. important recommendation he makes 
is ignored by his friends in this Chamber, 
and the knife put to‘its throat for the pur- 
pose of drawing the life-blood from it. 

So much, sir, for that. Now, let us have 
a word or two upon the Constitution, for my 
friend from Indiana has considered that the 
Constitution must be looked into a little. He 
lays down this broad proposition, that what- 
ever rights are conferred upon citizens of the 
United States by the Federal Constitution are 
taken under the protection of the Federal 
Constitution, and may be enforced by Con- 
gress by appropriate legislation. 1 might 
grant that proposition, and it would not touch 
the question before us; for there would still 
remain to be considered whether the rights 
of the citizen are conferred by the Federal 
Constitution. That is the first question. 

Then, secondly, if righfs, &c., are so con- 
ferred, are the rights, privileges, or immunities 
assumed by the Senator. from Massachusetts 
in his amendment among them? Ii either of 
these questions be answered in the negative, 
then the Senator's proposition has no appli- 
cation. Thirdly, comes the question, assuming 
that we have power to enforce or secure rights, 
privileges, and immunities conferred or guar- 
antied by the Constitution, in what manner 
are we authorized to enforce or secure them; 
quo-modo can we enforce or secure them? 
And if it is found that you cannot constitution- 
ally enforce or secure them iu the mode pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts, that 
is a conclusive answer to his amendment. If 
theré.is some other mode in which you can 
euforce them according to the Constitution, 


that other mode is the proper mode. . That is || 


the ‘appropriate legislation ’’ which itis pro- 
vided that Congress may adopt. 

But, says the Senator, these are questions 
not left to the courts, because it is provided in 
the fourteenth amendment, in the Jast clause 
of it, that ‘‘Congress shall have power to 
enforce by appropriate legislation. the provis- 
ions of this article.” . Need the Senator from 
Indiana be told that Congress would have pre- 
cisely the same power if that section were 
stricken out; that that section is no broader 
at all than the section of the original Consti- 
tution which gave to Congress the power to 


enact all legislation necessary to carry into | 


effect the provisions of the Constitution, or 
the powers conferred upon any department 
of the Government by it? 

This very language, ‘‘appropriate legisla- 
tion,” is taken from an opinion of Chief Jus- 
tce Marshall in the case of MeCulloch vs. 
Maryland, if my memory is right, in which he 


makes the terms ‘‘necessary legislation’? and | 


“appropriate legislation’? synonymous and 
convertible terms. 
“Congress shall have power by appropriate 
legislation to enforce the provisions of this 


article,’ is. nothing more than the implied | 


power which Congress would have if the sec- 


tion were stricken out of the article altogether; | 


nothing more than Congress had under the old 
provision authorizing it to enact all legislation 
necessary to carry out the power conferred 
upon. the Government or upon any depart- 
ment thereof.. That is all. It is not a sub- 
stantive grant of power; it is simply putting 
into the form of an express power that which 
would have been an implied power were this 
provision not in the Constitution at all. Does 
that take the question out of the jurisdiction 


of the courts? No, sir; not at all. What, 
then, is ‘‘appropriate legislation?’ I will 
tell you what is appropriate legislation. The 


Constitution consists of. several.categories or 
classes, so to speak.: . One is.a grant of powers 


So, that this language, | 


to the Federal Government; another class is 
| a prohibition against the exercise of powers 
by the Federal Government; and the third 
class is a prohibition upon the exercise of cer- 
tain powers by the States.. This is the Consti- 
tution of the United States: affirmatively, a 
grant of power; negatively, a prohibition of 
power on the part of the Federal Government ; 
and secondly, a prohibition against the exer- 
cise of power by the State governments. The 
fourteenth amendment in the main is confined 
to this latter category or class. It prohibits 
the States from exercising certain powers, and 
the remedy is precisely the same if a State 
shall violate that provision of the Constitution 
that it would be if it were to violate one of 
the provisions in the original Constitution. 

What says the original Constitution? “No 
State shall coin money.” Suppose a State 
| does coin money, how do you get at that? 

You get at that under your law in this way: 
| that the act of legislation which authorized the 
coinage is declared by your Federal courts, to 
which the question can be taken. to be a vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States 
and void. So with any other prohibition. Here 
the fourteenth amendment declares, and it is 
unnecessary to read any more of it perhaps 
than that which bears on this bill: ‘* No State 
shall make. or enforce any law which shall 
abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States.” That operates 
directly on the State. It cannot be denied 
that that operates directly on the State as a 
| political entity, because it cannot be contended 
for a moment that a manager of a theater 
can make a law of the State, and yet this bill 
is leveled at him; that aninn keeper can make 
a law of the State, and yet this bill is leveled 
at him ; that a railroad company can make the 
| law of the State, and yet this bill is leveled at 
it. No, sir, the law of the State can be made 
only by the legislative power of the State, 
its General Assembly. . 

When, therefore, this Constitution says that 
no State shall make a law abridging the privi- 
leges or immunities of a citizen, it is the same 
as if it bad said that no Legislature of any 
State shall pass any such law, for that is the 
only way in which the State can make a law. 
‘But it would have been, perhaps, a lame in- 
strument if that were all, and hence it says no 
State shall enforce any law which abridges the 
privileges or immunities of a citizen of the 
United States. Why is that word “enforced” 
put in there? It was put in for a twolold 
reason: first, because there were already on 
the statute books of some of the States enact- 
ments that did discriminate between different 
classes of citizens: that is, between those who 
were made citizens by thisamendmentandthose 
who were formerly citizens. For instance, in 
the State of Kentucky, at the time this amend- 
ment was passed, a negro man could not testify 
against a white man; ard. I am told that the 
State law on that subject has not been repealed 
yet. Very well; here, then, comes in this con- 
stitutional provision that Kentucky shall not 
enforce that law. It was because of these 
i! statutes that were upon the statute-books of 
some of the States, already made, not to be 
made, that this provision was put in that the 
States shall not enforce any law which makes 
any-such discrimination. But I am willing to 
go further than that, and say that a State shall 
not enforce a common-law principle of that 
State which makes a discrimination forbidden 
by this Constitution, and that if the State, 
through its highest authority entitled to en- 
force that law, does enforce it, and if it makes 
a discrimination repugnant to the Constitution 
of the United States, then that matter shall be 
reviewed and justice doné, and the Constitu- 
tion vindicated. But how ean that be? How 
can such a case happen? Jt cau only happen 
when the highest judicial power in the State 
| has determined. to enforce such a law repug- 
nant to the Constitution of the Onited States. 
That is the only wayin which it can be enforced. 
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Suppose, for instance, that a negro man 
presents himself at the door of a theater and 
claims that he shall be admitted into the dress 
circle of that theater, and the manager of the 
theater refuses to admit him; and suppose that 
be a violation of the privileges or immunities 
of that colored citizen, then what is his relief? 
Jt is not in the statute law of the State that a 
negro shall not sit in the dress circle of the 
opera house ; it has not been a law made by 
the State; but suppose the supreme court of 
the State shall decide, when the negro has 
brought his suit against the manager and has 
taken it to that tribunal, that it is part of the 
common law of that State that the manager of 
a theater may exclude a negro man from the 
dress circle of his theater. If that is a viola- 


tion-of the Constitution of the United States, 
here is the remedy: to give that man an appeal 
to the Federal courts, just as you do in every 
other case, and just as you have done-since 
1789; justas you do in every case in which 
the right in controversy is claimed under the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, and 
the decision of the State court is adverse to 
the claim. Thatis yourremedy. Thatis doing 
by this fourteenth amendment precisely what 
you have done by the original Constitution; 
that is getting at your evil and correcting the 
evil in precisely the way you have done from 
1789 down to this day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a 
question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . I ask him to tell us how 
he distinguishes the principle of this amend- 
ment from the principle of the civil rights bill 
passed April 9, 1866. 

Mr. THURMAN. In regard to that I have 
to answer, that having been raised in that 
school to which the Senator from Indiana 
referred, the old States rights Democratic 
school, in which the Senator from Indiana, 
too, I think, was raised, he and I having been 
disciples at the feet of those Gamaliels, were 
taught such doctrines, that I have never yet 
been able to subscribe to the constitutionality 
of all the provisions of the civil rights bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend will pardon 
me for saying that that does not answer my 
question, Fle is now enlightening us upon 
Gonstitutional law, and [ ask him to tell us 
whether there is any difference in the consti- 
tutional principle of this amendment from the 
constitutional principle involved: in the civil 
rights bill of 1866.: Whether that may be con- 
stitutional or not, is not the question which I 
put to my friend. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I will answer the 
Senator in this way: that I am trying now to 
make an argument on the Constitution and 
not an argument on the civil rights bill of 
1866, and Í shall by no manner of means be 
led away from ihe study of the Constitution to 
find out how many unconstitutional acts the 
Republican party in Congress has passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My apology is, that my 
friend had stated that this was the first in- 
stance since 1789 down to this time when 
anything of this kind had been attempted ; 
and that led me, and I think justly, to ask bhim 
how’ he distinguishes the principle of the 
amendment of my friend from Massachusetts 
from the civil rights bili of 1866, and now he 
says be does not want to talk about that. 

Mr. THURMAN... ldo: not wish to be in- 
terrupted in an argument that I am trying to 
make compact and logical, however poorly I 
may succeed, by being switched off on to the 
civil rights bill. JL have not read the civil 
rights bill for a year. Apparently my civil 


rights have not been interfered with, and [have |! 


not had any occasion to look into the matter. 
lf the Senator really desires to know my opin: 
jon on that bill, and thinks it is of any conse- 
quence. whatsoever, I will study it up, I will 
give the parallel between the two bills, and if 
Í cannot express it with the beauty of Plutarch 
in his parallels of character, £ will try to do it i 


i 
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with sufficient clearness to be understood by 
the lawyers of the Senate, but I must take my 
own time. 

Mr. President, once more here is a plain 
inhibition upon the States, and now it is pro- 
posed to pass a bill which pays no attention to 
the fact that the State has not violated the 
Constitution of the United States. I under- 
stand the argument of the Senator from Indi- 
ana. He has made it before. He made it, I 
think, more than two years ago, and it is an 
argument that strikes down every State gov- 
ernment in tbis Union as completely as if 
every State constitution were annihilated, 
never to be restored. 

What is thatargument? It is that privileges, 
immunities, life, liberty, property, and the 
protection of the laws in the United States are 
all taken in charge, and are under the guaran- 
tee of the Constitution of the United. States, 
and that thus taken in charge and under its 
guarantee and protection, Congress has a right 
to legislate upon any subject. whatsoever, ac- 
cording to its own discretion, that relates to 
the privileges, the immunities, the life, the 
property, or the liberty of a citizen of the 
United States ; that it is wholly indifferent and 
immaterial whether a State has legislated upon 
that subject or not; that itis wholly immaterial 
what are the laws of a State, that the acts of 
Congress passed in pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion are the paramount law of the land, and 
that Congress may, therefore, enter upon this 
subject as res integra, as a new thing, and may 
in its own discretion, without any reference to 
State legislation, State judicial decision, State 
custom, or State practice, make just such a 
code of laws as it sees fitto make. If this is 


the case, then all local self-government is 


wiped out in this.land; for there is not one 
subject of legislation, no, not one, not even a 
tax bill, that may not be referred to the cate- 
gory of the privileges, the immunities, the lib- 
erty, the life, the property, or the protection 
of the citizen. If this interpretation of the 
Constitution be true, then the Federal Gov- 
ernment has swallowed up ‘every State govern- 
ment as completely as the prophet Jonah was 
swallowed by the whale. I protest against any 
such interpretation as that. 

Sir, while I never could get myself to believe 
that the doctrine of secession was right, although 
I saw the full force of the argument in its favor, 
and although that doctrine had the sanction 
of names that have been honored at the North 
as much as Calhoun’s was ever honored at the 
South, although Quincy, of Massachusetts, and 
after him John Quincy Adams, boldly affirmed 
it long ago—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where and when? 

Mr. THURMAN. “Where and when 
Quincy on the question of the annexation of 
Louisiana, and John Quincy Adams ina speech 


which he made on the annexation of Texas, | 


I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no! 

Mr. THURMAN. I say that although that 
doctrine had been maintained, although it was 


in Mr. Rawle’s Commentaries on the Constitu 


tion, which for many and many a long year 
you sent to your students at West Point to 
learn as the proper commentary on the Con- 
stitution; although almost every northern State 
at one time or another had passed resolutions 
affirming the Virginia and Kentucky resolu- 
tions of 1798 and 1799; although William Henry 
Harrison, for whom you voted for President, 
voted to affirm those resolutions in the Legis- 
lature of Ohio; although Henry Clay again and 
again affirmed them to be a true exposition of 


the Constitution, in the face of all which facts | 
no man can say that the question was free from | 
ii doubt; and yet L must say that for myself I 


never have been able to acquiesce in the doc- 
trine that a State had the right to secedé at will. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President——. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Ohio yield to the Senator from Vermont? 


i 


i 


Mr. THURMAN. He looks so inviting. tbat < 
I cannot help it. [{Laughter.] a Longest 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend from 
Ohio has stated. twice already that. he-had not 
been quite ablé.to persuade himself that.seces- 
sion. was lawful, which left. the inference.on 
my mind that he had tried very hard:.to -ac- 
complish that purpose; and from what J had 
heard of the politics of Ohio, I thought he wag 
perhaps stating himself justly ; -but lest [:may 
have misunderstood him, Í should -like. to 
know how that is. i peui 

Mr. THURMAN. When the Senator from 
Vermont gets to be Chief Justice of the United 
States, as some people say-he will be, he will 
then get it into his head that it is the duty 
of ajudge to hear both sides. . Having once 
occupied a judicial position, Í learned to hear 
both sides, and hearing both sides, I confess 
that I have seen the time when | was troubled 
with the question, and. yet, as I said before, I 
never was able to bring my mind to subscribe 
to that doctrine, nor wished to see it prevail, 
But the Senator’s interruption has led me 
away from ‘my line of argument, until I have 
almost forgotten what I was talking about. `- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The .Sen- 
ator was speaking of Rawle on the Constitu- 
tion, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwas. Iam a thousand 
times obliged to the Chair. [Laughter.] That, 
however, was only a part of what I was saying 
on the subject of secession. [Laughter.] The 
Senator from Indiana ought not- to, have been 
quite so severe upon these people. He ought 
not to have treated them as quite such outrage- 
ous men, when the very doctrine they followed 
was the doctrine contained in a book which 
you put into the hands of every student who 
went to your West Point Military. Academy, 

Mr. President, I once more say that, although 
I have never gone to any such length as some 
State-rights men have gone in deducing ‘the 
doctrine of the right of secession, and have 
never believed and do not believe in that doc- 
trine, yet I am, and hope I shall: die a State- 
rights man. Jam so because I believe that 
the existence of the States and the existence 
of local self-government are essential to free- 
dom and to prosperity in this country. 

. Why, sir, if there is no such thing as State 
rights, how comes it that the two distinguished 
Senators from Vermont are here, coming 
from a State. with not one tenth, notione 
twelfth, very little more than one thirteenth iof 
the population of the. State of New York? 
How comes it that with three hundred thou- 
sand inhabitants only, there are two Senators 
on this floor from. Vermont, while New York, 
with more than four millions, has but two? 
How comes that, sir; is there no such thing 
as State rights? What right have they to 
mase local Jaw for Ohio? Why should. New 
York, with her four millions. of people and 
only two Senators on. this floor, -have her 
local law made here by the votes. of twelve 
Senators from New England, when all new 
England has not a population equal to. hers? 
How is it that-twelve votes shall be received 
here from New England to make local law for 
Missouri? In that local law New England 
has no interest whatsoever, while tbat- great 
State, soon to have a population equal to that 
of all of New England, and now with a pop- 
ulation half as great, has but two Senators on 
this floor. What is it that gives this unequal 
representation in the Senate but the doctrine 
of State rights; nay, sir, to go further, but the 
doctrine of the original sovereignty of the 
States? . I am not complaining of this.. Tam 
willing to stand by this inequality in the Sen- 
ate of the United States so long as you stand 
by the Constitution as its framers. intended it 
to be. So long as you do not trample State 
governments out of existence, so long as you 
let local legislation be the subject of local 
State law alone, so long as you do not inter- 
fere and usurp the powers that properly belong 
to the States, T greet with arms wide open the 
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Setiators from the smallest State of this Union; 
nay, I will take the Senators from Nevada 
into my embrace, although their whole State 
oes not contain as many people as the little 
city in which T live;- I will take them and wel- 
come them here as long as you leave to the 
State governments that power which the fram- 
ers of the Constitution intended they should 
have, and-which, in my judgment, is essential 
to the very existence of free institutions at all. 
Bat if you will strike down that power, if you 
will abolish local legislation, if you-will anni- 
hilate the States, if you will make thein mere 
departments of a centralized Government, if 
you will make them the mere counties of a 
great State, then I say to Senators the time will 
come when that inequality in the Senate will 
not be submitted to longer. ` Ido not want to 
see it. I want to see no such question raised. 
T+want to see the Constitution administered 
ja the spirit in which it was framed. I want 
the General Government sufficiently strong 
to protect us against all foreign aggression. 
I want it to: be sufficiently strong to protect us 
inthe enjoyment of peace in this country so 
far-as that function is devolved upon it by the 
Constitution, :I want to believe that, with all 
its: blessings, it will endure for all time to come, 
if anything of earthly institution can so long 
endure.’ But I do: firmly believe that it is 
precisely the institution of State governments, 
it is precisely the allotment of local legislation 
to a local power, which enables this Republic 
to spread itself from ocean to ocean, and from 
the arctic zone down tothetorrid. Strike that 
out of it, strike its local self-governmentout of 
the system, and it will go the way that all con- 
‘solidated centralized Governmeuts have gone 
iual time past: first a despotism unendurable, 
and next a rending into fragments more 
humerous far than the States of this Union 
now are. 

Mr. President, I ask pardon of the Senate 
for having occupied so much time, and most 
unexpectedly, this morning. These are my 
‘views, and I could not help expressing them. 

Mr. MORTON, Mr. President, I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate a few minutes’ in 
reply, This speech that we have heard about 
the State governments ‘being swallowed up, 
about the General Government absorbing all 
‘power, and about the despotism that-is to come, 
has been frequently heard in the swamps of 

Indiana to which my triend referred. dt isthe 
same old Democratic speech: with which the 
people are perfectly familiar in the swamps of 
Indiana and everywhere else. The Senator 
talks about State rights, but he expressed his 
whole philosophy in a phrase that dropped 
from him just before he concluded, “ the ori- 
ginal sovereignty of the States.” I tell the 
Senator that as long as that doctrine is urged 
upon this country, there will be those who 
believe in the right of secession. I believe in 
State rights. 1 bold that there are State rights 
that-are sacred and unapproachable. They 
care conferred by the Constitution of the United 
States, and they are safest under the protec- 
tion.of the nation, and the States have them 
because the Constitution has so declared, aud 
not because of any original sovereignty. My 
State is the offspring of the Republic; she 
was carved out of territory that belonged to 
the natiou; she was born of an act of Con- 
gress; she never had any original sovereignty, 
and but for that act of Congress she would 
to-day be buta Territory. And yet the Senator 
talks about the original sovereignty of Ohio 
and Indiana. These States have rights because 
the Constitution gave them to them ; the States 
and the General Government both have rights; 
they both derive them from the same fountain, 
and one class of rights is just as sacred as the 
other; but just as long as this old doctrine of 
State sovereignty. is urged upon the nation 
there is no security against future rebellions. 

- The Senator says that it is absurd. to talk 
about: the assumption of the rebel debt, or 
pay for their slaves, or pensioning the rebel 


soldiers; and he refers me to the fourteenth 
amendment. Does it not present a strange 
spectacle to the Senate that the Senator at- 
tempts to answer my argument by referring me 
to the foùrteenth amendment, when the great 
body of his party to-day—he has not denied 
it, and he will not deny it—are planted upon 
the ground that the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments were ratified by fraud and duress, 
and are not binding upon the nation? There 
is where his party stand; and yet he refers me 
to the fourteenth amendment as an answer to 
my argument! 
party come into power, if they ever should, 
they will disregard the fourteenth and fifveenth 
amendments. They will, if they are consist- 
ent with themselves. Why, Mr. President, did 
they not go to the country in 1868 upon the 
invalidi'y of the fourteenth amendment, and 
in 1870? And where is there a Democratic 
State Legislature that has not so resolved ? 

Mr. THURMAN Allow me to remind the 
Senator that the fourteenth amendment was 
not adopted in 1868, when the Democratic 
convention met. - 

Mr. MORTON. The fourteenth amendment 
was ratified during 1868. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; it has been rati- 
fied since I came into the Senate, and I came 
in on the 4th of March, 1869. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend from Vermont 
will look up the date. Lam not mistaken in 
the point that his party almost uniformly, not 
entirely, but the great body of his party have 
steadily denied that that amendment or the 
fifteenth was binding upon the nation. The 
Senator from Vermont says the final ratifica- 
tion by Georgia was in July, 1868, and I think 
the proclamation came out in 1868, before the 
presidential election, if t am not mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itdid. l 

Mr. MORTON. Then Iam right ali around. 
Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, 
with the position of his party undisguised and 
undenied authorizing me to say that if they 
come into power they will trample upon both 
these amendmenté, yet undertakes to answer 
my argument by referring me to the fourteenth 
amendment! . 

He says he does not understand this Admin- 
istration. Mr. President, the Democratic party 
does not understand this Administration. They 
do not understand the times in which they 
live. - They are like a man riding in the cars 
backward, who never sees anything until he 
has got clear by it. [Laughter.}] The Dem- 
ocratic party is not only incapable of. reform- 
ing itself, but is incapable of accepting a re- 
form already made. And, talking about pay- 
ment for their slaves, I undertook to show 
how they would bring that thing about if they 
came into power. They would do it by simply 
refusing to vote money to-pay the interest 
upon our debt, to pay pensions to soldiers, 
and thus they would compel the assumption 
of the payment for their slaves in some form, 
because they would then have the means in 
their power. 

Now, Í desire to put another question. I 


ask if the Democratic party of this nation is | 


not committed in principle and profession to 
payment for their slaves? When Mr. Lincoln 
issued his proclamation that set the slaves free, 
Task if it was not pronounced unconstitutional 
by the Democratie party everywhere, in Con- 
gress and out of it? F ask if the Democratic 
party is not committed, in Congress and out 
of it, to the doctrine that the emancipation 
proclamation was unconstitutional, and that it 
was a great wrong inflicted upon the South? 
They have so uniformly published it, and when 
the Democratic party comes into power and 
the southern wing says to the northern Democ- 
racy, ‘‘ Now, we want you to stand up to your 
uniform professions; throughout the war you 


i said this was a fraud; you said it was uncon- 


stitutional; you said we were wronged out of 


our slaves, if you believed what you said, if 


you were honest, now. that you have got 


My argument is that when that | 


the power we ask you to make your words 
good,’’ I say to the country that the Demo- 
cratic party is committed by its history for 
nearly ten years, by its uniform professions on 
that subject,to pay the South for the eman- 
cipated slaves when it is placed in power. 

Mr. President, the condition of the South 


‘is bad enough. But who is chiefly responsible 


for it? Why, sir, the Democratic party in 1868 
when they assembled in convention, resolved 
as follows: - 
-“ And that we regard the reconstruction acts (so 
called) of Congress, as such, as usurpations, and 
unconstitutional, revolutionary, and void,’’ : 
The Democratic party in convention assem- 
bled in New York instructed the whole South 
that the reconstruction acts were null and 
void; and that they thereby had a right to 
resist them.. ‘That was not put in the plat- 
form, but that is the meaning of it. If those 
acts were null and void, the people had a right 
to resist them, and the Democratic party so 
instructed the people of the South, and they 
have acted upon that hypothesis ever since. 
Bat, sir, the Senator from Misssouri, [Mr. 
Buiair,] who interrupted me awhile ago, was 
placed upon that ticket on account of his dis 
tinguished ability and of his influence before 
the country. He was placed upon the ticket 
in 1868 for the second office, and before he 
was placed upon that ticket he wrote a letter, 
and it was upon the strength of that letter 
chiefly that his nomination was brought about. 
I ask the Secretary to read an extract from it. 
Mr. BLAIR. | If the Senator had not backed 
out from his speech of 1865, I think he would 
have got my place on the ticket. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. MORON. I think not. Does the 
Senator kuow what my speech of 1865 cou- 
tains? If he does, if he is not in ignorance 
of itand has not simply taken some Demo- 
cratic newspaper version of it, he would not 
say what he does. I will tell him what it con- 
tains. Jn the speech that I made in Septem- 
ber, 1865, and which the Democracy have fre- 
quently alluded to because they wanted some- 
thing with which to attempt to impugn my 
position, I declared that I was in favor of uni- 
versal suffrage, that I believed there. was no 
ground for distinction between white and black ; 
but I did-say then that in view of the fact that 
four millions of men had just been emancipated 
and were generally withouteducation, I thought 
they ought to have a period of probation in 
which to prepare for citizenship, and I men- 
tioned a period of from ten to fifteen years: 
but I fully committed’ myself to the principle 
of universal suffrage, as I have always done. 
It so turned out that the South, acting under 
the inspiration of the Democratic party in the 
North, did not permit us to postpone the en- 
franchisement of the colored people of the 
South. We could not reconstruct upon the 
basis of the white population. We must have 
a loyal basis upon which to reconstruct, and we 


. were compelled to enfranchise them at once, 


and not wait for their education, aud-so we did. 
What I said in 1865 was the general position 
of the Republican party at that time. The 
Senator taunts me with it. I will remind him 
that once upon a time he belonged to the Re- 
publican party. He left that party. I will 
not say that thereby he did the party a great 
injury or conferred a great benefit. I leave it 
to the country to determine which it was. 

Mr. BLAIR. I willtell the Senator that I 
did leave the party, and I left it because of its 
usurpations. I joined it when the whole party 
could sit down to a dinner-table, and I left it 
when it had power all over this country, to 
join a party that was ontof power. I remem- 
ber that when the Senator delivered that 
speech, it was thought that he was a‘ very 
appropriate person for Mr. Johnson’s Cabinet 
even. Ifthe people of the South were misled 
by anybody, they were as much misled by him 
as by any one else, and by the teachings of 
that speech of his. ; 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator attributes a 
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great deal more imporiance to that speech than 
lever did. As to being a very proper person 
for Mr. Johnson’s Cabinet, L never thought 
so; I do not believe Mr. Johnson ever thought 
so; but one thing I know, that Mr.. Johnson 
never had an office in. his gift that I would 
accept. {Ido not, say that out of any disre- 
specttohim. Ihave heard itsaid that I sought 
a place in his Cabinet. . Allow. me to say.to 
the Senator that that is utterly and entirely 
false, and whoever said it, said it without any 
authority. There never. was an hour that I 
would. have resigned the Governorship of 


Jndiana—I was Governor at the time—for- 


any place except.a.seat in the United States 
Senate. — >; A Js 

Now, sir, I ask to have a portion of the 
Sevator’s letter read, which I have sent up to 
the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“There is no possibility of changing the political 
character of the Senate, even if the Democrats 
should elect their President and a majority of the 
popular branch of:-Congress. We cannot, therefore, 
undo the Radical plan of reconstruction by. congres- 
sional action; the Senate will continue a bar to its 
repeal, Must we submit to it? How can it be over- 
thrown? It can only be overthrown by the author- 
ity of the Executive, who is sworn to maintain the 
Constitution, and who will fail to do his duty if he 
allows the Constitution to perish under a serics of 
congressional enactments which arein palpable vio- 
lation of its fundamental principles. 

“Tf the President elected by the Democracy en- 
forces or permits others to enforce these reconstruc- 
tion acts, the Radicals, by the accession of twenty 
spurious Senators and fifty Representatives, will 
control both branches 3f Congress, and his Admin- 
jstration will be as powerless as the present one of 
Mr. Johnson, 

“ There is but one way to restore the Government 
and the Constitution, and that is for the President- 
elect to declare these acts null and void, compel the 
Army to undo its usurpations at the South, disperse 
the carpet-bag State governments, allow the white 
people to reorganize their own governments, and 
elect Senators and Representatives.” 


Mr. MORTON. Upon the strength of that 
letter the Senator was placed upon the ticket 
for Vice President. Jn that letter he declared 
that if the Democratic candidate should be 
elected President, it would be his duty, becom- 
ing a dictator and a despot, to declare the acts 
of Congress unconstitutional and void, and to 
use the Army to disperse, as he calls it, the 
carpet-bag governments that had been set up 
by the Congress of the United States; and 
when he was nominated upon the ticket, that 
ticket being thereby pledged, if elected, to 
usurp the power of declaring that the acts. of 
Congress were nulland void, and that the Presi- 
dent should exercise his military power to dis- 
perse the carpet-bag governments, and thus 
become a military despot-——after having written 
itand gone before the people upon it, with 
what kind of show does the Senator now come 
before the country and say, ‘I left the Repub- 
lican party because of its usurpations ?”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. T will tell the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Indiana yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. MORTON. I shall be through in one 


moment. T - 

The, PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana declines to yield. 

Mr. MORTON.. In speaking to day I had 
expected to speak simply on the question of 
amnesty in the abstract. I have been dragged 
into a political discussion by the Senator from 
Ohio. Nevertheless I have no objection to it 
if he has not.: 7° | E 

The Senator from Ohio’ said that- the Presi- 
deut bad recommended universal amnesty» 
The President has done no such thing. The 
President spoke about geweral amnesty. We 
understand that there is a broad distinction 
always between speaking of ‘‘ general. am- 


nesty’? and ‘‘univereal anmesty;’’ but. the | 


President in his message intimated. the very 
exceptions that are made. in this bill;. inti- 
mated the exception of the principal. erimi: 
nals, if i remember his language correctly. 


The Senator has said that this is the begin: ji 
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ning of the campaign. Allow me to say that 
he then has begun the campaign. The cam- 
paign was commenced in this Chamber, I 
thought, under somewhat différent auspices a 
few weeks ago, but it is not ended. Those 
who. begin a campaign do not always end it. 
We expect to go. before the country in the 
coming campaign, and we expect to arraign 
the Democratic party. upon its history, upon 
its-record, and we expect to hold it responsible 
for what it has done, and for those things that 
it is pledged to carry out if it should come into 
power; andif we shall talk about the rebellion, 
it will be because the rebellion bas happened, 
and because the consequences of it have not 
passed away. 

Mr. President, there can be but two parties 
in this country until the issues of the war. are 
settled. During the war there were but two 
armies; there could not be a third one; and 
there can be but two parties in this country 
until the issues of the war are settled. Who- 
ever is not for us is against us.. Every road 
out of the Republican party leads into the 
Democratie party.. Every man must take his 
proce upon which side he will be in this con- 

ict. 

The ascendency of the Democratic party, 
as I before remarked, would be the greatest 
national disaster that could happen. Sir, the 
continued supremacy, the presence here in 
this city of a Republican Administration, is 
the only guarantee that exists in some Siates 
for the preservation of life, liberty, aud prop- 

erty to-day. Put the Democratic party in 
power pledged not-to interfere, not to execute 
the .Ku Klux law, and in at least seven or 
eight States of this Union there would be no 
security for the life, liberty, or property of the 
Union people of those States. The civil and 
political rights of at least four million people 
are dependent upon the continued supremacy 
of the Republican party. 

Sir, this is a great question, far more import- 
ant than civil service reform, far more import- 
ant than tariff questions for the time being. 
{t is a question that touches the life of the 
pation. The life-blood once drawn cannot be 
restored. Upon other questions there can be 
legislation years tocome. It is the great fund- 
amental question ; itis the great national prob- 
lem yet to be solved, and until it is solved, and 
there is peace and security in every State in 
this Union, we shall continue to dwell upon 
the questions of the past and the threatenings 
of the future. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President. the argu- 
ments. which have been. advanced to-day by 
the Senator: from Indiana and the Senator 
from. Ohio affecting general political topics 
will doubtless be duly weighed by the people 
to whom they have been addressed. 
Senate hus before it, practically, two measures 
of legislation ; and unless I shall be diverted, 
as I do not propose to be if I cau help it, to 
discuss any other question, I wish to say a few 
words bearing only, and I hope practically, 
upon those two measures. 


improperly so termed, as I took occasion to 
say when [ addressed the Senate on this sub- 
ject before; and that. bill under a constitu- 
tional provision requires a vote of two thirds 
to pass it. When it came before us the Sen- 
ator. from. Massachusetts offered an amend- 
ment, termed and known asthe supplementary 
civil rights bill, to secure, as is alleged, certain 
civil rights to those who are now denied them. 
That measure, if proposed by itself, requires 
a- bare majority to pass it. A motion-has been 
made to take up another bill, coming from the 
House of Representatives, a little. different 
from the pending one in its provisions in-rela- 
tion to amnesty, and it is urged thatif we take 
up that bill we shall get clear of the trouble- 
some questions that are presented by the pend- 
i eney of the amendment involving civil rights. 
l do not believe we shall, because I have no 
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The first.is a bill termed an amnesty bill, || 
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doubt that the same amendments will Pe 
offered to that bill, and if they are offered we 
have to meet the same questions wë have al- 
ready met, unless the amendment be declared 
out of order upon parliamentary grounds: -~ 

While I do not desire thatithis last bHI shail 
be taken up simply for the purpose of deciding 
a question of order, I do wish to call attention 
to the incongruity of attathing tocither of these 
bills the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. So far as securing the purposés 
that are intended to be secured by that amend- 
ment is concerned, when a proper bill shall be 
presented .and considered, if its provisions 
having the scrutiny of a committee and of the 
Senate are constitutional, it shall have my sup 
port. j 

I do not take the narrow ground that is 
charged upon many of looking upon the Con- 
stitution now as it was to be looked at before 
the adoption of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments.. Whatever may be said 
about political schools, abont. the resolations 
of 1798, or about: strict construction, no man 
ean deny that we now have astronger Gévern- 
ment than we had before those amendments 
were adopted, and that for the protection of 
human rights the Congress of the United States 
is invested with far greater powers to legislate 
than it was before the passage of those amend- 
ments. And, sir, wherever the rights of life, 
liberty, or property, wherever the privileges 
and immunities of citizens of the United States 
of any race or color are practically denied, E 
am ready and willing to support any proper 
measure of legislation in its appropriate place 
to secure them. 

But we have now before us a bill which, 
under a constitutional provision, requires a 
two-thirds vote to pass it; and, led away by 
what seems to me a false analogy, we are con- 
sidering as an amendment to it a measure of 
ordinary legislation, When I say ‘‘ ordinary 
legislation,” Ido not mean ordinary in im- 
portance, but ordinary in its mode of passing. 
When the amendment was first presented, it 
was suggested at once that it was like an amend- 
ment offered to a treaty, that a majority vote 
could pass it, but it required a two-thirds vote 
finally to ratify the treaty. The suggestion 
itself, it seemed to me, ought to have car- 
ried with it this reflection, that the provision 
in regard to the ratification of a treaty being 
a specific provision, and that applicable only 
to one branch of the national Congress, the 
analogy totally and entirely failed. It was 
no argument to convince us that we might 
attach that amendment to this bill, for that 
provision, requiring a two-thirds vote to ratify 
a treaty, ends with the exercise of it in the 
Senate. It requires no further action in the 
House for the purpose of ratifying that treaty, 
but is the exercise of a power confided to the 
President and the Senate alone. That was 
brought in as an analogy for the purpose uf 
regulating legislation which requires the assent 
of both Houses. EE Ss ; 

The exceptional provisions in the Consti- 
tution are the ene to which I refer as to the 
ratification’ of treaties, the proposition of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, the passage of an amnesty bill, or the 
passage of a billover the veto of the Executive. 
‘These are exceptional provisions, and when 
the requisite vote is given, it may be fairly 
argued, nothing more is required, and the 
executive sanction is unnecessary. It. cer- 
tainly dispenses with it when the veto is over- ~ 
ridden. it has been decided that it dispenses 
with it when itis proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. But 
we have an amendment proposed to this bill 
which under the Constitution reqnires two 
thirds to pass it, and we have decided ‘that we 
will consider it. 3 A 

Now, Mr. President, as a measure affecting 
perhaps future legislation largely, (because I 
take it ` any amnesty bill is to be passed there 
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~_.Will:still be.exceptions enough here to require 

-Bumerous special: bills hereafter,) Jet us look 
here we shall end if we allow ourselves to 
ousider this amendment and. pass upon it as 
“an amendment to this bill. . If it be right, if 

cit be within the power of the Senate.to con- 

-sider this amendment. and in the end pass it by 

a two-thirds vote, then when: the constitutional 
amendment offered.-by the Senator from Mas- 
_ gachusetts. to Hmitthe presidential term to one 
.term.of four years shall be considered, it will 

be just.as applicable there, and may be put 
upon that amendment as properly as it can 

bere... lt matters not whether it be in the form 
of a concurrent resolution or of a bill; itis as 

“applicable. there. The argument. is -just as 

strong in the one case as in the other; and I 
„nse bhat illustration for the purpose-of direct- 

ijng:the attention of the Senate to where it will 

-lead us, , Suppose, then, it. were attached to 

that amendment instead of to this bill, what 

are. the consequences? First, you. pass this 
by the requisite two. thirds. . Then you. haye 
blended together..a measure which does: not 
require the executive sanction and a measure 
which -does require it. . The amended civil 
rights, bill cannot become a law until the Pres- 
ident ‘has approved it, and you then send it 

“to. hina, and what do you place. in his-power? 

You. place it in his power to veto the proposed 

amendment, to which the Constitution does not 

require his assent. , f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thisisnota proposition 
toamend the Constitution of the United States. 
Tt is a proposition to pass a law. 

Mr. SCOTT... I am aware of that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. AndIask my friend to 
demonstrate, if he can, how it is that this bill 
without the amendment, passed just as the 
House passed it, does not require executive 
approval? : : 
. Mr. SCOTT, Iam not. demonstrating at all 
that it does not require executive approval; 
but lam arguing that if it be proper to con- 
sider this as an amendment to this bill, which 
is the subject of a specific and exceptional 
provision in the Constitution of the United 
States, you can just as well attach itto a joint 
resolution to amend the Constitution of the 
„United States, and once attached all the con- 
Sequences follow. which I now proceed to point 
ont.. 1 fe he ESE ee 

The frst is, that by incorporating a legis- 
lative, provision with one of this character 
you permit the Executive to veto a measure 
to which his assent is not reqaired, : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allow me to ask m; 
friend this question? 

.. The PRESIDING. OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly.. Truth is: my object, 
and I am glad to bave the aid of the Senator 
in arriving at it, : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask in the best spirit 
and for information. My friend says this would 
be just like attaching this amendment to a 
proposition to amend the Constitution of the 
United States, if I understand him. Now, let 
ame ask him whether there is not.a distinction 
betwedn this proposition, which is a law, and 
@.proposition.to amend the Constitution, which 
ig not a.Jaw, but which is submitted to the 
States, for:their approval, which have not the 
power of vetoing-acts of Congress, which have 
not. the power of making national laws? And 
is there not. a pretty. wide distinction between 
loading a bill,.to.uge..my friend's expression, 
which may. require executive sanction and 
requires two thirds to pass it, with something 
that less than two. thirds may pass, and putting 
an-act of legislation. upon a proposition which 
is seut out from the law-making power to the 
several States for their consideration? 

Mr. SCOTT. . Thereisadistinction between 
the character of the two measures, but there 
is no distinction whatever as to either the pro- 
priety of doing it or the power of doing itin 
the Senate.. Both are laws; bothare intended 


-and to induce the Senate, as I think, to- take 


| again bytwo thirds over his veto, and yet it is 


; of damages. 


i Nevada [Mr. Nye] it was a difficulty in my 


to become laws: But I simply wish to pro- 
ceed with this analogy forthe purpose of calling 
the attention of the Senate and of the country 
to the entire intongruity of this mode of legis- 
lation, which. of itself ought-to: settle the ques- 
tion. at once of considering this amendment, 


up and pass separately the measures, each of 
which, from the expressions already made in 
the Senate, seems to have friends enough to 
pass it, and both of which -are-likely tope 
defeated by this very mode of legislation. - 

I have already said that if you do: this,’ you 
give to the Executive the power of the veto 
upon a.measure to which his assent is not 
required. Butit may be answered, “That will 
he futile, because when a Dill is passed by two 
thirds, if the Executive were to veto it, it 
would come back, and the same two thirds 
would. pass it over his veto.” Very well; 
suppose the argument would hold, that Con- 
gress would adhere to its opinions; notwith- 
standing the objections of the President, what 
then? . You have incorporated. in a proposi- 
tion to amend the Constitution of the United 
States, which: can have no validity until it is 
ratified by three fourths of the States, a meas- 
ure of ordinary legislation, and as the amend- 
ment partakes of the character of the original 
measure, it must go along with the propo- 
sition to amend the Constitution of the United 
States and be acted upon by three fourths of 
the Legislatures of the States before it becomes 
a law. Thus you are not only sending down 
a legislative measure for the approbation of. 
the Legislatures of the several States, but you 
have actually a legislative measure which has 
passed through all the stages that the Con- 
stitution requires to make it a Jaw; passed 
by both Houses by the requisite number of 
votes, vetoed. by the. President, and passed 


uot a law. Now, then, you have it before 
the Legislatures of the States, and they must 
determine whether the merits of this con- 
stitutional amendment are so great. that to 
obtain it they will committhe absurdity of in- 
corporating into the. Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States a measure which defines crimes and 
imposes specific fines and penalties and gives 
civil rights, and in which they fix the amount 
That:is what you. will be driven 
to. ‘Then, if the Legislatures of the States 
ratify itin that form, you. have the anomaly 
of a legislative measure incorporated into the 
Constitution of the United States, which you 
cannot repeal. You must again send it down 
to the States or call a convention for the pur- 
pose of getting rid of a fine or penalty, or 
increasing the damages if they are too little, 
or reducing them if they are too much. 
These, Mr. President, are simply -illustra- 
tions of what this leads to if we encourage or 
adopt this mode of legislation. Having risen 
mainly to speak to. this point, I desire farther 
to say, that some few sentiments have. been 
expressed by the Senator from Indiana which 
Tam not certain were addressed to me, for [ 
was engaged when he commenced his speech. 
Ashe was looking in this direction, I was 
uncertain whether they were addressed to me 
or the Senator from Maryland. . As, however, 
upon a previous occasion, I made use of the 
remark that Iwas ‘‘almost ready. for universal 
amnesty,’ I take this occasion to express.again 
what I did intend to say upon ‘that occasion, 
if I did not say ite The “almost” which I 
put in that sentence was. not prompted by any 
difficulty that I had in regard to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, but, I must con- 
fess, by teat kind of a constitutional difficulty 
suggested the other day by. the Senator from 


own constitution. . Toy 

I have not yet arrived at the point at which 
I am willing to vote for universal amnesty, for 
while I did express the-opinion: that if uni- 
yersal amnesty were granted, and the southern || 


people were so blind as to send Jefferson Davis 
here, it would do their cause more injury 
than it would ours, yet I am hardly willing to 
give them the opportunity, and very frank to 
confess that I find the difficulty in my own 
constitution. pretty hard.to get over. 


- “But, sir, I did not advocate universal am- 


nesty. [I advocated the bill as it stood; and, 
moreover, I advocated and voted for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Mor- 
TON, | not for the narrow purpose’ as was as- 
serted here of simply excluding from this 
Chamber one man whose: case it met, büt for 
the broader purpose of saying to those south- 
ern communities whose flagrant offense has 
been their open disregard of law, their want 
of subordination to supreme authority, that 
there sbeuld be no encouragement given by 
the Congress of the United States to those 
who, in open disregard of a constitutional pro- 
vision; elected men whom they knew to be 
disqualified by that Constitution. It was the 
broad lesson that I wished to inculcate, and 
not to send a barbed shaft to strike a single 
victim. I could not vote for the amendment 
upon any such principles. I voted. for other 
amendments for the reason that L desired the 
bill to be right. I did not vote for those amend- 
ments as I believe no, I will not say I believe, 
but as L was led to conjecture that the other 
amendment was voted for. 

Now, let me turn for a few moments to that 
fact, for it-eseaped me, as’ illustrating further 
the danger of adding this amendment to this 
bill, When the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts was first proposed, I, as i 
usually do, endeavored to find how the Judi- 
ciary Committee was voting upon this bill, for 
it was a measure which would eminently be- 
long to the consideration of that committee. 
I found, if I am not mistaken, the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] vot- 
ing for that amendment; I found the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Coyxiine] voting for 
it; I found the Senator ftom Wisconsin, now 
in the chair, [Mr. Carpenter,] voting for it. 
Thad not had time to examine it. It had net 
been referred to a committee, or, if it had 
been referred: at a previous session, ithad been 
reported adversely, But, to my surprise, in a 
short time after this amendment had been thus 
voted for, and frequently, I saw the Senator 
from New Jersey, a member of the Judiciary 
Committee, rise in his place, and he, having 
evidently given some consideration to the bill, 
punctured it through and through, so as to 
convince its author that it was not only utterly 
impracticable but in disregard entirely of the 
provisions of the Constitution of ‘the United 
States, : : ` 

Mr. SUMNER. - Not at all. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I supposed the argu- 
ment had gone further than it really went with 
my friend trom: Massachusetts, 

Mr. SUMNER. The -Senator makes a 
strong supposition, | 

Mr. SCOTT. I supposed when the Senator 
from New Jersey pointed out the fact thata 
Federal court was required to decree and carry 
ont its deeree enforcing the forfeiture of a 
charter granted by a State to a corporation, 
that argument at least had been acquiesced in 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, and that 
he withdrew the objectionable provision on 
that ground; but let the ground be what it 
may, whether simply of legislative expediency 
or of constitutional difficulty, the defects were so 
glaring that the Senator from Massachusetts, 
with the candor and fairness characteristic 
of him, came into the Senate and amended 
his bill to meet those objections. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me 
to say that I did not regard the defects as 
glaring at all? I think that the bill as origin- 


| ally drawn was in all respects tenable; but I 


was perfectly willing to receive a suggestion 
made in the friendly spirit-of the suggestion 
from the Senator from New Jersey; and I 
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should welcome any other suggestions madein 


the same spirit from my friend from Penusyl- | 


vania; and if I should accept them, it would 
not be, perhaps, becanse I regarded them as 
invariably sound. J am anxious to harmonize 
with the Senator, as I was anxious.to har- 
monize with the Senator from New Jersey.. I 
hope the. Senator will pardon me for inter- 
posing these remarks. Ido it simply in justice 
to myself, that he may not suppose that I did 
recognize the absolute validity of the objec- 
tions. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Fhave no doubt of the desire 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to perfect 
his bill, and it is only because I have the de- 
sire that his bill should be perfected that I am 
making these remarks. Ihave not, with the 
other engagements that have been pressing 
upon me, had time to examine that bill; it 
has not been examined by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee ; but as I have already said, afterthree 
. or four, certainly three, of the members of 
the Judiciary Committee had voted for it as 
an amendment to this amnesty pill, 1.found 
one of them rise and poist out what, if 
not constitutional objections, were recognized 
throughout the Chamber as very cogent objec- 
tions tothe bill. Now, what I wish to say is, 
that before Iam called upon to vote for that 
bill, I desire to have the benefit of the con- 
sideration of the Judiciary Committee upon 
its features. I should be very much more 
ready to follow the lead of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee upon a bill involving so many questions 
as this one does, than to vote for an amend- 
ment, the purpose of which I approved, but 
which had never been considered in any com- 
mittee, and to which so many objections have 
already been pointed out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from 
Pennsylvania allow me to make a suggestion 
to him? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In behalf of my friend 
from New Jersey, who does not appear to be 
in his seat at this:moment, I wish to remind 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania that 
itis a very common and I think a very proper 
thing for gentlemen, when we are in commit- 
tee in the Senate, to vote for an amendment 
which is not perfect in its details, which may 
have even glaring improprieties in it, in-order 
to test the sense of the Senate on the general 
spiritof the proposition. 
so that it is worth while to delay the action of 
the Senate in disposing of details, then is the 
time afterward to make the propositions which 
shall perfect it If, on the contrary, it is not 
met with approval by the Senate, it is useless 
to occupy the time of the Senate in discussing 
details. Now I think, although I do notspeak 
by authority, that my honorable friend from 
New Jersey voted as I did, and as- my friend 
from New York and my friend from Wiscon- 
sin did, in committee of the. Senate, for the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
upon the ground that the main spirit and object 
of that amendment being the spirit and object 
of the civil rights bill of 1866 even before the 
recent amendments to the Constitution, was a 
thing that every man who believed in equality 
of rights ought to go for, and if it met the 
approval of. the Senate, then there would be 
time enough, as the Senator from New Jersey 
proposed, to make it perfect in its details. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, if my. honorable 
friend from Pennsylvania will allow me one 
moment, I beg to remind him that what the 
Senator from Vermont has just said was in 
substance stated atthe time. { took the trouble 
myself to state, before any vote was taken on 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts—and so the Globe will show—that I 
did notintend to commit myself. at.all to the 
details of the amendment, mentioning ai the 
time that I had not read the bill of late, and 
that I would vote for its. genera! principle, 


leaving its perfection in detail to take place | 


afterward. I think, particularly whea a state- 


If it meets approval | 


i 
i 


| subject—he said that secession was not the act 


| went down to the people. 


mert of that kind is made at the time, the | 
Senator from Pennsylvania will not doubt the 
consistency of those who do in Committee of 
the Whole vote for a general prineiple, reserv- 
ing to themselves the opportunity to correct 
afterward any imperfection. . 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, it is not my 
desire to attack or question either the consist- 
ency or the propriety of the conduct of any 
member of the: sais Committee; but it 
was my purpose to point out the fact that the 
vote of the members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee upon that question cannot be consid- 
ered as any very strong indication of the pro- 
priety of the measure, and what the Senator 
from Vermont: and the Senator from New 
York have now said certainly verifies that 
conjecture, that we were not bound to follow 
it, that it was simply an experimental vote to 
see whether the general current of sentiment 
in the Senate was to put on a bill of this kind, 
and then when we got. into the Senate it was 
to be perfected. Now, sir, if it is to go with 
this bill, it ought to be perfected ; if it is to 
pass of itself, it ought to be perfected. When 
it is perfected and comes within the fair pur- 
view of the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, I will go as far 
as the Senator from New York or the Senator 
from Vermont, or any other Senator who has 
voted for that amendment, to protect all 
through the United States the civil rights of 
every man who is entitled by virtue of that 
amendment to that protection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish you would go now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not understand the spirit 
of the remark, Iam in my place in the Sen- 
ate. Ido not propose to go anywhere at the 
bidding or request of any other Senator. If 
my remarks are not acceptable to the Senator 
from Vermont, and he thinks Iam in an inap- 
propriate place, if his suggestion. was in that 
spirit, I certainly shall not receive it kindly ; 1 
do not understand the tone of his remark. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Penn- 
sylvania knows me too well to suppose that I 
intended it as any reflection upon him. It was 
only intended as a friendly suggestion that in- 
stead of waiting for some other time he would 
go for this amendment now. That was all. 

Mr. SCOTT. That was not the expression, 
not that I would go for the amendment, but 
t Go now.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You said you would go 
for it, and I said ‘go now.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Ishall set that matter right 
at once. My friend from Vermont has the 
kindest heart in the world, and a moment's 
reflection wonld haye satisfied me he was 
incapable of the thought I hastily attributed to 
his words, but he is often in the habit of mak- 
ing the most abrupt expressions which are apt 
to be misconstrued. I sball not misconstrue 


him willingly, and therefore I gave him the || 


opportunity of explanation. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the ques- 
tion of amnesty, I have been diverted from 
that-by taking up again the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator 
from Indiana and I do not differ in feeling about 
that question. He is against universal amnesty. 
So am J at present. But the argument which 
he made, it seemed to me, was the strong- 
est argument that could be made for the pas- 
sage of this bill, When he spoke about seces- 
sion—and I agree with all that he said on that 


of the people; that it did not. begin with the 
people, that it began with the politicians and 
Well, sir, the Dill 
excepts, ina large measure, the politicians, and | 
it is commended by the statement he has made, | 
for the large body of the people who are under | 
these disabilities will be relieved by the biil, 
while the politicians wiil be excluded. 

Mr. MORTON. That very reason I gave | 
for saying that I would vote for the bill with | 


the exceptions it contains. 
Mr. SCOTT. Iam aware of that; but the | 


spirit of the Senator's: argument was likely to 
be construed into opposition to. any amnesty. 
There is no danger, Mr. President, that: the 
American people will think the passage of this 
amnesty bill is a declaration that the rebellion 
was right-and that:we were wrong. There: is 
no danger, so long as the fourteenth amend- 
ment stands in the archives of the bation, that 
ever that question will be called: into doubt. 
I agree with him that there was a time when we 
ought to have done differently; andit is be- 
cause we did not do differently that-I am dis- 
posed to pass this amnesty bill now.: : 

-I think that if, instead: of reconstructing as 
soon as we did, we had held the insurrection- 
ary States over for three or five years longer, 
the probability is that we should have struck 
nearer the root.of the evil, and there would 
have been fewer people voting in those States 
than there are to day, and: we would not have 
had so mach trouble about the question of 
who should hold the offices. Itis simply the 
question of who are to hold office now; but.so 
long as we have enfranchised them so ‘that 
Jefferson Davis and all his associates down to 
the humblest private that obeyed his command 
can choose the officers, there is very little pro- 
tection in any longer withholding from them 
the right to choose whom they please. There 
may be a few whom it is policy yet to exclude, 
and you do exclude them by the bill. But by 
passing the bill, there is no danger that the 
school-books to which the Senator from Indi- 
ana has alluded will ever have any influence 
outside of the section where those opinions 
are yet acceptable. There is no danger ‘that 


| if we ever get into another rebellion we will 


do as we did in the last. 

I agree that what the authorities did at the 
close of this rebellion, in permitting all. men 
engaged iu it to go unpunished, revealed the 
weakest point in our national Government. 
That Government which is not strong enough 
to execute the peuaities of its highest law upon 
its offendiug citizens, needs strengthening. 
And, sir, if there ever be sufficient strength 
in the latent firesof rebellion which yet linger 
in the land to again lead men into rebellion, 
I trust and believe that whether there be any- 
body executed or not, the occasion will not be 
permitted to pass until we have it written in 
anmistakable letters in the judicial records 
of the nation that unsuccessful rebellion is 
treason. And, sir, it is because I believe that 
the nation is now strong enough to visit the 
penalties of the law upon those who’ violate 
it that: I am willing to vote, for the reasons 
heretofore given, for this amnesty bill. 

Mr. President, I did not suppose I should 
speak more than five or ten minutes when I 
arose; but I have been, as I thought I would 
not be, led off into other remarks than those 
I intended at first to make.  Lirust, then, that 
we shall arrive at this conclusion: that there 
being a majority in the Senate in favor, as I 
believe, of the principle of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, we 
will come to that point, and vote upon it sep- 
arately and squarely, and take the amnesty 
bill by itself and vote separately and squarely 
upon it. : : f 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope.the Senator from 
South Carolina will allow meto makea motion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have but a word to 


say. . 

Nr. CAMERON. Iwill give way, then, till 
that word is said. : 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This debate has as- 
sumed a very wide scope, and it is not likely 
that we can reach a vote on the bill to-day ; 
but I give notice that to-morrow I shall. ask 
the friends of the bill, and thé Senate generally, 
to sit the matter out and come to.a vote. Now 
Lask unanimous consent toan agreement that 
we take the vote to-morrow at four o'clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. The vote on what? . 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The vote'on the bill 
and the pending amendments. 
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: : Mr. CONKLING. Then, does the Senator 
withdraw his motion to postpone ? 
». Mr: ROBERTSON. No, Ido not. 

~M- CONKLING. I understand that the 
question before the Senate now arises on a 
emotion to postpone this bill and all its ameud- 


ments. ey 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
pending question.. =- : 

Mr CONKLING:. Is. that. the ‘question 
which the Senator wants to take the vote on 
to-morréw at. four o’ clock ? . : 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iwantto take the ques- 
tion dn that, and then on the bill that may: be 
agreed upon by the Senate, and all the amend- 


ments, so that the subject may be disposed of. | 


Mr. CONKLING. That is, that to-morrow 
at four o'clock we vote first on the motion to 
postpone ? 

Mr, ROBERTSON. Yes. 

Mr. CONKLING. If that motion prevails, 
what then do we vote upon—taking up some 
other bill? 

Mr. ROBERTSON, Any amendment tha 
may be offered. - ; 

Mr. CONKLING, Then, we are asked to 
agree’ now that to-morrow at four o’clock we 
shall take the vote on the motion pending on 
this bill, and if that motion prevails and this 
bill passes away entirely, we shall then vote 
upon any other bill that the Senator chooses 
to bring forward. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Any amendment that 
may be offered to the bill 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not think such an 
agreement as is proposed will quite do. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I asked unanimous 
consent that the vote be taken to-morrow at 
four o’clock. Is there objection? 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Seen 
. Mr. CONKLING. Twish to say that f make 


There is 


no objection to taking the vote on the pending | 


biil and all amendments to it at any hour to- 
morrow the Senator will propose. 
wish.to be understood as objecting to that. 
Mr EDMUNDS. I wish to say that after 
the experience we have. had on this very bill 
and some others, of failing to keep the real 
good faith of the Senate without any person 
being personally responsible for it, [ will not 
‘agree to anything whatever. If my. friend from 
South Carolina wishes us to stay here to-night 
and finish this question, then let us stay on; 
but it is a waste of time and a mortification to 
a.good many people to find themselves en- 
trapped by agreeing to take votes at particular 
times, and I do not intend to do it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ishall not. agree to the 
suggestion of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, because L desire to vote with him as near 
as 1 can, and to-morrow afternoon at half past 
four I shall vot be here.. Having said that, I 
trust he wiil not push his motion until after I 
have an opportunity to come back. Now I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. : 

- Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. . If the Senator 
will withdraw that motion a moment, I will not 
jnterfere... 

Mr. CAMERON. I give way for a moment. 

Mr..MORRLLL, of Maine. I had hoped to 
be able to address myself for a.few minutes to 
the. Senate. upon. this question to-day, and, if 
it. does not-interfere with the Senator’s desire 
to have an executive session, I rise for the 
purpose of being able to do.that to-morrow. 
So I address the Chair now on the subject 
before the Senate, “0 =. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The Sen- 
ator from Maine willbe entitled to the floor 
when this business is resumed to-morrow, > 
. Mr. CAMERON. Now [renew my motion. 

The. motion was agreed to; and-the Senate 
proceeded. to. the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty-one minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at four o'clock and ten minttes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, : 


Ido not | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 28, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m: 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D n 


D. D. . 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday. . i 
-On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 
by. unanimous consent, the further reading of 
the Journal was dispensed with. 

£ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The morning hour begins 
at thirty-two minutes past twelve o’clock, and 
reports are first in order from the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

COAL LANDS IN THE PACIFIC STATES, ETC. 


Mr. WALDRON, from the Committee on 


Mines and Mining, reported back House bill 
No. 754, to grant the right of preémption to 
coal lands on the public domainin the Pacific 
States and Territories; and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 
“Mr. WALDRON. I now yield to my col- 
league on the committee from California, [ Mr. 


SARGENT. | . 
DEVELOPMENT OF MINING RESOURCES. 


Mr. SARGENT, from the same commitiee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1016) to pro- 
mote the development of the mining resources 
of the United States. : 

The bill wasread. Tn its first section it pro- 
vides that all valuable mineral deposits in lands 
belonging to the United States, both surveyed 
and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free 
and open to exploration, and thelandsin which 
they are found to occupation and purchase by 
| all persons, under regulations prescribed by 
law, and aceording to the local customs or rules 
of miners, in the several mining districts, so 
far as the same are applicable, and not in- 
consistent with the laws of the United States. 
In its second section, it provides that the 
miners of each mining district may determine 
the length of their mining: claims upon veins 
or lodes of quartz, or other rock in place, bear- 
ing gold, silver, cinnabar, lead, tin, copper, or 
other valuable deposits, subject to the following 
limitations: claims located previous to July 
26, 1866, shall be limited as to extent along 
the vein or lode by the local laws or customs 
existing at the date of the location. Single 
claims. located subsequent to July 26, 1866, 
shall not exceed two hundred feet in length 
along the vein or lode, with an additional claim 
of two hundred feet for discovery to the dis- 
coverer of: the vein or lode. Several. persons 
may locate in common on a vein or lode, each 
person taking one claim; but no’ person, ex- 
cept the discoverer, shall locate more than one 
claim upon the same vein or lode, and the 
aggregate amount of a location in common 
made subsequent to July 26, 1866, shall not 
exceed three thousand feet in length along 
the vein or lode... No claim shall extend more 
than three hundred feet. on each side of the 
middle of the vein at the surface, nor shall any 
claim be limited by any mining regulation to 
less than. twenty-five feet on each side of: the 
middle of the vein at the surface, except where 
adverse. rights existing at the passage of this 
act shall render such limitation necessary. The 
end lines of each claim shall be parallel to 
each other, and at right angles with the gen- 
eral course:-of the vein. In its third section 
it provides that the locators of all mining loca- 
| tions heretofore made, or which shail hereafter 
be made, on any mineral vein, lode, or ledge, 
situated on the public domain, their heirs and 


| passage of thisact, so long as they comply with 
the laws of the United States, and with State, 


therewith, governing their possessory tile, 


assigns, where no adverse claim: exists-at the |! 


territorial, and local regulations, not in conflict |) 


| shall. have the exclusive rigbt of possession | 


and enjoyment of all the surface included 
within the lines of their locations, and of all 
veins, lodes, and ledges throughout their en- 
tire depth, the top or apex of which lies inside 
of such surface lines extended downward ver- 
tically, although such veins, lodes, or ledges 
mayso far depart from a-perpendicularin their 
course downward-as to extend outside:the ver- 
tical side lines of said surface-locatidus; pro- 
vided that their right of possession to such 
outside parts of said veins or ledges. shall be 
confined to such portions thereof as lie between 
vertical planes drawn downward as aforesaid, 
through the end lines of their locations, or 
locations in common,’ so continued: in their 
own direction, that such planes will intersect 
such exterior parts of said veins or ledges ; and 
provided further, that nothing in this section 
shall authorize the locator or possessor of a vein 
or lode which extends in its downward course 
beyond the vertical lines of his claim to enter 
upon the surface of aclaim owned or possessed 
by another. In its fourth section it provides 
that where a tunnel is run for the development 
ofa vein or lode, or for the discovery of mines, 
the owners of such tunnel shall have the right 
of possession of all veins or lodes, not pre- 
viously known to’ exist, discovered in such 
tunnel, to the extent of five hundred feet on 
each side of the same; ‘and locations on the 
line of such tunnel of veins or lodes not ap- 
pearing on the surface, made by other parties 
after the commencement of the tunnel, and 
while the same is being prosecuted with rea- 
sonable diligence, shall be invalid. {n its 
fifth section it provides that the miners of each 
mining district may make rules and regulations 
not in conflict with the laws of the United 
States, or with the laws of the State or Terri- 
tory in which the district is situated, governing 
the location, manner of recording, amount of 
work necessary to hold possession of a mining 
claim, subject to the following requirements: 
the location must be distinctly marked on the 
ground, so that its boundaries can be readily 
traced. All records of mining claims here- 
aiter made shall contain the name or names 
of the locators, the date of location, and sucti 
a description of the claim or claims located by 
reference to some natural objeet or permanent 
monument as will identify the claim. After 
the passage. of ‘this act, and until a patent 
shall have been issued, not lees than twenty- 
five dollars’ worth of labor shall be expended 
or improvements made upon each claim of twa 
hundred feet during each year; but claimants 
in common, as defined in the second section 
of this act, may cause all the labor to be 
expended for improvements to be made upon 
any one claim; provided that the aggregate 
amount equals twenty-tive dollars a year to 
each claim of two hundred ‘feet. . And upon 
a failure to comply with this condition: the 
claim or mine upon which such failure occurred 
shall be open to relocation in the same man- 
ner as if no location of the same had ever been 
made; provided. that the original locator bas 
not. resumed work upon the claim after such 
failure and before such location ; and provided 
further, that no such mining regulation or cus- 
tom not in existence atthe time of possession 
taken of any claim shall affect the same or the 
manner in which a patent therefor shall be 
obtained under this act. In its sixth section 
it provides that a patent for any land claimed 
and located for valuable mineral deposits may 
be obtained in the following manner: any per- 
son, association, or corporation having claimed 
and located a piece of land for such purposes, 
not exceeding in extent the area prescribed in 
this act, who has or have complied with the 
mining regulations, where any snch existat the 
place of location by the custom of miners, and 
with the terms of thisact, may filein the nearest 
land office an application for a patent, under 
oath, showing such compliance, together with 
a piat or plats of tbe claim or claims incom- 


i} mon, and shall post a: copy of such plat: or 


plats, together with a- notice of intention to 
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apply for a patent therefor, in a conspicuous 
place on the land embraced in such plat or 
plats, sixty days previous to such application 
for a. patent, and shall file an affidavit, of at 
least two persons, that such notice has been 
duly posted as aforesaid, and shall file a copy 
of said notice in such land office, shall there- 
upon be entitled to a patent for said land, in 
the manner following: the register of the land 
office, upon the filing of such application and 
plat, notices and affidavits, shall publish a 
notice that such application has been made, 
for the period of sixty days, in a newspaper to 
be by him designated as published nearest to 


said claim; and he shall also post such notice - 


in his office for the same period. The claim- 
ant, at the time of filing this application, or at 
any time thereafter, within the sixty days of 
publication, shall file with the register a certifi- 
cate of the United States surveyor general that 
$500 worth of labor has been expended or im- 
provements ‘made upon the claim, by himself 
or grantors; that the plat is correct, with such 
further description by such reference to nat- 
ural objects or permanent monuments as shall 
identify the claim, and furnish an accurate 
description to be incorporated in the patent. 
Atthe expiration of the sixty days of publica- 
tion the claimant shall file his affidavit, showing 
that the plat and notice’ have been posted in a 
conspicuous place on the claim during said 
. period of publication. Ifno adverse claim shall 
have been filed at the expiration of the sixty 
days of publication, it shall be assumed that the 
applicant is entitled to a patent, and that no 
adverse claims exist; and thereafter no objec- 
tion from third parties to the issuance of a 


patent shall be heard, except it be shown that | 


the applicant has failed to comply with this 
act. In its seventh section it provides that 
where an adverse claim shall be filed during 
the period of publication all proceedings, ex- 
cept the publication of notice and making and 
fling of the affidavit thereof, shall be stayed 
until the controversy shall have been settled or 
decided by a court of competent jurisdiction, 
or the adverse claim waived. It shall be the 
duty of the adverse claimant, within thirty 
days after filing his claim, to commence pro- 
ceedings in a court of competent jurisdiction, 
to determine the question of the right of pos- 
session, and prosecute the same with reason- 
able diligence to final judgment; and a failure 
so to do shall be a waiver of his adverse claim. 
After such judgment shall have been rendered, 
the’ party entitled to the possession of the 
claim, or any portion thereof, may file a certi- 
fied copy of the judgment-roll with the regis- 
ter of the land office, together with the certifi- 
cate of the surveyor general that the requisite 
amount of labor has been expended, or im- 
provements made thereon, and the description 
required in other cases, and shall pay to the 
receiver five dollars per acre for his claim, to- 
gether with the proper fees, whereupon the 
whole proceedings and the judgment-roll shall 
be certified by the register to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and a pat- 
ent shall issue thereon for the claim, or such 
portion thereof as the applicant shall appear, 
from the decision of the court, to rightfully 
possess. If it shall appear from the decision 
of the court that several ‘parties are entitled 
to separate and different portions of the claim, 
each party may pay for his portion of the 
claim, with the proper fees, and file the cer- 
tificate and description by the surveyor gen- 
eral, whereupon the register shall certify the 
proceedings and judgment-roll to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, as in 
the preceding case, and patents shall issue to 
tke several parties according to their respect- 
ive rights. In its eight section it provides that 
the description of vein or lode claims upon 
surveyed lands shall designate the location of 
the claim with reference to the lines of the 
public surveys, but need not conform there- 
with; but where a patent shall be issued as 
aforesaid for claims upon unsurveyed lands, 


-patent for the placer claim, with the statement 


| ariesthereof. In its twelfth section it provides 


survey. The Commissioner of the General 


; : of ete 
the surveyor general, in extending the surveys, |i fix the rates to be charged by such paper. And 


shall adjust the same to the boundaries of such 
patented claim, according to the plat or de- 
scription thereof, but so asin no case to inter- 
fere with or change the location of any such pat- 
ented claim. In_its ninth section it provides 
that sections one, two, three, four, and six of an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act granting the right of way 
to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 26, 
1866, are hereby repealed, but such repeal shall 
not affect existing rights, or prevent claimants 
now prosecuting their claims for patents from 
proceeding under said act; provided that this 
act shall be enforced as to such claims where 
it is not inconsistent with the act approved 
July 26, 1866, aforesaid. In its tenth section 
it provides that the act to amend an act 
granting the right of way to ditch and canal 
owners over the public lands, and for other 
purposes, approved July 9, 1870, shall be 
and remain in full force, except as to the pro- 
ceedings to obtain a patent, which shall be 
similar to the proceedings prescribed by sec- 
tions six and seven of this act for obtaining 
patents to vein or lode claims; but where said 
placer claims shall be upon surveyed lands, 
and conform to legal subdivisions, no further 
survey or plat shall be required, and joint 
entries shall be allowed for contiguous claims, 
as provided ia said act; provided that pro- 
ceedings now pending may be prosecuted to 
their final determination under existing laws; 
but the provisions of this act, when not in con- 
flict with existing laws, shall apply to such 
cases. In its eleventh section it provides that 
where the same person, association, or cor- 
poration is in possession of a placer claim, and 
also a vein or lode included within the bound- 
aries thereof, application shall be made for a 


that it includes such avein or lode, and in such 
case (subject to the provisions of this act and 
the act to amend an act granting the right of 
way to ditch and canal owners over the public 
lands, and for other purposes, approved July 9, 
1870,) apatent shallissue for the placer claim, 
including such vein or lode, upon the payment 
of five dollars per acre for such vein or lode 
claim, and one hundred feet of surface on each 
side thereof. The remainder -of the placer 
claim, or any placer claim not embracing any 
vein or lode claim, shall be paid for at the 
rate of $2 50 per acre, together with all costs 
of proceedings; and where a vein or lode, 
such as is described in the second section of 
this act, is known to exist within the bound- 
aries of a placer claim, an application for a 
patent for such placer claim which does not 
include an application for the vein or lode 
claim shall be construed as a conclusive dec- 
laration that the claimant of the placer claim 
has no, right of possession of the vein or lode 
claim; but where the existence of a vein or 
lode in a placer claim is not known, a patent 
for the placer elaim shall convey all valuable 
mineral and other deposits within the bound- 


that the surveyor general of the United States 
may appoint in each land district containing 
mineral lands as many competent surveyors as 
shall apply for appointment to survey mining 
claim. The expenses of the survey of vein or 
lode claims, and the survey and subdivision of 
placer claims into smaller quantities than one 
hundred and sixty acres, together with the cost 
of publication of notices, shall be paid by the 
applicants, and they shall be at liberty to 
obtain the same at the most reasonable rates, 
and they shall also be at liberty to employ any 
United States deputy’ surveyor to make the 


Land Office shall also have power to establish 
the maximum charges for surveys and public 
ation of notices under this act; and in case 
of excessive charges for publication, he may 
designate any newspaper published in a land 
district where mines are situated for the pab- 


lication of mining notices in such district, and || 


to the end that the Commissioner may be fully 
informed on the subject, each applicant shall 
file with the register a sworn statement of all 
charges and fees paid by said applicant. for 
publication and. surveys, together with all 
fees and money paid the register and the 
receiver of the land office, which statement 
shall be transmitted with the ather papers in 
the case to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. The fees of the register and 
the receiver shall be the same as in other cases 
for similar services; provided that nothing 
in this act shall be construed to enlarge or 
affect the rights of either party in regard to 
any property in controversy at the time of the 
passage of the act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
the right of way to ditch and canal owners 
over the public lands, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 26, 1866; nor shall this act affect 
any right acquired under said act. In its thir- 
teenth section is provides that all affidavits 
required to be made under this act, or the act 
of which it is amendatory, may be verified 
before any eficer authorized to administer 
oaths within the land district where the claims 
may be situated, and all testimony and. proofs 
may be taken before any such officer, and 
when duly ceptified by the officer taking the 
same shall have the same force and effect as 
if taken before the register and the receiver 
of the land office; provided that in all cases 
of contest sneh testimony and proofs shall only 
be taken on at least ten days’ personal notice 
to the opposing parties, when such parties can 
be found; and it they cannot be found, then 
by at least forty days’ publication in a pews- 
paper published nearest to the jocation of said 
claims; and the register of the land office shall 
require proof that such notice has been given, 
The fourteenth section provides for the re- 
peal of all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
therewith. 

The amendments reported by the committee 
were as follow; i 
In section six, line eight, strike out the word 
nearest,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
proper ;’’so thatit will read, “may filein the proper 
land office.” 


In section twelve, line twenty-nine, after the word 
‘‘ passage,” insert the words ‘' of this act or;” so that 


‘“ 
e 


| it will read, “that nothing in this act shall be con- 


strued to enlarge or affect the rights of either party 
in regard to any property in controversy at the timo 
of the passage of this act, orof the act,” &e. 

In section twelve, line thirty-three, insert at the 
elose of the section the following: 

And nothing in this act shail be construed to 
repeal, impair, or in any_way affect, the provisions 
of the act granting to A. Sutro the rightof way and 
other privileges to aid in the construction of a drain- 
ing and exploring tunnel in the Comstock lode, in 
the State of Nevada, approved July 25, 1866. 


The amendments reported by the committee 
were agreed to. 

The question was on ordering the bill, as 
amended, to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Cuarres] to offer an 
amendment. . 

Mr. CHAFFEE. T offer the following amend- 
ment: 


In section six, line eleven, after the word “‘com- 
mon,” insert the following: ‘ made by or under the 
direction of the United States surveyor. general, 


showing accurately the boundary of the claim or 
claims.” 


Mr. SARGENT. I bave no objection to 
that amendment, but of course, as I report 
the bill from the committee, I am not entitled 


| to accept it. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from California, [ Mr. 
Sarcent.] This bill, so far as Iam able to 
judge from the reading of it, seems to intro- 
duce a change in the policy of the Goverment 
with regard to mineral lands. T judge from its 
character that it is an important piece of legis- 
lation. It will be seen, from the date of the 
introduction of the bill, that scarcely a week 
has elapsed since it was introduced, anda still 
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less time since it was printed, and of course 
there has been no time to send it into the min- 
ing districts and get opinions, as we frequently 
do with regard to legislation which may be pro- 
posed. I wish the gentleman from California, 
{Mr. Sarcenr,] who certainly understands this 
subject, to oblige us, or some of us at least, by 
stating the reasons for these important changes. 
The House will vote more intelligently on the 
bill after having such an explanation. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will endeavor to explain 
the bill, if gentlemen will give me an oppor- 
tunity. The bill does not make any import: 
ant changes in the mining laws as they have 
heretofore existed. It does not change in the 
slightest degree the policy of the Government 
in the disposition of the mining lands. It does 
not increase or decrease the amount of lands 
or extent of leads that a miner may acquire 
under the mining laws. It does not increase 
or decrease the price or the amount coming 
to the Government on account of them. 

The changes made by the bill are principally 
those which relate to the legal questions in- 
volved; in other words, to the application of 
the law so as to facilitate the miners obtain- 
ing their title in cases where heretofore their 
right to a title has been recognized. For in- 
stance, it has been found by experience that 
the original bill, as it passed this House in 
1876, making provision that testimony might 
be taken in all cases before local officers, in- 
stead of requiring the parties to take their wit- 
nesses long distances, where travel is expen- 
sive to the land offices, was right. A provis- 
ion in regard to that matter, incorporated by 
the House in the original bill, was struck out 
in the Senate. l 

It has been found that the expenses of the 
actual operation of the bill have been so great 
tbat poor men have been to a great extent 
debarred from the privileges which Congress 
intended to confer upon them. I propose by 
this bill, and so does the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, tbat the privilege of cheaply get- 
ting this testimony, which has been found in 
uncontested cases to work well, shall be al- 
lowed in contested cases, and shall be given 
to the miner or the applicant for the mining 
claim according to the orjginal idea of the 
House. 

Now, there is another provision of the bill 
to which { desire to call the attention of the 
House. It is provided in the existing law that 
ninety days’ notice shall be given by advertise- 
ment in the newspapers of application for a 
mining claim. The cost of advertising in the 
distant States and Territories is very heavy, 
and it is believed by the officers of the local 
land offices with whom I have consulted on 
the subject, and by miners generally, that sixty 
days would be an ample time for advertisement 
of the application, which is the rule now in 
the State of California in cases of publication 
of notice of summons to absent defendants, 
and is, I believe, as long as the term usually 
prescribed in the Territories for analogous 
notices. It is merely a question of costs, and 
this provision will save the cost of thirty days 
advertising to parties, important to poor men, 
and leaving ample time for notice. 

There is another feature of the bill supple- 
mental to the former legislation of Congress, 
and that is, that where a man or a company 
starts and runs a prospecting tunnel, which is 
a work of great labor and of large expense, 
and they are nearing the object of their search, 
believing from geological indications that there 
is a lode of gold or some other mineral in the 
mountains, they shall not be deprived of the 
fruits of their labor by some party who comes 
in after they have prosecuted their work nearly 
to completion, and locates the lode which was 
not known to exist at the time they com- 
menced their enterprise. That is to say, if 
they discover, by their skill, industry, and per- 
severance, a lode, they shall be entitled tothe 
benefit of it. This bill allows miners to take 
three hundred feet on each side of their claim, 


By the legislation as it now exists the amount 
is-unlimited. The Government is entitled to 
five dollars an acre for the land so taken, 
which is the highest price paid for any lands 
whatever to the Government of the United 
States except coal lands. poe 

There is a provision made in the bill in 
reference to the case where a party owns a 
placer claim through which there runs a 
quartz claim. 

Mr. MAYNARD. At that point will the 
gentleman pardon me for asking him a ques- 
tion? It is, how will this billaffect the case in 
which a tunnel has been already commenced? 

Mr. SARGENT. It does not deprive the 
tunnel company of any privilege they now have 
or of any lode which they may discover by 
their skill, enterprise, and exertion. Where 
a lode is known to existany person may locate 
it under the mining laws of the United States; 
but in a case of this kind, where parties run 
a tunnel and actually discover the lode, this 
legislation provides that they shall have a right 
to it. 

Now, a word with reference to a case which 
has created practical difficulty. Where a per- 
son owns a placer claim, and a quartz claim 
runs through it, there is no provision, as the 
law now exists which enables the party to 
acquire a title to both claims, although he is 
entitled to both under all the mining customs 
in every State and Territory. It is possible 
that under recent decisions in the mining States 
he might be able to make two applications, but 
if he did the Government would get nothing 
for the quartz lode. It may be known to some 
gentlemen that quartz lodes are sometimes 
exceedingly narrow, often not more than six 
inches wide, probably; eighteen inches is a 
wide quartz lode in some of the best mining 
regionsof my State; and if any one will cipher 
out what the Government would get fora claim 
of that description by the acre he will find that 
it is infinitesimally small. This bill provides 
that a party applying for such a claim shall be 
required to pay for one hundred feet upon 
each side of the ledge, and that the Govern- 
ment shall receive five dollars an acre for it. 
If the lode is not known to exist at the time 
of the purchase it passes with the placer 
claim to the purchaser. This is an arrange- 


ment with which the miners are satisfied, as it | 


will save the expense of two applications, and 
give a practical solution to the whole difficulty. 

Now, the gentleman says that this bill has 
been recently introduced. . That is true, so far 
as the House is concerned, but this bill sub- 
stantially was reported by the Committee on 
Mines and Mining of the Senate at the last 
session, aud passed the Senate, and only failed 
to pass the House for want of time. The 
Committee on Mines and Mining of the House 
were ready to report upon it favorably, but 
they were not called for a report, and hence 
it did not come before the House for its con- 
sideration. The only change from the Senate 
bill, I believe, is in the matter of advertising 
notice, which I have referred to, lessening it to 
sixty days, which is ample, thus lessening the 
cost and giving additional facility in getting 
testimony before the local land office. This 
will prevent the enormous accumulation of costs 


upon the miners for the trannsportation and [j 


subsistence of their witnesses. in some cases 
transporting them fifty miles, in some a hun- 
dred miles, and even three hundred miles in 
some cases, thereby almost rendering nuga- 
tory all the benefits intended to be conferred 
by the law. 

Now, sir, this legislation was originally an 
experiment. In 1866, When the original quartz 
law was passed, the question was fiercely de- 
bated whether it was worth while for the Gov- 
ernment to sell the mineral lands of the United 
States. Some thought that on some idea of 
royalty belonging to the Government, or some 
principle growing out of the constitutional right 
to regulate its coinage, it ought to keep con- 
trol of the precious metals, and hence it was 


i 


not advisable for the mines to pass out of its 
own hands into the hands of its people. But 
it was argued that these people were to a great 
extent nomadic and unsettled, in one section 
this year, and next year in some other place, 
and it was necessary to attach them to the soil, 
so that they would make more permanent im- 
provements, and acquire for themselves lands 
which they could improve, upon which they 
could build their little homes. Where agri- 
cultural land was connected with mining lands, 
and these are almost inextricably intermixed, 
the miner would make improvements, euiti- 
vate his land, raise his peach trees and pota- 
toes, and conduct his mining and farming oper- 
ations ai the same time, or at different seasons 
of the year, and the result would be a more 
settled community, and the creation of more 
taxable property to the benefit of both the 
State and General Governments. 

Now, although the legislation of 1866 was 
extremely imperfect in the machinery, which 
since that time we have been trying to improve 
so that it may be easier for miners to avail 
themselves of the benefits intended to be con- 
ferred upon them by law, yet it showed to 
observers that the system was correct, and our 
counties and sections have improved under it. 
In 1870, after a discussion here, participated 
in by the then chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, (Mr. Julian,) and by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hawnry,] now sit- 
ting near me, and by a large number of other 
members of the House, we improved the 
machinery of the bill and extended the prin- 
ciple of it to placer veins. Where, before that 
time, there were ten claims applied for by 
miners, under this improved law there are hun- 
dreds applied for. I speak knowingly whereof 
I have affirmed. 

The law is now going into general operation. 
We are inducing miners to purchase their 
claims, so that large amounts of money are 
thereby brought into the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, causing the miners to settle them- 
selves permanently, to improve and establish 
homes, to go down deeper in the earth, to dig 
further into the hills, and in every way to 
improve their own condition, and to build up 
the communities and States where they reside. 
This bill simply oils the machinery a little ; it 
does not change the principles of the law; it 
does not change tenures; it simply provides 
that testimony shall be more easily taken, fees 
reduced, and generally deals with matters. of 
that kind. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. _Is there any pro 
vision for the preservation of existing rights? 
Mr. SARGENT. Certainly, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to enlarge or affect the rights of either party 
in regard to any property in controversy at the time 
of the passage of this actor the act entitled “An 
act granting the right of way to ditch and canal 
owners over the public Jands, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 26, 1866, nor shall this act 
affect any right acquired under said act. 

Then, there is a special provision put in at 
the request of Mr. Sutro, that nothing con- 
tained in this bill shall affect any of his rights, 
And if any gentleman can suggest anything 
that will make the matter stronger, I will have 
1t put in. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Willthe gentleman yield 
for a question ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

_ Mr. MAYNARD. Will the policy of grant- 
ing titles to mining lands to individual holders 
produce any disposition on their part to place 
themselves within the reach of speculators, so 
that they may obtain large quantities of these 
mining lands and monopolize them? I would 
ask the gentleman, as he understands this sub- 
ject and I do not, whether there has been any 
tendency in that direction, and whether his 
bill is so framed as to prevent any advantage 
being taken of it for a purpose of that kind? 

Mr, SARGENT. 1 will answer the gentle- 
man; but in doing so it will be necessary for 
me to make astatement. In all kinds of min- 
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ing, including placer and quartz, the claims 
differ in size. During the course of twenty 
years before the passage of the original law, 
where lodes were found to be very deep in the 
earth or far in the hills, in order to run the 
required tunnel it was necessary sometimes to 
consolidate claims; and claims were consolid- 
ated—sometimes two, sometimes three, some- 
timesa dozen. Miners would thus consolidate 
their claims, which madethem of irregular sizes, 
and often quite large. Now, the legislation of 
1866 (and that of 1870 conformed to it) pro- 
vided that claims existing at the time of that 
legislation might be patented upon proper 
proof, no matter what their extent, how large or 
how small; but it is provided also that after the 
passage of that legislation a certain size, which 
this bill does not vary, should be conformed 
to; that claims acquired under the mining law 
should not be more than a certain size, which 
I can give the gentleman if he desires. Of 
course it would not do to confiscate a part of 
a claim because the claim was large, when it 
had been made so, very likely, either by some 
one investing capital under the mining laws, 
or by the action of two or three miners con- 
curring together for the purpose of running a 
long tunnel or erecting more than ordinarily 
expensive crushing-works, or something of 
that kind. 

Mr. WILLARD. Willthe gentleman from 
California yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, I have not 
examined this bill carefully, nor am I well 
enough acquainted with the mining law as it 
now exists to be able to speak with precision 
about it. But it seems to me that a bill so 
general in its provisions as this is ought to con- 
tain some general saving clause, something 
which will go further than the ciause to which 
the gentleman has already referred. Ipropose, 
therefore, to add to section fourteen, which is 
in itself a general repealing clause, this sav- 
ing clause: provided that nothing contained 
in this act shall be construed to impair in any 
way rights or interests in mining property ac- 
quired under existing laws. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to 
that amendment. . It seems to me a very good 
provision, and is entirely compatible with the 
general scope of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objected to, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. WiLLarp was adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading ; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
aud passed. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JACOB R. DAVIS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Freed- 
men’s Affairs, reported a biil (H. R. No. 1186) 
for the relief of Jacob R. Davis, of Richmond 
county, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Jacob R. Davis, of Richmond county, Geor- 
gia, $1,500, whenever an appropriation is made 
for that purpose, for his services as agent of 
the Freedmen’s Bureau for Richmond county, 
Georgia, from June 1, 1866, to June 1, 1867. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


I now call the previous | 


that -the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW FREEDMEN. 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the petition of the freedmen of the 
Choctaw and “Chickasaw nation, the letter of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs referring 
to the freedmen of the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nation, and a letter of Edward Earle on 
the same subject; all of which were referred 
to the Committee on Freedmen’s Affairs, and 


ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL BALLOCH. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, reported back the communi- 
cation of the Secretary of War in reference 
to the suspension of General Balloch, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which motion was agreed to. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. PERCE, from the Committe on Educa- 
tion and Labor, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 1048) to establish an educational fund, and 
to apply the proceeds of the public lands to 
the education of the people, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The first section of the bill, which was read, 
provides that the net proceeds of the public 
lands are hereby forever consecrated and set 
apart for the education of the people. 

The second section provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall cause an account to 
be taken upon the close of each fiscal year, 
and ascertain the total receipts from the sale 
or other disposition of the public lands of the 
United States, including all fees received at 
the general and district land offices during 
such year, and the amount of expenditures 
incurred or occasioned by the survey, sale, 
location, entry, or other disposition of such 
lands, including appropriations for the ex- 
penses of the said offices forsaid year, and shall 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
amount of the net cash proceeds from the 
sale, entry, location, or other disposition of 
such lands as aforesaid, after deducting such 
expenses and expenditures. 

The third section provides that upon the 
receipt of such certificate the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall cause one half the amount so 
certified to be invested in bonds of the United 
States, bearing interest at the rate of five per 
cent. per annum, which said amount so invested 
shall constitute a perpetual fund in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, to be known as the 
national educational fund; and the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, on or before the 81st day of 
July of each year, shall certify to the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, the amount so paid into the Treasury 
to the credit of said educational fund, and the 
amount of said educational fund, the amount 
of interest due thereon at the close of the fiscal 
year last preceding such certificate. 

The fourth section provides that upon the 
receipt of the certificate of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as provided by section three of 
the act, ihe Commissioner of Education, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall proceed to apportion to the several States 
and Territories and to the District of Colum- 
bia, upon the basis of population, one half of 
the net proceeds of the public lands for the 
previous year, together with the whole amount 
of the income of the said educational fund so 
certified, such apportionment to be according 
to the last preceding general census of the 
United States. 

The filth section provides that each of the 
States and Territories, and said District, shall 
be entitled to receive its share of the first 
distribution under such apportionment, which 
shall, before the Ist day of January, 1873, or 
within two months of the first meeting of its 
Legislature thereafter, have, by its Legislature, 
engaged that it will provide by law for the free 


education of all its children between the ages 
of six and sixteen years, and will apply all 
moneys which it shall receive under this act in - 
accordance with its conditions. 

The sixth section provides that a sum not 
exceeding fifty percent. of the amount received 
from the United States by any State or Terri- 
tory, or by the District of Columbia, the first 
year of such receipt by it, and not exceeding 
the amount of ten per cent. in any year 
thereafter, may be applied, at the discretion 
of the Legislature thereof, to the maintenance 
of one or more schools for the instruction of 
teachers of common schools; said sum, after 
the first year, to be appropriated wholly to the 
payment of teachers of such schools. 

The seventh section provides that each State 
and Territory and said District shall be enti- 
tled to receive its share of every apportion- 
ment after the first which shall have com- 
plied with the following conditions: First. 
That it shall have made the provision for the 
education of its children required in the fifth 
section of this act. Second. That it shall 
have applied all moneys by it previously 
received under this act in accordance there- 
with. Third. That it shall, through the 
proper officer thereof, for the year ending 
the 30th day of June, last preceding such 
apportionment, make full report of the num- 
ber of schools free to all the children thereof; 
the number of teachers employed; the num- 
ber of school-houses owned and the number 
of school-houses hired; the total number of 
children taught during the year; the actual 
daily attendance, and the actual number of 
months of the year schools shall have been 
maintained in each of the several school 
districts or divisions of said State, ‘Territory, 
or District, and the amounts appropriated 
by the Legislature for the purpose of main- 
taining a system of free public schools. 

The eighth section provides that on or before 
the 1st day of September of each year the 
Commissioner of Education shall certify to the 
Secretary of the Treasury as to each State, 
Territory, and District, whether itis entitled 
to receive its share of the apportionment under 
this act, and the amount of such share, which 
shall thereupon be entitled to receive the same. 
If the Commissioner shall withhold a certificate 
from cither, its share of such apportionment 
shall be kept separate in the Treasury until 
the close of the next session of Congress, in 
order that it may, if it see fit, appeal to Con- 
gress from the determination of the Commis- 
sioner. If Congress shall not at its next 
session direct such share to be paid, it shall be 
added to the general educational fund. 

The ninth section provides that the super- 
intendent of public instruction of each State 
and Territory, and of said District, or such 
other officer as shall by the laws of such 
State, Territory, or District, be required so to 
to do, shall, immediately upon the receipt of 
the certificate provided in section four, pro- 
ceed to apportion the amount so certified to 
his State, Territory, or District, to the sev- 
eral school districts therein which shall have 
maintained, for at least three months during 
the preceding year, one or more free public 
schools for all the children of such school dis- 
trict between the ages of sixandsixteen years, 
which apportionment shall be upon the basis 
of the population of such district, or of the 
number of children of school age therein, or 
of the attendance upon said schools during the 
year preceding, as may be by law determined 
by such State, Territory, or District, and the 
amount so apportioned shall be solely applied 
in payment of teachers’ wages. 

The tenth section provides that the amount 
apportioned to the school districts of any State 
or Territory, or of the District of Columbia, 
and certified as herein provided, shall be paid 
upon the warrant of the Commissioner of 
Education, countersigned by the Secretary of 
the Interior, out of the Treasury ofthe United 
States, to the State, territorial, or District 
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treasury, or to such officer as shall be desig- 
nated by the laws of such State, Territory, or 
District to receive, account for, and pay over 
the same to the severel school districts entitled 
thereto under such apportionment, which treas- 
urer or officer shall be required to report, on 
or before the 30th day of June of each year, 
to the Commissioner of Education, a detailed 
statement of the payments made and balance 
in hig hands withheld, unclaimed, or for any 
cause unpaid. .The term ‘school district’? 
ae nsed in this act shall include cities, towns, 
parishes, or such other corporations as by law 
are clothed with power of maintaining schools. 

The eleventh section provides that in case 
any State or Territory shall misapply, or allow 
to be misapplied, or in any manner appropri- 
ated or used other than for the purposes herein 
required, the funds, or any part thereof, re- 
ceived under the provisions of this act, or shall 
fail to comply with the conditions herein pre- 
seribed, or to report, as herein provided, 
through its proper officers, the disposition 
thereof, such State or ‘Territory shall forfeit 
its right to any subsequent apportionment, by 
virtue hereof, until the full amount so misap- 
plied, lost, or misappropriated shall have been 
replaced by such State or Territory, and applied 
as herein required, and until such report shall 
have been made, and all apportionments so 
forfeited and withheld shall be added to and 
become part of the principal of the educational 
fund hereby created, and the officer or offi- 
cers, person or persons, so misapplying, misap- 
propriating, squandering, or embezzling such 
funds, or knowingly consenting thereto, shall 
be deemed guilty of a felony, and, upon con- 
vietion thereof, shall be punished by fine in 
double the amount so misapplied, misappro- 
priated, squandered, or embezzled, or by im- 
prisonment not less than one nor more than 
three years, or by both such fine and imprison- 
ment, in the discretion of the court; provided, 
that the conditions herein prescribed may be 
subject to such modification or addition as 
Congress may hereafter deem necessary for 
the better accomplishment of the purposes of 
this act. 

The twelfth section provides that the circuit 
courts of the United States shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction of all offenses committed against 
the provisions of this act, and shall have power 
and authority, by the proper writ, to compel 
the performance of the duties herein required 
by any officer herein mentioned, and to re- 
strain any undue and improper performance 
of such duties, 

Mr. PERCH. Mr. Speaker, I will now pro- 
ceed to explain the bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Irise to a point of order. 
Ido not know what course the gentleman pro- 
poses to pursue, but I suggest that this bill 
should be considered in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, or in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. It is a very important bill. 
I make the point of order that it contains an 
appropriation, and therefore under the rule 
must have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PERCH. Ido not understand that ques- 
tion can now arise, and if there be no objection 
I will proceed to explain the bill. Then if it 
be the disposition of the House to send the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union [ shall not object. 

_Mr. BURCHARD. It should receive con- 
sideration, section by section. 

The SPEAKER.  Doesthe gentleman from 
Illinois make the point of order that the bill 
makes an appropriation? 

He NIBLACK. Iwill make that point of 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana will please point out the portion of the bill 
which makes an appropriation. If it does 
make an appropriation it must go to thé Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I hold that section ten 


makes an appropriation ; that section provides 
as follows: 

Sec. 10. That theamount apportioned to the school 
districts of any State or Territory, or of the District 
of Columbia, and certified as herein provided, shall 
be paid upon the warrant of the Commissioner of 
Education, countersigned by the Secretary of the 
Interior, out of the Treasury of the United States, 
to the State, territorial, or District treasury, or to 
such officer as shall be designated by thelaws of such 
State, Territory, or District to reecive, account for, 
and pay over the same to the several school districts 
entitled thereto under such apportionment, which 
treasurer or officer shall be required to report, on or 
before the 30th day of June of each year, to the Com- 
missioner of Education, a detailed statement of the 
payments made and balance in his hands withheld, 
unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair holds that that 
does not come within the rules of the House, 
otherwise no land grants of any kind whatever 
could be considered in the House. The objec- 
tion to considering a bill.in the House, and 
which would send it to the Committee of the 
Whole, is that provision which takes money 
now in the Treasury of the United States out 
of it. This is the setting apart of the public 
lands for the future, the sale of which is to 
create a certain sum, and section ten indicates 
how that sum shall be disbursed. It is not, 
within the nature of the parliamentary law, an 
appropriation bill, and the Chair does not, 
therefore, sustain the point of order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The Chairsuggests that 
this is a fund not in the Treasury, but to be 
received from the sale of the public lands. 

The SPEAKER. It is not now in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is now by law in the 
Treasury, until from year to year taken from 
the Treasury by act of Congress. This section 
fixes the mode by which this money is to be 
drawn from the Treasury in the future. It 
seems to me it is a direct affirmative appro- 
priation of the moneys in the Treasury, or of 
moneys which may come into the Treasury 
hereaiter from the sale of public lands. 

The SPEAKER. The bill proposes to de- 
vote the public lands of the United States here- 
after to educational purposes as provided in 
the first section, and the remainder of the bill 
provides the machinery to carry that into effect, 
making the United States the custodian of 
the funds for which the public lands shall be 
sold. The Chair cannot see how under any 
rule of the House it can be considered as an 
appropriation bill. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me ask a parliament- 
ary question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is glad to hear 
any suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill, it is true, does 
not make an appropriation, and I think the 
Chair is correct in his ruling; but I wish to 
know whether the bill does not require fur- 
ther legislation when we shall have arrived at 
a knowledge of the amount received into the 
Treasury from the proceeds of the sale ? 

The SPEAKER. That, the Chair appre- 
hends, is in the nature of argument, which the 
Chair cannot participate in. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the Chair 
to rule that this is not an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that it 
is not an appropriation, because it does not 
take out of the Treasury of the United States 
a single dollar now in it. 

Mr. RANDALL. My inquiry, then, is this: 
if this be not an appropriation, would not fur- 
ther legislation be required, in the nature of 
an appropriation bill, to carry it out? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
impression that there would; but the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr, RANDALL] is well 
aware that this is a legislative rather than a 
parliamentary point. 

Mr. PERCE. 
from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. 
following amendment: 


In section four, line six, after the word “popula- 


I yield to the gentleman | 


I offer the | 


tion,” add the following words: ‘‘ of the said States 
and Territories, between the ages of four and twenty- 
one years.” E 

Mr. MAYNARD. I do not know if Ien- 
tirely apprehend the scope of the amendment 
of my colleague, which relates to the enum- 
eration of the scholastic population, and is 
intended to inelude all between the scholastic 
ages. I would suggest that four is too young, 
and that six would be better. 

Mr. PERCE. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Maynard] that the 
rule in different States in this respect is vari- 
ous, and that many of the States in enumerat- 
ing the school population include the ages 
between four and twenty-one. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILU. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The morning 
hour having expired, I move to proceed to 
business on the Speaker’s table; and pending 
that, I move that the rules be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole and proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No, 1060) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 


| poses. And pending that motion, I move that 


all general debate on the bill, when the same 
shall be considered in Committee of the Whole, 
shall be limited to one hour and a half. 

The motion to limit the debate was agrecd to. 


The question was upon suspending the rules ; 
and being taken, it was agreed to. 

Accordingly the rules were suspended; and 
the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Wnzeter in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of House 
bill No. 1060, making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes. : 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, 
all general debate upon this bill has been lim- 
ited to one hour and a half. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask that the 
first reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection; and the first read- 
ing of the bill was accordingly dispensed with. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
in opening the discussion of this bill I realize 
the difficulties which at all times attend the 
work of making appropriations for carrying 
on this Government. But there are morethan 
ordinary difficulties attending the work of a` 
chairman who succeeds to a position which 
has been so adorned as has the chairmanship 
of the Committee on Appropriations during the 
last two years. The most I can now venture 
is toexpress the hope that by the generous aid 
of my colleagues on the committee and the 
support of the Housel may be able to follow, at 
a humble distance, in the path he has traveled. 

I would not occupy any time this morning 
in the preliminary discussion of this bill ex- 
cept for the fact that this general appropria- 
tion bill, more than any other of the eleven 
which will come before the House, embraces 
in its scope nearly the whole civil establish- 
ment of the Government. The approval of 
this bill is, in a certain sense, the approval of 
the whole system to which the other appropri- 
ations will refer. If our general plan of ap- 
propriations ought to be attacked this is the 
place to begin. If they have a sufficient rea- 
son for being in the main what they are, that 
sufficient reason can be given for the passage 
of this bill substantially as it stands in the 
print before us. I therefore beg the indul- 
gence of the committee while I call atten- 
tion to a few questions which have arisen in 
my mind during the study I have given this 
subject. 

And first of all I will consider what part 
expenditures play in the affairs of the Gov- 


| ernment. It is difficult to discuss expendi- 


tures comprehensively without discussing also 
the revenues; but I shall on this occasion 
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allude to the revenues only on a single point. 
Revenue and the expenditure of revenue 
form by far the most important element in 
the government of modern nations. Reve- 
nue is not, as some one has said, the friction 
of a Government, but rather its motive power. 
Without it the machinery of Government can- 
not move, and by it all the movements of a 
Government are regulated. The expenditure 
of revenue forms the grand level from which 
all heights and depths of legislative action are 
measured. The increase and diminution of the 
burdens of taxation depend alike upon their 
relation to this level of expenditures. That 
level once given, all other policies must con- 
form to it and be determined by it. The ex- 
penditure and distribution of revenue, there- 
fore, form the best test of the health, the wis- 
dom, and the virtue of a Government. Isa 
Government corrupt, that corruption willinev- 
itably, sooner or later, show itself at the door 
of the treasury in demands for expenditures. 
There is scarcely a conceivable form of cor- 
ruption or public wrong that does not at last 
present itself at the cashier’s desk and demand 
payment. The Legislature, therefore, that 
stands at the cashier’s desk and watches with its 
Argus eyes the demands for payment over the 
counter is most certain to see all the forms 
of public rascality. At that place, too, we may 
feel the nation’s pulse; we may determine 
whether it is in the delirium of fever or whether 
the currents of its life are flowing with the 
steady throbbings of health. What could have 
torn down the gaudy fabric of the late Gov- 
ernment of France so effectually as the simple 
expedient of compiling and publishing a bal- 
ance-sheet of the expenditures of Napoleon’s 
Government, as compared with the expendi- 
tures of the fifteen years which preceded his 
reign? The quiet student of finance exhib- 
ited the fact that during fifteen years of Napo- 
leon’s reign he had increased the expenditures 
of the Government by the enormous total of 
$350,000,000 in gold per annum, Much of 
this vast sum had been covered up under various 
forms of statement, but the merciless arith- 
-metician stripped off the covering and showed 
the yawning, bottomless gulf into which France 
was rushing to certain and inevitable ruin. Ere 
long she took the fatal plunge. -She had kept 
ona fair exterior, but all the while the solid 
foundations of her strength were being honey- 
combed through and through by extravagance 
and corruption in her finances; and at last she 
went down in the smoke and desolation of war. 
It was only the crashing through of the worth- 
jess fabric that was ready to perish when the 
occasion should come. We have seen in some 
of our own municipal governments, and per- 
haps in some of our State governments, the 
game process going on, which, if not arrested, 
must ultimately bring them to a fate hardly 
jess deplorable. i 

Such, in my view, are the relations which 
the expenditures ofthe revenue sustain to the 
honor and safety of the nation. How, then, 
shall they be regulated? By what gauge shall 
_ we determine the amount of revenue that 
ought to be expended bya nation? ‘This ques- 
tion is full of difficulty, and I can hope to do 
little more than to offer a few suggestions in 
the direction of its solution. 

And, first, I remark that the mere amount 
of the appropriation is in itself no test. To 
say that this Government is expending $292,- 
000,000 a year, may be to say that we arc penu- 
rious and niggardly in our expenditures, or 
may be to say that we are lavish and prodi- 
gal. There must be some means of relative 
judgment, some test by which we can determ- 
ine whether our expenditures are reasonable 
or exorbitant. It has occurred to me that two 
tests can be applied. 

The first and most important is the relation 
of expenditure to the population. In some 
ratio corresponding to the increase of popu- 
lation it may be reasonable to increase its ex- 
penditures. This is the test usually applied 


in Europe. For instance,in a table I have 
before me of the expenditures of the British 
Government for the last twenty-two years, I 
find the statement made over against the 
annual average of each year of the expend- 
iture per capita of the population. No doubt 
that test is valuable. But how shall it be 
applied? Shall the increase of expenditures 
keep pace with the increase of population? 
We know that population tends to increase in 
a geometrical ratio, at a per cent. compounded 
annually. If the normal increase of expend- 
itures follows the same law, we might look 
forward to the future with alarm. It is mani- 
fest, however, that the necessity of expend- 
itures does not keep pace with the mere in- 
crease of numbers; and while the total sum of 
moneys expended must necessarily be greater 
from year to year, the amount per capita 
ought in all well-regulated Governments in 
time of peace to grow gradually less. 

But in a country like ours there is another 
element besides population that helps to de- 
termine the movement of expenditures. That 
element can hardly be found in any other 
country than ours. It is the increase and set- 
tlement of our territory, the organic increase 
of the nation by the addition of new States. 
To begin with the original thirteen States, and 
gauge expenditure till now by the increase of 
population alone, would be manifestly incor- 
rect. But the fact that there have been added 
twenty-four States, and that we now have nine 
Territories, not including Alaska, brings a new 
and important element into the calculation. 
It is impossible to estimate the effect of that 
element upon expenditures. Butif we exam- 
ine our own expenditures from the beginning 
of the Government it will appear that every 
great increase of settled territory has very con- 
siderably added to the expenditures. 

If these reflections be just, it will follow that 
the ordinary movement of our expenditures 
depends upon the action of two forces: first, 
the natural growth of population, and second, 
the extension of our territory and the increase 
in the number of our States. Some day, no 
doubt—and I hope at no distant day—we shall 
have reached the limit of territorial expansion. 
I hope we have reached it now, except to 
enlarge the number of the States within our 
borders; and when we have settled our unoc- 
cupied lands, when we have laid down the 
fixed and certain boundaries of our country, 
then the movement of our expenditure in time 
of peace will be remitted to the operation of 
the one law, the increase of population. That 
law, as I have already intimated, is not an 
increase bya per cent. compounded annually, 


but by a per cent. that decreases annually. No || 


doubt the expenditures will always increase 
from year to year; but they ought not to 
increase by the same per cent. from year to 
year; the per cent. of increase ought gradually 
to grow less. 

In England, for example, where the terri- 
tory is fixed, and they are remitted to the siu- 
gle law of increase of population, their in- 
crease of expenditure during the last twenty- 
two years of peace has been only about one 
and three quarters per cent. compounded an- 
nually. I believe nobody has made a very 
careful estimate of the rate in our country; 
we have been too irregular in that respect. 
But a gentleman who has given much attention 
to the subject expressed to me the belief that 
we have been increasing our expenditures in 
the time of peace about eight per cent. com- 
pounded annually. I can hardly believe that, 
yet I am sure that somewhere between thatrate 
and the English rate will be found our rate of 
increase in times of peace. Iam aware that 
such estimates as these are unsatisfactory, and 
that nothing short of the actual test of expe- 
rience can determine the movements of our 
expenditures; but these suggestions, which 
have resulted from some study of the subject, 
I offer for the reflections of those who care to 
follow them out. 


i 


Thus far I have considered the expend- 
itures that arise in times of peace. Any 
view of this subject would be incomplete if 
it did not include a consideration of the effect 
of war upon the national expenditures. I 
have been speaking of what the rate ought 
to be in time of peace, for the civil manage- 
ment proper of the country. We come now 
for a moment to consider the effect: of the rate 
of increase of expenditures that war brings. 
And here we are confronted with that anarchie 
element, the plague of nations, which Jeremy 
Bentham cailed ‘f mischief on the largestscale.’’ 
After the fire and blood of the battle-fields have 
disappeared, nowhere does war show its de- 
stroying powerso certainly and so relentlessly 
asin the columns which represent the taxes 
and expenditures of the nation.. Let me illus- 
trate this by two examples. 

In 1792, the year preceding the commence- 
ment of the great. wars of England against 
Napoleon, the expenditures of Great Britain 
were less than twenty million pounds sterling. 

‘During the twenty-four years that elapsed, 
from the commencement of that wonderful 
series of struggles until its close at Waterloo. 
in 1815, the expenditures rose by successive 
bounds, until, in one year near the close of 
the war, it reached the enormous sum of 
£106, 750,000. 

The enormous increase of the public debt, 
added to the natural growth of the country, 
made it impossible for England ever to reach 
its old level of expenditure. It took twenty 
years after Waterloo to reduce the expendi- 
tures £77,750, 000, the average annual expendi- 
tures of the second decade of the century to 
£45,750,000, the expenditure for 1835. 

This last figure was the lowest which Eng- 
land has known during the century. Then 
followed nearly forty years of peace, from 
Waterloo to the Crimean war in 1854, The 
figures for that period may be taken to repre- 
sent the natural growth of expenditures in 
England. During that period the expenditures 
increased, in a tolerably uniform. ratio, from 
£45,750,000, the amount for 1835, to about 
fifty-one million seven hundred and fifty thou- 
sand pounds, the average for the five years end- 
ing 1858-54, This increase was about four mil- 
lion dollars of our money per annum. ‘Then 
came the Crimean war of 1854 to 1856, during 
the year of which the expenditures rose to 
£84;500,000. 

Again, as after the Napoleonic war, it re- 
quired several years for the expenditures of 
the kingdom to get down to the new level of 
peace, which ievel, of course, was higher than 
that of the former peace. 

During the last ten years the expenditures 
are again gradually increasing; the average 
for the six years ending with 1871 being 
£68, 750,000. 

As the second example of the effect of war 
on the movement of national expenditures, I 
call attention to our own history in this regard. 

Considering the ordinary exponses of the 
Government, exclusive of payments ou the 
principal and interest of the publie debt, the 


| average may be stated thus: - 


Beginning with 1791, the last decade of the 


| eighteenth century showed an annual average 


of $3,750,000. During the first decade of 
the present century the average was nearly 
$5,500,000. Or, commencing with 1791, there 
followed twenty years of peace, during which 
the annual average of ordinary expenditures 
had more than doubled. Then followed four 
years, from 1812 to 1815, inclusive, ia which 
the war with England swelled the average to 
$25,500,000. . During the five years succeed- 
ing that war the average was $16,500,000; 


land it was not until 1821 that the new level, 


of peace was reached. During the five years, | 
from 1820 to 1825, inclusive, the annual aver- 
age was $11,500,000. From 1825 to 1830 if 
was $13.000,000. From 1830 to 1835 it was 
$17,000,000. From 1885 to 1840, in which 
period occurred the Seminole war, 1t was 
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$30,500,000. From 1840 to 1845 it was 
$27,000,000. From 1845 to 1850, in the latter 
part of which period the expenses for the Mex- 
ican war came in, it was $40,500,000. From 
1850 to 1855 it was $47,500,000. From 1855 
to June 30, 1861, it was $67,000,000. From 
June 80, 1861, to June 30, 1866, $718,750,000, 
and from June 30, 1866, to June 30, 1871, the 
annual average was $189,000,000. 

It is interesting to inquire how far we may 
reasonably expect to go in the descending 
scale before we reach the new level of peace. 
We have already seen that it took England 
twenty years after Waterloo before she reached 
such a level. Our own experience has been 
peculiar in this, that our people have been 
impatient of debt, and have always determ- 
inedly set about the work of reducing it. 

Throughout our history there has been a 
curious uniformity in the movement of the 
annual expenditures for the years immediately 
following our wars. We have not the data to 
determine how long it was after the war of 
independence before the current expenditures 
ceased to decrease, that is, before they reached 
the point where the natural growth of expendi- 
tures more than balanced the tendency to re- 
duction of war expenditure, but in the year 
immediately following all our subsequent wars 
the decrease has continued for a period almost 
exactly twice the length of the war itself. 

After the war of 1812-15, the expenditures 
continued to decline for eight years, reaching 
the lowest point in 1828. 

After the Seminole war, which ran through 
three years, 1836, 1887, and 1838, the new 
level was not reached until 1844, six years 
after its close. 

After the Mexican war, which lasted two 
years, it took four years, until 1852, to reach 
the new level of peace. 

It is perhaps unsafe to base our calculations 
for the future on these analogies; but the wars 
already referred to have been of such varied 
character, and their financial effects have been 
so uniform, as to make it not unreasonable to ex- 
pect that a similar result will follow our late war. 
ifso, the decrease of our ordinary expenditures, 
exclusive of the principal and interest of the 
public debt, will continue until 1875 or 1876. 

It will be seen by an analysis of our current 
expenditures, that, exclusive of charges on the 
public debt, nearly fifty million dollars are 
expenditures directly for the late war, and 


and payment of illegal captures of British ves- 
sels and cargoes. We may reasonably expect 
that the expenditures for pensions will here- 
after steadily decrease, unless our legislation 
should be unwarrantably extravagant. We 
may also expect a large decease in expend- 
itures for the internal revenue department. 
Possibly, we may ultimately be able to abolish 
the department altogether. In the account- 
ing and disbursing bureaus of the Treasury 
Department we may also expect a further 
reduction of the force now employed in set- 
tling war claims. 

We cannot expect so rapid a reduction of 
the public debt and its burden of interest as 
we have witnessed for the last three years; but 
the reduction will doubtless continue, and will 
constantly decrease the public burden. I know 
it is not safe to attempt to forecast the future, 
but I venture to express the belief that if peace 
continues the year 1876 will witness our ordin- 
ary expenditures, exclusive of the public debt, 
reduced to $125,000,000, and the interest on 
our public debt to $95,000,000; making our 
total expenditures, exclusive of payment on 
the principal of the public debt, $230,000,000. 
Judging from the experience of our own and 
of other nations, we may not hope thereafter 
to reach a lower figure. In making this esti- 
mate Í have assumed that there will be a con- 
siderable reduction of the’burdens of taxation, 
anda revenue not nearly in so great excess of 
the expenditures as we now have. 

The movement of our public debt may 
be thus summarily stated: commencing with 
January 1, 1789, we had a debt of $75,000,000. 
It took twenty-one years to reduce its bulk to 
$45,000,000, the figure which was reached 
in 1812. The war with England raised it to 
$127,000,000, where it stood in 1816. It took 
twenty years more to pay it off. The war with 
Mexico left us with a debt of $68,000,000, and 
it took ten years to reduce it to $28,500,000, 
the lowest point it has ever reached since 1846. 
The debt of our late war reached its stnpend- 
ous maximum on 81st July, 1865. In the six 
and a half years that have since elapsed we 
have reduced it by the sum of $556,500,000, 
which isa reduction of twenty and a half per 
cent. of its whole amount, During that time 
we have also reduced the amount of annual 
interest on the debt by $42,500,000. " 

I subjoin a table prepared at the Treasury 
Department, which exhibits, in successive 


many of them will not again appear, such as || years, the recent movement of the principal 
the bounty and back pay of volunteer soldiers || and interest of the public debt: f 
Statement of reduction of public debt, interest charge, and Treasury balances. 
Amount of | Balance in Treasury. 
| the principal į Total Debt less Yearly 
Date. | BEA i Treasury interest 
of public i balance cash. ch d 
debt. Gold. Currency. i rga: 


| 
$2,872,734,908 | $35,337,858 


July 31, 1865, (maximum)... 
eere] 2,606,994, 694 


March 1, 1869, 
March 1, 1871. 
July 1, 1871 
July 1, 1872... 


` 


96,683,900 
111,43 2,826 


ress $2,755,995,275 | $151.832,051 


"16,853,529 115,594,79 2,491,399,904 | 126,389,550 
20,854,606 | 124,028,815 | 2,283,145,431 | 114,852,089 
9,533,363 | 106,217, | 2,246,994,069 | 111,439,385 

15,861,493 | 127,294,319 | 2,199,415,697 | 109,223,622 
$556,579,578 | $42,608,329 


* Reduction since July 31, 1865,9546,021,892. 


This rapid reduction of the principal and ı 
interest of our public debt tends also to 
strengthen the hope that for three or four 
years to come our expenditures may continue 
to decrease. It would be happy, indeed, if we 
might also hope that when the nation again 
begins the ascent it will be up the beautiful 
slope where no sign of war shall come for 
many long years. If so, the ascent will be 
gradual and gentle, and will mark the course 
of that highway along which the nation shall 
move upward and forever upward in its grand 
career of glory and prosperity. But let it be 
forever borne in mind that the day which wit- 
nesses a new. war increases more and more 
heavily than ever the calamities of the past, 


t Increase over July 31, 1865, $10,554,688, 


For the burdens of the past are mainly the 
bardens of war, and there is a point to which 
a national debt may raise when its people lose 
heart and grow hopeless under the burden. 
Conceding to England all her wealth, all her 
greatness, and all her glory, still one fact in 
her history is so full of gloomy portent that I 
have never been able to understand how her 
statesmen could look upon it without the pro- 
foundest alarm. It would seem that all hope 
of paying off, or even of considerably reducing 
her public debt, is extinguished in the minds 
ofher people. The last attempt in that direc- 
tion was made by the chancellor of the ex- 
chequer, Mr. Gladstone, in his b udget speech 
of 1866. After affirming that nine leading 


nations of Europe had incurred a debt of no 
less than £1,500,000,000 sterling during the 
last twenty-five years, and that, too, in a 
time of very general peace, he said that Amer- 
ica was the only great nation of the world 
that was now considerably reducing her debt. 
Then referring to the British debt, he said: 

“At the close of the war against France in 1815, 
the British debt was £902,264,000, On the 5th Jan- 
uary, 1854, it was £800,515,000. ‘From 1815 to 1854, 
there were nearly forty years of the most profound 
tranquillity ever known in this country.” *  # 
Toe ‘The rate of decrease during that period 
was £2,609,000 perannum.”  # = č * * SJ 
do not believe if we take the whole years of peace 
since 1815, that the average reduction would reach 
£3,000,000. If ever we should become involved in 
any great and protracted war, we must expect to see 
the debt increase at about tentimes the annual rate 
by which we reduce it in time of peace.” 


In order to judge more accurately of the 
future of our expenditures, I ask attention to 
an analysis of those of the last fiscal year. 
In doing so I will venture a criticism on the 
form in which the records of receipts and ex- 
penditures are presented to us in the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. In prepar- 
ing the analysis which I shall present I noticed 
several items which I cannot regard as real 
expenditures, nor have they ever in fact been 
receipts of the Government. 

In the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury itis stated that the expenditures for the 
past year ending June 80, 1871, amounted to 
two hundred and nincty-two million and some 
odd thousand dollars. 


Now, I call the attention of the committee 


| to several items included in that $292,000,000 


which seem to me should not be counted in 
an exhibit of what it costs to run the Govern- 
ment. For instance, in exchanging the coin 
in the Treasury for outstanding bonds, the 
premium on the coin is set down as revenue, 
and the premium on the bonds purchased is set 
down asan expenditure. Of course the books 
of the Treasury ought to show these transac- 
tions in full; but it does not seem to me that 
the two amounts should go to swell the receipts 
and expenditures of the Government. The 
one is not revenue in the ordinary meaning of 
that term, nor is it expenditure. Yet here, 
on pages 3 and 5 of the tables appended to 
the Secretary’s report, are set down as pre- 
miums on sales of coin, nearly nine million 
dollars, and as premiums paid on purchase 
of bonds, a little more than nine millions. 
It seems to me the figures presented to the 
country ought to be different between the two 
sums as part of the expense of managing the 
national debt. That difference, we find, is 
only $123,954; yet by this record the Gov- 
ernment is charged with having expended 
$9,000,000 for that purpose. 

Here is another item. I understand that 
when a ship arrives in port, and the mer- 
chant desires to get his goods at once, he 
makes a deposit at the custom-house of a sum 
larger than the amount of tariff, and that when 
the amount of duty ascertained is collected 
there is to be a sum returned to him. Now, 
all the sums paid back to merchants in this 
way, sums which never belonged to the Treas- 
ury, never were revenue, in fact are charged as 
expenditures. On page 4, under the head- 
ing of ‘‘ miscellaneous expenditures,” I find 
this entry: ‘‘ refunding excess of deposits for 
unascertained duties, $1,787,266 59,” 

There is anotheritem, which gentlemen who 
care to follow these remarks, will also find on 
page 4. When imported goods are reéxported 
a drawback is allowed tothe full amount of the 
duty. In many cases the duty does not come 
into the Treasury at all, and of course the 
canceling of the duty is not a payment out 
of the Treasury. That sam should neither be 
reckoned as expenses nor as receipts; but yet 
$978,858 of ‘debenture drawbacks under the 
customs laws”? are set down among the expendi- 
tures for the last fiscal year. Yet both this and 
the preceding item are set down as a part of 
the cost of collecting the customs revenue, 
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Under the heading of ‘‘ customs,” there is 
another item for ‘refunding customs duties 
erroneously or illegally collected,”’ and $490,- 
679 under that head have gone into the list 
of expenses, which amount evidently never 
belonged to the United States. The account 
of all these transactions should, of course, be 
kept at the Treasury. Doubtless that is the 
correct method of keeping the books, but, in 
my judgment, is not a just method of express- 
ing to the people what its Government costs. 
So in the internal revenue department. 

There are two similar items in connection 
with the administration of the internal rev- 
enue department, amounting to more than a 
million dollars, in which the taxes were erro- 
neously or illegally paid and subsequently 
returned to the citizen who paid them; also, 
another item of repayment for land erroneously 
sold. Without troubling the committee with 
a more specific statement of the items, 1 sub- 
mit the following table: 

Items stated in tables of the Secretary’s report as 


expenses of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871. : 


Refunding excess of deposits for unascertained 


Cities IEE NTN A SO $1,787,266 59 
Debenture and drawbacks under cus 
LOMS LAWS.....ccereeseeccsseecstensrsnesceeeeee seeeee 978,358 33 


Refunding duties erroncously or ille- 


gally collected 490,659 68 

Internal revenue allo 
BUCKS SORER 451,203 66 

Refunding taxes 

gally collected.... 612,243 30 
Repayment for lands erroneous i 43,765 49 
Premium on purchase of bonds. « 9,016,794 74 
Refunding excess of deposits for sur- 

veying public lands.........sseesseceeerees 22,232 66 


$13,402,524 45 


‘There are three other items which, I am 
inclined to believe, should go into this state- 
ment, and which would swell the amount to 
near fifteen millions; but I omit that, because 
Iam not perfectly satisfied that they belong 
shere. Now, of course all these items appear 
on both sides of the ledger, and correctly rep- 
resent the transactions. But our taxes and 
expenses are heavy enough without the addi- 
tion of sums that apparently but not really swell 
the totals on both sides of the account. 


I call the attention of the committee to the 


account of expenditures of the War Depart- 
ment on page 5 of the Secretary’s tables. Gen- 
tlemen will see that the War Department is 
set down as having an expenditure of thirty- 
five million dollars and a fraction. Now, in 
order to get that sum, $8,280,093, the proceeds 
of sales of ordnance were deducted. That 
is, the War Department sold ordnance to the 
amount of $8,250,000, and used that amount 
to defray their ordinary expenses. And they 
subtracted the whole of that as though it were 
not an expenditare of the War Department. 
This should manifestly be set down as a 
charge which the Government has had to pay. 
It would be proper, of course, to account for 


it on the other side of the ledger as ‘‘ receipts | 


from sales.of proporty,’’ and doubtless it was 
so entered. But to cut it out of the total 
expenditures of the year because it was got 
from the sale of old property does not cor- 
rectly state the expenditures of the War 
Department. 

I make this explanation before presenting a 
table which I shall present in a moment, and 
in which, for the sake of comparison, E have 
in the main followed the Treasury mode of 
statement. - 


In order more clearly to understand the ; 


nature of our expenditures, I have endeavored 
to analyze more closely some of the large 
groups set down inthe Secretary's report. For 
instance, I find under the head of ‘‘ miscellane- 
ous expenses” over forty million dollars. It 
will be interesting to know some of the larger 
items of which that sum is composed. 

I find, also, that the War Department ap- 
pears to be charged with $44,000,000 as the 
expenditures for the year. Thissum contains 
many large amounts that do not properly 


i 


| 


|| Foreign intercourse 1,604,373 87 
Indians m.. 1,426,997 44 
Improvements of rivers 

and harbors... 4,834,277 88 
Public _ buildings’ and 

grounds, including re- 

PATS.ccsseocarveccacessasscensesas 8,286,011 30 


belong to the expense of maintaining our mil- 
itary establishment. For example, an item 
of more than $10,000,000 of county and back 
pay to soldiers of the late war is no part of 
the cost of maintaining our present Army; 
also, $2,500,000 paid to States to. reimburse 
them for raising volunteers; also, $4,750,000 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
and several such similar items, which it would 
be very unjust to charge to the War Depart- 
ment as the current expenses. of our present 
Army. In this table I have followed the Sec- 
retary’s method of stating the accounts in all 
respects except these. I have omitted the 
$9,000,000 expenditure for premium on bonds 
purchased, and have put down only the 
$123,000, the difference between that sum and 
the preceding, from premium on sales of coin. 
I have also reckoned the $8,250,000, proceeds 
of sales of ordnance, as money expended by 
the War Department. These changes vary but 
little the total expenditure of the year from 
the statement of the Secretary. 

It will be seen from the last annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that the total 
expenditure for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1871, was $292,177,188 25. 

In order to understand more clearly the 
nature of ‘these expenditures I will distribute 
the amounts into three groups, as follows: 

1. The amounts paid during the year on 

account of the late war: 


Interest on the public debt......1.....+00005125,576,565. 93 
Expenses of refunding the national 


332,173 04 
123,954 79 
S 34,443,894 88 
National asylum for volunteers, 296,287 32 
Bounties and back pay to vol 
soldiers ,........ 10,656,300 53 
Reimbursing § 
volunteers..... 2,379,246 72 
Horses and othe: 
vice in the late war. Mee 228,836 75 
Illegal capture of British vessels and 
GATE ORB aos cuseiesanvocsententors EEEE 760,728 72 
Return of captured and abandoned 
property, and expenses of suits........ 743,540 09 
Capture of Jeff Davis... cuscecesseeceese 1,611 50 
175,543,140 27 
2. Present military and naval 
establishments: 


For the Army, after deducting pay- 
ments for ‘the late war, already 
mentioned.in group 1, and for im- 
provement of rivers and _ har- 
DOYS ranns .-$25,083,524 25 

For the Navy 19,431,027 21 


45,114,551 46 
3. The civil service proper, be- 

ing all the expenditures not 

named in the first and second 

group, namely: 


The civil list, including expenses of 
legislative, judicial, and executive 
officers of the Government, not in- 
eluding internal revenue and cus- 
toms departments.........$15,802,599 98 


Expenses of mints, coast 
survey, light-houses, 
revenue-cutter service, $ 
and marine hospitals... 6,134,701 12 

Cost of collecting customs 
duties, exclusive of rev- 
enue-cutter service, and 
building and repairing 
Custom-houses........-+ 

Cost of assessing and col- 
lecting internal reve- z 
TNO. ceecseedarsessseessessereeseeee, 9,001,680 71 

Deficiency in revenue of 
the Post Office Depart- 
ment, including carry- 
ing of free mail matter, 4,400,000 00 

Expenses of the eighth 


10,543,199 60 


and ninth census........ 1,955,111 13 
Mail steaniship service..... 731,250 00 
Refunding of Massachuz 
sett int t war o 
eb eee 678,362 41 
Sarver of public lands... Brier 1e 
MiscellaneoUS...e.see.srreesee 943, 2 70,906,749 70 
$291,564,441 43 


Grand total 


i 


Byan examination of the table it will be seen 
that I have placed in the first group all those 
items of expenditure, exclusive ofthe principal 
of the public debt, which arc paid directly for 
expenses ofthe late war. These items explain 
themselves, and amount to $175,5438,140.27. 

The second group, which comprises the 
military and naval expenses of the Govern- 
ment, excludes expenditures for the improve- 
ment of harbors and rivers, which is properly 
a civil expenditure, and payments for the late 
war, which belong to another group.. The 
expenditures for the Army proper the last 
year were $25,683,524 25, and for the Navy, 
$19,431,027 21, making for our permanent 
military and naval establishments an expend- 
iture of $45,114,551 46. 

In the third group I have placed the civil ex- 
penditures of the Government proper, all that 
does not belong to the first two groups. The 
aggregate of this group is $70,906,794 70. 
From this table it appears that of the ex- 
penses during the past year, sixty and a half 
per cent. of the whole amount, leaving out the 
payment of the principal of the public debt, 
was directly for the late war; fourteen per 
cent. was for the support of our Army and Navy, 
and twenty-five and a half per cent. for all the 
other departments of the Government. It 
will be interesting to compare this table with a 
similar analysis of the-expenses of the British 
Government for the past year, in.a table which 
I have compiled from official reports, making 
the same three groups for the expenditures of 
that country as for our own. 

British eaperditures for 1871. 


Per 

Items. Totals. cent. 
Charges on ihe public debt, 

a interest) nME A £26,826,436 384 

Navy 

22,887,041 33 

; -~ £49,712,477 Tl? 

All other expenditures... 19,986,062 28% 

Totala a SNES 100 


£69,698,539 


The interest on the British debt is thirty- 
eight and a half per cent. of the whole annual 
expenditures. The cost of the army and navy is 
thirty-three percent. of the whole. These two 
elements, being the cost of past and present 
wars, make seventy-one and a half per cent. 
of the whole expenditure. All other expend- 
itures of their Government amount to but, 
twenty-eight and a half per cent. 

It is curious to observe that their civil estab- 
lishment costs almost the same per cent. of 
the whole expenditures as ours does. And 
it is interesting to us to observe that while 
they pay thirty-three per cent. of all of their 
expenditures for their present military and 
naval establishments, ours costs but fourteen 
per cent., less than one half of their rate. 

Leaving these general considerations, I will, 
in conclusion, call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the appropriations for next year, and 
to the bill under consideration. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations found that a most 
excellent example had been set last year and 
the year before by their predecessors. In 
almost every case we found that we were right, 
or very nearly right, when we took their appro- 
priations as the basis of our own. 

We have not yet gone over all the appropria- 
tion bills, the eleven which we are required to 
present for the action of this House; but we 
have gone so nearly over them that I am able 
to state in general terms what the result will 
be. I hope we shall in those eleven bills be 
able to reduce the appropriations about nine 
million dollars from the appropriations of last 
year. The total appropriations of last year 
in those bills amounted, in round numbers, to 
$160,000,000. The total appropriations we 
shall recommend in the same eleven bills this 
year, I hope, will not exceed $151,000,000; 
perhaps they may be a little less than that 
sum. These appropriations of $150,000,000 
will be understood to be outside of what are 
known as permanent appropriations. The per- 
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manent appropriations inelude the public debt ! 
in its various forms and some other forms of 

charges, which we find will be reduced about 

nine millions from the amount appropriated 

last year. The amount for the fiscal year 1871 

was $183,302,243; the amount for the fiscal | 
year 1872 estimated at $163,601,861; the 

amount for the fiscal year 1878 estimated at 

$154,961, 237, 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Wilthegentleman 
allow.me to ask him a question right here ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Willthe gentleman 
state how that compares with the estimates 
from the Treasury Department? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have the 
figure, but do not see it at this moment; I 
cannot, therefore, state it with accuracy. The 
appropriations of the same character as those 
contained in this bill were last year $20,772,000. 
The estimates for the bill of this year, which 
is exactly the counterpart of that of last 
year, were about $20,100,000. The bill now 
pending appropriates $2,336,000 less than 
the bill of last year, and $3,000,000 less 
than asked for in the estimates of this year. 
Now, it is due to the committee of last year 
that I should say I claim no merit for the 
whole of that amount of reduction. 

Mr. BECK. With the gentleman's consent, 
I would like to say a single word. I worked 
for two years on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the last Congress; andit was as stingy 
a committee as I ever saw. The consequence 
was that a deficiency bill of $11,000,000 had 
to be brought in; and the gentleman’s com- 
mittee will have to do the same thing as soon 
asthe presidentialelectionisover. {Laughter. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Possibly we 
may. Iwill make no promises. | say that 
the figures of last year were in my judgment 
very economical, The committee did wisely 
and well. One main item of this reduction of 
$8,000,000 consists in a reduction of more than 
half a million dollars in the appropriation for 
the House of Representatives, for the reason 
that this appropriation bill will not apply to 
any Congress but the present. This Con- 
gress will expire on the 4th of March, 1873; 
and this appropriation bill is for the year end- 
ing on the 80th of June following. Under our 
present laws there will be no Congress in ses- 
sion between March and June of 1873; there 
will be no organized Honse, at least, until the 
following December. We thought it unneces- 
sary to appropriate out of the Treasury a large 
sum of money for a Congress that will not 
assemble within the fiscal year for which these 
appropriations are made. This makes a Jarge 
share of the difference. 

Mr. Chairman, thanking the House for its 
patience in listening to these dry details, I | 
will yield the floor for any remarks which 
other gentlemen desire to make. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, this I believe 
is the pioneer bill reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations ; it is the first bill they 
have presented to the House for its consider- 
ation, and it is probably proper to consider the 
opening remarks of the honorable chairman of | 
that committee as a statement or justification | 
or explanation of the expenditures of the Gov- | 
ernment. I regret that he has devoted about 
three fourths of his time to a very elaborate, 
and I may add a very interesting disquisition 
upon political economy in this country and 
elsewhere. He has settled, atleast in his own 
mind, what he pleases to call a gauge which 
should regulate the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment in proportion to population. He has 
instanced England, its revenue, its population, 
and its expenditures, as establishing in his own 
mind at least a proper rule to govern a nation | 
as to the amount of revenue that should be 
ruised by taxes upon the people for the admin- 
istration of their public affairs. 1 listened, | 
sir, with some pleasure to that gentleman, I 
admired the generality of his views, the indus- 
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and the ability with which he has presented 
them to the committee. But while I admire 
for their ingenuity those theories, and, I may 
add, in some respects those sophisms, I fail, 
Mr. Chairman, to see their practical common- 
sense application to. the bill presented to the 
committee for its consideration. I fail to find 
any analogy in the manner of administering 
the affairs of England and the manner of 
administering the affairs of our own Govern- 
ment at this time; and I doubt whether, taking 
our population as a proper basis upon which 
to adjust taxation, the gentleman’s own rule 
would not prove a fallacy when he comes to 
make the mathematical demonstration and 
calculation. 

Now, sir, we know very well what has been 
the increase of population in this country for 
the last ten years; it has now become a matter 
of statistics. Wealso know, fortunately, what 
were the expenditures of this Government ten 
years ago, and what they are now. I call the 
attention of gentlemen of the committee to the 
law making appropriations in 1860 for precisely 
the same matters presented in this bill. They 
will be astonished to find that the expenditures 


the most rigid accountability for this remark- 
able and extraordinary fact? It does appear 
to -me, Mr. Chairman, that now, at the com- 
mencement of the consideration of these ap- 
propriations to pay for these expenditures, it is 
proper aud just for us to take into considera- 
tion how and in what manner we can reduce 
the revenue by reducing the expenditures of 
the Government; how and in what manner the 
people may obtain the remedy for those great 
wrongs thus stated so directly to the President. 
It seems to me that we cannot devote our 
time, our energies, and our statesmanship to 
a better purpose than in seeking to obtain at 
the earliest practicable day that relief which 
the down-trodden people of this country now 
so imperiously demand at the hands of Con- 
gress. 

Idid not intend, Mr. Chairman, when I rose, 
to introduce any question of this kind at this 
time. Idid not intend to say a word to-day 
on this subject. These remarks have been 
called out altogether by the statements of the 
chairman ofthe Committee on Appropriations, 
who, I think, should propose to Congress the 
means by which we may curtail these enorm- 


for these very purposes alone have quadrupled 
in amount; that during the administration of 
James Buchanan, so often held up to the 
country in odium, and which, in the minds 
of some gentlemen, compares so unfavorably 
with the Administration that they support, the 
whole contingent expenses of the Executive 
amounted to just $350. President Buchanan 
had no brigadier generals or other military 
officers attached to his staff to serve him as 
secretaries andushers atthe White House; and 
the whole appropriation, including stationery 
for the expenses of the Executive, amounted in 
1860 to just $350. In the bill now reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations the corre- 
sponding item amounts to $4,500. I refer to 
this item as illustrating the. relative increase 
inall the expenditures of the Government since 
the administration of the present dominant 
party came into power. I regret, therefore, 
that the gentleman, in his essay in his opening 
speech to give us some explanation of this 
large increase of expenditures, did not tell us 
why the appropriations in this bill amount to 
$17,000,000. Why did he not tell us why this 
appropriation bill amounted to $17,000,000 for 
precisely the same objects that were ten years 
ago conducted at an expenditure of atleast one 
third that amount? Why did he not explain to 
us the report sent in to the President from the 
civil service commission which makes this 
statement to the country, and which will en- 
able the country to know how and in what 
manner the taxes of the people are expended, 
and how and in what mauner these enormous 
revennes are disposed of? I willread from page 
5 of the report of the civil service commission : 

“Tt is not easy to compute in figures the exact 
economical difference between a good and a bad sys- 
tem of the civil service. It is, necessarily, a matter 
of inference and of comparison between the prob- 
able operation of acareless and a careful method. 
But it is caleulated, by those who have made a care- 
ful study of all the facts, that one fourth of the rey- 
enues of the United States are annually lost in the 
colicction, and for a largo part of that loss a system 


of the service which is fatally unsound may reason- 
ably be held responsible.” 


Now, sir, it does appear to me that that 
honorable gentleman, with his conceded abil- 
ity, in reporting these bills to this House, in 
prefacing the introduction of these measures 
with a general commentary on the expendi- 
tures of the Government, should at least have 
given a portion of his time to a study of this 
remarkable, this lamentable statement made 
by those who represent the President, who 
stands before the world as responsible for this 
condition of things. The civil service com- 
mission say that one fourth of the reyenues are 
lostin the collection. We collect $390,000,000. 
if $100,060,060 of the people’s taxes are 
lost by the fault of those who are appointed 


- ty with which he has gathered certain theories, 


ous expenditures; the means by which we may 
restrict our expenditures within legitimate 
boundaries; the means by which we may get rid 
of these cnormous sinceures which are wring- 
ing the life-blood from the producing classes 
of the country; the means by which the people 
ofthe country may obtain relief, so that, instead 
of expending $400,000,000 a year, the ex- 
penditures of our Government may be brought 
back to the good old days of the Republic when, 
under Democratic administration, whether in 
time of peace or war, they never did exceed 
for any one year $185,000,000. We are now 
in a time of profound peace; we have no war 
upon our hands; we are at peace with all the 
world, and all the industries, all the producing 
interests of the country, so far as any war is 
concerned, are in a perfectly natural and. 
healthy condition. Our commerce is pros- 
perous. Our agricultural productions exceed 
all that they have ever been before. Al of 
our industries by their own individual force 
.of energy are making themselves sufficiently 
productive to pay these enormous taxes to the 
Government, and at the same time to subsist 
themselves. Is it not our duty, then, Mr. 
Chairman, to grant them the reliefwhich they 
ask? Is it not our duty to do something for 
the producing classes of the country, who have 
to bear the burden of taxation? Is it not our 
duty to give something to the classes of people 
who produce everything and not give to those 
who produce nothing almost everything they 
ask at the hands of Congress? 

Now, sir, if that gentleman and his party 
will take into serious consideration the true 
condition of things in this nation, Iam sure 
before the adjournment of Congress ways and 
means will be devised for the public relief and 
the remedy for the public wrong. - 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to occupy 
much of the time of the committee, but there 
are one or two points which it seems proper 
to me should be kept in mind as bearing upon 
the arraignment of the present Administra- 
tion by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Woop. ] : 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garren, ] 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, was careful in the speech which he 
made in presenting the bill to this House to 
abstain from anything like partisan allusions 
or accusations. His was a calm and dispas- 
sionate statement, of the expenditures of the 
Government, and also preceded by an elabo- 
rate, and, as has been admitted by the gentleman 
from New York, an interesting discussion of 
the causes and extent of expenses elsewhere, 
our own being compared with those of other 
countries, and particularly with Great Britain. 

Now, the gentleman from New York ar- 


to collect them, who is responsible, and who 
| should the people of the United States hold to į 


raigns the present Administration in a general 
accusation of extravagance. It is the duty of 
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the Opposition, when it charges. extravagance 
on the Administration, to be more particular 
than the gentleman from New York has been. 
And after a general charge is made as he has 
made it, it is the daty of the accuser, when 
he descends to particulars, to come to some- 
thing besides an item where the expenditure of 
the President’s household has been increased 
from $800 to $4,000, or if he find nothing more 
important than that, it is fitting that he 
remain silent. If the comparison is made 
as he chose to make it, between President 
Buchanan and the present. Executive, it be- 
comes him to consider this further fact, that 
Mr. Buchanan increased the national debt 
$34,000,000 in a time of profound peace, and, 
as we now should say, with no adequate cause 
for it ; thereby increasing the annual expendi- 
ture of the Government, in the payment of 
interest, at the rate at which it ran at that 
time, between two and three million dollars. 

Sir, there is one fact which stands out prom- 
inently here and before the country, aud, is, 
I believe, one main reason why to-day the pres- 
ent Administration is popular in the coun- 
try and holds its confidence; and that is that 
in the aggregate the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, its running expenses, including the 
cost of maintaining the military establish- 
ments, the War and the the Navy Departments, 
has been brought down in the five years fol- 
lowing 1866 to a figure, stated in round num- 
bers, of about one hundred and twenty million 
dollars. Now, sir, what were the expend- 
itures during the years from 1855 to 1860, in 
peace; when there was nothing but the ordin- 
ary every-day. needs of the Government, be- 
fore prices had been inflated, before everything 
that is bought had leaped up to that high point 
which, as has been truly stated by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, has 
never come down again? I have not the exact 
figures here, because I had no intention of 
rising to address the House when I came in 
this morning, but I know generally, without 
pretending to give them exactly, that they 
ranged from sixty-five to seventy million dol- 
larsin a year. At that time there were raised 
from the people and expended by the Demo- 
cratic administration of James Buchanan be- 
tween sixty-five and seventy million dollars 
per year. And here are we immediately follow- 
ing this war, with all the burden of increased 
responsibility, with all the expansion that has 
necessarily resulted from. flush times, with the 
habit in men’s minds of extravagance, both in 
private and in public expenditures, which 
necessarily follows such a period as was that 
from. 1860 to 1866, and yet the expenditure has 
been so well kept in hand that to-day it is but 
one hundred and twenty million dollars, includ- 
ing both the Warand Navy Departments, Now, 
sir, tbat isto be reduced. That figure, low as it 
is, compared with what it was five years ago, is, 
as the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has said, to be brought still lower. 
The rule has been established, and there has 
been no year since the present Administration 
came iu during which the expenditure has not 
been cut down, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations by its present report shows that it 
can be still further reduced. The reduction 
is to go on, and I believe the lowest figure may 
perhaps be reached a year or two earlier than 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has 
stated. But as the expenditure stands to-day, 
how does it compare? Does it present in 
itself anything of the hopeless extravagance 
which has been charged by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Woop?] Coming to the in- 
dividual experience of each of us, Í ask what 
man with an establishment to maintain is 
there living to-day who will look back to the 
year 1860 and not find that the expenses of 
his establishment in all regards have been 
increased in a larger percentage than the 
expenses of the Government? It has been 
inevitable. 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman state to 


the House what the expenses under Mr. Bu- 
chanan’s administration were for the War and 
Navy Departments? 

Mr. HALE. As I have said, I cannot give 
you the details, and it is not important that I 
should do so. What thecountry looks to is the 
whole aggregate. 

Mr. BECK. DoI understand the gentle- 
man to say that the expenses of the War and 
Navy Departments for three years prior to 
1860 amounted to $65,000,000 a year? 

Mr, HALE. Certainly not. 

Mr. BECK. What did the gentleman say 
upon that point, then? 

Mr. HALE. I spoke of the entire expend- 
itures under President Buchanan’s adminis- 
tration, and I hardly see how I can have been 
mistaken. J did not pretend to go into 
details. I was speaking of the total, and 
comparing it with the expenses of the present 
Administration. 

Mr. BECK. Was not the total appropria- 
tion made to carry on the Government during 
Mr. Buchanan’s administration somewhere 
about sixty-five million dollars a year? 

Mr. HALE, I have stated thatalready and 
have compared it with the present expenditures 
of the Government. Thepeople are doubtless 
desirous that the amount should be reduced to 
a lower figure if it can be done, aud, as I have 
said, weare going on doingit. But Isay there 
is no candid man who will take into considera- 
tion the inevitable needs of any branch of the 
Government who will find that the expenses 
have been swollen since 1860 to a higher point 
relatively than the expenses of a private indi- 
vidual during the same time. 

Now, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Woop, ] in arraigning the Administration and 
citing authorities, has been driven into a mis- 
take, not by any figures or statistics compiled 
by competent authority, notby any returns of 
officials, but by a statement made in the report 
of the board which examined the subject of a 
change in the civilservice of the Government. 
I have great confidence in the gentlemen com- 
posing that board, and great confidence that 
good will result from their action; but I never 
heard before that anybody claimed that the 
statement, as quoted by the gentleman from 
New York, can be borne out by investigation 
and shown to be true by figures and facts. 

Now, sir, instead of its costing one fourth 
of the amount of the revenue raised to collect 
it, as stated by the gentleman from New York, 
the amount is really only between five and six 
per cent., if I remember correctly. If the 
gentleman looks to the Treasury Department, 
where the collections are made both: of the 
customs duties and of the internal revenue 
taxes, which are the two leading items, he will 
find there what the expenses are, stated in 
such a manner and in such details that he 
cannot misunderstand. It is unfair that such 
statements as that which he has made should 
go before the country. It is not true that one 
fourth of the revenue collected from the tax- 
payers of the country goes to pay the expenses 
of the collection of that revenue. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Asthe gentleman is now 
upon a point where he is liable to be quoted, 
I beg leave to suggest to him that according 
to my recollection the expense of collecting 
the public revenue is only about four per cent. 

Mr. HALE. In my desire not to under- 
state the percentage I may have stated it too 
high. The statement made by the board to 
investigate the question of civil service reform 
was not that one fourth of the revenues are 
spent in collecting them under the present 
Administration, but that this loss to the reve- 
nue of nearly one fourth of taxes as laid is 
the result of the system which bas come down 
tous for many years; not originated by the 
Republican party, but from years far back. 
This is the result of the spoils system origiu- 
ated by the Democratic party and by its great 
leader, Andrew Jackson. : 

The aggregate expenditures of the Govern- 
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ment to-day in all its branches are not exor- 
bitant and not enormous, aside from the neces- 
sary expenditures resulting from the late war, 
which are undoubtedly tremendous. 

The gentleman from New York says he 
wants to come back to the old Democratic 
days, when $100,000,000 or less was collected 
from the pockets of the people in the shape 
of taxation. Will he, in order to do. that, 
repudiate the national debt, the interest upon 
which and the reduction of the principal now 
constitute a large item in the present expend- 
itures? Will he cut off to-day the items of 
pensions and bounties to soldiers that are given 
to the men who saved this country in its hour 
of peril? Will he, in order to come back to 
the standard of expenditure of ancient days, 
cut off these items? All these general state- 
ments, when analyzed, amount to that—repu- 
diation of the national debt, and a falling away 
from the support of the wounded and helpless 
soldiers. We must pay these large sums; we 
cannot go back from these burdens. Bat in 
the running expenses of the Government the 
investigations of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations of last year and the investigations of 
the Committee on Appropriations of this year 
show, if they show anything, that the Govern- 
ment to-day is run cheaply, when you consider 
the times, the high prices of everything, and 
the extravagance of habit and tone. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can the gentleman in- 
form the House what was the amount of reve- 
nue taken from the people during the last 
fiscal year? ; 

Mr. HALE. There are other gentlemen 
here who can more accurately answer that 
question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can answer the ques- 
tion myself. The amount so taken from the 
people approached $500,000,000. Now, we 
arraign you to know what has become of that 
money. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman is all wrong ; 
he knows very well that our revenues are de- 
rived from various sources. Can he tell how 
much is derived from customs ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know the details ; 
I would like to tell the gentleman, but I have 
not the figures here. But the aggregate rev- 
enue of last year was $500,000,000. The gen- 
tleman spoke of the increased expenditures 
for our households. Sir, the other day we 
appropriated for a single public building in 
one of our cities more money than it took the 
administration of Mr. Adams to carry on the 
Government for six months, 

Mr. HALE. Did the gentleman and his 
associates vote for that bill ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not. That is what 
I call the corruption of the majority in giving 
away the public revenue heedlessly and ex- 
travagantly, when our revenues are collected 


| from every industry of the country. 


Mr. KELLEY. Where does the gentleman 
find that the revenues of last year amounted to 
$500, 000.000 ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what I haveseen 
currently stated. Iam informed that it was 
$400,000,000, and I make that correction ; 
but what I want to know of gentlemen is, what, 
have you done with that $400,000,000 ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to state that the real 
amount was $384,000,000. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to answer merely one 
or two questions put to me by the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Hae,] and I. shall not 
detain the Cominittee of the Whole by attempt- 
ing now to go into a full answer, if any was 
required, of the speech of that gentleman. 

He has asked me to enumerate some one 
thing in which the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment under his party were greater than they 
were under the Democratie party. Jn the re- 
marks I made [referred to and quoted from the 
record the difference between the contingent 
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expenditures of the President of the United 
States now, for which this bill appropriates 
$4,500, and the small sum of $350 which was 
in the same bill ten years ago for the then 
President of the United States; and if the 
gentleman is not satisfied with that enumera- 
tion, I will give him another instance. 

The whole expense of collecting the rev- 
enue derived from foreign imports of the. Uni- 
ted States ten years ago, and under a Demo- 
cratic Administration, were but $3,000,000 a 
year; they are now $9,000,000 a year. And 
when that gentleman and his friends attempt 
to answer me by referring to the percentage 
of the expense of collection, to show that ap- 
parently we are making this collection upon 
an economical basis, 1 say to him that the 
amount of revenue now collected from that 
source is in excess undoubtedly over what it 
formerly was, in consequence of the protective 
policy of the Republican party, which has so 
largely increased the duties upon the goods 
imported into the United States. But ten 
years ago, and before that time, we not only 
made that collection at an aggregate expend- 
iture for the whole United States of $3,000,000, 
but we had no such condition of things as is 
now exhibited in the port of New York, under 
the present customs regulations of the party 
now in power. We had no such outrageous 
expositions of fraud, of robbery, of wrong- 
doing, of plunder, as are exhibited continually 
to us in the investigations which are now going 
on there. Whena French steamer has arrived 
at the wharf in the port of New York I have 
known a custom-house officer to take the keys 
of the trunks of ladies under the pretense of 
examining their baggage, and under that plea 
he has absolutely stolen their jewelry. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLOGG. What became of the col- 
lector of the port of New York during the last 
days of Buchanan’s administration? 

Mr. WOOD. What became of him? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir; or the post- 
master? 

Mr. WOOD. Nothing, that I know of, that 
was wrong, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Neither of them? 

Mr. WOOD. No, sir; neither of them. Mr. 
Augustus Schell was the collector of the port of 
New York under Mr. Buchanan; and a more 
upright, honorable, high-toned citizen does not 
live in the United States. I defy the gentle- 
man to say one word iu impeachment of Mr. 
Schell’s official or private character. Herman 
J. Redfield, another esteemed citizen of New 
York, was another collector of that port. 
Under those administrations we had no such 
wrong-doing, no such exposures, no such scan- 
dalous investigations as we are now having. 

Why, sir. I could detain the House for two 
days in individualizing instances which show, 
in comparison with a few years ago, an enorm- 
ous increase in the expenditures of every 
department of the Government. My quota- 
tion from the civil service report did not 
refer to the legitimate cost of collecting the 
revenue; it stated the fact that one fourth 
of the money collected was stolen, that it 
never reached the public Treasury, that it 
was taken from the pockets of the people, 
and did not go into the Treasury, but lodgedin 
the pockets of the officials of the present 
Administration, That is my reply to the gen- 
tleman from. Maine, [Mr. Haue;] and if I had 
time U could go back further into an exposi- 
tion of this question. 

Thanking the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Nipiack] for giving me so much of his time 
I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a single question before he takes 
his seat. Cau the gentleman give me the 
amount of revenue collected in 1860? 

Mr. WOOD. I will answer the geutleman’s 
question by saying that it was very far less 


than itis now; and I have stated why it has 
been increased. It is in consequence of the 
legislation of Congress increasing largely the 
duties upon foreign goods. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Was it not less than one 
hundred millions? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir; I believe it was. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The customs collected 
in 1860 were only $53,187,511 87, which the 
gentleman from New York admits it cost 
$3,000,000, or about six per cent., to collect. 
On the other hand, the revenues for last year, 
according to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, amounted to $206,270,408 05, the 
collection of which cost, not as the gentleman 
states, $9,000,000, but only $6,560,672 61, or 
about three and one tenth per cent. 

Mr. WOOD. It ought to cost no more to 
collect a revenue of $300,000,000 than to col- 
lect a revenue of $100,000,000. The official 
machinery and the various necessary expend- 
itures are the same. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly, it réquires more 
officers to collect the larger revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Nipiacx] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NIBLACK. How much time have I 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ido not consider it neces- 
sary, then, to undertake to make any remarks, 
as the time is so brief. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House 
general debate is now closed, and the bill will 
be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Department of State: 

For compensation of the Secretary of State, $8,000; 
two Assistant Sccretarics of State, at $3,500 each; for 
chief clerk, $2,200: ten clerks of class four, additional 
to one clerk of class four as disbursing clerk, nine 
clerks of class three, three clerks of class two, eight 
clerks of class one, one messenger, one assistant 
messenger, nine laborers, and four watchmen; in 
all, $74,520, 

Mr. MONROE. I move to amend the para- 
graph just read so as to increase the compen- 
sation of the chief clerk of the Department of 
State from $2,200 to $2,500; in other words, 
to add $300 per annum to his compensation. 
With the permission of the committee I will 
state briefly why I propose this amendment. 
I happen to know that this officer is one of the 
hardest-worked men inthe city of Washington. 
Now, I observe, sir, that the chief clerk of the 
War Department has, very properly I doubt 
not, a compensation of $2,500 per annum. I 
see also that the chief clerk of the Treasury 
Department has a compensation of $2,100 per 
annum, and an additional allowance of $300. 
The same thing is true of the chief clerk of the 
Navy Department. I presume it must have 
been by a mere accident—indeed, I was told 
by gentlemen who had been connected with 
this matter that it was by mere accident—that 
the chief clerk of the Department of State has 
received only $2,200 as his annual salary. 

Upon a bill of this kind it would give me the 
greatest pleasure to accept, in regard to most 
matters, the judgment of gentlemen who have 
studied these subjects. But this is a matter 
which [ happen to know something about. I 
was for six or seven years in constant com- 
munication with the Department of State; 
and in that way I happened to learn something 
in regard to the arduous labors of the chief 
clerk of that Department. I do not know of 
any man who works so hard for the money he 
gets as that man does. Ihappen to know that 
he not only gives to the Department and the 
country intelligent, honest, and faithful ser- 
vice during all the usual business hours which 
Christian men generally work, but I know he 
often is obliged tocarry his clerical labors into 
the evening and far into the night. Indeed, I 
have information that he sits up sometimes all 
night. He sat up during the time of the high 
joint commission. He sat up to complete 
theJabors which the Department had put upon 
him. In these days when joint high commis- 


sions and special embassies are becoming so 
common I do not think the labors of that 
official are likely to be diminished. 

I know it to be a simple matter of justice 
that he should be paid as much as the chief 
clerk of the War Department, the chief clerk 
of the Treasury Department, or the chief clerk 
of the Navy Department. He works, in my 
opinion, twice as many hours as it has been 
decided on certain occasions recently a labor- 
ing man ought to work. There is certainly no 
propriety in paying him less than these other 
gentlemen are paid. It.is a mere oversight 
that he has been paid less. My information 
is that he has to work more hours and harder 
than any other chief clerk. My proposition 
isto strike out ‘*$2,200,’’ and insert $2,500,” 
so that he may have the same pay as the 
chief clerks of the War, Treasury, and Navy 
Departments. 

Mr. GARFIELD, ofOhio. Thave nodoubt, 
Mr. Chairman, that all my colleague says is 
true in regard to the merits of this clerk, but 
the Committee on Appropriations, so far as 
their services in this matter are concerned, 
felt it to be their duty to follow the law. We 
have not, except in one instance, anywhere 
raised the salaries of these officials, and that 
one instance, according to the testimony before 
us, showed a case of real hardship which 
demanded relief. No communication came 
to us from the Secretary of State on this sub- 
ject. Nothing has been laid before the House 
in reference to this officer’s salary. If we 
begin to raise salaries we will find the prece- 
dent a troublesome one. I leave the matter, 
however, to the decision of the House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘‘four ’’ and insert- 
ing “fve,” in order to say a few words on this 
subject. The proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Monroe] is to give the chief 
clerk of the State Department an addition of 
$300 to his salary, so as to make it equal to 
the salary now paid to the chief clerks of other 
Departments. 

The inequality between the salaries paid to 
these officers must strike every one at once, 


but the fact is thatthere is no possible chance `’ 


of establishing equality in our public service 
by proposing amendments in each separate 
case. If it could be done, I should certainly 
support the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. I have seen the attempt made for many 
years to correct them in this way, but without 
success. These inequalities have been pointed 
out again and again, and they still remain. 
We have now a special. committee on the re- 
organization of the civil service, and the chair- 
man of that committee, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Kunuey,] Lam glad to see, 
is listening to this debate. If the labors of 
that committee result in equalizing salaries so 
that men of reasonable capabilities occupy- 


ing similar positions shall be equally paid, ` 


one of the evils of our Government will have 
been removed. This gross inequality has been 
allowed too long to exist, and I now call the 
attention of the chairman of the special Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service to it, and ask him 
and his committee to devise a proper remedy. 
It will be, certainly, one of the steps toward 
civil service reform, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I oppose 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, and I do so for the purpose of saying 
that the Committee on the Civil Service were 
charged to investigate and report on the sala- 
ries of clerks of the committees of the House, 
and what committees should have clerks. ‘The 
committee have not been idle in the mean 
time. It was difficult to find out what labors 
devolve upon each committee, and how much 
fell to the share of the clerks. However, with 
the aid of the Clerk of the House and the 
Journals, and by a conference of the gentle- 
men serving on the committee, we have 
learned a good deal, and [ think will be able 
to report a satisfactory bill. 
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I wish to say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Maynarp, ] and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD,] that they will protect the Treasury, 
and prevent the shameful disparity which marks 
the pay of these clerks, if they will watch, to- 
ward the close of the session, resolutions intro- 
duced to authorize clerks to be employed for 
the Congress, and vote them down when they 
come into the House. ‘The committee has 
ascertained, after the clerks have performed all 
their duties, and are about to enjoy the vaca- 
tion, resolutions are introduced which give 
them six dollars per day during the vacation 
to enable them to travel in foreign lands; so 
that four of the clerks who had comparatively 
little to do were receiving between four and 
five thousand dollars a year, while the clerk 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and the 
clerk to the Committee on Appropriations, 
who do more work than any other four clerks, 
are limited by law to between twenty-four and 
twenty-five hundred dollars a year. It is in 
the House the great injustice is done, in slip- 
ping through those resolutions giving a gra- 
tuity of two or three thousand dollars to a clerk 
whose whole office has been little else than a 
sinecure. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw the amend- 


ment. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I renewit. I 
have found in many parts of this bill great 
inequality in the salaries paid to officers for the 
same kind of duty. That is to be regretted; 
it is manifest injustice; and there are a great 
many such cases all through the civil service. 
But I submit to the committee, and to my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. Monnos, ] that if we 
mean to reform we must regauge and rescale 
all the salaries of this bill; but this is not the 
time nor the place to do it. I shall join with 
my friend most heartily in a bill which will 
readjust and reform the salaries of the civil 
service; but if we begin to do it here it will be 
a patchwork throughout. I hope, therefore, 
the committee will not make the amendment 
which my friend has moved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Moxrog. ] 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to say a word 
before that question is taken. I believe there 
is an amendment pending, renewed by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] on 
which I may speak. If it has been with- 
drawn, I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, I will frankly confess to you 
that the opinions which have been expressed 
by my distinguished colleagne from Ohio, and 
by the distinguished gentlemen from Tennessee 
and Pennsylvania, make me feel very diffident 
in regard to my opinion upon this subject. 
Yet, sir, as the opinion which I have expressed 
upon it was notexpressed without considerable 
reflection, and without having formed an opin- 


ion that this discrepancy upon the face of an 
appropriation bill was very gross and very 
glaring, I hope that I shall be excused if I 
adhere to the opinion which I expressed in 
regard to this matter. 

My colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] made the 
remark that no increase of salary of this kind 
had been recommended to the Appropriation 
Committee from the Department of State. 
Well, sir, that is not difficult to explain. 
My distinguished colleague might have added 
that the Secretary of State has always been 
exceedingly modest as to making any sugges- 
tions as to increase of salaries in his Depart- 
ment, The Secretary of State is a gentleman 
of great dignity, of great delicacy of sentiment, 
and of a high sense of honor; and I venture 
to say that if nothing were ever done in the 


way of increasing salaries in that Department 
until the Secretary of State should ask for it,. 
we should have to watt for ita great while. It 
was only by accident I happened to find out 
the necessity for this amendment. The gen- 
tleman on whose behalf I make this motion H 


has really suffered greatly for want of this 
slight difference between his own pay and that 
of the clerks corresponding to him in other 
Departments. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ‘ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether he is aware how 
long this chief clerk has held his office? 

Mr. MONROE. I do not know. He has 
held it for a term of years. ` 

Mr. MAYNARD. Has he had any increase 
of salary during the time he has held the office? 

Mr. MONROE. I am not aware. I may 
state, however, that long before he held the 
office of chief clerk of the Department he had 
been a laborious and faithful officer as chief 
clerk of the consular bureau. The fact that 
the Secretary of State has not called for this 
increase has not much weight; for the gen- 
tleman himself, on whose behalf I have offered 
this amendment, told a friend of mine that he 
did not wish him to speak of the matter, so 
delicate was he of mentioning his own dificul- 
ties in connection with it. My distinguished 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. MAYNARD] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] have suggested that we should defer this 
question until the Committee on Civil Service 
Reform make their report. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to say that I 
made no such suggestion. 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. COX. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 
65, noes 60. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
WHEELER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had under cansideration the state 
of the Union generally, and particularly the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060,) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed House bill 
No. 1062, admitting certain machinery im- 
ported from foreign countries free of duty, 
with amendments, in which he was requested 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the com- 
mittee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a bill (H. R. No. 1051) to change the times for 
holding circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the western district of Virginia ; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


PAYMENT OF NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. YOUNG. I ask unanimous consent to 
present the petition of Duff Green in relation 
to the payment of the national debt, for the 
purpose of having it referred to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency and printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I object, because the peti- 
tion can just as well be presented under the 
rule at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iask, then, thatitbereferred 
and not printed. A 

Mr. DAWES. That can be done at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

COPYRIGHT BILL. 


Mi. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution ; which was referred, 
under the law, to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That five hundred extra copies of the 
copyright bill introduced by Mr. Cox be printed 


for the use of members of the House. 
MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unani- 


mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1187) to authorize the establishment of ocean 
mail steamship service between the United 
States and Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON MACHINERY. 


Mr. DAWES. The bill (H. R. No, 1062) to 
admit certain machineryimported from foreign 
countries free of duty has been returned from 
the Senate withamendments. I movethat the 
amendments of the Senate be non-concurred 
in without reading; and I will say that since 
the bill has been passed it has become unne- 
cessary that one section of it should become 
a law, and therefore I propose to arrange the 
matter by a committee of conference. I move 
also that a committee of conference be ap- 
pointed on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. Dawes’s motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MERCUR, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Mrs. Jane Nave, of the Cherokee 
nation. 


IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, in answer toa resolution of the House 
of January 11, 1872, in relation to the exam- 
ination, surveys, and estimates for the im- 
provement of the Tennessee river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Patents, transmitting his report 
for the year ending December 81, 1871; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE PATAPSCO RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the improvement 
of the Patapseo river below the city of Balti- 
more; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SENECA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting estimate of 
appropriation to pay the interest due to the 
Seneca Indians; which was referred to the 


‘Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


to be printed. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS AT OUNALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in relation to a suitable 
allowance for the late acting deputy collector 
of customs at the port of Ounalaska, Alaska ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to the removal 
of the Chippewa Indians to the reservation pro- 
vided for them near White Earth lake; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARGES AGAINST J. A. VIALL. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in answer to the resolution 
of the House of April 15, 1871, in relation to 
the affidavits filed in his Department in answer 
to the charges of M. M. McCauley against J. A. 
Viall, superintendent of Indian affairs of Mon- 
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tana Territory; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLAIM OF J. K. CURTIS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to the claim 
of J. K. Curtis, on account of depredations 
by the Cheyenne Indians; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. $ 

SOLDIERS’ BOUNTIES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the bounties of 
soldiers discharged for disability; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Navy, in relation to the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate and House.of Represent- 
atives for the relief of certain officers of the 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 


The SPEAK HR also, by unanimous consent, 
Jaid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a request of the 16th 
instant for a copy of the opinion of the Soli- 
citor of the War Department inthe year 1864, 
respecting the subject of the bounty to which 
the Missouri State militia were entitled by law ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

SALE OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the. House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to the disposi- 
tion of portions of Indian reservations in the 
northern superintendency ; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ELECTION CONTEST—BOWEN VS. DE LARGE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
certain papers in relation to the contested- 
clection case of Bowen vs. De Large, of the 
second congressional district of South Caro- 
lina; which were referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 

Mr. CONGER. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at three o'clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


I move that the House 


PETITIONS, NEC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. ACKER: The remonstrance of 
workers in the Pottsgrove Iron-Works and of 
citizens of Pottstown, Montgomery county, 
Pennsylvania, agaiust a change of the existing 
tariff laws abating or abolishing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country, &e. 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Homer 
Hudson, Bishop & Brother, H. C. Bruce & Co., 
and numerous others, citizens of Ohio and 
Kentucky, for a uniform rate of tax on all 
descriptions of manufactured tobacco entering 
the market for consumption, at the rate of 
sixteen cents per. pound. 

By Mr. BECK: The memorial of citizens 
of Lexington and other places in the State of 
Kentucky, asking Congress to make an appro: 
priation of money to the American Printing- 
House, &c., for the Blind. (Presented by J. | 
Maury Headly, the blind bard of Kentucky. ) 

Also, the memorial of Hon. J. B. MeCreery, 
Hon. J. S. Chrisman, and a large number of 
others, members of the Kentucky Legislature, 
asking that-Congress will-make an.appropria-. 


tion in aid of the American Printing-House, 
&e., for the Blind. (Presented by J. Maury 
Headly, the blind bard of Kentucky.) 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: The memorial of 
Joseph W. Parish & Co., praying relief. 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of Ma- 
tilda Barnett and sisters, asking a pension as 
the grand-daughters of James Barnett, a revo- 
lutionary soldier. È 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Elijah Russell, praying a pension. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of William 
A. Sweet, George W. Harwood, and others, 
citizens of Syracuse, New York, remonstrating 
against a change of the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing duties upon such articles 
as are successfully produced in this country, 
and praying the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and such other articles of necessity or 
comfort as cannot be produced in the United 
States. 

By Mr. FARNSWORTH: The memorial 
of Augustus Watson, asking compensation for 
inventing envelops. 

By Mr. GARRETT: The memorial of Wil- 
liam Reeder, Nathan Wheeler, John Hop- 
kins, Matilda Young, and 50 others, all of the 
State of Tennessee, asking the payment of 
certain claims to them, respectively, which were 
awarded them by a board of military officers, 
of which Colonel H. C. Gilbert, nineteenth 
Michigan infantry, was president, appointed by 
the officer commanding that department for 
the purpose of investigating and reporting upon 
such claims against the Government of the 
United States, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of the 
common council of the city of Hudson, New 
York, and a large number of others, citizens 
of said city, interested in the navigation of the 
Hudson river, praying Congress to authorize 
the erection of a light-house near said city. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The memorial of 
numerous iron-workers and others, citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, against any 
reduction of duties on such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country, and pray- 
ing the repeal of all duties on tea, coffee, and 
such other articles of necessity or comfort as 
cannot be produced in the United States. 

Also, the memorial of numerous citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, praying that 
the internal revenue taxes on the distillation 
of whisky may be more equitably arranged 
than are now imposed by existing laws. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petitions of T. 
T. Smith, of West Chester, Pennsylvania, and 
of Frishmuth Brother & Co., Kretschmar, 
Uth & Bucknor, A. R. Fougeray, Woodward 
Brother & Co., Stewart, Marks, Ralph & Co., 
and others, of Philadelphia, for a uniform tax 
on manufactured tobacco of sixteen cents a 
pound. 

Also, the petition of Isaac A. Sheppard, 
James C. Horn, and 45 others, workers in the 
Excelsior Stove and Hollow-Ware Works of 
Philadelphia, asking the adjustment of duties 
so as to encourage and defend every home 
industry. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of William 
Buck, praying compensation for a horse and 
other property destroyed in the service of the 
United States. 

By Mr. SEELEY: The petition of citizens 
of New York, praying a pension to certain 
soldiers. 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER : The petition of 129 
citizens of Bedford, Pennsylvania, praying the 
passage of House bill No. 660, granting bounty 
land to certain persons engaged in the mili- 
tary and naval service of the United States 
from and after the 4th day of March, 1861. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of Samuel 
L. Mather and 76 others, citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country, and for the repeal of the duties on. 
tea and coffee. 


By Mr. WELLS: The petition of F. L. 
Ridgley, president of the Union Insurance 
Company, and 24 others, representatives of 
insurance companies of St. Louis, Missouri, 
that all hay that may be transported on steam- 
boats be baled and securely covered by tar- 
paulins. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads: 

By Mr. HARPER: A bill to establish post 
routes in North Carolina from Old Fort, by 
Crooked Creek, Stone Mountain, Bear Wallow, 


‘and Eidneyville, to Hendersonville, North 


Carolina. Also, from Ashville, by Burnsville, 
Bakersville, Boone, and Jefferson, to Sparta, 
North Carolina. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 24, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. Newman, 
D 


‘The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills yesterday received from 
the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred as indi- 
cated below: : 

The bill (H. R. No. 1180) to extend the 
time for filing claims for additional bounty, 
under the act of July 28, 1866—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No, 1182) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1185) to remove disabil- 
ities from certain citizens of South Carolina, 
therein named—to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1187) for the relief of 
Jacob R. Davis, of Richmond county, Geor- 
gia—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1186) in relation to the 
embassy from Japan, was read twice by its 


tle. 

Mr. COLE. That makes an appropriation, 
I believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. The 
bill came from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions inthe House of Representatives, although 
it would seem to be a matter relating to the 
business of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. COLE. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, - 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in compliance with a res- 
olution of the Senate of December 14, 1871, 
information in relation tothe present condition 
of the life-saving stations on the coasts of New 
Jersey and Long Island; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also presented a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Patents, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with law, his annual report for the year 
ending December 31, 1871; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. z 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. POMEROY. I have the honor to pre- 
sent resolutionsof the Legislature of the State 
of Kansas, requesting the Senators and mem- 
ber of Congress representing that State to use 
their influence to secure legislation for the 
extinguishment of the Indian title to the strip 
of land on the southern border of the State 
known as the Cherokee strip. As the bill to 
which these resolutions relate passed the Sen- 


-ate..during.the last Congress, and has passed 
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also at this Congress, and is now pending in | 
the House of Representatives, I move that | 


these resolutions be printed and laid on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE presented the petition of William 
H. Mead in behalf of his wife, who is the 
daughter and heir, and also for the coheirs 
of James Mitchell, deceased, praying indem- 
nification for spoliations committed by the 
French prior to the year 1801; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of a 
large number of soldiers and sailors of the 
State of Ohio, praying the enactment of a law 
for the equalization of soldiers’ bounties; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition in behalf of the 
Cleveland boiler-plate mill and Ohio bridge- 
works, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying the repeal 
of all duties upon tea, coffee, and such other 
articles of necessity and comfort as can be 
produced in the United States ; and also pray- 
ing the encouragement of home industry and 
the interests of the American laborer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented two petitions of 
officers and soldiers of Vermont regiments, 
praying for an amendment to the bounty and 
homestead laws so as to allow them- to have 
patents to lands without settlement; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of work- 
ers in the Kensington iron works, and citi- 
zens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against any change in the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upou such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Saucon iron-works, and citizens of Lower 
Saucon township, Northampton county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against any change in 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Perry county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any change in the existing tariff laws 
which may abate or abolish the duties upon 
articles successfully produced in the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers 
in Wood, Son & Co.’s rolling-mill and fur- 
naces, and citizensof Wheatland, Mercer coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any 
change in the existing tariff which may abate 
or abolish the duties upon articles successfully 
produced in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. STOCKTON. I present the petition 
of Sarah S. Stafford, praying for relief. I 
desire to say that there are reasons which I will 
give in a single moment why the committee 
should examine this case promptly. Sarah S, 
Stafford is the only surviving daughter—she 
is now over seventy years of age—of Mr. James 
Bayard Stafford, who was on board the Bon 
Homme Richard in the fight she fought under 
Commodore John Paul Jones with the Eng- 
lish frigate Serapis. He was the man who 
nailed the flag to the mast. The case of this 
lady, now over seventy years of age, has been 
several times before Congress, and the com- 
mittee reported a bill for her relief in 1860. 
A few days ago she came to Washington to 
try and get Congress to look at it again; and 

esterday morning while here she received a 
letter stating that in the reeent robbery of the 
Trenton bauk the burglars had taken her box 
with every dollar she had in the world in it. 
That ig nô reason to ask Cangress for relief, 
but it is a reason why the committee should 
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examine the case with care and speed. Imove | 
the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. OSBORN presented a 
zens of St. Augustine, Flori 


etition of citi- 
, asking that 


an appropriation be made to repair Fort | 


Marion, and restore it to its former condition 
as when the territory was ceded by Spain to 
the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition from the 
students of the Lincoln University of Penn- 
sylvania, praying the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. z 

He also presented two petitions of citizens 
of Williamsport, Pennsylvania, praying the 
speedy passage of the bill known as the 
supplementary civil righis bill; which were | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
John Wofield, a citizen of New York, asking 
arrearages of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present alsoa petition 
signed by citizens of New York, setting forth 
the inadequacy, in their opinion, of the salary 
of the President of the United States, and 
praying that it may be made commensurate | 
with the purpose for which it was designed. 
Being somewhat at a loss to know to what 
committee this should go, I suggest its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Or the Commit- 


tee on the Revision of the Laws of the United į 


States. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think it had better go 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
referred if no other committee be named. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Wil- 
liam J. Morris, praying the enactment of a 


special act of Congress granting him a pen- |} 


sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a letter from officers of 
the custom-house of Savannah, Georgia, pray- 
ing for an increase of salary; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of 
William Robinson, of Virginia, praying pay- 
ment for provisions furnished the Army in the 
year 1865; which wasreferred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Bal- 
lard S. Humphrey, praying restoration to his 
late rank in the United States Army: which 


was referred to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CORBETT. I am directed by the 


Committee on Indian Affairs to report back a | 


communication from the Secretary of the 
Tntevior, relative to a resolution passed by the 


Sen te February 18, 1871, calling for a report || 
of the claims of the State of Fiorida, or the | 
citivens thereof, now on file and unadjusted in | 
the Department, in which he communicates | 


the ‘act that there is nothing in the Depart- 
ment relative to these claims. I ask that the | 
committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the communication. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the same committee, 
to whom was referred the petition of H. B. 
Denman, late superintendent of Indian affairs 
for the northern superintendency, praying the 


passage of an act relieving him from the pay- 
ment of certain moneys stolen from him at- 
Omaha, Nebraska, asked to be discharged 


from its further consideration, and that it be | 


was agreed to. 
Mr, PATTERSON, from the Committee en | 
the District of Columbia, to whom was referred į 


l 


i| referred to the Committee on Claims; which | 
{ 


the bill (S. No. 298) directing the conveyance 
of certain lots of grounds, with the improve- 
ments thereon, for the use of the public schools 
of the city of Washingten, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 299) amending. 
an act entitled ‘An act directing the convey- 
ance of a lot of ground for the use of the pub- 
lie schools of the city of Washington, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


1 tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


No. 446) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
protect and establish national cemeteries,” 
approved February 22, 1867, reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 889) for the relief 
of James Belger, reported adversely thereon, 
and moved its indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. 

ANN M’CARTHY. 


Mr. WILSON. I am also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 265) to authorize the payment of 
bounty to Ann McCarthy, to report it without 
amendment, and, if there be no objection, I 
ask that it be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes and directs the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury to issue a 
certificate for a bounty of $100, payable to 
Ann McCarthy, of Boston, Massachusetts, 
in lieu of Treasury certificate No. 309159, 
payable to John McCarthy, father of Ann 
McCarthy, upon the surrender of the Treasury 
certificate named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendmeut, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DUPLICATE CHECKS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I reported a bill yester- 
day to authorize the payment of duplicate 
checks of disbursing officers. I am now di- 
rected by the Committee on Finance to report 


| a substitute for the second section of the bill 


reported yesterday, to meet some objections 
made to it. Ido not understand the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epmuunps] as objecting 
to the passage of the bill now, and as I am 
urged by officers of the Treasury Department, 
I again ask that the bill be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 1061) to author- 
ize the payment of duplicate checks of dis- 
bursing officers. : 

The amendment now proposed was to strike 
out the second section of the bill, and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 

Sec. 2. In case the disbursing officer or agent by 
whom such lost, destroyed, or stolen original check 
was issued, be dead, or no longer in the service of 
the United States, it shall be the duty of the proper 
accounting officers, under such regulations as the 
Seeretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, to state an 
account in favor of the owner of such original check 


for the amount thereof, and to charge such amount 
to the account of such officer or agent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill was ordered to be read the third 
time. The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 

T. J. JOBE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. The select Committee 
on the Removal of Potitical Disabilities have 
instructed me to report a bill (S. No. 524) 


| to correct a clerical error committed in the 


enrollment of an act approved March 7, 1870, 
entitled “An act to relieve certain persons 
therein named from the legal and_ political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
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and for other purposes,” and I ask for its 
immediate consideration. f 

The bill was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to submit to the Senate 
that, as the bill itself will indicate on being 
read, it is to carry out legislation which was 
had before, but there was a misnomer. Mr. 
Jobe, the party named in this bill, was in- 
cluded in one of the acts that removed the 
disabilities of a number of persons. He is 
an official in Georgia, and his name was erro- 
neously given in the bill, a wrong Christian 
name being assigned to him. It therefore 
did not affect the person meant. This is to 
correct that error, and nothing more. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read at length, and it will then be subject to 
objection. 

The bill was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that the name of S. J. Jobe, of 
Catoosa county, in the State of Georgia, which 
appears in the act approved March 7, 1870, 
and which in the bill that was passed by the 
Senate and House of Representatives was 
written “T. J. Jobe,” but was in the enrolled 
bill erroneously written “S. J. Jobe,” be cor- 
rected and changed to “T. J. Jobe.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Does this come from a 
committee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does; from 
the Committee on Disabilities. 

Mr. POMEROY. Will itnot be covered by 
the general amnesty bill? l 

Mr. HILL. This bill has been passed a 
long time, and the party has been elected to a 
county office, but is debarred from exercising 
its functions by reason of that error. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed, two thirds voting in the afirmative. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 525) making an appropri- 
ation to enable the President of the United 
States to perfect and put in force such rules 
regulating the civil service as may from time 
to time be adopted by him; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 526) for the relief of Ambrose Morrison; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. i 

Mr. BOREMAN asked; and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 527) to reimburse United States marshals 
for moneys necessarily expended by them in 
taking the ninth census in excess of the com- 
pensation allowed them under the law in force 
before the passage of this act; which was read 
twice by its title, referred tothe Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduceabill (S. No. 528) 
to continue in force a grant to the State of 
Nevada for college purposes ; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES AND DEFALCATIONS. 
Mr. CONKLING. I offer the following 


resolution, and ask for its present considera- 
tion : 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
ke requested, if in his judgment not incompatible 
with the public interest, to furnish the Senate with 
the following information: 

The amount of moneys received and disbursed by 
the Government since the 4th of March, 1869; the 
amount embezzied or appropriated by unfaithful 
officers or agents; the amounts remaining charged 
against internal revenue officers and other officials, 
giving the origin, date, and nature of such charges; 


the number of defaulters, and how many of them 
have been prosecuted; and the reasons of failure in 
any case or class of cases to recover the amounts 
lost or to punish the offenders, together with astate- 
ment of the criminal prosecutions instituted for 
offenses against the revenuc laws, and their results ; 
the number of officers, agents, or persons receiving 
pay from the Government in any branch of the pub- 
lie service, civil or military, who have been dis- 
pensed with, or as to whom the expense has been 
reduced since March 4, 1869, together with the 
aggregate of saving thus caused; also the same facts 
in respect of the last three preceding Administra- 
tions. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. COLE. I would suggest an amendment 
to this effect, that the statement give also the 
States in which defalcations in the internal rev- 
enue have taken place and the amount of defal- 
cation in each State. I suppose there is no 
objection to that. e 

Mr. CONKLING. . Not at all, if the Sen- 
ator will put it in form. He will see, however, 
that the resolution necessitatesthat. Itincludes 
that, because the particulars are called for, and 
of course the States will appear. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not careabout the amend- 
ment if the substance of it is provided for, but 
I did not so understand. | 

Mr. CONKLING. I will accept the amend- 
ment with pleasure if the Senator will put it 
in form. 7 i 

Mr. COLE. I will look at the resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think it will answer 
the purpose of my friend to insert the words 
é H 3 ; 77 

classifying by States. 

Mr. COLE. That will do. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to consider the concurrent resolution 
in relation to final adjournment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Morron on the 12th 
of December, 1871: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That each House of Congress 
shall be adjourned sine die by the Presiding Officer 
thereof on the third Monday of May, 1872, at twelve 
o’clock m. 

Mr. MORTON. JI desire to make a change 
in that: to put in “ Wednesday, the 29th of 
May,” instead of “the third Monday.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the reso- 
lution shall have been taken up the Senator 
can modify it. It requires unanimous consent 
now to do so, as the resolution is not yet 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
through ? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business concluded some few moments since. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senate is not full now. 
It seems to me we ought not to take that up. 
There are Senators absent, who have motions 
pending on that very resolution, who are usu- 
ally in their seats. I hope, therefore, it will not 
be taken up now. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. TRUMBULL] has an amendment pending 
on the resolution, and I think the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] They are not in their 
seats. I think the Senator will hardly press 
this in their absence. 

Mr. MORTON. I have attempted to call 
up this resolution several times. It has been 
on the table a good while, and the Senate has 
had ample notice of it. I think I must ask this 
morning that we have the sense of the Senate 
as to whether it shall be taken up. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will not 
press it now. If those Senators were here I 
should not say a word. There is a bill known 
tas the Chicago bill, which the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Locay] has in charge, and it 
seems to me we ought to act on that promptly. 
I should prefer to act on that now rather than 
{ take up this resolution. - 


Is the morning business 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 


ator from Indiana yield to the Senator from 


Ilinois, who desires, as the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts states, to call up the bill in regard 
to Chicago? 

Mr. MORTON. I would be very glad to 
accommodate all the Senators, 

Mr. SUMNER. If the Senator will wait 
until Senators come in, I shall say nothing 
about it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not wish to interfere, 
but I would be very glad if the Senate would 
by unanimous consent take up the bill which 
I have had called up two or three times, and 
act upon it, pass it or dispose of it in some 
way. I hope there will be no objection to 


that. 
Mr. SUMNER. There is no need of unani- 
mous consent, the morning business being 


over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But another motion is 
pending. 

Mr. MORTON. I willaid the Senator from 
Illinois at any proper time in getting up his 
bill, but I should be glad now to have this 
motion disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana insists on the motion. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will 
see the propriety of delaying until the Sen- 
ators come into their seats who have amend- 
ments pending which they have moved on this 
resolution. They could not have had any idea 
that this would be brought forward this morn- 
ing, and I think that on that ground he had 
better delay, at least until they comein. When 
they come, I shall have no objection to taking 
up the resolution. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If there is no objection, I 
will take up two or three minutes in present- 
ing a report of a committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is aques- 
tion pending, and nothing else can be enter- 
tained except by unanimous consent. 

Mr.SHERMAN. As I understand, the mer- 
its of the proposition are not now debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are not 
debatable on a motion totakeup. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from In- 
diana, to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution relative to the day of final adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us have the yeas and 
nays on the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Vickers, 
West, Wilson, and_Wright—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia. Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 


Norwood, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and Win- 


dom—17. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, 
Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hitchcock, Howe, Logan, 
rat Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
art—22. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution 
is now before the Senate. There are two 
amendments pending toit. The Senator from 
Indiana gave notice of his desire to modify it 
so as to make the day Wednesday, the 29th of 
May. If there be no objection the resolution 
will beso modified, and it isso modified. The 
Secretary will now report the proposed amend- 
ment and the amendment to the amendment 
in order. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
SUMNER, which was to add to the resolation 
the following: 

Provided, That there shall be no adjournment of 
Congress until after the passage of a supplementary 


civil rights Jaw securing equality before the law 
without distinction of race or color. 


Nye, 


Pool, 
and 


Stew- 
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- The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. Scuurz to the amendment, to add: 


Also laws that shall provide for a reduction of the 
tariff and internal taxation, and a reform in the 
civil service of the United States. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the discussion 
proceeds on the amendment, I desire to state 
that I shall vote against the entire proposition 


without reference to the two amendments that 


are offered. In the first place, this is an ex- 
traordinary resolution, never before within my 
knowledge offered in the Senate at this period 
of time. These resolutions for adjournment 
have always come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, where there is a natural impatience 
to get back among the people, and they have 
always been delayed in the Senate until the 
measures of the session were perfected and 
ready for passage. Those who have been here 
for the last ten or fifteen years know that the 
Senate have always insisted that the resolution 
to adjourn finally should be postponed until 
the business of the Senate was substantially 
accomplished, and that we should not show an 
impatience to get away from public duties 
while we have public duties to discharge. 
That is the ground on which I shall base my 
vote. 

This proceeding is unusual. There is no 
occasion for it. The majority of this body 
can, at any time when they are prepared to 
adjourn, carry a resolution of adjournment. 
The idea that we shall hasten the passage of 
any bill by fixing so long beforehand the 
period of adjournment, it seems to me, is not 
well founded, unless the Senate and House 
are governed not by proper motives in the 
conduct of the public business. 

So far as the amendments are concerned, 
‘offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Missouri, I am opposed 
to them. ‘The resolution for adjournment 
ought not to be coupled with conditions, and 
ought not to be passed until Congress is ready 
to adjourn, and then it ought to provide sim- 

ly for the mere formality of adjournment. I 
shall therefore vote against the amendments, 
and I shall vote against the resolution until 
the time arrives when we have passed the 
necessary appropriation bills and such other 
bills as must be acted upon before theadjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

I never have known a resolution of this kind 
to pass before all the leading appropriation 
_ pills have been passed in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The majority ought certainly not 
to pass a resolution of this kind. If you fix 
the day of adjournment so as to prevent us 
from acting upon the subject at our pleasure, 
the majority is at the mercy of the minority. 
The minority may combine by factious oppo- 
sition to prevent the passage of the requisite 
measures. I see no occasion for us to depart 
from the usual and well-established mode of 
going along regularly. When the House of 
Representatives have passed the appropriation 
bills they will send us a resolution for adjourn- 
ment, and then we can act upon it. l am as 
anxious to get away from Washington as any 
member of the Senate, but I will not vote for 
any resolution of this kind until all the appro- 
priation bills are practically beyond danger, 
and all the necessary measures of legislation 
have been fairly debated and acted upon. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I see no reason 
why we cannot at this time fix the day of 
adjournment, nor do I see any danger of the 
failure of the passage of any of the bills that 
are now pending or that may come before us, 
when we fix the time of adjournment some 
three months ahead of the time of adjourn- 
ment fixed every other year. It gives us a 
lee-way of nearly three months beyond the 4th 
of March, at which timeit appears to me very 


clearly we can get through the business of the 
session. I only regret that I am compelled 
with others to vote for so long a time as the 
date fixed in the amendment of the resolution, 
nearly the end of May. Iam of the opinion 
that we can get away even earlier than that 
without any danger to the regular business of 
the session. 

Mr. CORBETT. I regret that the Senator 
from Indiana has not consented to propose the 
resolution for the adjournment at an earlier 
date. It must be evident to every member 
of the Senate that we have had but very little 
todo. We have adjourned on every Thurs- 
day until Monday. Very little business is 
before us, and the business of the country is 
constantly disturbed by anticipated legislation. 
My own impression is that the sooner we 
adjourn the better for the country. The con- 
stant agitation here of various business prop- 
ositions disturbs the manufacturing and com- 
mercial interests of this country, and the 
people generally regret when Congress meets, 
and they look forward with anticipations of 
satisfaction to its adjournment. I trust, there- 
fore, that we may take up this resolution, and 
that some one will offer an amendment to 
adjourn even earlier than the day proposed. 
I myself shall certainly vote for an adjourn- 
ment on at least as early a day as is proposed 
by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think 
the reasons given by my colleague why this 
resolution should not be passed are conclu- 
sive; but there are other reasons which ought 
to be noticed. Ifthe Senate means anything 
by the appointment of the investigating com- 
mittee it has set to work, if we are to have 
anything like a reduction of taxes, if we are to 
have anything like civil service reform, this 
resolution ought not to pass; and it will be 
considered, if the resolution does pass, that 
the Senate has determined beforehand that 
the investigation shall stop. that a reduction 
of taxation shall not take place, and that civil 
service reform shall be buried. That is the 
way in which it will be considered by the 
country. 

But suppose that impression should be erro- 
neous, and that we are to act upon these great 
measures, why should we beforehand restrict 
ourselves in the time necessary to consider 
them? Are they not great subjects? Is not 
the investigation that has been inaugurated 
and is not another investigation proposed in 
the other branch of Congress matters of great 
importance, requiring time and requiring con- 
sideration when the results of those investiga- 
tions shall be laid before the two Houses? Is 
not the reduction of taxation a great subject 
which requires the utmost care and attention 
on the part of Congress? Is it not recom- 
mended in the President’s message, and are 
we not pledged, as it were, to take up that 
subject and to deal with it in a large and a 
liberal and a careful spirit? And is there 
nothing in civil service reform butan occasion 
to make stump speeches? 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that if 
this Congress does nothing it will be because 
Congress does not want to do anything. It will 
not be for want of subjects for legislation; it 
willnot be for want of subjects that demand our 
attention; but it will simply be because Con- 
gress is determined to do nothing, determined 
to make no reduction of taxation, determined 
to have no civil service reform, determined to 
have no investigation into abuses alleged to 
exist. 

Mr. President, I say that so far from fixing 
any time now, we ought not to think of fixing 
the time now for an adjournment, and I pro- 
test for one against the practice that has pre- 
vailedtoo longin this Senate,and too long in the 


other House, of bringing in the appropriation 
bills at the close of a session, and compelling | 
every one to vote upon them under whip and! 


spur without any opportunity to investigate 
them at all. 

In the House of Commons, in the British 
Parliament, and formerly in the Congress of 
the United States, the greatest debates that 


‘ever took place in either of those bodies, the 


most thorough investigations that ever took 
place, were upon appropriation bills.: It was 
when the budget was brought in that the great 
debates took place. It is so to a certain 
extent in the House of Commons this day. 
But now we pass the budget without one word 
of debate or of examination. There is no 
chance to examine it at all; the bill goes right 
through under whip and spur, sometimes upon 
a five-minutes debate, and sometimes with 
even that debate cut off, where it can be done 
by the previous question, and millions and 
tens of millions of dollars are voted without 
one member out of ten knowing anything 
whatsoever of the merits of the appropriation. 
That is not right. I should like to see a rule 
of Congress that would require the appropri- 
ation bills to be brought in at an early day in 
the session that the budget might be exam- 
ined, that the merits of the appropriations 
might be fully understood by members, and 
that they might come forward to advocate or 
tœ oppose them, as in their judgment they 
deserved support or deserved opposition. 

But when you fixa day for the adjournment 
there is a pretext at once for crowding every 
measure, for curtailing debate, for curtailing 
investigation, notonly in regard to the subjects 
which we have said shall be investigated, but 
in regard to every bill which shall come before 
Congress. Everything then is to be done 
under whip and under spur. We all know how 
itis. Whenever a day of adjournment is fixed, 
from that time forward everything is done 
under whip and spur. If you fix it at this 
early day, from this time until that day this 
same unseemly haste will prevail. I for one 
object to it. 

I do not quite agree with the reasoning of 
my colleague about a minority. He says that 
a minority may obstruct legislation. It is very 
true they might; but there is another thing that 
the minority is particularly interested in in 
every legislative body, and that is that it shall 
have a fair opportunity to consider the meas- 
ures which are proposed by the dominant party 
in the body. That poor privilege at least it 
ought to have. If it cannot defeat them by its 
votes, it at least ought to have the opportunity 
to examine them fully and to point out what 
in its judgment it considers their defects. And 
for the very same reason that there is freedom 
of debate at all, which is more for the benefit 
of the minority than the majority, there ought 
not to be that curtailment of time in the con- 
sideration of measures which prevents discas- 
sion. 

I therefore hope that this resolution will not 
pass, but that we shall go on as we have hereto- 
fore gone on, and when we have reaghed a 
time that we can see what every one must 
concede is the close of the session, then we 
shall terminate it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As the Sen- 
ator from Ohio said yesterday to the Senator 
from Indiana, I suppose we have heard the 
key-note for the Democracy, and that now we 
shall see them voting in solid phalanx. But, 


| Mr. President, the Senator’s assertion that 


the appropriation bills are not considered now 
as thoroughly as formerly, is entirely erro- 
neous. There never has been a time when 
they were not considered in this body without 
any limit or restriction as to debate. They 
are so considered now, and the five-minutes 
debate in the House of Representatives has 


| always been called the most interesting debate 


of that body. In addition to that, within the 


| last two or three years there has been a special 


committee in each body to examine and seru- 
tinize every appropriation bill. An additional 
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committee of the House and of the Senate, 
entitled the Committee on Appropriations, 
makes, I undertake to say, a more thorough 
and critical examination than has been possi- 
ble heretofore by the Committee of Ways and 
Means or by the Finance Committee. 

Now, Mr. President, like the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, I vote 
for this measure as a business proposition. It 
has been frequently stated by.a great number 
of Senators on all sides of the Chamber that 
if a day was fixed we should work up toit. I 
acknowledge that it is an experiment, but lam | 
willing to try it, for one, and I do not appre- 
hend the least danger as to any termination of 
this session before all the legitimate business 
of. the session shall be thoroughly considered 
and decided upon. If indeed there should be 
a factious purpose on the part of any party or 
any portion of either body, it can be easily cir- 
cumvented by the President calling us in extra 
session the next day after the adjaurnment. I 
therefore, for one, am ready to vote for this 
resolution now, believing that all the necessary 
legislation will be gotten through with by the 
time specified, and that we may prevent at least 
some illegitimate legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My, President, it seems 
to me there ig unnecessary feeling on the 
part of some members of this body on the 
question of civil service reform. I do not 
think we need be delayed in our adjournment 
on account of civil service reform. Same 
members of this body here present will re- 
member that in 1861, when the Republican 
party came into power, nearly every emplayé 
of this Government was a traitor to his Gov- 
ernment, and the Republican party went to 
work and reformed it of those traitors and 
putin loyal men, That was a good step in 
civil service reform. 

Then, sir, there aro many here present who 
will remember that when Andrew Johnson 
became President of the United States, it was 


very difficult for him to find an honest man in 
any party who would profess to be a Johnson 
man, and he was almost driven by the neces- 
sity of the case, if he would have supporters 
af his administration, to take scoundrels, and 
he took them, 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
Michigan will please pause at this point. The 
morning hour hag expired, and the unfinished 
business of yesterday is before the Senate, being 
the bill (B. R. No, 880) for the removal of 
legal and political disabilities, the pending 
question being on the motion of the Senator 
trom South Carolina, [Mr, Roperrson, } to post- 
pone it and all other orders and to take up 
another amnesty bill, on: which the Senator | 
from Maine [Mr. Morritt] is entitled to the 


floor, 

Mr. CONKLING. [hope the Senator from 
Michigan will be allowed to complete his re- 
marks. 

Mr, CHANDLER. 
at any other time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If no Senator 
claims the floor, the Senator from Michigan can 
proceed until the regular order is insisted on. 

Mr, ROBERTSON, Icall for the regular 
order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call for the 
regular order supersedes the questions on which 
the Senator from Michigan was speaking. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Í shall have something 
more to say, I give notice, on civil service 
reform, 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Senator will | 
be entitled to the floor on this precise amend- 
ment to the amendment when the resolution 
shail he again resumed by the Senate, being 
the amendment to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Missouri, which includes | 
civil service reform and the subject of taxation. 
The Senator from Maine is now entitled to the 


Ioan finish my remarks 


floor on the unfinished business of yesterday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 1016) to promote the development 
of the mining resources of the United States; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 1062) to admit cer- 
tain machinery imported from foreign coun- 
tries free of duty, asked a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Horace MAYNARD of 
Tennessee, Mr. M. C. Kerr of Indiana, and 
Mr. Lionen A. Saetpon of Louisiana, as 
managers at the conference on its part. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. No. 1051) to change the times for 
holding circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the western district of Virginia; 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice Pres- 
ident. 

IMPORTATION OF MACHINERY. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1062) to admit certain machin- 
ery imported from foreign countries free of 
duty, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives; and 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses thereon, 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Abby 
Snelling Claflin be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Yesterday a memorial was 
presented by the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. 
Tipron,] asking for the establishment of a 
post office at a certain place in Platte county, 
in that State. As the law confers the entire 
jurisdiction over that matter on the Postmaster 
General, I ask that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and 
that the memorial be transmitted to the Post- 
master General. 

The report was agreed to. 

CHICAGO FIRE. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Maine, 
who is entitled to the floor on the regular 
order, will yield for a moment, I should like to 
ask unanimous consent to lay aside the regular 
order temporarily until I can call up the bill 
i have mentioned so frequently, for the relief 
of Chicago. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ulinois asks that the pending business be in- 
formally passed over to take up, subject to a 
demand for the regular order, the bill for the 
relief of Chicago. Is there objection? There 
is none. Any Senator can demand the regu- 
lar order ani call up the amnesty bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 555) for the relief of sufferers by fire at 
Chicago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have several amend- 
ments that I desire to offer to this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr] 
is now pending, being an amendment to the 


amendment reported by the Committee on | 


Finance. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


I will not offer my 
amendments now. 


I can make my remarks 


on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, as I shall vote for that amendment. 

I presume, Mr. President, that thero is not 
a single member of this body who desires to 
do an injustice either to any community or any 
individual. As I remarked yesterday, there 
was during the fearful conflagrations of last 
fall great suffering in Michigan and in Wiscon- 
sin, and considerable in Minnesota. Whole 
counties were almost depopulated during those 
terrible fires. In two counties in Michigan, 
sparsely populated, out of seventeen hundred 
houses but seventy-six were left standing. In 
other words, there were sixteen hundred and 
twenty-four honses out of seventeen hundred 
in those two counties destroyed by those fires. 
And in addition to the loss of property, which 
was absolute and complete, those fires traveled 
with thespeed almost ofa railroad train ; whole 
families and whole villages in some instances 
were depopulated by this devouring element, 
and where the people saved their lives, every- 
thing else was destroyed. Families were 
aroused by a roaring sound in the night time, 
had barely time to leave their beds and flee for 
their lives; and their houses, their barns, their 
crops, their household furniture, their farming 
utensils, their mills, everything was entirely 
destroyed, literally destroyed, even to the live 
animals, horses, cattle, hogs, sheep, and poul- 
try. Everything was destroyed in this frightful 
march of fire, 

And, Mr. President, after these fires bad 
ceased raging there were hundreds of individ- 
uals found dead in the woods, who had been 
overtaken and their lives destroyed by this 
devouring element. After the fires we furnished 
such reliefas we could instantaneously ; but we 
were obliged to send men and teams through 
the woods hunting up the sufferers and carry- 
ing provisions to save the lives of those suffer- 
ers; and I myself have seen women and chil- | 
dren, with their male protectors, left by the 
flames with scarce clothing enough to cover 
their naked limbs, and with nothing to eat. 
Of course these were immediately relieved. 

All the world has been liberal to us, as it has 
been to Chicago. All the world has contrib- 
uted to our sufferers. We have gone on and 
built them buildings, furnished them with farm- 
ing utensils, furnished them with household 
furniture, bought them glass to put in their 
buildings, and have done what we.could to 
make this army of sufferers as comfortable as 
it was possible during this inclement winter. 

Now, if you propose a measure of relief to 
Chicago, 1 want that same measure of relief 
extended to these other sufferers. It matters not 
whether there are a hundred thousand suffer- 
ers in one place and athousand in another; it 
matters not in principle that the hundred thou- 
sand were aggregated together; let the same 
benevolent aid be extended to the thousand 
that you extend to the hundred thousand ; and 
if you grant this aid and relief to the sufferers 
in Chicago, grant the same measure of aid and 
relief to the greater sufferers in Michigan and 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, there is another point to 
which I wish to call the attention of the Senate, 
for Tam sure, as I said before, that the Sen- 
ate will not willingly doan injustice. All these 
fires in the three States of Wisconsin, Mich- 
igan and Minnesota occurred in the lumber 
regions of those States, and it is lambermen 
and their employés who have suffered these 
terrific losses. The lumberman purchases first 
his land, then he invests large sums in his 
mills, and then he is obliged to put up a small 
village to accommodate his laborers. ‘hese 
villages, some of them containing seven bun- 
dred houses, were utterly destroyed, the mills 
and everything pertaining to them were utterly 
destroyed ; the laborers were scattered. Then, 
in addition to all that, these lands were devas- 
tated, the life of the pine trees upon them was 
destroyed ; and these lumbermen, having been 
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thus impoverished, and having suffered great 
losses—and I undertake to say that some of 
our Michigan lumbermen have suffered greater 
losses in dollars and cents than an equal num- 
ber of men in the city of Chicago—are com- 
pelled to cut these trees while the life is de- 
stroyed this winter or they will be utterly worth: 
less next. Hence, the lumbermen of Michigan, 
Wisconsin, and Minnesota are this winter com- 
pelled not only to make up these terrific losses, 
but to put a double force in the pine woods in 
order to save the lumber that would otherwise 
be utterly useless next year. 

Now, sir, this measure is striking a direct 
blow at these men who have actually suffered, 
very many of them certainly, to an equal 
extent with any of the sufferers of Chicago. 
There will be next year, it is estimated, in the 
State of Michigan double as much lumber 
necessarily put into the streams as ever was 
putin there before ; and now what do you pro- 
pose to do? You do not propose to make up 
any of the loss of these suffering lumbermen, 
but you propose to add to their loss by taking 
off the slight moiety of protection that has 
heretofore been granted them in their busi- 
ness. 

If this measure is to pass I desire to put on 
“the city of Manistee,’’s city of some thousands 
of inhabitants, that was. literally destroyed in 
the pine woods by these fires. I shall move, 
when the proper time comes, that the city of 
Manistee be added to this measure of relief; 
and after that I shall move that one or two 
other cities be likewise added to this measure 
of relief, in order that equal and exact justice 


may be done. - 

Mr. CARPENTER. Peshtigo. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ileave that to my hon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin. Peshtigo was 
utterly destroyed, a thrifty city of several thou- 
sand inhabitants, and more than seven hun- 
dred of her people lost their lives in an hour. 
In Michigan, whole families who were fleeing 
for their lives would get intoa wagon and drive 
with all speed, and after the fire had passed, 
all you would find was the wagon-tires and a 
few bones in the road where they were left. 
It is beyond human conception. You would 
hear a roar, and like the sirocco this fire would 
pass over the ground, leaving nota living thing, 
and there was never a set of people left so 
utterly, absolutely, hopelessly destitute as were 
those people in the lumber woods of Wiscon- 
sin and Michigan. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I shall 
support the bill advocated by the Senator from 
Illinois, and I shall support the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Michigan. Now, 
the fact is that the personal suffering, in_pro- 
portion to the numbers of persons involved, 
was far greater in the States of Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, and Michigan than in the city of 
Chicago. The fire in those States fell upon a 
poorer, an agricultural community, and the 
loss is. one which capital cannot immediately 
repair; and if we are to take the matter into 
cousideration, as there seems to be a general 
disposition to do in favor of sufferersat Chicago, 
there is certainly no reason why the same 
relief should not be extended to the sufferers 
in these other States. I shall therefore vote 
for this amendment and vote for the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I must eonfess, sir, that I 
have been somewhat surprised at the remarks 
made in reference to the amendments which 
are proposed to this bill. The tendency of 
them would seem to indicate that this bill was 
antagonistic to the interests of Michigan and 
Wisconsin. There certainly can be no antag- 
onism between the sufferers of Chicago and tbe 
sufferers elsewhere. Lintroduced this bill early 
in the session, copying it verbatim from two 
bills which were passed for the relief of Port- 
land, Maine, in 1866. Idid not suppose there 
would be any opposition at all to it, either by 
way of amendment or otherwise. A few days 


ago I tried to impress the Senate witli the fact— 
whether I made it clear or not I am not ĉápa- | 
ble of determining—that there was a distinction 


between a calamity that was of so extraordit- | 


ary acharacter as to make it national in its 
effects and a calamity which was merely local, 
which was notin any way national in its effects; 
a calamity that disturbs the lines of cotimuti- 


cation, a calamity that cuts off the resources 
and supplies of a great community, that intet- 
feres with the moving along of governiiental 
affairs or the welfare of the country, becomes 
a national calamity. But that calamity which 
is the destruction of a small town, village, mill, 
or house, no matter of what extent, is local iti 
its character, because it does not disturb the 
commercial cotimunications, thé commercial 
relations of the country, and does not affect the 
nation, but affects merely a locality. I tried 
at least to draw that distinction and make it 
clear. 

So far as the demands of humanity are éon- 
cerned, they apply equally to the small suf- 
ferer as they do to the large sufferer; and sò 
far as sympathy is concerned it goes out from 
the bosom of humanity toward those people 
who suffered in Wisconsin, it Peshtigo, and 
the places in Michigan, the same as it doés 
toward the sufferers at Chicago; but there is 
a wide difference, so far as thé effect upon the 
nation is concerned, betwéen a national calami- 
ity and a local calamity. 

I am perfectly willing to advocate any prop- 
osition that my friend from Wisconsin may 
offer to the Senate in behalf of the sufferers 
of Wisconsin; and so with the sufferers of 
Michigan ; but I must say to these Senators 
that if the principle of this bill is applicable 
to the sufferers in their States, it would be 
certainly very easy for them to have offered a 
bill of relief for their constituents, without in a 
manner seeming to antagonize the bill that I 
have offered for the benefit of my constituents. 

The argument of the Senator from Michigan 
isofa twofold character. First, he sympathizes 
greatly with the sufferers of Michigan; also 
with the sufferers of Chicago; but at the same 
time he argues that the passage of tbis bih will 
have an effect deleterious upon some of his 
constituents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Sufferers. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, your constituents 
were sufferers: Now, if this bill affects them 
injuriously, then certainly he is not for it. H 
the effect of this bill is to injure the sufferers 
of Michigan, the Senator from Michigan is not 
for it. Hence, the proposition to amend it from 
him comes not from its friend but from its 
enemy. This bill, as a general proposition, 
applies to building-matcrials for the restora- 
tion of the burnt district of Chicago. Some 
Senators desire to specify the materials. Why, 
sir, there are none of us here who can specily 
all the different articles that compose building 
materials; and if we attempted to do it we 
might leave out the most important items. 
The passage of this bill will have this effect: 
it will prevent combinations to put up the 
prices of brick and other articles which are 


necessary in the rebuilding of the burnt district | of te € 
| řelief for the sufferers in his State, aud E will 


of Chicago. 


I discussed this measure as well as I could a l 


few days ago, and I do not desire to detain the 
Senate now. IL presume, however, it was not 
of sufficient importance to Senators to read 
my argument, and there were certainly not very 
many in attendance to hear it. Iwas not com- 
plimented so highly as some other Senators 
have been in having the attention of the Sen- 
ate at that time. Hence, I presume that they 
have not investigated this case as thoroughly 
as I have done. Now, I would say to the 
Senator from Michigan, and the Senator from | 
Wisconsin, that if they should introduce a bill 
in favor of their constituents who are sufferers, | 
if they are scattered all over the country, 


be applicable to them, but if there ate towhs 
of places ih those States where these materiala 
can be imported for rebuilding, I should have 
no objection to ptoviding for them, atid f would 
support it. But if they come in a thdfiher 
evincing 4 disposition to antagonize this bill, I 
eertainly desire that it may either be voted up 
or down on its own merits, and let this pass ás 
it is unless some amendment absolutely hëčes- 
sry to petfect it shall be proposed. I will 
vote for the bill of the Senator from Michigati 
if he will introduce it; I will vote for the bill 
of the Senatot from Wisconsin if he will ifitto- 
duce one as 4 Sepatate measure, but the idèä 
brought out by the argumiett of thé Senator 
from Michigan is that taking off the duties fron 
articles used in buildifig houses in Chicago 
within twelve months from the passage df this 
bill will affect, whom? Affect thé lambe?ineri 
of Michigan. ? 

I am sorty if this is the spirit ii whieh is tô 
be inet the appeal of one hutidred and tea 
thousand people of a great city that has beea 
rédaced to ashes, so that men who were worth - 
millions ate to-day penniless. They ask to 
have a Dill passed that will prevent combin- 
ations to extort high prices from them for 
building matetials if that city to reinstate it 
in its otigindl shape and condition. I should 
be vety sorrý if there were a man in this 
dountry who, at the time he extends bis hand 
to do à just and proper act for the benefit of 
such a locality; tutns around and say, “ This 
may possibly affect some man in my district, 
because he must cut down a tree this winter 
that was scorched by the flames daring the 
summer!” 

Sir, a more magnanimous spirit actuated 
the colleague of the Senator from Michigan 
when this disastet fell upon Chicago. ‘The 
Senator’s colleague [Mr. Ferry] was in Chi- 
cago at the time of the fire. He is a gteät 
lumber dealer there. He and his company 
own one of the largest Iumber-yards in the 
city of Chicago. How was he actuated to 
perform his duty toward the distressed and. 
suffering of that city? When the lumber met- 
chants mét together, and it was proposed that 
they should act generously toward the people, 
what was the first proposition? That limber 
be advanced four dollars per thousand at once, 
so that the sufferers should have to pay four 
dollars a thousand in advance of the previous 
price for lumber. What did the young Seu- 
ator from Michigan say? He said, ‘‘ No, gen- 
tlemen; my lumber shall not be increased 
one cent; I will sell at the original price.” 
And he was the only man who stood there and 
offered to sell his lumber to the sufferers at 
the price he usnally sold it at ; but the argument 
of the ‘Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHAND: 
LER] would justify adding four dollars to the 
usual price of lumber in Chicago and making 
the people pay it. For what purpose? For 
the purpose of benefiting a few of his con- 
stituents at the sactifice of my constitnency. 


i| Is that generous? Is that magnanimity? Sir, 


Í would perform no such act toward the Sen- 
ator’s constituents. Let him introduce his 
bill for the reduction of taxes, or any other 


hever ask a question whether some constitu- 
ent of mine will have the ninetieth part of 
one per cent. to pay in the way of taxes, I 
will ask no such qnestion. 

Sir, E ask of the Senate that this bill may 
stand or fall on its own merits. We ask in 
round terms that the duty be taken off all 
building materials to be absolutely used in 
buildings within twelve months from the pas- 
sage of this bill, confined within the burnt 
district of Chicago, to be used not outside but 
inside that district, that to-day is lined by the 
blackness of the remains of the fire. That is 
all we ask—nothing more and nothing less. 
The attempt of gentlemen here to designate: 


presume a bill of this character would not well. 


_the particular articles, stone, lime, &c., of 
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which the duty shall be taken, may result in 


leaving out some material thing that may be | 


as important as any. We want itfor all build- 
ing materials, so that combinations in reference 
to brick, in reference to lumber, in reference 
to lime,.in reference to cement, paint, and 
everything that goes into the materials that 
construct a house shall not be able to impose 
upon these people extravagant and extortion- 
ate prices. That is the object, and nothing 
more. Ido not expect much materials to be 
imported duty-free under this bill; that is not 
the expectation ; but in the case of men who are 
able to build a block of buildings in Chicago, 
if the prices of materials are put up to such a 
rate that they cannot afford to pay, then they 
will be compelled to import from abroad, and 
they will do it; but if this bill has the effect 
to keep prices at their level, as they have 
been kept, at which a fair profit has been 
made and men have become rich from the 
sale of these materials in Chicago, our build- 
ers are willing to pay these prices, and if you 
pass this bill they will have no more to pay. 
That is the object and the only object there is 
in it. The amount that will be imported will 
be very limited, in my opinion. The amount 
of revenues lost to the Government will be 
very small, if we may judge from the expe- 
rience of Portland, a port that received im- 
portations. There the amount did not reach 
$22,000 in all. If we take that ag a guide in 
estimating the importations that will go into 
other cities suffering a like calamity, we shall 
find that the importations will not be of sucha 
character as to seriously affect the Treasury of 
the United States, or injure individuals either. 
It will not affect the men who are manufactur- 
ing these articles to any considerable extent, 
if they will sell their ‘articles at reasonable 
prices, the same as they have been heretofore 
sold to these people. 

Sir, I hope that the Senate will come to a 
direct vote on this bill, I have heretofore 
alluded to the precedent of the Portland case 

_and to the appropriations Congress has made 
heretofore to sufferers in-foreign lands as well 
as our own, because time and again we have 
extended the hand of liberality to foreign 
nations when suffering, not such calamities as 
this great city has suffered, but much legs. 
Now, if these precedents are not sufficient to 
guide and govern you in doing an act of justice, 
an act of right, an act proper in every respect, 
vote the bill down and say that this question 
shall not again-arise in Congress ; but if these 
precedents are sufficient to justify you vote for 
the bill as it has been reported by the com- 
mittee without the amendments designating 
articles, then pass it and thereby do what is 
designed to be a benefit to these people; other- 
wise you will do that which will effect but an 
injury. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It was not my 
intention, Mr. President, to utter a word on 
this question, but to quietly cast my.rote in 
favor of the bill which the Senator from IHi- 
nois has submitted for the action of the Sen- 
ate. During the debate, however, facts have 
been stated and positions assumed which would 
place me in an improper light, not only before 
my State, but before the nation, unless I stated 
precisely how I stand on this question. 

Michigan thanks the Senator from Illinois 
for his tribute to her conduct upon that occa- 
sion. I return the tendered compliment by 
stating to the Senator from Illinois that I share 
largely in the interest which he has manifested 
for his constituents, and listened with satisfac- 
tion to his vivid portrayal in his well-consid- 
ered remarks submitted upon his bill in behalf 
of relief for the city of Chicago. I believe, as 
he stated, that Michigan showed her sympathy 
substantially on that occasion. I desire, how- 
ever, while receiving this tribute for doing her 
duty, to state in this connection that as soon 
as that proposition was made by. Michigan, in 


the form of an amended resolution, and that 
resolution adopted at the public meeting held 
at Chicago, to which the Senator has justly 
referred, it was faithfully abided by on the 
part of that representative of Michigan while 
it was actually repudiated by most of the deal- 
ers of Chicago. I ask the Senator to explain 
why, upon a proposition tendered by Michigan 
for the benefit of Chicago, those citizens of Chi- 
cago should thus have repudiated a resolution 
formally adopted by them in a mass meeting. 


j I state this not to reflect specially upon the 


proposition now before the Senate, nor to antag- 
onize the object of the Senator who represents 
that city, but to vindicate the proposition pre- 
sented on that occasion by Michigan, which 
would have afforded more substantial benefit 
to the city of Chicago than the measure which 
the Senator now advocates, 

I desire also to state thatthe plan presented 
in the bill before us does not commend itself 
to my judgment. I, however, admit that my 
sympathies override my judgment. Taking 
the precedent established in the case of Port- 
land, and recognizing the national character 
of Chicago, I preferred quietly to vote for this 
bill which receives my hearty codperation. 
My choice was to vote upon it without any 
other amendment; this, too, in the face of 
the loss of a city near my own residence, that 
of Holland, almost totally destroyed, and 
also in the face of the partial loss of the city 
of Manistee, to which my colleague has alluded, 
nearly one third of which was destroyed. Con- 
curring fully with the opinion stated by my col- 
league that more suffering, compared to persons 
and property, was relatively endured by those 
two cities than by Chicago, large and central 
as sheis; yetfrom the fact that Chicago stands 
prominently as one of the great commercial 
centers of the nation, I looked upon the pro- 
ject for the relief of that city differently from 
what I did upon such relief for other towns 
and cities not so central or so important to 
the national interests. 

But, sir, since the proposition has been 
made by my colleague, and the intimation 


| thrown out by the Senator from Illinois that 


Michigan should take care of her own interests, 
and that they were not in the keeping of other 
Senators, it became my duty no longer to be 
silent, but to state here that I shall now offer 
an amendment coveringin the proposed relief 
ihe city of Holland, as well as Manistee, Sag- 
inaw, and other adjoining places. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. If í made any intimation 
that Michigan should take care of herself, I 
have no recollection of it. Isaid that I should 
vote for any bill the gentleman offered for the 
relief of the citizens of Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I respond to 
the Senator by quoting his words: ‘It is not 
my business to attend to Michigan.” 

Mr. LOGAN. It was yesterday in response 
to the gentleman’s colleague that I said that, 
and I repeat it, but I did not say it in any 
offensive manner, I am sure. I said that I 
was not responsible for Michigan not having a 
bill here, inasmuch as I was not therepresent- 
ative of Michigan. That was not saying that 
I do not sympathize with their sufferings. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I alluded to 
his inference, by his remark, that Michigan 
should take care of her own interests. The 
Senator from Illinois will understand me as 
not by this antagonizing his efforts in behalf of 
the city he represents affected by this fire, and 
the Senator knows too well how interested I 
have been in the project which he has submit 
ted for the action of the Senate. The Sen- 
ator has well stated that I was a witness of 
the Chicago fire, I might say a fugitive from 
the tornado of flame, and I owe in measure 
my escape to one of the tunnels of the city, a 


monument of the enterprise and skill of the 
citizens of that city, and I should be recre- 
ant to my duty and my obligations if I did not 
support the bill which be proposes; but when 
itis here stated on the floor of the Senate that 
this should override and supersede all other 
interests, and that we, representing cther 
places which have suffered proportionally to 
lives and property represented equally as 
much as the city of Chicago, it became my 
imperative duty to rise in my place and 
announce to the Senate that I should also offer 
an amendment in behalf of the cities and sec- 
tions of my State which had also suffered by 
fire. l 

It was not my purpose to occupy much time 
on this subject, but before taking my seat I 
must be allowed to allude to a feature of this 
case, referred to by my colleague. When I 
reflect that the citizens of Michigan met this 
question practically upon the spot by propos- 
ing to the citizens of Chicago that the amount 
of material then on hand should furnish at 
least fifty millions of lumber to the citizens of 
Chicago at prices prior to the fire, thus show- 
ing practical sympathy in behaif of the citi- 
zens of Chicago who had suffered by that fire, 
I must say it comes with an ill grace from the 
Senator to intimate that I entertain hostility 
to measures of relief. He knows I have no 
unkind feeling for him or his cause, because, 
as I said before, I support his measure, and 
he ought not to taunt us with the suggestion 
that the State of Michigan is more desirous of 
protecting her material interests than of show- 
ing her substantial sympathy to the city thus 
smitten. . 

Mr. President, it is well known, and the 
Senator from Illinois has stated it in his re- 
marks, if not to-day at least on a: previous 
occasion, that the material for rebuilding the 
city will be composed largely of stone, brick, 
and lumber. He also stated that while this 
measure would not affect the price of stone, it 
might indirectly affect the price of brick. How? 
Because some of the citizens of Chicago, fol- 
lowing the disaster of the fire, and upon the 
very threshold of the destruction, laid their 
plans by which to control the material of brick 
and raise it to an exorbitant price, and the Sen- 
ator has justly attempted in his measure, and 
he should be commended for the course he has 
taken, to prevent that rise in brick. If the 
proposition to neutralize the effect of high rates 
upon brick is worthy of this mode of consider- 
ation, it might have been equally applicable to 
lumber had the citizens of Chicago succeeded 
in materially raising the price of lumber. The 
attempt was made to raise the price by 


| citizens of Chicago. Michigan stepped in and 


thwarted that rise, and should she be burdened 
for her magnanimity? How does this meas- 
ure affect the State of Michigan? It is well 
known to Senators in this Chamber that Mich- 
igan is the largest producing State in this 
Union of the article of lumber. It is also 
well known that Chicago is the greatest lumber 
mart in the world. Michigan contributes to 
this market more than any other State. The 
project in the bill presented by the Senator 
trom Illinois proposes to reduce indirectly the 
price of lumber. That necessarily affects the 
citizens of the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent. Is it strange, therefore, 
that my colleague should rise in his seat here 
in defense of the interests of Michigan? In 
other words, it is proposed by the bill in effect 
to compel Michigan, largely a supplier of lum- 
ber, to contribute more largely for the relief 
of the sufferers at Chicago than any other 
State of the Union. Is this equitable? Is it 
just to a State foremost in the generosities of 
magnanimous aid ? 

Had I the control of this bill, or the man- 
agement of its complexion, I should have pro- 
posed that from the Treasury of the Unitea 
States an aggregation should be made in dol- 
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lars for relief based upon the amountremitted 
to Portland, taking into consideration differ- 
ence of extent and value of loss of the two 
cities; then by the equality of your revenue, 
derived as it is from the resources of the sev- 
eral States equitably distributed, you would 
have every State contribute its fair proportion 
to this great national calamity. As Ï intimated 
in the opening of my remarks, I waited silently 
for a vote, to see whether this Congress would 
confirm the precedent in the case of the city 
of Portland by its action toward Chicago, and 
thereby affirm a rule, when it was my purpose 
to move for similar relief for all other places 
that have likewise suffered by fire. I pre- 
ferred to rest and let the bill take its course, 
and that would be my choice now; and I shall 
. hesitate-to offer an amendment covering other 
places, unless I am compelled to do so by ob- 
serving that the Senate propose to conclude 
their action on this bill without affording 
relief to any other suffering portion of our 
country. 

Mr. President, I wish the Senator from IHi- 
nois to.understand that I shall support his bill. 
He ought to know that. He has alluded to 
the substantial evidence of sympathy which 
my State has given to Chicago through its 
representative; therefore he must not suppose 
(and I listened with sorrow to the remark) that 
any observations upon this bill is antagonism 
to it. I disclaim it. I am not inimical to it, 
but I want the proposition to stand fairly upon 
its merits, and the relief intended equitably 
distributed. I want the Senate to establish a 
rule now that will control all cases hereafter 
of a like character, whether they be central 
to the nation, national in their importance, or 
measurably local in their interest. 

At the proper time, as stated, I shall pro- 

ose to include other places in Michigan, and 

doubt not the Senator from Wisconsin will 
offer an amendment providing for Peshtigo, 
for I believe that Peshtigo needs aid relatively 
more than any other locality that has suffered 
by these fires, Chicago not excepted. The 
papers stated that the people there were driven 
out to the country, flying over plowed land 
to escape from the fire, and, throwing them- 
selves into fresh furrows, were literally burned 
up in those furrows. Others seeking the water 
were burned to death with their heads just 
above the surface; while at Chicago the loss 
of life was small compared with the immense 
loss of property. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senator from Illinois alluded to the 
speech he made on a former occasion, and 
rather complained that it was not listened to. 
So far as L am concerned, he should make an 
exception, for I did listen to his interesting 
and eloquent speech, as he always makes elo- 
quent speeches. But, sir, I proposed the 
amendment which I have done, not for the 
purpose of retarding the bill, but for the pur- 
pose of perfecting it, and I think it should 
commend itself to both the Senators from_the 
State of Illinois, for there are no members 
here who are more vigilant scrutinizers of any- 
thing that touches the Treasury than the Sen- 
ators from Illinois. 

It must be admitted that this legislation is 
entirely exceptional; and unless the case of 
Portland forms a precedent, there is no pre- 
cedent on the statute-book. When the great 
fire occurred at New York, it was even refused, 
Į believe, to remit the duties upon goods that 
were burned up. 

Now, sir, in order to perfect the amendment 
proposed by me, and to include all the substan- 
ial articles that are used in building, I pro- 
pose to add at the end of the amendment 
already offered ‘‘ glass, linseed oil, and white 
lead.” 

It must be obvious that there.are a thousand 
little, inconsiderable articles that are used in 
building which it would be no substantial re- 


lief to have exempted from duty or to have a 
drawback upon. If we grasp all of the great 
articles that count in the expense of building, 
we shall accomplish the entire purpose; and 
if we are to establish a precedent by this bill, 
as seems probable, for there are already three 
or four additional amendments to be offered, 
certainly we should. establish one that we 
should be willing to abide by. I appeal, there- 
fore, to the Senator from Illinois not to find 
any fault or to object to the amendment which 


T propose. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I risetoa question of 
order. I call for the regular order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CARPEN- 
TER in the chair.) The regular order being 
called for, the Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the amnesty bill so called, the pending 
question being on the motion of the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Roserrsox,] to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill 
and to proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 1050, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. LOGAN. On the postponement of 
which bill have the yeas and nays been 
ordered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the 
postponement of the bill now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. LOGAN. Thatis, to take up the amnesty 


bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To takeup 
the amnesty bill which has come recently from 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LOGAN. I moveto postpone all other 
orders until the bill that is now before the 
Senate, or which was under consideration a 
moment ago, shall be disposed of by the Sen- 
ate; and I ask for a vote of the Senate on that 


motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the Senator from Illinois can 
move a division of the question now. before 
the Senate, and if this bill shall be postponed, 
he can then move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was in hopes that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina would allow this bill 
to be proceeded with until we got through with 
it. It will not take much longer. I shall ask 
for a division of the question, as suggested by 
the Chair. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to the Senator 
from South Carolina that he allow the pend- 
ing bill to be passed over informally that this 
Chicago question may be disposed of. It 
seems to me we ought not to be calling it up 
day by day. It was called up the other day ; 
now again to-day. Let us finish it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I will give an hour’s 
time, if it can be disposed of within that 


time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from South Carolina consents to the passing 
over informally of the pending bill for one 


hour. f 

Mr. LOGAN. One hour will suit me if 
other gentlemen do not take up that hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
bill (H. R. No. 555) for the relief of sufferers 
by fire at Chicago is still before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I can- 
not see and do not understand why Mich- 
igan should be held responsible for Chicago 
rascals, Perhaps the Senator from Illinois 
will explain. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will explain, if the gentle- 
man will allow me. The Senator from Michi- 
gan, in a very pleasing manner, asks me to 
explain why Michigan should be held respon- 
sible for Chicago rascals. Ido not want to use 
that kind of language toward any person in 
Chicago, nor will I descend to that kind of 
description of persons in the State represented 
by the gentleman. Chicago perhaps has its 


proper number of rascals; Michigan mav 
have, but I presume has not. 

What I desire to say, however, is this: I 
attempted to compliment my friend on my 
right, [Mr. Ferry, of Michigan,] and tried to 
do so. -I thought he deserved it on account 
of his action during the fire at Chicago, or very 
goon afterward; but he seemed not to take it 
as such, but rather desired to impugn some- 
thing I had said or some feeling I had toward 
him. I have none, sir; nor did I say anything 
derogatory to the State of Michigan. [ said 
that I was very sorry to see that any individ- 
ual who had so much sympathy for his own 
constituents where one man was affected would 
withdraw that sympathy from a great commun- 
ity suffering under an unparalleled calamity. 
I said that, and the language of the Senator 
(Mr. Cuaxpuer] justified me in saying it. 

His reference to Chicago rascals J under- 
stand to mean this: his colleague stated that 
at the time the proposition was made to keep 
lumber at the price prior to the fire the citi- 
zens of Chicago repudiated the resolution. 
That is whatis referred to, I presume. That is 
true; and that is the very thing we are trying 
to provide against by this bill. The Chicago 
lumbermen did repudiate that resolution and 
raise the price of their lumber; but the Michi- 
gan lumbermen refused to do it. That is the 
way I understand it. I tried to compliment 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] for 
that; but he did not seem to receive it as a 
compliment. This very bill isas much against 
our own citizens as anybody else. It isto pre- 
vent them from doing the very thing some of 
them did do. Thatis the explanation. Itis not 
because the people of Chicago are more honest 
than other people, but because we want to put 
such restraints by law as will at least have the 
effect of preventing them from doing to other 
citizens who have suffered that which they 
ought not to do. That is the principle, and 
that is the reason for the measure. Ihave no 
defense to make of the lumber merchants of 
Chicago. If the gentleman has, he is welcome 
to it, and will have the opportunity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. J am much obliged to 
the Senator for his interruption and explana- 
tion. Perhaps I was a little harsh upon those 
who would take advantage of such a calamity 
to raise the price of lumber four dollars a 
thousand, but I could not think of any other 
term that would express the idea that I wished 
to convey, and I cannot now. 

Mr. LOGAN. You are entitled to use such 
language as suits your taste. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘That was the only lan- 
guage to express my idea. Now, it seems 
from the Senator’s own statement that men in 
Chicago decided to raise the price of lumber 
four dollars a thousand instantly after the fire, 
and that Michigan lumbermen repudiated the 
proposition and prevented itfrom being done; 
and yet the Senator by imputation and in fact 
held the lambermen of Michigan responsible 
for this action which they themselves had 
repudiated and prevented. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senator has no 
disposition to misrepresent what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly not. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator has no desire 
to misrepresent me, his mind must be wander- 
ing. Istated no such thing as has been uttered 
by him, nor did I approach it in any sentence 
that I uttered. I did riot even say or intimate 
that the lamber merchants of Michigan had 
put up the price of lumber ; but I did say that 
the main lumber merchants there had put 
down the price of lumber; just the contrary 
of what the gentleman states. It would 
seem as though the gentleman had a great 
facility for misunderstanding what other gen- 
tlemen say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. The Senator says he desired to prevent 
this very thing. If that is not by imputation 
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charging it upon Michigan, whom is it charg- 
ing it upon? Michigan last year exported one 
thousand four hundred million feet of lumber; 
more than all the other States put together, I 
presume, produced of fine lumber. 

Mr. LOGAN. No. sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not? Then I staid 
corrected. We exported a larger amountthan 
any other State in the Unioti, and certainly a 
very large proportion of the lunibér that goes 
to Chicago goes from Michigan. ‘ 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Bat you say the intent 
and object was to do, what? To prevent these 
very Michigan men, as they are the meh who 
furnish the lumber, from doing what you said 
your men had resolved todo. Am [ right or 
wrong? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, you are wrong. I 
will correct you. I will restate my position. 
I said that the effect of this bill was not as 
against any individuals except the lumber 
merchants of Chicago, the men who them- 
selves put up the price of lumber. I do not 
know whether they are gentlemen from Mich- 
igan or where they are from, They are Chicago 
lumber merchants who put up the price. Itis 
immaterial where they may have lived ; they 
are now Chicago lumber merchants. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator did not 
intend to cast any imputation upon the lum- 
ber merchants of Michigan, of course I ac- 
cept his declaration, and have nothing more 
to say on the subject. I certainly understood 
him to cast an imputation on the Michigan 
lumbermen, but he says he did not intend to 


do so. 

Mr. LOGAN. I certainly would not do 
that in the presence of the great defender of 
Michigan; I could not think of it. A man 
would he utterly senseless, or must expect 
to be crushed in a moment if he did such 
a thing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. This “crushing ” pro- 
cess I have seen attempted several times. I 
do not understand its execution myself, but 
this is not the first time I have had it at- 
tempted upon me. 

Now, with regard to magnanimity the Sen- 
ator says he would not reciprocate such a want 
of magnanimity. Am I right there? 

Mr. LOGAN. In whom? 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I have shown. 

Mr. LOGAN. Applicable to yourself; you 
are right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; make it 
applicable to myself. After the Chicago fire— 
we did not know of our fires at that time; 
our fires were in the woods, and it was days 
after they occurred before we heard of them— 
there was not a city, town, or hamlet in the 
whole State of Michigan that did not respond 
to the sufferings of Chicago, and I myself 
united, to the extent of my ability, whether it 
was more or less. The city of Detroit alone, 
if I remember rightly, furnished $40,000 for 
instantaneous relief; and every city, village, 
and town throughont the State responded to 
the extent of its ability. 

Sir, I do not like thus individually to be ar- 
raigned here, either for my State or myself, as 
showing awantof magnanimity. I undertook 
to show this body that the sufferers in Michigan 
suffered to atleast as great if nota greater extent 
than the people of Chicago in proportion to 
their wealth and population; and again I un- 
dertook to show that the greatest of these suf- 
ferers were these very lambermen at whom 
the Senator was aiming this shaft, That was 
what I undertook to do, and what I think I 
succeeded in doing. I undertook to show that 
the whole of these enormous losses, amount- 
ing to many millions, and for aught I know tens 
of millions, full upon the lambermen and the 
lumber regions of the State of Michigan; and 
now, instead of furnishing to them the same 
measure andthe same manner of relief which 


you propose to furnish to Chicago, and which 
I ask at your hands, I am met with the charge 
of a want of magnanimity. Sir, I repudiate 
the charge, come from what source it may. I 
say itis equal and exact justice that I am de- 
manding, nothing more and nothing less. I 
care not whether it be to the citizens of a vil- 
lage in the lumber regions of Michigan, or to 
the citizens of the great city of Chicago; I 
ask, and I have a right to demand, the same 
measuré of justice or of magnanimity, or of 
charity, if you put it upon that ground, which 
you give to the city of Chicago. 

I agree with my colleague that it would have 
been better, more just, more equitable, more 
proper to have introduced a bill giving a gross 
sum from the Federal Treasury, compelling 
each State to pay its fair pro rata to that sum, 
rather than to assess upon the State of Mithi- 
gan, that has suffered thus frightfully, one half 
of all the reliefyou demand. That is what you 
do by this bill, for in all your buildings our 
lumber constitutes near one half of the mate- 
rial you use. 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Perhaps not quite so, 
but nearly. But you demand the whole of that 
from the State of Michigan, a State which suf- 
fered frightfully by the same calamity which 
has fallen upon Chicago. 

Now, Mr. President, I say very frankly that 
I consider this a dangerous precedent; but if 
it is set for one case, (and it has been set once, ) 
then I want it to extend to all. If itis proper 
to grant this relief to the cities of Portland 
and Chicago, then it is proper to grant it to 
every city, town, and hamlet throughout all 
‘these United States that is in similar cir- 
cumstances, and it ought to be done; and I 
propose now, as an amendment, to insert a 
few, perhaps two, three, or four of the towns 
that have suffered most fearfully in this confla- 
gration. - 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, it is as true 
in legislative bodies as in courts, that hard 
cases make bad precedents, and I am afraid 
that we have gotten into this trouble by a bad 
precedent, As the Senator from Michigan has 
said, if we relieve in one case we shall have 
to relieve in all. : 

it is a very ungracious thing to seem to 
oppose any measure of this character, and J 
do not rise for the purpose of opposing this 
bill, but of suggesting to the Senator from Illi- 
nois that I think there is an insuperable diff- 
culty in the way of passing it which would have 
prevented the first precedent from passing if 
it had been mooted when that bill was intro- 
duced into Congress—I am not aware that it 
was—and of saying to him that he can 
hardly doubt the disposition of Congress, as 
manifested from the disposition of those who 
stand behind Congress, for the relief of Chicago. 
if it isto be relieved, I think it will have to 
be, and I have no doubt it will be, by the appro- 
priation of a sufficient sum, if necessary, from 
the Treasury by direct bill for the purpose of 
meeting the duties, if necessary, that are to be 
taken from the Treasury in this manner. 

But I now call attention to what the diffi- 
culty isin my mind. The bill as introduced, 
and as I believe it now stands, reads thus: 
the first section, providing for the reception 
of gratuitous contributions which may come 
from abroad for the relief of the sufferers by 
the fire which occurred at Chicago, declares 
that such contributions shall, when imported 
at the port of Chicago and consigned to the 
proper authority for distribution, be admit- 
ted free of duty. The second section provides 
for the admission of building materials at the 
same port. Here, then, are two sections of 
the bill, both of which provide for the admis- 
sion free of duty at the port of Chicago of 
building materials and contributions, which at 
all other ports in the United States are subject 
to duty. Isimply wish to bring into contrast 


with them two provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States. The first is from the 
ninth section of the first article of the Consti- 
tition: ` 

“No preference shall be given by any regulation 
of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over thoso of another; nor shall vessels bound to 
or from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay 
duties in another.” 

The other is: , 

“The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debte 
and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, 
and excises shall beuniform throughout the United 
States.” 

If there be a duty of twenty per cenit. on any 
of these articles in any portion of the United 
States, the duty must be uniform throughout 
the whole United States. If they are’tequired 
to pay duty at one port in any State, they mtist 
be required to pay duty in all the States. I 
need not argue this question. I think it is 
perfectly apparent by simply reading the pro- 
visions of the Constitution in contrast with the 
provisions of the bill. I need not go further 
and show how far the principle may be carried 
if it were constitutional. Take the case which 
is presented by the Senator from Michigan. 
Here, are hundreds of people suffering, per- 
haps, for want of food in consequence of the 
fires in Michigan and Wisconsin. If it be 
proper to exempt building materials at the 
port of Chicago for the purpose of rebuilding 
the city, it is just as important to exempt tea 
and coffee and sugar, upon which these people 
live, or which enter into their living, who have 
not, perhaps, enough to eat in consequence 
of their crops and buildings having been 
destroyed. Itis just as important to exempt 
clothing and the material ott of which it is 
made, so as to relieve their necessities. In 
short, the principle involved is that wherever 
a calamity occurs in any portion of the United 
States, whether byfire, by flood, or by robbery 
even, we aré to be called upon to make an 
exception in favor of that tinfortunate commun- 
ity. If it is to be done, I do not think it can 
be done by making an exception which comes 
in conflict with the spirit certainly if not with 
the direct letter of the Constitution. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the gentleman will allow 
me to call his attention to one point there, he 
may be able to throw some light upon the sub- 
ject. The Constitution provides that there 
shall be no preference given ; that is, no pref- 
erence in reference to ports. This is not an 
exception, if the gentleman will have his at- 
tention directed to the bill. The bill requires 
the duties to be paid on these articles just the 
same as on other articles, but authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make such rules 
and regulations with reference to them as he 
sees proper, precisely as was done with regard 
to Portland. He made the rules and regola- 
tions in that case, and I have them in my desk 
now. The duties are paid when the articles 
are received, but if the article is putina build- 
ing as provided by law, there is a remission 
of the duty. It is upon the same principle that 
you encourage the building of a railroad. Why 
do you do that? In order to encourage popu- 
lation to seek certain portions of the country, 
in order to scatter the community, enlarge 
your country, increase taxesand extend civil- 
ization. The same principle applies here, 
You propose to do this for what purpose? To 
encourage certain persons to rebuild a great 
city that has been destroyed, for the benefit 
of the population there, for the benefit of the 
country, for the benefit of commerce, for tho 
benefit of civilization, and everything that 
applies to the same principle as applicable ta 
other things. 

The Senator is also mistaken in supposing 
that at the time the Portland bill was passed 
it was passed without a full discussion and 
understanding. If he will examine the Globe 
he will find a discussion ranning over more 
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than one day, and more than two, in reference 
to these very questions; a discussion by Mr. 
Fessenden, by Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, and 
quite a number of gentlemen whom I could 
name, because I have read carefully that dis- 
cussion. He will find that the whole question 
was then most thoroughly discussed and con- 
sidered by the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihave not read that discus- 
sion, but I can see very clearly that the purpose 
and intent of these constitutional provisions is 
that the Government shall levy and the people 
shall pay the same duties at one port that they 
do at another; that the people shall pay and 
the Government shall levy in all parts of the 
United States uniform duties upon imports, 
and any arrangement that parties shall first 
pay ahd the Government then pay back, is 
simply an evasion of that constitutional pro- 
vision, for when duties are once paid it be- 
comes the duty of the officer to pay that money 
into the Treasury, and if he is directed to pay 
it back by these regulations, it is simply an 
evasion of another provision of the Constitu- 
tion, that ho money shall be paid except in 
pursuance of ah appropriation by law. He is 
collecting revenue nominally, but he is paying 
out an appropriation actually. If it is to be 
done, let it be an appropriation really. 

As Í said; I do not rise in spirit to oppose 
reliefto Chicago, but to suggest to the Senator 
that these are considerations which, as his bill 
is now up, subject to the call at any moment 
of anybody for the regular order, he had per- 
haps better consider, and not run the tisk of 
having a debate lastiug an hour or two and 

- then the bill put aside and another taken up. 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to something else that he has 
not thought of. There has not been a session 
of Congress for a number of years that you 
have not passed bills of a precisely similar 
character, not for destruction on account of 
fire, but for other reasons. Yesterday, I be- 
lieve, a bill passed here for the remission of 
duties on certain articles to be imported into 
New Orleans. Why was that? You pass bills 
relieving from duty organs for churclies, and 
for divers and sundry other things, at every 
session of Congress. Why is that? 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will permit me, 
as he asks me the question, I will say that the 
pill to which he refers suspends the duties for 
two years in all parts of the United States on 
specific articles. It does not give preference 
to one place over another at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. I may be mistaken. but Ido 
not so understand the bill. But then I call 
the attention of the Senator to these other bills 
to which J have referred that have been passed 
in divers Congresses. I have never been ina 
Congress, from 1858 to the present time, in 
which there has not been a bill passed relieving 
the duties on an article for some church or 
charity, or something of that sort. lt hasbeen 
donetime and timeagain. ‘This constitutional 
question that the gentleman raises has been 
discussed over and over again in Congress; 
but, for the reason I have given, Congress has 
always acted, and acted affirmatively. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mz. President, I regret 
exceedingly that this bill should have encoun- 
tered the criticism it has, and that there should 
have been any attempt in the Senate to con- 
nect with jt ‘other matters. It is a very com- 
mon thing for local bills and bills for particu- 
lar individuals to pass; and I say to my friends 
from Wisconsin and Michigan, who will appre- 
ciate it at once, that if the practice is to obtain 
in the Senate, when a local bill comes here, a 
bill for a pension, if you please, to A, B, ora 
bill local in its operation to some particular 
place, of attaching to it other bills in reference 
to other pensioners or other places, we never 
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can pass any special bills. Iam sure the Sen- 
ators from Wisconsin and Michigan do not 
desire to prevent the passage of a bill for the | 


relief of the people of Chicago who have been 
burned out. 

Mr. President, a large part of a great city; 
extending as far as from the city of George- 
town to the navy-yard, reaching some four 
miles in length and a mile in width, has been 
burned over and laid in ashes. It was a calam- 
ity that stirred the sympathies not only of the 
people of the United States, but of the whole 
Civilized world; and I have sometimes thought, 
in reflecting upon that terrible calamity, and its 
influence on the people of Chicago, in causing 
them to forget all animosities and all unkind- 
ness, and of the sympathies it aroused, that the 
exhibition almost compensated for the calam- 
ity. Contributions of food and clothing came 
pouring in from every little town in Illinois, in 
‘Wisconsin, and in Michigan, and from all the 
cities of the land; and then the men who had 
gone through the fire, who had seen the indus- 
tries of a quarter of a century burned up in an 
hour, and themselves and their wives and chil- 
dren destitute without shedding tears, were 
overcome. When contributions came in from 
the great city of St. Louis, supposed to be a 
commercial rival of Chicago; when a meeting 
was called in that city while yet the city of 
Chicago was in flames, and in less than an 
hour $100,000 were subscribed to relieve the 
destitute; when the railroads were cleared of 
all other business, and there were speeding over 
them, at the rate of forty miles an hour, car- 
loads of provisions; and when they came roll- 
ing into Chicago, the men who had seen their 
all consumed and shed no tears were over- 
come by the kindness they were receiving, 
and, forgetting all animosities, were melted 
together as one people. . 

And, sir, since this discussion began, there 
has been laid on my table, coming through our 
consul in the city of Buenos Ayres, away off 
in South America, a letter from Mr. Zimmer- 
man, of that city, inclosing a draft, which I 
hold in my hand, for seven hundred and odd 
dollars, in gold, for the benefit of the sufferers 
by the Chicago fire, and accompanying it is a 
list giving the names of the contributors and 
the amount given by each person in that 
distant land. i 

And now, sit, the Senate of the United 
States hesitates as to whether it will allow these 
people, burned out, their dwellings destroyed, 
the industry of a life-time consumed, to import, 
without paying duties upon them, the neces- 
sary materials to reconstruct their dwellings! 
Why, sir, such anact as this1 had hoped would 
have been done gracefully and without opposi- 
tion. ‘Lhe people of the whole world opened 
their hearts and their pockets to relieve ‘this 
distress; and yet the Senate of the United 
States hesitates whether it shall not collect the 
last dollar off these people on the materials 
that they import with which to erect dwellings 
to protect them from the weather. 

Sir, I am sorry to see this, and I regret that 
Senators from other States should think of 
embarrassing this bill, to which they are not 
opposed, by moving amendments to include 
I will not discuss with them 
whether the calamity in Michigan and Wiscon- 
sin was greater or less than that in Chicago. 


| God knows it was bad enough in Chicago, as 


the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] and 
myself can both testify. I am sorry that there 
should be any disposition to stay this bill on 
account of the other cases, I do not under- 
stand either of the Senators to be opposed tothe 
bill, but they think that other places should be 
included. If they think that other places are 
entitled to the same relief, about which Ihave 
no controversy with them, I ask them in fair- 
ness, when this bill with reference to Chicago 
has passed the House and is pending here, not 
to embarrass or delay it by insisting on amend- 
ing it so as to extend relief to other localities. 

Now, one word in reply to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who thought there might besome 


| to aid them. 


constitutional objection to the bill. T think 
there can be none. This bill provides that cer- 
tain articles shall be admitted free of duty, not 
imported necessarily at Chicago, but that arti- 
cles which are imported, and which are con- 
signed to Chicago to be used and are used in 
the buildings to be erected upon this burnt dis- 
trict, shall come in free of duty. That makes 
no distinction, in the language of the Constitu- 
tion, between the different ports of the country. 
It is not unusual legislation.. We have some- 
times allowed goods, imported from abroad to 
be used for particular purposes, to come in 
free; or have allowed a drawback where they 
are imported and usedina particular way. We 
allow a drawback on goods imported to this 
country and then exported to foreign coun- 


tries. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is a drawback on 
salt now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is to-day, the 
Senator from Maine reminds me, a drawback 
on salt. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is it a draw- 
back or an exemption? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not see that that 
would make any difference. Sometimes we 
have authorized articles to be imported free of 
duty that went into a particular kind of ma- 
chinery. My recollection is that some years 
ago a law was passed allowing machinery for 
the manufacture of flax to come in free of 
duty for a certain length of time. Such legis- 
lation has been common in the history of the 
country. : : 

I cannot think, Mr. President, that there is 
any constitutional objection to the passage of 
the bill, and I hope we may come to a vote 
upon it. Iam aware that we are considering 
it now by the indulgence of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Morriit] who has the floor to- 
day upon another subject; and I do hope that 
the Senate will allow this bill to pass, and that 
our friends from Wisconsin and Michigan will 
not insist upon putting on this bill the amend- 
ments which they have suggested, but will 
introduce them as new bills, to stand upon 
their own merits, and I doubt not they will 
receive the favorable consideration of Congress 
if they come within the principle of this bill, 
and if they do not, I am sure the Senators 
from Wisconsin and Michigan would not ask 
to embarrass this bill with them. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator from Vermont will withdraw his 
amendment and let us vote directly on the 
bill, and I say to the Senators from Michigan 


| that if they wish to get something for the re- 


lief of their people who have met with such 
terrible misfortunes, I will do whatever I can 
It seems to me that money was 
made not to be hoarded but todo good. The 
people of. Chicago have had come upon them 
a most terrible misfortune, and, for one, ] am 
ready to go as far as we can possibly go under 
the Constitution of the United States to aid 
them. ‘The people have had a terrible mis- 
fortune come upon them in portions of Wis- 
consin and Michigan, and if this great nation 
can aid them in any way, I think it ought to 
do it. ‘The world was made to grow men and 
women; money was made to do good with and 


| not to be hoarded up or higgled over ; and, for 


one, Í desire to vote for this bill pure and 
simple as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. {concurred in reporting 
this bill in deference to the precedent in the 
Portland case, though I perceive that that pre- 
cedent has been very much misunderstood, 
and that statements have been made in regard 
to it which are not sustained by the record. 
My impression was that there was no debate 
upon or any opposition to the bill in regard to 


| Portland, aud on referring to the record I find 


that that was the case. The bill was intro- 
duced on the 27th of July, 1866, in terms very 
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similar to the second section of the present 
bill. I read from the Globe: 


“Mr. Lynon, of Maine. I ask unanimous‘consent 
to.introduce a bill for the relief of the sufferers by 
fire at Portland, Maine.” 

Leave was granted; there was no debate 
upon it. The bill was taken up by unanimous 
consent, and within three minutes was passed 
without the yeas and nays, simply by a vote 
by tellers. There was no division on the final 
passage of the bill in the House. It came to 
the Senate, and I will read all that occurred 
in regard to it in the Senate: 

“ The bill (H. R. No. 814) for the relief of the suffer- 
ers by the late fire at Portland was read twice byits 

“Nt, Fessewpex. I should like to have that bill 
taken up and acted upon now. Itis very short, and 
T presume there will be no objection to it. , 

** By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.” 

Then itis recited : 

“The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to athird reading, read the 
third time,and passed.”’—Congressional Globe, Thirty- 
Ninth Congress, First Session, p. 4222. 

This precedent having been set, I, for one, 
did not feel at liberty to disregard the prece- 
dent in a case likethis, where the argument in 
favor of the passage of such a bill was im- 
mensely stronger. I therefore voted against. 
the amendment now proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont in committee, on the ground 
that if this precedent was to be followed, it 

~ had better be followed in a spirit of generous 
liberality rather’ than to make exceptions or 
qualifications. 

It is true that there was avery long debate 
on another bill for the relief of Portland, and 
that was just the kind of a bill that the honor- 
able Senator from Pennsylvania now advises 
us to pass, namely, a bill appropriating directly 
so much money for the relief of the sufferers 
by fire at Portland. I find that in that debate 
a large number of the Senators participated, 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] him- 
self opposing the measure with great ability, 
as he always does, and the bill was passed by a 
very close vote. The debate extended during 
the greater part of a day, covering many col- 
umns of the Globe, and the bill was only car- 
ried by two or three majority. Thus, after 
the debate, Congress passed by a close vote 
a proposition appropriating $50,000 for the 
relief of the sufferers at Portland, and subse- 
quently passed without objection, by a practi- 
cally unanimous vote of both Houses, a bill 
similar to that now before us. The constitu- 
tional objection was never presented; the point 
now made by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
was never presented. I must confess, from 
the little reflection I have been able to give to 
it, that although that provision of the Consti- 
tution was familiar to me, Iam not able now to 
answer the point. This is not a proposition 
similar to the propositions that have been 
passed remitting duties on certain things. The 
bill that passed yesterday was a proposition 
remitting duties on a certain class of machin- 
ery, it made no difference where imported. 
This bill has a discrimination in favor of the 
port of Chicago. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithink not, as the Sen- 
ator will see if he will look at it. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Secretary to 
read the second section of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SEO. 2, That there shall be allowed and paid, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
shall prescribe, on all materials imported to be and 
actually used in buildings erected on the ground 
burned over by said fire, a drawback of the import 
duties upon the same; Provided, That said mate- 
rials shall have been imported and used during the 


torm of one year from and after the passage of this 
act, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It does not say where 
they shall be imported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nowread the first section. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


That all goods, wares, and merchandise which 
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may be sent from places without the limits of the 
United States as gratuitous contributions for the 
relief of sufferers by the fire which occurred at Chi- 
cago, October 7, 8, and 9, A. D. 1871, shall, when 
imported and consigned to the proper authority at 
Chicago for distribution, be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Without the language 
before me, as the point has just been made, I 
am not sure that it is well taken. If the im- 
portation may be made at any port and the 
remission of duty applies to the article, then 
it is not unconstitutional. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is it. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator will pardon me. 
I read from the billas it came from the House. 
No amendment has been adopted yet, as I 
understand. I have not before me the bill 
as now reported. I read simply from the 
original bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That distinction should 
be carefully made, because it is perfectly clear 
that if this was a discrimination in favor of 
the port of Chicago, it would be unconstitu- 
tional, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It clearly is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And in that case the 
accounting officers would not pay any money 
underit. Butifitisa discrimination in favor of 
goods of a particular character or description, 
to be used at a particular place, I do not see 
that there is any objection on the score of con- 
stitutionality. It may be setting a bad prece- 
dent, but it seem to me it does not come within 
the literal language of the Constitution. I 
regard it as simply a gratuity, a contribution 
by the people of the United States for the 
relief of the sufferers by fire at Chicago. Iam 
not sure that the example thus set will not be 
a second precedent of a dangerous character. 
The original precedent was set without much 
consideration and without much debate. I am 
not sure but that it would be better for uş to 
do as all the people of the United States have 
done, and contribute largely from the Treasury 
of the United States for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by fire at Chicago, rather than set 
another dangerous example. It is true I con- 
curred in reporting this bill, and shall vote 
against any amendments to it, but if any other 
mode of relief can be devised that will avoid 
the repetition of such an example, I should be 
rather disposed to substitute that for this. I 
do not wish to interfere with the management 
of the bill, because the Senators from Illinois 
naturally feel a local interest in it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from Ohio to one statement that 
he let fall—I do not know whether it referred 
to me or not, but I presume it did—that the 
statements were incorrect which were made in 
reference to the previous discussion in the 
Senate on this particular question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the Senator 
from Illinois to state that this. particular ques- 
tion had been discussed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I said that this question was 
discussed most fully ; I was speaking of relief 
being granted to sufferers. { may have said, 
butI did not intend to say, that this particular 
point was discussed ; but the general principle 
of affording relief to distressed persons was 
discussed most fully in the Senate. That is 
true. I read that discussion clear through, 
every word of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator. will under- 
stand me as saying that this mode of relief by 
the remission of duties was, so far as I know, 
nowhere discussed. 

Mr. LOGAN. This particular bill at the 
time was not before the Senate; bat the appro- 
priation the Senator speaks of was before the 
Senate, and was most fully discussed in refer- 
ence to the principle of the power of Congress 
to appropriate money or afford relief to per- 
sons in distress from hunger, earthquake, fire, 
or anything else. That general principle was 
discussed fully in the Senate. Then when a 
bill like this came from the House it seemed 
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hee the Senate that the whole question had 


been discussed, though this particular bill was 
not before the Senate at the time of the discus- 
sion, as the gentleman stated. My reference . 
was to the whole question in regard to Port- 
land, that it was fully discussed. I think the 
debate ran over two days—one day certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will inform the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that I have the discussion 
before me, and it must have extended through 
two or three hours; it covers several pagesof 
the Globe. 

Mr. LOGAN. At any rate it was discussed 
on one bill, and the next bill was passed with- 
out discussion, because the debate seemed to 
settle the whole question. That was the idea 
I intended to convey to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allow me to correct the 
Senator again. At the time of this discussion 
the bill for the remission of duties had not 
been introduced in either House. 

Mr. LOGAN. I said it was not before the 
Senate at the time of the discussion; I do not 
know exactly the time it was introduced; but 
the general question of the power of Congress 
to relieve communities under circumstances of 
this kind was most fully discussed. As to this . 
question of relieving duties, I did not know 
until the Senator raised it that such a ques- 
tion as that was an open question for discus- 
sion. Inasmuch as every Congress passes bills 
taking the duties off certain articles, I did not 
suppose that was a question which was open. 
I supposed it had been settled long ago by the 
opinion of Congress, and I suppose so yet. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It seems to me, 
Mr. President, that the amendment of the- 
Senator from Vermont is eminently proper, 
which is to specify the articles that are to be 
admitted free of duty, rather than to leave it 
in the general terms ‘‘ building materials.’? 
It is proper that that amendment should be 
adopted in order to properly guard the inter- 
ests of the Government. That amendment 
being added to the bill, I think that the other 
amendments which have been offered should 
be postponed. There is manifestly a dispo- 
sition on the part of the Senate, if a proper 
case is made, to afford constitutional relief 
for the sufferers of Michigan and Wisconsin. 
It is hardly appropriate legislation to connect 
these different cases together. Not only in 
reference to the bill which is now presented, 
but to our general legislation, I think we 
should get along much more pleasantly and 
with more facility if distinct subjects were 
presented separately to the Senate. 

As to the constitutional difficulty which is 
presented, as I understand it the Constitution 
requires that there shall be no unequal system 
of duties, that the system shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; not that Con- 
gress may not ina specific case, as a matter 
of charity, relieve the collection of duties. 
Surely Congress has just as good a right to 
omit to receivé $1,000,000 or $500,000 of 
duties coming into the Treasury as to pay out 
that amount without its coming in. It is a 
matter of charity, not affecting the Constitu- 
tion, which requires that the general system 
shall be uniform throughout the nation. 

These are all the remarks I have to make. 
T look upon this asa national charity toagreat 
neous! calamity, and feel authorized to vote 

or it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I did 
not intend to trouble the Senate with any fur- 
ther remarks on this bill, and I should not, 
have done so but for the rather remarkable 
speech made by the Senator from Illinois, [ Mr. 
Locay,] in which the Senator trom Michigan 
and myself, for proposing, or suggesting thati 
we should propose amendments, are arraigned 
as enemies of this bill, The bill before the 
Senate, let me suggest to that Senator, is one 
which, if it is to pass, must be passed quietly. 
It is an appeal to good nature, it is not toen- 
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force a right; and therefore when the Sena- 
tor from Illinois says that to oppose this bill 
is to ‘sacrifice the rights” of the people of 
Chicago he is employing inappropriate terms. 
This bill appeals to the generosity of the Sen- 
ate, and is not a bill to enforce a right; and 
that his colleague sitting nearer me [ Mr. 
TRUMBULL] well understood, for he made his 
speech, not founded upon constitutional rights, 
nor upon the natural rights of man, or of the 
people of Chicago, but he appealed to the 
sympathy of the Senate, by the employment 
of a pathetic style of speech. ` 

The Senator from Tllinois [Mr. Logan] has 
referred us to the debate in the Senate on the 
Portland bill, and I have sent for the volume 
he has referred to. That debate is instruct- 
ive in many respects. It illustrates the great 
truth that ‘charity begins at home.” The 
Senator from Illinois sitting near me [Mr. 
TRUMBULL] participated in that debate, and 
spoke upon the constitutional principle in- 
volved in the bill; and for the purpose of 
showing how differently his views are ex- 
pressed when Partland is in flames, and when 
Chicago is in ruins, | propose to read a para- 
graph or two from the speech of that Senator. 
It will be perceived that the fire in Chicago 
warmed that Senator’s heart more than the 
fire in Portland did. 

The bill upon which this discussion arose 
was a bill proposing to donate $50,000 to the 
sufferers by the fire in Portland. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A different bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Yes, a different bill, 
and in my opinion one far more proper to 
accomplish the purpose than the one before 
the Senate. I think the bill in the Portland 
case, which was then under debate, is less 
objectionable than this, because, as has been 
well said by the Senators from Michigan, if 
anything is to be done as a charity, it should 
be the charity of the nation, and the nation 
has no right to confer a charity by levying a 
tax only upon the lumber-growing States. 
we are to pay out the money of the nation in 
charity to the people of Chicago, let it be the 
money of the nation; and it would be better 
to face the matter fairly and squarely, and 
appropriate money from the Treasury, than to 
resort to any indirection. I think such a bill 
as was then before the Senate far less objec- 
tionable than the bill now under consideration. 
But let us see what the Senator from Illinois 
said in regard to that bill: 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a very unpleasant duty to 
interpose any objection to a bill of this character, 
intended to relieve the sufferings of any portion o 
the people of this country occasioned by a great 
calamity; but the Congress of the United States is 
not a charitable institution, and the Treasury of the 


United States is not to be used simply as a dispenser 
of charity. Now, sir, where is thistostop? What 
isto be the line? We have already, at the present 
session of Congress, and since this dreadful fire in 
Portland, passed one or two resolutions for the ben- 
efit of thesufferers. We have passed one resolution 
authorizing the furnishing of tents and other ac- 
commodations fromthe quartermaster’s department. 
We have passed another resolution or bill relieving 
the parties from the payment of taxes. N 

“Mr, Fessenpen. Only suspending thecollection 
of taxes, 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis relieving them for a time 
by delaying the collection of taxes. Now, the Sen- 
ator from Maryland comes in with a proposition to 
pay outof the Treasury of the United States $50,000 
in money to these sufferers. Sir, you can hardly 
take up a newspaper in the United States that you 
will not see an account of a fire somewhere. Where 
js the line? Where is the distinction? If you 
commence appropriating money to distressed peo- 
ple who have been burned out, you cannot stop at 

ortland. There wasa very large fire at Chicago 
the other day. I haveseen astatement that several 
hundred thousand dollars’ worth of property was 
destroyed at a single fire that has occurred there 
within a week or ten days. Fires are occurring all 
over the country. Now, does the Senator from 
Maryland mean to relieve all those sufferers ? 

“T know it has been complained of in some quar- 
ters that the Congress of the United States is dis- 
posed to arrogate to itself all power, to take charge 
of all charities, and in advocating some measures 
which I have thought it my duty to go for, I have 
been charged with getting up a great charitable 


institution. This charge was made in reference to 
the Freedmen’s Bureau bill.” 


Then further on: 


“ Mr. TRUMBULL. Ionly spoke of the other because 
the Senator from Maryland and those acting with 
him opposed the Freedmen’s Bureau bill. Are those 
appropriations, made for the safety of the nation, 
to be compared to a fire in one of. our cities? Here 
are four million beings whose condition affects the 
safety of the Republic; four million people made 
free by the results of the war, an element which 
affects the whole nation and the safety of us all. Is 
the safety of the nation at stake, or js a whole race 
at stake in consequence of a fire that has occurred in 


one of our cities? Sir, there is no analogy between 
the two cases. I did support the Freedmen’s Bureau 
il. 


And again: 


‘*But.the Senator tells us that an earthquake 
occurred once, and Congress appropriated money to 
the sufferers. That would be very unlike a fire. A 
fire isa thing of ordinary occurrence, Fires occur 
every day in some of the cities of this Union; earth- 
quakes but very seldom.” 


And again: 


“Now, sir, I think the precedent is a bad one. 
Congress has already shown the sympathy of the 


nation with the snfferers at Portland. I think we 
have gone far enough.” 


Referring to the resolution granting the use 
of tents, &c., temporarily, from the quarter- 
master’s department: 


“I have not looked at the precedent to which the 
Senator refers, nor at the debate which occurred on 
the occasion of the passage of that resolution, but I 
trust that this bill will not pass without being exam- 
ined by some committee of this body.” 


And again: 


“The Senator says he does not know why the bill 
should be referred. It should be referred to know, 
if an appropriation is to be made at all, something 
about the circumstances. Can the Senator from 
Maryland inform me what the loss at Portland is? 
I understand that in the city of New York alone 
there is more than a million of insurance. How 
much of this property was insured in other cities, 
I do not know. It seems to me that before we 
vote money out of the Treasury of the nation, we 


should know something about the extent to which 


this suffering goes.” 
And again: 


“ Mr. Grimms. Where is the difference between 
that case and this?” 


An earthquake and a fire. 


“Mr. TRUMBULL. I tried to state the difference. 
That was an act of God, and we relieved them by 
granting them lands. j 

“Mr. GRIMES. Is not this? | 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. No; afire is not regarded as an 
act of Omnipotence exactly. I take it that human 
instrumentality has something to do with these fires ; 
but Ido not suppose that human instrumentality 
had anything to do with the earthquake which de- 
stroyed New Madrid; and in that case, I understand, 
Congress.relieved the parties by granting to them 
land. Ido notrecollect that they gave them money 
out of the Treasury; and the Senator from Iowa 
will remember that the Constitution expressly au- 
thorizes Congress to dispose of the public lands, and 
we have always been in the habit of giving them 
away.” 

Again: 

“We can appropriate money, but it must be for 
objects contemplated. by the Constitution, I take it. 

“Twas, however, commenting upon the propriety 
of sending this bill to some committee. Does the 
Senator from Maryland know the extent of the con- 
tributions throughout the country? They amount 
to hundreds of thousands of dollars; I think more 
than a hundred thousand dollars in the city of New 
York alone, and a large sum in Boston, and in all 
the cities. I think we ought to know that there 
is a pressing necessity for it before we vote money 
in this way. We ought to have the information 
which a committee could gather in reference to this 
matter.” J 

I refer to these remarks of the senior Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] only for the 
purpose of showing that in his opinion there is 
a constitutional question of great importance 
involved in this bill. I am disposed on this 
occasion to follow the lead of that honorable 
Senator, the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, as I do in regard to most legal questions, 
and support this bill; and I sought the floor so 
soon after he addressed the Senate only that 
I might invoke in favor of my constituents the 
tears that he called to our eyes when speaking 
of the sufferings of Chicago. 

Chicago has always been somewhat arrogant 
and boastful, and in regard to this great calam- 


ity, in which Chicago and Wisconsin, Michigan 
and Minnesota, were common sufferers—a con- 
flagration which at the same time, and from 
the same causes, swept over these three States 
as well as over Chicago—Chicago, from its 
eminent position in regard to the commercial 
interests of the country, attracted at first all 
the sympathy of the world. I believe I may 
say, not boastfully, but merely stating a fact, 
that the city of Milwaukee, in which I happen 
to reside, from its close proximity, was the first 
city that sent relief to the sufferers in Chicago, 
and I should misrepresent every man living in 
that city, every constituent of mine in the State 
of Wisconsin, if I should throw any obstacle in 
the way of the passage of a bill making proper 
appropriations to relieve the sufferers at Chi- 
cago. 

But, sir, I protest against being classed as‘ 
an enemy of this bill or an enemy of Chicago; 
because I suggest to the Senate that something 
is due also to my constituents who suffered 
equally; for the loss in Chicago fell upon 
property—a loss that capital can repair—while 
it is estimated by those best informed that 
in seven counties of Wisconsin over twelve 
hundred persons lost their lives, so that fami- 
lies were left in many instances without father 
or husband, left destitute upon farms without 
houses, fences, or utensils, and in many in- 
stances the soil has been destroyed by the 
fire to two or three inches below the surface. 
These are sufferings which capital cannot 
immediately repair. I protest against being 
classed as an enemy of Chicago or an enemy 
of this bill because I suggest to the Senate 
that I will move to extend the relief intended 
by this bill to embrace my own constituents 
who suffered at the same time and from the 
same causes. 

The Senator from New Jersey says that this 
amendment is not germane to this bill. I am 
surprised at that declaration. If we are to 
relieve the sufferers from two fires, one in 
Wisconsin and one in Illinois, by one bill, is 
that an incongruous bill? Here was a fre, 
which swepi over four States at about the same 
time, and growing, as everybody believes, out 
of the peculiar condition of the atmosphere 
in those States; (and I ought bere to say, in 
justice to the Senator from Ilinois, who, I 
believe, in the Portland case, distinguished 
between an earthquake and an ordinary fire, 
that this case of the fire in Chicago, and in 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan, comes 
nearer the case of the earthquake than of an 
ordinary fire.) It was not a fire growing out 
of the instrumentalities which usually create a 
conflagration. The cause was in the atmos- 
phere; and all persons who witnessed it testify 
that the clouds, as they rolled one over the 
other, were filled with flames ; that they would 
sweep over far in advance of the place where | 
the fire was raging in its regular progress and 
wipe out a block of buildings; and then roll 
on again, passing over a dozen blocks and 
touching the earth in another place. - So it 
was near Peshtigo. The fire was from the 
heavens, so to speak; it ‘was in the atmos- 
phere; and the facts and circumstances which 
are gathered up by those who have passed. 
through those districts since the fire conclu- 
sively establish this. This fire should be 
likened to an earthquake, and treated as an 
exception to all the fires that have been known 
in modern times, The fire arose as strictly 
from the act of God as any earthquake which 
‘ever shook the earth or destroyed cities upon 
it, and it should fall within the class of calam- 
ities resulting from the act or will of God, and 
a whole nation, reverently bowing its head, 
should contribute to repair the loss. 

I deny that there is any distinction here to 
be based upon the fact that Chicago is a city 
and the afflicted portion of Wisconsin an 
agricultural country. Suppose New York 
should be destroyed by fire to-morrow, does 
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any man suppose that Congress could consti- 
tutionally appropriate money to rebuild New 
York ‘because that city was a commercial 
center? No, sir. Congress may regulate com- 
merce, may facilitate commerce, by the ordin- 
ary ways and means, but it. could not rebuild 
à city any more than it could furnish capital 
to individuals to employ in commerce. No, 
sir; this bill does not stand on any constitu- 
tional ground. It appeals tothe charity of the 
nation, and the charity of the nation should 
be dispensed without regard to State lines. I 
trust that my honorable friend, the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, will not upbraid 
me as an enemy of State rights because I sug- 
gest that in dispensing the charities of the 
nation State lines should be ignored. 

Tam a believer in thetheory that our national 
existence depends upon the just and honest 
observance of the constitutional rights of the 
States. In the matter of domestic rights and 
interests, make and observe as distinctly as 
possible all State lines, and you will have my 
concurrence and coöperation; but in dispens- 
ing the charities of the nation, in yielding to 
those tender and kindly impulses which well 
up from the heart, unregulated by constitu- 
tional provisions, do not attempt to confine 
them within State lines. What you are willing 
to do for Chicago, you should be willing to do 
for other localities in the same condition and 
suffering from the samecauses. [ do notoppose 
the relief proposed to be extended to Chicago, 
but I claim the same friendly legislation fo: 
other places who suffered from the same cause; 
other places which were equally victims and 
sufferers in a common calamity. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I will 
detain the Senate but a moment on this bill, 
T want to understand the principle on which 
it proceeds. It seems to me that taking the 
substitute for the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, its provisions have been 
somewhat misapprehended. The Dill as it 
came from the House of Representatives was 


. obnoxious to the criticism of the Senator | 


from Pennsylvania, to which I think no answer 
can be given. That provides that certain 
goods, when imported ai the port of Chicago, 
shall be admitted free of duty. That strikes 
me as plainly an unconstitutional provision. 
But the bill as reported by the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate obviates that difficulty, 
at least in terms, and possibiy in substance, by 
providing as follows in the first section : 

“That all goods, wares, and merchandise which 
may be sent from places without the limits of the 
United States as gratuitous contributions to the 
relief of sufferers by the fire which occurred at Chi- 
cago, Illinois, October 8 and 9, 1871, shall, when 
imported and consigned to the proper authority 
at Chicago for distribution, be admitted free of 
duty.” 

Under this section the goods may be imported 
at any port, and no preference is given to one 
port over another. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Ohio will 
permit me to say that I had not that amend- 
ment before me at+the time, and I am very 
glad he has called attention to the difference, 
Bat, under the other clause which I read in 
regard to the uniformity of duties, would the 
Senator from Ohio hold that a law providing 
that all the citizens of the city of Columbus, 
Ohio, shall be exempt from the payment of 
duties on all goods which may be imported 
and sent to that city could be passed? Could 
you exempt the inhabitants of one city from 
paying a daty which the inhabitants of all other 
cities and of the whole country are subject to? 

Mr. THURMAN. There is certainly diff- 
culty about that; butit comes to a question of 
exception. Now, let us see what has been the 
precedent, My colleague,who has had charge 
of such bills, can no doubt enlighten the Sen- 
ate by reference to the precedents; but | think 
we have again and again remitted duties on 
articles imported into the United States for 


specific purposes... I think we did remit dutics 
upon all articles imported here for exhibition 
at the national exposition, did we not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; there are fifty-pre- 
cedents. One precedent I remember where, 
at the request of the gentleman who is now 
Vice President of the United States, we remit- 
ted the duty on some bells which were hung 
up in a Catholic seminary in his town. 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought the fact was, 
as my colleague states, that we have done it 
againand again. I think weremit duties upon 
contributions sent to the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, do we not? 4 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, by general law. 
All philosophic apparatus for colleges or uni- 
versities and institutions of learning is on the 
free list by general law, 

Mr. THURMAN. Then it seems that we 
remit duties with reference to the object to 
which the article is to be applied, or having 
regard to the recipient of the article. The 
question is, which I admit is not entirely free 
from doubt, whether the object to which these 
articles are to be applied and the recipients 
of the articles do not bring them within that 
category of cases in which we may remit the 
duties? If there is a difference in principle 
between the two, it is pretty shadowy, it seems 
to me, 

There is another thing I would say in respect 
to this first section. It only applies to gratu- 
itous contributions. Theidea of levying duties 
for the support of the Government is to levy 
duties on articles that are imported as mer- 
chandise for sale, and it is supposed, therefore, 
that the person importing them, and who is 
to make profit out of them, can pay a duty upon 
them to the Government. It seems to methat 
that distinguishes the case also from a case in 
which the article is a gratuity sent by persons 
from abroad, by the people of other nations, 
to relieve the sufferings of citizens of our own 
country. 

Then, inregard to the second section, that 
section allowsadrawback. Thatis what it is; 
it is nothing but a drawback. Į am not going 
into the argument of the question whether or 
not drawbacks are constitutional. We know 
that that question has been debated almost 
from the foundation of the Government to this 
day. We all know the contest over the draw- 
back in favor of the fisheries—a contest that 
lasted for along time in this country. I be- 
lieve there are drawbacks still in our revenue 
laws. Is this different in principle from any 
other case of drawbacks? One reason for them 
is to foster a particular business or occupation, 
as in the case of the fisheries, where a draw- 
back was allowed. Soin other cases. If we 
can foster a particular trade, or occupation, or 
business, by the allowance of drawbacks, it 
would be pretty hard to say that we cannot 
allow drawbacks to relieve the sufferings of 
our own people. 

On the whole, therefore, Mr. President, 
although I confess that I am not entirely free 
from doubt on the subject, it does seem to me 
that, looking at the precedents that have been 
set, and interpreting the Constitution in accord- 
ance with them, this bill is not subject to a 
constitutional objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The hour of three o’ clock 
has arrived, to which time the regular order 
was laid aside. It becomes now the duty of 
the Chair to call it up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We are so near through 
with this bill that I hope we shall be allowed 
to finish it. It will be in the way another day, 
and I think time will be gained by disposing 
of it now. : - 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ian willing to see if 
we can geta vote. I am sure there has been 
enough diseussion on this bill to give the ne- 
cessary information to the Senate. I am will- 
ing the vote should be taken. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina yields to allowa vote 
to be taken. Is the Senate ready for the 
question ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The first 
vote is on the amendment offered by me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont to the amendment of the 
Finance Committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
read. y 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In section two, line three, after the word “import- 
ed,” insert the words ‘therein enumerated.” 

In section two, line five, after the word “same,” 
insert, “‘ namely: on timber, rough, hewn, orsawed: 
boards, in the rough; laths; clapboards: shingles; 
cut nails; iron, specially made and fitted for the 
construction of buildings; slate; brick; building- 
stone; lime; cement; glass; linseed-oil; and white 
lead.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Brownlow, Chand- 
ler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Flan- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, and Ste- 
venson—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman. Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Clayton. Ferry of Michigan, Gil- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, 
Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Sherman, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—29. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Harlan, 
Howe, Johnston, Morton, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, and 
West—~22. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now offer an amend- 
ment to insert after the words ‘Chicago in 
Illinois’ the words ‘and Manistee and Hol- 
land in the State of Michigan.’’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ohno! 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 should like to get this ° 
little measure of justice for some of our burnt- 
out towns if the Senate is disposed to grant it. 
We have been told by the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. TRUMBULL] in a previous debate that this 
is a pure gratuity. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, That was on another 
subject. g 

Mr. CHANDLER, Itisthe same principle. 
I would vote to-day for an appropriation of 
money, to be taken from the people of the 
States of the Union, in any reasonable amount, 
and the Senators from Illinois may estimate 
what that amount is, and let it become a tax 
upon the people of the United States. I will 
vote for it, whether it be $50,000 or $100,000. 

Mr. President, this matter of gratitude has 
rather been crowded upon us at this session. 
In the first place, to aid the city of Chicago 
we were asked to vote $4,000,000 for a cus- 
tom-house and public buildings in that city; 
and to aid the city of Chicago in her great 
calamity we all, I believe, voted for that—call 
it what you please—that liberal appropriation 
to the city of Chicago. Now, how does that 
matter stand as between the city of Chicago 
and other cities of the Union? In the city of 
Detroit, which is at least one third the size of 
the city of Chicago, the Government appro- 
priated only $110,000 to erect the same class 


Let it be 


On that I 


| of buildings; in the city of Cleveland, I be- 


lieve, the amount appropriated was about the 
same; and yet we voted for Chicago, to aid 
her in her great calamity, forty times as much 
as has been appropriated for the selfsame 
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purpose to Detroit, to Cleveland, to Milwau- 
kee, and similar cities. 

I am ready to go as far as any other man in 
the way of liberal donations and gratuities to 
suffering Chicago. But, sir, when you come 
to offer this as a precedent, I want to make the 
precedent as general as possible. I want to 
add the sufferers in the State of Michigan and 
in the State of Wisconsin. I want Peshtigo 
to go on with Manistee and Holland, and I 
want to make this thing apply to other towns 
than the town of Chicago. No one can say 
that we have not been liberal in every proposi- 
tion that has been made for Chicago. No one 
can say that the whole world has not been 
liberal to Chicago and to Michigan and Wise 
consin, and we all feel grateful for it; but in 
this case I simply ask justice, if this is to be a 
precedent, and therefore 1 must insist upon 
my amendment, and ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

= Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I want 
to appeal to the Senator from Michigan. I 
know that he is not opposed to the passage of 
this bill, and he does not want to put his 
friends in an awkward position and force them 
to vote against him. Now, let this bill pass 
by itself, and then let him submit his propo- 
sition as a separate measure, and not unite the 
two. Those who might be disposed and desir- 
ous to do something for the persons who were 
burned out in the other States are placed in 
an awkward position when the Senator insists 
on including them in this bill. Lappeal to 
his good nature that he do not undertake to 
antagonize them. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Cameron] and myself do not 
want to vote against his proposition. Let him 
withdraw it now and offer it as a separate 


bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not think that I 
should say a word on this subject, but I desire 
now to say that I scarcely ever vote for this 
exceptional sort of legislation, because I prefer 
that everything should be done by general 
laws. Iam particularly anxious that nothing 
shall be done which will interfere with the 
great protective ‘interests of the country, and 
Tam voting for this bill of the Senator from 
Illinois because itis a great exception. There 
has been in the world but one Chicago. There 
has been but one such great fire, producing 
such great calamity as was produced by the 
great fire in Chicago, and I therefore make it 
an exception from all other cases. That town 
is not only the pride of this country, as it 
ought to be, but it isthe wonder of the world ; 
and the manner in which its people have sus- 
tained themselves under this great calamity is 
a wonder also. Itis a surprise to the whole 
world that any people broken down in a single 
day from wealth and prosperity to the most 
abject poverty should have risen up as that 
people did. Chicago is a part of this country 
in which every one of us has a great interest 
and a great pride. Destroy Chicago, and this 
country would not be the wonderful country 
it is. I shall vote, whenever a separate bill 
comes up, for the proposition made by my 
friend from Michigan, and I think in my long 
service with him I have hardly ever disagreed 
with him in a vote, but I will in this case. 

How can anybody refuse ta vote this little 
boon ta the people of Chicago, where a hun- 
dred thousand men and women were driven 
out into the flames, every one of them almost 
deprived of their clothing; every one of them 
in a starving condition? Then look at the 
wonderful uprising of the world, lt was not 
confined to the United States, but wherever 
the electric wires go a response has been 
made to this as a calamity which it belongs to 
the world to notice, and to attempt in some 
way to provide for, so as to mitigate in some 
degree the sufferings of that distressed and 
afflicted people. 

I have nothing more to say. I hope weshall 
pass the bil} without amendment. 


| Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, we bave 


all heard of a very patriotic individual during 
our terrible rebellion who was accused ona 
certain occasion of not being as patriotic as 
his professions would seem to indicate, and he 
repudiated the imputation with great violence. 
“ Why,” said he, ‘‘I go for the salvation of 
this. country; yes, sir, I go for the salvation 
of this country, even if I have to sacrifice all 


my wifes relations.” (Laughter.] Now, my | 


friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. is 
just as patriotic as that individual was. Iam 
willing to go as far as the farthest in aid of 
Chicago, but here are three States, Michigan, 
Wisconsin,and Minnesota,and only these three, 
that contribute one single dollar toward this 
lumber tax. Now, it is very well for you, gen- 
tlemen, to show your liberality and your pa- 
triotism by voting money out of our pockets. 
You are just as liberal, and just as patriotic, 
and just as devoted, as that man was who was 
even willing to sacrifice all his wife’s relations 
to save the country! [Laughter. ] 

I wish my friend from Pennsylvania would 
consent to change a little the character of this 
proposition and put @ portion, just a small 
portion of the burden upon the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then let us refer this 
bill back to the Committee on Finance, and let 
them bring in a proposition that shall make 
all the States in this Union contribute equally 
toward this gratuity. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
duty under this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does not bring in 
much Pennsylvania iron. That hits me again, 
for pretty much all the iron used in Chicago 
comes from Michigan. Certainly a very large 
proportion of the iron that is used in Chicago 
comes from Michigan. However, I will not 
discuss iron; I was on lumber. 

Mr. President, I must insist on my amend. 
ment. If lam voted down, I cannot help that. 
But there is another point in this matter. 
There have been some three congressignal 
districts in the State of Michigan swept by 
this fre and very materially injured. If this 
proposition of mine shall be voted down, then 
Í hope the Senate will, in the exemption from 
taxation contained in the third section, include 


Iron comes in free of 


| those congressional districts that have been 


devastated and which my colleague will pro- 
ose an amendment for. 
-` Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I will state to 
my colleague that I have an amendmentalready 
prepared to that section, which I shall offer. 
Mr. CARPENTER. T[offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from Mich- 


igan. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remark that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. CHANDLER] as sent 


up is not in orderly form, and with the consent | 


of the Senator it will be reduced to order by the 
Clerk. It should come in at the end of the 
section, and not in the body of it, the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance having 
already been agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend: 
mentof the Senator from Michigan as reduced 
to form will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to insert 
at the end of the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act shall 
extend to and be applicable to Holland and Man- 
istee, in the State of Michigan, 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend that 
amendment by adding ‘fand also to the 
towns of Peshtigo, Upper Bush, Lower Bush, 
Williamsonville, Rosiene, Minne-Kanne, and 
Mannette, in the State of Wisconsin.” 

Mr. CONKLING. 
question which would perhaps be needless 
if I had not been diverted during a part of 
the debate. I will direct the inquiry to the 


‘| him antagonistic to the bill. 
I should hke to ask a| 
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Senator from Illinois, or any Senator who 
will do me. the favor to give me the informa- 
tion. JI hear the Senator from Michigan ap- 
pealed to to withdraw his amendment because 
it antagonizes or conflicts with the general 
purpose of the bill. Atthe same time there 
seems to be no indisposition at least to con- 
sider fairly the case which the Senator from 
Michigan presents. I would like to inquire, 
what is the conflict or the antagonism between 
the measures; or in other words, if the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Michigan be 
meritorious, why does it injure, or disparage, 
or impede the present bill? Very likely some 
reason has been assigned, but I did nothappea 
to hear it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suppose the Senator is 
calling on me, as I made the remarks to which 
he refers. If he desires an explanation, I can 
give it to show him why it antagonizes. As 
far as the principle is concerned, I tried to 
explain the other day the difference between a 
national and a local calamity. I do think 
there is a very great difference. 

Mr. CONKLING, I attended to the Sen: 
ators remarks in this respect the other day. 
He will see the aim of my question is dif- 
ferent, however. I understood Senators to 
say—perbaps not the Senator whom I am now 
addressing but others—that they would have 
no objeciion upon a separate bill to vote for 
the propon of the Senator from Michigan. 
If, therefore, it be, by reason of being national 
or otherwise, a proposition that should prevail, 
why does it in any way injure the present bill? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwil state that to the Sen- 
ator. ‘The bill has been passed through the 
House without opposition, and has come to 
the Senate. It was offered in the House and in 
the Senate. Mr. Burcuarn, of Lilinois, offered 
it in the House, and | offered it in the Senate. 
In the House, no member from Wisconsin, no 
member from Michigan, offered any amend- 
ment to it. It comes to the Senate, and one 
gentleman from each of these States offer 
amendments which may cause a discussion in 
the House—may cause a delay of the bill, Tt 
did seem to me, inasmuch as the members 
from Michigan and Wisconsin in the House 
had offered no bill of this character for their 
States—had offered no amendment to this bill 
similar-to those offered by the gentlemen here— 
that when they come in and offer amendments 
here just at the time the bill is about to be put 
on its passage, not having offered them before 
when they had the opportunity, so as to have 
them printed for examination, and having pre- 
sented no bill for their constituents themselves, 
such a course must be intended to antagonize 
the bill. I call the attention of the Senator 
from New York to the speech of the Senator 
from Michigan. If that speech is a speech in 
favor of this bill, then I would rather its friends 
would keep silent. That I consider antagon- 
ism—where a man makes a speech against ae 
bill and concludes by saying he is for it, aud 
offers an amendment conclude that that 
is antagonizing the bill. That is the reason 
I said it. When I understand’ gentlemen to 
make arguments against a bill, against the 
theory and the principle of it, and to offer 
amendments, and at the same time to say they 
are for it, it does look to me as though there 
was an opposition underneath which should 
be considered antagonism to the bill. That 
was my reason for saying what I did. 

Mr. CONKLING. It was not my goad for- 
tune to hear the remarks of the honorable 
Senator from Michigan. I was diverted at 
the moment, and was in a distant part of the 
Chamber; and I did not know what occasion 
might have been given to the Senator from 
Uhnois, by what his neighbor said, to deem 
Ido not think 
I am an enemy of the bill; if I am, my 
enmity will appear from what I shall say, be- 
cause I shall withhold nothing that I think in 
regard to it. : 
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It seems to me this measure is to rest, if 
it can stand at all, upon the grounds stated 
in other instances of great calamities. It 
does not stand, I beg to say to the hon- 
orable Senator from’ Illinois, [Mr. Loeax,] 
upon the idea that the scene of the calamity 
was a great city; that the scene of the mis- 
fortune was a commercial center. I think 
it cannot be defended on that ground at 
all. It must stand upon the idea that the 
event which makes it necessary, that the 
calamity which it. attempts to relieve, was of 
such a nature as to constitute an exception 
to the general rule. 

To illustrate my proposition, surely the 
Senator from Illinois as a lawyer would find 
no distinction between the two cases which I 
now put: an accidental fire, with nothing of 
unusual instrumentality, occurring on the same 
day in the city of New York and in the city of 
Buffalo. Isay the honorable Senator would 
see no distinction in this regard between the 
those cases. Why? Because, although the 
theater of one fire would be the greatest city 
of the western world, the greatest city (I think 
I might say without boasting) in some respects 
in Christendom, and the scene of the other 
would be inthe city of Buffalo, a far less city, 
the character of the casualty would be the 
same in both, namely, an incendiary fire or 
an accidental fire, as the case might be; and 
no appeal could be addressed by the city of 
New York rather than by the city of Buffalo, 
because the cases would be alike, and both of 
them would fall below that standard of excep- 
tion which would address itself to us. 

T assume, then, thatthe reason for this bill 
is that an extraordinary unprecedented calam- 
ity, overtopping and overmastering the ordin- 
ary idea of accidental fires, has visited one of 
the cities of this continent. There is in the 
case that ingredient pointed out by the Sen- 
ator trom Wisconsin, which I think helps 
the Senator from Illinois, and I presume he 
does not mean to discard it. There was in 
the atmosphere prevailing, in the physical 
world, existing above all human precautions 
and instrumentalities—a condition of things 
which, if it did not generate fire, when fire 
had begun, either in the forestor the field, 
either in the city or the hamlet, gave it loose 
rein to spread beyond all the ordinary means 
of hemming it in or putting it out. That fact 
is in this case, and that fact is just as true of 
the desolation which swept the State of Wis- 
consin, and the frightful misery which visited 
the State of Michigan, as it is in respect of the 
particular miles square which were visited in the 
city of Chicago. Indeed, I think I ‘am not mis- 
taken in supposing that the fire may be spoken 
of as a single one which not only burnt 
Chicago but burnt surrounding regions. If 
that be true, I must say—and Í am not now 
upon the question whether the amendments 
Shall be appended to this particular bill, or 
whether they shall follow the precedent now 
to be established—I must say that I cannot 
distinguish, as lawyer, Senator, or neighbor, 
between the case of the consumption of a city 
and the consumption of surrounding regions by 
the same fire and at the same time. 

I do not wish to amplify this; but it seems 
to me that the poorest, the most meager illus- 
tration would prove what I say. Suppose 
Chicago to be, as is the city in which I 
live, a city of boundaries, so narrow that the 
thickly built part of the town spread to the 
very lines of the city itself. A fire breaks 
out which sweeps away one half of that city, 
and sweeping across this geographical line it 
burns buildings and property belonging to 
those who do not reside technically within the 
city limits, Can any Senator suppose, for 
constitutional or for other reasons, that we 
have a right to provide for so much of 
the loss as fell within these- city lines but 
could not consider at all that loss, perhaps 
greater in magnitude, lying in juxtaposition 


with the loss first spoken of, but separated 
from it by an imaginary and invisible line of 
demarkation? Nobody would argue that; and 
where is the distinction, I repeat, between 
so much of this fire as was intensified in the 
great focus of Chicago, and.so much of it as 
dispersed itself over fields, forests, hamlets, 
and towns, and left almost physical annihi- 
lation in its track? I see none; and in vot- 
ing for the bill as it stands, I acknowledge 
to the Senators from Michigan and to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that I am unable 
to distinguish that vote from the vote to be 
given upon the measures which they bring 
forward, whether those measures are brought 
forward in connection with the present bill 
or stand separate by themselves. If fires 
had occurred at different times from different 
causes, I could see the whole distinction, not 
because of the difference in place, but because 
of the difference of the event which calls upon 
us to legislate. 

Then, Mr. President, coming to the second 
point, although my honorable friend from 
Michigan (and, as I have said, I owe him an 
apology for not having heard his speech ex- 
cept in very small part) may have said some- 
thing in the emanation of debate which gives 
the Senator from Illinois the idea of a want 
of friendliness on his part, I cannot see in 
the amendment he offers anything in conflict, 
anything wanting in close connection with the 
present bill. ‘Therefore I think, for legis- 
lative convenience, and in the ordinary mode 
of proceeding, we had better vote, and I urge 
upon the honorable Senator from Illinois who 
has this bill in charge, that the bill loses 
nothing by allowing us to vote now, once for 
all, on the proposition of the Senator from 
Michigan. If it be distinguishable from this 
bill, let us say so; if it benot distinguishable, 
the honorable Senator from Illinois will lose 
nothing by having the bill rounded out and 
made symmetrical in all its parts. It is not 
worth while to have separate enacting clauses 
and separate days and separate votes upon 
propositions identical, if they are identical, 
and if they are not, let the vote of the Senate 
distinguish them. 

Therefore I shall feel bound to vote for the 


| amendment offered by the Senator from Michi- 


gan and the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, if the amendments contain 
nothing except those cases which are confess- 
edly within the purview of the principle of the 
bill. If they have named any town which was 
not scourged, of course Ido not intend to com- 
mit myself to vote for that if I can know it in 
season. 

Now, I wish to say a word, Mr. President, 
and only a word, in general terms upon this 
proposition. One need claim no credit for 
himself, and certainly no more than the small- 
est share in a common humanity, in order to 
assert that his feeling is all in one direction 
touching a proposition like this. Indeed, no 
man need claim tenderness of heart or unself- 
ishness of feeling in order to entitle himself 
toa large share in the common and in the 
selfish grief, if selfish grief there be, over the 
ashes of Chicago. I imagine that many mem- 
bers of this body and their families, far removed 
from Chicago, suffered severely in that fire, and 
therefore I shall assume for myself, as for others, 
that there can be no feeling antagonistic to 
going to the verge of legislative judgment and 
discretion in favor of a measure like this. I 
have this to say, however: this measure, with 
or without the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, either by going too far 
or by stopping short, must be essentially want- 
ing in anything like complete justice. 

Those who have suffered by the Chicago fire 
are to be relieved; such is the promise of this 
bill. Who suffered by the Chicago fire? Does 
the honorable Senator from Illinois know that 
the residents of the city of New York alone 
lost more than thirty millions by the Chicago 


fire? Forty million dollars will not compen- 
sate for that loss visited upon the people of 
the city of New York in forty-eight hours. 
Men, women, and children, the representa- 
tives of the estates of dead men, descended in 
one night from affluence to want in the city of 
New York. In the city of Providence between 
two and three million dollars were changed to 
ashes between sun and sun. In nearly every 
city of the State which honors me with a seat 
here great losses fell upon the people. And, 
Mr. President, with a generosity, with a hu- 
manity that cannot be extolled too much, and 
to which the honorable Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. TRUMBULL] gave graceful recognition, 
men, women, and children sprang forward with 
a bound, and with a liberality and witha lavish 
heartiness and good disposition contributed 
freely, but not too freely, of their worldly 
stores for the relief of those in the immediate 
vicinity of this great calamity. 

Now, Mr. President, see the effect of this 
measure. It is to give to the sufferers at Chi- 
cago a certain sum of money, because in the 
end, of course, it is all to be weighed in golden 
scales. It is so much in amount expressed by 
dollars; and that sum is to be gathered again 
by taxation laid on the people of the country, 
as well upon the sufferers who lost $40,000,000 
ina single city in my own State, and upon 
those who contributed in addition, as upon 
allthe rest and residue of the people of the 
United States. Here is a very great defect in 
this legislation. Iam not complaining of it, 
because I cannot suggest to the honorable 
Senator the way to cure it. I only point out to 
him that when he has exhausted his ingenuity, 
and the Senator from Michigan and the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin have done the like, there 
still will be a great want of rotundity and 
symmetry and fullness in the measure of justice 
to be meted out. 

But again, Mr. President, everybody in Chi- 
cago whose property was burned is to share and 
share alike in proportion inthe benefits of this 
bill. The man whose ground was leased and who 
had his ground-rent, and by the occurrence of 
the fire has had his land restored to him at once, 
and derived from it a profit, is like all others 
to share in the benefits of the bill. The man 
whose houses were insured in solvent insurance 
companies, insurance companies which paid 
one hundred cents in the dollar and had not 
a farthing of assets left; the man whose prop- 
erty was insured in companies in which my 
constituents had their estates vested, who have 
been reduced to poverty by the loss, the loss 
having been paid; he, just as much as the un- 
insured proprietor, is to profit by this bill. I 
think no Senator can doubt the great inequility 
of sowing with a broad and unsteady hand the 
benefits to fall as well where they are needed 
as where they are not, 

For these reasons, and such reasons, with 
which I will not detain the Senate—although 
I have made but a very small part of the sug- 
gestions of this kind applicable to the subject— 
I concur entirely with a remark made, I think, 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, that far better 
than this bill in itself and as a precedent would 
be such a bill as was offered in the case of 
Venezuela, as was offered by a Senator then 
from Maryland in the case of Portland—a bill 
grounded upon its true foundation, national 
charity, that plenary right which Congress has 
exercised sometimes, to bestow , wherever the 
need is shown to be urgent enough, such a 
measure of the public money as in the judg- 
ment of the two Houses of Congress seems to 
be right. 

Sir, I do not see as clearly as some Senators 
see the way in which the bill before us is to be 
piloted through the provisions and obstacles 
of the Constitution. I do not see in it a ease 
like remitting the duties on a chime of bells 
for a cathedral in Indiana, which legislation 
preceded, I think, something like two months 
an adverse report from the Committee on Fi- 
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nance, refusing to remit the duties upon another 
chime of bells which charitable women bought 
for a church in the city of Troy. I do not see 
the analogy, I say, between those chimes and 
this bill. I do not see in this any features 
resembling the placing of philosophical and 
scientific apparatus and machinery upon the 
free list of the tariff, so that all men alike, the 
children of affluence and the children of toil, 
the sons of Portland and thesons of San Fran- 
cisco, and the colleges in which they are, may 
profit by having scientific articles imported 
exempt from duty. On the contrary, if I felt 
at liberty to detain the Senate upon that argu- 
ment, I think that one no better versed than 
I in legal and constitutional distinctions might 
point out unmistakable lines of separation be- 
tween the cases to which I refer and a case 
like this. This in legal effect is to say, as I 
understand it, that the people of the city of 
Syracuse, in the State of New York, shall be 
exempted from duties upon salt, coal, and 
iron; and I think the statement of the case 
distinguishes it altogether from the precedents 
which have been cited for the sake of some 
general resemblance which they were supposed 
to bear to this measure. 

Mr. President, disguise it as we will, this is 
a benefaction ; it isa charity, it is a gratuity, it 
is the principle which the senior Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] discussed in a debate, 
a portion of which we have heard read, and 
the question put to the Senate is whether this 
comes so near an earthquake, whether it re- 
sembles so much the act of God or the act of 
the public enemy, that it is to be withdrawn 
from the catalogue of casualties resulting from 
human carelessness and attributed to an over- 
ruling power the visitation of which calls for 
an exceptional and eccentric response. That 
is the question. I donot mean to deny thatit 
was a calamity the magnitude of which beg- 
gars all statement. It stands alone in history, 

erhaps, in its magnitude and aggravation, at 
east in some respects, certainly in modern 
history. It was a greater calamity than that 
which desolated the city of New York in 1833, 
which exploded insurance companies and fire 
stocks, and left Manhattan Island strewn with 
the wrecks of commercial enterprise and of 
private fortunes. It is perhaps for this day a 
greater calamity than the one I refer to was 
for that day in which it happened. I will not 
deny it, although 1 am not sure of it. It is 
great enough to have made the nation grieve, 
great enough to call upon every Senator to 
resolve on the side of humanity any balanced 
doubts he may have as to the direction of his 
vote. 

I would prefer to treat it so, and to make it 
in express terms a bill recognizing the fact, 
responding to the fact, and justified by the 
fact. Ido not believe that all this cireumlo- 
cution ag to remission of duties is the way. 
believe it works out less of practical, well- 
directed charity and benefit than would result 
otherwise; but l believe it to be an indirect 
way of going around, of getting about the 
Constitution, in place of presenting in the 
very front of the measure the real justifica- 
tion which must be pleaded for it. 

But, Mr. President, 1 rose certainly not to 
make the remarks I have made; only to state, 
as | might have done more briefly and have 
relieved the Senate, that I can understand no 
principle upon which to rest my vote for the 
pill except that principle which deals with the 
fire in question, the great conflagration referred 
to in the bill, and which then applies just as 
well to the men who suffered from that fire in 
the States of Wisconsin and Michigan as to 
the men who suffered in the State of Illinois. 
This distinction cannot be geographical. The 
distinction to be found in a case like this must 
be between ordinary casualties which we would 
notrecognize in this way, aud that overtopping, 
overmastering casualty which seems to reside 
in its cause above human instrumentality, and 
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to take to itself the analogies of acts of God 
or acts of the public enemy. If that be true, 
let us be just, but let us distribute the relief 
we propose to afford, at least as far as we prac- 
tically and easily can, among those who actu- 
ally and certainly suffered by the event which 
calls upon us to legislate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave not come here 
to-day prepared with statistics on the subject, 
but Í have had a few furnished me in the 
Chamber. Since I last took my seat I have 
received a telegram stating that two delega- 
tions from the burnt districts of Michigan are 
on the way, and desire to be heard, and they 
ask that the bill go over, so that they may be 
heard, and I should be very glad if that may 
be done. : 

I have a few statistics which I will give to 
theSenate. There were in the city of Holland 
between three hundred and four hundred build- 
ings destroyed out of five hundred. In Manistee 
about the same number destroyed, perhaps a 
little less; the city is larger and more scat- 
tered, and did not burn so. clean. There were 
between three hundred and four hundred 
houses burned in Manistee, out of between five 
and six hundred. In the village of Cracow, 
with seven hundred inhabitants, not a single 
house was left. Ihave only proposed to insert 
cities; I have not put inall these villages. In 
the village of White Rock there were but ten 
houses left out of one hundred and fifty. As 
I stated before, in two counties, out of seven- 
teen hundred houses only seventy-six were 
left, and these two counties were literally 
swept over and burned up by this devouring 
element. 

Now, I should be very glad if the Senate 
would allow these delegations to be heard 
before the Committee on Finance; of course 
they cannot be heard on the floor of the Sen- 
ate; and I should be very glad if this bill 
could be recommitted to the Committee on 
Finanée, that they might be permitted to listen 
to these delegations that are coming here to 
beheard. As I said before, I was very poorly 
prepared with statistics, and have not done 
justice to the subject. I move that the bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on Finance, 
in order that these delegations now on the 
way, and who willvery soon be here, may be 


heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
Roy in the cbair.) The Senator from Michi- 
gan moves that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ibope not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire that all these 
propositions may be referred to the committee 
with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will all go to the committee if the bill 


oes. 

$ Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I certainly would 
vote for the motion of the Senator from Mich- 
igan if our passing this bill interfered at all 
with our doing just what he desires and what 
the Senator from Wisconsin desires in refer- 
ence to the other places that suffered by this 
conflagration. 

The Senator from New York asked how we 
distinguish this case from the cases in Wiscon- 
sin and Michigan. The answer is to mymind 
perfectly plain and patent. We all know of 
the great calamity that befell Chicago. Ido 
not dispute that the same calamity visited the 
other States; but that is not ascertained. This 
subject has been referred to a committee; they 
have investigated it; they have reported to the 
Senate that it is a case in which our charity 
ought to be exercised. Let the same process 
be pursued in reference to these other places, 
and I will vote to afford them the same relief. 

A word in reference to another remark of 
the Senator from New York. It is very true, 


ashe said, that the city of New York suffered 
its millions. I do not doubt that his state- 
ment is correct, $40,000,000 ; but it occurs to 
me that we may not better relieve that suffer- 
ing or promote the interest of New York than 
by giving thistimely aid to the city of Chicago. 
No part of this nation is more interested than 
the great metropolis which the honorable Sen- 
ator in part represents, in this very charity. 
Therefore I think that inasmuch as this relief 
can be afforded to the other places, andas it is a 
great national calamity, we may properly afford 
this national relief. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him one question? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr, CONKLING. I beg to ask the hon- 
orable Senator in what sense he makes the 
remark that it-is not an ascertained fact that 
this conflagration which swept Chigago swept 
town, field, and forest in these other States? 
Perhaps he used the word merely in the legis- 
lative sense that it had not been ascertained 
by a committee and a bill brought in. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Jusedit in both 
senses. ‘here wasa list of towns stated bythe 
Senator from Wisconsin. I know perfectly 
well,as every other citizen of the United States 
knows, the terrible calamity that passed over 
that State ; I know just as well as the Senator 
from Michigan knows of the terrible confla- 
gration which vjsited his State; but that these 
places, some eight or nine in number, are each 
of them proper places in which we should 
relieve from the collection of duties I do not 
know. It is not ascertained in any sense to 


my mind. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will read 
the newspaper press of Wisconsin, of Minne- 
sota, of Michigan, of New York, and the press 
of the entire country containing the corre- 
spondence from that section for months, the 
testimony of every man who has been there, 
the testimony of the Senators upon this floor 
from all these States; and if that will not sat- 
isfy him, if he will go and cast his eye over 
seven counties of the burnt district with not a 
house standing, not a fence, not a farm con- 
venience nor utensil there, and then say that 
it is not ascertained that these towns have 
suffered, I shall despair of ever having that 
fact ascertained to the satisfaction of the Sen- 
ator, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 
from Wisconsin attempts to make an issue 
with me where one cannot be made. It is 
perfectly ascertained that this conflagration 
did visit his State—I have read that in the 
newspapers; and it is also true that it did 
visit Michigan; but it is not fixed to my sat- 
isfaction, by any newspapers that I have read, 
that just the particular districts which are 
stated in these. amendments are the proper 
subjects for this relief, and I think that it 
ought to be referred to a committee, at all 
events. In that particular the case of Chi- 
cago is distinguished from those of Wisconsin 
and Michigan. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A delegation is now 
coming from a very large class in Michigan, 
tor all these sufferers are engaged in the lum- 
ber business. Suppose a great injustice has 
unintentionally been done to this large class 
of people in Michigan, is not the Senate will- 
ing to give one or two days to examine and 
see if there has been, whether there may not 
be some other way of conferring this boon 
without doing an injustice to any one, either 
from Michigan or elsewhere. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Now, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan puts his application on an 
entirely different ground from that which he 
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stated before. The application for a post: 
ponement before was in order that the places 
which have been visited’ by the calamity in 
Michigan might be included in the bill. Ido 
not see in that any good reason, becanse it is 
perfectly competent for the Senate, after we 
have passed this law, (and I shall vote for it,) 
to relieve Wisconsin and to relieve Michigan. 
Jf the Senator from Michigan desires that the 
lumber interests which may be affected by the 
peculiar form of this bill should have an oppor- 
tunity of being heard before a committee, it 
affords, I think, some good ground for past- 


ponement, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatis precisely what 
I desire, 

. Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator from 
New Jersey allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The second section 
of this bill provides— 

That there shall be allowed and paid, under such 
regulations as the Socrctary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe, on all materials imported, to be and 
actually used in buildings erected on the ground 
burned over by said fire, a drawback of the import 
duties paid on the same! Provided, That said mate- 
rials shall have been imported and used during the 
term of one year from and after the passage of this 
act. 

Now, suppose this bill passes applying to 
the towns named in Michigan and Wisconsin, 
before a drawback can be rgceived and got 
from the Treasury proof must be furnished to 
the Secretary, under regulations prescribed by 
him, that this material has gone into buildings 
on the burned district in that country. What 
possible danger is there in saying that if this 
ease is within the principle of the Chicago 
fire? If the Senator doubts that there has 
been any fire in Wisconsin, then I can under- 
stand why he would not include these towns; 
but when he admits, as he does, that a con- 
flagration has swept that whole country, what 
is the objection to saying, as this bill does, 
that ifa man can satisfy the Secretary of the 
Treasury that he has suffered by that fire and 
has rebuilt his house by imported material, he 
shall have the benefit of the drawback? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The argument 
of the Senator from Wisconsin would amount 
to this: that you might as well make the bill 
general and apply to the whole United States. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Certainly, if the fire 
had gone all over the United States the case 
would be the same; and the Senator admits 
we it has gone over the places we mention 

ere, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I do not admit, 
for I do not kuow, that the plaves specified, 
some six or seven in number, by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, are places entitled to this 
relief, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is on the motion to recommit. 

Mr, LOGAN. I do not rise to detain the 
Senate, but merely to saya word. I believe 
the Senate is now willing to decide this ques- 
tion one way or the other. It is certainly not 
necessary to have a little bill like this before 
Congress all the session, or any great part of 
the session. It seems to me that the object 
of the Senator from Michigan in proposing a 
postponement is not to get his amendment 
adopted. He says, as I understand him, that 
there is a committee coming on here from 
Michigan that is going to oppose the passage 
of the bill, . 

Mr. CHANDLER. T do not know that they 
willopposeit. They may go for modifications 
orchanges, I donot know what they will pro- 
pose. 

Mr, LOGAN. It does seem to me that so 
far as the general proposition is concerned 
the Senate understands it just as well now as 
it will after any committee has come here from 
Michigan or Chicago or anywhere else, Sev- 
eral committees intimated a desire to come 
from Chicago to be heard before the Senate | 


The ques- 
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Committee on Finance, but I telegraphed them 
not. to come, for the committee would under- 
stand the matter without their coming here. 
T hope the bill will not be postponed for any 
such purpose. Although the Senator himself 
does not intend to defeat this bill, yet bis 
action does tend to defeat it. I hope the 
Senate will pass this bill or reject it this even- 
ing, If they think it is wrong, let them vote 
itdown. If they think it is right, I hope they 
will pass it without recommitting it to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I cannot now 
formally present the amendment that I gave 
notice I would present; butif the bill is going 
so the committee on the motion to recommit, 
T desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
the amendment which I wish to propose, so 
that if the matter is to be considered by the 
committee this amendment also may come 
under their consideration. I propose to amend 
section three by inserting after the word 
t Ilinois,” in line five, the words ‘and the 
second, fourth, fifth, and sixth collection dis- 
tricts of the State of Michigan,” so as to 
apply the relief given by that section to all the 
collection districts where the fire occurred in 
Michigan ; and also to amend in the seventh 
line of that section by adding after t‘ Chicago ”’ 
the words “and cities and towns in Michigan 
aforesaid,” so that the provision may apply 
to the localities where the fire occurred. As 
the basis of taxation is upon property, and 
as property was destroyed in Chicago and 
equally destroyed in Michigan, the relief 
afforded by this section, if applied to Chicago, 
should be applicable also to the burnt dis- 
tricts of Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan gives notice of an amendment 
he proposes to offer at the proper time. The 
yeas and nays will be now taken on the motion 
to recommit. S 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite 
Hamilton of Maryland, Norwood, Osborn, and 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamlin, Harlan, Mill, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patter- 
son, Pomeroy, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—37, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Hamilton of Texas, 
Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pool, 


Pratt, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stewart, and Stockton—24, 


So the motion to recommit was not egreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPENTER. ] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. 5 
. The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 17, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Brownlow, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Morrit of Maine, 
Osborn, Patterson, Sawyer, Scott, and Thurman—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Clayton, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton, Frelinghuysen,Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitch- 
cock, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Narwood, Nye, Pome- 
roy, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Stevenson, 
Sumner, Tipton. Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—3l. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Aleorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, 
Davisof Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton of Texas, Howe. Kellogg. Kelly, Morrill 
Pratt, Ramsey, Sauls- 
bury, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, and Stockton—25, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan | Mr. CHANDLER] has an amend- 
ment still pending, 

Mr. CARPENTER. I call for the yeas 
and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought those two 


amendments were united, mine and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin. My col- 
league’s amendment, I believe, is the only one 
that is left. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHANDLER] 
has not been voted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The last ques- 
tion, as the Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary, as he was not in the chair when it was 
proposed, was upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment of 
the senior Senator from Michigan, and if the 
senior Senator persists in his amendment, 
that is the amendment now before the Sen- 
ate. The Secretary did not understand him 
as accepting the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did accept it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Michigan 
on the left [Mr. Ferry] will be regarded as 

ending. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The third sec- 
tion of this bill proposes to authorize the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue ‘‘to suspend 
the collection of such taxes as may have been 
assessed or as may have accrued prior to ths 
9th of October, 1871, in the first collection 
district of the State of Illinois against any per- 
son residing or doing business and owning 
property in that portion of the city of Chicago 
recently destroyed by fire.” l propose to 
amend by including the second, fourth, fifth, 
and sixth collection districts of Michigan, 
foar collection districts out of six in the State 
wherein fires occurred. If this be a correct 
basis of action in the city of Chicago, it strikes 
me that we have a parallel case in Michigan. 
I send the amendment to the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I misunderstood the 
Senator from Wisconsin. It seems that his 
amendment included quite a number of towns 
which I did not accept, and I should like to 
have a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Then I move 
mine as an amendment to the amendment of 
my colleague. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment of the senior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. CHANDLER] will be regarded as pending, 
which is to add to the amendment reported by 
the Finance Committee a proviso ‘‘that the 
provisions of this act shall extent! to Holland 
and Manistee in the State of Michigan.” 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I withdraw my 
amendment temporarily, as it is upon an en- 
tirely different section, until the vote is taken 
upon the amendment of my colleague, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘Then the ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan, applying the provisions of this act 
to the towns of Holland and Manistee in the 
State of Michigan. 

Mr. CARPENTER. On that amendment 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. It seems to me that the 
action of the Senate in voting down the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin places 
the friends of this bill ina very awkward posi- 
tion, I can conceive of no possible ground 
upon which this bill can pass that is not equally 
applicable to and does not equally support the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin. It is putting the Senate in a very 
ungracious position to make a distinctioa be- 
tween sufferers in Wisconsin and Michigan and 
those in Illinois and saying we will do for one 
what we will not do for the other. I voted 
against recommitting this bill to the Committee 
on Finance, but if these amendments, which 
stand precisely upon the ground of the original 
bill, which are equally meritorious, are to be 
voted down, I for one am willing to refer the 
bill back to the Committee on Finance that 
they may hear whatever may be said by any 
sufferers and report a bill accordingly. 
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Mr. CARPENTER. One word only. Not 
only can there be no distinction in principle 
between the cases of the towns which I have 
offered to provide for by this amendment and 
Chicago, but there are many considerations 
why that agricultural district should be pre- 
ferred ina bill of this kind. By the second 
section of this bill it is provided that any per- 
son, a man who was nota sufferer by the fire 
at Chicago, may go there and buy a lot at such 
a price as he can obtain it for and erect a 
building upon it this year and have the benefit 
of this drawback. There is very likely to be 
a very great abuse of this law. There is a 
great premium offered to men to go there who 
have been no sufferers, buy up property, and 
enjoy it. 

In the agricultural districts of Wisconsin no 
such thing is to be apprehended. Our cou: - 
try is inviting enough under ordinary circum- 
stances, but desolated and burned over seven 
counties consecutively as it is now, by fire, 
there is very little danger that men will be 
attracted there to build who have not been 
sufferers on the soil. The farmers will come 
back to their ruined and smoldering homes 
and attempt to reconstruct them, and they 
will have the benefit of the act, whereas Chi- 
cago, a great commercial center, is constantly 
inviting capital and emigration of capital from 
every part of the United States. Suppose 
Mr. Astor, from New York, to-morrow goes 
out and buys up the whole burnt district of 
Chicago, and proposes to rebuild it within a 
year; he gets the benefit of this act, and the 
men whose buildings were destroyed never get 
the slightest benefit from it. Thatisthe grand 
objection to this bill, an objection which applies 
with great strength to Chicago but has no 
strength with reference to Wisconsin, because 
the circumstances are so different that the case 
never would be the same. 

The idea that the Senate will draw a dis- 
tinction in dispensing its charities upon a State 
line—for that is what it comes to—and that 
Chicago shall be relieved, and sufferers in 
precisely the same category, smarting under 
the same fire induced by the same causes, 
shall not be relieved, marks a distinction here 
which I do not believe the Senate will persist 
in marking. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have avoided the dis- 
cussion of this bill because I have felt all along 
that unless as an appeal to the charity, the 
spontaneous charity of the Senate, it was not 
a question that would bear perhaps the closest 
debate; but I desire to say that if this biil is to 
be loaded down by amendments like that pro- 
posed by the Senator from Wisconsin, I think 
it will create a very serious difficulty in the 
passage of the bill itself, The provisions of 
this bill extended to these small towns in Wis- 
consin and Michigan that have suffered by fire, 
will be of no bewefit whatever to them. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then it cannot harm 
the United States. It is a show of generosity 
that costs us nothing, on that theory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will 
allow me to get through. What is the object 
of this bill for the relief of Chicago? Itis to 
prevent persons who are now in the possession 
of building material on hand from extorting 
unreasonable prices from those who have suf- 
fered by the fire. That is the only purpose. 
The amount of actual relief that will be paid 
by the United States to the sufferers by the 
fire at Chicago, under this bill will be compar- 
atively small. In the case of Portland, Maine, 
the whole amount paid was only $21,000. The 
purpose and chief benefit of the bill will be to 
prevent those who now have possession of 
pnilding-material near Chicago or in Chicago, 
that is, lumber, brick, and heavy materials, 
from demanding large prices for that material 
which must be used at once in repairing and 
rebuilding Chicago. 

Now take the case of Peshtigo, in the State 
of Wisconsin. There was a calamity unex- 
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ampled. I do not remember to have heard or 
read of a story similar to that, where a town | 
was overtaken by flames leaping in the air and 
consumed in a very short period of time anda | 
great many people destroyed. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my colleague allow | 
me to interrupt him to correct a misapprehen- 
sion he is under? He supposes the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin applies 
only to villages and towns. It applies to town- 
ships. The flames extended over the whole 
country, burned everything up. . 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly; farm-houses, 
everything. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. My argument only be- 
comes stronger, as my colleague will see. 
What benefit is it to say to the people in those 
remote lumber regions, because these fires į 
only occurred in the lumber regions, that they | 
may import lumber from Canada free’of duty, 
or brick from some place free, or any other 
building material from some foreign port free? 
Is that the kind of relief that you will extend 
to those people? In Chicago it is different. 
In the very region of these towns suddenly 
burnt up by this marvelous fire there is still 
lumber all around that can be at once supplied 
to them. 

Therefore, if you desire, as I do from the 
bottom of my heart, to give relief to those vil~“ 
lages and towns, and even cities like one of those 
in Michigan, the only proper way would be to 
take the money from the Treasury of the United 
States, and distribute that relief in such a way 
as would be fair and just. But the relief you 
give to Chicago is not merely the money you 
givein the way of refunding duties ; that is the 
smallest portion of it; but it is to enable them 
by extending the line of their operations, the 
reach of their market, to get brick, lumber and 
various other materials from a more distant 
source free of duty, and thus bring a competi- 
tion to meet those who are now monopoliz- 
ing the market in building materials. That 
reason does not operate in favor of these small 
towns, because there there is not such an at- 
tempt to domineer the market as to prevent the 
sale of building materials at fair prices. 

The truthis, that in many of these towns the 
chief property destroyed was in large lumber 
mills, which were suddenly consumed and de- 
stroyed, and those lumber mills are now pro- 
ducing more lumber than ever before ; and my 
deliberate conviction is, from a careful inves- 
tigation of the whole matter, that within a year 
from this time lumber will be cheaper than it 
was a year ago, simply because the amount 
of lumber being produced this winter is greater 
than ever before, and probably the market will 
be overstocked. But in the meantime those 
now embarking in building in Chicago have 
to pay enormously increased prices, and the 
chief benefit and object of this billis by ex- 
tending the range of the market to enable them 
to get brick and lumber and other materials 
from Canada, and probably they may be able 
to purchase iron and such other material as 
enter into building at cheaper rates by having 
the market of the world to supply them. One 
of the wonders of this fire is that the very 
severity of the destruction, the consumption 
of such vast amounts of goods, dry goods, gro- 
ceries, lumber, &c., created an extraordinary 
demand, and raised the price of the very arti- 
cles that are absolutely necessary to rebuild 
the city. The object, therefore, is to give 
them a broader market from which to draw 
these things to them. 

I do not believe that the Government of the 
United States will lose materially by the pas- 
sage of this bill. Why? The rebuilding of 
Chicago is an additional demand made upon 
the world for labor and for materials. If 
Chicago had not been destroyed by fire, it 
would not have been rebuilt; and the various 
articles produced, not only in this country, but 
in the countries of the world, would have been 
nsed in building other towns and villages, and 
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enlarging Chicago. Now, not only is there a 
demand for building other towns and extend- 
ing Chicago, but here is a sudden demand 
made by the fire itself for materials used in 
repairing that destruction. That creates an 
extraordinary demand, fresh importations. 

It seems to me under the circumstances we 
might temporarily suspend for one year the 
operation of our law levying duties on im- 
ported goods, merely to meet this extraordin- 
ary emergency; butif you extend it to these 
smaller towns in the lumber regions, you ex- 
tend a mode of remedy applicable to Chicago 
and Portland, but not applicable to these 
remoter towns and remoter regions. I say, 
therefore, with my colleague, thatif the Senate 
should add to this bill various towns scattered 
through Michigan and Wisconsin, I am free 
to admit that the mode of relief presented by 
this bill is not the mode best suited for the 
purpose, and I should therefore vote for the 
recommittal of the bill, with the view of having 
proper amendments made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator make 
that motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. I hope the 
bill will pass without any amendments; but 
if amendments are placed upon it, I shall 
undoubtedly vote for the reeommitment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator made an 
excellent argument in favor of recommitting 
the bill, and has stated a fact which I desired 
to bring out before the committee, and that is 
that the enormous destruction of lumber has 
necessitated the throwing of double the quan- 
tity that was ever before known on the market. 
Lumber will be cheaper, necessarily, next year 
than it has been for the last six, seven, or 
eight years. The Senator has given a good 
reason why the bill should be recommitted. 
If a gross injustice has been done to those who 
certainly have suffered as much as the people 
of Chicago, and many of them more, 1 think 
he has given a good reason why the bill should 
be recommitted, and the action of the com- 
mittee reéxamined. 

Mr. CORBETT. This bill not only pro- 
vides for a remission of duties, but it also 
authorizes the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue to suspend the collection of taxes that 
have been assessed after acertain time. These 
taxes have been assessed upon these towns 
and cities in Wisconsin and Michigan precisely 
the same as they have been in Chicago, and 
it seems to me that that provision ought to 
apply to the people in those towns. 1I know 
very well that the outburst of generosity was 
extended to Chicago first. The case was so 
extraordinary, the fire was so immense, that 
the Chicago suffering was brought to the notice 
of the people throughout the United States 
and other countries more prominently than 
that caused by these other fires. 

These people in Michigan and Wisconsin 
are greater sufferers in proportion than the 
people in Chicago, for this reason: Chicago 
is now being rebuilt, or will be very soon, by 
the contribution of some sixty or seventy mil- 
lion dollars, it is estimated, from all sections 
of the country, through our insurance com- 
panies, from every town almost in the Uni- 
ted States of any importance; not only from 
wealthy people but from widows and orphans, 
people who have had their money invested in 
these insurance stocks. All of them are now 
contributing to rebuild Chicago. I doubt 
whether there is the same amount of insurance 
in proportion upon these small towns in Mich- 
igan as there was upon Chicago. I think in 
large cities there is generally larger insurance 
in proportion than there is in the country, 
from the fact that they suppose their country 
places are exempt from fire to à great extent, 
except from their own carelessness. 

This has been a very extraordinary case, 
and it seems to me it is due to the Senate of 
the United States, if they are going to pass 
the bill, to extend the same relief to these 
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small towns. Some two or three million dol- 
lars have been sent to Chicago as the vol- 
untary contribution of the people. A small 
portion of that sum toward the end, I believe, 
was sent to these towns in Wisconsin and 
Michigan. I cannot see why we should not 
extend the same degree of relief to these 
towns. I wish to vote for both of these prop- 
ositions to relieve not only Chicago, but these 
other towns. If it does not amount to much, 
jt taxes us but little. If it does amount to 
something, it extends just that measure of 
relief to those towns, and it makes those peo- 
ple feel that they have been recognized. If 
we do not recognize them, (and they are re- 
quired to pay their portion of these taxes in 
other ways; they are paying, in the duties col- 
lected in other ways, their proportion to pay 
for those which are remitted in favor of Chi- 
cago,) they may feel hard about it. I repeat, 
I think we ought to extend this relief to these 
small. towns, and I shall vote for the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am unwilling that my 
vote, already given on the amendment ‘of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, should be miscon- 
strued or misunderstood, and therefore desire 
to say that I voted against it because [ wish 
each of these propositions to stand upon its 
own merits; and farther, for the reason stated 
by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHermay,] 
that I believe a more appropriate and effect- 
ive relief can be found for those smaller places; 
and whenever the Senators from Michigan and 
Wisconsin shall introduce a bill for that pur- 
pose I will most cheerfully vote for it. 

I shall vote for the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Michigan on my right, [Mr. 
Ferry, ] because I think that it is as appro- 
priate to the small towns and country places 
as to Chicago; I am desirous to assist all of 
them; but l believe a more appropriate rem- 
edy ean be found. I am not willing to be 
placed in the position of opposing either. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate more especially to 
the remarks made by the Senator from Ohio. 
The object of this bill is designedly to prevent 
the rise in the price of lumber, as well as other 
building material. I invite attention, in sup- 
port of the position the Senators from Michi- 
gan have taken on this question, to the argu- 
ment presented by the Senator from Illinois 
who introduced the bill, [Mr. Locay.] He 
said that the object was not particularly to 
cheapen the price of imported. brick, but to 
affect the market in that locality ; in other 
words, that there had been a conspiracy to 
raise the price of that material, and the object 
of this bill was to hold a governmental dread, 
if I may so express myself, over the price of 
brick. If the argument is tenable in that case, 
certainly it must be in the case of lumber. 

Now let us look atit for a moment. A man 
proposes toerect a building, and he applies to 
a lumberman in the city of Chicago. Ile asks 
the price of lumber. Suppose it to be fifteen 
dollars per thousand, if you please. He asks 
the question, ‘‘ Has this lumber been import- 
ed??? ‘The dealer says, “No; my lumber is 
manufactured in the States.” Then the pur- 
chaser says, ‘f My interest is to purchase im- 
ported lumber.’’ He goes to the next dealer, 
and so. on perhaps through the market of 
Chicago until he finds an importing dealer, 
and failing to find such a dealer he then sends 
to Canada and imports his lumber, because 
on all importations of that material he secures 
a rebutement of two dollars and over, or twenty 
per cent., which is the duty on lumber. 

It will be seen by Senators that this practi- 
cally fixes the price of lumber in the market 
of Chicago. . Its effect is not merely upon the 
amount consumed in the erection of these build- 
ings, butit is telling the dealersin lumber that 
as lamber for Chicago reconstruction shall be 
purchased in Canada, that the deduction of 
duty may be realized the price must accord- 


ingly be reduced, for this competition neces- 
sarily brings down the price of lumber upon all 
sales in market below a paying rate. That 
must practically be the tendency of the bill, 
and it is on thataccount that I have been com- 
pelled to call attention to the project in the 
remarks which I submitted to the Senate. As 
I stated to the Senator from Illinois, it was 
doing violence to my own feelings now to offer 
any seeming objections, inasmuchas I had taken 
the most practical method of meeting the issue 
when I appealed to the dealers in Chicago, 
when they had the material, to meet the ques- 
tion and provide for fifty million feet at prices 
before the fire. They having agreed to the 
proposal, and then repudiated it, I stand upon 
the broad basis of taking the ground that if 
they are to be relieved, then certainly the bur- 
den shall not be rolled upon Michigan, which 
supplies ‘three fourths of the lumber sold in 
the market of Chicago, and was so prompt to 
tender substantial relief. 

it seems to me the Senator from Ohio must 
see, as the country will see, that this bill prac- 
tically fixes the rates at which lumber is to be 
sold in market. It is no wonder, therefore, 
that dealers in the article send their dis- 
patches here and appeal to the Senate to 
pause before it adopts a measure of this kind, 
calculated to destroy an interest so great and 
vital as this is to the State of Michigan; and 
we, as representatives of that State, should 
be false to our duty if we did not rise here 
and ask for a modification of this measure. I 
therefore reiterate to the Senator from Ilinois 
to aggregate a sum upon the precedeut estab- 
lished in the case of Portland, based upon the 
amount of property destroyed, and upon that 
basis donate a sufficient sum from your Treas- 
ury, and let it be distributed equally by your 
revenues over all the States, and not compel 
Michigan, because she supplies this large 
quantity of lumber, to bear this additional 
burden, for it will become a serious burden to 
her people. 

As I have not taken up muchof the atten- 
tion of the Senate heretofore, I may as well 
say, while I am up, that the very placein which 
J live was one of the first to send provisions and 
other aid to Chicago. The mayor of Detroit, 
promptly sent a dispatch, offering to send 
cooked food, and I replied, ‘‘ Send all you can,” 
and that city did so send, and so did other 
cities, mine as well as others of the State. We 
had a city twenty miles from that in which I 
reside which was entirely destroyed save a 
brick academy and surrounding buildings, 
which stood, the only monument of where the 
city once was; and yet we asked no contribu- 
tion for that, but gladly and gratefully acknowl- 
edged the generosity of voluntary contributors 
throughout the whole country, for which we 
gave our thanks. We thereforeaskno special 
aid of Congress, unless you give aid to Chicago. 
If you do that, we, and other towns having 


Chicago, ask that you shall also grant the same 
relief tous. Ifit isa just measure for Chicago 
it is equally a righteous measure for Michigan. 
As has been well stated here, Wisconsin has 
lost relatively more in life and property than 
either; and if I were to yield at all, it would 
be to that State rather than to Chicago or my 
own. 

I have not forgotten that millions of money 
have been contributed to Chicago, and I learn 
from one of the Chicago relief committee that 
eight thousand buildings already have been 
built by the money contributed by the people 
throughout the country. These buildings are 
doubtless ordinary and temporary, but never- 
theless sheltering many and affording immedi- 
ate relief to thousands. Michigan was the one 
that fixed the price of that lumber by stepping 
into the market and insisting that the price 
should not be exorbitantly raised. Now, after 
such a generous act, it is proposed that she 
shall feel this burden by exacting from her 


resources this twenty per cent. of duty for the 
benefit of Chicago sufferers. 

Tam not to be driven from my position by 
any one claiming more humanity or sympathy 
for this great calamity. I was there and wit- 
nessed it. The same feelings that animate the 
Senators from Illinois were aroused in my 
breast at the disastrous spectacle, and I would 
do all that is practically expedient, nay gener- 
ous, for Chicago. I withheld my amendment 
to this bill hoping it might pass without amend- 
ment; that Chicago alone, the great central 
city of the West, might feel this generous act 
on the part of the Government; but since the 
claims of other places have been presented, E 
feel it my duty to press those of Michigan, and 
I appeal to the Senate, that if relief is given 
to Chicago it should be given to Michigan, 
more especially, as was well said by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, in the manner proposed by 
the amendment which I intend to offer; and I 
think Senators cannot escape the position that 
since upon the basis of property taxes have 
been assessed by this Government, and upon 
the destructicn of that property it is proper 
that those taxes shall be remitted by the Gov- 
ernment, then be just and treat all alike, If 
property has been destroyed in Michigan and 
destroyed in Chicago, relieve both equally, 
and not treat one generously and the other 
invidiously. Ruins confront you in the one 
case as well as the otber, and would you take 
from one and give to the other? Jystice 
insists not. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will detain the Senate but 
a moment, and I rise merely to correct a state- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Ferry.| I must confess thatl have been sur- 
prised two or three times to-day at what he 
has said. I had looked on him as one of the 
right-hand men in favor of the passage of this 
bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask the Sen- 
ator now to state whether I am not in favor 
of it, and whether he has not evidence him- 
self that I am a supporter of his bill. I ask 
him to say whether Í was not originally against 
amendments to the bill; but as I stated (and I 
repeat my language now) other amendments 
having been made, I felt that I should be neg- 
ligent to the interests of my State, and want- 
ing in duty, if I failed to present an amend- 
ment of this kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am not speaking of the 
amendment, nor do I say the Senator from 
Michigan will not vote for the bill, but I say 
that I understood him to be one of the right- 
hand men for the passage of the bill originally, 
and I cannot understand his speech as advanc- 
ing its interests very materially. Now, with 


| his point on lumber and his idea that Michigan 
| is so seriously affected by this bill, he of course 


That is his 
This thing of making an argument 


cannot conscientiously vote for it. 
argument, 


l | in one direction and voting in the other is not 
contributed for the relief of the sufferers in | 


the best mode of proceeding, in my judgment. 
I hope the Senator wiil not consider that when 
I say this I mean anything offensive, but I 
want the bill either to pass or be defeated. I 
want to see iis friends vote for it because it is 
right, and its enemies vote against it because 
they think it is wrong, 

The Senator himself is the man from whom 
I first got the information in reference to the 
lambermen having put up the price of lamber 
four dollars a thousand immediately on the 
occurrence of this fire, and now he says the 
bill is to affect the price of lumber. So it 
is, but the price of lumber was put up beyond 
the duties on lumber. The duties on lumber 
being two dollars or two dollars and a half a 
thousand, I do not remember exactly which, 
they put up the price four dollars. ‘This will 
not, of course, reduce it below the amount 
of duties paid. It will bring it down to that 
level. What effeet will that have on the gen~ 
tleman’s friends in Michigan? i 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. If the Senator 
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asks for a reply I will say to him that the 
proposition enforced and carried out, so far as 
the relief committte of Chicago was con- 


cerned, of keeping the price that was fixed | 


on lumber before the fire, has compelled the 
dealers of Chicago, against their intention, to 
sell lumber at the old price. I will say far- 
ther, that the position taken by a concern from 
Michigan—what the concern is I will not state, 
because the gentleman has been so kind as to 
allude to the fact—held the price of lumber 
there. The statement made by the Senator 
is not correct, that the price went up four dol- 
lars. The intention was to raise it four or five 
dollars, but the proposition from Michigan 
prevented it from going to that height. It 
having been sold at the old price, it is now 
proposed to reduce it two dollars or two and 
a half, the amount of the duty, because that 
affects the price. ` 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to discuss the 
amount of reduction that this bill will make in 
the price or whether it will reduce it at all or 
not; I only want a vote on the bill; I want it 
decided. I want its friends to vote for it and 
its enemies to vote against it. There is no 
use in gentlemen talking on one side and 
voting on the other; knifing the bill indirectly 
and pretending to be for it. They may think 
this is rather offensive to them, but I mean 
what I say about it. If gentlemen want to 
defeat the bill, let them defeat it by their 
votes, and not in any other way. 

Now, why is it that we object to amend- 
ments to this bill? I stated the reason 
awhile ago. It is because the amendments 
will cause it to go back to the House of Kep- 
resentatives and there bring up a discussion 
that may affect the bill. I do not say it will 
cause the defeat of the bill; I hope not; but 
it may do so. If the Senator from Michigan, 
for whom I have the highest respect, and the 
Senator from Wisconsin, for whom I have 
equal respect, desire to introduce bills in favor 
of their constituents residing in any towns, or 
any districts in their States that have suffered 
and are entitled to the relief we ask for Chi- 
cago, I will vote for it if it is so presented and 
so shown to any committee or to this House 
without a committtee; and not only will I 
vote for it, but I will do everything I can to 
insure its passage. è 

This bill has been before the Senate and 
the House of Representatives for nearly two 
months; and now after this lapse of time, 
when we bring it up, it is, I will not say op- 
posed, but every kind of proposition is attempt- 
ed to be saddled on it; every little town, every 
hamlet, every district, is attempted to be sad- 
dled on this bill, Why do not the gentlemen 
introduce bills for their own constituents in- 
stead of taking a whole day herein their speeches 
opposing a bill and at the same time declaring 
that they are for it? 

I do not want to discuss the bill any further, 
but I do hope the Senate will pass it without 
amendment and take up these other proposi- 
tions when properly presented and let them, 
if they are entitled to support, have their sup- 


port, and doubtless they are; at least I do not | 


dispute it, I know nothing about it, except 
what I have seen in the newspapers. If they 


are not meritorious, do not let this bill carry | 


them through because it is meritorious. 
We have had contrasts of the suffering in 


Wisconsin and Michigan with that in Chicago. | 


J have no contrast to make. God knows the 
suffering has been enough everywhere to arouse 
the sympathy of the whole world. I do not 
propose to make any invidious distinctions or 
contrasts. I have nothing to say about how 
much or how little either of these States has 
lost. They have all lost enough. Let each 
one stand upon its own merits without attempt- 
ing to carry four congressional districts out of 
six of Michigan on this bill. 

I do not know, except from the gentleman’s 
statement, that the fire swept over four dis- 


tricts., Ido not doubtit, however; but at the 
same time almost two months have elapsed ; 
certainly time enough to have the evidence 
taken and presented before the committee with 
a bili. The estimates so faras Chicago is con- 
cerned have been shown here by figures. Esti- 
mates have been made to show the amount of 
money that has been contributed to Chicago. 
Instead of building eight or nine thousand 
buildings, the money has not been enough to 
feed the hungry mouths of that city during the 
cold weather that has existed and will exist 
during this winter. I wish eight or nine thou- 
sand buildings had been erected since that fire 
by the money of anybody; I would be glad if 
I knew that to be so; but living there and 
meeting men from there every day, I am sat- 
isfied the gentleman is mistaken, though I 
know he does not desire to make a statement 
that is not correct. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. As a question 
of fact, I merely stated that a member of the 
relief committee of Chicago has so written me, 
that eight thousand buildings, with the money 
contributed and in the custody of that com- 
mittee, had been erected. I give it as his 
statement. I have his letter. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suppose he meant shan- 
ties. He certainly did not mean buildings. 
There has been no time to erect nine thousand 
buildings thats man would call buildings in 
a city. They have erected barracks and sheds, 
and things of that kind; but talk not to me 
about nine thousand buildings, such as were 
there hefore, being built! Tt is impossible. 
No buildings of any kind have been put up, 
except shanties—mere board shanties put up 
on ends and nailed together, that no man 
could call a building in a city. 

I hope, Mr. President, we may have a vote. 
I do not want to discuss the bill any further. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will call the roll on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. CHANDLER, ] adding 
Holland and Manistee. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Carpenter,Chand- 
Jer, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Gilbert, Goldthwaitc, Harlan, Osborn, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stockton, and ‘‘hurman—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, Clay- 
ton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Johnston, Kelly, 
Logan, Norwood, Nye, Pomeroy, Rice, Robertson, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—27. 

BSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Kellogg. Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, and Stewart—29. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Inow offer my 
amendment, and I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate (in reply toa remark of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois) to the fact that there is no 
latitude given here that will allow the funds to 
be squandered, but the matter is placed under 
the control of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. “It applies only to parties who, in 
the opinion of said Commissioner, ‘* have suf- 
fered material loss by such fire.’’ Proof is to 
be submitted to the Commissioner before any 
application can be made or responded to. The 
yemission will be made upon his judgment, so 
that there will be no danger ofany money being 
squandered. Lask that my amendment be read, 
which I have sent to the Chair. 

The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to insert 
the following clause at the end of the third 
section: 


And the provisions of this section shall extend to 
and be applicable to the second, fourth, fifth, and 
sixth collection districts of the State of Michigan, 
and to the cities and towns in the districts in Michi- 
gan aforesaid. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I simply wish to state 
that the amount of property destroyed in the 
agricultural districts is perfectly enormous. I 


cannot state exactly the number of acres that 
have been burned over, but certainly more 
than twenty millions, and the amount of prop- 
erty is almost incalculable. I hope the Senate 
will not decide that a remission of taxes van 
only be made to a city. Ido not believe the 
people of the United States will indorse that 
as a good precedent to set. I believe that the 
time will come when Senators on this floor 
will regret such a precedent, if it be now. set. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to know 
upon what ground that extension of the sec- 
tion can be made that would not really apply 
to the fifth district in Wisconsin. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I supposed the 
Senator from Wisconsin would offer a similar 
amendment. On the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois -that each Senator here 
should take care of his own State, I was tak- 


i ing care of Michigan. 


Mr. LOGAN. I hope the gentleman will 

state me correctly. 

` Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator 
intimated that, if my recollection serves me. 
I bhad the Globe here afew moments, and, I 
read his remark saying, in substance, that 
Michigan should take care of her own in- 
terests. 

Mr. LOGAN. The gentleman made that 
statement once before to-day and I corrected 
it. Why it is that there should be such a 
great desire to attribute to me something I 
did not say, I do not understand. I stated 
yesterday, in reply to the gentleman’s col- 
league, that I was not the representative of 
Michigan, and had no charge of it, and that if 
there was no bill in favor of Michigan it was 
not my fault. Isaid that substantially, but I 
made no suggestion that the gentleman should 
take care of Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I accept the 
correction of the Senator from Illinois, and 
upon that I think I have acted in taking care 
of the interests of Michigan. I am ready to 
support a similar proposition from Wisconsin, 
because in my remarks the Senate know that 
{I alluded to Wisconsin, and I said that if there 
were to be a choice between places, I should 
yield it to Peshtigo. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan, last 
cffered, by inserting in the proper place the 
“í fifth congressional and collection distriet of 
the State of Wisconsin.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is on theamendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, there being, on a division—ayes 17, 
noes 21. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recnrs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Ferry. ] 

Mr. CARPENTER. On that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish simply to say that 
I would vote for the amendment very cheer- 
fully if the Senate had been disposed to do 
equal justice, but as it is perfectly manifest 
they will not do justice to the State of Wis- 
consin, I think we might as well come back to 
the original bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I have lis- 
tened to all this long debate, and have from the 
outset been disposed to favor the bill as it was 
reported from the committee. I preferred to 
vote for it in that precise form because we have 
a precedent for it, and because we have found 
that such a law may be easily and readily ad- 
ministered by the Treasury Department. The 
bill has been changed already, I believe, by a 
vote of the Senate; but I still think we had 
better adhere to it even with that amendment. 

I will cheerfully vote for the substance of 
this amendment whenever it shall be incorpor- 
ated in another bill to meet the case. I must 
believe that the statements we have heard in 
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this body of the loss and suffering in Minnesota 
and in Michigan are truthful. Then let us 
have a bill for their relief, and not come in 
here to embarrass this bill by attaching meas- 
ures to it which have received the considera- 
tion of no committee of this body, and to which 
I am very clear we can apply a measure of 
relief in another way better for them than that 
which we seek to apply to Chicago. I have no 
conscientious scruples about reaching either 
of these cases. Precedents are as plenty as 
upon almost any subject in the world, and 
I have no doubt that they are constitutional, 
and that we may afford relief in either case; 
but I would not complicate them. I believe 
that these losses in the other States will be 
brought to our attention in another bill, and 
one which shall be more appropriate. If 
they are not, then I think the Senators from 
those States will be (and I know they will not 
be) derelict in their duty. Iwill be with them 
then, as I am with the Senators from Illinois 
on this measure now, and I think we may all 
vote upon that precise principle. I think, 
beside, that the true friends of the bill may 
fear a little those gifts that the Greeks are so 
ready to bring to us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I like 
these professions of friendship. After having 
learned the losses of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
after having learned who the losers were, and 
the terrific loss of life and property that has 
occurred there, and after seeing no disposition 
whatever to grant any relief when a gross in- 
justice has been done, I think we shail not 
appear here as beggars the second time. If 
we cannot have equal justice we shall surren- 
der any ciaim, and you will not be troubled 
from. Micbigan or Wisconsin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Ferry] to the third section. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Ames, Boreman.Carpenter, Chand- 
ler, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Gilbert, Harlan, Osborn, Sawyer, Stockton, 
and Wiudom—l4, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Davis of Ken- 
tucky. Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Frelinghuy- 


sen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hitehcock, 
Johnston, Logan, Norwood, Nye, Pomeroy, Rob- 


ertson, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Sumner, 
Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, and 
Wright—2. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 


Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Cooper, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill_of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, Pool. Pratt, 
Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stewart, and Thurman—34. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. THURMAN. Has the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance been 
voted on? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. The other amendments made were 
incorporated into it. The question now is on 
concurring in the amendment madeas in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, which is the proposition 
of the Committee on Finance as amended asa 
substitute for the House bill. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

It was ordered that the amendment be en- 
grossed, add the bill read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. CARPENTER, I call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 86, nays 6 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Boreman, Caldwell, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry 


of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelingauysen, Gilbert, Ham- |} 


lin, Harlan, Hitencock, Johnston, Lewis, Logan. 
Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright-—36, 


NAYS—Messrs, Chandier, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Norwood, Saulsbury, and Steverson—6. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton 
of Texas, Hil, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, Pool, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
and Stewart—sl. 


So the bill was passed. 
POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I demand the regular 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amnesty 
bill (H. R. No. 380) is now before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and seventeen minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 24, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by Rev. W. E. Parsons, of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ATLANTIC AND MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a 
memorial of the General Assembly of the State 
of Georgia in relation to a water communica- 
tion between the Atlantic and Mississippi; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. MONTGOMERY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a communication from the secretary of State 
of the State of Texas, transmitting a joint res- 
olution of the General Assembly asking Con- 
gress to pass an act giving a pension to the 
widow and minor children of Captain William 
W. Montgomery; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

. REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a communication from the Governor of the 
State of South Carolina, transmitting a con- 
current resolution of the General Assembly 
of that State, praying the Congress of the 
United States to remove the political disabili- 
ties of H. W. Carter, A. J. Stinger, and W. 
F, Coleock, citizens of that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MACHINERY FREES OF DUTY. 


The SPEAKERannounced the appointment 
of Mr. MAYNARD, Mr. Kerr, and Mr. SHEL- 
DON as the conferees on the part of the House 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the bill (H. R. No. 1062) admitting cer- 
tain machinery, imported from foreign coun- 
tries, free of duty. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at thirteen minutes past twelve o'clock, 
and the House resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1048) to establish an edu- 
eational fund, and to apply the proceeds of 
the public lands to the education of the peo- 
ple. The pending question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. 
BUTLER, ]} which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


In section four, line six, after the word “ popula- 
tion,” add the following words: ‘‘ of the said States 
and Territories, between the ages of four and twenty- 
one years.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Perce] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the gentleman to 
permit me to move an amendment to the 
eleventh section of this bill. 

Mr. PERCE. I will allow it to be read for 
the information of the House. 


States a single dollar. 


January 24, 


The Clerk read the proposed amendment, 
as follows: 

Add to the eleventh section the following: 

And provided further, That no part of this fund 
shall be used or applied to employ teachers in other 
than common schools, or teachers in other than the 
English language. 

Mr. PERCE. I cannot yield for that amend- 
mentnow. IJ will determine hereafter whether 
I can consent to have it offered and voted 
upon. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires 
to preserve his bill from being amended he 
must enter some motion that will prevent it; 
otherwise, when the gentleman takes his seat, 
the bill will be open to amendment, 


Mr. COGHLAN. I desire to offer an 
amendment. 
Mr. PERCE. I cannot yield further now. 


At the proper time amendments can be 
offered, 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [ Mr. Buruer, ] which has been read 
by the Clerk. 

Mr. PERCE. Mr. Speaker, the title of the 
bill and the first section give the general im- 
port of the entire measure. It is to establish 
a general fund, and to apply the proceeds of 
the public lands to the education of the peo- 
ple. The first section provides that the net 
proceeds of the public lands shall be forever 
consecrated and set apart for the education of 
the people. This country possesses boundless 
wealth in its lands, No nation upon earth has 
so great an extent of public domain, while the 
crown lands of the mightiest kingdoms of 
Europe do not equal in extent one of the many 
counties carved out of our virgin forests and 
prairies. We have, however, wasted this pat- 
rimony. Year by year the lands have been 
diminished by gift, by grant, and by sale to 
our citizens. All moneys received in return 
have been paid out as received for the pur- 
pose of meeting current expenditures; and 
the result is that at the end of each year we 
find our public lands diminished by a certain 
amount, and no more trace thereof remains 
than does of the last year’s snow. We have 
been like spendthrifts, exhausting the prin- 
cipal of our patrimony with no thought of the 
time when, that patrimony gone, we shall no 
longer have a reservoir from whence to draw 
new supplies. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, provides to some 
extent for the future. Notwithstanding the 
immense extent of our public lands, at the 
present rate it is very questionable whether 
fifty years hence the United States will own 
one acre of arable soil. Our public lands have 
been the charity fund of the nation. Should 
a soldier be wounded in the service of his 
country, we give him a quarter section of land. 
If any educational system, particularly in the 
new States, lauguishes, we give it a grant of 
land. if any particular branch of education 


is poor and neglected, we raise it in the 


public estimation and enrich it by gift of the 
public lands. While if any system of internal 
improvement requires material aid by doses 
of public lands, administered in alternate sec- 
tions, we raise the drooping spirits of its pro- 
jectors, and place the enterprise upon a sound 
financial basis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make no objection to 
the distribution of the public lands for proper 
purposes. In the last Congress I voted for 
every grant of land I thought proper and cal- 
culated to bring about good. I believed then, 
as I do now, that those grants, protected as 
they were, will result in good to the material 
interests of the country without diminishing 
the actual value of the lands to the United 
But, sir, in my judg- 
ment the time has come when we should 
inquire whether it is wise to expend the entire 
proceeds of the public lands from year to year 
as they are received without regard to the time 
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when there will be no domain from which to 
receive any revenue whatsoever. Al the wants 
of these various interests now existing will 
exist fifty years hence. But at that time, at 
the present rate, the lands will long have been 
exhausted. 

I desire to say that the application of the 
proceeds of the public lands to educational 


purposes is not a new or startling measure. I 
find upon pages 8 and 9 of the report of the 
Commissioner of Education a table compiled 
by Hon. Willis Drummond, Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, showing all the grants 
of the public lands and the proceeds of grants 
of public lands made by the United States for 
purposes of education. I find that in date they 


extend from March 3, 1803, to July 25, 1868, 
and embrace the administrations of every 
President of the United States, save those of 
General Washington and General Grant. I 
find that we have during that time donated for 
purposes of public education over seventy mil- 
lion acres of the publicdomain. I subjoin the 
compilation of which I have spoken: 


Statement showing the quantity of public lands granted to the several States of the Union, and reserved in the several Territories by acts of 
Congress, for educational purposes, with the dates of the acts of Congress granting or reserving the same. 
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Nebraska... Bs 2,702,044 April 19, 1864.. 46,080 Apribl9, 1864. 90,000 | July 2, 1862; July 23, 18 2,838,124 
Washington Territory....... 2,488,675 March 2, 1853.. 46,080 | d aty, 17, 1854; 2.534785 
New Mexico Territory w... 4,309,368 {September 9, 1850; July = 
pet 2, IBDA snese sessen «| 46,080 jį July 22, 1854 4,355,448 
Utah Territory ....... 3,003,613 | September 9, 1850 í February 21 049,693 
Dakota Territory 5,366,451 March 2, 1861.. - 5,366,451 
Colorado Territory. 3,715,555 Fehruary 28, 1 - 8,715,539 
Montana Territory 5,112,035 May 26, 1864 - 5,112,035 
Arizona Territory. 4,050,350 September 9 
ary 24 - 4,050,350 
Idaho Territory. see. 3,608,231 March 3, 186: - 8,068,231 
Wyoming Territory... 8,480,281 _ [July 25, 1868. - | 8,480,281 
Sa aE 
67,983,922 119,440 1,680,000 70,783,861 


Column No. 2 shows the number of acres estimated to be embraced in the grant of sections sixteen to some of tho States, and sections sixteen and thirty-six 
to others, for school purposes, also the number of acres estimated to be embraced in sections sixteen and thirty-six, reserved for the same purposes, 1n the organ- 
ized Territories, by acts of Congress, the dates of which are given in column No. 3. 


Column No. 4 shows the number of acres granted to the States for university purposes, an' 


New Mexico, and Utah, by acts of Congress, the dates of which are given in column No. 5. 


Column No. 6 showsthe numberof acres granted for agricultural and mechanic colleges by acts of Congress, the dates of which are give 
of the States as had sufficient public land within their limits, subject to sale at ordin 
vided to be issued to the other States of the Union, by the act of Congress of July 2, 18 
Representative in Congress, to which the States were respectively entitled by the apportionment under tl 
acres: Connecticut, 180,000; Rhode Island, 120,000; Kentucky, 330,000; Illinois, 480,000; New 
210,000; Massachusetts, 360,000; New Hampshire, 150,000; West Virginia, 150,000; Ohio, 630,000; Maryland, 210,000; 
see, 300,000; North Carolina, 270,000; Louisiana, 210,000; Virginia, 300,000; Georgia, 270,000; Texas, 180,000; Mississippi, 


Arkansas, 150,000; Alabama, 240,000; Florida, 90,000. Total number of acres represented by scrip, 7,830,000. 


The National Teachers’ Association, at their recent meeting in St. Louis, passed the following resolution : 


62, and supplemental acts, at. 
he census of 1880, as follows, namely; Vermont, 150,000: 
York, 990,000; Maine, 210,000; Pennsylvania, 780,000; New Jersey, 


d reserved for the same purposes in the Territories of Washington 


n in column 7, to such, 


ary private entry at $1 25 per acre, being exclusive of the scrip pro- 


the rate of 30,000 acres for each Senator and 


Indiana, 390,000; Delaware, 90,000; Tennes- 
210,000; South Carolina, 180,000; 


“That this Association will look with favor upon 


any plan giving pecuniary aid to the struggling educational system of the South that the General Government may deem judicious.” 


Nor, sir, is this a measure in advance of 
public sentiment. As chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, I can say that 
J am in correspondence with almost every one 
of the prominent educators of the country ; 
and all are looking to the proceeds of the pub- 
lie lands for the purpose of stimulating and 
advancing the education of the people. On 
the other hand, I am in correspondence with 
almost every prominent leader in the labor 
questions now looming up into such vast im- 
portance, not only in thiscountry, but through- 
out the world, and they are equally unanimous 
in the opinion that the proceeds of the public 
lands should be dedicated to the purposes of 


the education of their children. It is curious 
to observe how these men, of entirely different 
habits of life and thought, whose avocation 
has been entirely dissimilar, and actuated 
upon this particular subject by motives entirely 
unlike, reach conclusions substantially identi- 
cal. The laboring men of this country say 
this land is theirs, theirs by reason of the fact 
that four fifths of the country are laboring men 
and women, and this Government, based on 
the will of the majority, represents but their 
wishes and wants. 

I care not, sir, whether the arguments of 
the mass of the laboring people appear to be 
logical or illogical. I know when we trace 


their assertions way down to the sources whence 
they spring, we find them based upon the stead- 
fast foundations of incontrovertible, philo- 
sophie truth; that whenever the great mind 
of a people tends, as it does in America, in 
one direction, in that direction lies the truth, 
and time alone fs requisite for its triumphant 
establishment and adoption. 

The American laborers say that the public’ 
lands are theirs, and not only are the public 
lands theirs, but the proceeds of the publie 
lands are theirs. They say it makes no dif 
ference how this property is held by the Gov- 
ernment, whether it consists in public lands 
or in money, it belongs to them; and upon 
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this subject they ery out as with one voice for 
such a disposition of those lands as will make 
them inure to their benefit through the educa- 
tion of their children. 

Mr. Speaker, if I believed that the estab- 
lishment of a national system of education 
could be made as efficient as the systems of the 
States now in operation, I should have intro- 
duced such a measure. I believe that in this, as 
in many other particulars, the Congress of the 
United States are far behind the people. While 
we are called a radical body, we are in fact a 
conservative body, and the people are far 
ahead of us on all these great topics now exer- 
cising their minds. i 

I do not know that it is necessary to go into 
the question of the constitutionality of a meas- 
ure providing for a system of national educa- 
tion. Still, as this bill has been attacked upon 
that ground, I propose to say a few words in 
regard to it. The preamble of the Consti- 
tution recites that the people of the United 
States, in order to form a more perfect union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 
provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty to themselves and their posterity, do 
ordain and establish it for the United States 
of America. 
that education is necessary. I will say that 
universal education is necessary to establish 
and perfect the union of this country, neces- 
sary to establish justice, to insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, 
promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to the people, and the Con- 
stitution has sigually failed in securing these 
objects if the power to secure the education of 
the people be not somewhere contained in its 
provisions. ‘The Indians of our forests and 
prairies are as brave a people as we are. They 
have proved it in a thousand battles and by 
two centuries of persistent and obstinate resist- 
ance to the encroachments of civilization; and 
yet, before the progress of educated, organized 
manhood, they are vanishing from the face of 
the earth. Given education the Indian element 
of America, now brutal and full of the lust, 
slothfulness, and debasement of ignorance, 
would strengthen and ennoble the American 
character, As itis they mar the symmetry of 
civilization, and are rightfully and righteously 
swept from the passage of enlightenment; 
yet L have met, in my experience, free-born 
American citizens, white men, who in all the 
debasement of ignorance are upon a level with 
the’ lowest of our Indian tribes. Let such 
ignorance as this sweep across the country, 
and, I ask, where would be our boasted con- 
stitutional privileges? 

1 know, sir, that this illustration is far 
fetched and improbable, but being possible it 
demonstrates the statement I make. 

Mr. Speaker, I find that I am being led away 
from the consideration of the bill before us 
by the questions arising out of the establish- 
ment of a system of national education. I 
know it would be impracticable and unwise to 
supersede the present systems of State instrue- 
tion. The bill submitted does notattempt any- 
thing of the kind.. On the other hand, it en- 
courages and strengthens the State systems of 
education under the authority of the States 
and through their political organizations. We 
adopt the system of Horace Mann and of the 
present managers of the Peabody fund by 
offering inducements to the different States 
to advance their present systems of education. 
In the case of the managers of the Peabody 
fund, I need but state the fact that their in- 
come is but little more than one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, They have offered this to the 
South, saying that if they, the people, would 
raise a certain amount the Peabody fund would 
grant a certain sum in addition thereto, for the 
benefit of their educational interests; and the 
result has been, that whereas the Peabody 
fund amounts to but little more than one hun- 


Now, sir, I assert. the broad fact. 


dred thousand dollars, the people of the State 
have been stimulated to raise $500,000 in 
addition, and everywhere throughout all the 
southern country we find the Peabody schools 
dotted here and there, in places where the light 
of education never before penetrated. 

I propose, sir, to explain the different sec- 
tions of the bill as I go on, and then willyield 
to the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House. The second section simply provides 
for ascertaining the net proceeds of the public 
lands from year to year. The third section 
provides the fund itself. 

In the consideration of this measure, we are 
met by three different methods for providing 
for the disposition of the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands for educational purposes. 

First, there was the method offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BURCHARD, ] pro- 


-viding that all the net proceeds of the public 


lands be distributed annually to the different 
States, in accordance with their population, 
for educational purposes. This was open to 
the grave objection that while our lands are 
vast, they are not inexhaustable, and with the 
disposition of the lands themselves all aid to 
educational purposes from the Government 
must cease. 

Now, sir, interest in educational matters 
rises or falls from generation to generation. 
The present generation may be educated, but 
if they lose the stimulus to educate their chil- 
dren, the next generation will grow up in igno- 
rance. ‘This is illustrated in the present con- 
dition of the South. In 1860 war broke ont, 
and found many of the children between the 
ages of ‘twelve and fourteen years attending 
schools. By the effects of the war the schools 
were swept away, and many of these children 
hefore the close of the conflict were in the 
ranks of the army. When they returned to 
their homes they found their families dispersed, 
their fortunes gone, and were obliged to enter 
immediately, without further education, upon 
the work of their lives. And the result is, 
that among tlfe best of our southern people 
many of the young men and young women, 
having had no opportunities of learning during 
the continuance of the war, are entirely unedu- 
vated. This illustrates the fact that we must 
stimulate the educational interests of the 
country from generation to generation, and 
to do this a perpetual fund of some kind must 
be created. 

The second proposition was to constitute a 
fund from the entire proceeds of the public 
lands; in other words, to create a fund the 
interest whereof should be distributed among 
the different States. This met with the objec- 
tion that the amount to be distributed would 
be so small that it would be of no practical 
value during the coming generation and for 
several generations hereafter. 

I have adopted the medium course, and by 
this section provide that one half of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands shall constitute a 
perpetual fund, to be known as the national 
educational fund; and that the other half, 
together with the interest upon the national 
educational fund, shall be distributed annnally 
among the different States for educational pur- 
poses, 

The fourth section provides the manner of 
distribution. We there provide, under the 
amendment which has been offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. Burier,} for 
the distribution of this fund upon the basis 
of population between the ages of four and 
twenty-one years. The statistics gathered by 
the census of the United States show the fact 
that the number of the population of school- 
age differs materially in diiferent sections of 

the country. We have more children in the 
western and southern than we have in the 
eastern States, and as the fund is to be ap- 
plied to the education of the children, I desire 
to make the application where it is most 
needed. 


Section five of the bill provides that each 
State and Territory shall be entitled to its share 
upon an understanding and agreement that it 
will provide by law for free education to its 
children; but as this question will come u 
more fully as we proceed to discuss the bill, Į 
will pass it for the present. 

Section six provides for the establishment of 
schools for the education of teachers. This sec- 
tion is inserted in the bill for the reason that it 
was developed upon the hearing of the charges 
against General O. O. Howard, in the last 
Congress, that such a provision was needed. 
One of the charges against him was that he had 
erected the Howard University here, and sev- 
eral other institutions ofa like character in the 
southern States, for the education of teachers, 
and in the evidence in that case it was shown 
that it was absolutely necessary that such in- 
stitutions should be established to carry out 
the scheme of free public education. We must 
have teachers as well as pupils, and while the 
latter swarm throughout our entire land, we 
find by actual trial that the former can hardly 
be obtained. It is for this purpose that we 
make it optional with the Legislature to devote 
fifty per cent. of the fund received during the 
first year, and ten per cent. of all received dur- 
ing subsequent years, to this especial purpose. 
We make it optional because in many of the 
older States normal schools are already estab- 
lished, and of course they do not desire this 
aid, but in the newer States, and in the south- 
ern States, (which are entirely new upon all 
educational questions,) we leave the Legisla- 
ture to provide for this want. 

Section seven, in connection with section 
nine, gives tone to the entire bill, and to it I 
call particular attention. It provides certain 
conditions. I expect this section, if any, will 
bring out criticism. We have endeavored to 
avoid anything like an interference with the 
system of instruction adopted in the geveral 
States. We do not intend to interfere in any 
way with such systems. I believe the State 
organizations can be made altogether efficient. 
Some have already reached a high stand-point 
of excellence, and through the system of com- 
parison afforded by the national Bureau of 

dueation others are. stimulated to a higher 
degree of usefulness. The provisions of this 
bill tend only to stimulate and assist the 
school systems of the various States, and not 
to do away with or obstruct them in any way. 
But all ‘grants are or should be conditional. 
That is to say, all grants should contain the 
power to coerce the application of the thing 
granted to the purpose intended.- To show 
that conditions of some kind are necessary, 
we need only refer to the grant made the dif- 
ferent States in aid of agricultural colleges 
under the act of July, 1862. In this connec- 
tion, I beg leave to refer to a letter of Hon. 
Frederick Watts, Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture, which I will make part of my remarks, 
By far the larger portion of the fund created 
by this act of July, 1862, has been diverted 
from its proper course, and the peculiar 
branch of education intended to be, and which 
ought to be and would be benefited by a 
proper application of the fund, has received 
little or no aid thereby: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Wasuinaton, D, O., December 29, 1871. 


, Sir: In further reply to your letter of the 16th 
instant, I beg to inclose you a list of agricultural 
colleges and schools in the United States, I believe 
every State has signified its acceptance of the pro- 
visions of the act of July 2, 1862, which donates 
publi¢ lands to them for the purpose of establishing 
agricultural colleges and schools; but they have not 
all, indeed very few of them have conscientiously 
complied with the requirements of the law, so far as 
I can learn, To establish agricultural schools is 
manifestly the purpose of that law, and to divide or 
pervert the fund in aid of the literary schools of the 
country is a fraud upon it, I beg leave to refer you 
to bill No. 520, ({louse of Representatives,) intro- 
duced by Mr. Terry, of Virginia, suggesting some 
important amendments which I deem essential 
You will perceive that neither in one bill nor the 
other is there contained any provision by which the 
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conditions of the law may be enforced. A Statemay 
not be sued against her consent; and while the 
land scrip may be sold, the process realized and in 
the treasury of the State, it may not, and I may 
add does not, please to establish a school ; and in 
the existing law and that prepared by Mr. Terry 
there is no remedy given to enforce compliance. 
The amendment I suggest will remedy this. 

I beg leave to refer you also to House bill No. 453, 


reported by Mr. Maynarp, of Tennessee, which is 
excellentin its purpose, and is perhaps all that can 
be done as to that which is past; but for the future 
letthe laws which make the donations at the same 
time make provision that the donees shall perform 
their part of the bargain. | 

_My mind is strongly directed toward the educa- 
tion and improvement of farmers and planters, 
especially in our southern States, and it will always 


Industrial Colleges in the United States. 


give me much pleasure to codperate with your com- 
mittee in whatever may tend to accomplish that 
object. 

Ihave the honorto be, very respectfully, yours, 


&e., FRED. WATTS, 


missioner. 


Hon. L. W. Perce, Chairman House Committee on 
Education and Labor, Washington, D. O. 


State. 


a 


Arkansas 
Connecticut. 
Thhinois..... 


Kansas... 
Kentucky. 
Maine... 
Maryland. 
Massachusetts 
Massachusetts 
Michigan..... 
Minnesota, 
Mississippi.. 
Missouri 


Arkansas Industrial University 
Sheffield Scientific School of Yale College. 
Illinois Industrial University........0000- 
State Agricutural, College and Farm. 
Kansas Stato Agricultural College.... 
Agricultural and Mechanical College 
State College of Agricultural and Mechanic Arts 
Maryland Agricultural College... 
Massachusetts Agricultural College.. 
Massachusetts Institute of Technolo 
State Agricultural College... ns... 
College of Agricultural and Mechanic Arts 
University of Mississippi, (private)..... 
Agricultural and Mechanical College.. 
College of Agriculture... 

New LampshireC 
Rutgers Scientific School... 


Name of collége. 


oliege of Agriculture and Mechanic ‘Arts... 


.| Rev. William H. Campbell... 


President. Location or town, 
Little Rock. 
| New Haven. 
Urbana. 
A i mes, 
Rev. Joseph Denis Manhattan. 
Jobn B. Bowman... Lexington. 
Rev. Charles F. All Orono. 
Rev. Samuel Regeste Hyattsville, 
William S. Clark. Amherst. 
William B. Roge Boston. 
T.C pansing. 
. «| St. Anthony. 
..| Dr. John N. Waddel, «| Oxford. s 
«| Daniel Read, LL, D..n.sese.sseseseeseesererierorss Columbia. 
| S. R. Thompson, Professor of Agriculture.| Lincoln. 
Rev. Asa D. Smith, D. D., LL. D... ..| Hanover. 


New Brunswick. 


Cornell University........s.00 a -| Hon. A. D. White... .| Ithaca. 

Pennsylva Agricultural College of Pennsylvania.. .| Rev. James Calder, .| Milesburg. 
Tennessee State Industrial College... -| Rev. Thomas Humes, «| Knoxville. 
Virginia....... University of Virginia, (private) .| Charles S. Venable, LL. D. «| Charlottesville. 
West Virginia, West Virginia University.. ..| Rev. Alexander Martin -| Morgantown. 
Wisconsin University of Wisconsin..... ..| Hon. Paul A. Chadbourne, M. D., LL. D..| Madison. 

Hiio Agricultural and Mechanical College of Ohio........... ..| President not KnOWD....ssse vee ..| Columbus. 
Vermont.. University of Vermont and State Agricultural College....... James Buckham.... Burlington, 
Rhode Island. 4 Scientific School of Brown University... George I. Chase Providence. 
Delaware. Delaware College....sscrecs sees cerseses sseeesees «| lon. William H. Purnel Newark. 
California, Agricultural, Mining, and Mechanic Arts College. ..| John Le Conte....... Healdsburg. 
Indiana. Indiana Agricultural College... essere ..| No officers chosen.. | Not located, 
Illinéis Illinois Agricultural College, (private.).... .| Rev. D. P, French... Irvington. 


Alabama... sees: 
Florida, 


Georgia... 

Louisiana 

Mississippi. Priva 
None 


None 


Private agricultural department in University of Virginia 


of Mississipp 


Date of acceptance of 
congressional grant. 


December 31, 1868. 
January 30, 1869. 


March 9, 1863, 
February 24, 1866, 
October 9, 1862. 
December 14, 1866. 
November 1, 1866. 
February 5, 1864. l 


' 
‘| 
‘| 
= 


We do not propose thatthe aid granted by this 
bill shall be frittered away after this manner. 
Wedo intend to do good to the systems of 
education adopted in the various States. We 
intend to apply a fund for that particular pur- 
pose and none other. We will not have a fund 
for the benefit of the children of the State turned 
into a corruption fund, subject to the spolia- 
tion of the dishonest politicians of the State of 
any party. We have therefore provided in sec- 
tion seven that after the first distribution each 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia 
shall be entitled to its distribution share upon 
compliance with the following conditions: 
first, that it shall have made the provision 
for the education of its children required in 
the fifth section of this act; second, that it 
shall have applied all moneys by it previously 
received under this act in accordance there- 
with; third, that it shall, through the proper 
officer thereof, for the year ending the 30th 
day of June last preceding such apportion- 
ment, make full report of the number of 
schools free to all-the children thereof; the 
number of teachers employed; the number 
of school-houses owned and the number of 
school-houses hired; the total number of chil- 
dren taught during the year; the actual daily 
attendance; and the actual number of months 


of the year schools shall have been main- | 
tained in each of the several school districts | 


or divisions of said State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict, and the amounts appropriated by the 
Legislature for the purpose of maintaining a 
system of free public schools. 


I call particular attention to the fact that 
the report called for by the third clause of 
the seventh section concern the year previous 


to the apportionment, and do not in anywise | 


affect the basis of apportionment. The basis 
of apportionment is fixed by section four of 
the act upon the population of the State, and 
not upon the report. A State having a popu- 
lation of a million and reporting one school, 
one teacher, and one pupil, in conformity with 
the act, is entitled to the same distributive 
share as another State having the same popu- 
lation and reporting a thousand schools and 


fifty thousand pupils. The report is essential; | 


the character of the report, so longas it follows 
the conditions prescribed, is non-essential. 

I may say that this section of the bill was 
the subject of much care and thought; that we 
have largely followed the suggestions of my 


colleague on the committee, [Mr. DvuNNELL, | 


an educator of large experience and acknowl- | 
edged sagacity and wisdom, and we believe 
that while it does not trench upon the cher- |i 


ished rights of the State to provide for the 
education of its children, it gives the required 
check upon a grant of this character. , 

I have carefully examined all the various 
grants made by the United States to the dif- 
ferent States for educational purposes, and do 
not find one in all the list not based upon con- 
ditions. 

Section eight, following up the ideas of sec- 
tion seven, provides that the Commissioner of 
Education shall certify as to each State, Terri- 
tory, and District whether it is entitled to its 


distributive share of the apportionment under 
this act; but in order to prevent any favorit- 
ism, we therein provide for an appeal to Con- 
gress from the adverse decision of the Com- 
missioner. 

Section nine provides for the distribution 
within the State of the moneys apportioned, 
and herein we apply the stimulus directly to 
the school district, by providing that the dis- 
tributive share of each State shall be given to 
such of the school districts therein as shall 
have maintained schools for at least three 
months, leaving with the Legislatures of the 
several States the manner in which a proper 
apportionment shall be ascertained. 

I find that my voice has entirely given out. 


| The remaining sections merely provide the 


manner in which the several duties and trusts 
shall be executed. I will therefore enter a 
motion to recommit, and yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Storm. ] 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Storm] will be entitled to 
the floor for twenty-three minutes. 

Mr. STORM. Can I not take the floor in 
my own right for an hour? Will not the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Perce] con- 
cede that much to us? 

Mr. PERCE. 1 propose that this bill, be- 
ing a very important one, shall be discussed 
very thoroughly in the House, and that it 
shall keep its place in the morning hour until 
disposed of after a full and thorough debate. 
I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
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[Mr. Storm, ] in pursuance of an understand- 
ing we had in the committee-room this morn- 
ing, that after the occupation of such time as 
I saw fit to occupy the remainder of my hour 
should be yielded to him, to be occupied this 

- morning, as he thought he might be absent 
to-morrow or on subseqnent days. I desire 
to reserve two minutes of my time in which to 
make the motion to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reeommit 
having been made by the gentleman, has been 
entered. In order that the House may fully 
understand thecondition of this bill, the Chair 
will state that itis now in the morning hour, 
and the gentleman in charge of it indicates his 
intention to keep it in the morning hour until 
disposed of. That, of course, will block the 
receiving of reports from any other committee 
until this has been disposed of. 

Mr. KERR. lwould likerighthereto make 
a suggestion to the House, and especially to 
the gentleman [Mr. Perce] having control of 
this vill. 

The SPEAKER. The time occupied by gen- 
tlemen in endeavoring to make some arrange- 
ment concerning this bill will not be taken 
from the time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srorm. ] 

Mr. KERR. Certainly; thatis what I de- 
sire. ‘This bill is conceded on all hands to 
be a very important one; and in many of its 
provisions and purposes I believe that most 
of the gentlemen on this side concur. But it 
appears to us over here that some of its pro- 
visions are immature and very unsafe in their 
present form, and that they ought to be care- 
fully considered and revised. My suggestion 
is that the further consideration of this bill be 
postponed to some day in the future, a week 
or ten days hence, and made the special order 
in the Louse at some specilied hour, and from 
day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 second the suggestion of 
tho gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kern. ] 
Every member of the House must realize the 
fact, if they have given any attention at all to 
the subject, that this bill is a very important 
one in every respect, proposing as it does a 
new policy ia regard to the disposition of the 
proceeds of the public lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair felt justified 
in calling attention to the parliamentary sita- 
ation of the bill, because the morning hour 
being usually devoted to routine business, 
it is very important that it shall be reserved 
for the transaction of that business. The 
Chair will suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Perce, } if he concurs in the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Kern, | that the understanding should be 
that this bill be made a special order to the 
exclusion of all other orders, go that it shall 
be absolute. 

Mr. BURCHARD. And shall be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will not ob- 
ject to the suggestion made in regard to this 
bill, if it be made the special order for one day 
only, but 1 must object to its being made the 
special order from day to day. 

The SPEAKER. Lt is for the House to 
delermine whether one day or more shall be 
given to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. GARPIELD, of Ohio. I meant that I 
should object to this bill being made a special 
order indefinitely; it should be limited as to 
time, 

Mr. PERCH. I cannot consent to any 
arrangement of that kind, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srorm} is entitled to the floor 
for twenty-three minutes, 

Mr. RANDALL. When willa motion bein 
order to lay this bill on the table? 

The SPRAKER. At any time when no 
gentleman is occupying the floor for another 
purpose. 


: ddr, STORM. I yield to the gentleman 


from Georgia [Mr. MeIxryne] for three min- 
utes. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I ask the Clerk to read 
a substitute, which I desire at the proper time 
to. offer for this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to distribute the net proceeds of the sales of 

the public lands of the United States, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the net proceeds arising from the 
sale, entry, location, or other disposition of the pub- 
lic lands of the United States be distributed in the 
manner hereinafter set forth. . 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause an account to be taken, upon the closcofeach 
fiscal year, and ascertain the amount of expendi- 
tures during that year, incurred in or occasioned by 
the survey, sale, location, entry, or other disposition 
of the public lands of the United States, including 
appropriations for the expenses of the goncral and 
district tand offices during such year, and the total 
receipts from the sale or disposition of such lauds, 
including all fees received at such offices, and shall 
certify to the Scerctary of the Treasury the amount 
of the net proceeds trom the sale, entry, location, or 
other disposition of such lands as atoresaid, after 
deducting such exponses and expenditures, 

Sec. 3. Lhat upon the receipt of such certificate 
from the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
tho Treasury shall cause the net proceeds of said 
sales of public lands to be apportioned to the sev- 
eral States and Territories of the United States, and 
to the District of Columbia, upon the basis of popu- 
lation of tho last preceding gencral census of the 
United States; and the amount so apportioned to 
said States, Territories, and said District of Colum- 
bia, respectively, shall be turned over and delivered 
to such agent or other officer of said State, Territory, 
or District, as may be designated or appointed by 
said States, Lorritories, and said District, respect- 
ivoly, to reecivo said apportionment, to be used for 
educational or other public purposes, in such man- 
ner as said States, Territories, or said District may 
respectively doem best for the promotion of eduen- 
tional or other public interests within their respect- 
ivo jurisdictions, 


Mr. McINTYRE. It would appear that 
now, when the people of the United States owe 
over two billion dollars, it would probably be 
unwise to make a distribution of the proceeds 
of the public lands. But, sir, when we come 
to consider that the receipts into the Treasury 
exceed the amount of governmental expendi- 
‘tures by something over ninety million dollars 
annually; when we take into consideration the 
further fact that over one hundred and fifty 
million acres of the public lands have already 
gone into the hands of railroad companies, 1 
feel that it is only proper and just that a dis- 
tribution should be made of the entire fund 
arising from the sales of these lands. Hence 
I propose by this amendment the distribution 
of the whole proceeds among the States of this 
Union. 

‘the details of the original bill are objec- 
tionable and ought to be objectionable to every 
man who feels any interest in his State govern- 
ment, Whydolsayso? Simply trom the fact 
that by the Constitution of the United Statesthe 
powers of legislation have been distributed. 
How distributed? All those which the people 
of the country desired the Congress of the 
United States to exercise have been ascertained 
and defined by the terms of the Constitution, 
while all those powers which the people desired 
should be prohibited to the States have also 
been defined and set forth in the same instru- 
ment. By the Constitution, all those powers 
which have not been delegated to the Congress 
of the United States, nor prohibited to the 
States, are reserved to the States themselves. 
Now, sir, since the organization of the Gen- 
eral Government, under which we are legislat- 
ing to-day, it has always been understood that 
the power of regulating the common schools 
belonged exclusively to the States; and lam 
unwilling that Congress should take from the 
States any of their reserved rights. The provis- 
ions of the pending bill seek to vest the entire 
controlof this fund in the General Government 
without regard to the will of the respective 
States. 

I will say right here that, so far as I am 


Within the last twenty days the Legislature 
of Georgia has appropriated $300,000 for the 


purpose of education; and that educational 


} 
i 
i 


if 


concerned, I want to see education promoted. | 


‘the whites will enjoy. 


system is not confined to the whites alone. 
The colored people of that State are enti- 
tled, under that Jaw, to the same rights that 
I feel safe in express- 
ing my belief that there is intelligence and 
patriotism enough in the State of Georgia 
to-day to manage its proportion of this fund 
properly if it is turned over to the State. I 
believe there is sufficient intelligence and 
patriotism in every State of the Union to carry 
out this object. I donot believe that the State 
of New York or Pennsylvania or any other 
State of the Union is so lost to virtue and 
patriotism as to be unfaithful in the disposi- 
tion of this fund. Iam willing to trust every 
one of the States in this regard. They have 
managed this matter for themselves hereto- 
fore, and I believe they can do it still, I hope 
that the substitute which L offer will be adopted 
in lien of the original bill, and that this whole 
matter will beleft, as the Constitution designed, 
with the States. Ithank the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srorm] for the time he has 
given me, 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I shall be glad 
on all occasions. when it is possible and con- 
sistent with my views of duty, to support every 
measure having for its object the edneation 
of the people. All my hopes for the future 
permanency of this Government, with its 
free institutions, are based upon the general 
dissemination of knowledge among the peo- 
ple, Iconcur in the opinion of Burke, who 
regarded the education of the people as the 
“cheap defense of nations.” But, sir, when I 
am asked to vote for a Dill which I cannot 
reconcile with the principles of the Constitu- 
tion I cannot vote for it, however desirable 
may be the object attempted to be reached. 
It may be very desirable that the people all 
over the country should be temperate, moral, 
and religious, All these are desirable ends, 
and calculated to promote the general welfare. 
But gentlemen here will not pretend that, 
because a thing is desirable in itself, or 
because the object to be reached is good, 
Congress has the right to legislate upon the 
subject. f 

No authority can be found in the Constitu- 
tion for the passage of a bill of this kind, I 
challenge gentlemen who differ with me on 
this subject to point to that part of the Con- 
stitution which would support a measure of 
this kind. ‘There is but one clause in the 
Constitution that has referencein the remotest 
degree to the subject of education. and that 
is the clause empowering Congress “to pro- 
mote the progress of science and useful arts;” 
but the same clause provides how they are to 
be “promoted’’—“by securing for limited 
times to authors and inventors the exclusive 
right to their respective writings and discov- 
eries.’’ In no other part of the Constitution 
is there any shadow of authority for a law of 
this kind; and we cannot derive the right from 
that clause, because the manner of exercising 
the power in question is specifically pointed 
out; and, according to the maxim of the law, 
the expression of one thing is the exclusion 
of another. 

The chairman who has charge of this bill 
has attempted to find the right for its pas- 
sage in the preamble to the Constitution. 1 
think the gentleman is lawyer enough to know 
the preamble to the Constitution can never be 
resorted to for such a purpose. It has been 
expressly decided that it cannot be resorted to 
for the purpose even of enlargiug the express 
powers of the Government. Ít cannot be re- 
sorted to forthe purpose of finding there a power 
per se; it is not even a legitimate source of 
authority for multiplying any of the implied 
powers of the Government. If you can find 
the power in the Constitution first, you may 
refer back to the preamble for the purpose of 
investigating the intention of the legislature, 
or you may refer to it for the purpose of 
interpreting or construing the language used 
in a certain clause, but it cannot be resorted 
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to for any such purpose as that alleged by the 
chairman who has this bill in charge. 

Mr. Speaker, I had hoped at the last session 
of this Congress we had reached the extreme 
limit of legislation on this subject. I had 
thought that the bill known as the- Ku Klux 
bill had gone to the extreme limit of loose con- 
struction; but it appears that Iam mistaken 
in that. Wenow, in atime of profound peace, 
when there is not an individual, so far as this 
House is informed, asking for this kind of 
legislation, attempt the most questionable piece 
of legislation ever deliberated upon in this 
Hall. We propose to take charge of a sub- 
ject which it has been always supposed was 
the peculiar province of the States to legis- 
late upon. There has been no necessity shown 
for this legislation. Many good men on the 
other side of the House voted last spring for the 
bill I have referred to because they believed 
there was such astern public necessity for it— 
such an overruling demand for that law, that 
they were willing to vote for it though their 
minds were not satisfied they had the right to 
pass it. But here we propose, without any 
Legislature of any State in the Union asking 
for this legislation, so far as we know—not a 
single petition presented to this body request- 
ing it, to go far beyond the verge of loose 
construction. 

I believe this measure has been here sub- 
stantially before, and it received its quietus in 
the former Congress. It is not new here. 
It is only the old cat disguised in the meal- 
bag. The same bill has been voted down, and 
I wish to call the attention of gentlemen of 
the House to the fact that it is a craftily 
and cunningly-devised measure, Itintendsto 
accomplish the same purpose by indirection 
that the former bill attempted to do direcily, 
and therefore the other bill was the preferable 
one, because it was the more honest. I say 
this bill attempts to accomplish precisely 
what the other billdid; that is, to take charge 
of the public-school system of the country. 
It attempts to do indirectly what we have no 
right to do directly, and it is a sound principle 
of constitutional interpretation that we have 
no right to do indirectly what we are not 
allowed to do directly. Beside, this bill is 
based on a misconception of the nature of the 
public lands, the primary idea of which is that 
they are to furnish cheap homes and cheap 
farms for the poor man. That is the first 
object. 

In the next place, I take the position, Mr. 
Speaker, that the proceeds arising from the 
sales of these public lands, orany other disposi- 
tion of them, stand pledged by common con- 
sent, evidenced by an uninterrupted system of 
legislation for nearly eighty years, to be applied 
to the payment of the principal and interest of 
our publie debt, I regard the proceeds of the 
sale of the public lands asa sacred fund to 
be devoted to the payment of that debt, and 
when we attempt to give away that fund in this 
way to the States we strike down one of the 
permanent revenues of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, we stand in relation to these 
landsas a trustee. The gentleman is mistaken 
when he says we confer a gratuity or a bounty 
upon the States. They actually belong to the 
States. They were conceded by the States to 
the General Government, and those not so 
conceded were purchased by the common 
‘Treasury of the country and belong to the 
people of the States. We cannot say, when 
we give them back to the States that we will 
follow them into the States and see how the 
States shall use them. 

But there are other objections to this bill. 
The bill does attempt to establish a school 
system. ‘The chairman of the committee says 
in his opinion it does not. I contend that it 
does, because it recognizes a system of gen- 
eral superintendency. There must be such a 
person as a State superintendent, There must 
be a provision made for the education of all 
children between the ages of six and sixteen 


i 


years. It prescribes what duties must be per- 
formed by the State superintendent, all of 
which, Lassert, constitute a system of education 
controlled by Congress. The power which the 
eighth section gives to the Commissioner of 
Education makes the bill very objectionable. 
It places in the hands of that officer the power 
of withholding the certificate mentioned in that 
section. The only remedy is an appeal to 
Congress—a most precarious one indeed, and 
unheard of in legislation. 

If this bill becomes a law it will only be the 
beginning of a series of acts looking to the 
complete control of the common schools in 
the States. Next you will see our Commis- 
sioner styled the minister of public instruc- 
tion, the term usedin Prussia. You know our 
President thinks our Government very much 
like the Prussian system. Ido, too. Thenext 
act will be to establish a uniform system of 
text-books. Those books will have to be 
“loyal,” end to be loyal must be published 
near Cambridge or Boston, with the Puritan 
confession of faith attached to the multipli- 
cation table. 
tion will farnish the plans upon which school- 
houses must be constructed. He will control 
the procuring of furniture and apparatus, 
Publishers of school books and their agents 
will make their annual raids upon the capital 
of the nation to induce the Commissioner to 
favor the introduction of their books, and we 
will witness such jobs and frauds in the man- 
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agement of our schools as now disgrace the 


other Departments of the Government. 

I know it has been hinted here that this bill 
will be of peculiar benefitto thesouthern States. 
We all know what that means. It means 
southern votes for this bill. I say to gentlemen 


representing southern States that this bill is a |i 


Trojan horse. In its interior are concealed the 
lurking foe—mixed schools. Though I am no 
prophet, yet, I venture to say, in less than one 
year from now, if you pass this bill, you will 
see an amendment to it compelling the States 
to educate the races in the same schools; and 
the State that refuses to make provision for 
the education of the races together will lose its 
share of the appropriation under this bill. J 
wantgentlemen from the South to ponder these 
things. In view of the treatment of the southern 


people by the Congress of the United States || 


on the question of reconstruction and amnesty, 
I feel like old Capys— 

“Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes,” 
Nothing good can come out of Nazareth. I 
will go farther than any one here in relieving 
those oppressed communities in the South, 
but I am not prepared to aidin fastening upon 
them a law which will be more revolting to 
them than all that has heretofore befallen 
them. 

Besides these objections, there is now an 
existing law, passed August 29, 1842, giving to 
the States the proceeds of the public lands. It 
is true, the law is now in abeyance by virtue 
of the sixth section of said act, but it is liable 
at any day to be brought into operation. I 
need not say with a slight amendment of this 
law it could be made acceptable to all the 
States. This much I have to say of this hum- 
bug. 

in takes, for example, from the State of 
Pennsylvania about thirty-five thousand dol- 
lars. Bat in time the General Government 
will require from my State the same sum in 


the form of increased duties and internal tax- | 


ation, with the salaries paid to the officers 
which this system will create added. The 
sum realized will hardly be sufficient to main- 
tain our teachers one week at a normal school. 
It will not ammount to twenty five cents to each 
child. And yet this is called a “stimulus to 
education.’’ 

I would support the bill, objectionable as 
it is, if I thought it would prevent giving 
away the public lands to railroads. This bill 
will have no such effect. The next Congress 
would repeal it if we passed it. I am fully 


{ 


persuaded that the railroad capitalists are 
powerful enough to accomplish anything here. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. I have 
but a few moments in which to discuss this 
bill. Before considering the provisions of the 
bill, let me say that I will go as far as any 
gentleman from any section of the country in 
the interests of education; and I hail with 
satisfaction and delight any and all efforts on 
the part of the gentlemen who are putting 
forth their endeavors to increase the facilities 
for the education of the people. But, Mr. 
Speaker, when this is done at the expense of 
great constitutional principles, I cannot give 
my assent to such a measure. 

This bill is brought forward, as it has been 
claimed by the gentlemen on this committee, 
in the interests of the southern people, the peo- 
ple of the southern States. To this, sir, Í do 
not object. I am aware that the people of the 
southern States, so far as their educational in- 
terests are concerned, are not what they should 
be; that their system of education is not what 
they desire it to be themselves. But letus con- 
sider for a moment what the effect of the pas- 
sage of this bill will be. It is proposed to 
distribute the proceeds of thesale of the pub- 


i lic lands on the basis of population among 


all the people of all the States, Well, let it 
be remembered that this bill, as it is said, is 
brought forward in theinterests of the southern 
people. 

Mr. PERCE. I would callthe attention of 
the gentleman to the fact that the gentleman 


| from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] has offered an 


amendment which cures the defect of which 
he now speaks. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Now, 
it will be seen at once thatthe eastern, middle, 
and northwestern States, which comprise a 
large portion of the population, will receive a 
very large proportion of this money, aad that 
the southern people will receive compara- 
tively little. Why, sir, if this bill is really 
and truly brought forward in the interest of 
the southern people, why is it necessary for us 
to give to the people.of these northern States 
the larger proportion of the fund, when they 
do not need it? No gentleman is here from 
the northwestern, the middle, or the New 
England States, asking, an appropriation for 
educational purposes, 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Parker] that 
I will cheerfully admit an amendment appro- 
priating all the proceeds to the southeru States, 
if he will offer it. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. I would 
very much more cheerfully vote for that propo- 
sition than for this bill. I say, if gentlemen 
are really honest aud mean what they say, and 
wish to stimulate educational interests at the 
South, let them come directly to us and tell 
us what they mean. Let them tell us at least 
what they mean and what they want, and I 
think they will find the country generous enough 
to meet their demands. But 1 am not one of 
those who are willing to give to the northern 
States, which do not need and do not ask for 
this money, a larger proportion of it, for the 
sake of putting a few thousand dollars in the 
hands of the southern people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my objections to this part 
of the bill are far less serious than they are to 
some othér parts of it. By the provisions of 
this bill this money is not only given to these 
States, but it is proposed that we follow this 
gift into the several States, and through this 
Congress, through the General Government, 
dietate to the people of the several States how 
it shall be distributed, thereby violating æ 
sacred principle which is near and dear to 
every lover of the Constitution. If this, Mr. 
Speaker, is not a direct blow at the Consti- 
tution, Í would ask, what is? If the Gen- 
eral Government can follow this fand into the 
several Siates, and there make it a felony for 
a State officer elected by the State to appro- 
priate the fund in any manner different from 
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what is pointed out here, notwithstanding what 
he does may be in accordance with the laws 
of his State—if we can thus take possession 
of our common-school system in the several 
States, I ask what right is there left to the 
States that the General Government cannot 
and may not take away? Never can I give 
my assent to such a proposition; no, never. 

Mr. Speaker, the amount of money which 
has been received during the last year from 
the. sale of the public lands would be very 
small indeed for each State if distributed 
among the States upon the principle which 
this bill suggests. The southern people could 
not possibly receive but a very small amount. 

I must conclude by saying that in my hum- 
ble judgment gentlemen do not know whatthey 
say when they come forward and make this 

roposition, but ask us to pass this bill for the 
benefit of their people. My opinion is that 
the passage of this bill would be the recogni- 
tion of the principle which has been attempted 
to be enforced in this House before, but has 
failed, namely, that this Congress has the right 
to control the domestic affairs of the States, 
the educational affairs of the States; a prin- 
ciple | can never admit to be just and right. 

The SPWAKER. The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. 

Mr. PERCE. At the suggestion of several 
gentlemen I now move that Thursday and Fri- 
day of next week, after half past one o’clock, 
be designated for the consideration of this 
measure, to the exclusion of all other orders, 
and that the previous question be considered 
as seconded and the main question ordered at 
half past one o’clock on the second day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Why not make 
it week after next? 

. Mr. PERCE. Very well; then I will say 
the week after next. 

Mr. RANDALL. I propose that the appro- 
priation bills be excepted from the order. 

the SPEAKER. That would destroy the 
whole effect of the order, and make it of no 
account whatever. Ja there objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi ? 

ale. RANDALL. [must object to making 
this bill a special order to the exclusion of 
everything else. It seems to me that there 
could hardly be any legislation that would 
come up at that time that would not be of 
more importance than this unmatured bill. 

Mr. PERCH. 1 have made my proposition 
in order that full debate may be had upon this 
question, which is a very important one. Be- 

ore Making the proposition I consulted the 
chairman ofthe Committee on Appropriations, 
and he consented to it, believing that it will 
not interfere with the business of that com- 
mittee. If gentlemen on the other side of 
the House desire discussion upon this meas- 
ure, they can have it in this way to the fullest 
extent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make my objection in- 
dependent of the considerations which the 
gentlemau has submitted, and as an opponent 
of the measure altogether. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired, 

WOMAN SUFFRAGH. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. Iaskunan- 
imous consent, out of the usual course of the 
rules, to present a petition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Iam hon- 
ored with the duty of presenting a petition for 
a declaratory law to assure the right of suf- 
frage to the women citizens of the United States. 
They believe their absolute constitutional right 
is to vote. ‘They here and now desire to bring 
to the attention of Congress the necessity of 
passing a law declaring and executing that 
right. They claim such a law in two views: 
first, as of right, and secondly, as of expedi- 
ency tothe nation. They insist that this their 
right ought to be secured to them by law, and 


they insist also that it is expedient for the 
Republic that this right should be accorded 
to them. 

The mothers of the land, who shall form 
the characters of all its citizens through their 
teaching in childhood, giving direction to the 
thoughts which shall hereafter govern the 
land, may well claim that it is expedient that 
they shall have a voice in making the laws 
which govern them, which will give them 
greater freedom of action than they now have, 
which will afford them higher opportunities 
for noble culture than they now have, and 
raise their thoughts to a plane worthy of the 
generation that shall come alter us, which must 
in all its social and moral qualities take its 
impress from their teachings, so that the men 
of the land shall then be as the women of tke 
land now are; and as you elevate and enno- 
ble woman, in so much, in a greater ratio, 
will our sons be better fitted for the great 
duties and responsibilities of the future. No 
stream shall rise higher than its fountain. 

Sir, I recognize the fact that I have no right 
at this time to trespass on the business and 
indulgence of the House to argue the moment- 
ous question involved in this memorial, but I 
present this petition of thirty-five thousand 
women of America, from almost every State 
in the Union. From every class and condition 
of life, from the highest and most refined and 
from the humblest and most lowly, all are rep- 
resented here, all asking that their claim to 
what they conceive to be their greatest right, 
and which we claim to be the inalienable right 
of every male citizen shall be granted to them. 

The unanimity with which they come here; 
the fact that without organization, almost as 
a matter of spontaneity, thirty-five thousand 
names should have been gathered and sent to 
this Capitol to a committee, whose voluntary 
duty it was made to receive them; the fact 
that other names are now coming in at the 
rate of some five hundred a day; that from 
California ten thousand more are on the way, 
all speak to the Representatives of the people 
in accents that cannot be misunderstood, that 
here is a great and necessary reform which 
calls for the fullest consideration and the 
promptest action of the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States, 

They are not to be told that this is an inno- 
vation, that this is anew thing. Division of 
property between the husband and the wife was 
agreater innovation upon the feudal law, which 
is the foundation of our law as regards women, 
and a very much greater innovation than this 
willbe. That in the parent State from which 
we come women have had the right to act in 
public affairs; from the fact that in that parent 
State a woman is at the head of public affairs, 
seems to point to us that women may safely 
be trusted with the right to vote, 

I have desired to say this much, in present- 
ing this petition, in order thatit may be brought 
to the notice of the House and the country; 
that it may take the same place in the con- 
sideration of the people that in a not very far 
day in the past anti-slavery petitions tool, 
which founded the great party which now has 
control of the Government cf this country. 
There was a great reform, beginning in the 
little, urged on by petitions, not so numerous in 
its early days, and hardly so numerous in its 
later days, as this, scarcely arriving to the dig- 
nity of numbers of applicants which charac- 
terizes the petition which I now present; and 
although, when a great moneyed interest was 
at stake, it took years to bring that freedom 
which those petitions asked for yet let me 
assure the House of Representatives that in 
my judgment, much sooner, and as certainly 
as the sun rolls around in its course a few 
more times, jast so sure will the right asked 
for in this petition be accorded to the women 
citizens of the United States. 

Task that this petition, which I propose sim- 
ply to show to the House in its large volume, 
[unrolling the petition, ] may be referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary, to whom this 
subject has already been referred. 

Mr. ELDRIDGH. Iask that the petition 
be read. i . 

The SPEAKER. With the names? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Certainly. 

Fhe SPEAKER. That would require unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I pray 
that may not be done, because I promised the 
Committee on Appropriations notto take much 
time. Task that the petition simply be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled + 

The undersigned, citizens of the United States, 
pray your honorable bodies that in any proposed 
amendment to the Constitution which may come 
before you in regard to suffrage, and in any law 
affecting suffrage in the District of Columbia or any 
Territory, the right of voting may be given to women 
on the same terms as to men. 

The petition was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 


COMMON CARRIERS, QUARANTINE, ETC. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred a resolution in relation to quarantine 
regulations, &., in New York city, with leave 
to report at any time, to report the same back 
with a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute only will 
be read, if there be no objection, 

The substitute was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire, first, whether the commerce 
ainong the several States of this Union is injuri- 
ously affected by any inadequacy in the present 
means of land transportation, or by any combina- 
tion or monopoly in the control or ownership thereof, 
or by means of any existing or inequitablo rates of 
freight or fare charged by common carriers, or by 
means of other improper burdens or restraints im- 


posed upon such commerce by carriers; second, 


whether our commerce with foreign nations and 


upon the coasts and waters of the United States is 
at any port thereof subjected to any oppressive or 
illegal requirements or restraints under color of 
quarantine, health, or other laws or customs of any 
State or of the United States; third, whether at any 
ports of the United States American seamen or for- 
eign immigrants, on arriving thercat, are subjected 
to wrongs or deprivations which require legislations; 
fourth, what legislation or other means is required 
to relieve, revive, and sustain the tonnage and for- 
cign commerco of the United States; that such com- 
mittee or sub-committee thereof, in making such 
inquiry, have power to send for persons and papers, 
and sit during the sessions of the House, at such 
places as shall bo most convenient and proper for 
such investigations, and that they report from time 
to time by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. Tamunanimously 
directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
ask that this resolution be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the substitute will be considered as agreed to, 
and the resolution, as amended, adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolation was 
adopted; and-also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOIN W. DOUGLAS. 


TheSPEAKER. 'Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. SCOFIELD, ] who is compelled 
to leave the city in the performance of duties 
imposed upon him by the House, and who 
therefore cannot be in his seat on Monday 
next, desires to introduce a bill for reference 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1189) for the 
relicf of John W. Douglas, late collector of 
internal revenue for the nineteenth district 
of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC,, APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I take the floor 
for the purpose of moving that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
to resume the consideration of the legislative 
appropriation bill; but as preliminary to that 
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motion I move that all debate in Committee 
of the Whole upon the pending amendment | 
shall cease in one minute. | 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
allow a little more time than that. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Very well; I 
modify my motion so as to close debate in five 
minutes. 

The motion, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Inow move that 
the rules be suspended and the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to resume the consideration of 
the legislative appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. WHEELER in the chair,) | 
and resumed the consideration of House bill 
No, 1060, making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and jadicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes. 

The pending paragraph was as follows: 

Department of State: 

For compensation of the Secretary of State, $8,000; 
two Assistant Secretaries of State, at $3,500 each ; for 
- ehiefclerk, $2,200; ten clerks of class four, additional 
to one clerk of class four as disbursing clerk, nine 
clerks of class three, three clerks of class two, eight 
clerks of class one, one messenger, one assistant 
messenger, nine laborers, and four watchmen; in 
all, $74,520, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Moyroz, ] to increase the compen- 
sation of the chief clerk of the State Depart- 
ment from $2,200 to $2,500. 

Mr. BANKS. I move pro forma to amend 
so as to make the amount $2,400. I know 
how reluctant the House is to change the sal- 
aries of officers upon an appropriation bill; 
and I should scarcely venture to make this 
proposition, or even to speak to it, did I not 
find it before the House. I think there is no 
more faithful and deserving officer in the pub- 
lic service than the chief clerk of the State 
Department. At this time, as in the past, a 
very great deal of work is imposed upon him. 
As every one knows, the expenses of living in 
this city are higher than they have ever been 
before. The chief clerk of the War Depart- 
ment and the chief clerk of the Navy Depart- 
ment receive each $2,500, and I submit that 
there is no good reason why the chief clerk 
of the State Department, equally capable and 
laborious, should not receive the same com- 
pensation as corresponding officers in other 

epartments. I hope, therefore, that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Monror] will be adopted. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have only to 
repeat what I said yesterday, that I hope the 
House will not break the ranks on the ques- 
tion of raising salaries in this bill. 
all that has been said as to the merits of this 
officer, and as to the injustice of his present 
rate of salary. But I beg the House to remem- 
ber that this bill is not the place to adjust the 
general arrangement of salaries. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Monrog,it was not agreed to; 
there being—ayes twenty, noes not counted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, $12,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have been 
instructed by the committee to offeran amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the clause just 
read. It is to add the following: 


And all laws and parts of laws authorizing the 
ayment of money for publishing the laws of the 
United States in newspapers is hereby repealed. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I raise the point of 
order that this amendment proposes to change 
existing law, and is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have ex- 
plained to the gentleman that points of order 


I agree to | 


on this bill have been waived, and that this 


clause was left out by a clerical omission. 
But, of course, the gentleman has the right to 
make the technical point. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
whether the pending clause provides for the 
deficiency in the payment of newspapers for 
printing the laws of the last Congress ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It does not. 
Deficiencies are put in the deficiency bill. 
The appropriations in this bill are altogether 
for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. PALMER. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the clause last read by the Clerk, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and in 
newspapers of the States and Territories and in the 
city of Wasbington, $50,000: Provided, That here- 
after no laws or treaties shall be published in news- 
papers except those which are of a general nature, 
whieh laws shall be selected by the Secretary of 
State; and the same shall in all cases be published 
without delay. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the amount appropri- 
ated last year for both purposes, for printing 
in pamphlet form and in the newspapers. 
This provision for publishing the laws in the 
newspapers bas existed ever since 1818, and 
the original purpose of it was that the laws of 
Congress might be published as they were cur- 
rently enacted. It must be known to the mem- 
bers of this House that it is generally six, or 
eight, or ten weeks after the adjournment of 
the sessions of Congress before the laws appear 
in pamphlet form. Then the process of dis- 
tribution is slow, and the masses of the people 
know little of the laws of Congress as they 
have been passed. We expend hundreds of 
thousands of dollars here every year for the 
reporting and printing of what members say, 
but when itis all grouped together in acts so 
that the people may sce what is done, we pro- 
pose to put them off with a little paltry appro- 
priation to pay for the printing of our laws in 
pamphlet form, when the masses of the people 
see so little of them. 

Mr. Chairman, in the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent there is a provision 
of our statutes which requires the publication 
of our statutes in two papers in every county. 
The last General Assembly of that State ex- 
pended within three thousand dollars as much 
money as we propose to expend for both pam- 
phlets and newspapers, and that simply for the 
purpose of printing in the newspapers the laws 
of the Legislature of that State. Forty-seven 
thousand dollars were expended in our State 
for publishing in the newspapers the statutes 
of our State for that session alone. Yet here 
we, in the Congress of the United States pro- 
pose that the laws of the United States shall 
simply be printed in pamphlet form, so that the 
masses of the people wiil have no opportunity 
of knowing what we have done. J hope, there- 
fore, that this appropriation, nothing more 
than carrying out the existing law on that 
subject, will stand as it has stood for the last 
fifty-four years. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I will not prolong the debate on this clause fur- 
ther than to state to the committee the ground 
upon which the Committee on Appropriations 
ask to strike out this appropriation. Last year 
we paid $50,000 for publishing the laws un- 
der the arrangement referred to in the amend- 
ment offered by my friend from Iowa, [Mr. 
Parmer, ] of which $10,000 was paid for dis- 
tributing the laws in pamphlet form, and the 
balance, $40,000, for publishing them in the 
newspapers. 

Mr. PALMER. Thirty-eight thousand dol- 
lars. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Thirty-eight 
thousand dollars. This year they ask $72,000 
of Congress—$12,000 for distribution in pam- 
phlet form, and the other $60,000 for pub- 
lishing in the newspapers, under the law which 


authorizes the Secretary of the Senate and |j 


the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
select the newspapers, not exceeding two in 
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each State, in which they are to be published. 
The rate the Government pays for this print- 
ing is so low that no first-class paper will print 
the laws. Asa matter of fact, hardly a daily 
paper of the most starved character anywhere 
in the United States can be found to print the 
laws. In my own State, for example, they are 
printed in the most obscurs weekly papers that 
can be picked up; or rather asa class these 
are the papers to which has bsen committed 
the publishing of our laws. They are not pub- 
lished for six or ten months after we adjourn; 
then they appear in these obscure papers. In 
my judgment, itis about as worthless as any 
printing the Government pays for anywhere. 
What are two little weekly papers in Ohio good 
for as the means of distributing to the people 
a knowledge of the laws we pass? In my judg- 
ment, and in the judgment of a majority of the 
committee, it is simply throwing away $60,000 
as absolutely as we could possibly do if we 
pitched that amount of money into the fire. 
I admit there may be here and there a Ter- 
ritory where there may be only two or three 
papers, which the majority of the reading 
population take, where this arrangement 
would be good. No doubt inthe gentleman’s 
State it may be valuable. The method left is 
to distribute the pamphlet laws which we pro- 
vide for here. That amount may be increased 
if we please. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact was brought before 
the House last year that a man was paid for 
printing the laws, and his mode of doing it 
was to get as many members of Congress as 
he could to send him pamphlet laws, which he 


i distributed with the title of his paper printed 


upon the cover as an advertisement of his en- 
terprise ; and thus, while the Government of 
the United States helped to circulate his news- 
paper, it paid him for the printing of the laws, 
which really he never did. This is one of the 
abuses under this arrangement of printing the 
laws. This appropriation was stricken out last 
year, but I believe was restored in the con- 
ference committee. I hope the amendment of 
my friend from Iowa will not be adopted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last word. 
The instances given by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations are instances 
of maladministration which ought to be cor- 
rected. If they exist to the extent he seems 
to intimate, Į would suggest to him that it is 
his duty, as chairman of an important commit- 
tee, to bring the matter before the House in a 
very different form. But because an execu- 
tive officer—that is the substance of the mat- 
ter—permits a law, excellent in its charac- 
ter, to be improperly administered, that is no 
argument against the law itself. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman will 
permit me, I will say that under the law regu- 
lating the Government Printing Office, private 
parties here are allowed to order as many 
copies of a book to be printed in this office as 
they see fit and pay a certain price for them. 
The printer of a paper in one of the disfant 
States ordered a large number of the pam- 
phlet laws of Congress under that provision, 
put the title of his paper on the title-page and 
circulated them as supplements to his paper, 
thereby defeating the object of the law, which 
was, that the laws should be published in the 
regular editions of the newspapers. ‘That was 
what we pointed out Jast year as an abuse. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Such a publication as 
that would be filed in the State Department, 
and it would be for the State Department to 
decide whether the man published the laws in 
his newspaper as the act of Congress required; 
and it was the business of the State Depars- 
ment to decide whether sach an evasion cf 
law should be tolerated and the party paid for 
it. But that is aside from the question now 
before the committee. If I recollect the num- 
ber of copies which I received of the edition, 
it was about twenty, to be sent into a district 
comprising fourteen different counties. The 
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number of copies to each ‘county can be read- 
ily.seen by placing the numbers side by side. 
Now, I say that publishing these laws in pam- 
phlet form is no publication at all. We had 
better strike ont this item. of $12,000 and 
save that amount, if economy is the object of 
this amendment, because these copics that are 
so circulated are of no practical benefit, except 
perhaps to two dozen lawyers in each of the 
congressional districts who could provide their 
own copies of the Federal statutes themselves. 

The object of this appropriation, which, as 
has been well stated by the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. Patwer,]-has stood on- our: stat- 
ute-books for over halfa century, is to en- 
deayor,so far aswe can, to promulge a knowl- 
edge of-our legislation among the people of the 
country, » It has made our statutes take effect 
from their passage; and many of them, espe- 
cially of late years, have been very important 
in their effect upon the citizen. J allude to 
those particularly which relate to our internal 
taxation, our great industries. of distillation, 
of tobacco-growing, and manufactures, and the 
general business operations of the country. 


And I am not alone—all the members of this: 


House could relate a similar experience—in 


referring: to the case of my own constituents, ` 


who have been led into a violation of the law 
simply because they not only did not know it, 
bat, even with all the facilities we gave them, 
had not the means of knowing it. And now 
it-is proposed by this bill to cut off even the 
means they have had. 

Mr PALMER. I rise to oppose pro forma 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Maywarp.] I find that many mem- 
bers are under the impression that the amend- 
ment I have offered changes the present law 
in regard to the selection of newspapers, and 
that the Secretary of State is hereafter to select 
‘them. Thatisnotthe case. The amendment 
‘isa cópy of the law as it now stands for this 
present fiscal year. The clerk of the House 
selects the newspapers, but the Secretary of 
State selects the laws to be published, and the 
amendment simply provides an appropriation 
for carrying out existing law. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. PALMER. } 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
again reported. . 

. The amendment was again read as follows: 
. Strike out lines three hundred and seventeen and 
three, hundredand eighteen, namely. ‘for publish- 
ing the laws. in pamphlet form, $12,000,” and insert 
in lieu‘ thereof the following: ‘for publishing the 
Jaws in pamphlet form, and in newspapers of. the 
States and Territories and in the city of Washing- 
ton, $50,000: Provided, That hereafter no laws or 
treaties shall be published in newspapers except 
those which are of a general nature, which laws shall 
be selected by the Secretary of State, and the same 
shall be in all cases published without delay.” 
Lhe. question being puton the amendment, 
there were—-ayes 57, noes 85. 

Mr. PALMER asked for tellers. 

Tellers. were ordered ; and Mr. PALMER, and 
Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, were appointed, 
The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers‘ reported—ayes 59, noes 78. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read ‘as follows: 

, For proof-reading, and packing the laws and doc- 
uments for the various legations and consulates, in- 
eluding boxes and transportation of the same, $3,000; 
for stationery, furniture, fixtures, and repairs, $5,000: 
for be 2,000; for extra clerk hire and 
Ropyings, $4,000; for sontinseot expenses, namely, 
font, tunel, Jights, repairs, an i -= 
ponses, $33,500; in all, $17,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Imove to strike out that 
clause: If we cut out-one, I think we should 
seut- out the whole. 
~The question was taken on. the amend- 


Task that it be 


| ‘ment; and ‘there were—ayes. eighteen, noes 


pot gounteds <- 
_. «So the amendment. was not-agreed to. 


| 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Treasury Department: 
For compensation of the Seeretary of the Treasury, 
$8,000; two Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at 


| $3,500 each; chief clerk, $2,200, and $300 additional 


for acting as superintendent of the building; forty- 
nine clerks of class four, additional compensation of 
3200 to one clerk of class four as disbursing clerk, 
thirty clerks of class three, twenty-six clerks of class 
two, twenty-seven. clerks of class one; thirty-two 
female clerks, at $900 each; eleven messengers, one 
assistant messenger, and ten laborers; one clerk of 
elass four and one clerk of class one, to assist the 
chief clerkin superintending the building: one cap- 
tain of the watch, $1,400; one engineer, $1,400; one 
machinist and gas-fitter, $1,200; one storekeeper, 
$1,400; sixty watchmen, at $720 each, and to two of 
said watchmen, acting as lieutenants of watchmen, 
$280 each, in addition; thirty laborers, at $720 each ; 
five firemen, at $600 each; ninety charwomen, at 
$180 each; in all, $361,620. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to offer 
an amendment to that paragraph by adding to 
it what was included in the bill of last year. 
I move to insert at the end of line three hun- 
dred and sixty-nine ‘and for additional com- 
pensation to clerks in his office, $22,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, informed the House that the Senate 
had passed a bill (S. No. 265) to authorize the 
payment of bounty to Ann McCarthy, and a 
bill (S. No. 524) to correct a clerical error 
in the enrollment of an act approved March 
7, 1870, entitled ‘An act to relieve certain 
persons therein named from the legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, and for other purposes.’’ 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 1061) to authorize the payment of 
duplicate checks to disbursing officers, with 
amendments, in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commissioner of Customs: 

For Commissioner of Customs, $3,000; chief clerk, 
$2,000; two clerks of class four, six clerks of class 
three, eight clerks of class two, five clerks of class 
one; one messenger, and one laborer; in all, $36,960. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. T am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to offer 
an amendment to that paragraph. I move to 
strike out, in line four hundred, the word 
“five,” and insert ‘‘seven,’’ and to insert 
$42,407"! in lieu of ‘ $36,960.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fourth Auditor: 

For the Fourth Auditor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000: 
fiveclerks of class four, eighteen tlerks of class three, 
twelve clerks of class two, eleven clerks of class 
one; one messenger, one assistant messenger, three 
laborers, and seven female clerks at $900 each; in 
all, $82,820, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations whether it is intended to fix the pay 
of messengers, assistant messengers, and labor- 
ers at $900 a year? If not, the paragraph 
should be amended. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would say 
that the pay of all these persons is fixed by 
law. Ido not think that, grammatically con- 
sidered, the paragraph refers to all the officers. 
It is in the same form in which it has been 
passed at former sessions. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The appropriation of 
$900 seems to refer to the messengers, assist- 
ant messengers, and three clerks. In order 
to obviate all difficulty, I move to amend the 
paragraph in line four hundred and twenty- 
nine by inserting the words ‘seven female 
clerks at $900 each,” and by striking out those 
words where they occur in lines four hundred 
and thirty and four hundred and thirty-one. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec» 
tion to that transposition. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following: 


Register of the Treasury: | 
For compensation of the Register of the Treasury, 
$3,000; assistant register, $2.000; chief clerk, 82,000; 
eightclerks of class four, twelveclerks of class three, 
fifteen clerks of class two, ten clerks of class one, 
one messenger, two assistant messengers, two labor- 


ers, and eight copyists, at $900 each; in all, $84,520. 
Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the para- 


graph just read by adding thereto the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to pay to the Register of the 
Treasury, out of the money appropriated to defray 
the expenses of the loans, such compensation as he 
may deem just and proper for the additional Jabor 
performed by the said Register under the laws fund- 
ing the public debt, not to exceed $1 28 per hundred 
bonds signed by him under the authority of the acts 
of July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871, providing for 
the refunding of the public debt; and that the same 
rate shall be allowed to said Register for the bonds 
hereafter signed by him, provided that the whole 
amount of compensation thus allowed him, in addi- 
tion to the amount of salary now allowed by law, 
shall not exceed $1,500. f 

Mr. DAWES. Thisamendment is intended 
to make plain some doubtful coustruction ofthe 
loan act. There always has been, until lately, 
an additional compensation to the Register 
of the Treasury for signing these bonds, In 
1815, when United States bonds were first 
issued, the Register of the Treasury was allowed 
seventy-five cents for each hundred bonds 
signed by him. In 1838, when bonds were 
again issued, he was allowed $1 25 for each 
hundred bonds signed by him. In 1841, he 
was allowed the gross sum of sixteen hundred 
and odd dollars for that purpose. During the 
war the construction of all the loan acts by the 
Secretary of the Treasury was that he was au- 
thorized from the one per cent. which was set 
aside to defray the expenses of the loan to make 
an allowance to the Register of the Treasury 
for this additional work, and he was allowed 
$1,000 additional to his salary for this addi- 
tional work. When the present Secretary of 
the Treasury came into office, he had some 
doubts whether it was a proper charge upon 
the expenses of the loan. And the present 
Register of the Treasury, although doing a very 
large amount of extra work, has been remitted 
to his ordinary salary and deprived of this 
additional compensation. We have authorized 
a new loan, and it is possible that a further 
loan may be authorized for refunding the debt. 
It is deemed proper that it be made clear that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to 
pay out of this fund a proper and reasonable 
compensation for this very considerable addi- 
tional labor, out of the one half per cent. which 
otherwise will go to syndicates and others. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I think the proposition 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] is a fair one, and should be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to; there bein 
on a division—ayes seventy, noes not counted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
make a verbal change in this paragraph simi- 
lar to one suggested a moment ago by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp.] I 
propose to transpose the words “and eight 
copyists at $900 each’’ from the position they 
now occupy, and insert them after the words 
‘ten clerks of class one.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following: 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue: 

For Commissioner of Internal Revenue, $6,000; 
deputy commissioner, $3,500; two deputy commis- 
sioners, at $3,000 each; seven heads of divisions, at 
$2,500 each; thirty four clerks of class four, forty- 
eight clerks of class three, fifty-two clerks of class 
two, twenty-eight clerks of class one; seventy-five 
copyists, at $900 each; seven messengers, three 
assistant messengers, and fifteen laborers; in all, 
$303,740, 

For dies, paper, and for stamps, $400,000. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the last 


1 paragraph just read by striking out ‘‘$400,000,”’ 
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and inserting in lieu thereof ‘* $200,000.” 
The amount appropriated last year for this 
purpose was $200,000. 
of the Internal Revenue Bureau are not going 
to be increased. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say that 
in all before this paragraph there has been a 
decrease, except in connection with the Inter- 
nal Revenue Bureau, of about eighteen thou- 
sand dollars., The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue appeared before the Committee on 
Appropriations, as did also the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and stated that the stamps now 
in use in the Internal Revenue Bureau had 
been counterfeited to so great an extent that 
it was deemed necessary to get up new stamps, 
to prepare new dies and new forms to be 
printed upon those stamps, and to obtain a 
new kind of paper that will be more impreg- 
nable against counterfeiting. This expense 
has become necessary, and the committee are 
satisfied that a proper protection of the reve- 
nue requires this appropriation. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. All I wanted to know was the reason 
why this addition is made to the expense of 
this bureau, 

The Clerk read the following : 

For salaries and expenses of collectors, assess- 
ors, assistant assessors, supervisors, detectives, and 
storekeepers, together with the expense of carry- 
ing into effect the various provisions of the several 
acts providing internal revenue, excepting items 
otherwise provided for, $4,700,000; and hereafter 
the total net compensation of collectors of internal 
revenue shall in no case exceed $4,500 per annum. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to hear from 
the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations (Mr. Garrre.p] upon this proposi- 
tion which is an amendment of existing law. 
I would like to have the gentleman state whether 
he supposes that in some of the large collection 
districts anybody will be found to collect the 
large sums that they are obliged to collect, for 
the compensation that is proposed here? The 
burden of official duty consists not merely in 
the labor. A position of this kind is not like 
an ordinary official position which merely im- 
poses on a man the performance of certain 
duties. These collectors give very heavy bonds 
and incur very heavy responsibility, which in- 
crease, I may almost say, in geometrical ratio 
with the increased amount of the collections, 
because as this amount increases the coilector 
must depend upon a larger number of subor- 
dinates, and every added subordinate increases 
very much the responsibility and the hazard 
imposed upon his chief. I would therefore 
ask the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] 
whether he is satisfied that in the larger dis- 
tricts, where very considerable sums are col- 
lected, suitable persons can be found who will 
undertake this work for the compensation here 
proposed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee 
discussed that matter with a good deal of care, 
and conferred not only with the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, but the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself. It will be observed that in 
thisitem for the cost of the collection of internal 
revenne we have reduced the amount $800,000 
below the estimates, and $500,000 below the 
amount which was paid last year. This has 
been done in the belief that there will bea 
very considerable reduction in the amount of 
revenue collected through the internal revenue 
department, and in the belief, also, that there 
will be a very considerable reduetion in the 
number of districts by consolidation of differ- 
ent districts. The Commissioner said he hoped 
to be able to reduce the districts from two 
hundred and forty-three, the present number, 
to one hundred. The committee thought that 
hope rather sanguine, but believed that pos- 
sibly he might be able to reduce the number 
of the districts one half. 

As tothe particular point raised by my friend 


from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Maynanp,] I will say | 


that it must be a remarkable district (if any- 
body can find such a one) in which uo respons- 


I hope the expenses ! 


ible man can be found to take an office, the 
salary of which is $4,500 a year, particularly 
after the elements of internal revenue collec- 
tion have been so greatly reduced as they will 
be when the outlying features of it are cut off, 
leaving it mainly a matter of stamps. The 
committee have no doubt that, with the salary 
limited at $4,500, there will be plenty of appli- 
cants for these positions, and applicants who 
will do the work well. We believe that this 
provision will very considerably reduce the 
cost of collection; and I hope it will not be 
changed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move pro forma to 
amend the amendment by striking out the last 
word. I would say to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that we can doubtless 
get plenty of applicants even if the salary be 
fixed at $2,000. But that is not the point. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In most of the 
districts at present the collectors do not get 
this much. Of course this amount is only 
paid in the large districts. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the gentleman pre- 
pared to answer my question in the affirmative? 
Ido not understand precisely whether he is 


or not. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I give it as my 
opinion decidedly that we can get competent 
officers for this salary, and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue holds the same view. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

-Eor postage, newspapers, arranging and binding 
canceled marine papers, sealing ships’ registers, care 
of horses for mail and office wagon, repairs of wagons 
and harness, washing towel’, investigation of ac- 
counts and records, brooms, brushes, crash, cotton 
cloth, cane, chamois skins, dusters, flour, keys, lye, 
matches, nails, oil, powders, repairing hand-stamps, 
sponge, soap, tacks, wall-paper, and the other mis- 
cellaneous items required for the current and ordin- 
ary business of the Department, $65,000. . 

For furniture, such as carpets, desks, tables, chairs, 
shelving for file-rooms, boxes and repairs of furni- 
ture, cases, oil-cloth, matting, rugs, chair-covers and 
cushions, repairs and laying of carpets, and other 
miscellaneous articles of the like character, $50,000. 

For coal, wood, lighting the Treasury building, 
baskets, books, spittoons, drop-lights and tubing, 
files, blank keys, water-coolers, tumblers, hatchets, 
ee mail-sacks, match-safes and matches, 
pitchers, towels, traps, thermometers, buckets, dip- 
pers, saws, and other miscellaneous items, $50,000. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest the question 
whether it is consistent with the dignity of a 
bill of this kind to enumerate in detail such 
items as towels, thermometers, mail-sacks, 
spittoons, brooms, maich-safes, pitchers, and 
t other miscellaneous items.’” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee 
thought it wiser to make an enumeration of 
this kind than to lump under one name a large 
sum of money. So far as we could, we have 
included the items so tha: there might be left 
as little residuum as possible as a general fund. 
We therefore took all the items sent to us by 
the Department and inserted them, believing 
that thereby less lee-way would be allowed for 
the use of this money as a general fund. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If human ingenuity ean 
suggest any article not specified here, it should 
be put in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
catch all, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Independent Treasury: 

Office of the Assistant Treasurer at New York: for 
Assistant Treasurer, $8,000; for deputy assistant 
treasurer, $3,600; chief's of division, tellers, registers, 
clerks, book-keepers, messengers, keeper of build- 
ing, watchmen, engineer, detectives, and porter, 
$127,688; in all, $158,688. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imovetoamend 
by striking out in the paragraph jasi read 
“$127,688,” and substituting ‘$187,942; 
also, by striking out ‘‘ $138,688,” and substi- 
tuting “8148,942,? so as to make the total 
correct. On thissubject, I would callattention 
to the following letter: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENTS 
Wasaincroy, D. C., January 23, 1872. 

Sır: I would respectfully invite your attention to 
the item of appropriation for salaries in the office 
of the Assistant Treasurer at New York, contained 


We tried to 


in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropri- 
ation bill now pending in the House. The amount 
therein reported is $138,688, while the amount esti- 
mated as required for the service of the fiscal year 
was $148,942, (See Book of Estimates, 1872-73, page 
32.) This estimate was based upon the actual monthly 
expenditure for salaries, no consideration whatever 
being given to emergencies which might arise, and 
cannot, it is believed, be reduced without detriment 
to the business of the office. 

It will be remembered that the estimate for this 
purpose for the present fiscal year was reduced by 
nearly the same amount, and that, in consequence, 
it became necessary to submit a deficiency. 

I earnestly recommend and hope that this appro- 
priation may be increased to the amount above 
named. 

I am, very respectfully, 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Seeretary. 
Hon. Jaws A. GarviELD, M. C., Chairman of Com- 
mitiee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DUELL. I was not in the Hall when 
the paragraphs relating to assessors and col- 
lectors of internal revenue were read. Hence, 
Lask unanimous consent to go back to that 
part of the bill in order that I may offer the 
following amendment: 


On page 21, line five hundred and seven, after the 
words “per annum,” add the following: 

Provided, That any assistant assessor of internal 
revenue who has performed, or may hereafter per- 
form, under authority or requirement of law, the 
duties of assessor of internal revenue, in conse- 
quence of any vacancy in the office of such assessor, 
shall be entitled to and receive the commissions as 
provided by law for such assessor; but no such pay- 
mentshall in any case be made when the assessor 
has received oris entitled to receive commissions for 
the same period of time. 


2 Nr GARFIELD, of Obio. I object to going 
ack. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Assistant Treasurer at New Orleans: 
For Assistant Treasurer, $4,500; for chief clerk and 
cashier, $2,500; one clerk, $2,000; two clerks, $3,000 ; 
one porter, $900; two watchmen, $1,440; amounting 
in all to $14,340. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. [ move, on page 
25, after the word “dollars,” in line five han- 
dred and ninety-five, to insert the words 
‘one night watchman at $3 per day and three 
at $2 50 per day, $3,832 50;’’ and in line five 
hundred and ninety-six correct the amount by 
inserting '‘ $18,172” in place of “$14,340.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of depositary at Chicago: 

For cashier, $2,500; for one clerk, $1,800; for two 
clerks, $3,000; for ono clerk, $1,200; for one messen- 
ger, $840; in all, $9,310. 

Mr. GARFLELD, of Ohio. 
lowing amendment: 


Pago 26, line sixteen, after the word “dollars,” 
insert “for one watchman, $720;” and correct the 
total by making it ** $10,080.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For contingent expenses under the act of the 6th 
of August, 1846, for the collection, safe-keeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue, 
$50,000: Provided, That nopart of said sum shali be 
expended for clerical services. For checks and ecer- 
tifeates of deposit for office of Assistant Treasurer 
at New York and other offices, $13,000. For addi- 
tional clerks under the act for the better organiza~- 
tion of the Treasury, at such rates as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may deem just and reasonable, 
$10,600. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The first appropriation 
in this paragraph grows out of the sub-Treas- 
ury act of 1846. it is a general appropriation 
for contingent expenses of $50,000, Then we 
have an appropriation of $13,000 for checks 
and certificates of deposit for oflice of Assist- 
ant Treasurer at New York, and other offices. 
Why was that taken out of the general appro- 
priation? Why was that particular sum set 
apart for that particular purpose ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The first reason 
was that it was supposed to be sufficient for 
the purpose, and the second was that we 
wanted to specify in the bill as much as we 
could. Itdoes not increase the previous appro- 
priations. , , 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then the specifications 
should go further. KO 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It carries it so 
far as the means at our hands enabled us to do 
it without too great a risk. 


I move the fol- 
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Mr. MAYNARD. I willaskthe gentleman | course. I think that the gentleman from New 


this question: has changing the law making 
use of national banks as depositories tended to 
increase or decrease the expense of the sub- 
Treasury act of 1846? 

" Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They have very 
considerably increased, but of course the na- 
tional banks cannot be used as depositories 
where one of these sub-Treasuries is located. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I understand that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The exact differ- 
ence I do not know. 

Mr. MAYNARD. These were established 
to prevent what I may term a congestion of 
the public funds at any particular points. I 
hope the gentleman will give us some inform- 
ation on the subject. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move 
to strike out the words ‘for additional clerks 
under the act for the better organization of 
the Treasury, at such rates as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may deem just and reasonable, 
$10,000.” Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out those lines in reference to a matter which 
must soon come before the country. <A few 
days since the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, {Mr. Dawss,] who is at the 
head of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
made a statement to the country that the great 
question which underlies the system of free trade 
and protection was so sensitive he dare not 
touch it but with the greatest deliberation, The 
country was disappointed, not at the remarks 
of the gentleman in that respect—because 
there were certainly grave doubts as to the 
proper way in which these great burdens now 
crushing out the life-blood of the commercial 
interests of the country should be regulated— 
but that we looked in vain for the gentleman 
to suggest something upon which the country 
can have no possible ground of difference, and 
that is in reference to this system of internal 
taxation and corruption. I move that amend- 
ment in consequence of the fact that these 
additional appropriations for the Secretary of 
the Treasury are demanded by the burdens 
which grow out of that system. 

Mr. GARIUMLD, of Ohio. L suppose the 
gentleman has accomplished his purpose in 
making the remarks he has. So far as this 
appropriation is concerned, it is precisely the 
same we had last year for the same purpose, 
and I see no reason for striking it out at all. 
On the subject the gentleman has discussed 
} have nothing to say ab the present time. 
When that matter comes up I shall be glad 
to discuss it. As the gentleman has alluded 
particularly to my friend from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Dawes,] I yield to that gentleman the 
rest of my time. 

Mr. DAWES, I desire simply to say that 
one object of the remarks I offered the other 
day was to forestall and deprecate discussion, 
and to suggest to gentlemen participating in it 
that it were better to be a little more reserved 
until the time come when the committee 
should present in definite form some measure 
of relief, and if L succeeded in that, it is per- 
haps the first time that under similar circum- 
stances I succeeded in the object for which I 
addressed ihe House. 

I did not intend to indicate any particular 
course, for two reasons. ‘The first was that no 
particular course had been agreed upon, and 
the next was because I did not think it an 
opportune time. Now I shall have the aid of 
my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. 
TOWNSEND] before a great while in the work 
of relieving the country from the great bur- 
dens under which it.is growing, so far as the 
public credit and the current expenses of the 
Government will admit... That is the great 
ingniry to which the Committee of Ways and 
Means have addressed themselves since they 
have had the matter before them. Where it 
will be best to take off duties and where to 
retain them is, as I said the other day, a grave 
question; and I do not desire just as this time 
to indicate any conviction or any particular 


York will be satisfied of the industry and fidel- 
ity of the committee in this regard, if their 
view should not entirely commend itself to 
his judgment. At least I hope they will have 
the benefit of his suggestions, and that they 
will be able to meet all his anticipations in 
this regard, and that the expenses of collect- 
ing the revenue, as well as the burdens of tax- 
ation themselves, will be all lessened—how 
far, Iam of course unable to say at this time. 

Mr. COX rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amend- 
ment is exhausted. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I with- 
draw it. i 

Mr. COX. I renew it, not for the purpose 
of engaging in general debate on this particu- 
lar clause so much as to call the attention of 
the gentlemen who have charge of our taxa- 
tion to the very dilatory way in which Con- 
gress has acted in throwing off the burdens 
which the Government has placed upon the 
people. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] tells this House that we ought to 
proceed deliberately, as a matter of delicacy. 
And they send every proposition to some 
committee, where it hangs and hangs until 
the people despair of relief. The other day 
when the question of shipping came up here, 
(and I do not propose to discuss that at any 
length on this proposition, except so far as 
to say what everybody here confesses,) I 
remarked that the country was eager and 
anxious that this most important matter 
should be taken up-and disposed of in some 
way; for the House knows and the country 
knows that there are parts of this country 
which are aggrandizing themselves at the 
expense of other parts. 

It is no wonder that the gentlemen from 
Maine became sensible at last of-the catastro- 
phe in their State. LI hold in my hand astate- 
ment from a Belfast paper, and from other 
papers, which I shall ask to have incorporated 
in my remarks, and which show that right 
across the border wooden ships are being built 
seventy per cent. cheaper than they can be 
built in Maine. The day of wooden ships is 
not gone altogether. The old industries of the 
great State of Maine are paralyzed, not only in 
ship-building, but in navigation also. Why, 
wy friend from New York [Mr. Brooks] told 
the House the other day the condition of our 
navigation on the Pacific in a way that could 
not fail to strike the attention of everybody, as 
showing what could be done if we were just to 
ourselves. 

But what is the condition of our shipping on 
the Atlantic ocean? There are one hundred 
and forty steamers running on the Atlantic, 
going across to Europe, and not one of them 
under the American flag. Twenty million 
dollars of net profit are made by men who 
are foreigners, which might go into our coffers 
and help to swell the industry of this country. 
And yet Congress must be dilatory; Congress 
must handle this matter delicately. We are 
not to have the $40,000,000 of gross profit or 
the $20,000,000 of net profit out of that great 
foreign trade, because the committee must 
wait and consider it. Why, we have had rov- 
ing committees, the Committee on Commerce 
and the Committee on the Revival of Shipping. 
We all know that our shipping is crushed and 
killed, and we know also the men who gain by 
it, the timber men, the iron men, the copper 
men, and the hemp men. The profit goes to 
every one except to those who are engaged in 
this industry.. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman tell 
us what the amountof our present tonnage is? 
He says that our shipping interest is entirely 
destroyed. 

Mr. COX. I was speaking of the foreign 
trade, not of the domestic and coastwise trade, 
and the gentleman is so thoroughly well in- 
formed that he can go to the document-room 


and find the elaborate statement of Mr. Young, 
which will post him as to our shipping. Our 
shipping has decreased thirty-three per cent., 
while the English increase within the same 
time is thirty-seven per cent. I have in my 
desk a statement from the Liverpool Journal 
of Commerce, which I will append to my 
remarks, to show that the building of ships, 
wooden as well as iron, is passing to Eng- 
land, and that England, as my colleague [Mr. 
Brooxs] said the other day, is monopolizing 
the carrying trade of the ocean. 

The following are the papers referred to by 
Mr. Cox: 


(From the Belfast Republican.] 


The Death-Line for Shipping.—In the prisons that 
were extemporized for Union soldiers in the South 
during the war, there was established a certain line, 
encircling the whole camp, and commanded by the 
guard with loaded arms. Any prisoner who crossed 
that line was instantly shot. It was called the 
“‘death-line.” In imitation of that practice, the 
Radical Congress has established a similar line for 
the shipping interest of this country. It is the St. 
Croix river that forms the boundary between the 
State of Maine and New Brunswick. Beyond that 
line ships are built cheaply and well, shipa ?hat 
prosper and make money. | But let the business but 
cross the line to the opposite shore, and it is struck 
dead by the bullets of tariffs and taxes shot at it by 
tho Radical officials who are on the watch. Their 
aim is always deadly. 

The Portland Press last week published a state- 
ment, taken from a paper of St. John, of the ship- 
ping built at tbat port the past year and that con- 
tracted for the coming season, It is as follows: 

* In 1871 twenty-seven thousand tons of shipping 
were built in St John harbor and its immediate 
neighborhood. Of the vessels built four were steam- 
ers, four were ships, twenty-two were barks, and 
twenty-two were schooners. Superior vessels have 
been built and fully equipped for sea for thirty-five 
dollars per ton, while many have been constructed 
for twenty-nine dollars per ton. The profit of the 
business has heen so great, that extensive prepara- 
tions are making for an increase of the business the 
present year. ‘ho Telegraph publishes a list of 
thirty-three new vessels already contracted for in 
the neighborhood of St. John and in Nova Scotia.” 

Let the people of Maine consider these facts. Mere 
is a city just across the border, with essentially the 
same climate, the samo natural products of wood for 
the construction of ships, but with less mechanical 
ingenuity and enterprise. But they enjoy the ad- 
vantages of a government administered by men of 
brains, who foster the business for which they have 
peculiar facilities. They have cheap iron, copper, 
duck, hemp, chains, anchors, and ship stores. They 


are exempted from the taxes that destroy the ship-~.- 


ping of Mainc., What is the result? It is seen in 
the exhibit which their local paper triumphantly 
mukes. St. Jobn is a city not a great deal larger 
than Belfast,and yet the past year she built fifty- 
two vessels of all classes, at a cost per ton but little 
over one half the cost at which the tariff and taxes 
permit s vessel to be builtin Belfast. 

low idle, too, to talk about iron ships! Of the 
twenty-seven thousand tons thus built, not one ves- 
sel was of iron, but all were of the wood of the 
country, just such as vessels would be built of here. 
If there is a demand for wooden ships which enables 
St. John to build that amount, what should prevent 
the towns of Maine from building a proportionate 
amount? What, except the congressional death- 
line of the St. Croix? 

The disadvantage at which American ships com- 

pete for business was exemplified year before last in 
the shipping of several cargoes from England to this 
port. Inthesummer of 18/0 Captain Harriman, one 
of the directors of the railroad, went to England 
with authority to provide for shipping three cargoes 
of railroad iron to thisport. tHe was also toship two 
cargoes of salt on his own account. There were two 
disengaged vessels belonging in this vicinity that 
would have been glad of the business. One of them, 
the ship ©. B. Mazeltine, Captain Gilkey, needed 
repairs, and toe other, the bark American Lloyds, 
Captain Park, belonged in Stockton, and the captain 
desired to see his family and friends. But neither 
of these vessels could afford to take the iron at the 
ruling prices, and procure their repairs and outfits 
at home at the enormous ruling prices, so they were 
obliged to decline. The ship repaired at Liverpool 
and went on a foreign voyage. The five cargoes 
were all brought in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia 
vessels, which, after discharging, immediately went 
home, where-they could make repairs and procure 
outfits at reasonable rates. 
_ Again, last summer, the ship ©. W. White, owned 
in this city, was at Havre, needing overhauling. Her 
owners wanted to take a cargo of salt, bring her 
home, and have repairs made here. But such was 
the enormous cost of all materials, and the taxation 
on the vessel, that they were compelled to have the 
repairs made at Havre, and the vessel there reclassed 
and fitted for sea. 

What do the carpenters, riggers, sail-makers, and 
blacksmiths of Maine think of a state of things like 
this? Is it possible to come to any other conclusion 
than that their business is taken from them and 
given directly to foreign mechanics by the Adminis- 
tration policy? There is no need of this state of 
things. It did not exist formerly, and there is no 
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suficient reason for its existence now. A lack of 
brains und statesmanship at Washington is the sole 
eause, 

Should not the people of Mainetake such a course 
and effect such a change in Government policy as 
will wipe out the death-line of the St. Croix? 


{From the Liverpool Journal of Commerce, Jan- 
uary 2, 1872. 

Clyde Ship-Building in 1871—We extract the 
following particulars relating to ship-building on 
the Clyde during the past year from the Glasgow 
Herald of yesterday: 


Launches reported during each month of 1871. 


Vessels. Tons. 
January . 12 12,154 
February. 11 12,601 
March... 11 17,040 
April.. 18 14,013 
May... 17 15,815 

June.. 17 16,9 
July.. 10 12,526 
August.. 17 17,684 
September. 12 12,587 
October...... 12 17,049 
November.. 17,697 
December 19,433 
Total secvsenenens PEEN an 167 185,545 

Of the above there wero— 

Tons. 
Tron screw steamers.. 57,812 
Tron sailing ships..... 9,290 
Wooden sailing ships.. 13 1,854 
Hoppers and dredging plant 13 5,424 
War VESSELS, ..csececesenee 5 2,997 
Iron paddle steamers.. 8 7,178 
omposite sailing vessels 2 300 
Composite steamers.. E on 
05 


Steel steamers.......... 


Total... . 167 


Distributed over the various building districis as 
follows: 


‘ons. 
GLASZO Wee cesseeees 99,863 
enfrew,.. | 
Dumbarton 


Greenock ... 
Port Glasgow, 
Lesser ports 


OUR sy slits OIA A N Saleen ea E-a 
and registered at the under-noted ports: 


Scottish ports...ccccsmseccsserserreesseaterseeees 
English ports 
Trish ports.... 
Foreign ports 


Colonial ports........... hee 415 
British Government.,.. 2,597 
Unascertained...esseessrrssesserossossrsorerereosssasesoessee 165 
Totabuan E E N N 185,545 
Horse-power of engines supplied to steamers 
launched...... EITTEA TEN P S woe 24,4 
Comparison with 1870, 
Tonnage launched and detailed as above, one hun- 
dred and sixty-seven vessels 212185, 545 - 
Tonnage of vessels built in pieces and oped 
abroad, and of smaller craft not specially 
reported when launched, say..... „000 
Total tonnage, 1871 .197,545 
Total tonnage, 1870 186,275 
Increase for 1871 siscssseseseeceseusesesedegusnabnes vane 11,270 


The foregoing returns have been carefully com- 
piled from available published sources of informa- 
tion, the tonnage, as far as practicable, being stated 
ata uniform standard. 


London Freight Market.—Messrs. Anger Broth- 
ers, intheir review for the past year, remark as fol- 
lows: in making our usual retrospect of the freight 
market and carrying trade for the past year, the 
great progress made in the transition from the use 
of sailing to that of steam vessels, stands out as the 
salient feature of the trade. The numberof new 
sailing vessels is unprecedently small, whereas the 
increase in the nuinber of steamers is almost double 
that of any preeeding year. England still monopo- 
lizes by far the greatest share of the carrying trade 
of the world. and that in a more marked degree 
since the increased use of iron steamers. Austria, 
Italy, and Norway hold their places, but America 
still remains far behind, and shows but little signs 
of regaining ber former position for some time yet. 
The general characteristics of the year’s trade have 
been abundant employment, at very fair remunera- 
tion for steamers, but restricted employment, at 
very low remuneration, for sailing ships. The first 
three months’ trade was largely stimulated by the 
effects of tho Franco-German war, but since that 
period no political influences have had any sensibie 
effect on the freight trade of this country; the fluc- 


tuations in rates have been duc to natural causes and 
the ruling question of supply and demand. i 


{From A. Brett & Co.’s Cireular.} 


Steam Shipping.—The year just closed has been in 
many respects remarkable in connection with the 
steam-shippingtrade. The activity in the construc- 
tion of new steam vessels has been so great that an 
unprecedented addition has been made to the amount 
of tonnage previously existing, and the carrying 
capacity of the British mercantile steam navy has 
been enormously increased. This animation in the 
building trade has been maintained, notwithstand- 
ing some adverse tendencies, which, under ordinary 
circumstances, would have retarded it; in spite ofa 
large increase in the price of material, added to a 
very disturbed and excited feeling in this particular 
branch of labor, as well as the vicissitudes and un- 
certainty which during the year have been experi- 
enced inthe money market. Although the supply 
of tonnage has been thus largely increased, its value 
has augmented in a still greater degree, and has more 
than kept pace with the rise in price which the 
higher value of both material and labor would 
naturally have caused; so that under ordinary cir- 
cumstances steamship owners may fairly congratu- 
late themselves thattheir property is more valuable 
now than it wasthis time last year. The building- 
yards are at thismoment fullof orders, and many of 
them have employment in hand for twelve months 
to come, 

It remains to be seen whether the enormous in- 
crease in steam tonnage is more than is necessary to 
meetthe rapid ly-growing requirementsof the world. 
In spite of some doubtless well-meant prophetic 
warnings there is no appearance yet of the supply 
having overtaken the demand. The carrying trade 
of the world is rapidly being transferred from sail- 
ing vessels to steam, but there seems no reason to 
apprehend that the maritime interests of the coun- 
try willsuffer by the change; and although a large 
number of steam vessels have been and are still 
being built for foreign orders, they will for the most 
part be employed in opening up new trades abroad. 
Tho freight market has, on the whole, been well 
maintained throughout the year. At the opening 
of the Baltic season great activity prevailed, and 
unusually high rates for grain were obtained, and 
although a reaction ensued, yet at the close of the 
season freights recovered almost to the tone with 
which the tradeopened. From the North American 
grain ports high freights for steam tonnage have 
been given. From the Hast, throughout the year, 
the rates of freight homeward for produce have been 
well maintained, and there is every prospect of their 
continuing to be so. In theSpanish-ore trades there 
has been wonderful development, and the demand 
for suitable steamers has been very great and is still 
increasing. Great activity has also prevailed in the 
coasting and short continental trades, so that there 
has been little difficulty in finding suitable employ- 
ment for vessels of all sizes. 


Mr. DAWES. There isa difference in men 
all over the world. It is not every one that 
kuowseverything. [Laughter.] If it wereso, 
there would be no need of committees and no 
need of investigation. If the country had the 
same confidence in the statements of my dis- 
tinguished friend from New York that we have 
here, nothing need be done but to take his 
measures and enact them into laws; but when 
he announced at the commencement of this 
Congress that we had nothing to do but to fol- 
low his lead, that very announcementawakened 
in the public mind such apprehension in those 
who had not the confidence that we all have in 
his statements, that the publie have thronged 
the committee-room. They will not be satis- 
fied. We have called their attention to the 
light which my distinguished friend from New 
York has thrown upon this question ; but they 
will not be satisfied. They insist on being 
heard day after day, and if we try the experi- 
ment and tell them there is no need of further 
investigation of the subject; that the path is 
plain ; that lightis shining clear upon the Hall 
of the House of Representatives, and that 
there is no occasion for them to trouble them- 
selves; and that they have only to walk after 
the great and shining light which is held up 
before us by my friend from New York, we 
find it utterly impossible to make them believe 
it. They insist on being heard upon this ques- 
tion. There is a sensitiveness which I cannot 
account for among business men, created by 
the announcement of my distinguished friend 
from New York. There is an anxiety upon 
their part to be heard. They insist that they 
do know something. They insist that their 
experience as well as their large investments 
entitle them to be heard; and the laborer who 
rec.ives his wages from them is equally anx- 
ious, and as persistent. We tell them there 


| is no occasion for them to interfere, that the 


and path is all plain, that we are walking in it 


as fast as we can, but they block up the com- 
mittee-room in their anxiety on this question 
and their persistence. 

This is my explanation to my friend of the 
delay. . It is not because we have any doubt 
as to our confidence in what is the right way. 
It is because the great public of the nation 
will not accord to those ideas of his that un- 
reserved contidence which we of the commit- 
tee and the House are ready to accord tẹ them. 
That is my explanation. 

aero the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New York insist upon a vote upon his 
amendment ? : 

Mr. COX. No, sir. After such a magnifi- 
cent speech as that, I do not. 


The Clerk read the following: 


For one watchman to take care of thebranch mint 
building at Carson City, Nevada, $1,000; and the act 
entitled “An act to establish a branch mint of the 
United States in the Territory of Nevada.” approved 
March 8, 1863, is hereby repealed, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, 
in his diseretion, to transfer said building to such 
purposes or uses as may be required by other offices 
of the United States. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to strike 


| out the paragraph just read, and to insert in 


lieu thereof the following: 


Branch mint, Carson City, Nevada: 

For salaries of superintendent, assayer, melterand 
refiner, and coiner, and four clerks, $17,900 ; for wages 
of workmen and adjusters, $54,000; for chemicals, 
charcoal, wood, and incidental expenses, $17,600. 


Mr. WILLARD. I would like to hear from 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations [Mr. GARFIELD] some reason for the 
amendment he has proposed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. TheCommittee 
on Appropriations at first proposed to strike 
out altogether thisappropriation for the branch 
mint at Carson City, and to turn the buildings 
over to the Government for the use of other 
officers of the Government. But the delega- 
tion from the Territories appeared before us, 
as did several gentlemen familiar with the mint, 
and several gentlemen from other portions of 
the country who had visited Carson City, and 
they showed us that the work of the mint there 
had increased very rapidly, and that about 
two million five hundred thousand dollars had 
been coined there during the present year. 
And they led the committee to believe that 
the branch mint there was of a great deal 
more consequence than they had supposed, 
and as the work of the mint there is increas- 
ing, we consented to restore the appropria- 
tion to the amount appropriated last year, but 
not to appropriate the amount estimated for 
by the Treasury Department for this purpose. 
That is the only explanation I have to make. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irise to oppose this 
amendment, because I want to know some- 
thing more of the necessity for it before I vote 
for it. If we are to take what the Delegates 
from the Territories and the Representative 
upon this floor from the State of Nevada say 
upon this matter as the law and the gospel, of 
course you will never abolish this branch mint, 
but you will increase your appropriations for 
this purpose. We relied, when we established 
it, upon what they said. And I felt very much 
gratified and encouraged, indeed, when I saw 
that in this bill the Committee on Appropria- 
tions had provided for the abolition of this 
branch mint. 

Now, sir, it seems to me that it would be 
very much better for us to do as some genile- 
men suggest, appropriate $50,000 and give it 
to those people over there at Carson City and 
have done with it, than to be engaged in carry- 
ing on the farce of building up a great mint in 
that region of the country. If the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Garrietp] had given us the 
information upon this subject he had derived 
from the Treasury of the United States, it 
would have come to us in an official character, 
and I would have been much more inclined to 
rely upon it than upon the répresentations of 
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gentlemen whe are interested in maintaining 
this. mint. : 

I know that this. House very. reluctantly 
passed a bill to establish. this branch mint. 
After a contest of considerable length the 
House yielded good-naturedly to the appeals 
that. were made by those gentlemen, and [ 
believe very much to the regret afterward of 
a majorityof the members of this House, who 
in their sober second-thought made up their 
minds that the establishment of this branch 
mint was‘entirely unnecessary. Now, I would 
like ‘to. know whether they coin anything but 
silver in this branch mint at Carson City, 
What do they coin there? Are there any 
official reports which will tell us how much coin 
has been made there; whether anything other 
than silver is coined there, and whether that 
coinage could not be made just as well at some 
other mint as there; what necessity there is 
for anything there—at all events, for anything 
more than an assay office? It is just as cheap 
to transport the bullion in bars from Carson 
City to Philadelphia, or to any other eastern 
point, as it is to transport the coin. - I shall 
therefore object to this amendment, unless 
some better reason can be given for it than I 
have yet heard. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. One word only 
in answer to. the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Farnswortu.] The Mint report does show 
that over two. million dollars was coined at 
Carson City last year, wholly or noarly all in 
silver. : 

: ° Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well; will the 
gentleman tell us now whether all or nearly 
all of that coin hag not been transported from 
the mint there tothe Hast? 1s it used there ; 
is it paid out there; or is it transported to the 
East? If it is transported hither, why may it 
not as well be transported in bars as in coin? 

Here the hammer fell.] 

foe CHAIRMAN, Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted, 

“Mr. SARGENT. I move pro forma to 

‘amend the amendment by striking out the last 
word. ‘The original bill for the establishment 

‘ofa mint at Carson City was passed in the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress, when, I believe, we 

, had not the pleasure of the presence of the 

` gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. FARNSWORTH ;] 
and consequently I do not think he has any 

ersonal knowledge which justifies him in say: 
ing that the mint was reluctantly established. 
It was shown at that time by a very able report 
presented by the late Thaddeus Stevens, then 
chairman’ of the. Committee of Ways and 
Means, that the commercial necessities of that 

. ` section required the establishment of that mint. 
‘There were at that. time special. reasons why 
the. mint was demanded. There was then no 
means of communication between Nevada and 
California except by stages or wagons; so that 
the cost of transporting bullion to San Fran- 
cisco, where there was a mint, was extremely 
heavy, constituting a very large burden upon 

_ the people of the Territories. Now, while it 
is true that this very urgent. reason existing at 
that time for the establishment of that mint 

‘does not now exist in so great force, yet there 
are now reasons with reference to the business 
and convenience of the people of that State 
which demand the. continuance of the mint 
there, 

: The. question why all this bullion (the 
product of the. State having already reached 
$21,000,000, and the business largely increas- 

‘ing) cannot be transported to Philadelphia, 

‘coined thereand sent back for the local purposes 

of the State of Nevada, might be asked with as 

uch force with reference to the mint at San 
rencisco or the assay office at New York, or 
other establishment of this kind through- 
gut the whole country. . Ithas been the policy 

‘of the Government (and an exception ought 

not tobe made against the. State of Nevada) 

í n so far as. possible where the minerals 
@ produced, in order to save the great loss 


which would otherwise be entailed upon the 
people by transportation of bullion. {| 
pursuance of this policy that the mint has 
been established at Carson City. The policy 
is a wise one, and is beneficial to the people 
of the Territories; and the amounts received 
by the Government for coining have nearly 
paid the expenses to which the Government 
has beensubjected. The business of this mint 
is rapidly increasing ; and there are no reasons 
growing out of the condition of its business 
why it should be abolished. It has been in 
operation only about a year and a half—not 
quite two years, if my recollection serves me. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I thought the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Sargent] said it 
was estublished inthe Thirty-Seventh Congress. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman from TMi- 
nois has pretty good ears, and I have no doubt 
understood me. If not, I will explain. The 
original legislation for the establishment of 
this mint was passed by the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress; but ittook several years to erect the 
buildings and to have the delicate machinery 
required transported there and put in opera- 
tion. The mint -has been in operation, as I 
state, less than two years. After the first year 
the showing of the business of that mint was 
not considerable; one reason of this being that 
the railroad was not then constructed from 
Virginia City to Carson City, so that shipping 
the bullion to the latter point cost more than 
to send it by railroad to California; but as 
soon as railroad facilities were supplied, the 
business of the mint rapidly increased, and is 
increasing every year. ave no doubt that 
the business of this mint will very soon be so 
considerable ag fully to justify the measure by 
which it was established. 

The gentleman from Ilinois asks why this 
money does not come to the Mast. Sir, a 
large amount of the precious metals produced 
by California, Nevada, and the -other Pacific 
States is brought here. We bring it here to 
purchase goods of all kinds, the manufac- 
tures of the Kast as well as imported goods. 
New York, Boston, and the other business 
centers of the Hast thus get the benefit of 
this production. We ourselves as commun- 
ives are comparatively poor from the fact 
that nearly all our resources of this kind are 
drained to supply the lack of manufactures 
among ourselves. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
California says that I was not here when the 
bill establishing this mint was passed. If he 
refers to the act by which it was provided that 
a commencement should be made, that a 
building should be erected, he states truly ; 
but if he means I] was not here when the first 
appropriation was passed to pay officers at this 
mint, he is mistaken. ‘That was done two 
yearsago. An appropriation to commence the 
erection of a building iy one thing; the estab- 
lishment of a working mint is another thing, 
l say here that I voted against the bil, « 

Now, sir, it is said that two millions of silver 
are coined in this mint. It is said a portion 
of the silver is required for business in that 
State. But there is a neighboring mine in 
California. How much does it cost to trans- 
port this silver from Nevada to the mint at 
San Francisco? Not one tithe of what it costs 
to run this mint up in the mountain. Every- 
body knows that. The idea is absurd of our 
paying out annually, beside all other contin- 
gent expenses, for salaries nearly fifty thousand 
dollars, merely for manipulating that mint, 
when there is a neighboring mint in California 
where this $2,000,000 could be coined without 
any additionalexpense. Itis one of the absurd- 
ities that have been ingrafted on the expendi- 
tures of this Government. It is entirely anne- 
cessary, and was passed for local reasons and 
local benefits, and not for the benefit of the 
people of the United States. Why go on with 
this useless expense for salaries? Why not 
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send the $2,000,000, as well asthe balance of 
the $45,000,000, which the gentleman says 
are produced by the neighboring mines in Cali- 
fornia, to the mint at San Francisco? Are 
we to continue the establishments of mints 
in the different States merely for the purpose 
of local benefit? No, sir; I, for one, am 
opposed to it. 

Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. KENDALL, l renew it. Mr. Chair- 
man, I beg the indulgence of the committee 
for one moment. {Í regret very much to see 
this opposition to the continuance of our mint 
in the far West renewed here at this Congress. 
I beg the indulgence of the committee, there- 
fore, I say, for a few moments, if my voica 
will permit me, while I explain briefly and as 
succinctly as £ can, some considerations why 
I believe this appropriation should be con- 
tinued. 

Mr. Chairman, what are the facts in regard 
to this measure? What is the bullion product 
in my own State of Nevada? Over twenty- 
one millions for the current year, and if the 
operutions of this mint be discontinued, what 
will be the result? It willamount, Mr. Chair- 
man, to a tax of nearly four hundred thousand 
dollars to the people of the State, which will go 
into the hands of private assayers, who will 
assay all the bullion of our miners and mill- 
men. 

What, sir, bas been the policy of our Gov- 
ernment ever since the opening and develop- 
ment of these western States? Has it not 
been that our bullion should be coined as near 
as possible where it is produced? Why should 
the people of those far western States, where 
our pioneers have gone, giving the best years 
of their lives to open up and develop new 
countries, and send here to your doors the 
precious metals, be compelled to send their 
bullion, the product of their hard toil, to be 
coined two thousand or three thousand miles 
from where it is produced? Therefore it is, 
and rightly should be, the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to encourage and foster all these 
coining institutions near where the bullion is 
produced. Hence this’ mint at Carson City, 
which is saving annually to the people of our 
State by the reduction of the cost of assaying 
and coinage nearly four hundred thousand 
dollars per annum. 

The honorable gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Farnsworts] who has just taken his seat 
thinks that this bullion should go to the San 
Francisco mint, and there be coined. I beg to 
call the gentleman’s attention to the fact. that 
the mint at San Francisco is now being recon- 
structed and enlarged, and is not in # condition 
to make any great addition to the amount of 
its coinage. Therefore there exists the greater 
necessity for the mintin my own State. Mr. 
Chairman and gentlemen, as I have already 
remarked, the bullion product of that State is 
over twenty-one million dollars for the present 
year. ‘The bullion product of the eastern part 
of the State, where my own residence is, is 
$11,000,000 for this year, in place of $5,000,000 
last year. I hesitate not to say our bullion 
product will ameunt to $40,000,000 instead 
of $21,000,000 for the coming year; and yet 
gentlemen coolly say that we have no need of 
a mint where this vast product of our industry 
shall be put in a commercial and available 
shape. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to be deprived of 
this means of placing the leading product of 
our industry in such shape, I shall regret it 
very much. I hope, in conclusion, that gen- 
tlemen will consider that mining is our leading 
industry. We have no commerce. We have 
but little agricultural wealth. Mining for the 
precious metals is to us what commerce, manu- 
factures, and agriculture are to other States. 
I beg that you will not heedlessly cripple the 
almost sole industry of our young but rapidly 
growing Commonwealth. 
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Mr. WILLARD. Twish to callattention to 
the explanation given to the House by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
in the last Congress when this proposition was 
before that body. It will be remembered by 
those who were here then that the Committee 
on Appropriations reported against this appro- 
priation. In other words, they did not include 
the appropriation intheir bill, and in.that re- 
spect thee agreed with the committee this year 
when they made their recommendation. At 
that time the committee adhered to its ground, 
but the persuasive gentleman from Nevada 
succeeded by blandishments in securing a 
small majority in favor of an appropriation of 
$100,000. We are asked now to renew the 
appropriation, and to give owe hundred thou- 
sand, or nearly that—it is $90,000 in the bill— 
to this mint at Nevada, which coined last year 
two million dollarsin silver. That would be pay- 
ing for coinage nearly six cents forevery dollar. 
At San Francisco it is one anda half cent 
on the dollar. And the reason given for it is 
substantially this: in the first place, the com- 
mittee say that they have been overwhelmed by 
the outside pressure, that they have been begged 
into making this recommendation. They do 
it without heart evidently. And now we are 
asked by the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. 
KENDALL] to do this because, he says, if we do 
not grant this appropriation we are striking at 
the only industry of the State of Nevada. Ido 
not know that it is the business of Congress 
necessarily, or of the United States Treasury, 
to build up by specific apppropriation the in- 
dustries of any section of the country. Agri- 
culturists would be very glad probably of an 
appropriation for flouring niills, that they might 
have their wheat ground into flour and made 
ready for the market. Jt would no doubt be 
a great advantage to the agricultural interest 
to have Federal appropriations every year for 
the establishment of flouring mills. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would ask the gentle- 
man whether he finds a warrant in the Consti- 
tution of the United States for the establish- 
ment of flouring mills, and whether he does 
not find in the Constitution a warrant for the 
coinage of money? 

Mr. WILLARD. I did not make the sug- 
gestion that it was unconstitutional. My sug- 
gestion was only as to encouraging an industry 
in Nevada, in answer to the remarks of the 
gentleman from that State. I have no doubt 
it is constitutional, but I say there is no need 
for it. I donot think even the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Sargent] will say there is any 
need of this appropriation in order to have the 
necessary amount of coinage in the country. 
San Francisco can coin this-as wellas Nevada. 
here are now no doubt too many mints as 
there are too many navy yards in the country. 
They are given as pieces of favoritism to spe- 
cial localities, sometimes to secure the exer- 
cise of some political influence, but generally 
as à matter of favoritism, when they are asked 
for by those localities. 

Mr. KENDALL. I would ask the gentle- 
man whether or not itis the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to build up and sustain mints near 
where the precious metals are produced? 

Mr. WILLARD. I cannotsee that the sitna- 
tion of the mint bas anything to do with mining. 
J] suppose an assay office would be of some 
service. But I do not know that it is of any 
more service to the mining interest of Nevada 
to have its silver coined there than to have it 
coined at San Francisco, 

Mr. KENDALL. Would it not be more 
economical to have it coined where it is pro- 
duced ? 

Mr. WILLARD. I do not know. If it 
were needed for currency in Nevada there 
would be some advantage in having it coined 
there where it was produced. But I do not | 
suppose it is pretended that it is needed as | 
coin as a Circulating medium in Nevada. In | 
fact, as has been stated here, the only reason | 
for this is that the young and growing State i 


42p Coxa. 2p Sess.— No. 87 


i 


of Nevada, as the gentleman has called it— 
although I believe it has not grown any in 
population during the last ten years—claims 
that its industries should be specially encour- 


aged. 

Mr. KENDALL. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman a question there. 

Mr. WILLARD. I would prefer to be 
allowed to finish my sentence. ; 

Mr. KENDALL. Has auy State of. the 
Union increased faster since the last census 
than Nevada has done? 

Mr. WILLARD. I understand that the 
population of Nevada is no larger now than it 
was ten years ago. I believe it has forty-two 
thousand at the present time. 

Mr. KENDALL. What was it ten years ago? 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Chairman, I disagree 
entirely with this notion that we must foster 
this mining interest. ‘The mining interest is 
a rich interest. It isaninterest in which there 
are millions and millions of dollars of money 
made every year in a speculative way. Ido 
not say that the miners get it, but it is con- 
sidered a rich industry, and is no more de- 
pendent upon the United States Treasury for 
its support than agriculture is dependent upon 
the United States Treasury, or manufacturing. 
It is an industry that is able to stand alone in 
Nevada as everywhere else. Itis a rich in- 
dustry, and should not come here and ask 
$100,000 from the Government, for that is 
practically what is asked. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope debate 
will now close upon this question. 

Mr. KENDALL. I withdraw the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I renew the amendment. 
I admit that there is a great deal of money 
made in Wallstreet, or on Montgomery street, 
by speculation in mining stock. ‘Thereis also 
a great deal of loss from the same process, 
but if the gentleman from Vermont means to 
imply that mining is profitable to the miner in 
the same sense that agriculture is profitable to 
the agriculturist, be is entirely mistaken. The 
gentleman must speak from very limited expe- 
rience. Ido not know how much opportun- 
ity he has ever had to visit any mining locality, 
but I tell him the fact—which he can verify by 
going through any mining town in any portion 
of the country, unless it be in some receut min- 
ing camp where there is excitement in reference 
to mining discoveries—that mining commun- 
ities are generally impoverished ; that you will 
find more poor men, laboring men, who work 
trom sunrise to sunset, men browned by toil, 
honest, laboring workingmen, in these com- 
munities in the mining States and Territories, 
than he can find in his own State among the 
farmers and the operatives who work in 
factories. Mining isan uncertain industry, and 
less remunerative than almostany other. Gold 
and silver have an intrinsic value at the mint, 
and if. you put a tax upon them it is a tax 
which is taken, not from the consumer, but 
from the profits of the producer. Now, I 
challenge denial of this fact. The magnificent 
amount that came from the toilsome men to 
whom I have referred saved this nation, and 
kept up its credit during the war. Why, sir, 
when a single steamer went down on the 
Atlantic in which there were a few millions of 
coin, it produced a financial commotion in the 
country which is stillremembered and referred 
to as an era in financial affairs. Both your 
farmersand your manufacturers have to depend 
upon this industry to give them the means with 
which to carry on and keep afloat all kinds of 
business. 

Now, for a gentleman to get up here and 
sneer at this industry, and say that they are 
asking aid from the Government, is simply to 
show an inaccurate conception of the subject 
of which he speaks. Why not make his phi- 
lippic agaiust the Mint at Philadelphia, which 
is more than two thousand miles from the 
nearest point at which bullion is produced ? 
Why should men be compelled to being their 


bullion to Philadelphia from Georgia and: San 
Francisco and Oregon, as they were up to the 
time of the establishment of the mint at San 
Francisco, to be coined in Philadelphia? Can 
any one say why an army of officials is kept up 
at that point, and all the contingent expenses 
of a mint there are incurred, unless it be for 
the benefit of the city of Philadelphia? If 
the Constitution requires the Government to 
coin money, why not coin it at the place where 
the bullion is produced? We do not ask. any 
favors, but we do ask that when California 
produces $50,000,000. in bullion, and Nevada 
$30,000,000, that bullion shail be coined on 
the spot. Tbat which is wrung by hard labor 
from the soil ought to be utilized upon the spot. 
The producers of it ought not to be required to 
goto the enormous expense of the transporta- 
tion of their bullion to Philadelphia for coinage. 
That is what we claim; all that the gentleman 
from Nevada claims is that the mining inter- 
est will be benefited by enabling them to coin 
at their own doors the product of their toil. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. L. MYERS. Why need the gentleman 
strike a blow at the Mint at Philadelphia, and 
seck to destroy that? 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not seek to destroy 
the Mint at Philadelphia. I say you should 
have a Mint there, and we should also have 
one at Carson City. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment to the amendment, because | am in favor 
of the original proposition, to make an appro- 
priation similar to the one that was in the ap- 
propriation bill of last year. As a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I concurred 
two years ago in the propriety of the action of 
the committee when they omitted to report 
any appropriation for this mint at Carson City, 
But after a full and thorough discussion, the 
House at that time overruled our action, and 
reinstated the appropriation as estimated for 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. . 

When the subject was first brought to the 
attention of the Committee on Appropriations 
this session, it is, perhaps, not improper, in 
view of what has already been said here, for 
me to state the fact that the opinion of the 
committee was against making any appropri- 
ation for this purpose. We desired to retrench 
wherever we could without injury to the ser- 
vice of the Government, and, therefore, fol- 
lowing the lead of the former Committee on 
Appropriations two years ago, we omitted this 
year to report an appropriation for this branch 
inint. But since we took that action we have 
bad occasion to investigate the subject more 
thoroughly than we had bad an opportunity of 
doing at the time we determined to omit the 
appropriation for this purpose. We have been 
informed that the business of this establishment 
has been much very increased, that new and 
expensive machinery, difficult of transporta- 
tion, has been placed in the mint, and that 
during the past year it has not only assayed a 
very considerable amount of bullion, but it 
has also coined a very considerable amount 
there. À 

Now, if this branch mint shall be discon- 
tinued, it will, in the first place, throw upon the 
Government a building for which it would 
have no sufficient use, and also throw upon the 
hands of the Government a large amount of 
valuable machinery which it would be very 
expensive to transport to any other place, and 
which would be of comparatively very little 
value. Therefore, after having heard all that 
could be said both for and against this prop- 
osition, I have come to the conclusion that we 
ought, in fairness and in justice, in considera- 
tion of what has been done heretofore by Con- 
gress upon this subject, to continue the appro- 
priation for this branch mint for the present 
year, Accordingly I concur in the action of the 
Committee on Appropriations on this subject. 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw my amend- 
ment to the amendment. 


Mr. DAWES, Irebewit It is true that 
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the Committee on Appropriations of the last 
Congress reported against this proposition for 
the continuance of this branch mint at Carson 
City ; and it was only after a very animated 
discussion and by a very close vote that it was 
inserted in the bill. The idea of the commit- 
tee was to make it an assay office, as we were 
afterward’ obliged to establish an assay office 
in Idaho, and as in a year or two we will be 
obliged to establish one in Montana. It was 
vheir idea, and I think it was a correct one, 
that an assay office brings to the miner all the 
benefits, if not more, thata mint brings to him, 
indeed, that a mint is of no possible benefit to 
the miner. It is-a benefit to him to know the 
value of his silver and his gold in bars; and 
when it is assayed and has thestamp of the 
assayer upon it, it is worth more to him in the 
market, more to him in the Bank of California, 
than so much coin. It is worth more than one 
halfof one per cent. more to him in bars from 
the assay office than it isin coin. As a mat- 
ter of merchandise, or for any use to which 
he can put it, itis worth more to him when 
assayed merely than when coined. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman’s state- 
ment. is somewhat novel to me, and I wish he 
would give his grounds for it. 

Mr. DAWES. I will tell the gentleman. It 
is because the Bank of California will to-day 
pay more for bars of assayed bullion than it 
will for coin. The bar is obliged to be carried 
to the mint to be coined, and the man who 
carries it there is obliged to pay one half of 
one per cent. to the Government in order to 
got it made into coin. That is one thing. 
Then it is worth more to him, because when 
he ships it abroad he can realize more for it 
than he can for coin. And the Coin Current, 
which I bave at home, if it ig not in my desk 
here, will bear me out in saying that the bul- 
lion when assayed in bars is worth inore than 
so much coin, 

Mr. SARGENT. If it costs something to 
convert a bar of bullion into coin, to turn the 
unmanufactured product into a manufactured 
article, 1 do not see how the nnmanufactured 
article can be worth more than the manufac: 
tured, 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The coin has alloy in it, 

Mr, SARGENT. Most of the metal pro- 
duced has to have the base metal separated 
from it. Itis not so pure as coin, ` 

Mr. DAWES. If it is assayed, its actual 
value as pure gold or pure silver is stamped 
upon it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I know that; but that is 
not the condition in which it is taken from the 
earth, It is not pure, as mined, 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not. Now, I say 
that an assay office yields to a mining commun- 
ity all the benefits that can be derived from a 
mint. There is no doubt that an assay office at 
every point where there is a considerable pro- 
duction of precious ores is of great benefit to 
the people. 

But, sir, Congress decided to continue this 
mint. I bad the pleasure of visiting it last 
summer. {t has produced more than two mil- 
lion dollars of coin. itis conducted on the 
most economical scale possible in that coun- 
try. Although it is my belief that there should 
not be more than two mints in this country— 
one at Philadelphia and the other at San Fran- 
ciscoyet Congress has decided otherwise. 
A new mint has been established at Carson 
City. Ithas been stocked with new machin- 
ery, and is in successful operation. It is car- 
rying on its work prudently and economically ; 
and lam satisfied that the better policy now 
is to let it continue, rather than extinguish it, 
as is suggested by thegentleman from Illinois, 
(Mv, Farnsworru.] Although I opposed in 
the outset the establishment of this mint, and 
still adhere to the idea that with the exception 
of Philadelphia and San Francisco there should 
be assay offices instead of mints—that these 
two mints should be the only ones in the coun- 
try—yet as we have established this mint and 


have kept it in operation two years, and as its 
business is being conducted economically, I 
think it better to continue it. Ishall therefore 
vote for this appropriation. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, it will 
be recollected that two years ago we had be- 
fore us the question whether or not we should 
discontinue the eperations of this mint; that 
after a good deal of discussion we decided they 
should be continued, and we made an appro- 
priation for that purpose. I happened to be 
inthe State of Nevada during the following 
summer, and I visited thig mint at Carson 
City, taking interest in it more especially be- 
cause of the discussion we had had here. I 
found that a very excellent building had been 
erected by the Government, and erected very 
economically ; that at very considerable ex- 
pense it had been supplied with the most im- 
proved machinery known to modern art, for 
the purpose of coining. The amount of coin- 
ing, as well as the amount of assaying done 
there, is very large. Nevada, as is well known, 
is simply one great silver mine, producing a 
very large proportion of the silver produced 
in the world. 

The policy of the Government has been to 
encourage our mining interests by the estab- 
lishment of mints in the neighborhood of the 
mines. The mint at Charlotte, in the neigh- 
borhood of the gold mines of North Carolina; 
the mintat Dahlonega, in the neighborhood of 
the gold mines of Georgia, when those mines 
were severally in operation, are illustrations of 
this policy. To take away from the miners of 
Nevada the mint which we have placed there, 
and the establishment of which has beena part 
of the inducement for them to go there and 
develop those mines, would be, it seems to me, 
not only bad policy as a matter of legislation, 
but also an act of very great injustice. I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio will be adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unan- 
imous consent that debate be closed on the 
pending amendment. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. l withdraw my pro forma 
amendment to the amendment. 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. GarrieLp, of Ohio, which was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out tho following: 

For one watchman to take eare of the branch-mint 
building at Carson City, Nevada, $1,000; and the act 
ontitted “An act to establish a branch mint of the 
United States in tho Lerritory of Nevada,” approved 
March 3, 1863, is hereby repealed, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hercby authorized and directed, 
in his discretion, to transfer said building to such 
Durpones or uses as may be required by other offices 
of tho United States. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Branch mint, Carson City, Nevada: 
For salaries of superintendent, assayer, melter and 


refiner, coiner, and four clerks, $17,900, 

Yor wages of workmon and adjusters, $54,000. 

For chemicals, charcoal, wood, and incidental 
expenses, $17,600, 

The amendment was agreed to ; there being— 
ayes ninety-nine, noes not counted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assay Office, New York: 

For salary of superintendent, $4,500; for salary of 
assayer, $4,500; for salary of melter and retiner, 
$3,000; for salary of assistant assayor, $2,000; for sal- 
ary of deputy treasurer, $3,000; for compensation 
of clerks, $10,200. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move, in line 
six hundred and ninety-two, to strike out 
‘* $3,000” and insert in lieu thereof ‘* $4,500 ;”’ 
so as to make the salary of the deputy treas- 
urer $4,500 instead of $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND. I move, in line six hun- 
dred and ninety-three, after the word ‘‘ clerks” 
where it last occurs, to insert the words “at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Assay Office at Boisé City, Idaho: 


l and clerk, $7,400. 


For salaries of superintendent, assayer, melter, i 


Mr. MERRITT. I move to amend on page 
29 by striking out the word ‘‘superintendent,”’ 
in line seven hundred and seven, and striking 
out ‘*$7,400,”’ in lines seven hundred and 
seven and seven hundred and eight, and in- 
serting ‘‘ $6,200,” and by adding to the end 
of line seven hundred and eight as follows: 

The office of superintendent of the assay office at 
Boisé City is hereby abolished, and the assayer of 
said office shall perform the duties of superintend- 
ent in addition to the duties of the office of assayer. 
The salaries of the officers of said office shall be as 
follows: to the assayer, the sum of $2,400; to the 
melter and refiner, the sum of $2,000; to one clerk, 
the sum of $1,800, 

Mr. DAWES. TI object to that amendment, 
and make the point of order, as it changes 
existing laws, that it is not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In order to permit my 
friend from North Carolina to prepare some 
facts in reference to the assay office at Char- 
lotte, North Carolina, I move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

The motion was agreed to, and the commit- 
tee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. WHEELER reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H, R. No. 
1060) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1878, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

MAIL CONTRACTS, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Postmas- 
ter General, transmitting, in compliance with 
resolutions of the House, information in refer- 
ence to mail contracts ; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

KAW INDIANS, KANSAS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, asking for an appro- 
priation for the Kaw Indians, Kansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


APACHE INDIANS. 


The SPEAK ERalso, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House, a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, asking for an appropri- 
ation of $250,000 required to subsist and care 
for the Apache Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LOSS OF GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, in relation to the loss of Gov- 
ernment funds by fire at Fort Buford, Dakota 
Territory, in January, 1870; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF ARMS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the See- 
retary of War, in relation to sale of arms and 
ordnance stores; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted to Mr. Storm 
for one week, to Mr. Fosrer, of Ohio, for 
three days, and to Mr. Piarr for one week 
after to-morrow. 

DR. J. D. HALE. 

On motion of Mr. MAYNARD, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the 
House of papers in the case of Dr. J. D. Hale. 

. B. F. PRESSLEY. 
Mr. WALLACEI, by unanimous consent, 
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presented the petition of B. F. Pressley, for 
relief; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT FOR TILE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the protest of the delegates of the 
Creek, Cherokee, and Choctaw nations ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCHISE FOR COACH LINE, 


Mr. DUELL. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any exigency for 
the introduction of the bill to-day? 

Mr. DUELL. There is to some extent. I 
do not expect to be in my place on Monday, 
when the States will be called, having obtained 
leave of absence. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1190) granting a franchise for a line 
of coaches from the national Capitol to the 
national cemetery at Arlington, Virginia, 
was introduced, read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District. of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF R. W. RAYMOND, 


Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
yrinted of the report of R. W. Raymond, on the sta- 
istics of mines and mining, with accompanying 
engravings, three thousand copies for the use of the 
House, one thousand copies for the use of the Sen- 
ate,and one thousand copies for the use of the 
Treasury Department, 

Mr. BEATTY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and alsa 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTIONS IN WASHINGTON AND IDATIO. 


Mr. TAFFE. I ask unanimous consent to 
put on its passage the bill (H. R. No. 1030) 
regulating elections in Washington and Idaho 
Territories. Idesire to state there is a pressing 
necessity for the speedy passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will be pre- 
pared to recognize the gentleman to ask unani- 
mous consent at the termination of the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

Mr. RANDALL. That will give time for 
an examination of the bill. 

Mr. TAFFE. Then I withdraw my request 
for the present. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ACKER: The remonstrance of 
workers in iron and others, citizens of Norris- 
town, Pennsylvania, against a change of the 
existing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
upon such articles as are successfully produced 
in this country, &e. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of New York: Two peti- 
tions of officers of savings banks, forthe repeal 
of the law taxing deposits of $500 and upward 
one twenty-fourth of one per cent. monthly, 
upon the ground that it is a tax upon working- 
men. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Samuel Wadingtor and 39 others, journeymen 
cigar-makers, of Fall River, Massachusetts, 
praying an increase of duties on imported 


cigars. 

oy Mr. CLARKE, of New York: The peti- 
tion of importers and dealers in sugar, in favor 
of a specific and uniform rate of duty. 

Also, the petition of manufacturers and 
dealers in tobacco, in favor of a uniform tax 
of sixteen cents per pound, 


By Mr. DONNAN : The petition of distillers 
and wholesale liquor dealers of Dubuque, Lowa, 
for a change of the law relative to the tax on 
distilled spirits. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of R. A. 
Francis, of New York, asking damages for the 
violation of a contract by the quartermaster’s 
department for five hundred. thousand yards 
of kersey cloth. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Remonstrances numer- 
ously signed by the operatives in the rolling- 
mill and furnaces of James Wood, Son & Co., 
of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, against a 
change in the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: The petition of Thomas 
Kearny, collector of customs at the port of 
Corpus Christi, Texas, praying relief from 
losses of public money forcibly taken from him 
by robbers. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Mary 
Harty, for arrears of pension. l 

Also, the petition of Mary J. Miller, fora 
pension. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of soldiers 
of the fourteenth regiment New York volun- 
teers, for relicf. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of Sergeant 
J. W. Ambler, asking compensation for ser- 
vices in drilling troops during the war. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of James 
T. Gardner, Samuel Milburn, B. J. Armstrong, 
Henry Barton, and 60 others, all soldiers in 
the late war to suppress the rebellion, praying 
the speedy enactment by Congress of House 
bill No. 452, introduced by Mr. Manson, to 
grant bounty lands to soldiers who served in 
the said war, and to the widows and children 
of such as have died. 

By Mr. McKEE: The petition of W. E. 
Doney & Co., and 180 others, citizens of 
Madison county, Mississippi, asking the re- 
funding of the cotton tax. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of J. C. 
Lewis and numerous others, citizens of Lewis 
county, New York, asking au amendment to 
the pension act of February 14, 1871, so as to 
include the surviving soldiers and widows of 
soldiers of the war of 1812, who have served 
less than sixty days. 

By Mr. MORPHIS: The petition of citizens 
of the State of Mississippi, praying the estab- 
lishment of a branch of the Federal court at 
Aberdeen, Mississippi. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the State of 
Mississippi, praying the refunding of the cot- 
ton tax collected in 1865 and 1867. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Gen- 
eral De Witt C. Baxter, late colonel of the 


seventy-second Pennsylvania volunteers, for a. 


special act allowing him arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Houser, form- 
erly a private of company Í, ninetieth regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, and afterward 
first sergeant company E, two hundred and thir- 
teenth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, for 
the passage of an act allowing him arrears of 
pension. 

Also, the petition of James E. Audenried, 
late first lieutenant company £, second Penn- 
sylvania cavalry, for the passage of an act 
granting him arrears of pension from Septem- 
ber 17, 1864, to May 13, 1870. 

Also, the memorial of William Wheeler 
Hubbell, of Pennsylvania, to the Congress of 
the United States, to appropriate the money 
to satisfy the unpaid balance of the verdict 


rendered in his favor under the joint resolution - 


of Congress, approved June 3, 1864, for the 
use of several million of his patent fuses for 
explosive shells by the Army and Navy of 
the United States, and the transfer of his 
patents to the United States in pursuance of 
said joint resolution, accompanied by the 
proofs of record and statement of his counsel. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of Joseph 
Dawson, late United States assistant assessor 
in Virginia, praying compensation for injuries 


received while in the discharge of his official 
duties. 

By Mr. PORTER: The memorial of the 
National Tobacco Association of the United 
States, for a uniform tax of sixteen cents on 
tobacco. 

Also, the petition of Baughman Brothers & 
Co., and. others, booksellers, stationers, and 
printers, of Richmond, Virginia, praying the 
repeal of the law authorizing the sale of 
stamped envelopes, and if Congress should 
not deem it advisable to do so, then praying, 
first, that the Post Office Department furnish 
envelopes to the public at ten per cent. above 
actual cost and not at cost as at present; this 
would assist in making the Department self 
sustaining, as well as in some degree help the 
trade; second, that the amendment to the 
Post Office appropriation bill passed by Con- 
gress at its last session, providing ‘‘ that no 
envelope, as furnished by the Government, 
shall contain any lithographing or engraving, 
and no printing, except a printed request to re- 
turn the letter to the writer,” be made into a 
permanent law, as it expires Julv 1, 1872; 
third, shouid Congress not prohibit the print- 
ing of business cards, then all stamped envel- 
opes printed to order, with the name, address, 
and business of the party ordering them, 
should be charged one dollar per thougand 
extra, which is less than ordinarily charged 
by printers and ‘stationers; fourth, that all 
stamped envelopes with business cards printed 
on them, and sent through the mails, should be 
charged with postage, the same as other printed - 
matter, which cost of transportation is esti- 
mated at $1 44 per thousand, from data given 
in the Postmaster General’s report for 1869, 
page 34. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of John 
Carrigan, late second lieutenant battery A, 
New Jersey light artillery, asking additional 
pay for military service. 

By Mr. SHANKS: The protest of the del- 
egates of the Creek, Choctaw, and Cherokee 
uations against the proposed establishment of 
a territorial government for the Indian terri- 
tory, which they claim would be a violation 
of treaty stipulations, 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of P. 
J. Jones and 216 others, soldiers of the late 
war for the Union, praying the equalization of 
bounties and the right to acquire homesteads 
without the previous term of settlement and 
cultivation. 

By Mr. STRONG: The memorial of Julia 
H. Wilson, praying the substitution of Wil- 
son’s electrical gus-lighter for the ono now 
in use over the Hall of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and in the Rotunda aud Dome of 
the Capitol. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of J. W. 
Hain and 69 others, citizens of the eighteenth 
congressional district of Ohio, for an increase 
of the tariff on imported cigars. 

Also, the petition of F. Gordelia and 5 
others, citizens of the eighteenth congres- 
sional district of Ohio, on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of journeymen cigar-mak- 
erg and manufacturers of cigars in the eight- 
eenth congressional district of Ohio, in favor 
of an increase of the tariff on imported cigars. 

By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of Jobn 
Roberts, of Monroe county, Iowa, who served 
in the war of 1812, asking a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Tucnspay, January 25, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. W. E. Parsons, of the 
Lutheran chapel, Washington, District of 
Columbia. : : 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1016) to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the 
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United States, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Minesand Mining. 


IMPORTATION OF MACHINERY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. KEL- 
LOGG, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. GoLpruwaire 
as.the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate on the bill (H. R, No. 1062) to 
admit certain machinery imported from foreign 
countries free of duty. : 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the ‘Secretary of War, submit- 
ing a proposition for the reduction of the limits 
of the. military reservation at Fort Stanton, 
New Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MUMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of South Carolina, 
in favor of the passage of the supplementary 
civil rights bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Wheeling, West Virginia, praying the 
enactment of a law for the equalization of sol- 
diers’ bounties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the remonstrance 
of Samuel Hutchinson and one hundred and 
thirty-six others employed in J. & J. Dobson's 
ivon-mills, Falls of Schuylkill, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, against a change in the tariff 
laws abating duties on articles successlplly 
produced in this country, and praying the 
repeal of all duties on tea, and coffee and 
such other articles as cannot be produced in 
the United States, &c. I also present a simi- 
lar remonstrance from workmen in chemical 
establishments, iron-works, mechanical estab- 
lishments of hosiery, and carpets, and railroad 
equipments iu Philadetphia, and several estab- 
lishments of the same character in Alleghany 
county, one from Montgomery county, another 
from Carbon county, and another from North- 
ampton county, all in Pennsylvania, l move 
the reference of these remonstrances to the 
Committee on Finance. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER. [ have the honor to present 
concurrent resolutions of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of South Carolina, instructing 
the Setiators and requesting the Representa- 
tives in Congress from that State, to earnestly 
support the passage of the supplementary civil 
rights bill, socalled. ‘It is well known that I 
am in favor of that measure when properly 
presented, and do not need the instructions 
for that purpose. I move that the resolutions 
Ke on the table. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented two petitions 
of citizens of western Nebraska, praying the 
location of a land office at the town of North 
Platte; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. _ 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Nebraska, praying that a land office be located 
at Red Cloud; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr, CRAGIN presented the petition’ of 
Philip Chamberlain, of Milford, New Hamp- 
‘shire, praying to be allowed a pension for 
services in the war of 1812; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. [I present the 
memorial of a number of manufacturers of 
cast steel, remonstrating against the repeal or 
reduction of the duty on cast steel; and in pre- 
senting this 1aemorial I desire to say one word. 

The manufacture of cast steel had its origin, 


sand it was never safely conducted until about | 


1861. Three causes, then, brought it into ex- 
istence: the protecting tariff, the premium on 
gold, and the war demand. Now the product 
ia this country amounts to many millions, 
and my own constituents are very largely in- 
terested in it. The Enghsh sell only in gold, 


| 
| 


The reduction in the premium on gold has 
reduced the price of cast steel from twenty- 
two or twenty-three cents a pound, to from 
ten to ten and a half cents a pound. The cost 
price has somewhat reduced, but not in pro- 
portion atall to the selling price. Let another 


step be made in that direction, and the cost | 


price and the selling price become the same, 
and yet gold has nine per cent. to fall. 

Now, to reduce the tariff at this time ten per 
cent, on that article will just induce these man- 
ufacturers who have been expending all their 
profits for the last ten years in extending their 


business, to curtail their manufactories and | 
prepare to abandon the business; and let this 


country cease to manufacture cast-steel and 
the consumer is cast upon the English manu- 
facturer, who will thus have a monopoly of 
the market, and may make the consumer pay 
what price he pleases, while if this industry— 
and this is the only remark I have to make— 
is fostered in this country, there will grow up 
a healthy competition between our home man- 
ufacturers, securing a reasouable price to the 
consumer. I trust that the tariff in this regard 
will not be reduced. And besides that, sir, 
by fostering this industry we secure to the 
country a blessing far greater than any polit- 
ical economy can estimate of a remunerative 
industry. I move the reference of the memo- 
rial to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON presented the petition of W. 
‘A. Smith, of Johnson county, North Carolina, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present a petition of col- 
ored citizens of Boston, asking for the passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill. Itseems 
that even in Boston they feel the necessity of 
that act. 1 move that this petition lie on the 


| table. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr SUMNER presented a petition of col- 
ored citizens of Danville, Cumberland county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the passage of the sup- 
plementary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Ue also presented a petition of John C. 
Bowers and fifty others of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the passage of the supple 
montary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to le on the table. 

He also presented a petition of W. A. Addi- 
son and fifty others of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. T also present an address 
and resolutions, in the nature of a petition 
addressed to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress assembled, adopted by 
the professors and students of Howard Uni- 
versity. Ihave already had occasion in debate 
to call attention to this remarkable address. 
Now, for the first time, I receive it in authen- 
tic form as a petition addressed to Congress. 
‘They plead most earnestly and eloquently for 
the passage of the pending supplementary civil 
rights bill, and especially for its association 
with amnesty. They say that “if in seeking | 
to accomplish this, amnesty to rebels must 
fail, then let it fail, as it deserves to fail.’ I 
move that this paper lie on the table with the 
rest. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I also present a petition 
from students of the Divinity School of Har- 
vard University, in which they earnestly pray 
Congress to dismiss all petitions asking the 
adoption of measures for amending the Con- 
stitution of the United States by incorporating 
into it a recognition of God as the source of 
all authority and power in civil government, 


| and of the Lord Jesus Christ as the Ruler 


among the nations, and His revealed will as 


ll of supreme anthority. They say in conelu- | 


sion, ‘“‘we protest against snch proposed amend- 
ment as an attempt to overthrow the great 
principles of complete religious liberty, and 
the complete separation of Church and State, 
on which the Constitution was established by 
its original founders.” I move the reference 
of this petition to the Committee ou the Judi- 
ciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. Ipresent petitions signed 
by many importers and wholesale dealers in 
wines and liquors, distillers, and rectifiers, 
doing business in the city of New York. Their 
statement is that the present law imposing 
taxes on distilled spirits and tobacco is unrea- 
sonably burdensome and oppressive, as it sub- 
jects them to heavy fines and penalties for slight 
violation or neglect of many of its unimportant 
provisions. Therefore they ask that the pres- 
ent law be amended so that all taxes imposed 
upon them be consolidated into one tax, and 
collected at the distillery bonded warehouse, 
and they submit in support of that prayer 
numerous and apparently well-considered 
arguments. I move the reference of these 
petitions to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of 
Edward Brigauski, of Louisiana, praying the” 
payment of arrears of pension, and also to be 
restored to the pension-roll, from which he has 
been dropped ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of the Mer- 
chants’ and Manufacturers’ Board of Trade, 
of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, setting forth the 
advantages of that point for the establishment 
of a navy-yard in the Mississippi valley ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of 
James M. Dalzell, of Obio, for himself, and 
for. one hundred and fourteen othor persons, 
whose names he signs, as he says, by their ex- 
press authority, praying for a modification of 
the pension laws so that soldiers, and widows 
of soldiers, who served less than sixty days in 
the war of 1812, may receive a pension, and 
also praying that the regulations adopted by 
the Pension Burean, by which great delays 
occur in the examination of pension cases, be 
changed so that these petitioners may have 
prompt and. speedy relief. I move that this 
petition be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. OSBORN. I present the petition of 
the common council of the city of Pensacola, 
Florida, asking legislation to protect steve: 
dores who are citizens of the United States 
as against those brought from foreign coun- 
tries to load vessels in the harbor of Pensa- 
cola, and when the vessel which brings them 
is loaded it conveys the laborers away with 
it. The petitionis signed by one hundred and 
fourteen stevedores, and indorsed as a petition 
by the city council. I move its reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GOLDTHWAITE presented a petition 
of manufacturers of tobacco, in favor of a uni- 
form vate of tax on all descriptions of manu- 
factured tobacco entering the market for con- 
sumption, at the rate of sixteen cents per 
pound; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

_ He also presented the petition of U. L. 
Jones, president of the. board of swamp and 
overflowed-land agents of Alabama, in behalf 
of the State of Alabama, praying an exten- 
sion of the time within which the State of 
Alabama may be allowed to make the selec- 
tion of swamp and overflowed lands under 
the act of September 28, 1850; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARLAN presented the petition of 
Martha Phelps, of Wayne couuty, Lowa, pray- 
ing an increase of her pension; which was 
referred to the Committea on Pensions. 
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He also presented a memorial of delegates 
of the Creek, Cherokee, and Choctaw nations 
of Indians, protesting against the passage of 
bills granting territorial governments for the 
Indian territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

. Mr. ANTHONY presented an- additional 
‘paper in relation to the claim of Mrs. Ann E. 
‘Boyle for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Mary- 


land, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John 
Thompson Mason, praying the passage of a law re- 
lieving kim from certain liabilities incurred while 
collector of the port of Baltimore through a defal- 
cation of his clerk, be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I ask leave to 
withdraw the petition and accompanying papers 
of James S. Golladay. There has been an 
adverse report, but he wishes to present the 
papers to the House of Representatives, and 
I think it is a case in which he ought clearly 
ic have that privilege. I therefore ask the 
eave. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there has been an 
adverse report, I think copies of the papers 
ought to be preserved here before they are 


aken. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Ihave no sort 
of objection ; I think that is very proper. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will 
be granted and copies required to be left. 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask for an order allow- 
ing Alpheus Forbes, formerly a pension agent, 
to withdraw his petition and papers from the 
files of the Senate. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has there been 
an adverse report? 

Mr. HARLAN. I am not aware of any 
report having been made. 

r. EDMUNDS. Is that the Pennsylvania 
Forbes, who was pension agent at Philadelphia? 

Mr. HARLAN. The same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think copies had better 
be left in that case. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will 
be made, copies of the papers being required 
to be left on file. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of W. A. 
Hoppey be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. | 


217) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the 
relief of Rebecca S. Harrison,” approved Feb- 
rnary 25, 1865, have directed me to report it 
adversely. It isa bill providing for an increase 
of her pension, which we think ought not to 
be granted, in fact, in any case, according to 
recent practice. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am also instructed 
by the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 190) increasing the pension of 
Joseph Burnham, to report it adversely. This 
is an increase in quantum depending on the 


state of health of the petitioner, and the com- | 


mittee have always held, and found it neces- 
sary to do so, that we cannot- decide medical 
questions of that character, but it must be left 
to the Department to determine. We there- 
[fore report adversely. 
| The bill was postponed indefinitely. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam also instructed by 
ithe same committee, to whom was referred the 
ibill (S. No. 216) to increase the pension of H. 
{Louisa Gates, widow of the late General Wil- 
liam Gates, to report it adversely. The com- 
mittee find that she already has a pension, the 
largest allowed by law, and there is no ground 
that we are acquainted with on which it ought 
to be increased. ; 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam also instructed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 223) granting a pension to 
Harriet Dewitt Mitchell, to report it adversely, 
it being merely a bill giving her an increase 
of pension and arrears, when she now has the 
highest. pension the law allows. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. EDMUNDS: Iam also instructed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 235) for- the relief of Joseph 
Ormsby, to report it adversely. This bill is 
also merely to obtain arrears of pension which 
we have determined now for two years cannot 
be granted. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam also instructed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. No. 292) to place the name of James 
C. Bates, of Indiaua, on the pension-rolls, to 
report it adversely, upon the ground that it 
appears from his. petition, frankly and fairly 
stated, that he was exclusively in the State 
service, and not in the service of the United 
States, so that he does not fall within the prin- 
ciple of our pension laws, although I have no 
doubt he is a worthy man, and the State ought 
to grant him a pension. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on’ Pensions if 
there is any objection to Senate bill No. 217, 
for the relief of Mrs. Harrison, going on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course I shall not 
object; only I will tell my friend that it is now 
the settled practice of the Senate to refuse 
such claims. It is a matter we have discussed 
so much that it seems to be useless to incum- 
ber the Calendar with claims for mere increases 
of pensions. It does not seem to be worth 
while; but of course if my friend wants it to 
go on the Calendar I do not object. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was under the impres- 
sion that the lady did not have the pension for 
which she asked, by a simple error, and that 
is the reason T want the bill to go on the Cal- 


endar. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That bill will 
go on the Calendar, with the adverse report 
of the committee, the vote to postpone indefi- 
nitely being regarded as reconsidered. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 810) leasing the Presidio reservation 
to the city of San Francisco for a public park, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COLE. [should like to have that bill 
put on its passage now. Itis very short. It 
only authorizes the authorities of San Fran- 
cisco to embellish grounds which are now 
lying waste. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be tt enacted bythe Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress artem- 
bled, That all of the Presidio military reservation 
in the city of San Francisco, excepting a tract not 
exceeding three hundred acres in extent, compris- 
ing Fort Point, be, and the same is hereby, leased to 
thecity of San Francisco, to be occupied for the sole 
use and purpose of a public park. 

Src. 2. That the military authorities shall, within 
one year from the passage of this act, remove from 
every part of said reservation except the three hun- 
dred acre tract at Fort Point, and dispose of, under 
such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of War, all property thereon belonging to the 
Government of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That the privilege of occupation contained 
in the first section of this act is upon the express 
condition that the United States military authorities 
may, in time of war or great public danger, or in 
case any portion of said reservation is claimed or 
occupied by any person or persons except the author- 
ities of said city, take possession of any portion 
of said public park for the purpose of constructing 
defensive worksithereon, or expelling persons there- 
from, without any liability whatever for damage to 
San Francisco or any person or persons for such use 
of the same. 


The amendments of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs were in section two, lines one 
and two, to strike out the words ‘within one 


year from the passage of this act,’’ and insert | 


“as soon as required by the progress of im- 
provements for said park;’’ so as to read: 

That the military authorities shall, as soon ns re- 
quired by the progress of improvements for said park, 
remove from every part of said reservation, &c, 

In section three, after the word ‘‘city,’’ in 
line six, to insert, ‘‘ or for purposes other than 
herein provided; and in line ten, to. strike 
out the words ‘such use of.’’. oe : 

Mr. BOREMAN. | It seems to me that that 
bill grants to San Francisco very nearly the 
fee-simple title to this property. It is a lease 
without term.. That seems to me. to be an 
objection, and I should like to ask the patrons 
of the bill how.many acres of land it covers ? 

Mr. COLE. About sixteen, hundred acres 
are comprised in. the, reserve, which is now 
nearly all a waste in the midst of the city of 
San Francisco, and of no use under the sun 
to the citizens of that city; and the authorities 
wish to embellish it and make of it a public 
park, which will be. of some advantage to the 
people of that city as a place of recreation, 
and this use of it can be of no disadvantage 
to anybody else. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I think 
the bill had better go over until to-morrow 


morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The consider- 
ation of the bill is objected to, and it will go 
over. The amendments of the committee will 
be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred tke bill 
(S. No. 486) for the relief of Brevet Colonel 
Emeric Szabad, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 228) for the relief 
of James Murphy, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on ‘Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S: No. 
329) for the :relief of Charles W. Whitney, 
reported it without amendment.: 

e also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 842) to regulate 
the pay of commanding officers in the Navy, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 259) for the relief 
of Mrs. Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George 
H. Pendleton, late of the United States Navy, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 178) extending 
the provisions of the act of July 16, 1862, 
granting ten years’ additional service on the 
active list to certain officers, to Lieutenant 
Commander W. B. Cushing, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 87) for the relief 
of Carlton A. Uber, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 820) to authorize 
the restoration of Gilbert Morton to the naval 


| service, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 57) authorizing mail steamship service in 
the Guif of Mexico, between the port of New 
Orleans, Louisiana, and certain ports of the 
the republic of Mexico, reported it without 
amendment, 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 50) authorizing the Ottawa Indians to 
bring suits in the courts of Kanses upon any 
matter growing out of their late treaties, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 37) for the preservation of the harbors 
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of the United States against encroachment, 
reported it without amendment. : 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the petition of William Pierpont, praying the 
extention of letters-patent, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which 
Was agreed to. f 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee 
onthe Judiciary, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Blizabeth Cady Stanton, Jsabella 
Beecher Hooker, Elizabeth 8. Bladen, Olympia 
Brown, Susan B. Anthony, and Josephine J. 
Griffing, citizens of the United States, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a law during the pres- 
ent session of Congress to assist and protect 
them in the exercise of their right, and the 
right of all women to participate in the elect- 
ive franchise, which the memorialists claim 
they are entitled to under the Constitution of 
the United States, together with various other 
petitions and memorials to the same effect, 
and various protests in opposition thereto, sub- 
mitted. a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, ; 

Ris CHIOAGO FIRE. 

Mr. SAWYER. At the request of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan who sits nearest me, [Mr. 
CHANDLER, ] and who voted with the minority 
on the passage of the bill known as the Chi- 
éago bill, I make the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 555) for 
the relicf of sufferers by fire at Chicago was 


passed. f 
The VICEPRESIDENT, That motion will 
be entered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 629) to provide for a circuit and district 
court ‘of the United States for the upper pen- 
insula of Michigan ; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with accompanying papers pre- 
sented by him, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ` 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 630) to provide for the disposition of that 
portion of the military reservation at Kort 
Ripley, Minnesota, which lies east of the Mis- 
sissippi river; which was read twice by its title, 
velerred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 531) to provide for the 
holding of additional terms of the district and 
circuit courts of the United States in the State 
of Michigan, and tor other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill ($. No. 
532) to prohibit the deportation of natives of, 
the South sea islands by citizens of the United 
States ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire simply to say that 
within a very brief period a slave trade has 
sprung up with these islands of a most cruel 
character, aud the Auti-Slavery Society in Bng- 
land and the society for the protection of the 
natives are pressing upon the British Govern- 
mentthe necessity of further legislation, Our 
own people are engaging in this horrible 
trafic, and it seems to me we ought to act on 
the subject. I move that the bill be printed, 
and laid on the table. I propose to call it up 
atan early day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 584) to confirm the title of James V. 
Boughner to certain lands therein described ; 
which was read twice by its title; referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr, HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 


j 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 535) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to expend the balance of an appropria- 
tion made for the support of industrial and 
other schools among Indian tribes; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. $ f $ 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduceabill (S. No. 536) 


to confirm sales of Shawnee Indian land in 
Kansas, under the direction and with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HILL asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 537) 
for the payment of Richard M. Green for the 
use and purchase of hispatent by the Govern- 
ment; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL. Iask that the papers hereto- 
fore referred with another bill for the relief 
of Mr. Green, to the Committee on Claims 
be withdrawn, and sent to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs together with this bill. I move 
that this bill with those papers be referred to 
that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. LOGAN. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina has entered a motion, 
at the request of one of the Senators from 
Michigan, to reconsider the vote that passed 
the bill for the relief of Chicago yesterday 
evening. I desire to have that question de- 
cided now. J do not know why it should be 
reconsidered. 1 presume the motion is made 
merely that the Senator from Michigan may 
get an opportunity of making some remarks, 
if so, I prefer to takeit up now and letus have 
it decided, and not trouble the Senate any 
longer with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to 
reconsider was entered on the Journal during 
the morning hour, but by the twenty-fourth 
rule the morning business must be disposed 
of, except by unanimous consent otber business 
is allowed to interpose. ‘The call still rests at 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, 
and therefore the motion to reconsider cannot 
be considered at the present time except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I give notice that I will call 
up this question again as soon as the morning 
business is through, and ask the Senate to voie 
on it, 

SWAMP LANDS IN IOWA. 

Mr. WRIGHT, {desire to introduce a bill, 
and before sending it to the desk [ wish to 
make a statement, and on the statement I shall 
now make Í should like to have action on the 
bill at this time. Itis a bill for the relief of 
Lucas, O’ Brien, Dickinson, and other coun- 
ties in the State of Jowa. It relates to the 
swamp lands in those counties. Bya decision 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
some years since, it was determined that reports 


to the surveyor general of lands selected in the | 


counties should show that the land was of a par- 
ticular character, and, based upon that decis- 
ion, the surveyor general of the General Land 
Office excluded or refused to receive or file the 


‘| Jands that were returned from these counties. 


Subsequently this decision was reconsidered 
and overruled, but at too late a day, under the 
provisious of the law and the instructions, to 
have those lands treatedas swamp lands. A bill 
was introduced into the House of Represent- 
atives for the purpose of correcting this error, 
and to allow these lands to be treated and rec- 
ognized as swamp lands. The bill passed the 
House, but failed in the Senate for want oftime. 
Subsequently the same bill was introduced into 
the Senate, and failed in the House for want of 
time. I now introduce the same bill that has 
passed both Houses, and ask for its present 
consideration. It is local in its character, and 


{ 


I say to the Senate that it is the same bill with 
just these words added, ‘‘ without prejudice to 
the legal rights of bona fide settlers.’”’ This I 
understand to be in accordance with the wishes 
of the Secretary of the Interior, for the reason 
that he seems disinclined to accept and put 
them on the list unless the rights of settlers who 
may have gone upon the lands are proteced. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 638) for the relief 
of Lucas, O’Brien, Dickinson, and other coun- 
ties in the State of lowa; which was read the 
first time. Jt requires the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to receive and exam- 
ine the selections of swamp lands in Lucas, 
O’Brien, Dickinson, and such other counties 
in the State of Iowa as formerly presented 
their selections to the surveyor general of the 
district including that State, and to allow or 
disallow said selections and indemnity pro- 
vided for according to the act of Congress in 
force touching the same at the time such selec- 
tions were made, without prejudice to the legal 
rights of bona fide settlers. 

Mr. POMEROY. Has that bill been re- 
ported? 

Mr. WRIGHT. It is just introduced. 

Mr. HARLAN. It is the same bill that 
was reported at the last Congress from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY. I recollect something 
about it, though I had forgotten whether we 
had reported it or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that bill ought to 
go toacommittee. It provides for indemnity 
and all that sort of thing. 

The bill was read the second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. i 

Mr. HARLAN. 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
862, declaratory of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
reduce internal taxes and for other purposes,” 
approved July 14, 1870, which has already 
been partially considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
IHinois [Mr. LoGan] gave notice of his desire 


I move that the bill be 


i| tO act on tbe motion to reconsider the Chicago 


bill, but the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
claimed the floor, there being no further 
morning business, and moved to proceed to 
the consideration of another bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that the question 
raised by the motion to reconsider be taken 
up now and decided by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Pennsylvania yield, or insist on bis right 
to the floor? 

Mr. SCOTT. This isa question in which 
very many persons are largely interested, auc 
one that ought to be disposed of. I do vo: 
think it will take long to dispose of it, bat i 
do not wish to interfere with the Senator fros 
Jilinois, if the Senator who made the motios 
to reconsider does not object. 

Mr. SAWYER. [should prefer notto hay: 
that taken up now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will, then, ask that this bid 
be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania insists on his right to the 
floor, and moves that the Senate procced to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 362. The 
question is on that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 26, 

Mr. LOGAN. Now (ask that the Senate 
take up the motion made by the Senator from 
South Carolina, to reconsider the vote on the 
passage of House bill No. 555, for the relief 
of sufferers by fire at Chicago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the motion made this 
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morning by the Senator from South Carolina, 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
yesterday passed House bill No. 555. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the motion to reconsider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. - The question 
now is on the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina, that the Senate reconsider the vote 
on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, since 
the passage of this bill [have received a large 
number of communications from the State of 
Michigan, from the lumber districts, and I 
asked my friend from South Carolina to enter 
a motion to reconsider, believing, as I do, that 
if the facts in the case are properly appre- 
ciated by this body, this bill wil] be reconsid- 
ered, and will not be permitted to become a 
Jaw. I do not and cannot believe that the 
Senate of the United States would intention- 
ally commit a wrong or an injustice, and in 
this case I expect to show that a very griev- 
ous wrong and injustice has been done. 

I tried yesterday to make the Senate under- 
stand that the chief sufferers, and, I may 
add, the only sufferers by the great confla- 
gration in Michigan and in Wisconsin, were 
those connected with the lumber interests of 
those two States.. The fires raged nowhere 
else; property was consumed nowhere else, 
and they were really the only sufferers. But, 
Mr. President, I did not state another fact, 
and that was that in addition to the enormous 
losses in buildings, machinery, houses, barns, 
stock, and every other species of property, in 
addition to the burning of over twenty million 
acres of pine Jands belonging to these indi- 
viduals, these very lumbermen were subjected 
to enormous losses through failures in Chicago 
in consequence of that fire. I cannot state the 
amount, but it was very great. That was an 
additional loss to their own individual losses 
by fire. But besides all that, these are the iden- 
tical individuals alluded to by my honored and 
respected colleague who prevented, at their 
own loss and cost, because they were honorable 
and patriotic and benevolent men, the increase 
of the price of lumber instantaneously after 
the Chicago fire to the extent of over four 
dollars a thousand, as the honorable Senator 
from Illinois stated yesterday. But that, Mr. 
President, is not all. In addition to their 
enormous losses both by fire and by failures 
in Chicago, they contributed more liberally to 
the sufferers in Chicago than any other class 
of men, I undertake to say, in these United 
States. Notwithstanding their own losses in 
the ways I have specified, these lumbermen 
came forward with unexampled liberality, and 
contributed of their means to the sufferers 
there. 

Isaid when I began that I could not and 
would not believe that the Senate of the United 
States would deliberately and with full knowl- 
edge perpetrate a wrong. No Government 
and no individual and no combination of indi- 
viduals can afford to pepetrate a wrong, even 
upon the humblest citizen of these United 
States; and, sir, I stand up here in behalf 
of men upon whom a gross wrong has been 
perpetrated, and I ask the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States to aid me in correcting that wrong. 
Had this Senate and this Congress deereed 
that a tax should be levied on the States of 
Wisconsin and Michigan—for those are the 
only two States that are interested in this mat- 
ter—it would not have been so gross a wrong 
as this, because the tax would have fallen upon 
the whole population of those two States ; 
those who had suffered and those who had 
not; those who had been injured in their 
property and those who had not. Butin this 
case you select the very greatest sufferers of 
all, and you say, not that the States of Wis- 
consin and Michigan shall pay this bonus to 
Chicago, butyou say that these very men who 
have suffered the most shall pay the whole of 
it. I ask the Senate of the United States 
‘yhether they are willing to say to these men, 


‘We care not how much you have suffered, 
we care not how much you have lost, we, in 
our benevolence, will, by a forced contribu- 
tion, take from you the balance that you have 
left’? That is what you say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 

THONY in the chair.) The hour of one o'clock 
having arrived, it becomes the duty of the 
Chair to call up the unfinished business of 
yesterday, being the amnesty bill, and the 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. ROBERTSON,} to post- 
pone the further consideration of that bill and 
take up House bill No. 1050. 
_ Mr. LOGAN. Task that that be laid aside 
informally until the Senator from Michigan 
shall get through his remarks, and then I shall 
ask the Senate to take a vote without further 
discussion, if no other gentlemen wishes to 
discuss the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois asks that the pending bill be laid 
aside informally by general consent. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to ask a 
question in aid of the Senator. Did anybody 
yesterday, before the adjournment, demand 
the regular order? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes, sir; I did. I 
yielded the whole of the day yesterday for this 
bill. Ifa vote ean be taken now on the recon- 
sideration, I shall not object, but I shall object 
to the further discussion of the measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
subject to be called up by asingle Senator. 
The Senator from Michigan will proceed, by 
general consent, on House bill No. 555. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here is a letter which 
I received this morning from one of these 
sufferers by fire: 

“ Inclosed please find an article referring to the 
bill passed by the House for the remission of duties 
on building materials for Chicago. Now, why the 
sufferers by the fires through Michigan and Wis- 
consin should not receive the same favors by legis- 
lation is only explained by the fact that this bill is 
generally understood to be a swindle and, fraud 
perpetrated by the free-traders, and my object in 
thus writing to you is to urge you to use your best 
endeavors to defeat tho bill in the Senate, and 
thereby save the interests of a very large proportion 
of-your constituents and citizens of Michigan.” 

Here is the article inclosed, which I ask the 
Clerk to read, as it expresses the views of the 
people of Michigan, and especially of the suf- 
ferers in Michigan. ‘Th 
from a paper in their midst. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“The bill for the remission of duties on building 
material, lumber, iron girders, sleepers, rafters, all 
house trimmings, nails, glass, cement, &ce., usedin 
rebuilding Chicago, has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. ‘This bill limits the importations to ene 
yearfrom the 10th of October last; but asinuch mate- 
rial may be imported within the year as lumber and 
hardware dealers choose, enough to supply Chicago 
for the next ten years, 

“his bill we regard as probably one of the most 
mischievous Congress has considered in many years, 


It will probably not aid theactual builders and own- 
ers of buildings in Chicago at all, or only a little; 


This, E believe, is taken |] 


but it will be a speculation for the lumber dealers | 


and hardware merchants of Chicago. They can 
import Jumber from Canada and iron from England, 
and so control the Cheago lumber market and the 
market in house trimmings. If the effect is to lower 
the price of Jumber in Chicago, then the lumber 
market and the lumber manufacturers of the en- 
tire Northwest will necessarily be affected. At any 
rate, the effect will be to place the lumber manufac- 
turers of the Northwest purtially at the mercy of a 
Chicago free-trade combination. And if Canadian 
lumber can be introduced into Chicago at a lower 


price than Michigan and Wisconsin !umber, no mat- | 


ter if it is only in small quantitics, then the entire 
free-trade faction will point to that fact and use it 
as an argument for the perpetual and total repeal of 
the tariff upon lumber. If excusing Chicago from 
paying the tariff upon lumber Jowers the price of 
lumber in Chicago, or benefits Chicago, why not 
extend the same benefit to the whole country? will 
beasked. 


“he whole thing is a dodge, a trick, concocted | 


by free traders, not for the benefit of Chicago, butto 


obtain control of the lumber market, to the injury | 


of the lumber manufacturers and iron manufac- 


turers of theentire Northwest. And these manufac- | 
turers cannot too soon expose the trick to the Senate | 


and oppose the passage of the bill, We warn every 


Northwest of their danger, that it is a scheme to 
place the lumber market of the Northwest com- 


pletely at the mercy of a combination of importers 
and Canadian lumbermen, and theiron market par- 
tially at the mercy of the English manufacturers, 
If the lumber manufacturers of Michigan and Wis- 
consin are willing to allow Canada to fix the price 
of lumber for the next year or two, all they have to 
do is to let this bill pass unchallenged; but, if they 
are not thus willing, they must make themselves 
heard in Congress immediately.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, these 
lumber manufacturers have been compelled to 
a very considerable extent to mortgage. their 
property and incur enormous liabilities inre- 
building their mills, rebuilding their: houses, 
and so on ; but beside all that, they are com- 
pelled to-day to put a double force, at enorm- 
ous wages, into the woods for the purpose 
of cutting down the logs where the. life has 
been destroyed. Unless those logs are cut this 
winter the worms next summer will get into 
them, and in a year from this winter they will 
be utterly worthless. Hence, there will be 
probably more than double the amount of lum- 
ber cut and thrown upon the market this year 
than ever was before, from necessity, and this 
work will be done at a vastly increased ex- 
pense, because they are compelled, from the 
very necessity of the case, to employ a much 
larger force to put in the woods than they have 
ever done before. Hence, although the pro- 
duct will cost them avery greatly increased 
amount, it must be sold for whatever it will 
bring. 

Now, what do you propose? You propose 
to exclude from the Chicago market the entire 
product of the States of Michigan and Wiscon- 
sin, as was well said by my honorable col- 
Jeague yesterday. Ifthe lumber is not in the 
Chicago market from Michigan or from Wis- 
consin those wanting it will go to Canada and 
contract for lumber there; they will go where 
they can get the rebate, as my honorable col- 
league well placed the fact yesterday. It vir- 
tually excludes this enormous extra product 
from the Chicago market during the next year, 
and perhaps for a year longer. 

Sir, is it right or is it just that you should 
collect this tax from these ruined lumbermen 
and from them alone?’ I am willing, as I 
stated yesterday, to vote for the most liberal 
sum that can be named in any bill which may 
be brought in, consistent with reason, in aid 
of Chicago; but J am not willing, and I pro- 
testin the name of those ruined lumbermen 
throughout the States of Wisconsin and Michi- 
gan, against levying this forced contribution 
upon them in their poverty at this time; and 
Task other States, that come up here in the 
benevolence of their hearts and vote relief to 
Chicago from the States of Wisconsin and 
Michigan, to reconsider their action, and unite 
with us in undoing this great and outrageous 
wrong that is proposed to be done. Mr. 
President, I hope and I expect that they will 
do it. In the interest of justice I expect they 
will do it. 

Sir, let this bill be reconsidered, and then 
recommitted to the Committee on Finance, 
and let them bring in a bill giving a rebate, if 
you please, upon every particle of material 
that goes into the reconstruction of the burnt 
district of Chicago, and if it is recommended 
by the Committee on Finance of this body, I 
will vote for that, even; but I cannot and will 
not vote to rob these ruined lumbermen of 
Michigan for the benefit of Chicago or any- 
body else, and I ask this Senate to reverse its 
action. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to say a word ; 
I only rise to express the hope that the vote 
will be taken on the question of reconsider- 
ation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, after the appeal 
that has been made by the Senator from Mich- 
igan upon this question, we find ourselves in 
an entirely different position from that in which 
we were placed when this bill was reported by 
the Committee on Finance. We were yielding 


1 we 4 then over scruples on the ground of benevo- 
lumber and iron manufacturer in Michigan and the || r 8 


lence and of charity. The appeal to us is made 
now 
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“Mr. ROBERTSON. As the reconsideration 
of this bill seems to bring about discussion, L 
must call for the regular order. 

Mr. SCOTT. - Will the Senator permit me 
tó ssy just, a word further? Ihave risen be- 
canse,:like the Senator from Michigan; [ have 
received a large number of letters from persons, 
some of whom have themselves suffered by 
the fire, and others of whom were large con- 
tributors, asking me to present: their views to 
the Senate, and I was about to do so; but of 
course the Senator from South Carolina has 
the right to interpose. 

“Mr. LOGAN. I am willing now to have 
the vote taken. I do not wish to reply to any- 
thing that has‘ been said. The matter was 
fully discussed yesterday, and I think it is 
perfectly understood. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I am willing to let the 
vote be taken. ; ou 

Mr. SCOTT, I yielded because the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina intimated that he was 
about to call for the regular order. [ have 
gént to my committec-room for one letter for | 
the purpose of reading it. Ishall not deem ! 
that T have done my duty to the constituents | 
who have requested me to present their views 
unless I do so. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I dislike to demand 
the regular order in the face of the remarks 
the Senator from Penusylvania was about to 
make. Ishall let him get through, and then, 
if there is to be further discussion, I shall be i 
forced to call for the regular order. | 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. President, this corre- 
spondent states : ' 

“With these remarks T want to protest against the 
special legislation that is asked for in favor of cer- 
tain parties who wish to import building material 
and other articles free of duty. Such special legis- 
lation, it scoma to mo, js degrading the Congress of 
the United Ntutes, and if itis followed up will lead 
to such a host of domands of like character as will 
mako it necessary to sit in continued session lo puss 
bills for privato benefit. 

“Inthe casoof Chicago, tho importation of build- 
ing material froo would not boncht a single work- 
ingman ofthe United States, but would result in less- 
ening the cost by a few dollars on each building put 


up by tho large capitalists, who havoxbundant meina 
and would nob miss the amount roquired to pay the 


uty. 

“¥ho firm [represent lost. n large amount by the 
Chicago fire and ask no relicf, and therefore I feel 
freo to oxpross my opinion on this subject, and think 
that if these parties are objects of charity, and the 
Governnrent feels nblo to give it, it should be in the 
shape of adirect donation given to the party who 
shows that ho is noody and is n worthy subjoct.” 

This brings up the view which was presented 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPEN: 
rer] yesterday evening, that the benefits of 
the bill will really go, not to the use of actual 
sufferers, but to the use of many who have not 
suffered at‘all; for in Chicago, and even in 
the rural districts, (which, if they had been 
included, would have led to the same result, ) 
the present sufferers unable to build will sell, 
and the person who goes in and buys on specu- 
lation will get the benefit. 

In addition to that, Mr. President. Tf feel 
bound to repeat, that, upon reflection, L con- 
sider the bill as a direct infringement of the 
constitutional provision requiring duties to be 
uniform. If his bill is consistent with the 
Constitution, then a bill may be passed pro- 
viding that all imports which are to go into a 


whole congressional district shall be free of | 
duty; you may exempt a congressional dis- 
trict fromthe payment of duty upon all articles 
that are imported, and leave the rest of the 
United States subject to those duties. I can 
see no distinction. You may go further, and 
you may say that all articles imported and | 
consigned to a particular firm in the city of | 
New York, or toa particular firm in Milwaukee | 
or Chicago, shall be free of duty. It is sub- | 
stantially a violation of that provision of the | 
Constitution; and although I think that we | 
ought to do what is necessary for the relief of | 

| 

| 


Chicago, and although I sat in committee and 
agreed to report the bill almost over my con- 


science, (for the question was not presented 
there as-a bad precedent. but simply that the 
bill should come in,) I do not feel at liberty 
now, as my attention is called to it by constit- į 
uents who have contributed as largely as any | 
other in the United States. to keep silent when | 
it is a precedent that will como back to plague 
us when our fellow-citizens suffer elsewhere. 

As has been said, where is it to stop? if 
misfortune is to be relieved we ought to 
rélieve it—by fire and by flood, and by earth- 
quake and by robbery, and by all the calami- 
ties that men are subject to; there is no limit 
toit. One class of my constituents, the glass | 
manufacturers, have sent in a remonstrance. | 
They are composed of as large-hearted, lib- | 
eral, benevolent men as live in the Union. | 
They contributed as largely as any other set : 
of men to the relief of Chicago ; and yet they 
feel, like the constituents of the Senator from | 
Michigan, that if this bill is passed in addition 
to their voluntary contributions, the Govern- 
ment takes another from them. 

Therefore I shall vote to reconsider, for the 
purpose of recommitting the bill to the com- | 
mittee, so that proper legislation may be had ` 
for the relief of Chicago. I will not saya word | 
against opening up, as widely as the Constitu- | 
tion will permit'ns to do it, the channels of | 
benevoleuce, and giving relief to Chicago ; but , 
Ido not wish in giving that relief, in being 
benevolent, to stab others who are suffering | 
from a like calamity, and more than all, to vio- | 
late what I think is a constitutional provision 
broken by this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to say but one word, | 
and E will only take a moment, I stated yes- | 
terday that the object of this bill was not to de- 
prive anybody of his rights ov profits, or to do | 
injustice to anyone. The proposition was fairly | 
stated, that the bill would have the effect to 
break rings that imposed on our people high | 
prices for every kind of building material, | 

Now I will say to the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania, of whom I have as high an estimate 
as Ihave of any man, that his proposition is 
not practical at all. His idea is to donate | 
money to Chicago. That our people do not 
ask. It would have to be donated to all the 
citizens alike, for all were sufferers. We 
cannot ask any such thing, nor would we ask 
any such thing. The ouly thing we ask of you | 
in the way of relief is to tet us have a draw- 
back of the amount of duty on the building 
material that may be imported when it shall ! 
be put in buildings in the burntdistrict. Why? 
To encourage men to build, and to put them | 
in a position where they can say to those who | 
have building materials to sell, ‘ We will buy 
material elsewhere if you do not sell it to us | 
at a reasonable price.” | 

Let me remind gentlemen that brick was 
selling at perhaps seven or eight dollars a 
thousand when the fire occurred, but ina few | 
days afterward it was selling at fourteen dol- 
lars a thousand, rendering it almost impossible 
for men, unless they had an immense amount 
of means, to put up a building for any reason- 
able price. fask if that is not a good reason 
why something should be done to encourage 
these men to build, and prevent this imposi- | 
tionon them? It will not affect Michigan, as | 
my friend from Michigan supposes, because, | 
if they are going to have such an excessive | 
amount of lumber the next year in Michigan, | 

i 
t 
| 


the price must be cheap, and nobody will im- | 
port lumber. How, then, can they be affect- | 
ed? No, sir, this is a clamor against this bill | 
for the purpose of defeating it, and I am | 
sorry to see that every man who has made a | 
speech against this bill is on the same side of | 
politics that] am. Men are refusing my con- | 
stituents the same generosity that has been | 
given to others. Įknow this is not for any |! 
personal reason, because of any opposition to | 
these constituents of ours : but it does seem to | 
me strange that our own friends are the only | 
men who send javelins against the interests of | 
our people. There is something in it, it seems | 


to me, besides the mere fact that gentlemen 
think it is injustice on the part of some men. 

My friend from Michigan said yesterday 
evening that Michigan would notask anything, 
that Michigan would not have anything; he 
even almost said, tauntingly, to the Senate that 
she did not want anything. He voted against 
the bill, although professing to be for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not profess to be 
for it. i 

Mr. LOGAN. I could not yesterday find 
anybody here who was against the bill, though 
some were in favor of amendments, until the 
vote was taken, and then I found my friend 
from Michigan voting against it. 

This is ail I have to say. l appeal to the 
Senate not to reconsider its vote. There are 
many reasons which I could give, beyond the 
fact of the bill being just and proper and right, 
why-it should not be done. 1 do not want to 
detain the Senate and hope the vote will be 
taken, as F said to my friend from South Car- 
olina that I would not detain the time of the 
Senate by remarks. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator from Ii- 
nois just resuming his seat, on a former occa- 
sion 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I feel constrained to 
demand the regular order. I cannot yield 
further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina demands the regular 
order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to have it 
understood that I have the floor on this mo- 


tion. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 880) for the removal of legal and polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth article of amendments to 
the Constitution. of the United States is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to lay aside the reg- 
ular order temporarily until this vote be 
taken. Of course L have no right to attempt 
to control, nor will T, any person on the floor. 
If this matter is going to be discussed all day, 
as a matter of course I cannot ask the Senator 
from South Carolina to yield. I do not know 
how long my friend from Wisconsin desires to 
talk to the Senate; I suppose a very short time, 
though he may desire some considerable time. 
I hope we shall have a vote at least while we 
are on the question. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois asks general consent to lay 
aside the regular order informally. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
which the Senator from Illinois now proposes 
is the motion before the Senate, to postpone 
the further consideration of House bill No. 
380, and that motion is debatable. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I appeal to the Senator 
from Illinois not to submit that motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. Which motion? 

Mr. HAMLIN. To postpone the regular 
order. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from South 
Carolina proposes submitting a motion to 
postpone this order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, this bill is now up by 
unanimous consent, subject to a call for the 
regular order, and the Senator must recollect 
that my colleague gave way all day yesterday 
to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. He gave notice that he 
wished to address the Senate. The Senator 
from Illinois knows that Iam friendly to his 
bill. Isay to him that I think his motion is 
an ill-advised one, and I make the suggestion 
as a friend of the bill and a friend of the Sen- 
ator. I hope he will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. - Very well. I will say tothe 
Senator that there seems to be a disposition on 
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the part of the opponents of this bill to never 
let it come toa voteatany time. Delay seems 
to be the order all the time in reference to 
uearly everything. I may be ill-advised. I 
am under obligations, of course, to my friend 
from Maine for the suggestion, because I have 
gréat respect for his opinions as to parliament- 
ary action; but I have a constituency bebind 
me, as well as other Senators bave, who ask 
of me to have this bill passed at the earliest 
possible moment for other reasons, which will 
naturally suggest themselves to the mind of 
the Senator. It will soon be building time, and 
they want an opportunity of commencing at 
once. I must ask thatthe motion be put to the 
Senate. If the Senate is not willing to vote 
on the bill now, of course it will be postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion 
of the Senator from Illinois is the same as the 
motion already pending of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois may accomplish his object by 
moving to lay the bill on the table; but the 
motion, as now presented, is debatable, and 
opens the whole merits of the case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the demand of 
the Senator from South Carolina calls before 
the Senate the amnesty bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is before 
the Senate, and the question is on the motion 
to postpone it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon tbat bill the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. MORRILL] has the floor, 
and it seems to me the shortest. way is for that 
Senator to resume the floor and go on, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Maine is entitled to the floor on the 
amnesty bill. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuurson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 524) 
to correct a clerical error committed in the 
enrollment of an act approved March 7, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to relieve certain persons 
therein named from the legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
and for other purposes.”’ J 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of the report of R. W. Raymond on 
the statistics of mines and mining, with ac- 
companying engravings, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate, 

MINING REPORT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the following concurrent resolution from the 
House of Representatives; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed, of the report of R. W. Raymond on the 
statistics of mines and mining, with nccompanying 
engravings, three thousand copies for the use of the 
House, one thousand copies for the use of the Sen- 
ate, and one thousand copies for the use of the 
Treasury Department. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 380) for the removal of legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
ROBERTSON, to postpone the bill and proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1050) 
for the removal of legal and political disabili- 


ties imposed by the third section of the four- | 


teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. With the leave of the Senator 
from Maine, I wish to say that I feel a very 


greatly increased interest in the amnesty bill, | 


an interest in the passage of some amnesty 
pill that will include in its provisions, whether 
thoy be very extended or not, a large number 
of the most intelligent legal gentlemen in my 


own State. 
composed of three justices 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
ator rise to a speech? 

Mr. HILL. No; I shall be very brief. I 
will not inflict on you:a speech. You will see 
the point. directly: The supreme court of 
Georgia is composed: of three justices. when 
the bench is full. It has met for a spring ses- 
sion with about three hundred cases before it, 
a great many of them involving life, others 
liberty, and others again large amounts of 
property, and the bench at present has but 
two justices. Gentlemen will see at once that 
a disagreement between these two justices 
defeats any case that has been appealed from 
a superior court to that tribunal. The Gov- 
ernor of the State is awaiting the action of 
this body, in the hope that some measure will 
be adopted, and thatat avery early day, which 
will enable him to make.a. discreet selection 
from among the ablest bars of the State to 
supply the deficiency upon that bench. It is 
very natural and appropriate that I should, 
representing the State, feel a deep interest in 
this subject. I should feel bound to appeal 
to the Senate, if we had much more delay here, 
to allow me to bring in a bill with the names 
of a few of the most noted lawyers in the State 
in order that they might be relieved on account 
of the evil that is now pressing upon that 
State. 

I will not further interfere with the right of 
the Senator from Maine to the floor. I thank 
him for his courtesy in allowing me to say so 


much. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, addressed the 
Senate in remarks which will be published in 
the Appendix. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, it is 
with great diffidence that I undertake briefly 
to discuss this subject. I have listened to this 


Does the Sen- 


debate attentively for, lo! these many days, | 


and I have not the vanity to suppose tbat I can 
impart avy information that would tend to give 
greater light than has already been given to 
the Senate upon the great questions before it. 

Iam to some extent situated, as a distin- 
guished Senator remarked very beautifully the 
other day—would that I could do likewise— 
as to his convictions and intentions on the 
present subject. I have really been halting 
between two opinions. Why? Candor requires 
that I should properly explain myself. L was 
born in the South, raised in it, never lived else- 
where, nor do I expect todo so. I love the 
sunny South, my native country; and the 
great, ‘dfficulty presenting itself to my mind 
on this occasion is that what I shall say as a 
whole will not be well received by the South. 
Iam aware of that, and I most earnestly re- 
gret that it is the case; but, sir, ‘‘ facts are 
stubborn things.” 

I see upon this occasion, and I am always 
gratified to see it, a liberal spirit prevailing in 
the Senate of the United States. They are 
disposed most liberally to extend to the peo- 
ple of the South that which most of them do 
not claim—in the spirit, understand me, that 
1 would wish them to desire or ask it. They 


| are being responded to, to say the least of it, 


very liberally indeed. Many of them have not 
asked to be relieved from their political disa- 
bilities. To some extent, upon this occasion, 
I shall depart from the principle upon which 
I have heretofore acted—from my previous 
course in life. I recognize the great principle 
laid down in the good Book: the nations of 
the world have sinned; and therefore there is 
nothing very glaring or surprising to us in the 
fact that the sons of the South have sinned; 
but the great doctrine is, à 
ye that labor and are heavy laden, and I will 
give you rest.” There never has been a day, 


The supreme court of Georgia is | 


‘Come unto me all | 


first and last, that I would not have voted to | 


relieve almost any individual within the con- 
federate States who would just send his peti- 
tion to me and ask to be relieved. 

I have presented, perhaps, as many peti- 


4 


t 


i 


tions for relief as any other Senator occupying 
a seat here, during the time that I have been 
on this floor. Ihave presented them in good 
faith. I have presented them, in many in- 
stances, when I knew the. parties personally, 
and knew them to. be her cases; -but I was 
disposed to be charitable toward them. They - 
came up, as I understand it, in accordance 
with the spirit of the law; and it- was not 
for me to sit in judgment upon them; and 
my response has invariably been favorable to 
them; and if they were insincere, be it upon 
them and the country. : 

Mr. President, we have heard many argu- 
ments on the measure now before us; but it 
is my painful duty on this occasion to còm- 
municate some information to the Senate from 
my own State. I bave hesitated as to whether 
I should make known that which has recently 
come into my possession yesterday and the day 
before. To meit isdeplorable. I regret that 
it is my duty, as I conceive, to the great Repub- 
lican party of the nation, and particularly to 
the Republicans of Texas, whom I have tbe 
honor in part to represent here, to do so. L 
should be unworthy of the confidence they have 
reposed in me were I to withhold this inform- 
ation, be the consequences what they may. I 
regret exceedingly that I have to speak of my 
own State. However, I must do so, and Task 
the Clerk to read the telegram which I now 
send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read the following telegram : 

MARSHALL, TEXAS, January 22, 1872. 
Hon. J. W. FranaGan, United States Senate : 
One hundred armed men on horseback, from Na- 


cogdoches county, are in Henderson this morniug, 
disturbing our peace and quiet. Weare powerless. 


Inform the President. 
A.D. LINSLEY. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. Now [ask for the read- 
ing of the portion that I have marked of the 
letter which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“Tn conélusion, I report the animus of the south~ 
ern part of Rusk county, and the northern and west- 
ern parts. of Nacogdoches county, together with some 
of their crime; for crime in full upon these people 
cannot be told by man, there being so many in the 
trade that even one of Groecley’s sharpest, reporters 
could not find all to tell, for they deal in privity 
upon the virtue of the country, and bope thereby 
to force Republicans to the wall, to die in terror, 
and, if not, surely under their demoniac thrusts, 

“Three weeks ago the Ku Klux Klan and their 
sympathizers, with a posse, ordered Hazlett and 
Grayson, two police, shot. Hazlett being an expert 
gunner, killed Harnell, one of the Klan’s men, and 
by reason of their better arms, with Grayson and a 
few friends, held the little town of Sintlat, in Nacog- 
doches county, but left on other business when the 
Klan, under semblance of law, raised three hundred 
and fifty or four hundred men, In the mean time 
old John Birdwell (Allen’s, the traitor’s, brother) 
was killed privily, and said two polico accused. 
Now, with said four hundred men, they, the Ku 
Klux, are scouring, intimidating, imprisoning, and 
swearing that the woods shall stink with Union men 
and negroes. The Fveretts, Mack Roberts, and Mr. 
Grimes have from fifty to seventy-five negroes and 
whites guarding thomselves and the Union men of 
their vicinity. The Ku Klux scour their settlement 
with from fifty to one hundred, and as high as one 
hundred and fifty men, I learn, in a crowd, Ono 
man told me he counted one hundred and three 
men pass through one Jane. The law is a farce, 
dear Senator, as enforced here now, for the Ku 
Klux are just as good witnesses where they are not 
as where they are; and they have resolved that 
honor, property, virtue, and uprightness shail serve 
none as a shield, if he lend his will, support, and 
association to Republicans. X o, 

“Now, for your skill in the premises, the aspiring 
good everywhere unite in one grave, solemn, and 
Youd appeal to their Creator, that you may see, hear, 
feel, taste, and smell their condition, philosophic- 
ally. and then bear us the balm of relicf. 


€ Yours, truly, 
“S.W. MARCH.” 


Mr. FLANAGAN. Now I ask, for a par- 
ticular purpose, the reading of the letter which 
I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CENTER, SHELBY COUNTY, Texas, _ 
January 12, 1872. 
Drar Six: Iam one of the number that is dis- 
franchised, just from the simple fact that, I was 
justice of the peace and notary publie before the 
war. Iwas never amember ofthe Legislature. My 
father and oldest brother, A. M. Truit, were both 
members of the Legislature before the war, but as 
to myself, I never held any office higher than justice 
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of the peace or notary public, &c.. I never voted a 
secession ticket, nor ever entered the confederate 
service until forced to do so by the abominable con- 
script law, General, will you do me the kindness to 
assist me in getting a pardon, or my disabilities re- 
moved, for I think it very probablethat Iwill be a 
candidate for the Legislature in this district at the 
next election, provided I can get my disabilities re- 
-moved in time? am well aware of the fact that 
you have a great deal of influence in both Houses 
of Congress, and'with the President. You know me, 
from the fact that you and my father, James Truit, 
were always very intimate friends, and always pulled 
together in the Legislature of Texas when you were 
both members of the senate. Anything you may be 
pleased to do.in my behalf will be duly appreciated, 
and should the time ever come for me to aid or assist 
youin any way, manner, shape, or form, I am at your 
service. Should it be necessary, I can send up a 
petition in my behalf from the best and most loyal 
citizens in Shelby county. g 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

or LEVI MARION TRUIT. 
General J. W. FLANAGAN., 

Mr. FLANAGAN, I merely call the atten- 
tion. of the Senate to these letters for the pur- 

ose of showing that we are acting upon the 
beral line. The last read I introduce some- 
what for the purpose of showing that my dis- 
tinguished -friend from Nevada, [Mr. Nyw,] 
though he does not live very nigh, [laughter, } 
understands very well the true features of the 
citigens of the South. He represents them 
properly. The friend who wrote that letter—I 
so call him because he claims me as a friénd—I 
know to be a good young man, of a good, peace- 
able family. He did not vote for secession. 
Such a party as he is I would always fondly 
respond to, and ask in good faith, in perfect 
honesty and sincerity, that he be relieved. 
But upon this occasion I do not propose 
invidiously to say that no other party shall 
be. I wish to be as liberal, being from the 
South andof the South, as my northern friends 
dare be. 

Therefore, I propose to vote broadly and 
unqualifiedly for the general bill with the 
exceptions therein contained, and upon those 
exceptions I base my action in the premises. 
There are men within the limits of the late 
southern confederacy that I am unwilling. to 
vote to relieve. I could not vote to relieve 
Mr. Davis. Thore are some few gentlemen— 
one I know who was a member of one of the 
secession conventions—that I shall ask you to 
relieve alter the passage of this bill, “I will 
not offer that proposition, however, ab this 
time. L will let his ease go upon its merits, 
He was in very bad company, and we must 
hold him, I think, for farther action. 

Now; sir, be it remembored that Jefferson 
Davis is living. He is not numbered with the 
dead. I think I understand the spirit of the 
South. think Í comprehend to some extent 
(for the man does not live who does compre- 
hend to the whole extent) the intention of the 
Democrats ofthe country. Ifthe disabilities of 
Jefferson Davis were removed, the Democrats 
would not find it necessary to ask the Congress 
of the United States to incorporate an addi- 
tional amendment in the fundamental law to 
enable them to go broadcast throughout the 
civilized world to find candidates for the Pres- 
idency and Vice Presidency. No, sir; they 
would go no further than Jefferson Davis, 

There is the great Greeley himself—a name 
that I love, because he was in his early life so 
devoted a friend to the great Kentuckian, 
Henry Clay. He was a true Whig. I loved 
bim in those days, and I love their recollection 
at this. Horace Greeley went down to Rich- 
mond when Mr. Davis was upon trial, and 
voluntarily became his bondsman. I know 
not, nor do T care, what the promptings may 
have been that caused him to act as he did; 
but when he put the bell upon Jefferson Davis 
upon that occasion, ‘with the idea, perhaps, 
that Davis would follow him, he was decidedly 
in error, because if there be any following the 
one after the other, Horace will have to follow 
the bell upon Jefferson Davis. (Laughter. ] 
That will be the result unmistakably. Put 
them upon an equality, and Horace ‘will be 
ignored. He will have to staud to the right 


or the left or far in the rear; he will never be 
promoted by the action of Jefferson Davis, 
because he is for himself. Why, sir, when the 
“new departure’’ was spoken of, as suggested 
by the great and lamented Vallaudigham, the 
northern Democracy were ready to follow after 
that idol of theirs, and consistently, too—any- 
thing for success—but Jeff. Davis could not 
indorse that, because it ignored him forever; 
and therefore the sons of. the South, the 
Democracy at large there, repudiated that idea, 
and they would not come up and accept any 
such proposition. 

Now, sir, I ask whether the great Repub- 
liean party can afford to go thus far? I main- 
tain that they dare not do so. If their acts 
heretofore upon the subject of reconstruction 
were correct, wherein are they wrong to-day? 
Is not the same spirit abroad in the South now 
as heretofore? If so, it would be a clear 
acknowledgment to the world that they were 
thenin error. If they were, and thus conclude, 
surely it would be praiseworthy for them thus 
toact. Can they afford it? I think not, The 
papers that I have had read here afford clear 
evidence to my mind, because they speak of 
occurrences particularly in my neighborhood. 
I regret most earnestly that such are the facts. 
They are not to be gainsaid, however. Sir, 
who are they who are roaming about that State 
to the number of hundreds doing deeds of vio- 
lence? Are they Republicans? My word for 
it, there is not a Republican in one of those 
organizations. Whence come they? Who are 
they? Where are theytobe placed? Rebels, 
If so, will you stop there? No. They were, 
directly after the failure of the southern rebel- 
lion, Conservatives, begging the question; but 
now, in my humble opinion, there is not a 
Conservative within the State of Texas; they are 
unqualified, unmistakable Democrats. Why? 
Because they think they have the sympathies 
of the northern Democracy. 

We are told that the President of the Uni 
ted States has said the time has come for gen- 
eral amnesty. He does not, however, go 
unqualifiedly the length that is demanded 
here, on the part of whom? On the part of 
the Democrats. They have ever been for 
amnesty. ‘They have ever said that the recon- 
struction laws were tyrannical and unconstitu- 
tional. Everything that could be arrayed and 
said against the action of the Government of 
the United States, they have arrayed and said, 
Is it expected of us todo anything that they 
will indorse? As an instance of that, to show 
you that they cannot be satisfied, I desire to 
refer you very briefly to some very able re- 
marks of my distinguished friend, for such I 
place him, and_am happy to recognize him, 
and he, too, a Democrat, the elder Senator 
trom Ohio, {Mr. ‘Tuurmay,] whois not now 
in his seat—I wish he were here. In his very 
able argument the day before yesterday, in dis- 
cussing this question, he said: 

“So much for that, Mr. President. But I must 
confess that I am again at a loss to comprehend tho 
course of the Senator.” 

Alluding to the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Moxron.] 

“My Radical friends, I begin to think, will have to 
go into a new election of what in the German infan- 
try, is called a fugleman, some one to take the lead 
and show how the thing is to be done. The Senator 
from ludiana speaks here this morning the key-note 
of the campaign; but Jo! and behold that key-note 
is, in effect, a denunciation of the President and of 
the President’s message which substantially recom- 
mends this very bill?” 

Here is tho President saying that the time for 
amnesty has come. The President said in 1868, “Let 


us have peace,” but we found no peace. There were 
some of us who thought he has not lived up to that 


| declaration. Ife was inaugurated in March, 1869, and 


1869 passed away, and if we eredit Radical state- 
ments we hadno peace. And certainly we saw very 
little on the part of the President that tended to 
promote an era of peace and good will. The year 
1870 passed by without any act or recommendation 
of the President to encourage the hope that we were 
at last to have peace. Then came 1871: and finally, 
at the close of that year in his annual message to 
Congress, for the first time we have something prac- 
tical in the way of ‘Let us have peace.” Tt was 
contained in the President’s recommendation to 


z 


pass the amnesty bill. It informed us that at last 
the time bad come, and although I think some of 
the reasons that he gave for his recommendation are 
not exactly of the soundest and are not a little un- 
gracious, I will “rot looka gift horse in the month.” 
He recommended amnesty. He said the time had 
come to “‘ Let us have peace.” 

Upon this I must briefly remark, and I regret 
that the Senator is not in his scat, t‘ Out of the 
abundance of the heart the mouth speaketh.’’ 
What says my distinguished friend here? Of 
what was he thinking at the time? 

“My Radical friends, I begin to think, will have 
to go into a new election of what in the German 
infantry is called a fugleman.” 

Now, I propose to show to my friend from 
Ohio that we are situated to-day unlike him. 
Perhaps the issue will not be raised, and I 
certainly would not wish to be invidious to the 
prejudice of any other distinguished gentleman 
in the Democratic ranks in the Senate; but I 
think the Senator might well perhaps be termed 
the fugleman of the Democratic party in the 
Senate to-day. The great Republican party 
are not permitted to do what this remark fore- 
shadows, particularly when taken into asso- 
ciation with the proposition now before the - 
Congress of the United States, toadd an addi- 
tional article to the Constitution authorizing 
us to go to Germany, of which the Senator 
speaks, Russia, Prussia, or elsewhere, to find 
a standard-bearer for the Democracy. No, 
sir. We have a proud standard-bearer who 
has well borne up the stars and stripes at the 
Appomattox apple-tree, at Vicksburg, and 
wherever he has been placed; and since he 
has been seated in the White House he has 
acquitted himself well. Thousands and thou- 
sands have been after him, just as they go 
hunting in my great State. We have many 
deer, we have much game there, and we have 
many hounds to get them up, and we have our 
shots, fine shots, all around at various stands, 
and as the noble animal runs the country, with 
his great horns extended a great distance to the 
right and to the left, every little fellow takes 
a pop at him, some with squirrel shot, some 
with mustard-seed, if you please, and some of 
them with a pretty heavy load. [Laughter. ] 
There is no doubt about that. They chime in 
upon all parts of the ground. If he escapes 
upon that occasion they all get together, blow 
their horns, call the huntsmen in, and say, 
‘í Well, he has beaten us; he has outrun us; 
he has made his escape; we must have him, 
however; we will hunt him down.’’ And so, ` 
in the case of the President, the huntsmen 
say, “We will find him in New York; we will 
go into his strong thicket there, and if we are 
not able to get him there, we will quarter him 
elsewhere.” He is to be quartered, because 
he is in the way here. [Laughter.] That is 
all very well; but we have him and we rely 
upou him. We are perfectly satisfied to stand 
by him. We ask not a change in the Consti- 
tution so as to permit a German or Russian 
or any other foreigner to be President. 

Mr. President, I am an American, and T 
thank my God that such is the case, and I do 
not want to go out of the United States for a 
candidate for the Presidency or the Vice 
Presidency. I want to adhere to the sound 
old doctrine that ‘Americans shall rule 
America.” {want no foreigner to come here 
to rule me. I have some of the pride that 
was inculeated in my early life when I was 
a school-boy. One of the first books that 
was placed in my hands as a school-boy was 
Weems’s Life of Washington, and in that I 
learned the simple dialogue, if you please to 
call it such, between General Braddock and 
the then stripling of my own native State, 
Washington. He was a colonel, I believe, in 
the colonial army, leading the Virginians 
against the French and Indians, while General 
Braddock was the leader of the British forces. 
Colonel Washington, as he was on that ocea- 
sion, remarked that the warfare, the course 
pursued by General Braddock, was dangerous. 
“ High time,” was the reply, “for an American 
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| 
buckskin to teach a British general how to 
fight,’ Sir, if General Braddock hadadhered 
to the kind suggestion of the American strip- 
ling, he would not bave been compelled to ask 
the pardon of that stripling as a dying man 
that evening. I desire for myself, sir, to_rely 
upon the suggestions of an American. Ulys- 
ses S. Grantisan American. We know where 
to find him. We understand him. We want 
nolecturersfrom any other country. They may 
be right. If they are, patriotism is not too J 
abundant in the couutries from which they 
come; and I have heard of those who left their 
country for their country’sgood. (Laughter. ] 
Often have I been thus admonished history. 

I recollect very well when the great Kos- 
suth was here afew years ago. What was bis 
mission? His mission here was to some extent 
to lectare Americans upon the great princi- 
ples of republican government, and they fol- 
lowed after him in goodly numbers. He was 
caressed, almost worshiped, idolized, by the 
American people. He progressed step by 
step, until finally he sought, and sought suc- 
cessfully, to meet the great champion of 
Awerican liberty of that day, Henry Clay. 
He had a conversation with Mr. Clay, Mr. 
Clay being then in his sick-room, and after 
that conversation he withered and fell just as 
though he had approached the Upas tree, and 
that was about the last we heard of Louis 
Kossuth; and it is just what I want all such 
men consigned to that make such an advent. 

Jam no advocate for hunting candidates for 
the Presidency in other countries. ‘The Dem- 
ocrats may do so. I care not where they may 
go. It only proves their weakness that they 
have no. man within the whole United States 
whom they are willing to risk asa standard- 
bearer. Jtistrue, Alexisis here. They have 
been worshiping Alexis, and he has tri- 
umphed wherever he has been. I believe 
some of the ladies claim to have married hin. 
{ Laughter.] A thousand considerations, per- 
haps a mania for something foreign, I suppose, 
has called forth all this. He has killed a but- 
falo. 1 have no unkind allusions to make to 
him in any manner or shape, because I love 
the name of his country. His country has 
stood side by side with the American nation, 
ihe very best feeling existing between them. 
It is true there has been a little catechizing 
lately, [langhter,] but that amounts to noth- 
ing. All these intcrrogatories are casily re- 
sponded to, and they go with the wind from 
whence they came. ‘These are two great ; 
mighty nations, and they are not likely, the | 
one to get the other bythe ear. I have not 
any fear on that branch of the subject. 

The Democracy, however, it is well known, 
are driven to the wall. They bave been taking. 
soundings for lo, these many days, and yet it 
is not known where they can find aman who 
can run against that tried American horse, if 
you please, President Grant. ‘They may go 


abroad for a candidate, if they will, but never | 


under any circumstances will my vote be cast 
for any such additional article in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I did not intend, 
when I got up, to explore the ground I am 
now in, but it suggested itself to me, and I 
move on. i might as well say, however, that 
the Democracy to-day are ready to do that 
which they have always been ready to do ever 
since they have been an organized party. What 
is it, I might ask upon the negative side of the 
question, that they have not done, what is it 
that they would not do to succeed? They object 
now, and Greeley too, to President Grant that 
he prefers his friends to his enemies. My 
friend from Ohio remarked in his speech that 
the President bas said, ‘Let us have peace; 
pass a general bill relieving all parties from | 
their disabilities, with a few exceptions, what- 
over Congress may think advisable,” &c. | 
But, says my friend, the Senator from Ohio, ! 
“Twill not look a gift horse in the mouth.” | 
That is all very good. If you will not, why | 


make these outside remarks? He accepts the 


horse, and then he gets around to his friends 
near byand says, ‘t Now will tell you whatis 
the fact; my friend has just presented me with 
this horse; but he is moon-eyed; he has got 
the glanders or some disease; it is an awful 


matter; it is intended to ruin my stock ; that || 


will never do in the world.’ He cannot ap- 
preciate the gift. as it substantially is, but 
undertakes to say here very modestly—for he 
is a modest gentleman, a kind-hearted one, a 
liberal one, and an able one, and thereby makes 
his kind remarks tell unequivocally, and they 
go for what is said with a large percentage of 
the people—‘ Oh, yes, the President recom- 
mends the measure, but he has his friends 
around here who will repudiate it; they have 
no idea that he is sincere in carrying out this 
proposition ; this is all talk; there is not a 
word of trath in it.” 

Now, sir, where are the evidences of this? 
I come up and show you my objections to the 


measure, and yet I am an admirer of Presi- | 


dent Grant. 1 have voted regularly for this 
amnesty bill. I propose further to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. Why? There are various reasons why 
I shall do so. [think it but sheer justice; I 
think it is demanded of the Republican party 
to adhere strictly to that proposition. As I 
remarked previously, if the reconstruction 
measures were proper at the period when they 
were enacted, they are proper to-day just as 
substantially as they, were at. that period or 
any intervening period. I go further and say 
that the great Republican party dare not go 
back upon what they have done; that it would 
have been a thousand times. better they had 


left us in the South where they found us in | 
| 1861, than to have passed your reconstruction 


laws and to-day acknowledge to the world that 


| they have erred, thereby establishing the fact 


beyond all controversy that secession was 
right and that it ought to have been recog- 
nized. 

I am delighted, however, upon that branch 
of the subject, to state that my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. ‘fuurman] declares he never was a 
secessionist, 
never having been a secessionist, he never 
yct has been a good Democrat, [laughter,] and 
he is improperly associated; he ought to go 
out from the Democrats, join the liberal party, 
where he properly belongs, from his own dec- 
larations ; and his own declarations to me are 
amply good, because I believe him to be sincere. 
In the South, if you could find a Democrat who 
was nota secessionist, they would not give him 
stable-room. 
no use for him for any purpose in the world. 
That is the whole gist of the subject; there- 
fore, my friend is in that particular wrong. 

It is argued by able minds that the bill of 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
is not germane as an amendment to the bill 
removing political disability. The Constitu- 
tion has been invoked upon that matter. It 
is not my purpose to discuss that branch of 
the subject, [tis inable hands. Thegentleman 
who offers the bill as an amendment is abund- 
antly able to meet any proposition that can 
be submitted adverse to it. I have read the 


Constitution for myself, and I am satisfied j 


that the proposed amendment is constitutional. 
If I had come to a different conclusion I could 
not vote for it, but I have voted for it uni- 
formly, and I intend to do so to the end. But 
let me state that I will go further: if the 


amendment should be voted down, I will then | 


vote for the bill in the absence of the amend- 
ment. 

Isupport theamendment of the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts for other reasons. 
One is, that I discover that if we should re- 
main here, as we certainly shall do, for a very 
considerable period, petitions will come in to 
such a degree, requiring so much paper, that 
really the price will be vastly enhanced, and 


it will thereby become a considerable tax to | 


the Government of the United States, for the 


I readily say to him that he. 


{Laugbter.] They would have į 


i be put at rest. 


Senator is receiving, I might -almost say, vol- 

umes; I know not what the quantity is; it is 

immense, however, from all parts of the nation ; 

and at a very early period you will find the 

steamers coming over. freighted with them 

from Europe; and, therefore, stationery. will 

advance very much, and I am anxious to get rid - 
of this subject at the earliest possible period 

by the passage of bis measure. | :{Laughter. ] 

Again I am reminded. that it is best to try: 
to get rid of the imposing Senator [Mr. SUM- ` 
NER] on that subject, just as the lady answered : 
her admirer. The suitor had been impor- 
tuning her time and again, and she had inva- 
riably declined to accept the proposition. At 
length, however, being very much annoyed, 
she concluded to say “ yes,’’ just to get rid of 
his importunity. 1 want to. go with the Sena- 
tor to get rid of this matter, [laughter,] 
because really, Mr. President, we find his bill 
here as a breakwater.. A concurrent resolu- 
tion was introduced here for the adjournment 
of Congress at a particular day. Well, you 
saw that bill thrust right on it. ‘‘ Stop,’ says 
he; ‘‘you must not adjourn until my bill is 
passed.’’ There it was again; here it is now; 
and we shall continue to have it; and I am 
for making peace with it by a general surren- 
der at once. (Laughter.] 

I stop notthere, Mr. President; I go further, 
and I indorse the Senator to the utmost degree 
in his proposition. When you vote general 
amnesty to the people of the South let them 


| know that it is not any dictation of theirs that 


prompts you thus to do, but that you have can- 
vassed the whole matter. Here are two great 
principles and two acts, cach of no small mag- 
nitude, and let them go hand in hand. If there 


| be those who would say that the one represents 


the lion and the other the lamb, let it be under- 
stood on this occasion that the lion and the 
lamb lie down together, and let the matter 
be thus consummated, and let both questions 
That is my view of the sub- 
ject. Then it will be unmistakably evident 
that the Congress of the United States looks 
to liberty, looks to everything else that we 
have pretended to guaranty to the freedmen, 
to the black men of the southern confeder- 
acy. We have declared them free. Now, kav- 
ing thus declared, let us by our action make 
it unmistakabie, because every Senator here 
knows, every intelligent mind is. very well 
aware of the fact, that the various Legisla- 
tures in the different States look into your 
action here minutely, and if there is the least 
fraction left vpon earth in the Jaws that you 
enact here, they will locaté upon it and they 
will seek advantages adverse to the intention 
of the acts of the Congress of the United 
States. ae 

This bill, in my belief, will heal every objec- 
tion upon that score, and when they take the 
one they will necessarily accept the other. They 
can reject neither the one nor the other; and 
if they ask the question, ‘‘ Why is it that we 
are thus abused?”’ as they will say they are by 
the act, because they will complain that it is 
arbitrary, they will see that they must go back 
to the beginning corner, and they must then 
be admonished, and they can always be thus 
admonished by those with whom they rest for 
subsequent justification: ‘You invoked it; 
your action prompted it; and we cannot and 
we will not go back upon what we have done ; 
if you think it is a bad matter, you had better 
make the best of it, for that is the true philo- 
sophie doctrine.”’ . 

Now, Mr. President, what are the facts easily 
illustrated? Jefferson . Davis lives; as for A. 
H. Stephens, the skeleton, there is no telling 
whether he will ever die; you cannot probe 
him with anything in any way, manner, or 
shape; there is nothing but skin and bone, 
and as long as the Lord lets it have breath 
you cannot reach it; he is not going to die; 
he would come back here in fifteen minutes 
if you would just pass a general bill, [Langh- 
ter.| Now we mustbe vigilant, we must look 
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to thé interests of the American nation. Look- 
ing to the interests of the American nation, 
we are admonished unmistakably that those 
men live, both Davis:.and Stepens, and while 
they.live we must be vigilant; we must look 
toward them, we must watch their influences, 
and we. must anticipate any action upon their 
arts Le : 
As-for the. Democracy being able to perpet- 
uate this great nation, that is a failure. They 
have been well tried,:and they are not able to 
do it. They haye- been weighed and found 
wanting in the scales. When they met as a 
great party in Charleston, it is well known they 
were ina grand majority, but they ran two can- 
didates to break themselves down. They had 
ample power then to elect a President and per- 
etuate their party,.but that party could not 
e perpetuated. What are their living lights 
to-day? They say now, ‘‘internal improve- 
ments.” They have located upon the great 
and grand principle first enunciated by the old 
Whig party; surely they have; they are all 
internal improvement men now; they are all 
bank men; they are all tariff men. Dem- 
ocracy now occupies. precisely the old Whig 
grounds, and not a great many years hence 
they will say that they, too, were in favor of 
the Ku Klux bill. It will be with them as 
with the distinguished Reverdy Johnson, when 
he was summoned down, by large levies being 
made on various portions of the country in 
North Carolina and South Carolina, to defend 
the Ku Klux. He responded to the money; 
but before he got through those trials he be- 
came disgusted, and said that it was impossible 
to recognize their acts; and what was his plea? 
The answer was ‘guilty, guilty, guilty?’ but, 
“ah,” said he, ‘as a mitigating thing wo had 
to form organizations here to protect ourselves; 
the black mon of the country had organized, and 
they were going to burn, pillage, and destroy 
the country at large P? 
Mr. President, does not every intelligent 
gentleman know that that is a threadbare argu- 
ment, a simple backing down? Why did they 
‘not invoke the power of the State government? 
Was there any intimation of that kind on their 

part? . None. Why did they not call on the 

President of the United States? Was any 
such intimation given to him? None. Was 
any intimation given that the members of that 
alleged black organization should be indicted 
and tried in the courts? None under heaven. 
The Democratic papers from all the cross- 
roads promulgated it as a farce, that the Ku 
Klux committee was only organized for the 
purpose of covering up the iniquitous acts of 
the President and his party. They now, how- 
ever, pretend to no such flimsy pretext; they 
acknowledge the existence of the Ku Klux 
organization, but they say it was started in 
self-defense.’ Thus they go. Thousands there 
are that have objected to the President of the 
United States. They say that he adheres to 
his friends. Upon that branch of the subject I 
will at all times be ready to meet such an ac- 
cusation as that, A President of the United 
States who will not stand up to and indorse 
his friends is uuworthy of so high and proud a 
position as that of Chief Magistrate of the 
United States. I cite the authority of General 
Jackson, if you please. What was the policy 
of General Jackson? When General Jackson 
was installed in the chair of state, this hue and 
cry was raised against him by the great party 
of which, as a boy, I was an humble advocate 
at that day. I thought they were right; I 
loved the great Whig party; I did not like the 
Democratic party, and I have never changed 
on that subject either. But General Jackson 
stood up to his friends throughout the Union. 
Washington society could testify to that. He 
stood up for his friends in the domestic circle. 
All manner of allegations were abroad; the 
forked tougue of slander was thrast at him in 
all manner of ways; and yet he stood firmand 
equable so far as friends were concerned, and 
he succeeded. He who does novdo that is uot 


Í 


very likely to- succeed, nor is he worthy of 
friends.: Fast friends expect to find a fast 
object upon which. they place their affection. 
Then when such an object-in found, there is no 
difficulty about it, 
“ Now, if I had any. objection on God Al- 
mighty’s earth to our President, it would be 
this, that he is not true enough to his friends. 
I want a man first: to know his friends, or 
endeavor to do so. He ought to be well versed 
in human nature, and when he has found and 
recognized a friend, never. give him up under 
any circumstances until it is unmistakably 
manifest that his regard is improperly placed, 
and then it is his bounden duty in an instant 
to see that justice be done.. That is the great 
principle—justice before generosity. Imain- 
tain that while the President thus acts, with 
all that can be heralded abroad against him, 
all the assaults that are made will fall harm- 
less at his feet, as they did at the feet of the 
great Father of his Country, Washington, when 
he so gloriously filled the chair of State, 

Mr. President, I have said much more than 
I intended when I rose. I will only say, in 
conclusion, that I think it is absolutely neces- 
sary that we look further to Jefferson Davis, 
A. H. Stephens, and those included in the 
exceptions. Time will wear on. If those 
gentlemen are repentant, let them manifest it, 
and whenever they do, I will accord to them 
that which is demanded by charity, generosity, 
magnanimity, and everything that is known to 
the American people, and relieve them ; but 
this is not the day. ‘The little documents that 
Il have presented here to-day give you an idea 
of what is abroad through the land. I regret 
that they were placed in my possession; most 
earnestly I deplore the facts stated, but they 
are facts; and yet, under all the circumstances, 
l am going to vote for the bill as spoken of, 
and I hope it will pass, and pass at a very early 
period, and that these men will be tried. If 
they prove worthy, it will be happy for the 
uation; if otherwise, power being yet securely 
in the hands of the great Republican party, 
who alone at this day are able to wield the 
destinies and perpetuate the existence of this 
great nation, L am satisfied. 

Mr. SAULSBURY obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. Does the Senator 
Delaware desire to go on this afternoon? 


from 


Mr, SAULSBURY. It is immaterial to 
me. I am willing to do so if it is the pleasure 


of the Senate, or defer my remarks until the 
morning. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Dela- 
ware desires to go on to-night, of course we 
shall listen to him with pleasure; but if he 
does not, I would like to call up two or three 
sinall bills before we adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Delaware yield? : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will defer to the wishes 
of the gentleman who has charge of the bill. 

Mr, WILSON. I moveto take up Senate bill 
No. 448. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. So far as my own iudi- 
vidual feelings are concerned I should yield 
with pleasure to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, but the gentleman having charge of the 
bill prefers that I should submit my remarks 
now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator from Del- 
aware allow me to interpose a motion that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

Mr. ANTHONY. LT hope we shall adjourn 
over, because I believe it will expedite the 
pubiic business. We have business before the 
committees that we cannot attend to in the 
mornings of days that the Senate sits. I have 


| been, and I presume most Senators have been, 


every day when not engaged in the Senate, on 
Thursdays aud Fridays, engaged in commit- 
tees. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Mor- 
ton] has Kept me in the committee-room on 


those days until far past any reasonable din- 
ner hour. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to state the reasons 
why I cannot vote for this motion. We have 
a bill before us that was from thirty to forty 
days in the hands of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the apportionment bill. They have 
now reported on that subject. There are some 
sixteen or seventeen State Legislatures that 
are in session. Many of those Legislatures 
desire to adjourn soon. We ought to act upon 
it. We ought to come here to-morrow and 
finish that bill this week, if it takes from now 
until Sabbath morning to do it. I hope, there- 
fore, that weshall meet to-morrow and take up 
the apportionment bill, press it to a vote, and 
settle it this week. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not see the 
slightest possibility that we shall take up the 
apportionment bill this week; and it certainly 
is true, as the Senator from Rhode Island has 
stated, that the committees are pressed with 
business, and I think the business of the coun- 
try will be facilitated if the committees have 
these two days to prepare their reports for the 
Senate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Can this motion be 
entertained if there be any objection to it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I suppose 


not. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I shall be forced 
to object. I want to get through with this 
amnesty bill to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ibegpardon. The Sen- 
ator should have objected before. This motion 
has been entertained and is before the Senate. 
I might as well object to the amnesty bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I think I objected 


before. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The motion is before the 
Senate, I believe, that when we adjourn to-day 
we adjourn to meet on Monday, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope that motion will not 
prevail; I have had a little experience in this 
body; I have heard this talk about the meet- 
ings of committees a great many times, and I 
confess it has always failed to impress me as 
it has been impressed on the mind of my friend 
from Rhode Island. I do think that we owe 
it to the States to dispose of the apportionment 
bill. In my own State I see they are talking 
of a final adjournment of the Legislature on 
the 10th of February. — If the bill of the Senate 
committee shall pass, it will necessitate a new 
apportionment in our State, and either throw 
the election over a year or incur the expense 
of an extra session of the Legislature. 

I am told we may not take up that bill to- 
morrow. : Very well, we shall make progress 
with something else, which will bring us one 
day nearer to it, so that we shall get it up 
sooner by sitting to-morrow. 

I think I may say that I believe there is no 
Senator in this body more prompt in his attend- 
ance upon committee duties than myself. I 
have not failed to attend every meeting of 
every committee of which I am a member, with 
one single exception, and then only because I 
was sitting with one committee while another 
was in session. I think a little more labor and 
a little less talk is what we want in this body ; 
that is my judgment, and that we shall get as 
mach work from committees as we want if we 
hold a session to-morrow. I have no idea but 
what the motion will prevail, but I state my 
convictions. Ido think there is a moral re- 
ponsibility on us to sit here and do the duties 
that we are sent here for, and this talk about 
duties in committee is not good moonshine. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senate will | 
not adjourn over. I do not, however, agree 
with the Senator from Maine in the last re- 
mark that he made, that this talk about work 
in committees is mere moonshine. Commit- 
tee duties, according to my experience, are 
very laborious, particularly in the committee 
where I am chiefly engaged, so much so that 
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that committee has resolved to hold night ses- 
sions. But notwithstanding that, I think we 
ought to stay here and do some business. 
Here is the apportionment bill that is press- 
ing upon us. The Legislatures of the various 
States are in session, and some of them are 
continuing their sessions, in order to redistrict 
the States according to the law of Congress 
which shall be passed apportioning Represent- 
atives to them. They cannot, of course, dis- 
trict their States for members of Congress 
until they know how many members they are 
to have. - 

That is the bill which is pressing upon us; 
and the amnesty question is pressing upon us; 
and it ought to be settled. JI was in hopes 
that we could stay here to-night until we got a 
vote on amnesty; and if we cannot do it to- 
_ night I hope it may be the understanding that 
when we come here to-morrow we will not 
adjourn until we have disposed of the amnesty 
question one way or the other. The Senator 
from South Carolina made an effort the other 
day to get an agreement to take the vote at 
some particular time upon that subject, and 
I should be very glad if the Senate could come 
to such an understanding; but if not, I do 
hope the friends of amnesty will stand by the 
bill, and not adjourn to-morrow until we get 
a vote upon it. I trust the Senate will not to- 
day adjourn over until Monday. Let us sit 
to-morrow at any rate, if we cannot sit on 
Saturday. 

Mr. COLE. Before the Senator from Hli- 
nois came in, a moment ago, the subject of 
taking up the apportionment bill and making 
it a special order for to-morrow was discussed 
by some of the Senators here, and if he, as 
chairman of the committee having that bill in 
charge, is ready to go ox with it to-morrow, I 
would suggest to him that he move to make 
it the special order for to-morrow, and let us 
dispose of it on that day. There is, as has 
been stated over and over again, very great 
necessity for disposing of that bill at once. The 
Legislature of my State is in session. ‘They 
wish to make the new apportionment at this 
session of the Legislatuse, and they need time 
to do it. The same is true, as is stated, of a 
dozen or sixteen other States. I ask the 
Senator, therefore, to move to make that bill 
the special order for to-morrow, and let us 
dispose of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Tam ready to take up 
the apportionment bill, and should be very 
glad to take it up to-morrow, or would have 
been glad to have it taken up to-day ; but I can- 
not antagonize the apportionment bill against 
the amnesty bili, which has been under discus- 
sion. The friends of amnesty have been equally 
urgent that that bill be disposed of, and I will 
say to the Senator from California that in my 
judgment economy of time requires us, when 
we have got one subject up and have partially 
discussed it, to hold on to it until we finish it. 
The debate upon amnesty will come to an end 
some time or other if we hold the Senate to it, 
and I hope there will be no giving way. 

Mr. COLE. It promises now to run on 
indefinitely. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It will not, 1 assure the 
Senator from California, if it can be under- 
stood in the Senate that the amnesty bill is not 
to get the go-by for every person who wants to 
make a speech upon some other subject, or 
introduce some other proposition, and have it 
informally laid aside. Let it be understood 
that it will be laid aside for nothing until it is 
ended. That is the way to accomplish busi- 
ness here. While I am anxious to take up 
the apportionment bill, I do not feel at liberty 
to move to postpone the amnesty bill for the 
purpose of taking it up. I think true econ- 
omy requires us to come here to-morrow, take 
up the amnesty bill at one o’clock, and finish 
it to-morrow. 

My. COLE. There is no such special rea- 
son, as I understand it, for an early disposi- 


tion of the amnesty bill, as there is for prompt } 


action on the apportionment bill. The Legis- 
latures of the several States I suppose are 
not to act on that, nor are any other bodies; 
it may be postponed without any detriment to 
anybody; but not so with the apportionment 
bill, which must be acted upon by the several 
States where the apportionment istoberemade. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from South Carolina that there are 
several Senators who desire to speak upon the 
amnesty bill, as I understand the facts of the 
ease. {do not think the amnesty bill is losing 
anything by being fully discussed here, nordo 
I think the amendment proposed by my col- 
league is losing anything in the Senate or the 
country by being discussed here. I would be 
glad to have a vote upon the subject to-mor- 
row; but Í do not believe we can get one if 
the matter is pressed. But of one thing I am 
sure: that we canafford to spend three or four 
days on that measure if we desire to do 80; 
but we have no three or four days to spend on 
the apportionment bill that has just come to 
us from the Committee on the Judiciary. That 
bill ought to be settled, and it ought to be 
settled this week. It will be several days be- 
fore it will become a law anyway. It oughtto 
be passed for the sake of the Legislatures that 
are now sitting, and who will desire to adjourn 
soon. . 

Tt seems to me the best thing to do is to take 
up to-morrow theapportionmeént bill, and settle 
it this week if we can, and I think we can do it. 
Then take up the amnesty bill on Monday, and 
if the Senator from South Carolina thinks we 
can get through it on Monday, let us sit it out; 
if not, sit it out on Tuesday and stand by the 
bill. I agree with the general doctrine an- 
nounced here, that it is best when we get a bill 
up to stand by it; but there is an absolute 
necessity for taking up the apportionment bill. 
Tt may be days in the House, if we amend it, 
before it is finally passed, and if the Legis- 
latures are forced to adjourn, owing to our 
dilatory action, without districting their States, 
there will be complaint in the country, aud 
there ought to be complaint. I think that 
stands before any other measure we have 
pending in the Senate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is it decided by the 
Chair that the motion made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
not having been objected to at the proper time, 
is now before the Senate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I appeal to the 
Senate not to adjourn over to Monday, but to 
come here on Friday, and if need be on Satur- 
day, until this question is decided. I hope the 
motion will not prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is, that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ihave voted for a sim- 
ilar motion every time it has been made at this 
session, and I believe every other session, and 
have made it frequently myself, and I believe 
it is the best way to dispatch the business of 
the Senate understandingly. So far from there 
being no necessity for committees to meet to 
occupy the days when the Senate is not in ses- 
sion, the committees do meet. The Senate 
did not sit Jast Friday and did not sit last 
Saturday, but it is known to some of us that 
we were on committee work the whole of 
Friday and the whole of Saturday. Jam sure 
I was. So far from escaping labor by the 
adjournment over, I labor harder those two 
days than any two days of the week. But if 
the Senator from South Carolina says that it 
is his purpose to ask the Senate to sit out the 
amnesty bill to-morrow, then I shall vote 
against adjourning over to Monday. If it is 
not his purpose to ask the Senate to set out 


| the bill to-morrow, then I shall vote to adjourn 


to Monday. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. It is my purpose to 
ask the Senate to sit out this bill to-morrow. 
Mr. POMEROY. I have refrained from 


taking any part in the amnesty debate, think- 
ing we should get a vote, and if we could get 
a vote to-morrow that would be a very desira- 
ble thing ; but I do feel a special interest in 
*the apportionment bill, and I was going: to 
move if we cannot get a vote on the amnesty 
bill, to postpone that. bill and take up the ap- 
portionment bill. The Legislature of my own 
State, as is the case in other States, is now in 
session. In any event we have got-to.district 


the State, because the whole State is.now in 
one district. Our constitution limits the term 
that the Legislature can stay together. They 
cannot be together: more than forty days. 
More than half that time is out now, and they 
have not yet taken up the apportionment 
question in the Legislature. 

Mr. COLE. The time is limited in my 
State also. : 

Mr POMEROY. There will be, I think, 
reasonable ground of complaint against us, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts bas said, if 
we spend our time day after day and week 
after week on this amnesty bill and yet take 
no vote on it or any other. If the amnesty 
bill can be disposed of to-morrow, I am will- 
ing to stick by it; if not-—— 

Mr. RAMSEY. Why does not the Senator 
now move to postpone the amnesty bill for the 
purpose of taking up the apportionment bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. I was suggesting that 
very motion. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Let that bill be taken up, 
and the question of adjourning over to Monday 
can be settled afterward, 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to test the 
sense of the Senate on this one question: 
whether we will proceed with the amnesty bill 
or the apportionment bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I desire 
to make a suggestion. May we not name 
some hour to-morrow, say nine o’clock to- 
morrow night, or ten o'clock to-morrow night, 
or some earlier hour, to take the vote on the 
amnesty bill? Iunderstand certain gentlemen 
desire to address the Senate on that question. 
We might name an hour and get through the 
bill to-morrow. If an hour isnamed, and it is 
certain that we can take the vote on the bill 
and the amendments at a particular hour, 
there can be no difficulty. {£ will say eight 
o'clock to-morrow. [‘ Nol!” “Nol??] I will 
gay six, or five o'clock, or any hour that is 
satisfactory. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are several Sena- 
tors who desire to address the Senate on that 
bill who will not consent. to such an arrange- 


ment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That will 
give a long period of time to those who desire 
to speak. 


Mr. POMEROY. There are those who wiil 
not, I understand, agree to take the vote at any 
particular hour. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope the friends uf 
the bill will sit it out to-morrow night. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the present 
and all prior orders be postponed, and that we 
proceed to the consideration of the bill known 
as the apportionment bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That mo- 
tion is not in order, and will not be until the 
pending question is disposed of. The pending 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. POMEROY. I would like to know if 
we cannotpostpone the pending question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis impossible to take 
the vote on the amnesty bill to-morrow. 
think Iam more anxious than any other Sen- 
ator here to have that vote taken and the bill 
disposed of; but we know that there are a 
number of Senators who desire to speak upon 
it and who fairly ought to be allowed to speak 
upon it. There has been none of that debate 

upon this bill which was intended to prolong 
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the question. The debate has all been legiti- 
mate and fair; and it is not exhausted.. Now, 
if the Senator from South Carolina undertakes 
to.press the bill to a vote to-morrow night, he 
will find himself with a bare quoram here; at 
least he will not find the Senate as full as he 
would wish it to be when the vote is taken. 
We cannot take the vote to morrow or the 
next day on the amnesty bill. . 

Mr, POMEROY, (to Mr. Anrnony.) With- 
draw. your motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Why? 

Mr. POMEROY. So that we may take the 
vote now on the question of postponing the 
amnesty bill and taking up the apportionment 


bill. * 

Mr. ANTHONY... Iwill do that if I can 
have the privilege of renewing my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Senator 
from Rhode Island withdraws his motion, the 
pending question will be on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina, to postpone the 
consideration of the amnesty bill, now before 
the Senate, and take up House bill No. 1050, 
onthe same subject. 

‘Mr. ANTHONY. I shall not withdraw my 


motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let me inquire whether 
the Senator from South Carolina can make 
that motion? He can make a motion to post- 
pone the pending order; and when the Senate 
shall have affirmatively voted with him to post- 
pone it, then. it will be within the province of 
the Sonate to take up any question. We only 
need an afirmative vote to postpone, and then 
if any Senator can get the Hoor and move to 
take up the apporiionmeut bill, he has a right 
so todo, A motion to postpone and a motian 
to take up do not go together. You cannot 
make them in one motion. 

Mr. WILSON. Is it in order to move to 
postpone the pending question until Monday 
next at one o'ciock, and make it the special 
order for that time, with a view to take up the 
apportionment bill in the meantime? 

Mr. ANTHONY. What is the pending 
question-—the motion to adjourn to Monday? 

Mr. WILSON. 1 mean the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICKER. The pend- 
ing question is the motion that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it be to Monday next. 

Mr. WILSON. I thought that was with- 


drawn, 
No, sir. 


Mr, ANTHONY. 

Mr. WILSON. The amnesty bill is before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island is not with- 
drawn, as I understand, 

Mr. WILSON. Tam told it is not in order 
for me to make the motion I wished to make. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If the Senator had 
made that motion, I would have said * let this 
bill be made the special order for Monday at 
one o'clock," 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not hear the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SUMNER. Have the amnesty bill made 
the special order for Monday at onc o'clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is the Senator from 
South Carolina willing to do that, and let am- 
nesty go over to Monday at one o'clock? I 
think we might as well do it in the temper of 
the Senate, although I am as anxious as he ig 
to dispose of the umnesty bill. If, however, 
the Senator from South Carolina will consent 
to allow the amnesty bill to go over until Mon- 


day, to be made the special order for one | 


o'clock that day, I will then ask the Senate 
to take up the apportionment bill and proceed 
with it to-morrow, and see if we cannot get 
through with it to-morrow. I do not think 
there will be any great debate on the appor- 
tionment bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
arrangement, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I hope the Senate, 
by general consent, will let the amnesty bill 
be made the special order for Monday at one 


I will consent to that 


o'clock, and when that is done, I will move to 
take up the apportionment bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. If the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina will permit me, 
I will make one suggestion to him. If he wants 
to get his amnesty bill acted upon at all, he 
must not consent to its being suspended one 
moment, according tomy judgement; he must 
press it now, and until the Senate finally act 
upon it. He sees that itis the purpose of many 
Senators on the opposite side of the House to 
defeat that bill by any mode of tactics that 
they can adopt. I therefore think thatif the 
Senate is disposed to pass the bill, the proper 
and politic temper in which the Senator from 
South Carolina ought to press it, is to press it 
unceasingly until the Senate is brought to act 
finally on the subject. He will save time by 
it; he will have quite as certain a mode of 
passing the bill in that way as any other, and 
it is certainly, according to my experience of 
proceedings in the Senate, an economy of 
time when the Senate takes up a subject to 
act upon it until they finally dispose of it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iassure my honorable 
friend from Kentucky that there are several 
Senators who are absent, or will be absent 
to-morrow, who would like to vote for the 
amnesty bill, and who will be here on Monday 
or Tuesday next. That isthe reason I consent 
to the postponement until Monday. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand, then, the 
Senator from South Carolina withdraws his 
motion to postpone, in order to take up another 
bill, and will now move to postpone the am- 
nesty bill until Monday at one o’clock, and 
make it the special order. Is that the motion ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iwill consent to that, 
provided there be no objection to making the 
amnesty bill the special order fur Monday, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator does not 
make that motion, I make it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [suppose it must be done, 
if at all, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. T desire to give notice 
that if the Senate is not inclined to dispose of 
the amnesty bill—and the Senate is evidently 
not disposed to sit i, out—other business will 
be brought forward. It seems to me that the 
debate on amnesty has already exhausted 
itself. Other business will intervene, and there 
will be a constant struggle for the floor. I 
think the bill represented by the Senator from 
Ulnois ought to be passed to-morrow, but I 
believe that if the amnesty bill is laid aside 
now it will be some time before it will be 
reached again. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If we could, by unaa- 
imous consent, make it the special order for 
one o'clock on Monday, 1 think the Senate 
would stand by that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be 
made a special order hy a two-thirds vote of 
the Senate. The bill now being before the 
Senate, the Senate, by a two-thirds vote, can 
make it a special order for Monday next. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. Does anybody object 
to that? Ido not hear any objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The effect of it is what 
I referred to, that it will be crowded aside by 
unfinished business, and a special order is of 
no account in the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it is worth 
something. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very little. 

Mr. MORTON. It is very important for 
many considerations that the apportionment 
bill shall be passed within the next three or 
four days. I apprehend that it will require 
more time to pass that bill than the Senator 
from Illinois seems to think will be required. 
The immediate passage of that bill is import- 
ant. There is other business the dispatch of 
which is practically important. ‘There is no 
practica! importance in the immediate passage 
of an amnesty bill. Whether itis passed now, 
| or ten days, or twenty days hence can make 


but very little difference. It is a matter of 
sentiment and of ambition more than anything 
else. There is but very little practical import- 
ance in the passage of the amnesty bill next 
week or twenty days hence. It will be dis- 
posed of during the session; there is no doubt 
about that. Why should it be so pertinaciously 
pressed against everything else, as if it was 


i more important than everything else to the 


country that the disabilities of men who have 
been engaged inthe rebellion shall be relieved ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I consider this bill 
all-important to a great portion of my coustit- 
uents, and there are a great many men down 
there who are now prepared to hold office.. 
I have their letters to-day, and I will say, if 
that be any evidence of their loyalty to the 
Government, that some of them were elected 
to office by a Radical Legislature. Their 
demands are pressing on me to get their dis- 
abilities removed. So it is in the State of 
Mississippi; there are numbers of State off- 
cers who cannot qualify. {call on the Sena- 
tors who are the friends of amnesty to stand by 
the bill. If there be no disposition to adjourn 
over until Monday, let us sit it out to-morrow 
or next day. 

My friend from Ohio intimates that I am 
not disposed to press the bill. Tam willing 
to sit it out to-night; 1 am willing never to 
leave the Senate Chamber until the maiter is 
disposed of. If it cannot be agreed on by 
unanimous consent to take up the bill at one 
o’clock on Monday, I ask Senators to sit it 
out to-night. But I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be laid aside until Monday at one 
o’clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not understand 
that there is any objection to granting unan- 
imous consent to make the amnesty bill the 
special order for one o’clock on Monday, and 
to take up the apportionment bill in the mean 


time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from South Carolina asks unanimous consent 
that the amnesty bill be postponed and made 
the special order for Monday‘at one o'clock. 
Ts there objection? 

Mr. HILL rose. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Georgia object? 

Mr. HILL. To this extent-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to Monday next. 

Mr. HILL. I do not make objection, but I 
ask leave to make a suggestion by way of 
amendment to the proposition; and that is, 
that the vote shall not be taken until Tuesday, 
because it is known that there will be several 
Senators here on that day who cannot be here 
on Monday. I wish the bill taken up on Mon- 
day, but 1 do not, as a friend of the bill, desire 
the vote to be taken until Tuesday. 

Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Georgia does not object to the bill being 
postponed and made the special order for 
Monday at one o'clock, but he desires ıt 
coupled with the condition that the final vote 
shall not be taken until Tuesday. Is there 
objection to the proposition in that shape? 
['* No!” *No!’’] ‘The Chair hears no objec- 
tion; and it is therefore ordered that the am- 
nesty bill, with the pending amendment, be 
postponed until Monday next at one o’clock, 
and that the final vote upon the bill shall not 
be taken until Tuesday. 

Mr, CONKLING and Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Not before Tuesday? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Tuesday. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island has not yet yielded his 
motion, that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday. 


Not before 


1872. | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust the Senator 
will not press that motion now, but let us 
take up the apportionment bill, so that it will 
be in order at one o’clock to-morrow to pro- 
ceed with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 


ator from Rhode Island insist on his motion?. 


Mr. ANTHONY. 
the vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I hope the Senate 
will not agree to the motion. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 23, noes 25. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Imove that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the apportion- 
ment bill, being House bill No. 243. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and after nine- 
teen minutes spent in the consideration of 
executive business the doors were reopened, 
and (at four o’clock and thirty-four minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


We might as well take 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, January 25, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. P. Newman, D. D., Chaplain of 
the Senate. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


TheSPEAKER. The morning hour begins 
at ten minutes past twelve o’clock, and the 
House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 1048) to establish an educational 
fund, and to apply the proceeds of the public 
lands to the education of the people. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, the earliest 
American constitution which contains a bill 
of rights was adopted by Virginia on the 29th 
day of June, 1776. It was largely inspired by 
Jefferson, with the fires of the Declaration of 
Independence still burning in heart and brain. 
It contains this sentence: 

“No free Government or the blessings of liberty 


can be preserved to any people-but by a frequent 
recurrence to fundamental principles.” ` 


This sentenceis repeated in the constitutions 
of many of the other original States. It was 
copied into that of Massachusetts, by the pen 
of John Adams, Our late wise and venerable 
Chief Justice delighted to quote it. I suppose 
our fathers meant to assert that it was not upon 
the form or mechanism that they were contriv- 
ing, but on the ideas and principles upon which 
it was based, that they depended for the per- 
manence of their work. Possessed by this pro- 
found truth, the Democratic party of the State 
of Connectient, in the year 1870, in State con- 
vention resolved— ‘ 

“Phat the source of power being in the people, free 
schools and general education are essential to good 
government and the perpetuation of free institu- 
tions.” 

What prompted this admirable utterance I 
do not know. Whether it wassincere will per- 
haps be shown by the action of the political 
associates of these gentlemen in relation to 
this measure. Perhaps the Connecticut Dem- 
ocrats were led to assert this fundamental prin- 
ciple by the memory of the fact that it was 
to the statesmen of Connecticut largely that 
this country owes the admirable division of 
power between the nation and the States upon 
which the permanence of our institutions and 
the liberties of our people so largely depend. 


I desire, while so much fear is expressed that 
the necessities of self-preservation and recon- 
struction have caused an encroachment by the 
General Government on the proper functions 
of the States, to spend a little time in asking 
the favor of the House to a measure calculated 
to secure State rights. 

Our Republic differs from all other forms of 
civil polity, not only in its object, but also in 
its mechanism. The principle of democracy 
was no new thing in history. Lofty and gen- 
erous conceptions of the end of government 
have in almost every age lent a charm to the 
dreams of poets and the theories of philoso- 
phers. But the peculiar division of powers 
between the general and the local authority, 
which is the distinction, and to foreigners the 
puzzle of the American Constitution, was first 
conceived in the Convention of 1787, and was 
due largely to three or four of the members 
of that body. Men trained in European 
methods of thought find it hard to under- 
stand how there can exist two separate and 
distinet sovereignties, the State and the nation, 
whose jurisdictions cover precisely the same 
territory, and are distinguished only by the 
subject-matter over which they extend, and 
yet which no more jostle or jar each other 
than the light and heat which pass from the 
sun to the planets crowd out the forces of 
gravitation which chain them in their orbits. 
This admirable arrangement combines the 
strength of a great empire with the freedom 
of the smallest democracy. The national 
power which defends, the local self-govern- 
ment which educates the citizen are here com- 
bined. But the sincere friends of State rights 
sometimes forget, the noisy and blatant pre- 
tenders to such friendship cannot understand, 
that asthe division between these two func- 
tions is not material or territorial, so the 
security which each has against an infringe- 
ment by the other is moral and not physical. 
In their ordinary routine, the duties of the 
State and the nation never conflict. The lines 
which separate them are distinct and plain to 
be seen. The surest way to prevent them from 
being obliterated is to prevent the recurrence 
of those great State necessities in the pres- 
ence of which the people can afford to neglect 
no means and fail to use. no instruments 
which are needful to the public safety. 

If the Democratic party had opposed the 
rebellion, the vast and undefined war powers 
would have slumbered in the Constitution for- 
ever. If the Democratic party had opposed 
murder and outrage on unoffending citizens 
at the South, the legislation of last spring and 
the proclamation of martial law would have 
been unheard of. If the Democratic party 
will honestly lend its aid in promoting educa- 
tion at the South by State instrumentalities, no 
others will be needed or desired. 

How ignorance renders necessary those 
appeals to the central power which have of 
late excited alarm for the powers of the Siates, 
the following extract from the remarks of 
Judge Bond, of the United States circuit 
court, to the prisoners just convicted in the 
Ku Klux trials, furnish an impressive lesson: 

“ Close of the Ku Klux Trials—Judge Bond’s Charge 
to the Prisoners—Judge Bond thereupon addressed 
the following remarks to the prisoners: 

“You have pleaded guilty to an indictment which 
charges you with conspiring with other men through- 
out this State to intimidate a certain class of voters 
by means of threats, beating, and even killing, 
because that class of citizens were opposed to the 
conspirators in political opinion. We acknowledge 
great perplexity in determining what punishment 
should be meted out to you. 

“We have no words strong enough to signify our 
horror at the means employed to carry out the pur- 
pose of the Klans. Our difficulty is personal to you. 

ou have, as it appears from your statements to the 
court, been brought up in the most deplorableignor- 


ance. Atthe age of manhood, but one or two of 
you can either read or write, and you have lived in 


a community where the evidence seems to establish | 


the fact that the men of prominence and education, 
those who by their superiority in these respects 
establish and control public opinion, were for the 
most part participants in the conspiracy, or so much 
in terror of it that you could obtain from them 
neither protection nor advice, had you soughtit.” 
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*‘ There is abundant proof of the nature and char- 
acter of the conspiracy. Evidence of mighty raids 
by bands of disguised men, who broke into the houses 
of negroes and dragged them from their beds parents 
and children, and, tying them to trees, unmercifully 
beat them, is exhibited in every case. Murder and 
rape are not unfreguent accompaniments, the story 
of which is too indecent for public mention. The 
persons upon whom these atrocities are committed 
are almost always colored people. Whatever excuse 
is given for a raid, its conclusion was almost always 
accompanied by a rebuke for the former exercise of 
the suffrago and a warning as to the future exercise 
of the right to vote. But what is quite as appalling 
to the court as the horrible nature of these offenses, 
is the utter absence on your part, and on the part 
of others who have made confession here, of any 
sense of feeling that you have done anything very 
wrong in your confessed participation in outrages 
Which are unexampled outside of the Indian ter- 
ritory. i 

“‘Somo of your comrades recite the circumstances 
of a brutal,unprovoked murder. done by themselves, 
with as little apparent abhorrence as they would re- 
late the incidents of a pic-nic, and you yourselves 
speak of the number of blows with a hickory which 
you inflicted at midnight upon the lacerated, bleed- 
ing back of a defenceless woman, without so much 
as a blush or sigh or regret. None of you seem to 
have the slightest idea of or respect for the sacred- 
ness of the human person. Some of you have your- 
selves been beaten by the Klans without feeling a 
smart, but the physical pain. There appears to be 
no wounding of the spirit; no such sense of injury 
to yourself as a man as would be felt by the humblest 
of your fellow-citizens in any other part of the 
United States with which I am acquainted. 

There the citizen upon whom such outrages were 
perpetrated, stung to madness by the insult to his 
manhood, would be swift to follow the wrong-door 
to the end of the world to make him atone for it. 
You make excuse for this in your statement to the 
court that you are very ignorant; that the Klans 
would have beaten you and even killed you had you 
refused to join them in their crimes. Some of you 
now particularly before me have actually sutfered 
for your refusal before you really united in mem- 
bership with them. The court, in an endeavor to 
recognize some features of humanity in you, hag 
considered these facts which you plead as excuses, 
You havegrown up in acountry where slavery existed 
for a long time, and where the whipping-post was a 
standing institution. 

“To seo blacks flagelated was no unusual occur- 
rence. The scene often viewed, with its novelty, 
lost its revolting effect. And when it came to be 
understood that the human person was not so 
sacred in the colored man as to secure immunity 
from outrage, it did not take it long to lose its sacred 
character in yourselves, and in all other men who, 
like tho colored man, was obliged to labor. It must 
be from this cause that your utter indifference to 
wrongs, which among freemen would stir a fever in 
the blood of age, arises. And then you tell us that 
you differ from many other portions of the country 
in this, that it has always been obligatory upon you, 
and the class to which you belong, to look to per- 
sons of wealth and education for command, and that 
you, in your ignorance, had to follow such persons 
implicitly.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the most earnest friends 
of State righis will certainly agree with me that 
nothing can protect the local power against 
the central so much as the promotion of gen- 
eral education. The more educated and in- 
telligent the people become, the more certain 
are they in the first place to take just views of 
the meaning of the Constitution. The bet 
ter educated they are, the greater their capa- 
city to grasp the fandamental principles upon 
which the protection of the rights of the States, 
the weaker power, against the nation, the 
stronger power, isin the endto depend. The 
better educated the people, the surer they are 
to see the importance of obeying the general 
rules, of respecting constitational safeguards, 
and of opposing Jaw and duty against tempo- 
rary inclination accompanied by power. 

Education secures to a State the possession 
of all those forees upon which it must depend 
for the protection of its rights against any 
other power. 

Education means wealth, and equality in its 
distribution. ‘This is one great means of de- 
fense against any encroachments from above. 

Education, the simple capacity to read and 
write, adds twenty-five per cent. to the wages 
of the working classes of a State, and of course 
tends so much to the creation and distribution 
of its wealth. 

Education increases the number of patents, 
index of the mechanical power and ingenuity of 
a State, which, in our bistory, we know as one 
of the chief sources both of its wealth and of its 
capacity for self-defense. In California, where 
the uumber of persons who cannot read and 
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write is only four to the hundred, the number 
of patents:taken out during the last year was 
one to every 2,400.persons. In Connecticut, 
where the number who cannot read and write 
is the same, the number of patents during the 
last- year has been one to every 966 persons; 
while in Arkansas, where the number of persons 
who cannotread and write is sixteen to one hun- 
dred, the number of patents taken out is one 
to every.87,267 of the inhabitants. In Florida, 
where the number of persons who cannot read 
and ‘write is twenty-three to one hundred, the 
number of patents taken out during the ycar 
was one to. every 31,291 persons; and the 
same general principle holds good through the 
whole United States. 

So that education protects State rights, first, 
by. increasing wealth, which is power; sec- 
ondly, by distributing wealth, which is general 
power; thirdly, by adding twenty-five per 
cent. to the earnings of the laboring classes, 
which is power and wealth to them; and 
fourthly, by increasing the ingenuity and me- 
chanical power of the State, which is wealth 
and strength. 

Education also stimulates the wants of the 
edacated people, and develops and increases 
the activity which supplies them, in that way, 
also, bringing wealth in its train. 

Education promotes in the State understand- 

„ing of the laws of trade and of political econ- 
omy, and so it promotes the understanding of 
the laws by which the State best asserts its 
rights, In a word, education is general brain- 
power, with which, in the contest of political 
forces, universally in the end the victory 
rests. 

Education is also military power. The best- 
educated nations, by the common experience 
of mankind, are the strongest in war. 

Edacation is power of diplomacy, rendering 
the State strongest in defeudiog itself by the 
arts of peace. 

Idueation is ivflnence over other men, 
which, in the politieal contests in this coun- 
try, determines the political power, 

On the other hand, ignorance creates weak- 
ness, creates dependence, substitutes blind 
and jealous hatred for self-respect and inde- 
pendence. ? 

Now, what State valaing its own rights 
can Object to that development within itself 
of its mental avd moral forces, those forces 
which govern the world? ‘The habit of gov- 
cerning himself, which grows up in the citi- 
zen with education, depends ou his mental 
and moral power, And the babitof govern: 
ing hinaself in the citizen brings with it the 
habit of self government of the State of which 
he isa member. ‘The habit of governing him- 
self in the individual also restricts and dimin- 
ishes the functions and the necessity of gov- 
erument, So faras the people are educated, 
just so far the functions and the necessities 
of government recede and disappear, thus 
rendering unnecessary the appeals to the cen- 
tral power which constitute the pretext of its 
interference. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we have had in this 
House, within the past week, an instance of an 
appeal by the conflicting and turbulent forces 
of a State made to the central power, as to 
which both parties in this House concurred hoth 
in lamenting it and in conceding that it was 
necessary. Both parties in this House agreed 
that the condition of the governments of the 
South, so eloquently depicted by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, (Mr. Voornees,] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] was 
due to the fact that, in reconstructing those 
States, you had based their governments upon 
their ignorance. The criticism was just, in 
part. You did, Republican statesmen, in 
reconstructing those States, found their gov- 
ernments upon their ignorance. You could 
not do otherwise. The education of those 
States had proved itself unfit to govern. Those 


States had proved the inexorable truth, that | 


tyranny of one class over another is bad and 


degrading to both. What we have to say, 
however, is not that the event has shown 
that ignorance is fitted to govern the State, 
but only that the event has shown that the 
ignorant slave is less injured and degraded 
by the relation than the educated tyrant. 


failed to see that the power to establish gov- 
ernment on the will of the whole people, which 
you asserted, was in the nature of things in- 
separable from the power to require the edu- 
cation of the whole people. And the Repub- 
lican statesmen of the close of the war are 
only to be reproached, in regard to their deal- 
ing with the South, with the fact that this truth 
dawned slowly on their minds, or that they 
failed altogether to see it. You thought if you 
wrote on a paper, ‘‘ Let the whole people gov- 
ern;’’ you thought if you wrote on parchment, 
“Let the black man vote,’’ and stamped it 
with a seal and put it away in the archives of 
the State Department, and had it proclaimed 
by the President, you had done something. 
But you failed to remember that the Govern- 
ment you had created would be a reproach to 
the principle of democracy itself unless you 
added, ‘‘ But when the black man votes he 
shall have secured to him the knowledge how 
to vote.” You thought in the precedents of 
this Governmentthat the powers of the national 
Government, and the distinction between them 
and the powers of the States, were to be ascer- 
tained by seeing what particular machine had 
been used heretofore in their accomplishment, 
and not by looking to see what end has the 
national Government the right to accomplish 
or to guaranty. 

But your offense toward the South is light 
compared with that of your Democratie oppo- 
nents. With what hatred, what bitter and 
relentiess hatred, has the Democratic party 
pursued these unhappy States of the South! 
How has that party sought to fasten upon that 
beautiful and unfortunate section of our land 
everything that degrades mankind! Slavery, 
poverty, erime, disorder, ignorance, have in 
turn found in that party etlicieat aud active 
allies. When measures to redress these are pro- 
posed in Congress, Democracy clamors that 
they should be left to the States; when pro- 
posed to the States, itclamors that they should 
be left to counties or localities. In the county 
or locality they are left by that party to the 
Ku Klax Klan, who burn the school-house 
and murder or whip the teacher. Look at 
‘Tennessee to-day, under the rule of that party, 
with a school system in but twenty-two or 
twenty-three out of ninety-one counties, and 
the school system, although adopted by a vote 
of the people, not actually put in force in all 
those. In that State, Mr. Speaker—I have it 
from the most trustworthy information—there 
cun be found county after county in which 
there hag not been a child at school for twelve 
months, and will not be a child at school for 
twelve months to come. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beer] 
the other day spoke eloquently and reproach- 
fully of the debt which he said had beén piled 
up in the southern States under Republican 
misrule. It is dcubtless a great wrong waste- 
fuliy to impose a burden of debt on the ener- 
gies of a State, but how trifling compared 
with crushing out the intellect of a people by 
ignorance. I think I could refer that gentle- 
man to a State where the Democratic rule has 
been uninterrupted for years. Throughout all 
the period of the war, throughout all the 
period of reconstruction, the Democratic rule 
in Kentucky has been undisturbed. Now, in 
Kentucky there is a white native population 
of 1,035,000. Of these there are, over ten 
years of age, 724,742; and of that number— 
I speak now of the white native population, 
| not the colored—there cannot read or write 
193,846—native whites over the age of ten 
vears. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in taking the census they 
itake the statement of the man inquired of 


‘The mistake you made was this: that you | 


whether he can read and write. In a large 
number of instances the pride of the ignorant 
person leads to a fulse answer. In all instances 
a person who can barely write his name or 
recognize a few characters makes the claim. 
It is awell-settled fact in educational statistics, 
never disputed, that at least thirty per cent. 
should be added to that census number to get 
at the actual number of those who are practi- 
cally illiterate for all purposes of acquiring 
information by reading, or using writing as a 
means of communicating with others. Adding 
that thirty per cent. you have 251,999—more 
than one third of the entire white native popu- 
lation of Kentucky, who are practically illit- 
erate. 

Mr. BECK. Where does the gentleman get 
his information ? 

Mr. HOAR. From the census. 

Mr. BECK. The census, taken by fellows 
who tried to make the showing as bad as pos- 
sible! And let me tell the gentleman that 
nearly every one of those men who cannot 
read or write, understands and practices the 
Constitution better than the gentleman himself, 

Mr. HOAR. I=fthat be true, what admira- 
ble citizens they will make if they are only 
educated. Now, Mr. Speaker, that State has 
turned out of office, within a year, its Demo- 
cratic superintendent of schools, simply be- 
cause his heart was too great for his Democ- 
racy, and he urged measures of relief; that 
State makes no provision at all for the 
education of its colored youth; and yet gen- 
tlemen come here and talk about a few million 
dollars of debt, while at the sume time 
they advocate a policy which crushes to the 
earth in ignorance, and which means to keep 
crushed to the earth under the feet of a few 
powerful and ambitious white meu, this mass 
of American souls. 

Mr. Speaker, education is the great means 
of preserving State rights, because it secures 
also vitality throughout the entire body of 
members of the community. An ignorant 
nation will have its brain educated at the 
center; and the center of power will be also 
the center of intelligence and the center of 
life. An educated nation has the intelligence, 
the power, the nerve, pervading and perme- 
ating the whole, extending to the entire ex- 
tremities. 

Universal education, too, more than all other 
agencies, produces the habit of exercising 
political functions in large numbers of men, 
Lhe citizen who understands the history, the 
politics, the interests of the State, honorably 
aspires to take his share in turn in its adminis- 
tration; and you have in every State where 
the people are universally educated large num- 
bers of persons fit for and aspiring to hold 
political office. Now, what is the effect of 
that? Why, in every State where that exists 
you have one hundred men exercising State 
for every one that exercises national func- 
tions. City officers, county officers, school 
district officers, members and officers of the 
State Legislature, outnumber as one hundred 
to one the national officers; that is, persons 
charged with national political power. What 
is the result? You have these men close to 
the people, carrying on their political fane- 
tions among the people, constantly in contact 
with them, seeking all the time to promote 
the dignity, the importance, and the power of 
the State offices which they hold against men 
removed from the people here in Washington 
at a distance seeking the dignity and import- 
ance of the national office. Under a system 
of universal education all the powers and forces 
are centrifugal and not centripetal. 

Now, Task the consideration of members 
on both sides of the House whether in the im- 
mediate future, in the disturbed and angry 
period which possibly may be upon us, they 
prefer to trust to constimtional restraint to 
protect the rights of their States which they 
value, or whether they will trust the protec- 
tion of those rights to the powers which educa- 
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tion plants ‘in the heart, in the brain, in the 
conscience of the entire people: 

: Mr. Speaker, I have studied from youth up 
this admirable division of powers between the 
States and- the nation. I have. had some per- 
sonal reasons to inform myself of the history 
of its introduction, and to be. proud of the 
statesmen to whom; by the declaration of one 
of the ablestof southern statesmen, that feature 
of our Constitution is largely due... E declare 
with a clear conscience that. | believe the sup- 
port of a.system of free, universal education, 

y the Democratie party of this House, and 
by their influence in. the States: which they 
control in the country, would remové- forever 
and at once all possibility of the eneroachments 
of the national:Government. which they. pre- 
tend to fear. . If your constituents understand 
their rights, if they have the education which 
enables them to explain and assert them, if 
they have.the wealth of inventive power, the 
power of earning large wages which education 
‘brings; the strength in war, the wealth in 
peace, the power over the reason of other men ; 
if they have the habit of wielding State pow- 
ers which knowledge brings, are you atraid 
that. any central power wielded five hundred 
or one thousand miles away will ever deprive 
these: men of their cherished rights? 

Now, Mr. Speaker; this bill seeks this end, 
avoiding carefully ali exercise of power which 
may seem to any person at all questionable. 
The principle upon which it is based has been 
eloquently. stated by the able gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Peros, ] the chairman of the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and 1 
only repeat this. idea, which is his, in order 
that my own statement of the bill may be eom- 
‘plete. It ig based upon this principle, deeply 
seated in the hearts of the American people, 
that the public lands of the nation are the pat- 
rimony of the people. Every laboring man 
who looks, anxiously forward to the future, 
who thinks what the future has in store for 
himself or his children, comforts himself with 
the knowledge that. there-is in. the West,. in 
the: Northwest, with stimulant climate. and 
fertile soil, with: infinite coal and. iron below, 
and. infinite corn-fields above; a: vast region - 
where his children and his.children’s children 
may have for themselves:a. home and a free- 


value of American tertitory. Now, siras we 
are from. time to time disposing of these vast 
lands, there is danger that this vast patrimony 
of the people will be frittered away. They ave 
not wasted, of ourse; whea they go for the 
homestead‘of the settler. We propose that the 
proceeds: of: those lands shall be, in the lan: 
guage ofthe first: section of the bill, forever 
‘eorsecrated: to the education of: the: people. 
When long after those lands are covered with 
wealthy, populous, free, intelligent States; this 


| fund, which your wisdom has set apatt for that’ 


purpose, will be increasing and. growing—a 
fountain of perpetual wealth and a fountain 
of perpetual liberty to your children. ; 

That is: the principle of the bill, and it is in 
the line of the precedents. This very policy 
was recommended. by the first three Presiderits 
of the United .States—Washington, Adams, 
and Jefferson.: When Virginia ceded, in 1787, 
to the Government. of the nation her vast ter- 
ritories.of the. Northwest, she did it upon this 
condition: ‘‘Sechools’’—~and this is the con- 
dition on which you hold the lands—‘‘schools 
and the means of education shall be forever 
encouraged.” So this bill but seeks to affirm 
the general policy, the policy declared. by the 
fathers of Demoeracy; in Virginia, and recom- 
mended by the first three Presidents... From 
1808, in the time. of Jefferson, by more than 
thirty different acts, grants of the public lands 
have been: made to the States, through. every 
President from Jefferson to Johnson, for the 
purposes of education, and always on condi. 
tions no stricter than those Imposed by this bill. 

It was said by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] yesterday that this was 
an immature bill. Mr. Speaker, in framing 
this bill the superintendents of education in 
nearly every State in the Union, I think, 
were consulted. The able agent of the Pea- 
body fund, Dr. Sears, the highest authority 
on this special question who can be found io 
this country, having been consulted, ina letter 
to me, after giving his opinion in regard tothe 
details, says to me: ‘The bill is a most ad- 
mirable one.’ No measure has: come, no 
measure can come before this House, which 
has. been a subject of more carefal, anxious, 
conscientious study, than the bill which is now 
ander consideration. : 


for inimediate action. The grand aggregate iHit- 
eracy of this country is 5,660,000 pérsdnis‘over 
the age of ten years who are unable. to read 
and write, and this is to be compared with the 
population, you will recolleet, over ten years 
of age, which is about 27,000,000; so that out 
of 27,000,000 of people in -this country, over 
‘ten years of age, 5,660,000, according to ‘the 
census, arë illiterate. And adding to that thirty 
+ per cent., for the reason I have before stated, 
there are out of 27,000;000-of a population, 
‘Over ten years of age, 7,358,096 who were, ‘for 
all purposes of acquiring or communicating 
information; without the capacity either to-read 
or write—meore than a quarter of the. entire 
number.’ Had ; 

Aud, Mr. Speaker, when yow see where that 
illiteracy is found heaped up, you will be still 
more impressed with the imménse: political 
importanes: of this question. In the ‘States 
known as the South, the old slaveliolding 
States and the District of Columbia, the 
aggregate population was 14,000,000: - They 
are to eleet, according to the apportionment 
bill adopted by this House, one hundred 
and two Representatives and thirty Senators. 
‘Their iterates over ten yéats of age are ‘as 
follows: native, 4,117,589; foréign, 72,883; 
making @ total of 4,189,972. And the prospect 
for the future is even darker than the condition 
of the present. Ot those between ten:and fif- 
teen years-old, there are 920,482; and between 
fifteen: and twenty-one years of age, 777,712. 
So that of the 2,000,000 ignorant persons in 
this country, between ten and twerity-oné years 
of age, this vast number (1,700,000) ig in the 
southern division, and is almost wholly pative 
born. From the whole total, deducting thirty 
per cent. for those under ten years old, the 
population of the southern States above ten 
years old was 9,806,521. The total illiteracy 
over ten years of age was 4,189,972. To that 
should be added thirty per certs making 
5,446,988 persons. So that-of 9,800,000 in this 
section of. the country there are 5,400,000, ór 
more than: half, practically illiterate, electing 
in this Government, as I gaid before, thirty- 
two Senators and one hundred: and two Rep- 
resentatives; and: that is a growifg ‘and 
increasing evil. . ‘ i i 

I add: some comparative statements òf the 


hold. These twoideas are inseparably asso- Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to spend a little || condition of some of the States as shown by 
ciated: the dignity of American labor,and the |! time in pointing out to the House the necessity the last census: 
ee — SETS. e RANT CC RAUNT A 
es eral s ; ; Illiterate Illiterate : $ E Pees 
. Population, | Native illit-; Foreign White native Colored , . s erare | White native! Total illiter= 
States ~ ee "erate. illiterate. | illiterate. | illiterate. | "ipto oe eae fon population. | ate minors. 

f i PA A PD EEE A EET y Eoc 
Massachusetts. 1.457.351 7,912 89,838 5,746 2,148 4,418 7,630 |” 1,090,843 | 12,048 
New llampshir 18; 1.992 7934 11897 95 $40 gaso | 7288117 f 220 
Delaware. 125,015 20,631 2,469 8,811 11,820 3,663. 3,435 93,301 7,098 
Maryland . 780,894 126,907 8,592 38,200, 88,703 21,572 21,452 - 48,024 

orth Carolina... 1,071,361 397,573 117 191,844 208,032 145,443 76,716 - 222,159 
South Carolina, 705,608 289,726 653 54,514 235,164 54, 479 56, 707 -= TAL,186 
Fiorida...... 187,748 71,236 568 8,35 52,894 12,786 14,678 - 484 
Kentucky. 1,321,011 324,945 7,231 193,846 131,050 82,724 61,686 1,035,346 410 
Alabama... 996,992 382,142 870: 1,189 290,8 73,236 73,930 - 145,166 
Tennessee, 1,258,520: 362,95 1,742 176,985 185,941 70,510 68,445 - 38,955 
Mississippi... 827,922 |. 312,483 827 7,201 264,723 61,378 0,237 - 121,615. 
New Mexico 91,874 49,311 2,909 48,224 116 9,482 9,708 = 19,140 
Georgia 1,184,109" 467,503 1,090 123,845 343,641 101,114 92,120 - 193,234 


Some gentleman at the last session of Çon- 
gress—I think it was the gentleman from Del- 
aware, [ Mr. Bracs; | or it may have been the gen- 
leman from Illinois [Mr. MeNeury]—called 
attention to the fact that the State of Massa- 
chusetts contained 97,600 illiterate persons ; 
put the census shows that of these 97,000 
illiterate persons all but 7,912: are foreigners, 
and of those 7,912 natives, 2,200 were col- 
ored persons who have come on tliere from the 
South; making the white native population of 
Massachusetts, outiof a population of nearly 
1,500,000, only. 5,746. : 

Now, if. you will: allow of: those: the persons 
who are the children of foreign parents, who. 
are born on American soil, many of whom 
move in from other States, it is not too much 
to say~-and-that is true of other New England 
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States—that illiteracy among the children of 
native parents is there practically unknown. 
Mr. McNEELY. The statement which I 
made last year, and to which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has referred, 
was that the illiteracy of native whites it 
Massachusetts had: increased between 1850 
and 1860.. The statement was made before the 
census: of 1870 was published. : 
Mr. HOAK. The present census distin- 
guishes carefully between: the native and for- 
eign aud. between the white and colored, and 
it shows the result I have stated ; and still in 
Massachusetts we appropriate to-day for the 
needs of the future twenty dollars for every 
child of school-age. Now,in the State of 
Delaware; out of a population of 125,000, 
there are 8,811 white native illiterates; in 


the States of Kentucky, North Carolina; and 
some others, a still larger proportion. 

Now, I say this not by way of boasting, not 
by way of taunt at all. I do not wish to'stand 
up here and say that in any other American 
State there is either ignorance or vice or any- 
thing else which degrades mankind. F feel, 
as an American, an interest in my whole coun- 
try, and all that I desire to do isto ask those 
gentlemen whose States, perhaps from no- 
body’s fault, are unfortunately in this condi- 
tion now—all those persons having the right 
to.vote and take part in the government of 
the State and of the country in the future—to 
look these facts in the face, which perhaps 
they themselves have not considered, and to 
join in this attempt in some measureand some 
degree to remedy that evil. : 
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< In the.Territories, where new States. are 
growing: ap, the. condition of things is -most 
alarming. Of the number under the. exclu- 
aive control, of .Cougress, being 819,452, only 
42,659 areinschoal., In New Mexico, in 1856, 
on. the.question, of adopting a law lor establish- 
ing school. systema, the vote siood 37, for. to 5,016 
against... The population is now. 93.874, and 
there is, not, a public school,in: the Territory. 
. Ttis-expected the net proceeds. of the lands+ 
wili not fall far short.of. $1,000,000 per.annum. 
Now, this may ‘be. considered to be a little 
matter, but. the experience of all education 
shows. that a very. slight external stimulus 
hellout. to the, people will stimulate them to 
large efforts of their own. The school. funds 
inmany of the States have: been trifling, but 
they have stimulated. and built up education. 
The Peabody fund, distributing: but, $100,000 
a year. in the different States, has stimulated 
the raising. of. $500,000: of. private. voluntary 
effort, in consequence of the stimylus which 
that fund-held.out. ... has oes 

. Now, for myself, if,I-couald see this measure 
or, some better one adopted, and see it secure, 
through: the entire limits of my country, edu- 
gation to. the whole people, I for one would 
be euntented, not only to go into obscurity, as 
L shall soon do, but 1 would be contented that 
the wand of power might be held by my politi- 
eal opponents for a century. With that one 
safeguard, every otheris needless; without that 
one safeguard, every other is useless and impo- 
tent... Upon. the fate of the common schools 
hangs the fate of America, No democracy 
ever lasted long, no republic was ever built up 
strong from the foundation, no republic ever 
laid its foundations below the frosts, that did 
not dig down to the hard-pan, to the rock, to 
the granite of universal public education. I 
would, write over the doors, not of the college, 
not of the cathedral or the academy, but over 
the doors of. the common school house, Zee 
claustra cum patria stantque caduntque simul. 
So long as live these schools America shall 
lives. and they shall perish together.. “The 
learning of the few is despotism; the learning 
of the maltinide is liberty; and intelligent 
and priocipled liberty is fame, wealth, wisdom, 
and power”! 
Mr BORCHARD. Iu my judgment, vo 
more important question is presented to Con- 
gress than the one now before the House. The 
polioy proposed by this bill is one not only 
peneficent in its present operation, but iu the 
far-reaching future. It proposes to dispose of, 
for all time, the proceeds of the public lands 
for educational purposes. Wehaveherctofore 
made large grants of the public lands for in- 
ternal improvements, for colleges, and for agri- 
cultural schools. — Itis proposed now to devote 
the proceeds of the public lands as a fund for 
education, and the maintenance of free schools 
throughout the United States. 

‘The two questions which we have to con- 
siderare, have we the constitutional power, and 
is it expedient for us.to do this? F propose in the 
few minutes left of the morning hour to address 
myself to those questions, because I have not 
time toconsider any others. 

‘The power to dispose of the public lands by 
the Congress of the United States, I do not 
suppose will be questioned by anyone. There 
wan explicit grant of power. In the third sec- 
tion of the fourth article of the Constitution of 
the United States Congressis expressly empow- 
gred to dispose of.and make all needful rales 
aud regulations respeciing the territory and 
other property belonging to. the United States. 
Under that or some other section of the Con- 
stitution we have already disposed of one third 
ofthe public domain... The-title to six hundred 
million acres, or nearly that amount, has been 
conveyed away, for only-one hundred and sixty 
million acres of which have we received an 
equivalent. Three fourths of the amount dis- 
posed of-have been granted either in aid of 
internal improvements, or for bounties to sol- 


diers; or for the purpose of promoting educa- 
$ purp P s 


tion..gnd the <establishwent...of .schools and 
universities,, and -agricultnral colleges... Mr. 
Speaker, it. seems to me that the constitution- 
ality of the proposed disposition.of the proceeds 


of the-sales of ‘the public.lands for éducational | 


purposes must be conceded, and unless somé 
specific point be made that we have no-con- 
stitutional. power, [ do not. proposa to : ad- 
dress. myself further to that question. .The 
letter of. the instrument itself, and. the ungues- 
tioned legislation of Congress since the organ- 
ization of the Government, in disposing of the 
public domain, are sufficient warrant for: our 
action,” so ht 

Batis it expedient? _What better use can be 
made of. the proceeds of the sales of- the pub- 
lic Jands.than to appropriate them..sacredly, 
or, in the language of this bill, ‘consecrate’ 
them, if legislation can do thig; for the pur- 
poses. of. education? ; Tt. is: proposed: to: aid 
those States and school districts.that are. will- 
ing to use the amount contributed in: the main- 
tenance of free common schools. [t.is a ‘plan 
already tried and approved, under which free 
schools have been permanently established in 
many of the northern States—in Massachusetts, 
in Ilinois, in Wisconsin, and in other States— 
where a general State tax. was imposed upon 
the people of the State, and the proceeds of 
that tax donated, or apportioned, rather, to 
such schools as should be kept up for three 
or six months.. That is the system by which 
free schoolsw ere established in. southern Hli- 
nois and in northern.JJlinois, where the free- 
school system. did not prevail prior to 1856. 

I have: one objection to the bill; it does 
not go far enough in its immediate benefits. 
Instead of creating an educational fund with 
one half, and appropriating annually: the in- 
terest on the other half of the proceeds of 
the sale of the public lands, the bill ought. to 
appropriate for immediate use: in each year 
the whole amount of the net proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands for each preced- 
ing year. The sales of the -public lands 
have from year to year averaged some two or 
two and a half million dollars, the expenses 
being nearly half a million. ‘he amount 
each year to be apportioned will be only 
$2,000,000, Illinais, with two million five hun- 
dred thousand inhabitants. would receive one 
sixteenth of the amount, ($125,000,) which, 
apportioned to its eleven thousand school dis- 
tricts, would give to each less than twelve 
dollars apiece. A State like Tennessee, for 
instance, will receive less than one hundred 
thousand dollars, if the whole proceeds are 
annually appropriated. If this amount is 
apportioned to each school district that main- 
tains a free school for three months, the aid 
to each from the General Government would 
uot equal twelve dollars a year, and would not 
suflice to hire a teacher for four weeks. If 
half of the amount derived from the sale of 
the public lands and the interest on the 
remainder only is annually appropriated, the 
amount contributed by the General Govern- 
ment would only supply a teacher for two 
weeks in the course of the year. In Illinois 
the average anuual expenditure in each school 
district is $600 per year, and it is higher in 
Massachusetts. l z 

The ratio of contribution under -this bill to 
the necessary expenditures is too small. The 
amount, therefore, which we propose to appro- 
priate, it seems to me, is hardly sufficient if 
we restrict the donation to one half.of the 
amount of the sales of the publie land. -A 
district would not be induced :to make the 
necessary expenditure for school-houses and 
balance of teachers’ salary, amounting to 
from one hundred to.several hundred dollars, 


to gain six dollars, while double that amount į 


might be deemed: a consideration. Then, 
again, we ueed that amount immediately. It 


; is needed to help establish our schools, rather 
| than continue those already in existence. 


In no State where free schools have oncebeen 
established is there danger that the system will 


beoverturned. In. Massachusetts,-for instance, 
would any legislator dare::to rise and insist 
upon repealing. the school law?:.. T-ask my 
colleagues .from:Jllinoisy:who: honor me: with 
their attention, if they would: consent to the 
repeal of the school:law of: that: State, where 
there-is a: school «system which will: compare 
with any: school system in-any country in the 
world? Let the: southern. States,-which are 
now without free schools or a free-sehool sys- 
tem, once have that system:fully established, 
and no legislator there-will: rise and move to 
repeal the provision. ‘Let us, then, appropriate 
for this purpose all of this--fund -as‘fast as 
received... E Be E TE gt 

I hope that the gentleman who tas charge 
of this bill, before he moves the previous quès- 
tion, will withdraw the motion to. recommit, 
and submit it to the House for. full consider: 
ation in all its details. : ; 

-I cannot believe that the. Democratic: party 

or the gentlemen in this House who belong 
to the Democratic party are opposed to a bill 
to. promote: education.. : The gentleman from 
Indiana who addressed the House-the other 
day, in characterizing: the state: of society at 
the South, said that the Republican party-had 
made the mistake of placing the pyramid ‘of 
government there upon-its apéx rather thana 
upon its base. The defect of the reconstruc- 
tion law may be that it: was: based upon uni 
versal instead of intelligent suffrage:: It is 
not proposed, and it is:too-late to change or 
restriet::the elective franchise... What, then, 
inthis respect shall we do? Jf ‘we have placed 
the pyramid upon its. apex, let us fill under, 
widen, and support it as it stands, rather than, 
attempting to reverse and overturn the pyra- 
mid, overwhelm ourselves and all concerned 
in- irretrievable ‘ruin. This can be done by 
diffusing education: through the South, and 
by passing such measures us will give a:system 
of: free education ‘to all the people of the 
southern States. Bole sig ae 

There are some of the details of this bill 
which I would prefer 'to have modified. . I 
introduced during the first session of this Con- 
gress a bill similar to one I had presented ina 
previous Congress, ‘differing from this princi- 
pally-in the fact that it proposed to appropriate 
from year to year for educational purposes the 
annual proceeds of: the: sale ‘of public lands. 
Thore: are some points presented by this bill 
which perhaps some gentleman might desire 
to have discussed in Committee of the Whole. 
For instance, some members from the new 
States, those that have lately heen Territories, 
believe that the provisions of this bill may 
operate to deprive a new State of the five per 
cent. of the proceeds of the public lands 
within the State always granted to it upon its 
admission for educational purposes. É do not 
think this bill would conflict with that provis- 
ion, but I would like to have.the quéstion more 
fully discussed. f i 

{Here the hammer fell.] 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ftom Ohio, 
[Mr. GARFIELD, } chairman of the Committee 
on. Appropriations, claims the floor, and the 
morning hour has expired, 

ESTIMATES OF DEVICIENCIES. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, reported back 
from the Committee on Appropriations a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting letters from the Secretary of War, 
Quartermaster General, and others, with esti- 
mates of deficiencies ; which was ordered to 
be printed and recommitted. 

- Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Potanp] that 
he may present a report. i 

SOUTH CAROLINA AND KENTUCKY. 

Mr. POLAND. ThejointCommitteeon'the 
Condition of the Late:Insurrectionary States, 
to whom were referred a resolution: offered by 
the: gentleman from- Kentucky, [Mr.:-Bucx. | 
calling upon the President for information in 
reference to the State of South Carolina, and 
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also a resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Sravenson,] calling for informa- 
tion in reference to the State’ of Kentucky, 


have had the same under consideration, and | 


have directed me ‘to report a ‘resolution as a 
substitute for both: “8 De aig: 

“Mr. BECK. ` I desire at this point to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. ‘Both’ these resolu- 
tions how ‘reported upon were ‘House resolu: 
tions. Now I desire to inquire whether or not 
it is proper for a joint committee of the two 
Houses to offer a substitute varyiig-altogether 
a resolution sent to them, and have it received 
asa report, when in fact a majority of the 
members of this House on the committee were 
opposed to it;'in other words, ‘whether a joint 
committee can senda House resolution back 
to us by the votes of Senators? 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ap- 
prehend clearly the point made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. Is it that a majority 
of the members of this joint committee who 
ate ‘members of the House are opposed to 
this report? > ons 

‘Mr: BECK. Opposed to the substitute. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. The record of the com- 
mittee shows that. ee 

‘The SPEAKER. That raises a question 
which is a very important one in legislation, as 
to the proper mode of ‘voting ‘in joint com- 
mittees. i eba T ah i 

Mr. COX.: ` I wasabout to makes suggestion 
on that point. As the House knows, on joint 
committees, constituted of course of members 
of both Houses, there are generally a smaller 
number on the part of the Senate, and a larger 
number on the part of the Housé—— 

The SPRAKER. The Chair will rule upon 
the point.” a pees 

t. BECK: I merely wish to submit the 
ingniry, as the question may come up hereafter. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair rules distinctly 
that ina joint committtee the members of one 
branch cannot, by numbers, force upon the 
members of the other branch a report. | Other- 
wise, the power of one branch would be entirely 
subordinated to that ofthe other. As'the gen- 
tleman from New York was about to’ remark, 
joint committees, as usually constituted, enr- 
‘brace a larger number of members from this 
House (it being the more numerous body) than 
from the Sena:e. On any other principle than 
that which the Chairhasjust stated, the smaller 
number from the Senate might at any time 
be outnumbered by the votes of the members 
of the’ House. The Chair rules that where 
there is no special rale to the contrary (such 
a rule does exist in certain State Legislatures) 
it ig necessary that in a joint committee the 
members of each branch should vote sepa- 
rately; and that the vote of the committee 
shouid be concurrent. : 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, itseems to me 
that it is impossible for one branch to instruct 
a joint. committee. That must be done by the 
‘joint action of the two Houses. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman that the resolution in this case was 
not a resolution of instruction. It has not been 
against the practice for either House, acting 
separately, to refer a matter to a joint com- 
mittee; it has been the habit in both branches 
to make references in that way, although the 
Chair would perhaps agree with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that even a reference to 
a joint committee is irregular, unless both 
branches join in the reference. It would be 
decidedly beyond the power of either branch 
to instruct; but a‘ simple reference by one 
branch witbout the concurrence of the other 
has been allowed, because, as members are 
aware, a mere reference does not involve any- 
thing very important. But as to action ina 
joint committee, (if that be the point raised 
by the gentleman from Kentucky,) the Chair 
has no hesitation in ruling that it must be by 
a concurrent vote, and not by a mere majority 
of the whole committee. 


i 


Mr. MAYNARD. Suppose a joint commit: 
tee consists of two members from once House 
and one from the other, would it be within the 
power of that one member. fo veto all action 
that might‘be taken by the other two ? 

The SPEAKER. . That one member, the 
Chair reminds the gentleman, would represent 
an entire branch. The case the gentleman 
supposes does not affect. the question. It is 
for each branch :to say how many members 
it will have on a joint committee; and that 
number, whether. one or more, represents the 
body appointing it. i 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then the one member 
could neutralize the action of. the other two? 

The SPEAKER. Asa matter of course he 
could, subject, however, to review by the two 
branches. 

Mr. POLAND. I think the House may 
labor under a misapprehension from what the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has 
said. If it be proper for me to state what took 
place in the committee in reference to this mat- 
ter I will do so, and it will relieve this from 
all difficulty. ' 

Mr. BECK. There can be no objection. 

.The SPEAKER. On the question of fact 
the Chair has no knowledge. 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to stating 
the facts before the committee by any member 
of the committee. 

Mr. POLAND. In the committee this sub- 
stitute, or something like it, was offered for 
Mr. Becx’s resolution by Mr. Stevenson, of 
the committee, and the majority of the com- 
mittee voted to make this substitution. The 
yeas: and nays were called on that motion, 
but’ precisely what were the yeas and nays I 
am not able to state. 

Mr. BECK. I have the record of the clerk. 

Mr. POLAND. = After having adopted this 
substitute, various motions to amend it were 
made, upon which the yeas and nays were 
called. But after it was amended in various 
particulars by votes taken by yeas and nays it 
was adopted without division, without calling 
the yeas and nays, and I was, by unanimous 
vote of that committee, directed to make this 
report to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will advise the 
gentleman from Vermont that wherever there 
is a dispute between two members of a com- 
mittee as to whether it be the report of the 
committee, that is submitted to the House, and 
the question will be, will the House regard 
this as the report of the committee? 

Mr. POLAND. [apprehend there will be 


i no controversy in reference to the fact being 


as Í state it: that although there were several 
votes taken by yeas and nays, (and whether on 
those votes there was a majority of the members 
of the House voting for them, I am not able to 
state,) the vote was unanimous directing me 
to make this report. 

- Mr. BECK. There was not a majority on 
the other votes. 

Mr. POLAND. Onthe final vote directing 
me to report this resolution to the House, the 
yeas and nays were not taken. It was the 
unanimous vote of the committee. Tapprehend 
there will be no controversy in relation to that. 
Whatever may be the fact in reference to any 
preliminary vote is a matter of no importance, 
because the committee, members of both 
Houses being present, unanimously instructed 
me to report this resolation: 

Mr. VAN-TRUMP. There was a vote on 


‘the substitution. 


Mr. POLAND. I have already stated, on 


! the substitution of this resolution, or some- 


thing like it, in place of that offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brcx,] the 
yeas and nays were taken. Precisely what 
the vote was on that question I am not able to 


| state. Having adopted this substitute after 


various amendments on motion of various 
members of the committee, on the final vote 
instructing me to report this resolution to the 


House, the véte was unanimous, the 

nays not having been taken. > $ : 
Mr. DAWES. How does“ this question 

come before the House? fe BG 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will state that 
whenever a report is made, if a memberof'a 
committee objects to its being received‘as the 
report of the committee -he has the right to 
make that objection.” The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Kentucky to object to this 
being the legitimate report of the committee. 
Mr: DAWES: That does not reach my 
inquiry.” ‘Can any member of @ committéé iu 
that way produce the proceedings of a com- 
mittee before the House against the standing 
rule of the House? ` 

The SPEAKER. A member has the right 
to make the point that the report is not the 
report of the committee, and the Chair must 
submit the question to the House. It ‘is a 
question which the rules do not ‘allow the 
Chair to decide. i 

Mr. DAWES. Are we to countenance the 
idea here that at any time the proceedings of 
the committee-room can be produced here 
upon the call of any member? : >> 

The SPEAKER. Where there is no point 
made as to the legitimacy of-the report ‘it ig 
‘contrary to parliamentary law to obtrude-any- 
thing from the committee-room before the 
House; but'if there be a dispute between two 
members as to what is the report of a commit- 
tee, it is a question for the House to-decide 
which is correct, and in order to do so it ‘is 
necessary to know the proceedings before the 
committee. : 

_Mr. RANDALL. Unanimous consent was 
iven, 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes not require unan- 
imous consent; it is a right. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to make a statement 
to the House, in the correctness of which I 
think the chairman of the commiitee will 
concur. When the question was taken in com- 
mittee on reporting to the House the resolution 
of the gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] 
as a substitute for that offered in the House 
by myself, the yeas and nays were called, and 
being taken, the yeas were 8 and the nays 
6; they were so recorded by the clerk. Four 
members of the House and four of the Senate 
voted to anthorize the substitution, Five mem- 
bers of the House and one member of the 
Senate opposed it. The substitute was there- 
fore lost, if the votes of members of the House 
had the right to control it, In the substitute 
there was a provision for an inquiry as to the 
State of Kentucky. I moved to strike that 
out, Five members of the House voted ‘to 
strike that out, foar to keep it in. An amend- 
ment was made to add the State of Indiana, 
and for an inquiry into her troubles.’ Four 
members of’ the House voted against ingering 
that amendment, and five voted to insertit; an 
it was kept out by the votes of Senators. Then 
amendments were put in extending the inquiry 
over Louisiana and elsewhere, as | thought, 
going away from the object for which the com- 
mittee was instituted. When the question on 
the adoption and reporting of the substitute 
was taken, I, for one, voted against it, aud 
one Senator, Í know, did so. — f 

I therefore made the pointof order, desiring 
to know what the powers of the members 
of the other House, particularly in joint com- 
mittees, are—not so much, to bring up this case 
as to determine what our rights are in all mat- 
ters that may come up hereafter; for we may 
have very important questions of this kind 
before we get through. I make the point of 
order on this really to settle the practice for 
our future guidance, rather than to object par- 
ticularly to this report. It is perfectiy certain 
that the substitute now reporied by the chair- 
man was lost, so far as the votes of members 
were concerned, and all proceedings subse- 
quent to its substitution for my resolution: were 
void if Senators had no right to determine or 
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vontrol the matter, forit never could have been 
considered but for their votes, and mine would 


mow, be the resolution.to.be laid by the com- |) - 


“mittee before the House. ens 

3; Mre ROLAND. > Lwill not attempt to con- 
4royert what the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr Begg] has. stated in relation to. any of 


Mr. BECK. : Perhaps it may be submited 
wish this statement; that after the additions 
were made out in the way I haye stated, when 
the. last yote was taken, putting them all in, a 
majority of the House members.voted to report 


the resolution. I believe I was the only mem- 
ber of the House voting, against. it. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 
Kentucky must see at once that the Chair, 
under no rule, could take cognizance of the 
preliminary votes. A somewhat analogous 
case Comes, up in, the House where a two-thirds 
vote is required to pass an amendment; but 
all preliminary steps: may be taken bya major- 
ity. The preliminary vote is not taken. into 
-accoynt in. settling the question. . ‘Phe point is, 
what was the vote authorizing the: comimittee 
‘to. report? à 
.. Mr. BECK. I am under. the impression 
that the yeas and nays were called. I voted 
against it myself. 

o Fbe SPEAKER. In that state of facts, the 
Chair must rule that there is ng question but 
the report before the House. k 
o Mr. QOX. , I rise to a point of order. By 
the original constitution, of the committed it 
had reterence ta Sates then. in insurrection 
only. We were not authorized by the proceed- 
ings of this House in raising: the jọjnt com- 
mittee to include the State of Kentucky, either 
by our action in the.committee or by oug action 


here. : : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point 
of order might have been good had this reso- 
lation. not been subsequently referred; but 
the reference having been made by the Louse, 
.the:geutlemau, cannot take the point of order 


now. 
> Mr. VANTRUMP. Iam perfectly satisfied 
that the ruling of the Speaker upon the pres- 
gnt.aspect of the. case is right, but I suppose 
that if it were a question.of fact whether this 
substitute was passed by persons competent to 
vote on the resolutions, it would be a question 
to go before the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That would bea question 

to go before the House. 
Mr. VAN TRUMP. If the fact were as 
affirmed by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that Senators had no parliamentary power to 
vote on the substitute, and therefore it did not 
pass and. was. rejected, and. that would ‘be a 
question for the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That would bea question 
for the House; but upon the statements made, 
the Chair rules thatthe resolution is properly 
before the House, and the Clerk will now read 
the two resolutions referred to the committee, 
and the substitute therefor reported by the 
committee, ` f 

Mr. POLAND. Willit be necessary to read 
more than the. substitute? ES 

zi The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, 


hears: no. objéction. -.- 


| the substitute only-will be read) “Phe Chair 


The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


. Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
the House of Representatives all information in his 
possession ùupdn” which he acted in ‘exercising ‘the 
powers conferred upon him by. the: third and fourth 
sections of. the act of Congress approved April 20, 
1871, entitled “An at to enforce ‘the’ provisions of 
the fourteenth avien menttothe Constitution of the 
United States, and for other purposes, so far as the 
same haye been exercised in reference to. portions of 
the State of South' Carolina; also the names of all 
persons who have beet arrested in that State in pur- 
suance of the authority conferred by said act; the 
names y } y à 2 ; 
fessed that they are or Were members of the combin- 


ation atid conspiracy forbiddén and madé penal by |: 


ne aot. tlie namban and pamos af tioan. pe heve 
een paroled to appear when required ; the, ngmb 
and chireoter Of the btbrnises forbidden by sid “ac 
and the act of May 31,1870, which are shown by such 
confessions or other: inforthation, that hive been 
committed in the Respective counties, in which the 
privileges of the writbt habeas corpus have been sis- 
pendedin said State of South Carolina, with thedate 
of all at oHewod: efena, and vi otiso infoxma. 
ion which, in his judgment, Will Convey. a, correc; 
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éution of thé laws; and of tho security of life; person, 
and property in said counties; and algo such ih- 
formation as he, may have relative to the operation 
and enforcement of the et À Congress approved 
April 20; 1871, and the aét of ‘Congress Approved 


May 81, 1870, in the States of Noxrth--Garolitia and 
Mi ippi, with the gumber.and names: of persons 
who havo ‘been’ arrested, bound over, or indicted, 


and of those who have ‘been convicted or have pleid 
guilty, with their sentences; and all information he 
may have relative to the, doings of the.‘ Lowry 
ging,” and other outlaws in North Carólina, with 
tho Dumber and names of such porsons as have còn- 
fossed themaeliss guilty of a violation of the pro- 
visions of said acts; and also such information as 
he imay have relating to the security of life, person, 
and proporty in the States of Kentucky, Arkansas, 
Louisiana nnd Texas, including al, information 
in hiş possession relative to the existing conflict 
between tho officeholders ia Louisiana. ` 

Mr. POLAND. Į have agreed: to allow the 
gentleman (rom Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to move 
a substitute for this resolution, and I yield 
now for that purpose, retaining my right to 
the floor. eae , 

Mr. BECK., T offer the substitute which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
bo, and ho is hereby, requested to inform the House 
under what provision of the law of April 20, 1871, 
he has caused martial law to'be declared and. the 
yrit of habeas corpus suspended: in the counties, of 

partanbarg, Marion, York, Newbury, Chester, 
Laurens, Fairfield, Lancaster, and Chesterfield, in 
tho State of South Carolina. He is especially re- 
quested to lay before the House all the setsof insnx- 
rection, resistance, or opposition to the laws of the 
United States committed in gach of these counties 
at any time after the 20th of April, 1871, and prior 
to the date of the proglamation of martial law, giv- 
‘ing the character of the offenses, the facts relative 
thersto, aud tho names of tho offenders, so far as 
ascertained. Ho ig further requested to lay-before 
tho House any cases of resistance to th exceytion 
of the process of the vivilcourts, or the officers either 
of tho United States or-of the State of South Carolina, 
by any of tho citizens of any-of the counties, since 
the passage ofthe actof April 20, 1871, aforesaid. And 
that ho give'tho names of all the said citizens who 
have been arrested orimprisoned underand by virtue 
of tho authority conferred by his proclamntion, with 
the violations of law with which each ischarged, and 
the dates at which it is alleged they committed the 
offenses for which they were so arrested and impris- 
oned. And that he give the Louse full information 
as to all the statements of facts on which he acted in 
issuing his proclamation aforesaid, so that Congress 
can determine what steps are necessary to restore to 
the eltizens of the county aforesaid, and especially 
to those who were not guilty of offenses against the 
United States, the equal protection of the laws with 
the people of other portions of the country, under 
tho forms prescribed by the Constitution of -the 


| United States. 


Mr. POLAND. This matter now stands,in 
the way of the business of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I desire to haye very little 
time taken up with its consideration.: I prom- 
ised to. yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Beex] to offer this amendment, and he 


! says he wants five minutes to advocate it. 


Mr. BECK. I willnot take over ten minutes, 
and I will endeavor to get through in less time. 
The reason. L have offered this substitute is, 
first, because it. was the original. resolution 
offered by me, at least so far as that resolu- 
tien sought to obtain the facts. I also offer 


those arrested who have voluntarily. con- | 


| distingtly, ag I 


this substitute. because the portion of South 
Carolina therein referred to is the only por: 
tion of. the United States where martial law 
has been proclaimed, and the writ of habeas 
corpus suspended by the President under the 
Ku Klux biil. If we extend the inquiry over 
all the States spoken.of in, the resolution of 
the committee wewill not get any full response 
perhaps for. months, and the conduct. of the 
military subordinates of the President-in South 
Carolina will be overlooked or covered up in 


a 
the continuan 


| of habeas corpus, those.counties ought to be 
| restored to the same rights that other’ people 


have under the Constitution and Jaws. . There- 

fore L-think if is specially necessary. that we 

should have the, information relative to. the 

exisling condition. of things in those counties 

at once, so that we may act upoan it; which 

we can only. get by submittigg the proposition 
i ave done. asi: : 


All the other regions and .sections referred 
to are now going on under, the fonms of the 
Constitution and laws, and time might be given 
to the President to make such answer ag he 
might see fit in relation to the other subjects 
embraced in that resolution, to whieh I do not 
object. 


ux bill, which; act alone gave any 
pretense of jurisdiction.to the President to 
proclaim. martial law. in any. county;. and 
those commupieations, which I now have, 


‘show further, that in.the counties of Union 


aud Spartanburg, the. two principal, counties 
charged with offenses, for months before the 


date of the President’s proclamation. there had 


not been an offense committed of any sort, and 


the Federal officers who were. there, and made 


it their special business to. investigate, had so 
told the writer, of the communications. A 
If these things are true, then. my-resolution 
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ought to be adopted; sô ás to give us not only 
the names of the men who lave been arrested, 
but the dates of the offenses with which they 
are chârged, thé precise acts of resistance 
which it is alleged they have offered to any law 
or any official, We otight to know what civil 
officers they have resisted, &c., so that we can 
see whether or not the military subordin- 
ates of the Government have not under the 
authority of this proclamation been guilty of 
acts of outrage eqbally flagrant with those 
charged to have been cumttitted by the men 
arrested. If the statements which have been 
made rélative to the condact:of the military 
there are all traé, this inférmation I ask for 
will be as much as thé President can lay before 
us within à réasonable time. ‘Should any spe- 
cific casé come tip calling’ fof the exercise of 
extraordinary powers elsewhere; we can call 
for the information in detail äs the necessity 
for it arises. i wi 

I repéat, that my. substitute ought to be 
adopted for the reason that the resolution 
reported by the: committee does not reach the 
root of the evil; does not require anything 
like all the information which this House ought 
to have; in fact, withholds tlie demand for that 
portion of the inforniatiod which will devélop 
whether it be ttue that flagrant outrages have 
been committed by thé military ünder the 
guise of law upon Citizens ovér whom they had 
no jurisdiction, ahd whé-have been charged 
with offéises which‘ were in fact Never cotti- 
mitted. If gentlemen will compare the two 
resolutions catefully, I think it will be found 
that the original does not reach as far as it 
ought to get átall thé facts. ‘For this reason 
J insist that the substitute dught to be adopted. 

‘Mr. POLAND, Mr: Speaker, my éolleague 
on the committee; the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Srevenson,] who offered the resolution 
calling for information in relation to the State 
of Kentucky, is of the opinion that this sub- 
stitiite is rather intended to save Kentucky 
from being inquired into, and hence he désires 
me to yield to hin. | ‘ 7 

Mi, BEOK. “E have: madë no objectioti 
to ‘ati inquiry into the conditidir of affairs in 
Kentucky ou this floor; but as the gentlethan 
from Vetnioiit [Mr POLA Ný] knows, I wanted 
inquity, if made, extended to Indiana, Pennsyl: 
vania, and other States. The getitleman would 
not go With me in-that. I objected to my State 
being selected, when there was more need of 
ingtiry elsewhere. ° $ ‘ 

Mr: POLAND. I yield to thé gentleman 
from' Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] thé same time 
that I did to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mt Brok] |” EAEE ANANAS 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman: from 
Ketituelsy’ [Ma Beck]. contains ‘a statement 
which ig not true. It says that the President 
of the United States has proclaimed, mattial 
law in certain counties of South Carolina. 
That is witrue. The term ‘martial law,” 
implies the suspension of all civil law. Mar- 
tial law takes the place of civil law, and is the 
will of the ‘officer in command. The Presi- 
dent has proclaimed no such law. If he had 
done sò; we would not: have seen those pro- 
longed trials at Columbia, South Carolina, 
where two géntlenién, who rank among the 
ablest lawyers in the land, fought against jas- 
tice for nearly a ńionth to shiéld the Ku Klex. 
We would not have seen counsel brought there 
and paid by Ku Klux contributioris $5,000 
each... We would not lave seev thosé lawyers 
driven out of court if shame and confusion. 
We would not have séen‘any éivil proceeding; 
but we would have seen (and I would nothave 
cared much if I bad seen it) a few score or a 
few hundred or even a thousand of those in- 
human ¢riminals tried by. .driim-head court 
martial, and some of the guiltiest.swung to the 
trees of South Carolina, ~ un 
~ Më. VAN TRUNP. I ask the gentlemat 
to yield for a;moment...I understood him to 
say that the lawyers engaged in the Ku Klux 


trials in‘South Carolina were driven by shame 
out of court. Does he mean in that remark 
to refer to Mr..Stanbery? 

Mr. STEVENSON. J do. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Has. the gentleman 
seen Mr. Stanbery since that time? 

Mr: STEVENSON. No, sir; but one of 
those lawyers left the court: house while one of 
his clients was on trial, because he was sick- 
éned by the facts, and the other left Columbia 
before. the biisiness was done. ` 

Mr. VAN TRUMP.. No, sir. I cannot 
speak for Mr; Johnson, of Maryland, but Ican 
say for Mr. Stanbery, of Ohio, that he left 
Columbia only when his mission was performed. 
He went there under anarrangement to attend 
to the legal points in the case. If the gentle- 
man had seen the letter of Mr. Stanbery, 
published only afew days ago in the Cincinnati 
papers, he would not have made-the statement 


he has: 

Mr: MAYNARD. Do I understand the 
géntleman to say that Mr. Stanbery was not 
ashamed of the occurrence? 

_ Ms. VAN TRUMP. Ido not know, but I 
éoiitrovert the statement that the lawyers left 
the court-house: with shame. : : 

~ Mr. STEVENSON. I have known Mr. 
Stanbery since I was a boy, and believe, from 
a knowledge of the man, that he was ashamed, 
must have been ashamed of his clients, and 
if.he had not, his friends would be ashamed 


of him. i 

Mr. VAN TRUMP: My colleague cannot 
know Henry Stanbery as Ido. I practiced 
law with him: for fifteen- years; and saw notk- 
ing which took place at those trials which 
would make. him ashamed as an advocate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman can- 
not have read the testimony, nor considered 
wlat Mr. Johnson said to the jury. In the 
first case: 

“T have listened with unmixed horror to some of 
thé testimony which His beon brought before you. 
The outrages proved are shocking to humanity; they 
admit of Heithor excusé or justification; they vio- 
late every obligation which law and nature imposes 
upon men; they show that the parties engaged were 
brntes insensible to the obligations of humanity and 
religion.” ‘ 

Yet this was not the worst-case the coun- 
sel tried; it was another which disgtisied the 
senior counsel and drove him from the court- 
rocii; It may not have been-the original pur- 
pase of these great lawyers to try the cases on 
the facts. Perhaps they did not mean to have 
arly jury trials. Their mission may liave been 
to entangle the business in subtleties so as to 
prevent any facts from coming out on swom 
testithony; but their clients were brought to 
trial and. they went into the facts, and both 

uit thé court and the State before the cases 
were concluded: Ido not bldine but honor 
them for it. a = l 

‘But let us return. to the poiat. There is no 
mirtial law in South Carolina: The President 
has, oily suspended the writ of Aabeas corpus 
in. order that the civil law may have effect, 
and bad hén may be brought to justice by the 
methods provided by Congress. 

“ Only that, and nothing more.” 

. This amendment offered by: the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] excludes: all the 
States but South Carolina. The gentleman 
skillfully avoids naming Kentucky, but that is 
evidently his object; he wants to keep Ken- 
tucky out... He labored hard in committee, as 
the record he produces. will show,. to prevent 
extending the inquiry to that. State. 

Mr. BECK.. Let me saya word. IJ labored 
to get Kentucky out because of the invidious 
distinction drawn against Kentucky. If Ken- 
tucky were included, then also ‘ought to have 
been included the Scranton riots. in Penn- 
sylvania, the riots in Indiana, and the riots 
wherever else they may have oceurred: I 
objected to an invidious distinction being 
drawn against my own State when there were 
other States where instances of this kind had 


occarred. - 


Mri STEVENSON. Very well, Mr. Speaker; 
there is an invidions distinction made by this 
resolution against Kentucky, as between that 
State and the States of Indiana, Pennsylvania, 
and Ohio, all of which were proposed to have 
been included ; and, I am sorry to say there is 
reason for that invidious distinction.. I cannot 
say anything unkind of the State of Kentucky. 
Probably my attachments, aud- the reagons for 
them, are as strong as those of the gentleman 
who represents her in part; but every well- 
wisher of the State should endeavor to rescue 
her from the conspiracy which infests her. 
Official records show. that. from Octobér 30; 
1866, to October 14, 1868, there were six hùn- 
dred and forty-six well-authenticated outrages: 
Here is the statement of General O. O. How- 
ard, in his official reports : 

“ Kentucky.—In 1867 the number of duttages coi: 
mitted by whites against freed people, and officially 
reported by stibordinate officers sincé October 36, 
1866, is as follows, namely : thurders, 20; shooting, 18; 
rape, 11; otherwise maltreated, 270; total; 319. X 

“Tn 1868, to October 14, the outrages perpetrated, 
by the Ku Klux Kian have caused a great exodus 
into other States.” BO eS Re Le 

“The number of outrages reported as committed 
by whites upon colored people in the State of Ken- 
tucky during the year is: thurders, 26; rapes, 3; 
shootings, 30; otherwise maltreated, 265; total, 37.) 


Up to March, 1871, there were recorded 90 
additional cases, making 789 sscértained ot 
February 18, 1871. f : 


“ Jacob Lichter was hung by Ku Klux iti Shelby 
(February 16;) a masked band rescued Scroggins from 
jail in Frankfort, (February 24;) and a band attacked 
Ballow’s store, in Franklincounty; and Rucker was 
killed, (March 11,)” 


General P. St. George Cooke, in his report 
for 1869, says: 


“Out of the cities and off from tho great lines of 
travel and commerce, in the interior of Kentucky 
and Tennessee, negro and white Unionists enjoy 
little protection of law to person or property, and 
the freedom of the negroes is amockery, | Pa 

“While I write the public prints recorda Ku Klux 
action—submitted to, of course—in which, breaking 
into houses, they murdered one and maimed another 
white man; ‘scourged most unmercifully a. white 
man and several negroes.’” 


One of the best-informed men in the State, 


a citizen of Lexington, (a constituent of the 
gentleman, ) has published the following state- 
ment, which Í have never seen controvertéed: 


“Outrages of this sort cof mitted by these men have 
been reported from the following counties: Carter, 
Montgomery, Clarke, Fayette, Woodford, Anderson, 
Frabklin, Shelby, Henry, Marion, Washington, Mer- 
eer, Boyle, Vinéoln, Pataski, Garrard; Madison, 
Rockcastle, Bourbon, Scott, and Harrison. Here 
are twenty-one counties, in thè ceriter of the State, 
as it were, in every one of whieh foul murders have 
heen committed by the Ku Klux, and in some of 
them as high as ten or twelve murdered nier can bë 
counted. All this, and a gréat deal more, occurred 
during the administratión of Govérnor STEVENSON. 
From the cutting down of thé flagstaff over the grave 
of General Nelson; from the murder of Major Bier- 
bower in Stanford, to the killing of the negroes if 
Franklin, right under the nose of the Governor, these 
things haye been going on; Is anorganization which 
spreads over twenty-one countiés, containing near 
threc hundred thousand inhabitants, and so intimid~ 
ating otin other ways annitiling the action of the 
State civil authorities, as to prevent their molest- 
ing them; an orginization which has stained. avery 
county with the blood of theit victims, and which is 
guilty of the death of more than one hundred men, 
a small affair? ‘These ate facts, arc sobér realities, 
are unexaggerated truths. That this orgatization 
exists in all the portion of the State we have named, 
their deeds attest. ‘The State cannot or will not deal 
with these men: The organization is so powerful 
that officers of the law have respected their. man~ 
dates and obeyed their behests.. Nay, it is charged 
and believed that in some counties some of the offi- 
cers of the law are members of the organization 
made officers of the law because of their politica 
influence. — 

“Colunins after columns of thé newspapers for 
four yedrs past bavo been filled with the doings of 
these men. Two thirds of the startling things that 
have drawn and fixed the attention of the people in 
that time have been Ku Klux murders.’ The pulpit 
have denounced these men. Lawyers pleading for 
the life of theif clients have denounced them. So 
distinguished a Democrat as John C. Breckinridge 
has, in d public speech, denounced them” =, * o S 
+ = "Two or three times when the doings of 
them became tivo notorious, and Wére,in 2 manner, 
free from disguise, a grand jury bas indicted them, 
hut wo one has ever been tried in a State court, much 
less punished. Grand juries stand in awe of them, 
witnesses tell the foremer of juries that they will 
go to jail before they will testify aggivst them... $ 
eo 8  & oo e Wereall the KwK idx arrested and 
brought to trial, among them would be found sher- 
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iffs; magistrates, jurors, and législators, and, it may 
be, clerks and judges, In some counties it would be 
found that the Ku Klux and their friends comprise 
more than‘balf of the influential and voting popu- 
Mation’?) ao, : ; n : 
Phe conspiracy exists in the gentleman’s 
own' district among ‘his constituents, and: has 
at least ever since September, 1868. Here is a 
document from the report of the commanding 
g@enérakfor 1868; ~ : zi 
A : * Mount VERNON, KENTUCKY, 
hipa Doo ti at. $ September 21, 1868. 
: DEAR GENERAL: We need some military aid in 
this.section, of country for the following reasons, to 
wit: there isa band of Ku Klux in the vicinity of 
Crab Orchard, Kentucky, that are continually com- 
mitting? depredations in this part of the country. 
Abaut:two tuonths ago they went to James Baker’s, 
in Pulaski county, and murdered him by shooting 
him : some'five shots took effect. On last Saturday 
night they went to the house of one Stephen Cam- 
mins, of Pulaski county, and killed him and. his 
daughter, and wounded his son;. bis ‘son. escaped 
by running off in the dark. They shot his daughter 
for lamenting over her dead father; he, Cummins, 
killed two of them—one on the ground, and one 
died at Crab Orchard, They remarked before they 
Teft that there was ono more d—d abolitionist out of 
the way. Itis Union men that they are operating 
upon entirely. bo, genoral, if there is not military 
interference, we will soon be in a very bad fix.. The 
main nestisaboutCrabOrchard. Wothinkit would 
bea good idea to station some troops at Crab Orch- 
ard, as we think it ís one of the worst rebel holes in 
Kentucky. Union men are becoming alarmed, and 
will havo to band themselves together for their pro- 
tection il thero is not something dono, Genoral, wo 
aro satisfied that we need protection, or we would 
not call for it, t 
Vory róspoctfally, your obedient servants, 
: wae WM. CARSON, 
dudge Lockeastle County Courts 
A. J. MOORE, 
y County Attorney. 
R. D. COOK, 
Clerk Rockeastle County Court, 
i i sat B. K. BETHURUM, 
; 7 Sherif ockcustle County, 


Crab Orchard isin the geutleman’s district, 
and Mount: Vernon in one adjoining. 

©The Governor, in his message of December 
4, 1871, admits the existence of the order in 
the State, and characterizes its members as 
murderers, He says: 


“ Lew and Order. That there has been in certain 
localities within tho Statew degree of disorder and 
a xeakless disposition, to disregard and defy the law 
isa fact which requires consideration, Just what 
the Legislature can or ought to do to remedy this 
evilitisdifieult to determine. ‘There are already 
mpon the atatute-books of the State ample laws, 
with adequate penalties, for all crimes und misde- 
meanors,..The difficulty lies not in the want of 

onal, statutes, but in their enforcement. -Upon 
doth theso. points much unjust criticism has been 
indulged: toward both the Legislature and the civil 
ofileera of the State. Lhe lawlessness has ig sowe 
instances assumed an organized farm, exeouting its 
violence and porpetrating its acts undor cover of tho 
night, by bodies of mon too powerful to be resisted 
by the citizens, and so disgvisod that they cannot be 
yecognized aud brought to trial for their misdecds, 
and thus are enabled to defy both the law and -its 
ofivers, : POSA 

“This state of things is to be deeply deplored, and 
‘ghould be correated as speedily as pogsiblo, There 
is no safety to tbe public peace butin theobservance 
and, enlorcement of law, and. the whole power and 
force of the Commonwealth, if need. be, should be 
exerted for the protection of her. humblest citizen, 
The mob, when once aroused, does not discriminate 
between the innecent and the guilty, and often, upon 
a buro accusation. hurries its vietim to punishment 
without trial or, proof. of guilt. In such a state of 
things there is no safety for tha life or liberty of any 
citizen, since the purest and most innocent may fall 
a sacrifice to tho passions and prejudicesof the hour, 
upou a charge utterly wanton and malicious, pro- 
ferred by someone who has the car of tho mob. 
«We can understand bow the commission of an 
atrocious and revolting crime in a community may 
so-outrage public sentiment as to provoke summary 
punibment.by.an. infuriated populace. Such oç- 
eurrences have existed in all nations and under all 
Governments: and while they are to-be deprecated, 
yet, being only. occasional outbreaks, excited. by 
the perpetration of enormous crimes, they do not 
threaten any serious or-permanent danger to the 
peice and safety of the country, $ eee 

*‘Batwhen men organize themselvesinto vigilance 
committees, klans,-or leagues, or whatsoever other 
name they may assume, with the avowed or prac- 
tical purpose of taking thelaw into their own hands, 
to-inflict punishment upon any:member of the com- 
munity who way beobnoxiousto them, they become 
themselves the most dangerous class of law-break- 
ers; they bave ail the elements ofa mob; they are 
a.mob;-and a mob is no remedy tor.anything; and, 
if acting in such unlawial combination, they inflict 
death upon any one, they, and all who- give. aid, 
enechragement, or countonance. te their act, are 
gudlty.of marder., Tt matters not how guilty: ar how 


heinous the grime of their.victim, their crime is still: 
murder. The number or respectability of those 
engaged in the commission of a crime cannot sanc- 
tify the deed or extenuate. their gailt, but rather 
aggravates the offense and intensifies the danger to 
the publie peace. Notonly the officers. of the Com- 
monwealth, but all good citizens should feél itto be 
their solemn duty todiscountenance all such unlaw- 
ful: acts, and to bring their perpetrators to trial and 
punishment. 


Disorder ever tends to reproduce and multiply 
itself, and in its presence no right of the citizen is 
secure. Besides, the influence of the evil-doer in 
this case involves much more than insecurity and 
injustice to good and law-abiding citizens. To per- 
mit such outrages to'go unpunished tends to impair 
among the people. that reverence for the authority 
of the law which is the chief safeguard of society, 
and to destroy that confidence in the ability of Gov- 
ernment to protect his life and vindicate his rights, 
which is the. just. foundation. of the citizen’s alle- 
giance, andstrikes a blow at the fabric of State rights, 
resting as it does on the maintenance of taw and 
order, which may bedisastrous to our civil and polit- 
ical Hberty. : Ei 

“Tn every instance brought legally to the notice 
ofthe Executive all the means authorized by law 
bave been employed to secure the arrest and trial 
of guilty. parties, ` Rewards have’ been: offered ; 
requisitions issued; the militia ordered to render 
assistance in the arrest of criminals, and the pub- 
lic invoked by proclamation to discountenance the 
offenders, and aid in securing their punishment; 
and though acts perpetrated by such organized 
bands are decreasing in all sections of the Com- 
monwealth, yet we cannot claim that they have 
entirely ceased. Whether any. farther legislation 
for their suppression is necessary, and ifso, of what 
nature, is & matter for your deliberation and 
docision. i “ ere 

"I will suggest that the posse comitatus, which is 
the only reliance of the civil officer for aid in pur- 
suing and arresting offenders under the law at pres- 
ent, is not adequate to the emergency in cases of the 
sort under consideration. Lawless bands are usually 
drilled, and always armed, whereas the posse aro 
noither drilled nor armed, and hence nro not pre- 
pared to encounter the offenders. ‘To organize for 
duty companies of. militia in logalities annoyed by 
luw-breakers is expensive, and has, when the exper- 
iment has been mude, not proven eflicient, There 
is too much machinery required to bring the ordin- 
ary militia organization into the field, Long before 
the necessary orders can bo procured, and arrange- 
ments made for pursuit, the law-breakers have 
disappoured, [shall certainly ‘take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, but the powers and 
duties of the Executive in this regard are prescribed 
in the laws upon our statute-books, and it will be 
scén that be is restricted in the use of the militia, 
and iv the offering of rewards for arrest, to‘the eall 
of certain otber officers. pe 

“ I recommend that you pass such additional laws 
as shall be necessary to more certainly reach the 
various forms of crime as it crops out at the hands 
of organizations.and other evil-disposed persons, so 
much to the terror and shameof the people. I sub- 
mitto your wisdom whether you should not enact 
some law imposing more stringent and severe penal- 
ties upon public officers fur their failure add neglect 
to look after aud enforce the penal und criminal 
laws of the State’ It is apparent that thero has 
been too much neglect in tbis regard. I also most 
respectfully suggest that you ‘provide additional 
moans by law for the capture and bringing’ to trial 
of offenders. Whether this ‘should be by the organ- 
ization of ‘a police force in each county and: such 
otber localities negding it, or in some other way, 
your wisdom will desermine. j j : 

“Tam profoundty impressed with the urgent ne- 
cessity of something being done to'effectually check 
aud break up those disorders; and the people of 
Kentucky, in my opinion, demand and expect this 
Legislature to provide their officers with additional 
means to secure such desirable end. 

“I appeal to you, the honored representatives of a 
generous constituency, to provide a remedy for these 
evils, I fool rure that the people of Kentucky will, 
in their patrioticdevotion to theircountry, their love 
of order and good government, and their keen ‘ap- 
preciation of the honor of the State, not only approve 
your action in the premises, but welcome any burden 
such legislation may render necessary.” 


Sir, the wonder is we overlooked the State 
of Kentucky when. we passed this resolution 
of inquiry originally. te -the -attention of the 
House had been called to the language;:‘' the 
late insurrectionary States,’? «whith is. beld 
to exclude her; the resolution- would have 
been amended, and: the committee instructed 
to extend their inquiries :into ‘her. condition: 
The fact that we did- not inquire into: her 
condition last ‘summer. has: emboldened -the 
conspiracy in-that: State, and.members of: the 


order are- going from other, States into Ken-; | 


tucky, some out of North. Carolina, where the 
law: 1s being vigorously enforced under thecivil 
authorities. -They go to Kentucky asa haven 
of rest and: sefety for them.: it has been the 
misfortune of that State:to be the refuge of 
rebels siuce the war, when..reconstruction 


| began. and the rebels in other States went into 


Kentucky.toeseape the military. and escape 
temporary. disfranchisement, and, they. bave 
overawed:the Union men and taken possession 
of the State. The authorities. are powerless 
or-indifferent, the Legislature seems in sym; 
pathy with the conspirators. They broke the 
jail in Frankfort, the. capital „of the State, 
when the Legislature: was. in, session,.. and 
rescued . Scroggins,;a. member of; their order, 
who. had been:arrested foran, outrage... And 


no justice has-been done. them for it; and, 
so tar as. I know, no. punishment for Ku Klux 
outrages has been. had in, that. State... Only 
the other day we heard of a casein, a county. 
almost.on the Ohio river. Some of these men 
went to a church where the.. colored. people 
were holding. a fair, and when a. colored 
man objected to their violent proceedings, 
they killed him... Again, the other day,..not 
far. from the capital of the Staie, where a 
wedding among the colored people was being 
conducted, these. men appeared and broke up 
the ceremony.: 0: n 

Mr. BECK, (in his seat.). That last case is 
a mistake... v4 Nae opt TE wee 

Mr. STEVENSON... They, made a mistake 
in doing it, the gentleman thinks? a 

Mr. POLAND. . L must resume the floor. 

Mr. STEVENSON.. I have here a. state: 
ment. of recent outrages which occurred in 
South Carolina,.which I submit in answer to 
the charges of the gentleman that the Presi- 
dent.is proceeding upon stale cases: They 
show. that the. conspiracy is yet active, and 
in one of. the proclaimed counties actually 
increasing. . : Soman Suellen 

The following outrages in. York. county oc- 
curred subsequent to April 20,.1871.:, 

In April.and May some twenty-five. negroes 
were - whipped, and.one negro’s house was 
burned. .. ee eer re Cee 

Tu June, seven negroes and two white. men 
were whipped gee aT Sig ad z 

In July one.negro.was whipped and a school- 
house: torn. down, and the. Ku Klux raided 
twice upon a white man whom tbey did not 
find; and the same month, and the begiuning 
of August, raided twice. upon another white 
man. ‘ ` , 

In August the same, school-house was torn 
down, again, having been rebuilt by the ne- 


groes in ihe mean time, o o ope p o a 
In September, three Ku:Klux outrages oc- 
Garrod aint aana e EAA ie pee 
In September, six negroes were whipped in 
Chester county—four men and two women. 
December 23, 1871, a- colored man was 
whipped ip Fairbeld county. | 
December 20, a white man was 
Laurens county. , nae fo whe 
December 15, a new Ku Klux, Klan. organ- 
ized in Laurens, county and: whipped a, negro 
the. same, night... 5. 


; December 27,.a white man. was whipped in 
Fairfield county. i otea | ares 
` Mr, POLAND.. I gave my colleague onthe 
committee [Mr. Srevenson.] the same time as 
I gave the other side, and Ido not think Í 
can, consent to.-extend, it I now move the 
previous question... Ee : 

Tbe previous.question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; the first,question under 
the operation thereof being, ‘* Will the House 
substitute.the resolution: offered by Mr. BEGEK 
for that reported by the:eommittee?"’, - 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
71, noes 85. -oo Bite, tye, een te 

Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays: .- 

The yeas and nays were ordered. |... , 

:- The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 84, nays.115, not voting 
40; as follows: . | ye Bent Pye TeS 
-¥EAS+Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Beck, 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, 
Caldwell, Carrot}, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Crebs, 
Crossland, Davis, Dox: Du Bose, Duke, -Bidridge, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster,..Garrett, Getz, Golladay, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton; Hancock, Handicy, 
Hanks, Harper, John T: Harris, Heréford, Herndon, 


whipped: in 


l 


, Hibbard, Holman; Keddall, Kerr; King, ‘Lamigon, 
Leach, Léwis; Manson, McClelland, McCormick; Me- 
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Henry, McIntyre, McKinney, McNeely, ‘Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. 
Parker, Eli Perry. Potter, Price, Randall, Read, 
Edward. V..Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Roberts, Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slo- 
eum, Sloss, Swann, Terry, Van ‘Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young--8t. i 
_ NAYS--Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby. Bingham, George 
M. Brooks, Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, William T: Clarke,Cobb.Coburn, 
Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Edwards, Farnsworth, Ear- 
well, Finkeinburs, Charles Foster, Wilder D, Foster, 
Garfield, Halo, Halsey, Harmer, ‘Havens, Hawley, 
Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, John, W Hazleton, Hill, 
Joar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, 
McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, 
Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Pack+ 
ard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendle- 
ton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry. Peters, Poland, Porter, 
Prindic, Rainey, Bilis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sawyor, Sceloy, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shella- 
barger, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Sypher, Laffe. Thomas, Washington 
townsend, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman. Wal- 
den, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and Jobn T. Wilson—l15. 

NOT VO'TING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Campbell, Freeman Clarke, Creely, Critcher, De 
Large, Dickey, Elliott, Lly, Frye, Goodrich, George 
E. Harris, Hays, Killinger, Kinsella, Marshall, Me- 
Crary, Merrick, Platt, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sco- 
field, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, Worthington 
C. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Storm, Strong, 
St. John, Sutherland; Dwight Townsend, ‘Tutinlt, 
Pwichell, and Williams of New York—4d0. 

So the House refused to substitute the reso- 
lution offered by Mr. Beck for the resolation 
reported by the committee, a 

The question was next on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by: the committee. 

The question being taken, it was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; aud 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM TIM SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
SON, one of its clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate insisted on its amendments to the 
pill (H. R. No. 1062) to admit certain machin: 
ery imported from foreign countries free of 
duty ; thatit agreed to the committee of con- 
ference asked by the House of Representatives 
thereon, and that it had appointed Mr. Sarr- 
wan, Mr. KELLOGG, and Mr. GOLDTHWAITE, as 
managers of the conference on the part of 
the Senate. — 

O IUT POSTAL CONTRACTS. ; 

Mr.. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported hack from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads the communi- 
cation af the Postmaster General of January 
24,1872, and accompanying papers, in relation 
to postal contracts, and moved that the same 
be ordered to be printed, and recommitted to 
the committee... 

The motion was agreed to. 

“ -LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

‘The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House óf the 17th instant, in relation to the 
Louisville and Portland canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. at ; 

. PUBLIC BUILDING: AT. OSHKOSH, WISCONSIN. 

The SPEAKER. also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in answerto a resolution 
of the House of Representatives of April 14, 
1871, in relation to the erection of a public 
pbuilding at Oshkosh, Wisconsin ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to- be printed. ~ 

f CLAIM OF H, M. FOSDIOK, : 

‘The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter- from the Secre- 
tary-of the Interior, iw relation to the claim of 


H..M. Fosdick on account. of deprédation’ 
committed on his property in 1864 by: the 
Arapaho Indians ;: which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. pta AEE a G a 

_ LEAVE OF- ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. Hawxey for ten days, on 
account of sickness in his family, 00 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Srurwoop for ten days, on 
account of the death 'of a near relative. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. RANDALL. I rise to a privileged 
motion. I movethat when the House adjourns 
to-morrow, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lhope not. I 
hope we shall be allowed to go on with the 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
adjourn over. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that he shall wait until to- 
morrow to submit his motion. . . 

Mr. RANDALL, Ihave made the motion 
to-day so that members may be „able to regu- 
Jate their movements for Saturday. 

Mr. DAWES. It must certainly be import- 


Well, I hope we shall 


ant that gentlemen may be able to arrange |! 


their business so as to leave the city as early 
as possible, but I suggest to the gentleman 
that the public business had better be attended 
to a little, and that we wait to act upon this 
motion until to-morrow. ~. 

The SPEAKER. Strictly speaking, „the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is not entitled 
to the floor to make this motion. The gentle- 


man from Ohio was upon the Aoorto submita | 


motion, aud the Chair interrupted him to lay 
before the House the usual business 


T. J. JORE. 


© Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Before I move 
to gointo Committee of the Whole, I yield to 
my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. MAYNARD, J 
who desires to ask the House to pass a bill 

On motion of Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 524) to correct a cler- 
ical error in the enrollment of an act approved 

March 7, 1870, entitled “Avu uct to relieve 
certain persons therein named from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a 
first and second time. 

- The bill was read. It provides that the 
name ofS. J. Jobe, of Catoosa county, in the 
State of Georgia, which appears in the act 
approved March 7, 1870, and which in the bill 
that was passed by the Senate and House of 
Representatives was written *‘‘T, J. Jobe,”’ 
but was in the enrolled bill erroneously written 
iS, J. Jobe,” be corrected and changed to 
‘eT, J. Jobe.” f 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; aud also 
moved that the motion to recpusider be laid 
on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed’ to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now yield for 
amoment to my colleague on the committee, 
[Mr. Hate. } 

. Mr. HALE; from the Committee on Appro- 
priations; reported a bill (H. R. No. 1191) 
making appropriations forthe naval service for 
the year ending June 80, 1873, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed, and made the ‘special order- for Tues- 
day next, and from day to day thereafter until 
disposed of. a er are oe 


< Mr, BECK. 
upon that biH. = - - 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was: referred and made a 


I reserve all points of order 


| special order; and also moved-that the motion 


to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed-to. 
“LEGISLATIVE, BTO., APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. .1-ndw ‘insist 
upon my motion that the House resolve. itself 
into Committee of the Whole on, the state of 
the Union. ` eae 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. WHEELER in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration. of, House: bill 
No. 1060, making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, aud jidicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes. : . 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee 
rose yesterday the paragraph of the bill had 
been reached which the Clerk will read. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assay Office at Boisé City, Idaho: 

For salaries of superintendent, assayer, melter, 

and clerk, $7,400, i : 


For wages of workmon, $3,000. > . 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $1,500. 
. Mr. SHOBER. I move to amend by. insert- 
ing after the paragraph in relation to -Boisé 
City, Idaho, the following: , 

Branch Mint at Charlotte, North Carolina: 

For assayer, $1,500; for wages of workmen, $1,492; 
for chemicals, charcoal, and incidental and miscet- 
laneous expenses, $1,500. ‘ $ 


The amendment that T have proposed con- 


il templates the same appropriation tbat has 


heretofore been made for this purpose. Lre- 
gret very much that the Committee on Appro- 
priations failed to report any appropriation for ` 
this branch mint. I can see no reason why 
they did not do so. This establishment ut 
Charlotte is a very old one, one that has been 
in existence for nearly forty years.’ ‘The same 
reasons which existed for it originally- exist 
to-day.. The region in which this branch mint 
is located is. one of the finest gold- producing 
regions in the United States. Although the 
mining interests there have been languishing 
by reason of the disastrous scenes through 
which we have just passed, yet the operations 
of gold mining there are reviving ond being 
carried on toia greater extent every year. 
concede that during the last two years the 
operations of this establishment as an assay 
office have not been very great; but the mining 
interests there are daily developing and grow- 
ing, and we desire that this office ‘shall be kept 
up in order to ufford facilities to the miners 
there, and to stimulate the mining interests in 
that region. - 7 . 

This branch mint is located in a mining 
region abounding in ‘mineral wealth, near a 
railroad ‘center, from which five railroads 
diverge in every direction. The gold regions 
of North Carolina, South Carolina, and Geor- 
gia; in fact, the gold regions of the South are 
interested in the maintenance of this estab- 
lishment, and we ‘desire it tobe continued as 
an assay office. It is the only one that we 
have in the South. The buildingis there with 
all the appliances necessary to carry on the 
operations of the office. The appropriation 
asked for, amounting to ‘less*than four thou- 
sand five hundred dollars,‘is scarcely more 
than would be required to keep the property 
in a condition of propor repair in case it was 
not- occupied as an assay office. I hope: that 
under these circumstances, in justice to our 
people, this Committee of the Whole willadopt 
the amendment I bave offered, and ‘incor- 
porate this appropriation into this bill. Our 
people are interested in this ancient establish- 
ment, and I should regret, we all there would 
regret, to see it abolished. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. i eae 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘This appropri- 
ation for a brauch ivint at Charlotte was struck 
out last year, avd this year the Committee on 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 25, 


Appropriations were unavimous.in leaving it 
oe oe ti bill. I think I need: say nothing 
qnore:than-fo state the single fact that since 
the’ 8lst of: Mareb, -1861, up. to the. present 
time, or- from: the: last year that anything was 
done there; the total coinage at this: branch 
mint was but:$70,5800 52. 6 lek ee 
Mr. COBB, ..We do not ask fora mint, but 
only. for an assay office. _, Lea 
Mir. GARFIELD, of. Ohio.’ I know that; 
büt thete’was nothing given for it last year, 
and ‘theréhas béeti no one before ‘the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations this year asking for 


this approptiation. |. 
m Mr BUTLER, of Tennessee. 
amendmért will be adopted. _ : 
"Phe CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
aniendment has been exhausted. 
“Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I move to 
amend ‘pro forma by striking out the last 
word. While this branch mint is not located 
in my district, still my constituents are very 
huch ‘interested in it. The work there is just 
reviving. There are developments in that 
region over which there is more excitement 
there ppon thd subject of mining than there 
has been at any time before for twenty years, 
Every person in. that section of country is 
excited upon thé subject of mining;*new dis- 
coveries ate being made there every day, 
This! establishment is in the midst of a devas- 
tated country, and this ‘appropriation is bat a 
small'pittance asked at the hands of this Con- 
gress.” This.is an old institution, and notwith- 
standing the showing that only some seventy 
thousand dollars hasbeen coined there lately, 
itis still.of much importance to that region of 
country... The expense of this appropriation 
ig but-trifing; it will cost the Government but 
ittle, and it. will encourage the people there, 
trust. the amendment will prevail, and that 
Congress will. give this litle boon that is 
asked for the benefit of the devastated coun- 
try down there, ; 
: Mr. COBB... Mr. Chairman, yesterday this 
House appropriated nearly seven: hundred 
thousand dollars—more than six hundred and 
ninety-eight thousand dollars—for the mints 
in, the North aud Northwest; audif gentlemen 
will notice the bill before us they will observe 
that the mints and sasay offices at the South 
gre-omiited entively.. We come to-day: from 
North. Cavoliva,-within whieh thore is now no 
Governinent building except this mint at 
Charlotte, asking fox. $4,300 in order. to con: 
tinue, the. arsay: office at that. placè.: The 
amount we ask ig less than a hundredth part 
of the aggregate approprintion made yesterday 
for mints.in. the North and the Northwest. £ 
am. sorry Í have not before me the statistical 
details in regard tothe mintat Charlotte ; but I 
learn. froma most reliable souree, from gen- 
Hemen residing in that section of North Caro- 
lina, that the mining interests ofthe State have 
recently-~-within the last few mouths—received 
anewinpulse ; that inquiry is directed thither. 
ward by gentlemen. who. want to engage.in this 
class of industry. . It is a, matter of geograph- 
ical-history tbat there are forty or fifty counties 
in;fennessee, andin North and South Carolina, 
which are largely gold-producing counties. 
=traordinary discoveries of gold having been 
made: thére from 1828.to0 1831, this mint. was 
established in 1835, and was used as a mint; 
until. very recently. ‘Lhe mining people of 
North. Carolina are at a disadvantage. com- 


I trust this 


the Northwest. Our miners are not-associated 
in compagnies; but as individuals carrying on 
mining for themselves... Jf the assay offie at 
Charlotte be :discontinued, :there. will be no 
assay ollice within their. reseb south of: Phila-. 
delphia, and conseqaénily they. will be defrand-, 
ed ous of a large share of the just ‘and honest. 
results of, their toil, because speculators and, 
traders will go there and buy:ftom them their 
bullion, and when it is sold withoutau assayed 
value, .the.-result. must. be detrimental to: the 
miners: ‘Chey: would invariably suffer logs. 


| nothing. You have to 
: per cent. fo have it coined here. 
pared: with those earrying on this pursuit in || 


* Mr OMAYNARD.: -Tappeal.to gentlemen 
of: the House to sustain me in the statement 
that in-acting upon-applications which ma 
bé considered of alocal.character, I, and those 
with whom I have been most intimately asso- 
ciated in my region of country, have exercised 
the largest liberality, and have been entirely 
frée from anything like sectional. bias, or a 
tendency to oppose a measure because it did 
not belong to our immediate locality, The 
section of country now under consideration 
has’ been a large gold-producing region, and 
was at one time greatly worked, there having 
been originally two mints. The discovery, 
however, of the gold. mines on’ the Pacific 
directed public attention to-that quarter, and 
caused a rush of. miners in: that direction, 
Since that time these mints.have been rela- 
tively of less importance, and ‘the mines have 
not been worked as they formerly were... Still, 
as has been said by my friend from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Cosn,] in several counties of 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and 
Tennessee, (in my own district among others, ) 
the work of mining has been constantly goin 
on. During the last Congress we thought it 
proper for some reason to abandon to the 
State of Georgia the mint building at Dah- 
lonega. The mintat Charlotte is the only one 
left for the purpose of assaying the ores pro- 
duced from the various mines I have named. 
The amendment proposes a small appropria- 
tion of three or four thousand dollars for the 
purpose of maintaining at that point an assay 
office, and an assay ofice alone. Itdoes seem 
to me that to refuse this appropriation would 
be a great hardship, not to say a great injus- 
tice, to those humble miners who, while they 
may not have invested large amounts in their 
business, are still dependent on mining for 
their livelihood. It appears to me that the 
poor pittance now asked for continuing the 
work of assaying in their neighborhood is a 
very, small boon, and one which the Govern- 
ment of the United States ought to grant. 

Mr. DAWES. Is debate exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

Mr, DAWES. Ihad, Mr. Chairman, yester- 
day occasion to say that what the miner needed 
was an assay office, and gave some reason for it, 
whiah geutiemen fromthe Pacific coast deemed 
not to be true. I have occasion to repeat that 
beyond an assay office is a positive disadvan- 
tage to the miner. An assay office, where there 
is any considerable production of the precious 
metals, is absolutely necessary to the devel- 
opment of the mining interests, just ag water 
power is necessary to the development. of a 
manufacturing establishment. Everything that 
facilitates the realization to the miner of the 
most he can make from. his. produets is an 
advantage to him, but beyond that pointis a 
positive disadvantage; and to the miner. an 
assay office that will turn, without trouble and 
without cost to bim, crude bullion into stamped 
bullion, is furnishing him with the greatest 
positive, advantage. Bullion is worth more 
than coin. have here, sir, a: statement. from 
the last quotation of the value of bullion and 
the value of coin for exportation: Take $20,000 
of bullion and $20,000 of coin, and yon will 
find bullion is worth in the foreign’ market 
ninety-one and some odd cents... You can 
take bullion,.ship it, and get if coined for 
pay one half of one 


Then there is the difference in: the weight, 
the difference in the alloy. Coin -is reckoned 
by counting, and bullion by its actual value. 
Then there is the difference: which is allowed 
in the market for abrasion .and the. various, 


‘elements which enter into: the current: market. 


price as-compared with coin.: Ht-is no-help tó. 


the reiner to. establish a. mint-down by his side.: 


itis a-help to establish an assay office. It is’ 
no more help to them. to -have the bullion-after 


being assayed coined than it is fo men ‘ten | 


thousand: miles off, for the. miner does: not use 
that coin. It is taken after it is coined by the 


United States, which is the sovereign power 
over the coinage of the country, whieh puts it 
into its vaults, and transfers it. where it. is 
desired to distribute-it. Bat bullion is an arti- 
‘ele of merchandise, bought up ata premium by 
those who seek. it as an article of export. It 
is purchased’ as any‘other article of merchan: 
dise is purchased. “So far as there is a prg- 
duction of metal to justify the setting up of 
an assay office, in my opinion, it should be 
done; but there sheuld be: no more. mints, 
There should he less of this sort. of establish- 
ments, and had ‘it not been for the fact that it 
was an original question yesterday, I should 
have gone for changing the. office at. Cargon 
City into an assay office. + eae 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Before the gentle- 
man sits down let me ask him this question: 
Is the gentleman for or against this proposi- 
tion? > : ioe 

Mr. DAWES... I do not think it was neces: 
sary for the gentleman to ask that question. 
He can understand, I think, what [ have said, 
and if so, he must know that I favor this 
proposition, If I have not been able to make 
myselfunderstood by that gentleman, of course 
it is my misfortune. f d 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understood you 
yesterday to speak against the proposition, 
and then vote for it. . 

Mr. SARGENT. J understand the amend: 
ment is withdrawn, and I renew it for the pur- 
pose of saying a few words. Ido not desire 
to prolong this debate, but as I understand my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] takes 
exception to the position stated by me on this 
question yesterday, I'shall make only one or 
two remarks in reply. The gentleman says 
that abrasion reduces the value of coin. Upon 
old coins, where the abrasion would cause them 
to be of less value, of course that is true; but 
the coin the miner receives from the mint is 
new, and as there is nó abrasion, of course 
there is no loss: on that account.: Therefore 
that element must be taken out of the gentle- 
man’s calculation. If a miner desires to pur- 
chase a piece of land, or to purchase cloth- 
ing or food for himself and family, to pay the 
expense of labor he employs, of water, &¢., he 
is compelled to pay in coin. In making pur- 
chases or payments he cannot use bullion. If 
he sells his bullion for that purpose he receives 
under the most favorable circumstances only 
the assay value. If the bullion contains a 
large amount of alloy, the amount of coin he 
receives is decreased in the same proportion. 
If it approaches the standard of purity, which 
makes it of more value than coin, so that it 
will receive alloy in coinage, then he receives 
the amount of coin it is worth, and more, per- 
haps, than its weight in coin. But it comes 
right down to the same proposition. The 
miner in San: Francisco, for instance; is com- 
pelled, by: his necessities, when he sells his 
bullion, to receive coin for it, and he receives 


| American coin, and is charged for it what it 
| costs to coin.it. He ean only sell for coin or for 


greenbacks, allowing for the discount. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr, Dawss]-is 
correct in stating that for exportation merély,. 
when it is to be recoined in foreign coun- 
tries, and where, by a wise provision of law, no 
coinagé charge is made, it is advantageous in 
that case to export bullion. But the mint. is 
intended to be for the benefit of the miners 
themselves. Ags they must have coin for their 
business, to pay their expenses, generally close 
to the whole product, if, to get the coin, they 


must pay for shipment to a distant mint and 


back, with cost of insurance, &e., it is evident 
itis: better for them to have the coining done 
on .the..spot, and save these: costs., .So. my 
friend is incorrect in his. theory, while right in 


some of his.facts. o o., aay 
It would bé good policy for this country, and 


|an advantage for its commercial interests, very 


far iw advance of the amouut whieh it receives 
from a coinage charge;:if this charge. at: the 
mints were abolished: ` We-would then beable 
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to keep our gold toa greaterextentin the coun- 
try, instead of having drained it away. That 
matter, I believe, is now before the Commit- 
tee.of Ways and Means, and may come before 
Congress, and I will then endeavor to state 
more elaborately my views on this important 
question. I withdraw the amendment: 
Mr. MAYNARD rose. ; pi 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
now havea vote. = > 
Mr. MAYNARD. I was about to remark 
that the debate had wandered a good deal away 
from the proposition- before the ‘committee. 
My apprehension is akin to that of the Roman 
client whose lawyer, forgetting his three little 
kids in controvensy, soared away in large dis- 
course upon the slaughter of Caune and the 
perfidy of Hannibal. | fear that-in this learned 
and elaborate examination of the great subject 
of coinage the pittance asked for our little 
astay ofice may be overlooked. 
: The ‘question being taken on Mr. SHOBER S 
amendment, it was agreed to. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Territory of Montana: 

For compensation of Governor 
ent of Indian affairs, chief justice, 
judges, and secretary, $13,500. , ; j 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lam instructed 
by the committee to move to strike out in that 
paragraph the words “ and superintendent of. 
Indian affairs,” as the Governor. no longer 
ex officio holds that office. 

The. amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

.. District of Columbia: agi aed 

For salary. of the Governor, $3,000; for salary of 
the secretary, $2,000; for pay of the members of the 
council, $2880; tor salaries of the: members of the 
poard of public works, $10,000. ‘ 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to add at 
the end of the paragraph the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appro- 
priated shall be paid to any member of: such board 
who shall hold any other Federal office. 
© Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave rio objec- 
tion to that. St ae ; 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For twenty-eight watchmen for the general ser- 
vice of the Interior Department building, and all 
the bureaus therein, to be allotted to day or night 
service, as the Secretary of ‘the Interior may direct, 


$20,160. l l 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imoveto insert 
after the word ‘‘for,” which commences the 
paragraph, the words ‘‘one captain of the 
watch, $1,200.” ee 
. The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For stationery, furniture, advertising, books, and 
maps for the library, 


and miscellaneoùs items, $9,000. 


Lhope we will 


and superintend- 
and two associate 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I moveto strike 


out $9,000,” and insert“ $12,000.” 
The amendment was agreed to... 
The Clerk read as follows: 0 0 05; 7 
For rent and fitting up ofrooms for the use of the 

Pension Office and for the Bureau of Education, 


000. : ‘ 

‘Me. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to 
amend by striking out ** $14,000,” and insert- 
ing in-liew thereof “ $16,000. = 

Mr. LYNCH. Fraise the point of order 
upon that clause that there is no law author- 
izing thts expefditure. f ae 

Mr. GABFLELD, of Ohio.” The fitting 
up of rooms for the use of the Bureati of Edu- 
cation and the Pension Office is certainly a 
necessary expenditure to carry ou a depart- 
ment-of the Government already established, 
and that comes within the rule. — í 


Mr, LYNCH: There is no law authorizing: 
the lease or renting of offices for the use of” 


the Pension Bureau. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘Tt Has: always 
been ruled that such an appropriation. Is-8 
necessary expenditure to Carry On -a depart- 
ment of the Government, and is ia drdey. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chait thinks the 
point of order‘is not well taken. 


Mr. LYNCH. Then I move to strike out 


the appropriation; and I do it-for the purpose 
of asking the chairman of the Committee on 
Apprepriations.to explain to the House what 
buildings are being rented for this purpose, 
and whether they are suitable for the purpose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am glad. the 
gentleman from Maine has called attention to 
this point, Yesterday morning the. Commit- 
tee on Appropriations had before them the 
Secretary of the Interior,’ the Commissioner 
of. the General Land Office, the Commissioner 
of Pensions, and the Commissioner of Patents; 
and heard each of these gentlemen in regard 
to the work of their Departments. This special 
item, to which attention is: called. by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, is ‘one about which [shall 
have more to say in a few moments; but I will 
say at this point that a very large. increase in 
the business of the Pension Office has been 
required by the law of the last session grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers of the war of 1812. 
A large deficiency was passed to pay the ex- 

enditure during the current year, and a large 
inerease is asked for for next year on that 
score. The number of applications made is 
so great that they have had to add sixty clerks 
to the number heretofore employed, and have 
been required to get a new building entirely. 
They have hired the Seaton House, which is 
now filled with clerks of the Pension Office 
and some other departments. This action has 
been rendered necessary by the legislation of 
Congress. : 

Mr. LYNCH. Now I wish to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Approptiations if 
he thinks that a proper building in which to 
keep the important papers connected with the 
Pension Bureau, papers. the preservation of 
which is necessary as evidence ‘upon which 
claims have been paid and are to be paid? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Well, I am 
afraid it is not, from what I hear, but I do not 
know what we can do about it. -The building 
has been rented as the best that can be ob» 
tained, and the whole building is under the con 
trol of the Government. They have exclusive 
charge of it, and the only danger is from fire—a 
danger which, of course, is incident to all 
buildings of that sort. 

Mr. LYNCH. Can 
the House the amount of rent that is to be paid 
for that building—-whether it-is $14,000? . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not now 
remember. what:the amount of rent is. : The 
Seeretary of the Interior stated, however, that 
he had done the very best he could, and had 
got the building for what he considered a fair 
vent. This includes, however, as the gentle- 
man. will see, the fitting up of the building, and 
is not a naked matter of reat. ‘ = 

. Mr. LYNCH. It seems to me that the build- 
ing in which is to be kept the papers: con- 
nected. with.the Pension Bureau should be-s 
fire-proof building. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion to strike ott, -and move to amend by 
adding to the paragraph the following: 

Provided, That no building shalt be rented for the 
use.of the Pension Bureau which is not fire-proof. 

Mr. GARFIELD,. of Ohio. I hope that 
amendment will, not prevail, for the reason 
that I presume it is impossible to find a tire- 
proof building in tbis city for tke use:of the: 
Pension Bureau. . If this amendment should: 
be adopted, then the bureau will certainly have: 
to abandon this building, and I do not know: 
j| where they would go; they would be turned 
into the streets: ; 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose that, in the: 
literal meaning of this amendment, there is 
| not # fire-proof. building now existing in this 
city, outside of the Government. buildings.: 
The experience of the recent. Chicago fire: 
shows that the very best buildings of brick and: 
iron in. that-city went down before the devour- 
ing element... By adopting. this amendment 
i we will simply refuse any ‘opportunity to. the: 
Pension Bureau to carry on the business that 
Congress: has imposed- u ita. If the: ex-: 
; penses of that bureau are increasing rapidly, it 


the gentleman inform | 


ig out own-fault. A day or two ago there was 
a competition on ‘both sides of this House 
starting: with ‘my friends on-the other side to 
see who would soonest propose an extension 
of time, and the longest time, for-a large class 
of pensioners to obtain the benefit of our pen- 
sion ‘laws. I believe that finally the com- 
mittee which had the subject in charge pro- 
posed the longest time, ‘and they were-allowed 
the’ preference. These laws ' seem: to pass 
through Congress. very easily, and they bring 
in large classes of applicants. The numbers 
affected by special legislation are found tobe 
invariably much greater than supposed possi- 
ble when the laws ate passed.- Bor instance 
Lam told by the Commissioner of Pensions 
that-the umber of applicants, under the law 
extending pensions té the survivors of the war 
of 1812, is over forty thousand, whereas Fdo 
not suppose that any gentleman who vöted for 
the bill in the last Congtess supposed that the 
number would be over twenty-five thousand. 
T believe in tbe necessity for the erection of 
more public buildings in this city. “But I 
remember that during the last hours of the last 
Congress, when there was a proposition pend- 
ing for a new building for the State Depart- 
ment, it was fiereély opposed and fought 
although we showed that the building in’ which 
were kept the valuable archives’ of this “Gov- 
ernment, ail the valuable records contected 
with our diplomatic service, was a mere tinder- 
box, a rented building, and entirely unsafe in 
every respect. And by a very, close vote 
very far short of the party majority here, the 
proposition finally prevailed. Certainly this 
amendment ought not to prevail, to compel 
the Pension Bureau to suspend the execution 
of the laws of Congress in regard to pensioners 
or to transact their business in the street, for 
it would be impossible to find for their use a 
fire-proof building in this city. TE 
Mr LYNCH. {do not wish to enter into 
a discussion upon this question. But my at- 
tention was called to ‘the building now oceu- 
pied by the Pension Bureaü, because of some 
business that I had with it.) And -in going 
through that.building, as ł had occasion to do, 
upon my business, it seemed to me. that no 
building could be found less suitable for the 
purpose for which it was used than that seme 
building, the Seaton House, It may be, as the 
gentleman from California [ Mr. Sarcunt]} says, 
that tbere is no building in Washington that is 
fire-proo!, But I take it there are some build- 
ings that. will approximate to fire-proof. build- 
ings, certainly some buildings much-safer, md 
more convenient. than the one now occupied 
for that purpose... However, I will riba aw 
my ameudment, zi AES i 
Mr. McNEBLY.,. I renew. the amendment 
for the’ purpose of saying that the most im- 
portant papers now.on file im the Departments, 
at, least among the most. important, are, those. 
relating to.pensions., Among, them are certi- 
cates and papers in cases that have not been 
passed upon finally, those of soldiers and of- 
cers who have died within the last year or two. 
it is very important to prés¢ive the evidence’ 
by which those claims can be prosecuted to à 
ddnclusion. If these papers should be destroyed 
by fire, as they may be to-night, kept as they 
are in a building formerly occupied as a hotel, 
there would bein many cases nothing preserved 
by which: these. claimants could prosecute their 
claims and obtain justice from the Govern- 
ment. I was surprised last summer when I 
heardthat the Government had rented for the 
use of the Pension Bureau. a building which 
was Hable to bẹ burned at any. tune. "These 
papers are in.danger every hour by reason 
of being placed in that building jand- F think. 
we should at as. early a day.as possible return 
those papers to the Government building from 
which they were taken, or renta fire proot build- 
ing for the purpose, The persons whose clains. 
are thus endangered are-in need of money, and 


certainly deserve all they claim; end unless 
„some better. réagon ean’ be urged against the 
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amendment thanany yet.offered, hope it, will 
he adepted, so that. the. xeaords. apon; which 
these.claimants: expect to obtain their pensions 
shall-be kept inasate place. 9; eee 
2 Mr GAREIELD, of Ohio... I will simply 
sayy in, anawer to: what hasi. been. said. by the 
two: gentlemen:wholiave.spoken, that the per- 
manent records of the Pension: Bureau-are not 
kept at the Seaton House, but- only ithe papers 
for. current, every-day,-businese ;-and..this..ig 
the best..arrangement, that. is. possible: under 


the gireg M gice ne pels gogio 
«Mr LXYNGH,. The: gentleman is entirely 
mistakenes soo car tein PUA E a 
Mre GARFIELD, of Obio. Of, course, at 


the Seaton Honsethere:arevaluable papers, the 
barning of whieh would bea very: great loss. 

Mr. LYNCH.. I -was told: in. the Seaton. 
House that there were ‘papers there which, if 
lost, could. not, be replaced:; : most. important 
papers; connected with the Pension. Bureani; 
evidence of..claims which had heen paid, and 
that.if..they shouldbe-lost, there: would be 
nothing to; protect, the Government against 
the representation. and. repayment. of those 
CHAIMB. ceo ur r oaa cess ve aE 

¿Mr MeNBELY. I desire to sayin. support 
of the statemont just made by the gentleman 
rom Maine, [Mr DENCH] eee oe oa 

Whe CHAIRMAN... The, Chair cannot.per: 
mit this irregular discussion to.proceed... «o 

The, question bejug , taken.on, tha -amend- 
ment.oflered by Mr,.Qarrixgnn, of.Obio, it was 
agreed. to, E te T 
„Fhe, question then.recurred on the amend- 
ihent ofeved ‘aud withdrawn by: Mre LYNCH, 
and renewed by Mr.: MeN EEL, to add, atthe 
end pf.the paragraph the followings . o 
Provided: That no building shall‘bo rented for the 
uga of thet opsion Bureau which, ig nop Àro-proof.,, 
. The amendment, was not agreed ta. 

The Clerk read:as follows:: Bet Efe 

‘For ‘casual yepnirs of the: (Intorior] Department 
building, $1,000 o g i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lmovetoantend 

the clause just read so as to make the amount 
of the appropriation’ $15,000. ; 
.. Lhe: amevdinent was agreed to. 
“Phe Clerk read as follows: a 
‘For cash systoni, maps, dixgrais, stationery, fur- 


niture, ‘and repairs of ‘the samo; miscellangous 
items, including two of the oiy HAWED RP Ors, ta be 
filed, bound, and preserved for the uso of the offico; 
advertising dod tolègraphingi miscellaneous items 
on potonnt iat bounty tanas and military patents, 
undor: tha, several. acts, and contingent expenses 
undar tho sampi att, $20,000 ‘seal y n total 
appropriated for the Géneral Land Offies'o $241,560. 

Mr.” GARFIELD, ‘of Ohio. OY move ‘to 
amend the paragraph just read by striking out, 
t 820,000,” and inserting "$80,000, ts the 
‘appropriation for ‘fmiscellaneons items. on 
account of bounty lands and military’ patents, 
under the severalacta, and contingent expenses 
under the! swatip-land act.” T also move 


to ‘amend by’ changing the aggregate of the 
appropriation from $244,560 to $254,560. 
' The'mendment was agreed. to. i 


nails ask whether 
priations have agreed 


I report them 


For compensation ; $ ‘ 
$3,000; chief clerk; $2,000; twenty-two clerks of cla 
fonr, forty-eight: clerks of ‘class: three, seventy-six 


of Commissioner of Pensio i; 
Ss 


clerks of class.two, seventy-eight.clerksof classone, 
Pe eae Sopyiats at $000 eel ue MealOnE Cr, 
Yo assistant messengers; and five laborers in “his 
office ; in all, $343. 8000 n e aee . 
Mr. GARPIELD;ofOhio; Imovetoameng 
by adding the followhig “as acnew paragraph 
alter tbe paragraph just read: ni s 
Forcompensation of ‘additional temporary élerks 
in the Pension Office for the year ending June BU, 
1873, as follows: TEISES Neg ads 
or four clerks of class three, eight clerks of class. 


two; forty-eight clerks. of class ‘one, ‘nitie female- 
copyists. at $900: each; seven:. assistant: Messongers, 


and five laborers; in all, $91,940. -.. i 


Mr, Chairman, J feel that the Committee-of- 


the Whole: ought not to adopt- so. large an drit 
crease as. this: without knowing precisely: what 
it-is.for. .;. The Commissioner of Pensions-has 
seid. to the Comfaittee of Appropriations that 
the carrying out ofthe .act-of Congress. to pay 
pensions to -sdldiers of the. war of 1812 renders 
necessary this additioval appropriation... They 
are:now employed; avd we-have drafted the 
paragraph permitting this.additional force soit 
willbe: good ouly: for: the next: current year: 
Therefore- whew: this: work: js’ done: no -addi- 
tional force willbe employed... ; ‘ 
: Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri.. 
now employed oec ao fie ait caves: 
Mrs GARFIELD, of Ohio... Itis employed 
underithe deficiency: appropriation bill of last 
Congress, icem eo R ei poea i 
«The amendment;was agreed to. = ii 
= Phe- Clerk redd-as follows: (oes 
- For-stationery, enigraving, ard retouching plates : 
for. bounty tand warrants, printingiand binding the 
same, office furniture, and repairing the same, and 
miscel fan éous items,including two daily newspapers, 
to he filed, bound, and preserved for the use of thé 
office, and for detection and: investigation of-fraud; 


..Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am dirceted 
by the Committee of Appropriations to strike 
ont. ‘t $47,000,”!.and in lien. thereof. to.iusert 
B76 ,000 ii ers ea betcha, 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.. I ask.the 
chairman. of. the Committee on Appropriations 
why.the amoant/is. nearly. doubled ?-. Is it for 
stationery, engraving, and retouching plates; 
for bounty, land: warrants, .printing and biad- 
ing the samesang miscellaneous items; includ- 
ing.two,daily newspapers? . i E 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio... Read the. Jast 
clause, whichis the one.on which the increase 
isasked. . It is for the detection and investi- 
gation of frauds. . The Secretary of the lute- 
nor made to the. Committee on Appropriations 
yesterday. morning what was a startling ŝtate- 
ment. He expressed: his confident belief; and 
I wrote it down at the time, and ‘have the sen- 
tence hereion.a slip of. paper, that nearly one 
fourth of the pensions. we now pay is a fraud. 
I was amazed at hisistatement; but the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, who sat by his side; said 
the statement was not an extravagant:.one, 
aud referred me to page 14 of his own report, 
where.the gentleman from ‘Massachusetts will 
find a paragraph of nearly one half page, stat- 
ing the character ofthe frauds perpetrated on 
the. Pension Office-in the form.of fraudulent 
certificates: gat. up: by claim agents.i» Yo ferret: 
out: these. frauds,.and to punish’ the perpetra~ 
tors ofi'them,:the appropriation:of this money. 
will, no doubt, be the very best econoniy. ‘The 
committee were amazed at.the.facts brought 
to their attention, and ‘coucluded the best. way. 
to remedy: the evil would be to increase ithe 
fund for the doteetion of these frauds; and: 
that is the reason for the increase of appro: 


priation inthis items: © goo 

_ Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
asked the.question for the purpose of ‘bringing: 
out the statement. that has. been made, and-for 
the farther purpose of raying that from some 
considerable examination of the subject made 
iu the :course: of iny duty as president of: the 
board:of managers of the National Asylam-I 
am inclined to believe the report of the com- 
missioner is::nat-exaggerated in: that regards 
certainly not lnrgely exaggerated.: And kdesite 
to. call ithe attention of the- chairman of ‘the 
committee ‘and the House.-in this connection 
to the fact that these frauds are largely caused. 
by paying -pensions:throagh -pensión Agents, 
instead of -distributing the money- over: the 
country through the:various post-officey:where 
the pénsioners-are individually known: As it 
is now, the pension agents-do not‘know the’ 
individual pensioners at all. .They come in 


| large numbers. and form a.line,: waiting for 
; their. turn:to: be paid, and.theréfore there is no 


check of identification.: L:call the-attention 


of the committee . to the: necessity’ of somé’ 
change‘in makingpayment of pensions-and in 4) 


the identification. of pensioners. 


-Mr GARFIELD, of, Ohio. : That. isa very 
proper suggestion-to: be made to the Commit- 
tee-on Invalid Pensions: - af 
~ Me HAGE..-Limove-to: strike out the last 
word... :ldondt:intend to take upthe valuable 
timeiof the committee: to any extent... 
Mr. HOAR- : With the gentleman’s permis- 
sion, I wish to call attention,iu the line ofithe 
réemarks-of wy colleague, [Mri Burier,.] to the 
the fact that this condition of shings:create not 
only great: frauds wponi the public; but algo a 
great antoyance on: the «palrt::of; honest : pen- 


sioners, because the: constant suspicion canses 
a great deal of delay to the honest: pensioners 
in: getting. thé pensions to which.-.they..are 
entitled... pa ye $ » tee eye 

. Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That will 
all.be prevented by paying them. through the 
postioftices, oci cone oo aie 

-< Mr. HALE.; I' wish tocall the attention of 
the committee to one or two instances: of start- 
ling frauds found out by the Pension Bureau. 
They will show how:the Secretary of the Inte: 
rior and the Commissioner. of, Peysions.. have 
made up the estimate that so; large a number 
of pensions-is fraudulent: | The Gommissioner 
of Pensions has’ fonnd, in a’ sitigls instance 
arising out of the war of 1812, gud the statutes 
passed for the relief’ of the survivors ‘of thay 
War, ‘where betwéen two and ‘tlitee ‘hundred 


try, and this 'interéased appropriation, 


The Clerk read as follows.:, EN 
United States Patent Office: SS O 
or coinpensition of the Commissioner of the Pát- 

ent. Office, $4,500; for Assistant Commissioner, 43,009; 
for.chief clerk, $2,500; three examiners-in-chief, ad 
$3,000 each; examiner in charge of. interferences, 
$2,500; twenty-two principal examiners, at $2:500 
each; twenty-two first assistant oxaminors, at $1,800 
each; twenty-two second assistant examiners, at 
$1,600 each, two of whom may be fémales; ‘one libra- 
rian, $2,000; one machinist, $1,600; five clerks of 
class four, eight clerks:of. class tlireé, fifty. clerks of 
class two, and forty-five.clerks of class one: making, 
in all, $300,700.00 5 ene arco 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I 

following amendment: rhe. #72, Ao, . 
In line eight hundred and, seventy-three. strike 
out “two” and Insert “four; so that it will read, 
“twenty-four principal examiners, at $2,500 each.” 
` Théi mendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of, Ohio. . I move, also, 

the following. amendment to this paragraph: 

In line eight hundred and seveuty-threé, after the 

word “dollars,’”? insert the following; “trade-mark 
examiner, $2,500." -, - agit gg a 
The amendment was agreed to. Bo ui 
Mr. GARFIELD,’ of QOhidl -i also move 
the following amendment: | aay Sa IS 
In line eight hundred arid soventy-four strike ont 


the word * tivo”? and:insert the word ‘four ;"?:.80 that 
it will read, ‘" twenty-four first:assistant examiners, 
at $1,890 each.” o EA : 
| The améndment was agreed Lo, Sia 
. Mr. :GARFIELD, ‘of Ohio. = I- also: move 
the following amendment: : bodes o 
‘Inline eight’hundred and éventy-nine strike out 


the wordi" five” and insert the-word 5) Six;’’ so that 


move the 


it will read, “six clerks of classfour, 
The amendment; wag agreed fo, 


- Mro GARFIELD; ofsGhio. 


1872. 


the following amendment, to correct: a clerical 

errory e Sosi oi ME EERTE, 3 Bt N 
Ta line-eight hundred ‘and eighty, after the word 

“fifty,” insert the word “five;” so thatit will read, 

‘fifty-five clerks of classtwo.”?. > i VE a 
The amendment was agreed to 


The Clerk read as follows: © 0, 7 . 
“Bor thirty permanent clerks, at $1,000 each; for 
forty permanent clerks, at $900 each; for two skilled 
draughtsmen, at $1,200 each for thirty-five copyists 
of drawings, at the rate of $1,000 per annum each ; 
for one messenger and purchasing -clerk, $1,000; for 
one skilled laborer, $1.200; for eight: attendants in 
model-room, at $1.000 each: for eight attendants in 
model-room, at $900 each; for thirty laborers, at 
$720 each; for six laborers; ‘at $600 each; in ‘all, 
$146,000. Eri 

Mr. GARFIELD, of. Obio. 
following amendment: = 

In line eight hundred and eighty-five strike out. 
the word “two”? and insert the word ‘three: so 
that it will read, ‘three skilled draughtsmen, at 
$1,200 each.” So 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent and miscellaneous expenses of the 
Patent Office, namely, for stationery for use of office, 
repair of model-cases, stationery portfolios for draw- 
ings, furniture, repairing, papering, painting, car- 
pets, ies, advertising, books for library, moneys 
refunded, printing engraved patent-heads, interna- 
tional exchanges, plumbing, gas-fitting, oxtra labor 
on indexes and abstracts for annual reports, fitting 
rooms, temporary clerks, laborers, and other contin- 
gencies, $90,000.. , oq iy 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I move to 
amend by striking out ‘t $90,000” and insert- 
ing ‘$80,000, ? for the purpose of, inquiring 
how this compares with the appropriation in 
the bill of last year., ene ong 

Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohio. Tt. is the same 
as last year, We have followed the bill of 
last-year, except where we offer amendments, 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I with- 
draw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor general of Oregon, $2,500, and for 
clerks in his office, $4,000. : 

Mr. SLATER. I move.to amend the para- 
graph as follows: © -ooo l ; 

In line nine hundred: and forty-nine strike. out 
$4,000” and insert s $5,400.” 

I dešire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the Cominittee on Appropriations.to the fact 
that the estimates for clerk hire in the office 
are $5,400. .I wish to have the appropriation 
in harmony with the estimates. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the com- 
mittee will allow the item to stand as it. is. 
We have taken the.fignres of last year. ` 

"The question, being taken on Mr. SLATER S 
amendment, it was disagreed. to. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 

Department of Agriculture: | i i os Fita 

For compensation of Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture, $3,000; chief clerk’, $2,000; entomologist $2,000; 
chemist, $2,000; assistant chemist, $1,600 y superin- 
tendent of experimental gardens and grenade, 32,000; 
statistician, $2,000; disbursingclerk, ¢ 1,800; superin- 
tendent of seed-room, $1,800; librarian, $1,800; botz 
anist, $1,800; four clerks of class four, five clerks of 
class three, six clerks of class two, seven clerks, of 
class one; engineer, $1,400; superintendent of fold- 
ing-room, $1,200; assistant superintendent of exper- 
jmental garden and grounds, 


$1,200; assistant super- 
intendent of the seed-room, $1,200; three copyists, 


I move. the 


at 
3900 eacli; two attendants iu museuty, at $1, each; 
chief messenger, $850; two assistant pressengers; one 
carpenter, at $960; three watchmen, and eight labor- 
ers; making, in all, $74,670. : : 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I move the 
following amendment: Aare k 
In line nine bundred and. seventy-three, after 
the word “thousand ” first occurring. in said line, 
insert the words “five hundréd;” so that it will 
read, “chemist, $2,500." > o 0 a s 
The amendiiènt was agreed to. ics 
“Mr, WILSON, of Obio. “I move the follow- 
ing amendment: $ 


Ia line nine hundred and eighty-eight, strike out 
“ $950, and insert `$ 000;” so that it will read 
“ chief messenger, $1,000.” °° > Pg abet 

T desire to say that the Agricultural Depart- 
ment is very short of clerks: Last year the 
Commissioner asked for four additional clerks. 
He wus given two ‘instead of four. He saw 


proper tó employ a competent young mau to act 
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inthe capacity of chief messenger; andinview 
of the fact. that the clerical force is-so short 
and so inadequate to the duties that must neces-: 
sarily be discharged, that messenger performs’ 
a large part of the duties af a first-class. clerk.« 
He is a most ‘competent’ and accomplished |! 
young mau, has a-small familyto his honor, 
let-it be said—and really cannot ‘hive apot 
$850. I -hope the committee will allow bii: 
an additional $150, thus: giving bim:a salary: 
altogether of $1,000. Now, Mr: Chairman; I 
am well aware that chief messengers; as a tule,‘ 
do not receive more than $850 a year. Lam 
not prepared to refer ‘to many ‘ihstances in 
which such persons ‘do recdive ‘more,’ but’ T 
have a very distinct recollection-that the chief 
messenger in the Patent Office gets $1,000: a 
year, and I hope it will be the pleasure: of the 
committee to adopt this amendment. °° °°" 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am always 
glad to oblige my friend and colleague, but if 
his amendment prevails it; will set an example 
for all the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, and raise the pay ofall chief mes- 
sengers to $1,000.ayear. In vall the various’ 
bureaus of the Interior Department, Post 
Office Department, dnd the: ‘Treasury Depart- 
mént, the chief mebsengers get $840: a year 
and the assistant ‘messengets $720. Now, if 
we set tliis one example, and put the pay of 
this messenger of the Agricultural Department 
at $160 a year more than men doing similar 
service receive elsewhere, then good-by: to 
any equality in the matter. Thope, therefore, 
that my friend will not press this amendment. 
I would much prefer to give an ‘additional 
clerk, rather than ‘break the rule by increas- 
ing the pay of the chief messenger. ; 

' The question ‘was: then’ taken upon the 
amendment of Mr. Wirson, of Obio, and it 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. 
ing amendment: 

In line nine hundred and ninety, strike ont 
“eight”. and insert “nine,” so'that the-clause will 
read, ‘and nine laborers? i: re 

Mr. Chairman, I have to say that for all:the 
labors that must necessarily -be performed at 
the Agricultural: Department: they have but 
eight laborers. Now, it will be remembered 
by ‘gentlemen that scarcely five years have 
elapsed since thé building of the Agricultural 
Department was. taken’ possession of by ‘the 
Commissioner. It was built’ within two years 
in what was absolutely a common, containing 
abuut'thirty-five acres. A very large aniount 
of wotk has already been done, but a large 
amouiit more mast’ necessarily be done in 
order to make the'grounds creditable either to 
agriculture or to the country. The Commis- 
donër asked for two additional fabórers; but, 
the Committee on Appropriations did not'séem f 
disposed to allow him‘ that- increase’ of force: 
He is willing'to take one ifhe can get him. © If 
he cannot get ‘what he wants he will take what 
he cån get. “New, E hope the: committee will 
noti deny the Commissioner one additional 
laborer. eles i A A 

T desire to say further;‘aind J direct my re- 
marks especially to my colleague, the ehair- 
man of the Commitee on Appropriations; ‘that 
there are sundry little appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture left out of this bill, 
some of which are absolutely indispensable for | 
carrying on the Department successfully. They 
amount in toto, including the amendment 
which has jast been rejected by the commit 
tee, to a mere fraction over $4,000. I believe 
$4,070 is the précisé sum. Now, I beg leave 
to assure the committee 
not“one single dollar has been: asked’ for this 
Deparimetit but what is a matter of necessity. |! 
I hope that ‘thesé few aniendments which I 
offer will be adopted, and without any debate, 
for I have no: desire to consume the valuable 
time ‘of the committee. The : 

Mr; GARFIELD; of Ohio.” I will: simply 
say that my colleague has submitted: his’ rec- !i 


I offer the follow- 


and my colleague that i ! J x 
| were placed at the disposal of these agricul- 


| sentatives, 


orimendations“and: amen dents to the Con’ 
mittee: of Appropria! 


“Mi. WHITTHORNE. T move ‘to ‘amend 
that paragraph by striking out “$40,000,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “$60,000,” and “by 
adding to the paragraph the following: ` 

‘Provided, That $20,000 of said ‘sum shall ba ex- 
pended in the purchase and distribution ‘of sack 
seeds and plants asinre adapted to the soil and eli- 
mate of tho southern States, and which shall be 
distributed by the Commissioner through the officers 
of the Stateand county sgricultural sdvieties in said 
States. - Sero ono tif eE E the oe 
iMr: Chairman, I do not know that Tican add 
any force to'the suggestions ‘contained ‘in’ the 
amendment itself. it’ is well known to this 
House that fora long period of time'the south- 
ern States were without the bencfit/of seeds 
from this bureau; and it is well known also 
that the southern States have been and are 
now engaged in asystem of labor new to them ; 
and with that new system of labor L trust it 
wili receive aid and encouragement at the 
hands of this Government. T trust that the 
Government will give them the benefit of new 
geeds'and new plants to'aid them in divorsify- 
ing their industry. i trust that mv amendment 
will receive the approbation of this Committee 
of the Whole, and be adopted, o° >te oori 

Mre GARFIELD, of Ohio. I trust thatthis 
amendment will not prevail, Our friends in 
the South were too busy-in another direction 
during.the time they were deprived of these 
seeds to have made good use of them; even if 
they had received them, and L really do rot 
know that we ought now to compensate them 
for it. I hope thé amendment will not pre- 


vail. ‘ 

Mr. RAINEY. Task that the amendment 
may be again read. : 

The amendment was accordingly read, 
„The CHAIRMAN. Debateupon the amend- 
ment has been exhausted. pig 
Mr WHITTHORN B.” 
amendment. pigo : see 
Mr. POTTER. d:renew it, and will yield 
to the ‘gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Raiwey | fora short time.“ © : 
| Mr. RAINEY.” Iam opposed to thisamend- 
ment because, ih my judgment, its effect will 
be to deprive a class of pyor men in the South 
of the facilitiesnow accorded to then through 
the Agricultutal Depatvment. In nany por- 
tions of the southern States we have mo agri- 
cultural societies; that is to say; uO societies 


SI withdraw tha 


| of which the poor mon of that country are 


members. ` We have” agricultaral sucieties 
organized for the: purpose bf perpetaating 
certain sentiments in the South. Those àgri- 
cultural societies are tpheld’ by men whose 
senliments‘atid Spirit are in opposition to the 
poor men. of the country. I believe that if 


“the deeds and plants which are now distfibuted 


by the agency of the Agricultural Department 


tural societies of the South, the poor aun’ of 


| that country would not get the quote of them 


which they now obtain through their Repre- 
I am in favor of increasing the 
amount: of appropriation forthe distribution 
of seeds and plants, for I’betieve they are'very 
much needed by us ‘in’ the southern States. 
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Bat) T ate certainly: opposed. to-having them. 
distributed by the agricultural societies of the 
Southy for I know, fall well that the. poor men 
of that, country will not get the benefit of them. , 
For that. reason, I-hope. this amendment. will 
not baadopted. >: - a be Belo 

Mr, POTTER.., T think. the gentleman from, 
South. Carolina (Mr. Barney] :-has:.mistaken, 


the scope of the amendment offered: by the gen-. 


teman from. Tennessee, [Mr Warrrnonne. } 
Tt.is npt to; confine-tọ any: society. the distri- 


bution:of that quota.of seeds andj plants herea. 


tofere distributed. through: the agency of met- 
bers of Congress, -but .it.is to make.an addi- 
tional, distribution. threugh the agricultural 
societies of the southern States, which shall be 
Beyond théeamonnt which would otherwise be 
distributed under.this bill aareported from the. 
Committee on Appropriations: -- aes 
a: Che-suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. Ganrieip;] that.the’people of the South. 
ave not for: some years. past devoted their 
time and. attention. exclusively. to agricultural 
occupations, and therefore they. ought not now 
to- have the. benefit: of a- supply of seed and. 
Tants, seems to nie not to be exactly in the 
Re of tetiark, which might ba lapleed fot froni 
him... Surely saeds:and plants are not distrib. 
uted as rewards for good behavior, or with: 
held as a punishment. of Bad behavior toward 
the Fedéral Government ;: but they are-distrib- 
uted for the purpose of developing: the .agri- 
culture-and productions of the.country, And 
if that isthe end of the distribution, then surely 
it gannet. be material how. the people of any 
articulariaection to which they may be: sent 
Tava compono themselves in a political or ia 
a legal pointiof view... - 
‘Now, sir, as: to the methods by which thise 
additional plants and-seeds are to be distrib- 
uted, can only say that for myself, represent- 
ingas Ldo a large agricultural district, Fehould 
bevery gladif this distribution was made wholly 
through agricultural societies; not only that I 
myself might be. saved the labor of it; but also 
because I believe an agricultural society would 
distribute them more intelligently and wisely, 
and more for the good of. the commutity-than 
I. could distribute them. . If, therefore, there 
is.to,be an additional distribution~—for that is 
the scape of his amend mentif there is to be 
anadditional distribution of plants and seeds: 
iy the South, wherd surely they have occasion 
for their distribution, then it seems to me that 
it: ought 4o be made exactly in the method ddn- 
templated by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
[Mr. Wuirenonss,} and it will take nothing 
from: the source of: distribution: which sow 


nd. cereals brought. here. from, 
eteriorate in this country in the 


another clime i 
course of years... It isnot sufficient to say that 
slovenly tillage accounts for the great. falling 
off.in the yield of wheat from. thirty bushels | 
an acre to about twelve, or the great. deteriora: 


tion inthe yield of oats, which now never bear 


the standard weight. Ihave seen in my. own 
istrict such immenge.. benefit derived. from. 


grafts: of “Russian applée dn “our apple-trees: 


when they are failing; that I cahnot hesitate 
tosupport heartily an eppropriation of $20,000 


for the distribution. of new: seeds;-when stich. 


an’ appropriation promises an inerease jin 
aggtegate amount of our agricultural produc- 
tions which now is thteé times the product of 


our iron interests, our cotton and: woolen man- 


ufactures, our railway service,and our fisheries 
all combined. -. When-wé arè legislating for all 


those interests; How..cdin wè hesitdte about the. 


propriety of. an additional -appropriation of 
$20,000 for the distribution of new seeds which 
are wanted for the purposé of replacing worn-- 
out:seedsy.and adding to the immense inconie 
derived in: this country: from. agrioultural pro- 
ducts? : And.westould hesitate the less when. 
this appropriation. is.to be: expended ‘through. 


a Department; whieh is universally conceded to. 


be economically aduiniatered in évéry respect. 

“The CHAIRMAN, :.. Does the. pentlethah: 
from. Pennsylvania. [Mr. HALDEMAN] desire æ 
vote on hig amendment? : 


Mr. HALDEMAN. J hope-the gentleman. 


from. Fennessee. [Mr: Wasrraorne]. will ac- 


cept It, cg tk i on 

Mr. WHITTHORNE,. I desire to sayin reply 
to the. gentleman from. Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
Hatpeuan,jithat in. offering this amendment 
Edid not intend to refleet npon the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, The idea as to the 
method of distribution was obtained, I may 
ba permitted to gay, from the Commissioner, 
who suggested it asa means of séeuring a 
thorough and. perfect. distribution of tha seed 
which the Government has to distribute.. I do 
not mean to.say that the Commissioner had. 
any idea of. the introduction of this amend- 
ment, for:no- gentleman had but myself, and [ 
anly a short: time before the’ introduction of 
the proposition. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee 
have proposed to give in this clause as report- 
ed the exact amount asked. for by the Depart- 
ment, which is supposed to know better than 
we possibly can the demand throughout the 
eonntry for seeds. If, on a mere individual 
recommendation, we swell this total by an ad- 
dition of $20,000 beyond what is asked for by. 
the Department, we shall beall at sea iu our 
appropriations, E. hope. that the House wilk 


| veject the amendment without-further debate. 


Mr. Hatpeman’s amendment to the amend- 
ment. was not agreed to... aes hat 

The CHAIRMAN.. The question reenys.on: 
the amendment. originally offered by the ger- 
tleman..from Tennessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE;}. 
withdrawn hy bim, and renewed by the gentle- 

man from New York, [Mr, Porrer.] -i 

The amendment was not agreed:to: i, 

. Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. - I move-to.amend. 
by inserting ‘‘eight” instead of ‘seven in 
line nine, hundred and eighty-one; so that thé 
clause will read, ‘‘ eight. clerks of. class one." 

.Fhe CHAIRMAN, | The paragraph which 


the, gentleman. proposes: to amend has. bee l 


passed; and the amendment cannot be enters 


tained except by unanimous consent. 1 the g 
| ed byt 


Mre WILSON; of.Obio.. E hope no-one will 
object. ee ee ae ie 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I mast objeet 
to going back.: EA ; 556 
Mr. WLLSON, of Ohio. Will not: my col; 
league permit: me to make:a correction? - 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. $ have. no objec- 
tion.to that. ee phd gate see 
Mr. WILSON; of Ohio. I understood my 
colleague to state. that the Committee on 
Appropriations have this year allowed to: the 
Agricultural Department. şs. large. an appro- 
priation as was given to it last year. Heis mis 


; taken aboutthat. ._Theamount is: considerably 


below that allowed. last year. The estimate 
submitted. by the Commissioner was. within 
three hundred dollars of the amount approprix 
ated last year, but the. committee. thought 


i 8 ‘ deri | proper to cut down the. amount, and-weiare 
view, seeds of wheat, and cats, and from new H j 


how trying to get it up: again. L. have:sgught 


_ tee accordingly rosg 
‘resumed.-the chair, ; Mee WHEELER Feported 
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to. offer. this amendment. because -my :colledgué 
said that he would prefer to give us another 
clerk of, class one rather than increase the 
salary ofthe messenger. Ss 7 
Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohio. OF eotrse I 
would; but E cannot consent to go back to 
allow this amendment tothe offered. see 
Mr. . SPBER,.of, Georgia, (at ten minutes 
before four o*clock.) 1 move that the eoms. 
miter oe ee a 
_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio... Let us go on tilt 
four o’elock; then I will not object to the 
motions 3 TE 
i Mr. SPEER, of Géorgia, I withdraw the 
motion. cee 
. Fhe Clerk read ad follows: f 
For stationery, $2,000; for: freight charges; $1,800; 
for fuel, $1,800; for lights, $500; for repairs of build- 
ijg, heating apparatus, furniture, and water and gas 
pipes, ‘I 200; for keep of horses, $1,000; for new fur- 
niiture, $1,000; for paper, twine, and gum for folding- 
room, $300; for cases for the Department museuin 
$1,500; for collecting anu modeling Spevimens o 
fruits and vegetables, and collecting and preparing 
specimens for thre muse and herbarium, $2,000; 
for casas for the librafy, $1,000; for entomological 
works of Féferéndé, $250; for botanical works of ref- 
erenve, $250; for Coniplete éléctrical and other ap- 
paratus for researches in vegetable physiology, $500: 
for works of cheinistry, Mineralogy, and, charts, 
$500; for current agricultural works for the ‘library, 
$250 ; for fise6llaniGous agticiltiral periodicals, $250; 
for dompletion of valuable sets in tho Hbrary, $250; 
for ine®lental atid miscellaneotts items, nimely, for 
advertising, postage, telegraphing, dry goods, soap, 
brushes, brooms, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, 
hardware, ice, purchase of old reports, $3,000; in all, 


< Me. WILSON, of Ohio. 
athéndnient : B 7 
In ling ten hundred and cight, after the word 
“ horses,” striké out “81.000,” aud insert ‘* $1,500 37? 
soit Will read, “for the keep of horses, $1,500... 
„Mre Chairman, allow me to say that is pre~ 
cisely what.was allowed last yéar‘'for the same 
number of horses, and I will take the vote 
without further argument. = o oo ai 
The amendment wasagreed tos oo or. o 
Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: Tinove to strike out, 
iti lines ten húndred atid sevevtëer ten hün- 
dred and eighteen, and ten hutidi¢d and pine 
teen the words, “for complete electrical and 
other apparatus for #ésearchés in vegetable 
physiology, $500,” and insért' in. Liew thereof, 
“for répiirs and changes, $500. 
Mr. GARFIBLD, of Obid. ‘There “is tio 
objéction ‘to that, as it ‘ddes not change the 
amount. Sh cnt ae ete 
The ameéidnent was agreed to. 050. 
“Mr. WILSON, of Okio.: I mdve, in litte ten 
hundred aiid twénty-five, after the word “dol: 
lars,” to insert, “for chemical and contingent 
expenses, $700.” es ee 
ir. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
was omitted by mistake; ==. 
The amendment was agreed to, Ep 
. Mr. WILSON, ‘ot Ohio. F mova; iv dine 
tën, hundred and eWetlty-eiglit, to strilee’ out 
“three!” and insert +t five; so that it will 
read, ‘for the purchase df old reports; 85,000. 
Mr SA BELT, ot Ohio. I think tot. 
WILSON, of Ohio. . That-is precisely 
Pproprtigted last year. Tam inform: 
disbursing. clerk that it will be all 
used up. It is known: toe great many gentle- 
tien thatthere are a great many expenses whick 
cannot be foreseen, and sich expenses must 


Toffer the following 


I believe that 


| bë paid out of the contingent fand. $t is well 
| known that under the law they caniot takethe 
Appropriation for ore object aiid devote it to 
any other object, and iti conséguence sme 
| $2,300 of the amount voted. last year to the 
| Agricultural Department was-covered jnto: the 
: Treasury.. We ask anly.te be placed, where 
| We Were last yéar. Give as $5,000, and if that 


amount be not used let it be covered into thé 


| Treasury. : | 


The amendment was agreed tov)” 
Me. PARKER, of Missouris L. move :tlat 
the committed arise... 4 4 : . 

The motion: wag. agnes 


d to, and fhe commit: 
the. Speaker having 
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that. the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union had, according to orders had 
under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 
1060) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes, and had come to. no 
resolution thereon. : 
C. W. DENTON, er 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous congent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior in relation to the claim of C. 
W. Denton for depredations committed on 
his property by Indians, from the year 1854 to 
the year 1860; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered tọ, be printed. 

i CHRISTOPHER WEIDNER. ; 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid. before. the. House a letter from the 
Secretary. of the Interior, in reference to the 
claim of Christopher Weidner on account of 
depredations committed on his property. by 
Kiowa Indians in 1868; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims; and ordered to 
be printed, 

HENRY HEGMAR. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous ¢on- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in reference to: the 
claim of Henry Hegimer. for depredations 
committed on his property by Cheyenne 
Tndians in 1870; which was. referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. | TAn 

JOSEPIL IEWSLEY. 


- The. SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid. before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in reference to the 
claim of Joseph Hewsley ou account of dep- 
redations committed by. Navajo Indians in 
1868; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and, ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS HETHERINGTON, 
The, SPEAKER also, by unanimous çon- 


sent, laid before the House a letter from the. 


Secretary of the Treasury, in reference to the 
claim of Thomas Hetherington on account 
of depredations committed on his property in 
1867 by Cheyenne Indians; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BICKEORD AND STANLEY, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Iaterior, in. reference to. the 
claim of Bickford & Stanley on, agcouut -of 
depredations committed by Kiowa Indians in 
1864; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

CURTIS. AND COLK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in relation to the 
claim of Curtis. & Cole for depredations com- 
mitted on their property by Cheyenne and 
Kiowa Indians in 18643. which was.referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered: to be 
printed. 

SESSION OF SATURDAY. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-morrow, it be to meet on 
Monday. But while making this motion I am 
willing to allow an. amendment which would 
look to a session on Saturday for debate only. 
if gentlemen want the session on Saturday 
merely for debate I would not object to that 
arrangement. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of. Ohio. I understand 
that several gentlemen desire to speak on.gen- 
éral topics, and I will therefore move that the 
session of Saturday be for debate. only.as in 
Committee of the Whole, no business whatever 
to be transacted. 2 


. The motion of Mr. Garrigp, of Ohio, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to: reconsider be 
laidoa the table. - : 

-The latter motion was agreed to. : 

-OGLUMBIA DEAF AND: DUMB INSTETUTION: © 


The SPEAKER. Under the statute relative 
to the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and 
Damb, the Speaker of the Hause of Repre- 
sentatives is required to appoint two Visitorg. 
The Chair nominates the followings Mr, Henry 
L. Dawes of Massachusetts, and Mr. JAMES 
Brooxs of New York. < : 

HARBOR OF SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. ` 

Mr. McINEYRE, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; whieh was 
read, consideved,. and agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, requested, at his earliest convenience, to 
furnish this House with a copy ‘of the report of the 
engineer of the Department in rotation to the sur- 
vey of the harbor of Savannah, Georgia, ordored.in 


the Forty-Firsi. Congress, with 3 copy. of report made 
by the engineer in charge of said survey to the 


engineer’s department. d : 

Mr. MeINTYRE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that. the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POST OFFICE SPECIAL AGENTS. 

Mr. BARRY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a letter from Hon. J. A. J. Creswell, 
Postmaster General, to Hon. W. H. BARRY, 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Post Office Department, asking an ap- 
propriation to pay additional special agents 
of the Post Otfice Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. — 

STATE OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. BARRY also, by unanimous consent, 
presented a joint memorial ‘of the General 
Assembly of the State of Alabama; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Mr. L. MYERS, I ask unanimous consent 
to, offer the following resolution for reference : 


Be it resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there 
be printed four thousand copies of the annual report 
of the Commissioner of Patents for 1871 for the use 
of the Senate, ten thousand extra copies of the sam» 
for the use of the House, and five thoysand extra 
copies of tlie same for distribution by the Commis- 
sioner of Patents. 


Mr. RANDALL. I cannot agree to that. 
The House has done away with the publication 
of that report. i 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman mistakes 
the object of this.resolation. ‘This -is, merely 
for printing the. brief report of the Commis- 
sioner. $ 
ga RANDALL. [| have no objection to 
that. . ta 

The resolution was introduced, and, under 
the law, referred to the Committee on. Print- 
ing. 

HILLYER VS. M'INTYRE. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I rise to 
a question of privilege. The Committee of 
Elections, to whom was referred the claim of 
Virgil Hillyer for expenses incurred in the 
contested-election case of Hillyer vs. McIntyre, 
amounting to $375 87, have had’ the same 
under consideration, and unanimously recom: 
mend the passage of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Virgil Hillyer be paid out of the 
Jouse contingent fund the sum of $375 87 in fall for 
expenses incurred in the contested-clection case of 
Hillyer ve. McIntyre. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohio. Are the com- 
mittee unanjmons in that recommendation? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsion. They 


are. a 
"Ma COX. Lthink wehat better have till 
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to-morrow to think over it, and: IF therefore 
mave that: the House do-now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at: four o'clock and five minutes p. ma.) the 
House adjourned.: - a : 
l PETITIONS, ETC. 7" 

The following petitions, &e., were presanted 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
camrmittees:, .- tease Erai 

By Mr, BARRER: The. petition of; citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying an act giving. to, akl 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, who eulisted in 
the service. of. the United States for the sup- 
pression of: the late rebellion, $8.33. per 
month for the entire. time. served, Li 

By Mr. BIGGS: The memorial of John 
R. Price, Benjamin F. Allen, and some -100 
others, vessel-owners, of Mawe, Peansylva- 
nia, Massachusetts,and Delaware, praying the 
improvement of the harbor at New. Castle, 


Delaware. 


By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of 58 citizens for an appropriation for Ashta- 
bula harbor, on Lake Erie. 

By Mr. HALSEY; The remonsttance of 
employésof Gregory.& Co., of Jorsey City, New 
Jersey, against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon sueh 
articles ag. are successfully. produced in’ this 
country. : fae ath eae, 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Maseachnsetts: The 
petition of the heirs of Joseph Moody, deceased, 
of Kennebunk, Maine, for payment of French 
claims... í j ae i 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Utah: The petition 
of lèdwin D. Woolley and fsaac Grew, admin- 
istrators of John M. Woolley, for protection 
of their rights to their read in Little Cotton 
Wood cañon. 


- By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance ofthe 


workers in the Saucon iron-works and others, 
e'tizens of Lower Saucon township, Pennsyl- 
vania, against the abatement or- abolition of 
duties upon such articles.as. are produced in 


this coutry; © > > 


By Mr. MAYNARD : The petition of Ran- 
dal Browne and Lucy Smith, citizens of Nash- 
ville, ‘Tennessee, praying compensation. for 
property captured by the rebels while it was 
in the use of the United States, © | 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of B: O. 
Eberly: and; 200. others, citizens of Oberlin, 
Ohio, asking Congress to grant ene quarter 
section, of land to:every. honorably discharged 
sailor avd soldier, without: requiring: actual 
residence. : ai 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio:: The petition of 
Henry Boremap and: 250-others, Union soldiers 
in the late war, prayinganact giving:all soldiers, . 
sailors, and: marines an amount per: month 
therein. mentioned, aud an amendment of: the 
act of July:15, 1870, allowing the entry. of land 
therein provided. without actual, settlement and 
cultivation. : 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Ellen 
Burns, widow of Daniel Burns, late. a private 
in company K, sixth, Pennsylvania, cavalry, 
asking relief. cae ; 

‘By Mr. ROGERS: Two. remorstrances from 
dron- workers in the sixteenth congressional 
district of New York, against any change of 
the existing. tariif laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as ‘are snecessfully 
produced. in this country, and praying the 
repeal-of all duties upon tea, coffee, and the 
necessaries. of, life not produced in the United 
States. 

By Mr: SLOSS: The petition of citizens of 
Morgan county, Alabama, asking that Samuel 
Romines be permitted to sell, goods, wares, 
liquors, and merchandise in that county with- 
out paying the United States internal revenue 
tax. : 5 

By Mr. STOWELL: The petition of Samuel 
G. Sheffield, H. B. Burnett, W. D. Brengle, 
and 55 others, citizens of Henry county; Vir 
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(ace 


-giniacand manufacturers of tobatco; asking a 
uniform rate oftax on all manufactured tobacco 


‘agi sikteen:cents per ponndo s coum si Eo 
A2Alse,..the: petition of  Wilkanr: Crompton, 
German Pace, E. W. Barksdale; Ps Bu Gravely, 
J. H. Pedigo, and 180 others, citizens of Dan-: 
ville‘and vicinity, Virginia, and manufacturers’ 
of tobacco, asking a uniform rate of tax. on: 
‘gll'mantifactired tobacco at sixteén cents’ per 

pord: os Bu ab dae oP E PE eat 3 
= By Mr. SWANN : The. petition’ of: Wash- 
ington Frisbee; of Maryland, praying an invalid 

‘pensiow 8 ne va yo, ko me 
UPSON: The petition of Lewis W. 


Hi By Mre i 
Jones’ and: 86- others, workers inthe Lake 
‘Shore roiling-mill, of Cleveland, Ohio, against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as aré suc- 
‘cessfully produced in this country; and for the 
repeal ofall duties on tea and coffee. © 
“Also, the ‘petition’ of B, Ey Clapp ‘ahd 43 
others, workers in the foundety of Pettingill, 
Glass & Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, üpon, the 
Bime subjects Fn o Sn 


gab yeiosg 


ge; POST-ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. ..- 

y Fhe following were introduced. and referred 
‘to: the:Committee on-the Post Office and Post 
Roads: TE S E Bass ee ache 

»iBy Mr. SLOSS: A hill to. establishsa.post 
.route from Tuscumbia, by the store of James 
Saint, to Newberg, Alabama. .:.: ` 

By. Mr. WILSON, of. Indiana: A. bill to 

establish a post, route. from Bethel, Wayne 
county, Indiana, to. Holansburg, in Darke 
county, Ohio. ` Dg PHS UTIS ee 

Sse Seb IN SENATE. l 
oS Womay, January 26, 1872. 
ppw the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. Newman, 


_ The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 
os EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Setiate a letter:of the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitling, in-compliance with the acts of July 1, 
1870, and Mareh 8, 1871, copies of the examina- 

-ton and survey of different harbors; which was 
_ teferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordirdd tobe printed, © 0 0 8 '’ 
"He also laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary: of War, transmitting; in‘compli- 
‘ance with the actof April 21, 1808) a statement 
of contracts: made during 1871 by the various 
bureaus of the War Department; which’ was 
referred to the Committee on Military A ffairs. 
> He also laid before the Senate a letter from 
_ the! Treasurer of the United States, transmit- 
Aing, in compliance with the act of September 
2, 1789, quarterly accounts of the receipts and 
expenditares of the United’ States for the fiscal 
‘year ending June 80, 1870; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. a oh ataten 
INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES. E 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a com- 
munication from the Parliament of Brazil, 
transmitting a copy of their proceedings; which 
‘was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

OREDUNTIALS- 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the credentials of 
Hon.-William B. Allison, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of the State of lowa a Senator from that 
State for the term: commending March 4, 1878 ; 
‘which were read snd ordered to be filed. 

PRYITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

„The VICE PRESIDENT presented reso- 
lutions of the Legislature. of yeorgia in favor 
of the removal of political disabilities ; which | 
were referred to tbe select. Committee on the | 
Removal of Political Disabilities, 

.He.also. presented a petition: of :eitizens of 
Wisconsin,:late soldiers of the Army,: prayin 
that soldiers, sailors, and marines who aaa 


i 
it 
i 
j 


in the late war and were hnorably discharged 


may be allowed $8 334 per month 


; deducting 
the -bounty heretofore recéivéd 5” wh 


‘referred to the Committee on Military:A ffairs. 
ai Mr. SUMNER, presented ‘a petition of cot 


ored citizens of Altoona, Pennsylvania; pray- 
ing Congress fo'speedily pass the ‘supplement- 
ary civil rights bill ;.. which was:ordered to:lie 


9a, the table.. enacts 


PAPERS. WITHDRAWN AND REFERBED. ~ ; 
* On motion of Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, 
“c Ordered, That the petition and’ papers of Eliza 
Whiting be withdrawn ‘from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : <i 


On motion-of Mr, SCHURZ,:it. was 

Ordered, That R., H. Brown: have leave to. with- 
draw his petition. and papers from tho files of the 
Senate. i Pili Re Si ce oe. 
On motion of ‘Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
it waa ON n ee ey cs 
Ordered, That Simeon Farnsworth have leave: to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 


the Senato. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Gommittee on 
.the District. of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S No, 500) granting two million 
acres of public lands to the District of Colum- 
bia for educational purposes, asked-to be dis- 
charged from. its further. consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor; which was agreed to. 
~ He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was'réferred the bill (H. R. No: 876) to fand 
‘the debt of the city of Washington, existing 
June 1, 1871, reported it without ametidment. 

Mr. KELLY, from the Committee ‘on Post 
Offices ‘and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
“the bill (H. R, No. 883) to authorize the con- 
struction of a-bridge across the Missouri river 
at or near St. Josepli, Missouri, reported it 
with amendments. Wake ope a 

Mr.. WINDOM, from. the Committee’ on 
Patents, to whom was referred the bil (S. 
No. 476) for the extension of letters.patent 
to Alexander Smith and Halcyon Skinner, 
reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. ` 
3 POSTAL TELEGRAPIL, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I ‘am requested by the 
Committee on Printing to offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its present consid- 
eration; E 
pgod, That one thousand copies of Senate bill 


0. 341, and of the accompanying report No. 20, be 
printed in pamphlet form for the use of the Senate. 


The resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 7 
Mr. CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 


| No. 638) for the relief of Alfred D. Pierze, 


‘postmaster’ at Somerville, Ottawa’ county, 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
‘referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 539) authorizing the construction ôf a 
railroad bridge across the Ohio river at or near 
Evansville, in the State of Indiana; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLE asked, and, by unanimous. con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
540) granting a pension to Eliza Bates; which 
was read twice by its title, and with the ac- 
companying papers referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 541) for the relief of Samuel A. 
Wilkins; which was read twice by. its title. 

Mr. CARPENTER. “I introduce this bill 
by the request of the person interested, know- 


‘ing néthitg of the merits of the ‘case, and in 
ino way: ‘pledged to support the bill by intro- 
‘ducing it: f= move its référence to the Gom- 
tnitteé on Claims, and thatit be printed.’ 

n The motión was agreed'to." o+ © 
Lies ac a. ORDER OF BUSINESS. o, o 
<o Mr. SHERMAN. « Ifthe morning business 
is through, | desire to move to take up abill, 

The PRESIDING,.OFFICER, (Mr. Axy- 
THONY in the chair.) Senate. resolutions are 
inorder, |: aan, ee l 
>. Mr. MORTON. Have 
been called for? >` °° eat Sah 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
‘is now calling for them. : 2. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call up Sen- 
ate bill No. 2. introduced by the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. FENTON, ] in regard to the 
collection of customs. I should like to Have 
‘the amendments acted: npon: I do not think 
there willbe serious objection to the amend- 
ments. I desire to: make progress ‘with the 

Mr. MORTON.: I inquire whether a Senate 
resolution that has been ‘under consideration, 
and went over on account of the expiration 6f 
the morning hour, may not be considered as 
morning business beforea bill can be called-up? 
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER, Notaccord- 
ing to the practice of the Senate. There is no 
unfinished business in the morning hour. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Under the cireumstances, 
I will give way to the Senator from Indiana, 
although I think itiga waste of time to call up 
now the resolution’ he wishes to have acted 
upor. : { 
"Mr. WRIGHT. Task the Senate to give 
way fora moment. A local billis on the Calen- 
dar for a post-route, that has been on the-Cal- 
endar since April last, to which I think there 
will be no objection. ‘Ibis: House bill’ No: 434, 
to establish certain post roads in the State of 
Towa. It was reported several ‘months ayo, 
and I supposed it'had passed until yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “Does the 
Senator from Indiana yield ?. , 

Mr. WRIGHT. Lam snre there will be no 
objection to this bill; it is a local bill that 
came from the House of Representatives last 
spring and was reported favorably by the com- 
mittee, and it is a matter. of importance to 
have it passed as soon as possible. 7 

Mr. MORTON. Iwould yield with pleasure 
to the Senator from Iowa, but that I have just 
insisted on my motion against the Senator 
froin Ohio. If I yield at all, I should have to 
‘yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the Senator from 
Ohio if he has any objection to my ealling up 
this bill. ve i i ei 
_ Mr. SHERMAN, I do not make any objec- 
tion to it. ie ae 

Mr. MORTON. Will not the Senator let 
that pass over until I get.through with’ the 
motion I have made? Perhaps he will have 
time then. ae 

Mr. SUMNER. What is the motion of the 
Senator? - 

Mr, WRIGHT. ‘I desire to leave the Cham- 
ber ina very few minutes on some business, 
and would be very glad to get thig bill through, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Indiana yield to the. Senator 
from Iowa? i . f 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 


POST ROUTES IN IOWA. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Then, 
House bill No. 4834. : 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H; R. No. 484) to establish 
certain post routes in the State of Indiana. It 
establishes, as post routes, from Franklin; in 
Winnesheek county, ‘State ‘of Towa, to Wash- 
ington Prairie, in the samecounty; also, froh 
Waukon, in Allamakee county, State of Towa, 


Jeriate resolutions 


I move to take up 


1872... 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


via Rud’s,.. Dorchester, ‘and: Wilmington, to 
Caledonia, in the State of Minnesota. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 

Sapte FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. MORTON. -I now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution fixing the time for the adjournment. of, 
this session of Congress: bh nani ale 

Mx, SUMNER. I do not think itis expe- 
dient for us to launch into the broad sea-of 
discussion opened by that resolution; cer- 
tainly not now during this morning hour when 
we have come here to-day expressly to devote 
ourselves to another business. I hope the 
Senator will see that it is not expedient to 
press that resolution to-day. There are vari- 
ous topics which are closely associated with 
it. which must be discussed. They cannot be 
discussed adequately between now and one 
o'clock, when the Senate will necessarily pro: 
ceed with the apportionment bill. I think 
it would be a better economy of our time if 
we proceeded at once to the apportionment 
bill, instead of entering upon the other idis- 
cussion, I ask for the yeas and nays .on 
taking up this resolution, , cae 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ©. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. It is manifest that this 
resolution of the Senator from Indiana is going 
to lead to debate.. I am very anxious that we 
should, if possible, get through with the appor- 
tionment bill to-day.» I ask the, Senator from 
Indiana, under the circumstances, if he ig not 
willing now that we should take up the appor- 
tionment bill, and go, on with it 'at once? I 
think he will aecomplish nothing by bringing 
up at this time the resolution he desires. to 
have ‘acted upon. ‘There will be but a half 
hour, and there is an evident. disposition. by 
some persons to discuss the question. _Had 
he not better let it lie, I suggest to him, until 
it will not be cut off by some other matter? It 
would be cut off at one o'clock anyhow. If 
he will withdraw his motion, I will ask the 
Senate to proceed at once to the consideration 
of the apportionmentbill. . 

Mr. COLE, Ihave a'couple of bills that I 
should like to dispose of, one from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that has come to us 
from the House,and | hope the Senator from 
Indiana will allow me to dispose of them, as 
it appears very distinctly now that debate will 
follow the taking up of the resolution which 
he names. - : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion isou the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana. f < 

Mr. MORTON. I do not. think there will 
be much discussion on the resolution. It 
seems some discussion is threatened, and we 
had gome the other morning, but I think if 
the resolution be taken up perhaps we can get 
a vote on it before one o'clock. Jt has been 
pending some time, and I have given way from 


time to 1ime for the accommouation of every- | 


body. 

Mr. COLE. Ifit canbe taken up andacted 
on without debate [have not the least objec- 
tion. Indeed, I would like to -have it dis- 

osed of, 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana, to proceed io the consideration of 


the resolution named by him, upon which the’ 


yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Carpen- || 


ter, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of ‘Texas, [fitcheock, Lewis, Morrill 
of Vermont. Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Ramsey, 
Seatt. West, Wilson, and Wright—24, 
NAYVS—Messrs. Blair, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Goldthwaite,- Johnston, Kelty, 
Sauisbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman. Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and 
Trumpalt 


BSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, 


Brownlow, Buckingham. Cameron, Casserly, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Cooper, Cragin; : Edmunds, Fenton; 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, 
i| Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Pattorson, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt. Rice, Robertson, Spencer, 
Stewart, Vickers, and Windom—82.: 


So the motion was agreed:to. 


l The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolu- 

tion-is before the Senate, and will be read. . 

$ The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
ows: . 
Resolved by the Senata (the. House of Represent- 

atives: concurring,) ‘That each House of Congress 


shail be adjourned sine die by thé Presiding Officer 
théreof on Wednesday, the 29th of May, 1872, at 
twelve o’clock m, £ : ae eae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion pending is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri (Mr. Scuurz] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Sumwer.] which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, as follows: ; 

“Also laws that shall provide for a reduction of the 
tariff and internal taxation, and a reform in the 
civil service of the United States. i 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will it be in order for me 
to modify my amendment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I withdraw, so much jas 
relates to the tariff and to internal revenue, 
go as to preserve only so much as refers to the 
civil service. I believe the. Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Onanpier] commenced a 
speech on that subject the other day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modifed. The amendment 
to the amendment will be read as modified. 
| ` The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Also alaw that shall provide for a reform in the 
civil service of the United States. 


Mr. SCHURZ. I will merely remark that 
if the Senate resolves to adjourn without hav- 
ing passed a law providing for a reform of the 
civil service it is thereby indicated that the 
Senate of the United States does not care any- 
thing about the reform of the civil service. 

Mr. MORTON. Not much. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like the yeas and 
nays on that question. l 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CORBETT. I suppose there will be 
| time enough during. the next three months to 
pass.the civil service bill for our friend from 
Missouri, ‘if he desires to press it. 

Mr. SCHURZ: In answer to the. Senator 
from Oregon, I would say that, so far, the 
public business has not progressed at all; that 
there are a great many subjects upon. which 
we shall have to legislate—apportionment bills, 
revenue bids, and so on; that ourtime will be 
very limited, and that if we say now when we 
will adjourn, it will be in the power of almost 
| any minority in this body io prevent any legis- 
lation upon any given subject: 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr, President. my friend 
Il from Missouri, and those upon that side of the 
House, I believe have talked upon civil service 
reform until we are thoroughly informed as to 
the importance of it; and Í think we can take 
the vote on that question at any time that it 
may be presented. I think it is highly im- 
portant that we should fix'a day of adjourn- 
ment, so that we may vote upon the various 
questions as they arise, and decide them, and 
let us go to cur homes, and let the business 
of the country have some rest. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
' is on the amendment to the amendment, upon 
| which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. CARPENTER. Jf the amendment 
| should pass and the Senate should finally 
| consider the subject of civil service reform, 
land vote not to pass a law on the subject, it 
! cannot adjoura at all, £ suppose. 
| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 16, nays 82; as follows: 

1 YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
Fonton, Goldthwaite, Johnston, 


i of West Virginia, 
il Kelly.” Norwood, 


| bottom of it. 


Sauisbury, Schurz, Stevenson, i 


t 


Í 


seen Sumner, Thurman,: Tipton, and: Trum- 
pH—16.. 2 tgs cee pe Sted i ERE 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, ‘Cole, ‘Conkling, Corbett,‘ Cragin, 
Edmunds, Ferry. of Connecticut, Perry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Erelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
‘Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Ramsey. Rice, 
Seott;. Sherman, Spencer; Sprague, West, Wilson, 
and ight Ba OE n< ARAY. 

ABSENT — Messrs; ‘Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Cooper, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Howe, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine; Nye, Patterson, 
Pomeroy, Podl. Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Stewart, 
Vickers, and Windom—26. A E a 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. © fee A One 
z The PRESIDING, OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER] 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be reported. ` 

The Cutgr CLeRk. ‘The amendment is, at 
the end of the resolution to insert: : 

Provided, That there shail be no adjournment of 
Congress until after the passage of a supplementary 
civil rights law, seouring equality betore the law 
without distinction of race or color. a2 Sa a 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move-to amend the 
amendment by adding these words: 

Nor until the Senate shall have an opportunity to 
come to a yote upon: the bill from the House of 
Ropresentatives to repeal the duty on coal. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.: If our old 
and respected Senators are disposed to fli- 
buster on this resolution, [ hope when the 
morning hour has expired we`shall vote: to 
sit this question out to-day. p3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
illinois to the amendment. © 0 © 8: 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us have the yeas and 
nays on that. eee og 

The yeas and nays were ordered... 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, before I 
make a few remarks on this‘proposition [wish 
to appeal to my friend, the Senator from Indi- 
ana, who has introduced this resolution, to be 
good. enough to state his teason for thus urging 
it. He does nothing: without good reason, Í 
know; and it may be that if he will be good 
enough to state his reason we shall all seeyour 
way to follow him. Asat present adviset, I 
do not, but I await with interest what the Sen- 
ator shall say himself, as the reason why we 
should adopt his resolution, and especially in 
view of the amendment now proposed by the’ 
Senator from Ilinois. oh ; 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I. do not 
wish to debate this question. The Senate has 
indicated now by n number of. votes its desire 
for the adoption of this resolution. “I think 


| and 4 hope that the Senator will not attempt 


‘to prevent ithe final, action of the Senate by 
‘inierposing amendments of. this character. : d 
am for the Senator’s.supplementary civil rights 
bill, as he knows; but if we cannot pass it by 
the 29th of May, we cannot pass it at all, and 
Lam opposed to saying that we will stay here 
until we do pass it, and 1 say to. the Senator 
that most of those voting with him against my 
resolution this morning will vote against bis 
civil rights bill. ` . ih 

If we fix the time for adjournment, we can 
do as much business by that time, aud be as 
ready to adjourn by the 29h of May, as we 
shall be by the 15th of July if we do not fix 
the time. “It gives fully four months, ample 
time to do the business required from this 
Congress. Whenever we stay here a long time 
and have long sessions, we are always abused 
by the Democratic press for staying here and 
talking a great deal and wasting the people’s 
money. When we propose to make a short 
session, and when it is obvious that we can-do 
itand at the same time take time enough to do 
all the necessary business, it is then intimated 
that there is some deep political scheme at the 
So far as 1 am concerned I 
know of uo such purpose.“ ‘I-believe that we 
can do all the business of the country by the 
29h of May. Hf we ‘fix the time we shall 
work up to it, If we do not fix the rime wa 


ee 
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shall’ waste time as.we have already. done this 
ion, - But from the day that we fix the time 
of adjournment we shall commence the busi- 
nessaf the- session. in earnést,-and we have 
fous months, and that ig ample time. to: get 


through withit o oe ep 

n There‘are varions other: reasons that might 
be urged for fixing the proposed day of. ad- 
jJournment; batt dq not. think itis necessary 
to: debate the question. I-think the judgment 
of the Senate has’ been, indicated: repeatedly 
on this question: E Red ae os : 

a Mr. SUMNER. : J am glad the Senator has 
made the explanation. Poa have heard him, 
and now. you, shall hear the answer; and I 
Enow that no person can answer the answer. 
I know the Senator himself cannot answer it. 
I know that there is no Sénator. on this floor 
able. enough to answer the answer which I 
shall now make to the Senator. ` 

I have before me, sir, ‘the Globe of May 6, 
1870, when there was a motion—mark you, not 
January 20, but May 6—for final adjournment 
on July 4; and -how was that: encountered by | 
my friend: from La diana ? Why; ‘sir, he pleaded 
with his acqustemed eloquence, that. we could 
not do justice to the tariff; and that is the very 
‘queation that is now presented by the Senator 
from Illinois; that if we follow his lead: now 
me shall. leave. our duty. undone on the great 
question of revenue reform, beginning with 
action on a bill that has actually come into 
this Chamber from the other. House. The 
question now is urgent... It is practical. It is 
before the Senate. .The Senator proposes by 
a vote now to eut off the opportunity: of that 
discussion which, on audther-oceasion, he in- 
Naked aye, sir, not only invoked,’ but which 
with all his power he insisted was absolutely 
necessary... es) se ot j 

And. now, air, do [overstate shim at áll? 
Here axe bis worde-—- ; 

: Mr: MORRILL, of Vermont. . Will the 
Benator from. Massachusetts permit meta ask 
him. if that question haa: not since that: speech 
been acted upon, and if we have not reduced 
the revenue very largely both in the. way of 
internal taxes ung the tariif duties? 

: Mx SUMNER, ‘Ube Senator will find him- 
self answered. - ee 

Ms. TRUMBULL... Therevenne was larger 
this, year under the tariff than ever before, 

¿Mr SUMNER. he Senator from Ver 
mont will find himself answered, not: by me, 
but by the Senator from Indiana, Now, if I 
can have.the attention of. my. friend from Ver 
mont, the Senator from: Indianawanswera lim: 

“Mr. Morton, Mr. President, on the statement 
made here the other day with regard to. the business 
yetto como beforo the Sonate, it seems. to me to be 
impossible that it should be transacted intelligently 

y the time fixed for adjournment in this resolution.” 

-How sensible as well as how broad was the 
Senator in his remark! The business could 
not be transacted intelligently before. July 4 
Says he: : j 

"There is- one great subject on which the other 
House has been engaged for a number of weeks, and 
which will encounter just as much difficulty im the 
Senateas in the House. Lallude to the question of 
the tariff. That is a vexed question.’ E 

Why, sir, is it not the vexed question now? 
Ts it not the vexed question by the very motion 
made by the’Senator from Illinois? My friend 
proceeds: ~ 

“Ye ig very important to the country that that 
question shall be settled correotly’’— 

‘Is he'not right?— 

“and itis vary i f 1 ice 
that it shall basettled corron n Publican party 

Is he not right again? Is the Senator, a 
Republican, (not & better Republican than 
sume others on this floor,) ready now to 
abandon what he’ said in 1870? He then 
proceeds: yE y ia : 
`“ I 'speak`of that simply ‘a8 One question. It is 
much more important that: we shall db the busi- 


to adjourn’ — 


ness.of this: country, ang- do it wight, than it is’ 


| When does the Senator say?— 
“by the Ist of July. or by the Ist of August,” 


The 1st of July-or the lat. of August, sir} 
No idea of haste, then! ; : 


“Iam sure that I stay here withas much difficulty | 


and with as much reluctance. as anybody, and Ido 
not think there iaa Senator in this body who is more 
anxious to get away than Lam; and yet I feel that 
if I were to so act as to hurry throagh such import- 
ant business, or to go sway leaving it undone, I 
should be derelict in the performance of my duty.’ 

. Sir, it'is not I that say that, but the Senator 
ftom Indiana; he says ittohimself. Hethen 
proceeds: ao ; 

“There are many other important questions bo- 
sides that of: the tariff which we are yet called upon 
to consider; and [do hope that the Senate will not 
fix a time now”— j ine 

Observe the energy. of his language— 

“and I do hope that the Senate will not fix a time 
now, but leave it open for several weeks ?— oe 

Observe, Mr-President, “for several weeks’? — 
“until we can see at what time wo can with propri- 


| of generosity in débate. 


ety adjourn.” 
That was ‘said May 6, 1870. 
“Why, sir, there seems to be a mania for adjourn- 

ment; it seems to me to be almost a mania.” i 


That is what the Senator says. 


“When this time was first suggested I thought 
favorably of it, because I supposed we might get 
through; but upon consideration’’— 


Not hastily, but ‘‘upon consideration ?)— 


“I am satisfied we cannot get through; and if there 
be Senators here who from any cause cannot remain 
until the end of the session, it would be better. for 
tho Senate to give them leave of absence, and let 
them go away and leave their associates horc, that 
tho business may be done. There are some great 
questions yet to be disposed of, and questions. that 
ought to take time.’”” 


‘Were there any greater questions then than 
now? The Senator, E know, will not trifle with 
the great question of equal rights. He will 
not say that that question is to be degraded 
out of sight. He then, proceeds: 


“ Mr. President, there has been a good danl of com- 
plaint about the length of time that has been con- 
sumed in debate uponscartainquestions, These ques- 
tions were, not questions of an economical charac- 
ter; they weré not in regard to. the disposition or 
the acquisition of public lands; but they were great 
questions: that went to. the vary existence of the Gor- 
ernment, and in my judgment there has not been an 
hour too’ much spent in the discussion of those ques- 
tions; for, sir, the public mind is yet unsettled with 
regard: to them, and the action of this body shows 
that after all the discussion that had, taken place 
there were Senators who were scarcely able to make 
up their minds on which side they should vote. And 
whon there are questions of so gremt difficulty to be 
disposed of those Senators cannot better serve the 
country than by taking time to consider'them. This 
is especially intended to be a deliberative body, and 
Ido not sympathize with those who olaim that. the 
Sonate ought to vote without understanding what 
they are voting upon. A single error committed in 
regard to a great question of reconstruction, orsome 
question that goesto the future peace of generations, 
and it may be to tho existence of the Government—a 
single error of that kind cannot be atoned for, The 
time that-is taken in considering: such questions: is 
not time lost.” 


Now, sir, I ask the Senate to listen. to what 
follows. I want you to see how. eloquently 
and how pointedly the Senator addresses him- 
self to his own resolution now: 


‘There is a question coming before us now. upon 
which the best minds in Europe and in. America 
have been divided for the last hundred yoars—the 
question of the tariff. Is isa question that we ought 
to consider fully”— 


Sir, lam not speaking now; it is the Sen- 
ator from Indiana— . 


“and we cannot do our duty to ourselves and to our 
country unless we do consider it fully.” 


So says the Senator. 
“But, sir, if we bind ourselves to- adjourn by the 
5 a 


4th of July. we cannot.do it.” 
He then says: 


“That. will be equivalent to saying to:the country 
that we shall vote on that question without discas- 
sion. Ido not pretend that I understand that ques- 
tion. Thereare some people who alwaysunderstand 
every. question from the time it is first mentioned, 
who understood the Georgia question and every 
other from the time it was first mentioned. I donot 
belong to- that category. I find oceasion to change 
my mind frequently, and my mind is often changed 
by the result of discussions on this floor. I am open 
to the reception of light from discussions, and I in- 
vite it. I do not belong to those who understand 
everything from the beginning and think the Senate 
ought to vote on the most dificult questions without 
discussion.” 


Sir, a good lesson to all. The -Senator 


offers himself in this.Chamber as an example 
He is against limit- 
ation of. diseussion, especially-on the tariff. 
He is anxious that there should.be a free field 
for that most important discussion. - And yet 


he brings forward now—— _... 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morn- 
ing hour having expired, it becomes the duty 
of the Chair to call up the unfinished business 
of yesterday, which ‘isthe apportionment bill: 

Mr. MORTON. Mr; President— on 

Mr. SUMNER.’ T have not done. © © 

Mr. TRUMBULL. -F shall insist on the 
order ‘of the day. This discussion may con- 
tinne all day. © > a a pote 

Mr. MORTON, I move to suspend the 
present and all pending orders for the purpose 
of finishing up this resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Indi: 
ana has not the floor for any such motion. 
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois is entitled to the floor on the 
hill before the Senate, which Is the unfinished 
business of yesterday. ; 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lask the Clerk to report 
the bik © net : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The bili 
(H. R. No. 248) for the apportionment of Rep- 
resentgtives to Congress among the’ several 
States ateording to the ninth census is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
will be read. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Unless some Senator 
should desire it, F will not ask to havethe ori- 
ginal bill read or the amendments which have ` 
been reported to the Senate, but will endeavor 
to state as briefly as I can what the-two bills are, 
the differences between them; ‘and the’ princi- 
ples on which this apportionment is made. - 

The Constitution of the United’ States 
requires in its first article, in thé third para- 
graph of the second section, that “* Represent- 
atives shall be apportioned among the sev- 
eral States which may be included within this 
Union, aecording to their respective numbers ;’’ 
‘that the actual enumeration shall be made 
within three years after the first meeting of 
Congress,” and ‘' withinevery subsequent term 
of ten years; in such manner as they shall by 
law diréct;' that “each State shall have one 
Representative ;’" and the Constitution ‘then 
proceeds to make an apportionment among 
the respective States. This was the first appor- 
tionment made‘when the Constitution of the 
United States was adopted, assigning sixty- 
five. members: to` the various States of the 
Union. 

It is manifestly impracticable to make an 
apportionment entirely perfect. You cannot 
adopt any number: as:a divisor of the popula- 
tion of the States that will not leave remain- 
ders; and from the beginning, in the appor tion- 
ment of representation, or nearly from the 
beginning, fractions have been represented. 
Fhe rule adopted usually has been to fix upon 
a@.certain number of which the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall consist, and then divide the 
representative population of the United States 
by-that number and use the quotient as a 
divisor of the representative population of each 
State, and then to make up the number, (being 
the difference between the numbers assigned to 
each State by that division and the number that 
has been’ fixed for the House of Representa- 
tives,) by assigning to the largest fractions in 
each State a member until you reach the 
requisite number. 

I will state-very briefly, before referring to 
the particular bill: that has: passed the. House 
of Representatives, what, has been the prac- 
tice of the Government. I said that. the Con- 
stitution itself apportioned Representatives 
originally among the respective States, assign- 
ing to them. sixty-five members.. By an. act 
passed. on the: 14th. of: April, 1792, the first 


‘apportionment took place under the census of 


1790. By that act. the House of Representa- 
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tives was made to consist of one hundred and 
five members. The next apportionment took 
place on the census of 1810, and the number 
of the House of Representatives was then 
increased to one hundred and eighty-one. The 
third apportionment took piace in 1822, by an 
act passed on the 7th of March of that year, 
and the number of Representatives was in- 
creased to two hundred and twelve. In 1832 
an apportionment took place upon the census 
of 1880, and the House of Representatives 
was increased to two hundred and forty. In 
1850 Congress passed what was intended to 
be a permanent law fixing the number of 
the House of Representatives at two hun- 
dred and thirty-three, and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, after the taking of the 
census, which was then about to be taken, 
and of all subsequent censuses, to apportion 
the representation among the several States 
upon the basis of two hundred and thirty- 
three members; but an act was passed shortly 
after this act of 1850, on the 80th of July, 
1852, which increased the number of mem- 
bers to two hundred and thirty-four, so that 
the House of Representatives, under the ap- 
portionment of 1850, consisted of two hun- 
dred and thirty-four members. - In 1860 the 
Secretary of the Interior proceeded to make 
the apportionment in pursuance of the act 
of 1850, assigning two hundred and thirty- 
three members to the House of Represent- 
atives; but after he bad made his report, 
Congress by..an act added eight members to 
the two hundred and thirty-three, making 
the House consist of two hundred and. forty- 
one members, and assigning these additional 
members to the eight States having the 
largest fractions. Since the passage of this 


act of 1862, which fixed the number of the | 


House of Representatives at two hundred and 
forty-one, the States of Nevada and Nebraska 
have been added to the Union, and have had 
assigned to them one member each, making 
two hundred and forty-three members, so 
that the House of Representatives to-day 
consists of two hundred and forty-three mem- 
bers, and if no law should be passed on the 
subject at all, it would be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make an apportion- 
ment upon the act of 1850, as amended by the 
subsequent acts, by which the House of Rep- 
resentatives would consist of two hundred 
and thirty-three, or perhaps two hundred and 
thirty-four members under the act passed in 
1852, 

Having stated so much in regard to the 
history of the different apportionments, I call 
the particular attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the number of Representatives has 
been reduced. The largest House of Repre- 
sentatives which we ever had before 1863 was 
that apportioned under the census of 18380. 
In the apportionment that took place under 
that census the State of New York had forty 
members, and other States in proportion. 
That was the largest House of Representatives 
we ever had until the present number was 
fixed. By these different apportionments, 
many of the States, most of the old States, 
have lost a portion of their representation. 
Massachusetts at one time had twenty mem- 
pers inthe House of Representatives; Virginia 
at one time had twenty-three; New Hampshire 
once had six; it now has three. That has 
been the case with nearly all the old States, so 
that there is nothing new in the reduction of 
the number of members from a State, nor is 
‘there anything new in reducing the size of the 
House of Representatives. It has been re- 
peatedly done, and various States have lost 
members at almost every apportionment that 
has taken place. 

The bill which comes to us fom the House 
of Representatives makes the number of mem- 
bers two hundred and eighty-three, and it 
assigns to every State in the Union a repre- 
sentation in Congress equal to the number it 
now has, except the States of Vermont and 
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tion if we divided the entire population by the 


f 
New Hampshire. Bach of those States will 
lose a member by the bill that has passed the 
House of Representatives. Every other State 
will either retain the number of members it 
now has, or have an increase. under the House 
bill. In making this apportionment, two ques- 
tions arise, and if I can have the attention of 
Senators I will state what they are. 

It will be observed that by the clause of the 
Constitution of the United States which Ihave 
already read, the apportionment is to be made 
among the several States ‘‘according to their 
respective numbers,” but there is another pro- 
vision in the Constitution which says that each 
State shall be entitled to one member. The 
Constitution itself assigns one member to each 
State. The question therefore arises, shall 
the population of those States which have less 
than the requisite number to entitle them to 
a Representative be first deducted from the 
aggregate population, and the number of mem- 
bers assigned to these small States deducted 
from the aggregate number of Representatives 
of which the House is to consist, and the re- 
maining Representatives constitute the divisor 
for the remainder of the representative pop- 
ulation of the United States, or shall you take 
the whole number of Representatives, in- 
cluding those assigned to the States that have 
not the requisite population for one member, 
and make that the divisor of the entire repre- 
sentative population of the United States? 

The Committee on the Judiciary camo to 
the conclusion that the Constitution of the 
United States had itself apportioned repre- 
sentation, so far as assigning one Representa- 
tive to each of the States which may not have 
a sufficient number of population to entitle it 
to a Representative upon the basis which 
was to be adopted. This is the case with four 
States in the Union; for instance, Nevada 
has a population of only 42,000; Nebraska, 
Oregon, and Delaware, each of them, have 
not the requisite population to entitle them to 
one Representative upon any basis that would 
be likely to be adopted by the two Houses of 
Congress. The constitutional mode, therefore, 
of apportioning this representation appeared 
to the committee to be this: that we should 
first determine of how many members the 
House of Representatives ought to consist. 
The House determined that it should consist 
of two hundred and eighty-threc; the Senate 
committee determined on two hundred and 
forty-three. I will speak of that hereafter. 
But by way of illustration, taking the bill as 
it has passed the House which apportions to 
the various States of the Union two hundred 
and eighty-three members, the rule of making 
this apportionment, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, would be to add together the popula- 
tion of the four small States, which are Dela- 
ware, Nebraska, Nevada, and Oregon; alto- 
gether they have only a population of 381,422 
persons; but they are entitled under the Con- 
stitution to four Representatives, while the basis 
of representation upon the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives would he 135,2393%75. 
Thus, it will be seen that these four States, 
with four Representatives, having only 381,422 
inhabitants, would get more than their propor- 


entire number of Representatives. 

Taking, then, the House bill and deducting 
from two hundred and eighty-three four for 
the small States, it leaves two hundred and 
seventy-nine. Deducting their population, 
381,422, from the entire population of the 
United States, which, according to the census, 
ig 38,118,253, it leaves a representative popu- 
lation of 87,731,881. Dividing that remainder 
by 279, the number of Representatives, after 
you have deducted four for the small States, 
it makes the number of population to entitle 
the people to a Representative, 135,2397%5, 
and the fifty-three hundredths being more 
than a half, for convenience I will say 185,240. 


This I understand to be the basis of the 


House bill. i 


Mr. MORTON.. Does that include the four 
constitutional Representatives? a 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Assigning four Repre- 
sentatives in the-first place to the four small 
States, and taking out the population of those 
four small States and dividing the remainder 
of the population of the United States by 279, 
instead of 288, will leave a quotient of 185,240, 
so that in the other States of the Union which 
have a population sufficient to entitle them tc 
a Representative there will be apportioned a 
representation equal to the number of times 
that 185,240 is contained in the population of 
the respective States; and on that calculation 
you have the House bill. 
But after going through with the bill and 
dividing the population of each State by 135,- 
240 and adding up the quotients, you do not 


| get 279 members, because of the fractions that 


are left over; instead of 279 you get262; and 
in order then to make up the 279 you have 
to add 17 for fractions, and the bill from the 
House adds those seventeen members to the 
respective States having the largest fractions; 
and if you will look over the bill you will see 
what States those are. There are seventeen 
States that have a representation on fractions, 
according to the House bill, but-no fraction 
of less than a moiety has a Representative 
assigned to it, and every fraction exceeding 
a moiety has a Representative. It so hap- 
pens that, according to the House bill, every 
fraction of more than a half has an additional 
member, and no fraction of less than a half 
has an additional member. 

Now, if [have made myself understood in 
regard to the House bill, I will state the differ- 
ence between that and the bill as reported by 
the Senate Committee on the Judiciary. The 
committee came to the conclusion that it was 
not advisable to increase the number of mem- 
bers in the House of Representatives; that 
that body was already large enough for the 
convenient transaction of business; and that 
to increase it to a larger number would em- 
barrass the House in fransacting the ordinary 
business of legislation. I have already stated 
to the Senate that it is no new thing for States 
to lose Representatives. Several of the old 
States have lost half the Representatives they 
had some years ago, and the most of them 
have lost more orless. The commttice, there 
fore, came to the conclusion that it was advis- 
able to retain the present number of Repre- 
sentatives in the House without any increase. 


| I have already stated that that number is now 


two hundred and forty-three. 

The committee then proceeded upon the saine 
principle which I have stated in reference to the 
basis, as I suppose, of the House bill to make 
the apportionment. _ We deducted the four 
members which the Constitution assigns to the 
four small States from two hundred and forty- 
three, leaving two hundred and forty-nine. We 
also deducted from the entire population of 
the States of the Union, leaving out of course 
the Territories, the population of these four 
States, and we divided the two remainders, 
the one by the other, and apportioned to the 
respective States in the Union the number that 
they would be entitled to according to that cal- 


| culation. It so happens that in a House of two 


hundred and forty-three members, and dividing 
the two remainders, the remainder of the popu- 
lation less the four small States by 239, that 
would lack just seventeen of the number two 
hundred and thirty-nine, and according to the 
bill as reported seventecn States have members 
upon their fractions, and each of those frac- 
tions in a House consisting of two hundred 
and forty-three members is larger than a 


i moiety, and no State with a fraction less than 


a moiety has a Representative. It singularly 
so happens that whether you have a House 
of two hundred and forty-three or two hundred 
and eighty-three, seventeen members will be 
assigned to the fractions in each case, and no 
fraction of less than a half will have a member 
in any case, 
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: There: is one other question to which, per- 
haps, I ought to call.the attention of: the Sen- 
ate in connection with this matter. The four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States provides: 

‘* Bat, when the right to vote at any election for 
the choice of electors for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, Representatives. in, Con- 
gress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, 
or the members of the Legislature thereof, is denied 
to.any of the male inhabitants. of such State, being 
twenty-one years of age, and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for partici- 
pation in rebellion’ or other crime, the basis of rep- 
resentation: therein shall be reduced in the propor- 
tion which the number of such male citizens shall 
bear to the whole number of male citizens twenty- 
one years of agein such State.” 

The Senate is aware that no law has been 
passed to carry out this provision of the four- 
teenth amendment; but the Secretary of the 
Interior in his instructions issued to the assist- 
ant marshals who were to take the census, 
directed them to ascertain how many persons 
were deprived of the right to vote, being male 
citizens of the United States, and upward of 
twenty-one years of age, for any other reason 
than ‘participation in the rebellion or the com- 
mission of crime, and they have reported to 
us in the census tables that there are in the 
various States of the Union 43,329 such per- 
sons, The largest number reported in any 
State is in the State of Missouri, which is 
reported to have 9,265; but in all the States 
some, persons, according to this report, are 
deprived of the right to vote who are twenty- 
one years of age and upward and male citi- 
zens of the United States. Isuppose that 
arises out of laws in most of the States which 
prevent idiots, lunatics, and paupers from 
voting. I do not know otherwise how they 
found in some of the States any persons 
deprived of such rights. But the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Census Bureau do not 
place much reliance on these returns. I send 
to the Secretary’s desk, and ask to have read 
for the information of the Senate, a letter from 
the Seeretary of the Interior as to the relia- 
bility of this table: 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT or THE Interior, 
. WASHINGTON, December 11, 1871. 

Sm: In complianco with a resolution of tho hon- 
orablo House of Representatives, under date of tho 
Tth instant, E have the honor to transmit a table 
exhibiting “the number of inhabitants, excluding 
Indians not taxed, in each of tho States and Terri- 
tories of tho United States, as ascertained by the 
last census,” 

Also, “the number of malo inhabitants in cach 
State being twenty-one years of ago, and citizens of 
the United Statos, whose right to vote in such State 
at any cloction for the choico of electors for Presi- 
dent and Vico President of the United States, Rep- 
regontatives in Congress, tho oxceutive and judicial 
ofticers of a State, or the members of the Legisla- 
turo thereof, is denied, or in any way abridged, 
except for, participation in rebellion, or other 
orime”? - 

Thavo also deemed it proper to add n statement 
of the numbor of male citizens of tho United States 
twenty-one years of age and over, as the samo have 
boen returned by tho assistant marshals of the sov- 
eral States, g eae 

Itisnecessary to state, in transmitting these tables, 
that the Department is disposed to give but little 
credit to tho returns mado, by assistant marshals in 
regard to the dental or abridgment of suffrage. Tho 
unfavorable judgmont of the Department in respect 
to this single class of statistics is formed, first, from 
the application of certain statistical tests, and sec- 
ond, from a consideration of the agencies employed, 
which are not deemed adequate to the*determina- 
tion. of. the numerous questions of difficulty and 
nicety which are involved. ead 

ave further the honor to state, that it is not in 
the power of the Department to give “the number 
of male inhabitants of each State twenty-one years 
of age and.over,” as required by the resolution of 


the honorable House of Representatives. Itis not } 


expected that these statistics will be prepared for 
some months to come, It needs, perhaps, to be stated 
that the corresponding statements for the eighth 
consus Were not issued from the press until October, 


864. 
I have the honor to: be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, O. DELANO, S. 
Hon. Jauss G. Braise, 0 reer 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. TRUMBULL, It will be observed that 


the Secretary of the Interior and the Census 
Bureau place very little reliance upon these 


letter ; but I-desire to say to the Senate that 
the committee have taken the pains to make 


up a table, which bas been laid upon the desks: 


of Senators, and which is the second table in 
the printed report, by which it will be seen that 
a calculation has been made after applying the 
fourteenth amendment on the basis of the re- 
turns from the Census Bureau, and it so hap- 
pens that itdoes not affect the representation of 
any State in the Union; the result is precisely 
the same... So there is no importance, if the 
bill recommended by the committee should be 
adopted, whether you take into the calculation 
the number of persons not entitled to vote, as 
reported by the Census Bureau, or not, and 
that will avoid, perhaps, any controversy. in 
the Senate on that subject as to whether we 
ought to take them into the account, because, 
if taken into the calculation, it does not vary 
the result, as you will see by the tables which 
the committee has taken the pains to prepare 
and have printed and laid on the desks of 
Senators. 

Now I believe I have explained the differ- 
ence between these two bills in regard to the 
apportionment. There are one or two other 
amendments reported to the House bill. The 
bill, as it came from the House, fixes the same 
day for the election of members of Congress 
throughout the United States from and after 
the year 1876. The committee have recom- 
mended that we strike out 1876 and insert 
1872, so that the election of the members of 
Congress shall take place on the same day 
throughout the United States at the next elec- 
tion, and ever afterward. The committee 
have also annexed a proviso to the third sec- 
tion of the bill, which I will read: 

Provided, Thatin any State in which by Jaw the 
polls are held open more than one day for the elec- 
tion of State oflicers, the polls, for the election of 
mombers of Congress in such State in A. D. 1872, 
shall bo held open for the same length of time, 
beginning on the day above specified in this section. 

The reason for that proviso is this: the first 
part of section three fixes a particular day 
when members of Congress are to be elected, 
and the committee were informed that in some 
of the southern States elections were only 
held at the county seat, and that they continued 
those elections for several days. ‘This clause 
is inserted so as to allow them to continue the 
election for members of Congress in the same 
manner as they do for State officers, it being 
supposed that it was impracticable for all the 
voters in a county to go to the county seat and 
vote on the same day. 

The Committee on the Judiciary have also 
proposed to add a section to the bill, which I 
will read: 

Src. 6. That should any State, after the passage 
of this act,deny or abridge theright of any ofthe male 
inhabitants of such State, being twenty-ono years 
ofage, and citizens of theUnited States, to vote at any 
election named in the Constitution, article fourteen, 
section one, except for participation in the rebellion 
or other crime, tae number of Representatives ap- 
portioned in this act to such State shall be reduced 
in the proportion which the number of such male 
citizens shall have to the whole number of male 
citizens twenty-one years of age in such State, 

The object of that is to carry out the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution, and 
in ease any of the States of the Union should, 
after the passage of this act, deny to any of 
their male citizens specified in the Constitution 
the right to vote otherwise than for the cause 
there assigned, the Congress will take occa- 
sion to reduce their representation in the man- 
ner provided for in the Constitution of the 
United States. ; s 

I believe, Mr. President, this completes all 
that it is necessary to say in explanation of 
the bill, although there is one other question 
which has been raised by some persons that I 
do not think has any necessary connection 
with the bill that it may be proper to allude 
to. The Constitution of the United States, in 
providing for the election of President, declares 
that ‘‘each State shall appoint, in such man- 
ner as the Legislature thereof may direct, a 


#eturns for the reasons which are stated in that il number of electors equal to the whole number 


t 


of Senators and Representatives to which the 
State may be entitled in the Congress.’’ The 
question has been raised whether, in the elec- 
tion of President, each State is to have a num- 
ber of electors equal to the number of its 


members.in the two Houses, in the Senate 
! and House of Representatives at this time in 


the present Congress, or whether it is to have 
the number that shall be assigned in the appor- 
tionment which we are about to pass. The bill 
is to take effect when it passes. 

Mr. COLE. Not until 1878, as I under- 

stand. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It takes effect at once 
as a law; but the members elected next fall 
will take their seats on the 4th of March, 1878; 
and the question has been mooted by some 
persons as to how many electoral votes the 
States will be entitled to, whether they will be 
entitled to a number according to the number 
of Representatives which shall be assigned by 
the bill that we pass on the apportionment 
made upon the census of 1870, or to a number 
based on the number of: Representatives now 
apportioned in the present Congress, The 
language of the Constitution I have just read. 
It says, ‘‘the whole number of Senators and 
Representatives to which the State may be 
entitled in the Congress.’ That unquestion- 
ably means the Congress when the President 
is to be inaugurated. The President does not 
come into office until 1878, and the number 
of members that we elect to the Congress to 
take their seats on the 4th of March, 1878, 
governs the number of electors that the State 
is entitled to elect on the same day, of course 
adding the Senators to the Representatives. I 
think there ought to be no doubt as to what was 
the intention of the Constitution ; but if there 
was any doubt it was settled by the men who 
made the Constitution. 

I have already stated to the Senate that the 
first apportionment that ever took place after 
the one made in the Constitution itself was 
by an act passed on the I4thof April, 1792, 
when there were apportioned to the various 
States of the Union one hundred and five 
members. An election of President took 
place in the fall of 1792, and each State 
appointed as many electors as it would have 
members and Senators in the Congress which 
was to convene on the 4th of March, 1793. 
But the Congress of the United States took 
action upon that subject, many of the very 
men who made the Constitution being in that 
Congress, and Washington himself, who pre- 
sided over the Convention, being the then Pres- 
ident, he having been elected in 1788; and 
they declared : 


“That except in case of an olection of President 
and Vice President of the United States prior to the 
ordinary period, as hereinafter specifod”— | 

That is, where a vacancy occurs— 

“ electors shall be appointed in each State for the 
election of a President and Vico President of the 
United States, within thirty-four days preceding 
the first Wednesday in December, 1792, and within 
thirty-four days proceding the first Wednesday in 
December in overy fourth year succeeding tho last 
election, which electors shall bo equal to the num- 
ber of Senators and Representatives to which the 
several States may by law be entitled at the time 
when the President and Vice President thug to be 
chosen should come into office.” 

That was the law passed in 1792, approved 
by Washington, and madeby the men who made 
the Constitution, and it isthe law now. Tt has 
never been changed. ‘ 

Mr. MORTON. Does not that settle the 
question ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think that ought to 
setile the question, if there was any deubt 
about it; but I did not suppose really that 
there ought to have heen any question upon 
the subject. However, the question has some 
times been raised ; it was in 1853 in this body, 
notwithstanding this law. Mr. Borland, of 
Arkansas, in 1852, just prior to the presiden- 
tial election, introduced this resolution into 
this body: f 


| Is “That the number of electoral votes to which each 


tate shall be entitled in the election of President 
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and Vice President of the United States in 1852 shall 
bo equal to the number of Senators and Represent- 
atives to which each of said States would be found 
entitled by the apportionment under the enumera- 
tion of 1850, as provided by the act for taking the 
sevonth and subsequent censuses, approved March 


That resolution was considered in the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, which, after investigating it, made a 
report, and, as it is very short, I will ask the 
Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 22) in relation 
to thenumber of electoral votes which each State will 
be entitled to in the presidential election of 1852, 
made the following report: 

“The Constitution provides that ‘each State shall 
appoint, in such manner as the Legislature thereof 
may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole 
number of Senators and Representatives to which 
the State may be entitled inthe Congress.’ 

“The act of Congress of March 1, 1792, passed be- 
fore any election of President had been held under 
a new apportionment, gives a construction, to this 
clause of the Constitution in these words: ‘Which 
electors (of President and Vice President) shall be 
equal to the number of Senators and Representatives 
to which the several States may by law be entitled 
at the time when the President and Vice President 
thus to be chosen should come into office.’ The new 
apportionment under the first census took effect 
from and after the 3d of March, 1793, (act of 14th 
‘April, 1792.) Accordingly, in 1792, in 1812, and 1832, 
the Statesgave anumber of electoral votes for Presi- 
dent and Vice President equal to the number of 
their Senators and Representatives respectively, 
from and after the 3d of March, 1793, the 3d of March, 
1813, and the 3d of March, 1833; and the act of 1850 
having a similar provision to that of 1792, so it must 
be in the noxt election next fall. That is, the States 
will vote under the new, and not under the old 
apportionment. Under these circumstances, the 
committee are of opinion that no further legislation 
on the subject is necessary; and therefore report 
back the resolution with an amendment, changing 
jtfrom a joint to a single resolution. This is done 
by striking the word ‘joint’ out of the title.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state that the 
resolution reported by the committee subse- 
quently passed the Senate without a division, 
_ after some little discussion was had upon it, 
the Senate coming to the conclusion that no 
legislative action was necessary, a8 the act 
of 1792 had settled the matter, and if any 
question could be settled by legislation and 
by a long line of precedents reaching almost a 
century, I should think this was settled so as 
notto beraised again. The election of 1792, the 
election of 1812, the election of 1832, and the 
election of 1852, all took place upon an appor- 
tionment based upon the census immediately 
before; not according to the number of mem- 
bers which the House had in the then Congress, 
but according to the number it would have in 
the Congress when the person elected became 
President. Ishould not have alluded to this 
matter at all, but I had heard the question 
mooted, and took the trouble to look up the 
Jaw upon the subject, so that if there was any 
doubt about it, it might, so far as statutes and 
the action of Congress and the action of the 
people were concerned, be put at rest. 

Having explained the two bills, I have no 
more to say in reference to them, unless it 
should be to answer any question that may be 
asked in regard to the tables which have been 
prepared. Ishall be ready to give any inform- 
ation that any Senator may desire 80 far as 
I can from the examination I have given the 
subject. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I agree 
with the Senator from Ilinois that there can 
be no reasonable doubt on the constitutional 
point as to the number of presidential elect- 
ors that will be elected in each State. - It will 
be governed by the provisions of this bill when 
passed. Butit does seem that it would be well 
enough to declare that the members elected 
under this act shall take their seats on the 4th 
of March next. I would avoid all doubt on a 
matter of that kind, and declare by the express 
provisions of the pill that the number of elect- 
ors to be elected this fall shall conform to the 
number of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives under this bill, adding, of course, 


the number of Senators. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That has never been 
done before. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I only allude to it because 


in a question of this kind, which has to be 
acted on by a great number of people without 
any opportunity of conference, itis well enough 
to avoid all ambiguity. . 

But, Mr. President, I am opposed to the 
amendments reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I believe the House of Representa- 
tives have passed a bill as nearly perfect as in 
the nature of things can be passed on this sub- 
ject. The objections to the amendments pro- 
posed are radical, and to my mind absolutely 
conclusive. The House of Representatives 
proposed to increase the number of members 
of the House to two hundred and eighty-three. 
The number now is two hundred and forty- 
three. This bill mainly relates to the number 
and organization of the House of Representa- 
tives. It does not affect in any way the char- 
acter, or organization, or composition of the 
Senate of the United States. By one provis- 
ion of the Constitution of the United States 
cach House is the judge of the elections, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its own members. 
It ig true that provision does not affect this 
question; but from the comity between the 
two branches, which has prevailed from ‘the 
beginning of the Government to this time, each 
House has been left to regulate pretty much 
at itsown will everything that relates to its own 
organization. The regulation of the pay of its 
officers, of the pay of its employés, of the num- 
ber of its employés, has by courtesy been lett 
to each House. Thus, when the House of 
Representatives increase the number of their 
messengers, or the pay of their messengers, or 
the pay of their clerks, although ‘it must be 
done by law, yet by custom that courtesy is 
usually extended to the House. And when 
the Senate have heretofore increased the pay 
of their employés, the courtesy of acquiescing 
in the action of the Senate has always been 
extended to us by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Tt is true that this bill is not precisely a bill 
of that character, but it bears an intimate 
relation to a bill of that character. This bill 
does not affect the general public law of the 
land except so far as the members of the Elect- 
oral College will be increased or diminished 
by the apportionment under it; but that is 
rather a resulting consequence from a consti- 
tutional provision than the immediate effect 
of the law. The lawintends simply to fix the 
number of the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Now, is it not wise, andis it not 
better to leave to the House of Representa- 
atives to fix that number, unless they make 
such a gross mistake by their action as to indi- 
cate a want of attention and consideration to 
the subject-matter ? So itseems to me. There- 
fore, unless I can give some good reason for 
changing the number of members fixed by the 
House, 1 would abide by their judgment. 

But that is not all. In this case we have 
this singular anomaly presented: the House 
of Representatives two years ago passed a bill 
fixing the number of members of the House 
of Representatives at two hundred and seventy- 
five; it was debated for days; the debate was 
participated in by the members of the House 
generally. It was there a matter of general 
interest. The very fact that this bill now is 
being considered by less than a quorum of 
this body shows that this house is not paying 
any attention to this important bill. And why? 
Because it does not affect the organization of 
the Senate as it does that of the House. In the 
House the subject was considered with the 


greatest care, reported upon bya select commit- | 


tee, and debated day after day, and two years 
ago the House of Representatives of the last 
Congress sent us 2 bill fixing the number of 
members at two hundred and seventy-five. 
Now they have reconsidered in another Con- 
gress this same subject-matter and fixed the 


number of members at two hundred and eighty- 
three, showing an agreement and considera- 
tion by two separate Houses upon substantially 
the same number. How is it with us? 

Two years ago the bill for two hundred and 
seventy-five was sent here, and then, lo and 
behold! the Judiciary Committee reported that 
instead of two hundred and seventy-five, we 
ought to have three hundred members of- the 
House of Representatives, and the bill was 
passed in the.Senate in that form with scarcely 
any debate, without much consideration, mem- 
bers of the Senate feeling, each one for him- 
self, that this was a matter that the House 
could judge of better than we. The Judiciary 
Committee, composed then mainly of the same 
gentlemen as now, reported that three hundred 
members of the House ought to be elected, 
thus increasing the number of the Represent- 
tatives of the people. The argument that was 
made was, that the more Representatives you 
had from the people the more direct would 
be the influence of the people on the House. 
The large number of the House of Commons 
was adduced, the large number of the Cham- 
ber of Deputies of France was adduced, and 
the argument was employed which has always 
been made when the effort has been to increase 
the power of the people over the Represent- 
atives, that by bringing the Representative to 
depend upon a smaller number of constituents 
you brought him more directly under the in- 
tluence of and under responsibility to those 
constituents. Now, however, when the House 
of Representatives have practically sent us the 
game bill as before, fixing the number at two 
hundred and cighty-threc, lo and behold the 
Committee on the Judiciary report that only 
two hundred and forty-three are necessary! 
With quiet submission to their decision two 
years ago, we passed the bill reported by them 
to fix the number at three hundred, thus. dif- 
fering with the House, and leading to the 
defeat of that bill. Now we are called upon, 
with no consideration and for no sufficient 
reason, in a thin Senate, where the subject 
does not excite attention, to reduce the num- 
ber to two hundred and forty-three. 

Mr. President, unless there is some pretty 
plausible reason for this change of opinion, L 
think we ought not to follow the Judiciary 
Committee on this occasion; but we ought to 
make the action of the Senate consistent with 
itself, or if we cannot do that and pay due 
attention to the subject-matter by giving it a 
patient investigation, we ought to follow the 
matured and careful judgment of the House 
of Representatives. 

My attention is called to this matter more 
by its practical effect upon the people of Ohio, 
and I say to the Senate now, that if this bill 
passes as reported by the Judiciary Committee, 
the probable effect will be that Ohio will have 
no Representatives in the next Congress of the 
United States. Why? By the terms of this 
bill as reported by the Senate committee, 
the number of Representatives from Ohio is 
reduced from nineteen to seventeen. Wedo 
not complain of a reduction of representation, 
because we have not increased in proportion 
to the western States, and therefore cannot 
expect to keep our old number of Representa- 
tives if the old aggregate number is retained. 
We do not complain of that, but we complain 
of the effect it will have in another way. It 
so happens now that the Senate amendment 
will require an imperative reapportionment of 
our State,so that without an apportionment 
bill passed by the Legislature of Ohio, the 
people of Ohio will not be represented in the 
House of Representatives of the next Con- 
gress. The Legislature of Ohio is now in.ses- 
sion; and we know that the probability is that 
there can be no apportionment bill passed by 
the Legislature of Ohio at its present session. 
It is true that this is a consideration which 
ought not to control the Senate of the United 
States or Congress in passing an apportion- 
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ment: bill; ‘but yet it does control my action, 
and: compels me to call the attention of the 
Sonate to the practical effect of this bill if it 
shall be passed. The House of Represent- 
atives,; where the matter has been carefully 
matured and considered, have looked on the 
subject as it effects every constituency ; and 
the. Representatives of Ohio there carefully 
looked to it to see that a bill was provided 
which, under the circumstances that exist, 
will give to Obio its fair-and no more than 
its fair representation in the next Congress, 

What is the provision here made? We are 
reduced from nineteen td seventeen by the 
amendment of the Judiciary Committee. Sup- 

ose thaton account of the state of facts that 

shall mention in a little while the Legislature 
of Obio should fail to pass an apportionment 
bill this winter, for it must be done this winter, 
how can any Representative be elected from 
the State of Ohio for the next Congress? It 
cannot be‘ done. We have now nineteen 
Representatives, and the existing State appor- 
tionment is made. on the basis of nineteen 
members; but if the number is reduced to 
seventeen we: cannot elect at all unless the 
Legislature of Ohio is coerced by the provis- 
jons of this bill into making an apportionment 
of the State. On the other hand, if the House 
bill should prevail, and our number should be 
inereased to.twenty, making one additional to 
our present number, then by the provisions of 
the House bill the present apportionment will 
continue until a new apportionment is made, 
and the increased member given to the State 
of Ohio will be elected on general ticket. And 
what is true of Ohio is true of several other 

Les, 


Sta 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Of Pennsyl- 


vania.. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now let us look at it. 
I am myself honestly in favor of the Legisla- 
ture of Ohio meeting together, and without 
regard to political divisions sitting down and 
as a mere business matter making a fair divis- 
jon of the State into districts. But what is 
the condition of affairs in Ohio? We have a 
senate composed of thirty-six members, eight- 
cen of whom are Democrats and eighteen of 
whom are Republicans. By the provisions of 
our constitution the Lieutenant Governor has 
nO casting vote on the passage of a bill, although 
he has on every other question where there is 
a tie between the antagonistic parties. It is 
claimed by leading lawyers, and is probably 
the correct construction, that under the con- 
stitution of Ohio it requires a majority of the 
members elected to each body to pass a law; 
so that unless the Lieutenant Governor can be 
construed to be a member of the senate itself, 
ais vote cannot pass a law in Ohio in case 
there is an equal division, 

In the passage of an apportionment or dis- 
tricting law in a State there are many diffical- 
ties from the nature of the topic. There are 
local troubles, local controversies, local jeal- 
ousies, local divisions; there are strifes of 
candidates of both parties; there are inter- 
ested views always to be represented in mak- 
ing such a bill. Then, bebind all that, is the 
great division into political parties; and it is 
therefore almost impossible to frame a bill | 
that even one party can agree upon, much 
less to pass a bill where the two parties are 
equally divided in the senate of a State. The 

ractical effect will be, if the Legislature of 

hio are- coerced by the provisions of your 
apportionment bill to make a reapportionment 
of the State; that in all human probability, 
without attributing any fault to either party, 
` without attributing any wrong to either party, 
the Legislature will fail to pass such a bill, 
so’ that my State, at least, will be without 
representation in the House of Representa- 
tives at the next Congress and-other ‘States 
are in the same condition. ` 
Is it not better, then, to fellow the:carefully- 


i 


considered House bill, which has looked to all | 


those possible contingencies, and has made 


provisions to guard against every possible con=' 


tingency of that kind, rather than to adopt a 
new and hastily-considered measure, because 
I must eall-it so when the Judiciary Committee 
has changed its mind within a year or two on 
the subject? Is it not better to follow the 
House of Representatives on a question which 
they have carefully considered, and in which 
each member there has an individual interest? 
It scoms to me that itis clear that under those 
circumstances we ought not to make this rad- 


| ical change without having some very strong 


reason for it. 
Mr. President, there are one or two other 


| objections to this bill whieh I will state, and 


then submit the matter to the Senate as far as 
Iam concerned. The second section, which 
is the House section unaltered by the com: 
mittee, provides: 


That in the election of Reprosentatives to the 
Forty-Third Congress in any State which by this 
law is. given an increased number of Representa- 
tives the additional Representative or Representa- 
tives allowed to such State may be olected by the 
State at large, and the other Representatives to 
which the Stato is entitled by the districts as now 
prescribed by law in said State, unlesstho Legisia- 
ture of said State shall othorwiso provide before the 
time fixed by law for the election of Representatives 
therein. ` 

That provision, according to the House bill, 
has somothing to operate upon, because very 
many of the States have an increased number 
of Representatives by it; but under the Senate 
bill it has no States to operate upon except 
three or four. Only four States, I believe, 
have an increased representation by it, and 
it would operate in their favor, while that pro- 
vision intended to guard against a probable 
contingency would operate under the House 
bill upon something like seventeen or eighteen 
States—perhaps my friend from Vermont can 
tell me the number. I think at least sixteen 
or seventeen States get increased representa- 
tion under the House bill, while under the 
Senate bill but four got increased representa- 


tion. 

Mr. THURMAN. I willstate to my colleague 
that fourteen get increased representation 
under the Senate bill instead of four. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fourteen? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir, fourteen. If 
my colleague will turn to the tables we have 
published, he will see it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The table will show that 
there is a gain of fourteen and a loss of four- 
teen members by various States. I do not 
know that all the States lose the same number. 

Mr. THURMAN. The total representation 
according to the: amendments of the Senate 
committee is given in the fourth column, on 
page 6 of the tables printed by order of the 
Senate. Then follows the representation in 
the present House. Then follows the gain and 
loss of each State. My colleague will find that 
there is a gain of fourteen members and a loss 
of: fourteen on the other side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I see that fourteen 
members are. gained by eleven States accord- 
ing to that table. Then, instead of four States 
gaining, eleven gain by the amendment, while 
in the House bill a much larger number of 
States gain, and this provision, therefore, is 
much more extensive and much more benefi- 
cial in its effects under the House bill, because 
it avoids the possible contingency of a failure 
to agree on an apportionment bill in a State 
Legislature at this late day. 

lt must be remembered that the act of 1850 
was passed two years before the apportion- 
ment took effect. The law of 1850, commonly 
known as Mr. Vinton’s bill, which originated 
in the House of Representatives, and was not 
materially changed in the Senate, provided a 
permanent rule for the apportionment; but it 
gave the States at least two years in which to 
make their apportionments. But now, owing 
to the delay caused, as I think, by the action 
of the Senate two years ago in increasing the 


-ber. 


| number fixed by the House bill from two 


hundred and seventy-five to three hundred, 
the States are hurriedly called upon to make 
their apportionments right ov the eve of a 
presidential election with all we excitement 
induced by a presidential election; and if 
they fail to agree, then all those States whose 
number of Representatives is not increased 
are left practically, in fact absolutely, without 
representation in the next Congress. 

Another thing, Mr. President: the amend- 
ment proposed in section three will be a mat- 
ter of inconvenience to the people of Ohio, 
Indiana, and several of the other States. By 
the third section of the House bill the time 
for the uniform election of members of Con- 
gress is postponed until the Tuesday next after 
the first Monday of November in 1876. Those 
of us who watched the debate in the House of 
Representatives know the reason of that. 
Many of the State constitutions fix the time 
for holding their fall elections on the second 
Tuesday of October; I believe Kentucky in 
August, and in other States thore isa diver- 
sity as to the time fixed by the State constitu- 
tions for the local elections; and usually, as a 
matter of convenience, the election of mem- 
bers of Congress occurs at the same period of 
time. It so happens that these constitutions 
cannot be changed hurriedly. By the pro- 
visions of the constitution of Ohio it cannot be 
changed for a year or two, and it will probably 
now be changed by the action of a convention 
called by the people of Ohio within a year or 
two. Therefore the Houso of Representatives 
allowed four years within which the people of 
the several States might change their organia 
laws so as to conform to the law of Congress fix- 
ing a time for the uniform election of members 
of the House of Representatives on the same 
day in all the States. If now they are suddenly 
required to elect members of Congress this fall 
on the same day everywhere, what will be the 
effect? By the constitution of Ohio it cannot 
be changed before that time. An election 
occurs on the second Tuesday of October for 
State oflicers and, as the law now is, for mem- 
bers of Congress. They will have, therefore, 
this fall to mingle the election of their mom- 
bers of Congress with the election of presiden- 
tial electors ; and two years after that, in 1874, 
probably before the constitutions of some of 
the States can be altered, they will have two 
elections, one in October and one in Novem- 
ber. The very carefully-considered provision 
of the House bill postpones the operation of 
this new provision until atime when the States 
can conform their constitutions to it, and it 
seems to me that in that the House have acted 
wisely. 

Then as to the amendment to be called sec- 
tion six, what does that do? The honorable 
Senator from Illinois read it. It is nothing 
but a reénactment of the Constitution of the 
United States; thatis, that where any man is 
deprived of the right to vote at any election 
named in article fourteen of the Constitution, 
the number of members from that State shall 
be ratably decreased. There is no provis- 
ion to carry this into effect. It is nothing 
but a naked reénactment of the constitutional 
amendment itself. There is no provision made 
to carry it out; no provision made to designate 
and enumerate and provide for the contingency 
pointed outin article fourteen of the Constitu- 
tion. If this section is needed at all, it ought 
to be accompanied with-details to carry it into 
execution. As it is now, it is simply a reén- 
actment of the provisions of the Constitution 
without any operative bearing. 

Mr. President, I again come back to the 
point that this bill has been fally and fairly 
considered by the House of Representatives. 
Every provision of it is just. Mach State is 
by it entitled to representation according to 
the Constitution of the United States. The 
four smaller States are entitled to one mem- 
Every State is entitled to a full repre- 
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sentation for a full ratio of representation, and 
then seventeen States which have the largest 
fractions are each entitled to an additional 
Representative. Perhaps there is some in- 
equality because those States which have a 
small fraction are unrepresented ; but that is 
unavoidable. The very fact that a ratio of 
representation has to be selected makes in- 
equality; but the seventeen States which have 
the largest fractions are provided for, and the 
other States cannot be without creating a 
greater inequality than results from denying 
them representation for those fractions. ‘The 
constitutional rule, therefore, is followed out, 
and the bill has been fully and fairly consid- 
ered. Hence it seems to me that the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate committee are 
not an improvement of the bill, and I shall 
therefore deem myself bound to vote against 
every one of them except the provision in the 
third section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. My. President, this is a 
subject that everybody ought to approach in 
a constitutional spirit, I take it; that is, with 
a sincere desire to perform the duty that the 
Constitution imposes upon us—— 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to give notice that I shall move to strike out 
the third section of the bill in regard to fixing 
the time for holding the election of members 
of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was saying that this is 
a subject which we ought to approach with a 
disposition to do precisely what the Constitu- 
tion requires us to do, and that is, to apportion 
the Representatives according to their respect- 
ive numbers of the representative population 
of each State. The language of the Constitu- 
tion is perfectly plain and unambiguous. It 
is designed to give, and does give, by its terms 
as well as by its spirit, an equal representation 
in the House of Representatives to every citi- 
zen of every State in the Union, be it great or 
small, Any bill that departs from that pro- 
vision further than is indispensable as a math- 
ematical question, is a bill in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States; and no 
Senator, whether he profits by it or not, is 
justified in upholding a bill of that character. 

Now, Mr. President, that is the character 
of the bill which has come to us from the 
House of Representatives; and itis a singular 
coincidence—it is nothing more than a coinci- 
dence, I am sure—that the State which pro- 
vides most largely, by a violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States under the House 
bill, is the State of Ohio, But L know it is not 
for that reason that my honorable friend [ Mr. 
SueRMan] is in favor of the House bill. Ít is 
or the reason he has stated, that there are 
difficulties in respect to apportionment in 
his State, on account of the condition of its 
Legislature and the time when itis to meet, 
which seem to him to be insuperable. 

But I put it to my honorable friend from 
Ohio whether he would be willing, even as the 
Representative of that people or any other, to 
stand up here and vote for a proposition which 
should give to the State of Ohio an undue 
representation in the House of Representa- 
tives? Of course he would not. With the 
greatest possible respect to her Representatives 
and her people, which I really entertain, I 
only speak of her as an example, which is the 
strongest one there is. It will appear from 
this bill that while the State of Ohio has eight 
times the population of the State of Vermont— 
almost exactly eight times the population of 
the State of Vermont, and I use that State, 
too, only for example—the bill gives to the 
State of Vermont two Representatives, and to 
the State of Ohio twenty. Now, according to 
the Constitution, supposing the population of 
the State of Ohio to be precisely eight times 
that of Vermont, Ohio is entitled to only eight 
times the number of Representatives that Ver- 
mont is entitled to, because the Constitution 
declares that the representation shall be shared 
between us in proportion to our respective 


| nearer justice to them both. 


numbers. And yet in the face of that, this bill, 
with a population in Ohio in substance (there 
is a variation of a few thousand, but it answers 
-my purpose to say precisely) eight times that 
of Vermont, gives to Ohio ten times the rep- 
resentation of Vermont. Therefore, you may 
take one Representative from the State of Ohio 
and add it to the State of Vermont under the 
House bill, although you then produce an in- 


equality the other way, and you have still a: 


nearer approach to mathematical accuracy than 
ou have now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the unrepre- 
sented fraction of the State of Vermont, I 
ask the Senator? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Fifty-eight or sixty thou- 


i sand. The unrepresented fraction of the State 


of Ohio is larger, but that unrepresented frac- 
tion is a portion of the whole people of the 
State of Ohio, is a portion of the whole two 
million six hundred thousand people that she 
possesses; and she has already, taking off the 
one, nineteen Representatives for that num- 
ber, when we should only have three for the 
three hundred and thirty thousand in the 
other case. So you may take the House bill 
just as it stands, and take one Representative 
rom the State of Ohio and add it to the State 
of Vermont, and the representation of the 
people of Ohio, of whom the Constitution 
speaks as being entitled to representation, is 
still not so greatly out of proportion to the 
representation of the people of Vermont as it 
is the other way. 

Now, if you were to go according to the 
nearest approach to truth, the nearest approach 
to the Constitution aud to justice, we should 
be obliged to say that the House bill in this 
respect (and the same may be said as tosome 
other States; I only speak of these two as 
illustrations) is altogether wrong; and any 
person can see that it is more than theoret- 
ically wrong when you find that with eight 
‘times the population of Vermont, Ohio has 
ten times the representation of Vermont by 
the House bill, a difference in favor of Ohio, 
when you add it up in that way, of a majority 
out of proportion to what she is entitled to, 
greater than the whole representation of the 
little State of Vermont. 

Mr. President, that is notright. Of course 
nobody can maintain that it is right if you pay 
any regard to the Constitution. It is necessary, 
therefore, to takesome number or some method 
of division which will diminish to the smallest 


degree this inequality produced by remainders | 


over, and which will also approach in the largest 
possible degree still to giving to each State its 
fair and equal representation in the House. It 
has happened that the division by 243, taking 
out the constitutional States, produces some- 
what more nearly equality among all the States 
than the other did, and particularly as between 
the two States that I have spoken of, because 
it leaves the fraction much smaller and does 


But, Mr. President, my friend from Ohio 
says that we ought not to meddle with this 
bill, because the House of Representatives has 
passed it, and that it is its affair, and that it 
has been well considered there, and all that. 
What authority does my friend find in the Con- 
stitution for abdicating the duties which the 
people of Ohio have committed to him to see 
that the Government is carried on according 
to the Constitution? He can have none. The 
Constitution has not left it to the House of 
Representatives to determine the number of 
people who shall be represented per member 
in the States. It has determined that it shall 
be fixed by law, from time to time, at the taking 
of every census, and fixed by law on a certain 
principle which the Constitution lays down. It 
is therefore just as largely and just as truly 
our duty to consider a bill of this character 
ag it ig any other bill which originates ia the 
House of Representatives; and it is a duty 
that we cannot escape by saying that it is a 
question which relates practically to the House. 


H 


It does not necessarily relate to any one of 
the gentlemen who compose that body now. 
We are only providing by law, according to 
the Constitution, for the number of Repre 

sentatives which the people of the whole coun- 
try residing in all the States shall be repre- 
sented by; and instead of its having been the 
custom to take as a finality any House bill 
upon the subject of apportionment, according 
to my information and redding the reverse has 
been the rule. The Senate has amended, and 
hasin one instance, I believe, rejected entirely 
a House bill providing for apportionment, 

We therefore are not exercising extraordinary 
functions, we are not exercising indelicate 
fanctions in any respect, when we undertake 
to make more perfect a bill of this character 
thatthe Honse of Representatives have passed. 
And I might say to my friend, if I were to fol- 
low him outside of what I consider to be the 
proper range of parliamentary debate, that 
instead of this bill having passed the House 
of Representatives after great consideration 
and deliberation and discussion, it passed the 
House of Representatives almost without any 
discussion at all, in a state of great confusion, 
when it was impossible even to offer amend- 
ments by members of that House in order to 
bring it more truly to the constitutional stand- 
ard; but I am aware, at least I had supposed, 
that this species of argument addressed to this 
body was not the thing which either parlia- 
mentary law or propriety would justify us in 
doing. My apology is that my friend from 
Ohio has made it necessary for me to say this 
much, 

Mr. President, I agree that the Senate Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary seems to be a little in- 
consistent in having determined ayear ago that 
the number ought to be three hundred, and 
having so reported, and in now reporting two 
hundred and forty-three. All I can say as to 
that is that it isnot my fault. Itis my right 
and my duty to say that while I favored and 
supported and voted for three hundred a year 
ago I have done the same thing this year, and 
ĮI intend, if any Senator moves it, to do it 
again, and upon the ground that was so well 
stated by my honorable friend from Ohio, that 
it makes smaller constituencies, it brings each 
Representative more nearly at home and into 
acquaintanceship with his people, and it enables 
a numerous House to resist influences and com- 
binations—and I was about to say corruption, 
but that would not be perhaps exactly parlia- 
mentary; I will say influences and combin- 
ations alone—which are dangerous to the 
security of the people and dangerous to the 
security of the Treasury. 

We all know that the larger and more wide- 
spread representation is, the less is the dan- 
ger that the whole body may be influenced by 
some sudden gust of passion or by some influ- 
ence still worse than mere passion or heat. 
Just in proportion, therefore, as the whole body 
of the people are safer in a free country, on 
account of their numbers and the extent of 
the territory that they cover, against any sud- 
den and extreme turn of affairs which would 
be injurious to their interests, in the same pro- 
portion is a large House of oi naan: 
safer against similar influences where brought 
to bear upon them. Hence, I have always 
believed, as a matter of political philosophy, 
and I believe yet, and shall vote that way if I 
have the opportunity, that the larger yon can 
make the popular branch of any body of repre- 
sentatives of the people, consistent with the 
possibility of their doing business, the more 
nearly you will come to the true idea of a 
republic. 

In that view I had hoped that the Judiciary 
Committee would report, as they did a year 
ago, this bill, with an amendment fixing the 
number at three hundred, or some other large, 
convenient number, larger than the House of 
Representatives fixed, which would have not 
only the general effect I have stated, but would 
have the effect also to care in a considerabie 
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degree the gross inequalities, the unconstitu- 
tional inequalities which the House bill pos- 
sesses in the one respect that I have named by 
way of example, and in others that might be 
named, because it happens if you run up the 
divisor from 283 to 300 that the quantum of 
each fraction is largely diminished in the first 
place, and the accident of the way it would 
run gives more equal. representation to. the 
States that are severely treated by the divisor 
adopted in the House bill. 

For these reasons, I bad hoped, as I say, that 
the committee would have made the number 
three hundred ; but inasmuch as that did not 
meet the view of a majority of the Judiciary 
Committee, then as an alternative which should 
produce a more philosophic division than the 
one which the House adopted, and make this 
inequality of fractions less. unjust and uncon- 
stitutional than it was before, I accepted 
that which the committee proposed, reducing 
the number to two hundred and forty-three; 
but I shall very gladly indeed vote, both upon 
philosophic considerations and the practical 
ones that I have named, in favor of carrying 
the number up to three hundred, and thus pro- 
viding for a House of Representatives which 
will keep some pace with the growing numbers 
of the people, and which will be enabled, not- 
withstanding this considerable increase from 
its present number, still to carry on its busi- 
ness and perform its duties to its constituents 
without the least difficulty in the world. 

There are several other questions which have 
been discussed in connection with this bill 
which I do not wish to take the time of the 
Senate at this stage of the debate in going into. 
I may just allude in a word to the remark of 
my friend from Ilinois on the subject of the 
Electoral College. He is quite right in saying 
that by the act of 1792 it was declared that 
the number of the Electoral College should 
depend upon tho number of the incoming 
Congress, so to speak, rather than upon the 
old one. How that could be reconciled in the 
view of my friend from Illinois with the power 
of Congress to construc the Constitution, and to 
declare how the Constitution should be carried 
out in that respect, to say that it meant one 
thing when on the face of itit might seem to 
mean another, is a question which I must leave 
him to consider, and will not consider myself, 
Certainly, I have no doubt of the power of 
Congress in a case of that character to provide 
for the construction which the legislative and 
law-making. branch of the Government would 
put upon it, and which construction, until over- 
ruled by some other subsequent Congress or in 
some other way, would stand as the guide to 
the States in the selection of their presidential 
electors, 

._ But certain it is that the men who made the 
Constitution—to borrow the phrase of my 
friend—thought that they had the lawful and 
constitutional right to declare, in those re- 
spects wherein they were called upon to make 
laws under it, what it did mean and how it 
should be carried out, and they did declare by 
the act of 1792 that from that time forth the 
meaning of the Constitution should be that 
the incoming Representatives, and not the 
then Representatives, should be the guide 
under which presidential electors were to be 
selected. Had the state of the country been 
different at that time from whatit was, I have 
not the least doubt that they would bave 
decided exactly the other way, according to 
what, to my mind, is the plain import of the 
language. But it so happened that at that time 
there had never been a census of the United 
States; and the first Congress therefore was 
composed of members taken without any such 
enumeration as the Constitution prescribed, 
taken by guess, so to speak, upon such esti- 
mates as could be made; and when the census 
came to be taken it was seen that the then rep- 
resentation, although it was immediately after 
the Government had started, was 
unequal; and in order to correct that practical 


enormously . 


evil, and to.adjust upon the true theory of the 
Constitution the election of electors for: the 
second election of President of the United 
States, they took the matter in hand and 
decided (influenced, I have no doubt~and I 
think the contemporaneous history shows that 
to be so—by the practical consideration I have 
named) that the true construction of the Con- 
stitution should be to base the presidential 
election upon the House of Representatives as 
fixed under the census then taken, although 
they were not the Representatives who at that 
moment would be the ones to whom each State 
was entitled in Congress. I have no quarrel 
to make with that now; it is the law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does not that very fact 
strengthen that conclusion, that the Constitu- 
tion was rightly interpreted? 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I do not think it does, 
for the reason that when the Constitution was 
adopted in and of itself it does not appear, 
and I do not believe the fact was so, that any 
of the gentlemen composing the Convention 
had in mind the difficulty that might arise in 
the next election of President of the United 
States under the census to be taken. If they 
had, I have no doubt they would have pro- 
vided in express terms that the Electorial Col- 
lege should be based upon the incoming Con- 
gress after the census should have been taken, 
and said so in terms, so that there would have 
been no question about it. But it is unneces- 
sary, perhaps, to dilate upon this, from the 
fact, as I understand it, that the act of 1792 is 
still in force ; it is the law of the land, giving 
a construction to the Constitution which will 
stand until it shall be reversed by some action 
of Congress, or by the proper authority, in 
whatever way the question may arise. 

Mr. FRELINGHU YSEN. Mr. President, 
I have word to say to the Senate on this 
subject. I should make no remarks upon it 
had I not, as a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, dissented from the report made by the* 
committee. I shall vote against their amend- 
ment, and in favor of the House bill, unless 
some amendments shall be suggested that 
commend themselves to my judgment. 

I doubt, sir, whether the plan which has 
been adopted by the Judiciary Committee, 
of giving representation to the small States 
of Delaware Oregon, Nebraska, and Nevada, 
is the constitutional mode. The Constitution 
provides that representation ‘shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States which may be 
included within this Union according to their 
respective numbers.’? 

he true rule under the Constitution is to 
divide the representation among all the States, 
not among part of them, in proportion to the 
population ascertained by the census, and if 
by that rule any State is found not to have a 
population that gives one Representative, then 
We are to give it one Representative. But to | 
set aside certain States because they have not | 
the requisite population, and then divide 
the balance of representation among the pop- 
ulation of the remaining States, I think is 
not according to the Constitation, and is con- 
trary to precedent. It is true it happens in 
this apportionment that it makes no difference 
in the result; but a state of facts might very 
readily exist where the result would be changed. 
By changing the population to be divided and 
the divisor very different results would gen- 
erally be obtained. We had better adhere to 
the mode pointed out by the Constitution. 

Ithink the House in that regard have adopted 
the constitutional method. ‘I entirely concur 
in the sentiment expressed by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Suzrman,] that while it is true we 
are not bound by what the House has done, 
while we are a component part of the Legis- 
lature to fix the representation, still I think 
great deference should be paid to the judg: | 
ment and determination of the House in ret 
erence to this subject. ‘Che Constitution pro- 
vides that in a good degree they shall be the 


exclusive judges of privileges and elections, |i 


and this is a cognate subject, and I should 
want some good reason given me for depart- 
ing from the judgment which the House has 
formed. Iwould take the bill as it comes from 
them as prima facie correct unless good rea- 
sons were shown to the contrary. 

Mr. President, I have looked for those rea- 
sons. It would be idle and also improper 
for us to shut our eyes to the facts that sur- 
round us. Weare on the eve of a presidential 
election. We cannot ignore the fact that we 
are by this bill fixing the number of electors 
for that election, and we ought to see whether 
in that fact there is any reason why we should 
depart from the bill the House has presented 
to us; and I would commend to Senators, as 
light is always desirable, a comparison of the 
Honse bill with the Senate bill, that they may 
see to what States the forty additional mem- 
bers given by the House bill, and dispensed 
with by the Senate bill, would be apportioned. 
They will find the result is that twenty-eight 
of the forty will go to States that support 
the principles of the Republican party, seven 
to States that are opposed to the dominant 
party of the country, and five go to States 
which are of doubtful sentiment. I fail to dis- 
cover in that fact any reason why we should 
reject the bill of the House and adopt the 
Senate amendment, I shall certainly not be 
in favor of making the proposed change in the 
House bill in view of the important effect it 
has on the Electoral College. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I stated a 
few moments ago that I should move to strike 
out the third section of this bill ag it came from 
the House. On a closer examination, I shall 
content myself with resisting the amendments 
proposed by the Judiciary Coramittes. and I 
desire to present to the Senate this considera- 
tion: that if those amendments are adopted, 
so far as Indiana is concerned, there will prob- 
ably be no election for members of Congress 
in that State this year; that there can be no 
election for members of Congress in Indiana, 
unless the Governor shall call the Legislature 
in special session, and they shall provide the 
machinery for holding an election in November. ; 
The constitution of the State provides for hold- 
ing the election for our State officers on the 
second Tuesday in October. The law of In- 
diana provides for electing members of Con- 
gress at the same time and at the same polls, 
the votes being deposited in the same box. 
The law of Indiana provides all the machinery 
necessary for electing members of Congress on 
the second Tuesday in October, but there is no 
law of Indiana under which polls can be opened 
or an election held or the votes counted for 
members of Congress inthe month of November 
next. 

There is no doubt that it is competent for 
Congress to fix a uniform time for holding the 
election of Representatives, and it is compe- 
tent for Congress to go on and make all the 
provisions for holding that election, provide 
all the necessary machinery for holding the 
election; but this bill does not do that. It 
leaves to the State the provision of all the ma- 
chinery necessary for electing members of 
Congress. There is no law of Congress under 
which polls can be opened either in the month 
of November or at any other time in the State 
of Indiana for electinga member of Congress. 
All that is left to the State. The State of 
Indiana, has provided for doing that on the 
second Tuesday of October, but there is no 
provision of law under which we can vote for 
members of Congress in November. Conse- 
quently the adoption of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on the Judiciary will 
prevent us from holding an election unless the 
Governor of Indiana shall convene our Legis- 
lature in extra session and they shall make the 
necessary provision for electing members of 
Congress in the month of November. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The same may be said, 
probably, of Vermont, for although our Legis 
lature meets, it is so close to the Ist of Novem 
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ber that there would not be time to pass an 
act, probably, to readjust matters. 

Mr. MORTON. That would be a reason, 
then, so far as Vermont is concerned. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The same is true in relation 
to Maine. 

Mr. MORTON. Thesame is true in relation 
to Maine, and I think it is the same in relation 


to Ohio. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator will let me 
state the case, it is a little stronger in relation 
to Maine. Our constitution prescribes when 
our election shall be held, and we shall be 
obliged to change our constitution to meet this 
provision, and if the Legislature were con- 
vened they could not make the change. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the casein Ohio. 

Mr, HAMLIN. Then we should be com- 
pelled to have two elections instead of one. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘TheSenator from Maine 
will allow me to suggest to him that Congress 
having the power to fix the time of election, a 
law of Congress enacted in pursuance of con- 
stitutional power being the supreme law of the 
land, that overrides anything in the constitu- 
tion of Maine. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam not denying the power 
of Congress to fix the time; l am only stating 
the inconvenience of this provision going into 
effect at that period of time. I} ought to be 
further ahead. 

Mr. THURMAN. But you do not have to 
change your constitution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly we would have 
to change the constitution or hold an addi- 
tional election. ‘That is what I mean, 

Mr. MORTON. ‘There is no question about 
the power of Congress to make this provision 
that the election sball be held upon a certain 
day in November; but my point is that there 
is no machinery now provided for by law, 
either by the State or by the General Govern- 
ment, under which that election can be held, 
and it would have to go by default in my State 
and in other States, unless the Legislature 
comes together and makes provision; and so 
in Vermont, and so in Ohio. For these rea- 
sons the amendments of the committee should 
not be adopted. 

Tt occurs to me that section five of the House 
bill should not be enacted into a law, and be- 
fore this discussion is over I shall move to 
strike out that section. It provides: 

That no State shall be hereafter admitted to the 
Union without having the necessary population to 
entitle itto at least one Representative according to 
the ratio of representation fixed by this bill. 

In my opinion it would be improper to pass 
a general law concerning the admission of 
States into the Union. We have never been 
governed by this principle in the admission of 
new States. Several have been admitted that 
had not the population requisite for one mem- 


ber of Congress under the existing apportion- | 


ment, and the Constitution recognizes the fact 
that States may have a population too small 
for that, and provides that every State shall be 
entitled to at least one Representative. The 
circumstances which sometimes demand the 
admission of a State are such as to overrule 
the fact that the State may not have population 
enough to entitle it to one Representative 
under the general apportionment. The condi- 
tion of a Territory is anomalous, and there are 
reasons why every Territory should be allowed 
to come in as a State as soon as it has got such 
a population as can reasonably sustain a State 
government and is surrounded by such circum- 
stances as to give assurance that a State will 
grow up and become matured and be entitled 
from its strength to a position in the Union as 
a State. 

I believe there have been one or two errors 
committed in regard to the admission of States ; 
I think one or two have been admitted too 
early, and that their subsequent growth has 
not justified the anticipations at the time of 
their admission ; 


but that does not affect the. 


general proposition that the question of admit- 
ting new States into the Union should depend 
in every.case upon the particular circumstance 
surrounding the Territory. It is. important 
that these appendages, these anomalies to our 
system of Government, should exist no longer 
than is necessary. It is better for the Union, 
it is better for the country, that every Terri- 
tory should come in as a State as soon as 
the circumstances surrounding it will warrant 
it, in the judgment of Congress. I shall there- 
fore submit a motion to strike out the fifth 
section, 

Now, Mr. President, a few words upon 
another subject. The apportionment of rep- | 
resentation should always be made upon fair 
grounds, without reference to party, I suppose. 
I agree to that. It is a constitutional duty 


devolved upon Congress, and should be exer- | 


cised in the best possible and the most liberal 
and impartial manner; but I submit that it is 
within the spirit of the Constitution at least 


that as our population increased, the repre- | 


sentation should increase. 1 submit that the 


representation in the other House should come | 


down as nearly to the people as possible, and 
that each member of Congress should have the 
smallest constituency that is compatible with 
the transaction of business in that body and 
with its efficiency. I submit that a member 
of Congress can represent better and more in- 
telligently one hundred thousand people than 
he can two hundred thousand, and therefore, 
as that was intended to be the popular branch, 
and each State was to have Representatives 
according to its population, the representation 
should increase with the population at least up 
to within a certain point. There may be a 
point beyond which it cannot be carried com- 
patible with the efficient transaction of the 


public business; but two hundred and forty- | 


three, two hundred and eighty-three, or three 
hundred, in my opinion, is not up to that point. 
The House of Commons for many years has 
been composed of from six handred to six 
hundred and fifty-seven members, and there 
are State Legislatures, I believe, that have a 
larger number in the lower house than three 
hundred. I think Massachusetts has. 
not correct? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Not now; 
and fifty. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senatoris nearly cor- 
rect. The house there consists of two huu- 
dred and forty members. 

Mr. MORTON. It formerly had more than 
that. So far as the mere cumbrous character 
of the body is concerned as an objection, it will 
not be reached when we bring our House up to 
three hundred, and three hundred Represent- 
atives is not a large number for forty million 
people, and by the time the next census 18 
taken they will be required to. represent fifty 
million people. A change will not be made 
within the coming ten years, but population 
will go on increasing, and it is safe to say that 
the number of Representatives prescribed by 
this bill will be called upon to represent the 
interests of fifty million people before we shall 
next legislate on this subject. Therefore the 
increase of representation is in the direction 
of the spirit of our institutions and the proper 
interpretation of the Constitution. I think the 
bill presented by the House gives a low repre- 
sentation; I would rather see it three hundred 
than two hundred and eighty-three, and I am 
not sure that I shall not make that motion 
before we finally vote upon this bill; but [am 
now considering the question of the amend- 
ment of the Judiciary Committee, which pro- | 
poses to continue the number of Represent- 
atives at two hundred and forty-three. 

Mr. President, I desire to say—and ‘I can 
say that, I think, without being considered 
unreasonably partisan—that the committee’s 
amendment is a very unfair discrimination 
against the Republican party. The Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. YRELINGHUXSEN] has | 


two hundred 


Am I; 


H 


; were required to elect a 


referred to the fact, and I shall be excused 
therefore for showing that the Senate amend- 
ment goes out of its way, it seems to me-—I 
may fairly say it goes out of its way—to 
make an unfair discrimination against the 
Republican party. I have got a little table 
here that I will run ‘over. I donot include 
in it all the States that the Republican party 
may fairly be presumed to carry in the next 
election. There are some three or four doubt- 
ful, with the chances in its favor; but I wilk 
enumerate those that the chances are alto- 
gether in favor of its carrying next year. I 
will frst enumerate the States that I suppose 
the Republican party will carry, and show, 
first, the gains under the House bill. 

Under the House bill Massachusetts will 
gain one, New York one, Now Jersey two, 
Pennsylvania two, North Carolina one, South 
Carolina one, Mississippi one, Arkansas one, 
Ohio one, Illinois five, Michigan three, Towa 
three, Wisconsin two, California one, Minne- 
sota one, Kansas two, making twenty-eight. 
Under the House bill there will be a Repub- 
lican loss of two members; that is, there will 
be a loss of one from Vermont and one from 
New Hampshire, which, taken from the twenty- 
eight, will leave twenty-six, Under the House 
bill Maryland will gain one, Virginia one, 
Georgia two, Alabama one, Kentucky one, 
ennesseo one, Texas two, and Missouri five, 
making thirteen. Deducting thirteen from 
twenty-six and it leaves a net gain of thir- 
teen in favor of the Republican party under 
the House bill. 

Now, under the Senate amendment how will 
itstand? ‘Che Republican party will probably 
carry the States that I shall now enumerate. 


| New Jersey under the amendment will gain 


one, Illinois two, Michigan one, Iowa two, 
Wisconsin one, California one, Minnesota one, 
and Kansas one, making ten that the Repub- 
licans would probably gain under the amend- 
ment. Then under the amendment Georgia 
will gain one, Texas one, and Missouri two, 
making four. This would probably be a Dem- 
ocratic gain. Deducting those four from the 
ten Republican gain, leaves a Republican gain 
of six. 

Now we come to the losses. Under the 
amendment Maine would lose one, New 
Hampshire one, Vermont one, Massachusetts 
one, Rhode Island one, Connecticut one, New 
York three, Pennsylvania two, Ohio two— 
thirteen. Taking four from the thirtcen and 
it makes a loss of nine to the Republican 
party, which, added to the thirteen you would 
gain the other way, makes a difference of 
twenty-two electoral votes and twenty-two 
members of Congress. 

Tf the House bill was nota fair one on every 
principle, we could not ask the Senate to go 
for it, whatever advantage it might be to the 
predominant party; but it is a fair one; it is 
more just on every principle than the Scnate 
amendment, and there is a difference between 
the two of just twenty-two electoral votes and 
twenty-two members of Congress. . 

This, sir, is all that I have to say at this 


time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there 
is a curious incident in our history quite in 
keeping with the remarks which have dropped 
from the Senator from Indiana. After the 
Convention of 1787 had concluded its labors, 
and was about to rise and submit its work to 
the people of the United States for their ac- 
tion, Washington, the president of the Conven- 
tion, rose and stated that there was one point to 
which he wished to call the attention of the 
Convention in which he thought their work was 
defective. He said they had provided that the 
ratio of representation should be forty thou- 


| sand, and he thought the representation would 


not. be large enough if forty thousand people 
Representative. On 
this suggestion of Washington the ratio of 
representation was cut down to thirty thou- 
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sand, that the number of the House might be 
tmcreased, 

“Sir, what a change has come over the coun- 
try since then! Now, according to the House 
bill, the ratio is 184,675. If the representa- 
tion would not be large enough when the ratio 
was 40,000, how is it when’ the ratio is 184,675? 

‘here arè many reasons why thé representa- 
tion’ should be larger, if it were possible; to-day 
than atthe time when. the Constitution went 
into operation. The territory of the country 
over which the Government legislates has 
vastly increased since then. Not only so, but 
the subjects of legislation have multiplied and 
complicated, so that the themes with which the 

Representative must become acquainted, with 
which he ought to be familiar in order to be 
a wise, able, and efficient representative of 
the people, have largely increased. These are 
some of the reasons why the representation in 
the House should be large. 

But, sir, there are other reasons why I pre- 
fer the House to the Senate bill, if it can be 
so amended as to make its total representa- 
tion three hundred instead of two hundred 
and eighty-three. I believe that the amend- 
ment to the law of 1850 proposed by Mr. 
Vinton, and which is now in operation, was 
unconstitutional, It provides, asthe Senators 
very well know, that the whole representative 
population of the country shall be divided by 
the number designated for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and in this way secures the ratio of 
representation, or the number that can electa 
member of Congress. If there is a fraction 
over, and that fraction is greater than one half 
of the number which it takes to elect a Repre- 
sentative, then an additional member is to be 

iven to the State which possesses that major 

raction, If it is a minority fraction, or a 
fraction less than one half the ratio, then they 

are to lose any representation for that minor- 

ity fraction, 

What results, sir, from this? There is a 
law which provides that the States shall be 
represented by districts; that each State shall 
he divided into districts of contiguous terri- 
tory, containing as nearly as possible the num- 
ber of representative population fixed as the 
ratio of representation. Now, take some of 
the States; take Vermont, for instance. Under 
the House bill she will have a fraction of 
58,318. If only the people in the districts 
which choose members of Congress are repre- 
sented by the members, then this fraction goes 
unrepresented in the State; or if you say that 
the representation covers the whole State, and 
that the whole population of the State is rep- 
resented by the Representatives of the State, 
then there is unequal representation ; and that 
is in direct violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. The whole people must be rep- 
resented, becatise representation and taxation 
are both to be in proportion to the number of 
the people. According to the House bill, you 
would have a population equal to the popula- 
tion of two counties in Vermont—Rutland and 
Bennington—that would not be represented at 
all. They would have to pay taxes, but they 
would have no representation. There would 
be taxation without representation—the very 
thing for which the colonies went to war with 
Great Britain. 

Mr.. THURMAN, 
represented? 

ir. PATTERSON. Because the whole 
number of people within those two counties of 

Vermont is about equal to the fraction which 
is not represented at, all. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why do you select those 
two counties? 

Mr. PATTERSON, Iwill select any other 
two counties which happen to contain an 
amount of population just equal to this frac- 
tion. That is my only purpose. 

Again, suppose you say that the whole popu- 
lation is represented by the Representatives 
of the States, what happens? I will tell you—— 


Why cannot they be 


Mr. SHERMAN. To show the fallacy-of 
the Senator's argument, I will remind him that 
the Senate proposition disfranichises sixty thou- 
sand people in the State of Rhode Island,- 

Mr. PATTERSON. How does that show 
the fallacy of my proposition? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By showing that itis im- 
possible, in any scheme that can be devised, to 
prevent inequality. Either of these schemes 
will work some inequality. You cannot make 
it perfect. - X 

fr. PATTERSON. What I was saying was 
this: that I believed the amendment to the 
apportionment bill made by Mr, Vinton was 
unconstitutional, and I see nothing in the fact 
which the Senator from Ohio has brought for- 
ward to militate against my position. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What I wish to submit 
to the Senator is that it is impossible in the 
nature of things by having any ratio of repre- 
sentation to prevent inequality of representa- 
tion. If you give to this small fraction in 
Vermont an additional member, you give to 
them more than they are entitled to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The inequality is not 
so great. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It may not be so great, 
but still the inequality is there. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I admit that there may 
be some inequality; but there might be a rule 
established which would make the inequality 
very much less than it is. My objection to the 
House bill is that it makes the inequality so 
great, an equality which I believe is uncon- 
stitutional, and I do not want to magnify that 
inequality by a bill like this. If the represent- 
ative value of each fraction could be determined 
by making the whole population of the State 
to which it belongs its denominator, instead 
of a common ratio, the rule would be fairer 
and our representation more equitable. 

But to return, if the Representatives of a 
State represent the whole population of the 
State, let us see what the effect willbe: Florida 
will have one Representative for 187,748 peo- 
ple, while Rhode Island will have a Represent- 
ative for 108,676. Isthat fair? Can anybody 
make it fair? Is there anything just in it on 
any principle whatever? ‘Then take the State 
of Ohio. It will have one Representative for 
every 183,268 ofitspcople. Take my own State. 
It will have a Representative for 159,150. Is 
there any reason why Ohio should have x Rep- 
resentative for every 133,000 of its inhabitants, 
and New Hampshire only a Representative for 
every 159,000 of ils inhabitants ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The ratio of apportion- 

ment is 184,000, and we have the largest frac- 
tion. ‘ 
Mr. PATTERSON. But do you not see 
that by losing the residual fraction we lose one 
third of our entire representation by losing a 
member, and you only one twenty-first part 
of yours? There is the inequality of the thing. 
I say that this is not fair, and we should bring 
our representation as near to equality and to 
justice as possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If my friend will allow 
me, as this is a conversational debate, I will 
say to him that this very point arose in the 
constitutional Convention, and it was balanced 
by this consideration: that while a fraction in 
a small State might fail to be represented, 
which would be a greater loss to it in propor- 
tion to its representation than the failure to 
represent 4 fraction in a large State, still that 
would be amply compensated for by the in- 
creased representation it had in the Senate; 
and that isso. The inequality of not counting 
a fraction in a State like Vermont, that has two 
or three Representatives, would be very great 
in proportion to the number of Represent- 
atives, but that is fully counterbalanced by 
the constitutional privilege of equal represent- 
ation in the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I was not aware that 
any such position was taken inthe Convention. 
I have never happened to see any such state- 


ment in its debates. I supposed that the 
States were entitled to equal representation in 
the Senate, because the Senators of each State 
represent the limited sovereignty of the State, 
and that that provision had no reference what- 
ever to the number of people in any way. 

Now, to show once more how unjustly this 
rule which has been laid down by Mr. Vinton 
works, let me say that if you take two hun- 
dred and seventy as the number of the House 
of Representatives, Rhode Island will have 
two members, and if you take two hundred 
and sixty she will have but one member, and 
if you take two hundred and eighty she will 
have but onemember. Is there no injustice in 
that? You must see that there is necessarily 
an inequality in the representation. of the 
States growing out of that rule. 

Someone may say that the statement I have 
made as to Rhode Island results from a mis- 
print of the tables. It is not so by any means. 

t is not a misprint. It happens because 
the number of major fractions when you take 
two hundred and eighty as the basis is so 
increased that Rhode Island loses one member, 
and that is liable to happen in any State under 
this rule, : 

There being such inequalities, is it not 
better, in making an apportionment of the 
people in the several States, that we should as 
far as possible do justice to every State? My 
State will lose one member under the House 
bill, If we can increase the number to three 
hundred we shall remain as now, represented 
by three Representatives, and as I have the 
list here, I will give the increase for each State 
on a representation of three hundred. Ala- 
bama will have an increase of two; Arkansas, 
of one; California, one; Connecticut, none; 
Delaware, none; Florida, none ; Georgia, two; 
Illinois, six; Indiana, two; Iowa, three ; Kan- 
sas, two; Kentnety, oue; Louisiana, one; 
Maine, none; Maryland, one; Massachusetts, 
one; Michigan, three; Minnesota, one; Mis- 
sissippi, two; Missouri, five; Nebraska, none; 
Nevada, none; New Hampshire, none; New 
Jersey, two; New York, four; North Caro- 
lina, one; Ohio, two; Oregon, none; Penn- 
sylvania, four; Rhode Island, none; South 
Carolina, two; Tennessee, one; Texas, two; 
Vermont, none; Virginia, one; West Vir- 
ginia, none; Wisconsin, two. Anamendment 
making the whole number three hundred will . 
meet all the objections urged by the Senator 
from Ohio against the bill of the Senate com- 
mittee, and will meet, I believe, his desires ag 
well as the House bill. For these reasons I 
am in favor of the House bill with that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think 
if my friend from New Hampshire will reflect 
a little he will find that itis not very much to 
the advantage of his State, if the question of 
sectional representation is to be taken into 
account, to enlarge the House of Representa- 
tives very much ; for suppose you can preserve 
precisely the proper relative amount of repre- 
sentation between the several States according 
to their population, just as you enlarge the 
House, just so you enlarge the absolute major- 
ity of a section of the country to which the 
Senator does not belong, and while the rela- 
tive weight of his section in the House might 
be greater than it would be under either of 
those bills that are now before the Senate, the 
absolute majority in the House against his 
section of the Republic might be, and would 
necessarily be, much larger if the House is 
increased, and it is the absolute majority that 
in the end makes the legislation. i 
_I do not propose to take up much of the 
time of the Senate on this bill, for I confess 
that I am in a state of equilibrium upon it. I 
am really almost indifferent, I will not say 
entirely so, whether the bill of the House or 
the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee 
shall be adopted. “But this I do feel bound to 
say, that while the bill as it came from the 
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House of Representatives is more favorable 
to my own State than the amended bill as 
reported by the Judiciary Committee, I am 
perfectly convinced that the measure of the 
Judiciary Committee is more equitable and 
more consistent with the requirements of the 
Constitution; in other words, it is a fairer 
bill ; it obeys the injunctions of the Constitu- 
tion more nearly than does the bill that came 
‘ from the House of Representatives. ee 

Any Senator who will reflect fora momen 
will see that it never could have been the inten- 
tion of the framers of the Constitution that 
you should get absolute mathematical equality 
of representation according to population. If 
my friend from New Hampshire will pay me a 
little attention for a moment on that subject, 
as he is a mathematician, he will see what my 
idea is, and that itis sound. It never could 
have been intended that you should get abso- 
lute mathematical accuracy in the distribution 
of the representation, because that would re- 
quire that the population of the States should 
be divisible by a common divisor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Allow me a word. I 
never supposed you could get it exactly; but 
T will suggest a way in which you can approx- 
imate to it much nearer than you can by the 
present rule. Suppose you take the whole 
representative population of the country and 
divide it by any number that you propose to 
have in the House, and get the ratio. Then 
find the nearest ratio of the population of the 
States to that ratio, either above or below it, 


and it will give you the nearest approximation | 


to a just representation of the State. The 
ratio of representation in the State may be a 
little above or a little below the ratio obtained 
by dividing the whole representative popula- 
tion of the country by the number which you 
have designated for the House. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not ignorant of 
that plan. Itis set forth with all its merits 
and some of the objections to it ina pamphlet 
of Mr. Walton, which has been printed, a 
gentleman from Vermont, who has manifested 
great knowledge on this subject and very great 
astuteness upon it, too, and whose labors are 
of value in considering the question. But I 
think it is perfectly demonstrable that that 
plan is open to the very same objections which 
may be urged against this plan. In that plan 

agin this some States get more representation 
than they are fairly entitled to mathematically, 
and some States get less, because the difficulty 
is inherent in the subject; it cannot beavoided. 
Therefore, the framers of the Constitution, in 
providing for representation in proportion to 
population, required that we shall arrive at 
the nearest point of practical equality which 
wecan attain. That they did require. We 
must obtain the nearest point of practical 
equality between the States according to their 
population; but we are not bound to attempt 
that which is clearly impossible. ai 

It is upon this principle of obtaining the 
nearest practical equality that the representa- 
tion of fractions has always been allowed from 
the very first apportionment down to this day. 
They have been represented always ; and why 
so? Because a fraction might be so large that 
it would be great injustice to a State that that 
State should have that fraction thrown away j 
for the rule must be one way or the other: re- 
ject all fractions or consider the large fractions. 
Now let us see how it would be if you reject 
all fractions. Take a single State, the State 
of Maine. I will take the calculation made 
under the fourteenth amendment, which is the 
only constitutional calculation that bas been 
made on the subject, at page 8 of the Senate 
committee's tables. Bearing in mind that the 
basis of the ratio is 157,109, we find that 
Maine has a fraction of 152,149, within five 
thousand of the basis of the ratio. Would it not 
be monstrous that Maine should have that frac- 
tion thrown away and not have a Represent- 
ative forit? It would certainly be monstrous. 


And when we give here a representation for || 
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that fraction, we do nothing but substantial ; 
justice; we give here a representation as nearly 
proportioned to population as the nature of the | 
subject will admit. i 

Now, letus take another case the opposite | 
of that. Take New Hampshire. Upon this 
same basis New Hampshire has two members 
and a fraction of only 1,451.. Of all the States 
of this Union New Hampshire is exactly that 
one that has the largest representation in pro- 
portion to her population, for she has the 
smallest factional believe it is the smallest 
of all—only 1,451. Will anybody say that 
New Hampshire ought to have a Representa- 
tive for 1,451 people or less than three hun- 
dredvoters? Noonewillsaythat. ‘Thereport 
of the Senate committee is that which of all 
others does exact justice to the State of New 
Hampshire, and if the other States had frac- | 
tions no greater than New Hampshire the 
Senate bill would be nearly perfection itself. | 
She of all States has the least right to com- | 
plain. 

Mr. President, I wish now to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate in a fewwords to some facts 
in regard to these various propositions. It will 
be found upon an examination of the House 
bill that the House proceeded without any 
respect to the fourteenth amendment. They 
ignored it. Whether ornot that is all right in 
the House, which has a large majority of Rad- 
icals in it, I do not know, but they did; they 
ignored it entirely. When it came before the 
Senate committee, we concluded to look into 
that subject and see what would be the effect 
if we paid respect to the fourteenth amend- 
ment, and therefore we made two calculations, 
after having resolved to recommend that the 
House should not be increased beyond its 
present number of two hundred and forty-three; 
one based upon the population just as the 
House took it, without makingany deductions 
as required by the fourteenth amendment, and | 
the other based upon the population after | 
making the deductions required by the four- 
teenth amendment. And now E must say in 
regard to those deductions that while it is true 
that the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Superintendent of the Census say that but lit- 
tle reliance can be placed upon the enumera- 
tion of the persons who are denied the right of 
suffrage for other causes than treason or 
other crime, yet they do say (and an examina- 
tion of the table wiil show it) that the table 
which gives the persons disfranchised is about | 
as accurate as statistics generally are, and it 
will be found upon an examination of it that 
it is pretty substantially fair to tho different | 
States. However, that becomes of no import- 
ance now, becanse of this singular fact, that 
whether you take the House bill and make 
a calculation upon the actual population, 
ignoring the fourteenth amendment, or take 
the fourteenth amendment into account and 
make the proper deductions under it, or 
whether you take the bill as reported by the 
Senate Judiciary Committee and calculate 
upon the whole population, or calculate upon 
the population after making the deductions 
required by the fourteenth amendment, it | 
does not make one iota of change. That is 
to say, if you take the House bill there will | 
be two hundred and eighty-three members, 
and no matter which basis of population you | 
iake they will be apportioned in precisely the 
same way to the States as they are in that bill. 
So, too, if you take the Senate substitute of 
two hundred and forty-three, the number of 
members is precisely the same, whether you | 
calculate upon a basis that ignores the four- 
teenth amendment, or whether you take that | 


amendment into account. i 

And there is another singular fact, that | 
upon either calculation the number of frac- | 
tions is precisely the same, namely, seven- 
teen; and a still further singular fact, that the 
seventeen States that get the fractions are pre- 
cisely the same seventeen States in each case. 
It is very fortunate that it is so, because it |] 


| that now provided? 


enables us to decide this question exactly 
right, precisely right, as the Constitution 
requires it to be; and it enables us to take 
either the two hundred and forty-three or the 
two hundred and eighty-three, as Congress may 
decide, without doing injustice to any State 
whatever, so far as the representation of frac- 
tions is concerned. 

Mr. President, that being the case, and pass- 
ing by these other amendments as of minor 
importance, the main question before the Sen- 
ate is this: shall the House of Representatives 
consist of two hundred and eighty-three mem- 
bers, or shallitconsist of two hundred and forty- 
three members? Upon the debate that took 
place, I think nearly two years ago, on the 
bill which then passed the Senate, and which 
fixed the number of members at three hun 
dred, but to which the House dissented——— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me correct my friend, 
The House did not dissent; it did not act. 

Mr. THURMAN, That is very nearly the 
same thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is quite a different 


thing. 

Mr. THURMAN. If they had been very 
much in love with it I suppose they would 
have acted. I confess that [voted for that 
pill. I confess, further, that I made a little 
speech in reply to my friend from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Davis, ] and it was a very feeble reply to 
a very strong speech, in which I advocated 
the higher number of three hundred; but I 
voted for the bill upon the distinct declaration 
that I was in favor of that bill because it would 
enable the States to elect Representatives to 
the Forty-Second Congress under the new 
apportionment, and that under it no State 
would lose in its representation. ‘That was an 
important consideration with me, and I voted 
for that bill. Subsequent reflection bas led 
me to think that on the generel question of 
whether the House ought to be increased in 
number, the views that Í then expressed were 
hardly as sound as I could wish them to be. 
I have improved a little by reflection on that 
subject, and I hope I shall continue to do so 
on every subject upon which I have time for 
reflection. 

My. MORTON. You have not improved 
on the subject of adjournment. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. THURMAN. Wait till you read my 
speech and then you will see on that subject. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. President, let us see whether we 
can go on increasing the House in proportion 
to the increased population of the country. 
The Senator from New Hampshire called at- 
tention to the fact that upon a suggestion of 
Washington, the minimum population to en- 
title persons to a Representative was put at 
thirty thousand instead of forty thousand, He 
certainly would not contend that we should 
take that basis now. What representation 
would that give in the House of Representa- 
tives if we were to take that as the present 
basis? It would make the House to consist of 
twelve hundred and seventy members, . Cer- 
tainly he is not in favor of that, and Ido not 
understand him to be in favor of that. That 
shows very well that we have outgrown that 
provision in the Constitution. Nobody will 
pretend that we should ever approximate even 
thirty thousand as the basis of the ratio. We 
are now thirty-eight million people. If we 
increase in the same ratio in which we have in- 
creased from 1790 to this day, in fifty years we 
shall have over one hundred millions of pop- 
ulation; in one hundred years we shall have 
considerably over two hundred millions of pop- 
ulation. Can you go on with even such aratio as 
Where would your House 
of Representativesbe? It would be way up to 
two thousand members—I speak now without 
calculating—way up to a number utterly im- 
practicable for the transaction of business. 
There must be, then, some limit. 

While I agree that the smaller the constit- 
uency of a Representative is the more likely 
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is he to represent them correctly, there are 
difficulties on the other side, because the 
larger the number of persons are who electa 
Representative the more room there is for 
choosing good men. If you were to cut down 
the. representative basis to thirty thousand, 
and: then elect in single districts, what would 
be the result? Although there is no law to 
prohibit the people of a district from electing 
a man who lives in. another. district, yet we 
know that they never will do it. Usage is so 
much against it, and local pride is so much 
against it, that they never will do it, Then, 
the choice of a member must be made out of 
those who are supposed to be fit within those 
thirty thousand people, and you do not have 
the same scope to choose, the same opportunity 
finding good men, that you have if the repre- 
sentative population for a member isincreased 
to one hundred thousand or one hundred and 
fifty thousand, as is proposed in this bill. While 
Ido not think that the House of Represent- 
atives will continue to be restricted to two 
hundred and forty-three members, or even two 
hundred and eighty-three members; while I 
think the time will come when it will perhaps 


exceed three hundred members; while I think ; 


that will be found inevitable, yet I do not 
believe that we ought to hasten that time. 

I ought to say one word in answer to a sug- 
gestion made by my colleague that pertains to 
our own State alone. If we cut down the num- 
ber to two hundred and forty-three he appre- 
hends difficulty in passing any districting bill 
in the Legislature of the State of Ohio, owing 
to the fact that in one branch of the Legisla- 
ture there the parties are equally divided, and 
the Lieutenant Governor, who is presiding ofti- 
cer, has no casting vote on a bill. On that 

uestion, as to the power of the Lieutenant 

overnor, I do not think any good lawyer 
can doubt for a moment, and therefore the 
case is as my colleague states it, that the 
senate is a tie; but that very fact, instead 
of militating against the possibility of pass- 
ing a bill, is the very fact of all others that 
will secure the passage of a fair bill in Ohio. 
It is the very thing that of all others will pre- 
vent, that State from being gerrymandered, to 
use a popular phrase, on this subject. ‘The 
Republicans there havo a decided majority in 
the house of representatives, In the senate 
there is a tie between the two parties; and it 
is that very fact, that neither party can get the 
advantage over the other, which will secure a 
fair districting of the State of Ohio, aud I have 
no fears but that it will be effocted—not the 
slightest in the world. The State of Ohio does 
not intend to be without representation in the 
next Congress; it has no idea of it. Those 
legislators dare not go to their people without 
passing such a bill. Notoneof them dares go 

ome to his constituents and say that he has 
refused to pass a bill districting the State and 
thus deprived Ohio of representation in the 
next Congress. A bill will be passed, there- 
fore, and it shall be the fairest bill, perhaps, 
that ever was passed in Ohio, if the parties 
remain as they are in the Legislature of that 
State; thatis, with a tie in the senate, so that 
neither party can obtain an unjust advantage 
over the other. Ihave no fears but that there 
will be a redistricting of my State. 

Then comes a very important question in 
regard to the time of holding the election. It 
is proposed in. this bill that the election for 
members of Congress shall be on the same 
day as the’ presidential election in the years 
in which a President is elected, and on the 
same day in years in which a President is not 
elected ; and that.in every State in the Union 
the election sball take place upon the same 
day. I think as a general principle it is best 
to have our elections on the same day when- 
ever we can, We provided long ago by law 
that the election of electors of Prenden? and 
Vive President should take place.on the same 
day. throughout the United States, and for the 
same reason we may well provide that the 
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election of membersof Congress shall: take 
place on the same day.: Whenever. you pro- 
vide that elections shall take place upon the 
same day, you do interpose a not inconsid- 
erable check to frauds in elections, to double 
voting, to the transmission of voters from one 
State to another, and you do allow the people 
to vote for their Representatives undisturbed 
by considerations which they ought not to take 
at all into account, 3 

There is some trouble, it is true, about fix- 
ing this provision of the act to go into effect 
next fall. Itis the trouble suggested by the 
Senator from Indiana, and that is the neces- 
sity of some legislation on the part of the 
States to provide for the machinery of such 
an election. Mark you, it does not- require 
any more elections than are now required, for 
the election is to be on the same day with the 
presidential election, so that in no State. is 
any additional election required by this pro- 
vision next fall. In the States in which the 
State election is held in October, as itis in 
Ohio, Indiana, Iowa; and some other States, 
that election will be held, but it would be held 
anyhow, whether you changed the law in re- 
gard to members of Congress or not, for there 
are State officers to be elected. In the same 
States the people must meet in November to 
vote for electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent, and they are put tono more inconven- 
ience if at that same election they vote for 
members of Congress. Then, so far as the 
people are concerned, this section of the bill 
subjects them to no inconvenience whatso- 
ever; it subjects them to the holding of no 
additional election whatsoever. All that is 
necessary is, even if that be necessary, that 
the Legislatures of the States shall make their 
election laws in respect to members of Con- 
gress apply to this election upon the day in 
November which now apply to it on the day 
in October. 

The Legislatures of nearly all the States are 
now in session. An act can be drawn in ten 
lines or less which will effect that object. ‘The 
Logislature of nearly every State isin session ; 
the Legislature of my State is in session. In 
the time allowed by the Constitution, three 
days in each House, they can pass in a single 
week, or by suspending the rules if necessary 
ina single day, a bill to apply the election 
laws of that State applicable to members of 
Congress to the election to be held in Novem- 
ber. The same thing can be donc in the other 
States. In almost every State the Legislature 
is in session or is to meet before the election 
in November. The only States that E know of 
in which that is not the case—although my 
information may not be entirely accurate—is 
the State. of Indiana and the State of Texas. 
In Texas they have no Legislature at all, as I 
understand. The terms of office of the old 
Legislature have expired and there is none to 
call together, as I understand. That, of all 
other reasons, is a reason, it seems to me, why 
we should fix the election in that State by our 
own provision, as we have a clear right to do. 
But in Indiana there is a Legislature to be 
called and it can be called, and in order to 
preserve the representation of that State itno 
doubt would be ealled—called not only to pass 
this law, but also called to redistrict the State, 
if they thought fit to redistrict it, although it 
is not necessary that Indiana should redistrict, 
as she neither loses nor gains by the bill as 
reported by the Judiciary Committee. So much 
for that amendment. 

In regard to section six, I agree with my col- 
league that it is of no use here in the world. 
Itis in the Constitution already, and I do not 
see any reason why it should be here. But I 
do not know that it does any harm one way or 
the other. It is merely repeating in the words 
of the constitutional amendment, article four- 
teen, the provision of that amendment. It is 
a very harmless thing anyhow, bat some mem- 
bers thought it hadbetter be put in, and I have 
no objection to it. 


Now, Mr. President, I believe I have an- 


“swered everything that has been said, or at 


least: have stated: as clearly as I-am able to 
do, the differences between these bills and the 
reasons that-operated: on my mind to induce 
me to support: the.amendment proposed by 
the: Judiciary. Committee of the Senate. Per- 
haps, also, I ought to be influenced to some 
extent by a. resolution that passed the last _ 
house of representatives of the Obio Legis- 
lature by an almost unanimous vote, in which 
they declared their opinion against increasing 
the number of the national House of Repre- 
sentatives. However, I do not rely on that 
as justification at all. 

But the Senator from Indiana has sounded 
another note here which is to defeat the com- 
mittee’s amendment, and that is that the Sen- 
ate committee’s amendment is injurious to the 
Republican party ; and therefore, no matter 
whether it is fairer or not, no matter whether 
it is more constitutional or not, if it will have 
the effect to injure the Republican party inthe 
next presidential election, this Senate ought 
to defeat it! I have one short answer to make 
to that, aside from the fact that it seems to me 
the argument is’ not a legitimate argument at 
all, and aside from the fact that the defeat of 
the Republican party in the next presidential 
election is ‘fa consummation devoutly to be 
wished.’’ Apart from all considerations of 
that kind, I have one thing to state, simply 
to put the mind of my friend from Indiana 
completely at ease. If he makes his caleu- 
lation upon the hypothesis that the States 
will vote as he says they will vote in order 
to find out whether the Republican party 
will gain or lose, he must carry that out 
to the end; he must assume in all argument 
of the subject that the States will vote as 
he supposes they will vote. He cannot as- 
sume that they will vote as he supposes 
they will vote for the purpose of showing 
that the Senate bill will lose votes for the 
Republican party, and then assume that they 
will not vote as he has assumed they will vote 
for the purpose of showing that the Repub- 
lican partyis in danger. He cannot do that. 
Now, then, let me tell him that if the States 
vote as he assumes they will vote, there is no 
apportionment bill which can be passed that 
will defeat the Republican party, and that 
ought to enable him to possess his soul in peace. 
[Laughter.] If all the States which he has 
assumed are Republican, and which he has 
taken into the account in order to find out 
Republican gains and Republican losses, shall 
vote for the Republican candidate for the 
Presidency, there is no power on this earth 
that can prevent his election, and so there is 
no necessity that this Senate shall violate the 
Constitution or pass an unfair apportionment 
billin order to secure the Republican party 
from defeat. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ay- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
first amendment reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, which will be read. 

The amendment was read, being to strike 
out the first section of the House bill, in the 
following words: 

That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, the 
House of Representatives shall be composed of two 
hundred and eighty-three members, to be appor- 
tioned among the several States in accordance with 
the provisions of this act, that is to say: to the State 
of Maing, five; to the State of New Hampshire, two; 
to the State of Vermont, two; to the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, eleven; to the State of Rhode Island, 
two; to the State of Connecticut, four; to the State 
of New York, thirty-two; to the State of New der- 
sey, seven: to the State of Pennsylvania, twenty- 
six; to the State of Delaware, one; to the State of 
Maryland, six: totheState of Virginia, nine; to the 
State of North Carolina, cight; to the State of South 
Carolina, five; to the State of Georgia, nine; to the 
State of Alabama, seven; to the State of Missis- 
sippi, six; to the State of Louisiana. five; to the 
State of Ohio, twenty ; to the State of Kentucky, ten; 
to the State of Tennessee nine; to the State of In- 
diana, twelve; tothe State of Illinois, nineteen; to 
the State of Missouri, thirteen: to the State of Ark- 
ansas, four; to the State of Michigan, nine; to the 
State of Florida, one; to the State of Texas, six; ta 
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the State of Iowa, nine; to the State of Wisconsin, 
eight; to the State of California, four; to the State 
of Minnesota, three; to the State of Oregon, one; 
to the State of Kansas, three; to the State of West 
Virginia. three; to the State of Nevada, one; to the 
State of Nebraska, one: Provided, That if, aftersuch 
apportionment shall have been made, any new State 
shall be admitted into the Union, the Representative 
or Representatives of such new State shall be addi- 
tional to the number of two hundred and cighty- 
three herein limited. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following : 


That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, 
the House of Representatives shall be composed of 
two hundred and forty-three members, to be appor- 
tioned among theseveral States in accordance with 
the provisions of this act, thatis to say: to the State 
of Maine, four; to the State of New Hampshire, 
two; tothe State of Vermont, two; to the State of 
Massachusetts, nine; to the State of Rhode Island, 
one: to the State of Connecticut, three; to the State 
of New York, twenty-cight; to the State of New 
Jersey, six; to the State of Pennsylvania, twenty- 
two; to the State of Delaware, one; to the State of 
Maryland, five; to the State of Virginia, eight; to 
the State of North Carolina, seven; to the State of 
South Carolina, four; to the State of Georgia, eight; 
to the State of Alabama, six; to the State of Missis- 
gippi, five; to the State of Louisiana, five; to the 
State of Ohio, seventeen ; to the State of Kentucky, 
eight; to the State of Tennessee, eights to the State 
of Indiana, eleven: to the State of Illinois, sixteen; 
to the State of Missouri, eleven; to the State of 
Arkansas, three: to the State of Michigan, seven; 
to the State of Florida, one; to the State of Texas, 
five; to the State of lowa, eight; to the State of 
Wisconsin, seven: to the State of California, four; 
to the State of Minnesota, three; to the State of 
Oregon, one; to the State of Kansas, two; to the 
State of West Virginia, three; to the State of Ne- 
vada, one; tothe Stateof Nebraska, one: Provided, 
That if, after such apportionment shall have been 
made, any new State shall bo admitted into the 
Union, the Representative or Representatives of 
such new State shall be additional to the number 
of two hundred and forty-three herein limited. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. In order to carry out the 
view that I have expressed, and in order to 
test the sense of the Senate on the proposi- 
tion that I have advocated in committee and 
out of it last year and this, that the number 
ought to be increased, I move to amend the 
amendment, so that we can have the sense of 
the Senate in that way, by striking out ‘two 
hundred and forty-three’? and inserting ‘‘ three 
hundred.” Then, if that is agreed to, the 
details can be adjusted afterward. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ig on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the amendment of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, increasing the number of 

Representatives to three hundred. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 16, nays 81; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Cragin, Edmunds, Flan- 


agan, Gilbert, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 


Morton, Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, 
Sherman, Sprague, and Wilson—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Boreman, Caldwell, 
Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry.of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghayeen, Goldthwaite, 
Jamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill. Hitchcock, Kelly, 
Norwood, Osborn, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Scott, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
Trumbull, and Wright—sl. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Cooper, Corbett, Hamilton of Maryland, Har- 
lan, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Pratt, Spencer, Stewart, Tipton, Vick- 
ers, West, and Windom—26, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I presume I 
am in the condition of a very large number 
of the Senate, being one who has not had 
very much time to examine the report of the 
committee since it was made. I got the re- 
port yesterday afternoon and carried it home 
with me. 
ing this morning, and I have not had time crit- 
ically to examine it. I desire to make some 
remarks upon the House bill, and I would 
like a little farther time to examine the re- 
port of the Judiciary Committee before a 
final vote sball be had upon the bill before us, 
T think it isa matter of sufficient importance 
to justify us in taking & little more time to 
consider it. As it is now the usual time of 


Į had to attend a committee mect- į 


our adjournment, if there be no objection, I 
will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. MORTON. If the Senator persists in 
his desire to have this bill postponed, I pro- 
pose to interpose a motion to postpone its 
consideration, with a view to take up the res- 
olution with regard to final adjournment. 

Mr MORRILL, of Vermont. Iwill change 
the motion. I move to postpone the present 
bill until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont moves to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the present bill until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. IThope no such course 
will be adopted now in regard to this bill. 
Here is a bill the importance of early action 
upon which everybody recognizes. The Legis- 
Jatures of numerous States are in session, and 
are prolonging their sessions to know how 
many members of Congress are to be appor- 
iioned to their States that they may district 
them. If this billis to have the go-by to get 
up a resolution on another subject, it will be 
discussed here, perhaps, for weeks, like the 
amnesty question. Now I ask of Senators to 
hold on to this bill, and let us act upon it; I 
hope to-night, and if not to-night, certainly 
to-morrow. 

The Senator from Vermont says he wants 
to examine it. Why, sir, this bill passed the 
House of Representatives more than a month 
ago. The House bill has been before us more 
than a month. Itis no new question. It was 
reported by the Judiciary Committee as long 
ago as Tuesday, and it is not a question about 
which, it seems to me, the Senate need take 
a great deal of time. It is a matter that can 
be readily understood. We have got to ap- 
portion the members of Congress upon the 
late census in some form, and you can adopt 
no rule that will satisfy everybody. Perhaps 
the one that is adopted comes as near it as 
any one that we could adopt; butif not, let 
us vote down this and agree on some other 
one, I am not particular about it. F would 
have been satisfied to pass the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives at once. I 
am satisfied to do that now. As I reported 


committee, I will vote to sustain the amend- 
ments; but all I desire is a vote, and I shall 
be entirely satisfied to take the bill as it 
passed the House of Representatives. Nor 
would I complain at all if the Senate thought 
proper to amend it by adopting the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 


to fix the number of representatives at three | 


hundred, though I did not vote for that 
amendment. 

As I said, having reported the bill in the 
shape that it is upon your table, with the 
amendments, I feel that unless some good 
reason should be given that I have not heard 
in the Senate, itis my duty to stand by the 
report so far as to vote for it; but I do pro- 
test against these efforts to put over the bill 
and delay it. This is Friday, and I think we 
ought to finish it to-night. If we cannot 
to-night, I ask the Senate not to give it the 
go-by, but to hold on to it until it is time to 
adjourn, and then to adjourn until to-morrow, 
and come here then and finish it this week. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It was with 
no view to retard the passage of this bill that 
I made the suggestion that I have made to the 
Senate. 

The Senator talks of this being here for a 
mouth. Why, sir, the Senate committee held 
it in their hands nearly the whole of the time. 
They have been examining it nearly a month, 
and now they give us but a single day to exam- 


! this bill with amendments as the organ of the | 


ine their elaborate work. Ihave not made this 
motion in any spirit. of defeating the bill, or 
with any intention of getting up anything eise ; 
but I do ask in common fairness that we may 
have time to examine this intricate report that 
has been made here by the Senator from Iili- 
nois. My inclination has been strong to support 
the bill as reported by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and I confess that I voted for the motion 
of my colleague with great doubt as to its pro- 
priety. I want time to examine the subject. I 
can go on to-night and make my remarks in 
criticising the bill of the House; but in com- 
mon decency I do not want to find fault with 
the bill of the House unless I have something 
better to propose. ‘Therefore I ask that this 
subject may go over until to-morrow. We 
have reached the usual time for adjournment, 
and I do not think the Senate ought to be under 
the whip and spur to pass this bill at the first 
sitting that we get it up for consideration. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I most earnestly hope 
that the proposition of my friend from Ver- 
mont will be acceded to by the Senate. For 
my part, I am disposed to submit some remarks 
upon these bills. Neither one nor the other 
of them suits me. Therefore I shall not be 
prepared to vote very hurriedly in this case. 
It is a very important measure. If either 
proposition submitted to the Senate now was 
enacted, I would not feel like going back to 
Texas if I had not entered my protest. My 
State to some extent has been thrown outside. 
She is not upon an equality with the great 
States of this Union. I must at least show 
that I endeavored to place her thus before L 
can claim that I have represented my State as 
I should do. Therefore I move, sir, that the 
Senate go into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from ‘Texas moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. President, 
I hope that the Senate will act se this bill 
this evening. The judgment of the Senate is 
as fixed as fate upon this measure, and a 
month’s discussion would not at all modify 
that judgment or the decision of the Senate. 
Anybody that looks at the auspices under which 
it is pressed, as they have manifested them- 
selves in the Senate to-day, will understand 
that party considerations have decided and 
will express the judgment of the Senate upon 
this measure, and that party decision is as 
fixcd and as inflexibly rendered now as it is 
possible to be; and if the honorable Senator 
from Indiana and his friends will just permit 
the Senate to come to a vote, although Ishall 
vote differently from what he does, I have no 
doubt at all that the result will be in con- 
formity to his wishes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, to postpone the further consideration of 
this bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope it will not be 
postponed. Even if the Senate do not wish 
to proceed with the bill farther to-day, why 
should we postpone it? Let it be the unfin- 
ished business when we adjourn or go into 
executive session. Do not postpone it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I do not ask 
to have it postponed, but merely to leave it so 
that it will come up at our next session. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘That can be effected by 
a motion to adjourn or to go into executive 
session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The motion to go into 
executive session has been made and voted 
down, and I hope it will not be renewed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope so, too. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have a vote on 
the amendment of the Judiciary Committee. 
That will be a test question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That will bea test ques- 
tion. i 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn: À 

The motion was not agreed to. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the first amendment reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ate determines that I shall go on to-night, 
I will do so, but I much prefer to wait until 
to-morrow. l 

Mr. MORTON. I hope a request of that 
kind will be regarded by the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly; itis only a delay 
of one day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason I made the 
request I did, was that after the Senate have 
taken the vote on this question it leaves the 
matter open. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. That is the very point 
my colleague wishes to discuss, You want to 
vote first and discuss it afterward. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. No; but the whole bill 
is opened up on the other amendments, and I 
understand the Senator desires to offer amend- 


ments. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
desire to do that; but I desire to examine 
the report of the committee to see what its 
value is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I feel embarrassed by 
the appeal of the Senator from Vermont. I 
think it, is asking a great deal of the Senate, 
ona bill of this kind to insist on its going 
over; but I submit this, by his permission: if 
the Senate will agree to take the vote at some 
hour to-morrow, let the bill then go over until 


to-morrow and let us take the vote at some | 


hour agreeable to the Senate, and let it be 
understood that we will take the vote to-mor- 
row, and dispose of it. I suggest that we take 
the vote to-morrow at four o'clock. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Say Monday at four o'clock. 

Mr. TROMBULL. No; the bill ought to 
pass this week. If there be no objection I 
suggest that we proceed to vote on the Dill 
and amendments at four o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Say five. 

Several Senarors, Say three o'clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Four o'clock, unless we 

et through with the discussion earlier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois proposes that by unanimous 
consent it shall be agreed to commence voting 
on the amendments to this bill to-morrow at 
four o'clock. 

Several Sevarors. Say three o’clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Three o’clock would 
suit me, but my friend before me [Mr. En- 
MUNDS] wants it fixed for four o'clock. 

Several Senators. Say four, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 


objection to that understanding? [‘‘No!?] 
The Chair bears none. 
. Mr. FLANAGAN, 
[E Nol? “Nol? ] 

: Mr. HILL. The Senator will remember 
that the amnesty bill was set down for Mon- 


ay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
ne objection to the proposition? [‘No!?? 
Mr, TRUMBULL. What is the proposi- 
tion? 


I suggest .Monday. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. To com- | 


mence voting on the bill to-morrow at four 
o'clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
no objection. . 

Mr. FLANAGAN. There is objection, 
because I suggest Monday. - 

Mr. MORTON. I give notice that imme- 
diately after this vote is taken, if it is carried, 
T will move to take up the resolution in regard 
to final adjournment. ; 


Mr. TRUMBULL, If the Senator from 


I hope there will be | 


Texas objects we cannot fix it. Then the 
only way Í know is to go on. I must‘insist 
upon going on with the bill if the Senator 
from Texas objects to the arrangement: for 


voting to-morrow. 
Well, I withdraw the 


Mr. FLANAGAN. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objec- 


objection. 
tion is withdrawn. Itis then ordered that at | 
four o’clock to-morrow the Senate will com- 
mence voting upon the amendments to this 
bill without farther debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Unless the debate ex- 
hausts itself sooner. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- | 
tives by Mr. McPuerrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 890) 
granting a pension to Sarah Evans. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 855) granting a pension 
to John S, Corlett; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1194) directing the proper 
officers in the Treasury Department to credit 
John Seys, of Ohio, the sum therein men- 
tioned ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1195) granting a pension } 
to Melissa Rankin, mother of OliverS. Rankin ; 

A bill (Hf. R. No. 1196) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Jane Dulany; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1197) granting a pension 
to Captain Henry M. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1198) granting a pension 
to Ann Hunter; 

A bill (H; R. No. 1199) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Crane; j 
A bil (H. R. No. 1200) granting a pension 

to Rev. William H. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1201) granting a pension 
to Mary Jane Stone, widow of William J. 
Stone, late second lieutenant thirty-seventh 
Kentucky infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1203) granting a pension 
to Martha Elwell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1205) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Hogan, of Batavia, in 
the State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1206) granting a pension 
to Timothy Paige; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1207) granting an increase 
of pension to Warren Raymond, a soldier in 
the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1209) granting a pension 
George J. St. Louis; and 

A bill (H, R. No. 1210) granting a pension 
to Nathan Morgan. 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1061) to 
authorize the payment of duplicate checks of 
disbursing officers. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message likewise announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 524) to correct a clerical error 
committed in the enrollment of an act ap- 
proved March 7, 1870, entitled ‘An act to 
relieve certain persons therein named from 
the legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, and for other purposes,’’ 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MORTON. NowI move that the Sen- 
ate take up the resolution fixing the time for 
the adjournment of this session of Congress, 
with a view to getting a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana moves to postpone the 
present and all prior orders for the purpose 
of taking up the resolution fixing the time for 
final adjournment. ` . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 


adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sens | 


ator from Illinois moves that the Senate dy 
now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to; 
there being, on a division—ayes 22, noes 26, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from indiana, 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution fixing the day of final adjourn- 
ment. f 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes thirty, noes not counted; 
and the Senate resumed: the consideration 
of the resolution fixing the 20th of May for 
final adjournment, the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr. Trumpcxu to the 
amendment of Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. SUMNER. When the morning hour 
expired I was exhibiting reasons against this 
resolution, adopting the language of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, [Mr. Morroy,] not using 
my own, but letting the Senator answer himself. 
You remember how strongly he did answer 
himself; but I have not finished. I was show- 
ing reasons why this resolution should not be 
adopted, and those reasons have additional 
importance from the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Illinois calling especial attention 
to the tariff. I had shown how eloquently and 
powerfully the Senator from Indiana appealed 
for time in order to consider the tariff, but I 
had not finished. You do not know all that 
he said. You do not know how he drove his 
argument home, how powerfully he insisted 
that the Senate should not leave its seats until 
it had scttled this question of the tariff. Iwas 
interrupted by the expiration of the morning 
hour as I was about to read these words: 

“ Now, sir, we are confronted with the tariff quos- 
tion as we never have been before.” 

Are not these words applicable to the present 
moment? Are we not so confronted? He 
then goes on: 


“It is a question that involves considerations 
too vast, politically and in every other way, to be 


described this morning.” 


The morning did not sufice even to describe 
this issue— 

“And yet we propose to put ourselves in such a 
position that wecannot discuss that question, or only 
very slightly, but shall vote on ithap-hazard, Sir, 
mo responsibility shall not be with mo for doing 

That is not my speech, sir. It is the speech 
of the Senator from Indiana, ‘The respons- 
ibility shall not be with me for doing this;’’ 
and yet, as I understand, the Senator now 
proposes to take that very responsibility. He 
would now hand over what he’ says is this 
incomparable question of the tariff to hap- 
hazard; his language, not mine, Thatis what 
he would not do in 1870, but what he proposes 
to doin 1872. And why? Is there any reason ? 
Ts not every reason that he assigned against 
adjournment in 1870 equally valid against 
adjournment now? Aye, sir, and there ara 
stronger reasons still. 

The Senate has pending before it what Sen- 
ators are very fond of calling the amnesty bill. 
I say the bill for equal rights, the bill for the 
enfranchishment of the colored race in our 
country. Senators show their partialities when 
they talk of “amnesty,” instead of “ equal 
rights.” That great measure of peace and 
reconciliation is now before the Senate, and 
yet the Senator would adopt a resolution of 
adjournment, by which, according to his own 
language, that great cause is to share the fate 
of the tariff, and be handed over to hap-hazard. 
Now, sir, I am in earnest, and I will not cou- 
seut by my vote to the adoption of any resolu- 
tion that by any possibility can interfere with 
the passage of that bill. It is in itself a great 
measure of peace and reconciliation, without 
which you cannot have or expect a just har- 
mony in this Republic. And yet, if I under: 
stand the Senator, he would go home leaving 
that measure in its present condition, perhaps, 
neglected, sacrificed, the rights of our colored 
fellow-citizens neglected, leaving them to be 
insulted, as they now are, to be degraded, shut 
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out from that equality before the law which is 
one of the triumphs of republican institu- 
tions, without which this Republic of ours is 
a mockery, a name. 

The Senator has declared his friendship for 
colored citizens and his desire to secure them 
in their equal immunities; and yet he proposes 
now to foreclose upon them so that these 
great immunities of theirs, according to his own 
language, shall be handed over to hap-hazard. 
Sir, I do not believe in hap-hazard on any 
question of human rights. I will not allow 
the rights of my fellow-citizeng to be handed. 
over to any such contingency. And yet I only 
adopt the language of the Senator when I say 
that he would now hand these great privileges 
over to hap-bazard. 

On the 6th of May, 1870, he would not con- 
sent to an adjournment on the 4th of July. 
The session would be too short, the great ques- 
tions of the tariff and of reconstruction could 
not be dealt with. And now he wishes to bind 
the Senate to go home at a still earlier day, in 
the month of May. Not one of the appropri- 
ation bills has now been acted upon. None 
of the considerable measures which will natu- 
rally attract our attention during this session 
has been reached; and those two great ques- 
tions, one of the tariff and the other of human 
rights, remainunsettled. And yet, in this con- 
dition of the public business, the Senator pro- 
poses a resolution which if adopted will make 
the consideration of those great measures difti- 
cult, if not impossible; at any rate, according 
‘to his own language, he hands them over to 
hap-hazard. Ido not like to see great ques- 
tions trifled with. I will not consent to see 
the rights of my fellow-citizens treated in this 
way—handed over to sacrifice. 

Sir, I judge others by my own feelings, and 
I know that if I were a colored citizen of this 
country I would not forget those who, when 
my rights are in issue, neglect them, those who 
hand them over to hap-hazard. 1 would bear 
them in mind, I would hold them toa strict 
responsibility. The great battles of humanity 
are not fought by men who will hand them 
over to hap-hazard. They require work, con- 
stancy, devotion. No man who enlists in that 
army will give his hands to be tied; and yet 
the Senator now proposes thatthis Senate, this 
august body which is to sit in judgment on this 
great question of human rights, should reach 
out its hands tobetied. Sir, I will have noth- 
ing to do with it. If the Senate choose to adopt 
it, they may. Upon others shall be the re- 
sponsibility of the sacrifice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tioh is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, which will 
be reported. 3 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was to insert at the end of 
the amendment offered by Mr. Sumner the 
following: 

Nor until the Senate shall have an opportunity 
to vote upon the bill of the House of Represent- 
atives to repeal the duty on coal. 

Mr. THURMAN. [hope the Senator from 
Ilinois will not offer that as an amendment 
to the amendment, but offer it as a separate 
amendment. It seems to me that it is obstruct- 
ing the course of those who are opposed to 
the resolution of the Senator from Indiana to 
put that as an amendment upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachu- 


setts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this 
amendment to the amendment the yeas and 
nays bave been ordered. 

ihe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Blair, Davis of Kentucky, Jobn- 
ston, Ke'ly, Norwood, Saulsbary,-Sawyer, Schurz, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
snd ‘Trumbull. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter. Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, il- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Llitencock, Kellogg, 


Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, 
Scott, Sherman, Sprague, West, and Wright—37. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingbam, Cameron, Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Lewis, Logan, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Stewart, Tipton, Vickers, Wilson, 
and Windom—22. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I move as an amendment to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to add ‘‘and a law for the reduc- 
tion of the tariff and of internal taxation.” I 
think it must have become evident by this 
time that there is absolutely no reason for this 
resolution providing for an carly adjournment. 
The Senator from Indiana has been convicted 
out of his own mouth that it is impolitic, that 
it ig improper; that, taking the general inter- 
est of the country into consideration, it is 
unpatriotic to provide at so early a period of 
the session of Congress for an adjournment 
when there are great and weighty subjects for 
consideration, when not a single measure of 
legislation has been disposed of, when we are 
at sea with regard to all the great questions 
that are to be transacted in this body. He 
says, I believe, that it is not a politic trick 
that he is contemplating. If it is not, then I 
should like to know what it is. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I do not 
intend to be driven by threats, insinuations, or 
taunts to debate this question. I am ready to 


vote. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Iwish to say to the Son- 
ator from Indiana that if there was an insinu- 
ation made it was made by himself. It was 
not I who spoke of politic tricks, but it washe 
that used the word. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not use the word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will 
address the Chair. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I have 
no sort of feeling myself in regard to this reso- 
lution other than that which relates to the 
public interests, and what we ought to do, and 
what itis usual to do with regard to resolu- 
tions of adjournment. I think the motion that 
is now made is unprecedented. Such a thing 
has never occurred, certainly since I have been 
a member of the body, and I have no recol- 
lection of its ever having occurred in the his- 
tory of the Government, that at this stage of 
the session a resolution for final adjournment 
was ever proposed, much less adopted, in the 
Senate of the United States. We are here, in 
the other House and this, as the representa- 
tives of the States and of the people. We are 
here for a purpose, to enact laws to promote 
the best interests of the country. There are 
great questions which it was supposed by the 
people would receive consideration at the pres- 
ent session of Congress, and among others 
there is the important question of the reduc- 
tion of the tariff and of our internal revenues. 

I speak without any feeling whatever on this 
subject, for I have no other interest than the 
Senator from Indiana has, and I assure him 
that I am as anxious as he to bring this session 
to anearly close. The Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Morritt] reminded us this morning that 
we had already, at a former session of Con- 
gress, passed a bill which reduced taxation. 
I beg to submit to the Senator that he is mis- 
taken in his facts. We did passa law reducing 
the tariff upon certain articles of importation, 
Dut that does not necessarily or uniformly lead 
to a reduction of revenue. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator, 
L suppose, means to state it so that the Senate 
will precisely understand it. We did take off 
duties on articles sufficient, if we had no greater 
importations, to very largely reduce the reve- 
nue. We did remove actual internal revenue 
taxes that are not now imposed. i 


i 


ed 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Thai is true. We did 
that, and we reduced the duty upon some arti- 
cles imported from abroad, but it does not 
follow uniformly, nor necessarily, that when. 
you reduce the duty upon an article which is 
imported from other countries you reduce the 
revenuo, That is one objection to our present 
tariff system, that the duties imposed are im- 
posed, not with a view to revenue, but for other 
purposes, and it often happens when you reduce 
the duty on an article that the revenue derived 
from importations will be larger than before 
the reduction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that article? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On that article, because 
of a greater quantity being imported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an argument 
against free trade. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Very well; if the Sen- 
ator considers it an argument against free 
trade, be itso. It does not occur to me that 
anybody here is advocating freetrade. I have 
heard of no advocates of free trade in this 
body. Ihave heard some persons announce 
themselves in favor of revising the tariff in 
such a way as to bring it more nearly to a rev- 
enue standard; to change it from a protect- 
ive to a revenue system. That does not imply 
that we are going to adopt free trade. And, 
Mr. President, I understand that the estimates 
of the present year from the Treasury Depart- 
ment show that our revenue derived from the 
collection of duties will be the largest ever 
collected in the history of the Government; 
that it will probably amount to $225,000.000 
for the present fiscal year, many millions more 
than was ever collected off the people of this 
country in a single year from duties. I think 
that the people of this country expect that we 
should take some action upon this subject. 

The internal revenue system also wants. 
simplifying. I cannotundertaketo enumerate 
to-night (and my object is not to take up the 
time of the Senate) the various subjects of 
legislation which will require our attention. 
They are numerous. We ought to pass some 
law in relation to the financial condition of the 
country, in relation to our bonded debt. Iam 
not satisfied, and have not been for years, with 
the way in which the finances of this country 
have been managed. 1 have tried in this 
body, I think as far back as three or four years 
ago, to devise some means by which we could 
get this vast amount of gold that is hoarded up 
in the Treasury out of the Treasury. Itseemed 
to me that it was unwise policy to have lying 
idle in the Treasury of the country $100,000,000 
when we were owing $2,000,000,000, and pay- 
ing interest upon it. It seemed to me thatno 
business man would manage his affairs in that 
way. I remember that on one occasion wa 
came very near passing a bill compelling the 
Secretary of the Treasury to disgorge thig 
money, jet it go out among the people, and 
wipe out a portion of that debt upon which wa 
were paying interest. Why, sir, it would have 
saved more than $20,000,000 in gold to this 
country if that moncy had been used, instead 
of lying idle in the Treasury for the last five 
years. 

But, as Isaid, itis not my intention toenum- 
erate the subjects upon which the country 
expects legislation. I rose more to speak of 
the extraordinary character of this- resolution 
than anything else—a resolution to fix a time 
of adjournment, originating in the Senate, 
before we have disposed of any of the busi- 
ness of the session. No measure of general 
importance has yet been matured ; no bill of 
general importance bas yet passed and become 
a law. ‘The people suppose that the Congress 
of the United States will pass laws upon vari: 
ous subjects which will be for the benefit of 
the nation, and I think the expectation is for 
the relief of the people, and I do not assume 
too much when I say that I think the Senator 
from Indiana himself must bein favor of reduc» 
ing, and largely reducing, the revenues that we 
are now collecting from duties. Teannot think 
that he wants to collect $225,000,000 a year 
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when we have no use for that gold. The inter- 
est: upon our public debt now is less than 
$120,000,000 annually, and shall we collect 
more: than one hundred million dollars: in 


gold beyond what is needed to defray all the 


requirements that can be made upon the 
Treasury: for specie? 

Why: should we adopt: the resolution now ? 
Iam in favor of an early adjournment. I will 
come here and will stay with the Senator from 
Indiana day after day, and will promise to 
labor :as:many hours as he, without dilatory 
motions or attempting to take up time, to act 
upon the important measures which interest 
the country; and which Congressis called upon 
to pass. And when we have disposed of those 
measures one way or the other, or if we cannot 
do anything with the tariff and with the other 
questions that are pressing upon us, when that 
is ascertained I shall unite with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana, in voting for the earliest 
adjournment. But it seems to me that it is 
impolitic, that it is improper to tie our hands at 
this time. by passing such a resolution; and I 
rose chiefly. to say that, that itisa resolution 
of not only an unusual but an unprecedented 
character. I see no object in passing it now, and 
the only thing that can grow out of itseems to me 
to be evil. When we shall have arrived at 
that stage of the session where we can see that 
we can do no more, or that we have done all 
that we believe we ought to have done, then 
let us fix a day of adjournment and take 
our departure. No one wants to stay here, I 
apprehend, into the hot days of summer. 

ut; as I said, I did not rise with a view of 
delaying the Senate this evening. I offered 
an amendment and it was voted down, and I 
saw the disposition of the Senate was not to 
adopt any amendment. It is not my practice 
to repeat amendments. Ihave never meant 
upon any occasion to place myself in opposi- 
tion to the well-ascertained wishes of the Sen- 
ate; and ifthe Senate thinks proper to adopt 
this resolution, I have no other interest than 
other members of the body, and shall acqui- 
esce most cheerfully in its decision, and unite 
with the Senator from Indiana to do all the 
work we can within the time to which we 
shall be limited by his resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. f 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I desire to say 
one word. I have felt rather indifferent to this 
resolution from the beginning, and I am now. 
I do not consider its adoption so important as 
it seems to be regarded on cither side. I have 
bean rather disposed to look at the adoption 
of this resolution at this time by the Senate as 

` a suggestion, and I think a timely suggestion, 
to the other branch of Congress, that so far as 
the Senate is concerned it desires to anticipate 
an early adjournment; but Ido not suppose 
that it entirely ties our hands. I do not sup- 
pose if we pass this resolution, and we finda 
month hence that we cannot act upon the im- 
portant bills to which reference has been made 
by my friend from Illinois, and also the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, that it will follow as 
a matter of course that we are to adjourn and 
leave all these things undone. 
somewhat in the light that the Senator from 
Vermont. [Mr. Morritt] did the other day. 
We all think we can adjourn in May or early 
in June. I think that seems to be the general 


impression. Is there any harm in our saying | 


that to the House? That is our expectation, 
our desire, our hope. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Allow me to ask the 
Senator, if the House concur in the resolution 
is it not out of our power to change the time? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It is, without 
their concurrence; butis it presumable to sup- 
pose that the House, when it was known that 
these important bills were behind; would rush 
out of Congress and refuse to extend .the 
time? It is equally in their power; and- the 
same patriotic motives that I hope would in: 


Llook upon it | 


spire us then it is fair, I think, to presume 
would inspire them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then the resolution 
amounts to nothing; there is no object in it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have already 
said that I considered it rather ordinary in its 
way. I do not consider it more than a sug- 
géstion on the part of the Senate that on the 
whole we think we can adjourn atan early day, 
and we think it is proper to adjourn atan early 
day. f 

For another reason I am willing to vote for 
this resolution, and it is the principal reason 
that induces me to vote for it, and that is, that 
if we can impress the House with the idea 
that we are to make a short session, we shall 
act upon the bills that are important and just 
brush aside a great number of bills which 
never ought, in my judgment, to be acted on 
at all, or which, at any rate, may pass over to 
another session. , 

These, and these alone, are the considera- 
tions which induce me to vote for the resolu- 
tion, withoutthe slightest feeling on thesubject. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ifa majority of the Sen- 
ate are determined to pass this resolution, I 
see no utility in prolonging the discussion or 
consideration of it, Ifthe majority are not in 
favor of passing it, then it may be proper to 
discuss it. In order to test that question I 
move to lay the resolution on the table, and 
ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. Let 
us have a test question. E , 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Fenton, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Spraguo, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, and Trumbull—16. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Cilbort, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morrillof Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, 
Spencer, West, Wilson, and Wright—32, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, lowe, 
Logan, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Stewart, Tipton, Vickers, and Windom—25, 

So the motion was not agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Scrurz] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
ee aba 

Mr. SUMNER. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordored. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let it be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was to add the following: 
, And a law for tho reduction of the tariff and of 
internal taxation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does anybody want the 
yeas and nays on that, Mr. President? 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
man, and Trumbull—13, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan. 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Ramsey, Rice, Seott, Sherman, Sprague, West, 

Wilson, and Wright—36. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Goldihwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Mowe, Logan, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt. Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, 
Stewart, Tipton, Vickers, and Windom—24, 


So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORTON, I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that. 

_ Several Senarors,. No, no. 


Mr. HAMLIN. What is the use of taking 
up time? 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the call. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now I send another amend- 
ment to the Chair to come in at the end. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That there shall be ‘no final’ adjourn- 
ment until after legislation to promote the return to 
specie payments. ` 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now ï move to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of the resolution 
and insert : 


, That in closing the issues of the late rebellion, and 
in securing reconciliation among the people of the 
United States, justice should precede generesity; 
that we should be just to colored fellow-citizens, 
always faithful to the Republic, but now suffering 
under disabilities, before wo are generous to rebels; 
that in the removal of disabilitics we should begin 
with colored fellow-citizens; but since the removal 
of rebel disabilities is now pressed, itis essential that 
justice to colored fellow citizens should accompany 
this generosity, so that the equal rights of colored 
fellow-citizens shall not be postponed to the amnesty 
of rebels, but the two shall go together and be asso- 
ciated in the same national statute. 

Resolved, That Congress will take no step toward 
a final adjournment until the issues of the rebellion 
are closed and reconciliation is secured, so far as the 
same can be done by act of Congress. 


Mr. HAMLIN. That is a very important 
and a very solemn amendment, and we ought 
to vote upon it with great deliberation, and I 
rise to inquire of the Chair if it will be in 
order to sing Old Hundred before we vote? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. I think the Senator from 
Maine had better lead off. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask: for the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. [Laughter.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I do not 
believe that the rights of the colored people 
in this country should be trifled with in this 
Chamber. There is a tune which they can 
sing at the ballot-box. 

Mr. CARPENTER, (in his seat.) They 
cannot sing it until after the 29th of May. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says they 
cannot sing it until after the 29th of May. [ 
do not know that. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Weshall have to order 
a special election, then. 

Mr. SUMNER. Perhaps so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will please address the Chair. 

Mr. SUMNER. Sir, I plead for the absent, 
for the disabled, for the insulted. Ihave heard 
of those who danced over graves, and I know 
in history, and especially in the history of 
our own country, that the colored race has 
been perpetually insulted—not only proscribed, 
but insulted. I may be alone; I hope that Í 
shall not be; I haye been in other days; but 
I make this sincere effort in order to press 
upon the Senate their duty upon this occasion. 
I seize the moment. F could not do otherwise 
without feeling that I had neglected a duty. 
I hope I do not. go too far; I hope I do not 
say what I should not say; but I shall not 
have spoken in vain if I secure for the pending 
measure of reconciliation the attention of the 
Senate ; ay, sir, and the attention of the coun- 
try. Lam anxious that no opportunity should 
pass without appealing for that attention, feel- 
ing that only through the pending measure can 
that reconciliation be obtained which all desire. 

Now, sir, 1 do not wish to protract this dis- 
cussion. I beg-you te believe that I have said 
no word with any purpose of delay, but only 
to present what seems to me a transcendent 
question, a question to be approached seriously 
and never with levity. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have 
been ordered, and the call can only be with- 
ees by unanimous consent. Is there objec- 
tioni 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object. : 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made. The question is on the amendment 
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of the Senator from Massachusetts, upon which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEWIS (when his name was called) 
said: I am paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tueky, (Mr. Davis. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. Which way would the 
Senator vote, and the Senator from Kentucky 
vote? [Laughter | 

Mr, LEWIS, Ishould vote ‘‘nay.’’ [Langh- 


ter. ] 
Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky would vote the same way. (Laughter. ] 
The call of the roll having been concluded, 
the result was announced—yeas 4, nays 41; 
as follows: : 
YEAS—Messrs. ‘Rice, Spencer, Sumner, and Tip- 


ton—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maino, Morrill of 
Vermont. Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Wilson, 
and. Wright—41, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, IMarlan, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Rob- 
ertson, Schurz, Stewart, Trumbull, Vickers, West, 
and Windom—-28.. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion now recurs on the adoption of the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. TIPTON. On that question I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis.] If he were here 
he would vote against the resolution, and I 
should vote for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 86, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, ‘Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 
Spencer, West, Wilson, and Wright—36, oe 

NAYS—Mesars. Blair, Davis of West Virginia, 
Johnston, Kelly, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, 
- Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, and Tip- 


ton—12. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingbam, Cameron, Casserly, Coopor, Davis o 
Kentucky, Kenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamiltonof Maryland, Hartan, Hill, Lowe, 
Lewis, Logan, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Schurz, Stow- 
art, Trumbull, Vickers, and Windom—2. 


So the resolution was adopted, 
ADJOURNMEN TO MONDAY. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I move that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CONKLING. At the request of two 
or three Senators who want a very short exec- 
utive session, I move that we proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the doors 
were closed for the consideration of executive 
business. After five minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at five o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 26, 1872, 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. 


Prayer by Rey. WILLUM A. Parsons, of | 


Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
COMMITTER OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to ask for the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means the privilege of 
sitting during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that leave will be granted to the committee. 
The Chair hears none. 


HILLYER VS. M'INTYRE. 


The SPEAKER. The following resolution 
comes over as- unfinished business. It was 
reported last evening from the Committee of 
Elections, by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. Hazteton :] 

Resolved, That Virgil Hillyer be paid out of the 
House contingent fund the sum of $375 87, in full for 
expenses incurred in the contested-election case of 
Hillyer vs. McIntyre. 

Mr. COX. I made objection to the adoption 
of that resolution. I have since taken the 
opportunity to inquire into the matter, and I 
think it should pass. I therefore withdraw my 
objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF DUPLICATE CHECKS. 


Mr. BECK. In behalf of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I ask that the bill (H. R. 
No. 1061) to authorize the payment of dupli- 
cate checks to disbursing officers, which has 
been returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
those amendments concurred in. 

No objection was made, and the amendments 
of the Senate to the said bill were taken up 
and read, as follows: 

Pago 1, line four, after the word **checks,” insert 
“and within three years of such date.” 

Striko out all of section two, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: | 

Suc. 2. In case the disbursing officer or agent b 
whom such lost, destroyed, or stolen original chec 
was issued be dead, or no longer in tho service of 
the Government, it shall be the duty of the proper 
accounting officer, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of tho Treasury shall prescribe, to stato 
an account in favor of the owner of such original 
check for the amount thereof, and to charge such 
amount to the account of such officer or agent. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the amendments 
be concurred in. The Treasurer of the United 
States thinks this amendment to the second 
section better than the original section, and the 
Committee of Ways and Means think so, too. 

The amendments of the Senate were con- 


| curred in. 


Mr. BECK moved to reconsider the vote by 


| which the amendments were concurred in; and 
| also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1192) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and fulfilling so-called treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1873, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, ordered to be printed, and made 
the special order for Wednesday next, and 
from day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to reserve all 
points of order on that bill. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was referred and made a |} 
| special order; and also moved that the motion 


to reconsider be laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


INFIRMARY AT SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. 
On motion of Mr. BUTLER, of Tennes- 


| see, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 


Freedmen’s Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
954) to appropriate money to the Georgia 
infirmary, in the city of Savannah, in the 
State of Georgia; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That, the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, requested at his earliest convenience to fur- 
nish this Houso with a copy of the report of Major 
Morrell of the survey made under his charge of the 
Monongahela river, from New Geneva, Pennsyl- 
vania, to Morgantown, in West, Virginia, as author- 
ized and provided for by the third section of the act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1871. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I desire unanimous eon- 
sent to introduce a bill and have it referred at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any reason why 
the bill cannot be introduced on Monday next 
under the regular call? 

Mr. NIBLACK. There are reasons why I 
would prefer to have it done to-day. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1193) authorizing the construction of a 
railroad bridge across the Ohio river at 
or near Evansville, in the State of Indiana, 
was introduced, read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour will now begin at 
fifteen minutes past twelve o'clock. This being 
Friday, the first business in order is the call 
of committees for reports of a private nature. 

JONN SEYS. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
4194) directing the proper officer in the Treas- 
ury Department to credit and allow John Seys, 
of Ohio, the sum therein mentioned; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the proper 
accounting officers in the Treasury Department 
to credit and allow to John Seys, of Ohio, form- 
erly minister resident and consul general of 
the United States at Liberia, in the final adjust- 
ment and settlement of his accounts as such 
minister, the sum of $1,161 64, the amount 
of his salary as minister for the period of 
one hundred and six days occupied by him in 
coming to the United States and returning to 
Liberia in 1868, 

Mr. RANDALL. 
panying this bill? 

Mr. WILLARD. There is; let the report 
be read. 

The report was read. It states that on the 
15th of November, 1867, Mr. Seys was granted 
leave of absence from his post as minister at 
Liberia for six months. At that time there 
was no provision of law prohibiting payment 
of salaries during absences on leave. Ou 
the 15th day of January, 1868, Mr. Seys, in 
acknowledging the receipt of the letter of the 
Secretary of State, granting him his leave of 
absence, states that he should not probably 
avail himself of it until June. The corre- 
spoudence shows that Mr. Seys left Liberia 
about the middle of May, and was absent until 
the 15th of the following December. On bis 
arrival in the United States in July, he was 


Is there a report accom- 


| informed of the provision in the consular and 
| diplomatic appropriation bill, approved March 


30, 1868, prohibiting the payment of salaries 
to ministers or consuls during absence from 
their posts for more than sixty days in any 
one year. In the pertial adjustment of his 
accounts, Mr. Seys has been allowed salary for 
only sixty days, between the date of bis leav- 
ing Liberia and his return to his post, The 
salary of the minister at Liberia is $4,000 
annually. In the consular and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, approved March 3, 1869, 
the section in the law above referred to, re- 
specting payments of salaries during absences 
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from .posts of duty, was repealed, and it was 
enacted — 


“That no diplomatic or ‘consular officer shall re- | 


ceive salary for the time: during which he may be 
absent from his post (by leave or otherwise) beyond 
the term of sixty days in any one yoar: Provided, 
Tht the timeequal to thatusually occupied in going 
to and from the United States, in case of return, or 
Jeave, of such diplomatic or consular officer, to the 
United States, may be allowed in addition to said 


sixty days.” 


|| passage of this act. 


Inasmuch as Mr. Seys was not aware of the | 


law passed in March, 1868, until his arrival in 
this country, in July subsequently, but his leave 
of absence-was. granted to him prior to the 
passage of that law, it is unjust to apply to his 
case the provisions of that law. It seems not 
only equitable but just to deal with him as 
liberally: as is provided by the law of March 
8, 1869, and allow his salary for the timeoccu- 
pied by him in coming to the United: States 
and returning to his post, a period of one hun- 
dred and six days, amounting to $1,161 64. 
It appears by a letter from the Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury that the accounts of Mr. Seys, so 
far as adjusted, show a balance due from him 
to the ‘United States. The committee recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying Dill. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is probably an equit- 
able claim, so far as I can judge from the read- 
ing of the report. My object in calling for 
the reading of that report is accomplished, as 
otherwise this mode of paying our ministers 
abroad during an extended absence might run 
into an abuse if the reasons in each particu- 
lar case were not given. Ihave no objection 
to make to this bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being ongrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MELISSA RANKIN. 


Mr, WAKEMAN, from the Committeo on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H, R. No. 
1105) granting a pension to Melissa Rankin, 
mother of Oliver S. Rankin; which was read 
a first and second time. : 

The hill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Melissa Rankin, mother of Oliver S. 
Rankin, wlio was executed asa spy by the rebel 
authorities, the pension to take effect from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


MRS. JANE DULANEY. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1196) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Dulaney ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

: The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Jane Dulaney, widow of the late 
Colonel William Dulaney, a retired officer in 


the United States Marine corps; the pension | 


to take effect from the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to. reconsider be laid 
on the table. ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


OAPTAIN HENRY M. SCOTT, 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid | 
ensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1197) i 


P 


il of last Con 


granting a pension to Captain Henry M: Scott; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
| the name of Henry M. Scott, late a captain in 
company A, seventeenth regiment Indiana vol- 
unteers, the pension to take. effeet from the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ;.and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by” 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANN HUNTER. 


Mr. PECK also, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1198) granting n pension to Ann Hunter ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Tho bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Ann Hunter, foster mother of 
Mitchell Hunter, late a private in the sixth 
Maine volunteers, and to pay her a pension 
from and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
i that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH RAYENSCROFT. 


Mr. PECK also, from the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions, reported a bill granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Ravenscroft; which was 
i read a first and second time. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
| to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Elizabeth Ravenscroft, widow of 
John Ravenscroft, who was second mate of 
the steamer E. H. Fairchild, of the Missis- 
sippi marine brigade, the pension to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

Mr. KERR. F think if the committee will 
examine this matter further they will find that 
this bill is already a law, having been enacted 
during the last session of the last Congress. 

Mr, PECK. The bill was agreed to by the 
i committee in the last Congress, but they had 
no time to report it. 

Mr. KERR. Iam very much mistaken if 
it is not the law now. Ihave-sent for the acts 
gress to settle the matter. 

Mr. PECK. It passed this House at the last 
i session of Congress, but did not pass the 
i Senate. 

Mr. KERR. I will send the law to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Maron 3, 1871. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitas 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth 
Ravenscroft, widow of John Ravenscroft, late a sec- 
ond master in the Mississippi. marine brigade, and 
pay her a pension from and aftor the passage of this 
act during her widowhood. 


Mr. PECK. That is a very strong ease. 
Mr. KERR, I introduced the bill during 
the last Congress. 
Mr. PECK, I withdraw the bill and papers. 
MARGARET GANNON. 
Mr. PECK, from the same committee, also 
reported adverscly on the petition of Margaret 


Gannon, widow of Thomas Gannon; and the 


same was laid on the table. 
CHARLOTTE CRANE, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid | 
‘Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1199) || 


January 26, 


granting a pension to Charlotte Crane; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Charlotte Crane, widow of the late Ichabod 
B. Crane, colonel of the first regiment. of 
artillery of the Army of the United States, at 
the rate of forty dollars per month from the 


| 4th of March, 1868. 


The bill was ordered to be. engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REV. WILLIAM II. ROGERS. 


Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1200) granting a 
pension to Rev. William H. Rogers; which 
was read a first and second time. : 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Rev. William H. Rogers, late 
a chaplain in the fifth Tennessee volunteer 
infantry in the war with Mexico, at the rate of 
twenty dollars per month, to take effect from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
acoordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be, laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH EVANS, 


Mr. BIRD. The committee have been in- 
formed that the Senate have passed a bill for 
the relief of Sarah Evans, which has come to 
the House and lies upon the Speaker's table. 
A bill for her relief passed the Senate at the 
last session of Congress. If it be in order, I 
ask, by unanimous consent, that that bill be 
taken from the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection; and the bill (S. 
No. 390) granting a pension to Sarah Evans 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, and read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering it to a third 
reading. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Sarah Evans, mother of L. G. Evans, 
late sergeant company K, seventy-first United 
States infantry, and pay her a pension from the 
passage of this act, and to continue during life. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, also 
made adverse reports in the following cases ; 
which were laid on the table: 

The petition of Ida Richards, of Indiana; 

The petition of Andrew Diss, of Ohio; 

The petition of Russel Smith, of Farming- 
ton, Iowa; and - 

The petition of Marmaduke F. Smith, late 
captain company A, eighty-first Illinois volun- 
teers, in the war of the rebellion. 


GEORGE W. WHITE. 


Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, also 
reported back a bill (H. R. No, 264) granting 
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a pension to George W. White, with the rec- | 
ommendation that it do not pass. 

The bill was laid on the table. 

ADAM CORRELL. 

Mr. MANSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1202) granting a 
pension to Adam Correll; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, snbject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 
Correll, of Galia county, Obio, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, to take effect from the 
4th day of March, 1871. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. COX. I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a bill which passed a 
few minutes ago granting a pension to Adam 
Correll. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CrossLaxp] is prepared to make a statement 
about this case. Wouldit be in order to move 
a reconsideration? 

Mr. GROSSLAND. I desire to make a 
statement in regard to the character of Adam 
Correll. He is arobber anda thief. He did 
hang about the wing of the Federal army while 
it was encamped in Kentucky for a while, bat 
he was regarded by the Union soldiers and 
Union men as simply a robber, cut-throat, 
and thief. He has now sent his application 
from somewhere in Obio, and it has been 
reported by that committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe bill was reported by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Maxson, | 
and the Chair believes that he accompanied it 
with the usual motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and lay that 
motion on the tabie. 

Mr. COX. Lhavemadethe motion to recon- 
sider, because we are rather hurrying bills 
through here, and there seem to be members 
of the House who object to the passage of this 


pill. 

The SPEAKBR. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that thereis no record that a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which this bill was 
passed was laid on the table. The motion of 
the gentlemen trom New York (Mr. Cox] will 
therefore be entertained. 

Mr. COX. I move, then, thatthe vote by 
which the bill was passed be reconsidered, and 
that the bill be recommitted to the committee. 
I do not desire to do injustice to any one. 

The motion to reconsider prevailed, and the 
bill was recommitted to the Committee on 
Jnvalid Pensions. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was recommitted ; and 
also moved ihat the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY JANE STONE. 

Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1203) granting a 
pension to Mary Jane Stone, widow of William 
J. Stone; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- | 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane 
Stone, widow of William J. Stone, late a sec- 
ond licutenant in company ©, thirty-seventh 
regiment Kentucky infantry volunteers, to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordercd to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved | 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


i} table. 


The iatter motion was agreed to. 
WILLIAM PARKS. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported adversely on the memorial 
praying Congress to granta pension to William 
Parks, and the same was laid on the table. 

MARTHA ELWELL. 


Mr. McJ UNKIN, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1079) granting a 
pension to Martha Elwell. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Elwell, the dependent widowed mother of 
Newell Elwell, a private in the late war of the 
rebellion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARTHA DESBROW. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1204) granting 
a pension to Martha Desbrow ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha Des- 
brow, widow of Erastus Desbrow, deceased, a 
private soldier in the war of 1812, and that 
the pension shall be paid from and after the 
ist day of January, 1870. 

Mr. WILLARD. Is there a report in this 


case? 

Mr. MeJUNKIN. There is. 

The report was read. It appears that Eras- 
tus Desbrow was a soldier of the war of 1812, 
and while in the service of the United States 
received a severe wound, in corisequence of 
which he was granted a pension in 1815, and 
received and drew the same until 1826, the 
year of his death. At his death in 1826 he 
left a widow, Mary Desbrow, who has since 
remarried, and is now again a widow. She is 
seventy-two years of age, and is poor and in 
needy circumstances. In 1870 she made ap- 
plication to the Pension Bureau for a pension, 
but failed to obtain it for the reason that the 
physician who had attended her husband in 
his last sickness had since died, and she was 
in consequence anable to give his testimony, 
which the Commissioner of Pensions required, 
that her husband’s death was caused by a 
wound received in battle. The committee 
state that she has furnished satisfactory proof 
that her husband died of a wound reccived 
in battle while in the military service of the 
United States and in the line of his duty. 

Mr. WILLARD. Some bills of a similar 
nature with this have been referred to the 
Committee on Bevolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and as this is a pension for 


the widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, [| 


referred to that committee. 


think it ought to be 
The bill properly belonged 


TheSPEAKER. 
to that committee. 

Mr. WILLARD. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES HOGAN. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, í 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1205) to increase the pension paid to James 


from the Committee on j 


Hogan, of Batavia, in the State of New York, 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to increase the pension 
now allowed and paid to James Hogan, of 
Batavia, in the State of New York, from the 
rate of fifteen dollars a month to the rate of 
twenty dollars a month, and to pay the pen- 
sion hereafter at the latter rate, such increase 
to commence from December 4, 1871. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
ou the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TIMOTILY PAIGE. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, fromthe same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1206) grant 
ing a pension to Timothy Paige, which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of ‘Timothy 
Paige, the father of Wilkinson W. Paige, late 
captain in company M, tenth regiment New 
York cavalry volunteers, to take effect from the 
passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. f 

PETITIONS KOR PENSIONS. 

Mr. MOORE moved that the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions be cischarged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the following petitions, 
and that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 
1812: 

‘The petition of Herman J. Ely, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of sundry citizens of Batavia, 
New York, to amend the pension laws of 1871, 
by granting pensions to persons serving less 
than sixty days; and 

The petition of Thomas Lewis, of Virginia, 
praying that a pension may be granted to him. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN 8. CORLETT. 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1207) 
granting a pension to John S. Corlett; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Johan S. Cor- 
lett, late a teamster in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, and to pay him the pension of a 
private from and after the passage of this act ; 
and that he shall be entitled to the benefits of 
the laws now in force relative to furnishing 
artificial limbs, or commutation therefor, to 
disabled soldiers of his class. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
report in this case beread. 

The report was read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to in- 
quire what has been the practice of Congress 
heretofore, whether it has been to grant pen- 
sions in cases of this kind? This seems to me 
to be an ordinary case of a man driving a team 
and being accidentally injured. F do not un- 
derstand that the mules which this man was 


I ask that the 
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driving were frightened by the firing of guns, 
or anything of that sort. Now, ought Con- 
gress to go so far as to grant pensions in cases 
of this kind? If so, then ought we not to give 
pensions to every man who may be injured in 
Washington, or elsewhere, who may be driv- 
ing horsés or mules, provided he happens at 
‘the time to be in the employ of the Govern- 
ment? Every man who works for the Gov- 
ernment, whether in’ the Army, or in any 
other way, may be injured by some casualty. 
Should he-receive a pension? 
© Mr. MOORE. Tt is evident that the gentle- 
man does not understand this case at all. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I want to under- 
stand it. 

Mr. MOORE. This man was an enlisted 
teamster, and sworn into the United States ser- 
vice. He was connected with the supply train 
following the army of Major General Curtis, 
and in the line of his duty when he received 
this injury. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not under- 
stand that he was an enlisted and sworn 
teamster ; I supposed he was merely hired. 

Mr. MOORE. ‘There is proof among the 
papers in this case that the man wasan enlisted 
teamster, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Why did not they 
give him a pension atthe Pension Burcau? 
Why does he come here ? 

Mr. MOORE. The Pension Bureau con- 
strued it just as the gentleman construes it: 
that because the man was wounded in a pocu- 
liar way therefore he is not entitled to a 
pension. Now, among other witnesses, the 
assistant wagon-master testifies that at the 
time of the accident he rode hastily up and 
assisted to extricate the man from his perilous 
condition, This man received this injury 
while on duty; of that there is no sort of doubt 
whatever, or that the injury has been a very 
serious one, Besides, L will say that as to 
the character of the man, the most ample 
testimony is before the committee. The judge 
ofthe district court of lowa, the circuit judge, 
the clerk of the court in the county where he 
lives, the treasurer, the sheriff, and a whole 
host of most respectable citizens, join in a 
petition asking relief for this excellent man. 

Mr. PARNSWORTIL Icean get petitions 
signed by the most. respectable citizens of the 
United States for a pension for any man; no 
doubt about that, What I am calling atten- 
tion to is the granting of pensions upon such 
petitions. Respectable gentlemen in Wash- 
ington are in the babit every day of signing 
papers that they do not know anything about. 
i am not opposing this case; I am only-—— 

Mr. MOORI Ifthe gentleman is not 
opposing this bill, I cannot yield further. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ionly ask that we may 
have some light on this subject, because 

Mr. MOORE. I cannot yield any further, 
because the gentleman says he is not opposing 
this case, : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wait to learn par- 
ticularly the reasons upon which the Commit- 
tee on Pensions have reported this bill. 

Mr. MOORE. 
for the question. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it. was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the’bill was passed ; and álso moved 
nat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WARREN RAYMOND. 


Mr. MOORE also reported from the Com- 
mittee ou Invalid Pensions a bill (H. R. No. 
1208) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
Raymond, a soldier of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, 

‘The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to cause 


I think the House is ready. 


| assigned; and I wish to say. that there are 


to be paid to Warren Raymond, who was a 
private in the one bundred and thirty-fourth 
regiment. New York volunteer infantry in the 
war of 1812, four dollars per month increase on 
the pension he is now drawing, from the 4th 
day of September, 1870, to the date of the 
passage of this act, and thereafter pay hima 
pension at the rate of eight dollars a month 
during his natural life. : 

Mr. MOORE. I call for the reading of the 
report. 

‘The report was read. g 

Mr. WILLARD. I believe that thisis a pen- 
sion of the war of 1812; and I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions and War of 1812. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that I went to him and informed him that 
we had examined this bill, and that, as we had 
finished the case before noticing the fact that 
it belonged to his committee, we would, if he 
had no objection, report it and put it upon its 
passage, whereupon he said, ‘‘Go ahead and 
do ṣo.” 

Mr. WILLARD. I do not remember the 
remark; but if the gentleman insists upon the 
jurisdiction of his committee, I withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. MOORE. I will state that this soldier 
of the war of 1812 was granted a pension some 
years ago at the rate of four dollars per 
month, the amount paid for one half disabil- 
ity. That pension was granted by a special 
act. His disability, however, increased, as is 
testified to by ample medical testimony pre- 
sented in this case; yet he made noapplication 
for an increase of pension until the passage 
of the act of July 14, 1868, the fifteenth sec- 
tion of which made provision that the Pension 
Bureau might, in case of an increase of disa- 
bility, increase the pension of persons who had 
received pensions under special acts of Con- 
gress. When this act was passed he put in 
his claim, with the evidences of his condition, 
and the burean, recognizing the fact that he 
was enitled to cight dollars a month, granted 
him a pension at thatrate. A subsequentact, 
passed July 7, 1870, declared, however, that 
the Pension Bureau should not increase any 
pension that had been granted by a special 
act. But in the mean tune, while the law of 
1868 was still operating, this man had pre- 
sented his claim to the bureau, and it. had been 
allowed. He was in the possession of his 
right before the act of 1870 was passed; and 
it seems to me that his pension ought not to 
have been reduced. The equity of this case is 
perfectly clear. The Pension Bureau recom- 
mended this man’s case to Congress for special 
relief, recognizing the hardship of his condi- 
tion. As he did not serve the full sixty days 
in the war of 1812, but only fifty-seven days, 
he cannot have relicf under the act of 1871. I 
think the justice of the case is perfectly clear ; 
and as it is a very small matter, I hope there 
will be no objection to its passage. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, one of the 
reasons given for the passage of this bill is, 
this man having served fifty-seven days, his 
term of service is so little less than that 
required by law that the case in equity comes 
within its purview. Now, [ desire to say 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is mistaken; 
Idid not give that as a reason. 

Mr. CONGER. That is one of the reasons 


many cases presenting in equity just as strong 
a claim upon Congress as does this. i have 
myself, during this sessiou, received letters 
from several persons asking that the law may 
be so modified that service for less than sixty 
days shail be sufficient to entitle a person to a 
pension; and I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact—— 

Mr. MOORE. I say again that I did not | 
give that as a reason why the biil should be 
passed, 


Mr. CONGER. Task that they give their 
attention to that subject, and make the time || 


less, so that soldiers of the war of 1812 who 
served twenty, thirty, forty, or fifty days may 
have a pension if they were wounded daring 
their time of service. 

_ Mr. WILLARD. . What was the law of July 
7, 1870, to which reference has been made ? 

Mr. MOORE. The law passed July 7, 1870, 
declares that the Pension Bureau shall not 
consider cases where pension was granted by 
special act of Congress. Iwill call attention to 
a clause in the law of July 14,1868. Itis there 
stated that ail pensions. hereafter granted by a 
special act of Congress shall be subject to be 
varied in amount according to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. This act 
was passed July 14, 1868. The other act was 
passed July 7, 1870, nearly two years afterward. 
During the time this act of July 14, 1868, was 
in existence, this man obtained this increase 
of pension according to law, and was in pos- 
session of that right at the time. But the 
Pension Bureau construed this act of 1870 to 
be retroactive, and it has gone back in this 
instance and reduced the pension of this man 
from eight to four dollars a month, which 
he received originally. 

Mr. WILLARD. Has not the same thing 
been done in other cases ? 

Mr. MOORE. Ido not know of any other 
case, 

Mr. WILLARD, They give this as the 
reason in this case. 

Mr. MOORE. They give the law as the 
reason. i 

Mr. WILLARD. That is the only reason. 

Mr. MOORE.. It is, and the committee 
recommend this man have relief at the hands 
of Congress, recognizing the fact that his dis- 
abilities have continued and have increased, 
and that he is really entitled to eight dollars 
per month. 

Mr. WILLARD. Then it is simply restor- 
ing to him what he has had already? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, it simply restores to 
him eight dollars per month. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a tbird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill wag passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed io. 

DELILA ROBERTSON. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bili (H. R. No. 1209) granting a 
pension to Delila Robertson; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pensiou-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Delila Robertson, widow of John 
H. Robertson, late of company © eleventh 
regiment Missouri State militia cavalry, aud 
pay her a pension from and after the passage 
of this act, and during her widowhood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE J. ST, LOUIS, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1210) granting 
a pension to George J. St. Louis: which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the peusion laws, the name 
of George J. St. Louis, late private company 
A, thirty-third regiment Illinois volunteers, to 
take effect from the passage of this act. 

Mr. MOORE. I state, for the information 
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of this Houso, that this case recently came to 
us from the Pension Bareau. The reason why 
this soldier was not granted a pension is this: 
he was furloughed from general hospital. ‘The 
records of the War Department and Surgeon 
General’s department show that he was fur- 
loughed, but it does not appear thatit was a 
sick furlough. They are strictly bound_by 
the records of the War Department. This 
soldier was wounded while on picket duty -at 
Chattanooga, and was transferred to general 
hospital in Indiana, and while convalescing 
was permitted to go home on furlough. While 
on his way with other soldiers an accident 
happened to the train, anda number of persons 
were seriously injured. This soldier was on 
the train. The Pension Bureau regard his case 
as one of great merit. There is nota question 
of doubt in reference to the equitable character 
of the claim, but this simple technicality estops 
the Pension Bureau from granting the pension, 
and hence the party comes here for relief. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN MORGAN. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1211) granting 
a pension to Nathan Morgan; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill direets the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and lintitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Nathan Morgan, late a private 
in company I, of the fortieth regiment Towa 
volunteer infantry, to take effect from the pas- 
sage of this act. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter moiion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely on the papers in the 
foilowing cases, and the same were severally 
laid on the table: 

Papers in the case of Sarah Craig, of Har- 
rison county, Kentucky, widow of Edward 
Craig, private company F, one hundred and 
twenty fourth yegiment United States colored 
troops; and 

Papers in the case of James Carroll, pilot 
of the boat Sallie Wood. 


FRANCES E. LOUCKS. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely on the papers in the 
case of Frances B. Loucks, widow of Charles 
G. Loucks, private company A, eleventh regi- 
ment Indiana volunteers. 

Mr. MOORE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Cosury. ] 

The SPEAKER, In reference to the case 
just reported ? . 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to introduce a bill 
to provide for the increase of the pension of 
Frances I. Loucks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not pre- 
cisely understand in what form the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Coury] would put his 
motion. 

Mr. COBURN. I move that bill as a sub- 
stitute for the report of the committee. The 
applicant is the widow of Charles G. Loucks. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair doubts the 
gentleman's ability to do that under the rule. 


The Chair would suggest thatthe proper course |! 
to take, under parliamentary Jaw, would be to | 


move arecommittal of the report, with instruc- 
tions to report a bill. ; 
Mr. COBURN. I make that motion. 


i 


| Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 


! and resolutions were unanimously adopted, namely: 


The wotion was agreed to; and accordingly 
the report was recommitted, with instructions 
to the committee to report a bill to provide 
for an increase of pension to Frances B. 
Loucks. 


F. B. TRICKEY. 


Mr. MANSON, from the same committee, 
reported adversely on the petition of F. B. 
Trickey, of Maine, for a pension; and the 
same was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


No farther reports being nade by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, the Committees 
on Railways and Canals, on Mines and Min- 
ing, and on Freedmen’s Affairs were severally 
called, but no reports were presented by those 
committees. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill. 

Pending that motion, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had exam- 
ined and found duly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (S. No. 524) to correct a clerical error 
committed in the enrollment of an act approved 
March 7, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act torclieve cer- 
tain persons therein named from the legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, and for other purposes.’’ 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, ETC. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Treas- 
urer of the United States, transmitting his 
adjusted quarterly a counts of the general re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the United States 
for the third and fourth quarters of 1869 and 
the first and second quarters of 1870, being 
for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1870; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, ‘and ordered to be printed. 

SUBSISTENCE OF SIOUX INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting esti- 
mates of appropriation of $500,000 for sub- 
sisting and clothing the Teton and other 
bands of Sioux Indians near Fort Peck, in 
Montana; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPREDATIONS BY OSAGE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to sundry claims 
for depredations committed by the Osage In- 
dians; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD FROM CHICAGO TO MOBILE. 


Mr. CREBS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of the city council of the 
city of Cairo, praying that the aims and pur- 
poses of the provisions of the seventh section 
of an act of Congress of September 20, 1850, 

ranting the right of way and making a grant 
of lands tothe States of Hlinois, Alabama, and 
Mississippi, to aid in building a railroad from 
Chicago to Mobile, may be enforced or carried 
ont in good faith; which was referred to the 


to be printed in the Globe. 
The memorial is as follows: 


STATE or ĪLLINOIS, 
County of Alexander, City of Cairo, 83: 

I, M. J. Howley, city clerk within and for the city 
in the county and State aforesaid, do hereby eer- 
tify that at a meeting of the city council of said city, 
held at the council chamber, on Tuesday, the 16th 
day of January, A. D. 1872, the following preamble 


“Whereas by an act of the Congress of the United | 
States, approved September 20, A. D. 1850, entided ii 


‘An act granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of Illinois, Alabama, and 
Mississippi, in aid of the construction of a railroad 
trom Chicago to Mobile,’ certain lands were granted 
to the State of IHinois for the purpose of aiding and 
building a railroad from æ point at or near the 
month of the Ohioriver to the city of Chicago and 
to Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, with a condition 
inserted in said act that if said railroad shall not 
be completed within ten years the said State of Iii- 
nois shall be bound to pay to the United States the 
amount which may be received upon the sale of any 
part of said lands by said State; and the title to the 
residue (not sold) of said lands shall reinvest in the 
United States; and whereas it was further enacted 
by section seven of said act ‘that in order to aid in 
the construction of said Central railroad from the 
mouth of the Ohio river to the city of Mobile all the 
rights, privileges, and liabilities hereinbefore con- 
ferred on the State of Illinois shall be granted to the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi, respectively, for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of a rail- 
road from said city of Mobile to a point near the 
mouth of the Ohio river, and that public lands of 
the United States, to the same extent in proportion 
to the length of the road, on the same terms, limit- 
ations, and restrictions in every respect, shall be, and 
are hereby, granted to said States of Alabamn and 
Mississippi respectively; and whereas, although that 
portion of said Chicago and Mobile railroad within 
the State of Illinois was completed within six years 
after tho passage of said act, and has been since and 
is now maintained and operated, anda large part of 
said road between the Ohio river and Mobile bas 
also been completed and is now operated, but a por- 
tion south of the Ohio river for twenty miles or more 
has never been constructed, and the road, therefore, 
trom Chicago to Mobile has never been completed, 
and the purposes of said act of Congress therefore 
never answered, and its conditions never complied 
with: Theretore, 

“ Be it resolved by the City Council of the city of Cairo, 
That our Representatives and Senators in Congress 
be requested to use their best exertions to have the 
aims and purposes of said net of Congress varried out 
at the earliest possible period. 

“Resolved, Thatthe thanks of this city council be, 
and they hereby are, presented to lon., JOHN A. 
LOGAN for the interest already manifested by bhn 
in his public position in regard to the subject-matter 
of the foregoing preamble and resolutions. 

~ Resolved, That copies of the said preamble and 
resolutions, certified under the seal of the city, and 
attested by the signatures of the mayor and city 
clerk, be forwarded to our Representative and Sen- 
ators in Congress.” 

In testimony whereof, the mayor and city clerk 

of said eity have hereto set their hands, and 
[L.8.] caused the seal of said city to be affixed ut 
the clerk’s offige in Cairo, this 10th day of 
January, A. D, 1872. i 
JOUN M. LANSDEN, Mavor. 
M. J. HOWLEY, City Olerk. 


CLAIM OF JOSEPIL POWELL. 
On motion of Mr. HAZLETON, of Wis- 


consin, the Committee of Klections were dis- 
charged from the farther consideration ofa res- 
olution referred to them touching the payment 
of the claim of Joseph Powell for expenses 
incurred in a contested-election case to which 
he was a party in the Fortieth Congress, and 
the same was referred to the Committee of 
Claiins. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was referred; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. TAFFLE, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from tke files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Captain George Truerst. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, 
by unanimous consent, leave was granted for 
the withdrawal from the files of the House of 
the petition and papers of Timothy Baker. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. GarrreLp, of Ohio, was 
then agreed to; and the House accordingly re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Wurever iu the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of House bill No. 1060, making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill 
where it was suspended yesterduy, and con- 
tinued it until the following paragraph was 
read : ` 


For contingent expenses, namely, office rent, re- 
pairs, and miseellancous items, $5,000, 


628 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 26, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio? Tam instructed 
: by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
to amend that paragraph by striking out 
‘$5,000, and inserting in lieu thereof 
$b $6,000.: 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows : 
To pay judgments of the Court of Claims, $400,000. 


Mr. DAWES.: I move to amend that para- 
graph by adding to it the following proviso : 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be paid 
upon any: judgment rendered in favor of George 
Chorpenning, growing out of any services rendered 
for carrying the mails. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
objection to that- amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The following paragraph was read: 


For contingent expenses of the Department of 
Justice, namely: fuel, labor, stationery, and miscel- 
Janeous items, $15,000; for rent of building, $10,000; 
for furniture and law-books, $6,000, 


` Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In line thirteen 
hundred and seventeen, in that paragraph, I 
move tostrike out ‘‘ten,’’ and insert “fifteen p”? 
so that the clause will read, ‘‘for rent of 
building, $15,000."” The Committee find that 
that is the actual rent. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in as an additional 
paragraph at the end of the first section ; 


United States and British Claims Commission: 
or compensation and expenses of the United 
Stutes and British Claims Commission, $43,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RITCHIE. I move to amend this bill 
hy inserting before section two what I send 
to the Clerk's desk to be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sre. 2, Thatthe Prosident ofthe United Statesshall 
be, and ho is horeby, authorized to nominate, and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
appoint & board of commissioners, to be desi 
as commissioners of claims, to consist of threo com- 
missioners, who shall bo commissioned for two years, 
und whose duty it shall be to receive, examine, and 
consider the justico and validity of such claims as 
aecyued in those States that were not proclaimed 
as in insurrection to the United States as shall be 
brought before them by citizens who resided therein, 
for stores or supplies taken or furnished, or for prop- 
erty used, damaged, or destroyed for the use of tho 
Army of the United States during tho late war for | 
the preservation of the Union, including the uso, 
losg, damage, or destruction of vessela-‘or boats while 
employed in or taken for the benctit of the military 
servico of the United States, And the said commis- 
sioners in considering said claims shali bo satisfied, 
from the testimony of witnesses under oath, or from 
other sufficient evidence whioh shall accompany each 
claim, taken under such rules and regulations as tho 
commissioners may adopt, of the quantity, quality, 
and value of the property alleged to have been taken, 
furnished, used, damaged, or destroyed, and the time, 
placo, and material circumstances of the taking, fur- 
nishing, using, damaging, or destroying of the snme. 
And upon satisfactory evidence of the justice and 
validity of any claim, the commissioners shall report 
their opinion in writing in each case, and shall cor- 
tify the nature, amount, and value of the property 
taken, furnished, used, damaged, or destroyed, as 
aforesaid, And each elaim whieh shall be consid- 
ered, and rejected as unjust and invalid, shall like- 
wise be reported, with the reasons therefor; and no 
elaimant shall withdraw any material evidence sub- 
initted in support of any claim. 

Sc. 3. That said commissioners shall each take | 
vath of office provided by law——~ 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, (interrupting 
the reading.) [raise the point of order that 
this is new legislation, and therefore out of 
order on an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The point of order is 
well taken, - . 

Mr. RITCHIE. I ask a few moments to 
explain my amendment. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman making an explanation. 

Mr. RITCHIE, | At the last Congress there 
was introduced into the Army appropriation 
bill a provision similar to this, but applicable 
to claimants residing in States that were pro- 
claimed to be in insurrection against the Uni- 
ted States. This amendment of mine is framed 
in accordance with that provision, except that 
itis made applicable to claimants in States that 


There is no 


gnated | 


did not attempt to secede. If Congress is will- 


| upon the farm for twenty-four hours, the result 


| work done, or the supplies or materials furnished: 


| ings of paragraphs where the figures are not 
| which have been adopted. 


i that order will be made. 


ing to adjust and pay the claims of Union citi- | 
zens residing in States that seceded, much 
more should Congress be willing to pay the 
claims of those residing in the States that did 
not withdraw from the Union. At the present 
time there is no adequate legislation upon the 
subject. i 

The border States were peculiarly subjected 
to the disasters and ravages of the war. Ín the 
marching to and fro of armies across Maryland 
into Pennsylvania, in Kentucky, and in the 
other border States, there were losses sustained 
and damages inflicted which do not come 
strictly within the description of supplies. The 
present legislation upon the subject is an act 
of 1864, which provides that supplies taken for 
the use of the Army sball be paid for under 
regulations to be prescribed by the quarter- 
master’s department. Unfortunately, the con- 
struction placed upon that act, and properly 
placed upon it, prevents the payment of any 
claim except for supplies that were officially 
taken. 

Now, in the passage of an army in a rapid 
march, for instance, in the campaigns partic- 
ularly of 1862, 1863, and 1864, the army would 
rest a night, ora day, or aweek on some farm, 
and while there, although supplies might not 
be taken officially or formally, there would be 
immense destruction and waste of property, 
not in the character of mere depredation, but 
whole fences would be destroyed for fuel, for- 
age would be taken, horses and stock of every 
description would be taken, and there would 
be no time to go through the formalities of a 
distinct purchase, and in many cases there was 
left no evidence that any property was taken. 
That was the case not only in regard to those 
supplies to which this amendment is applica- 
ble, not only in regard to articles taken ex- 
pressly by the proper officials, but in regard to 
property taken merely for the benefit of the 
Army, for the comfort of soldiers, &c., and 
yet there was not time to go through the reg- 
ular formality of purchase and giving certifi- 
cates. I know an instance of two ladies who 
have in this way been reduced to beggary. It 
so happened that their farm in Montgomery 
county, Maryland, was right in the track of 
the army, and corps after corps settled upon 
it, water there being convenient and fuel at 
hand. An army of fifty thousand men stopping 


was that all the forage was taken. or destroyed, 
all the fences were burned up, and other dam- 
ages inflicted, so that the ladies are now re- 
duced to beggary, because there is no law under 
which they can receive compensation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point having been 
made that this amendment, being independent 
legislation, is out of order on an appropriation 
bill, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2. Thatno claim of any kind whatever against 
the United Statesshall be considered by the account- 
ing oflicers of the Treasury, nor paid by or on behalf. 
of the Government, unless the same shall be filed 
within seven years from the time such claim accrues, 
which said seven years shall begin as to contracts 
under seal from date, when the contract by its terms 
isor should be completed, and as to all other claims 
from the date at which the service was rendered, the 


Provided, That thissection shall not be held toapply 
to the interest or principal of the public debt, nor to 
claims directed to be examined and settled by special 
act of Congress: And provided further, That itshall 
take effect from and after the ist of January, 1873, 
and its provisions shall apply to all elaims and 
vouchers presented after that date. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Idésireto move 
that the Clerk be directed to correct all foot- 


now correct in consequence of amendments 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 


There was no objection. 
Mr. POLAND, I move to amend by adding 
to the last section of the bill the following: 


And itis further provided, That no action or suit 
brought to recover any sum of money paid to satisfy 


any tax imposed under the laws or authority of the 
United States, before the passage of this act, shall 
be maintained unless brought within one year after 
this act goes into effect, nor shall any claim for the 
refunding of such tax be entertained by any Depart- 
ment unless presented within the same time. Nor 
shall any action or suit be maintained for the re- 
covery of any such sum hereafter paid, unless 
brought within one year after such payment shall 
be made; nor shall any claim therefore be enter- 
tained by any Department unless presented within 
the same time. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object 
to it, and raise the point of order that it is 
new legislation. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I rose for the purpose 
of moving to strike out section two. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion will come 
up afterward. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont is clearly new legis- 
lation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to say a word upon 
the question of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to 
withdrawing the point,in order to allow the 

entleman irom Vermont to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. : 

Mr. POLAND. The rules have been sus- 
pended so as to make the last section of the 
bill as reported in order—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
another question of order. 
debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is 
debatable, The Chair will hear the gentleman, 

Mr. POLAND. The last section which the 
Committee on Appropriations have inserted 
in this bill isa statute of limitations in relation 
to claims against the Government. ‘The rules 
have been suspended to make that provision 
in order so that it may be considered by the 
committee and the House. My amendment, 
which proposes an alteration or addition to 
this section, is germane to the proposition of 
the committee, which has been made in order 
by suspension of the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair holds that 
no amendment is in order which proposes to 
incorporate in the bill further new legislation. 

Mr. SARGENT. I take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and I think it well 
that the point should be stated. The decision 
of the Chair, as I understand, is that matter 
which is properly in the bill cannot be amend- 
ed by the addition of other matter which is 
entirely germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rales that 
the bill cannot be amended so as to embrace 
farther new legislation. ` 

Mr. SARGENT. Can it not be perfected 
by the introduction of new matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘This section may be 
perfected; but it is not amendable so as to 
embrace further new legislation. 

Mr. SARGENT. From that decision I 
peal, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
know what the point is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will 
be again read for the information of the com- 
mittee, 

The Clerk again read the amendment offered 
by Mr. POLAND. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the reading of 
the section to which the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Poran] offers his amendment. 

Section two of the bill was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the 
propositions embraced in the amendmeut pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Vermont {Mr. 
Poxanxp] are distinct and separate from any 
embraced in section two of the bill. This 
section was admitted into the bill under a sus- 
pension of the rules. The amendment of the 
gentleman frani Vermont propdses further new 
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legislation, and the Chair rules that the sec- 
ticnis not amendable in that way. The gen- 
tlenvan from California [Mr. SARGENT] appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question 
is, “Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee?” 

On the question there were—ayes one hun- 
dred and seven, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 

Mr. DUELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

On page 55, line sixteen, after the word “date,” 
add the following as an additional section: 

That any assistant assessor of internal revenue 
who has performed, or may hereafter perform, under 
authority or requirement of law, the duties of as- 
sessor of internal revenue, in consequence of any 
vacancy in the ofice of such assessor, shall be enti- 
tled to and receive the commissions as is provided 
by law for such assessor; but no such payment shall 
in any case be made when the assessor has received 
or is entitled to receive commissions for the same 
period of time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the point 
that that amendment is not in order to this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I move in the 
sixth line to strike out the words ‘under 
seal,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘in writing ;” 
so that the section will read : 

Sec. 2, That no claim of any kind whatever against 
the United States shall be considered by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, nor paid by or on 
behalf of the Government, unless the same shall be 
filed within seven years from the time such claim 
accrues, which said seven years shall begin, as to 
contracts in writing, from date when the contract 
by its terms is or should be completed, and, as to all 
other claims, from the date at which the service was 
rendered, the work done, or tho supplies or materials 
furnished: Provided, That this section shall not be 
held to apply to the interest or principal of the pub- 

ic debt, nor to claims directed to be examined and 


lic 
settled by special act of Congress: And provided 


urther, That it shall take effect from and after the 
st of January, 1873, and its provisions shall apply 
to all claims and vouchers presented after that date. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is right. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER, I wish to make 
a remark or two. It seems to me the section 
is not sufficiently full and accurate in its pro- 
visions for a statute of limitations. It is an 
important section indeed, Let me suggest to 
the chairman, what provision is there in this 
section to cover all that class of claims which 
do not come under the head of contracts in 
writing, or under the head of claims, such as 
claims for work. for supplies, and for mate- 
rials of various kinds? There seems no lim- 
itation in reference to this sort of claims. Of 
course the gentleman means to cover those as 
well as all other claims. There are still other 
defects, as it seems to me, in the section, and 
I wish to ask whether there is in fact any real 
necessity for this section, and whether we had 
not better strike it out? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
if L nay- have the attention of the commit- 
tee for a moment I will explain the reasons 
for this section. When the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury was before the Committee on Appro- 
priations he was asked the amount of money 
he would be likely to need for the payment of 
claims arising out of past affairs, especially 
for those which arose during the war, and in 
the course of discussing this subject, partly to 
this and partly to the deficiency bill, he called 
the attention of the committee to a difficulty 
which met him every day in regard to claims, 
and especially those claims which it is pro- 
vided by law he may settle on vouchers and 
other proofs. He said a large number of 


claims come up growing out of contracts dur- 


ing the war, and that men who had long since 
ceased to be officers were still signing their 
names to vouchers of the date when the trans- 
action took place, and it was very difficult 
and frequently impossible for the Department 
to say whether the parties had the right to 
sign, or whether the signatures were the result 
of subsequent arrangement ; that is, whether 
the signature to the vouchers was a recent act 
or done at the time of the transaction. He 


| such papers. 


| itself against the unjust claims. 
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had reason to believe, he assured us, that 
many efforts were being made to impose upon 
the Department vouchers of that description. 

I stated to the Secretary and to the commit- 
tee that having been an officer whose duty it 
was to order the payment of money, and to sign 
vouchers upon money which was to be paid — 
and during my subsequent experience many 
parties came to me asking me to sign vouchers, 
vouchers proper enough at the time, vouchers 
I would no doubt have signed at the time when 
I was entitled to sign them, but these parties 
requested me to sign now by the official title I 
held at the time the transactions occurred, and 
of course I have never felt myself authorized to 

erfect any paper uider such circumstances — 

found there was danger that men might with- 
out thought and without designing to go be- 
yond the law, authenticate papers which would 
result in the paying out of the Treasury of 
large amounts of money, when really, as they 
had ceased to be officers of the United States 
Army, they had no right to authenticate any 
Again, from the large number 
of officers who served in the Army, and who 
have now returned to civil life, it is not at all 
improbable there may be some out of this very 
large number who would lend themselves to 
making up claims of a fraudulent character. 
It seemed, therefore, to the committee that 
something ought to be done to prevent the re- 
currence of this thing by astatute of limitation, 
and the Secretary was requested to draw up a 
section which would cover the class of cases 
to which be had referred. The committee did 
not attempt to put down a complete statute of 
limitations to cover all claims, but we did en- 
deavor to cover what was a present imminent 
danger in reference to a certain class of cases 
The Secretary took the matter under advise- 
ment, consulting, I believe, with the Solicitor 
of the Treasury, but I do not know whether he 
did the Attorney General or not, and he sent 
us this section down to the second proviso, 
which was as far as he felt perfectly sure we 
ought to go at present; but the committee 
added a second proviso fixing the date when 
this shall take effect, and also limiting the 
time in such way that every party might have 
due notice of the passage of this section. 

It seemed to us that thus far we might go with 
perfect safety, and that thus far we ought cer- 
tainly to go. The only question in my mind 
was whether we ought not to go further, but I 
do not believe we are sufficiently informed on 
the whole scope of the subject to go further 
than is here proposed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend by striking out the last word, for 
the purpose of calling the attention of the 
committee to this section. While I agree that 
there may be danger of fraudulent accounts, 
such as the chairman of the committee has 
spoken of, yet I would ask why, in order 
to prevent the danger of fraudulent accounts, 
cut off every just claim within one year? 
For that is the effect of what is pending. If 
the effect of these provisions was merely to cut 
off fraudulent claims, | would not have a word 
to say. But this would apply to the case of a 
soldier who has not got his bounty or back 
pay, and who has a just claim against the 
United States. They propose to interpose a 
statute of limitations, to take effect within one 
year. Because the Departments say that they 
cannot protect themselves against fraud, they 
therefore propose to cut out all just claims 
coming under this section. Now, I say that 
it is just as much the duty of the Government 
to pay the just claims against it as to protect 
A statute of 
limitations to take effect in one year! Why, 
this bill cannot be heard of by many of the 
people of the United States within one year. 
You have just agreed not to publish the laws 
in the newspapers, and only to circulate them 
in pamphlets, and if you can anywhere bury 


{ 
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information it is in official documents. Now, 
here are men who have no means of knowing 
exactly what they will be required to prove. 
They wait, hoping that justice will be done 
them by the Government without their being 
required to go to the Committee of Claims; 
and they will find that by this bill they have 
been entirely cut off from a hearing. : 

Statutes of limitations are always an odious 
way of preventing aclaim. Even among pri- 
vate individuals a man is always held to be dis- 
honest, who pleads the statute of limitations 
against a just claim. But what shall be said 
of a great Government, of a Government of the 
people, which shelters itself behind the statute 
of limitations to resist a just claim against 
which it cannot protect itself otherwise? This 
is said to be a protection against fraudulent 
vouchers. But why cannot fraudulent vouch- 
ers be made up and filed within seven years as 
within any other time? 

I hope the committee will pause before 
agrecing to this section. For, let me say that 
this is an unusual way of legislation. Why 
docs not the Department send this proposition 
to some appropriate committee? Let it go 
to that committee, be examined by it, and 
when examined, let it be brought in here. 
Why should it be tacked on at the end of an 
appropriation bill? Why cannot the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations—and I speak with all 
the. respect which is due to that committee— 
why cannot they leave the other committees 
of the House to recommend the appropriate 
legislation in this respect? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I oppose pro 
forma the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Buriur.] Tam disposed 
to agree with that gentleman that this is not 
quite the method of changing our entire policy 
with reference to a matter of so much import- 
ance. So far as Iam aware, this is the first 
example of a statute of limitations for the 
Government. Weall remember the old adage 
that the sovereign never pleads the statute 
and he never pays interest. Certainly upon 
the latter part of that proposition we have 
been acting here constantly. We have always 
followed the first part of it also, I think, on 
this floor. 

Now, this section two is not an attempt to 
make a general statute of limitations, It is 
partial, referring only to claims of a certain 


class. 
BUTLER, All 


Mr. 
claims. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Yes, but only 
those that come before the Department; and 
it occurs to me that this provision would not 
cut off suits, and would not cut off appeals to 
Congress. Would not the first effect of it be 
that in all cases in which it should turn out 
that parties might bring their claims before 
Congress they would bring them to Congress? 
I think that would be the natural result of it. 
I am not prepared myself to vote for the enact- 
ment of such a statute as this from any pres- 
ent consideration that I have given to it, and 
I think if any such statute is desirable at all, 
it would be better that the subject should go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and that 
a law should be carefully prepared which 
would meet the particular exigencies which 
are referred to. 

MESSAGE FROM TIHE SENATE, 

The committee rose informally, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their 
clerks, informed the House that the Senate had 
passed, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 
No. 484) Lo establish certain post routes in the 
State of Iowa. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I was about to 
say, when I was interrupted, that if it is desir- 
able to prevent forged claims, it seems to me 


of Massachusetts. 
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that this provision is inadequate for that pur- 
pose. Whoever will forge ï claim wiil find no 
more difficulty in forging the dates than he 
will the signatures and the substance of the 
claim. ‘When you find persons who will make 
upa claim, they will make out tbe whole of 
the claim just as well as they will make out the 
signatures or any other part of it. Hoa, 
"Now, it has been ascertained, and chiefly in 
the Pension Office, that the persons who man- 
ufacture papers for pensions in very large 
numbers, have found that instead of being 
difficult, it is much more convenient to manu- 
facture the entire paper, making all the cer- 
tifieates and everything connected with the sub- 
ject. L think, myself, that we shall not reach 
the difficulty which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations’ supposes might be 
rtached by this section, and therefore Í am 
inclined to vote against it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw the amendment to the amendment., 
` The question was taken upon Mr. SHELLA- 
BARGER sS amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD. [now move to strike out 
section two. ‘This case illustrates, perhaps as 
well as any that we are likely to have before us, 
the value of the general rule that independent 
legislation shall not be reported in nor consid- 
ered in connection with an appropriation bill, 
It is a rule of very long standing. But we have 
introduceda practice within the last two or three 
years, on Mondays, of moving to suspend the 
rules so that a bill in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union shall not be subject 
to the operation of this rule, and the rules are 
suspended by a two thirds vote, on easy-going 
and cureless consideration, or without consid- 
eration. As has been already suggested in 
this discussion, legislation of this sort ought to 
come from n committee organized on purpose 
to consider it, and to consider and examine it 


in all its bearings as connected with the other į 


legislation of the country. Such legislation as 
this does not belong to an appropriation bill, 
and ought not to be couneeted with it, be- 
cause it has not undergone thorough, proper 
investigation before it comes hefore the House, 
and this is not the place in which to consider 
it. This section proposes to cut off, upon the 
lat of January next, every c'aim of every kind 
that has arison during or grown out of the war, 
no matter how the claimants may have been 
situated, though they may have been sick, or 
in forcign countries, or in prison. or whether 
the claimant himself may have died, and has 
left his widow or minor chi dren to prosecute it. 
All thesé claims are to be cut off, and the 
effect of this provision will really be to cut them 
‘off atonce, for every gentleman knows the difli- 
culty that our legislation has in permeating our 
country so that it shall come tothe knowledge 
of the people, and the laws may be compre- 
hended by ten per cent. of the people. It is 


too stringent and too radicala provision to say | 


that we will not pay claims because they have 
not been presented within seven years, what- 
ever may be the cause which has prevented 
their presentation. I trust that the House 
will pause very long before adopting a piece 
of legislation of this kind, and will strike ont 
this provision. If then the gentleman desires 
it, he can introduce this section as a separate 
bill, and let it be referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, where it can be considered and 
reported on. f 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no special 
desire to press this section against the judg- 
ment of the House, but I do hope that the 
committee will consider the tremendous rush, 
the vast torrent of claims that have grown out 
of our war. ‘The country never needed any- 
thing of this sort before, for our affairs of this 
kind have been small in comparison with the 
bulk of them now. Allthe Departments of 
the Government are now groaning under the 
weight of the claims pressing every day upon all 
the bureaus aid all the clerks of the bureaus, 
and every appliance, fraudulent and otherwise, 


is being used to press forward claims growing 
out of our late war. Now, unless we can do 
something, unless we can build a dyke some- 
where across this roaring current, we willsweep 
on with more and more violence until all our 
safeguards are broken down. I do not sup- 
pose or pretend that this section is perfect, or 
sufficiently comprehensive to cover the whole 
of these cases, but that it does effectually reach 
several classes of these cases I have no doubt. 
So thinks the Secretary of the Treasury and 
those who have conferred with him as his legal 
advisers. $ . 

I do not quite understand the rule of law as 
my friend from Michigan [Mrc. Bram] states 
it. I do understand that time does not run 
against the Government; but I do not under- 
stand that the Government has no power to 
make a statute of limitations, under which 
time shall run against claimants against the 
Government. I understand, on the contrary, 
that the Government may make a statute of 
limitations, under which claims shall some- 
where or some time cease to be valid if not 
sooner presented, As I understand it that is 
the rule of the common law, and the rule of 
our laws everywhere. Almost all classes of 
claimants can now go iuto our courts aud sue 
the Government. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. My ques- 
tion is this: are not the ordinary statutes of lim- 
itatious based upon the presumption that by 
lapse of time the debt has been paid? And 
how can that presumption work in the case of 


the Government when no debt can be paid by. 


the Government without there being full record 
of it? As I understand it, all statutes of lim- 
itations under the common law are upon the 
presumption of the payment of the debt from 
lapse of time or from loss of evidence, Bat 
in the case of the Government no such pre- 
sumption can arise, because no debt cai be 
paid by the Government without the record of 
it being made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido notunder- 
stand that to be the whole reason of the law. 
lt is the fair presumption that when the time 
named in the statute of limitations is passed, 
if the claimant does not present his claim he 
has not a good case, he has no claim to pre- 
sent. If he goes on after that time and pre- 
sents a claim, it is fair to presume that-he has 
only a trumped-up claim, a claim without any 
foundation. We have now a statute of limita- 
tions against all our pensioners, against all our 
soldiers for bounty and back pay; not a pen- 
sioner on our rolls but is limited by the statute 
of limitations. And only last Monday a bilt 
was passed through this House changing the 
statute of limitations in favor of the pensioners, 
and extending the time further. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Doesthe gentleman say 
that there is a statute of limitations against 
pensioners? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I say that, under 
our law, unless a soldier presents his claim 
within a certain time he cannot obtain back 
pay and back pension, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ah! 


„Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam speaking 


/ of the old claims for back pay and pension. 


The soldier must present his claim within a 
certain time, or his pension will not extend 
back. In the old bounty cases we have a 
statute of limitations: Now what I want is, 
that you shall have a similar statute of limita- 
tions against the contractors and the sharks 
that followed the Army, against the rascals 
that come in with claims against the Govern- 
ment whenever they can rake up an old claim 
or get up one that is fraudulent. Let us at 
least do against them what we do against our 
pensioners. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question being taken on the motion 
of Mr. Maynarp, to strike out section two 


of the bill, it was agreed to; there being ona 
division—ayes eighty-five, noes not counted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . I shall ask the 
yeas and nays on this question in the House. 
Í am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to offer as an amendment the addi- 
tional sections which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read’as follows: 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That,after the 
30:h day of June, 1872, it shail be the duty of each 
head of the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment and of ail other public officers who have 
herctofore had printing and binding done at the 
Congressional Printing office for the use of their 
respective Departments or public oftices, to include 
in their annual estimates for appropriations tor the 
next fiscal year such sum or sums as may to them 
seem necessary for printing and binding to be exe- 
cuted under the direction of the Congressional 
Printer. 3 

Sto, 4, And be it further enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of the Congressional Printer, when Con- 
gress shall have made an appropriation for any 
Department or public office to be expended for print- 
ing and binding to be executed under the direction 
of the Congressional Printer, to cause an account to 
be opened with cach of said Departments or publie 
offices, on whieh he shall charge for all printing and 
binding ordered by the heads of said Departments 
or public offices in accordance with the schedule of 
prices established in accordance with law; and it 
shall not be lawful for him to cause to be executed 
any printing or binding, the value whereof shall 
excecd the amount appropriated for such purpose; 
aud the Congressional Printer is hereby authorized 
to employ a clerk of class two to have charge of said 
accounts, and that he makea detailed report of each 
account with Departments or public ofiiees to Con- 
gress in his annual report. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That all acts and 
parts of acts limiting the number of congressional 
documents to be printed for the use of any head of 
Department or public office are hereby repealed. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the introduction of these amendments? None 


being heard, they are admitted. - 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. .I desire te 


say—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Do these 
amendments come from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I raise a 
point: of order upon them. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. J insist that it 
is too late to raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Massachusetts assert that he made the 
point before the Chair announced his decision? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The point was 
not made until I began to speak. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. As soon 
as the amendments were read, and I ‘ascer- 
tained the committee they came from, I made 
the poiut. 

Mr. SARGENT. I trust that at any rate 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will hear 
an explanation of the amendments. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will hear 
the explanation if my objection is reserved. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the ‘gentle- 
man will let me explain, I propose to leave 
him in the same status in which he is now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to 
understand the matter. The Chair asked dis- 
tinctly whether there was objection to the 
introduction of the amendments; and there 
being no objection, the Chair declared that 
they were admitted. Did the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rise to object before that dec- 
laration ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. As soon 
as the Chair asked for objections I rose and 
addressed the Chair. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must then 
rule that the fourth and fifth sections are liable 
to tbe point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the com: 
mittee will indulge me for a few moments ] 
will remind them that a few days since, in the 
course of a debate on another subject, J alluded 
to the fact that the cost of our public printing 
is growing with alarming rapidity, and thal 
it was difficult.to adopt any method by which 
we could effectually limit and regulate the 
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expense. I have in my hand the report of the 
Congressional Printer, which shows that dur- 


ing the year ending the 80th of last June | 


he printed more than sixty thousand differ- 
ent pages of documents. Put into books this 
would make a library of over one hundred and 
twenty volumes of five hundred pages each. 
Something like this amount the Govern- 
ment is printing every year, beside a vast 
unenumeraied mass of materials in the form 
of bills, &c., not included in the estimate of 
pages. I called attention, also, to a proposed 
measure by which this expense might be re- 
duced, so far as the printing for Congress is 
concerned. Since making those remarks, I 
have learned a fact in reference to the print- 
ing which { did not then know, and which I 
think this committee ought to know. We 
have a very good rule here—in fact it is a re: 
quirement of law—that when it is proposed to 
print extra copies of any document, the prop- 
osition must be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and reported to the House by that 
committee before the additional printing can 
be done. But there is now no rule whatever 
that limits the Executive Departments as to 
what they may have printed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
a law to that effect? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There is not. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I think the 
House passed one at the last session of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The law limits 
them as to extra numbers, but not as to the 
subjects that are to be printed. As to the book 
to be published, the style of printing, the qual- 
ity of the paper and binding, the character and 
amount of the engravings, or whatever may 
enter into the publication, there is no limit 
whatever, except the discretion of the Depart- 
ment itself Perhaps that statement may be 
too broad, but so it was represented to the 
Committee on Appropriations this morning. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
state in this connection a fact which ought to 
be taken into account. ‘The law was changed 
a year or two ago so that all the Government 
printing of the country is done here. Here- 
tofore what was wanted at the custom-house 
in New York was printed there, ard what- 
ever was wanted at the custom-house at Bos- 
ton was printed there, independently of what 
was doneat New York or Philadelphia. What- 
ever printing was wanted in any department 
all over the country was done there, and there 
was a repetition of this work all over the land. 
Our legislation has abolished all that, and has 
it done at this Government Printing Office. 
So it seems a great deal larger by concentrat- 
ing hore than it is in reality. That is new to 
the consideration of this subject. While it is 
growing, as the gentleman says, and while it 
is alarming in its amount, it is not quite so 
large as it seems to be when you come to see 
it all here in one place. ‘This arrangement, as 
can easily be seen, has resulted in great ecou- 
omy, for when the type is set up and the form 
prepared for a blank book for the use of the 
custom-house at New York, the same thing can 
be printed for all the custom-houses of the 

- country, and there is great saving. 
should be still further reduction, and I do not 
mean to offer these remarks with any inten- 
tion of relaxing the efforts of the gentleman 
from Ohio, but rather to aid him in the line of 
his argument. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to add a word. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield if 
the committee will give me time to complete 
my remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
desire to say that during the war a printing 
office arose in almost every Department of the 
Government. The War Department bad one, 
the Treasury had one, the Interior had one, 
and the Attorney General had one. They were 
all broken up by the law my colleague cites. 


Is not there 


I desire 


There | 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. All save one; 
there is a branch printing-offce in the Treas- 
ury Department, which does about one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand dollars of work 
a year. 

Mr. Chairman, I quite agree in all that my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has 
said. The law to which he refers has greatly 
bettered this business of printing, and has 
doubtless reduced the expense. It has con- 
solidated itin one place. I have no doubt it 
is being done as cheaply and as economically 
as it can be done, admitting it is to be done 
atall. I wish to show the committee some of 
the books we are publishing. I hold in my hand 
the third volume, No. 8, Mining Industry. It 
is the United States geographical exploration 
of the fortieth parallel by Clarenee King, geol- 
ogist in charge. It is a most valuable work, 
and every way worthy of publication; but I 
am speaking now of the style and cost of pub- 
lication. I understand the design is to print 
five additional volumes in the same style. I 


| call the attention of members to this volume 


and the volume of maps which accompanies it. 
Task my colleague ov the committee from Cali- 
fornia { Mr. SARGENT] to show it to the House, 
as I wish to add some further remarks in refer- 
ence to this volume which is to be followed by 
five volumes of a like character. 

If members will look atthe paper of this 
book they will be surprised. When you go 
out to buy Christmas gifts for your children, 
you may perbaps buy some luxurious edition 
of one of the old poets, but go far before you 
will find a book printed on more expensive 
paper than this, It is heavy tinted paper of 
very fine quality, such as is used in the most 
luxurious editions of illustrated books. Then, 
again, the committee will sce more than a score 
of pages of exquisitely finished engravings of 


| buildings and machinery necessary to carry ou 


the business of mining, of furnaces for smelt- 
ing, and L even find here engravings of the 
ordinary apparatus for letting miners down 
the shafts of mines. I can show you a dozen 
such machines at the coal mines in my district. 
And yet all these are here engraved in the most 
cluborate manner, as though they were new 
inventions which miners had never seen before. 

Now, I want the committee to understand 
that I do not object to these explorations, nor 
to the publication of their results. I believe 
in a general and liberal policy in regard to all 
enterprises that aid in developing the great 
resources of the country, and bringing the 
knowledge of them into the possession of our 
people. But what I desire to impress upon 
the committee is the fact that our existing 
laws lay no limitations on the Executive 
Departments as to the subject-matter of the 
books they print, the quality of material used, 
and expenses they incur. ‘They send no esti- 
mates to Congress of theamounts they severally 
need, They make no returns of the amounts 
expended. We only find the amounts in the 
estimates of the Superintendent of Public 
Printing, and we appropriate in the lump the 
sum of $2,000,000 per year, to be used in the 
manner Í have already described, or in any 
other manner that taste or fancy may sug- 
gest. ‘Lhe sections I have offered do not for- 
bid the printing of such books, but they do 
provide that each of these Departments, on 
its own responsibility to the country, shall 
each year send in estimates of the amount 
of money it needs for printing, and that the 
Public Printer shall honor its orders to the 
extent of the appropriation that Congress may 
make and no further. ‘These provisions will, 
I have no doubt, work the needed reform, 
and make the parties responsible to Congress 
and the country. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the commit- 
tee will allow me, I wish to say further, that 
according to the best estimates I can obtain, 
this book cannot be produced for less than 
twenty five dollars a volume; and if the plan 


of publishing is carried out on the present 
scale, including the maps to accompany it, it 
is estimated that the whole cost will not be 
less than two hundred ortwo hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars. I hope the committee will 
adopt the amendment J have offered — 

Mr. SARGENT rose. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to any partial dis- 
cussion of this question on the simple leave 
of the House, without an opportunity being 
given to gentlemen to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point is well taken. 
For what purpose does the gentleman from | 
California [Mr. Sarcent] rise? 

Mr. SARGENT. ‘To debate this proposi- 


ion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw the point of order to allow the matter to 
be discussed. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being 
withdrawn, the amendment is before the com- 
mittee. : 

Mr. SARGENT. I think it was very far 
from the intention of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to assail the Public Printer, for the 
system carried on at the Public Printing Office. - 
I believe that the committee are satisfied that 
the Public Printer, Mr. Clapp, isa faithful and 
economical officer, and does the best he can 
to dispose of the enormous amount of busi- 
ness which is intrusted to his hands. This is 
not the point of attack by the Committee on 
Appropriations, Wesimply desire to call the 
attention of the committce to the fact, that by 
a loose practice, which has grown up froin 
small beginnings until it has reached enormous 
proportions, the Government is turned into one 
of the greatest and most expensive book-pub- 
lishing concerns now in the United States, or 
perhips upon the globe. 

I do not know that I care to go into a criti- 
cism as to the value of many of these books 
which receive the sanction of the several bu- 
reaus or Departments, and are run through the 
Printing Office without the knowledge of Con- 
gress. I might, perhaps, question whether the 
country, or anybody except those who do the 
actual work and are paid for it, is benefited 
by some of these publications. But I believe 
Tam justified in saying with reference to this 
expensive book before me, showing an enorm-, 
ous amount of industry on the part of the 
United States engineers in going from three 
hundred to ten and fifteen hundred feet below 
the surface of the the earth to trace out in the 
Comstock lode all the windings and twistings 
of their work there, that if a false pretense is 
held out by this document it does not reflect 
any credit upon the authors. And yet [ 
believe, sir, if my information is correet—and 
I have it from a very high source indeed—that 
not one foot of these explorations mapped 
ont here in gaudy colors was made by Clarence 
King, or any man in his employment; that 
these are simply tracings of workings made 
under the superintendence of owners of mines ; 
that these pictures of their workings were 
copied from the miners’ sketches which are 
added to each day as‘tunnels or shafts are 
made; and that from that one source, and 
that alone, these pictures and maps were 
derived. : 

Now, if that is true, and I believe it to be 
true, and my information comes from a very 
high source, there is a fraud on the country in 
publishing that as explorations on the part of 
Clarence King’s corps. I do not know that 
it cost the Government anything except the 
amount paid for copying these tracings, but 
there is nothing in this book, or in the accom- 
panying maps, to show that they are not the 
result of explorations made by these engineers, 
or that it is anything but a false pretense to 
magnify their own importance. 

Now, sir, it is necessary that this enormous 
leak in printing be stopped. The amount of 
printing that Congress orders is very small. 
We have about two million dollars appropri: 
ated in this bill for public printing, but I ven- 
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ture to say that of that whole amount Con- 
gress does not order. or sanction one half. I 
doubtif it will reach half of the whole amount. 
The rest is made, up because some bureau man 
or some officer of the Government writes some- 
thing or gets up something which he. thinks 
ought to be printed, and would like to have 
well printed and bound in gilt covers. He 
goes:to the head of his Department, and the 
Jatter turns to the law and finds that the law 
authorizes him. to publish it; and without 
much examination the printing is done, and 
this sort of work costs the Government a mil- 
lion ora million anda quarter of dollars annu- 
ally. :We find here in this book of estimates 
paper required such as Congress never sees in 
any book it orders printed, super-calendered, 
fifty-eight pound paper, and an immense quan- 
tity of gilt foil, and all the curious and choice 
articles which are used in the most refined 
binding, and tbe printing is done upon the 
most costly paper. Everything is done in a 
style that a lady is proud to see upon her best 
books upon.her parlor table. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Who is re- 
sponsible for this? Isnot the Public Printer? 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not think the Public 
Printer is responsible, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Who chooses 
the paper? 

Mr. SARGENT. The Public Printer, of 
course, is compelled to follow his orders in 
reference to the printing and binding. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. J think he 
is mach to blame for not bringing the matter 
before the Committee on Public Printing. 

Mr. SARGENT. These matters are well 
known to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. ‘Then they 
are to blame, 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman himself 
has received a copy of this work, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. No, I have 


not. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then there is one waiting 
for him iu the document room, and it is only 
by accident that he has not received it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I would only 
say that my house is so (all of public docu- 
ments that I do not know what I should do 
with any more. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam not attacking indi- 
viduals, but the system. This matter was one 
of anxious study by the Committee on A ppro- 
pee: of the last Congress. We tried to 

reak up this system and to lop off these 
enormous appropriations in the last Congress, 
but could not find out what was best to be 
done; but finally, on full consultation, we 
have traced the mischict to this source: the 
loose, irresponsible manner in which printing 
and binding are ordered by the departments of 
the Government, which pile up these enormous 
expenses for gilt-edged and other printing. 
By the adoption of this amendment we can 
effect a great reform. If proper estimates 
were required from the different offices, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury found that there 
was estimated for printing for the War Depart- 
ment $250,000 annually, he and the Secre- 
tary of War would be very apt to inquire 


before submitting that estimate to Congress |; s 


how the money was to be expended. You ; 
will then find that four fifths of the expenses 
will be lopped off, and there will be a respons 
ibility which can be had in no other way. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONGER, I move pro formato amend 
the amendment by striking out the last word 
of the section. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam as earnest as any mem- 
ber of this House can be to join with all others 
in every measure of egonomy and retrench- 
ment in the expenditures of this Government. 
I believe my course in the House since I have 
been here warrants me in saying that. But I 
have also had occasion before this to notice that 
alter Congress by a law of the land has ordered 


tions, important surveys, which it is claimed 
would develop the condition of our vast coun- 
try and bring to the notice of our citizens, to 
the notice of scientific men, and to the notice 
of the world, the vast wealth of these United 
States, not only of this parallel of latitude but 
of every parallel of latitude, when the time 
comes when the results should be presented in 
a printed form, at the end of some appro- 
priation bill we are met with a proposition 
which will sink all the labor of the past, and 
which will prevent the publication of the re- 
sults of long, arduous, and tedious labor, and 
their presentation to the people. 

Now, itis to that I object; it is to this mode 
of bringing retrenchment forward. Why was 
this exploration ordered; why has the labor 
of a corps of engineers, geologists, and artists 
been employed under a law of the land for 
months and years, if ut the very time whea 
the results of their explorations are to be 
made public, and are to be rendered useful to 
the country, the Committee on Appropriations 
are to bring forward a measure of retrench- 
mentin such form as to excite ridicule? Sir, 
the fault les further back. The exploratiou 
should not have been ordered in this case 
and in several others, if, the moment the labor 
is performed and the information about to be 
submitted, gentlemen may ridicule the whole 
subject from the consideration of Congress and 
sink it into oblivion. Isubmit that it is the 
duty of those who have charge of such matters 
as these to prepare our laws beforehand. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have already appro- 
priated $100,000 to send some poor shivering 
explorer through the icy polar regions to find 
an open polar sea, and to tell the world whether 
the whales aud the porpoises disport them- 
selves in open sunny waters around the norih 
pole. And the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations (Mr. Garriero] makes no 
objection to that; the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [ Mr. Sancent] makes no objection to it. 
But when those who desire in some manner the 
information contained in. this report to be 
spread before the people that they may learn 
something about our country, then with a dash 
of my friend’s pen you would take all this 
information from the people. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot; I have but a 
minute. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not think you can 
afford to, after that statement. 

Mr. CONGER. In regard to these maps 
of the mines of California and Oregon, with 
all their depths and their profundity and their 
glitter of gold, they are so familiar to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Sargent] that he 
thinks the rest of the world must know as 
much about them as he does. Irtis his failing, 
as it is the failing of my friend from New York 
| [Mr. Cox] to believe, with their great inform- 
ation upon all these subjects, that everybody 


needs any more information. 

Now, it I have been successful in calling the 
i attention of this Committee of the Whole to 
the fact that if there is a wrong here, it will be 
een that it exists in ordering these explora- 
tions, in ordering these surveys, in attempting 
to show the people of the United States and 
of the world what a vast country we have, and 
what treasures there are above the surface and 
| below the surface. Even if Mr. King did not 
| go below the surface to find out those things, 
if itis an object to bring them to the knowl- 
edge of the people, then it is worth while that 


| 
i 
| 
1 


‘in some way that information should be pub- 


lished. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand that an 
objection to this enormous outlay in this form 
is an objection to the pursuit of the work of 
exploration, for nobody objects to that. Those 
who complain of this do not object to these 


important investigations, important explora- 


il explorations, or to any proper appropriation of 


ought to be well informed and therefore nobody | 


money for so worthy an object. The desire is 
that these explorations may be more exten- 
sive and the results may be more generally 
disseminated throughout the country, and, 
therefore, objection is made to this form of 
bringing the knowledge to the notice of the 
people. Instead of printing a hundred or five 
hundred volumes of such a work as this, and 
in such a manner as this, at a cost of $100,000, 
so that they can be deposited in a few libraries 
for preservation, to be looked at by the few, 
let them be published as the reports of Hay- 
den, Taylor, Raymond, and Ross Browne are 
published, so that with that amount of money 
one hundred thousand copies may be distrib- 
uted throughout the whole country; and let the 
reports be made to Congress rather than to a 
Department that can, unknown to Congress, 
order any draft upon the Treasury that either 
pride or vanity may suggest. I have always 
found that the trouble is that gentlemen are 
not satisfied: with the way it is proposed to 
economize; some other way is better than 
that which is suggested by a commiitee of the 
House, because it happens to strike some one’s 
friends. 

Now I will suggest to my friend from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Concer] that a!lthe good which he 
desires to derive from such an exploration 
as that of Clarence King can be disseminated 
throughout this country so that everybody may 
know what it is, rather than that three hun- 
dred members of Congress may pack up in 
their trunks at the close of the session an ele- 
gant work like this, and that there may be left 
six or seven handred copies more to be dis- 
posed of in the War Department, or any where 
else. The gentleman mistakes the end and 
the purpose, the use and the profit, of all 
these works. I submit that I appreciate as 
fully as the gentleman from Michigan the 
importance of these explorations. The work 
of Clarence King is a valuable, a wonderful 
work; so is that of Dr. Uayden; so is that 
of the gentleman who is now exploring the 
cafions of the Colorado river. It is in order 
that we may multiply and prolong and extend 
such explorations that we desire to avoid this 
useless expenditure of money. If the money 
that is wasted in this way could be devoted to 
works like these, illustrating the development 
and growth of the country, and to the promul- 
gation of the results of such works, it would 
be a great advantage to the country. 

Why should the Departments have power 
thus to draw. upon the Treasury at will? 
Why should they, rather than Congress, have 
the ability to charge upon the Treasury any 
amount that they please to spend upon print- 
ing of this kiud? We are compelled in our 
expenditures for printing to proceed in accord- 
ance with law. ‘Lhe Departments, as the law 
now stands, can employ the Government Print- 
ing Office three fourths of the year; Ido not 
know but they can employ it four fourths of 
the year, and we have no control over them in 
this respect. It is absoluiely necessary that 
some check should be put upon expenditures 
of this kind. I do not know what mode is 
best. In the last Congress I tried my hand a 
little at this work, and Í found that some gen- 
tlemen of the House were not satisfied with 


‘the way in which the Committee on Appro- 


priations were trying to curtail these expendi- 
tures. When an appropriation of $100,000 
to continue the work of Clarence King was 
proposed no member of the Committee on 
Appropriations objected to such an expend- 
iture, because we all recognized that an ample 
return would be realized in the development 
and knowledge which would result to the peo- 
ple of the country. But to spend another 
$100,000 in this sort of printing is absolutely 
throwing it away. I would rather see Clar- 


pence King and Dr. Harden and Captain 
| Powell, and other men of that c'ass, take ths 


$100,000 and expeud it in further explora- 
tions; and then let us print their works in fair, 
honest, plain type, as we do other public docu» 
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ments of which Congress has the control. But 
surely it is not right that the Departments 
should have the power to order the printing 
of these holiday books for distribution among 
their friends and among members of Congress, 
so that each member may go home carrying an 
elegant book of this kind. : 

Mr. CONGER. In pursuance of what I 
have already said, I will ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts one question: if, as he 
says, the heads of Departments have had for 
years this privilege, why is it not better that 
the subject should receive the attention of a 
committee who may arrange the manner and 
style of this printing, rather than attempt to 
meet the evil by a provision tacked on to an 
appropriation bill in this way ? 

Mr. DAWES, One reason is that we can- 
not enlist the valuable aid of our friend from 
Michigan in any such undertaking. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman, unfortu- 
nately, has never sought our aid, thinking him- 
self, doubtless, able to go on alone. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, he now finds himself 
mistaken, and appeals to the gentleman from 
Michigan for assistance in bringing about that 
result. 

Mr. CONGER. I will give the gentleman 
a pledge to render him all the assistance he 
may desire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK. I move to amend by adding 
the following as a new section: 

Sno. —. And beit further enacted, That all proceeds 
of sales of old material, condemned stores, supplies, 
or other public property of any kind, shall bereafter 
be deposited and covered into the Treasury as mis- 
cellaneous receipts on account of proceeds of Gov- 
ernment property, and shall not be withdrawn or 
applied except in consequence of a subsequent ap- 
propriation made by law; and a detailed statement 
of all such procecds of sales shall be included in the 
appendix to the book of estimates; but this section 
shall not be held to repeal the existing authority of 
law in relation to marine hospitals, revenuc-cutters, 
the clothing fund of the Navy, or the sale of com- 
missary stores to officers of the Army; and it shall 
be the duty ofthe Register of the Treasury to furnish 
to the proper accounting officers copies of all war- 
rants covering such proceeds where the same may 
be necessary in the settlement of accounts in their 
respective offices. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no 
objection to that amendment. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
pill be laid aside to be reported to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
we now take up House bill No. 1071, making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending June 80, 1873. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move, by 
unanimous consent, that the first reading of 
the bill for information be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk then. proceeded to read the bill 
by paragraphs for amendments, as follows: 

That the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment of 
pensions for the year ending the 30th of June, 1873, 
namely : 

Tor Army pensions to invalids, widows, and de- 
pendent relatives, revolutionary pensions, and pen- 
sions to soldiers of the war of 1812, and for furnish- 
ing artificial limbs or apparatus for resection, with 
transportation or commutation therefor; also for 
compensation to pension agents, and the expenses 
of the several agencies, and for fees for preparing 
vouchers and administering oaths, as provided for 
by the actsof April 24, 1816, July 4, 1836, May 13, 
1846, February 20, 1847, February 2, 1848, July 21, 
1843, July 29, 1848, February 3, 1853, June 3, 1858, 
July 14 and 17, 1862, June 13, 1864, June 6, and July 
25, 1866, July 27, 1868, June 17, and July 8 and li, 
1870, und February 14, 1871, $80,000,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
for the purpose of inquiring of the chairman 
of- the Committee on Appropriations, if this 
$30,000,000 is for the purpose of paying pen- 
sions which accrue under the various acts 
designated, what provision in there for pay- 


gress 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do notsuppose 


| agents, expenses of agencies, and fees for preparing 


J 11, 1848, July 14 and 17, 


| paragraph : 


ing pensions under the many special acts of 
Congress which are not referred to? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We makeappro- | 
priations here under the general pension laws, | 
Of course wenever can tell how much will be 
needed, except under laws already passed. I 
suppose the Pension Bureau estimates enough 
to cover the specialacts which may be passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. ‘Thegentleman does not 
understand the point I make. A great many 
persons receive pensions, and their names are 
placed on the pension-roll under special acts, 
which are not designated in this section. This 
only provides for the payment of pensions 
granted under and by virtue of the acts here 
designated. How is the Department to pay 
pensions provided for by special acts of Con- 


there is any necessity in specifying any more 
than the general acts under which pensions 
are granted. Other language in the bill covers 
these special acts of Congress. We have fol- 
lowed the estimates from the Departments. 
The gentleman who had charge of this bill is 
absent from the House to-day on account of 
sickness: If the gentleman thinks other words 
are necessary to cover these special acts, I have 
no objection to their being added to this bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I believe some language 
covering these special acts of Congress ought 
to be included in this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
the gentleman from Ohio will allow me to ask 
him one question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why is it 
necessary to enumerate all these acts? Why 
not appropriate for pensions due under exist- 
ting laws, or under Jaws passed by Congress? 
Why not say ‘for pensions due to widows, sol- 
diers, &c., under existing laws, or under laws 
passed by Congress, so much money is appro- 
priated?? If you happen to leave out an act 
of Congress in this enumeration, either by 
mistake or through inadvertence, that whole 
class of pensions will be thrown out. Why not 
say under existing laws? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. By specifying 
acts of Congress like those enumerated here, 
it helps Congress to find them when the sub- 
ject is up for consideration. The Committee 
on Appropriations have specified items as far 
as possible in all the appropriation bills. If 
gentlemen think there ought to be an addi- 
tional clause, J do not object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There ought to be such 
a provision added to the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We are only 
doing what has been done before. This bill 
is precisely the same as that which was passed 
last year. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I move, 
after the words ‘‘seventy-one,’’ in line twenty- 
nine, to add, ‘‘and all other pensions author- 
ized by law.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no objec- 
tion to that. The gentleman who had charge 
of this bill went over all these items very care- 
fully with the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
I regret he is detained from the House by 
sickness. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For Navy pensions to invalds, widows, and de- 
pendent relatives, and pensions to, sailors of the 
war of 1812, and for furnishing artificial limbs or 
apparatus for resection, with transportation or 
commutation therefor, compensation to pension- 


vouchers and administering oaths, as provided by 
the acts of April 23, 1800, February 20, 1847, August 

7, 1862, June 30, 1864, June 6 
and July 25, 1866, March 2, 1867, July 27, 1868, June 
17, and July 8 and 11, 1870, $480,000. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
the saime amendment there as in the previous 


ira 


In line forty-five, after the word 
sert, “andali other pensions provided by law. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before the com- 
mittee rises, I may remark in regard to this 
bill that there is a reduction from the appro- 
priations of last year by the sum of $3,070,000. 
I wish I could believe there will not be legis- 
lation to prevent a similar decrease next year. 

Mr. MOORE. I would call the attention 

of the gentleman to the fact that the appropri- 
ations last year were for five quarters instead 
of four. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I beg to inquire of the 
gentleman, whether these Navy pensions are 
to come out of the general funds of the Treas- 
ury, or whether they will be paid from the 
naval pension fund? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, The Navy pen- 
sions come out of the naval pension fund, 

I now move that the committee rise and 
report the two bills with amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. WHEELER re- 


seventy,” in- li 


ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 
1060) making appropriations for the legisla: 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes; and also the bill (H. 
R. No. 1071) making appropriations for the 

ayment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United Siates for the year ending June 30, 
1873; and had directed him to report the said 
bills with sundry amendments. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILD. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. No. 1060) 
making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 80, 1873 
and for other purposes, having been repor! ed 
from the Committee of the Whole with sundry 
amendments, the question is, will the House 
concur in thoseamendments? The Chair will 
assume that the House concurs in those amend- 
ments, on which a separate vote is not asked. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Garro] if he will 
not consent that an amendment may be pro- 
posed to cover an appropriation for printing 
the laws in newspapers, so that we may take 
the sense of the House on the question? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not think 
I can-yield to the gentleman’s request. He 
had the decision of the committee on the ques- 
tion. Jask a separate vote on concurring in 
the amendment reported by the committee 
striking out the second section. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to have that 
section read. 

The SPEAKER. The section, which the 
Committee of the Whole recommend to be 
stricken out will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Suc. 2. That no claim of any kind whatever against 
the United States shall be considered by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, nor paid by or on behalf 
of the Government, unless the samo shall be filed 
within seven years from the time such claim accrues, 
which said seven years shall begin as to contracts 
under seal from date, when the contract by its terms 
is or should be completed, and as to all other claims 


from the date at which the service was rendered, the 
work done, or the supplies or matefials furnished : 
Provided, That this section shall not be held toapply 
to the interest or principal of the publie debt, nor 
to claims directed to be examincd and settled by 
special act of Congress: And provided further, That 
it shall take effect from and alter the Istof January, 
1873, and its provisions shall apply to all claims and 
vouchers presented after that date. 


The question was on concurring in the 
amendment of the cominittee striking out tha 
section and being put there were—ayes 89, 


noes 43 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I call for the 
eas and nays. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move that the House 


| do now adjourn. 


The question being put on the motion to 


The amendment was egreed to. 


adjourn, there were—ayes 53, noes 81, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
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The question recurred on ordering the yeas ! 
aud nays on concurring in the amendment of 
the committee striking out the second section 
of the bill, and being put there were—ayes 12; 
not a sufficient number. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, asked for tellers 
on ordering the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering tellers there 
were—ayes twenty-two, not one fifth of a 
quorum. 

So tellers were refused, the yeas and nays 
were refused, and the House concurred in the 
amendment of the committee striking out the 
section. 

No separate vote was demanded on any of 
the other amendments made by the committee, 
and they were concurred in. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

My. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Thebill (H.R. No.1071) 
making appropriations for the payment of 
invalidand other pensions of the United States 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, has also 
been reported by the Committee of the Whole, 
with two amendments, which the- Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line twenty-nine, after tho word “ono,” insert 
“and all other pensions provided by law.” 
In lino forty-five mako the samo amendment. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed aud read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHILDREN OF J. B. MARTIN, 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1212) 
for the relief of Thomas C. Martin, Emilia Li. 
Martin, Jane GQ. Martin, and Leonor Martin, 
children of J. E. Martin, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, recommitted to 
the same committee, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was recommitted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CILINAMEN IN CUBA. 


Mr. COX. Task unanimous consent to offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to far- 
nish this House, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, ali information in possession of the State 
Department relative to the reindenture or reën- 
slavement of Chinamen in the island of Cuba, by 
decrees lately issued by Captain General Valmaseda, 
and what actidn if any has been takon by the Exec- 
utive to prevent the extension of human slavery 
contemplated by such decrees. 

Mr. WILLARD. Ishall object to that reso- 
lution unless it be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to its being 
referred. 

‘The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

SURVEY OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for the survey of Indian reservations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


* 


GEORGE W. BALLOCH. _ ; 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 


laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of War, in relation to George W. Balloch, 
late a disbursing agent of the Freedmen’s Bu- 
reau; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, 
the session of to-morrow will be devoted ex- 
clusively to debate as in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, no business 
whatever to be transacted, and the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. Parmer, will occupy the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Coxcer’s 
motion, and it was agreed to: and the House 
(at three o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees ; 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
J. H. Demison & Co. and 28 others, ship-owners 
and masters, residents of New Bedford, Mas- 
sachusetts, praying the improvement of the 
harbor at New Castle, Delaware. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Colonel Thomas H. Reese, of Ten- 
nessce. 

By Mr. FARWELL: The petition of Chicago 
letter-carriers, for increase of salary. 

By Mr. FORKER: The petition of A. J. 
Drake, president of the board of New Jersey 
pilot commissioners, and others, citizens of 
Monmouth county, for the removal of obstruc- 
tions from the harbor of Keyport, New Jersey. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: A petition 
for a pension to the minor child of Peter J. 
Blanchard, 

By Mr. GETZ: Three remonstrances, signed 
by 107 iron-workers in the Monocacy biast- 
furnace, Berks county, Pennsylvania, against 
any changes in the cxisting tariff laws abol- 
ishing or reducing the duties upon such man- 
ufactures as are successfully produced in this 
country, and praying the repeal of all duties 
on tea, coffee, and such other necessaries 
of life as cannot be produced iu the United 
States. 

By Mr. HAYS: The memorial of citizens of 
Sumter county, Alabama, praying the refund- 
ing of the tax on cotton. 

y Mr. HILL: The petition of Allen Rey- 
nolds & Co. and others, of Paterson, New 
Jersey, asking a uniform tax of sixteen cents 
per pound on all descriptions of manufactured 
tobaceo. 

Also, the petition of Joseph P. Cooper and 
others, of New Jersey and New York, asking 
the repeal of the tax on savings institutions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Samuel 
Miles, Allen T. Rose, Sarah Bolin, and 10 
others, pensioners of Indiana, praying that a 
bill be. passed providing for ‘the payment of 
pensions by postmasters. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Two petitions of the 
workers in the copper mines and smelters of 
Dacktown, Tennessee, protesting against the 
reduction of the tariff. 

By Mr. McCHENRY: The memorial of Wil- 
liam L. Berry, praying compensation for loss 
sustained by the burning of a distillery. 

By Mr. McNEELY: The petition of B. H. 
Curtis and others, asking an increase of the 
tariff on imported cigars. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of Eli 
Sherwood and 50 others, workers in the Na- 
tional Iron Company’s works and citizens of 
Danville, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
a reduction of duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country, and for 
the repeal of all duties upon tea, coffee, and 
other articles of necessity or comfort that can- 
not be produced in the United States. 


By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Martha 
G. Rudolph, for a pension. 

By Mr, ROGERS: Two. remonstrances and 
petitions of Sable iron-workers and citizens 
of. Jay and Black Brook, sixteenth congres- 
sional district of New York, against any change 
in the tariff laws abating or abolishing the 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country. 

Also, a petition for repeal of duties on tea, 
coffee, and other necessaries of life. 

Also, the petition of Margaret Slater, for 
arrears of pension. 

By Mr. WALLACE: The memorial of the 
Legislature of South Carolina, requesting the 
members from that State to support Mr. Sum- 
NER’S civil rights bill. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
Joseph Mauck and 9 others, citizens of Gallia 
county, Ohio, praying tariff reform. 

By Mr. WINCHESTER: The petition of 
Burgman & Gray, asking additional compen- 
sation for carrying the mail. 

Also, the petition of the mayor and engin- 
eer of the city of Louisville, asking the pay- 
ment of the claim of that city against the Uni- 
ted States for street improvements in front of 
the United States marine hospital. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 27, 1872, 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by tlie Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. PALMER 
in the chair.) ‘The House meets to-day as in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for debate only, no business of any kind 
to be transacted. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, 
one of their clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had passed the following concurrent 
resolution, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) ‘That each House of Congress 
shall be adjonrned sine die by the Presiding Officer 
thereof on Wednesday, the 29th of May, 1872, at 
twelve o’clock m. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPIL 


Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, when the Forty- 
First Congress adjourned without taking action 
on the reports made by the select Committee 
on the Postal Telegraph, especially when after 
months of careful consideration of the volum- 
inous evidence and elaborate arguments on all 
sides, neither the advocates of the one view 
nor the other presented by the bills attached to 
the several reports ventured to bring them up 
for consideration, and more especially when 
neither the President nor the Postmaster Gen- 
eral made any suggestions when this Congress 
met on the 4th of March last, indicating a 
desire to take governmental control of the 
telegrapb, I thought the whole scheme was 
abandoned, and I had therefore dismissed the 
subject. J was a member of that select com- 
mittee, and as such opposed both the plans 
submitted and recommended in the majority 
and minority reports. My understanding was 
that the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis, [Mr. Dawes, ]-who was also a mem- 
ber of the committee, did not fully indorse 
either report, and while I did not think it neces- 
sary to make a written report against both 
plans, I felt confident that by a full presenta- 
tion of our objections to each orally before the 
House from our respective stand-points, both 
could be defeated. 

I may be mistaken as to the views enter- 
tained by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
as we had no conference on the subject. I 
only state my impressionof his position. I sup- 
pose that he wanted something done without 
being fully satisfied as to what was best to 
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do. Now, afier a delay of nearly a year, the 
whole subject is revived. On the 22d day of 
January, 1872, the Senator from Minnesota, | 
fMr. Ramspy] laid before the Senate of the 
United States a report on this subject, the 
opening paragraphs of which are as follows: 

“The Committec on Post Offices and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred a bil} to reduce the rates of 
correspondence by telegraph and to connect the tel- 
egraph with the postal service, report: 

“That the expediency of uniting the telegraph and 
postal service has becn carefully considered at dif- 
ferent times by the Post Oflice Department and by 
committees of Congress 

“Phe late Postmaster General Randall, in a letter 
to Congress, recommended such union. ‘The present 
head of the Department considers it “by far the most 
important subject now inviting consideration in con- 
nection with the transmission and interchange of 
intelligence,’ and that the utility of the postal tele- 
graph for both Government and people has been 
conclusively demonstrated. The President atso rec- 
ommended the ‘favorable consideration of the plan 
for uniting the telegraph system of the United States 
with the postal system.’ At tho. last Congress this 
committee made a report, in which they said ‘they 
had duly considered tbe expediency of connecting 
the telegraph with the postal service, and believe 
iho time hes come for their union, In the same 
Congress a select comimittec of the House to whom | 
the subject was referred, submitted two reports, both 
urging the necessity of the union, but differing in 
regard to the mode, 

R This unanimity of opinion among those who have | 
examined the subject and are qualified to form an 
opinion will not be surprising upon & careful consid- 
eration of the question.” 


Bach of the statements as to the weight 
which the recommendation of Postmaster Gen- | 
eral Randall and the reports of the committecs 
of the Senate and House ought to have on the 
question as now presented are well calculated | 
to mislead. Postmaster General Randall's | 
recommendation was answered by a unani- 
mous report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in which both the Washbarn bill 
and the Hubbard bill, being the only schemes 
ever scriously urged were condemned, The 
character of that report, No. $2, third session 
of the Fortieth Congress, will be ascertained 
from ils opening sentence: 

“The Committee on the Past Office and PostRoads, 


to whom was referred a bill for the construction 
of a Government telegraph, under the direction of 
the Post Office Department. between New York 
and Washington, (it. R. No. 1033.) with an accom- 
panying paper preseuted to the House by Mr. B. B. 
Washburne, entitled ‘The union of the Telograph 
and Postal System,’ (Mis. Doc. No, 120 ;) also a *lot- 
ter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
report of G., G. llubbard, esq., of Boston, relative 
to the establishment of a cheap system of postal 
telegraph, with an accompanying bill to incor- 
porate the United States Postal ‘Tolegraph Com- 
pany, wud to establish a postal telegraph system, 
(Ex. Doe. No. 35,) being a substitute for Lfouse bill 
No. 1415, also before the committee; also a bill for 
the construction of lines of telegraph between 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
Washington, under the direction of the Post Office 
Department, (H. R. No. 1689,) being a substituto for 
House bill No. 1504, also before the committee, 


report: A ` 

“That they have carefully examined and consid- 
ered the propositions contained in all the bills and 
papers thus submitted to them, and have given 
much time to the hearing of parties interested, for 
and ngainstsaid measures, respectively ; and, after 
very thorough consideration of and ample reflection 
upon the whole subject, they are of opinion that 
neither of said bills ought to receive the approba~ 
tion of Congress.’’ 

The report of the gentleman from Jllinois, 
(Mr. FARNSWORTH, ] which is able and elubor- 
ate, is entitled to careful consideration ; it 
settled the question against all the schemes 
in the Fortieth Congress, the recommendation 
of the Postmaster’General notwithstanding — 
a circumstance the Senate committee do not 
now think it worth while to call attention to 
nor even to mention. i 

it is true, as the Senate committee say, that 
they and the House select committee each re- 
ported a postal telegraph bill to their respect- 
ive Houses, but they forget to mention that 
the Hubbard bill recommended by them then 
and now was ignored by a large majority of 
the House committee in its report, and is in 
direct antagonism to the recommendation of 
the present Postmaster General; and the far- 


ther fact is overlooked that neither of them 
ever ventured to lay either proposition before i 


| I will show hereafter. 


| 
! 
i 


either House for consideration. The fact that | 


there never was a majority of the select com- 
mittee of the House in favor of either scheme 
may not have been so well known to the Sen- 
ate committee, yet the fact is undoubtedly so. 


All these facts make their assertion, that there 


was “unanimity of opinion among those who 


have examined the subject and are qualified to 


form an opinion,” of but little value. 


I see, too, that the distinguished gentleman 


who was chairman of the select committee of | 
the last House (Hon. C. C. Washburn, now 
Governor of Wisconsin) has recently had the 


following resolution passed by the lower branch 


of the State Legislature : 


“ Resolved by the Assembly, (the senate concur- 


ring,) That the Senators and R 


epresentatives in 


Congress assembled from tho State of Wisconsin 


be respectfully requested to use their most 
efforts ty procure at an carly day the pass 
law providing for a connection with and 


of telegraph, so as to bring 


able means of communication.” 


This is in direct conflict with the report 
‘ The President, I 
certainly the Postmaster General, 


of the Senate committee. 
presume, 


ellicient 
goof a 
adding to 
the present post-oflice systema complete system 
within the reach and 
means of the great mass of people this most desir- 


opposes the Hubbard bill—I shall call it so 
for eonvenience—recommended by the Senate 
committee, and approve the Washburn bills, 


which the House committee favored. 


In addition to the action of the Senate com- 
mittee the President, in his message to us on 
the 4th of December, and the Postmaster Gen- 


eral, in his report, have given the subject a 
it never had before; and assilence 


prominence 


might induce the committee to which the whole 


subject has now been referred to believe that | 
all the members of the late select committee | 


agreed either to the report of the majority, 


made by the chairman, Hon. C. C. 
burn, or to the report of the 
by the gentleman from lowa, 
T propose, in advance of the 


committee, to give my reasons 


Wash- 
minority, made j 
{Mr. PALMER, | 
action of the 
for opposing 
both schemes, as well as I can, after such a 


lapse of time, hoping that the committee and 
the House may consider them in connection 
with the printed reports from that committee, 


most important question. 
The President says in bis message : 


| now on file, in coming to a conclusion on this 


“The suggestions of the Postmaster, Goneral for 


improvements in the Department presided over 
him are earnestly recommended to 
tention. Especially do I recommond f 


sideration of the plan for uniting 


hy 
your spocial at- 
‘avorable con- 
the telegraphic 


system of the United States with the postal system. 


Tt ishelieved that by such 
egraphing could be much reduced, 
as well, if not better, rendered, 


a course the cost of tel- 
and the service 
It would secure 
the further advantago of extending the telegraph 


through portions of the country where private 


enterprise will not construct it. 
and, above all, the efforts 
separated into a 


benefited by a intercommunication. 


Commerce, trade, 
to bring » people widely 
community of interest, aro always ; 
Education, 


the groundwork of republican institutions, is en- 
couraged by inereasing the facilities to gather 


speedy news from all parts of the country. 


The 


desire to reap the benefit of such improvements 


will stimulate education. 
of the, Postmaster 
operations of Jast year, 
ments of results with former years.” 


I refer you to the report 
General for full details of the ; 
and for comparative state- | 


The Postmaster General elaborates the sub- 


ject, making 


many incorrect statements as to 


the cost of the system in England, and conceal- 
ing the trne state of facts as to Belgium and 


the other 


of triumph : 


countries of continental Europe, as 
He asks, with an air | 


“Who that desires to convey or acquire any 
information would hesitate between sending a 


telegram from New York to 


soven days for three cents?” 


And yet he knows, or if he does not, every : 
intelligent man in the country knows, that 1t į 
more than a dollar ij 
expenses of transmitting a | 


costs, and will always cost, 
to pay the actual 


telegraphic communication between New York 
With all the economy | 
that can be used. with the low rate of wages | 
on to which the operating <i 


and San Francisco. 


and with the perfect 


California in seven | 
minutes for twenty cents, and sending a letter in | 


= = 


machinery of the telegraph has been brought in 
Belgium, which the Postmaster General holds 
up as a model, he knows, if he knows anything, 
that each message sent costs the Government 
of Belgium seventeen and a half cents in gold, 
the average distance of messages there being 
fifty miles, which proves that it is simply ab- 
surd, unless it is done with intent to deceive 
in order to obtain the power and patronage 
which he knows so well how to abuse, for Mr. 
Creswell to say that messages can be. sent in 
this country, three thousand miles, for twenty 
cents. 

Again, he insists, almost demands, without 
any sort of modesty or doubt as to his own 
capacity, and when he is evidently ignorant of 
the cost, if he is not artfully concealing the 
facts that the system shall be put into imme- 
diate operation. 

“I therefore deprecate further delay as injurious 
tothe public interests. ‘he Post Otice Department 
is now prepared to undertake the organization and 
management of tho telegraph in connection with its 
other duties, Indeed, I believe that the Depart- 
ment itself can ail materially in raising the money 
needed for the purchase through post office savings 
banks, if Congress will authorize their establish- 
men E? a * a Ea * k K $ * 

“Convinced of tho wisdom of establishing tho 
postal telegraph and post. office savings banks in this 
country, Tearnestly recommend the passage by Con- 
| gress of the laws necessary therefor. In my judg- 
|| ment, those laws should provide as well for the abso- 
lute purchase of the lines and appurtonances of all 
telegraph companics now in operation as for the 
exclusive right and authority of the Government, 
after the several purchases shall bo concluded, to 
conduct the business of transmitting telegraphic 
messages.” 

The whole meaning of all this is, that the 
Postmaster General, admiring the system of 
yersonal government prevelant in the Old 

Vorld, anxious to emulate or imitate Mr. 
Scudamore, and have twenty-five thousand 
additional intelligent employés placed under 
his control, whose tenure of office shail be 
dependent on their subserviency to him, with 
a grand banking system under his control 
beside, could make frequent displays of his 
financial ability and his usefulness to his 
friends such as he illustrated so beautifully in 
the ‘*Chorpenning case.” His anxiety to 
obtain all this power and patronage will read- 
ily account, to all who know him, for his 
avxiety, his misstatements, and his conceal- 
ment of facts. 

Perbaps the following paragraph, which ap- 
peared in the New York Tribune, in the latter 
part of December, will increase Mr. Creswell’s 
admiration for Mr. Scudamore and the English 
system, as one of his favorite exercises is the 
stopping of mail communications on aby pre- 
text that he choases to conjure up: 

** Postal. Lelegraphy in PracticomA Timely Tilus- 
tration.—London has just had a tresh Dlustration of 
the wisdom of putting the telegraphs under Govern- 
mentceontrol. There wasascriousstrike of telegrraph 
operators at Manchester, and afull account of it was 
sent over the wires to The Daily Nows of London in 
time for the next morning’s paper, The post oflice 
authorities, however, chose to withhold the dispatch 
on the plea that the exigency of the public service 
would not allow them to aid in circulating intelli- 
gence which might not be accurate in all its details. 
That isthe excuse. ‘The real reason, of course, was 
that the Government did not want, the telegraph 
clerks throughout the kingdom to join the strikers. 
We are curious to know what the English povple 
will have to say about this extraordinary case of 
post oflice espionage, for on such matters John Bull 
is sensitive. take the respon- 


If Mr. Scudamore can , 
sibility of stopping telegrams that he does not like, 
and dictating to London, newspapers what sort of 
intelligence they shall print, is there any good rea- 
| son why Mr. Creswell should not be assailed by 
|. equally terrible temptations if the postal telegraph 
| scheme should ever be adopted at Washington? 
|| People laugh at the danger ofa censorship over the 
| telegraph ever growing up in. this country. Well, 
|| when the same thing was predicted in England they 
‘| Jaughed there too, and here is the British censorship 
already.” 

|  Waiving for the present comment on the 
i statements, objects or motives of the Post- 
master General, it is obvious from his recom- 
' mendations and the message of the President, 
who speaks of “the plan” asifit was already 
agreed on, that the bill presented by General 
Washburn to the last Congress, and reported 
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from the select committee, is substantially 

‘what the. Postmaster General wants, and itis | 
equally certain that the bill known, as the 
Hubbard bill will be urged as a substitute for 

-it, as it was before by Mr. PALMER, a member 
of the late select committee; that gentleman 
being a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, which has the subject in charge, 
especially as the Senate committee approve that 
scheme. I shall therefore speak of these bills 
as though they were again under consideration 
and of the reports and evidence by which they 
were attempted to be sustained, as well as of 
the evidence against them. I gave to these | 
bills very careful consideration, and earnestly 
endeavored: to understand and weigh the ques- 
tions presented. 

I listened to all the arguments and read all 
the views laid before the committee as to the 
operation of the telegraph in this and other 
countries, and I have been wholly unable to 
sanction or indorse any of the propositions 
looking to governmental interference or con- 
trol over the present telegraph system. I do 
not contend, because I do not believe, that 
under the present system of telegraphy the 
mass of the people obtain either the prompt- 
est or cheapest telegraphic communications 
which can possibly be obtained by any system; 
indeed, I iat it likely that the Government | 
could by sufficient general taxation cheapen 
the rates and obviate some of the delays which 
the mass of the people who use the telegraph 
are now subjected to by taking the whole busi- 
ness under its control, and by the passage of 
such laws for its regulation as would deprive | 
special interests of the privileges they now 
enjoy, and by providing for the punishment 
of the officials who are derelict in their duties | 
by prompt and adequate penalties. No doubt 
laws could be formed based on past experience, 
if the system is changed and the Government 
takes control of it, which cannot now be made 
applicable to the existing management. 

But I see other and more serious difficulties 
and dangers looming up than the mere saving 
of afew centsora few minutes to those who use 
the telegraph in the vast additional armies 
of Government officials we will be compelled 
to add to the already almost fabulous host now 
supported by the sweat of the toiling masses. 
Jf gentlemen will turn to the official register 
of officers and agents in the service of the 
United States, which was laid on their tables 
last spring, they will find a list of over sixt 
thousand persons, other than soldiers an 
sailors, who draw their pay directly from the 
Treasury of the United States. I hold the 
book in my hand, and find itcontains nine hun- | 
dred and seventeen pages. Many of them con- | 
taindoublecolumns. A fullsingle column page | 
containsseventy-nine names. Mostof its pages 
are full, but take sixty-five as the average, and 
it makes, as I said above, sixty thousand 
officials who draw their pay directly from the 
Treasury of the United States. This does not : 
embrace deputy and assistant postmasters, | 
clerks, &c., who are paid by their principals. | 
These added would swell the list many thou- | 
sands. From the best information f cau ob- 
tain (and I have taken pains to inquire care- | 
fully) Lam satisfied it would require not less 
than twenty-five thousand additional Govern- | 
ment officials to manage and control the tele- | 
graph system of the United States now under 
the bill of General Washburn, and the num- 
ber would increase every year. 

The Western Union and other telegraph com- 
panies have at this time over ten thousand em- | 
ployés. It regnires at least two employés to || 
each office, aud the number of offices are under 
the present system kept down by the employ- | 
ment of the railroad officials as operators, as |! 
niost of our principal lines of telegraph run jl 
along the great railroad lines of the country. | 
All these facilities and means of reducing both | 
the expense and number of employés would be | 
lost under the Government system, which has |} 


to be conducted exclusively under Government 
control by Government officials. There are 
now about thirty thousand post offices in the 
United States. Ifatelegraph office were opened 
at cach one of these, it would require sixty thou- 
sand employés on the above basis. If only one 
third of the post offices were supplied with 
telegraphic facilities, then twenty thousand 
employés might do the business; but in this 
case is it reasonable to suppose that the other 
two thirds would be satisfied without them? 

Only about sixty post offices in the United 
States deliver letters by carriers free, while 
every telegraph office must promptly deliver 
every message when received. "To provide 
messengers for all the offices would therefore 
require a large number of employés. The 
foregoing estimate is made on the supposition 
that about the present amount of business now 
done at each office should be continued. Of 
course, if the number of messages should be 
increased in proportion to the proposed reduc- 
tion in the rates, and if they are not, the’system 
would bankrupt even the Government, the 
numbers of employés required would be largely 
in excess of the number above given, while in 
cities ike New York, Philadelphia, Cincin- 
nati, Chicago, and many others, instead of two 
employés, from twenty to fifty would be needed 
at each telegraph office, making a frighiful 
army of officials to be used and controlled for 
corrupt political purposes, as recent experience 
furnishes but too striking proof. 

The percentage taxed upon their salaries 
would no doubt make a handsome fund for 
election purposes. Section five of the bill of 
General Washburn provides: 


“That the Postmaster General shall, as soon as 
practicable, establish a telegraph office at every post 
office within the United States, tho gross receipts of 
which for postage are not less than $100perannum;” 
* # *  * “and may establish such branch 
offices in cities as the convenience of business may 
require,” 


In answer to my inquiry on that subject, the 
First Assistant Postmaster General wrote to 
me on the 18th of January, 1871, as follows: 

“In reply, &c., [have to inform you that on tho 
Ist day of September, 1870, there were 11,765 offices 
at which the receipts for postage amounted to $100 
ayear and upward” 

There will certainly be 12,500 before the act 
akus effect, if tbere are not that many now, or 
they will so report to geta telegraph station. 
That number alone would require twenty- 
five thousand employés, without counting the 
large number required in cities like New York, 
Philadelphia, &c.; and how many new lines 
will have to be built to reach all such offices, 
no man can tell. That of itself would deter 
me from supporting either of the propositions 
likely to be submitted. But when 1 take a 
broader and more comprehensive view I see 
that this is another and an immense stride 
in the already alarmingly rapid march toward 
the consolidation and centralization of all 
power and authority in the Federal Govern- 
ment over the affairs of the people, which 
l know will subvert and overthrow their lib- 
erties whenever it is carried much further 
by those who administer it than it has now 
progressed, I feel compelled to oppose it by 
every means in my power. Independent, 


i however, of these considerations, and admit- 


ting for the time being that all my appre- 
hensions are groundless, conceding, if you 
please, the unquestionable power and authority 
of the Government to take possession of and 
control all telegraphic communications without 
any danger to our institutions, I contend that 
it is impolitic and would be improper to do so. 

A system that works well on the continent of 


| Hurope under their forms of government would 


almost necessarily work badly here. There 
the Government is everything, the people are 
nothing. All power is in the ruling monarch 
by whatever name he is known; the people are 
not only in the habit of obeying the orders of 
their superiors, but are trained to look up to 
their rulers for aid and protection inall things. 


Their railroads, their telegraphs, their high- 
ways, their stage-coaches, are all built, sus- 
tained, run, and managed by the Government, 
which is in most cases a purely personal one, 
or if not avowedly so, is at least so practically. 
The maxim “that the king can do no wrong” 
is maintained, and the enforcement and main- 
tenance of kingly power and authority over 
all the concerns of the subject is found to be 
one of the most effective modes of maintain- 
ing personal supremacy. 

With us the reverse is the fact, in theory at 
least, and until very lately has been the fact in 
practice. All agree that this is a Government 
of the people, for the people, and by the peo- 
ple; that those who are from time to time 
selected to administer it are simply agents, with 
certain powers and duties limited and defined 
by the Constitution, and the laws made in pur- 
suance thereof, and that all powers not so 
granted are reserved to the States and the 
people. It has been in times past, under Dem- 
ocratic rule, and ought alwaysto be the policy 
of legislators under our system, not only not 
to usurp doubtful powers, but whenever and 
wherever the States or the people can safely 
and without material injury to the Govern- 


| ment manage any branch of business, to allow 


them so to manage and control it, even though 
the right todo so by the Government may exist. 
With us Government builds no railroads, no 
turnpikes, no stage-coaches; it uses for its 
purposes the machinery which private enter- 
prise provides, and stimulates, develops, and 
encourages that spirit of emulation and self- 
reliance which marks and makes the freeman 
the world over. It may happen that great 
public interests are so widely extended and 
so universal in their application that it would 
be impossible to regulate them otherwise than 
through Government agency. I think it likely 
the carrying of the mails comes under that 
head ; but even there, where, in addition to all 
social and business considerations, the art of 
writing, which forms a part even of the plainest 
education, is fostered and encouraged, private 
enterprise and competition are relied on to sup- 
ply all the means of transportation. Govern- 
ment officials only control and direct its deliv- 
ery, designating the places, terms, and condi- 
tions of the transfer. In that character of cor- 
respondence every human being, .over five 
years of age, of our forty million people, is 
more or less interested either mediately or 
immediately. Not so with the telegraph; it 
does not in the remotest degree tend to develop 
the intellect of the people. It is used now 
by less than two hundred and fifty thousand, 
or the one hundred and sixtieth part of the 
whole population; it is used by a class of peo- 
ple who in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
use it for the purpose of money-making or 
speculation of some sort; and strange to say, 
while all this effort is being made to overthrow 
the present system, none of those who use it 
most have complained of its management, or 
are seeking any change in the present system. 
I inquired often of gentlemen on the select 
committee, and of those who were from time 
to time before us representing different views 
aud interests, and I was assured that no board 
of trade, no chamber of commerce, no body 
of commercial men, no considerable portion 
even of the press, had ever, complained either 
of the charges, the delays, the mistakes, or the 
preferences which are now paraded as potent 
reasons for taking it under governmental con- 
trol. Our committee was organized nearly a 
year, and I am not aware that a single peti- 
tion was ever laid before us, or a single re- 
quest made by any citizen who patronizes the: 
telegraph, asking for a change in the existing 
system. Our people are not generally back- 
ward in making their grievances known, and if. 
any serious mismanagement existed, or if any 
grievous extortion or favoritism was practiced or 
resorted to, we would certainly have heard of it. 
I know itis said, and I have been told by those 
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who desire a change, that the press and the 
commercial world are all afraid to complain ; 


that they are atthe mercy of the mammoth | 


corporation known ~as the Western Union 
Telegraph Company. If that is so, it only 
shows what a terribly dangerous engine it is 
to put into the hands and under the control 
of any party. or political organization. But 
that is not the reason. The telegraph compa- 
nies have generally done their work promptly 
and well; it is their interest to do so; their 
dividends and the value of their stocks depend 
upon it; and it needs no argument to prove that 
private individuals watch their own interests, 
and do all that is necessary to secure public 
confidence and patronage, more closely and 
more earnestly than any mere Government 
agents do or can. While there are doubtless 
wrongs, delays, preferences, and, if you please, 
in some instances extortions, these things do 
not exist to any greater extent than they do in 
the management of the railroad and express 
companies all over the country, and the same 
reasons could be urged with at least equal if 
not greater force to show that the Government, 
ought to take possession of all the railroad 
lines and all the express company business, 
under the power to regulate commerce between 
the States, as are now urged to induce Con- 
gress to take possession of the telegraph lines, 
under the power to establish post offices and 
post roads. If this scheme is successful, that 
will soon follow; indeed, it is a pet measure of 
leading Radicals on this floor now. 

I am referring in these remarks more espe- 
cially to the plan proposed in the bill of 
General Washburn, late chairman of the select 
committee, and those who agree with him, for 
I confess I have never been able to see any 
advantage to be derived from the adoption 
of the plan proposed by Mr. Hubbard and 
advocated by Mr. Parmer and others, as well 
as by the Senate committee, over the present 
system, while it is liable to nearly all the ob- 
jections which can be urged against the bill 
of General Washburn. Mr. Hubbard was 
heard Jong and often by the committee, and 
while he impressed me as a man of great can- 
dor, ability, and fairness, and as one thoroughly 
acquainted with all ‘the facts bearing upon 
telegraphy here and in foreign countries, he 
utterly failed to convince me that there was 
any real merit in his plan. Indeed, he satis- 
fied me that the great object and purpose of 
his scheme was to save a few weak and failing 


companies, which are now losing money by | 


keeping up an unequal contest with the West- 
ern Union Cothpany, by giving them a monop- 
oly which will either enable them to make a 
large amount of money out of the people on 
their now worthless lines or force the Govern- 
ment to buy at such prices as they may succeed 
in getting appraisers to fix on their telegraph 
lines, which, unless something is done, they 
will, as he thinks, be obliged to discontinue or 
sell to the Western Union Company at what- 
ever price that company may see fit to give 
them. I prefer to verify my statement by 
his. If gentlemen will take the trouble to look 
at page 91 of the report of the chairman of 
the committee, they will find that Mr. Hub- 
bard appeared before the committee and said: 

“The chairman asked me yesterday, why it was 


necessary to incorporate a new company; why the 
Western Union Company should not come in and act 


themselves under the bill? I willsay, in regard to | 


that, that I made a similar proposition myself to the 
Western Union Company, and they declined it.” 

He then read his cofrespondence with Mr. 
Orton, the president of that company, who 
declined making application to Congress for 
the monopoly Mr. Hubbard now asks for, and 
then he added: 

“ Another suggestion in regard to that is this: 
There are various proposition companies at pres- 
ent in existence in the country, which have rights 
as well asthe Western Union Telegraph Company, 
and whieh must be considered. Theseo leading 
opposition companies are represented among the 
corporators of this bill. Mr. Woodbury Davis, 
of Maine, represents the International Telegraph 
Company of Maine, in which the brother of the 


| General (Washburn) is one of the directors. Mr. 
Sweet and Mr, Hammond represent the Atlantic 
and Pacific Telegraph Company, which is also one 
of the large opposition companies. Mr. Mason, of 
New York, whose name is to be inserted in the bill, 
is a representative of the Franklin Telegraph Com- 
pany. The other principal telegraph company, 
the Pacifie and Atlantic, are not represented, 
although they have atdifferont times asserted to me 
and approved of the provisions of the bill. It was 
thought by these opposition companies that it was 
beter, and that they would prefer to unite under 
a new and independent corporation than under the 
wing of the Western Union Telegraph Company.” 


I necessarily infer from this that Mr. Hub- 
bard is the representative and his bill the plan 
of escape from ruin.of opposition companies. 
It was shown by Mr. Hubbard and Mr, Orton, 
and in the report of Mr. Pater, that all or 
nearly all of these companies were insolvent 
or were rapidly becoming so; that they were 
in process of absorption by the Western Union 
Yelegraph Company, which has attained its 
present proportions and power by breaking 
down and swallowing up one weak company 
after another, as fast as it could destroy their 
business and make their lines of no: value. 
When that is clearly understood—and it was 
shown to be true beyond all question—gentle- 
men will readily comprehend that Mr. Hub- 
bard’s scheme is only a desperate effort to 
save these struggling, dying, insolvent com- 
panies from the fate of all the others, and sub- 
sidize the people of the country not only to 
save his friends from rain, but to make their 
now worthless stock not only pay them ten 
per cent. on its cost, but force the Govern- 
ment to buy the lines at rates greatly exceed- 
ing what they paid for them when money was 
not worth sixty per cent. of what itis now. I 
questioned Mr. Hubbard on thatsubject. I read 
the questions and his answer. (See report, 
page 155 :) 

“Mr. Beck. Speaking of how we ought to pay 
for_the lines if Mre. Washburn’s plan is adopted, 
and remembering that the Western Union Company 
is making money, and the others losing money, 
ought the Government to pay anything more than 
the actual value of the lines, or the actual cost of 
reproducing them in the condition they are now; or 
should it also pay something for the franchises and 


the capacity they have to make money? If we 
should pay the Western Union Company a price 


by them, beeause of the franchises being valuable, 
upon what terms onght we to pay the losing com- 
panies for their property ? 

“Mr. Wunparp. Mook at the position of these 
opposition companies. The Franklin Company runs 
from here to Boston, and is Josing money. _ The 
Atlantic and Pacific Company runs trom New York 
to Chicago, with a line opened within a fow days 
|| through to the Pacific ocean. Another line, the 
Pacific and Atlantic, runs from New York to Balti- 
more, Pittsburg, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Nashville, 
and Memphis, just about, I suppose, paying its 
expenses. Most of the stockholders in these com- 
panies have invested in these corporations, first, and 
mainly, to reduce rates, and in that way get an 
indirect benefit; second, in the expectation that by 
and by the business will increase and be profitable. 
Combinations have been proposed to consolidate 
these companics into one large, strong, opposition 
company. Lf this is dono, nearly three quarters of 
all the office as well as other expenses will be 
saved. They are beginning to realize a benefit from 
the money they have expended; and they will ask 
if it is just for the Government, after they havo 
borne the burden and heat of the day, to take their 
property at the actual cost, and deprive them of the 
benefit they were about to reap. If they hold them 
a year or two longer they might make good returns. 
J do not think it would: be just for the Government 
to pay simply the cost of any lines, without estimat- 
ing the value of the franchise.” 


Mr. PALMER, in his report, says: 


“Nearly one hundred different companies have 
been organized, mostly as competing lines, but have 
soon failed, and their proporty has contributed to 
strengthen and consolidate the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company. Inthe words of one of its officers, 
#it is areceptacle for failed and insolvent teiegraph 
companies.’ None of its competitors are believed 
to be over five years old, and ‘although they com- 
pete where success could be obtained, if anywhere, 
they are operated at a logs,’ while the business is 
every day passing more and more completely into 
the hands of the Western Telegraph Com- 


Usion ms 
pany, and it will speedily control the whole of it. 
The opposition companies ‘never have pai and 
l: nover can pay the expeuses of operating them, ’ and 
| “their effect upon the business of this company has 
not been seriously felt.’” 


Mr. Hubbard was farther questioned by the 
chairman of the committee and myself as to 
I what assurances this company could give the 


greater than the actual value of the material used ` 


Government that they would comply with the 
terms proposed in their bill, and he could give 
none. The report of the chairman (pages 
50-52) sets that matter forth so fully I preter 
to read it: 


“If it should prove, as Mr. Hubbard has shown 
would be the fact, that his company would lose 
money, what would be the effect? We prefer to let 
him state in his own words, (page 152:) 

Mr. Brox. You fix rates that you say will pay; 
but the Government has to come to whatever rate 
your company will ultimately say is necessary ; and 
what surety has the Government that it will not 
haye todo it? 

“Mr. ILussarp. Well, sir, as Isay, I will admit 
that if thirty-seven and a half cents will not pay, I 
have no doubt that the Government would come in 
and take the lines, as they have aright to do, at an 
anpraised valud one that a yore one. 

“Mr. Beck. en you fa ack on the plano 
Mr. Washburn? sé r 

“Mr. IIUBBARD. Yes, sir; for I must say in all 
honesty that I do not believe that when the people 
havo-once tasted a low telegraph they would ever 
consent to have it raised, no matter what the cost to 
the Government might be. 

Mr. Wasusurn. No more than they would con- 
sent to raising the rates of postage. 

‘Mr. divsparp. Not half so much. When once 
they have a telegraph at these reduced rates, they 
will never givoit up. 

* Mr. Beck. It would operate, then, in this way; 
that if the rate was fixed at_thirty-seven and a half 
cents. and tho people would not consent to have it 
raised, then the people of the country that did not 
usc the telegraph would have to be taxed the differ- 
ence between the amount fixed and the amount 
required to pay the expenses in order to keep it 
cheaper? 

“Mr. Hussard, I havo no doubt that that would 
be the caso, but Ido not think such a contingency 
possible. 

“Mr. Wasununrn. It comes to this: if you lost 
money at your rates, you would throw it up and 
compel the Government to take it off your hands. 

“Mr. Hussard. No, sir; not exactly. I say if we 
lose money there are two remedies: Congress may 
allow us to put up the rates, (which he has just said 
the people would never submit to,) and make them 
seli-supporting, or, under the provisions of tho bill 
purchase the Hnos at an appraised value, and get 
tuom cheaper than they can get them under your 
plan, 

“Mr. Wasnpurn. Ifyou are losing money you will 
not ran the institution a great length of time; and 
if you are making money, and get more than it costs, 
you would keep it and go on with it? 

“Mr. Husnarn. Yes, sir; certainly. 

“Mr. Wasunury. That would be rather a one- 
sided operation; if it pays, you run it; if it don’t pay, 
you throw if up. 

“Mr, Uvanarp. Yes, sir, and lose our entire invest- 
ment, thirty or forty million dollars, 

“As the committee do not understand that Mr. 
Hubbard, in case of the failure of his plan, proposes 
to give up his lines to the United States without 
consideration, tho last above remark of his about 
losing his entire investment does not seem to be 
applicable. 

“Phe proposition of Mr. Hubbard, reduced to 
plain English, is this: ‘Help me to establish lincs 
of telegraph that I may transmit dispatches at re- 
duced but not cheap rates. ‘Ihe help derived from 
the Government will give me a monopoly of the 
business of the country. If by having that monop- 
oly I can make money equal to earning dividends 
of ten per cent, on a capital stock based on wires 
put into the company at $250 per mile, being more 
than double the cost, I have got a big thing, which, 
under my bill, the Government has no rightto pur- 
chase or take from me under five years, and then 
only by paying cost, ($250 per mile of wire,) and ten 
per cent. interest after deducting dividends, or by 
paying its appraised value ;’ and as he says that the 
true criterion for an appraisement would be the 
value of the property as a means of earning money, 
the value on this basis, if his scheme should prove a 
success, would be almost fabulous. 

“ But suppose it should proves failure.: Mr. Hub- 
bard’s company will have in their control all tho 
lines of the country., The people, he says, once 
having had a taste of cheap telegraphy, would never 
consent to areturn to old rates. The business of the 
country is dependent on the use of the telegraph, 
and its suspension for a single day would bring loss 
and disaster greater than the entire value of the 
telegraph lines. Mr. Hubbard says to the Govern- 
ment, ‘Lam working ata loss, and can staag it no 
longer. it is unjust to ask an enterprising and 
patriotie citizen to longer sacrifice himself and 
friends to benefit the public. ‘he Government must 
buy me out and pay me my price, or on such a day 
shall close my offices, discharge my operators, and 
stop expenses and other losses, and will forfeit the 
bond of $100,000 which I have given to perform the 
requirements of my telegraph bill.’ It is clear, then, 
that the Government and people would be teft 
entirely at the mercy of this company, and the 
final result is, ‘Ileads I win, tails you lose.” 


I will not occupy the time of the House with 
further discussion of this so-called Hubbard 
bill, notwithstanding its respectable indorse- 
ment. Ifany change las to be made in the pres- 
ent system, let it be made fairly and boldty, as 
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the bill of General Washburn proposes, and 
as the Postmaster General recommends. Con- 
gress ought not to grant such a monopoly as is 
asked by the Hubbard bill to any set of men, 
‘especially toa set of men who are merely seek- 
ing to get clear of worthless property at exorbi- 
tant rates, and who do not even profess to be 
able to furnish any sort of guarantee that they 
will perform any of the stipulations they con- 


tract to fulfill. The passage of such a bill would | 


be simply'an outrage on every tax- payer in the 
land, which, under our present system of tariff 
taxation, means every man, woman, and child, 
white and black, in the country. 

The presentation of the Hubbard bill, as it 
was called in committee, and is in fact, he 
being the leading and managing corporator in 
it and advocate of it, had this good effect, 
however: its antagonism with the bill of Gen- 
eral Washburnn brought out more sharply than 
would have otherwise been done the mischiefs 
which will attend the adoption of that scheme. 
Among other things Mr. Hubbard said, (and I 
agree with him,) at page 155 of the report: 


“ I believe, gentlemen, that a careful examination 
of the subject will show you that a governmental 
aystem, with a uniform rate of twenty-five cents for 
each telegram, must involve the Government in an 
expenditure of fifty orsixty million dollars, with an 
annual loss of six or seven million dollars.” 


If twenty cents is to be the rate between New 
York and San Francisco,as the Postmaster Gen- 
eral suggests, it will take many millions more. 

Again, Mr. Hubbard says in his printed cir- 
cular: 


“ho Government system introduces an entirely 
now feature into the postal servicethe purchase, 
construction, maintenanec, and operation of instru- 
mentalities for tho transmission of correspondence. 
It requires an appropriation of from thirty to sev- 
enty millions dollars for the purchase of the lines 
of telegraph; the smaller sum boing their market 
valno, and the larger their nominal cost, Lt requires 
an appropriation of from five to ten million dollars 
for reconstruction nad extension of existing Hines to 
onublo them to porform the increased business which 
will result from the reduction in rates, and an annual 
appropriation of trom two to three million dollars 
for the construction of new, and extension of old 
lines. ” * if & * * ik K % * 

“Tho Government bill fixes twenty cents as the 
uniform rate for messages, whother they are trans- 
mitted ono hundred or threo thousand miles—a less 
ralo for tho service rendered than is charged by any 
country, It cannot be performed at this rate, and 
therefore imposes an annual tax of from two to threo 
million dollars upon the many for the bonefit of the 
¥ 4 koi * * i$ * * * H ie 

“Tho Government system enlarges the power. of 
the Genoral Government, and confers upon the Post 
Ollico Department, for the coustruction of lines of 
telograph, the right of eminent domain in every 
State~-a power hitherto unused, of which many 
doubt the eonstitutionality, and more tho oxpedi- 
oncoy of exercising. It gives the Post Ollice a monop- 
oly of the business, by prohibiting all persons from 
transmiting messages by telegraph for biro.” 

$ * * k * $ * * * 

“Under the Qovornment system, telegrams can be 
transmitted only from posta) telegraph oflices, and 
received only at such offices, at special offices of 
deposit, and atpillar letter-boxes. Letherefore stops 
the instruments now transmitting messages from 
every exchange, stock-hoard, cattle-yard, hotel, and 
branch office in the country, and greatly reduces 
existing facilities. It was just this reduction of 
Thcilities, change in the method of doing business, 
and introduction of official routine, that has pro- 
duced nearly all the difficulties experienced in Eng- 
Jand since the transfer of the telegraph to the Post 
Ollice Department.” 


He appends the following table: 


Names and capital of some telegraph companies in the 
United States, 


ny, capital and 
seve eee et 45,000,000 


capital . 5,000,000 | 
Internati 

Atal eres NEEE AT E E TEE 300,000 
Franklin Telegraph Company, eapital...... 1,150,090 | 
Bankers’ and Brokers’ Telegraph Com- 

pany, CUDICDL..ierceiccscacssseseecensneetene ences 780,000 
Illinois and Mississippi Telegraph Com- 

pany, Cupital,..cceseuds .- 2,000,000 
Northwestern Telegraph Co 

tal. seeeeerceses 5,000,000 
Great g ompany, capi- 

Thesei edessa ne psaes riestos reinsar, terase sssceaiscos tra. D, 000,00) 
Various other companies, capital... 1,009,000 

$75,000,000 


Mr, Parmer, for the minority of the com- 


| Great Britain, and paid 


mittee, in his report in favor of the Hubbard 


bill, and against that of the chairman, General į 


Washburn, said, (i quote from his report:) 
‘The Government plan proposed to purchase the 
existing lines at an appraised value. The British 
Government have recently purchased the lines in 
id for them a sum equal to 
twenty times the net profit for the year ending Juno 
30, 1868. If the same rule was adopted in this coun- 
try the valucof tho linesof the Western Union Com- 
pany would be $56,236,287, The other lines are much 
less than those of the Western Union; they are 
probably earsing little or nothing, but they have a 
valuo as part of an entire system. In Great Britain 
companies that had never earned their expenses 
received large sums for their lines. The United 
Kingdom Company received a sum four or five times 
greater than the market value of its stock.” 


I presume nobody expects that we will be 
able to make a better bargain for our Govern- 
ment than the British officials made for theirs, 
and everybody will understand what Mr. Hub- 
bard meant and expected when he said, while 
speaking of what the Government ought to 
pay for the lines of these insolvent companies: 

“Ido not think it would be just for the Govern- 
ment to pay simply the cost of any lines without 
estimating the value of the franchise.” 

He clearly expects, not without reason, that 
this Government would do at least as well by 
the Franklin and other insolvent companies as 
Great Britain did by the United Kingdom Com- 
pany, so that he did not overestimate when 
he said the lines would cost the Government 
$60,000,000. And no man can tell what the 
new lines, both of poles and wires, would cost, 
which would be rendered necessary to trans- 
act the large additional business which the 
diminished rates would throw upon them. Of 
course, the Government would get the lines in 
bad repair. Our people are no more honest 
in their dealings with the Government than the 
English people are. Human nature is very 
much the same everywhere, and it was found 
there when the Government took possession 
on the Ist day of February, 1870, that for nine- 
teen months—that is, from the 80th day of 
June, 1868, when the valuation was fixed—no 
repairs or improvement of any sort had been 
made in wires, poles, instruments, or anything 
else beyond what was absolutely necessary to 
keep them in working order, and most of 
them broke down at once under the pressure 
of business under the decreased Government 
tarif. Of course, the same thing would hap- 
pen here. 

Again, Mr. Paumen says, in his report: 


“Tho United States have about five thousand tele- 
graph stations, soventy-five thousand miles of line, 
aud over seven thousand employés, and transmits 
over eleven million five hundred thousand messages 
annually, Under the Government plan, there will 
be at feast twenty thousand telegraph offices, one 
hundred and fifty thousand miles of line, and from 
twenty to twenty-five thousand employés. The com- 
missions under the Post Office Department run for 
only four years, and oflicers are often selected with- 
out reference to their fitness, but as a reward for 
political services. General Washburn’s bill requires 
neither examination of employés, nor knowledge of 
the business. It uses postmasters, and provides for 
retaining incompetent and ineficient persons, as 
they can ‘be removed only for sufficient and satis- 
factory cause,’ while all promotions must ‘be made 
from the grade immediately below that in which 
said vacancies may occur,” 


He says truly— 
“That private enterprise, when placed under 
properrestraint, can perform the service inacheaper 


and better manner than the Government, will not 
be denied.” 


Again he says, and this I regard as his most 
potent and controlling objection: 


“A governmental telegraph could be used for 
political purposes—through itsarmy of office-holders, 
and the facility of using its wires. The temptation 
would be so strong and the difficulty of detection so 
great that it may well be doubted whether any 
Administration would refrain from such use. A gov- 
ernmental telegraph would concentrate power in 
the General Goverament, and while this tendency is 
in harmony with the principles of arbitrary and 
monarchical governments, it is opposed to our 


institutions, _Our Government does the least 
through official agencies, the most through the 
people.” * x + + ky $ = 


“The Government system authorizes the Postmas- 
ter General to ‘cause messages to be transmitted 
to the newspaper press at such rates as he may de- 
termine.’ It therefore gives him control over the 
press.” 


And he shows that all these evils and. dan- 


gers will be fastened upon the people at an 
annual cost to be levied on all, as well those 
who do not use it as those who. do, of from 
‘eight to ten million dollarsa year, independent 
of the original cost of purchasing the lines. 

I think it may be safely asserted that, while 
the chairman of the late committee (General 
Washburn) has shown conclusively in his 
report that the scheme known as the posial 
system will accomplish nothing, and is, as [ 
believe, merely a device to save a few insolvent 


‘companies from bankruptcy at the expense 


of the people, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PALMER] has made it equally clear in his re- 
port in behalf of that bill, thatthe proposition 
to take absolute control of the whole system 
directly by the Government is a Pandora's box 
fraught with evil, and evil only. Iagreed with 
both in their opinions as to the schemes they 
oppose, and with neither in the views they 
entertain in behalf of their own plan. 

Mr. Speaker, the House must not be mis- 
led, nor make the mistake I did at first in 
regard to the working of the governmental tel- 
egraphic system on the continent of Europe, 
and suppose that it is operated there so eco- 
nomically, cheaply, and profitably as to make 
us sieze upon it as a good investment for the 
people of this country. The telegraph is 
operated on the continent of Europe at an 
annual loss of about four million dollars, 
according to Mr. Orton’s statement; others, I 
believe, make it a little less; and while most 
of the countries have reduced their rates in 
the last few years, they have sources of rev- 
enue which the United States, from the extent 
of our territory and the fact that we are not 
contiguous to any other commercial country 
over which our lines pass, can never have. 
Take, for example, Belgium, where the tel- 
egraph system is better managed than it is 
anywhereelsein Europe. There the charge per 
message. of twenty words, which includes date, 
address, and signature, and is about equal to 
our dispatch of ten words, including these 
things, is ten cents, or one half a frane. The 
average cost of sending messages there is 
seventeen and one half cents; and yet Bel- 
gium about manages to make the telegraph 
pay its expenses. The following examination 
before the committee shows how it is done: 


“Mr. Buck. Tunderstand you to say that the rate 
of charges for telegraphic messages ali over Belgium 
is fow ten cents. 

“ Mr. Hungar. The rate of what is called inland 
messages, that is, from ono town to another within 
the territory of Belgium, is ten cents. 

“Mr. Buck, And thatthe average cost of sending 
a message in Belgiuin was 17.49 cents in gold? 

“Mr. Hussard. Yes, sir; in gold. 

“Mr. Beck., Yet, at the samo time, the telegraph 
in Belgium paid its own expenses? 

“Mr. HUBBARD. Yes, sir; Isay so. 

“Mr. Beox. Ido not quite comprehend how far 
the international messages, and the cost of them, 
were able to bring up that great difference between 
ten cents and seventeen cents and a fraction, and yet 
pay expenses in a small country like Belgium. 
Pleaso explain it. à 

“Mr. Hunsarp. Thereason is, that on every inter- 
national message passing through its territory, Bel- 
gium gets a franc. They estimate the cost of that 
message at about a quarter part of a franc; so that 
on that message they make three quarters of a franc. 

“Mr. Wasnpurn. If you wanted to send a dis- 
pateh from Paris to Brussels what would be the 
expense of it now? 

“Mr. Husparo. Idonotknow exactly. Belgium 
gets one frane upon it. 

© Mr, Orron. Iereis the tariff. From Paris to Bel- 
gium there are five differentroutes, The rate depends 
upon the route by which the message is sent. ‘The 
presumption is that it always goes by the most direct 
route, and at the lowestrate; but,in the eventof an 
interruption of that line, it would go by another 
route. The lowest rate is three francs—sixty cents. 

“Mr, WASHBURN. But you can send from Paris 
to the Belgium frontier for one franc. 

“Mr. Orrox. Youcansend from one part of France 
to any other part of France for one franc; but from 
the French side of the frontier over the boarder, ten 
miles, it would bethreetranes. I havea listof Buro: 
pean charges, which I may as well put in here: 

From Calais to the Hague is one hundred and 
twenty miles, and the the tariffis from four to seven 
francs, under the circumstances which I have ex- 
plained. The lowest tariff is eighty cents, gold; it 
may be $1 40. And so with the other rates com- 


prised in this list.” 


Mr, Orton furnished a list of European 
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charges from stations in France to other Euro- 
pean countries, giving the distances. I do not 
see that they are any cheaper than the same 


service is performed in this country, and in 
many instances they are much higher. 
The list is as follows: 


Table of telegraphic tolls between stations in France and other European countries. 


f p ; «. | Tariff for twenty words, 
Stations. Stations. Pistancoin address and signature 
i charged for, 
From— To— Miles. 
Toulon .| Rome.... 310 $1 00 @ $2 00 
Cherbourg Channel 30 80 
Nice...... Belgrade 600 200@ 220 
Nice... Geneva 80 80@ 200 
Strasburg... Kalise 490 210@ 240 
Bayonne.. Sarago 110 80 
Calais. The Hagu 120 80@ 140 
Metz... Luxemburg 30 50@ 1 30 
Cambray .. Cologne 140 80@ 1 40 
Strasburg. Munich 160 60@ 140 
Metz...... Dresden 320 80@ 140 
Cambray . Brussels 60 60@ 1 40 
Besangon.. 140 120@ 140 
100 40 
510 130@ 220 
B | 18818 
a 52 80 G 5 
Marseille: Majorca. 250 80 
Calais ... Dover .. 30 120 
aris... Brussels.. 130 60@ 1 40 
Strasburg Stuttgard 60 60@ 80 
Strasburg. Carlsruhe .. 40 60@ 1 40 
yons Geneva... 62 60 @ 1 40 
Bayonne... Braganza 250 1 00 


He also gives the charges in 1870 between 
New York and a number of principal cities in 
the United States, as follows. (See page 108, 
which also shows the reduction here since 1852:) 


Distance Tarif in Tariff in 

in miles. 1852. 1870. 
From New York to— f 

Louisville... vue 700 $195 $0 75 
‘Wheeling 135 30 
Pittsburg 15 25 
Chicago .. 2 05 1 00 
Cincinnati. 1 90 60 
uffalo 75 50 
Baltimore... 70 35 
oston 30 30 
Milwaukee... 5 25 110 
Galena... 2 35 1 20 
Memphis... 2 85 1 2 
7,525 $17 60 $7 60 


When the shortness of the distances in 
Buropean countries, as compared with ours, is 
considered; when itis recollected that they do 
not pay their employés on an average more 
than from one third to one balf as much as we 
have to pay ours, and when we recollect fur- 
ther that the great mass of the telegraphic 
communication everywhere are along the lines 
of railroads, all of which on the continent of 
Europe are monopolized and controlled by the 
Governments, while ours are all in private 
hands, they being thus enabled to cause the 
same official to perform telegraphic and other 
duties on the lines without additional cost, it 
will be readily seen how and why they can and 
ought to manage their lines more cheaply than 
we can or would if Government took control 
of them. If Mr. Parmer is correct when he 
says in bis report that twenty-five thousand 
additional officials would be required to man- 
age this business, the cost would be for wages 
alone not less than $25,000,000 a year. We 
pay ordinary messenger boys in the Depart- 
ments now $840 ayear, female copyists $900, 
and the lowest and cheapest grade of male 
clerks, for not over six hours’ work, per day, 
$1,200; and it is fair to assume the average 
annual wages of the twenty-five thousand tele- 
graphic employés would not be less than $1,000 
each. 

I believe the annual deficit which the tex- 
payers of the country would have to make up 
to support the governmental system as pro- 
posed in the bill urged by the Postmaster 
General, being really that of General Wash- 
burn, would greatly exceed the estimate of 
Mr. Hubbard or Mr. Parmer. On page 154 
of the report Mr. Hubbard said, in answer to a 
question : 


“T do not think you can buy the existing lines for 
less than $30,000,000; new lines for the new business 


will cost nearly as much; provision must also be 
made for twenty per cent, increase of new lines every 
year. Interest on the cost of these lines and exten- 
sion and loss on the business would make the total 
not less than eight or ten million dollars a year, 
Ido not believe the country would assume an annual 
deficiency of $8,000,000 for the benefit of ono million 
three hundred thousand people, the entire number 
that would: use the telegraph under the cheapest 
rates,” k * * * + ka * * 

“ Mr. Wasusogy, But would the public be willing 
to make up the deficiency, as in the case of the re- 
duction of letter postage? 

“Mr. Hunsarp. The two cases arocntirely unlike, 
Rowland Lill showed to the community that the 
“actual cost of transportation from London to Edin- 
burg was only one thirty-sixth of a penny, and this 
was theaverage of all letters through out the United 
Kingdom.’ ” 


The last remark of Mr. Hubbard calls up a 
fact not to be overlooked. Gentlemen are 
too apt to assume that the increased number 
of messages which would be sent under the 
cheaper rates would greatly increase the reve- 
nue and compensate for the reduction of 
charges, as in the case of cheap postage on 
letters. ‘Thatis not the fact. The wires have 
a limited capacity, only one message can go 
over the same wire at a time, and whenever 
an increase of business renders it necessary, 
additional wires and often additional poles 
have to be erected. The experience all over 
Europe and in America, as shown by Mr. 
Orton in detail, on page 12 of the report, is 
that an increase of one hundred per cent. 
in business increases the expenses from eighty 
to ninety percent. While the other gentlemen 
make it less, they seem to concede that the 
expenses are increased from fifty to sixty per 
cent. Not so in the transportation of mail 
matter; it makes very little difference to a 
stage-coach, and especially to a railroad train, 
whether the mail-bags contain one or ten thou- 
sand letters, while the revenues of the Post 
Office Department are increased tenfold if ten 
thousand instead of one thousand are sent. 
While, as Rowland Hill showed and proved, 
when urging the penny postage, a letter could 
be and was being transported four hundred 
miles at a cost to the Government of one 
thirty-sixth of a penny, it is equally true, and 
as clearly proved by the experience even of 
Belgium—and I take Belgium because she is 
held up as the model in the economical man- 
agement of the telegraph—that a message can- 
not besent on an average of fifty miles for less 
than seventeen and a half cents, and that an 
increase in business necessarily produces a 
proportionate increase of expenses; so that 
any comparison between ordinary letter-post- 
age and telegraphic messages is a delusion 
gentlemen need not indulge in, as I confess L 
| did when the subject was first presented to me, 


It must not be forgotten that there are many 
features of vur telegraphic system, peculiar to 
American habits, customs, and mode of trans- 
acting business, which have grown up along 
with it, and have become an essential part of 
it, which would necessarily be destroyed by 
the governmental system, under which a Gov- 
ernment official is required to transact and 
superintend all business, and transmit all dis- 
patches in the order in which they are received 
at his office. TLallude tothe commercial news 
bureau, the dispatches of bankers and brokers, 
the dispatches to different press associations, 
and other special interests, which are accommo- 
dated and arranged with in a variety of ways 
without material detriment to the general pub- 
lic, and, so, far as market and other news is 
concerned, greatly to thelr advantage. For 
example, instruments and connecting wires 
are keptin gold-rooms, stock and other boards, 
and in the private offices of bankers and bro- 
kers, by which business is greatly expedited 
and facilitated. Mr. PALMER, in his report, 
speaking of these interests, says: 

“Tt is essential for the business interests of the 
country that the reports of the commercial bureau, 
and the telegrams of bankers, brokers, and cotton 
dealers, should be sent as they now are, 

“®elegrams relating to sickness, death, and trans- 
actions requiring dispatch, should also have priority 
of transmission, while many-social and business mes- 
sages, especially between distant points, can be 
transmitted, with ordinary dispatch, aswell by night 
as by day.” 

The plan of the Postmaster General, pre- 
sented by General Washburn, not only does 
not propose to send those dispatches as they 
are now sent, or allow the present facilities 
to exist, but he makes their existence and the 
preferences given to them the ground of special 
complaint and one of the principal reasons for 
assuming governmental control of the system. 
Nearly all these things are purely American. 
Mr. Hubbard, who has spenta great deal of time 
in Europe investigating the whole subject, tells 
us that our system of operating through com- 
mercial bureaus, bankers, brokers, and others, 
at points distant from each other, and buying 
and selling on market reports, is almost, if not 
wholly, unknown in Europe, especially on the 
Continent. 

I can see no good reason why all this should 
be overthrown. 1 know it is alleged that mar- 
kets may be controlled, news withheld, and 
false reports circulated to affect markets and 
prices for the benefit of private parties, espe- 
cially in our intercourse with foreign nations 
in times of war, or feverish excitement in money 
or produce, under the present system. That may 
be true, but it will be equally true under gov- 
ernmental management, unless it is assumed, 
which it can hardly be on any known facts or 
past experiences, especially in our post office 
and internal revenue service, that Government 
employés are more honest or are likely to be 
more carefully selected with a view of integrity 
or special qualifications for the required ser- 
vice than the agents or employés of private 
individuals or corporations. I think the re- 
verse ig true, and that every gentleman in the 
House knows it. But it is almost impossible 
to suppress or prevent information of any im- 
portance, even if operators are so disposed, if 
any telegrams are allowed to pass over the 
lines. : 

In the struggle to make money and obtain 
advantages men are very fruitful in resources. 
Many of the important dispatches are in cipher, 
or in letters or figures which none but the 
holder of the key can possibly understand, 
and the simplest statement, such as, ‘‘I sail 
for America to-morrow,’’ or ‘+My family are 
all well, may mean ‘War is declared,’’ or 
t Buy for me wheat, stocks, or bonds;”’ and no 
operator can by any possibility guess at the 
true meaning of the words used, as between 
the parties using them. I regard the fact that 
so little of that sort of fraud has been perpe- 
trated or attempted in the past as the highest 
evidence that it will notbe in the future. The 


| interest of the owners of the lines would be 
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injured by it; and that is an answer to all 
anticipated danger on that score. I believe it 
ig not asserted that up io this time any serious 
ground of complaint has ever existed. One 
of the principal reasons urged in England for 
a change in their system is thus set forth by 
General Washburn, on page 6 of his report: 


“ But notwithstanding the moderate charges of the 
British telegraph as compared with ours, theidea of 
taking possession of it by the Government and oper- 
ating it in connection with the Post Office Depart- 
ment had long been entertained there by many 
persons well informed in telegraphy, and finally the 
chambers of commerce of thirty prominent cities 
of the kingdom memorialized the House of Commons 
in favor of the measure. 4x 

“This memorial set forth that the petitioners had 
‘reason to complain not only of the high rates 
charged by the existing companies for the transmis- 
sion of messages, of frequent and vexatious delays 


in the delivery, and of their inaccurate rendering, 
but that many important towns, and even whole 
districts, are unsupplied with the means of tele- 
graphic communication.’ ” 

He shows further, on page 8, that the chan- 
cellor of the exchéquer, on moving for leave 
to introduce the bill before Parliament, among 
other things, said: 

“ Our present system did not givo satisfaction to 
the. commercial world. Lastyear adeputation from 
the associated chambers of commerce waited upon 
the postmaster general and himself at the treasury 
to present 2 memorial upon this subject, and they 
had also petitioned the House of Commons, They 
complained of the high rates, vexatious delays, the 
Inaccurate rendering of messages, and the absence 
of tolegraphic communication in whole districts.” 

Doubtless these memorials and that state of 
fact had much todo with the change of system 
there. Nothing of that sort exists here. No 
chamber.of commerce, no board of trade, no 
body of men, no individual, as far as I am 
advised, has ever presented a memorial or 
petition to Congress or any committee of it, 
making any complaint or asking any change 
in our system. Surely it will be time enoagb, 
when well-founded public clamor is raised, to 
consider the propriety of making the radical 
change now proposed. Untilthat state of case 
is developed, we certainly onght not to tax 
nn already tax-burdened people an additional 
$60,000,000, and an annual sum thereafter 
of not less than $10,000,000, to relieve not 
exceeding two hundred and fifty thousand peo- 
ple now using the telegraph, none of whom 
complain, ask relief, or object to paying the 
charges now imposed upou them for the use 
of it, 

It will be observed, by an examination of 
the law of June 24, 1866, (sce Statutes-at- 
Large, vol. 14, page 221,) under the provision 
of which the present bill of the Jate chairman 
was framed, (under what law the substitute 
of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Parmer] 
was framed, I do not know,) that the Govern- 
ment cannot possibly lose any of its existing 
rights, or be prejudiced in any manner by delay. 
The right to purchase on the terms therein 
specified exists for alltime. All the compa- 
nies now existing have signed the contract. 
Time may develop evils not nowexisting. We 
will never be more in debt and less able to 
contract new debts than we are now, | hope. 
The parties interested are not complaining, 
and every right and interest of the Govern- 
ment is now fully protected. 

Section two of the act gives priority over 
ali other business now, at such rates as the 
Postmaster General may annually. fix, to all 
the Departments of the Government, their 
officers and agents, over all the lines of all 
the companies. 

Section three provides that the rights and 
privileges hereby granted shall not be trans- 
ferred by any company acting under this act to 
any other corporation, association, or person; 


provided, however, that the United States may ! 


at any time after the expiration of five years 
from the date of the passage of this act, for 
postal, military, or other purposes, purchase 
all the telegraph lines, property, and the effects 
of any or all of said companies at an appraised 
value, to be ascertained by five competent and 
disinterested persons, two of whom shall be 


selected by the Postmaster General of the Uni- 
ted States, two by the company interested, and 
one by the four so previously selected. 

I do not think the bill before the select com- 
mittee even approached compliance with the 
terms of that law. It undertook to determine 
in advance the basis of value, in which the 
value of the franchises granted by the several 
States, and the, it may be, certain future in- 
crease in value of the lines are ignored; it did 
not bind the Government, while it did bind 
the companies to abide by the valuation of the 
appraisers; it expressly resubmits the whole 
subject to Congress after the price is fixed, to 
accept if we have obtained the advantage, and 
to reject if we have not; while the companies 
have no such right, and are not allowed even 
to suggest the basis of valuation. Such a 
proposition between private individuals would 
not be considered for a moment. We can 
only carry out the law of 1866, according to 
its. true intent and meaning, by passing an act 
binding the Government to take the property 
and pay for it, according to the decision of 
the appraisers appointed in accordance with 
its provisions, taking the same chances as the 
companies do as to whether that may be high 
or low, without dictating to them in advance 
how they shall proceed to cut down the value 
of the property. Any other course would be 
justly liable to the stigma which General 
Washburn put upon Mr. Hubbard's scheme as 
being a game of "heads I win, tails you lose.” 

Of course, the rejection by Congress of the 
appraisement would be a distinct order to 
any other appraisers to put down the price 
to sucha pointas Congress might indicate, 
which is simply equivalent to taking the prop- 
erty of these companies at anything Congress 
may see fit to give them, which I consider an 
unjustifiable proceeding, to use the mildest 
possible term. Government cannot afford to 
be unjust, or take advantage of its citizens in 
contracts for property. which it would not 
allow one citizen to take in his dealings with 
another, and surely no gentleman here would 
pass such a bill as this, to carry out a law like 
that of 1866, if the transaction was between 
two or more citizens in regard to private rights. 

But I must hurry on; I have no time in 
which to argue such a question as this. [can 
only make suggestions, each member for him- 
self must supply the argument. The reports and 
documents alone, as you know, extend over 
one hundred and eighty closely-printed pages, 
which makes a detailed argument in an hour 
impossible. Another anda very serious objec- 
tion to the governmental system is the utter 
impossibility of controlling it along the great 
lines of railroads which now ramify and are 
constantly extending over every part of the 
continent. The railway mileage of the United 
States now exceeds fifty thousand miles, along 
all of which the telegraph lines are extended 
and connected; our telegraphic mileage of 
poles or line is seventy-five thousand miles, 
and of wire about one hundred and thirty 
thousand, most of. the increase of mileage 
wire over line being along the great railroads ; 
so that at least two thirds, if not three fourths 
ofour telegraphic communication areconnected 
with if not directly controlled by our railroad 
system. All our railroad trains are more or 
less run and directed by telegraphic informa- 
tion and orders, so that a well-regulated tele- 


graph system has become an indispensable | 


part of all railroad operations. : 

I do not suppose even the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, under the Government system, proposes 
to deprive the railroads of the use of the tele- 
graph, or to take control by Government offi 
cials of the stations on the roads, and direct 
the communications necessary to govern the 
running of the trains or the ordinary business 
ofthe company. 

The biil heretofore presented only prohibits 
the transmission of messages for pay. In that 
state of case, I would like to know how the 
much-boasted seerecy which isto prevail under 


the new governmental system is to be enforced 
along allthe great lines of railroad. Our oper- 


` ators all read and write out these dispatches 


phonographically. . In that regard they are 
greatly in advance of European operators, as 
all the proof shows.. Every railroad oper- 
ator knows as well what is said, by the click 
of the instrument at his station, as the gov- 
ernment officials do at either end, and so he 
does not charge for it he can tell the officials 
of his company and anybody else, orally or by 
dispatch, all he learns then as well as now. 
He has only to write, if he communicates by 
dispatch, in cipher, in figures, or in terms 
previously agreed on, and every important 
piece of information is made public at once, 
and it-cannot be prevented whenever a wire 
touches a railroad station. 

Again: as at present organized, all our tele- 
graph companies are operating under charters 
from the different States; hold their franchises, 
lands, and other property subject to State 
licenses and State taxation, the western Union 
alone, as Mr. Orton testified, paying for Federal 
and State taxes the interest on $1,000,000 of 
its capital annually. If the Government, under 
the act of July 24, 1866, purchases the tele- 
graph lines, it must hold.them upon the same 
terms, under the same franchises, and subject 
to the same control by the States, as the pres- 
ent companies do. What lands, houses, and 
other property, real or personal, these com- 
panies hold or own, and under what contracts 
or upon what conditions they are held, 
presume no member of this House knows; I 
certainly do not. The act of July 24, 1866, 
allowed each company to acquire and hold forty 
acres of land at each station, fifteen miles from 
another station, in all the Territories of the 
United States; and they doubtless exercised 
their privilege, and some of them probably are 
extensive landholders in the various States of 
the Union, now, under their charters. 

The United States will, of course, by the pur- 
chase proposed, become the owner of all the 
property, real or personal, now owned by these 
companies; and it becomes a question worthy 
of the serious consideration of Congress, how 
far the United States has the right thus to be- 
come the owner and holder of, it may be, large 
quantities of real estate in the several States 
ior the purposes provided inthis bill. Iknow 
of no constitational warrant for thus acquiring 
and holding real estate by the United States 
in the several States, the only provision on that 
subject being that Congress has power to exer- 
cise exclusive legislation ‘ over all places pur- 
chased by the consent of the Legislature of the 
State in whieh the same shall be, for the eree- 
tion of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, 
and other needful buildings.” 

The proposed purchase, or seizure—call it 
what you will—does not come within any of 
the objects mentioned in the Constitution, nor 
is it by proper and necessary implication, con- 
nected with them. {am unable, therefore, to 
see by what authority Congress can interfere 
with the right of eminent domain in the States, 
believing that our action must be in accord- 
ance with some constitutional provision ; but 
I have no time to argue orelaborate that prop- 
osition. I merely throw out the suggestion of 
difficulty in that matter, adopting the follow- 
ing extract from the report of Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads of the Fortieth 
Congress: 

“The right of Congress under the Constitution to 
grant a charter to a corporation for doing a private 
business within the States is seriously questioned. 
Except in the case of the Bank of the United States 
and the present system of national banking associa. 
tions, both of which were established as a part of 
the fiscal system of the country, and from motives 
purely of a public nature, the committee are not 
aware that Congress has ever granted any charter of 
incorporation, or. by a general law authorized the 
establishment of joint stock corporations, except in 
the District of Columbia. 

Their refusa} to do so, in the recent ease of the 
National Telegraph Company, is a significant illus- 
tration of their policy in this regard. What was said 
in that case is equally applicable in this, that tho 
thing specially sought for is the Federal indorse- 
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ment—some legislation of a distinct and exclusive 
character, which shall give prestige to this corpora- 
tion, and enable it to become a profitable specula- 
tion in the hands of its promoters. So far as it re- 
spects the right to enter upon post roads, or to cross 
the public domain, these privileges are equally open 
to a State corporation which accepts the act of 1866, 

“Tf it is said that the right conferred by that 
statute is of a doubtful constitutionality, because it 
contains no provision for making compensation for 
private injuries, as is done under the bill proposed 
by Mr, Hubbard, and ifsuch a provision would set- 
tle the question of the constitutionality of that part 
of the law, amore ample and effective remedy would 
seem to be to add asection to the law of 1866. But 
the question of the constitutionality of such legisla- 
tion is not so easily disposed of. It was distinctly 
denied, in the debate in the Senate which preceded 
the passage of thatact, that Congress could confer 
any such power upon private corporations; and the 
most that was said in reply was, thatif any company 
should accept theact they would have an opportunity 
to try the question of its constitutionality before 
the courts.” 


When this subject came before the House on | 


the second day of the present session, indorsed 
as it was by the President and his Postmas. 
ter General, and the proposition was made to 
refer it to a select committee, I opposed it. I 
also opposed the reference to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, urging its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations, 
to which it was sent by a very close vote, as 
the most conservative and economical, and the 
one least likely to be swayed by any outside 
influences. I knew that the Speaker would 
be compelled by the rules of the House, if a 
select committee was ordered, to appoint one, 
a majority of whose members were friendly to 
thescheme. I assumed, too, and I think prop- 


erly, that in making up the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads, the Speaker, in 
proper deference to the Postmaster General, 
selected gentlemen a majority of whom were 
known to be hig friends and in favor of for- 
warding the aims of the Department, of which 
this was a pet measure. 

I know, too, from an experience of two 
years on the Committee on Appropriations, 
that its members look with care, I may say 
with suspicion, on any proposition which 
takes money out of the ‘l'reasury; so that 
before the committee now having the subject 
in charge I expect all the questions to receive 
a fair and unbiased consideration. It is 
because I so believe that I have taken the 
time and the trouble to restudy the question, 
and present my views to them and the House. 
I happened to say, in the debate referred to, 
that while the Western Union Company had 


opposed the proposition before the late select | 


committee, a portion of the press now alleged 
that they favored it at this time, and the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads said on the floor that the 
stock of that company had advanced two per 
cent. in one day on the strength of the Presi- 
dent's message. My statement drew out a 
telegraphic communication in the form of a 
letter to me from the president of the West- 
ern Union Company, saying that the directors 
of that company were opposed to the whole 
project. I thereupon wrote to Mr. Orton, 
stating that I desired information as to the 
truth of the facts set forth in the report of 
the Postmaster General relative to the cost 
of the governmental telegraph system in 
England and on the Continent of Europe. 
My letter was placed in the hands of George 
W. Prescott, esq., electrician of the company, 
from whom 1 received the following response. 
I have no apology to offer for its length, be- 
cause it ig full of valuable information on the 
subjects which the committee and the House 
need information upon: 
ELEcTRICIAN’sS OFFICE, 


WESTERN Union TELEGRAPH Company, 
New York, January 16, 1871. 


Drar Str: Mr. Orton, has, : 
of December 28 with directions to furni 
such information in my possession as you require. 


{therefore inclose herewith statements showing the 
nd wire, and number of 


number of miles of line an 3 

instruments in operation, in all the countries of 
Europe, altogether with the number of telegraph 
offices, population, number of messages sent, and 
the receipts and expenses of the service, The sta- 
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tistics for the continental countries of Europe are 
for the year ending December 31, 1869, the latest year 
for which complete returns have been received; 
while those for Great Britain and Ireland are for 
the fourteen months ending March 31, 1871. 

In Europe the telegraph systém embraces 175,490 
miles of line, 475,007 miles of wire, and 15,503 offices. 
The number of messages transmitted was 33,141,386, 
the gross receipts for the transmission of which 
were $15,146,551 20 in American gold currency, and 
the expenditures $19,538,016 76, being an excess 
of expenditures over receipts of $4,411,465 56. The 
tolls for the transmission of messages are not the 
same for any two countries in Europe, nor are they 
uniform for all classes of messages in any one coun- 
try. Telegraphic correspondence in Europe isdivided 
into two general classes, called internal and inter- 
national messages. The internal messages are those 
which are received, transmitted, and delivered in the 
same country. Theinternational messages are those 
which are received in one country and transmitted 
into another. As ageneralrulea low rate of charges 


is adopted for the transmission of internal messages, į 


while a higher tariff is imposed upon international 
messages. The average rate for internal messages 
throughout Europe is thirty-six and six tenths cents, 


and for international messages $1 01. In the official | 


report of the telegraph system of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland tho internal and 
international messages are not stated separately, 
only the total number, including both classes, being 
given, but the average tolls upon the whole service 


amounted to forty-two anda half cents ver message. | 
The average expense per message for the perform- | 


ance of the telegraphservicein America and Europe 
was about the same, althongh it is well known that 
skilled labor is much more expensive in this country 
thanin Europe. It would appear from the results 
that although the telegraphists in Europe got less 
pay for their labor than similar employés receive in 
America, a larger number are employed there than 
here to perform a given amount of work. As it is, 


however, to Great Britain that the Postmaster Gen- | 


eral invites especial attention, as having given to 


the telegraph a practical test of the public system ; 


uscompared with that under private control, I will 


point out the leading features of its operation in | 


that country. 

On the 5th of February, 1870, the telegraphs were 
transferred to the British Government. At the date 
of the purchase the various telegraph companies 
of the United Kingdom possessed sixteen thousand 
miles of line and eighty-five thousand miles of 
wire. For this proporty the British Government 
have already paid, according to the official report 
of Mr, F. J. Scudamore, the second secretary of 
the post office department, £7,500,000 sterling, or 
$36,450,000 in American gold currency. 

This suin of money, however, does not comprise the 
entire sum which the British Government must pay 
to acquire the control of all the telegraphs in the 
United Kingdom. i 

Arrangements have been made with sixteen rail- 
way companies for the purchase of their telegraph 
interests, in which the compensation consists partly 
of capitali sums and partly of annual payments, 
and with six other railway companies, in which the 
compensation consists wholly of annual payments; 
and there yet remain, according to Mr. Scudamore’s 


report, made to the House of Commons on the 12th | 


of July, 1871, forty-four railway companies in vari- 


ous parts of the United Kingdom with whom the | 
post office department has not yet come to arrange- i 


ments as to the amount of compensation to be paid 
to them forthe purchase of their telegraph interests. 

From the above-mentioned official report the 
amount of telegraph revenue from the commence- 
mentof governmental control, on the ls 


763,362 76, being an excess of 
pts of $2,898,285 58. The dis- 
fied by Mr. Seudamore under 


were £1,397,389, or 
expenditures over 
burscinents are class 


the heads of capital expenditure and working ex- | 


enses; the working expenses being stated at £470, 
95, or 32,277,195 80, and the capital expenditure at 
£926,804, or $4.486,166 96. ; 

Weought not to be surprised that Mr. Scudamore, 
through whose efforts mainly the British Govern- 
ment was induced to purchase the telegraph lines, 
should make every endeavor to prove that theadimin~ 
istration of the telegraphs by him was pecuniarily 
successful. I do not feel disposed to criticise his 
report in an unfriendly spirit, but T cannot refrain 
from remarking that the enormous excess of the 
capital expenditure over th 
urally leads to the suspicion that many charges have 
been carried to the former account which properly 
belong to the latter, and an examination of the de- 
tailed statement of the worki S 
the justice of this suspicion, Under capital expend- 
jture is placed, not only the cost of extensions, 
amounting, as well as T can make out, to £178,933, 
but all manner of outlay upon the plant, such as 
the very important item of maintenance and repair, 
for which our company expends about a million dol- 
lars a. year, £177,094 for engineering, salaries, wages, 
traveling, and other expenses, a considerable portion 
of which should certainly be charged to current ex- 
penditure. Among the working expenses there are 
no charges for poles, wire, insul t 
battery material, ofice repairs and furniture, and 
many other items which constitute a large annual 
charge to private telegraph companies; andif those 
expenditures which are improperly carried in Mr. 
Scudamore’s report tò capiti expenditure were 


' placed where they properly belong, { have no doubt 


but that the working expenses would be found to 
largely exceed the revenuc, 


ie Ist of Februury, | 
1870, to the 81st March, 1871, was £ 798,589, or $3,865, ~ | 
127 20, and the expenditures for the same period | 


e working expenses nat- | 


ng expenses confirms } 


ators, instruments, | 


| 


| 


The English telegraph system when it was pur- 
chased by the Government was the oldest, most ex- 
tensive, and probably the best managed in Hurope. 
And there is no reason, if properly managed under 
Government control, why it should not have con- 
tinued to give satisfaction; but since its acquisition 
by the Government, the complaint of bad service 
has heen very general. The difficulties have been 
ascribed to the large increase in the number of mes- 
sages offered for transmission, and to the inadequate 

reparations to accommodate the immense inerease 
in the traflic which immediately followed the large 
reduction of rates, but, according to the report of 
Mr. Scudawore, the average cost of inland messages 
is twenty-six cents against an average cost prior to 
the transfer of thirty-eight cents, showing a reduc- 
tion in price of less than one third upon this class 
of messages, while there was no reduction whatever 
upon international messages. According to the same 
authority, the total number of messages forwarded 
in the three quarters ending 31st December, 1870, 
was 7,563,015, which is a loss number than was trans- 
mitted by the Western Union Telegravh Company 
alone during the same period; so that the difficulties 
complained of were not properly chargeable to the 
excessive amount of trafic performed, 

The expenditure in a single year of $2,898,235 in 
excess of the reccipts, the opening of 1,350 new offices, 
and the erection of over 45,000 miles of additional 
wire, ought to have vastly improved the capacity 
and value of the British system, ‘The work of reor- 
ganization and extension was intrusted to the offi- 
cers of the companies which were bought out, and 
the position of engineer-in-chief of the post ofice 
telegraphs was given to Mr. Culley, the former elec- 
trician of the Electric and International Telegraph 
Company, with asalary largely exceeding that paid 
by our Government to the Cabinet ministers, Taes 
no reason why the British post oflice telegraph sys- 
tem shovld not equal any other in the world, nor 
why, at the rates charged, it should not be self-sus- 
taining; but this docs not tend to prove that the 
union of the telegraph and postal systems in this 
country would be a wise or profitable measure. 

The British post office has long enjoyed an envi- 
able reputation. It promptly and satisfactorily car- 
ries and delivers letters at one penny each through- 
out the United Kingdom, and makes a net profit of 
over five million dollars per annum; while our Post 
Office charges three cents for carrying a letter with- 
out delivery, except in the larger cities, and manages 
the business at an annual loss of over four million 
dollars. Of course it docs not follow that because 
there is a large annual deficit in our Post Office that 
there would necessarily be one proportionally as 
great inthe telegraph if managed by the same De- 
partment, but when the success of the British tele- 
graph is presented to us as a conclusive demonstra- 
tion of the utility of the postal telegraph for this 
country, it seems proper to consider, whether the 
management of our postal system is gufliciently 
analogous to that of the English to warrant the de> 
duction that whatever is successfully undertaken 
by the British post ofice can be equally as well per- 
formed by our own. 

When the project of a postal telegraph was first 
started, Mr. Gratz Brown proposed to establi GI 
uniform tariff of three cents per message of sixty 
words. Mr. 8. B. Washburne tollowed with a prop- 
osition to make the tariff fifteen cents for ten words, 
exclusive of address and signature; while Mr. ©, 
G. Washburn at first proposet a uniform rate of 
twenty cents for thirty words, but subsequently 
changed it to twenty-five cents for twenty-five 
words, charging for address and signature, Mr. 
Creswell does not name the rate which he thinks 
should be established in the event of the aequisi- 
tion of the telegraph by the Guvernment; but per- 
haps the rate is indicated in the following query 
extracted from hisrecentreport: ‘Who that desires 
to convey or acquireany information would hesitate 
between sending a telegram from New York to Gal- 
fornia in seven minutes for twenty cents and send- 
ing a Fetter in soven days for three cents pat 

Tf such a rate for the transmission of messages 
between the Atlantic and Pagifie States by the postal 
telegraph shall ever be practically inaugurated, L 
have no doubt the number of letters carried by mail 
between these points will be materially reduced; 
but I apprehend that the annual deficit in the Post 
Office Department will not thereby be sensibly 
diminished. 


The Postmaster General admits that a large sum 
of money will be required for the purchase of the 
present telegraph lines, but considers that delay will 
only add to the amount of purchase-money required, 
The Post Office Department, he says, is now prepared 
to undertake the organization and management of 
the telegraph in connection with its other duties, 
and can aid materially in raising the money needed 
for the purchase through post office savings banks 
if Congress will authorize their establishment. To 
prove the feasibility of this latter scheme he refers 
to the history of the British post office savings 
banks, “which after ten years operations have in 
hand $75,145,690, a much Jarger sum than will be re- 
quired for the purcbase and thorough repair of all 
ihe telegraph lines in the United States.” But is ib 
probable that Mr. Creswell can purchase the lines 
for the sum named, even admitting that his postal 
savings bank scheme is successful, The president 
of the Western Union ‘Telegraph Company, which 
operates fifty-six thousand miles of line, one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand miles of wire, forty- 
six hundred offices, and asmits over ten million 
messages annually, and whose revenue is more than 
double that of the British post office telegraphs, has 
recently publicly announced that his company is 
infloxibly opposed to any interference af the Gove 
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ernment with its business or the acquisition of its 
property. Our company has been quietly pursuing 
for the past six years the same object which the 
British Government has been accomplishing since it 
acquired the controlof the lines, namely: the unifica- 
tion and enlargement of the telegraph system, accom- 
panied with an important reduction in the rates for 
transmitting messages. With the exception of half 
a dozen comparatively small connecting and com- 
peting lines, this company controls the whole tele- 
graphicsystem of the United States, its lines covering 
a territory embracing twenty-five degrees of lati- 
tude and fifty-five degrees of longitude. Within the 
past five years the telegraphic facilities in the United 
States have been increased by the construction of 
thirty thousand miles of line, the erection of seventy 
thousand miles of wire, and the opening of over 
three thousand telegraph stations, and the annual 
inereaseis constantly augmenting. During the same 
period the average rate of tolls has been decreased 
fifty per cent, Is it probable that the telegraph 
would have made greater progress under Govern- 
ment control during the same period ? , , 
Phe various telegraph companies transacting busi- 


Statement showing the number of miles of line and wire in op 


ness in competition with the Western Union Com- 
pany own about ten thousand miles of line, andare 
represented by an aggregate capital of over sixteen 
million dollars. Itis not probable that these com- 
panies have earned enough to cover their current 
expenses, and it is well known that some of them 
have already incurred debts for a greater amount 
than their property is worth. There is every reason, 
therefore, why these concerns should look with favor 
upon a Government purchase, and I presume that 
their managers are actively at work to bring about 
such a result. N 

It is a fact worthy of mention that although the 
land lines in Europe are almost exclusively owned 
by tho various Governments through which they 
extend, the submarine lines, over which all the 
important communications with Asia, Africa, Aus- 
tralia, and America are transmitted, are owned by 
private companies. The length of the submarine 
lines now in operation is thirty-six thousand three 
hundred and two miles, for the construction of which 
upward of sixty million dollars of private capital 
has been expended, of which at least one quarter has 
been devoted to the construction of cable lines in 


with the number of instruments in use. 


Europe for the express purpose of avoiding the Gov- 
ernment land lines, where important communica- 
tions were subjected to such serious errors and delays 
as to render them comparatively useless, One of 
the most marked instances of this kind was the con- 
struction of a submarine line from Falmouth, Eng- 
land, to Malta, a distance of twenty-cight hun- 
dred and sixty-four miles, in order to avoid using 
the Government lines in France. These private sub- 
marine telegraph lines can scarcely be overrated in 
theirrelation to the commerce of the world. They 
extend beneath the Atlantic and German oceans, 
the Baltic. North, Mediterranean, Arabian, China, 
Japan, and Red seas, the Persian gulf, the bay of 
Biseay, the straits of Gibraltar and Malacca, and 
the Guifs of Mexico and St. Lawrence, thus uniting 
the whole civilized world in one continudus chain 
of telegraphic lines, Messagesfrom the United States 
destined for India, China, Japan. or Australia, 
mould not pass over a rod of governmental telegraph 
ine. 
Yours, respectfully, 
GEORGE B. PRESCOTT. 

Hon. Jauzs B. BECK. 


eration in Great Britain and Ireland and in continental Europe, together 


Countries. Miles of line. Miles of wire. eambro iie 

Great Britain and Ireland... 29,746 130,008 4,153 
North Germany 15,513 49,434 2,419 
Austria and Hungary... 19,929 44,069 1,751 
Baden...... 964 2,869 185 
Bavaria. 3,489 9,052 721 
Belgium... 2,621 8,315 667 
Denmark. 1,127 3,034 192 
Spain ....... 6,972 15,854 355 
Papal States... 418 565 39 
Franco 26,689 72,298 5,113 
Greece 519 672 53 
Norway... 2,865 4,982 208 
Italy 10,189 30,145 1,185 
Roumania.. 1,995 2,647 ` 186 
Holland... 1,748 6,087 289 
Sweden, 4,027 9,667 544 
Russia wee 24,816 47,305 1,006 
Switzerland... 2,838 6,188 716 
Portugal 1,770 3,319 172 
Turkey .... 15,992 26,553 1,026 
CWP PLO ONE AOE ENE O EE EEEE EEEE TE 1,263 2,544 266 

EMT A R 175,490 475,007 21,146 


Statement showing the population, number of offices in operation, the number of messages sent, and the number of inhabitants to each ofice 


and each message sent, in the various countries in Europe. 


| 

Countries. Population. Number of offices. rhe Of faes- Number Saas ing Number Se ae 
sage sent. 
Great Britain and Troland.....cccccsses sneosvoresossrenerseaaseses 30,832,210 3,780 9,084,020 8,156 3.39 
North Germany 29,910,502 2,208 4,806,872 13,546 6.22 
Austria and Hungary... 35,943,592 1,445 3,279,685 24,874 10.95 
1,438,872 213 230,433 6,755 6.24 
4,824,421 541 394,027 8,917 12.24 
4,961,644 433 1,314,367 11,458 3.77 
1,783,565 106 267,129 16,826 6.67 
Vaai 16,732,052 193 654,287 86,694 25.57 
Papal States... esses 692,106 22 63,503 81.459 10.89 
France 36,039,364 3,142 4,754,648 11,470 7.57 
1,325,479 36 101,766 36,818 13.02 
1,800,000 136 332.303 13,235 5.41 
24,273,776 1,082 1,711,158 23,521 14,18 
5,000,000 64 421,033 78,125 11.87 
3,628,468 224 1,178,444 16,198 3.07 

4,158,757 281 451,112 14,799 9.21 i 

s 78,394,471 566 .2,066,605 138,506 87.93 ! 
Switzerland 2,510,494 459 1,108,510 5,469 2.26 
Portugal. 3,829,618 118 155,181 32,454 24.67 
EN 15,350,000 320 551,126 47,968 i 27.85 
1,778,396 184 215,182 9,665 : 8.26 
Total circ e PEETA N ednsenntccaoadelecias cease 305,207,787 15,503 33,141,386 19,687 9.20 
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Statement showing the receipts and expenditures of the telegraph service in Great Britain and Ireland, and in continental Europe, reduced 


to United States gold currency. 


Countries, 


Great Britain and Ireland.. 
North Germany 
Austria and E 


Receipts. Expenditures. 
I 1 In | Ordinary i 
nterna ternational OA Eztraordi ar 
messages. messages. | Total. working ex- ex penstil; y Total. 
penses, 
Not divided. - $8,865,127 20 $2,277,195 80 | $4,486,166 96 $6,763,362 76 
792,10: $727,331 1,519,435 06 1,676,993 00 | 63,423 00 ; 1,740,416 00 
01,458 436,982 1,338,440 00 1,492,887 00 | 277,307 00 1,680,194 00 
20,255 51,795 72,050 00 69,981 00 19,656 00 | 89,637 00 
54,616 120,156 174,772 00 109,329 00 241,058 00 350,387 00 
119,748 -144,806 | 264,554 00 259,783 00 25,575 00 | 285,853 00 
30,491 | 49,013 79,504 00 90,218 00 49,821. 00 140,039 00 
161,232 | 191,965 353,197 00 685,006 00 00 | 685,006 00 
6,485 i 17,079 23,564 00 28,066 00 1,064 00 29,130 00 - 
1,125,257 | 842,645 1,967,902 00 2,066.600 00 519,199 00 2,585,799 00 
24,896 | 4,954 29,850 00 77.526 00 14,995 00 92,524 00 
85,156 51,551 136,707 00 134,369 00 164,649 00 299,018 00 
557,347 365,435 922,782 00 793,037 00 00 793,037 00 
159,005 | 50,328 | 209,333 00 275,037 00 | 8,521 00 283,558 00 
123,878 107,623 | 231,501 00 810,905 00 82,737 00 | 393,642 00 
124,520 92,254 216,774 00 201,780 00 | 27,500 00 229, 280 
2,161,474 234,079 2,395,553 00 1,650,206 00 | 243,697 00 1,893,908 00 
104,039 93,492 197,531 00 4,620 00 | 26,015 00 210,665 00 
35,472 16,528 52,000 00 173,734 00 1,863 00 175,597 00 
698,737 343,511 1,042,248 00 755,817 00 | 00 755,817 00 
22,686 31,041 i 53,727 00 60,945 00 | 20,702 00 81,647 00 
$7,308,856 33,972,568 | $15,146,551 20 $13,284,037 80 $6,273,978 96 $19,558,016 76 


Countries. 


Great Britain and Ireland. 
North Germany......... 
Austria and Hungary 
Baden, 
Bavaria.. 
Belgium. 


Norway.. 
Italy. 
Roumania. 
Holand. 
Sweden 
Russia. 
Switzerlan 
Portugal 
Turkey. 
Wurtemberg... 


DOB ETEA A tnts 


Number of messages sent. 
Internal. International. 
| ees 
satail 7,570,018 1,514,002 
a 3,934,184 872,688 
is 2,807,958 471,727 
126,429 104,004 
228,305 165,722 
1,108,737 205,630 
186,979 80,150 
552,010 102,277 
28 34,375 
669,235 
. 5,553 
; 66,140 
x 260,361 
$ 72,171 
< 228,882 
š 77,340 
+ 191,214 
> g 157,173 
r 33,548 21,633 
‘ 288,936 74,784 
-j 149,137 66,045 
| 27,512,874 5,441,106 


Average tolls on 
n Internal International 
Total. messages, messages, 
9,084,020 42.5 42.5, 
4,806,872 20.1 83.3 } 
3,279,685 32.1 92.6 H 
30,433 16.0 49.8 
394,027 24.5 72.5 
1,314,367 10.8 70.4 
267,129 16.3 61.2 
654,287 29.2 $1 87.6 ? 
63,503 22.2 49.6 I 
4,754,643 27.5 1 25.9 { 
01,766 25.8 89.2 
332,303 319 TL9 
1,711,158 38.4 101.9 
421,033 45.5 69.7 
1,178,444 13.0 47, 
451,112 33.3 1 19,2 | 
2,066,605 $115.2 1 22.4 
1,108,510 10.9 59.4 
155,181 26.5 76.4 
363.720 i 2 41.8 4 59.3 
215,182 | 15.2 46.9 i 
32,953,980 $0 36.6 $1 O11 
I 


Statement showing the receipts and expenditures of the 
telegraph service in Great Britain and Ireland from 
february 1, 1870 to March 31, 1871, inclusive, reduced 
to United States gold currency. 

Expenditures: 

Working expenses......... 
Capital expenditures... 


+ $2,277,195 80 
- 4,486,166 96 


6,763,362 76 
ReOCCIPts ......cccesereceeee SOPENA PETERR TAE R 3,865,127 20 


aral $2,898,235 56 


Excess of expenditures over receipts 


I have before me a detailed statement of the 
capital and working expenses, which are in- 
cluded in and make up statement No. 5, fully 
corroborating the statements made in regard to 


them in the letter of Mr. Prescott; but [ omit | 


them, as they are too long to be inserted as 
part of these remarks. On the 18th day of 
December, 1871, the following editorial article 
appeared in the New York Tribune: 

“ The Postal Telegranh.—Mr. Creswell, in his argu- 


ment for the consolidation of the telegraph system || 


with the post office, relies chiefly upon the experi- 
ence of Great Britain, where, if his statement arecor- 
rect, the Government has derived fromits telegraphs 
in the first year of the new system a net revenue o 


more than three million dollars. If that weretrue, it i 
x Great Britain isa compact |: 
and, where thelines areshort | 
to the whole population is » 


would be no rule for us 
little manufacturing 
and the ratio of messages 
very high. The British figures quoted by Mr. Cres- 
well represent en annual transmission of about 
thirteen million messages, exclusive of the volumin- 


_ous news dispatches to the press; whilein the United | 


; 
f |, refunded message money. 


| 

| 

avors us. Lt appears from Mr. Chetwynd’s report | 

| that the gross receipts of the fourteen months were | 
| £1,068,585, from which must be deducted £270,005 | 
paid to submarine telegraph companies in respect | 
f collections on their behalf, and allowed to post- | 
i| masters and others for delivery of messages and | 
i 

i 

| 

| 

| 


This is evidently tte 
item of ‘payments out,’ which Mr. Creswell, com- 
mitted the extraordinary blunder of supposing to 
be the gross expenditure; and the residuary £798,580 
represents, not the net profit, but the gross revenue! 
| Mr. Creswell, in short, has not got at the expend- 
iture at all. 
“What the cost of working the lines has been ij 


| and patronage. 


is not clear from the British reports, The whole li sense 


outlay, exclusive of payments to the companies 
whose lines were purchased, amounted to no less 
than £1,397,389 ; but a part of this is fairly chargea- 
ble tocapitaLaccount. Mr. Chetwynd estimates tho 
actual working expenses at £470,495, and charges the 
remainder, £926,894, to capital expenditure. But 
this is a deceptive classification. Undercapital ex- 
penditure he places not only the cost of extensions, 
amounting, as well as we can make itout, to £178,933, 
but all manner of outlay upon the plant, (such as 
the very important item of maintenance and repair, 
for which the Western Union Company in America 
spends $1,000,000 a year,) £177,094 for engineering, 
salaries, wages, traveling, and other expenses, 
which we should certainly charge to current ex- 
penditure, and the money spent for ‘ preliminary 
instruction’ and ‘bonuses to learners.’ If we refer 
these and various other items to the heads under 
which they really belong, we shall find the expense 


| of the British postal telegraph system during four- 


teen months to be £1,218,456, and the income £798,- 
580, leaving a deficiency of £419,876. That would be 
equivalent to a loss of $1,749,091 a year (in gold,) 
instead of the magnificent ‘net produce’ of 83,391- 
954 discovered by Mr. Creswell. What confidence 
can we place in our Postmaster General’s reasoning 
when he has erred so egregiously respecting his 
facts 2” 

It will thus be seen, as I asserted in the 
opening of these remarks, that the Postmaster 
General is either wholly ignorant of the tacts 
as to which he proposes to enlighten Congress 
and the country, or he is trying to deceive both 
for the purpose of obtaining additional power 
I regard the latter as more 
probable than the former. He has too :nuch 
not to know that it is and always will 
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be impossible to send messages from New 
York to San Francisco for twenty cents with- 
out taxing the people to pay the additional 
cost over the charge made. Iam not blind to 
the difficulties and abuses that mayspring up 
under the present system, nor to the monopoly 
which the Western Union Company is evidently 
acquiring over the whole telegraphic system 
of the country. I wish some method could 
be devised to check the growth and power of 
such monster monopolies, but lam not pre- 
pared to jump out of the frying-pan into the 
fire by placing omnipotent power into the 
hands of the Government of the United States, 
the most dangerous because the most powerful 
of all monopolies, when centralized and con- 
solidated, as it is fast becoming, thus com- 
bining a political, commercial, and social cen- 
sorship, which would, in my judgment, soon 
prove fatal to free institutions. IL would like 
to see greatrailroad corporations, like the Penn- 
sylvania Central and the transcontinental lines, 
curbed in some way, but | would regard it as 
a great calamity to see the United States take 
the control and management of them. I op- 
pose the present movement and all kindred 
schemes earnestly and firmly, because I regard 
the monopolizing, centralizing, consolidating 
spirit which has for the last few years per- 
vaded the legislation of Congress as the most 
dangerous symptom which the late civil war 
has developed. I do not know that it can be 
checked, 

When I saw ten States of this Union con- 
verted into military satrapies in time of pro- 
found peace, their white men disfranchised 
and the ballot put into the hands of the negroas, 
and they driven to the polis and forced to vote 
for men not even citizens of the State, and 
thus neutralize in Congress the votes of the 
States that were free; when I saw them not 
only reconstructed, but as in the case of Geor- 
gia re reconstructed, simply because they voted 
against General Grant; when I saw the Su- 
preme Court of the United States first threat- 
ened with annihilation, then reorganized to 
carry out party ends, and the then President 
almost successfully impeached because he was 
an obstacle in the way of revolution ; negro suf- 
frage imposed upon all the States against their 
consent by coerced votes cast in coerced mili- 
tary districts, and one by one the old land- 
marks of the Constitution cast down and 
trampled upon, and the men who did these 
things still trusted with place and power, I 
confess my faith in the capacity of the people 
for self-government was shaken; and when I 
heard it announced by the chairman of the 
Jeading committee of this House that in the 
collection of the internal revenue on distilled 
spirits alone, three years ago, $100,000, 000 
was stolen by or with the connivance of 
Government officials, 1 almost felt as though 
“I had no faith in human nature.” But 
when I saw, as we all did in the fall of 1869, 
a Secretary of the Interior dismissed by the 
President from his high office solely, upon 
the ground, as the country understands it, that 
he would not allow his employés to be taxed, 
and a percentage taken out of the wages hon- 
estly earned and necessary for the support of 
their families, for the corrupt purpose of con- 
trolling congressional elections by the money 
thus coerced, I felt that mortification was 
fast reaching the vitals of the body- politic; and 
I know that if in the present debased and 
demoralized condition of the Government we 
take governmental control and possession of 
the telegraph system, adding twenty-five thou- 
sand more serfs to be taxed and driven to the 
polls under the lash of the Administration, that 
step will be followed by taking control of the 
railroads, under pretense of regulating com- 
merce between the States, and tens of thou- 
sands of other tools of the Government, hold- 
ing their places only on condition of abject 
political subserviency, will soon be added, until 
the people’s voice will be heard no more, or 
if heard in opposition to the orders of their 


masters, the bayonet will enforce obedience, 
and ‘let us have peace” will have the same 
significance all over the country it has had for 
five years over the unfortunate, defenseless, 
and downtrodden southern States. I protest 
here and now against any further Federal 
aggression on the rights and liberties of the 
States and the people, against any further 
interference with their private business con- 
cerns, and against all such further attempts at 
consolidation and centralization as this meas- 
ure proposes. 

I will not detain the House further, having 
agreed to yield forafew moments to my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. WELLS] and another geu- 
tleman. 

Mr. DAWES. I presume the House will 
indulge me, without taking up any of the time 
which my friend from Kentucky has promised 
to his friends, in a few moments’ remarks. 

Mr. BECK. Thave no doubt it will. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objec- 
tion to the arrangement proposed extending 
the time of the gentleman from Kentucky for 
afew minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky through? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. [had no desire to interrupt 
any arrangement which the. gentleman had 
made with his friends, nor would I have pushed 
myself between him and the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Wests. ] 

Mr. BECK. The House has extended my 
time. 

Mr. DAWES. Whatever the gentleman 
from Kentucky says is calculated to attract 
the attention of the country, and his known 
ability and candor and freedom (to the extent 
that the lot of humanity will admit) from 
partisanship in the consideration of public 
questions will undoubtedly insure for the 
speech which he has made more extensive 
perusal than anything which it would be pos- 
sible for me to say, and therefore it is that 
I have listened with great interest, and have 
waited with still more interest to see if my 
friend had elaborated any plan or remedy for 
the existing state of things. 

Mr. BECK Certainly not. 

Mr. DAWES. J regret all the more that a 
gentleman of his ability, seeing the defects in 
the plan proposed by the Postmaster General, 
in which he knows himself that you and I, 
Mr. Speaker, agree with him most heartily 
as to their existence and as to their force, 
perceives no remedy after all, but contents 
himself with leaving matters as they are. I 
ask him to look at this view of the case: I 
agree with him in all that he has said of the 
great impropriety and danger of the plan 
suggested by the Postmaster General. I do 
not understand him to decry the telegraph 
system, or to desire to curtail it. But, on 
the other. hand, I know that the gentleman 
feels, as does every other intelligent man in 
the country, that this telegraph system is yet 
almost in its infancy; it is yet further to be 
developed and extended, not only over this 
great country, but over the whole 1.orld, so 
that it shall embrace the utmost cornes of 
this planet in its reach and its effects. Now, 
if all the evils that the gentleman has pre- 
dicted are to flow from the taking possession 
by the Government of the United Siates of 
the telegraph system of the country, and they 
do exist, what is the remedy? Is it to leave 
that whole power in the hands of an irresponsi- 
ble corporation whose head is in Wall street, 
and whose arms extend around the globe? 
Has my friend no remedy for this, no alterna- 
tive for this? Does he not see that while he 
says—and I agree with him in the trath of his 
siatement—that up to this hour there has been 
no occasion of complaint as to the manner in 
which this corporation has administered its 
great functions, (and that so long as itis under 
the control of its present head probably there 
will not be any such complaint, ) yet the power 


which is inherent in the system itself, so capa- 
ble of abuse, so unsafe to be reposed in the 
Postmaster General or any other governmental 
officer, now rests with him in Wall street, 
prompted by all the considerations that can 
be made to bear upon the Postmaster General, 
whether they be political or pecuniary, and 
liable to all the temptations, and liable to all 
the deviations from an upright course that the 
Postmaster General canbe? And you can put 
no man at the head of this institution who will 
stand there not exposed to pecuniary tempta- 
tions. And if the agents of the Postmaster 
General cau by the ear obtain possession of the 
most secret messages—whether they be polit- 
ical messages, or messages involving material 
interests of the most secret character, affecting 
the markets of the world—so can the agents of 
one single man, responsible to no mortal but 
those who employ him, not responsible, as the 
Postmaster General must be, to the great peo- 
ple of the country for his administration of it, 
and to that extent more of a tyrant and more 
of a despot than it is possible to make the 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him a moment? i 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The gentleman is now 
approaching what I think is one of the most 
serious points involved in this whole contro- 
versy. {f now a telegraph operator or anybody 
connected with the transmission of messages 
should develop anything to the injury of any- 
body, or should make any mistake that may 
result in damage to anybody, or be in any way 
detrimental to his interests, he has a remedy 
against the corporation, whereas if such a 
damage should be inflicted by any one in. the 
employ of the Government there is no remedy, 
As an instance in point, I would refer to the 
Post Office Department at present. Valuable 
letters are registered and sent through the 
post office, and should one be stolen or lost 
there is no remedy. But if such a letter or 
any valuable package is sent by an express 
agent and lost, stolen, or delayed, we have a 
remedy against the corporation of which he is 
the agent. The one is responsible, the other 
is irresponsible, so far as the courts of the 
country are concerned. 

Mr. DAWES. I ain trying to-look beyond 
the mere pecuniary advantage or loss that is 
bound up in a single message, to the power 
that rests in one individual at one point, irre- 
sponsible to anybody but the stockholders of 
his corporation, by which he can convulge the 
business of this country and of the world when 
he comes to connect himself with every enter 
prise on every business current in the world— 
sitting, if I may use the figure, at the helm 
of every business enterprise, and holding its 
tiller in his hand. 

Now, though I have no more inclination for 
the system proposed by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral than has the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[ Mr. Becx,] and though I have no idea that I 
shall ever be drawn into the support of it until 
after he has been, still I ask him, because I 
want to know, if a man of his intelligence and 
his ability has been able to see a remedy ; and 
I get from him the confession that he sees no 
remedy for this condition of things. It is not 
for the purpose of weakening or impairing 
any argument that my distinguished friend 
from Kentucky has brought against the idea 
that it is safe for the Government of the United 
States to hold asa private enterprise the tele- 
graph systems of the country, not that itis a 
matter of economy that they should do it; but I 
beg my friend to turn his attention to the great 
question looming up in the near future touch- 
ing, not telegraphs alone, but that other great 
combination that is sooner or later to shake 
the foundation of Government in this coun- 
try—the railroad combinations: of this land. 
And is there remedy for that? 

Now, sir, I fail to see why it may not be safe 
for the Government so far to take holdof this ` 
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question as to put the telegraphing of the coun- 
try in such a condition that the Government 
may advertise for terms upon which telegraphic 
messages shall be sent throughout the land, 
just as it advertises for terms upon which 
messages shall be transmitted by mail. When 
‘the telegraphing of the country is put in such 
a condition that it shall not be under the con- 
trol of a solitary corporation; when there can 
be competition in the bids presented for tele- 
graphing, the man or the corporation who will 
-send telegraphic messages throughout the land 
at the cheapest rates can have the business of 
doing so. This I understand to be the general 
purpose of the proposition of Mr. Hubbard, 
which my friendfrom Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, ] 
in his able speech, has incidentally contro- 
verted. I do not see my way quite clear to 
approve all the details of Mr. Hubbard’s plan, 
but I do see in that plan the dawn of some 
relief from the existing condition of things, 
which to me seems worse, if possible, than 
that which the gentleman from Kentucky ap- 
prehends may result from the administration 
by the Postmaster General of the telegraphic 
system of the country. 

Out of the idea of Mr. Hubbard there can 
be elaborated it seems to me some such prop- 
osition as will introduce competition into the 
telegraphing of the country; and when that 
competition exists the Government may so 
far take cognizance of the plan of sending 
messages by telegraph as it does of the carry- 
ing of communications by mail. In other 
words, the Government may advertise for 
parties who will send messages most cheaply ; 
and these messages will be carried under the 
supervision of the Government just as mes- 
sages by mail are now carried. 

I wish to repel the intimation which the 
gentleman from Kentucky has made, that Mr. 
Hubbard is here struggling to make a private 
fortune, or to relieve himself and those con- 
nected with him from the embarrassment which 
has fallen upon insolvent corporations that 
have been struggling for an existence these 
many years against this giant corporation— 
a corporation well administered, J admit, up 
to this time, and likely to be so long as it may 
be under the control of its present head. 
do not understand Mr, Hubbard to be here 
with any such end as the gentleman from 
Kentucky has intimated, but simply to be 
possessed of this idea to which I have imper- 
fectly alluded, and endeavoring to elaborate 
and work it out to such a form that he and 
those associated with him may be able to offer 
a feasible plan by which, when perfected, the 
sending of telegraphic communications in this 
country shall be open to competition regulated 
by law to the same extent and no further than 
the transmission of mail matter is now regu. 
lated by law in this country, Thereby pro- 
tection will be afforded to those who use the 
telegraph against all attempts that it is pos- 
sible for one man, however well disposed, to 
make toward using the telegraph either as 
a political engine or as an engine in the man- 
agement of material pursuits, in amassing 
wealth by influencing the stock markets of the 
country and the world, or carrying on, upon 
the flood of a momentary excitement, any 
other scheme to which the exigencies of the 
country may give scope, and which the pas- 
sions and purposes of men are liable at any 
time to suggest. 

Mr. Speaker, I was intensely interested in 
the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
as I have been in everything that he has sub- 
_ mitted to the House upon these great ques- 
tions. I did notrise to militate one iota against 
those considerations which he has suggested 
in reference to this scheme, except so far as 
he has found it necessary, L am sorry fo say, 
to reflect upon the integrity of officials who 
have presented this plan. 
merely to beg of him and those who may be 
attracted by the considerations which he has 
urged, to look upon the other side of the pic- 


My purpose was | 


ture and see whether all that is left to us is 
the alternative of settling down in the confi- 
dence we have in the integrity and honor 
of the officials of an existing corporation, or 
whether it may not be possible to elaborate 
some such plan as that of Mr. Hubbard, or 
something akin to it. : 

Mr. BECK. IfI did in my remarks reflect 
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on Mr. Hubbard, I retract any such reflection. | 


I intended to speak of him as an attorney, 
advocating the claims of other parties; not as 
one of them, but merely an able, honest, earn- 
est attorney. 

Mr. DAWES. So I understood him to try 
to separate the gentleman’s personal character 
from his official relations. If he is attorney 
for any corporation that is insolvent, why is it 
insolvent? 

Mr. BECK. Bocause it has been swallowed 
up, I am sorry to say, by that mammoth cor- 
poration, the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany, which, by underbidding, has entirely 
driven it out of the field. ` 

Mr. DAWES. In whose arms, like Samson 
of old in those of Delilah, my friend lies down 
content. i 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say that I have no 
more desire to be the advocate of the Western 
Union Telegraph Company, nor of the Penn- 
sylvania Central Railroad Company, nor of 
any otherovershadowing corporation, than the 
gentleman has, because 1 think we are going 
to become, if we are not now, one of the worst 
corporation-ridden people upon the face of the 
earth, and I can only regret that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, after complaining of 
my failure to do so, did not indicate any more 
fully and clearly than myself some remedy for 
the growing evil. I am less afraid of these 
big corporations, however, than I am of this 
gigantic corporation, the Government of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky has still twenty-five min- 
utes of his time left. , 

Mr. BECK. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Wetus.] 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHAMA. 


Mr. WELLS. I am obliged to my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] for his kindness 
in yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill providing for the 
organization of the ‘Territory of Oklahama, 
offered by me and referred to the Committee on 
Territories, isnot only of importance as directly 
affecting the interests of the four States—Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Arkansas, and Texas—which 
form a large portion of its boundaries, but it 
is a proposition of deep interest to the people 
of the Mississippi valley as affeeting the great 
lines of internal intercourse, and to the people 
of the whole country as proposing the only 


possible solution of a vexed problem, the | 


ultimate disposal of which cannot be much 
longer delayed. 

Twill not engage the attention of the House 
to discuss the mere legal doubts which have 
always been raised whenever an attempt has 
been made to legislate in relation to tne In- 
dian treaties. It is possible that by a strict 
interpretation of phrases those treaties have 
created, or rather have sought to create, cer- 
tain distinct nationalities, and have sought to 
recognize in certain Indian tribes an inherent 
right to and ownership in common of a portion 
of the soil of the country, a possession from 
which they may not be diverted without the 
commitment of an assured legal force, arbi- 
trary and therefore repugnant to the terms of 
the treaties. This possession, however, does 
not in any material respect differ from that by 
which the aborigines at one time held the land 


upon which this Capitol stands; and to admit į 


that these treaties are beyond the power of 
Congress to amend, change, or set aside, is to 
create a new lien upon all property in the 


country, and to assert that a nation or nations | 


with distinct customs, rights, and privileges 


can exist within our own nation, deriving their 
life and support from this Government, and 
yet form no part ofit; nor, even if the theory be 
carried to its legitimate conclusion, be at all 
subject to its interna! police laws, save when 
that police is administered as a right of war. 
From such an anomalous position a nation 
must recede, even at the expense of violating 
the letter of treaties—if compacta with subjects 
can be called treaties—or it must surrender 
the priuciple of inherent sovereignty upon 
which its own existence depends. 

In the consideration of these Indian treaties, 
therefore, I prefer to be governed rather by the 
spirit than the letter thereof, and to rather ree- 
ognize the Indian as a possible citizen, than as a 
child-like ward or an implacable enemy. In 
so far, too, I believe that, despite the nominal 
maintenance of the treaties by the Indian 
department, this position has been assumed by 
the United States courts in adjudging guilty of 
misdemeanor those who have violated the 
internal revenue laws upon this reserved land 
of the Indian, even when such violation has 
been tacitly, at least, approved by the tribes 
or nations which claim exclusive ownership of 
and jurisdiction over the Jand and the people 
residing thereon, Certainly where the tax- 
gatherer and informer may go in violation of 
treaties, we may proceed in the extending of 
more noble attributes of civilization. 

Sir, a glance at the map will show the error 
of those who, in the removal of the Cherokees, 
Choctaws, and other tribes from the east to 
the west side of the Mississippi, deemed that 
in locating them anew west of the Arkansas 
and Missouri State lines they had placed them 
beyond the march of civilization, and in a re- 
gion which could be closed against intrusion 
by lines of commerce and national intercom- 
munication. ‘he Indian possession of the 
State of New York would be no greater bar- 
rier to commerce and communication between 
the people of New England and those of Olio, 
Indiana, Kentucky, and Illinois, than the ex- - 
clusive possession by that race of the Indian 
territory as common and undivisible prop- 
erty does between the people of Texas and 
New Mexico and those of Missouri, Kansas, 
Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Hlinois. The closing of the State of New York 
by such possession, and the sundering of the 
water communication between the great lakes 
and the Atlantic, would be scarcely a greater 
calamity to the commerce of the Union than 
will be the irrevocable setting aside of a large 
territory of fertile country in-the very center 
of the western portion of the Mississippi valley, 
and creating an impassable barrier between 
the grain-producing regions of the Northwest 
and the cotton and sugar-producing lands of 
the Gulf regions, between the wool product of 
the extreme West and the manufacturers of the 
Kast, preventing the completion of a midland 
route to the Pacific, and delaying for scores of 
years the settlement of Arizona and New Mex- 
ico, and the development of the varied mineral 
resources of these vast Territories. Not only 
s0, but should the project, which seems to find 
favor in some quarters, to extend those reserva- 
tions and gather thereon other tribes of Indians, 
including the warlike Comanches, Arapahoes, 
&c., be carried into effect, the States which now 
form the boundaries of this proposed new Ter- 
ritory would forever remain border States. In 
that event neither Missouri, Texas, Arkansas, 
nor Kansas, could hope to develope the bor- 
der portion of their domain; their inhabitants 
would never be free from apprehension of an 
Indian war; the personal property of their citi- 
zens would never be free from the depredation 
of predatory strife, for where you by law ex- 
clude civilization you cannot cultivate moral 
responsibility; and, lacking -the facilities for 
cheaply transporting the product of their fields 
to the markets most requiring them, cultiva- 
tion would be neglected, and a portion of the 
country the richest and fairest, as it is the 
most central of all its domain, would be 
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doomed to a-mere backwoods existence. until 
the poverty following ignorance, the feuds en- 
gendered by lawless life, the diseases arising 
from forced idleness and restraint from accus- 
tomed pursuits unrelieved by preparation for 
other occupation, would slowly decimate the 


victims of national sentimentality, leaving | 


broad tracts capable of awakening the industry 
of communities, as large as some of the sea- 
board States, to the possession of a few scat- 
tered representatives of a race, and the ulti- 
mate spoliation of renegade white men, willing 
to sink their birthright by adoption into 
another race for the sake of seizing the rever- 
sionary interest in its lands. 

To any one familiar with the westward pro- 
gress of civilization, it is evident that the area 
of wheat cultivation is extending only in that 
direction. Its center has already passed beyond 
Ohio, and within a few years will be found west 
of Missouri. The center of corn production 
and consequently of animal production tends 
rapidly in the same direction. On the north 
curcd meats for southern consumption must be 
manufactured, and on the south, with its wide 
stretch of natural pasture lands, must be reared 
the beeves to supply the wants of the more 
northern and eastern States, yet to close com- 
munication between these sections is to delay 
production npon either side of the boundary 
line, and it follows you cannot reduce Missouri, 
Kansas, and Arkansas to the position of border 
States without delaying production in the States 
north and south thereof, which States, denied 
direct communication and interchange of pro- 
ducts upon short and therefore cheap lines of 
transportation, burdened by States partially 
developed, and hampered and thwarted in 
their own development, must seek remunera- 
tion in higher prices from others. 

Whatever adds to the cost of producing cot- 
ton in any considerable portion of the country 
affects the value of that staple in all portions, 
and to deny to the cotton producer of ‘Texas 

- direct access to food-supplying regions is to 
increase the cost of such production ; to deny 
the farmer of Nebraska, Kansas, and other por- 
tions of the Northwest, direct and cheap com- 
munication with the South, by the maintenance 
of a political wall midway across the country, 
is to injuriously affect not only them but every 
inhabitant of the North and Kast, who will be 
still further burdened by a forced carrying of 
their beef supply by circuitous routes as well 
as by a restriction of if nota diminution in the 
area of its production. 

I have said, sir, that where civilization is 
excluded, moral responsibility cannot be culti- 
vated. I should, perhaps, have said that where 
self dependence is rejected civil:zation cannot 
be assured ; that the buying of hoes and spades, 
the giving of harness, the consignment of 
plows, the subsidizing of carpenters and black- 
smiths, aud even the erection of school- houses 
and churches, and the employment of teachers 
and the clergy, will fail to elevate the Indian 
into manhood and cultivate in him those ele- 
ments of self-independence which form the 
basis of republican citizenship, the submission 
to no authority except that of law and order, 
not even that of self-will and self-indulgence. 
Itis in this respect, to my apprehension, that 
so far, while caviling over the letter of the 
treaties with the Choctaws, Cherokees, and 
their associated tribes, the Government, has 
broken, if not well-nigh destroyed, the spirit 
thereof. Promised civilization, they have been 
given only its husks; placed in possession of a 
vast property, sedulous care has been taken that 
they should neither understand nor realize its 
value. They have in all respects been treated 
like a bevy of children, to whom we give costly 
articles for common playthings, yet refuse 
to allow them, even by common consent, to 
divide them into individual ownership or to 
utilize the value thereof for their own benefit 
or that of others. They have been hedged 
in by restrictions, prevented from developing 
their own capability for selfgovernment, by a 


refusal of all participation in the General Gov- 
ernment except at the cost of abandoning their 
race; and now, while it is claimed that this 
elevation may not be accorded to them, it is 
not denied that otber and less civilized tribes 
may be forced into communication with them, 
and be placed upon adjacent reservations, to 
be governed by the same agents and to share 
in the same mockery of self-government so 
long as it be done in the form of independent, 
but the terrible subjectiveness of conquered 
and abased nationalities. 

It is this mistake that is sought to be cor- 
rected in the bill to provide for the organization 
of the Territory of Oklahama. 

The bill in its provisions differs in no re- 
spect from that forthe government of other 
Territories, cxcept in so far as it is forced to 
deal with a semi-government already in force, 
and with rights of property acquired under the 
treaties by virtue of which the Indians settled 
in that region. It provides for elections to be 
held, in which the tribes shail first have the 
represeutation to which they may be numer- 
ically entitled ; it recognizes their tribal dis- 
tinctions and customs in the first election, 
permits the representatives so elected to pro- 
vide for other elections, and prevents the 
forced increase of population in said Territory 
and representation in its council through the 
removal of other and alien tribes thereto. It 
frankly and fully admits the right of property 
in the assembled tribes to all lands in the 
Territory, but as the national Government is 
the natural guardian of the tribes, it places that 
property in a position that it may be utilized 
for the benefit of each individual member 
thereof, while it stimulates self-respect by 
providing for individual ownership. It first 
secures to each member of the tribes, male or 
female, adult or infant, one hundred and sixty 
acres of land, giving to those who have made 
improvements the prior right to that section 
upon which such improvements are situate ; 
and if such improvements cover more than a 
quarter of a section, the right to purchase the 
remainder at a minimum valuation. It makes 
ample reservations for school and religious pur- 
poses, prevents for a term of years the aliena- 
tion of titles of land selected by Indians, and 
provides for the sale of the remaining lands at 
a price not le-s than $1 25 per acre, the pro- 
ceeds to be scrupulously set aside for the sole 
benefit of the Indians, their education, the 
erection of buildings, and the purchase of ma- 
chinery, tools, &c., needed for the develop- 
ment or cultivation of their lands. 

The bill, therefore, so far from taking from 
the tribes any portion of their property, sim- 
ply proposes to make available so much thereof 
as now lies waste, and while adding to and 
extending the area of cultivated territory, to 
induce cultivation of the lands which will then 
be retained by the Indians, by furnishing mate- 
rial aid for its development through education 
and proper appliances for work; by opening 
the country and thereby affording facilities for 
transporting products to markets; by exciting 
emulation; by creating the respect incident to 
citizenship ; by infusing the incentive of indi- 
vidual proprietorship of the soil and ownership 
of the crops grown thereon. 

Further, this bill will make the Indians now 
settled in the Indian territory the wealthiest 
people in this nation by securing to them the 
rightful use of the valuable property now in their 
possession, but unused and unavailable, I base 
this assertion upon statisties presented by 
Colonel HE. C. Boudinot, of the Cherokee 
nation, in a speech delivered at Vinita (Cher- 
okee nation) last September. That gentleman 
states the number of acres in the Indian ter- 
ritory at forty-eight millions, and the inhabit- 
ants at sixty thousand—a territory of upward 
of seventy-two thousand square miles, five thou- 
sand more than in the State of Missouri, which 
is the largest in area, except Texas, in the 
Union. It will be seen, therefore, that after 
securing to each inhabitant the one hundred 


and sixty acres of selected land there would 
remain to be sold 88,400,000 acres, which would 
at the minimum price established in this bill 
amount to $48,000,000, yielding at five per 
cent. a yearly subsidy of $2,400,000—forty 
dollars per individual, or, estimating families 
to average four persons each, $160 per family. 
Here, then, by this bill each family is secured 
a homestead of six hundred and forty acres, 
inalienable for ten years, the value of which— 
the homesteads being selected before any lands 
are offered for sale, and having, as they doubt- 
less will, close proximity to valuable water- 
courses, or to two of the most important rail- 
roads in the country—canvot be estimated at 
less than five dollars per acre (wr $3,200 each) 
and an annual annuity of $160. Compared 
with the average family possessions of the most 
prosperous of the eastern States, this would be 
wealth indeed ; the assessed real and personal 
property of each family in Ohio, including the 
citiesas wellas the country, being only $2,271, 
that of Massachusetts only $3,670, or but a trifle 
more than the valueof the real estate reserved 
to each family to be included in the Territory 
of Oklahama. Certainly to such a proposition 
as this the term ‘‘robbery’’ will not apply; 
against it the objection of wrongful conversion’ 
of private property for public use will not lay. 
No right that this Government can accord to 
the most favored citizen is refused; no loop- 
hole by which the most ignorant can be be- 
trayed into loss. 

This, sir, therefore seems to me a proper 
solution of the Indian question, as it disposes 
iinally of the anomaly of conflicting national- 
ities ; as it opens the pathway of civilization 
toward our rich possessions in the Southwest, 
affords direct communication between the peo- 
ple of the Northwest and the vast cotton- pro- 
ducing region west of the Mississippi, removes 
from four of the principal States of the Union 
the curse of border life, prepares for the more 
speedy settlement and development of New 
Mexico and Arizona, prevents the closing of 
an important route to the Pacific ocean, and 
places the Indian in a position where he may 
acquire a right of citizenship and the power 
to prolong his race by competing with the 
white man on equal terms as to self-govern- 
ment and respect to laws which must and will 
be enforced, even if that race be extinguished 
thereby. 


THE TARIFF AND PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. TOWNSEND), of Pennsylvania. Asthe 
question of the tariff, with its concomitant 
issues of free trade and protection, has again 
presented itself before Congress and is awaken- 
ing great interest both among free-traders and 
protectionists, I desire to make some remarks 
concerning itas affecting not alone the interests 
of my constituency and State but of the 
nation. 

Denunciation of Pennsylvania and of Penn- 
sylvania manufacturers has been the favorite 
theme of gentlemen with free-trade proclivities, 
not only in this Congress but in the last, and iu 
others that have preceded it in the last decade. 

The industrial interests of that State have 
been denounced, her manufacturers have been 
reviled as monopolists, and their services to 
the country, in adding to the wealth of the 
nation in the production of cheap coal, iron, 
woolen, and cotton manufactures, have been 
decried as means whereby the rich have been 
made richer and the poor have been made 
poorer, 

_ The tariff of duties on foreign manufactures 
similar to her own has been assailed with great 
virulence as imposing a tax which not only 
affects the price of the articles imported, but 
increases the price of all similar articles which 
may be manufactured throughout the Union, 
and is declared to be that much of an addi- 
tional burden upon the industry of the people. 
This is the old demagogical ery in which men 
indulge who have no sound arguments to sus- 
tain their antagonistic doctrines, and who prefer 
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to appeal to the passions and prejudices of the 
masses rather than to their reason and their 
judgment. It is easy to inflame a multitude 
by depicting in vivid colors their supposed 
wrongs, and an artful assailant may excite 
unfounded prejudices which the wisdom of 
statesmen cannot allay. 

Pennsylvania and her industrious citizens 
need no defense at my hands. Her record is 
before the world. Her energetic capitalists, 
by their enterprise and industry, have fur- 
nished the nation great staples of wealth in 
coal and iron, and have rendered her people 
prosperous, contented, and happy- Her 
mechanics and artisans have steady work at 
good wages. Her farmers have a remunera- 
tive market within a reasonable distance of 
their homes, and the manufacturer and the 
farmer being placed side by side, each has a 
fair reward for the labor of his hands. 

Such a scene of prosperity is nowhere to 
be witnessed except in those countries whose 
Governments have taken care to protect the 
industries of their own people, preferring their 
labor to that of foreigners, while in countries 
like Ireland and Turkey, where practical free 
trade prevails, poverty of the masses is the rule 
and prosperity the exception. 

It comes with an ill grace from gentlemen 
of free-trade sentiments, who represent the 
great commercial cities, to complain of mo- 
nopolists and monopolies. They enjoy a 
monopoly of the coasting trade and other 
matters. 

By the act of 1817 ‘‘no goods, wares, or 
merchandise shall be imported, under penalty 
of forfeiture thereof, from one port of the 
United States to another port of the United 
States in a vessel belonging wholly or in part 
to a subject of any foreign Power.” 

No foreigner can sell to us, however cheap, 
or own any part of a vessel engaged in that 
trade. 

So, too, the master of any vessel engaged 
in the coasting trade must be a citizen of the 
United States. 

By these laws all foreign competition is 
prohibited, and the whole Atlantic coasting 
trade is in the hands of a few individuals, 
the greater part of whom are citizens of 
New York. 

If foreign competition in building vessels 
for that trade or in manning and navigating 
them should be allowed, I have no doubt 
foreigners would, for a time at least, carry the 
trade from one part of our country fo another 
at less rates than it is carried now, but by the 
navigation laws the privileges of the coasting 
trade are vested in a few hands, and there is 
nothing to keep down the cost of freight except 
domestic competition. Where that competi- 
tion is restricted, it is easy to make combina- 
tions to keep up prices, and the sea-going carry- 
ing trade being cheaper than railroad transport- 
ation, it feels little apprehension of successful 
rivalry. In addition to these privileges the 
Government expends from fifteen to twenty 
million dollars annually for the support of the 
Navy, whose principal object is the protection 
of commerce, and consequently for the benefit 
immediately of the few who are engaged 
therein. 

Here, then, are instances of a direct inter- 
ference by the national Government in com- 
mercial matters for the benefit of small classes 
of individuals, giving them direct protection ; 
yet I have never heard uttered a word of oppo- 
sition by gentlemen from the commercial cities 
against these exclusive privileges. Now, Ido 
not object to this. On the contrary, I rejoice 
that our laws are such as to give the home trade 
to our own people. It is to this principle that 
Great Britain and France owe much of their 
commercial greatness. I merely mention it to 
show that while the gentlemen from the great 
commercial emporium denounce Pennsyivania 
for her “monopoly,” as they are pleased to 
term it, of coal and iron, they should at the same 
time denounce the ship-owners of New York 
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and other commercial cities who enjoy the 
coasting-trade monopoly. 

In addition to these privileges the free-trade 
city of New York has managed to secure an 
undue proportion of the benefits granted by 
the national banking laws. By the act of 1863 
one half of the currency created by those laws 
was to be divided among the States according 
to population, and the other half according to 
their banking capital, resources, and business. 
After this apportionment was made, the law 
of 1866 allowed all the State banks to become 
national banks. This made distribution of 
currency disproportionate, and New York city 
obtained more than her share of the national 
bank currency. (See report of Comptroller of 
the Currency for 1866.) 

Before the national bank act was passed New 
York city never could sustain more than 
$10,000,000 of currency, asthe reports on the 
finances show. By the Comptroller’s report 
for 1870, she had $33,000,000 of circulation, 
being a direct gain of $23,000,000 of working 
capital through the intervention of those acts 
alone. 

The proportion of national circulation to the 
whole population of the nation was, by that 
report, $7 62 per head. Of that circulation 
Philadelphia had $16 42 per head, while New 
York city had $85 21 per head. The surplus 
fund and profits of all the banks averaged only 
$8 44 per head; those of Philadelphia were 
$12 per head, while those of New York city 
were $30 64 per head. It may be said, how- 
ever, that New York, being so densely popu- 
lated, was entitled to a large amount of circu- 
lation, but it should be remembered that in 
great cities there is much less need, propor- 
tionately, for currency than in sparsely popu- 
lated districts; for in cities the greater part 
of the business is done by bank checks; and 
as her population is but, about one fortieth of 
the population of the Union, and she has one 
ninth of the whole bank circulation, she has 
monopolized even more than the lion’s share. 
This is far beyond what she is justly entitled 
to under the law, and she enjoys it at the 
expense of other and less-favored portions of 
the nation. It is more of a monopoly than 
any duties on imports afford to any State, 
because it is a monopoly of the life-blood of 
internal commerce; and more than that, as 
managed, it exercises the worst possible influ- 
ence on all the industry of the country. 

As I said awhile ago, before the national 
currency act was passed New York city could 
not steadily employ $10,000,000 of circula- 
tion, because her notes were soon brought 
back for redemption if there were any issues 
for speculative purposes, but under the new 
system her circulation, not coming back on 
her for redemption, enables her to loan at 
least $20,000,000 to speculators and stock 
gamblers, whose efforts to make 4t corners’ or 
to “bull” or ‘‘bear” the leading stocks of 
the country and gold have been the occasions 
of such unfortunate fluctuations in prices as to 
beggar thousands who were drawn into the 
whirlpool, and to unsettle and distress all the 
legitimate branches of industry. Lf the addi- 
tion to her banking circulation were wisely 
used for legitimate business purposes there 
would be less cause of complaint, but when 
we see daily in the newspapers that ‘call 
loans’? to speculators are placed at six per 
cent. and prime business paper with double 
names has to pay ten to twelve per cent., it is 
evident that a large portion of this accession 
of circulation is used for the benefit of spec- 
ulators and stock gamblers, aud not for the 
business interests of the community. ; 

But these are not the only monopolies which 
they overlook in their wholesale denunciation 
of Pennsylvania. New York not only enjoys | 
the benefit of monopolizing the good things, | 


| the trade and commerce and an undue share 


of the currency of the country, but she enjoys | 


the bad eminence of a monopoly of great 
financial crime. Of this monopoly, however, | 


no one envies her.. Her Tammany Society, 
her great leading political organization, has 
been discovered by an indignant people to be 
used in the interest of aden of thieves. Mil- 
lions of the people’s money have been stolen 
bodily from the coffers of the city and county. 
In two and a half years the debt has been 
increased $71,000,000, a large portion of 
which was unqualifiedly stolen, in addition to 
$50,000,000 of taxes squandered without an 
adequate return, and the chief sachem of the 
society, the chief robber of her treasury, has 
been elected State senator by an admiring con- 
stituency, by twelve thousand majority, over an 
honest man. 

All this money thus faithlessly used or felo- 
niously appropriated has been applied by a few 
leaders of Tammany to their own benefit and 
and that of the society. It has been used in 
the purchase of weak-kneed legislators and 
corrupt legislation; in building and furnish- 
ing palatial mansions; in erecting magnificent 
stables; in keeping fine studs of horses; in 
the purchase of regal equipages, diamonds, 
and jewelry; in investments in United States, 
securities, and in all sorts of riotous living, 
to the debauching of their own morals and an 
evil example to the masses. 

But this is not all. Not content with these 
unparalleled larcenies of the people’s moneyed 
treasures, the great monopolizer, Tammany, 
has endeavored to steal the liberties of the 
people. That society has done more to rob 
the people of their political rights, and monop- 
olize their political power, than all the ballot- 
box stuffers in the land besides. By fraud and 
corruption its leaders have ruled the great 
State of New York, and through New York 
they aspired to rule the nation. How Tam- 
many did it is now well known to the world at 
large, and has gone down into history, in the 
words of.a distinguished member from New 
York, [Mr. Roosevent, } who assumes to know 
of what he speaks, and who manfully labored 
to produce its fall. 

The gentlemen from New York, by their 
outcries against Pennsylvania, have induced 
some members from the West to believe in the 
idea that Peunsylvania manufacturers are mo- 
nopolists, especially in the article of iron, and 
have led them to join in the unjust denuncia- 
tion. ‘She duty on iron, or any other com- 
modity, whether such dutiable article be similar 
to our products or manufactures or not, does 
not necessarily add to the cost to the consumer 
thereof. Generally it cheapens it, as it has 
done in the case of Bessemer steel rails, cotton 
cloths, woolens, and many other productions. 
Those who use such rails, cottons, or woolens, 
and have to pay for them, know best the effect 
of the tariff upon them. 

It ig still in the recollection of those who 
sat in the last Congress that ninety-five gentle- 
men, representing some seventy different rail- 
road companies controlling a capital of several 
hundred million dollars, presented their peti- 
tion to Congress asking a duty of $44 80 per 
ton on steel rails. For such a request they 
gave the reason that— 

“Immediately before the construction of the first 


steel rail manufactory in this country,” {erected un- 
der a protective tariff] “ foreign makers charged 
$150 per ton, (equal then to $225 curreney,) for steel 
rails. As American works were built, foreign skilled 
labor introduced, home labor instructed, and domes- 
tic irons, clays, ganister, and spiegel, (after many 
and expensive trials,)found to produce excellent 
rails, the price of the foreign article was gradually 
lowered until itnow stands at less than seventy-nine 
dollars per ton in gold, or $96 338in currency. Now 
that several million dollars have been expended in 
machinery, furnaces, and experiments in perfecting 
the process of manufacture in this country, and 
numbers of our own citizens are dependent upon it 
for support, the business is threatened with anni- 
hilation by the pressure of English and Prussian 
makers.” 


It was for such reasons that those gentlemen 
asked for an increased duty on such rails, 
being well assured that it would lower the cost 
to them instead of raising it. Congress com- 
plied with their request so far as to Impose on 
such rails a duty of twenty-eight dollars per 
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ton. In addition to this instance of a protect- 
ive duty cheapening manufactured products, 
let me add that but a few months ago the 
‘Phoenix Iron Company entered into competi- 
tion with the whole world for the building of 
-iron bridges for a Canadian railway. By the 
protection aiforded by the tariff, that company 
had: been enabled to have enough of the home 
market to give its employés opportunities to 
acquire skill in the manufacture of all iron 
bridge-work, and, by newly invented processes 
resulting from that protection, and the skill 
and ingenuity of thoir workmen, they were 
enabled successfully to compete with England 
and Canada, and secure the contract, which 
they are filling now. This protection took 
nothing out of the coffers of the nation, nor 
from the pockets of the people, but brought 
money here from Canada for our surplus com- 
modities; yet western gentlemen join in the 
ery of Pennsylvania monopoly. 

If there be any class besides the commercial 
cities that enjoys monopolies it is the railroad 
men of the West. They have already had in 

. good bonds toward the building of their great 
railroads the sum of $64,618,882, the interest 
on which has been guaranted by the nation, 
and the Government has already paid on such 
guarantee $9,358,210 more than it hag re- 
ceived in shape of transportation of mails and 
iilitary stores, as appears by last Treasury 
report. Besides this, they have had princely 
donations in public lands, embracing what is 
equivalent to a solid belt of land twenty miles 
in width on both sides of the principal through 
lines throughout their whole extent. These 
gifts of a beneficent Government to the differ- 
ent railroads of the country will amount to 
the enormous sum of two hundred million 
acres. . They had the most of these immense 
donations before the homestead principle giv- 
ing lands to aciual settlers was inaugurated, 
and oven now, with that homestead principle 
existing, the railroad companies have an advan- 
tage over the individual citizen, for, to the great 
masses of the people the gift of a farm under 
the homestead act amounts to nothing, for 
they cannot occupy and improve it, 

I do not complain of this railroad policy. 
On the contrary, I think it was wise and bene- 
ficial to the nation in the development of vast 
regions that would otherwise have long lain 
untouched by civilization, but which, anderrail- 
road facilities of access and transportation, are 
now yielding great wealth to the nation. By 
late statistics, compiled by Mr. Poor, it appears 
that in 1880, we had but 23 miles of railroad ; 
in 1840 wo had 2,818; in 1850 we had 9,021; 
in 1860 we had 80,685; and in 1870 we had 
53,399 miles of railroads, made at a cost of 
$2,400,000,000. In 1870, their earnings were 
$450,000,000, they carried 125,000,000 of ton- 
nage, whose value was estimated at $10,875,- 
750,000. We may perhaps have gone as far 
in that direction as it is prudent at present to 
go, and can afford to wait until those facilities 
to internal trade and commerce have demon- 
strated fully to objectors the wisdom of the 
land-grant policy. 

[ allude to this policy to remind gentlemen 
from the West that it is inconsistent in them 
to demand and receive direct bounties from 
the Government in land and money for them- 
selves, and to denounce Pennsylvania because 
she enjoys in common with the rest of the 
nation some protection for her industrious tax- 
payers against the labor of the half- starved, 
ill-clothed laborers of Europe. 

1 wight here add that the farmers of the 
West have a direct protection to their products 
in the duty of 20 cents per bushel on wheat, 
15 cents per bushel on rye and barley, 10 cents 
per bushel on corn and oats, 1 cent per pound 
on beef and pork, 2 cents per pound on bacon 
and hams, 4 cents per pound on butter and 


i 


cheese, 8 to 12 cents per pound, and 10 per 


cent. ad valorem on wool, 10 per cent. on green 
fruits, and 25 to 85 per cent. on fruits when 
pickled or preserved, all which, in times of 


plentiful harvests throughout the world, isa 
considerable item of protection to them. 

Neither should gentlemen from the South- 
west join in denunciation of the manufacturing 
interests. 

The great sugar interest depends for its very 
existence on a protective tariff. The general 
principle on which a protective tariff is based 
is that by giving the people of this country an 
equal chance with the cheaper labor and capi- 
tal of Europe we can produce all the com- 
modities we want to use on as good terms, 
through competition, as such commodities can 
be afforded from abroad. With regard to sugar 
this reason does not fully hold, for with all 
their appliances, and with a proteetive tariff, 
the Southwest does not appear able to produce 
all the sugar we need. 

Tf, then, as the free-traders argue, the tariff 
is a direct tax on an imported article, the sugar 
producers receive a direct bounty from the 
Government of one and three quarters to four 
cents per pound, and are more justly the sub- 
ject of criticism than Pennsylvania manufac- 
turers, whose protection is not special, but in 
common with that of the masses of the people 
of all those other States whose raw material 
affords them the opportunity of competition. 

There should be fair play in all things. 
This Government is a Government of com- 
promises. Its legislation is a legislation of 
compromises. So vast is our country in 
extent, so great is the diversity of its soil, 
climate, and productions, so different are the 
circumstances under which men labor, whether 
as to the cost of the raw material to be worked 
up, or the cost of living at the place of manu- 
facture, that legislation that is beneficial to 
oue class would not be so beneficial to another. 
A duty which is protective in one section may 
not be so in another ; but national legislation 
must be general and not local or partial, 
although the legislation of individual States 
may be otherwise. Hence, there may arise 
inequalities, but those inequalities in the whole 
may average one another in such a manner 
that disadvantages suffered in some cases may 
be compensated by advantages gained else- 
where. his is the prineiple upon which a 
national legislation must be founded, and he 
who looks to the immediate interest of a 
particular locality, without taking a survey of 
the interests of the whole people, has but an 
imperfect idea of the duties of a Congress 
legislating for a whole nation. 

While Pennsylvania, in the duties which are 
levied on her staple commodities in the dif- 
ferent stages of their production, receives some 
protection against the cheaper labor and capital 
of the Old World, she does not receive as much 
protection on similar products under the same 
duty as is received by the western and south- 
westeru States. Their greater distance fiom 
the sea-board adds, in the shape of freights, to 
their protection. Missouri, Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Michigan, and others, South and West, 
in the location of their iron-works are more 
benefited by a given rate of duty on iron than 
is Pennsylvania, yet the latter State is singled 
out as the great monopolist, to be denounced 
and held up to the indignation of the land. 
But why is Pennsylvania so denounced? Why 
is it that she isa monopolist, and how is it that 
she enhances the cost of iron to the people? 

Gentlemen from New York say that the 
duty on iron adds inevitably to its. cost, and 
that it is a certain tax on the consumer. This 
assertion is unfounded, and not supported by 
the facts. There is no commodity imported 
on which the duty is the exact measure of the 
increase in price of such commodity. Price 
depends on many circumstances. ‘The free- 
trader says that the price to the consumer will 
be the invoice price with the duty and im- 
porter’s profits added. It will be so oceagion- 
ally in articles that we neither produce nor 
manufacture, as tea and coffee, but not always, 


even in them. Supply and demand of the 
i article, or scarcity and abundance of money, 


` 


will affect it. If the quantity thrown on the 
market be more than it demands, the price 
will fall; if the quantity be inadequate to the 
demand, the price will rise. If money be 
scarce, the price will fall; if it be abundant, 
the price will rise. If the currency be depre- 
ciated by excessive issues or by distrust of its 
ultimate redemption, merchandise measured 
by it will rise. As confidence returns, the cur- 
rency will appreciate and prices will fall. The 
market price will continually vary according 
to these circumstances, or a combination of 
them, independent of cost abroad and duty 
added. 

In illustration of some of these principles, 
let me here remark that coffee, on which the 
duty has not been changed for eighteen months, 
suddenly rose in price five cents a pound a 
short time ago. 

In addition to the circumstances which I 
have just mentioned, which affect the price to 
the consumers of foreign commodities, which 
we cannot produce or manufacture, there are 
other elements which affect the price of such 
foreign productions as we can produce or manu- 
facture. The principal one of these is competi- 
tion athome. That principle is brought into 
action when the Government imposes such a 
duty on foreign articles as will aidin equalizing 
our industry inthe competition with the cheap 
labor and capital of Europe. Both capital and 
labor can be had there for one half what they 
cost here; in some places on the continent 
labor can be had for less than half. This well- 
known fact is an important advantage to the 
foreign manufacturer. How we can counter- 
vail it without adding to the cost of the article 
is the problem. 

By free trade or low duties we would admit 
such articles so low for a time that our manu- 
facturers could not compete with them, and 
would be driven from the market. When that 
was done, the foreigner would raise his prices 
to suit his own avarice. By imposing such a 
duty as will enable us to manufacture and sell 
any given article and give us a fair chance for 
the home market, new manufactories will start 
up, competition will reduce prices by the supe- 
rior skill and knowledge of our workmen, and 
the foreign article, if introduced at all, will be 
introduced by the foreign manufacturer paying 
the duty in a reduction of his profits. This 
was notably the case in Scotch pig iron, coal, 
and steel rails. Scotch pig iron, in 1845, soid 
in Glasgow at 80s. 8d. per ton. As the pro- 
tective tariff of 1842 took effect, gradually 
prices of Scotch pig iron ran down to 44s. 4d. 
After that tariff was overthrown by the free trade 
tariff of 1854, prices ran up to 79s. 9a. by the 
closing up of our furnaces for want of protec- 
tion. Under our later protective tariffs it came 
down in 1870 to 54s. 4d per ton. So, too,as I 
have shown from the petition of railroad 
officials, when the English had the monopoly 
of our market, they charged us in currency 
$225 per ton for steel rails, but as soon 
as our people had an adequate duty imposed 
on them, the price came down to less than 
$100 per ton, near which it now remains. 
Somewhat of the reduction may fairly be 
ascribed to a fall in the price of gold, but the 
main decrease is due to our competition, So, 
too, with regard to coal. Before the duty was 
imposed it sold in Boston at $10 40 per ton. 
Since the duty of $1 25 was laid it has sold at 
$7 25 per ton. Similar effects were notice- 
able in the earlier protective tariffs, but I need 
not go further into details. 

The free-traders would have us believe that 
free trade is a national gain where the articles 
we need can be bought cheaper abroad than 
at home. This is “a delusion and a snare,” 
and is untrue. Every article we make and 
keep at home adds to the wealth of the nation 
to the extent of its value; but if, instead of 
making such article at home, we purchase: it 
abroad with money or other equivalents, even at 
aless price than we can buy it at home, we are 
losers by the transaction unless we can buy it at 
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just halfthe price it wouldcostusathome. For 
instance, when we order $1,000,000 worth of 
iron rails from our own manufacturers and pay 
for them on completion, we have remaining in 
the country the $1,000,000 of money paid for 
them and also the rails, making a total sum 
of national wealth of $2,000,000. But if we 
are offered twenty-five per cent. more rails by 
foreigners, and we send our money abroad in 
their purchase, we get back $1,250,000 worth 
of rails, but our money has gone forever. In 
this latter case, then, we have only $1,250,000 
of national wealth in the last transaction as 
against $2,000,000 of national wealth in the 
first one, being a net loss to the nation of 
$750,000 in the purchase of the rails abroad, 
and also a disappearance of the money- sent 
abroad in the purchase, a loss of the money 
being a loss of the life-blood of trade and com- 
merce, which ifretained, here would have given 
employment to thousands of laborers. 

We imported into this country in the last 
fiscal year $483,000,000 of dutiable, commodi- 
ties, of which at least $800,000,000, perhaps 
more, could have been manufactured or pro- 
duced here. If the tariff had been, as the 
free-traders propose, a twenty-five per cent. 
tariff, then, by importing instead of producing 
them, we would have lost to the nation $225,- 
000,000 which might have been kept at home to 
be given as wages to our own artisans,and which 
would, have added to their comfort and hap- 
piness as well as to the capital aud general 
welfare of the country, and is consequently 
a loss of wealth and productive power. If 
we had reserved the home market for only 
$200,000,000 of those imports, we would have 
saved $150,000,000 to the people, and still 
have left enough dutiable imporiations from 
which to derive revenue for the expenses of 
the Government, 

But the free-traders say that although such 
operations may be to the benefit of the nation, 
yet they are a loss to the individual citizen. 
This is not true in the long run, for the pros- 
perity of the nation and the prosperity of its 
individual components are equivalents. 

The prosperity of the nation is the aggregate 
of individual prosperity. Tt might seem in the 
ease of the railroad company just mentioned 
that it would be to its individual benefit that 
it should buy its rails abroad; but when we 
reflect that these iron-rail mills are located on 
railroads, and give employment to large num- 
bers of hands, and require great quantities of 
raw materials, which, with the finished pro- 
duction, have to be carried over those railroads, 
the freights on commodities and receipts from 
passengers carried to and from those mills 
would, I doubt not, in all cases more than 
counterbalance any supposed loss arising from 
having to purchase rails at such mills at a 
higher price than they might be bought for in 
foreign markets. 

Another fallacy of the free-traders is this, 
that the duty on an imported commodity raises 
the priee of that article, and that all such 
commodities manufacturcd in this country will 
rise in price to the same extent, and that we 
have to pay not ouly the duty on the imported 
article, but an advance in price on all domestic 
productions consumed of a similar character, 
equal to suchaduty. Ihave already answered 
the first part of this fallacy in showing that 
duties do not necessarily raise prices, but that 
in most cases the foreigner, if he wants to 
enter into competition with our manufacturers, 
must pay the duty. Theabsurdity of the latter 
part of the doctrine, however, is so well and 
concisely stated by Dr. Elder, in his ‘‘ Ques- 
tions of the Day,” page 230, that I repeat it 
here, In speaking of this doetrine, he says: 

“ Let us try it through the entire range of its sup- 
posed operation. 2 

“The official value of all such foreign goods so 
charged with import duties, which met the com- 
petion of American goods in the year 1867-68, was 

178,000,000; the aggregate duties amounted to 


$85,400,000, an average of a small fraction less than 
forty-eightpercent. Wehave no authoritative esti- 


jin the year 1870 the number of depositors 


mate of the value of such goods manufactured in the 
United States in that year, but we can guess. The 
increase of the year 1860 over 1850 was cighty -five per 
cent; the product of 1860 was $1,885,000,000; eighty- 
five per cent will be little enough, under all the cir- 
cumstances, to add to the value of 1860 for that of 1863, 
This gives us $3,487,000,000 as the products of that 
year, on which sum, according to this theory, a forty- 
eight percent, increase of cost to the consumers must 
have fallen, and therefore the duties charged upon 
the foreign import surcharged the prices of their 
domesticrivals $1,673,600,000, or nine and a half times 
the amount of the duties secured to the Treasury by 
thesystem ofraising revenues at the custom-houses!”” 

Who believes it? 

This shows the absurdity of their doctrine, 
for if it were correci, then, as duties increase 
the prices of the aggregate of commodities con- 
sumed in the country, as well those manufac- 
tured here as those imported, to cight or ten 
times the amount of revenue raised by duties, 
it is not only bad economy, but a wicked 
administration of governmental powers to im- 
pose any duties at all. H their theory be true, 
all importations should be free, the navigation 
acts protecting the coasting trade should be 
abolished, Chinese labor should be systemat- 
ically introduced, and revenue should be raised 
by a system of internal direct taxation, with its 
great host of assessors, collectors, and agents 
all over the country, in greater numbers and 
more inquisitorial in their powers than those 
who are passing out of ofice by the gradual 
withdrawal of the system under which the peo- 
ple have become so restive. Their principle 
means this, or it means nothing. 

Other enlightened nations repudiate free 
trade; why should ours adopt it? Both Eng- 
land and France, with whom we have close 
commercial relations, lay duties on our pro- 
ductions; why should we not lay duties on 
theirs? The whole duties England realized 
from customs last year were $104,000,000, 
almost one third of which, or $33,000,000, 
was realized by duties on tobacco and soulf 
alone, the most of it our production, being 
more than gathered from all her imports on tea 
and coffee, sugar and molasses. If weshould 
adopt free trade it would be a very one sided 
affair, for England acknowledges no recipro- 
city that does not inure to her own advantage. 
If such immense burdens as those just indi- 
cated are imposed upon the people, how does 
it happen that the country, notwithstanding 
the heavy debt laid upon it during the rebel 
lion, is in such a prosperous condition ? 

Iu looking around we see evidences of great 
growth in wealth and power. Manufactories 
and the mechanic arts are everywhere flour- 
ishing, and every man who desiresit can obtain 
an opportunity to labor and receive an ade- 
quate reward. The internal commerce of our 
Country, says. Secretary Boutwell, is fifteen 
| times as great as our foreign commerce, and 
if we take into accountall the exchanges from 
one party to another during each year, it is, 
says Carey, our greatest political economist, 
fifty times as great. 
mented by the extension of the railroad sys- 


on it an increased prosperity. 

An additional evidence of the advance of 
the nation under the system of protection is 
to be found in the rapid inerease of the num- 
ber of savings banks, depositors and deposits, 
in the last few years. ‘These are the places 
where are kept the savings of people in limited 
circumstances. They are the indices of the 
prosperity of the laboring classes. 

In Massachusetts in 1861-62 the savings 
banks numbered 93, with 248,900 depositors 
and $50,403,674 of deposits, being an average 
of $202 50 to each depositor. fn 


| averaging $259.67 to each depositor. 


| In the State of New York, in 1861-62 the | 
numbered | 
| 242,945, with $51,861,848 of deposits, being |, 


i 


depositors in such institutions 


an average of $213 to each individual, and 


it has been vastly aug: | 


tem, and that system has had reflected back | 


1869-70 | 
they had increased in number to 134, with: 
| 431,769 depositors, $112,119,016 of deposits, | W 

i, Hons. 


had increased to 651,474 and the deposits 
to $194,860,217, or $298 to each depositor. 
This aggregate and pro rata gain shows the 
steadily increasing wealth of the country 
under the fostering impulses of the protect- 
lve system. 

_ While the free-traders denounca this advan- 
cing prosperity of the whole country as inut- 
ing to the benefit of a particular class; while 
they say that it is pouring wealth into the 
pockets of the manutacturers, they do not 
notice that it is shared by the commercial 
cities whose commerce keeps pace with protec- 
tion to manufacturers by the increased ability 
to purchase which protection gives to the 
masses outside of those cities. Neither have 
they ever yet given a satisfactory answer to the 
question, ‘If manufacturing be such a profit- 
able business, why do free-traders not enter 
into competition with those ‘bloated capital- 
ists’ and reap a portion of their enormous 
profits?” It cannot be that they are more 
virtuous, self-sacrificing, and patriotic than the 
manufacturer, for business men seek their own 
profit without much care as to the effect upon 
the conntry. Capital always seeks profitable 
employment, and if these clamorers for free 
trade believed that they could make more 
money in manufacturing than they can in their 
chosen occupations, they would soon transfer 
their capital to the better kinds of business. 
They do not believe their own allegations. 

This clamor for free trade or low duties does 
not come from the farmer, for he knows that 
his best market is at home, and that he can 
get the highest price for his products when he 
has manufacturers near him to consume his 
supplies. di does not come from the mechanic 
or artisan, for he is well aware that he eannot 
compete with the low wages and cheap capital 
of forcign countries. {t does come, however, 
from the manufacturing interests abroad and 
the importing interests of the great commercial 
cities; from foreign houses and their agents 
here, who know that the more unrestrained the 
foreign commerce the greater will be their 
profits. The New York World of September 
13, 1871, says: 

“As a matter of fact the leading forcien commerce 
of New York, its most important banking business, 
ang igs ost prosperous trades and manufactures, are 
largely, iudced almost overwhelningly, in the hands 
of citizens and residents of forvign birth.” 

So, too, the same newspaper of September 
23, 1871, says: 

“There is no doubt that the Democratic party is a 
freo-trade party; there isno doubt that the Repub- 
hican party is not a free trade party, nor is there 
any reason to suppose that it can be made such.” 

From these acknowledgments and their 
actions we knuw that the men who agitate 
this doctriue of free trade are the Democratic 
party and the foreign manufacturers who seek 
a market here for tbeir surplus products, and 
who know that if they can break down our 
manufacturers by an inundation of cheap 
goods, suld below the cost of production, they 
can then raise their prices long before our manu- 
factures can be reéstablished, and can amply 
recompense themselves for avy previous gac- 
rifices. ‘They arc the men of foreign extraction, 
resident in our sea-port cities, who come here 
to make their fortunes as soon as possible and 
return to their native land to enjoy their 
wealth. They are men who have no sympa- 
thies with our institutions, and who care 
nothing for our prosperity or adversity only 
so far as it may affect the commerce pass- 
ing through their hands and on which they 
levy tribute. With then the freer the trade 
the greater the profit, aud a food of importa- 
tions, resulting in debt and national bankruptcy, 
would only add to their overgrown accumula- 


On the other hand, the much-abused Penn- 


` sylvanian upholds a more liberal and a more 


national principle. He maintains the princi: 
ple that was practically apheld by Washington 
when, on the day of his inauguration, he wore 
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a coat of domestic cloth for the purpose of 
giving a practical illustration of his views on 
the subject of protection to American industry. 
He supports the doctrine of the first tariff act 
passed July 4, 1789, which declared— 

“It is necessary for the support of the Govern- 
ment, for the discharge of the debts of the United 
States, and the encouragement and protection of 
manufactures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, 
and merchandise imported.” 


The same doctrine was elucidated by that 
eminent statesman, Hamilton, in his great 
report on manufactures in 1791; by Jefferson, 
by Madison, and Monroe. It has been sig- 
nally illustrated in the policy of protection to 
our fisheries, as for more than half a century 
we have given a bounty to fishermen of from 
forty-four to three hundred and sixty dollars, 
according to the size of the vessel, for the 
fishing season of four months’ service, and 
to-day the duty on salt used in pickling fish 
for exportation is remitted. 

Even the Tammany Society, in its younger 
and purer days, before it permitted itself to 
be ruled by robbers, was in favor of a pro- 
tective tariff. On the 11th of October, 1819, 
that society passed the following resolutions: 


“ Resolved, That as friends to ourcountry, we rec- 
ommend to our brethren of the different societies of 
Tammany or Columbian order, the necessity as well 
as moral duty to our country, ourselves, and pos- 
terity, of refraining from every species of uscless 
extravagance in our mode of living, especially in 
furniture, dress, the table, ostentatious equipage, 
and expensiveamusements, _ . 

“ Resolved, That we will discountenance the im- 
portation and use in our families of every species of 
foreign manufacture or production which ean or 
may bereagonably substituted by the fabrics or pro- 
ductions of the United States, s 

* Resolved, That as ‘ economy is woalth,’ wo seri- 
ously recommend to our brethren throughout tho 
United States a strict and rigid observance of this 
great moral duty in their families and social inter- 
course.” 

The first resolution concerning extravagance 
seems to have been overlooked or disregarded 
by the grand sachem of Tammany, Tweed, or 
he would have been more moderate in the 
magnitude of his diamonds and the splendor 
of his mansions, studs of horses, and ‘ palatial 
stables,’ paid for out of the money stolen 
from the abused tax-payers over whom he 
ruled; and the second and third are equally 
ignored by the other leaders of the order. 

When General Jackson was in the United 
States Senate be voted against the reduction 
of the duty on iron, on cotton and woolen 
goods, and cotton bagging, and was an acknowi- 
edged advocate of protection. In his letter 
of April 26, 1824, to Dr. Coleman, an avowed 
free-trader, he defines his position as follows: 

“You ask me my opinion on the tariff. I answer 
that I am in favor of a judicious oxamination and 
revision of it; and so far as the tariff before us om- 
braces the design of fostering, protecting, and pre- 
serving within ourselves the means of national 
defense and independence, particularly in a state of 
war, I would advocate and support it.” $ 

* + + + ha kad * * + * 

‘‘Hoaven smiled upon us and gave us liberty and 
independence. That same Providence has blessed 
us with the means of national independence and 
national defense. If we omit or refuse to use the 
gifts which He has extended to us, we deserve not 
the continuation of His blessings, He has filled our 
mountains and our plains with minerals — with lead, 
iron, and copper--and given us a climate aud soil for 
the growing of hemp and wool. ‘These being the 
grand materials of our national defense, they ought 
to have extended to them adequate and fair protec- 
tion, that our manufactorios and laborers may be 
placed on a fair competition with those of Europe. 
and that.we may have within our country a supply 
of those leading and important articles so essential 
to war. Beyond this I look at the tariff with an eye 
to the proper distribution of labor and revenue, and 
with a view to discharge our national debt. I am 
one of those who do not believe that anational debt 
is a national blessing, but rather a curse to arepub- 
lic, inasmuch as it is calculated to raise around the 
Administration a moneyed aristocracy dangerous to 
the liberties of the country. 

This tariff, E mean a judicious one, possesses 
more fanciful than real dangers. Where has the 
American farmer a market for his surplus products? 
Except for cotton he hag neither a foreign nor a 
home market. Does not this clearly prove that when 
there is no market cither at home or abroad, that 
there is too much labor employed in agriculture, 
and that the channels of labor shouldbe multiplied? 
Common sense points outat once theremedy, Draw 
from agriculture the superabundant labor, employ 


it in mechanism and manufactures, thereby creat- 
ing a home market for your breadstuffs and dis- 
tributing labor to a most profitable account, and 
benefits to the country will result, Take from agri- 
culture in the United States six hundred thousand 
men, wormen, and children, and you at once give a 
home market for more breadstuffs than all Europe 
now furnishes us. In short, sir, we have been too 
long subject to the policy of the British merchants. 
It is time we should become alittle more American- 
ized, and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers 
of Europe, feed our own, or else in a short time, by 
continuing our present policy, weshall all be paupers 
ourselves. It is therefore my opinion that acareful 
tariff is much wanted to pay our national debt, and 
afford us the meansof that defense within ourselves 
on which the safety and liberty of our country 
depend, and last, though not least, give a proper 
distribution to our labor, which must prove bene- 
ficial to the happiness, independence, and wealth 
of the community.” 

How clearly he thus states the principle of 
protection! Thus, too, in subsequent times, 
Clay, Webster, and a host of the best states- 
men of the country, have been in favor of a 
policy which shall give adequate protection to 
American industry. General Grant, in his last 
message, in speaking of a prospective adjust- 
ment of the tariff, says that any reduction of 
duties should be first made on those articles 
we do not produce, and if further reduction 
be necessary, then ‘on those articles which 
can best bear it without disturbing home pro- 
duction or reducing the wages of American 
labor.” 

The men of Pennsylvania are charged with 
legislating for their mere sectional interests 
and against the interests of the people. They 
deny the allegation, and turn to the records of 
Congress to show that they take a wider view 
of the national interests and of their duties to 
the nation. They have given their support to 
the great West in pusliing forward its vast 
lines of railroads and other internal improve- 
ments, They aid in fostering the hemp and 
iron interests of Kentucky, Missouri, Tennes- 
see, and elsewhere, as fully as their own. 
They extend a helping hand to the encourage- 
ment and protection of the cotton and sugar 
business of the South and Southwest, and the 
woolen and cotton manufactures of New Eng- 
and. 

The great principle upon which they base 
themselves is, that the nation’s industry must 
be defended by national legislation against the 
encroachments and attacks of foreign policies. 
They hold the doctrine that allegiance of the 
citizen and protection by the Government are 
reciprocal duties; that the men of the nation 
who pay the taxes for the support of the Gov- 
ernment and to aid in the liquidation of the 
national debt, and who with strong arms and 
stout hearts defend the country against inva- 
sion or rebellion, are entitled to the greatest 
benefits that can be conferred by national 
legislation; that itis the duty of the Govern- 
ment to afford the people of the country the 
opportunity of doing the work of the country 
with a prospect of reaping for such labor its 
just reward. They hold that ‘while a single 
man who wishes to work is deprived of that 
opportunity by Government legislating to give 
a preference to the foreign laborer, the Govern- 
ment has failed to do its duty to the citizen.” 
They hold that free trade means American 
competition with ill-paid foreigners; that it 
means uncertain employment, low wages, and 
scant comforts for the workman and his family ; 
that it means enforced service of women and 
children in men’s employment, lack of educa- 
tion, mental and physical degradation, and an 
absence of all the ennobling impulses that make 
the laborer a good and valuable member of 
society. 

On the other hand, they hold that protec- 
tion means steady employment for the laborer, 
artisan, and mechanic, at good wages; that 
it means comfortable homes, well-furnished 
tables, schools and education for children, 
lyceums, reading-rooms, and churches, and a 
diffusion of such intelligence among the masses 
as will constitute an enlightened, prosperous, 
contented, and happy people. They know that 


it will keep in wholesome activity the furnaces, 
forges, rolling-mills, and manufactories of the 
nation, and establish on the Hudson and the 
Delaware ship-yards that will furnish vessels 
that will carry all the commerce of the Union. 

Such are the views and principles of the 
Representatives of Pennsylvania. In all the 
duties of a loyal State Pennsylvania has ever 
been equal to the emergency. In her chief 
city was proclaimed the great Declaration 
which established the equality of men. The 
old bell in Independence Hall, which bears the 
legend, “Proclaim liberty throughout all the 
land, and to all the inhabitants thereof,” is 
still preserved with patriotic care to attest the 
fact that the liberty it thus-proclaimed in 1776 
has extended itself from a small confedera- 
tion of thirteen colonies to thirty-seven inde- 
pendent States. Her sons have been among 
the foremost in defense of national rights and 
national honor, and in the wars with England 
and with Mexico manifested their devotion 
to the Union on the battle-field. When the 
specter of disunion reared its horrid crest, and 
a misguided portion of the Republic raised a 
rebellious arm against the integrity of the 
Union, -her patriotic children were the very 
first that hastened to the defense of the na- 
tional capital. Some of them stood in the 
ranks on every battle-field from the Potomac 
to the Red river; others suffered in every 
prison from the Libby and Belle Isle to Ander- 
sonville and Millen, while the bones of others 
rest beneath their native sod, the long-suf 
fering victims of the cruelty of men who dis- 
regarded all the rules of civilized warfare. 
Her brave Reynolds gave up his life in de- 
fense of his native State when her soil was 
invaded, and her gallant Meade and his brave 
compeers in arms, assisted by no less gallant 
soldiers from other States, successfully hurled 
back on itself the tide of rebellion from the 
heights of Gettysburg, saying to it in the 
impressive language of Scripture, ‘Hitherto 
shalt thou come but no further, and here shall 
thy proud waves be stayed.” With such prin- 
ciples and acts as I have claimed for Pennsyl- 
vania, all tending to the benefit of the whole 
and not for the aggrandizement of the few, 
and with her patriotic record full in the eye 
of the world. the people of that State can 
afford to let the denunciations cast ‘at them 
by gentlemen of free-trade proclivities pass 
without exciting in them any other feelings 
than those of indifference, conscious that, they 
have endeavored to adopt the advice of Wolsey 
to his servant, Cromwell: 

“Be just, and fear not. 

Let all the ends thou aim’st at be thy country’s, 

Thy God’s, and truth’s;” 
and that the policy they endeavor to establish 
on a sure foundation will eventually be the 
settled policy of the Government, which, while 
inuring to the benefit of the individual man, at 
the same time promotes the welfare and pros- 
perity of the whole people of the nation. 
PUBLIC SCILOOLS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, for the first 
time in the history of our Government, the 
people of the District of Columbia are per- 
mitted to make known their wants to the coun- 
try through a representative chosen by them- 
selves. There are many questions, of vital 
interest to the pcople whom I represent, which 
I hope to bring to the attention of Congress 
for favorable action, and at the proper time I 
shall address myself to them, 

_ It has not seemed to me that Congress has 
in late years comprehended the true relations 
which the District of Columbia bears to the 
nation. While Congress has fostered educa- 
tion, internal improvements, and almost every 
variety of local enterprise elsewhere in the 
country, the capital has received scarcely any 
attention, not even to the extent of providing 
for the convenient discharge of public duties 
by the officers of Government; while the splen- 
did plansand designs which were matured by the 
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founders of our capital, looking to its develop- 
ment into a fit exponent of the advancing civil- 
ization of this great people have languished 

and been forgotten. Patriotism, national pride, 
every consideration must point to our national 
capital as the focal point of America which 
shall exemplify, in every essential element, 
the American character; and in this view the 
whole people are deeply concerned in its future 
welfare. 


Mr. Speaker, the duty of Congress to take j 


upon itself in some fair proportion the cost of 
this great national work, its duty to improve 
our long-neglected harbor, and, in brief, to 
work out the problem of making a capital 
city which shall be commensurate with the 
needs as well as the pride of the greatest Gov- 
ernment and people on the globe, furnish a 
theme which I hope to treat in due time. 

I rise now, sir, to speak briefly upon a meas- 
ure pending before this House, which lies at 
the foundation of the superstructure we are 
to erect at this seat of Government. I refer 
to the bill donating-public land scrip in aid of 
free schools in the District of Columbia. 

Popular education is at once the glory and 
safety of this Republic.. No man will dispute 
now that this is axiomatic. Our fathers laid 
the foundation and their children have steadily 
built upon it until the free school has become 
as sacred as liberty itself. Wherever we may 
travel throughout this broad land, from the 
frozen regions of Alaska to the orange groves 
and perpetual summer of Florida, with one 
exception, we find the generous hand of the 
nation blessing, protecting, and sustaining pop- 
ular education. Public lands, money, land 
scrip, and aid of various kinds have been given 
upon the asking, with one only exception and, 
Mr. Speaker, with shame, and in humiliation 
I speak it, that exception is at the heart of the 
nation, the seat of its political power. Here, 
where the magnificent donations to popular 
education have originated and passed into law; 

- here, where millions of treasure and millions 
of lands have been bestowed upon the great 
work of educating the youth of the country; 
here, in a territory consecrated sacredly to the 
whole people, and over which the Constitution 
has given exclusive jurisdiction to Congress ; 
here, where the children of parents, coming 
from every quarter of the Union, are to be 
reared and educated ; here, in this capital, we 
are struggling to-day under grievous taxation to 
establish common schools without an acre of 
land or a dollar of appropriation from the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Sir, I shall not insult the intelligence of this 
House by arguing that this exceptional and 
anomalous condition of things should no 
longer exist. Iam here rather to point out 
the eviland suggest a remedy, believing that 
this Congress will no longer discriminate 
against community, at least as deserving as 
any other in the country of the nation’s aid. 

Let me then, sir, present some of the con- 
siderations which, I think, demand the pas- 
sage of the bill to which I have alluded. In 
doing so I shall bring together facts of record, 
and submit them with little comment. 


PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 


The bill asks an appropriation of two mil- 
lion five hundred thousand acres ofland scrip 
for the purpose of endowing to that extent the 
public schools of the District of Columbia. 
The proceeds of five hundred thousand acres 
are to be used in the construction of buildings ; 
the remaining two million to be invested in 
United States bonds, and to be set apart for- 
ever as a permanent school fund, the interest 
of which is to be used annually in support of 
public schools. 

SOME FACTS IMPORTANT TO THE DISCUSSION. 

Preliminarily it is important to know some- 
thing of the condition of our schools, the nam- 
ber of children attending, the number unable 
toattend, &c. I will give such facts as would 
seem pertinent. 


J submit in this connection a table which I 
ihe read, and which is made up from reliable 
ata: 


Number of children in the District of Columbia between 
the ages of six and seventeen years. 


White. Colored. Total. 

Washington 17,403 8,532 ` 25,935 

Georgetown 2,086 798 2,882 

County 1,688 1,166 2,854 

Total 21,177 10,494 31,671 
Number attending public schoole. 

White. Colored. Total. 

6,663 3,638 10,801 

Georgetown 509 333 833 

County .... 556 674 1,200 

7,719 4,615 12,334 


Number not attending public schools for whom no seats 


are provided. 
White. Colored. Total. 
Washington 10,067 4,894 14,961 
Georgetown 1,586 463 2,049 
County.. 1,132 422 1,554 
Total. 12,785 5,779 19,564 


These tables disclose the frightful fact that 
19,564 children are deprived of all means of 
attending school. I will now give in some 
detail further facts which I deem important 
as to schools for white children in Washing- 
ton: 

ACCOMMODATION FOR WHITE CHILDREN IN WASHING- 
TON. 

Number of school- buildings owned, 11; num- 
ber of school-rooms in same, 67; number of 
school-rooms rented, 66; number of seats for 
pupils, 7,886; amount paid for rent, 1870 and 
1871, $15,370; value of school sites owned, 
$111,125 ; value of buildings owned, $291,650 ; 
value of furniture owned, $30,925 ; total value 
of school property, $483,700; number of 
schools, 128; number of white children for 
whom no provision is made, 10,067. Fully one 
halfof theschool-houses consist of dilapidated 
sheds, abandoned churches, storehouses, work- 
shops, lecture-rooms, public resorts, old sta- 
bles, deserted market-houses, &e., wholly unfit 
for the purpose for which they are used. 
ACCOMMODATIONS FOR WHITE CHILDREN IN GEORGE- 

TOWN. 

The public-school rooms and buildings of 
Georgetown for white children consist of one 
old Methodist church, costing, with repairs, 
$3,000; one building built for school pur- 
poses, $6,000; one building built recently for 
$10,000. These buildings accommodate 720 
children. Fifteen hundred and eighty-six 
white children are unable to obtain seats in 
public schools. 

ACCOMMODATIONS FOR COLORED CHILDREN IN WASH- 
INGTON AND GEORGETOWN. 

Juet me now present some facts as to the 
colored children of Washington and George- 
town. 

The number of school buildings owned by 
trustces is 8; number of rooms in same occu- 
pied by schools, 55 ; number of seats, 2,944 ; 
number of rooms rented, 9; number occupied 


| without expense, 5; number of seats occupied 
| not belonging to trustees, 592; total number 


of rooms occupied, 68; total number of seats 
provided, 3,538 ; number of children for whom 


no seats were provided, 5,790. 


ACCOMMODATIONS FOR WHITE AND COLORED CHILDREN 
a IN THE COUNTY. 


I present also to the House some facts as to 
the schools for white and colored in the rest 


number of seats provided, 1,200; number of 
children for whom no provision is made, 1,654. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who is responsible for 
these inadequate accommodations? It may 
be suggested that if our facilities are now in- 
adequate it is the duty of our people to make 
provision at once for meeting present wants. 

shall show as I proceed that the condition 
of things here as to schools is exceptional, 
and that the General Government, while not 
responsible altogether, probably, for these 
inadequate accommodations, still is properly 
chargeable with the duty of making some pro- 
vision for them. I now suggest only the fact 
that our people are paying a larger per cent. 
of tax for school purposes than probably any 
other city of our population. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to know what the 
regulations in the school system of the Dis- 
trict are in regard to the common tuition uf 
white and black children, and I desire to 
know further what the gentleman’s views are 
in regard to the bill introduced by Mr. SUMNER 
pertaining to that question? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. As to the latter question, 
I do not consider it germane to the discussion 
here, and, perhaps, might properly decline 
to answer it. I have said to the people of 
this District, if I had a vote in Congress, I 
would vote for Mr. Sumner’s civil rights bill. 

I believe that answers the gentleman. 

As to the question how the children are ` 
provided for in this District, as to white and 
colored, I answer that the schools are now 
separate. The appropriations made are made 
in bulk for the education of all the youth of 
the District. Under an act of Congress ihe 
colored children are furnished with a separate 
fund, in the proportion which the number of 
colored children bears to the number of white 
children, and that. fund is set apart and placed 
in the hands of the trustees of the colored 
schools and administered by them under their 
own regulations. This is under an act of Con 
gress. I believe that answers the gentleman's 
question. 

1 submit, in this connection, atable showing 
the expenses of our schools and their growth 
in the Districtin the last ten years. The rapid 
increase of expense has more than kept pace 
with the increase of population, while the sys- 
tem has advanced in efficiency a hundred fold. 

The expenditures for the public schools of 
Washington have been steadily increasing in 
amount from 1860 down to the present time. 
The following table shows in round numbers 
the sum expended each year: 

Year ending June 30, 1860.. 
Year ending June 30, 1861.. 
Year ending June 30, 1862 
Year ending June 30, 1863.. 
Year ending June 30, 1864 
Year ending June 30, 1865 
Year ending June 30, 1866.. 
Year ending June 30, 1867 
Year ending June 30, 1863. 
Year ending Juno 30, 1869 
Year ending June 80, 1870. 2 
Year ending June 30, 1871... 373,000 
Year ending June 30, 1872, ( 482,000 

This table, Mr. Speaker, presents an exhibit 
every way creditable to our people; but, sir, 
it has been at no little cost to us. Our taxes 
have increased steadily until we are now paying 
sixty cents on the hundred dollars of taxable 
real property. 

Now, sir, consider this tax with that paid 
by other cities: 


$32,000 
. 26,000 


240,000 


Chicago pays on the hundred dollars... ee 
Boston pays on the hundred dollars.. 
Baltimore pays on the hundred dollars 
Philadelphia pays on the hundred dollars. 
Cincinnati pays on the hundred dollars.. 
Saint Louis pays on the hundred dollars. 
San Francisco pays on the hundred dollars...... 

To appreciate this consider further: that in 
Boston, with a school population of forty-six 
thousand three hundred and one. they have a 
valuation of property of $584,000, 000, while 
we with thirty-one thousand six hundred and 
seventy-one school population, have but about 


of the District. Number of school-houses, 16; || eighty million dollars. San Francisco has less 
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school population than we, with more than 
double our property valuation, while Balti- 
more, with but little more school population, 
has four times our property valuation. This 
showing would seem to acquit the District from 
any charge of illiberality in taxing her citizens 
in support of schools. But we have reached 
the limit of our capabilities. Our school tax 
now ia over one third of the whole tax upon 
real property, 

These are some of the facts, Mr. Speaker, 
necessary to be considered in connection with 
the argument. And, sir, it must not be over- 
looked that the District of Columbia cannot 
hope to rival in solid wealth the other lead- 
ing cities of the Union; her population, in 
the nature of things, must always be largely 
in excess of her wealth, as compared with other 
cities, and hence we cannot look forward to 
that wealth which constitutes the basis of tax- 
ation. But in support of the bill I submit 
further: i 

1. ThattheGeneral Government should assist 
in the support of our public schools, for the 
reason thata large per cent. of the children 
here are the children of parents in the service 
of the Government, whose domicile is else- 
where, whose property interests are elsewhere, 
and who, in mostcases, pay no taxesin support 
of our schools. Professor Barnard, in his 
special report to Congress while Commissioner 
‘of Education, placed this per cent. as high as 
fifty. In the report of his successor, Mr. 
Eaton, for 1870, the per cent. is put about one 
third. In the report of our superintendent 
of schools, Mr. Wilson, he estimates this per 
cent. attwenty-eight. It may safely be assumed 
as twenty-five per cent, : i 

My point is, that these children should be 
educated, and that the whole of the burden 
should nòt fall upon the tax-payers of the Dis- 
trict, Our own children are excluded from the 
schools by the presence of this elass, and we 
here have an explanation, in part, of the large 
number of children unable to obtain seats in 
the schools. 

2. 1 suggest a further point, that a large 
proportion of our children are the children of 
our colored citizens, who, I think, are pecu- 
larly the wards of the Government. The con- 
clusion to be derived from this fact is so well 
stated by General Walker (Superintendent of 
Census) in an address recently delivered by 
him at the dedication of one of our fine school 
edifices, that I quote it as giving the argument 
in a nutshell: 

“ Still another reason why the school necessities of 
Washington aro found to be more burdensome than 
those of avy other city in the United States (and it 
is also an additional reason why the General Gov- 
ernment should contribute largely and freely to- 
ward these expenses) is, that far more than one 
half of that cloment in the present population of 
the city, which makes the largest demand for such 
expenditures, without having the ability to con- 
tribute, in any appreciable measuro, to the public 
funds, is properly to be regarded as the direct crea- 
tion of the policy of the General Government. That 
is the plain truth of tho case. Washington, as wcity, 
is not legitimately responsible for these people. 
They came here by virtue of acts and laws of the 
General Government which looked to the interest 
ofthe whole country; and the whole country, there- 
fore, should help to bear the burden. We rejoice in 
that policy; we glory in emancipation; but that 
only creates a stronger reason for relieving the tax- 
payers of the District from the inevitable hardship 
of'such an unexampled influx of unprovided and 
uninstructed freedmen. ‘hese people came here 
for the same reason that the army of General Lee 
tried to come here, because the word ‘ Washing- 
fon’ . was synonymous with ‘freedom; because 
Washington was the capital of the nation that 
slavery sought to destroy ; because Washington was 
the home of the great emancipator. 

, “In 1850 the number of colored persons in Wash- 
ington was about ten thousand. In 1860, although 
the white population had nearly doubled, the num- 
ber of the colored was'still below eleven thousand, 
and no reason appears for believing that their num_ 
bers would have been greatly increased from 1860 to 
1870, but for the political causes to which allusion 
has been made. If this isso, twenty or twenty-five 


thousand colored people aro bere. in obedience to | school purposes 78,576,794 aères 
s 78,576,794 aères. 


no social or economical laws, but as the result of 
political forces and the direct acts of the General 
Government, The Gencral Government, then, mere 
than the city, is responsible for them, and should. 
help to provide for, at least, their intellectual and 
moral needs.” 
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I may state another fact, drawn from the 
census, which shows that this class of our citi- 
zens are here as the direct result of the war. 
Since 1867 the number of increase of colored 
children was only one hundred and forty-one; 
the increase of white population since 1867 
has been many thousands. These colored peo- 
ple flocked to our capital to enjoy the freedom 
and the ballot and the protection of the Gov- 
ernment, where they felt it would be given 
them freely and amply. The war ended; they 
settled down, as the other population have, 
where their interests seemed to guide them. 
These people cannot leave us, nor would we 
have them. They are industrious, frugal, law- 
abiding, good citizens; but they came among 
us, many of them, in a condition of illiteracy 
and poverty which had been enforced upon 
them by the nature of our laws, and being 
directly responsible for their condition, as the 
General Government is, it is plainly its duty 
to make provision for their education. 

General Sherman at this same dedicatory. 
meeting spoke of our debt to these people in 
the matter of education as a part of our na- 
tional debt, which he believed would not be 
repudiated. 

The colored youths of the District number 
about one third. The white children whose 
parents contribute nothing to the support of 
our schools, we have seen, amountto aboni one 
fourth ; thus we have more than half of our 
children a burden upon the the tax-payers of 
this District, for whose education the General 
Government is directly responsible. If what 
we are asking here were to be given in money, 
instead of lands or land serip, as a permanent 
endowment of our public schools, the interest 
upon it would be but a fraction of what the 
Government ought really to do to place our 
schools upon a prosperous and creditable foot- 
ing. Two and a half million dollars at six per 
cent. will give $150,000 annually, while we are 
taxing ourselves at present about a half mil- 
lion dollars annually. But we are not asking 
money; we ask only the kind of aid which the 
Government would fecl least, and which it has 
extended to every State and Territory except 
the District of Columbia. 

3. But, Mr. Speaker, aside ‘from these 
special considerations, 1 urge this bill upon 
the House for the further reason that it is in 
pursuance of the policy already wisely estab- 
lished by the Government. ‘This idea of en- 
couraging public schools by congressional aid 
dates back to colonial times, and began by 
act of Continental Congress, March 20, 1785, 
which granted the sixteenth section in each 
township in support of popular education. 
Upon the adinission of Oregon to the Union, 
Congress added to the sixteenth section the 
thirty-sixth section, and since that time, when- 
ever any State was admitted or Territory 
organized, a similar provision was enacted, 
setting apart the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections of each township as an endowment 
to public schools. (See the several organie 
acts.) This splendid endowment covers one 
eighteenth of the whole public domain. Under 
this one grant 67,988,922 acres have been set 
apart, (See report of Commissioner Land 
Office, 1869, p. 28.) 

Congress also, by general Jaw (act of July 2, 
1862) granted to each State 30,000 acres for each 
Senator and Representative to which the State 
is entitled. Under this law no State got less 
than 90,000, while some of them, New York 
for instance, received nearly 1,000,000 acres. 
This grant has amounted to 9,510,000 acres. 
(Ibid. page 28.) By act of Congress admitting 
the States and erecting the Territories, there | 
was also granted auniversiiy endowment which 
amounts thus far to 1,882,880 acres. By these 
general laws there have been appropriated for 


_ Now, Mr. Speaker. let me illustrat by show- 
ing the grants to theseveral Territories which, 
though not available now, set apart lands 


il against the time when the Territories shall | 


| 


become States. The table which I now sub- 
mit is made up from the report of the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office for 1869, and 
advance sheets of the census for 1870: 


Territories. Population. Acres, 
Washington. 23,955 2,438,675 
New Mexico 1,874 4,809.368 

i 86,786 8,003,613 

4,181 366,451 

39,864 8,715,555 

20,595, ,950,350 

14,999 8,068,281, 

. 9,118 8,480,281 

311,030 84,544,559 

District of Columbian. .ssssseave 131,700 0,000,000 


Montana, with a population of 11,000, less 
than the number of our children, has over 
4,000,000 of acres. Dakota, with a still less 
population, has over 5,000,000. To illustrate 
further, I have shown that one half of our 
children, or 15,000, should be provided for by 
the General Government; but we have no aid. 
Yet, Dakota, with less whole population than 
this 15,000, has over 4,000,000 acres. Sir, 
I would not take from these Territories one 
acre; on the contrary, I would make the grant 
to the Territories available at once; but I 
do submit, that in this bounty which I have 
shown toward the States and Territories, the 
District of Columbia should have some share. 

it may be suggested that these lands in 
the Territories are not available, and there- 
fore my illustration fails. Still it is true that 
the Government places a value of $1 25 per 
acre upon them, and if the grant is inadequate 
for the purposes originally intended it is the 
duty of Congress to supplement it so as to 
establish public schools in these Territories. 

But consider some of the States. Nevada, 
for instance, receives school lands under the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth section grant to the 
amount of 8,985,428 acres; of agricultural 
college lands, 90,000 acres; of university 
lands, 46,080 acres; total, 4,111,508 acres. 
The population of Nevada is 42,491; number - 
of children between the ages of six and 
eighteen, 3,293. (See report Commissioner of 
Education, 1870, pp. 213.) Here is an ample 
endowment for all time, sufficient to meet the 
entire expenses ofcommon schools in the State. 
Again: Oregon, with a population of 90,923, 
has a total land grant, under the three general 
laws to which I have referred, of 8,465,786 
acres; Nebraska, with a population of 1,229,- 
930, a total land grant under these laws of 
2,838,124 acres. ‘This endowment is esti 
matel to be worth to the State to-day more 
than ten million dollars. 

Now, sir, I cannot believe that I can 
strengthen the argument by any further com- 
ment in this connection. 

Here isa magnificent endowment which will 
stand out in all time to the credit of the far- 
seeing men who madeit. But, sir, it is marred 
by one blot, and that I ask shall be here and 
now effaced forever. Do not letit be said any 
longer that an obliquity of vision or of con- 
science has shut out from all participation in 
this gift a community which of all others is the 
most needy, and, I was about to say, deserving. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I must not leave the argu- 
ment here. I must show this House still far- 
ther the policy practiced by Government. 

SPECIAL AID BY CONGRESS TO SCHOOLS. 

Leaving these general laws, notice some of 


‘the special acts fostering education in the coun- 


try. Lcould not present a complete showing 
of the vast sums which have been contributed 
by Government, by way of special acts to the 
various States, without a careful examination 
of all the statutes from the begining of our 
Government. Some of these have been in the 
form of resolutions, some have been embodied 
in acts of a general nature for other purposes; 
and to determine them all would be a work of 
great labor and mach time, which I have not 
been able to give, but I shall call attention to 
a few which I have discovered. 

1. I learn upon inquiry at the War Depart- 
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ment that there have been expended through 
the Freedman’s Bureau since its organization, 
for educational purposes to the freedmen of 
our country, $5,262,511 26, 

2. Under the head of special legislation inaid 
of education, I may mention that given to the 
Indians. There have been over eight million 
dollars expended in that way. We have an In- 
dian population, including Alaska, of 380,629 
persons; about ninety-five thousand of these 
are within school age, while probably not one 
tenth could be reached by any system of 
schools. But one hundred and fifty-three 
schools are known to be in operation, with 
6,904 pupils to support, for which Congress 
appropriated, in the year 1869, $246,418. 
(See report of the Commissioner of Education 
for 1870, pages 23 and 24.) : 

3. By joint resolution of Congress, April 
10, 1869, certain lands were secured to the 
State of Kansas for the support of public 
schools, in addition to lands conveyed by gen- 
eral law, comprising a total of 220,665 acres, 
which, it is estimated, will realize to the school 
fund over one million dollars. (Ibid., page 
141. : 

oi the admission of Missouri as a 
State in 1820, Congress gave two townships of 
the best land in the State for the support ofa 
seminary of learning, which were estimated 
to be worth in 1882, $500,000. (Ibid., page 
208, 

aa in the city of St. Louis the public 
schools rest largely on the donations made by 
Congress while Missouri was a Territory. This 
property is estimated at $2,000,000. (Zdid., 
page 205.) : 

5. In the admission of Texas to the Union 
Tbelieve the whole domain of that State, which 
is an empire in itself, was reserved to the State, 
enough to develop all the material interests, 
and to secure to the people a princely endow- 
ment for their schools. These are some of 
the many special acts of Congress which go to 
illustrate the growth of education in this coun- 
try, aud the policy of the Government to foster 
it wherever it is possible to do so in the dis- 
tribution of these munificent endowments to 
publie schools in this country. 

6. Among the special acts of Congress ex- 
tending aid to the States T mention the swamp- 
land grants, which have been used largely for 
educational purposes. The number of acres 
thus transferred amount to 61,071,356.03. 
(Report Commissioner of Land Office for 1871, 
page 38.) 

7. Nor must I, Mr. Speaker, overlook the 
fact that about the year 1836 Congress directed 
that $37,000,000, the proceeds of public lands 
then in the Treasury, should be distributed to 
the several States, which also went to swell 
the large endowment to publie schools. 

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, presented the 
points upon which our claim to this land-dona- 
tion rests, and submit them with confidence in 
the belief that they must impress you as they 
have impressed us. Let me, in conclusion, 
quote from Professor Barnard, in his special 
report to Congress, made at the request of 
Congress, upon the public schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. (Page 140.) He says: 

“I need hardly remind the Ilouse of the liberality 
of the Government toward the several States in 
the disposition of the public lands. Out of more 
than 80,000,000 acres of these lands appropriated 
expressly for educational purposes to States and 
Territories already constituted, and $37,000,000 of 
the surplus revenue deposited with the several 
States in 1836, which could have been so devoted 
by the States receiving the same, this District 
received no portion.” * # * * “Inthese 
magnificent endowments the District has had no 

‘ share, sAn appropriation in land or money to this 
District at this time would greatly aid in providing 
necessary school accommodati@is to meet the ex- 
penses of an enlarged course of public instruction 
worthy of the capital of the country.” 

I quote also from the report of the present 
Commissioner of Education, for 1870, pages 
18 and 19: 


“The white public schools of Washington can ac- 
eommodate about onethird of the white school popu- 
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lation, and the colored publicschools about one half 
of the colored school population, E 

“ Commentsas to thesufficierey of the publicschool 
system under these circumstances are hardly nec- 
essary.” * > * # “Whatever bas been 
the sentiment of the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia in times past, itis manifestly growing rap- 
idly in favor of free public schools elsewhere so suc- 
cessful. : ` 
_ ' Among its citizens, in its corps of teachers and 
its school officers, there have been some of the most 
ardent and competent friends of education. Their 
endeavors are worthy of commendation, The right 
ie duty of Congress to take action cannot be ques- 

ioned. 

t Many special considerations enforce the duty: 

“I, The influenco of a model here would be ben- 
eficial everywhere elsein the country, and especially 
in the South, now struggling for the establishment 
of efficient school systems. 
h “2, Government is the largest owner of property 

ere 


ott 3. Twenty-eight percent. of the scholars enrolled 
inthe public schools last year belong to the families 
of those in Government employ.” 


The Commissioner in this connection sub- 
mits the following comparison: 


Value of school property on each $100, actual valua- 


i tion, 
St. Louis. 


Louisville .. 
New Haven 
Pittsburg... 
Providence. 
Detroit... 
Albany... 


And adds: 


“According to this, the present endeavors made 
by the citizens of this city compare well with those 
of others. If this is correct, and thero still remains 
a lack of school-houses and instruction, and a lack 
of means for this purpose, is it not fair to infer that 
the responsibility rests upon Congress ? ” 


I wish I might explain to the House the 
management of our schools. I would be glad 
to show the unselfish, intelligent efforts which 
our boards of trustees and superintendents, 
white and colored, are making. But thisis not 
here questioned, and I shall not take up the 
time of the House upon that subject. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that I have but 
glanced at the reasons and stated in but small 
part the facts which demand of Congress the 
passage of some such measure as is here pro- 
posed. I know, sir, an ideais prevalent that the 
District of Columbia is a sort of barnacle upon 
the Government; that it draws its sustenance 
from the public Treasury, giving back nothing ; 
that we are a eommunity of officeholders, and 
wholly devoid of public spirit or enterprise. 
Ido not regard this as the time to vindicate 
the District against such aspersions, or to pre- 
sent the true relation which it bears to the 
nation; but I must remind gentlemen of the 
fact that while we have received nothing from 
the Government to aid our commerce, our 
manufactures, or our schools, we have contrib- 
uted’no little to support the Government. We 
have paid to the Treasury in revenue, exclusive 
of tax on salaries, since the establishment of 
the Internal Revenue Bureau, $4,344,695 80. 
Compare this with the revenue derived from 
the other Territories, ten in number. They 
have paid $8,252,675 51 to the national Treas- 
ury; and yet I have shown that they have 
received of the public domain for support of 
schools nearly thirty-five million acres of pub- 
lic lands! And, Mr. Speaker, we stand in 
honorable comparison with some of the pros- 
perous States of the Union. Nebraska, which 
hasaland grant for schools worth $10,000,000, 
has paid into the Treasury but about one fourth 
as much as the Districtof Columbia. Kansas 
has paid in but little more than Nebraska, and 
Minnesota but about half as much as the Dis- 
trict, and many other States have paid less. 

I mention these facts to refute the charge 
that we arc leeches erying “Give, give!” I 
admit, sir, we have cried give, but our cry has 
not. been answered. 

Bat, sir, rich as is this theme of education, 
splendid as have been the achievements of pop- 
ular schools in solving the problem of self- 
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pursue it into its relations with our republican 
institutions, I must forbear. Ihave spoken 
and shall speak only to the single question— 
the duty of the national Government toward 
the national capital in supporting our common 
schools. I ask, sir, that we shall be treated at 
least as well as other of our citizens are treated. 
I say nothing of the desirability of establish- 
ing model schools here, which alone should 
plead, our cause successfully. I say nothing 
of other considerations equally weighty’, but 
‘have confined myself simply to practical, pal- 
pable, and self-evident propositions, and have 
planted myself on the broad ground that the 
(Government cannot now turn away and refuse 
to apply the precedents it has already so wisely 
established, nor give a deaf ear to the petition 
of its own wards who are here either in its own 
service or by its own act. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit my case, whichis the 
suit of over thirty thousand youths. If the 
District of Columbia is a part of the Union, 
it is entitled to the aid I am urging, or the 
Government should repeal all laws passed in 
support of schools; if the exceptional condi- 
tion of our community, which T have pointed 
out, cannot find some response in these Halls, 
then must we either exclude all children from 
our schools whose parents contribate nothing 
to their support—which would be a blow at the 
very foundation cf popular education—or you 
must compel us to educate others to the exclu- 
sion of our own children. 

Sir, I appeal to that broad catholic spirit 
which has characterized our national Legisla- 
ture; I appeal to that enlightened publie con- 
science which has dictated our school system ; 
I appeal to as just and wise a Congress as ever 
graced our capital to efface now and forever 
the cruel diserimination which has excluded 
the District of Columbia from any share in the 
royal bequests of the nation under which the 
common schools in every other State and Ter- 
ritory in this broad land are flourishing. And, 
sir, | make this appeal with an abiding faith 
in the justica of our cause, and in the profound 
belief that the bill now under consideration 
will become the Jaw of the land. 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR THE TOILING POOR. 


Mr. COGHLAN. Mr. Speaker, I had the 
honor of introducing, some weeks ago, the 
following resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution in relation to the disposal 
of the public lands of the United States, which 
I propose to make the basis of my remarks at 
this time: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 


Constitution of the Uuited States in relation to 
the disposal of the public lands. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two thirds of each House concurring 
therein,) That the following article he proposed to 
the Legislatures of the several states, as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, 
when ratified by three fourths of said States, shall 
become and be held a part of the Constitution of the 

United States: 
j ARTICLE =~. 

Srcriox 1. The publie land of the United States 
shall not be disposed of oxcept to actual settlers 
thereon, for homestcad purposes only, and in quan- 
tities limited by goneral laws. 

I know of no question so vitally interesting 
to the people of the United States as this. 1 
introduced this proposed amendment because | 
hold the following propositions to be true: 
that the public lands belong to the people; 
that they should only be parted with in small 
guantities as homesteads forthe poor, and that 
this result can only be reached by constitutional 
amendment. 

The first of these propositions is so simple 
that it would seem to need only its statement 
to verify its truth; for in all times and under 
all Governments the chief powerin the nation 
has assumed and has been conceded the right 
to dispose by gift or otherwise of all lands 
acquired by the Government by treaty, sale, 
or conquest, the title to which was not claimed 


government in this country, gladly as I would : 


by private individuals, Thus we find the kings 


> 
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of Great Britain granting to individual sub- 
jects the wild lands in the American colonies. 
This being the case, it follows that in this Re- 

ublic, where. the people are sovereign, they 
kare the sole right to alienate or dispose of 
the public lands. That the public domain 
should. be parted with only in small quantities 
as homesteads for the poor seems to me equally 
apparent, 

As long as poor human nature is constituted 
as it now is, self-interest will be a strong mo- 
tive power, and by this system you would build” 
up thousands and millions of land-holders 
whose interest in the soil would in turn edu- 
cate them and their families into tens of thou- 
sands and tens of millions of stubborn and 
determined defenders of the integrity of the 
Republic, All history teaches that the land- 
holder is a friend to stable government. He 
has too much at stake to allow slight causes 
or chimerical wrongs to lead him into revolt. 
The agitator assaults him with fancied injuries 
and petty complaints in vain, for he knows 
that revolution may lift the roof from over the 
heads of his children, and even deprive him 
of the title to his homestead itself. Nor is 
thisall. Thereis a higher impulse still. Own- 
ership of the land promotes and fosters a pure 

, patriotism. ‘The land-owner, no matter how 
small his domain, by his near relations to the 
Government, by that lively. affection for his 
home which all men feel, is filled with a glow- 
ing love for his country and veneration for her 
laws ; for has he not a part and parcel of her 
soil? The bereaved mother who raises her 
streaming eyes to heaven has a greater love 
and adoration for its shining portals and golden 
streets because she knows it is the home and 
abiding place of her darling who has gone be- 
fore. Andso itis here. That man hasa greater 
love and affection for his country who knows 
that while she exists he'and his children have a 
permanent home and abiding place on a part 
of her domain. : 

But again, the adoption of this rule will 
check the tendency to a kind of modern feud- 
alism, which I conceive to be the growing evil 
of the times. The concentration of immense 
tracts of land into the hands of the few, of 
necessity must create a landed aristocracy, 
and place at its feet, bound hand and foot, 
the labor interest of the country. We have 
read history in vain, Mr. Speaker, if it has 
not taught us that a landed aristocracy must 
have some kind of slavery or serfdom to sup- 
port it That it cannot exist in a Republic 
where all men are {ree our own history teaches. 
The antagonism of slavery and a system of 
small landed proprietors is strikingly exempli- 
fied by the rapidity with which the “ peculiar 
institution’’ disappeared from the eastern 
States, and the late gigantic struggle with the 
South has only too vividly portrayed the tena- 
city with which the large landed proprietor 
clings to a system without which his large 
estates are cumbersome and of no value. 

When you destroyed slavery at the South 
you, unwittingly perhaps, struck a death-blow 
at her system of large estates. It may struggle 
on for a few years, but the restitution of slav- 
ery alone can prevent the disintegration of the 
large plantations of the South and the substi- 
tution of asystem of small proprietorships, 
ander whose rule the South will rise to a pros- 
perity and grandeur which no debasing slave 
system can ever hope to reach. 

But the dark side of this particular point is 
yet to be stated. While you were making this 
glorious change for the better in one section 
of your country, you were in another building 
up and fostering a series of princely estates 
so magnificent in their proportions, that the 
vast domain of a feudal-lord would scarcely 
make a garden for one of these newly created 
land monarchs! And with the system must 
come its inevitable follower, or rather twin- 
sister, slavery. For one cannot exist without 
the other, Must come, did I say? Weof the 
great West already see her horrible face as 


she wriggles her filthy body from the coast of 
Asia across the Pacific to pollute with her 
poisonous breath the fragrant air in the beau- 
tiful valleys of the western slope ; and the 
name of this new slavery is ‘‘ Chinese cooly- 
ism.” 

Another point: by retaining the public lands 
for the actual settler, you insure its present 
occupation and rapid improvement. The small 
proprietor, with a pride that can only come 
from a personal contact with the soil which 
is his, and his only, labors and struggles to 
cultivate and beautify it with an energy, a 
perseverance, and an affection which would 
shame the cold, passionless, and sordid feelings 
of the mere speculator. The small farmer 
loves his little tract, for it is associated in his 
mind with his daily bread, the happiness of his 
little ones, and all the comforts of his coming 
oldage. Ina word, it is to be his homein life, 
and he hopes that when his race shall have 
been run, and his little family shall know him 
no more forever, that some shady nook in the 
dear old homestead, torn from the wilderness 
by his own strong arm, may half conceal, half 
reveal the humble slab that shall relate to the 
passer-by the simple history of his lowly life. 

Pass this law, and with the beneficent home- 
stead law on your statute-books you offer to 
the American poor the hope, the certainty of 
escaping from the very jaws of poverty, and 
of springing at one bound into comparative 
competency and plenty. The far West isa 
garden whose rich soil invites the plowshare 
with a promise of never-failing golden harvests. 
Her magnificent rivers invite the commerce 
of the world. Her gigantic mountains, cov- 
ered with choice timber, and her immense coal 
beds point her out as the paradise of manufie- 
tories; and her inexhaustable mineral fields 
proclaim her the richest portion of the globe. 
Give the people to know that the wealthiest 
capitalist can do no more toward acquiring 
an interest in her virgin soil than the poorest 
man who walks your cities’ streets, and you 
will find that poverty will disappear from the 
land as bya miracle, for the humblest, lowliest, 
and most poverty-stricken citizen can settle on 
a piece of land, and by this beneficent policy, 
find a home which will not only raise him to 
the dignity which property always gives to 
man, but will produce all the necessaries and 
many of the luxuries which his former life 
denied him. Nor should it be forgotten that 
poverty is the most prolific of all the sources 
of cerime, Is it, then, no argumentin favor of 
the system I propose that it assists in some 
degree at least in suppressing the temptation 
to wrong doing? It seems to me that this is 
one of the chief objects of all legislation, and 
though it may appear to the superficial or casual 
observer that this argument is far-fetched and 
sophistical, yet the logic of cause and effect 
will convince any candid and thinking mind 
of the truth of this assertion. It will widen 
the field of industry and enhance the wages of 
labor. As the labor marts become crowded 


and the supply begins to exceed the demand, - 


the surplus instead ot struggling for a scanty 
subsistence by competition in an over-crowded 
market, will see the rich prizes held out by a 
beneficent Government, and will scatter out 
upon the broad public domain, and build up 
another labor market, which shall iu turn give 
work at remunerative wages to thousands from 
the crowded cities of the older settlements. 
Nor is thisall; by thus bettering the condition 
of the poor, you enable them to send their 
children to the schools, and they are prepared 
for the duties and high privileges of American 
citizenship. You thus suppress ignorance and 
raise up to the Republic an intelligent people, 
who will prove an impenetrable bulwark to 
American freedom! 

Mr. Speaker, while listening to the debate the 
other day upon the bill to promote education, 
it occurred to me that the gentlemen who so 
ably and eloquently advocated that statesman- 
like and patriotic project, and whose telling 


arguments upon the advantages of education 
in a national point of view cannot be contro- 
verted—it occurred to me, I say, that they did 
not probe that important question to the 
bottom. It deserves and has ever received 
the glowing eulogies of the orator, the calm 
approval of the historian, and the profound 
respect of the statesman. But in this great 
Republic, based upon the intelligent suffrages 
of a free people, the education of the masses 
should be the first great object of all legislation ; 
for education is the base and foundation upon 
which the broad fabric of free institutions upon 
this continent rests. Deprive the people of its 
advantages, and you have indeed a Govern- 
ment which resembles an inverted cone—a 
pyramid resting upon its apex—which the 
‘slightest wave of popular excitement will dash 
into a thousand hideous fragments. 

Therefore I say the educational bill is of 
vast importance. It assists in furnishing the 
free schools at which the children of the poor 
may be educated ; but establish the rule that 
the public lands shall be forever dedicated as 
homesteads for the poor, and millions of the 
people’s children will have the opportunity of 
attending these schools. Their little hands 
will not be compelled to harden, and their 
bodies to become dwarfed and deformed by 
the forced labor which poverty necessarily 
wrings from little ones who, in happier sta- 
tions, would still require the nurse’s care. 

Save the public domain for the people, and 
centuries will elapse before this happy land 
will see that crushing, abject poverty, so com- 
mon in Europe, which compels the tender 
infant of ten years to contribute his mite to- 
ward the support of the family to which his 
little life has added a burden that caunot be 
borne without assistance from even his tiny 
arms. And by freeing the families of the poor 
from this dire necessity you will enable their 
children to attend school, and give them, in. 
truth, an opportunity to acquire that intelli- 
gence and knowledge which should distinguish 
every citizen of a free Republic. 

Contrary to those who favor the granting of 
the public land for internal improvement, I 
contend that the rule I ask this House to make: 
would give an impetus to the settlement of the 
great West which would far outstrip the fan- 
cied rapidity with which railway lines settle up 
the country. The uncertainty as to what par- 
ticular tracts are covered by the railway grant ; 
the ease with which the line of road may be 
changed from one location to another in which 
the land is of more value, probably made so 
by the fact of settlement; the length of time 
that must elapse before the settler can know 
whether his hard-earned improvements are 
being put upon his own land or upon that of 
the corporation ; the fact that the railway gen- 
erally, andif practicable always, passes through 
the most fertile and best-watered valleys, tak- 
ing one half the land and rendering the title 
to the other half so uncertain as to make it un- 
profitable to the poor settler who has neither 
time nor money to expend on uncertainties: 
each in itself tends to, and all combined pro- 
duces the effect of preventing the settlement 
and improvement of lands contiguous to large 
railway grants, and renders the settlement and 
improvement much more rapid in those local- 
ities where the title to the land is known to be 
in the Government, and where no vexatious 
law-suits can come to eat up the produce of the 
labor, privation, and hardship of years. 

Do not, Mr. Speaker, misunderstand me. 
No member upon this floor will more stren- 
uously support the giving of national aid to 
worthy national schemes of internal improve ` 
ment than I. But do not givethe public lands 
Do allin your power to prevent the aggrega- 
tion of large tracts of land in the hands of one 
man or of one company ; at least do nothing to 
assist it, for I earnestly believe—and the expe- 
rience of other countries teaches it—that this 
is the most dangerous of all the sunken rocks 
from among which our ship of State must be 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


safely steered, if we would not have her broken 
to pieces against their jagged sides. The dis- 
posal to settlers in limited quantities of the 
public land builds up a grand army of yeo- 
manry, which in time of peace will make this 
broad continent to blossom as the rose, and 
which, in time of war, will prove a bulwark 
against which the nations of the earth may 
dash in vain; but follow the policy of the last 
twenty years on this question, and you build 
up in the nation a land system which will ever 
prove a weakness anda mockery to republican 
institutions, 

I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that a proposition 
toamend the Constitution of the United States 
is a matter of so serious and importanta char- 
acter as to demand the most profound consid- 
eration of every American law-maker. But 
this is no new question suddenly sprung upon 
the attention of members. The people of the 
great West, of all political parties, have been 
for years demanding the very object for which 
I here contend. ‘It cannot be that gentlemen 
have been deaf to these cries. They have pen- 
etrated into every town, village, and hamlet in 
the land. It is true that this demand has taken 
no definite shape; that no course has been 
marked out for the attainment of the desired 
result. But that that result is anxiously, ay, 

‘prayerfully, looked for by the American poor 
no gentleman on this floor will pretend to 
deny. Knowing the difficulties attending the 
passage of a constitutional amendment, I have 
carefully considered every other mode that has 
been suggested, but I find that they all fall 
short of the object to be attained. Whatever 
may be said on the stump or elsewhere, both 
of the great political parties of the country 
have decided by their action that Congress 
has the constitutional power to give, grant, or 
sell the public lands of the United States to 
whom it pleases, and in limited or unlimited 

, quantities. : 

In view of the facts of the case it is some- 
what amusing, even in so serious a matter, 
to hear members of the Opposition berate the 
party in power for granting lands to rail- 
roads when a very trifling familiarity with the 
statutes of the United States would show that 
the Democratic party inaugurated the system, 
and that during the administration of Presi- 
dent Pierce alone nearly five thousand miles 
of railroad were subsidized with land grants 
by a Democratic Congress. That the Repub- 
licans have followed this example I do not 
deny. I merely state the fact to show that 
whatever partisans may say about the other 
side being the sinner, both parties have de- 
cided that the grants can be made under the 
Constitution as it stands, and that therefore 
ey remedy is to change the Constitution 
itself. 

While I believe that the building of the 
great railway uniting the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans was demanded by every consideration 
of patriotism and a wise public policy, and that 
when that enterprise was inaugurated the pub- 
lic. welfare demanded that no consideration of 
economy should prevent its early completion, | 
yet I think that the prodigality that a wise 
statesmanship thon dictated, has caused legis- | 
lators to lose sight of the necessities which then 
pressed the nation, and to erect that grant into 
a precedent for enriching any railroad com- 
pany that has sufficient audacity to ask the 
favor. 

The railroad land-grant system is not the 
only evil which this amendment would cure. 
The infamous system of the private entry of 
public lands would be forever erushed out ; 
the system by which the capitalist is made 
richer, the poor of the country poorer, and by 
which the Government does not gain one cent. 
Mr. Speaker, it is, of course, unnecessary for 
me to produce a long array of figures to show | 


the amount of land that has during the last | 
nineteen years been given or sold at a nominal | 
price to corporations and capitalists, These | 
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figures have been before you so often that 
their immensity has lost its power to surprise 
you. Suffice it to say, that one third of all this 
vast patrimony of the people, or an area equal 
to that of the thirteen original States, has thus 
been squandered. Is it not time to pause ere 
the remainder slip from our hands and all the 
vast good of which it is susceptible be denied 
us forever? Surely it is time. 

We can only judge of the future by the past, 
and judging by that, before the year 1900, if 
we follow the present system, every foot of 
the public domain will have been concentrated 
in the hands of large landed proprietors, and 
the laboring poor will have been robbed of 
that to which they have as just a claim as the 
greatest capitalist in the land. 

Gentlemen may say that the system I pro- 
pose will prevent the grant of land to States 
for educational purposes. ‘T'his is true, but it 
does not prevent the grant to the States of 
the proceeds of the sale of any portion of the 
land. But I would have the title in fee remain 
in the General Government until the settler 
shall take it. Under this rule we would have 
no awful perversion of the Government’s 
bounty; no system of State land laws which 
robs the poor of all power to acquire the land, 
and gives the rich every facility for making it 
his own, as is now the case in some of the 
States of this Union. 

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, very briefly and 
very crudely, given some of the many reasons 
that might be adduced why this amendment 
should be ingrafted on the Constitution of the 
Republic. If something be not done, and that 
quickly, the people’s heritage will soon have 
been taken from them to the last acre. But 
take away the power of any future Congress to 
dispose of the public lands except to settlers in 
small quantities, and you can count on the 
fingers of your two hands the years within 
which the great West will be filled by a race 
of hardy pioneers, whose homes will dot every 
valley and deck every mountain side. They 
will be lovers and defenders of freedom, too, 
for on the other side of this continent our 
grand old mountains, our boundless prairies, 
our immense forests, and magnificent rivers 
are alike the teachers and the temples of a 
free and a brave people. The cry of the sav- 
age beast and more savage Indian will be 
drowned by the music of the Sabbath bells, 
and cities and towns, and churches and schools, 
and all the evidences of a higher, of American 
civilization, will be seen from the Missouri river 
to the Sierra Nevada. New States will spring 
from the wilderness, like Minerva from the brain 
of Jupiter, full-grown, armed and equipped, 
ready for peace or war. And the time will 
soon come when we may truly say that while— 
“Thebes marched her thousands from a hundred 


gates, 
We march our millions from a hundred States!” 


And now, in conclusion, let me say, Mr. 
Speaker, that while I ask and hope that when 
this resolution is placed upon its passage many 
Democrats will support it, yet it is with pecu- 
liar pleasure that L ask the Republican mem- 
bers to assist me in placing this, the brightest 
gem of all, in the crown of the great Repub- 
lican party. It has much to be proud of. It has 
by its actions, written the brightest page in the 
world’s history of freedom. It has conquered 
a gigantic rebellion against this Republic and 
thus saved to the humble and downtrodden 
of all nations an asylum and a home, where 
all men are equal before the law. It stretched 
forth its arm and the manacles crumbled and 
fell from the limbs of every slave in the land. 
It passed the homestead law, more beneficent 
in its purposes than any other law ever passed 
by any nation of the earth. Let us add this 
to the diadem of its brilliant deeds, that it 
gave all the vast public domain as homes to 
the toiling poor. Do this, and all the genera- 
tions that are to come will rise up and call its 
name blessed ! 


LANDS TO THE SOLDIER. 


Mr. DUELL. Mr. Speaker, two measures 
are now pending before this House, designed 
to do partial justice to the defenders of the 
Union, in the success of which I feel a deep 
interest. The one is a bill introduced by me 
on the first day of the present session, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
entitled ‘A bill granting bounty lands to 
all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
who were mustered into the service of the 
United States in the war commenced in 1861 
for the suppression of the rebellion.’ That 
bill is in the following words: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That every private soldier and officer 
who has served in the Army of the United States 
during the recent rebellion, and who was honorably 
discharged, and has remained loyal to the Govern- 
ment, and every seaman, marine, and officer, or other 
person who has served in the Navy of the United 
States or in the Marine corps during the rebellion, 
and who was honorably discharged, and has re- 
mained loyal to the Government, shall be entitled to 
receive 2 certificate or warrant fromthe Department 
of the Interior for one hundred and sixty acres of 
land: Provided, That the person so having been in 
service shall not receive said land-warrant if it shall 
appear by the muster-roll of his regiment. or corps 
that he deserted or was dishonorably discharged 
from service: Provided further, That the benefits of 
this section shall be held to extend to wagon-masters 
and teamsters who may have been employed, under 
direction of competent authority, in time of war, in 
the transportation of military stores and supplies. 

Seo, 2. That in case of the death of any per- 
son who, if living, would be entitled to a certificate 
or warrant as aforesaid under this act, leaving a 
widow, or, if no widow, any minor child or chil- 
dren, shall be entitled to receive a certificate or 
warrant for the same quantity of land that such 
deceased person would be entitled to receive under 
fhe provisions of this act if now living: Provided, 
That a subsequent marriage shall not impair the 
right of any such widow to such warrant if she bea 
widow at the time of making her application: And 
provided further, That those shall be considered 
minors who are so at tho time this act shall tako 
effect. 

Ske. 3. That said certificates or warrants may be 
assigned, transferred, and located by the warrantces, 
their assignees, or their heirs-at-law, according to 
the provisions of existing laws regulating the assign- 
ment, transfer, and location of bounty-land war- 
rants. No warrant issued under the provisions of 
this act shall be located on any public lands except 
such as shall at the time be subject to sale at either 
the minimum or lower graduated prices. 


It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this bill 
places the soldiers and sailors who served in 
the war for the suppression of the rebellion 
upon the same footing, in respect to bounty 
lands, with those who served in the war of the 
Revolution, the war of 1812, and the Mexican 
war. It ingrafts no new principle upon the 
legislation of the country in regard to our 
bounty laws, butis in harmony therewith. Did 
the men who served in the two wars lastnamed 
show any more bravery, did they endure more 
perils and sufferings and deprivations than did 
those meu who fought forthe Union from 1861 
to 1865? Then why withhold this pittance 
from these brave men? Why make a distinc- 
tion between those who have served their coun- 
try with equal fidelity and patriotism ? 

But it is said by those who oppose this meas- 
ure that the amount of land appropriated by 
this bill is so enormous that it would absorb 
nearly all of the public domain. Concede this 
to be true; had we not better dispose of the 
public lands in this way than to squander them 
in projects for waste and plunder with which 
we are presented every day? But the most 
‘extravagant calculation yet made by any of the 
opponents of this measure only makes the num: 
ber of acres to be appropriated in the shape of 
bounties to the soldiers one hundred and sixty 
millions. Hon. Mr. Julian, chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands in the Thirty- 
Ninth Congress, in an adverse report made by 
him on a similar proposition, says : 

“Tf we estimate at one million the number of 
soldiers and seamen who may fairly claim bounties 
on the score of a just equalization under the legis- 
lation of Congress. which is a very moderate estimate 
according to official statements recently made by the 
provost marshal general, one million land warrants 


would be thrown into circulation by the policy of 
land bounties, Computing that each warrant would 
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eall for one hundred and sixty acres, the quantity 
of the public domain required would be one hun- 
dred and sixty million acres, or probably more 
than one fourth of the entire arable portion of the 
same,” 


It is here conceded by one of the best in- 
formed gentlemen who have opposed this meas: 
ure that only about one fourth of the arable 
portion of our public lands would be required ; 
but whether a little more or a little less, I 
believe the quantity may well be spared in the 
discharge of a debt so binding and obligatory 
by every principle of honor and justice as that 
due to the soldiers who served for the Union. 
Our Government is rich in lands. Ithas been 
` hitherto liberal in its gifts to individuals and 
to companies, Vast grants are continually 
being made by Congress, and it is estimated 
that seventy-three million acres have been 
voted to railroad companies within a few years. 
I would ask, is there any justice or propriety in 
voting to give away the public land to incor- 
porated companies for the construction of rail- 
roads and other works of internal improve- 
ment, and refuse to accede to so reasonable, 
so just a proposition as this? 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told that much 
of this land will find its way into the hands 
of speculators. Concedé this to be true, and 
what of that? Is this any reason why we shall 
not do justice to a meritorious class of our 
citizens? I apprehend that speculators can- 
not get these land warrants without paying 
something to the immediate recipients of this 
bounty. Shall we be told that we must not 
do justice to the soldier, for fear that specula- 
tors may possibly be benefited; that those 
who would receive and appropriate these lands 
to the support and comfort of their declining 
years shall not have them for fear that others 
may be less prudent, and may by their own 
acts thwart our efforts to do them good? Sir, 
this is a sort of reasoning, a kind of ethics 
I do not understand, nor do l desire to. 

It is said by the opponents of this measure 
that we have a homestead law which gives the 
publie domain to the soldiers, in common with 
all others, if followed by actual settlement 
and the payment of a fee to defray the expenses 
of the land department. This is true, Mr. 
Speaker. It is also true that deserters, cow- 
ards, and the basest men who ever lived in the 
land, are entitled to one hundred and sixty 
acres, side by side with the scarred veteran 
who maintained the honor and integrity of the 
old flag at Antictam, Gettysburg, Vicksburg, 
the Wilderness, and other battle-fields of the 
rebellion, It is because the soldier has no 
substantial benefit under the homestead law 
beyond that given to the civilian thai Lam in 
favor of giving him bounty land outright. 
Every one will conecde ihat the homestead 
law is not adapted to the wants and circum- 
stances of disabled soldiers, nor to the widows 
and children of those who have died of disease 
or were slain in battle. They cannot remove 
to the far West and enter upon and cultivate 
the land set apart under the homestead law. 
Many a deceased soldier has left behind him 
minor children who, if they were to inherit a 
` Jand warrant for one hundred and sixty acres, 
would cause it to be located now, and when 
they arrived at the proper age, enter upon and 
cultivate the land for their support and main- 
tenance. But if you make no other provision. 
for disabled soldiers, and the widows and chil- 
dren of those who have died, than that pro- 
vided for by the homestead law, you practically 
deprive that large and meritorious class of any 
benefit from the public lands. 

I Snow very well that this bill, like every 
other, is Hable to plausible objections of one 
sort and another from acute and ingenious 
men, I know it is said that there was a con- 
tract entered into between the soldier and the 
Government by which the soldier was to serve 
and receive for his services a stipulated price, 
This price (which was, a portion of the time, 


sixteen dollars a month) has been paid, and lI 


now it is insisted that the soldier has no longer 
any claim upon the justice or bounty of the 
Government. Sir, such an argument is un- 
worthy of being urged against a measure like 
this. A soldier may have foughtand suffered, 
and lost perchauce a limb in defense of our 
country’s rights and honor, and received as 
compensation sixteen dollars per month. The 
United States, in paying that sixteen dollars 
per month, complied with its part of the con- 
tract ; and now let the poor soldier totter and 
limp on to his grave, and let all appeals to the 
justice and generosity of his country be an- 
swered by saying: ‘ You entered into a con- 
tract with the United States ; the United States 
has paid the sixteen dollars, and thus dis- 
charged all its obligations to you; so go your 
way.” 

Mr. Speaker, we have never in any contest 
paid.as good wages to our soldiers as they 
could have earned in any other profession ; 
yet they have never been wanting in the hour 
of their country’s need, and their blood has 
been poured out like rain. We have thus 
avoided the expense and danger of standing 
armies in time of peace, while we have fully 
met all the exigencies of war. Jtseems to me 
that in discharging this debt of gratitude we 
owe to our citizen soldiery we should be in- 
creasing our strength and power as a nation, 
and we should attach more closely to our Union 
those who have hitherto proved their gallantry 
in the field, and would be ready again, by 
generosity, magnanimity, and conciliation, to 


show that they were not unworthy of the ben- 


efits conferred upon them. 

l hope, Mr. Speaker, that this bill may 
become a law without unnecessary delay ; and 
I feel confideut that the country and our con- 
stituents will approve it. 

The other measure referred to by me in the 
beginning of my remarks is the proposition to 
equalize bounties on the basis of the time of 
service, I had the honor to introduce a bill 
for this purpose on the 18th day of December 
last, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and which is in these words : 

Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all laws herctoforo passed granting 
bonnties to soldiers are hereby repealed. 

Src. 2. That every non-commissioned officer and 
private soldier who served for at least one month 
inthe Army of the United States in the late war 
against the rebellion, and who was honorably dis- 
charged, shall be paid, from any moneys in the Uni- 
ted States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, as 
bounty, the sum of $8 33} per month for the time 
such soldier was in the service: Provided, That 
where any such soldier has received bounty under 
any of tho heretofore existing laws granting boun- 
ties to soldiers in said war, the amount so received 
shall bo deducted from the amount granted by 
this act: And provided further, That the provisions 
of this act shall not apply to officers and. soldiers 
ofthe regular Army. | 

Src. 3. That all applications for bounty on file 
before the passage of this act shall be considered as 
made under the provisions of this act, and shall be 
settled and paid in aceordance therewith. 


The justice and equity of this measure is so 
apparent that no argument is needed in its 
support. Itis intended to reach the class of 
men who volunteered at an early period of the 
war, and who received little or no bounty at 
the hands of the General Government. These 
men went into the service regardless of pay 
and bounty, through love of country and true 
patriotism. Those who served the whole term 
of three years received a bounty of $100 under 
the act of Congress approved July 22, 1861, and 
by a subsequent act passed July 28, 1866, they 
received $100 more, making but two thirds of 
the bounty paid by the Government to later 
volunteers who served for a less period of time. 
For instance, the men who volunteered in 1863 
and 1864 entered the service under the induce- 
ment of $300 bounty for three years’ service 
or during the war, and the men thus enlisting 
were discharged before having served two 
years on account of their services being no 
longer required, receiving on their discharge 
the fall $800 bounty. 


There is still another class who would be 
reached by this bill. Those who enlisted in 
1861 for three years, and who were discharged 
for disability before the expiration of two years 
from the date of their enlistment, received no 
bounty whatever. Many of these men endured 
the hardships of asoldier’s life, and many par- 
ticipated in battles, but being stricken down 
with disease, and unable to continue longer in 
the service, were discharged just before the 
expiration of two years. To all such this bill 
will afford relicf, and many others whose cases 
are equally meritorious. 

Mr. Speaker, the only objection which I have 
heard urged against this measure is thatit will 
take some millions from the national Treasury. 
Suppose it does; should this be interposed as 
anargument against the passage of a just and 
equitable proposition like this? 

Tean well conceive how, in the early days 
of the Republic, with a depleted and bank- 
rupt Treasury, the people depressed and borne 
down by protracted war, the Government should 
fail to pay the sums due those who had fought 
the battles for our independence. But, sir, 
at this day, with an overflowing Treasury, and 
a country abounding in wealth and prosper- 
ity, no such objection can be successfully 
interposed. Nature has been profuse in her. 
gifts to our country. She has placed it in 
the center of the continent, between the great 
lakes and Gulf, and given it frontage on two 
oceans. She has interlaced it with arteries 
of commerce in the shape of rivers, and 
supplemented it with sixty thousand miles of 
railway. She has given us a soil more fer- 
tile than the countries of Europe, and she has 
given us beds of minerals, forests, and water- 
power to set our mechanism in motion. 

In contemplating the greatness of our coun- 
try, and looking at its present prosperity, we 
should not forget that the men for whom I 
am now pleading saved this great country from - 
destruction. They nobly responded to the 
call of our late lamented President, Abraham 
Lincoln, and sacrificing everything dear to the 
human heart, freely offered their lives to save 
the Republic. . They left homes of plenty and 
the society of loved ones to fight for the old flag. 
The Government demanded the sacrifice; it 
was granted. It asked for the soldier’s blood ; 
it was freely given. It asked for his limbs, ‘and 
he gave them. For what? For his country 
and her honor. It asked for a sacrifice of his 
business interest; itwas yielded. It demanded 
of him that he should exchange the indescrib- 
able happiness of domestic lite for the dangers 
of the camp and the field; he made the 
exchange. It told him to sever all the domes- 
tic ties; he cut them asunder at its bidding. 
The American people should never forget that 

“Four hundred thousand men, 

The brave, the good, the true, 

In tangled wood, in mountain glen, 

On battle-plain, in prison-pen, 
Lie dead for me and you. 

Four hundred thousand of the brave 

Have made our ransomed soil their grave, 
For me and you.” 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the United States 
desire to mark their grateful appreciation of 
the services of the brave men who incurred 
hardship, underwent fatigue, and encountered 
peril in defense of the Union. The publie 
mind has settled that point. The popular 
heart throbs with emotions of gratitude 
which will not brook a check. This Congress 
cannot with any show of fairness and justice 
put off the passage of this measure any longer ; 
it would subject us to the charge of parsimony 
and ingratitude. 

_ in justice to this branch of the Congress it 
is proper that I should state that a bill for the 
equalization of bounties has repeatedly passed 
this House, but has always been ignored by 
the Senate. Itrust thatthis Congress will not 
adjourn without passing some proper bill for 
the equalization of bounties, so that these men 
who volunteered at an early period of the war 


may receive, even at this late day, something 
Jike justice at our hands, If any class is more 
entitled than another to the special regard of 
the law-making and bounty dispensing ‘power 
of Government, it is the men who volunteered 
when no bounties were offered; the men who 
encountered the toils, the dangers, the hard- 
ships, and privations of the camp, from no 
jnducement but the love of country. 

-u Fhe distinguished gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. JSutian,)-the former chairman of: the 
Committee on the Public Lands, while oppos- 
ing the grant of lands to our soldiers, recom- 
mended in the strongest terms the passage of 
a bill to equalize bounties. . In the report 
made by him from the Committee on the Public 
Lands; at the first session of the lhirty-Ninth 
Congress, to which I have already alluded, he 
remarks: f ` 


“ But while the committee cannot recommend the 
attempt to equalize the bounties of our soldiers by 
grants of land, they. are very decidedly in favor of 
such equalization in money. ‘quality is equity,’ 
and the nation cannot refuse to heed this maxim in 
dealing with the brave men who protected the Law- 
makers of this Capitol during the war,and saved 
the country itself from destruction. Nor do we ac- 
cept the plea of national poverty so often urged, in 
the light of the boundless resources developed by our 
war of four years, The amount required for a fair 
equalization of these bounties we are sure has been 
much overstated; but whatever it may be, we think 
it should be provided for with no unnecessary delay. 
‘With the soldiers there was no task too great, no 
sacrifice too large, no duty too arduous, no hardship 
too severe;-but with an alacrity that marked their 
carnestness in the cause, they cheerfully responded 
to every order, claiming nonc other shield than the 
consciousness that their banners were the emblems 
of liberty, of justice, and of truth.’ The prayer of 
these men must neither be denied nor evaded when 
they ouly ask the nation for justice”? ' ` 

DISPOSITION OF THE, PUBLIC LANDS. , 
Mr. SLATER. Mr. Speaker, in the annual 
message of the President sent into this House 
on the 4th of last December, among other 
recommendations will be found the following: 


“I renew my recommendation that the public 
Jands be regarded as a heritage to our children, to 
be disposed of only as required for occupation and 
to actual settlers. Those already granted have been 
jn great part disposed of in such a way as to secure 
aecess to the balance by the hardy settler who may 
wish to avail himself of them, but caution should 
be exercised even in attaining: so desirable an 
object.” z $ 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, in call- 
ing attention to this recommendation, to assail 
the public-Jand policy of the Administration, 
whatever it may be, but rather. to invite atten- 
tion to the fact that the President has made a 
recommendation touching the disposal of the 
public lands, and to consider what is recom- 
mended in connection with a proposition now 
pending “before. this House tonching the. dis- 
posa!of.a portion‘of these public lands. 

With the recommendation: the . President 
couples the statement of a fact touching the 
disposition of lands already granted; and the 
result of such disposition, with. which..he 
appears to be satisfied, but deems it proper to 
add a suggestion of caution. =--> b ee 

Sir, if 1 comprehend the full force and:mean- 
ing of the passage referred to, itis to the effect 
that while the President recommends that the 
public lands ‘should be disposed of only as 
required for o¢cupation.and to actual settlers,”” 
he also recognizes the fact that the means of ac- 
cess to them is an essential prerequisite to their 
ocenpation and disposition, and states that-the 
means. of access has been largely secured by 
former grants, but admonishes that “ caution 
should be.exercised even in attaining so desir- 
able an object. Ltake it, therefore, that a 
measure which has for its object the opening 
of extensive districts of the public lands-to sete 
tlement, which furnishes the means of: access 
to such districts, and secures the right’ of occu 
pancy, and provides for their final disposition 
to. the actual settler only,: upon reasonable 
terms properly guarded, would be im harmony 
with the terms of this recommendation of ‘the 
President. : Paa 2 

Mr, Speaker, with this very brief reference 
to'tke subject of the disposition of the public | 
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land, as presented in the annual message of 
the President, I desire to-invite the attention 
of the House to the consideration of a props- 
sition to give Government aid toward the con- 
struction of a railroad from Portland, Oregon, 


to intersect the Central or Union Pacific rail- | 


road at or-near Salt..Lake. This proposition 
is presented ina bill which I had the honor 
to introduce into this House on the 18th day 
of last March, and was then referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, The construc- 
tion of the proposed road is pressed as a meas- 
ure of vital importance to the people of my 
State and the interveding section between 
Salt Lake and Oregon, and I, shall endeavor 
to'show: that it is also a measure of very great 
and very general importance to the whole 
country. i 

In undertaking to’present the claims of this 
enterprise to the aid asked, and in urging them 
upon the consideration of the House, f am not 


unmindful of the fact that in tonsequence of 


abuses which have crept into previous legisla- 
tion of the kind asked, there arc grave objec- 
tions to be answered, and possibly. serious 
opposition to be encountered. But remem- 
bering that our progress as a nation in all our 
material achievements, wonderful in their 
extent and marvelous in their results, is but 
the history of objections answered and opposi- 
tion overcome, I address, myself to the discas- 
sion of this proposition, hoping and believing 
that the importance of the proposed road, and 
the great advantages to be derived from its 
early completion, will commend the measure 
to the favor of the House. 

Sn order, sir, to havea complete understand- 
ing of the matter under consideration it is 
necessary to notice the geographical position 
of Oregon as respects not only her sister States 
and Territories, but also as respects the coun- 
tries which lie beyond her western Pacific 
waters; to estimate her material resources 
and capabilities; to take into account her 
vast territorial area and her meager popula- 
tion, and to consider carefully her relation 
to the great commercial currents and ‘centers 
of the United States, from which alone we 
may be able to approximate a correct esti- 
mate of the beneficial influence the comple- 
tion of the proposed line of railroad will have 
in developing and peopling new sections of 
our couiitry. and in opening new thorough- 
fires of business and new lines of commerdial 
intercourse. j 

Situated'in the far northwest of the Union, 
Oregon ig separated, from the States of the 
Mississippi valley by a vast arid and almost 
treeless region of. more than one thousand 
miles in extent from east to west, having uo 
connection with those States by railroads or 
interior river navigation. Her position has 
been and now is one of complete isolation from 
her sister States as respects the usual means 
of commercial intercommunication, excepting 
ső far as intercourse may bd had by means of 
the Pacific.ocean on the west and the Colum- 
bia river on the north, ‘Thìs isolation bas 
been so complete in the past as to greatly 
retard her growth tnd settlement; restrict her 
enterprise, prevent the development of herre 
sources, and limit her home trade and foreign 
commerce. indeed, sir, until quite recently but 
little was known upon this side of the continent 
respecting her material interests, her vast re- 
sources, wild climate, great richness of soil, 
and the range of her fruits and agricultural 
products. And even now the important posi- 
tion, geographically, which she holds with 
respect to the commercial centers of the Uni- 
ted States and the commerce of the Pacific 
ocean, now tending toward the United States, 
ig but vaguely realized. ; ; 

But thanks to the triumphs of éngineering 


skill the completion of, the Pacific railroad; | 


and the revolution which this great work has 
juuugurated in‘ the commercial world,’has not 
only served to awaken the hopes of her‘ people 
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and inspire them with new confidence in ‘the 
near future of Oregon, bat it is-also directing 
the attention of business, railroad, and: coin- 
mercial men of the United States ‘to. her great 
and multiplied resources and the advantages of 
her position with reference to transcontinental 
railroad connections. 

Stretching through seven degrees of longitude 
and four degrees of latitude, Oregon embraces 
within her territorial limits more than ninety- 
five thousand square miles; larger than the.great 
Siutes of New York and Pennsylvania com- 
bined; large.enough, sir, to make the two States 
of Minoisand Indiana, and have scraps enough 
left to make two- more States as large as Cou- 
necticut and Rhode Island; large enough to 
carve out of her territory the six New Wugland 
States and have mountains enough left to make 
another State as large as the State of Maine, 
with Mount Llood undisposed of.. Itis true,’ sit, 
her vast territory is somewhat furrowed: with 
dark and frowning mountain ranges, whose 
peaks in some instances riseto regions of per- 
petual snow, but between their rugged ridges 
or hid away in their fastnesses are. valleys of 
surpassing beauty and fertility. f . 

To give an idea of her territorial extent I 
have drawn:a comparison. with other and more 
prosperous States; and now, sir, let me extend 
the comparison to her valleys... The Willa- 
mette valley alone is as large as either of the 
States of Vermont, New Hampshire, or Massa- 
chusetts. The Umpqua and Rogue river val- 
leys are each as Jarge as the State of Con- 
necticut. Between the Coast mountains (which 
extend the whole length of the State) and the 
Pacific ocean there are timbered valleys suf- 
ficieat in the aggregate to make half a dozen 
or more States or the size of Rhode Island; 
and east of the Cascade range (which is the 
great range of the State) the aggregate of her 
agricultural valleys will equal the territorial 
extent of the Stare of Indiana. Bur, sir, her 
mountains are not without value in an estimate 
of her material wealth. , They abound with 
valuable minerals: and metals, such as: coal, 
iron, lead, copper, gold, and silver, and for the 
most. part are covered with dense forests of the 
finest and most valuable timber, and from their 
sides come leaping innumerable water courses, 
sullicient when utilized to turn all the spindies 
ot New England, Add toall this her almost in- 
exhaustible stock-range, upon her table-lands 
and grass-covered hills and lower ranges of 
mountains, literally suficient to feed the herds 
upon a thousand hills, and you have a picture 
of material and undeveloped wealth unsur- 
passed, if equaled, in the United States or 
elsewhere. , ; t BaS 


.. Yet sir, to occupy this vastierritory; develop 


these. immense resources: of material wealth, 


to farvish the capital and build the immense 


lines .of railroads neeessary to bring us into 


‘connection: with the commercial centers of the 


United States, we have abont as many people— 
men, women, and children——as we have square 
miles of territory. Is it asked why it:is: that 
Oregon has. progressed so slowly in settlement 
and population, having been first settled thirty 
years ago?. 1 have already intimated that iso- 
tatiou: was the cause ;, but let me here read the 
answer. of-a distinguished gentleman of this 
House from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kerner, ] 
made to this very question. -Itis found in an 
eloquent aad abie address delivered by that 
gentleman at the city of Philadelphia, the 
i2th of last Jane. Speaking of our northwest 
coast, he said: . ; es 

“Do you ask, as others have done, why with such 
stores of wealth, waiting to respond with such 
boundiess generosity to.the demands of. man, the 
population does not equal one man, woman, or child 
to each square mile? Ifyou do, the answer is ready. 
It is because the poople and Qovernment of ‘the 
United Statea did not promptly respond to the sug- 
gestion of Asa Whitney, and either by the means 
proposed by hiui, or those they should select, connect 
our Pacific terrivory with the great lakes by railway. 
Had that been done, and the way: been then opened 
to emigrants, Washington Territory would long since 
have been divided into two or more States; Cali- 
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fornia and Oregon would be great commercial rivals, 
and tho population ofour Pacific States would equal 
jorexceed that busy and blessed New England. 

: To ‘reach the. golden lands. of the Pacific coast 
has been.a matter of too much time and expense for 
the poor man, and too full of trials for families. The 
fact that, im spite of these almost insuperable difficul- 
ties, so. many intelligent people have found their 
way thither, is a testimonial to the wonderful: at- 
tractions of the country and the immense rewards 
it offers to industry and enterprise,” : 

= Look, sir, at the dreary miles‘of travel which 
had: to be made with ox teams ‘from the Mis- 
souri fiver to’ Portland, Oregon, over a hot, 
avid waste of sand and sage-brush. For more 
thaix'a thousand miles of this long and weari- 
some road the emigrant, starting out with his 
family to seek a new home, was compelled to 
sguard by day and by night his all trom the 
erce and stealthy attacks of the red man of 
the plains; and too often, sir, where he made 
his camp at night, to rest himself, his wife, and 
little ones, became their graves on the: morrow. 
Sach, sir, are some of the difficulties which 
have: been encountered in ‘the settlement of 
that section of the United States. But F do 
not desire to recount the perils and hardships 
of the past; our hopes and expectations have 
to do with the future. The completion of the 
‘Union Pacific railroad to Salt Lake annihilated, 
so to speak, more than half of the distance 
intervening between Oregon and the great lines 
of speedy communication reaching eastward 
from Omaha ; und now it is the remaining 
distance from Salt Lake to Portland we are 
anxious to span with a railroad. 

~The south line of Oregon is the forty-second 
parallelof north latitude. By-running the eye 
across the map of the United States on that 

arallel, it will be seen that Chicago, Illinois, 
Toledo, Ohio, and the city of New York, are 
all south of that parallel, while Beston is just 
north of i. The mouth of the Columbia river 
is in latitude 46° 15’ north, and is a degree 
and a half west of the Golden Gate. Port- 
land, Oregon, is in:Jatitade 45° 307 north, and 
‘ia half a degree west of the city of San Bran- 
cisco.’ Portland may be reached by ocean 
steamers ut all seasons of the year, and is 
the western terminus of the proposed road. 

~The north end of Salt Lake, the point of 
intersection with the Central Pacifie road, is 
in 41° 30% north latitude, and) the course of 
the route selected is very direct and remark- 
ably: straight... From Omaha to Ogden by the 
Union Pacific is 1,032 miles; from Ogden to 
the navigable waters of tlie Columbia’ river, 
as ascertained by. Colonel: Hudnutt in a pre- 
liminary survey made in 1868-69, undor the 
direction of the Union Pacific Company, is 
670. miles; and from thence to Portland, by 
Government survey, is 145 miles, making the 
whole. distance from Ogden to Portland 815 
-miles and from. Omaha to Portland the dis- 
tance would be 1,847 miles, being sixty-seven 
¿miles less than from Omaha to San Francisco. 
Bat by making: the.connection at Granger the 
whole. distance will be.very materially short- 
ened. : Colonel. Hudnutt: states. the distance 
from the Columbia river to Granger (a point 
just west of Green river) to be 688 miles, and 
from ‘the Columbia: river- to -Omaha 1,565 
miles. General Dodge in his report-to the 
Union: Pacific Company, as surveyor-in-ehief 
in 1869, makes-use of the following language: 
i» Phe total distance from Portland to Monument 

Sint is 745 miles, and to the Missouri river 1,822, or 
ron Granger’s, 823 miles, and 1,700 miles from Mis- 
gouri tiver, making a saving in distance by Ham’s 
fork ofie miles; and avoiding the summit of the 
Wasateh,and Sierra Nevada mountains, with heavy 
grades and sharp curves.” . ae 

From this it will appear, Mr. Speaker, that 
this route would .be.214 miles shorter than the 
present line to Sau Francisco. : 

With. this, ¢onheétion Chicago ‘could be 
reached from Portland, reser 
lines in, 2,200 miles, and Su Louis in’ 2,180 ; 
and froin the navigable waters of the Columbia 
river Chicago.conld be reachedin 2,065 miles, 
aud St. Louis in 2,045 miles =- =- 

“From this it will be readily seen that the 


Oregon, by present | 


construction of the proposed road will complete 
a through line of railway having very. many 
important advantages. Of this route.General 
Dodge, in the report already referred to, says: 

“From the date of my first examination for the 
Pacific railroad, in 1863, each year’s devclopment 
has convinced me that the true route to the Pacific 
ocean was, efter reaching the valloy of Green river, 
by way of Haws fork, Bear, Snake, and. Columbia 
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rivers to. Portland and Puget sound. 

Sir, among the advantages of this route may 
be noticed the fact that it shortens the line of 
travel by sea and land between the great body 
of the population of the United States and the 
countries of India, China, and Japan, seven or 
eight hundred miles, and will be found on 
comparison to be much shorter than any route 
now proposed to tide-water on the Pacific, and, 
looking to the great difficulties to be eucount- 
ered by any transcontinental road, such as 
mountains, and snows of winter, we shall find 
that this présents as few ag any north of the 
thirty-second parallel, the greatest of which are 
encountered between Omaha and Salt Lake. 
From this point one very important advan- 
tage is that it reaches the navigable waters of 
the Columbia river three hundred miles from 
its mouth, and follows its course, passing on a 
low level and easy gradients from the interior 
plateaus and basins of the continent to the 
tide-waters of the Pacific ocean, its egress 
being through the doorway made by the pas- 
sage of the waters of that great river through 
the Cascade range, which extends unbroken, 
with this exception, from latitude 41° north far 
into British Columbia. , 

Thus far, Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to 
wap out the points to be affected by the con- 
struction of the proposed road, and have given 
locations and distances by. which the import- 
ance of the road may be,in some measure, 
estimated, as well in its general as local. bear: 
ings. 

Sir, a half century ago the States of Ohio, 
Ilinois, and Indiana constituted the great 
West. 
by the shortest und most expeditious lines 
ot communication engrossed the thoughts of 
eapitalists, business men, and statesmen. How 
well they solved the problem your. great 
lines of railways which have since been con- 
structed from the various. commercial centers 
on the Atlantic sea-board to that section most 
fully attest. Bat the West lingers no longer 
in the valley of the Ohio. ‘The great tide of 
emigration and empire ever moving and ever 
pressing westward, long since. crossed the 
Mississippi i itg course was not stayed at the 
Missouri; the plains and the Rocky mountains 
have been crossed, and from the’ western 
dec'ivities of still further off ranges it looks out 
upon the broad waters of the Pacific ocean, 
whose waves wash more than. a thousand 
miles of our western boundary. . From the 
‘bosom of this great ocean and beyond. its 
waves is to come the future wealth that will 
enrich our new West, and not only our West, 
but our whole country.. From our Occident 
we now. behold the Orient—the, East, which 
Columbus thought to reach by sailing directly 
westward from Europe. ‘There, outstretched 
before us, lies Asia with her thousand million 
people, shrouded in the traditions of an 
ancient and effete civilization; with her uatold 
millions of wealth, the accumulation of ages, 
whose eycles are vailed in the impenetrable 
past; with ber trade and .commerce, that 
prize which has heen coveted by more civilized 
nations in. every age; between, stretches the 
broad, deep waters of the Pacifié ocean,.There, 


| sir, is the field of our future success and. the 


prize to be. won, the empire of the seas. . 
Founded, as it would seem by design, in an 
irreversible law of nature, the Japan current 
comes sweeping up from the equatorial regions 
of the Pacific. and Indian oceans, along the 
southeast coast of Asia, striking across. the 
northern portions of the Pacific between the 
fortieth and sixtieth parallels of north lati- 


How to reach the West of thas day: 


tude, and strikes the western coast of North 
America. in the vicinity of the mouth of the 
Columbia river and the straits of Fuca, which 
lead into the waters of Puget.sound. All will 
understand the importance of this current and 
be able to calculate what influence it will exert 
upon the eastward-bound commerce of Asia, 
bearing it. to tbat particular, point upon our 
western coast from whence nature has, by 
depressions and breaks in our great mountain 
ranges, provided a transit way across our con- 
tinent, needing only .the construction of this 
road to be wrought into a great commercial 
highway, <o. f ; 

Mr. Speaker, I sometimes .doubt whether 
we asa nation fully comprehend the. vastness 
of our resources.or the importance of our 
geograpbieal position.. Sir, contemplate for a 
moment the course of Asiatic commerce in 
past. centuries, and: the influence it hasexerted 
upon the rise, progress, and decline of other 
nations: first, flowing inland across the 
ancient. Bosphorus: and upon the Mediter- 
ranean sea; subsequently, turning southward 
through the Indian ocean and’ around the 
south of Africa, it has:for more than two thou- 
sand years poured an almost uninterrupted 
stream of ‘wealth into the lap of Burope, 
first enriching the Roman and Byzantine 
empires, and subsequently, as they fell to pieces 
and went to decay, the southern and western 
nations of Hurope; that in more recent times 
England has principally controlled this vast 
commerce, and by this means rose to and has 
maintained her position as mistress of the seas; 
and then, sir, rémember that we now hold 
a position midway between Enrope and Asia, 
and may by our own exertions, properly and 
wisely directed, hold for all time to come this 
middle passage between the source, and hith- 
erto recipients, of this great stream of wealth. 
Upon the one sideof us are the three-hundred 
millions of Europe, upon the other side are 
the thousand millions of Asia, the latter just 
beginning to feel the awakening influences, of 
a broader and better civilization. The Atlan- 
tic, which washes our eastern shores, washes 
also the western shores of Europe, and the 
Pacific, which washes our western coast, 
laves also. the: eastern coast.of Asia. Ocean 
currents, the winds of heaven, the: indent- 
ations of our ‘coasts with bays aud harbors, 
the course and mouthing of’: great rivers, 
the breaks avd depressions in our mountain 
ranges, and the isothermals. of. our: continent, 
all point: to:a-new. course for this commercial 
eurrent. ` Ayip L ra : 

Jt is impossible, sir, to estimate the extent 
and magnitude of the revolution we have. it in 
our power to effect; a revolution that.will be 
as: trnly benign in its influence and results as it 
will be peaceful in-its progress and its accom- 
plishment. : By legislation already had, which 
enlminated in: the completion of the Central 
and Union Pacific road, the first fruits of thig 
revolution have been. gathered, :: Already, sir, 
there ‘is on sale.in the city of New York- pro- 


| ducts of Asia; which came not by the way of 


Liverpool, nor yet around Cape Horn, but by 
the new: channel overland from San Francisco, 
and daily there are passing eastward upon this 
road long trains of cars laden with teas and 
silks from China and Japan. And even now 
the tide of travel from eastern Asia to western 
Európe by the way of San Francisco and New 
York has set ins: I cannot resist. the tempta- 
tion to guote here. the. remarks of one of the 
speakers at a. collation given upon the comple- 
tion of the Pennsylvania Central to Holidays- 
burg, on the 18th-of October,.1850, which, in 
the light of subsequent: events, are like the 
words of a seer. - The speaker saidi- 

“The English mail from Calcutta will yet’ travel 
over onr Peansylvanisrailroad, andits iren-ribs will 
groan under the weight of commodities passing to 
and fro between thé 280,000,000 of people east of the 
Altantic and the 750,00u,000 west of the Pacifie: “The 
discovery of our-continent by Columbus was acci- 
dental; but the builders of this road and. its several 
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continuations through the western States are vin- 
dicating his sagacity. He sailed due west from 
Europe to find a shorter route to the wealth of India, 
He was right; the fact that he encountered a con- 
tinent did not increase the distance between points; 
it did but demonstrate the necessity for a new mode 
of conveyance. This the railroad and locomotive 
supply. ‘Lhe passage of the two oceans by steam, and 
the crossing‘of our country on a railroad, will reduce 
the: time requisite for 1 voyage from London to 
Canton to less than thirty days. : 

“Columbus wasno enthusiast. He looked calmly 
and gravely at facts, and spoke the words of sober 
wisdom; and so, let folly sneer as it: may, do those 
who speak of the Pennsylyania road as alinkin the 
chain of comnicreial facilities which is to girdle the 
earth.” * * * = "The Mississippi val- 
ley is not our western country, nor is. the Pacific 
coast of our country the ‘far, West’ we look to. 
Columbus would go west to the Indies; and we will 
doit. The riches of our west, now the Hast, will 
lade our road, stimulate. our agriculture, develop 
our vast mineral resources, quicken and expand our 
enterprise, and drop their fatness throughout our 
borders.” i 

Such was the language of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY] on 
that occasion, Less than nineteen years from 
that time witnessed the completion of a con- 
tinuous line of railway from ocean to ocean. 
The direct western passage from Europe to 
the ancient Indies had been accomplished, 

Is it asked if the Northern and Southern 
Pacific railroads when completed, with the 
present Pacific road, will not be sufficient to 
supply the wants and demands of the Pacific 
States and Territories ? If so, I answer they 
will not. -Wewantand must have population; 
this we cannot have without railroads except 
by natural increase. Every one understands 
that the settlement of all new countries de- 
pends upon either railroad or water commu- 
nication, that withoutvone or both of these 
the settler cannot sustain himself. The South- 
ern: Pacific. is to have its western terminus at 
San Diego, about four bandred and fifty miles 
southeast of San Francisco; and the North 
Pacific will reach the ocean from five hun- 
dred to six hundred and fifty miles north of 
San Francisco. From Puget sound to Port- 
land and to Sacramento, and also from Port- 
land to Astoria, provisions have been made 
for the construction of’ roads, and they are 
now under construction. ‘This, with our very 
limited river navigation, constitutes the whole 
of our facilities for settling that vast country. 
Jt will be observed that the whole interior 
section between the Rocky mountaitis and the 
Cascade and Sierra Nevada mountainsis wholly 
unprovided for, except so far as the present 
Pacitic road and the Northern and Southern 
roads cross this section ‘from four hundred to 
six hundred miles apart. 

Now, let mie ask the gentlemen who repre- 
sent the States of the Mississippi valley west 
of that river, what would have’ been the effect 
upon. those States if fifteen years ago they had 
been limited to three avenues through which 
only emigrants could reach there from States 
further east, and through which their surplus 
products could alone have been sent to ai 
eastern market? If such had been the case, 1 
apprehend that the statistics of that section 
would not disclose so marvelous a progress as 
they now do. Why, ‘sir, look wpon any official 
railway map ‘of recent-date and note the lines 
of railways which either cross the Mississippi 
river, or, reaching it from the east, other lines 
upon the west side- continue westward, and 
freight and travel- is transferred by ferries. 
Between New Orleans and Sr. Paul there are 
not less than eighteen such lines in-operation 
or projected, and yet the country in the val. 
ley of the Mississippi and west of that river 
now organized into States is scarcely larger, 
and certainly not more important in com- 
mercial relations, than ‘the Pacific. slope. 
The one section has: many thousand miles 
of river navigation, and is only separated by 
the.channel of the Mississippi river from thrifty 
and populous sister States, while the other 
hag. but very limited river navigation, end is 
separated from the other States by avast arid;- 
treeless waste. In the one section within the 
past ten or fifteen years the power of rail- 


ways has been most beneficially felt, and their 
greatest triumphs have been achieved. 

lt is difficult, Mr. Speaker, to convey to the 
mind by words a correct conception of the 
extent of our Pacific possessions, and the great 
difference in the topography of that section 
as-compared with other sections of the coun- 
try. Take the States of California and'Oregon, 
and the Territory of Washington, saying noth- 
ing of the intervening country, and we have 
anarea of $14,274 square miles—larger than 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, and Missouri combined. 
Add Idaho and Nevada to the Pacific section, 
and tlre area is over halfa million square miles, 
to equal which, with the States named, you 
may add the States of Minnesota, Nebraska, 
and Iowa. Looking over the list of railroads 
connecting the States north and west of the 
Ohio river, with the Atlantic sea-board, I find 
there are at least ten through lines, all groan- 
ing under the weight of a constantly increas- 
ing business, while numerous lines cross these 
States in every direction. All these lines have 
been built ‘in little more than twenty years, 
and have been thé great agencies which have 
filled those States so rapidly with population 
and developed them to their present prosper- 
ous condition. 

Looking, then, to the results of the’ last 
twenty years, and to the actual condition and 
situation of the Pacifie section, no one will 
doubt the fact that the present Pacific road, 
and the Northern and Southern Pacifies, when 
completed, are totally inadequate to the wants 
of settlement and development of the Pacific 
States and Territories. 1 do not undervalue 
the Northern Pacific railroad to Oregon and 
Washington Territory, but while it will mate- 
rially increase our facilities and add to our 
population, it will not and cannot furnish us 
the connection most desired and most needed 
to develop our resources and throw settlements 
into our interior. Iam aware that because 
it is upon a higher latitude running upon the 
shorter lines of the globe it is supposed to be 
a shorter route, and so it may be directly 
between Puget sound and Duluth. : 

` But looking to the map it will be seen that 
the great body of population of the United 
States are south of a line drawn east and west 
through Chicago, Illinois, and it is there, with 
this great body of population, where our com 
merce is to be diffased, and from whence must 
come our immigration; and the centers to 
be reached and connected with are Omaha, 
Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, and Cincinnati. 
Why should the commerce of the Columbia 
be compelled to make the circuit by the forty- 
eighth parallel to reach St. Louis, in latitude 
38° 80’, or Chicago, in latitude 42° north, when 
by the ‘construction of this road it ean reach 
its destination in from twelve to twenty-four 
hours less'time, ‘and from ‘two to five hundred 
miles legs travel. ` : ‘ 
Besides, sir, the Northern Pacific will not 
open a mile of Oregon territory to settlement 
which is not already open and accessible by 
means of the navigable waters of the Colambia 
river, while the proposed road will open the 
whole eastern half of Oregon ‘and ‘nearly the 
whole of {daho Territory. Upon this tine, be- 
tween the Columbia river and Salt Lake, there 
is'a vast extent of country known to abound in 
coal, iron, copper, and the precious metals; 
large areas of agricultural lands, or which, 
by a general system of irrigation, might be 
reclaimed to agricultural purposes, and still 
larger areas of grazing lands. ` 

: The grazing lands-alone that would be 
: opened and made accessible for grazing pur- 
poses by the construction of this road would 
sustain sheep enough to prodtice more wool 
than-the entire clip of the United States, which 
ig now about one hundred million’ pounds per 
annum, worth riot less than $25,000;000.an- 
nually. Sinee 1862 there has been mined from 
the placers along and adjacent to this route full 
$30,000,000 of the precious metals, and the 


annual yield cannot now be less than froni two 
to three million dollars, while iron and coal 
mines lie unproductive for want. of cheap 
transportation and more abundant labor. ` 
There is still another reason why additional 
lines should be constructed. We want cheap 
transportation as well as population, and to 
have cheap transportation there must be com- 
petition. This, sir, is a lesson which experi- 
ence teaches as often as corporations secure 
a monopoly of the carrying trade, and theré 
will be no. exception to this rule upon the 
Pacific slope. The Northern Pacific is too far 
away from the present line to be in competi- 
tion with it. Without the proposed road, the 
monopoly upon each line will be complete ; 


With it there is the means of a very general and 


safe competition which will be beneficial to the 
country, and to Oregon in particular. Beside, 
Sir, just in proportion as our local resources 
are developed, in that ratio will our commerce 
with Asia and the islands of the Pacific ocean 
be increased. It is an old adage that none 
are so far from market as he who has nothing 
to sell, and what is true of an individual in 
this respect, is equally true of a people, and 
itis only an amplification of the adage to say 
that no people have so little commerce as those 
who have nothing to exchange. If our com- 
merce with Asia is to grow and increase to our 
profit, it must be mainly done by an exchange 
of the products of the Pacific slope. And the 
surest means of stimulating aud developing 
that commerce is to encourage the. develop- 
ment of the local resources of that section, 
that we may have the largest possible amount 
and widest range of products and commodities 
to exchange. ‘he wisdom of such a course it 
would seem impossible to condemn. 

It is proposed, sir, to confer the grant asked 
upon a corporation organized under the gen- 
eral laws of Oregon, which is known and styled 
asthe Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake Railroad 
Company, and it is confidently believed that, 
with the aid asked from Congress, this com- 
pany will be fully competent and able to pros- 
ecute the work of constructing the proposed 
road to a final and successful completion. It 
has the confidence of the men who represent 
the business and capital of Oregon, as evi- 
denced by the signatures to memorials pré- 
sented here and in the other branch of Con- 
gress, and will doubtless be sustained to the 
utmost extent out of their private meatis. 

To enable this company to prosecute this 
great undertaking, and which is not merely 
a local enterprise, Congress is asked to aid 
by a grant'of land one hundréd feet. wide 
apon each side of the road, and also the 
necessary Jands for depots, stations, side 
tracks, and‘ other. needfal uses in operating 
the road, not exceeding forty acres in any 
one place, and also a further grant of each 
alternate seciion of public land to the extent 
of ten alternate sections per mile upon each 
side of the road; the alternate sections to 
be sold by the United States'as other public 
lands are sold, to actual settlers thereon in 
quantities riot exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to each settler, at a price not to 
exceed $2 50 per acre; the funds arising 
from such sales of the granted lands to be set 
apart as a sinking fund to redeem the first- 
mortgage bonds. of the company, which are 
not to exceed $30,000 per mile of the road ; 
these funds to be invested in the bonds of 
the United States until their application to 
the purchase or redemprion of such bonds; 
which is to be effected through the Secretary 
of the Interior. a 

I am aware, sir, that within the past few 
years there have been very numerous and very 
extensive grants of the public lands made to 
corporations for the purpose of siding in the 
construction of railroads, ‘These grants, either 
from their great number; extent, or the lax 
manner in which they are alleged to have been 
mada, or all these causes combined, have 
developed a very strorg and growing opposi- 
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tion, which is now brought to bear against 
further like legislation. Ivis argued that these 
grants are pernicious in that land monopolies į 
were thereby created ; large and valuable bodies || 
of lands were withdrawn from settlement, and || 
placed beyond the reach or ability of the actual 
settler to acquire title thereto upon reasonable 
terins į that the best interests of the country 
have not. been subserved by this legislation, 
but that it has served to the aggrandizement of 
ess corporations. Lam not disposed in 
y sensé to apologize for or to defend an 
of the errors of past legislation, be they rea 
of imaginary, but would rather seek to avoid |) 
them in the future. ` a . 
“The policy of the General Government in 
the disposal of the public lands would seem to 
be, from her general land laws, to hold them 
subject to occupation and settlement by, the 
people, affording them every facility to acquire 
title thereto on the most liberal. terms. lhat 
such is the duty. of the Goverument, I believe 
all parties agree ; at least the Government has 
long since ceased to look to the sale. of the 
public lands as a source of any considerable 
public revenue. Tho great opposition to land 
grants is principally, if not altogether, based 
upon the ground that with few exceptions, and 
these of a recent date, the grants have been 
absolute, vesting the title in the grantee upon 
compliance with theterms of the grant, carry- 
ing with itthe absolute right of disposal; which 
lands so granted, in almost every instance, have 
péen held at exorbitant prices, far beyond the 
reach of the man of limited, or even moderate 
means. Such being the grounds upon which 
the pringipal objection urged against land 
grants as heretofore made rests, it is fair to 
assume that if these grounds be removed from 
or do not exist in the measure. under. con- 
sideration, then the objections themselves do 
not apply, ms 
` An clfort has been made in this measure to 
avoid.these grounds of objection, aud to save 
to the settlerihe right of entry, occupancy, and 
purchase of the public lands, which will be 
opéeved and made available by the construc: 
tion of this road, for settlement. The lauds 
granted, or rather set apart, to aid jn the con- 
struction of the proposed road, are to be sub- 
ject to the right of the actual settler to purchase 
from the Government, and not of the com- 
pany, by paying $2 50 per acre. No general 
complaint hag ever been made. that the re- 
mainiog lands of the United States within the 
exterior linea’ of laud grants were increased 
in price from $125 to -$2 50 per acre; but 
the complaint bas been that the granted lands 
could not be bought for a like price. Under 
thig bill, howéver, the settler may purchase 
any of the lands within the lines of the grant, 
granted or ungranted, at his option, and in 
either case of the Government, and at $2 50 
per acre. Monopoly of these lands is impos- 
sible; the company is to have no control 
whatever’ over them, either in their, occupa- 
tion, settlement, or disposal, ‘The settler has 
nothing to do with the company; does uot 
know, and ig not ‘required to know, the com- 
pany in any step to be by him taken to pro- 
cure his titlé.” He looks to the Government 
and deals with the Government in purchasing 


his lands. ; i 

-dt máy be objected that the price of these 
lands are doubled by the bill. Let me ask 
suchas are disposed to urge and act upon this 
objection to consider for a moment the situa- 
tion of the great body of country through which 
this roadis to pass; I mean the present situ- | 
ation. From the nearest point of the Pacific 
railroad, by -present traveled routes, to the 
Columbia river is six hundred miles. Boisé 
City -ig about midway’ upon this line. . Now, 
sir, everything that is produced east of the Blue 
mountains, or ninety miles from the Columbia 
river. and west of the east end of Snake river 
valley, embracing more than forty thousand 


square ‘nilles of territory, must -be produced in 
à shape to walk to market, except sò farias a | 


limited market may be found in the mines near 
by, although: the miners cannot begin- to con- 
sume what is now produced. Everything which 
is brought into this section, in the shape of 
supplies, must.be brought in wagons or upon 
pack animals, from ninety to three hundred 
miles, at a: cost of from forty-to one hundred 
and twenty-five dollars per ton for freight. 

` The past fall, when wheat was selling in 
Portland, Oregon, at $1 40. per bushel for 
shipment to Liverpool, in.the valley of. the 
Grand Ronde, the finest wheat country in 
America, .it- was worth only. forty, cents per 
bushel. Sir, I submit the question directly, 
if land at $2,50 per acre within twenty miles 
of a great through.line of railroad, as this will 
be, or within twenty miles of a. navigable 
stream connecting with important commercial 
points, is not cheaper, vastly cheaper, to the 
settler than the same quality of land from 
ninety to three hundred, miles away at $1 25 
per acre, or evea as a gift? What, sir, is 
agricultural land worth without a. market for 
its products? The great. hody of this coun- 
try is. without settlements, and must so remain 
unless it has increased facilities for settlement 
by the construction of this road, r 

There is another feature of this section im- 
portant to be noticed. It forms a part of that 
great. interior region of our country which 
stretches from the Missouri river on the east 
to the Sierra Nevada and Cascade mountains 
on the west, and from Fort Benton on the 
north to the southern. line of Arizona, em- 
bracing more than one third of our entire. ter- 
ritory. In this region navigable water-courses 
are almost unknown, and by far the greater 
part of this area is too dry and arid for agri- 
cultural purposes . without irrigation, and 
cannot be occupied by settlements.to any. con- 
siderable extent without the construction of 
railroads and canals, the former. as the only 
means of ingress and egress, and the latter to 
reclaini the lands to agricultural. purposes. 
Through thig vast extent. of unoccupied and 
undeveloped country. tbere is.now but one line 
of railway, and about the only additions to the 
nation’s wealth derived. from this section is its 
annual product. of the precious metals from 
its mives, and these languish or lie undevel- 
oped for want of better facilities of communi- 
cation. | ain, ; 

“The country along this route from Ogden 
to Boisé City, a distance of nearly four.hun- 
dred miles, isextremely arid and dry ; thesoil is 
strongly impregnated with alkaline substances, 
and unfit. for agricultural: purposes, until 
leached and reclaimed by irrigation, the facili- 
ties for which-are limited, except at great cost 
and labor, and upon an extended scale. The 
vegetation of this section is principally sage- 
brush, interspersed with bunch-grass, and the 
whole country is quite destitute of timber 
for purposes of improvement or even. fuel. 
What is trae of this particular section. is 
equally true of by far the greater part :of the 
whole region referred to. ‘Lhe situation of 
the whole section, when broadly stated, is 
that private enterprise is inadequate to the 


task of opening and reclaiming. it to settle- | 


ment... The whole question, then, is resolved 
into this. All hope or expectation. of its fur- 
ther settlement or development must be aband. 
oned or indefinitely postponed, or the Govern- 
ment must adopt a liberal policy by granting 
material aid in lands toward the. construction 
of railroads, which alone can open, it,to-settle- 
ment. ie ; Do ais we 

Under the provisions of this bill the grant 
of aid toward the construction of the proposed 
road is in the interest of the setiler.. The set- 
tlement of the country is the very basis of. the 
proposition. The building of the.road opens 
a new section.to which the settler is invited 
upon the most favorable terms.. If the lands 
are good he reaps the advantage, being secured 
in, his right of selection and purchase upon 
reasonable. terms, Valueless in their present 
condition, it cannot be complained that $2 50 


4 


| commerce, | 


per acre will be an unreasonable price for 
these lands after they shall have been reclaimed 
and opened to settlement. 

Sir, it is dificult to conceive how an honest 
and- earnest ‘advocacy of ‘the interest of the 
landless can be reconciled with opposition to 
this measure.. Here iga section of country, 
large in extent, from which the great body of 
that class denominated landless are debarred 
from settling ‘by impediments in the natural 
condition of the country which in their nature 
if not insurmountable to the pioneer, are, to 
say the least, more than usually difficult to be 
overcome. very pound of ‘supplies which 
would be needed for himself or family, every 
board, nail, or stick of timber he must use in 
the construction of his first rude cabin, must 
be transported from one hundred to. three 
hundred miles, and before he can grow any- 
thing for. the sustenance of man or beast, in 
many portions, the soil must. be reclaimed. by 
artificial means ‘to a condition of moisture 
compatible with the growth of cereals and 
vegetables, Is it in the interest of this class 
of our citizens to refuse legislation. which 
promises to open such lands to them and ren- 
der their settlement possible ? i. 

It may be urged that inasmuch as the road 
when built is to be private property, and the 
profits arising from its operation are to go 
into private hands; that therefore no:aid should 
be given by Congress. toward its construgtion. 
While the statement of fact is entirely.true, it 
does not follow that the argumentis legitimate 
or conclusive. It will not be denied that raii- 
roads are most important agents in commer- 
cial intercommunicalion, not second in their 
importance and results to ocean and river 
navigation. The many lines of railway which 
checker our whole country are none the less 
highways of commerce becanse ‘they. are pri- 
vate property. . The- ships upon the ocean, the 
steamboats upon our rivers, and the cars upon 
our railways are. all carriers of commerce. 
You improve harbors: and build sea-walls to 
render more secure private property in private 
ships upon the sea and Jessen the. risk to ocean 
You. improve rivers, widen and 
deepen their channels, to facilitate the flow of 
inland commerce, and to lighten the burdens 
ofits carriage iu private boats upon inland 
water-courses. : Bane 2 

All this ìs: dong by approprianens. directly 
from the ‘Treasury; from money. raised by 
general assessment, in one form. or;another, 
upon the people, who have no. other interest 
in ships, foreign or domestic, or the boats 
which ply upon.our rivers, or jn the commerce 
they carry, than that, which flows to them from 
the enrichment. of the nation by the: general 
prosperity, thrift, and accretions ofits private 
citizens. Noone. questions: the soundness. of 
the principles upon which such appropriations 
rest. Then), sirs the. question, arises, whether 
1t is. more important to the nation to provide 
or-improve harbors. to facilitate. an .exchange 
of our products with foreign; countries; than. it 
is to provide or improve-interior chanuels of 
transportation to facilitate the transit to onr 
sea-board of those products which; are first 
requisite to.guch an.exchange?, Is -it: more 
important to have harbors where ships: may 
come to load your corn, wheat, cotton, and to- 
bacco, than itis to have the facilities to. place 
these and other products in your. harbors, that 
ships may be loaded therewith for foreign 
ports? es ne: aes f 

The benefits of commerce -upon seas and 
rivers are derived through private enterprise to 
tbe enri¢hment of the nation, which-is but an 
aggregate of individuals and communities, and 
its wealth the sum of private fortunes... f£ it 
be. legitimate to take from the commou fand 
for the improvement of. rivers:and harbors, in 
order that the exchange of our prodacts with 
foreign countries may be facilitated, fostered, 
and encouraged, then, sir, by these same rules 
of reasoning and principles of siatesmanship, 
it may be determined thatit isequally legitimate 
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to take from the same cbimmon fund to improve 
the channels of transit from the interior to the 
sea-board, whether by rail or water, to the end 
that we may have the largest possible amount 
of products to exchange. ‘The value and vol- 
umeof our commerce are exactly measured by 
the amount of home products and cémmodi- 
ties we ate enabled to send to foreign ports for 
exchange. Then every harbor that is opened, 
évery river that is improved, and every rail- 
way that is built, which increases the range or 
amoubt of our exports, by that much swells 
the volume of our commerce. And it must be 
conceded that if comimerce is entitled to be 
fostered in any of its channels, it is entitled 
to the same fostering aid in all its sources of 
augmentation. : 

Bat, sir, an appropriation from the public 
Treasury is not asked in this case. The claim 
for aid rests upon the proposition that out of 
the values the construction of the road will 
practically create there ought to be provided 
the means in part for its conStruction; and as 
these values will inure to the public lands 
through which the road is to pass, a portion of 
these lands, which, in their present condition, 
are essentially valueless, it is asked shall be 
set aside in aid of the construction of the road. 
No proposition is’ better understood, or better 
attested by experience, than that in the United 
States railroads rest for their support and 
success upon the reproductive capabilities 
of the sections through which they pass or 
which they connect, And since the reproduc- 
tive power of a country springs primarily from 
the soil, it follows necessarily that just in pro- 
portion as this power is developed and 
made available in the support of life, and 
thereby a basis of manufactures, trade, and com- 
merce, in that proportion does the soil become 
valuable and a basis of wealth. These lands 
are unoccupied, the productive power of the 
country through which the road is to pass is 
undeveloped, and the soil without value. 
Build this road, and all this will be changed. 
Its creative power will fix a value to the soil ; 
the public lands will be occupied by thrifty 
settlers; the now dormant energies of that 
section: will be brought into activity, and new 
centers and new channels of commerce and 
trade will be created. Consider, sir, for a few 
moments the creative power of railroads as 
evidenced in the United States. How much 
of the values attached to real estate is wholly 
dependent upon the influence and success of 
railroad enterprise! It cannot be denied that 
our greatest strides of prosperity and the set- 
tlement of our vast domain are to a very large 
extent due,to railroading as developed within 
the past few years. ; : 

Within the last eight or nine years the Pacific 
road has been built, and its western terminus, 
the city of San Francisco, which at its com- 
mencement had a population of 60,000 peo- 
ple, has now a population of 180,000. Where 
yon had no transcontinental trade, there is 
now a business employing thousands of peo- 
ple, the gross earnings of which are but little if 
any less than nineteen million dollars for the 
year just ended. Where it once consumed 
months to make the trip from the Missouri 
river to California, with great bardship and 
greater dangers to be encountered, the trip is 
now made in five days, and with all the ease 
and comfort incident to travel in a modern 
palace-car. It is true, sir, in this casé, the 
Government was more liberal in subsidies of 
lands and bonds than a just economy would 
seem to justify; but who is there that would, 
in the light of the results already realized and 
the prospects of the future, be willing to take 
back the bounties and return to the condition 
of the country in 1863? 

Mr. Speaker, an examination of the railroad 
statisties of the United States discloses the most 
astonishing results, On the 1st day of Janu- 
ary, 1842, there were 3,535 miles of finished 
gailrvads in the United States. {n 180 there 
were 9,021 miles. In 1860 there were 30,635 


$ 


miles. And at tbe close of 1870 there were 
53,399 miles of railways in operation. 
wonderful as this rapid growth appears, when 
stated in miles, the mind fails to grasp the 
magnitude of the result until an examination 


of the statistics of their vast business is made’ 


in the way of earnings’and tonnage. 

. In 1868 the earnings of the Massachusetts 
railways were $15,400 per mile; the earningsof 
those of the State of. New York were $18,142 
per mile; those of Pennsylvania were esti- 
mated at $13.900 per mile, and those of Ili- 
nois exceeded $10,000 per mile. The average 
of Ilinois for that year is stated by good 
authority to be a fair average for, the whole 
United States, which would make the gross 
earnings of the 58,899 miles of railway in opera- 
tion at the close of 1870, $583,399,000, or 
$18 per capita for the whole population of 
the United States. 

A safe estimate of the net merchandise 
tonnage moved in the year 1870, on all our 
railways in operation, will not place it below 
72,500,000 tons, and weil-informed stätisticians 
place its value at not less than $150 per ton, 
making the value of railway tonnage in 1870, 
reach the enormous sum of $11,325,000,000 
The value of net merchandise tonnage moved 
upon railways in 1850, was per capita for the 
whole population $29; in 1860 it reached $84; 
and in 1870 it reached the sum of $324. 

The era of land grants to aid in the con- 
struction of railways began in 1850, the first 
grant being to the State of Illinois. An exam- 
ination of the statistics of the States in which 
the system of land grants has been most 
thoroughly tested discloses some very interest- 
ing and important facts, which demonstrate, 
by the most incontestable data, that it has 
been of incalculable value in peopling those 
States and in developing their resources. Take, 
sir, the States of Hlmois, Missouri, Iowa, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Kansas, Nebraska and 
Minnesota. The grants in these States, under 
various acts of Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railways, are as follows: 


Acres. 

Tilinois. 2,595,053 
3,745,100 

7,207,837 

4,922,561 

Kansas 5,600,000 
Nebraska . 6,016,000 
Wisconsin 4,328,360 
Minesota 7,583,403 


42,098,374 

The number of miles of railway completed 
and in operation in these States at the close of 
the years 1850, 1860, and 1870, are as follows: 


1850. 1860. 1870. 

Miles. Miles. Miles. 

Tilinois.... ees 4,823 
Missouri 7 2,000 
Owa... - 655 2,683 
Michigan 342 779 1,638 
Wisconsin .. 0) 905 1,525 
Kansas... - - 1,051 
Nebraska - - 588 
Minnesota. - - 1,072 
Total in each year......cseereeee 473 5,946 15,380 


In 1868, the tonnage upon the railways of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts 
averaged 6.338 tons per mile. Estimating the 
tonnage of railways in these States’in 1870 
at 2,500 tons per mile, it would amount to 


| 88,350,000 tons; and making every allowance 


for possible excess or overestimate, their net 
merchandise tonnage could not have been 
below 25,000,000 tons. The value of this ton- 
nage, of course, can only be approximated. 
The value of railway tonnage in the State of 
New York in 1860, as reported in the census 
returns, was $163 per ton; but estimate the 
tonnage of these States for 1870 at $150 per 
ton, and it shows the merchandise moving 
upon their railways in one year to have been 
of the enormous value of $2,500,000,000. 
Placing ‘the gross earnings of railroads in 
these States at seventy per cent. of those of 


But. 


| eight and six tenths per cent. 


Illinois for 1868, and we have the sum of 
$107,660,000 for that year. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, it is estimated by statisticians 
that every mile of railway adds to’ the value of 
the property of tlie country: through which it 
passes five times the cost of its construction. 
The average cost of railroads in the United 
States is placed at about forty-four thousand 
dollars per mile, but reduce it to $35,000 per 
mile, and there has been added tothe property 
values in these States within twenty years the 
sum of $2,608,725,000, or aramount equal to 
more than sixty dollars per acre for the lands 
granted by the Government; and within the 
last ten years there has been added to prop- 
erty values in these States by the cunstraction 
of ‘railways $1,650,950,000, equal: to’ thirty- 
eight dollars per acre for every acre granted 
within their limits for railroad purposes. ` 

And now, sir, does any one doubt for a 
moment that these results, as demonstrated by 
facts and figures, flow directly from the grants 
of lands in those States, and is the best possi- 
ble vindication of the wisdom of those who first 
inaugurated that policy? If there be such let 
them examine a few other facts I have to sub- 
mit. In 1841 Illinois had 22 miles of railway ; 
in 1850 she bad 111 miles, having built in nine 
years but 89 miles. The first year after Con- 
gress made her a grant she added 160 miles to 
her railways, and in ten years added 2,689 
miles. In 1841 the State of Michigan had 1388 
miles of railway; in 1850 she had 842 miles, 
having built 203 miles in nine years. The first 
grant was made in this State in 1856, and in 
1860 she had 779 miles. 

The State of Wisconsin had 20 miles of rail- 
way in 1850, and 187 wiles at the end of 1855. 
The first grant of land in this State was made 
in 1856, and she had 905 miles in operation in 
1860. ‘The first grant in Missouri was in 1852 ; 
she built her first road the following year, and 
in 1860 had in operation 817 miles.. Iowa 
completed 68 miles of railway in 1855; the 
next year grants of land were made in that 
State, and in 1860 she had 655 miles of rail- 
way. Grants were first made in Kansas in the 
year 1863; the next year she appears in the 
list with 40 miles of railway, and six: years 
later, or in 1870, has 1,051 miles completed. 
The first grant of land in Nebraska was made 
in the year 1862, but she does not appear in 
the list with railways completed until 1865, 
when she had 122 miles, and in 1870 she had 
588 miles in operation. Grants were made in 
the State of Minnesota in 1857, but she does not 
appear wilh any completed road until 1863, 
and in 1870 she had 1,525 miles. 

Following the inquiry into the statistics of 
population and property values, we find every- 
where the fullest evidence of the same general 
fact. In 1850, the population of these States 
was 2,333,459; in 1860, their population was 
5,421,940, and in 1870 it was 8,618,805. Prop- 
erty valuations in these States for 1850 are not 
as complete in the census returns as since. 
In 1860 the true valuation of real and personal 
property of these States was estimated by the 
Census Bureau at $2,243,803,920, or $415 to 
cach person. In 1870 the true value of real 
and personal property of these States, as esti- 
mated by the same department, was $6,029.- 
672,109, or about seven hundred dollars to each 
person, showing that in tèn years these States 
increased their property values at the rate of 
one hundred and sixty-four per cent., and 
increased their population at the rate of fifty- 
And deducting 
from the gross valuation of property the esti- 
mated increase of values directly attributable 
to the construction of railways in the decade, 
taken at five times the cost of their coustruction, 
or $1,650,950,000, the increase of property 
values after such deduction, is over, ninety-six 
per cent. in ten years, aud is thirty eight and 
four tenths per cent. greater than the increase 
in population for the same period, showing be- 
yond the possibility of doubt, that this great 
increase in population and wealth was in the 
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main. directly the-result of the rapid. construc- 
tion of railways in these States. sos 
„ft. is trae, sir, that all the roads built in 
these States in this period were not subsidized: 
with lands, but.the. principal: lines were, -and, 
the construction of these lines.opened the way, 


for the :shorter'and connecting lines, and made 


their. .construction. necessary and. .possibie.: 
Then,-sir; after making all deductions. and 
allowances, we come back to the-fact that the- 
land..grants: in: these: States. was the nucleus, 
the foundation: from whence all this prosperity 
Came: i a . : 
Farbe it from me, Mr. Speaker, to-argue. 
that.all.theland grants that. have been made 
were free from objection, or that the liberality, 
of Congress, bas not. been ‘abused; but what { 
claim. ig that in looking to the increased pop- 
ulation, wealth, and. development of. the sec- 
tiong:where: these grants have-been made, the 
general policy is most fully vindicated.;.. That 
abuses have. crept in, that improper: gnd-un+ 
guarded grants have:been made, cannot well be 
doubted. but, sir, to ingist that because land 
monopolies have ‘arisen out of the vicious 
legislation of the past, therefore no further aid 
ought to be given in lands to. other railroad 
enterprises calculated to open vast districts of. 
the interior to settlement, and to open new and 
important.channels of commerce, is both illo- 
gical and unrea sonable, and also unjust. 

On motion of Mr, CONGER, (at four o’ clock 
and fifty-eight minutes p. m.,) the- House 
adjourned. |... i 


PETITION, 

The following: petition was presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com: 
mittee: o fendi 2} A 
` By Mr. READ? ‘The petition of T. N. 
Hornsby, asking Congress to establish a bureau 
with a gallery in thé interest of poets aud 
poesy in the United States. 


<a IN-SENATR. 
ot sie. MONDAY, January 29, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. Wittiam Burien, D, D., of 
New York’city. o 
“Lhe Journal of the proceedings of Friday 
last'was read ‘and approved. ` 
“" HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives.on Friday last-were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred. -to 
the Committee on Pensions: o oca a 

A bill (H. R. No. 855) granting a -pension 
to John S. Corlett; ; 

LA bil (H. R. No. 1195) granting a pension 
to Melissa. Rankin, mother of Oliver S. Rankin ; 

A; bill. (H.R, No. 1196) granting a pension 
to: Mrs. Jane Dulany ; 

_ A bill (H. -Re No. 1197) granting a pension 
to. Captain Henry M. Scott; 

A. bill (A. R. No. .1198) granting a pension 
to Aun. Hunter; 

A bill (H.R. No. 1199) granting a, pension 
to Charlotte Crane; : 

' A bill (H. R. No. 1200); granting a pension 
to Rev. William H. Rogers; 

A, bi (H. R. No. 1201) granting a pension 
to Mary JaneStone, widow of William J. Stone, 
late. second lieutenant thirty-seventh Kentucky 
infantry ; - oS 

A bill (H.R. No. 1808) granting a pension 
to Martha Elwell; : 
A bill. (H. R. No, 1205) granting an increase 


of pension to. James H. Hogan, of. Batavia, in 

the State of New York; Zig : 
A bill (H. R. No.: 1206) granting a pension 
to Timothy, Paige ;. 

A bill (H. R.. No. 1207) granting an increase 
of pension. to Warren Raymond, a soldier in 
the war of 1812; Soh ah 
-< À bill (H. R; No. 1209) granting a pension 
to George J. St. Louis; and o o ooo, 
= A-DUL(H. R.. No. 1210) granting a pension 
to Nathan Morgan. oe 


‘The bill: (H. R. No.:1194) - directing the. 


proper officers in the Treasury Department to 


‘credit John. Seys, of Ohio, the sum therein. 


mentioned, was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-. 


tions»: ; : ae deca. 6 ; 
l ENROLLED: BILL SIGNED. 


The VICEPRESIDENT signed the enrolled 


bill (S. No: 524) to correct 4 clerical error com- 


mitted in the enrollment, of an act approved 
March 7; 1870, entitled ‘‘ An act to relieve 


certain persons therein named from the ‘legal’ 


and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and for other purposes.” 

>O PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, | 

..The VICE, PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
been requested to.present the protest of ladies 
of the county of Munroe, Indiana, signed by 
Mrs.. Morton C. Hunter, Mrs. A. Y. Moore, 
and several hundred other Jadies, remonstrat-. 
ing against an extension of. the right. of .suf- 
frage to women, ‘‘ because the Holy Scripture 
inculeatesa different and forus a higher sphere, 
apart from public life;. because as. women we 
find a: full. measure of duties, cares, and re- 
sponsibilities. devolving upon us, and we are 
therefore unwilling to bear other. and. heav- 
ier burdens, and those. unsuited to our phys- 
ical organization; because we hold that an 
extension of suffrage. would be adverse to the 
interests of the workingwomen of the country, 
with whom we. heartily sympathize; because 
these. changes must introduce a fruitful ele- 
ment of discord in the existing marriage rela- 
tion, which would tend to the infinite detriment 
of children, and increase. the already alarming 
prevalence of divorce through the land; be- 
cause no general law affecting the condition of 
all women. should be framed to meet. excep- 
tional discontent.” This memorial will be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, : 

Mr. SUMNER. presented..a: petition from 
citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, calling upon Con- 
gress to pass the supplemental civil rights bill ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Missouri, praying the. passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also present a similar 
petition from citizens of Nashville. being two 
hundred colored persons, and the person who 
sends it says, ‘‘We hope and pray it may 
pass. Amnesty to rebels is a mistake; but 
if the measure must pass, let it.by.all means 
be coupled with your bill.: I move that this 
petition lie on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
Maria S. Rockett, praying that she be granted 
a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
the American Industrial League, praying that 
such discriminating duties be levied on all 
imported manufactures as will give substan- 
tial protection to the labor of this country; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, praying a repeal of the duties on 
tea; coffee, and other articles of. necessity, 
and such legislation as will give protection to 
home industry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. oe 

He also. presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, praying a modification, of the duty 
on sugar; which was referred to. the Commit- 
tee on Finance. ; ; 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of 
Joseph Henry, Charles Astor Bristed, Professor 
Baird, and other citizens of the United States, 
praying that all books of foreign languages be 
admitted free of duty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. AMES presented the petition of Charles 
Baskervill and Henry B. Whitfield, praying 


compensation, for valuable. services. rendered 
the Government of the United. States; which 


was referred to.the.Committee on Claims. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented. the 
petition of Esther M. Shubrick, praying an 
increase of her. pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions.: 

Mr.. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a 
petition of citizens ‘of. Michigan, praying that 
those who were soldiers.of the Army of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion 
be granted $8 334 per month bounty for the 
full term of service; which. was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. .. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a petition of 
workingmen of Berks county, Pennsylvania, 
for the repeal of the duties on tea, coffee, and 
other articles of necessity, and for the contin- 
uance of tariff duties upon articles of manu- 
facture successfully produced in this country, 
I present a similar petition from the county 
of Lancaster, Pennsylvania; and one from 
mechanics and laborers of Middletown, Dau- 
phin county, Pennsylvania, on. the same sub- 
ject. I move their reference to, the Committee 
on Finance., Sem y 

The motion, was agreed to... , 

Mr. CAMERON. I also present: a similar 
petition from the men employed in - the 
National Iron Company’s works at: Danville, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to repeal the 
duties on tea, coffee, and other articles of 
comfort; also, a petition from citizens of Penn- 
sylvania at large, for the repeal of all duties on 
tea and coffee; also, a petition from working- 
men of the Central iron-works of Harrisburg, 
on the same subject; also, a petition from the 
workingmen of the Reading rolling-mill, on the 
same subject; also, a petition from mechanics 
of Pottsville, Pennsylvania, on the same sub- 
ject; and 4 petition:from the workingmen in 
the Duncannon iron-works, in Perry county, 
Pennsylvania; on the same-subject.: I move 
their reference to the Committee, on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

Mr. POMEROY. I have the honor to pre- 
sent concurrent resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas; memorializing Congress for the 
payment of what are known as the Price raid 
claims. These claims have been awarded 
‘under a commission appointed by the Secre- 
tary of War, of which General. Hardie was 
chairman, and it only remains that:an appro- 
priation be made. I therefore move that these 
resolutions be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. [I also present a petition 
of settlers on the Osage ceded lands in the 
State of Kansas, in whjch they memorialize 
Congress, and ask that their homes may be 
protected to them. As this relates to Indian 
lands, I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ihave also two petitions 
from colored people, headed by Sojourner 
Truth, a well-known colored woman, memo- 
rializing Congréss that a portion of the public 
lands be set apart for colored people, and that 
they may be encouraged to colonize. I move 
the reference of these petitions to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of 
the Legisldture of Nevada, praying that. the 


4; proceeds of. the sale of mineral lands. be set 


aside for the purpose of fostering the mining 
interests by the establishment of reduction 
works; which was referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining.. 

He also presented the memorial of H. M. 
Barnes, postmaster of Pioche, Nevada, ask- 
ing to be reimbursed. the amount which he lost 
by the destruction by fire of post office stamps 
and other Government property ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. ; 
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Mr. THURMAN. I present a memorial 
of two hundred and fifty citizens of Ohio, late 
soldiers of the Army of the United States in 
the late civil war, praying that bounties may 
be granted to all soldiers who enlisted in the 
service of the United States for the suppres- 
sion of the late rebellion, and who have an 
honorable discharge, and to the heirs of those 
that are deceased, of $8 884 per month for the 
entire term of service, deducting all Govern- 
ment bounty, &c.; and also that the twenty- 
fifth section of the act of July 15, 1870, be so 
amended as to allow soldiers or sailors to enter 
‘the amount of land therein allowed or such 
amount as may be thought proper, without 
the requirement of settlement and cultivation. 
I move the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on Public Lands 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying a repeal of the 
duties upon tea, coffee, and other articles of 
necessity, and such legislation as will protect 
home industry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a remonstrance of the 
workers inthe Alleghany furnace, and citizens 
of Logan township, Blair county, Pennsylva- 
nia, against a change of the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing duties on such articles 
as are successfully produced in this country ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a remonstrance of citizens 
of Conneautville, Crawford county, Pennsyl- 
vania; against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. -> f 

He also presented a remonstrance af the 
workers in the Fort Pitt iron and steel works, 
and citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Wil- 
liam B. Rouse, praying to be allowed arrears 
of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented the petition of 
Charles P. Redmond, praying that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury be authorized to refund 
to him certain money paid by him to the Uni- 
ted States direct tax commissioner for Arkan- 
gas for the purchase of a certain lot in Little 
Rock, Arkansas, he having failed to get pos- 
session of the same; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior, in relation to certain selections 
of land made for members of the Shawnee 
tribe of Indians, and also a draft of a joint 
resolution to confirm the sale of said selec- 
tions; which were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Saranac, New York, praying a repeal 
of the duties on tea, coffee, and other articles 
of necessity, and such legislation as will pro- 
tect home induStry ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of workingmen 
in the Syracuse iron-works, of the town of 
Geddes, New York, praying a repeal of the 
duties on tea, coffee, and other articles of 
necessity, and such legislation as will protect 
home industry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance.’ 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of 
Joseph Looney, of Buchanan county, Vir- 
ginia, praying the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
T. Worthington, praying compensation for 


extra expenses incurred in the supply of water 
at Camp Dennison, Ohio, in 1861; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, praying that a bounty of $8 334 per 
month: be granted to each soldier and sailor 


for the length of time he served ; which was’ 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, praying the passage of the supplement- 
ary civil rights bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
Mr. BOREMAN presented a memorial of 


Thomas B. Stewart and Alexander McConn, 


praying to be relieved from expense and dam- 
ages in the suit of Creighton vs. Stewart & 
McConn; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of 
Warrington Sommers, clerk in the Fifth Audi- 
tor’s office, asking for the difference in pay 
between third and fourth class from June 1, 
1869, to March 1, 1870; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 451) for the relief of Jefferson W. Davis, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 348) to provide for the irriga- 
tion of the Bear river valley, in Utah Territory, 
to report it back with amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, and to ask that it be recom- 
mitted to the committee; and I give notice to 
the Senate that I shall ask the Senate to put it 
on its passage when next reported. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill to be recommitted. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 420) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the suit of Caron- 
delet vs. The United States, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report, which was 
ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. AMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
542) for the relief of Charles Baskervill and 
Henry B. Whitfield, and to compensate them 
for valuable services rendered the Government 
of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee. on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLATB asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
548) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay certain claims arising from the seizure 
and conversion to the uses of the United States 
of private personal property after the 80th of 
June, 1865; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 544) 
granting right of way over the public domain, 
and confirming corporate powers to certain 
railroad companies incorporated under the 
laws of the Territory of Colorado; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOREMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 545)-for the relief of Thomas B. Stewart 
and Alexander McConn, of West Virginia ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BOREMAN. This bill is accompanied 
by a petition setting forth that these parties 
were engaged in the military service during 
the late war, in the militia of the State of West 
Virginia, and, under orders, were bringing in 
members of the militia, and for some acts done 
while thus engaged suits was brought against 
them which has cost them a large sum of money 


and they ask to be reimbursed. I sapposé 

that the bili had better be referred to the Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, with the accom- 

panying petition. {move that it beso referred. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
546) relative to homestead settlers burned out 
in the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDIO RESERVATION. 


Mr. COLE. I desire to call up a bill which 
was read through and perfected the other day, 
and have it passed; it will take buta moment, 
I apprehend. i ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Irose when Senate resolutions 
were called for to call up the resolution in regard 
to recusant witnesses in South Carolina. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Did the Senator 
from Pennsylvania address the Chair? 

Mr. SCOTT. I did. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not hear the Senator, but he will recognize him 
ag entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I wish the Senator would yield 
just a moment. I have a dispatch from Cali- 
fornia asking that this bill pass immediately, 
in order that the Legislature may legislate in 
reference to it, authorizing the city authorities 
of San Francisco to go ahead in their improve- 
ments. ‘bat isthe special reason for haste, 
and I suppose the bill will only take a minute. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it is not likely to cause 
debate, I have no objection to yielding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania yields to the Senator from 
California, who asks leave to call up a bill in 
case it does not give rise to debate. The bill 
will be read, subject to objection, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania being recognized as entitled 
to the floor. . 

The Chief Clerk read the titlé of the bill (S. 
No. 310) leasing the Presidio reservation to 
the city of San Francisco for a public park. 

Mr. COLE. ‘The bill has been read before 
and perfected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments reported were agreed to the other day 
and the bill perfected. It will be read as it 
now stands. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from California if there is a 
recommendation on file from the War Depart- 
ment as to this matter? I suppose it has been 
referred to the War Department. I make this 
inquiry simply from the fact that there is a 
large number of buildings on this reservation, 
and of course it must be a considerable ex- 
pense to remove them, and I do not know 
what provision is made for that. I do not 
know whether this three hundred acres re- 
served will be sufficient on the point for the 
accommodation of the troops that are gathered 
there, and whether there is room and a suit- 
able place to which to move the Buildings I 
should like to know as to the recommendation 
of the War Department. f 

Mr. COLE. Ido not know whether there 
is any recommendation from the War Depart- 
ment in the hands of the committee or not. 
There is no requirement for the removal of 
these buildings, and probably-will not be at all. 
It is simply to allow the authorities to improve 
the park, that is now almost entirely waste 
ground and an eye-sore in that great and grow- 
ing city. I suppose the Senator can have no 
objection to it. . 

Mr. CORBETT. I have no objection ; but 
I understood the bill to require them to remove 
the buildings. 

Mr. COLE. When the progress of improve- 
ments requires it, That, probably, will not 
occur at all, : : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think the suge 
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geation.of the-Senator from, Qregon isa: very. 
pertinent and proper. one, . The bill certainly. 
provides, as į understand it, that it rests vith 
the city,of.San Fraacisco.to have these build. 


War De her. that is agr 
them 91 note ah 32 Bee Pie net 
` Mg. COLE, Tt provides not for the removal 


ticular time, but when the progress 
provements may show, that they are in the 
ay of the beautifying. and adorning, of. the 
pablie pare’ © by ARER T ed he oe 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Tt is at no par- 
ticular time; bat still it is at the pleasure of 
the city:of San Krancisco and not of the Qov- 


ernment... Therefore I think the bill ought not 


to.be,adopted without the Government’ s atten- 


“ina 
wa 


tion being called to it. be rete toby, 
> Mr. COLE. Lhis matter -bas beeg consid- 
pred. by.the Committee on, Military. Affairs, 
and I believe, the . bill bas received the unan- 


imous assent af that committee, and: I hope 
Senators who ;have.not Jooked ap it will give, 
some credence or faith to. the action of that 
committee on the subject, {tis a. matter that 
Tiam, sure would strike the Senator:as favor. 
‘ably as it does them or myself ifthe had exam- 


Weds ibi gy cee te y KA 
Mo. ERELINGHUYSEN. Does this -bill 

come from the Committee.on Military Affairs? 
: Mr, COLE.. Certainly; unanimously.. re- 


ported. an 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. . The. bill was 
amended on the recommendation of that .com- 
mittee, and. the Senute then. passed .from the 
consideration of the bill. pi ara 

Mr. POMEROY. The very. first:thing to 
do when we. propose: to touch. a ‘military. res- 
ervation, in my. experience, is. to get a report 
from the Secretary of War on,the subject... I 
do;not:know anything about.this-bill; I have 
not the least objection to it if itis all right; 
but, without the concurrence of the War 
Departinent it seems improper that we should 
dispose of, a military reservation. Now, sup- 
pose the city of, San Francisco. should put up 
buildings on this. resérvation and improve it; 
it has got.to improve it in some way. . The 
Government.can never get ib back. without 
paying, the-city of San Francisco for those 
improvements. If we allow them to improve 
it, whenever it ‘is taken up. the Government 
will have to pay back whatever the. city has 
axpended, o u Baisi 
-Mr COLE. Tf. the Senator. will examine 
the bill .he will find that the authorities of the 
United States can take. possession of it at any 
time they, wish. in case there is. any. necessity. 

Mr, POMEROY, Who is:to judge of. that 
necessity? 


Mr, COLE. The Government itself; the 


War Department. —_, y 
. Mr POMEROY.. Ifthe War Department 
recommend the bill, I will not saya. word. 

do not know auything about it. 

Mr,, COD. f do not. know whether there 
is any report from the War Department before 
the committee; bat the committee are satisfied 
on the. subject, aud. L. suppose that ought to 
satisfy the Senate. I do not know that. the 
War Department or any.of the officers of that 
Department havea judgment superior;to that 
of Congress on the subject. 

„Mr, POMEROY.. Congress has not. the 
means. of, acting. that. the Secretary of War 
has, . We.have not. the facilities, . We do not 
Know anything about it; I do not fop ope, 
here are several, reservations in my- State, 
and whenever I haye tried.to haye the title ex- 
tinguished, it has always. been with the con- 
currence of the War Department. That is the 
first step. These. reser atioyg are pot in trast 
to that Department, andif we act without their 
recommendation we are “going it blind.” 

„Mr. COLE... The Senator may have sought 
to.get title released to militagy reseryations in 
his State, but there is no such design ou the 


part of the city of, San Francisco in this case. | 


ings removed, and.we ought.to. hear from the || 


VICK PRESIDENT, The Chait will 


again ask if there ig objection to the present, 
ideration of the bill referred. to by the 
Senator from California. If there is. none, 
it is beforé the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. | 5 SRR Ore Oe 
“Mr. CORBETT and Mr. CASSERLY rose. 
~The VICK PRESIDENT: Has the Senator 
from ‘Oregon. risen tö object? = i 

Mr. CORBETT, | I do not wish to’ object to 
the bill, provided we have Ce) ay : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection, the bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole... ae 
Ma. CASSERLY. | Mr, President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Senator 
from California risen to object ?, me 
.. Mn CASSERLY. [should like some oppor- 
tunity to examine this bill. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature. af an objection. ak 

Mr. CASSEKLY. I do not wish to object 
to the speedy. passage. of the bill, for 1 was 
in favor of the general object; but having 
just come into the Senate, atter an absence of 
sevetal weeks on committee business, I have 
not. yet seen the bill as reported back from 
the Military Committee. 1 ask simply a few 
moments for examination, ; 

Mr. COLE. I will state to my colleague 
that the bill, was introduced atthe last session, 
in, March, and there has been plenty of time 
to examine it, I am sure. — . 

Mr. SCOTT. As it is evident that this bill 
will give rise to debate, and the Senator from 
California asks to have it go over, I must insist 
on my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania was entitled to the floor, but 
yielded to the Senator from. California, who 
asked- unanimous consent. ‘That appears not 
to be granted, and the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania resumes the floor. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 


was f 
Ordered, That Rebecca C. Meeker have leave to 
withdraw her petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. ae 
CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 


|| ceed to the consideration of the resolhition in 


regard to issuing an attachment for David 
Gist and Clayton Camp, which was under 
consideration some.time ago. : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following 
resolution.: : 


Whereas the two Houses of Congress did, by their 
concurrent resolutions passed on the 7thday ot April, 
1871, authorize. and direct the appointment of ajoint 
geleet committee for the performance of certain 
duties in said concurrent resolution specified; the 
said joint select committee te be composed of meu- 
bers of the said two Houses, that is to say, of seven 
members of the Senate and fourteen members ‘of 
the House of Representatives, which: sata- joint 
select committee was dyly appointed,.as.by said éon- 
éurrent resolution provided; and. whereas, in the 
discharge and performance of the duties so enjoined 
upon them, the said joint seleet committee did ap- 
point a sub-committee of their own number to take 
testimony in the State of South Carolina, which said 
sub-cominittee, on the idth day of Juty, 1874, by Sub- 
pena duly issued and served, did summen and com: 
mand a certain Clayton Camp, of Spartanbarg 
county, South Carolina, to appear before said sub- 
committee; and on thé 18th day of July, 1871, by 


like subpeva duly issued -and served, did summon | 


On motion of Mr. FRELING HUYSEN, iv 


{i 


apd command a certain Dayid Gist, of Unign county, | 


directed to the Sergéant-at-Armsof the Senate, com- 
wanding biin to take into his custody the bodies of 
thé said Clayton Camp and David Gist, respectively, 
wherever to be. found. and to have the same forth- 
with before the bar of the Senate, to answer as for è 
contempt of the authority of the Senate, : > 

Mr. SCOTT. When this resolution was last 
before the Senate, the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Tuuryan} made the point that a .sub-com- 
mitleé had no power to take testimony under 
the resolution raising this joint committee, 
I do not wish to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate in discussing any other phases of this ques- 
tion than the one which is thus raised by the 
Senator from Ohio, and I call attention to the 
language of the resolution which’ raised the 
committee : sg iea da thay By ie 

“Resolved, That a joint committee, consisting 

of seven Senators and fourteen Representatives, be 
appointed, whose duty it shall be ”?”— ` 
: Teall attention to this clause, the duty im- 
posed on the comimittee— 
“whose duty it shall be to inquire into the con- 
dition of the late insurrectionary States so far as 
regards the. execution of the laws. and the safety of 
the.lives and property of the citizens of the United 
States ’” i we 

This imposes the duty to inquire into-the con- 
dition of these insurrectionary States. Then 
come the powers that are granted to them—., 
“with leave to report at any time during the next 
or.any subsequent, session of Congress the result of 
their investigation to either or hoth Houses of Con- 
gress, with such recommendation -as they may deem 
expedient; that said: committeo: be: authorized to 
employ clerks and stenograpners, to sit.during the 
recess, and to send for persons and papers; to admin- 
ister oaths and take testimony, and to visit at their 
digeretion, through sub-committees, any portions of 
said. States during the recess of Congress.” 

J understood the position of the Senator from 
Qhio to be that although the whole committee 
was charged with the duty of juquiring into the 
condition. of ‘the late insarrectionary States, 
and although for this purpose the. whole com: 
mittee was empowered to employ clerks and 
stenographers, to sit during.the recess, to send 
for persons aud papers, to administer oaths 
and take testimony, it could do nothing more 
through a sub-committee than to visit the Jate 
insurrectionary States; that it had no power 
to take testimony through any such sub-com- 
mittee, ; 

It is entirely apparent, Mr. President, that 
the whole purpose of the resolution was inquiry, 
sothat facts might be ascertained and reported 


| to the Senate as to the condition of the late 


insurrectionary States. If the language had 
been that they were simply authorized to send 
a sub-committee, that a sub-committee might 
go there, then there might be room for the 
position-taken by the Senator from Ohio; but 
itis not a sub-committee that is authorized to 
visit. the late insurrectionary*® States, but the 
whole committee is authorized, through a sub- 
committee, to visit the insurrectionary States. 
For what object, if not to carry out the pur- 
poses for which..the whole committee was 
organized ? It cannot. be, doubted that the 
discretion granted here applies to the question 
as to whether the whole committee should go, 
or whether a sub-committee should go there. 
That is the language. 

The whole committee having the authority 
conferred upon them to do this specific thing, 


j to gather these facts, are then authorized ‘to 


visit at their discretion. through sub-committees 


| any portion of said States during the recess of 


Congress.’’ . Jt is entirely apparent that the 


power granted here was either that the whole 
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committee should go into the late insurrection- 
ary States and take testimony there, or at their 
discretion they should go through a sub-com- 
mittee. The purpose is the same, whether the 
whole committee go or whether a sub com- 
mittee go. So [think thatif attention is once 
directed to the intention of the resolution and 


tothe powers that were granted for the purpose. 


of carrying out that intention there can be no 
question that the only thing-the committee were 
to determine was whether they would all go 
for the purpose of discharging the duties im- 
posed upon them by Congress,’ or whether they 
would send a sub-committee ‘for the purpose 
of discharging those duties. This, I may say, 
was the view of the committee. If it were 
proper for me to do s0, I could refer to the 
journal of the committee, in which that idea 
is ‘frequently thrown out, that thé committee 
might either as a whole visit the late insur- 
rectionary States and take testimony, or that 
they might send a sub-committee for that 
purpose. 

If, then, this view be a correct one, the only 
other question that can arise is whether a 
witness was properly subpenaed. I do not 
wish at this stage of this proceeding to antici- 
pate questions which. perbaps might be made 
with reference to the power of sub-committees 
to subpena witnesses; but, as I have already 
gaid, the power given to this committee is to 
be exercised in its discretion either by the 
whole committee or by a sub-committee, and 
if the whole committee had gone to South Car- 
olina there could be no doubt about its being 
authorized to issue subpenas, for it isexpressly 
authorized to summon witnesses, to take testi- 
mony, and administer omhs; and if the power 
be granted to send a sub-committee, then all 
the powers necessary to accomplish the pur- 
pose go with the sub-committee, as they would 
have gone with the whole committee. T'he 
subpena is issued; it is served. There is no 
question about that; and tle only question that 
we have before us is whether the attachment 
should properly issue against one of the wit- 
nesses, Gist. As to the other no question is 
made, for he is in contempt if the sub-commit- 
tee had the power to subpena witnesses. 

Now, as to Gist bimself, I have no doubt 
that any Senator who reads the affidavit that 
was read when this question was up before the 
Senate on a former occasion will see that the 
whole excuse which he makes is a pretext. 
He alleges that he was in the town where the 
committee was sitting for the purpose of being 
examined, but he never communicated the 
fact that “he was there for that purpose either 
to the chairman, or, so far as [have anyinform- 
ation, to any member of the committee. He 
alleges that bis wife was sick, but he was there 
for the two days, and if he was desirous of 
being examined, certainly in that condition of 

his. family he would have communicated the 
fact to some member of the committee; but 
instead of communicating that fact, his pres- 
ence there was not known, certainly was not 
known to the chairman of the committee, and 
. the Sergeant-at- Arms had a subpena from the 
time the committee went there until they left 
there for the purpose of serving it upon him, 
and he could not be found until late in the 
evening of the day when the committee left 
that place, and when informed that he was 
wanted at Columbia, he said. defiantly that he 
would not attend. The excuse that he might 
be imprisoned when he went to Columbia is 
of itself so transparent as to carry its own 
refutation with it. A gentleman of his intel- 
ligence—for 1 may say here that he is either 
a son or a nephew, I am not certain which, of 
the ‘late Governor Gist, of South Carolina— 
should understand perfectly well that the com- 


mittee had no power to imprison anybody ; | 
power—he seems to | 


that was beyond their pos í 
anderstand that now certainly—and if it had 
been his desire, as I have already said, to be 


examined: that desire would have been com-: 
municated to the committee. 

Now, Mr. President, having laid the grounds ` 
upon whieh, as-I think, the committee acted 
properlyin subpenaing the witness—the ground 
that they had the power:to subpena him; that 
we believed him to'be an important witness, 
and desired to examine ‘him ; that the allega- 
tion which he'throws in here-as to the inten: 
tion of the committee is a mere subterfuge 
and aspersion of the committee—I leave this 
question in the Hands of the Senate, and ask 
that this resolution pass, and that the other 
one of a similar character, upon which there: 
was a motion to reconsider, follow it, so that 
this business may be disposed of. i 

Mr: SAULSBURY. Before the Senator 
from Pennsylvania takes his seat I desire to 
ask a question in reference to the return of 
the subpenas in these cases, which affects the 

oint of these witnesses being in contempt. I 
doubt whether the sub-committee had the 
power to issue a subpena; but assuming that 
they had, I wish to ask the attention of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to the fact that 
that subpena was directed to Jobn R. French. 
Now, I know not what may be the custom 
or practice, but I inquire whether there was 
any authority for the delegation of the power 
conferred on the Sergeant-at-Arms? Accord- 
ing to my understanding of the law, a man 
must be properly subpenaed before he can be 
in contempt. ‘Ihe subpena here was directed 
to Mr. French. Mr. French attempts to dele- 
gate the power to serve that subpena upon the 
witness, and L apprehend that there may be a 
question as to his right and authority through 
a deputy to make the service ; but that is not 
the point which I rose to make. 

The question which I raise is whether the 
return of the subpena must not be made by 
the person to whom it is directed. for in- 
stance, take thé case of the sheriff of a county 
to whom a subpena is directed. He may serve 
it through his deputy ; he may serve it through 
any constable of the county, or through any 
other person; but the return is invariably made 
by the sheriff himself. He is the officer of the 
court. I apprehend that that is just the pre- 
dicament of this case, unless there is some 
special authority which authorizes the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to delegate the power to and 
return that subpena. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am very glad the Senator 
from Delaware has propounded this question. 
As I have already said, I did not wish to an- 
ticipate any qnestions that were not made in 
the case; but my attention had been called to 
the very point which the Senator from Dela- 
ware propounds. In 1860 the same question 
arose in subpenaing the witnesses whom the 
Senate desired to have brought before its 
committee to investigate. the occurrence at 
Harper’s Ferry, in Virginia, At that time one 
Frank B. Sanborn was subpenaed in Boston. 
Thé subpena was directed to the Sergeant at- 
Arms of the Senate, and he deputized in that 
case, as the present Sergeant-at-Arms did in 
this case, a deputy for the purpose of serving 
the subpena. An attachment was issued by 
the Senate of the United States against that 
witness because of his refusal to appear; and 
when the officer charged with the attachment 


| had him in cùstody, one of the judges of the 


Massachusetts issued a writ 
of habeas corpus for the body of Sanborn. ‘ 
He was taken before that judge, and my 
recollection is—it is some time -sines I read 
the case—that all the judges of the supreme 
court of Massachusetts sat with the justice who 
issued the writ of habeas corpus upon the hear- 
ing, and upon that hearing that court decided | 
that, although the Sergeant-at-Arms to whom 
the attachment was directed could execute it 
himself, he could not delegate his authority to 
another, but must execute ithimself. The case 
is reported in the Law Reporter; I believe I! 


supreme court of 


i 


have stated substantially. the :outlinea of its: 
but when the case came ‘back ‘before the Sen” 
ate the question was considered; and I hold 
in my hand a very elaborate feport made by 
an honored predecessor of the Senator from 
Delaware upon this floor, Mr. Bayard, on the 
7th of June, 1860, to the Sevate,’ taking the 
ground which, as I understand, at that time 
was sustained in the Senate, that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms had the right to delegate his authority 
to a deputy; that the deputy had the rightto 
serve the subpena or to serve the attachment ; 
so that, so far as the authority of this body is 
concerned, it has been decided that a process, 
either of subpena or attachment, issued to the 
Sergeant-at Arms may be served by a deputy. 

Now, the point which the Senator from Del- 
aware makes is that although that is correct, 
yet we must come into the Senate with- an 
analogous return to that of a sheriff in a court. 
‘The return in this case is not simply the return 
of the officer, but it is the testimony of the 
deputy sworn and taken before the committee, 
and that is returned asthe evidence of service. 
It is not simply the return of an officer whose 
general duty it is to execute a writ, but it is 
the affidavit of the deputy who was authorized 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms to execute the writ, 
so that it is a higher species of proofof service 
of the writ than the simple return of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms would be. That we have 
before us; it is the sworn affidavit of the 
officer who executed the writ. i 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator is a good 
lawyer, and I ask him whether; where a sum- 
mons had been directed to a sheriff and a 
deputy made an affidavit that he himself had 
served that summons upon a witness or upon 
a defendant, there is any court in the United 
States that would upon such a return, it so 
appearing on the face of the record, issue an 
attachment for contempt if the party had not 
appeared? 

Mr. SCOTT. I may say that going back to 
my recollection of the practice in the courts it 
wonld be this: that although the deputation 
might appear on the face of the writ, and 
although the simple return would be by the 
deputy that he had served the writ, the ques- 
tion might formally be made whether that was 
the return of the sheriff. Yet if, instead of 
that, the court calls before it the deputy to 
whom the writ was issued and swears him, and 
he swears in the presence of the court that he 
executed the writ, there is no court in Christen- 
dom that, if the circumstances jusiified it, would 
not issue an attachment for such a witness. 

I believe there are one or two cases that T 
now remember in which the question has been 
raised in civil cases whether tho simple return 
of a deputy is sufficient to sustain an action 
against the sheriff himself; but I have never 
heard the question raised as to issuing an 
attachment against a witness whether the 
sworn testimony of the officer serving the sub- 
poena was equivalent to the simple return of 
the officer to whom it was directed. I think 
the Senator from Delaware, if he reflects a 
moment. will perceive that the measure of 
proof to the court whose power is involved is 
higher than the simple return of the officer, 
and I do not think the Senator will stand upon 
this technical question of whether it is such 
proof as would be recognized in a court of 
record, when we have before us in the report 
of the committee the sworn testimony of the 
officer who made the service. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, in regard 
to the point raised by my colleague in this 
case, I think he is plainly right that the return 
must be made by the officer qualified in law to 
make it. He may make it, for a mere minis. 
terial act, through a deputy; but the return of 
the act must appear as the return of the officer 
authorized by law to make service, who does 
it through the means which the law permits 
him to use. No one, I think, ever heard 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January. 29, 


before of: a man being’ attached for contempt 
without a return by the proper-officer of the 
circumstances which constitute the alleged act 
of contempt,....Whether you may. verify ‘that 
return -by the: affidavit of a ministerial officer 
who: executed :the writ. is a totally different 


thing; but to. say that an attachment for: con-. 
tempt can issue without a return, and simply. 


on.an-affidayit, is something that I think. my 


honorable friend from Pennsylvania would be. 


slow:to aver: in a court of justice. -There must 
bo a:return first, although that may be verified 
by affidavits: but-an-affidavit without a return, 
I think, would-be something unusual. 

oMre SCOTT. : I- simply wish to say to my 
friend from. Delaware that he will remember 
the subpena itself is returned-with the aecom- 
panying affidavit of the deputy who served it. 
It is not. the case of coming into court to prove 


the service without producing the.writ; the writ: 


is here returned, not with a technical return 
upon it by. the Sergeant-at-Arms, but with the 
affidavit of the officer who executed it. 

Mr. BAYARD. What the Senator is pleased 
to call the technical return of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms -is: the. only return. that can be called 
a. return in this case. But, Mr. President, 
although I think the point of my colleague is 
well taken, I. prefer to base my opposition to 
this resolution upon broader grounds. When 
this resolution first. came before the Senate. the 
honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] 
drew the’attention of the Senate, as I consid- 
ered its, attention for the first time had been 
drawn. to the language of the resolution raising 
the committee and the question whether there 
was under that resolution authority for a sub- 
committee to take testimony and: exercise the 
same powersthat Lhe committee of twenty-one, 
the joint committee, could do upon that subject, 
l cannotimprove upon what he said; perhaps 
I would only mar his argument by attempting 
to restate it. I do think, however, it was a 
demonstration, plainly made upon a critical 
examination of the language of the resolution, 
that no such power existed in the sub-com- 
mittee at all. I equally believe that if, the 
power had been asked. originally by the sub- 
committee, the language of the resolution would 
have been altered so as to give it. I believe 
that, as a matter of fact, it was the intention 
of the Senate to endow the sub-committees with 
the same powers as the general commitiee for 
the purposes of investigation, 

We have seen since that, in the case of an- 

other committee on which Ihave been placed, 
and. which was sent to New York, that the 
language giving it authority to go there to 
exercise. the powers intrusted to the commit- 
tee in Washington was expressly adopted, for 
cautionary reasons, by Senators by whom this 
subject had been considered. The motion was 
made, I believe, by my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania himself. He saw thai there was a ques- 
tion, and-perhaps he saw that there was much 
more than a question; that there was a dis- 
tinct want of-authority-——— 
_ The VICK PRESIDENT... The Chair-must 
ask the Senator from Delaware to pause.. The 
morning hour has expired. ‘The special order 
for to day is the amnesty. bill, which is now 
before theSenate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe I 
had ‘the floor on Friday by unanimous con- 
sent; and by unanimous consent the appor- 
tionment-hill was to be acted upon on Saturday 
and disposed of at four o'clock on that: day. 
I suppose, in order ‘to carry out that agree- 
ment, the apportionment bill will come up this 
morning and the amnesty bill will go over 
informally until to-morrow morning. 1 there- 
fore move that the latter be passed over inform- 
ally in order that the unanimous agreement of 
the Senate may be carried: out, as this is the 
next legislative day after Friday. 

‘Mr. ROBERTSON, I object.. 

The VICE, PRESIDENT. The. Senator 


from Vermont states that thè understanding 
was that the apportionment Dill should be 
taken upon Saturday. ‘‘ Saturday,’’ however, 


does not occur. in. the. conversation which has | 


been reported, and, as usual, with very great 
accuracy and precision, by the reporters for 
the Globe. ‘The Senator from: Rhode Island 
(Mr. Anruony] was in the. chair at the time, 
and. the understanding of the Senate, unani- 
mously agreed. to, was that the vote should be 
taken on the apportionment bill ‘to-morrow 
at four o'clock,” and this is the legislative “ to- 
morrow’? from Friday, as there was no session 
on: Saturday and of course none upon Sunday; 
but Senators, as they understand very well, are 
to enforce their own unanimous agreements, 
and the amnesty bill being the special order is 
now called up by the Presiding Officer. There 
is, however, the parliamentary understanding 
that on the next legislative day after Friday 
last the vote was to be taken on the apportion- 
ment bill at four o’clock, unless, as the Senator 
from New York [Mr. ConxLine]} suggested, 


the debate should terminate earlier. The only ` 


dissentieat from that was the Senator from 
Texas, [Mr. FLANAGAN,] who asked that the 
agreement should be made specifically. for 
Monday, but withdrew. his objection at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Illinois, and 
agreed with the other Senators in naming 
“t to-morrow,” which is to-day, the parliament- 
ary ‘' to-morrow ” from Friday. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Morriny] has asked that 
the amnesty bill be postponed informally, and 
that the apportionment bill be taken up. 

Mr. SCOTT, Ido not wish to antagonize 
measures, but I wish to ask the Senator 
from Vermont, [ Mr. Morrrut, ] who is entitled 
to the floor, to allow me for one moment to 
call attention to the position of this resolution, 
so that it may be disposed of soon. It will be 
remembered hat when it was up before, the 
Senator from Ohio appealed to me to post- 
pone it until the Senator from Delaware, and 
his colleague on the committee, could both 
be present. . I did postpone it for that reason. 
The Senator from Delaware is now present, 
and informs me that he expects to be taken 
from here by duties assigned him by the Sen 
ate, in the course of a day or two, and I am 
exceedingly anxious that this resolution should 
not be in the way of other business, and wish 
to have it disposed of. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I would will- 
ingly consent to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, but E do not consider it 
fair, as some of the Senators were disappointed 
in not having the apportionment bill disposed 
of on Saturday.. There are several Senators 
who desire to discuss the: Apportionment bill, 
and I do not think there is. any. more than 
time enough left for that discussion between 
now and four o'clock. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina objects to passing over the 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I move 
to lay it on the table. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I desire to say a word. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I yield to 
the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. RAMSEY. As to the arrangement. on 
Friday, I will say that L was clearly of the im- 
pression that the understanding was ofthe 
character which seems now, from what the 
Chair has said, to.be part of the record of the 
Senate, that on ‘‘to-morrow,’’ being the next 
business day, the. apportionment bill would 
be.considered. Jthen moved an adjournment 


| over until Monday with that understanding. I 


have no doubt the Senate acted in that view. 
In that aspect of the case, I trust the appor- 
tionment bill may be taken up. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I- wish to make the 
statement that on Thursday last, by unanimous, 


consent, the amnesty bill was laid over until 
one o'clock, on Monday. That time having 
arrived, I insist upon its being taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now up» 

Mr. ROBERTSON. By unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . But it is subject 
now to: the action of the Senate. . There are 
two subjects. set down by unanimous consent 
for to-day on-aceount of the absence of Satur- 
day’s session. -- ide ite ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
lay the pending bill-on the table, as the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina objects to passing it 
over. It would go over informally and come 
up to-morrow as a matter of course; but if 
the Senator from South Carolina objects, I 
move to lay: it on the table. “ 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to the Senator 
from South Carolina. to. allow it to go over 
informally. 1 think that would be the best 
way of harmonizing... -> : : 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope no motion is to 
be made this morning to violate another unan- 
imous consent. The Chair read but a part of 
what occurred on Friday.. I consider it due 
to myself, in consequence of what occurred 
Friday last, to call the attention of the Senate 
for-a moment to the facts.. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] had. asked to have 
the ‘apportionment bill go over till the next 
day for the purpose of allowing him to submit 
some remarks upon it. That we may know 
exactly what occurred, I will read from the 
Globe after that suggestion was made: 

“Mr, TRUMBULL. I feel embarrassed by. the ap- 
peal of the Senator from Vermont. I think it is 
asking a great deal of the Senate, on a bill of this 
kind to insist on its, going over; but I submit this, 
by his permission: if the Senate will agree to take 
the vote at some hour to-morrow, let the bill then 
go over until to-morrow, and let us take the vote at 
some hour agreeable to the Senate, and let it be 
understood. that we will take the vote to-morrow, 
and dispose of it, I suggest that we take the vote 
to-morrow at four o'clock, ; ; f 

“Mr, Raassy. Say Monday at four o’clock. | 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. No; the bill ought to pass this 
week, Ifthere be no objection I su 
proceed to vote on the bil 
o’clock to-morrow. 

* Mr. Epmunps. Say five. 

Several Senators. Say three o'clock. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL, Four o'clock, unless we get 
through with the discussion earlier. 

“The Persrpine Orricer.. The Senator from Mli- 
nois proposes that by unanimous. consent it shall be 
agreed to commence voting an the amendments to 
this bill to-morrow at four 0’elock.”” 

Some other suggestions were then made, 
and an objection interposed. Passing over 
those suggestions and objection, the Presiding 
Officer then says: | f 
. The objection is withdrawn.. It is then ordered 
that at four o’clock to-morrow the Senate will com- 
mence voting upon the amendments to this bill 
without further debate.” 

The Chair will see that the question did 

arise as to Saturday. It was mentioned, and 

the Senator from ‘Minnesota, [Mr. Ramsey, ] 

whiles this conversation was taking place, - 
objected to fixing Saturday, and asked that 

the bill should go over until Monday. That, 

however, was yielded, and the unanimous con- 

sent of the Senate was obtained to proceed 

with the bill the next day. 

Having had charge of the apportionment 
bill, and spoken somewhat at length upon it 
in the early part of the day, after remaining in 
my seat between four and five hours, I left the 
Senate Chamber. Subsequently, the following 
final report of its proceedings. appears in the 
Globe: . 

“Mr. Ramsey. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to.” : 

That appears to have. been the. last action 
taken in this body in open session during that 
day of Friday. Among honorable men I 
know of no more disreputable act than a 
breach of faith. It is due to the Senate, how- 
ever, that I should say, inasmuch as its char- 
acter for honor and courtesy is affected by this 
transaction, that. I have been informed that 


gest that we 
and amendments at four 
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the motion was made and agreed to in the con- 
fusion of the closing moments of the session, 
and after most of the members had left the 
Chamber. . 

I have no further comment to make upon 
this subject, but to call attention to it as I have. 
And now, Mr. President, I trust, under a 
unanimous consent of the Senate given on 
Thursday last, that the amnesty bill should 
come up to-day, no such motion will be made 
as to lay it on the table in violation of that 
unanimous consent; and while I state that, my 
anxiety for the passage of the apportionment 
bill is such—and I think: the public interests 
require that it should be. passed at an early 
day—that I hope there will be unanimous con- 
sent, and I appeal to my friend from South 
Carolina to give it—not let us vote to lay on 
the table the agreement we have made, but let 
us by unanimous consent go on and finish the 
apportionment bill to-day and take up the 
amnesty bill to-morrow. I think that will be 
the better way. I should be very sorry to see 
a motion made to lay on the table a bill that 
every Senator had pledged his honor should 
come up to-day at one o'clock and be consid- 


ered, 

‘Mr, EDMUNDS. Do you mean that there 
was an agreement that the amnesty bill should 
be considered to-day ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There was aunanimous 
agreement of this body that the amnesty bill 
should come up at one o’clock to-day, and 
therefore 1 appeal to the Senator from South 
Carolina, because I do not want to vote for a 
motion to lay that unanimous consent on the 
table-—— : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam told there was no 
such agreement. I was not here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood there was 
an agreement that the amnesty bill should 
come up today at one o’clock, but no vote 
should be taken on it before to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Illinois has concluded, the Chair desires 
to call attention to one remark of his.impuga- 

ing the statementof the Chair. It is the duty 
of the Chair to state this to the Senate, for if 
they cannot credit the statements made from 
the Chair this officer should not occupy his 
position any longer. 

The present occupant of the chair was not 
in the Senate when this agreement was made, 
being absent in another city, but the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Anruony] was occu- 
pying the chair. He therefore took, as he 
stated in his remarks, the official statement in 
the Globe, made by reporters whose accuracy 
is well known, and stated then that in the 
agreements which were made on Friday there 
was no statement in regard to Saturday, but 
that the agreements proposed and accepted by 
the Senate referred to ‘to-morrow, and that 
the parliamentary ‘‘to-morrow’’ from Kriday 
last was this very day on which we are sitting, 
and that therefore the Senate found itself in 


this dilemma: of having, by unanimous con- | 


gent, assigned two important bills, both at- 
tracting the attention of the Senate and the 
country, for this day. 


The Senator from Illinois in his response | 


states that the Chair is incorrect, as he will 
find, he says, that Saturday was mentioned. 
While the Senator was on his feet the Chair 
again looked over the record of the interlocu- 
tory debate, and he again repeats what he 
stated before, that the word ‘‘ Saturday’! is not 
ased; it is the term ‘‘to-morrow” that is 
used; and the Chair stated, as the Senator 
will remember, that one Senator, referring to 
the termination of the interlocutory debate, 
the Senator from Texas, [ Mr. FLANAGAN, ] sug- 
gested Monday specifically, which suggestion 
was withdrawn at the instance of the Senator 
from Illinois. ‘Then the Senate all concurred 
in agreeing that ‘to-morrow at four o’ clock 
the final vote should be taken, if the debate 


} 
i 
t 


was not exhausted sooner? The Senator 
from Minnesota, [Mr. Ramsey, ] it is true, in a 
previous portion of the debate, as stated by 
the Senator from Illinois, did also suggest 
Monday; but thé word ‘‘Saturday,’’ unless 
the eyes of the Chair deceive him, is not to be 
found in this record of the debate. The spe- 
cific understanding at the close, repeated with 
precision by the officer occupying the chair, 
was this: we Sagi 
“The Presipina Orrrcer. The objection is with- 
drawn. It is then ordered that at four o’clock tò- 
morrow the Senate will commence voting upon the 
amendments to this bill without further debate. 
“Mr. CorkLine. Unless the debate exhausts itself 


sooner. 
“The PRESIDING Orricer. Certainly.” 


The Chair now, in order to vindicate his 
accuracy, which he thinks the Senator from 
Illinois did not intend intentionally to im- 
pugn, but which; he will perceive, he did by 
his language as reported, will read what the 
Senator from Jilinois stated : 


“The Presmpinc Orricer. The Senator from 
Texas moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

“ Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. 

“The motion was not agreed to.” 

* + + = k 


* = 
“Mr. SHERMAN. Let 
amendment of the Judiciary Committee, 
be a test question. : 
“ Mr. TRUMBULL. That will be a test question.” 


The Chair is attempting now to quote the 
language of the Senator from Illinois during 
this interlocutory debate. In reply to the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Mornin :] 


“Mr. TRUMBULL. I feel embarrassed by the ap- 
peal of the Senator from Vermont. I think it is 
asking a great dealof the Senate, on a bill of this 
kind, to insist on its going over; but I submit this, 
by his permission: if the Senate will agree to take 
the vote at somo hour to-morrow, let the bill then 
go over until to-morrow and let us take the vote at 
some hour agrecable to the Senate, and let it be 
understood that we will take the vote to-morrow, 
and dispose of it, Isuggest that we take the vote 
to-morrow at four o'clock. 

“Mr. Rassry. Say Monday at fouro’clock. 

“Mr. TrUNBULL. No; the bill ought to pass this 
week. If there be no objection I suggest that we 
preceed to vote on the bill and amendments at four 
o’clock to-morrow.” 

Subsequently the Presiding Officer stated 
this: 

“The Presipinc Orricen. The Senator from Fli- 
nois proposes that by unanimous consent it shall be 
agreed to commence voting on the amendments to 
this bill to-morrow at four o'clock. 

“Several SENATORS. Say three o’clock. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. Three o'clock would suit me, 
but my friend before me [Mr. Epuunos] wants it 
fixed for four o’elock. 

“ Several Senators. Say four. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER., Isthere any objection 
to that understanding? [(‘No!?] ‘The Chair hears 


[Nol 
‘Nov 


“Mr. Hitz. The Senator will remomber that the 
amnesty bill was set down for Monday. Dr 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection 


to the preposition ? ea bn 
“Mr. TRUMBULL. Whatis the proposition? 
“Phe Presiping OrviceR. To commence voting 
on the bill to-morrow at four o’clock, 


Mr. TRUMRULL. I hope there will be no objec- 


* 


Let us have a vote on the 
That will 


. Fuanaaan. I suggest Monday. 


tion. 

“Mr, FLANAGAN. There is objection, because I 
suggest Monday.” 
* x $ * * % S 

“Mi, TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Texas 
objects, we cannot fix it. Then the only way I know 
is to go on. I must insist upon going on with the 
bill if the Senator from Texas objects to the arrange- 
ment for voting to-morrow. 3 

“Mr. FLANAGAN. Well, I withdraw the objec- 


tion.” 

The Chair stated in alluding to this sub- 
ject—and this is sustained by decisions re- 
peatedly made in the British House of Com- 
mons—that “to-morrow” means the next legis- 
lative day. In fact, there is no dissent from 
this ruling, as the Chair examined the subject 
some time since. It would be the parliament- 
ary. “to-morrow” if the Senate had adjourned 
from Thursday over until Monday. As the 
Senator bas spoken of this as a ‘‘breach of 
faith,” the Chair must also remind the Senate 


| that special orders are often made by unani- 
| mous consent. 


The bill of the Senator from 


New York :[Mr. Feytow] in regard ‘to -the 


customs was made the: special order for the 
8th of January, and bas not yet been reached ; 
but the amnesty bill was made the special- 
order for this day precisely, and is now before 
the Senate, and the Senator from: Vermont 
claims the floor upon it. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall have no céntro- 
versy with the Chair as to a matter of fact, ` 


|| and I am sorry that the Chair should have:felt 


it its duty to submit the remarks upon the sub- 
ject which it has. I understand that.‘ to- 
morrow” in the ordinary acceptation means 
the next legislative day, but I understand that 
that isin the absence of any understanding in 
the record to the contrary; it is an inference ; 
but when there is an understanding in the 
record to the contrary, I do not suppose that 
“t to-morrow” does mean the next legislative 
day. Let me read from the record: i 


“ L suggest that we take the vote to-morrow at four 
olack: 7 Say M 

“ Mr. Ramsey. Say Monday 

“Mr, TruxstLu. No; the 4 


? 


at four o'clock. 
ill ought to pass this 
week.’ 


Is it conceivable when this language occurs 
that that meant Monday? Could that mean 
any other time but Saturday, when ‘Monday 
was objected to, and it was said that ‘the bill 
ought to pass this week;’? and what followed 
afterward ? 

“Mr. FLANAGAN. I suggest Monday.” 

Several Senators said ‘‘ No," t No.” 

“Mr. TRUNBULL. If the Senator from Texas 


objects, we cannot fix it.’ 

When did Mr. Trumputn ask to fix it? 
“This week.” The very controversy was 
between Monday and Saturday, The word 
“ Saturday’? is not used. Is it necessary to 
use the word “ Saturday’? when you say *‘ this 
week’? on Friday? The fact that the word 
tt Saturday” is not there does not change it, 
and I venture to say nobody in the Senate 
understood it differently than Saturday after 
that conversation. 

ae Senator from Texas objects, wo cannot 
X it. 


What was his objection? His objection 
was to having it fixed for to-morrow; he 
wanted it to go over until Monday. > 

I proceeded: Ce 

“Then the only way I know isto go on. I must 
insist upon going on with the bill if the Senator 
from Texas objects to the arrangement for voting 
to-morrow.” . 

And what was. that? ‘This week,” as I 
had previously stated, that the bill should be 
finished. And thereupon the Senator from 
Texas withdrew bis objection, which was to 
have it go over until Monday, whereupon the 
Presiding Officer announced that it was fixed 
for to-morrow, and that ‘‘ to-morrow”? is to 
be taken in connection with what previously 
occurred. 

I leave the record to an intelligent public to 
determine whether I have misstated it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the Chair 
must repeat that the Senator from Illinois did 
in his previous remarks state that the word 
“ Saturday’? was used, and, if it was used, thea 
the Chair stated what was incorrect. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. © I think I did state in- 


i advertently that the word ‘“Saturday”’ had 


been used. I supposed that the word itself 
was used; but the debate is justas definite as 
if it had been. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is entitled to the 


floor. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Ver- 
mont allow me to make one remark? 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. Does the Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If there is 
to be any further debate I must insist on my 
motion. oot 7 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If the Senator will 
allow me one word I think he will yield. 
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: Mro MORRILL, of Vermont: Certainly I 
yield to. the‘Senator from South Carolina. 

; Mre ROBERTSON. - With due deference 
tô- the suggestion:of the Senator from Illinois 
Iewill yield to-day; and Lask unanimous con- 
sént:that the vote. be taken: on the amnesty 


bill and all pending amendments ‘to it at three” 


o’ Glock tomorrow. oes . 
Mr: EDMUNDS... T object to that. °- 
The VICE PRESIDENT: Fhe Senator 
from. Vermont [Mr Epsunps] >in his’ seat 
objects:to the Igtter-part of the proposition. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. -Then L shall have to 
object to this: c: i es coo - : 
«Mri MORRILL, of Vermont.. Then I move 
to Jay thé:amnesty bill on the table. i 
Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President-—— ; 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not: debatable. - : 


Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator:to in- 
dulge mein a question before ‘the motion is 


put, . : : 

? Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lrise to ask a question 
for information, I have heard it said—my 
recollection iis the reverse—that there was 
unanimous consent that the amnesty. bill 
should stand for some purpose to-day. I want 
to know whether Lam right in supposing that 
the motion was to make it a special order for 
to-day, and that that motion prevailed ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr: MORRILL, of Vermont. By unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING..» But. the motion was to 
make it a special order for to-day. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was, which 
motion prevailed without dissent, by unani- 
mous consent, . , 

: Me SHERMAN, I stated atthe same time 
that making it a special order would not give 
it any advantage, and tbat it: would be very 
likely to be crowded out by the unfinished 
business. / 

- Mx. WILSON. Mr. President—- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont has moved to lay the bill onthe 
table, which is not ‘debatable as he insists on 
the motion. : °° Se . 

Mr. WILSON. Iask the Senator to with- 
draw it for a moment. - 

Mr. MORRILL; of Vermont. No, sir; I 
shall withdraw it for no one except the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, [{Mr. Ramser.] As he 
made the motion to adjourn over on Friday, I 
shall yield to him. oe i 

Mr. RAMSEY. Ihave only this to say in 
regard to that motion: Lacted under the general 
impression of the’ Senate that ' to-morrow”? 
meant the next business day, and I supposed 
the Senator from Illinois simply desired to 
securé preference ‘for the bill he then had in 
charge; and acting under that impression, I 
moved that the Senate adjourn until Monday, 
supposing he had secured that object, and the 
Senate very well understood it. “There was 
not a yea and nay vote, but there was a vote 
taken on the motion, and it was-almost unani- 
mous’ in favor of it. There were but three or 
four votes on the other side. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont now yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

-Mri MORRILL, of Vermont, 
my motion. . 

“Mr. THURMAN. I ask my friend from 
Vermont to withdraw the motion for a single 
moment until I can make a suggestion. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. We have 
already wasted half an hour. 

Mr. THURMAN.” I do not want to make 
a speèch. j 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. T have already 
said that T could not yield.* © +: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont déclines to yield, and the Chair must 
therefore ‘sulmit the question on his motion 


I insist on 


that the:bill be laid onthe table, ‘itnot beg: 


debatable under the-rules, © ~ 
Mr. ROBERTSON. On that 
for the yeas and nays. 0 2 
The yeas‘and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted--yeas 26; nays 81; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs.: Anies, Anthony, Caldwell, Car- 
enter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
fenton, Ferry.of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 


Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of ° 


Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ram- 
sey; Seott, Sherman; Windom, and Wright~26.° 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard; Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 


| Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Gold- 


thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Pool, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sehurz, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, West, and Wilson—3l. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn; Brownlow, Bucking- 


ham, Cameron, Chandler, Cooper, Cragin, Ferry of- 
Logan, Morrill of. 


Connecticut, Flanagan, Howe, $ 
Maine, Morton, Pratt, Rice, and Vickers—16. 


So the motion. was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amnesty bill 
(H. R. No. 880) remains before the Senate, 
the pending question being on the motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina, [ Mr. ROBERT- 
son, ] to postpone it, and take up House bill 
No. 1050, on the same subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Inow appeal to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to let the amnesty 
bill. go over until to-morrow, occupying the 
same position as it would if taken up to-day, 
and let us go on with the apportionment bill, 
There is great anxiety to dispose of that bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. i consent with the under- 
standing that the amnesty bill be taken up as 
soon as the apportionment bill is finished, so 
as to be the unfinished business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is unanimous consent 
asked for anything? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Illinois. l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I object. It is use- 
less to have any unanimous consents here, 

Mr. WILSON. I move, then, that the am- 
nesty bill be assigned for to-morrow at one 
o'clock, with the understanding that the vote 
sball not be taken to morrow upon the sub- 
ject, but that it shall go over until the day 
after, so as to put it just where it was, > 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is 
in order. The bill is now a special order and 
will retain its speciality, to whatever time it 
may be postponed, with the understanding 
that it will require unanimous consent to fix a 
time for taking the vote. The motion to post- 
pone requires only a majority vote; and, if 
postponed, the bill still retaing its. character 
as a special order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do I understand that 
it will occupy the-same position to-morrow 
that it occupies to-day, if we now postpone it 
until to-morrow ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will. By the 
strict rule the Chair. will state that the cus- 
toms bill, having been made the special order 
at an earlier time, would be first in order if the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Fenton] de- 
manded that it should be called-up; but as it 
was not so understood the Chair did not him- 


It is by the 


self call it up, but called up the amnesty bill. 


and the apportionment bill as the two- bills 
specially assigned by the Senate apparently 
for to-day. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I understand that 
if itisnow moved that the amnesty bill be 
postponed until to-morrow at one o’clock and 


that motion prevails, it will to-morrow be- 


called up, having the same rights that it would 
have to-day. : : ’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
call it up to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I suggest to my 
friend: from South Carolina to allow that 
motion to be made, that the billbe postponed 
until to-morrow, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless the Sen- 


l ate adjourn upon something else to-night, if 


motion I call: 


that motion prevails the amnesty biH will be 
the special order to-morrow; but if any unfin- 
ished business be left to-day it will have priority 
of course. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
tbat.: : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the amnesty 
bill, which is now the special order, be post- 
poned until to-morrow at one-o’ clock. 

cMr. HILL... F inquire what-will be the effect, 
in ease we give way.to'the apportionment bill, 
if that bill should. not, be disposed of before 
to-morrow at one o'clock? . i 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. It would remain 
the unfinished: business if the Senate- should 
adjourn on it to-night. If they do. not comply 
with the understanding that the vote be taken 
at four o’clock: thatis,if they should adjourn 
at half past. three, or should adjourn in the 
midst of taking the vote, it would be-the unfin- 
ished business, and would come up at one 
o’clock to-morrow. The unfinished business 
pending to-night has precedence to-morrow 
over special orders for that day. 

‘Mr. CONKLING. The pending motion is 
a motion to postpone one amnesty bill. Now, 
if we postpone ‘the whole. subject until one `° 
o’clock to-morrow, what is then the first, ques- 
tion? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis to postpone 
and take up—to postpone all orders and take 
up the other amnesty bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. So that the thing now 
to be postponed is the motion to postpone ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, . Itis the bill and 
the motion which appertains to it, All are 
postponed together. : 

Mr. THURMAN: [rise to suggest whether 
it woald not be-better by common consent to 
pass over the amnesty bill informally and pro- 
ceed with the apportionment bill? 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Vermont. objected to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
The Senator from South Carolina objected most 
peremptorily’ and against the appeals of his 
friends to it; I had not the least objection. 
Then my colleague moved to lay that bill on 
the table. Now, the Senate having refused 
to lay it on the table, and declined, therefore, 
to do that, l-object to any other course than 
the patliamentary one being taken, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not name all the objections. He named the 
latter one, which he supposed was the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont. However, 
he will qualify it as now stated by the Senator, 
that other objections were made ; but the Sen- 
ator from Vermont made the latest objectiors 
against the amnesty bill being passed over in- 
formally. Does he withdraw that objection now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, ‘sir. ` 

Th@VICK PRESIDENT. Therefore, the 
question recurs on the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wiuson,] which is 
to postpone the further consideration of the 
amnesty bill until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McP#erson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the. concurrence of .the 
Senate: : ” 

_A bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, and for other purposes; and 

_A bill (H. R. No. 1071) making appropria- 
tions. for the payment of invalid and: other 
pensions of the United States for the. year 
ending June 30, 1873. =: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the 


Wecan guard against 
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Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 390) granting a pension to 
Sarah Evans ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 484) to establish certain 
post routes in the State of Indiana; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1061) to authorize. the 
payment of duplicate checks of disbursing 
officers. aig ; 

CORPORATION INCOME TAX. 


+ 
Mr. SCOTT submitted an’ amendment in- 

tended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 
No. 862) declaratory of an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes,’ approved July 14, 1870; which 
was received informally, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from tbe House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1071) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the, United States for the year 
ending June 80, 1878. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Inow move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the apportionment bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 248) for 
the apportionment of Representatives to Con- 
gress among the several States according to 
the ninth census, the pending question being 
on the first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, at the conclusion of my remarks I shall 
propose an amendment to the first section of 
the House bill which will give the same ratio 
as proposed in the paper printed by the Judi- 
ciary Committee with their reported substitute 
for the House bill, warked ‘ D.” I mention 
this so that Senators may be able to look at 
the paper and examine it for themselves. It 
will be seen that this will add a Representa- 
tive to several additional States: to the State 
of Pennsylvania, one; to the State of Alabama, 
one; to the State of Tennessee, one; to the 
State of New Hampshire, one; to the State 
of Florida, one; and to the State of Vermont, 
one; and under the computation used by the 
Judiciary Committee, taking the whole num- 
ber at two bundred and ninety, it will have 
the effect of giving every State at least as 
many Representatives as it now has, and it 
will add a few more to some of the States 
which I have mentioned, and increase the 
number fixed in the House bill by nine. 

Mr. THURMAN, There is so much con- 
fusion that I did not catch the statement of the 
Senator, and I should thank him if he would 
repeat it. He names certain States, and says 
that to each there will be one member added. 
Js that in addiiion to the number now in the 
House bill? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: Yes, sir; 
taking as a basis the aggregate number of two 
hundred and ninety and adding for fractions. 
Jt will give, however, two hundred and ninety- 
two as the total number of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Tam not unmindful, Mr. President, thatit is 
already apparent that the Senate may have 
reached a conclusion upon the bill before us, 
and I shall, therefore, consume-as little time 
as possible in the discussion of the questions 


involved, and no more than may be necessary | 


to exhibit a few of its enormities. The delay 
accorded will not have lengthened my speech. 
The exigencies which demand early action, I 
fear, are forcing us to. accept of some gross 
improprieties. I cannot believe, however, that 
the votes of, seventeen States to which extra 
representation has been accorded by the House 
bill, will-at last be found to block the way of 
all amendments. I cannot believe that a ma- 
jority of the Senate, where Republicans largely 
predominate, will sanction anything less than 
a-full and complete observance of all consti- 
tutional requirements. i 

The substitute reported by the Judiciary 


Committee contains some features which com- | 


mend it to my judgment. It observes all con- 
stitutional requirements, which the House bill 
does not. I carefully. listened to the interest- 
ing opening speech of the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee, (Mr. TRUMBULL; ] bat 
whether he opened for the House bill or the 
substitute, I should not have known had he 
not said he spoke as the organ of the eom- 
mittee. Iadmit bis perfect fairness. however, 
as he appears: to’ be contented with either 
proposition, provided he can get rid of the 
other promptly. Bat I think, as the chairman 
has nearly or quite abandoned the measure of 
his committee, only proposing to vote for it 
himself, without asking anybody else to so vote, 
that it would be a useless waste of time to scan 
its merits or demerits. Something else must 
be sought for greater favor. 

The subject of apportionment of representa- 
tion, touching the interest and pride of every 
State, always complex, and growing more so 
by the growth of our population, the expansion 
of our territory, and the rapid birth of new 
interests and new States, cannot now be, as it 
never-has been, properly and fairly settled 
without the most careful and mature delibera- 
tion. From the foundation of the Government 
it has been one of difficult adjustment. At the 
outset the dificulty was accommodated by 
allowing slaves to figure in the double attitude 
of property and persons, the deduction of two 
fifths when counted as persons being compen- 
sated by an equal deduction when estimated 
for taxes, and in addition by yielding for the 
time, or for five years, an excess of represent- 
ation to the southern States, then expected to 
increase in population much more rapidly than 
any other States, and this increase was to be 
taken care of in the enumeration provided for 
at an early day. The very first Congress pro- 
posed as its first amendment to the Constitu- 
tion a complicated article by which the aggre- 
gate number was not to be less than a given 
number, nor more than one Representative for 
so many thousand persons, but this article was 
not ratified by the requisite number of States. 

. Whilethe apportionment bill alter the census 
of 1790 was under consideration by Washing- 
ton, he was urged by Jefferson, in a very elab- 
orate argument, to veto the bill, though it 
yielded, as he said, a “ tolerably just result ;”’ 
because thatresult had not been reached in strict 
conformity to the Constitution, and because 
he thought some use of the veto power would 
then be popular. : Washington did veto the 
bill, not because fractions were represented, 
but because the whole number exceeded the 
limitation of the Constitution, being more than 
one for every thirty thousand, and the bill which 
finally passed with hisapprova! sanctioned frac- 
tional representation. 

The business of the national Legislature at 
the outset was very small when compared with 
its present magnitude. . Then it- was expected 
by many that Congress would. sit no longer 
than six or eight weeks in the year, while half 
a year now barely suffices. Increased growth 


has been. followed by increased demands from | 


all quarters of our greatly enlarged territory, 
and by our introduction as a first rate Power 
into the society of nations.: The annual ex- 
penses of our. forcign intercourse were esti- 
mated by the: Secretary. of State in 1790 at 


less than forty thousand dollars; and itincluded 
two ministers, two chargé d’affaires, one agent, 
and one consul only. Nowhere are we more 
economical to-day than in the expenditures: of 
our foreign service, and yet we have made a 
long stride beyond the estimate of Jefferson, 
as we now count ministers by the score and:con- 
suls bythe hundred. The whole requirements 
of the Treasury under our most consummate 
financier, Hamilton, were less, for instance, 
than those now demanded, in consequence. of 
the. extinguishment of Indian land titles, for 
the support of a single bureau in the Interior 
Department. Van Buren was driven from 
power by the extravagance of his administra- 
tion, and yet its annual.cost was but a trifle 
more than our present pension-roll. : 
We ought, therefore, to concede liberal num- 
bers to the House of Representatives; and a 
longer time than was originally anticipated. for 
the transaction of business has become indis- 
pensable. This has been done, for the House 
was started at sixty five Representatives only. 
There are now more questions to be solved and 
more measures to be matured, but it may be 
well to look forward lest too great numbers 
shall retard business, and when decided make 
it even less satisfactory to the people. The 
time will assuredly come when the ratio of 
representation will have to be increased rather 


| than the number of Representatives, but that 


time may not be until we shall have passed 
three hundred or perhaps even four hundred, 
Several of the Governments of Europe have 
larger representative bodies than we have, but 
their system of government differs widely from 
our own, and representatives there are not all 
expected to be active, working members. Mon- 
archies tolerate drones, but republics do not. 

In addition to the Representatives, it must 
be borne in mind that we have now to provide 
seats for ten territorial Delegates. If to. the 
two hundred and eighty-three Representatives 
are added these, together with the officers and 
reporters of the House, we shall find that it 
will require a halJ.of:such ample dimensions 
fortheir accommodation that members. with 
weak lungs will. only count in committee- 
rooms. ,Js there ‘any argument in favor of 
increasing the number of the House of Iep- 
resentatives now from two hundred and forty- 
three to two hundred and eighty-three that 
will not be of equal force at the next decade 
and agaiu in 1890? With a hundred millions 
of population what is to be the size of the 
House of Representatives? Let me say you 
can easily advance, but, however untenable 


the position, it may be impossible to retreat. 


Representatives, lynx-eyed as they’ will be for 
the integrity of their own districts, can’ rarely 
be expected to: aid in blotting them out, or 
in blotting out their own olficial existence. If 
the aggregate number of the House should 
ever be found excessive, or attended: by any 
evils, it must be admitted the error cannot be 
easily eradicated ; the patient will not submit 
to be purged; and'yet it: may not be wholly 
needless to look out for the perpetually rising 
tide of population, and. for.a considerable 
increase of new States that must come in on 
an. equal footing with the old States... At 
‘every decade fresh numbers will knock at our 
doorsfor admission. While, therefore, [should 
not be wholly irreconciled to the policy of 
increased numbers if increased fairly and prop- 
erly, my inclination rather leads me to pause. 
With the advent of railroads.and the conse- 
quent rapid means of communication, Repre- 
sentatives are now better qualified to. bear the 
burden of large districts than in. the earlier 
days of the Republic, and their acquaintance 
with the field they represent: is far more.com- 
plete. ‘he increased expense ọta large House, 
if there-are any solid advantages in favor: of 
such a House, ought not to.be-weighed in the 
balance. It is, nevertheless, an item. 

It would almost-appear that Congress, when 
the apportionment bill-after the census of 1850 
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was: made, ‘with an elaborateness intended to 
last-for ages; had.reached the determination 
that- the House should never again perma: 
Hently-exceed: about two:hundred and thirty- 
three members, for they fixed upon that num- 
ber-and: provided that any excess:arising from 
the admission of new-States was: only: to:eont 
tinue antik the next -suceeeding apportion- 
Mente gu edl dae el Madea Ss 
“Before looking at the questions of .:most 
vital importance.involved in the present ‘bill, 
is: may not be disadvantageous to-see just what 
has:been done in-our past: history, and to this 
end I present -a table showing the population 
of: each decennial period from. the foundation 
of the:Government to the present time, which 
bas pretty. regularly increased about thirty- 


three per-cent., and with the ratios and their | 


péreentage.of inerease: 


Yeurs: : Population. Ratio. Increase, 
1787. (estimated)... 3,000,000 30,000 - : 
1790. » 8,929, 214 33,00. 10 ner cent. 
R $ 308,483 35,000 6 per cent. 
180: 289; 35,000" 0 per cent. 
1820. 0,000: 11 per cent. 
47,700 19 per cent. 
70,680 48 per cent. 
93,420 32 per cent. 
126,823 36 per cent. 
134.675 6 vor cent. 


The primary question which natarally pre- 
genta itselfin an apportionment bill is, does 
it. answer the. constitutional requirements? 
Prior to the recent amendments the Constitu- 
tion. provided foran enumeration ‘‘within-three 
years after the first meeting of the Congress 
of the United States, and within every. subse- 
quent term often years.” ‘This in the bill-of 
the House has been complied with. The Con- 
stitution. also: provided -that ‘the number of 
Representatives shall not exceed one for every 
thirty: thousand, but. each State shall have: at 
least..one Representative.’?. This, too, has 
been complied with.. Beyond this the- Con: 
stitution: provided. that < Representatives and 
direct taxes. sball- be apportioned among the 
several: Stutes.which may. be included. withia 
this. Union according to their respective.:num- 
bérs, -&e, Fhis-in the House bill. has not 
been complied with. Jt may be impossible 
to. obsérve. this. provision with mathematical 
aceuracy, but there docs not seem to shave 
been 6ven:d- substantial. compliance. It can- 
not..be contended. that: the apportionment is 
strictly in conformity to ‘‘ respective numbers’? 
when. seventeen.States have an-excess of rep: 
resentation, and all the others a deficiency. 
When. so large:.a number of States are so 
unequally yoked ant made ta supply the: defi- 
ciencies of other States, the bill fails of justice; 
and offers no substantial.compliance. with the 
Constitution, though it offérsan immense bribe 
to the favored States. E see th lt 2 Gs 

But section two of article: fourteen of the 
amendments to -the Constitution- the- House 
bill éntirely iguores... The census takers:do not 


appear to have comprehended it, and certainly 
have failed to grapple with it. That amend< 
ment reads as follows: 


“* Representatives shall beapportioned among the. 
several States according to their respective num- 
bers, counting the whole number of persons in each 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the 
right to vote at any election for the choice of elect- 
ors for President and Viee' President of the United 
States, Representatives :in Congress, the executive 
and judicial officers of a State, or the members of 
the Legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State -being twenty-one years 
ofage, and citizens.of the United States, orin any way 
abridged, except for participation in rebellion or 
other crime, the basis of representation therein shall 
be reduced in the proportion which the number of 
such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens twenty-one years of agein such State.” 


-The small numbers.set-down in the census 
tables to each State as affected by: this amend- 
ment. are confessedly unreliable, and, if con- 
sidered, will not materially affect the result: 


So: far as they are set forth, clearly they 


should be-considered.. We -caunot go beyond 
the census report, as the facts might warrant 
us in doing probably, much. less can we tram- 
pie it wholly outof sight. We must do nothing 
to impair the vitality of that or any other pro- 
vision of the Constitution. If not needed to- 
day, it may be to-morrow. _ It must not become 
a dead letter. Who doubts that. Massachu- 
setts nominally, at least, denies the right to 
vote to a much larger number than she has 
been crédited with? A similar denial if ever 
pronounced in other State-constitutions: might 
be enforced with much more vigor. Small as 


; the basis of computation is, let it not be 


ignored in any bill consented to by the Senate. 
The Judiciary Committee; I am glad to see, 
would notseem to have disregarded this matter 
in their proposed substitute, whatever may be 
the other merits.of that substitute. Notwith- 
standing the resulting figures may not. be 
changed whether this amendmentis keptin view 
or not, I cannot consent to ignore it before 
the ink. with which it was written is fairly dry, 
nor can this Congress afford to ignore it. 

The most striking feature at the first view 
of the apportionment billas it came from the 
House is the notable increase of the aggre- 
gate number fixed for the House of Repre- 
sentatives. This may dwindle, however, and 
become of less significance in the process of 
a further examination of the bill. The argu- 
ments as between a large house and.a small 
one are plentiful, and appear to'be very nearly’ 
of equal force, insomuch that’ republican 
statesmen have in all. times and all places 
sangtioned neither one or ‘the other, but: in- 
stead have:chosén a medium; and fixed popu- 
lar vepresentative bodies ‘upon a moderate 
basis, or large enough to represent all inter- 
ests aud be beyond -corrmption, but not so large 
as to be encumbered with too much help, and 
thereby become incapable:of any salutary dis- 
eussion or wise decision of important. questions. 
But the most urgent.advocates of large num- 
bers.in.the Convention which framed our Con- 
stitation, in order to guard against the excess 
of. numbers; were in favor of fixing!.a point 
within which the highest. number ‘should be 
forever limited. The mén of that heroic age 
had-no conception of the rapid. growth of the 
tree -they planted: . They could not have anti- 
cipated so soon a nation of forty millions and 
a Union of more than treblethe number of: 
the original thirteen States, although New 
Hampshire then, with one hundred aud twenty 
thousand souls, it was said, from: the fertility. 
of hersoil, would increase with great rapidity; 
and it was foretold that the new States-to be 
admitted: inthe West: might,: in process’ of 
time, outnumber the Atlantic States! Our 
national fecundity is still in-its highest vigor, 
and the time looks far distant when the womb 
of the future will prove barren as to the pro- 
duction of full grown States. ar 

The bill of the House for the apportionment 
of Representatives fixes. the number rather 
arbitrarily at two hundred and eighty-three, 


on 4 supposed basis of 184,675 representative 
population. Every State is constitutionally 
entitled to at least. one Representative, what- 
ever may be the limit of its population. Ac- 
cordingly, the States of Delaware with 125,015 
population; Nebraska with 122,998 population, 
Oregon with 90,923 population, and Nevada 
with 42,491 population, have each properly as- 
signed:to thém one Representative, regardless 
of anylack of numbers. They are exceptional, 
and have their representation by.virtue of the 
special provision in the Constitution, and not 
by virtue of population. ‘Therefore, in appor- 
tioning Representatives for the other States, 
these four should be left out entirely so far as 
numbers. are concerned, adding at last. only 
four Representatives to the whole number; 
otherwise the deficiencies of these States have 
to becompensated by other States., By count- 
ing them out, as the Constitution counts them 
out, and as the substitute for the House bill 
counts them-out, we relieve ourselves to that 
extent of troublesome fractions, and’ those 
States, having all their constitutional rights, 
no longer come in to choke off the full repre- 
sentation of all the other States. 

In addition, seventeen other States, accord- 
ing tothe bill of the House, are to ‘receive a 
Representative upon fractions; that is to say: 


Connecticut, » 183,429 
North Carolina. + 128,636 
Wisconsin... 11.945 
Massachusetts 110,601 
Kentucky ... 108.936 
Maryland. 107,519 

10 vases 106,435 


Luinois . 105.741 
Missouri .. 105,195 
Towa. LO4, 

New Jersey. 98,048 
Michigan . 97,459 
K ansas.. 95,019 
Maine... 88,215 
Rhode L 2,678 
Arkansas . 80,446 
New York 73,158 


Totals 


These seventeen States. therefure, become 
entitled to seventeen. Representatives on an 
average basis of 102,228 of population, instead 
of 184,675. . . ‘ 

I know that in any ratio some fractional 
inequalities must exist, but in the House bill 
they are strikingly large... Nearly one half of 
the States, and much more than huilf if we 
include the four States whose population fails 
below the ratio now fixed upon, have each 
been assigned.a Representative upon fractions. 
I venture to say that this is entirely unpre- 
cédented, and that nothing approaching it was 
ever before proposedin any law upon the sub- 
ject of apportionment. 

While I should be disposed to defer largely 
to whatever might bethe fixed judgment of the 
House..as to what ought to beits aggregate 
numbers, this would appear to-be a.case (and 
I say it with all respect) where they have acted 
hastily, and where the Senate should give to 
the House an opportunity to revise their action. 
At.the last session of Congress the House sent 
us a bill with the number fixed at two hundred 
and: seventy-five. They think this.a wrong 
number to-day, and it-is possible they may 
think two hundred and eighty-three a wrong 
number to-morrow. $ : 

. Now, look for a moment at the States with 
fractions not represented: : 


Woks E EE ous 


serevaee cer 562, 6002 
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Here are fourteen States, with a population 
of 562,602, unrepresented, or if represented at 
all, then-gepresented by States which already 
have an excess of representation beyond what 
their numbers really entitle them to. 

If the seven States first named on the list, 
with fractions not represented, were to have 
equal favor with the seventeen States to which 
Representatives have been accorded upon frac- 
tions, they would have in the aggregate about 
four more Representatives than the House bill 
allows to them, and each one of these States 
it will be seen has an unrepresented fraction 
larger than the whole population of at least 
one of the States of the Union. The fraction 
now. to be unrepresented in Vermont would 
have entitled her some years ago to two addi- 
tional Representatives, 

This conspicuous revolution, this injustice, 
must be submitted to if it shall be found to be 
unavoidable; but it appears to me that it 
should be remedied by proper consideration 
upon the part of the Senate, and an appeal to 
the ‘sober second thought” of the House to 
consider whethersome substitute more satisfac- 
tory cannot be devised. ‘To show how erushe 
ingly the bill operates upon the smaller States 
having large fractions, let me contrast its 
effects upon them as compared with the larger 
States. For instance, take Vermont; this State 
is allowed but two Representatives, which 
makes her ratio of representation 165,275, 
while that for the larger States is nominally 
134,675 and practically considerably less, as 
many of them secure representation upon frac- 
tions. If Massachusetts were subjected to the 
rigid rule applied to Vermont with 165,275 
for its ratio, that State would have but eight 
Representatives instead of eleven, Lllinois 
would have but fifteen instead of nineteen, and 
New York would have twenty-six only in- 
stead of thirty-two. Apply the same unbend- 
ing ratio to smaller States, for instance, to 
Arkansas, and the injustice to Indiana, Ala- 
bama, Vermont, Louisiana, and other States 
which have been left out in the cold by the 
House bill, becomes even more conspicuous, 
as Arkansas instead of four would be reduced 
to ae Representatives—a falling off of one 
half. 

But try the ratio enforced upon Vermont— 
and what I say of the State I in part represent 
is more or less applicable to other States—try 
that ratio upon the entire Union, and instead 
of two hundred and eighty-three Represent- 
atives you would only have two hundred and 
thirty! Here are fifty-three Representatives 
for which Vermont has no equivalent what- 
ever.’ 1 think that is a great injustice, and so 
flagrant that no just legislator canbe unwill- 
ing to have it rectified. If it cannot be recti- 
fied in some other and more acceptable man- 
ner, it surely can be by taking a step or two 
further in giving additional representation to 
seven or eight States more having fractions next 
in rank. Nor would this increase but rather 
diminish the whole number of. States having 
fractions represented, as the augmentation of 
the number of Representatives would diminish 
the ratio so much as to entitle at least an equal 
pumber of States to all the representation they 
would have without fractions. 

Should the House remain after careful con- 
sideration of the fixed opinion that it is sound 
poliey to add forty or fifty to the numbers of 
its body, then I think the Senate may yield, as 
far as possible, the determination of that ques- 
tion to them; but should we concede the gen- 
eral question of enlargement, then we may 
most properly revise their action and correct 
any plain and palpable inequalities by slightly 
increasing their divisor or- diminishing it, 
whichever will best accomplish the object. 

The Senate in 1812 rejected the bill sent to 
them by the House, on the ground that it was 
unequal in its operation, giving an undue ad- 
vantage to the larger States, and they retarned 
the bill so amended by reducing the ratio from 
thirty-seven thousand to thirty-five thousand, 


thereby increasing the number of Representa- 
tives from one hundred and seventy to one 
hundred and eighty-six. 

‘There may be some, more than content with 
the allotment of the House bill, who seek to 
“ fire the heart” of the membes of the House 
to make them stand by their bill, right or 
wrong; on the point of honor, so called, that 
the House alone should decide upon questions 
of apportionment, as though that body was to 
be alone affected thereby, and as though the 
Senate might be too unmindful of their honor. 
The House will doubtless appreciate this esti- 
mate of their character. ‘They understand 
that this is a question which penetrates every 
part of our country, fixing the number of pres- 
idential electors as well as of Representatives, 
and that it is not akin to a revenue measure, 
which the House alone can originate, much 
less to those petty questions over which each 
House claims the exclusive control by pre- 
scription, like, for-instance, the number of its 
officers or the amount of its contingent fund. 
The heart of the House cannot be touched off 
by this sort of fire. The united wisdom of 
both Houses will forever be needed in the 
disposal of this question. 

To show how unequally the House prop- 
osition operates, and how prejudicially against 
the smaller States and in favor of the larger 
States, contrast the representation of three 
States, Louisiana, New Hampshire, and Ver- 
mont, with Kentucky.* ‘The former have a 
population of 54,755 more than the latter, and 
are to have only nine Representatives, while 
Kentucky is to have ten! Again, contrast 
four States, Florida, Louisiana, Vermont, 
and New Hampshire, with Massachusetts,* 
and while they have 106,163 more popula- 
tion, they are to have only ten Represent- 
atives, while Massachusetts is to have eleven! 

I do not make these criticisms in any spirit 
of contention, but I have ventured to suggest 
them as deserving the considerate attention of 
the Senate. 
of a proper apportionment bill one moment 
longer than may be necessary to give it reason- 
able perfection, as I fully recognize the con- 
venience of an early statute on the subject. 

It is with some natural grief that I look upon 
a proposal to cut off one third of the represent- 
ation to which Vermontisnow entitled. With 
a population larger than evér before, our Rep- 
resentatives gradually recede from view, and 
six dwindles to five, then to four, then to three, 
and now to two. With a smaller House we 
had ‘six Representatives, and now with a much 
larger House we are to have buttwo. But, 
if a relative proportion had been preserved 
according to ‘respective numbers,” no com- 
plaiut would have been made, for no real injus- 
tice would haye been perpetrated. Now, it 
appears to me that the patriotism of the State 
from which I come is invoked to tolerate a 
measure which expands when applied to us 
and contracts when applied to others, aud 
we are called upon to make a sacrifice which 
the public good does not require. But Ido 
not appear here with any purpose to truck 
and bargain for the promotion of the interests 


of any particular State, forif I prove, as I think | 
| {have proved, that injustice and wrong has 


been done to Vermont or to any other State, 


* Popula- Represent- 
ton. atives, 

Louisiana... sser resceeree e. 726,915 5- 
New Hampshire.. 318,200 2 
Vermont .seseereerse 330,551 2 
. 1,375,766 9 
Rentuck yeececscstse sssecesseesneae eed, O41 OLL 10 
Florida....... . 187,748 1 
Louisiana 726,915 5 
New Hampshir 318,200 2 
Vermont oseere 330,551 2 

1.563,51 10 
s 1,457,315 li 


Massachusetts.. 


Nor do I wish to delay the passage |; 


all Senators, without 2istinction of party or 
locality, will hasten to make reparation, even 
though it should concern but a singie State. 
But in this instance the ` injustice touches 
more than one State. ‘There are not less 
than fifteen which have a right to complain. 
Of these, two only are New England States, 
and the others are western and southern Slates, 
The fractions of all these comparatively small 
States are accumulated to the: advantage 
mainly of the larger States. It is not a sec- 
tional question, but one of sheer justice and 
equality. Will you take from those who Have 
little and give to those who have much? To- 
day the question may touch some parts of the 
Union lightly which hereafter, by the applica- 
tion of the rule for which this bill will be the 
precedent, will be more oppressively affected. 
The new or western States have a deeper in- 
terest in the proper adjustment of this: bill 
than any or all others. Their population for 
years to come willundergo the greatest changes, 
and hereafter the largest number of fractions 
to be properly disposed of will be found to 
crop out iu the West. I have no jealousy of 
the growth or power of that healthy portion of 
our country, but I am proud of its colossal 
dimensions. Jt has no interests antagonistic 
to those of Vermont, and its prosperity is 
interlocked with the life-blood of more than 
one half of our people. There is not one of 
the States whose reputation I would diminish. 
When some light-headed politician attempts 
to win the favor of his constituents by sneering 
at New England as State copartners of infe- 
rior stamp, I know ho has not pondered upon 
the origin of our Government, and will have 
but a brief career, as his own people will soon 
be ashamed to acknowledge as their represent- 
ative one who traduces the land where so 
many of them had their birth, and from which 
they do not wish to stop any exodus that will 
further augment their growth. If some man 
from whom better things might have been 
expected takes up the stale ery of. former 
rebels, I know that dyspepsia has found a 
lodgment in his bosom, and that his ambition 
is showing signs of reckless decrepitude. 
These are pustules on the face of the body- 
politic, which will soon vanish without leaving 
a pock-mark behind. 

Strike down New England, if that were pos- 
sible, and the West, moved by the throbbings 
of its great heart as well as by its widest ma- 
terial interests, would spring forth to restore 
it as swiftly as the gods were wont to leap from 
the skies to rescue the fallen heroes in the 
‘Trojan wars. New England pays for all she 
consumes, and there is-no other so great and 
so constant a consumer of western products 
as New England. She gives liberally, and 
she gives of her first born-—the most precious 
gifts of all. i 

After men are elected to the House of Rep- 
resentatives they become an integral part of 
the representatives of the nation, and are not 
merely the agents and attorneys of the States, 
although their local knowledge of the interests 
and wants of their constituents, to whom they 
are bound by the strongest ties of affection, 
will make them always stand as vigilant sen- 
lincls when danger threatens their own dis- 
tricts. But thesentiment of justice which grows 
strong in the heart of any legislator will 
soon accord to others all he demands for him- 
self. I invoke that justice to-day. 

May I not, therefore, confidently expect, 
while some inequalities must exist in any 
apportionment bill, that by some further effort 
these will be finally reduced to the minimum 
point which will leave but the smallest account 
to be ultimately balanced by the fractious now 
thrown in favor of some. States hereafter 
thrown in favor of other and different States ? 
livery-year large numbers of our péople change 
their citizenship from one State to some other. 
All these are parties interested in having jus- 
tice meted out to all. 

And now all that I ask is for some amend- 
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ment.to. the aggregate numbers to be fixed for 
the. House of Représentaiives,:more or: less, I 
care-not:which, as will give to:-that body the 
power, to..reconsider: their action. -Surely no 
Büch action, no: such consideration: has been 
had in.sither the Senate-or the House this year 
or jast: year as to. lead-to the conviction that 
no further changes. are possible or: desirable: 
Neither body has affirmed tlie same thing twice. 
Nothing will. be lost: to the country or to. our- 

_ selves by.treating this question with the gravity 
and with that deliberation itsimportance would 
seem to require., 
anordinaryannualappropriation bill. Let- thè 
questions be. fairly studied, Whenever it is in 
order, I shall offer as an amendment for. the 
purpose indicated a proposition.to add a mem: 

yer to several additional States having the next 
highest fractions, by which Alabama,. Florida, 
Indiana, Vermont, Louisiana, New York; New 
Hampshire, Pennsylvania, and:Tennessee will 
each gain a Representative, leaving all the other 
Statesunchanged. ThatSenators may all under- 
stand this amendment, [beg leave to refer them 
to the details inu.table D.of the paper No. 1, 

ritited, by order of the Judiciary Committee. 
He will give two hundred and ninety-two mem- 
ers. ; : 

Mr, THURMAN. I wish to ask my friend 
from Vermont a question before he sits down, 
Dao 1 understand that, he proposes to give to 
Pennsylvania and Indiana a member addi- 
tional to the number. contained in the House 
bill? Is that his proposition ? 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. 
is a part of the proposition, 

Mr. THURMAN. Fins the Senator observed 
the fact that both.those States and several of 
the others that he named get a member in the 
House bill upon a fraction, and that he is 

. therefore giving them two members for their 
fraction? > 
Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sena- 
tor will notice the manner in which the num: 
ber cis reached, he will find that it wipes out 
all the original fractions and makes new frac 
tions. By increasing the number 288 to 290, 
and using the same computation used by the 
Judiciary Committee, it wipes out more frad- 
‘tions than. it adds: tocthe number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Ax- 
tHONY. in the chairs) The question is on the 
amendmentof the Commiitec on the Judiciary. 
Mr TRUMBULL. ‘Lhe effect of this first 
amendment of: tho :committes is to change the 
number of the House of Representatives from 
two hundred and eighty-three to two hundred 
and. forty-three. That is the effect of: the 
amendment; and the question’ I understand 
to beon that amendment, The whole effect 
of it is to decide whether the House shall have 
two hundred and eighty-three or two hundred 
and forty-three members. I think- we had 

bettér have the yeas and nays on it, because 


Yes, sir, that 


it is an important:question. : 

„d he: yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr MORRILL, ‘of Vérmont. Let ‘the 
amendment be réad, © °° 3 : 

‘The Chief Clerk read the first amendment 
of the Committee on- the Judiciary, which was 
to strike out the first section of the House bill, 
in 'the‘following words: Wed Ea 


That from and after the 34 day of March, 1873, the 
Tlonso of. Representatives shall be composed of two 
hundred and cighty-three members, to be appor- 
tioned among the several States in accordance with 
the provisions of this act, that is to say: to the State 
of Maine, five ; to the State of New Hampshire, two ; 
to the State.of, Vermont, two; to the State of. Mas- 
sachusetts, eleven; to the State of Rhode Island, 
two: to theState of Counecticut, four; to the State 
of New York, thirty-two; -to the State of New det- 
sey, seven; to-the State of Pennsylvania, twenty- 
six; to the State of Delaware, one; to the State of 
Maryland, six; to the State of Virginia, nine: to the 
State of North Carolina: eights to the State of South 
Carolina, five; to the Stateof Georgia, nine; to the 
Stateof Alabama, seven; to the State of Mississippi, 
six} to the State of Louistana. five; to the State of 
Ohio, twenty;.to the State of Kentucky, ten: to thé 
State of Tennessee, nine; to the. State of Indiana, 
twelve; to the State of Illinois, nineteen; to the 
State of Missouri, thirteen; tothe State’of Arkan- 
sag, four;.to.the State of Michigan, nine; :t6 ‘the 


Itis of higher moment than, 


State of Florida, one: to the State of Texas, six} to 
the State of Iowa, nine; to the State of Wiscongin, 
eight; to the State of California, four: to the State 
of Minnesota, three; to the State of Oregon, one; 
to the State of Kansas, three; to the State of West 
Virginia, three: to the State of Nevada, one; to the 
State-of Nebraska, one: Provided, That if, after 
such apportionment shall have been made, any new 
State shall. be admitted into the Union, the Repre- 
sentative or Representatives of such new State shall 
be additional to the number of two hundred and 
eighty-three herein limited. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

‘That from and after the 3d day of March, 1873, 
the House of: Representatives sball be composed of 
two hundred and forty-three members, to be appor- 
tioned. among the several States in accordance with 
the provisions of this act, that is to say: to the State 
of Maine, four; to:the State of New Hampshire, 
two; to the State of Vermont, two; to the State of 
Massachusetts, nine; to the State of Rhode Island, 
one; to the State of Connecticut, three; to the State 
of New: York, twenty-eight; to the State of New 
Jersey, six; to the State of Pennsylvania, twenty- 
two; to the State of Delaware, one; to the State of 
Maryland, five; tothe State of Virginia, eight; to 
the State of North Carolina, seven; to the State of 
South Carolina, four; to the State of Georgia, eight; 
to the State of Alabama, six; to the State of Missis- 
sippi, five; to the State of Louisiana, five; to the 
State of Ohio, seventeen; to the State of Kentucky, 
eight; to the State of Tennessee, eight; to the State 
of Indiana, eleven; to the State of Illinois, sixteen ; 
to the State of Missouri, eleven; to the State of 
Arkansas, three; to the State of Michigan, seven; 
to the State of Florida, one; to the State of Texas, 
five; to the State of Lowa, eight: to the State of 
Wisconsin, seven; tothe State of California, four; 
to the State of Minnesota, three; to the State o 
Oregon, one; to the State of Kansas, two; to the 
State of West Virginia, three; to the State of Ne- 
vada, one ; to the State of Nebraska, one: Provided, 
Thatif, after such apportionment shall have been 
made, any new State shall be admitted into the 
Union, tho Representative or Representatives of 
such new State shall be additional to the number 
of two hundred and forty-three herein limited. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
amend the amendment of the committee by 
striking out all from line seventeen, after the 
word ‘say, ” down to and including the word 
tt when,” in line twenty eight, on the second 
page, and inserting in lieu thereof what I send 
to the Chair. Itis the amendment which I 
indicated, and which leaves every State its 
representation as now, and adds to the num- 
ber proposed by the House nine members. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont proposes to amend the original 
text of the section. 

The Curer Crenx. Itis proposed to amend 
the words moved to be stricken out so that, 
if amended as proposed, they will read, after 
the word: ‘‘say,’”’ in the seventeenth line on 
the first page, “To the State of Maine, five; 
to the State of New Ilampshire, three; to the 
State of Vermont, three.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL: The Senator from Ver- 
mont will accomplish’ his whole object (and 
we can“ correct the details afterward, ‘if his 
motion carries) by moving to strike out ‘ two 
hundred and eighty-three’” and inserting ‘ two 
hundred and ninety.” That is the effect of 
his: amendment, because if he adds to the 
separate States, he proposes fo add enough to 
increase the two hundred and ‘eighty-three to 
two hundred and ninety. “That will be under- 
stood at once by the Senate. . 

“Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That depends 
on the process used in the computation. I 
prefer the amendment. as I have made it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
will proceed. oe ts 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to 
be inserted, as follows: ~ 
~ To the State of Maine, five; to the State of New 
Hampshire, three; to the State of Vermont, three; 
to the State of Massachusetts, eleven; to the State 
of Rhode Island, two; to the State of Connecticut, 
fours to the State of New York, thirty-three; to the 
State of New Jersey, seven; to the State of Penn- 


sylvania, twenty-seven; to the State of Delaware, 


one; to the State of Maryland, six; to the State of 
Virginia, nine; to the State of North Carolina, eight ; 
to the State of South Carolina, five : to the State of 
Georgia, nine; to the State of Alabama, eight; to 
the State of Mississippi, six: to the State of Louis- 
jana, six; to the State of Ohio, twenty; to the State 
of Kentucky, ten: to the State of Tennessee, ten; to 
theState of Indiana, thirteen; to the State of fili- 
nois, nineteen; to the State of Missouri, thirteen: 
to the State of Arkansas, four; to the State of Mich- 
igan, nine: to the State of Florida, two; to the State 
of Texas, six; to the Stateof Iowa, nine; to the State 


of Wisconsin, eight; tothe State of California, four; 
to the State. of Minnesota, three; to the State of 
Oregon, one; to the State of Kansas, thgee; to the 
State of West Virginia, three; to thé State of 
Nevada, one: to the State of Nebraska. one. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Vermont will not persist in that motion in that 
form. Who in‘this Senate has made the cal- 
culation so-as to show what éach State is 
entitled to upon the number of Represeutatives 
that he advocates, two hundred and ninety-two, 
if I understand the Sénator aright—vot two 
hundred and ninety, but two hundred and 
ninety-two? Am I not right? : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator had examined the report made by his own 
committee, he would have seen precisely the 
effect of it on page 17 of the paper printed with 
the report. lt is made on the basis of start- 
ing with two hundred and ninety and deduct- 
ing four members for the States that are entitled 
to representation under the Constitution, re- 
gardiess of numbers. Then there are fractions 
allowed, so as ultimately to bring the number 
up to two bundred and ninety-two; and on 
that basis it will add a member to each of the 
States I have already indicated. 4 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator has not 
taken the scope of my objection. “I undér- 
stand very well that he has made the calcula- 
tion, and he, no doubt, considers it entirely 
accurate; but other Senators have not made 
it. It is not made in the tabular statement 
returned by the committee; that is a calcu- 
lation on the hypothesis that the number shall 
be two hundred and forty-three, and that cal- 
culation I know to becorreet; but I have made 
no calculation on the hypothesis that the House 
shall consist of two hundred and ninety-two 
members, and I do not know until I make that 
calculation what each State would be entitied 
to under it. It is no easy matter to make; it 
takes time and great patience to make itand to 
verify it, as those who were engaged in making 
the calculations reported to the Senate very 
well know from their own experience. i 

Now, what I suggest to the Senator is this: 
if he wishes the House to be two hundred and 
ninety-two, let him adopt the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Ilinois, and: move te 
strike out ‘‘two hundred and forty-three” in 
the amendment of the committee, and insert 
“two hundred and ninety-two’? If that 
amendment shall be adopted, then it isa matter 
of detail that will send the bill back to the 
committee to make the calculations, or not, 
just as the Senate sees fit, But at least we 
shall know then, we need not vote upon it with- 
out knowing that the calculations. of the 
Senate are correct or not. Let us bave’a test 
question. In fact, I think, with all deferetice to 
my friend, that the best thing we can ‘do is to 
vote directly upon the question’ made by ‘the 
report of the committee. Let ùs. see whether 
the Senate is disposed to keep the number of 
the House at the present number, two hundred 
and forty-three. If thats the opinion of the 
Senate, there is an end to the question. If 
that is not the opinion of the Senate, then we 
stand upon the House bill, and then the Sen- 
ator can move to charge that number to two 
hundred and ninety-two. T ‘think we had 
better have a test vote upon whether we will 
kéep the number of Representatives at the 
present number, two hundred and forty-three. 
But if the Senator from Vermont is not willing 
to take that course and let us have a test vote, 
which wecan have oñ the amendment reported 
by the Judiciary Committee, then let him 
move to amend the amendment ‘of the Judi- 


| ciary Committee, by striking out “twohundred 


and forty-three,’? and inserting “two hundred 
and ninety-two.’ If that carries, then we cati 
go to work and make ovr‘ealculations, to ‘see 
whether his details are correct. f 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vernont. ‘I will merely 
say that I-desite the question to be taken 
between the number proposed by me and ‘the 
number proposed by the ‘Cominittee on the 
Judiciary. í : 
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Mr. POMEROY. Lam at aloss to under- 
stand the Senator. Isupposed that this appor- 
tionment must be made upon some rule. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is no rule reported 
by anybody. We do not know what it is. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have not calculated 
it. Ido not know whether these numbers are 
reached, correctly to each of the States or not. 
The Senator says it is so, and I suppose it is; 
but I would rather have a definite number fixed, 
and let every State have its proportion on a 
rule that should apply equally to all. The 
Senator has argued at considerable length this 
morning against a large House of Represent- 
atives, and yet he proposes to add nine to the 
number of members fixed by the biil of the 
House. Ido not understand it. In the light 
of his argument, he should either leave the 
number asit now is or fix the number that 
they shall be entitled to by a strict rule appli- 
cable to all the States alike. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am ready 
to explain this at full length and in detail; but 
as it has been before every Senator, I supposed 
all had read the same document I had read. 
There they will see that it is carefully figured 
out, with every fraction, on paper. I have 
figured it independently of this paper before I 
saw it, and I think there is no mistake as to 
its accuracy. In relation to my consistency, 
I wili say that while I consider a large increase 
of the House of Representatives an evil, I 
consider an injustice inflicted on any State a 
greater evil. I consider disobedience to a 
plain provision of the Constitution so flagrant 
that I cannot vote for the bill any way, unless 
it be altered seriously. 

Mr. POMEROY. No Senator desires to 
inflict any injustice on any State, I think, 
especially upon New England. The Senator 
has spoken at considerable length, with a 
view of exciting sympathy for New England. 
I do not believe there is a person in the Senate 
that would detract an iota of any credit or 
merit that may be due to New England. But 
if she is losing year by year her population we 
cannot make it up by law. We cannot legis- 
late men into Vermont. We cannot help it. 
Her loss of population is owing to one of those 
inevitable laws that cannot be controlled by 
legislation, nor by these mathematical calcu- 
lations, in my opinion. I want to give New 
England and every State everything she is 
entitled to, and nothing more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘fhat is just what she 
asks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Vermont, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. Those voting for the larger 
number will vote “yea; those voting for the 
smaller number will vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the proposition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont, to increase 
the number of Representatives to two hundred 
and ninety-two. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Chair will allow 
me, I tried to get the Senator from Vermont to 
make that motion; but instead of making a 
motion to inerease the number to two hundred 
and ninety-two, I understand he simply makes 
a motion to increase New Hampshire from two 
to three, to increase Vermont from two to 
three, and to increase certain States, but he 
does not name the aggregate, so as to get a 
direct vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
merely meant to state the effect of the vote 
generally that Senators might understand it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will move 
then to insert in line five ‘two hundred and 
ninety-two’? in place of ‘two hundred and 
forty-three.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That we understand. 
The Senator now moves to strike ‘two hun- 
dred and forty-three” out of the Senateamend- 
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ment and insert ‘‘two hundred and ninety- 
two. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I withdraw 
the first proposition for the present, and move 
this last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out ‘‘two hundred and forty- 
three” and insert ‘‘two hundred and ninety- 
two, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FENTON (after having voted in the 
negative) said: I wag paired for Saturday on 
this subject with the Seuator from New Hamp 
shire, [Mr. Craciy,] and as his colleague 
thinks the pair may extend over until to-day, 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor will be allowed to withdraw his vote. 

The result was aunounced—yeas 17, nays 
81; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Uamlin, Harlan, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Pat- 
terson, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, and 
Wilson—li. 

NAYS—Mesers. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Michigan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitcheock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Windom, and 
Wright—3l. 

ABSEN f—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Chandler, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Kellogg, Lo- 
gan, Morton, Osborn, Pratt, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stewart, Vickers, and West—25. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


now recurs on the amendment of the Commit- į 


tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, That presents the dis- 
tinct question between the Senate amendment 
and the House bill, the Senate amendment 
fixing the number at two hundred and forty- 
three, while the House bill has it at two hun 
dredand eighty-three. If we adopt this amend- 
ment it will fix the number of the House of 
Representatives as it now is, at two hundred 
and forty-three. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. IL wish to ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate in saying a word on this 
amendment of the committee. I do not sap- 
pose it will perhaps be any advantage that I 
should say it except to myself in the fact that 
1 do say it and call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to just what the truth is about this matter 
once more. It looks a litle as if the univer- 
gal thirst for gain has got inside of this Cham- 
ber, and that gentlemen are inclined to vote 
because they see it with the eyes of what may 
be advantageous to their particular States, 
irrespective of what the Constitution may 
require and what the mathematics will show. 

The Constitution declares that we shall have 
equal representation according to numbers; 
and yet as this House bill stands there are 
eighteen States, to wit, Arkansas, Connecti- 
cut, Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Missouri, New Jersey, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Wisconsin, 
to whom by the House bill are given eighteen 
Representatives above an equal division which 
only, as I think, the Constitution permits. lt 
gives eighteen Representatives above an even 
division, on remainders amounting in the 
aggregate to 1,731,727; whereas it leaves out 
the other nineteen States,who have together a 
remainder over of almost half a million, to 
wit, 473,045, not represented ai all. 

The consequence, therefore, of making this 
allowance for remainders, instead of obeying 
what I consider the Constitution plainly to 
be, is that these eighteen States take eighteen 
Representatives as you will see on less than 
100,000 people to each Representative ; you 


have 1,700,000 of population and you get 
eighteen Representatives upon them, leaving 
nearly half a million in the other nineteen 
States unrepresented; whereas for these eigh- 
teen Representatives they would have required 
on the even division that the other States are 
obliged to submit to, besides losing their re- 
mainders, 2,446,142 inhabitants, thus giving 
a representation on 714,415 of an absolutely 
fictitious population, or more than five Rep- 
resentatives for no population at all, to the 
exclusion “of nineteen States entitled on the 
same principle to more than three Represent- 
atives on areal population. 

The answer made to thisis, ‘‘ We cannot help 
it.” So can every one say that does an injus- 
tice and violates the Constitution, ‘We cannot 
help it.”’ The Constitution says that the 
apportionment shall be according to numbers, 
and down to 1840 Congress never passed a 
bill which authorized any State to take any- 
thing beyond the number that an even division 
would give her. On the contrary, in 1792, - 
when the first apportionment bill was passed, 
it was passed upon the theory of representing 
fractions, and President Washington vetoed 
the bill for that very cause. I have his mes- 
sage here. It will take only a moment to read 
it, and as it is very short, as I trust my little 
speech will be, I will read it: 

APRIL 5, 1792. 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I have maturely considered the act passed DY the 
two Mouses, entitled * An net for an apportion- 
ment of Representatives among the several States 
according to the first enumeration,” and Lreturn it 
to your House, wherein it originated, with the fol- 
lowing objections: first, the Constitution has pro- 
scribed that Representatives shall bo apportioned 
among the several States according to theirrespective 
numbers; and there is no one proportion or division 
which, applied to the respective numbers of the 
States, will yicld the number and allotment of Rep- 
resentatives proposed by the bill, Second, tho 
Constitution has also provided that the number of 
Representativesshall not execed one for every thirty 
thousand, which restriction is, by the context, and 
by tair and obvious construction, to be applied to 
the separate and respective numbers of the States, 
and this bill has allotted to cight of the States more 
than one for every thirty thousand, 

GEORGE WASILINGTON. 

it appears from the contemporaneous de- 
bates in both Houses, which seem to be very 
well reported in the Annals of Congress, that 
the whole question turned in the Cabinet of 
General Washington, and also in the two 
Houses of Congress afier the message was 
received, upon the real question stated by the 
President. in his first objection, and that was 
that in order to obey the Constitution the best 
and only thing that could be done was to make 
an even division, having agreed upon what 
number of Representatives the House should 
contain, paying no attention to remainders at 
all, and then the consequence would be, aside 
from obeying the Constitution, that each 
State having a somewhat greater or less frac- 
tion over, would, in a general sense, average 
the matter of this supposed remainder or iu- 
equality in such a way as to produce the near- 
est result to perfect justice. Accordingly that 
bill was dropped, and a, new bill was passed, 
which the President did approve, providing 
that the number of the House of Representa- 
tives should be so many as should be upon the 
ratio of one for every thirty-three thousand 
inhabitants, I believe. 

That was followed until 1882, when a strong 
effort was again made to have a representa- 
tion upon fractions in the same form that it is 
proposed to represeutihem by this House bill. 
That, after great debate, passed the Senate in 
the form of an amendment to the House bill, 
which still adhered to the constitutional inter- 
pretation of the first veto message that ever 
arose under the present Constitution. It passed 
the Senate as an amendment to the House 
pill, but the House disagreed to the amend- 
ment, and the Senate again receded ; so that 
down to 1840 Representatives were always 
apportioned under the Constitution upon even 
divisions, leaving to the accidents of popula- 
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tion whatever remainders there might be to 
fall upon one State or another. 

Of course Į admit that that does not in a 
mathematical sense produce perfect equality, 
because the State which has the greatest re- 
mainder over has proportionately less repre- 
sentation; but it will be found, applied to the 
present census, that a large number of these 
eighteen States that are now to be represented 
upon fractions have the largest population ; 
they are the largest States, and therefore the 
proportionate diminution under the Constitu- 
tion, according to their respective numbers, 
from this loss on having a larger remainder, 
amounts to nothing at all, because the repre- 
sentation of two and a half million people in 
Ohio by seventeen Representatives, if you 
please, when by a perfect mathematical divis- 
ion she would be entitled to have a Repre- 
sentative on a remainder of two hundred thou- 
sand over, or one hundred thousand, or what- 
ever it might be, would be much smaller than 
‘on the same number of population or a smaller 
portion of population left over ina State whose 
total population was much less. In- other 
words, each State being represented accord- 
ing to its population, man for man, at the 
nearest possible approach to a division, thus 
gets her equality, although the larger re- 
mainders are found in the larger States. But 
that by this House bill seems to be entirely 
ignoged, as I pointed out on Friday. It 
appears, for an illustration again, that the 
State of Ohio, with eight times the population 
of Vermont, has ten times her representation, 
_ and you could therefore tare two from the State 
of Ohio and strike out from this bill altogether 
three ofher Representatives, making her seven- 
teen, andshe would then havea representation 
on a smaller ratio of division than several of the 
other States have by the bill. It is obvious that 
that does not comply with the Constitution. 
It is true that the amendment reported by 
the committee docs not cure that evil, beeanse 
the committee— a majority of the committee, 
and therefore the whole committee—did not 
feel quite advised of the propriety of making 
no provision for this direct representation of 
fractions; but it so happens, as I believe I 
undertook to show on Friday, that if you adopt 
this amendment the result in respect to the 
evenness of these remainders, and in respect 
to the general justice of the result, with one 
single exception, comes much nearer to the 
truth and to the constitutional basis than the 
bill of the House does, But the true thing 
that this body ought to do, and thatthe House 
ought to do, is to reject fractions altogether ; 
to pay attention to remainders, but to obey the 
Constitution in the sense in which it was inter- 
preted for the first fifty years of the Govern- 
ment, when the question was drawn into con- 
sideration at every census, when it was acted 
upon by both Houses of Congress, by the 
President, and every Department of the Gov- 
ernment in one direction. Then no State can 
complain; then no serious injustice looking 
over a considerable period of time can ever 
be done. But if you are temporarily to give 
to States which have large remainders more 
than they are entitled to, and deny to States 
with small remainders any represeniation at 
all, you just double the injustice. 

This isa matter of great importance for the 
future as well as to-day. To as in Vermont it 
is avery small matter, and indeed as the coun- 
try is now constituted it makes no practical 
difference. . We have sufficient reliance upon 
the justice and the honor of the Representatives 
of the people of the United States to suppose 
that if we were not represented at all, if our 
Representatives should die to-morrow, no in- 
justice would be done to the section of coun- 
try they would otherwise represent. That is 
not the point at all; but itis the point in this 
great and growing country that we should ex- 
press and carry out some fidelity to` the consti- 
tational requirements as to equality of repre- 


sentation, and that can only be attained, as it 
appears to me, by adhering to the construc- 
tion that was put upon the Constitution in the 
first fifty years of the Government, and reject- 
ing remainders altogether. I should hope, if 
this amendment of the committee should be 
adopted or should not, some step might be 
taken which would enable the Senate to ex press 
its opinion in some definite form upon the 
question which I have now stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the first amendment reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Allow me to 
inquire whether this amendment involves the 
question between the Senate ratio and the 
House directly ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itdoes. The 
effect of this amendment is to reduce the House 
from the number fixed by the House bill to 
two hundred and forty-three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A vote “yea” will fix 
the number at ‘‘two hundred and forty-three ;*’ 
a vote ‘‘nay’’ will leave it as the House has 
left it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in 
favor of the smaller number will vote ‘‘yea;’’ 
those in favor of the larger number will vote 
(£) na Tdd 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the vote is taken I 
desire to make one remark. I was struck 
with the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Suerman] the other day with regard to 
the proposition as it comes from the House. 
He reminded usthat it was a House proposition 
and that it was natural that the House should 
be allowed to regulate itself. I think there is 
much in that worthy of consideration. [ doubt 
if the Senate would receive any proposition 
from the House especially applicable to us 
with much favor. I think we should be dis- 
posed to repel it. I think that we should say 
that our experience should enable us to judge 
that question better than the experience of the 
House. And now I ask whether the experience 
of the House does not enable them to judge of 
the question of numbers better than we can 
judge of it? I confessthat on general grounds 
! should prefer a smaller House; personally | 
incline that way, but E am not willing on that 
point to set myself against the House. 

Then, sir, | cannot be insensible to the ex- 
ample of other countries. 1 do not know 
whether Senators have troubled themselves 
on that head; but if they have not, I think it 
will not be uninteresting to them to have their 
attention called to the numbers of the great 
legislative bodies of the world at this moment. 
Beginning with England, there is the upper 
House, the Chamber of Peers, composed of 


| four hundred and sixty-six members; then the 
| lower House, the House of Commons, with six 
hundred and fifty-eight members. 


We know 
that, practically, these members attend only 
in comparatively small numbers; that it is 
pa on great questions that either House is 
full. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Did the Houseof Lords 
ever have anything like that number present? 

Mr. SUMNER.  Ithas had several hundred. 
There are four hundred and sixty-six entitled 
to seats in the House of Lords. 

Pass over to France. The National Assem- 
bly sitting at Versailles at this moment, elected 
February 8, 1871, and July 2, 1871, consists of 
seven hundred and thirty-eight members. 

Pass on to Prussia. The upper Chamber of 
the Parliament of Prussia has two handred 
and sixty-seven members; the lower Chamber 
has four hundred and sixty-two. Now, we all 
know that Prussia is a country where no rule 
of administration or of constitution isadopted 
lightly, and everything is considered, if I may 
so express myself, in the light of science. 


Pass to Austria, under the recent organiza- 
tion. You are aware that there are two dif- 
ferent Parliaments now in Austria: one for 
what is called the cis-Leithan territories, 
territories this side of the river Leith; the 
other, trans- Leithan, being those on the other 
side, constituting Hungary. Beginning with 
those on this side of the river Leith, the upper 
House consists of one hundred and fifty mem- 
bers—observe it is twice as large as our Senate. 
The lower House consists of two hundred and 
three members—smaller than our House of 
Representatives. But now pass to the other 
side of the river and look at the Hungarian 
Parliament. There the upper House contains 
two hundred and -sixty-six members, and the 
lower House, or Chamber of Deputies, as it is 
called, four hundred and thirty-eight. 

Pass to Italy, a country organized under a 
new constitution in the light of European and 
American experience, liberal, and with a dis- 
position to found their institutions on the basis 
of-science. The Senate of Italy contains two 
hundred and seventy members, the Chamber 
of Deputies five hundred and eight. 

Then pass to Spain. There the Cortes con- 
tains four hundred members. 

So that you will find in all these countries, 
Great Britain, France, Prussia, Hungary, and 
Spain, that the number adopted for the lower 
House is much larger than any now proposed 
for our House of Representatives. 

Tcaliattention to this fact because it illustrates 
the question by the example of other nations. 
At any rate it shows that other nations are 
not deterred by anything in political experience 
from having a House with these large numbers ; 
and this perhaps is of more value because 
writers in Europe, political philosophers for 
successive generations, have warned against 
large bodies. We have the famous saying of 
the Cardinal De Retz that any body of men 
above a hundred is a mob, and that saying, 
coming from so famous a statesman and wit, 
has passed into a proverb, doubtless affecting 
the judgment of many minds ; and yet in the 
face of this testimony, we find that the actual 
practical example of Europe is the other way. 
The popular branch in all these considerable 
countries is much more numerous than it is 
now proposed to make our House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: I desire to 
ask the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether he, with his record, can vote to 
ignore the fourteenth amendment, as the House 
bill obviously does? 

Mr. SUMNER, 
head. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
have the Senator say something upon it. 

Mr. SUMNER. The question now before 
the Senate, and on which we are to vote, is 
between the smaller number and the larger, 
and what I have said, the Senator is aware, 
was addressed specially to that point. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And that 
question decides the other. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does it decide the other? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. How does it decide the 
other question? If the Senator will put his 
proposition on the other question in the form 
of a motion I certainly shall consider it most 
carefully before I vote against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator who 
reported this bill told us that it made no dif- 
ference whether those excluded by the four- 
teenth amendment were counted or not; or 
perhaps it was my colleague who stated it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwill say to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that it makes no difference at 
all on the basis of two hundred and forty-three 
members, and I am not aware that it makes 
any on that of two hundred and eighty-three. 
I have made a calculation on two hundred and 
eighty-three, the House bill, without taking 
into consideration the fourteenth amendment 


Ihave said nothing on that 
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at all, but I have not calculated it taking that 
into consideration. We did make the calcula- 
tion on the number two hundred and forty- 
three, and in that case it does not alter it at 
all, and I have no reason to suppose that it 
would alter it on two hundred and eighty-three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask whether there is 
any exclusion from the right to vote except in 
Rhode Island and one other State, perhaps 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There area few ex- 
cluded in all the States. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 should like to know 
who they are and why they are excluded. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have the table before 
me. JI will state to the Senator from Ohio—I 
stated it the other day, but I suppose I did not 
attract his attention—that the Secretary of the 
Interior says that this report as to the exclu- 
sion of persons from the right to vote under 
the fourteenth amendment is not reliable ; that 
he does not place much reliance upon it; that 
there was no law passed to carry out the four- 
teenth amendment in this respect, and he gave 
instructions to the deputy marshals to ascertain 
as well as they could, but be does not think 
their reports reliable. There are 43,329 per- 
sons reported as disfranchised, who are male 
citizens above twenty-one years of age, in all 
the States of the Union—in Alabama, 690 ; 
Arkansas, 198; Ohio, 2,551 

Mr. SHERMAN, Those were for idiocy 
and lunacy, Í presume. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It does not state for 
what, and we have no means of knowing. In 
Kansas there ave 1,223 reported. But this 
information, as stated in an official letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, is so imperfect 
and so indelinite, that he places very little 
reliance upon it. I can have the letter of the 
Secretary read again, if it is desired ; but that 
is the statement which he makes. ‘The calcu- 
lation was made on the basis of two hundred 
and forty-three, and it made no difference 
whether you took the fourteenth amendment 
into consideration or not. 1 have not gone 
through with a calculation to see whether it 
would do so on the basis of two hundred and 
eighty-three members ; but 1 have no reason to 
suppose that it would. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The proposition 
of the Senate Committee on thed udiciary would 
seem to be an effort to keep the representation 
of the House where itis. That may be prac- 
ticable now; of course it would be ifthe House 
should concur; but it is apparent enough that 
there are popular tendencies in our institutions 
which will in the end carry the representation 
of the other branch very much beyond what it 
is now; and | am inclined to think that will 
be in harmony with the true genius of our in- 
stitutions. That branch of the Government is 
thoroughly, in iis make-up, popular. In order 
to get a fair expression of what it is, it ought 
to represent very fully the popular sentiment 
of the country. It cannot do it so well in any 
way as by numbers. Of course there must be 
a limit; but in order to have a full expression 
and to realize what Í think that branch of the 
Government is in theory, it must in fact in the 
end have a pretty large representation in the 
House of Kepresentatives. Therefore, 1 think 
any effort on the part of the Senate to restrain 
it is not only a misconception, but in the end 
would beoverruled; and I am disposed, acting 
in harmony with what Í believe to be the gev- 
eral genius of our institutions, so to speak, to 
defer somewhat to what the Representatives 
themselves feel is the necessity to give expres- 
sion to that popular sense. So I shail find it 
most agreeable to myself to vote for the bill 
as it came from the House. I believe i have 
onee voted for a larger number, but that is 
entirely in harmony with what I have said 
about the popular character of that branch of 
the Government. I sball therefore vote to 
sustain the bill as it came from the Hotse as 
against the Senate proposition. 

Mr. COLE, ‘This seems to me to be a mat- 
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| all. 


ter of considerably more importance than 
would at first appear upon a casual view. For 
myself, I am in favor of the amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee, believing as I do that 
the House of Representatives is made up of a 
large enough number at present. The practices 
of other Governments in this respect should 
not, it appears to me, control us in any degree 
in our action at tbis time. It is well known 
that in the legislative bodies of Europe busi- 
ness is transacted in a different manner from 
what itis here. In the House of Commons 
of Great Britain, for example, a division is 
very rarely called for. It is a very common 
thing in the House of Representatives of the 
United States to call for the yeas and nays; 
and a great deal of time is consumed in calling 
the yeas and nays in that body. 

But a disposition appears to be manifested 
on the part of some Senators to deter to the 
judgment of the House in regard to its num- 
ber. I do not think we are called upon to 
defer to them absolutely. We are interested 
in this matter, certainly to the extent of ex- 
pediting business in Congress, and the larger 
the body at the other end of the Capitol the 
more difficulty there will be in transacting 
business under our rules. 

It is presumable from the form in which the 
bill comes to us that the House desire this 
number of two hundred and eighty-three, but 
it is not to be concluded absolutely that such 
is the case. We know that propositions very 
often come from that House with the expecta- 
tion that the Senate will correct them. We 
know that propositions even creep into ap- 
propriation bills there, which they absolutely 
rely upon the Senate to correct, where the 
House does not agree to the proposition as it 
is sent to us, by the expression of the will of a 
majority. A proposition is frequently allowed 
to go through there under the importunity of 
a few members of that body, reliance being 
had upon the Senate to correct the error, or 
mistake, or wrong in the bill as it comes to us. 

J am convinced that under the rules of that 
body, which are likely to continue for Con- 
gresses to come, the House as now constituted 
is large enough for the convenient transaction 
of business, and I shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. With regard to the re- 
port of the Commissioner of the Census in 
reference to my own State, I have looked at it 
and [ finda large number represented there as 
disqualified as if they came under the four- 
teenth amendment, as if the disqualification 
was something provided for in the fourteenth 
amendment. I apprehend that is not so at 
In their instructions, the deputy mar- 
shals were required to ascertain in taking the 
census, of a male citizen over the age of twen- 
ty-one years, whether he was disqualified to 
vote. They construed that to mean whether 
he was a qualified voter; and if he had not 
been there a year, if he was what we call in 
the West a ‘‘new-comer’’ and had not been 
a resident of the State a year or six months, 
as the case might be, he could not vote, and 
so they put him down as disqualified. The 
large number reported as disqualified in my 
State, L apprehend, grows out of the fact that 
in taking the census and making an enumera- 
tion of those citizens who had lately arrived in 
the State, they were put down as disqualified 


| because they could not vote under our consti- 


tution, had not been there long enough to do so. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean to say that 


| there are no constitutional disqualifications in 


our State? 

Mr. POMEROY. I think only as it relates 
to those who are in the insane asylum or who 
have been convicted of some infamous crime. 
There is a disqualification of that kind, but 
the number is very limited. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If they are disqualified 
for crime, they are not within the fourteenth 
amendment. 


Mr, POMEROY, And they are not, as the 
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Senator says, with the exception of one class, 
within the disabilities of the fourteenth amend- 
ment. But be that as it may, the number is 
very small. There were twenty-seven, I think, 
at the asylum at the last report. I saw noth- 
ing like the number of twelve hundred, reported 
by the Commissioner of the Census in this 
table. 

The objection of the Senator from California, 
thatit will retard public business in the House of 
Representatives to have a large number there, 
may be a good consideration orit may not. Tf 
the House of Representatives desire to relieve 
themselves of the delay in calling the yeas and 
nays, they can vote in five minutes, if they 
choose to do so, and take the yeas and nays 
substantially by electricity. A machine has 
already been invented to accommodate the 
House of Representatives in that respect, to 
take the sense of the House by yeas and nays 
and have them computed in five minutes. If 
it is necessary to discharge the public business, 
they can discharge it better than they do now 
by simply taking the sense of the House in 
that way, and I do not know that there is any 
provision in the Constitution or any law against 
taking it in that way. So we can get along if 
the House choose to adopt that system and 
conduct the public business and run the num- 
ber up to three hundred or five hundred. J 
shall content myself with voting the number 
that the House of Representatives themselves 
wanted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FENTON. As my pair with the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire (Mr. Oracrn} did 
not embrace this question, 1 take the liberty 
of voting “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 
84; as follows: 


Y£AS~Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West. Virginia, Edmunds, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston, 
Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, 
Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, 
and ‘Trumbull—20, ‘ 

NAYS~Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, West, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—34. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Carpenter, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Flanagan, Hitchcock, Logan, Morton, 
Nyo, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Spencer, Stewart, and 
Viekers—19. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senate having by a 
very decided majority determined that it will 
not restrain the House of Representatives to 
the number now in that House, I wish merely 
to say for myself that I see no use in experi- 
menting by proposing other numbers than the 
number fixed in the House bill, Every num- 
ber requires a calculation. Wherever you 
change the division, you must have a new cal- 
culation and a consideration of the fractions— 
a labor that requires time and care. Any 
proposition made to change the number now 
of the House bill involves an inquiry, what will 
be its effect? Ican say to the Senate, from 
having studied a great deal upon this bill, that 
you cannot understand the effect of an amend- 
ment fixing the number until you have ciphered 
it all out and seen it in tabular form before 
you. While I think the Senate committee's 
amendment was better in every respect than 
the House bill, that it produced a much fairer 
apportionment, was much wearer to the Con- 
stitution, and kept the membership of the 
House at a better number than two hundred 
and eighty-three, yet as the Senate is in favor 
of a higher number than at present, I for one 
see no necessity for amending the bill as it 
came from the House in respect to the num- 
ber of the House at all. I therefore, so fares 
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Iam concerned as at present advised, shall 
vote against any amendment to section one of 
the bill of the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Secretary 
will report the next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The Cuer CLERK. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary is in sec- 
tion three, line two, to strike out ‘‘ 1876” 
and insert ‘‘1872;"’ and in the fifth line to 
strike out ‘‘forty-fifth’’. and insert ‘‘ forty- 
third ;”’ so that the section will read: 

Sec. 3. That the Tuesday next after the first Mon- 
day in November, in the year 1872, is hereby fixed 
and established asthe day, in each of the States and 
Territories of the United States, for the election of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Forty-Third 
Congress; and the ‘Tuesday next after the first Mon- 
day in November, in every second year thereafter, 
is hereby fixed and established as the day for the 
election, in cach of said States and Territories, of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Congress com- 
mencing on the 4th day of March next thereafter, 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as I am individ- 
ually concerned, I stated my objections to this 
amendment the other day; but the Senator 
from Indiana, (Mr. Morron,] who has been 
called away, lett. word for me to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate again to the inconvenience 
this amendment would cause the people of 
Indiana. As I understood him, they cannot 
conveniently pass a law for the election of 
Representatives in November, the time of the 

residential election, without convening the 

egislature, and practical difficulties of a seri- 
ous character are in the way of convening 
the Legislature for that purpose. Now, as no 
great good will result from this amendment, 
ag nothing but a theoretical good can result 
from it, is it not better to take the proposition 
of the House, and postpone the operation of 
this change until 1876, and by that time the 
people of every State will have conformed 
their constitutions to this law? 

In some of the States, L do not know how 
many, this amendment will require a special 
election fur members of Congress a few weeks 
after the general election for State officers. 
There is no time before the Ist of November 
next for the States to change their coustitu- 
tions or laws. No special act could be pro- 
vided to carry this provision into effect in any 
State without convening the Legislature. I 
am quite sure that this would work consider- 
able inconvenience in the Stateof Ohio. Oar 
people have always been in the habit of elect- 
ing members of Congress at the time of the 
State election in October. It is part of the 
habit of the State ever since its foundation as 
a State. 

I think myself that it is wise to make all the 
fall elections occur at the same time, and I 
have no doubt the people of Ohio will this 
year or next year, when the constitutional con- 
vention convenes, fix the same time for the 
election of Federal officers and State officers, 
thus saving the people the expense of two 
elections; but it would be inconvenient now, 
before the meeting of the constitutional conven- 
tion, to have a change of the time of the elee- 
tion of members of Congress, although in Ohio 
it will be less inconvenient than in Indiana. 

I am told that in one State, Texas, there is 
no means by which the Legislature can be 
convened. The Legislature has adjourned 
sine die, They are only elected once in two 
years, and they cannot be convened. 


Why adopt an amendment which will only | 


create embarrassment, without doing anything 
to the theoretical good, or rather bringing a 
theoretical advantage four years in advance 
of the time fixed by the House of Represent- 
aiives? I hope this.amendment will not be 
adopted. ae: 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I think 
the same day should be: fixed throughout the 
country for the election of members of Con- 
gress.. But while I think that. is important, 
and I should be glad to have it adopted at 
once, I certainly do not wish to adopt an 
amendment bere that is going to inconven- 
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ience the States, This amendment which the 
committee have recommended, to fix the con- 
gressional election next fall in all the States 
on the same day, I believe is desirable; but 
whether it is best to adopt it for this year 
under the circumstances suggested is a ques- 
tion for the Senate to determine. I think it 
ig understood. For my own part, left free to 
act without the action of the committee, I do 
not think I would myself insist upon striking 
out 1876 and inserting 1872, but 1 do not see 
why we might not insert 1874. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from 
Indiana also informed me—the Chair will know 
how that is—that under the constitution of the 
State of Indiana it requires the successive 
action of two Legislatures to change the consti- 
tution. That is to say,a resolution for a con- 
vention must pass one Legislature and go over 
to another, and then again have an affirmative 
vote in the second Legislature, before a con- 
vention can be called, so that a considerable 
time would be required to change the State 
constitution. Iam quite sure that is the pro- 
vision of some of the States; and that was the 
reason given in the House of Representatives, 
as lam informed, why this change was post- 
poned for four years so as to give every State 
ample time, according to the provisions of its 
constitution, to change its law to correspond 
with this section. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no necessity to 
change the constitution of Indiana or the con- 
stitution of any State in order to hold the 
election on the day named in this amendment; 
and that for the simple reason that Congress 
has by the Federal Constitution the power to 
{ix the time of holding the election of members 
of the House of Representatives, and when it 
does fix the time that is the paramount law of 
the land; and all thatany State Legislature bas 
to do, if indeed that be necessary in any State, 
ig to pass an act, which can be passed in tea 
lines or less, saying that all laws relating to the 
election of members of Congress in force in 
that State shall apply to the election when 
held on the day named in the act of Congress. 
it requires no change of the Constitution; 
it requires no intricale legislation; it only 
requires the passage of an act of ten lines; 
and in most of the States it does not require 
even that, because the election laws are gen- 
eral, applying to all elections without reference 
to the days on which they are held. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 wish to say that while 
my colleague istechnically correct in his state- 
ment, yet practically he is very incorrect, be- 
cause the Constitution ofthe States of Ohio and 
Indiana, and many of the western States, fixes 
the time for the election of State officers on 
the second Tuesday of October, and this would 
compel the election of members of Congress 
three weeks after that, thus putting the people 
of the State to the expense of a double elec- 
tion the same fall. It is to avoid that incon- 
venience that I think the States ought to be 
aliowed to change their constitutions, and to 
conform their State election laws to this law. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is not the case in 
the year 1872 atall. This amendmeni creates 
no additional election. The people vote in 
October for their State officers, and they vote 
for President in November, and it is only to 
transfer the election of members of the House 
of Representatives from the State election in 
October to the Federal election, where it prop- 
erly belongs, in November; and before 1874, 
when the next subsequent election will take 
place for members of Congress, every State 
can, if it see fit, change its constitution or 
change its laws. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not hear the objec- 
tion stated to this amendment which will con- 
trol my vote. It is very true that the power in 
the Constitution to fix the time is undoubted. 
The only question with me is whether it is 
wise to fix it in the manner proposed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. I 
think itis uot, It is very true, asthe Senator 


from Ohio says, that a law in five lines can 
order an election for members of Congress in 
November. It is also true, however, that in 
all States where members of Congress are now 
elected on the day of the annual election for 
State officers the people would be obliged to 
hold an additional election. 

Mr. TROMBULL. That is answered by 
the suggestion that. all the States have to have 
an election for President on the day this fixes. 
The State of Maine this year votes on the 
very day fixed here for presidential electors. 
You have the two elections, at any rate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The objection may not apply 
to the present year, but in two subsequent 
years it would apply precisely as I make the 
objection now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not the time sufficient? 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN ] suggests that there is not time, 
owing to the mode prescribed for amending 
the State constitution in Indiana. I regret 
that Congress should deem it wise to fix the 
day of election in November; but that is a 
question which I do not propose to discuss 
now. Itwill be the most inconvenient period 
of the year for the State which I in part repre- 
sent, probably, of any time that could be desig- 
nated; but still that is a question which I do 
not propose now to discuss, nor do L wish to 
interpose any objection to a time that is satis 
factory to Congress. But it seems to me that 
the time should not be made for the coming 
election, but let it stand for the year named in 
the bill of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary 
to the third section of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
amendment of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary will be read. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
add tothe third section the following proviso: 


Provided, That in any State in which hy law the 
polis are held open more than one day for the elec- 
tion of State officers the polls for the election of 


members of Congress in such State in A. D, 1872 
shall be held open for the same length of time, 
beginning on the day above specified in this section. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Before the vote 
is taken, so as to make it harmonize, I suggest 
that ‘¢1872”’ should be changed to +‘ 1876,” or 
else omit the proviso altogether. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
Jersey remembers the reason that was inserted, 
I presume. It came to the knowledge of the 
committee that in some of the States, particu- 
larly in Texas, I think, the election was held 
for several days. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Four days. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And that their law. only 
provides for holding elections at the county 
seat, It was stated to the committee that it 
would be impracticable for all the voters of the 
county to go to the county seat and vote on 
one day, and hence it would be better to allow 
as many days for the election of members of 
e Congress as for State officers. I think myself 
it isa very bad arrangement to be voting sev- 
eral days; all the voting should be on one 
day; but we do not control that; and inas- 
much as in some of the States they vote for 
several days and have but one place for voting 
in a county, it was suggested that we ought to 
extend the time of voting for members of 
Congress as long asitis extended for voting 
for other officers. I do not know now, how- 
ever, that there will be any particular neces- 
sity for this amendment, the other amendment 
to this section not having been agreed to. 
There is no provision confining the election 
of members of Congress to a single day until 

1876, and there will be time enough for these 
States to conform their legislation to the law, 
which will take effect in 1876. 1 am not sure 
now that this amendment is necessary at all. 
I rather think it is not. The Senator from 


Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] had information on that 
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subject, but I do not know now that there will 
be any necessity for this proviso. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not think 
there is any necessity for the proviso now; but 
if it is passed, the alteration I suggest ought to 
be made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We had better leave it 
out altogether. 

Mr. THURMAN. What alteration did the 
Senator from New Jersey suggest? I did not 


hear it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suggested that 
ifthe proviso was kept in, this provision should 
be made to harmonize with the body of the 
section by making it apply to 1876 instead of 


1872. 

Mr. THURMAN. That would not do atall, 
because that would defeat the very object of 
the proviso. The difficulty which gave rise to 
this proviso has been stated by the chairman 
of the committee. The Senate must under- 
stand it. There are some States in which, by 
the laws, the election is held for several days, 
and all the electors in a county vote at thesame 
place. for instance, I have in my mind a 
county where there are six thousand voters, 
and they are all required to vote at the same 
place. Jt has been found by experience that 
you cannot take and register the name of the 
voter more than one vote per minute, which 
is sixty per hour; so that if the judges sat for 
twelve hoars they could only take seven hun- 
dred and twenty votes, and that would be seven 
hundred and twenty votes out of six thousand 
persons entitled to vote. That is manifestly 
wrong, and hence the State law provides that 
the election may be kept open for three or four 
days, so that all thé voters may be entitled to 
vote. But Iam not certain but that the sugges- 
tion of the chairman of the committee is right 
now, that, since the Senate has voted down the 
proposition to hold the election on a certain 
day in November this year, there is no neces- 
sity for this proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It had better be left out. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am indifferent about 
this amendment now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have consulted one of 
the Senators from Texas, and he thinks there 
is no necessity now for the proviso, inas- 
much as the certain day fixed for the election 
does not take effect until 1876. TU think, there- 
fore, this amendment may be disagreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is on agrecing to the amendment to add 
a proviso to the third section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The next 
amendment of the committee will be reported. 

The Cnr Cuer. Tho next amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary is in sec- 
tion four, line cight, to strike out the words 
“and in such manner.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is merely verbal. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope that amendment 
will not be adopted; I see no necessity in the 
world for it. And now the Senate having re- 
fused to adopt any of the amendments so far 
reported by the Judiciary Committee, I hope 
the Senate will continue to refuse and will 
take the bill just as it came from the House 
of Representatives. There are but two amend- 
ments now left reported by the committee. 
‘One is to strike out the words ‘tin such 
manner;’’ the other is to add an additional 
section as section six. As to section six, ib 
is nothing in the world but the fourteenth 
amendment, and there is no more necessity 
for putting it in this bill than there is for 
inserting the Lord’s Prayer. It has no more 
effect than if you were to insert in it the Lord’s 
Prayer or the Decalogue; and therefore there 
is no necessity f-r sending this bill back to the 
House in order that it may contain the four- 
teenth amendment, or a clause of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution. | take 
it, then, that the Senate will not delay the pas- 
sage of this bill in order merely to insert sec- 
tion six, which is nothing but the fourteenth 


amendment. If that is the case, then shall 
we send the bill back merely in order that we 
may amend it by striking out these words ‘‘in 
such manner?” I do not think that to strike 
them out would serve any valuable purpose, 
and I hope, therefore, the amendment will be 
disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When a bill goes on for 
some time, Mr. President, you at last gene- 
rally see, with all respect to my friend, the 
cloven foot. If you do not adopt this amend- 
ment and strike out these words, then you will 
have repealed in the cas@ of elections to fill 
vacancies all that we have provided about 
inspecting the elections of members of Con- 
gress in the States by the registration bills that 
we have passed and the inspection bills that 
we have passed in this Congress and in pre- 
ceding Congresses. As thelaw of the United 
States now stands, in order to enforce the 
rights of the people under the Constitution and 
to secure a fair election of members of Con- 
gress, we have provided that in certain cities 
there shall be a certain registration and certain 
inspection of elections by officers of the Uni- 
ted States. This section, as it was inadver- 
tently drawn, I have no doubt, in the House 
of Representatives, not only directs that when- 
ever there is a vacancy to be filled in any dis- 
trict for a member of Congress the election 
shall be at the time provided by the State law, 
but that it shall be in the manner provided in 
the State law. It is a clear repeal of the exist- 
ing provisions of law which declare that it shall 
bein the mavner and under the observation 
and inspection provided by the acts of Con- 
gress. Therefore Í am not at all surprised to 
hear my honorable friend from Obio say thet 
he thinks the amendment had better not be 
adopied, so that wherever by the old contriy- 
ances that have been adopted, in some of the 
cities that I need not name, it would be con- 
venient to count in a member of Congress of 
a certain political persuasion thatdid not have 
votes enough fairly given, and to count out 
another who did receive them, it would only 
be necessary to tura out the United States in- 
spectors and the other means that the law has 
provided for seeing that there was a fair elec- 
tion to leave it to the ward politicians in the 
city of New York and other cities to determine 
who shall be the member. Of course my hon- 
orable friend does not mean that, exactly; be 


we wish to repeal what we have already pro- 
vided for purity in the elections of members 
of Congress in the great cities, we must agree 
to this amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘There is no cloven foot 
or any other kind of horned animal in this 
amendment, or in these words without it. In 
the first place, this section relates only to the 
case of a special election to fill a vacancy, or 
where there is a failure to elect. It does not 
touch the general elections for members of the 
House of Kepresentatives. The cases, there- 
fore, to which it will apply are very rare indeed. 
b It is very seldom that there is an election to 


ig a failure to elect. In all those States in 
which a plurality elects, no such thing as a 
failure to elect can occur unless there should 
De a tie, and in those cases I think in every 
State the right then is determined by lot. It 
is so in my own State, and has always been so. 

I think, therefore, there can be no failure 
to elect except in those States in which a 
majority of all the votes is necessary to elect 
a member, and they are very few in number. 
Then there is no probability of there being a 
failure to elect so as to make this section neces- 
sary in many cases, and the vacancies that 
happen are very few indeed. The section 
itself, therefore, is rather inserted out of abun- 
dant caution than for any other reason. Itis 
very unlikely that there will be half a dozen 
cases of elections under this scetion within 
half a dozen years. Bnt, sir, suppose there 


does not see that, of course; otherwise he | 
| would not oppose the amendment; bat unless 


fill a vacancy, and still more seldom that there- 


pi 


| 


| 
i 
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were. The Senator is entirely wrong in saying 
that striking out these words ‘‘in such man- 
ner” would have any effect whatever upon the 
laws that have been passed by Congress in 
regard to elections. Itis not pretended that 
those laws are expressly repealed, but it is 
said they will be repealed by implication. 
There is no implication at all to repeal them 
if you leave these words in. There is no im- 
plication in these words “in such manner.” 
A statute is never repealed by implication if 
both statutes can stand. It is only where the 
repngnancy is so manifest that they are wholly 
irreconcilable that one statute repeals another 
by implication. Now, you can satisfy the words 
‘in such manner” in the section as it came 
from the House, without making any repug- 
nancy at all between it and the act of Congress 
to which the Senator referred. 

What is ‘manner?’ ‘At such time and 
in such manner’’ isthe language. Take the 
case of a vacancy in my own State. A vacancy 
happens in the House of Representatives in 
the delegation from Ohio. What is the time 
when the election to fill that vacancy shall be 
held? ‘hat is fixed by the Governor’s proc- 
lamation under the law which authorizes him 
to issue it and to fix the time. What is “the 
manner??? The manner is also fixed in the. 
same way by the law: that that election shall be 
called by the Governor of the State, and then 
that it shall be held pursuant to the election 
law of the State. ‘That is all there is of it. 

Does the Senator say that these laws which 
Congress has passed repeal the State laws? 
There is not one of them that is repealed. 
livery election to be valid now this day must 
be in the manner provided by the State law, 
and because you have superadded certain safe- 
guards, as you supposed, certain interference 
of I*ederal officials, you have not repealed the 
manner provided by the State law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; we have added to it. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is all you have 
done, added to it; and when you provide here 
for an exceptional case, the case of a vacancy 
or the like, you do not—because you say that 
it is to be at the time and in the manner pro- 
vided by the State Jaws—repeal your act of 
Congress which speaks in so many words of 
all elections at which a member of Congress 
is chosen. There is no express repeal of it, 
and there is no implication of repeal; and 
much as I think that these laws of yours are 
wrong, I am compelled to say thatthese words, 
‘Sin such manner,’ do not operate to repeal 
them, and do not affect them in the slightest 
degree. There is no necessity, therefore, for 
retaining the words. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my honorable friend 
were the State inspector of elections in all the 
States to receive the votes and count them 
everywhere in the event of their being an elec- 


-tion to fill a vacancy caused by death or resig- 


nation or any other casualty occurring, there 
would be great force in what he says, because 
after he has committed himself to one inter- 
pretation of the law he would stand by it; but 
unhappily he does not fill that position. Now, 
the very word that the Constitution uses in 
giving to us authority to interfere in the States 
in the election of members of Congress is the 
word “ manner.” The fourth section of the 
first article of the Constitution declares that 
“the times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Legis- 
latures thereof; but the Congress may at any 
time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the place of. choosing Senators.” 
My friend is right, therefore, in saying that 
we have not repealed the State manner of 
electing members of Congress in those respects 
which are still consistent with what we have 
done. We have not undertaken to change the 
time; we have not undertaken to change the 
officers who shall preside chiefly at those elec- 
tions; but we have under this authority un- 
dertaken to supervise and to watch over the 
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State elections for members of Congress in 
execution of this article. Hence there is not 
only the State manner now in these elections, 
but there is also the congressional, the national 
manner, both combined. 

_ Now we are providing fora vacancy, and the 
House bill says that if there is a vacancy you 
shall act upon the State manner and upon 
that alone: We say leave out the word ‘‘ man- 
ner ;’?-merely declare that the election shall 
be at the time fixed by the State, leaving the 
State manner. as far as it operates, and the 
national manner as for as it operates, in full 
force; so that I disagree with my honorable 
friend entirely when he says that this is no 
repeal by implication and inconsistency of our 
previous condition respecting the manner in 
which and under which these elections shall 
be conducted. , i 

Now, if the Senate is desirous, for the mere 
purpose of saving twenty minutes of time by 
sending this bill to the House of Representa- 
tives, to go back in respect to vacancies from 
the provisions and securities that we have 
provided in respect to regular elections, very 
well. 

Thé VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the commit- 
tee to the fourth section, striking out the 
words ‘‘in such manner.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered ; and being taken, 
resulted—ycas 26, nays 82; as follows: 

YRAS~Messrg. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Carpen- 
ter, Chandicr, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Gilbert, Hlamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Spen- 
eer, West, Wilson, and Windom—26. 

NAYS—Messrs, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Casserly, Clayton. Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West, Virginia, Frolinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, John- 
ston, Kollogg, Kelly, Norwood, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Lipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, and Wright—32. : 

ABSUENT~Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
hain, Cooper, Cragin, Penton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Harlan, Lewis. Logan, Morton, Nye, 
Pratt, and Stewart—165, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next and last amendment of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which is to add 
to the bill a new section. 

The Chief Clerk read the next amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, which was 
to add as an additional section to the bill the 
following : 

Src. 6. That should any State, after the passage 
of this act, deny or abridge tho right of any of the 
male inhabitants of such States, being twenty-ono 
yoars of age, and citizens of tho United States, to 
vote at any election named in the Constitution, 
article fourteen, section one, oxcept for participation 
in the rebellion or other crime, the number of Rep- 
resentatives apportioned in this act to such States 
shall be reduced in the proportion which the number 
of such malo citizensshall have to the whole number 
of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such 
State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on agreeing to that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have the 
second section of the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution read. Probably it is not 
familiar to the Senate. Isend it to the desk 
to be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are going to stand 
by any. agreements, probably my friend had 
better be quiet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You have no objection 
to having that section read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I would be glad to 
have it read everyday. It ought to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is in the 
nature of debate, but if there be no objection, 
the Secretary will read. the section of the 
fourteenth article called for by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
Chair think it is in the nature of debate, I will 
withdraw the call. 


If the Senate and the | 


l 


; tothe Union without having the necessary popu- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisinthe nature 
of debate; but the Chair does not enforce the 
agreements of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I only wish to repeat 
in a single sentence what I said on Friday, 
that 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senate do not 
mean to stand by the agreement, and let it be 
all afloat, very good. 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
It is now after four. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
d 


ebate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not know anything 
had been said about that. Certainly I will 
stand by the agreement. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment adding the new section 
to the bill. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I have paired 
with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Lewis. ] 
If he were here he would vote. in the affirma- 
tive, and I in the negative. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Cameron, Car- 

enter, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
ferry of Michigan Frelinghuysen, Gilbert. Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Scott, Spencer, 
Sprague, Wilson, and Windom—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Casserly, 
Clayton, Cole, Davisof West Virginia, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sherman. Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Thurman. Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, and Wright—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Hamlin, 
Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Pratt, Schurz, 
Stewart, and Sumner—20. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. As thatamendment has 
been adopted, a verbal correction ought to be 
made in it; in the fourth line to insert after 
the word ‘‘the’’ the words ‘amendments 
to the;’’ so asto read, ‘‘in the amendments 
to the Constitution, article fourteen.” 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘That correction 
will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is no article 
fourteen in the original Constitution; but it 
is article fourteen of the amendments that is 
referred to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to amend the 
House bill by striking out the fifth section. I 
do not know whether I have any right to make 
any observations upon the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; we shall all under- 
stand it on its being read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is in- 
hibited by the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, but it is for Senators themselves to enforce 
it, and not the Chair. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want my amendment 
read, and then I want the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is proper, 
because every Senator has the right to demand 
the reading of that on which he is called upon 
to vote. ‘The Secretary will read the section 
proposed to be stricken out by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sro. 5. That no State shall bo hereafter admitted 


What agreement? 
To vote at four o’clock. 


And to vote without 


That amend- 


lation to entitle it to at least one Representative 
according to the ratio of representation fixed by 
this bill. 


Mr. POMEROY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Clayton, Corbett, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Harlan, Hitchcock, Kelly, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Spencer, Sprague, Tip- 
ton, Wilson, and Windom—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Cameron, Car- 


penter, Casserly, Chandler, Coie, Conkling, Davis 
of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, U 
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Frelinghuysen. Goldthwaite, Hamiltonof Maryland, 
Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Patterson, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—34. 
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan, Hamlin, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Pratt, Stewart, and 
est—17. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to offer 
an amendment in order to infuse a little justice 
into this bill, if I can have permission to say 
two or three words to explain it. Otherwise, 
I presume it will be of no account. If there 
is no objection I would just like to say 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Hampshire desires unanimous con- 
sent to speak briefly upon a proposed amend- 


ment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will it not be under- 
stood by just stating it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I only want to state it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Just let it be stated 
what the amendment is, 

Mr. PATTERSON. By this bill the State 
of New Hampshire loses a Representative. 
We thereby lose one third of our entire repre- 
sentation. Now, Obio has nineteen members 
if she loses a member, she loses but one 
nineteenth of hers. That results from the fact 
that you use as a common denominator the 
common ratio. Ifyou take the population of 
the State and use that as the denominator of 
each fractional remainder, it will vary the rep: 
resentation in only four of the States, and will 
bring the representation more nearly to exact 
justice. I will indicate the changes I would 
make in the House bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. What 
ment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will indicate it now: 
it will give three Representatives to New 
Hampshire instead of two; it will give three 
Representatives to Vermont instead of two; 
it will give nineteen Representatives to Ohio 
instead of twenty; it will give eighteen Rep- 
resentatives to Illinois instead of nineteen ; 
twelve to Missouri instead of thirteen; two to 
Florida instead of one, and four to West Vir- 
ginia. It makes four changes only, giving to 
New Hampshire, Vermont, West Virginia, and 
Florida an extra Representative. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What is the 
whole number ? . 

Mr. PATTERSON. The same as in the 
House bill, two hundred and eighty-three. It 
simply makes these four changes by changing 
the denomination of the fraction, instead of 
using the common ratio—using the number of 
people in the State as the denomination of the 
fraction. It is more just altogether than the 
method which is used here. I move those 
changes. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Hampshire has moved an amend- 
ment, which he will please state, that the Sec- 
retary may take it down exactly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the eighth line, to 
substitute ‘‘three’’ for ‘two,’ after the word 
“New Hampshire;’’ in the ninth line, after 
the word ‘‘ Vermont,” to substitute ** three?’ 
for “two,” and “ten” for “eleven,” after 
“ Massachtsetts;’? in the eighteenth line to - 
substitute ‘‘ nineteen” for ‘twenty,’ after 
‘*Qhio;’’ in the twentieth line to substitute 
“eighteen”? for ‘‘nineteen,”’ after ‘Illinois ;”” 
in the twenty-first line to substitute ‘twelve?’ 
for “thirteen,” after ‘‘Missouri ;’’ in the twenty- 
second line to substitute ‘two’? for “one,” 
after ‘‘ Florida ;’’ and in the twenty-seventh 
line substitute “four”? for “three,” after 
t West Virginia.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report the proposed amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 

Mr. PATTERSON. On this amendment I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 


is the amend- 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 49; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Gilbert, Hitchcock, Morrill of 
Vermont. Osborn, and Patterson—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Michi- 

an, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 

aryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Nor- 
wood. Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Spen- 
cer, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, Windom, and 


ham, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, F 
Connecticut, Flanagan, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Nye, Sprague, and Stewart—I5. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HILL. I propose the following amend- 
ment to section five, line three: strike out the 
words ‘one Representative,’? and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘two Representatives.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The effect of it 
is that hereafter new States must have to enti- 
tle them to admission population sufficient to 
entitle them to two Representatives according 
to the ratio fixed by this bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on concurring in the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole is to add 
section six to the bill. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 84, nays 19; as follows: 

YWAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Caldwell, Came- 
ron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cor- 
þett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Jlamlin, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Robertson, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—34. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Bayard, Casserly, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbury, Sher- 
man, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, and West—19. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cole, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nyo, Pratt, Sawyer, 
Schurz, and Stewart—20. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. This bill having now been 
amended, I hope there will be no objection to 
agreeing to the amendment in the fourth sec- 
tion, which was disagreed to in committee, 
striking out the words ‘‘and in such manner,” 
It certainly will not do any harm to strike them 
out on the argument of my friend from Ohio. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont moves to amend the fourth section by 
striking out the words ‘‘and in such manner,” 
in the eighth line. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let them go out. It can 
do no harm to strike them out. We have 
ameuded the bill now. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Is that amendment in 
order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. The bill 
is now in the Senate, having come out of com- 
mittee. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SPENCER. I move, in the first sec- 
tion, fifth line, to strike out ‘‘two hundred and 
eighty-three” and insert ‘two hundred and 
ninety,” and on that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays. F 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Clayton, Edmunds, Gilbert, Hamlin. Harlan, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Rice, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Sprague, and Wilson—16. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
þett, Davis ef Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of 
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Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ramsey, 
Robertson, Sauisbury, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—38. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow. 
ham, Cooper, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Schurz, 
and Stewart—19. _ 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I call forthe 
yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 49, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, 
Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—49. 

NAYS—Messrs. Edmunds, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, Sauls- 
bury, and Vickers—7. 

ALSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 


Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Lewis 


Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Pool, and 
Pratt—17. 
So the bill was passed. 
POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. ROBERTSON, Imove thatthe Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill known 
as the amnesty bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was not that bill post- 
poned until to-morrow? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if it is postponed, 
I do not see how we can consider it now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [hope it will beallowed 
to come up. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to make a 
suggestion to the Senator from South Carolina. 
I understood that the measure he proposes to 
call up was postponed to one o’clock to-mor- 
row, as aspecial assignment, with the same 
understanding that we had before, and that 
was that the vote was not to be taken to- 
morrow, and not before the next day. That 
was the arrangement the other day, that it 
should be taken up at one o'clock to-day, 
but that the vote should not be taken to-day, 
but on Tuesday. Now, I want it to be under- 
stood that it is to be taken up to-morrow at 
one o’clock, but that the vote is not to be 
taken until the next day. 

Mr. THURMAN. All that is necessary to 
do is to adjourn. Then the bill of the Senator 
from South Carolina will be up to-morrow at 
one o’clock. I move an adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and fifty-three minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monxpay, January 29, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D 
The Journal of Saturday was read and 
approved. 


Bucking- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order will be the call of the 
States and Territories, beginning with the 
State of Maine, for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions for reference to their 
appropriate committees, and not to be brought 
back by motions to reconsider. Under this 
cali memorials and resolutions of State and 
territorial Legislatures are in order. The 
morning hour now begius at five minutes past 
twelve o'clock. 

BANGOR CUSTOM-HOUSE DISTRICT. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1211) to extend the boundaries of the custom- 
house district of Bangor, in the State of Maine; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PART OWNERS OF VESSELS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1218) to define the rights of part owners 
of vessels in certain cases; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1214) establishing the number of officers of 
certain ranks in the United States Navy ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PINE TIMBER AND LUMBER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Vermont, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1215) to admit pine timber and 
luniber free; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1216) in addition to an act granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 
1812 and the widows of deceased soldiers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and Warof 1812, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1217) limiting the time within which claims 
against the Government may be presented and 
prosecuted ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALITY OF RIGHTS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1218) to establish equality of 
rights in citizens of the United States; which 
wag read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revision of the Laws of the 
United States, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL STRAM VESSELS. 


Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1219) to authorize the construction of ten or 
more steam vessels of war, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF TILE FISHERIES. 

Mr. BANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1220) in relation to the further protection 
of the American fisheries, and in relation to 
the navigation and commercial interests of 
the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OWNERS OF SHIP JOHN CARVER. 

Mr. BANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1221) for the relief of Oliver Moses and 
others, owners of the ship John Carver; which 
was read a first and second time, referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THAMES RIVER. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER introduced a bill 
(H. B. No. 1222) for the improvement of the 
Thames river, Connecticut; which was read.a 
first and second ‘time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NORWALK HARBOR. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1223) for the improvement of 
the harbor of Norwalk, Connecticut; whieh 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

MOUTH OF CONNECTICUT RIVER. 

Mr. STRONG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

1224) for the improvement of navigation at the 
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‘mouth of the Connecticut river; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
SOUTHPORT HARBOR. 

Mr. BARNUM introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 
1225) for the improvement of Southport har- 
bor, Connecticut; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARETTA VAN RENSSALAER. 


Mr. PERRY, of New York, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 1226) for the relief of Margaretta 
an Renssalaer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SALE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1227) 
relating to the sale of United States bonds, and 
to prohibit commissions to agents, &c.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

R. NELSON GERE. 

Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1228) for the relief of R. Nelson Gere; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX UPON SIRUPS, ETC. 


Mr. DUELL also introdnced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1229) to repeal so much of the internal rev- 
enue act as imposes a stamp tax upon sirups, 
fruits, and vegetables; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN O. BUTLER, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1230) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann C. Butler; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


NANCY Y. PARK. 


` Mr, KELLEY introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
1231) to grant a pension to Nancy Y. Park, 
mother of.Mary J. Park; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1232) further supplemental to the act of 
Congress entitled ‘ An act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptey throughout the 
United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
and ordered to be printed. 


! ABRAHAM P, EYRE. 

Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1283) tor the relief of Abraham P. Eyre, 
of Philadelphia; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

JAMES E. AUDUREID. 


Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1234) for the relief of James E. Audu- 
reid, late of company E, independent Penn- 
sylvania cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


MARGARET CONYERS. 
Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No, 1235) granting a pension to Margaret 
Conyers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

JAMES W. WHARTON, 


Mr. PACKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1236) granting a pension to James W. Whar- 
ton, late a private in company G, first Penn- 
sylvania rifles; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
ou invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HARRISBURG. 


Mr. HALDEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1287) to authorize the erection of a build- 
ing at the city of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
for the accommodation of the post office, pen- 
sion, revenue, and other offices of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL ORNER. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H.. 


R. No. 1288) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Daniel Orner, late a private in 
company H, ninety-first regiment Pennsylva- 
nia volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1289) supplementary to the 
act approved February 14, 1871, granting pen- 
sions, &e.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL TUELL. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1240) granting a pen- 
son to Daniel Tuell; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A. @. BOOTH. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief 
of A. G. Booth; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

WILLIAM IVERS. 


Mr. GRIFFITH introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1242) for the relief of William Ivers, of 
Sante Fé, New Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

NANCY CLOUD. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1248) to restore to the pension-roll 
the name of Nancy Cloud, the widow of Wil- 
liam Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and War of 1812. 


COURLT-HOUSE, HERTFORD COUNTY, ETC. » 
Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

1244) making an appropriation for the erection 
of a court-house in Hertford county, North 
Carolina, to supply the place of one destroyed 
by the Federal forces; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, ordered to be printed. 

MASONIC LODGE, GEORGETOWN, ETC. 


Mr. RAINEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1245) for the relief of the Masonic Lodge of 
Georgetown, South Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to 'the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN J. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. DU BOSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1246) to remove the legal and political disabili- 
ties imposed by the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution upon Martin J. Crawford, of 
the county of Muscogee, in the State of Geor- 
gia; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. McINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1247) to revive and continue in force sec- 
tion seven of an act approved March 3, 1857, 
entitled “An act making a grant of land to 
the Territory of Minnesota in alternaie sec- 
tions to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said Territory, and granting public 


lands in alternate sections to the State of Ala- 
bama, to aid in the construction of a certain 
railroad, and for other purposes ;’’ which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 


to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1248) to relieve G. B. Douthit, Samuel K. 
McSpadden, and Jackson Millsops, of the State 
of Alabama, of their political disabilities ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON SPIRITS. 

Mr. HANDLEY introduced a bill m. R. 
No. 1249) to repeal all laws of the United 
States imposinga tax upon spirits made exclu- 
sively of grapes, apples, peaches, and other 
fruits; which was read a first and scond time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HANDLEY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1250) for the relief of William Garrett, 
G. W. Davis, Thompson 8. Stevens, and other 
citizens of Alabama, from their civil and polit- 
ical disabilities; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


BIDS FOR MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HANDLEY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1251) to regulate proposals or bids for 
mail service under the Post Office Department 
and their acceptance by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMPHIS BRANCH RAILROAD. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1252) granting public lands in the States of 
Alabama and Georgia to the Memphis Branch 
Railroad Company, to aid in the building of a 
railroad from Decatur, Alabama, to Rome, 
Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF OFFICERS ON LEAVE, 

Mr. SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1253) regulating the pay of officers in the 
United States Army and Navy when absent 
on leave; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. SACIA. 

Mr. BARRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1254) to confirm the title of certain lands to 
Mary E. Sacia ; which was read a first’ and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 


GULF AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, presented the 
memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi 
praying for a renewal of the land grant to the 
Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITIA OF TILE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1255) making provision for arming and 
equipping the whole body of the militia of the 
United States, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first, and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TICK METERS. 


Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1256) for the relief of distillers of spirits 
by the refunding and repayment of moneys 
expended or paid and deposited by them for 
Tice meters ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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BURNED TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. STEVENSON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1257) to utilize burned timber on 
the public lands in the States of Michigan and 
Minnesota; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GARRETT FLEMING. 


Mr. VAN TRUMP introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1258) granting a pension to Garrett Flem- 
ing; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF LIGIT-IOUSE BOARD. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1259) to extend the jurisdiction of 
the light-house board; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF PHOTOGRAPHS FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the 
admission of photographs for exhibition free 
of duty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS D. WEST. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1261) for the relief of Thomas 
D. West, of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES IPP. 


Mr. LAMISON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1262) for the relief of Charles Hipp, of 
St. Mary’s, Auglaize county, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JONN CHAMP. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1263) to compensate and suitably 
recognize the services of Sergeant Major John 
Champ; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 
1264) to so far modify and repeal existing acts 
and parts of acts requiring all duties on imports 
to be paid in gold, as to allow one half of the 
amount of such duties to be pa‘d in the legal- 
tender notes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PHILIP N. FOX. 

Mr. READ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1265) for the benefit of Philip N. lox, post- 
master at Mt. Washington, Bullit county, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POST ROAD, 


Mr. READ. I ask to introduce a bill de- 
claring the road leading from Buffalo, in the 
county of La Rue, in the State of Kentucky, 
to Saloma, in the county of Taylor, in the 
same State, a post road, for reference to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER, That can be done under 
the rules, and the morning hour cannot be 
taken up with such bills. 

REPEAL OF DUTIES ON INK, PAPER, ETC. 

Mr. READ also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1265) to repeal all laws imposing duties 


on printing types, ink, and paper; which was | 
read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
EQUALIZATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1267) to equalize the distribution of the 


public lands of the United States, and to pro- 
vide a system of free schools and public edu- 
cation for all the children in the respective 
States and Territories; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 
HEIRS OF WILLIAM B. LEWIS, DECEASED. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1268) for the relief of the heirs-at-law 
of William B. Lewis, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to tbe Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STATE UNIVERSITIES. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also presented a resolu- 
tion of the General Assembly of the State of 
Tennessee, asking an appropriation of one 
million acres to each State and Territory of 
the Union to found a university; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT TAX SALES. 


Mr. VAUGHAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1269) to authorize the redemption of real 
estate bid in by the United States Government 
at tax sales; which was read a first and second 
time. 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, the bill was 
read through. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON PRINTING TYPE. 

Mr, VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1270) abolishing all duties and imposts 
on imported printing type, and placing the 
same on the free list; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUUBE SOFIELD. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1271) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act granting a pension to Phosbe Sofield, 
widow of Lewis Sofield ;?? which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and War 
of 1812. 

NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (II. R. No. 
1272) to amend an act entitled ‘Ar act to 
establish and to protect national cemeteries,’ ’ 
approved Hebruary 22, 1867; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

JAMES t. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. KERR introduced a joint resolution 
dI. R. No. 88) for the relief of James T. 
Johnston; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET BOYD ET AL. 

Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1273) granting a pension to Margaret 
Boyd, Sarah A. Mellvaine, Silas H. Mellvaine, 
Rachel D. Mellvaine, and William L, Me- 
Ilvaine; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

THOMAS F. SPENCER. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduceda bill (H. R. No. 
1274) for the relief of Thomas F. Spencer, of 
Indiana ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

WILLIAM VAILS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1275) for the relief of William Vails, 
late a private of company O, third regiinent 
Indiana volunteer cavalry; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

WILLIAM J. WINTYRE. 

Mr. SNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

1276) to place the name of William J. Me- 


Intyre on the pension-rolls; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, ETC. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1277) to allow women to vote 
and hold office in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Jadi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


COLONEL N. B GIDDINGS. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1278) for the relief of ( ol- 
onel N. B. Giddings, of Savannah, Missot ri; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL COURTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. COMINGO introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1279) to regulate the holding of addi- 
tional district and circuit courts in the State 
of Missouri, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JAMES M. SMITH. 

Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1280) granting arrears of pension to the heirs 
of James M. Smith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

FRAUDS ON THE TREASURY. 

Mr. HAVENS also introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 89) to construe section two 
of the act approved February 26, 1853, en- 
titled “An act to prevent frauds upon the 
Treasury of the United States;” which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE GRAVES. 

Mr. HAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1281) for the relicf of George Graves; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committec on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMATION OF LAND TITLES. 

Mr. McCORMICK. of Missouri, introduced 
a bill (1I. R. No. 1282) to confirm certain 
land titles in the State of Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY. 

Mr. KING ivtroduced a bill (H. R. No. 1283) 
to pay bounty to a certain military organiza- 
tion therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SHOEMAKER, 

Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1284) granting an increased pension to 
Mrs. Mary A. Shoemaker; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LOUISA MOSS. 

Mr. FINKELNBU RG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1285) granting arrears of pension to 
Louisa Moss; which was read a first and secs 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on 


j} . * 
Invalid Pensions. 


AMOS EDDY. 

Mr. WALDRON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1286) for tke relief of Amos Eddy, of 
Plymouth, Michigan; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

FORT GRATIOT RESERVATION. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (IL R. No. 
1287) to provide for completing the survey of 
Fort Gratiot military reservation, Port Huron, 
in the State of Michigan ; which was read a first 
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and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SLUMAN S. BAILEY. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1288) for the relief of Sluman 
S. Bailey, collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


MIDDLE ISLAND, SAGINAW RIVER. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1289) to authorize the sale of Middle 
Ground, or Island, in the Saginaw river, in the 
State of Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time,’and referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 


INTER-STATE TRADE AND COMMERCE. 


Mr. CONNER introduced a bill (H. K. No. 
1290) to regulate trade and commerce between 
the several States and Territories of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


W. A. SAYLOR. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, introduced a bill 
H. R., No. 1291) to indemnify W. A. Saylor, of 
'exas, for internal revenue taxes illegally 

assessed and collected during the years 1867 
and 1868; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, also introduced a 
joint resolution (EH. R. No. 90) providing for 
the cession by the State of Texas of certain 
territory in that State to the United States 
for Indian reservations and other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Commiitee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENTS BY UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 91) amendatory of the joint 
resolution prohibiting payments by any ollicer 
of the Government to any person not known 
to have been opposed to the rebellion, and in 
favor of its suppression, approved March 2, 
1867; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DAKOTA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1292) 
granting the right of way to the Dakota South- 
ern Railway Company; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committce 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-NOUSE ON LAKE WINNEBAGO. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1293) making an appropriation for the 
construction of a hght-house at the mouth of 
the Fond du Lac river, on Lake Winnebago, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1294) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor at San Francisco; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORTER OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1295) relating to a short-hand 
reporter of the United States courts in the 
State of California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. SARGENT introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 1296) to amend an act to quiet land titles in | 


i 


t 


4 


the State of California; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, ETC. 

Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1297) amendatory of an act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and mechanic arts, passed July 2, 
1862, and acts amendatory thereto; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ELI MOORE. 

Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1298) for the relief of the heirs of Eli Moore; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

LIEUTENANT JOHN F. WOTRING. 


Mr. McGREW introduceda bill (H. R. No. 
1299) for the relief of Lieutenant John F. 
Wotring, a resident of the State of Michigan ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM B. WILSON. 

Mr. KENDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1800) for the relief of William B. Wilson, 
for extra services in carrying the United States 
mails ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

H. P. DENMAN. 

Mr. TAFFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1301) for the relief of H. P. Denman, late 
superintendent of Indian affairs; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UTAIL SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1802) granting the right of way 
through the public lands to the Utah South- 
ern Railroad Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacifie Railroad, and ordered to be 
printed. 

USELESS MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1803) to amend the 
first section of an act entitled ‘* An act to pro- 
vide for the distribution of useless military 
reservations ;’’ which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MONTANA. 

Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1804) amendatory of an act approved 
March 2, 1867, entitled “An act amendatory 
of an act to provide a territorial government 
for the Territory of Montana, approved May 
26, 1864; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed, 


NEW TERRITORY ORGANIZED FROM DAKOTA. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG presented a memorial 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Dakota, asking for the organization of a 
new Territory out of the northern portion of 
Dakota; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN IDAHO. 

Mr. MERRITT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1805) supplemental to an act to establish 
an assay office in the Territory of Idaho, ap- 
proved February 19, 1869; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Mr. CLAGETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1806) to more clearly define the nature 
of certain courts in the several Territories, and 


for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSAY OFFICE IN MONTANA. 


Mr. CLAGETT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1807) to locate and establish an assay 
office in the Territory of Montana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered 
to be printed. ; . 

COLUMBIAN COLLEGE. . 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R° 
No. 1308) to amend the act incorporating 
Columbian College; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 


EQUITY PROCEEDINGS IN TIIE DISTRICT, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1809) for the regulation of equity pro- 
ceedings in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


GEORGE W. STURDEVANT. 


Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1810) for the relief of George W. Sturdevant; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


AMERICAN INDUSTRIAL LEAGUE. 


Mr. WALDRON, by unanimous consent, 
presented the following memorial of the Amer- 
ican Industrial League; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed in the Globe: 


Lo the Senateand Howse of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States in Congress assembled : 

The president and executive officers of the Amer- 
ican League, representing the interests of American 
producers, respectfully ‘Petition that such discrim- 
inating duties be levied on all imported manufac- 
tures as will render substantial protection to the 
labor of our hangs. 

The people who own the country are rightfully 
entitled to perform the mechanical and other work 
required tosupply thenational demand for labor; and 
as American citizens we claim the exclusive right to 
the home markets of the country. 

f forcigners want access to our better markets, 

and on an equality with ourselves, let them emigrate 
to the United States with their capital and machinery, 
and pay not only our higher wages, but the taxes to 
support our schools and other institutions as wo 
have always done. 
, The home market sustains our industries, and it 
is the mainspring of our prosperity. But if the mar- 
ket for the salo of the products of our labor fails, the 
work stops, and the employer and employé go out 
of the factory together. If, therefore, to please for- 
eigners, we throw down the barriers of protection 
and permit our home markets to be supplied with 
the manufactures and productions of other coun- 
tries, wo destroy ourselves and sink to the level of 
slaves and paupers. 

It appears to us plain that tho free-trade scheme 
now urged before Congress isnothing less than a plot 
to crowd out American workingmen from our home 
markets and rob them of a largeshare of their labor. 

We call your attention to the fact that every day’s 
work ofimported manufactures which competes with 
our domesticindustries practically robs our mechan- 
ics and workingmen of just that amount of labor: 
and experience shows that the more we have to 
do the greater the demands for labor, and conse- 
quently the more we prosper and improve our 
condition, 

Weask, therefore, at the hands of our Represent- 
atives such legislation with reference to the tariff as 
will secure to us, so far as possible, the complete 
monopoly of the labor of the country. 

The benefits growing out of such legislation would 
fall upon the toiling millions, and all have the right 
to labor. Moreover, we think the mechanics and 
workingmen of the United States have a reasonable 
claim to such fostering legislation as will stimulate 
domestic industry and augment the labor of the 
nation, for labor is the only source of wealth to 
nations as well as individuals, 

We have seen printed petitions sent out by the 
Free Trade League in favor of heavy duties on tea 
and coffee, but for free trade in the manufactures 
produced by the labor of England and other foreign 
countries; but -we think these petitions are not enti- 
tled to much weight, asit is a notorious fact that 
the League is operated, by alien employés, and sus- 
tained chiefly by British subscriptions, a feature 
sufficient at least to suggest the inquiry whether 
such mission work is carried on for the prosperity 
and gain of England, or for charity&nd kindness to 
the people of the United States. i 

In conclusion, we refer to the fact that nineteen 
twentieths of the voting population of the country 
depend on labor for maintenance and happiness. 
We therefore claim all the mechanical and machin- 
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ery work required to supply the demands of our 
countrymen for every description of manufacture, 
as an inalienable right of American citizenship, 
and this right we shall insist upon at all hazards: 
and a brave, intelligent, and free people will spring 
to their feetin defense of their industries, as they 
would in defense of the flag should foreign foes 
invade our soil. 

E. B. WARD, President. 

Q. B. STEBBINS, Secretary. 

MOSES W. FIELD, Treasurer. 


Executive Committee. 
H. P. BALDWIN, 
N. W. BROOKS, 
D. M. RICHARDSON, 
C. H. BUHL. 
HENRY WEBER, 
E. TROWBRIDGE, 
CHAUNCEY HURLBUT, 
J. D. HAYES, 
HUGH MOFFATT, 
LUTHER BEECHER, 
ELLERY I. GARFIELD, 
PHILO PARSONS, 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
ALLAN SHELDEN, 
JOUN A. BERRY, 


J. B. WAYNE, 
WILLIAM BUCHANAN, 


Vice Presidents and, Representative Council. 
MARY ROBBINS. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, introduced 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 92) relative to 
the claim of Mary Robbins, deceased, who 
was the widow of Brentnal Robbins, an officer 
of the army of the Revolution ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETHPORT, NEW JERSEY. 

„Mr. BIRD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1811) 
directing the survey of the channel opposite 
Elizabethport, New Jersey; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH MORRIS. 

Mr. HAYSintroduced a bill (H. R. No. 1312) 
for the relief of Josiah Morris; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA PERRY. 

Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1813) for the relief of Anna Perry, of Elizabeth 
€ity, Virginia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

MAIL DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. TYNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1814) to authorize the appointment of a chief 
of division for mail depredations in the Post 
Office Department; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENLISTED MEN IN SEMINOLE WAR. 

Mr. WALLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1315) for the relief of enlisted men who served 
for thirty days in the war against the Seminole 
Indians in the State of Florida; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revision of the Laws of the 
United States, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BLACK. 

_ Mr. HALSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1316) for the relief of John Black, late con- 
sul of the United States at the city of Mex- 
ico; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT JERSEY CITY. 

Mr. HALSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1817) to establish a port of entry at Jer- 
sey City, New Jersey; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SHIELDS. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1818) for the relief of Michael Shields; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF ALEXANDER SOUTHERLAND. 


Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1819) granting arrears of pension to the minor 
heirs of Alexander Southerland, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. C. AND T, A. WALKER. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1320) for the relief of Augusta C. Walker and 
T, Alonzo Walker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 


expired. 
Mr. DAWES obtained the floor. 
The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] yield to allow the 
transaction of matters of business which gen- 
tlemen desire to introduce by unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. DAWES. [I yield for that purpose. 


SHIP-BUILDING. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER, by unanimous 
consent, presented the memorial of the Inter- 
national Steamship Company, relative to ship- 
building yards and docks for economizing 
naval expenditures and constructing iron 
steamers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CURRENCY, ETC. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which. 
was referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and 
Currency be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of providing by law for retiring the present 
issue of national bank notes and substituting therc- 
for United States Treasury notes of the size, denom- 
ination, and character now in use, and known as 
““legal-tender notes ;” and also providing that after 
the — day of , 187—, no fractional currency 
shall be issued or circulated, and that after the -— 
day of , 187—, no note of a less denomination 
than ten dollars shall be issued, but the same, under 
proper regulations, shall be retired as currency. 

2. That said committeo shall further inquire 
whether, in the work of retiring tho national bank 
notes and substituting therefor an amount of legal- 
tender notes, the issue of each Treasury note so re- 
quired may not lawfully be used in the redemption 
of the bonds of the United States known as the five- 
twenty bonds. 

3, That the said committee further inquire into 
the expediency, in connection herewith, of providing 
that—— per cent. of the United States customs dues 
now payable in coin, shall be payable in legal-tender 
notes. 

4. That said committeo be instructed to report a 
general banking law, under which the right to con- 
duct a banking business may be made free to all per- 
gong who shall or may deposit anumber of the bonds 
of the United States, (not less than $50,000 in value,) 
which may equal per cent. of the average 
deposits from individuals, and which bonds shall be 
held as a security for such depositors as may have 
no other security, and to provide by law against 
usurious and excessive rates of interest which may 
pe exacted by such institutions, 


NEW HAVEN HARBOR, ETC. 


Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to transmit to the House acopy of the reports of 
General G. K. Warren, the engineer in charge of the 
improvements of New Haven harbor and Housatonic 
river, Connecticut, with the accompan ing papers 
that have been made toor filed in the Department 
wee the last published report of the Secretary of 

ar. 


COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY. 


Mr. PERCE, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a report of the Committee on Education 
and Labor upon the petition of the College of 
William and Mary, in Virginia; which was 
ordered to be printed and recommitted, and 
not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. : 

EEMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1321) to relieve 


the person therein named from legal and 
political disabilities; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. SARGENT. If there be no objection, 
I desire that this bill be put on its passage. 

The bill, which was read, provides for re- 
lieving Rufus Shoemaker, of Nevada county, 
California, from all legal and political disabil- 
ities imposed by the third section of the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest a modi- 
fication of the language of the bill so as to 
strike out the word ‘‘legal.’’? The constitu- 
tional amendment imposes no legal disability. 
_Mr. SARGENT. J assent to that modifica- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, 
that amendment will be made. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Will not this 
man be relieved by the general bill which has 
already passed the House ? 

Mr. SARGENT. This is a special case of 
a man in our State. I tried last Congress to 
secure the passage of this bill, but was put 
off by the statement that his case would be 
included ina general bill. I have voted for 
a general bill, and am ready to do so again. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. We shall 
never get any general bill so long as we con- 
tinue to relieve these cases in detail. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman will find 
me always voting for a general bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be considered as passed by a two- 
thirds vote. 

There was no objection. 


PURCHASE OF INDEPENDENCE WALL. 


Mr. HIBBARD, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution: 


Whereas by virtue of an act of Congress approved 
on the 8d day of March, 1871, tho one hundredth 
anniversary of American independence is to bg cele- 
brated, under the auspices of the Government of tho 
United States, by holding an international exhibi- 
tion of arts, manufactures, and products of the soil 
and mine, in the city of Philadelphia, in the year 
1876; and whereas Independence Hall, in said city 
of Philadelphia, is dear to every American heart 
ag the birth-place of freedom and of constitutional 
liberty in America, and ought to belong not to any 
section but to the whole people of the country: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds bo instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of procuring a title to eaid hall and the square 
on which it stands, in the name of the United States 
of America, that this ancient temple of freedom 
may, during the exercises of said international ex- 
hibition, beconsecrated anew to the perpetuation of 
constitutional liberty on the completion of the first 
century of our national life; and that said commit- 
tee be instructed to ascertain upon what terms and 
conditions, if upon any, the city of Philadelphia 
will dedicate said hall and the sacred relics it con- 
tains, and the square on which it stands, to the peo- 
ple of these United States; and to report to the 
Louse as soon as shall be practicable such informa- 
tion as they may obtain, with a recommendation of 
such appropriate legislation as they may consider 
necessary to carry out the purpose of this resolu- 
tion: Provided, That the city of Philadelphia shall 
consent to the same upon terms and conditions which 
in the judgment of the committee are reasonable 
and just. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe the resolution 
instructs the committee to inquire into the 
expediency of doing the thing suggested. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Iask that the resolution 
of the Assembly of New Hampshire be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Senators in Congress from this State and 
the Representatives be instructed to introduce, Sup- 
port, and vote for a bill providing for the purchase 
of the Hallof Independence and the square on which 
it stands, situated in the city of Philadelphia, the 
same to be, on the 4th of July, 1876, formally dedi- 
cated to the Republic of the United States, and con- 
secrated to the perpetuation of constitutional liberty 
and independence, on the condition that the money 
paid for said hail and square be appropriated by said 
city for the erection of suitable buildings for the 
holding of said international exhibition ; and if any 
monoy shall remain after the erection of said build- 
ing, the same shall be appropriated to the preserva- 
tion and improvement of said hall and the grounds 
on which it is located. 


The resolution was adopted. 
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REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Iask unanimous 
consent to introduce a bill (H. R. No. 1822) 
to relieve certain citizens of Georgia from 
political disabilities. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides (two 
thirds of each House concurring therein) that 
all legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States be, 
and the same are hereby, removed from the 
following-named persons to wit: David Irwin, 
of Cobb county; J. A. W. Johnston, of Whit- 
field county; Thomas Hardeman, of Bibb 
county; Marcus L. Billingsley and Christopher 
Parker, of Pike county; John W. H. Under- 
wood, of Floyd county ; William A. Lofton, of 
of Jasper county; John L. Moore, John D. 
Stewart, and L. T. Doyal, of Spalding county ; 
Elbridge G. Cabaniss and Cincinnatus Pee- 
ples, of Fulton county; James P. Simmons, of 
Gwinnett county; William J. Hudson, of Har- 
Tiscounty;. LeviS. Russell, of Chatham county ; 
and Samuel P. Thurmond, of Clark county, 
Georgia. ‘The second section provides that 
all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the 
provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Georgia to strike out the second 
section of his bill. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I agree to that. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Georgia whether these persons have 
petitioned for a removal of their disabilities? 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, Certainly; these 
persons have all petitioned to have their dis- 
abilities removed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let me suggest to 
the gentleman to strike out the words ‘legal 
and,” as they were stricken out of the bill of 
the gentleman from California, There are no 
legal disabilities. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I agree to strike 
those words out. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to know whether 
these persons lave petitioned in writing for 
the removal of their disabilities? 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. They have, every 
single one of them, 

Mr. CONGIER. Where are the petitions? 

Mr. SPRER, of Georgia. ‘They have been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Three fourths of them had their disabilities 
removed by this House in 1870. They are all 
good and loyal citizens, and every Represent- 
ative of Georgia on this floor, whether Repub- 
lican or Democrat, will so testify. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have a petition myself 
from Thomas Hardeman which is very strongly 
indorsed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I ask the 
gentleman to accept an amendment to his bill, 
including the following names, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

William Robinson, of Cocke county ; Lloyd Bul- 
len, of Greene county; Alfred T. Wilson, George R. 
MecClelian, B.S. MeDowel, Owen White, and Dr. 
J. Templeton, of Sullivan county; ‘Lhomas J. Wil- 
son, Charles Meck, and ©, Collins, of Washington 
county; Michael Carriger, of Hamblin county; 


Benjamin J. Lea, of Haywood county; L, C. Loeki 


hart, of Stewart county; A. A. Swope, of Sinith 


county; J.D. ©. Atkins, of Henry county; John 
wlaney, of Sullivan county; and J. T. Trapp, of De 
Kalb county, of tho State of Tennessee. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I willaccept that 
amendment as a-part of my bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the same inquiry 
in regard to the amendment of the gentle- 
man irom Tennessee, Have all petitioned in 
writing for the removal of their disabilities ? 

Mr. BUTLISR, of Tennessee. They have 
for the last three years. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I wish to 
ask the gentleman from Michigan whether we 
are to go through a whole million of people 
and remove their political disabilities by this 


Same process? 


Mr. CONGER. I will answer the gentle- |i 


man. I am not the author of these bills, 
neither have I presented them, but I have 
adopted for myself one rule in reference to 
these private bills, and I cannot support them 
unless I know the persons to be. relieved have 
requested this relief in writing ; for I know of 
some cases where Congress has extended re- 
lief by a bill to southern gentlemen and they 
have afterward by letters published in news- 
papers stated that they bad never asked Con- 
gress for any such relief, and do not thank 
Congress for extending itto them. I do not 
propose myself to vote for the relief of any 
man from the disabilities which he has incurred 
by treachery to this Union unless he will at 
least do the House and the country the courtesy 
to petition for it in some shape. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Then the 
gentleman means never to forgive or forget, 
but to nurse his wrath through all time. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a matter of feeling 
for which Iam not responsible, even to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘There are so many 
individuals who have asked and been refused 
that there isnot much encouragement to others 
to ask. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BELLIGERENT RIGULS OF CUBA. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following 
joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution for tho recognition of belligerent 
rights on the part of the people of the island of 
Guba in their civil war against the kingdom of 

pain. 

Whereas the native inhabitants of the island of 
Cuba have for more than three years been waging 
war against the power and authority of the kingdom 
of Spain, in order to wrest said island from foreign 
colonial bondage and to establish political inde- 
pondence and self-government, as it is their inher- 
ent right to do; and whereasin the progress of this 
contest great battles have been fought, thousands 
of lives sacrificed, and great armies and large naval 
forces are still in active operation on the part of 
Spain, with no apparent prospect of an carly term- 
ination of the struggle; and whereas by the treaty 
of 1795 between the United States and the kingdom 
of Spain the right to search American ships on the 
high seas, and if found to contain articles contra- 
band of war to carry them into Spanish ports and 
dispose of them as prizesof war, was conceded to 
Spain only when she should bo engaged in actual 
war with another Power, and to be exercised as a 
purely belligerent right; and whereas the Spanish 
authorities, since the 15th day of March, 1869, have 
constant erted and exercised this belligerent 
right by searching and seizing American vessels, 
thereby themselves proclaiming a state of belli- 
gerency as existing between the kingdom of Spain 
and her revolted subjects in Cuba; and whereas 
this course of conduct bas been persisted in on 
the part of Spain in the most offensive and inso- 
lent manner, although on or about the 16th day of 
July, 1869, she was notified, through her minister 
at Washington, that the Government of the United 
States could not tail to regard ‘* any exercise on the 
high seas, near the island of Cuba, by any vessel of 
war, or privateer of Spain, of the right to visit or 
hoard any vessel of the United States under color of 
the provisions of the treaty of 1795, as involving the 
logical conciusion of a recognition by Spain of a 
state of war with Cuba;” and whereas the war on 
the part of Spain has been waged against the people 
of Cuba in flagrant violation of the rules of civil- 
ized warfare, and with a ferocity and inhumanity 
which have shocked the whole American people; 
and whereas, after more than three years of conflict, 
the kingdom of Spain has utterly and totally failed 
to establish and maintain a settled government in 
Cuba, giving security to Mfe, liberty, and property: 
Therefore, 

Beit resolved bythe Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, First, that this Governmentiscalledupon, inthe 
interests of humanity, and in the exercise of its un- 
doubted right, under the laws of nations, to determ- 
ine and dectare, whenever it is deemed right and 
necessary, the existence of a state of war between 
contending forces, and especially so when, as in this 
instance, the conflict is in close proximity te the 
shores of the United States, and directly involving 
the trade, commerce, property, liberty, and lives of 
American citizens. Second, thatit is the true and 


well-established policy of this Government to extend 
sympathy and countenance, in all just and lawful 
ways, to all people engaged in a struggle to create 
republican institutions, and to sever their connec- 
tion with monarchical forms of government, and 
especially so to those upon the continents andislands 
of thewestern hemisphere. Third, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States recognizes the existence 


-of a state of war between the kingdom of Spain and 


the people styling themselves the republic of Cuba, 
and hereby declares both parties to the conflict now 
pending between them entitled to all the rights 
conceded to belligerents by international law and 
treaties, including tho right to carry their national 
flags respectively within the waters. of the Unitea 
States. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Vooruess] 
that the business which has been recently pro- 
ceeding has been by unanimous ccnsent. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Dawes] took the foor at the close 
of the morning hour for some purpose which 
he has not stated. He has been yielding to 
requests for unanimous consent, and it is for 
him to say whether he will yield for this res- 
olution. If he does not yield, the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Indiana after 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means is through. 

Mr. VOORHEES. JI think the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means will 
hardly deny me what has been given to every- 
body else in the House, the opportunity of 
offering a resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Voorners] 
after I get through, I would rather yield now, 
because it would no doubt be ungracious to 
him to deny the gentleman what I have not 
denied to any one else. 

The SPEAKER. And it would be equally 
ungracious in the Chair not to recognize the 
gentleman after the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means yielded the floor. 

Mr. BANKS. J would ask the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Voormess] whether he will 
not consent to have the resolution referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will not 
consent. J havea resolution similar to this 
one before the Committee on Foreign Affairg 


now. 

Mr. BANKS. I was notaddressing the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Neither was I addressing the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs, ] 
but the Chair. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. With every respect for 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and for the committee itself, £ would 
prefer that the House should pass the resolu- 
tion l have offered. I therefore move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution. 

The question being put on suspending the 
rules, there were—ayes 50, noes 83. 

Mr. VOORHEES. TI call for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BANKS. I trust the gentleman from 
Indiana will allow this resolution to go to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. They have 
this subject now under consideration. 

Mr. COX. T object to debate. : 

Mr. BANKS, he gentleman must see that 
it is impossible for the House to pass the reso- 
lution now. i - 

Mr. COX. I object to debate, whether it is 
pertinent or impertinent. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I rise toa 
question of order, (it is the only way in which I 
can explain myself,) and it ig whether, in 
voting for this resolution, as I intend to do, I 
commit myself to all its phraseology respect- 
ing the laws of nations, which I do not intend 
to do. 

Mr. BANKS. I object to any reservation. 

The SPEAKER. That is no point of order 
at all, and the Chair cannot answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. T should like to answer 
the gentleman from New York. 
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The SPEAKER. Debate is objected to on 
both sides of the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not object to the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
saying a word if I can be allowed the same 
privilege. 

Mr. COX. I object to debate. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Indiana 
must allow us to object to any reservation 
made in behalf of his friends to the doctrines 
of the resolution. ; 

Mr. VOORHEES. I could in a moment 
explain it so that there will be no objection to 
it upon the other side of the House. Is it in 
order for me to say that there is nothing par- 


tisan in the resolution? . 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Irise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and it is whether we can have 
a separate vote on the different parts of the 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. There can not be a sep- 
arate vote. The geutleman from Indiana 
moves to suspend the rules and pass the reso- 
lution, which will all be done upon one vote, 
and on that question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were— 
yeas 73, nays 110, not voting 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Beck, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James 
Brooks. Caldwell, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, 
Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldridge, Forker, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Griflith, Haldeman, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Harper, John T. Harris, Hereford, Herndon, 
Holman, Kendall, King, Kinsella, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, 
Mcdlonry, McIntyre, McKinney, McNeely, Benja- 
min I. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, 
Bii Perry, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M, 
Rice, Rogers, Sheldon, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Stevens, 
Sutherland, Terry, Turner, Tuthill, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waddell, Walls, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Winchester, and Young—73. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barry, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Buekley, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Freeman Clarke, Willian ‘I, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Conger, Cotton, Critcher, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, ames, Farnsworth, Farwell, Fink- 
elnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, George E. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. 
Hazleton, Hibbard, Hill, Moar, Hooper, Loughton, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, 
Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, Medun- 
kin, Mereur, Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, Moore, 
Leonard Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Tsaac ©. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron 
T. Perry, Peters, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, 
EUis H. Roberts, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
Shellabarger, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Taffe, 
Tomas, Lwichetl, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Wal- 
den, Waldron, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wil- 
lard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M, Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—110, 

NOL VOTING— Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Barber, Bell, Pigs, Campbell, Carroll, Coghlan, 
Comingo, Crecly, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Edwards, 
Elliott, Biy, ilenry D. Foster, Frye, Tambleton, 
Hanks, Harmer, Hay, Hays, Kerr, McCrary, Mckee, 
Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Negley, Platt, Potter, 
Randall, Ritchie, William, R, Roberts, Robinson, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Sherwood, Slo- 
cum, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Storm, St. dohn, Swann, Sypher, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Van Trump, Wil- 
liams of New York, and Wood—d6. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. VOORHEES. E now ask that the 
joint resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and printed. 

There was no objection; and the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 93) was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I would like 
to have the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk referred in connection with that 
resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


CUBA AND MEXICO. 


Resolved, Thatin the interests of civilization, phi- | 
lanthropy, i 
people of the United States is demanded for pacific- į 
ation among our territorial neighbors in Cuba and | 
Mexico. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I object to that in the 


and Christianity the interposition of the |; 


first place, because I do not understand what it 


means, and in the next place, if it means any- 
thing, it is already embraced in the resolution 
T have offered. 


PROTECTION OF LIFE ON STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, 
presented certain amendments to the bill to 
amend the act to provide for the better secur- 
ity of life on board of vessels propelled wholly 
or in part by steam; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SURVEY OF CULVER RIVER, MISSOURI 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, requested, at his earliest convenience, to 
furnish this House with a copy of the report of the 
engineer department in relation to the survey of 
the Cuiver river, Missouri, from its mouth to Mos- 
cow Mills, in Lincoln county, whieh survey wag 
ordered by act of the Forty-First Congress, third 


session, with tho report made by the engineers in 
charge of said survey to the ongincer department. 


DIPLOMATIO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SWANN. I ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations a bill making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1878, 
which I am instructed by that committee to 
move shall be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, ordered 
to be printed, and made the special order for 
Thursday next after the morning hour, and 
from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to reserve all 
points of order on the bill. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1323) was received, read a first and sec- 
ond time, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole, and made the 
special order, as moved by Mr. Swann, 

PRESERVATION OF FOREST TREES. 

Mr. HALDEMAN, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be 
instructed to inquire whether measures should be 
taken or a condition exacted by the Government 
whereby a certain percentage of cach quarter sec- 
tion of public lands sold to actual settlers or others 
must be planted with troes, or a certain percentage 
of existing forest preserved, in order that great 
drought may be prevented or remedied in certain 
localities. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN MINNESOTA, 

Mr. AVERILL. Task unanimous consent 
to introduce for consideration at the present 
time a bill to create an additional land dis- 
trict in the State of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read at 
length, after which the Chair will ask for objec- 
tions, if any. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President to establish an additional land dis- 
trict in the State of Minnesota, embracing all | 
that part of the present Alexandria land dis- 
trict which lies north of the township line 
dividing townships one hundred and thirty-six 
and one hundred and thirty-seven, and west of 
the range line dividing ranges thirty-five and 
thirty-six west of the fifth principal meridian, 
and fix from time to time the boundaries 
thereof, which district shall be named after 
the place at which the office shall first be 
established, and the President shali have power 
to fix from time to time the location of the 
office for said district. The second section 
authorizes the President to appoint, byand with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, a register 
and receiver for said land district who shall 
be required to reside at the site of the land 
office for said district, and who shall be subject 
to the same laws and responsibilities and whose | 
compensation, respectively, shall be the same | 
as th :t now allowed by law to the land officers 
in said State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I must object to | 


this bill unless it is reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lauds, 


Mr. AVERILL. I will say that this bill 
meets the unanimous approval of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I wish. furthermore 
to say that this proposition to make a new land 
district in Minnesota has been unequivocally 
and heartily approved by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, whose letter is as 
follows: 

Wasuineron, D. C., January 25, 1872, 


Sır: I have the honorto return herewith the form 
of a bill submitted by you, authorizing the President 
to establish an additional land district in the State 
of Minnesota, to comprise that part of the present 
Alexandria land district which lies north of the 
township line dividing townships one hundred and 
thirty-six and one hundred and thirty-seven north 
and west of the range line dividing thirty-five and 
thirty-six west. 

In reply to your inquiries in tho matter, I respect- 
fully state thatthe completion of the Northern Pa- 
cific railroad across the State, and also of the road 
from St. Paul to Breckinridge, has opened a way of 
rapid eommunication with the western and north- 
western portions of Minnesota, a fact of which set- 
tlers are fully aware, and which has induced them 
to press rapidly into that portion of the State. 

She’ remoteness of the present office (Alexandria) 
from the lands and settlements north of township 
one hundred and thirty-six, and which would be 
accommodated by the new district, is a serious hin- 
derance to the development of that part of Minne- 
sota, a journcy of fifty to one hundred and fifty miles 
being requisite for the purpose of entering a claim, 
the expense attending which is quite a burden toa 
person of the class which generally seek tho frontier 
for homes. I therefore recommend the early pas- 
sage of the bill and establishment of the land oflice. 


Very respectfully, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


Commissioner, 
Hon, J. T. AVERILL, House of Representatives. 


It is a matter of public necessity, and one 
that from my own personal observation is 
perfectly just and proper, and is demanded 
by hundreds and thousands of citizens and 
settlers in that tract of country. I bope 
there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to say, as a 
member of the Committee on Publie Lands, 
that this bill has the approval of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
make no objection. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1824) was introduced, read a first and 
second time, and ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time, and passed. 


CONSTRUCTLON OF STEAMSHIPS, ETC. 


Mr. BURDETT, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Commities on Manufactures be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into and 
report to this House what facilities exist within the 
United States for the production of such manufac- 
tured articles and materials as enter into. the con- 
struction of steam and other vessels, boats, and craft 
adapted to the navigation of the ocean and of the 


internal waters of the United States, the accessibil- 
ity and extent of the raw material found within this 
country which enter into the composition of such 
manufactured articles; whether such facilities for 
manufacture are sufficient to meet the demand of 
such a supply as will restore the United States to 
their former position among the maratime Powers, 
and the comparative difference in the cost and quan- 
tity of such manufactured material and the like 
material produced and used in other countries, 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1825) to remove the 
disabilities of certain persons therein named ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities from David Irwin, Lewis Tum- 
lin, Warren Aken, James W. Harris, T. C. 
Howard, and Lafayetie MacLaws, of Georgia. 

There being no objection, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof) was passed. 

STATE DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 

Mr. GETZ. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce for action at the present time the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 


With that assurance I will 


i| ings and Grounds be instructed to investigate the 
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work done on the new State Department in this city 
under the direction of Mr. A. B. Mullett, supervis- 
ing architect of the Treasury, ‘and report to this 
House why a stone familiarly known as “Seneca 
sandstone” wasused in the foundation walls instead 
of granite, as ordered by the joint Committees on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, of the Senate and 
House; also, by whose authority the change was 
made; and whether the work is bemg done in a 
proper and substantial manner; whether it be true 
that the frost has seriously damaged the Seneca 
sandstone already used in the foundation walls; and 
that the committee be authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers and to take testimony on all ques- 
tions relating to contracts for stone and the work so 
far as it has progressed. 


Mr. NEGLEY. I object. 

Mr. GETZ. I move to suspend the rules in 
order to adopt the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot 
make that motion while the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] is on the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has not the power to give another member 
of the House the right to introduce a resolu- 
tion by unanimous consent, and deny him a 
right to move a suspension of the rules in case 
of an objection. I submit that the motion for 
a suspension of the rules is entirely in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s state- 
ment is true in the abstract; but it does not 
cover the existing state of facts. The gentle- 
man from Massachnsetts was upon the floor, 
and at the suggestion of the Chair waived his 
right in order that business which could pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent might proceed. If 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
objects, that ends the matter. 

Mr. GETZ. If the Chair will entertain my 
motion to suspend the rules alter the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has 
had action on his proposition, I will not press 
my motion now. 

Mr. WOOD. My point is, that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts cannot yield the floor 
to allow a resolution to be introduced by 
unanimous consent, and then refuse to admit 
a motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The very condition on 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Gerz} and other gentlemen have taken the 
floor was that they should submit propositions 
which would not cause objection. 

Mr. WOOD. I submit that by no contract 
between the Speaker and a member can the 
right to make a motion to suspend the rules 
be denied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must be 
aware that nothing is more common than an 
arrangement, that business may be allowed to 
proceed by unanimous consent, and that if any 
matter arises to which there is objection it 
shall not be admitted. 

Mr. WOOD. T think that such an arrange- 
ment is a violation of the rules of the House 
and of the rights of members. 

The SPEAKER, That very arrangement 
has this morning operated to the convenience 
of more than fifty members of the House who 
otherwise could not have presented their mat- 
ters of business. But as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] objects, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to call up the con- 
current resolution from the Senate providing 
for the final adjournment of Congress. 

CUBAN BELLIGERENCOY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the gentleman 
from Massachusetts proceeds with that busi- 
ness I would like to make a single remark in 
the nature of a personal explanation. When 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
offered his amendment to my resolution in 
regard to Cuba, the Clerk in reading it sub- 
stituted the word “classification”? for ‘ pacifi- 
cation.’ Of course I do not reflect upon the 
Clerk, because we all write badly, especially 
editors. But hearing the resolution in that 
way I could not make any sense of it, and 
consequently made the remark I did. I have 
had the curiosity to look at the manuscript, 


and find itin the word “ pacification.’’ I with- 
draw anything that might be considered as a 
reflection on the gentleman from New York, 
and am perfectly willing that his amendment 
shall go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks] will be printed in con- 


nection with that of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Voornees,} and will be referred 
along with it to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


CLERKS IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, asking that he be 
authorized by Congress to employ twelve addi- 
tional clerks in his office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the Honse a letter of the Secre- 
retary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of January 18, 1872, in relation to 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


REV. JONATHAN L. MANN, 


The SPEAKERalso, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the relief of Rev. 
Jonathan L. Mann; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT SOUTHERLAND. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the petition of Rob- 
ert Southerland, for pay for certain alleged 
military services; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

BOWEN VS. DE LARGE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a paper in the con- 
tested-election case of Bowen vs. De Large, 
from the second congressional district of South 
Carolina ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined 
and found truly enrolled, bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 390) granting a pension to 
Sarah Evans; 

An act (H. R. No. 434) to establish certain 
post routes in the State of Iowa; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1061) to authorize the 
payment of duplicate checks of disbursing 
officers. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. DAWES. I now call up the Senate 


concurrent resolution fixing the time for the 
final adjournment of this session of Congress, 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

In SENATE, January 26, 1872. 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That each House of Congress shall 
beadjourned sine die by the Presiding Officer thereof 
on Wednesday, the 29th of May, 1872, at twelve 
o'clock m. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. [trust the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will allow me to submit a sub- 
stitute for the proposition of the Senate, to be 
read at the desk. 

Mr. DAWES. Wait a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not object to the reading of my resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I call up this 
resolution thus early because it seems to me 
whatever disposition the House intends to 
make of it should be known at once, so that | 


the business of the House may conform to 
that action. It is unnecessary to say, sir, that 
this resolution is unusual not only in its origin 
but in the time of its introduction. While 
every gentleman is desirous of making as 
short a session as possible, every man’s device 
to that end seems to fail. I suppose the 
resolution had its origin in the idea, if we fix 
at the earliest possible moment the time of 
adjournment, we should conform our business 
to that fact, and therefore should realize this 
adjournment; that is, be more likely to realize 
it than by any postponement of the fact of 
fixing the time. In other words, if we fix at 
the beginning the time of the 29th of May, we 
should so conform business to that fact that we 
should be more likely toadjourn on the 29th of 
May than if we waited a month or two before 
fixing the 29th of May. My own idea is that we 
can just as easily adjourn on the 29th of May 
as on the 29th of July, if we understand when 
we commence work we are going to adjourn 
on the 29th of May. When we come here in 
December for the session which by law term- 
inates on the 4th of March, with that knowl- 
edge, all the work of the session is disposed 
of before the 4th of March; and when we 
come here in December and the length of the 
session is indefinite and depends on ourselves 
as to when we shall adjourn, the session has 
generally been prolonged until midsummer. 
Whether the House think we should terminate 
this session on the 29th of May or at some 
later period, they will judge for themselves. 
I have called up the resolution so that what 
the House desire they willdo now. If we are 
to pass the resolution we had better, it seems 
to me, with all respect to the House, act upon 
it at this time rather than postpone it, and 
therefore I have called it up for action now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will yield to 
me, I would like to make a motion to refer 
this resolution to a committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is on the floor, and will 
state to whom he yields. 

Mr. DAWES. I donot desire to consume ’ 
the time any further than is necessary. At the 
same time Í do not desire to force a vote with- 
out allowing every gentleman an opportunity 
of expressing his opinions. Therefore, with 
the permission of the Chair, I will continue to 
hold the floor, and will first yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to make a 
motion to refer this resolution. I am not 
particular as to which committee it may be 
referred. I think it should be referred to one 
of the leading committees, either the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means or the Committee 
on Appropriations. This resolution is cer- 
tainly, as hag been stated by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] a very un- 
usual one. I never have before known a reso-- 
lution fixing the time for final adjournment to 
come from the Senate. We have sometimes 
sent to the Senate resolutions for an adjourn- 
ment, although always, I think, at a later 
period in the session than that at which we 
have now arrived; and it hag been the practice 
of the Senate, almost universally its practice, 
to table our resolutions until near the end of 
the session. Now they have turned the tables 
upon us, and before they have passed a single 
bill—although we sent them a number of bills 
at the last session of Congress—a resolution 
is precipitated upon us fixing the time for the 
final adjournment of Congress. Everything 
must give way; amnesty must be postponed, 
revision of the tariff must be postponed, every- 
thing must give way for this adjournment. 

Now, there is no use of blinking this mat- 
ter. It appears to me as plain as day that the 
adoption of this resolution means, no revis- 
ion of the tariff at this session; it means, 
no reduction of taxation; it means that we shall 
come here and do the bidding of certain gen- 
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tlemen, pass some appropriation bills, that 
they may run the Departments, and go home 
with our fingers in our mouths—— 

Mr. DAWES, (inhis seat.) And our mouths 
in the dust. = 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Yes, sir; and our 
mouths will be in the dust if we do this, and 
ought to be. 

‘And it means that the demands of the people 
for a reduction of taxation and of the burdens 
now fastened upon them shall not be heard 
and answered in Congress. I therefore am 
opposed to the adoption of the resolution. 

Į desire to treat the Senate with the greatest 
courtesy and with all proper respect. But I 
ask that the resolution be referred to one of 
the committees I have indicated, and let that 
committee take the responsibility of dealing 
with it. It may be the proper course for the 
committee to report the resolution back to the 
House for its action. But let us not act likea 

ack of school-boys, and before we passa bill of 
importance fix the time for final adjournment. 

Mr. DAWES. I think I must call the gen- 
tleman to order. It is not in order to reflect 
on the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] yielded the floor? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ihad about finished 
my remarks, but I understand the point of 
order has been raised that I am reflecting on 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had not 
gone a sufficient length in that direction for 
the Chair to consider it necessary to interfere 
with him. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not think I was 
overstepping the proper bounds of respect. 

Mr. DAWES. J yield to the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to eall 
attention to one point which has not been 
mentioned so far in this discussion. For the 
last few Congresses we have had a short ses- 
sion, beginning on the 4th of March, at which 
time, in previous Congresses, the House got 
organized, had its committees appointed, and 
had its business in a shape for action; and 
we came here on the first Monday of Decem- 
ber with the various subjects studied out and 
the business of legislation well advanced in 
the minds of members. Very unfortunately, 
as I think, most unwisely as I confidently 
believe, Congress repealed the law which 
provides for the short session. This year we 
came here unorganized. No man knew on 
what committees he might have to act. No 
man could have made any special preparatory 
study for his work. ‘The committees have had 
to start anew, which, in my opinion, was an 
unnecessary delay of business. And now, with 
the experience of the past, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DAWES. I did not yield for any such 


remarks. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I dare say not. 
[Laughter.] And now, with all the experience 
of the past before us, knowing that with all the 
helps we have hitherto had we have been com- 
pelled to sit here far into July—and I remem- 
ber that one Angust we were still sweltering 
here, with the thermometer at ninety-nine 
degrees in the shade—with all that experience, 
and knowing the special disabilities of this ses- 
sion, it is proposed we shall sit to the 29th 
of May, being about two months short of the 
period to which we have ordinarily sat, even 
when we had a preliminary short session in 
which our organization was completed. Now, 
so far as I am concerned, and so far as the 
Committee on Appropriations are concerned, 
we will do our very best to get our bills through 
the House as rapidly as possible. But I call the 
attention of the House to the unsettled pros- 
pect in some quarters. There are some rum- 
blings off upon the border of our fortifications 
in some quarters that I may not now properly 
speak of, and we cannot hope that some of 
the appropriation bills that will come before 
the House will pass as readily and will have 


as easy a transit through the House as the two 
pills which have already passed. J feel com- 
pelled, as the representative of the Committee 
on Appropriations, to say that I am not ready 
to drive down a stake the 29th of May, and 
say that beyond that stake we will not go. 

Tf the House will let me say one word more, 
I will ask if gentlemen are prepared deliber- 
ately this morning to surrender to the Senate 
the whole control of the management of this 
session of Congress. Pass this resolution, 
and the House of Representatives is utterly 
bound, without power to control the future 
legislation of Congress as to time. Refer this 
resolution to a committee, and it gives us a 
tiller whereby we can steer the legislation of 
Congress. I desire, therefore, that the House 
shall refer the resolution either to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations or to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I do not care which, but to 
some appropriate committee. That is the 
only suggestion that I have to make. 

Mr. DAWES. Lyield now to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means will soon become aware, if he has not 
already done so, that in conducting the affairs 
before that committee it will be utterly impos- 
gible for us to make even a report upon the 
tariff before April or May. Itis ourduty, and 
we are now performing that duty, to hear all 
the great interests of the country pro and con., 
and it is the right of the people, of the great 
interests of the people, to be represented in 
person before that committee. No subject is 
of more importance than that of revenue, both 
internal and external; the one as important 
as the other, and we hope immensely to 
reduce that revenue, which the Administra- 
tion of the Government itself admits can be 
reduced. It is admitted on all sides now, as 
I said at the last session of Congress, that we 
are raising $100,000,000 more than are neces- 
sary for the expenditures of the Government 
independent of the payment of the public debt, 
and all certainly admit that at least to the 
amount of $50,000,000 there should bea reduc- 
tion of taxation at this time. For years and 
years I have been a member of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, almost ever since I have 
been in Congress, and I give it as my delib- 
erate opinion that it is utterly impossible for 
us judiciously to report a bill for the action 
of this House before April or May, with a 
due regard to the representation of the great 
interests of the country before the commit- 
tee. I think, therefore, that the adoption of 
this resolution at this time would be equiv- 
alent to saying that we will continue to collect 
$100,000,000 by taxation from the people of 
the United States more than is needed, and 
that we will adjourn without any real reduc- 
tion of the revenue. 

There is another subject of vast importance 
to the people of this country, of more import- 
ance even than the revision of the tariff, and 
that, too, for the benefit of the manufacturers 
themselves, who are more dependent upon that 
than they are upon protection, and that is an 
early preparation for the resumption of specie 
payment. This Congress ought not to adjourn 
until there is some action upon that subject. 
This country, now the richest in the world, 
with the greatest resources, with the most 
abounding wealth, with treasure upon treasure 
in the bosom of its earth, far beyond that of 
the once favored Golconda, exhibits to the 
whole earth a specimen of misery and poverty 
and rags which a great and wealthy coantry 
like this ought no longer to exhibit. ‘This 
Congress ought to act upon that subject; per- 
haps not immediately, but to settle upon some 
time when once more a dollar shall jingle in 
the poor man’s pocket, and the eagle peep 
through the interstices of his silken purse. 

There are also other topics of the greatest 
importance relating to our foreign affairs ; 


both in a state of high insurrection, in which 
it is necessary for this Government to inter- 
vene in some form or other. There are the 
fisheries, too, of great importance to this 
country, in which the gentlemen from Massa- 
chusetts are all deeply interested. And let 
me tell the new members that if this 29th of 
May shall be fixed upon as the day for the 
final adjournment of this session, in the hur- 
ried rush of the appropriation bills through 
committees of conference between the two 
Houses, almost every measure of importance 
that gentlemen are interested in for their con- 
stituents will fail and fall necessarily, from 
our inability to act upon them. No man is 
more anxious to go to his household and home 
than I am, but as a public man I cannot con- 
sent at this early period of the session to lay 
down this bed of Procrustes, on which we shall 
lie right or wrong. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I must yield, of course, to 
the great experience of my distinguished friend 
from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] but I am 
sorry that that experience has brought forth 
so gloomy a prospect before us, that we shall 
be unable to make any report from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means until April or May. 
I have only to say that so long a process of 
incubation as that gives me but very little hope 
of any offspring that would be worth raising. 
[Laughter.] I hope that the Committee of 
Ways and Means will be able to report long 
before that time. But I suggest to him that 
if that gloomy prospect is actually before us, 
we had better know beforehand what is the 
opinion of the House upon this resolution ; 
and that is the reason I called it up, simply to 
know what is the disposition of the House upon 
it. I shall address myself, with my friend 
trom New York [Mr. Brooxs] to the work of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, impressed 
equally with him as to its importance, but not 
having the benefit of that experience which he 
has, and therefore unable to say with certainty 
how long it will take for that committee to 
report. J did hope, in my experience, to see 
daylight long before April or May. If the 
House think that it is not wise to adjourn on 
the 29th of May, they ought to say it now. 
That is the reason I called up the resolution. 

I now yield to my colleague [Mr. Borer] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I trust 
that this House will take into consideration the 
fact that this session has been practically pro- 
longed by a very considerable session in the 
spring of last year, wherein great reductions 
of the tariff were passed through this House 
and sent to the Senate. If I believed there 
would be no reform, no change in the laws in 
relation to taxation and revenue, I certainly 
would not vote for this resolution; but I am 
certain that if we fix a day on which we will 
adjourn we can work up to that day and ad- 
journ at that time. And I am certain, too, 
that this House will more than realize the ex- 
pectations of the country if we have, what all 
the country always desires, a short session, in 
which we shall determine what shall be the 
condition of things in trade, in manufactures, 
and in other industries for the remainder of 
the year. If we stay here until August, then 
no man can arrange his business so that he 
will be sure that it will stand for a year with- 
out the interference of Congress. The desire 
of the people is that we shall have a short 
session, and I for one believe they will hold us 
to the responsibility of doing between now and 
the end of May all the legislation necessary 
to last from May to December ; aud that it can 
be done in the four months that now intervene. 

Again, I want to call the attention of my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. Ganrierp,] the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, to 
the fact that his bills to-day are much more 
forward than at any previous session of Con- 
gress; and that next year he will have to get 


Cuba on one border and Mexico on the other, it them all through before the 4th of March, or 
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not at all.. And if he can do it next year 
before the 4th of March, he certainly can do 
it before the 4th of March this year, and leave 
usa couple of months clear of him and his 
pills in: which to do legislation. 

Again, I cannot agree that I will not trust 
the Senate with this matter of business. I 
have not seen any such recalcitration on the 
part of the Senate that would show that they 
are not worthy of our confidence, at least of 
the confidence of this side of the House, when 
three fourths of them are our friends, and 
ought to be as anxious as we are for the pros- 
perity of the country and the success of all 
ideas of good government. 

Again, sir, I wish to call attention to another 
matter which I think fairly bears upon this 
question.’ Owing to public improvements a 
large portion of this city has been dug up. It 
isa universal rule in this climate that con- 
gestive fever follows the upturning of the soil. 
The upturning of the soil in erecting our Army 
fortifications was well known as a producing 
cause of congestive fever. J venture to pre- 
dict that after the hot weather sets in—and in 
this climate there is no hotter weather than 
during the month of June; for in July and 
Angust the sea breezes come up the bay and 
temper the air—the city must of necessity be 
more or less unhealthtul. Now, whether we 
are called upon in view of that to sit here 
later than May is a question I wish in all 
candor to submit to gentlemen of the House, 
for let me say that mortuary statistics show a 
greater proportion of deaths among members 
of Congress during the long session here than 
among asimilar body of men in the same time 
anywhere else in the world. 

Now, then, whether we look to ourselves, 
whether we look to the country, or if we may 
be allowed to look to the good of the party, 
F think it due to all these considerations that 
we have a short session of Congress. If this 
session were to terminate our labors for the 
Congress we might be unwilling to leave cer- 
tain things undone when we would have no 
opportunity to repair the omission. But we 
are to come here next December, and from 
December till March we shall have the oppor- 
tunity to cure all mistakes that we may have 
made and to do all that may have been left 
undone. [trast this House will sustain the 
Senate of the United States iu offering to us 
for the first time an early adjournment. I say 
that for the first time the Senate has offered us 
an early adjournment. Itis true, as was said 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Parns- 
worry, | that heretofore the Senate hag tabled 
our resolutions when we have asked for carly 
adjournment. We have always complained of 
that action, and rightly, perhaps. But do we 
now propose to say in a spirit of revenge that 
their resolution shall be tabled? Shall we, 
the Representatives of the people, say that we 
will not go heartily and cordially for an early 
adjournment when the Senate has signified its 
willingness to adjourn early? When theSenate 
is willing to fix a time for adjourument and 
work up to it, shall we, the Representatives 
of the people, say we will not work up to that 
time? Unless we fix the time for adjournment 
now, we shall find ourselves here on the 4th 
of July, ifnot on the 4th of August. So that 
every consideration moves me to give my vote 
for the earliest possible time of adjournment. 
If there should arise a public exigency requir- 
ing us to stay here longer, that consideration 
will address itseif to both Houses, and they 
can extend the time. 

Mr. DAWES, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Houtman. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
House will not adopt this resolution of the 
Senate. I trust that the House will not at 
this early moment, with the business of the 
session scarcely entered upon, bind itself to 
atime for adjournment. I was struck, Mr. 
Speaker, with the language of the- gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Burier.] Heurged 
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that it was the personal interest of members 
to adjourn early, and also the interest of his 
party; but I did not hear him assert that it 
was the interest of our country. I hope the 
gentleman’s sentiments will not be responded 
to by the great body of the members of this 
House. We come here for the purpose of 
performing such legislative functions as the 
interests of the country might demand. We 
come here inhonor bound, as Representatives 
of the people, to see that their interests shall 
not suffer at our hands; and I submitthat the 
gentleman from Massachusetts well knows 
that to terminate this session as early as the 
latter part of May is not only to deprive the 
country of the benefit of a fair consideration 
of public measures, but to crowd the business 
of legislation from the halls of the two Houses 
and take it before that questionable power, 
the committee of conference, composed of 
three members of each branch, in which the 
public voice is entirely silent, and in which 
the will of the nation, which should be ex- 
pressed through the legislative department, is 
subordinated to the will of six Representatives 
of the people. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to sdy a single word? I 
know he did not intend to misrepresent me 
when he said that I did not urge this resolu- 
tion in behalf of the interests of the country. 
If he so understood me, he is mistaken. I 
said the passage of the resolution was de- 
manded by the interests of the country, the 
interests of the public business, and, if I might 
be allowed to add it, the interests of party. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear the addi- 
tional remark, and of course the gentleman 
has the benefit of the correction. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the adoption of this reso- 
lution means that the great measures of legisla- 
tion shall notbeconsidered. Itmeansthe tariff 
shall not be reformed and labor relieved from 
its oppressions, that the internal taxes shall 
not be reduced. It means that no measures to 
revive our almost lifeless commerce shall be 
entered upon. There are measures in refer- 
ence to which the public will has been clearly 
expressed. 1 shall differ with my friend from 
New York on one measure to which he has 
referred. I shall differ with gentlemen in 
reference to the land bills; and great as might 
be the injustice to the country of an early 
adjournment, if it should have the effect of 
striking down that species of legislation, I 
should esteem an early adjournment a public 
benefit, no matter what measures of legisla- 
tion might fail. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose a substitute for the 
resolution now pending, which expresses the 
sentiments of gentlemen on this side of the 
House in reference to the time when the House 
should adjourn, and I ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that 
Congress should not adjourn until the necessary 
revision of the tariff shall be effected, and the in- 
ternal revenue tax reduced, and the abuses of the 
present civil service corrected and reformed by 
necessary legislation, to the end that the various 
industries of the country be relieved from the pres- 
ent oppressive burdens of taxation, and purity and 


ethoiency secured in the administration of public 
affairs. 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman should also 
include the ten commandments. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There are those three great 
subjects on which the country demands legisla- 
tion. The country demands a revision and 
reduction of the tariff. The country demands 
atour hands that the internal taxation shall 
be reduced. The country demands legislation 
to purify the administration of public affairs 
and the correction of abuses that now startle 
and agitate the public mind. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawrs] made a 
jocose remark which I did not bear. Does 
he mean these three great sulijects of legis- 
lation are not to be considered? 

Mr. DAWES. I have yielded to my col- 
league [Mr. Banxs] if the gentlemanis through. | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I am not through. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. ‘The gen- 
tleman will allow me to move this amendment 
to his substitute, ‘‘and civil rights to all men 
before the taw established.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had supposed that had 
been effected already.’ The gentleman’s party 
has been in absolute power in every depart- 
ment of the Government for many years, and 
is responsible if it has not been done. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
pose to do it in four months now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But let that be included. 
If his party has not secured the rights of all 
men before the law, then it has failed to avail 
itself of its unexampled powers. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think my colleague 
needs any justification before the country. 
now yield to my other colleague, [Mr. Banks, ] 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, no one would he 
more ready to adjourn by the last of May than 
myself if I thought the business of the country 
could be transacted by that time. My belief 
is that it cannot be transacted in the time speci- 
fied. If we pass the resolution of the Senate 
called up by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] 
the Committee on Appropriations will occupy 
nearly the whole time between this and tho 
day iixed for the adjournment sine die of the 
two Houses. There would be a great many 
important subjects cut short by that adjourn- 
ment except in the intervals between the 
action of the House and the Senate on these 
single measures. ; 

Now, sir, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
comes early in the list of committees. I do 
not believe the committee will be called in the 
order of business before the 1st of March or 
the middle of March. If this resolution be 
passed it will only have one opportunity of 
reporting upon important matters of business 
referred to it during this whole session. I 
know very well the appropriation bills may be 
taken up and passed in the time specified, but 
I am perfectly well aware many important sab- 
jects of legislation which have been committed 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs will not 
be considered as they ought to be by this House 
for want of time. 

There are many questions referred to us in 
the message of the President of the United 
States. Certainly no presidential message has 
given more satisfaction to the country than that 
which the President of the United States sent 
to us at the beginning of this session; and it 
was because it touched upon those subjects 
which the people wished to have considered 
and upon which they desire action. I can 
name only a few of them. There are the re 
duction of taxes, the interests of labor, our 
relations with Mexico, which are delicate and 
threatening, Spanish affairs, the tariff, civil 
service reform, the increase of the Navy, the 
telegraph and postal system, the Ku Klux 
legislation required by the condition of the 
South, general amnesty, and many other mat- 
ters of importance. Now, if the House accepts 
this resolution to-day to adjourn before the end 
of May there will be no one of these questions 
that will have an opportunity of fair, free, and 
full discussion and impartial decision. The 
whole time of the House and of the Senate will 
be necessarily occupied with appropriation 
bills, and every one of us will be obliged to 
accord to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations the right to the floor whenever 
he shall ask it, because we know it will be of 
the last importance that the appropriation bills 
shall be passed, in order that we may not have 
a special session in this year of the presiden- 
tial election. 

Then there is the question of our tréaty rela- 
tions with England, which is of the greatest 
importance, and which cannot be disposed of 
in a hurry, without fall discussion. And de- 
pending upon that question, and as important 
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as the treaty itself, comes the question of .the | 
readjustment of our commercial relations so 
as to provide for the immediate and prospect- 
ive renovation and restoration of our com- 
merce. 

I hope; sir, this House will at least give us 
the advantage of having the authority of a 
responsible committee of the House before it 
shall decide to pass this resolution. , 

Mr. DAWES. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. BANKS. Just let me add one word. 
I should have said that in addition to the 
question of treaty relations with Great Britain 
there is the still more important and still 
more threatening and delicate subject of our 
relations with the Spanish Government, and |j 
especially with reference to the affairs of Cuba, 
which are attracting the attention of the whole | 
country, and which demand of us immediate 
and prompt and decisive action. 

Mr. DAWES. [now yield a few moments 
to the gentlemanfrom New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX. I commend the gentleman from 
Massachusetts who last spoke for not making 
this a party matter as his colleague [Mr. Bur- 
LER] had made it. And Iam especially struck 
with the last remark he made 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
not compliment me at the expense of my 
political associates on this side of the House. 

Mr. COX. Ishall never compliment the 
gentleman at the expense of any one after 
his remarks this morning, in which the gen- 
tleman covered up something, in his peculiar | 
and dignified style, which I do not understand, 
but which I shallno doubt understand in time. 
But I mean to make this remark: that whereas 
the gentleman from Massachusetts who last 
spoke did not put this question on party 
grounds, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
who preceeded him did so. Truth creeps 
unawares upon caution. Thisisa party move- 
ment, and you all know it; it is designed to 
avoid issues and to carry your presidential 
election. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then it 
is very clear we ought to pass the resolution. 

Mr. COX. I thought Í would smoke that 
gentleman out. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawns] attempted to make a 
little ridicule of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Hormax] by proposing that he should add the 
ten commandments to his resolution—mean- 
ing, I suppose, thereby especially the one 
which says: ‘Thou shalt not steal;’’ because |; 
in getting through the appropriations before 
the 29th of May there will be considerable 
grand larceny committed. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts—I mean 
the distinguished soldier from Massachusetts, 
if you can find out who that is, [laughter]—the 
gentleman from Massachusetts says this is a 
party question, and that we ought to run away 
from our business and go philandering around 
the country taking an example from other ofh- 
cers of the Government. The gentleman says 
we ought to do this with a view to our physical 
health. He says there has been some turn- 
ing up of the soil. They have struck some 
sandstone formation in stirring up the soil of 
this city, [laughter,] and itis unhealthy; and 
so it is unhealthy for us to stay here and do 
our duty; unhealthy perhaps physically, and 
unhealthy for the party which seeks to shirk 
the issues which the people demand we should 
meet. 

As to the remark made by the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
there is mach in it, especially in reference to 
our difficulties with England not yet settled. 
I would not speak in this House any words, 
even the lightest word, to embarrass the nego- 
tiations or commissions which are now pro- 
gressing. But I believe it is the feeling of 
men who know that we are in danger of losing 
all we thought to gain by the Geneva con- 


ference, and that in September, when the final 
award is made, we may seo our commissioners 
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and lawyers come back here utterly discom- 
fited by reason of the bad management of our 
foreign affairs in the last three or four years. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. COX... Oh, I have not come to the 
real point, if the gentleman will allow me. 
[ Laughter. 


Mr. DAWES. If the point is coming I will | 


wait a moment. 

Mr. COX. I wanted to state to the country 
in a plain, square way—and the gentleman can 
easily see the point, though he did not make 
it himself—the real point in this case, which is 
to carry on your political campaign without 
investigation. The real point is to go before 
the committee on a pretense to reform the 
revenue like the miserable meddling with the 
tariff in the last Congress which gave no re- 
duction camparatively. And then the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means will come forth 
from their shell, [{laughter,] and they will 
produce some delusive reduction at the last 


moment, and hurry it through like the bill of 


the last Congress, which pretended to make a 
reduction of $20,000,000, when it was really 
in the shape of a compromise, and an exaction 
from the people on many articles. The House 
could not debate itany further. It was passed 
in & hurry, and the Republicans went out and 
claimed credit for reducing the revenue, when 
in fact they fastened the tariff still more 
strongly upon the labor of the people and the 
industry of the country. 

Now, I want these investigations that are 
proposed here togoon. I want, ifpossible, the 
South to be pacified, regardless of political 
success. I am not so mucha partisan as some 
members of this House, (although I am ac- 
counted as much in earnest on that subject,) 
but for one, I am willing to set an example to 
the Presidont and to the Secretaries and to the 
heads of bureaus who spend their summers 
everywhere except at their business. [Laugh- 
ter.] Do not Jet us follow so bad an example 
while drawing pay for a full year’s service, a 
salary of $5,000. 

Mr. DAWES. After the non-partisan speech 
of my distinguished friend from New York, 
[laughter,] I have only to say that it is much 
casier always to preach than to practice, and 
that it bas been impossible to make him under- 
stand that his faith without works is dead. 

I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman 


from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
the alarm which has been raised here might 
have been addressed to some other party than 
to the party which is in control of both branches 
of Congress. ‘They have been charged by the 
people as the majority to take care of the need- 
ful legislation of the country. The Senate 
is of the opinion that whatever duties devolve 
upon us under the trust of the people can be 
well and fully performed by the 29th day of 
May next, a period four months hence. It 
ought to oceur to gentlemen who raise these 
objections that if in the mean time it be ascer- 
tained by the party responsible to the country 
for the needful legislation that what is abso- 
lately essential to the prosperity of the people 
cannot be consummated before the time named 
in the resolution, the party that adopts the 
resolution can rescind it without asking 
instructions from any other party, and without 
asking their votes even. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Brooxs] 
has been good enough to intimate that instead 
of looking to the Teesiaion of the country 
we are to engage here in the business of mak- 
ing political speeches about the merits of this 
man or that man for the Presidency, the merits 
of this party or that party. In my judgment 
all such discussions are out of place on this 
floor. Our business here is to attend to the 
legislative wants of the country, and having 
attended to that duty, to adjourn and go back 
to the people-and answer to them for the man- 
ner in which we have discharged this trust. 


i 


io Mr. DAWES. 


For myself, I am willing to try the experiment 
whether we can discharge this duty within the 
coming four months; and if, before the expi- 
ration of the time it, shall become apparent 
that some bill essential to the public interest 
may need a longer time for consideration, it 
is as competent for the commanding majority 
in the Senate, amounting: to three fourths of 
the body, that sent us this resolution, tò re- 
scind it, as it was for them to pass it in the 
first place; and it is equally possible for the 
Republican majority in this House to do so 
also, as we have seen it done before. It is a 
poor compliment to the Republican majority 
of the Senate and the House to say to them, 
that, having matured the needful legislation 
for the country, they will run away from the 
capital when they know its passage is essential, 
rather than to rescind this resolution, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman says 
this resolution can be rescinded as easily as it 
was passed. Does he reflect that it took the 
Senate two weeks to pags it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman says it 
took them two weeks to pass it. That is a 
catch-phrase unwortby of the gentleman, for 
they could have passed it in two days. Iam 
quite well aware that the previous question 

oes not obtain in the Senate, but I am equally 
well aware that there is an end to human 
endurance. If there is a party in this House 
that is to-day represented in the Senate op- 
posed to the passage of this resolution, they 
can put themselves before the country and 
stand grandly in history by voting against the 
rescindment of it, after all this outbreak of 
patriotic indignation at the proposition for an 
early adjournment. ‘The gentleman from INi- 
nois [Mr. Farysworra] will do well to come 
I| in to repair breaches in his logic and oppose 
| its rescindment when the Democratic party 
stands here to-day solid against the passage 
of the resolution. If toward the close of the 
four months it becomes apparent that the pub- 
lic interest demands that the resolution be 
rescinded and the legislation of the country be 
permitted to go on, who will oppose it? Will 
ihe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farws- 
wortH] oppose it? Will the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooxs] oppose it? Will 
any gentlman in the Senate representing in 
common their views expressed here to-day 
oppose it? Irather think not. 

say again that the Republican majority in 
the House and in the Senate are responsible 
to the country for the necessary legislation. 
Surely they can trust themselves and not con- 
sult the minority on that subject. And if at 
the end of the time named it shall appear that 
there is essential legislation not then disposed 
of, they can appeal to those gentlemen who 
are so anxious that the legislation of the coun- 
try shall not be obstructed to rescind this 
resolution, and I take it for granted they will do 
it. I am in favor of passing this resolution now. 
I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Kuntoce] for a 
question. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish simply to ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Dawes] whether he can assure 
the House that he will bave ample time, should 
this resolution be adopted, to report the bill 
repealing the income tax, and a bill to repeal 
the other internal revenue taxes that should 
be repealed? 

Mr. DAWES. Thatten majority which the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Kenioca] 
precipitated upon us against the repeal of the 
income tax instructed us very much. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The gentleman cannot 
shield himself in that way. The eighty-three 
absentees at that time will take care of that 
if the gentleman will report the bill. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to ask my colleague 
a question ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will yield for a question 
only, for I have promised to yield to the gen- 


| tleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] for a time. 
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Mr. BANKS.. Ifthe House shall pass this 
resolution now, will it be competent for the 
House to rescind it, if we shall become satis- 
fied that it should be rescinded? . 

Mr. DAWES. It cannot be reseinded, of 
course, without the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. BANKS. Then we must leave it to some 
other body to rescind it, if necessary? 

Mr. DAWES. How much time does the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] want? 

Mr. KERR. Give me five minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
for five minutes. 

Mr. KERR. T do not want to find any 
politics in this resolution. On the contrary, I 
am willing for the present to admit that it has 
no politics in it. Personally I am in favor of 
the:shortest possible sessions of the Congress 
of the United States, and I believe that every 
gentleman on this side of the House is in favor 
of a short session. But we are also in favor, 
and this primarily and all the time, of the Con- 
gress, before it adjourns, performing those 
most important duties of needful legislation 
and reform which now especially rest upon it, 
and which the people of this country at this 
time more than at any other time in the last 
ten years expect and demand that Congress 
shall meet manfully, boldly, and honestly, and 
discharge intelligently and effectively, so as to 
give substantial and speedy relief to the suffer- 
ing people, and to establish more equal laws, 
and restore civil government all over the land, 
and rebuild our prostrate commerce. 

We on this side of the House desire that 
before this Congress shall adjourn it shall con- 
sider and legislate appropriately upon all the 
great questions that have lately been agitated 
in the country. I believe I can truthfully say 
that the popular mind of this country has not 
during the past ten years been more clear and 
intelligent or more imperative in its demands 
upon Congress for reform than it is to-day; 
and it will be an unpardonable evasion of duty 
on the part of the party responsible for the 
action of this House if we adjourn before the 
just expectations of the people are fairly and 
reasonably met and answered. Why should 
we resolve now when we shall adjourn? We 
have been in session but a few weeks. ‘The 
committees are only fairly organized. They 
have not yet much more than begun carnest, 
systematic, and effective work. Numberless 
bills have been introduced, and a very few 
have been acted upon; but the great part of 
the work of the session remains to be yet 
matured and considered. LI say, therefore, it 
is impossible that we can at so early a day 
wisely and safely fix a limit to the time that 
we will or ought to spend in deliberation upon 
the business of the country. As the session 
wears on, and the great subjects of appropria- 
tions, supplies, revision of the tariff, reduction 
of taxation, reform of the civil service, and 
others are disposed of, we can then approach 
this matter intelligently. 

But it is said by gentlemen on the other side 
that if we resolve now that on the 29th of 
May we will adjourn, and if when that time 
arrives the business of the country is not done, 
we may rescind that resolution. Mr. Speaker, 
I need only to appeal to the observation and 
experience of every gentleman in this House to 
bear me witness in the assertion that a repeal 
under such circumstances would be most dif- 
ficult, if, indeed, it were not simply impossible. 
All sorts of considerations—partisan, personal, 
and political—would come in to resist and 
prevent a repeal and to force an adjournment, 
whether the business of the country was done 
or not. We ought first to proceed with the 
regular business of the session in the most 
expeditious manner consistent with proper 
deliberation, and when we have thus reached 
such a point that we can with certainty see the 
end, we may then with propriety resolve that at 
some future day we will adjourn. - But [know 
of no example in the practical experience of 
this House when the day of final adjournment 


was fixed by Congress more than a few weeks 
before the period of actual adjournment had 
arrived. I hope this Senate resolution will be 
referred to the Committee of Waysand Means. 

Mr. DAWES. Inowyield fora few minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Max- 
NARD. 

Me AYN ARD. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a fact to which the older 
members will testify, that at no previous 
session has the public business been so far 
advanced at a corresponding period of the 
session as it is now. The almost unexam- 
pled—perhaps I might say entirely unexam- 
pled—instance of the legislative appropriation 
bill passing through this House as it did a few 
days ago, almost unchallenged, is an indication 


of the easy disposition we are likely to make 
of that class of legislation. i 

This question of adjournment is not a new 
question. I find by the record that two years 
ago at an earlier period in the session than 
at present—the 19th of January, 1870—Mr. 
Stiles, then a Democratic member from Penn- 
sylvania, introduced a resolution, which I will 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘* Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, c., That the President of the Senateand 
the Speaker of the House of Reprosentatives do 
declare their respective Houses adjourned sine die 
at twelve o’clock m, on the second Tuesday of April 
next.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. When that resolution was 
ofiered I with some others thought the time pro- 
posed too early, and a motion was made to lay 
the resolution on the table, but it failed. The 
previous question was ordered, and theyeas and 
nays were taken on the passage of the resolu- 
tion. I ask the Clerk to read the names of 
those who voted in favor of that resolution to 
adjourn on the second Tuesday in April. 

Mr. DAWES. The reading of those names 
will take a longer time than 1 can spare. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I shallask to have 
the list incorporated in my remarks, simply 
calling attention to the fact that among those 
voting in the affirmative were the distinguished 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks, ] his 
colleague, [Mr. Woop,] my friend from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. JCerr,] who has just addressed the 
House, and the other gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Hormax, ] who was so emphatic a few 
moments ago against the propriety of an early 
adjournment. [append the list of those who 
voted for that resolution : 

“Yas —Messrs. Axtell, Beek, Biggs, Bird, Boyd, 
James Brooks, Burr, Calkin, Crebs, Dickinson, Dox, 
Eldridge, Getz, Golluday, Greene, Griswold, Haight, 
Ifaldeman, Hamill, Heaton, Heflin, Hill, Hoge, Hot- 
man, Thomas 8. Jones, Judd, Julian, Kelley, Kel- 
logg, Kerr, Knott. Lawrence, Marshall, Mayham, 
McCormick, McCrary, MeNeely, Mercur, William 
Moore, Morgan, Mungen, Niblack, Pomeroy, Pot- 
ter, Randall, Reading, Reeves, Rice, Rogers, San- 
ford, Schumaker, Porter, Sheldon, Sherrod, Slocum, 


Stevens, Stiles, Stone, Strader, Swann, Sweeney, 
Laffe, Trimble, Van Auken, Van Horn, Voorhees, 
Ward. Wells. Wheeler, Winans, Winchester, Witcher, 
Wood, and Woodward.’’ 

Mr. DAWES, I now call the previous 
question. _ ; 

‘Lhe previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered, 

The first question was upon the motion of 
Mr. FARNSWORTH, to refer the resolution of the 
Senate to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

On agreeing to the motion there were—ayes 
91, noes 68. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the atlirmative—yeas 129, nays 77, not voting 
83; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Averill, Banks, 
Barnum, Beck, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Cald- 
well, Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, 
Cotton, Cox, Crebs. Critcher. Crossland, Davis, 
Dawes, Donnan, Dox, DuBose. Duke, Dunnell, El- 
dridge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkeluburg, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Wilder D., Foster, Garfield, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Han- | 


I demand the yeas and 


|i 


cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hay, 
Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, King, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, 
McHenry, Mcintyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchel], Morey, Morgan, 
Niblack, Orr, Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac €. 
Parker, Aaron F, Perry, Eli Perry, Potter, Price, 
Prindle, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, Ritchie, Rogers, Sargent, Shanks, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Slater, Sloss, John A. Smith, Snapp, 
Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Sutherland, Swann, 
Taffe, Terry, Tuthill, TPwichell, Tyner, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and Young—-129. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Ambler, Barber, Barry, Beatty, 
Bell, Bigby. Bingham, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, William T. 
Clarke, Cobb,Conger, Darrall, Dickey, Duell, Hames, 
Edwards, Charles Foster, Hale, Halsey, George B. 
Harris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazle- 
ton, Hill, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, Killinger, Lam- 
port, Lansing, Lynch, Maynard, McCormick, Me- 
Grew, McJunkin, McKee, Mereur, Merriam, Mon- 
roe, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packer, Palmer, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Peters, Poland, Porter, Elis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington C. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Sypher, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, Upson, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, and John T. Wilson—77. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Campbell, Creely, DeLarge, Elliott, Ely, Frye, 
Hambleton, Harmer, Hawley, Hays, Herndon, Mc- 
Crary, Moore, Morphis, Platt, Randall, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Scofield, Sheldon, 
Sherwood, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Storm, St. John, Dwight Town- 
send, and Williams of New York—33. 


So the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 


During the vote, . 

Mr. MeCLELLAND stated that his col- 
league, Mr. RANDALL, who was absent, was 
paired on all questions with his other colleague, 
Mr. Harmer. 

So the vote was then announced as above 
recorded, 

Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. GETZ. I move to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of introducing the following 
resolution: 


._ Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds be instructed_to investigate the 
work done on the new State Department in this 
city, under the direction of Mr. A. B. Mullett, super- 
yising architect of the Treasury, and report to 
this House why a stone familiariy known as Sen- 
eca sandstone, was used in the foundation walls, in- 
stead of granite, as ordered by the joint Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
House. Also, by whose authority the change was 
made; and whether the work is being done ina 
proper and substantial manner ; whether it is true 
that the frost has seriously damaged the Seneca 
sandstone already used in the foundation walls; 
and that the committee be authorized to send for 


| persons and papers, and to take testimony on all 


questions relating to contracts for stone, and the 
work so far as it has progressed. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the House should now 
adjourn, how long will it be before this ques- 
tion again comes up for action? 

The SPEAKER. It will be the first thing 
in order at the close of the morning hour on 
next Monday. í 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Isuppose, then, that the 
motion to adjourn was made to prevent the 
House passing this resolution. 

Mr. POTTER. Yes, let us have it now. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
101, noes 5. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was 
adopted. 

CLAIMS REPORT. 


Mr. PORTER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which, under 
the law, went to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of House 
Micellaneous Document No. 16 (the report of the 


spinmission of claims) be printed for the use of the 
use, 
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REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. RAINEY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1826) to remove 
the political disabilities from persons therein 
named; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, by reason of participation in the late 
rebellion, be removed from H. W. Carter, 
Andrew J. Stringer, and W. F. Coleock, of 
South Carolina. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. RAINEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDUCATION OF THE PEOPLE. 


The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor [Mr. Perce] 
desires to come to an understanding with the 
House in regard to the future management of 
a bill reported by that committee. 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1048) to establish an educa- 
tional fund and to apply the proceeds of the 
public lands to the education of the people 
be taken out of the morning hour, and that 
Friday of this week and Tuesday of next week 
after half past one o'clock be designated for 
the consideration of said bill, to the exclusion 
of all other orders; and that the previous ques- 
tion be considered as seconded and the main 
question ordered at three o’clock on the second 

ay of debate. 

Mr. BLDRIDGE. 
private business? 

The SPEAKER. It would be, unless by 
order of the House other business takes pre- 
cedence. 

Mr. PERCE. My motion is that the bill 
shall be considered only after the morning 
hour. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the chairman of 
the committee desire one hour for debate after 
the previous question is seconded? 

Mr, PERCE. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on sus- 
pending the rules and making the order indi- 
cated by the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor. The Chair will order 
tellers, and appoint the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Perce] and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. ELDRIDGE. ] 

Mr. PERCE. Idesire to say just one word, 
if the House will allow me. 

Mr. SLOSS. [I object. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to say that when 
J objected to the order proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] I was 
not aware that the motion was madein accord- 
ance with an arrangement satisfactory to the 
members of the committee. Learning that 
fact, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the order 
be made. It will open the morning hour to 


Ts not Friday devoted to 


work. 

Mr. PERCE. The object is to give com- 
mittees an opportunity to report. The bill is 
now in the morning hour, and is blocking the 
whole business of the House. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. T have withdrawn my 
objection, understanding that the arrangement 
was satisfactory to the minority as well as the 
majority of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hormax] as one 
of the tellers, instead of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. ELDRIDGE. ] 

Mr. McINTYRE. Idesire to know whether 


it is a part of the arrangement that amend- 
ments shall be admitted? 

Mr. PERCE. I propose to admit amend- 
ments on which the sense of the House may 
be taken before the bill is finally disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are to understand that 
the bill will be open to amendment generally? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair begs that the 
understanding shall be explicit as to ‘that 
point. Does the gentleman propose to with- 
draw his motion to recommit, so that any gen- 
tleman can move amendments? 

Mr. PERCE. I propose to admit amend- 
ments after the discussion is closed, so that 
they may come in without debate. 

The SPEAKER. After the discussion is 
closed the gentleman proposes to admit by con- 
sent as many amendments as may be offered, 
With that understanding, the Chair will again 
submit the proposition to a viva voce vote. 

The question beingagain put on Mr. Pereces 
motion, to suspend the rules, it was agreed to, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is on the floor. 


APPLICATIONS FOR PENSIONS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer the following resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate bo requested to return 
to this House the bill (H, R. No. 511) entitled “A 
bill fixing the time from which pensions heretofore 
granted, or which may hereafter bo granted, shall 
commence, and extending the time for the filing of 
applications for the same.” 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman re- 
port this resolution from the Committeo on 
Appropriations ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not. I 
ask that a letter from the Commissioner of 
Pensions be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Pexsron Orvice, Wasnineron, D. C., 
January, 25, 1872. 

Sir: In accordance with your request,under date 
of the 19th instant, through clerk of the Committco 
on Appropriations, I herewith present an estimate 
of the additional expenditure which would be in- 
curred by the passage of House bill No. 511, relative 
to the extension of the time within which applica- 
tion for pension may be filed, in ordor to tako eflect 
from the date of discharge or death of the penon on 
whose account the pension has been or shall herc- 
after be granted. g 

Tho results furnished have been reached by a erit- 
ical examination of a number of tho cases on file so 
large and varicd as to givo a fair average estimate 
of all cases that would be affected by said bill. 

Should said bill become a law, itis estimated that 
the additionalappropriation thereby induced would 
probably reach the sum of $32,000,000, of which 
$6,000,000 would be necessary for the readjustment 
of claims already admitted, and the remaining 
$26,000,000 would be required for claims which shall 
hereafter be admitted, in installments of which the 
exact figures derived by our proportions are as fol- 


The computation of the rate at which claims are 
now disposed of is one of the basis of proportions 
above indicated, and shows that the last of the cases 
probably to be affected by the proposed bill will not 
have boen adjudicated before December, 1830, the 
approximately estimated date for final action upon 
all of them, A 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, | 
J. H. BAKER, Commissioner. 
Hon. J. A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on Appro- 

priations. 


Mr. MOORE. If it will be in order, and if 
I can have the consent of the House, E would 
like to make a remark or two in reference to 


| that resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Debate can only proceed 
by unanimous consent, 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Olio. I will yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MOORE. If the resolution will go by 
on an objection I will object to its considera- 
tion at the present time, but if it is the purpose 
of the gentleman to move a suspension of the 
rules and to call the previous question on the 
resolution, I would like to have the privilege 
of making a remark. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
gentleman for a speech. 

Mr. MOORE. I wish to say that so far as 
the report which has been read is concerned I 
have no doubt but that it is made to this House 
in good faith, but if it is made in good faith, I 
say that it is made upon a very hasty and 
careless investigation of the subject. From 
the very first there has been an attempt made 
to prejudge the question in reference to the 
extension of the time of making application 
by claimants of pensions, by publications made 
in the newspapers, and by dispatches from the 
Interior Departmentto the public press. 1 have 
known, and this House knows, that for some 
reason or other the Interior Departinent has 
taken it upon itself to make the declaration 
that this measure ought not to pass. Now I 
take it upon myself to say that the people of 
this country are not disposed thus to act 
toward the men who sustained the very life of 
this country in a time when the President of 
the United States was crying out, ‘My king- 
dom for another man,” and yet the further 
we recede from the scenes of that war the less 
we are inclined to appreciate the services of 
the men who suffered in the country's defense. 
Now, sir, I want to say another thing in refer- 
ence to this matter, and that is that I am not 
concerned greatly in reference to how much 
money is required to meet the honest claim of 
these men. Ifthe claim is just the country is 
willing to pay it, It is not manly, in my 
opinion, to come here and say that because 16 
involves a large amount of money, therefore 
the Government will not meet these claims 
and do its duty toward its defenders. 

Now, sir, I am willing that this maiter 
should be fairly discussed, but I am not will: 
ing that by the dictation of the Interior De- 
partment a bill shall be overslaughed in this 
House before the country hears of it or be- 
fore there is opportunity fully to investigate it. 

T want to state another point in reference 
to this question. A report was put forth in 
reference to arrears of pensions recently, 
stating that the amount involved would be 
$15,000,000, and now the Commissioner of 
Pensions issues a statement that it willamount 
to $82,000,000. ‘Ihe Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has sent a request to the Secretary 
of the Interior, or rather to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, asking how many pensioners there 
were upon the roll in 1867, the time when the 
limitation commenced to operate in certain 
cases, and how many on the pension-roll in 
1868, how many claimed back pensions, and 
so on from year to year. to the, present time. 
This report has not yet been received, We 
are waiting for that report. We intend to in- 
vestigate the question thoroughly, and to ascer- 
tain as far as it is possible what the expense 
will be. But then, sir, we say that these claims 
ought to be met, and that this cry that the 
expense will be a heavy one is uo argument. 
It is an easy thing for this House to vote an 
appropriation of $50,000 to feed an expedition 
from abroad that is to come to this capital, 
and it is an easy thing for them when some 
great matter is before the House to make 
large appropriations, but when small claims 
are to be dealt with, claims of those who suf- 
fered in defense of this country, there is atre- 
mendous hue-and-ery from a certain quarter 
concerning it, I hope the resolution will not 
be considered, 


Is the resolution’ before 


I yield to the 
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Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to say 
two things in response to the gentleman from 
Hlinois, and the first is, that so far as I know 
the Pension Office have done only their duty in 
responding to categorical questions submitted 
to them. The Committee on Appropriations 
anthorized me as their organ to make this in- 
quiry of the Department. I made it, and asked 
them to take their time in making the estimate. 
The Commissioner of Pensions was before the 
com mittee, and the Secretary ofthe Interior was 
there, and what they said to us was subsequent- 
ly put down in writing in more careful detail. 
That report has come to us, and I know of 
no other action whatever taken in that Depart- 
ment except this in response to a demand of 
a committee of this House, which it was their 
duty to make, If there is any fault in the 
matter, it is the fault of the Committee on 
Appropriations. They felt, when a bill like 
that had passed this House at an early hour 
of the day's session, at fifteen minutes past 
twelve o'clock, when it did not appear that the 
attention of the House was called to it; when 
there was no debate upon it; when there were 
do yeas and nays on it; when there was not 
even a rising vote upon it—the Committee on 
Appropriations thought it was well to see to 
what extent that bill would go in ils demands 
upon the Treasury, I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that it is not merely a question of jas- 
tice that we are talking of. All these men are 
now on the pension-rolls who served in our 
late war, and they are to-day drawing their 
pensions month by month. The country has 
ziven their gratuity to these people, and given 
ibworthily, I doubt not, in at least three fourths 
of the cases. 

Now shail we, with one stroke of the pen, 
by one act that it took us but a minute to pass, 
make our entire pension laws and all our pen- 
sions under those laws revert back to the period 
when the injury was received, and at a single 
blow add more than thirty-two million dollars 
to the expenses of this Government, without 
any investigation at all? The gentleman says 
the committee are investigating this matter. Í 
am glad to hear it; I only wish they had made 
their investigation before the bill passed this 
House. All Laskis thatthe bill may be brought 
back here and referred to them for considera- 
tion, I donot ask the House to act adversely 
upon it; Lask only that the bill may be brought 
back here in order that it may receive what it 
never had before, a hearing in this House; 
that is all, 

Those gentlemen who have charge of our 

ension-rolis tell us that this bill, if it shall 

ecome a law, will add $32,500,000 to our 
expenses, ‘lhe Secretary of the Interior says, 
andthe Commissioner of Pensions concurs with 
him, that one fourth of allthe pensions on our 
rolls to-day are, in his judgment, deliberate 
and outrageous frauds. Now, one fourth, or at 
leust one eighth of this $32,600,000 will go 
to sharpers and rascals, to the claim agents 
of the country, who are not soldiers, and who 
have no right to this gratuity trom the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If so many of these 
pensions are fraudulent, why does not the 
Commissioner of Pensions correct the fraud? 

e has ample power to do it. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
my statement. 
here, I understand it will be in the condition 
of a bill on its reconsideration. I believe 
this is rather a new question in parliamentary 
law, and therefore I will appeal to the Speaker 
to slate the condition of the bill when it comes 
back from the Senate under this resolution. 
Will it not then be in the condition of a bill 
whose passage has been moved to be recon- 
sidered? 

The SPEAKER. There is no direct rule 
upon the subject. But if, under @ suspension 
of the rules, the House should request of the 
Senate the return of the bill, the Chair would 
entertain a motion to recommit, so that the 


Let me finish 


When the bill comes back | 


i 


action of the House-upon it could in that way 
be revised. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish the House 
to remember that when we take action like 
this in the name of sympathy, or even in-the 
name of justice, we should be sure that our 
sympathy and our justice are not made the 
means of feeding a vast crowd of rascals who 
follow in the wake of all good things, so that 
they may pick up in the name of Christian 
charity whatever crumbs they can. 

Mr. BIRD. I desire to ask ihe chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
GARFIELD] if he has ascertained through the 
Department whether these rascals get upon 
the pension-roll through this House and its 
Committee on Pensions, or through the De- 
partment itself? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I mean no reflec- 
tion on this House or upon its committee. 
But I will say to the gentleman, that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, as well as the Secretary 
of the Interior, were questioned on that sub- 
ject, and they said that this was the manner 
in which these frauds were committed: claim 
agents, lawyers, who had nothing else to do 
but to work up matters of this sort, briefless 
barristers, went around to those who had been 
in the Army, and drummed up cases, made up 
claims for them, in many cases got forged 
evidence of disability, or forged evidence of 
soundness before they went into the Army; 
that the worst possible cases were those best 
proved. In other words, the man who gets up 
athoroughly rotten case, would, when hestarted 
out to lie, do so strongly and unscrupulously, 
and hence his papers would be prepared in the 
most complete and convincing manner. Both 
these officers told us that in this way papers 
had been brought to them which on their face 
were conclusive as to the rights of the parties ; 
aud it was only here and there that they had 
‘smoked out” a dishonest agent, finding some- 
timesthata hundred cases had been got through 
ou papers which were frauds from the begining 
tothe end. That was the reason we inserted 
in the appropriation bill last week an increase 
of nearly fifty thousand dollars to enable the 
Commissioner of Pensions to ferret out frauds 
on the pension-list, He told us that he had 
almost come to the conclusion that it would be 
wise to print, at the expense of the Govern- 
ment, the entire list of pensioners, and to post 
up in counties and towns the rolls of those 
drawing pensions from the particular vicinity, 
so that all good citizens might be invited to 
examine those rolls, and help the Government 
in ferreting out these frauds. 

Now, sir, groaning under such a load as the 
Pension Office is now groaning under, itis not 
surprising that the officers should feel some 
anxiety when this enormous additional weight 
is about to be put on their shoulders. They 
ought to feel such an anxiety; and I hope no 


| 


member of this House will blame them for 
feeling it, but that members will rather assist 
them in makiug the way clear to put our pen- 
sioners in such a position that they will receive 
the justice and even the gratuity of the Gov- 
ernment without opening the door to the 
frauds that are now being perpetrated upon 
that Department. I hope that no man in this 
House will object to the passage of this reso- 
lution for the return of the bill referred to. 

I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey, 
(Mr. Birp.] 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
that in the last Congress the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions very steadily refused to allow 
to petitioners back pensions. I thought that 
resolution of the committee wise and just; 
and I am exceedingly obliged tothe gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARsIELD] for putting this 
question in the shape in which itis now pre- 
sented, in ordér that the subject may be more 
deliberately considered by this House. ‘There 
are now before the committee a hundred or 
more petitions asking these back pensions. 


considering their merits very fully and care- 
fully, and if possible presenting a bill which 
may elicit more deliberate action on the part of 
the House than this question has yet received. 

The question presented for consideration 
is, whether these petitioners are justified in 
asking to have their pensions extended back? 
Shall they be paid a larger amount than they 
have hitherto received? The question is not 
whether the Government is being imposed 
npon by rascals; it is not whether here and 
there an individual is filling his pockets by 
taking advantage of this gratuity. Nu, sir; 
let that question be determined in the proper 
department. It will, I believe, be properly 
determined by the Commissioner of Pensions; 
and l trust this Congress will give him ample 
power to ascertain who the rogues and rascals 
are and to bring them to condign punishment, 
I understand that he already has the power to 
do so; and I bid him God speed in executing 
justice upon the rascals; for I have discovered 
long since that these rascals are numerous. 
Cases prepared by them come before our com- 
mittees in various forms—cases supported by 
affidavits verifying on their face every essen- 
tial fact inthe case. Over and over again we 
have had the strongest evidence of the great- 
est amount of raseality perpetrated upon the 
Government through this particular species of 
chicanery. I say it should cease, and the 
sooner the better. 

But the great and important question for this 
House to determine is, whether or not these 
individuals,who have suifered go severely in the 
service of their country, who have lost eyes, 
feet, arms, legs, whose families are suffering, 
whose infant children, in many cases, have but 
insufficient support, shall receive an increased 
bounty at the hands of this wealthy Govern- 
ment. As [have said, it has heretofore seemed 
to me wise and just to resist these app ications ; 
but when I consider the repeated claims of 
this kind, the large number of the petitioners, 
and the anxiety manifested by them, lam con- 
strained to pause, and am willing thatthe ques- 
tion shall again be brought before this House. 

Mr. MOORE, Mr Speaker, { wish to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that this 
bill passed the House twice during the last 
Congress, but did not reach the Senate. It 
was again passed iu this House after due de- 
liberation and report by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. When the law of 1862 was 
first passed the limitation was fixed at three 
years, and subsequently it was extended to a 
period of five years. Scarcely any of the 
claims before the Pension Bureau had been 
affected by the limitation before 1867. Now 
the Jaw is they are to be paid back to the 
date of the death or to the time when the 
right to the pension accrued, provided they 
are filed in time. Upto this very time there 
are pensions being granted in the Pension 
Bureau to persons now applying, which reach 
back to the date when the right to the pension 
accrued, simply for the reason that they have 
applied within five years, ‘There are other 
cases equally meritorious, which have no gort 
of fault to them on the face of the earth, 
except that they failed to apply before the 
expiration of the five years after the right 
accrued, and are therefore out off from haying’ 
their pensions dated Lack to the date of death 
or to the time when the right accrued. There 
are hundreds of cases of just this sort coming 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensious every 
day, and if this House refuses to extend the 
time it will be unjust to these people, for be 
it understood they are as meritorious as any 
of those cases where the right has been 
granted to have the pension go back to the 
date of death or the time the right to pen- 
sion accrued. 

I ask you, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of 
the House, how are we to undertake to deal 
with these appeals which come to us for relief? 
There are numerous instances of poor widows 


We have laid them aside for the purpose of | 


| and orphans living in obscure sections of the 
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country who had no conception of their rights 
under the Government, and never made appli- 
cation till some one happened to suggest they 
wereentitledtopensions, This nation, in view 
of the services rendered by these people can- 
not afford to be unjust to them at this time. 
Our stupendous war brought into the service 
of the Government people from all classes, 
from the lowest classes, and people of every 
nationality, I have in mind the case of a 
foreigner now in this city, who, after having 


taken out his naturalization papers entered the | 


service and was crippled for life, and it is only 


within a few months past that he has learned | 


from one of his own countrymen, the minister 


resident, that he was entitled to a pension. | 


He made his application, and now can get 
a pension only from the date of filing last 
proof. Now, does the Government propose 
to provide by law that it shall take advantage 
of the ignorance of these people, and to deny 
them what they are justly entitled to, because 
they have not made their application in due 
time, and when the failure to make applica- 
tion was really no fault of theirs? 

I wish to say to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [ Mr. GARFIELD] that 
the extension of the time does not play into the 
pockets of the claim-agents. There is a law 


now on the statute book that no claim-agent | 


shall have any pay whatever for securing to 
any man his back pension. We propose that 
shall stand in the law as it is to-day, and that 
no claim agent shall reap any benefit from this 
act. Therewill therefore be no new stimulant, 
applied to busy agents by this new act of 
which the gentleman complains; no new frauds 
can thusarise. The measure only relieves those 


who are already adjudged to be meritorious || 


claimants. 


Now then, Mr. Speaker, I contend that this 


Government is able to be just. If there is any- 
thing which appeals to this people more than 
anything else, it is the condition of crippled 
soldiers and suffering widows and orphans in 
this country, who are in distress because of the 
invaluable services they have rendered to this 
Government in the time of itsperil. I remem- 
ber well the time when we felt that our church- 
es, school houses, institutions of learning, our 
farms, our homes, and even our lauds were 
almost worthless, so long as along line of gray- 
backs stood in stubborn array against the life 
of our great Republic. I remember when we 
resolved to prosecute the war until the last 
rebel foe yielded to the authority of the 
Government. it was in consequence of the 
heroic support of our people in response to 
every appeal for help that we are now the 
greatest Government in the world. It is be- 


cause of the patriotism of our people, which j 
never manifested itself so grandly and so glori-. 


ously in any country before. When 1 remem- 
ber all these things, 1 for one shall never 


consent to any act of injustice on the part of | 


the Government toward the soldiers who sus- 
tained us during the rebellion. I remember 
very well when I and my friend from Ohio 


were riding on horseback in the Army, and the | 


weary soldiers trudged on in tke mud before 
us, and I swore then that I would never forget 
the private soldier who fought ia defense of the 
country. Isayi 
Government to say, because fiftcen or twenty 
millions of money are to be spent we will not 
do justice to these men, We would have given 
our right eye, we would have given our title- 
deeds, rather than not to have these men brave 
during the war, and in defense of the country, 
when every interest was in peril. 

One word more. It has been stated that 
one fourth of our pensions are fraudulent 
claims. 
man knows it to be true, and such a statement 
should not be uttered before the country with- 
out some evidence of its truth. Ido not be- 
Neve the statement. It is extravagant, and 
it is eminently unfair that such a statement 


tis small, and it is little in the ; 


I take it on myself to say that no | 


i 


t 


| mous consent. f 
resolution was reported from my committee; | 


should be made without the most positive 
evidence to sustain it. This House do not 
believe the statement; the country do not 


‘believe it, and cannot, unless they should con- 


clude that the Pension Bureau is a nuisance, 
and ought to be abated. 
I admit that there have been frauds perpe- 


i trated in this direction, and in what other 


department have there been no frauds. But 
since the passage of the act to pension soldiers 
of the war of 1812, we have heard most in 
reference to such frauds, But I say that if 
every fourth man that was pensioned was pen- 
sioned fraudenfly, there is certainly a screw 
loose somewhere in the Pension Bureau. 


| They certainly ought to have managed better 


than to have been overreached by every fourth į 


man who was preferring his claim. But Ido 
not believe that, sir. 


fidence in the Commissioner of Pensions. 


that he proposes in every respect to do his duty, 
and I would not intimate anything to the con- 
trary, but he must excuse me for not agreeing 
with him here. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave given 
the gentleman and the House my authority for 
these statements. I now call for the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to sus- 
pend the rules, and debate has been proceed- 
ing by unanimous consent, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I asked unani- 
mous consent to introduce a resolution and 
have the action of the House upon it, and I 
heard no objection. 

The SPEAKER. No objection to what? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. To passing tbe 
resolution. i : 

The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman then 
understand that the resolution was passed, and 
that debate has been proceeding since by 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I understood 
that this was a resolution which does not re- 
quire a suspension of therules. I asked unan- 
imous consentto introduce it for consideration, 
and no objection having been made, it was 
introduced and debated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that that was the apprehension of the House. 
It certainly was not his. ‘This is suspension 
day. Resolutions are introduced to-day be- 
cause two thirds of the House can control 
action, and unanimous consent is not needed. 
Would the gentleman have withdrawn bis 
Teo muon if unanimous consent had been with- 
held? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I asked unani- 
The Chair inquired if the 


and I replied that it was not. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio 
may be stating correctly what was his under- 
standing. But the Chair understood that the 
resolution was introduced under the power to 
move for a suspension of the rules. If the 
gentleman merely sought to introduce it by 
unanimous consent, that can be determined 


now. 

Mr. CREBS. If unanimous consent be 
necessary to a consideration of the resolution, 
I object now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood, 
and he believes the House understood that the 
debate was proceeding by unanimous consent 
under a motion to suspend the rules, which is 
not debatable. And he apprehends that the 
House would consider that an undue advan- 
tage was taken of its consent if a call for the 
previous question were now admitted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Idesire to take 
no such advantage of the House, and I now 
move to suspend the rules and pass the resolu- 
tion. 

The question being put on suspending the 
rules, there were ayes fifty-four. 

Before the other side was counted, 


T have the utmost con- | 
I 
| believe that he is a gentleman, and I believe 


i| are asking for this relief. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not desire 
any further count. 
So (two thirds not having voted in favor 


thereof) the rules were not suspended. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I demand the regular 
order, and if there is no motion to adjourn 
pending, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER, One‘or two gentlemen 
desire to introduce bills for reference. 


JACOB DAVIS. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1327) for the relief 
of Jacob Davis, late a second lieutenant in 
the eighty-fifth Pennsylvania infantry volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REFUND OF INTEREST TO MISSOURI. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1328) to refund interest paid by the State of 
Missouri on money expended by her on account 
of the war for the suppression of the rebel. 
lion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. McHENRY. Iask unanimous consent 
io introduce a bill removing the political dis- 
abilities of L. A. Sypert, Fake W. Trafton, 
A. J. Sisk, and John Couch, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. McHENRY. I hope the gentleman 
will not insist on his objection. These parties 
J have their letters 
in my possession. Three of them had been 
deputy clerks, and the other only a constable, 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1329) was received, read three 
times, and passed. 


SALT LAKE AND PORTLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. SLATER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
a substitute for the bill (H. R. No. 187) grant- 
ing lands to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph linc from: Great Salt Lake 
to Portland, Oregon; which was ordered to 
be printed and recommitted to the committee, 
not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 


sider. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and seventeen minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: Tb 
Morse, widow of Dr. J 
pension, accompanied b 4 
marriage of Miss Mary J. Chubb to Julius H. 
Morse, late a physician in the volunteer Army; 
a letter of Hon. John K. Tarbox, State sen- 
stor of Massachusetts; an affidavit of G. W. 
Garland, M. D., and an affidavit of Dr. Francis 
L. Wheaton. 

By Mr. BARNUM: The petition of Mrs. 
Elizabeth Gavin, for a pension. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: The petition of 
Rowland A. Colby, for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of John Fraser and others, for com: 
pensation for services rendered in examining 
the plans and specifications for the jail in 
Washington, District of Columbia, &c. | 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 


e petition of Mary J. 
ulius H. Morse, for a 
the certificate of the 
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Penelope I’. Heald, of Fall River, Massachu- 
setts, praying a pension. : 

« Also, thememorial of Henry E. Bates and 
80 others, citizens of Chatham, Massachusetts, 
praying a light-honse to be established at 
Wood End bar, in Provincetown, Massachu- 
setts. ` 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The memorial of 

James McLeary and 285 others, praying Con- 
gress to enact a law to prevent the disposal of 
the public lands, except to actual settlers, in 
limited quantities. 
_ By Mr. COTTON: The petition of citizens 
of Scott and Clinton counties, in the State of 
Iowa, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Davenport via Amity, Allen’s Grove, and 
‘Buena Vista, to Calamus, in said State. 

Also, the petition of George Grettenberger, 
a citizen of the State of Iowa, praying arrears 
of pension. 

By Mr. DUELL: The remonstrance of 
Charles B. Hubbell, Dennis Ryan, and others, 
workmen in the Syracuse iron-works at Ged- 
des, New York, against a change of the exist- 
ing tariff upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country. 

By Mr. GETZ: The remonstrance of 160 
iron-workers in the rolling-mill of the Phila- 
delphia and Reading Railroad Company, at 
Reading, Pennsylvania, against any change of 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
the duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country, aud praying the 
repeal ofall duties upon tea, coffee, and other 
necessaries of life that cannot be produced in 
the United States. 

By Mr. GOLLADAY: The petition of wine 
and liquor dealers in Tennessee, praying a 
reform and simplification of the laws for levy- 
ing and collecting duties on spirits, &c. 

By Mr. GOODRICH: The petition of H. 
D. Kinny and others, envelope manufacturers, 
&c., praying for appropriate legislation reliev- 
ing them from Government competition. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens, (manu- 
facturers, consumers, &e., of tobacco,) praying 
a uniform tax on manufactured tobacco, 

Also, the petition of Aaron Ogden and 
others, journcymen cigar-makers, praying an 
increased tarit on imported cigars. 

By Mr. HALSEY: The memorial of Mr. S, 
B. Dodd on behalf of the trustees of the Ste- 
vens Institute, at Hoboken, New Jersey, ask- 
ing that the internal revenue tax of $47,500 
paid by them in 1870 may be refunded. 

Also, the petition of wholesale dealers in 
liquor, and rectifiers, of Newark, New Jersey, 
asking that all taxes imposed on them be con- 
solidated into one tax. ‘ 

Also, the petition of tobacco manufacturers, 
of Essex county, New Jersey, in favor of a 
tax of sixteen cents per pound on all manu- 
factured tobacco. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Kenney and 
-others, of Iissex county, New Jersey, asking 
Congress to tax all manufactured tobacco six- 
teen cents per pound. 

By Mr. HAZLETON, of New Jersey: The 
petition of citizens of Millville, New Jersey, 
for a uniform tax of sixteen cents per pound 
on all manufactured tobacco entering the mar- 
ket for consumption. 

_Also, the petition of citizens of Camden, 
New Jersey, asking that the residue of the 
public’ domain may be set apart for the use 
of actual settlers in limited quantities. 

By Mee HERNDON: Vhepetition of Peyton 
F. Edwards andothers, citizens of Nacogdoches 
county, Texas, praying the repeal of the law 
authorizing a deduction of the pay of mail con- 
tractors for a failure to deliver mails on account 
of high water. 

Algo, the petition of Douglass Reeves and 
others, citizens of Texas, praying an amend- 
ment to the bankrupt law now in force remov- 
ing all limitation as to the time within which 
debts may be discharged under its provisions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of William 


s 


T. Pate, praying that certain questions of 
claims by him, for indebtedness, against the 
United States be referred to the Court of 


‘Claims. 


By Mr. HOUGHTON: The memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
asking an appropriation for the removal of 
Rincon rock in the harbor of San Francisco. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, praying an appropriation for the same 
purpose. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Rev. 
J. T. Johnston, of Alexandria, Virginia, for 
relief against a sale of his property for taxes, 
under the Federal direct tax law of 1862, and 
asking that certain proceeds of the sale be 
repaid to him, less expenses, out of the Treas- 
ury. 

Algo,the petition of the United States let- 
ter-carriers of Indianapolis, Indiana, for an 
increase of their salaries from $600 or $800 to 
$1,200 per annum, alleging the present rates 
to be too low to supply comfortable subsistence 
to the persons employed, if they have families. 

By Mr. KINSELLA: The petition of the 
president and trustees of the South Brooklyn 
Savings Bank, of Brooklyn, New York, asking 
the repeal of the tax now imposed on savings 
institutions. 

By Mr. LANSING: The petition of citizens 
of Oswego county, New York, for the repeal of 
the tax on savings banks, 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Mrs. 
Mary E. Seay, of Knoxville, Tennessee, pray- 
ing compensation for property lost while her 
promises were used as a small-pox hospital by 
the Army during the rebellion. 

By Mr. McHENRY: The petition of Mary 
J. Jones, praying the Government to relinquish 
title to a tract of land in Daviess county, Ken- 


tucky. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of William 
Twist and 48 others, workers in the National 
Iron Company’s works, of Danville, Pennsy]- 
vania, remonstrating against a reduction of 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country, and in favor of the 
repeal of all duties upon tea and coffee, and 
other articles of necessity and comfort not 
produced in the United States. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of John 
B. Wirt and 18 others, letter-carriers of Indian- 
apolis, Indiana, praying an increase of com- 
pensation. 

Also, the memorial of J. K. Davison & Co., 
publishers of the Oakland Independent, at 
Oakland City, Indiana, praying the abolition 
of the duty on type. 

By Mr. PACKER: The petition of J. H. 
Landis and 45 others, workers in the Cam- 
eron blast-furnace, and citizens of Middletown, 
Pennsylvania, praying the repeal of all duties 
upon tea, coffee, and such other articles of 
necessity or comfort as cannot be produced 
in the United States, remonstrating against a 
change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country, and fur- 
ther praying that duties shall be so adjusted as 
to encourage and defend every home industry, 
and to foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer. 

Also the petition of a number of the work- 
men in the Central iron-works, and citizens 
of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, praying the re- 
peal of all duties upon tea, coffee, and such 
other articles of necessity or comfort as can- 
not be produced in the United States, remon- 
strating against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country, and further praying that duties shall 
be so adjusted as to encourage and defend 
every home industry, and to foster the honor 
and interests of the American laborer. 

Also, the petition of Major General John 
W. Geary and many others, citizens of Penn- 


sylvania, late officers and soldiers of the Army | 


of the United States, asking the passage of an 
act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who enlisted in the service of the United States 
for the suppression of the rebellion, $8 33} 
per month for the entire time of service, de- 
ducting Government bounty heretofore paid; . 
also requesting an amendment of the twenty- 
fifth section of the act of July 15, 1870, so as 
to dispense with the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Missouri: The peti- 
tion of S. Adler & Co., Penicks, Loring & 
Co., H. R. N. Hartwig & Co., and others, citi- 
zens of St, Joseph, Missouri, praying that the 
law imposing a tax on distilled spirits may be 
amended so that said tax shall be consolidated 
into one. : 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The petition 
of Margaret Kempf, widow of Peter Kempf, 
late first lieutenant fifty-eighth New York vol- 
unteers, for an increase of pension. - 
~ Also, the petition of G. A. Birch & Co., of 
Albany, New York, and others, for a modifica- 
tion of the tax on distilled spirits. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The petition of J. Carrie 
Wilson, of South Carolina, praying to be indem- 
nified for cotton taken in the city of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, by the United States 
authorities in 1865. 

Also, the petition of Frances L. Wilson, of 
South Carolina, praying to be indemnified for 
cotton taken in the city of Charleston, South 
Carolina, by the United States authorities in 
1865. 

By Mr. READ: The petition of W. F. Den- 
ton, of the twelfth Kentucky cavalry in the war 
of the rebellion, praying Congress to allow him 
a bounty under the acts of Congress of 1862 
and 1863. 

Also, the petition of T. S. Coleman and 
others, of the twelfth Kentucky cavalry in the 
war of the rebellion, praying Congress to allow 
them a bounty under the acts of Congress of 
1862 and 1863. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
the employés of the Rome iron-works, of 
Rome, New York, for the repeal of the duties 
on tea and coffee, and against the repeal of 
duties on articles successfully manufactured in 
this country. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of the Sav- 
ings Bank of Utica, New York, for the repeal 
of the tax on savings banks. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oneida 
county, New York, for a uniform tax of six- 
teen cents a pound on manufactared tobacco. 

By Mr. ROGERS: The petition of the cob 
lector of customs of the district of Champlain, 
and others, for a breakwater at Rouse’s Point, 
New York. 

By Mr. SHOBER: The petition of Mrs. 
Bethany Gay, praying a pension for her son, 
Sergeant John M. Gay. 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER: Rosolutions of 
Roberts Post No, 188, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Tunkhannock, Pennsylvania, in- 
dorsing the provisions of House bill No. 660, 
granting bounty land to certain persons en- 
gaged in the military and naval service of the 
United States since the 4th day of March, 
1861. 

Also, the petition of 228 citizens of Canton, 
Ohio, asking the passage of House bill No, 
660, granting bounty lauds to certain persons 
engaged in the military and naval service of 
the United States from and after the dth day 
of March, 1861. 

Also, the petition of 72 discharged soldiers, 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, praying 
the passage of an act equalizing the soldiers’ 
bounty, and amending the homestead act of 
July 15, 1870. 

By Mr. SNAPP: Sundry petitions against 
abating duties upon such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: ‘The petition 
of Michael Gardiner, of Fulton county, Geor- 
gia, asking compensation for property de- 
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stroyed by the engineer corps of General 
Sherman’s army in 1864. 

Also, the petitions of William T. Hudson, 
of Harris county, and Levi S. Russell, of Chat- 
ham county, Georgia, asking the removal of 
their political disabilities. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The memorial of 100 
workers in the Wyandotte mills and furnaces, in 
the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
any repeal of duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country, asking 
for the repeal of duties upon tea and coffec, 
end that duties be so adjusted as to encour- 
age home industry and foster the interests of 
American labor. 

By Mr. WILLARD: The petition of Ran- 
dall L. Hall and others, of Vermont, pray- 
ing some modification of the laws relating 
to bounty lands for soldiers, and also the 
equalization of bounties. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana: The peti- 
tion of letter-carriers of Indianapolis, Indiana, 
asking increase of salaries. 

Also, the petition of Minerva McFadden, of 
Indiana, asking that a pension be granted her. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: A bill to 
establish a post route in the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill for a post route 
from Antrim, county of Watonwan, to Fair- 
mont, county of Martin, Minnesota. 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: A bill to estab- 
lisha post road from St. Louis to Hillsboro, 
Missouri, via Lemay’s Ferry. 

_- By Mr. READ: A bill declaring the road 
leading from Buffalo, in the county of La Rue, 
State of Kentucky, to Saloma, in the county 
of Taylor, in the same State, a post road. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 30, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. POOL presented the petition of Eli F. 
Taylor, of North Carolina, praying an exten- 
sion of the time in which to present claims for 
military bounty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition 
of Elizabeth B. McCormick, praying compen- 
gation for losses sustained in consequence of 
being ejected from certain property oceupied 
by her in Washington city, in January, 1864, 
by order of the Secretary of War ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the 


Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, South 
Carolina, praying the refunding of the tax 
upon raw cotton, levied and collected by the 
Government of the United States during the 


years 1865, 1866, and 1867 ; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPENCER. I present apetition of W. 
C. Wallace and about eighty others, citizens 
of Eufaula, Alabama, who state that they were 
reduced to almost abject poverty by losses 
growing out of the late unhappy war, short 
crops, and low prices for the products of their 
soil, and that they were required to pay an un- 
just and unequal tax on cotton, their principal 
product, when other States outside the cotton 
pelt were not required to pay a similar tax on 
the products of their soil. In addition to this 
tax on cotton, the petitioners were required to 
pay their due share of all other taxes. ‘They 
ask that the money paid as cotton tax be re- 
fanded. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


} 


Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
Mrs. Mary Aun Davis, praying to. be allowed 
a pension ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition, numerously 
signed by workers in irou and steel, at Rome, 
New York, remonstrating against any change 
of the existing tariff laws abating or abolish- 
ing duties upon such articles as are success- 
fully produced in this country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying amnesty for offend- 
ers in the late rebellion; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 
wholesale liquor dealers in Leavenworth, Kan- 
sas, praying that all taxes on distilled spirits 
be consolidated into a single tax and collected 
at the distillery bonded warehouses; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALDWELL. [also present a memo- 
rial of the “Legislature of Kansas, requesting 
the Senators and Representatives from that 
State to use their influence to secure to the 
settlers on the * Cherokee neutral lands” the 
benefit of the preémption and homestead laws. 
J move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALDWELL. 
rial of the Legislature of Kansas, in relation 
to the removal of settlers from the Indian ter- 
ritory bordering upon Kansas, and alsoin favor 
of a change of the boundary of the State. I 
move that it lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
desire that the resolution be printed? 

Mr. CALDWELL. No, sir. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think those resolutions 
bad better be printed. Itis customary to print 
resolutions from State Legislatures. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is customary 
to print resolutions and memorials from Legis- 
latures of States where the Senator presenting 
them deems them of importance enough to 
justify their printing. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have no objection to 
their being printed. 

r The VICE PRESIDENT. 


e made. 
Mr: POMEROY. I have received a copy 
of the same resolutions. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a petition of 
James F. Jaquess, William G. Le Duc, Charles 
S. Punken, William R. Marshall, and one hun- 
dred others, late soldiers and sailors of the 
United Siates Army, praying a modification 
of the homestead law, so that the time of ser- 
vice in the Army may be deducted from the 
five years’ residence under existing law. The 
petitioners represent nearly all the towns in 
Minnesota. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Public 


That order will 


Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Public 
Lands have reported on that subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A bill on that 
subject being on the Calendar, the petition 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a memorial of S. 
B. Brown and others, of Chicago, Illinois, late 
soldiers and sailors of the United States Army, 
praying a modification of the homestead law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. | 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of peo- | 
ple of the State of South Carolina, asking for 
the adoption of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SCOTT presented a remonstrance of 
workers in the iron-works at and citizens of | 
Birdsborough, Berks county, „Pennsylvania, 
against a change of the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing duties on such articles 
as are successfully produced in this coun- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Finance. 

He also presented a remonstrance of work- | 
ers in iron and iron ores and citizens of Bar- 


I also present a memo» j 


ree iron-works, Huntingdon county, Pennsyl- 
vania, against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. > 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Nancy 
P. Wilkenson, praying an amendment of the 
pension laws so as to allow those who served 
esa than sixty days in the war of 1812, or their 
widows, to have a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Task leave to present a 
memorial of C. Smith and others, who, as 
they state; were soldiers, sailors, and marines 
in the late war, now resident in the State of 
California. They ask for such an amendment 
to the bounty laws as will inure to the benefit 
of those persons who enlisted in the beginning 
of the war, and yet were discharged in conse- 
quence of wounds or other disability in the 
service at such a period as not to be entitled 
to the benefit of the acts subsequently passed. 
They also ask for such a modification of the 
land laws for the bencfit of soldiers as will 
enable them to avail themselves better of the 
provisions of those Jaws. They also ask for 
additional bounty in the manner set forth in 
the memorial. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Committee 
on Public Lands, it has been stated this morn- 
ing, have reported on one branch of this memo- 
rial in regard to the amendment of the land 
laws. The memorial will therefore be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
as the other subject is before that committee. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RAMSEY, fromthe Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Wieland, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 100) to provide for 
the adjustment and satisfaction of claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 
1801, to report it back without amendment; 
and I give notice that I will ask the Senate in 
a very few days to take up this bill for consid- 
eration. 

. JAPANESE EMBASSY. 

Mr. COLE. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1186) in relation to the embassy from 
Japan, have had the same under considera- 
tion; and directed me to report it back with- 
out amendment, and to ask for its immediate 
consideration, It will take but a few minutes 
to dispose of it. 3 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con: 
sider the bill. It appropriates the sum of 
$50,000 to defray such expenses of the em- 
bassy and its suite from Japan, which has 
arrived in the United States, as the Secretary 
of State may decem proper, but not to exceed 
this amount, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State, and on vouchers 
to be filed in the Treasury Department, and a 
statement thereof to be reported to Congress 
by the Secretary of State. l ; 

- "The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REVERRED. 


On motion of Mr. POOL, it was ; 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Eliza 
Shelton, Nancy Sholion, Cerena Medoaif, Nancy 
King, Patsy J. Shelton, Sarah Medcalf, Cloa Shel- 
ton, and May Franklin, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate and referred -to the Committee on 
Pensions. S 

On motion of Mr, POOL, it was 

Ordered, That Mrs, Anna MoKenney have leave 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate her petition 
and papers, 
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On motion of Mr. CARPENTER, it was 

‘Ordered, That Samuel A. Wilkins have leave to 
withdraw. from the Senate papers in relation to his 
claims... 
a .. BILLS INTRODUCED. 

“Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 547) to authorize the construction of-a 
bridge across the Mississippi river at or near 
the town of Clinton, in the State of Iowa, and 
to establish itas a post road; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 


Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to | 


be printed. 

Mr. HARLAN also asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 648) for the relief of Thomas Hughes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARLAN also asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 549) for the relief of Lieuten- 
ant R. H. Pratt; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. ; 


No. 650) to constitute Shreveport, in the State 
of Louisiana, a port of delivery; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered tobe printed, 

Mr. KELLOGG also asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 551) for the relief of Charles Clin- 


ton; which was read twice by its title, and |; 


referred to the Committee on linance. 


Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous | 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 562) to regulate the compensation of 
the clerks employed in the several Executive 
Departments of the Government; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 658) to regulate the taking of testimony 
in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked and obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 654) for tho relief 
of James I". Joy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the 
J udiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask leave in that 
connection to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the petition of James F. Joy, praying 
such action as will give him possession of the 
marine hospital grounds at Chicago, purchased 
by him, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Tt was go ordered. 

Mr, ANTHONY asked, aud by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 655) regulating the distribution of prize | 


money; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 556) to equalize bounties to the soldiers 
of. the United States Army during the late 
rebellion ; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 657) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of the falls of the Ohio river 
und the Louisville canal; which was read 
ae by its tisle, nea to on Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, POMEROY (by request, ag he stated) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to: introduce a bill (S. No. 558) for the 
relief of actual settlers upon the Cherokee 
neutral lands in Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 


CONDUCT. OF PRESIDENT GRANT. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. I give noticé 
that on Friday I will move totake up my reso- 
lution in relation to executive dereliction, and 
in the mean time I ask that a modification of 


| the resolution which I propose to offer be 


printed for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky gives notice that on Friday next he 
will ask the attention of the Senate to his res- 
olution in regard to executive dereliction, and 
he also asks that the proposed modification of 
his resolution be printed. Is there any objec- 


| tion to that? The Chair hears no objection, 


and the modification will be printed. 
TEWUANTEPEC EXPEDITION. 


My. ANTHONY submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ing,) That there be printed seven thousand addi- 
tional conies of the report and accompanying maps 
of tho Tehuantepec surveying expedition, of which 
two hundred copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, four thousand copies for the use of the House, 
and one thousand copies for the use of the Secretary 
of the Navy. 


ARRANGEMENT OF DESKS. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to remove tho shelves between the desks in the 
Sonate Chamber. 


MAIL CONTRACTORS IN LOUISIANA, | 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thatthe Postmaster Genoral be directed 
to transmit to the Senate any information on file in 
his Department showing the names of persons claim- 
ing compensation for mail service rendered in the 
State of Louisiana prior to the or 1861, together 
with the amounts claimed by each. 


RED RIVER RAFT. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to the Sonate any information on file in 
his Department showing the nature and extent of 
tho raft in Red river, above Shroveport, Louisiana, 
and the probable cost of removing the game; also 
any information showing what surveys, estimates, 
and appropriations, if any, have been made for the 
removal of said raft, and how and to what extent 
said appropriations have been expended. 


POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move to take up the 
bill reported by the Committee“on Public 
Lands, setting aside the region around the 
honcwaters of the Yellowstone as a public 
park. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator give way, that 
I may have a small appropriation bill passed? 

Mr. POMEROY. I will lay the bill aside 
informally if the Senator has something im- 
portant. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be laid 
aside informally, subject to a demand for the 
regular order. i 

Mr. COLE. I should like to have House 
bill No. 625 taken up. It is to enable one of 
the Departments to close up its accounts. ` 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 625) making appro- 
priations to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
riations for salaries and contingent expenses 
of the Post Office Department for the current 
fiscal year. It proposes to appropriate to sup- 
ply the deficiency (caused by tbe. defalcation 
of F. A. McCartney, late disbursing clerk) in 
the appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the present fiscal year, 
the following sums: for salaries, $11,483 25; 
for contingent expenses, $12,268 26. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. i 


appropriation to be to make up a defalcation 
of some one? 

Mr. COLE.. Yes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam not advised about 
it. : Has he not securities who. can respond? 
Has he no means? I suppose the Senate 
ought to have some evidence that the party 
himself and his securities, if he has any, have 
been followed up. before we make an appro- 
priation to supply the deficiency caused by the 
defalcation. 


Mr. COLE. I am informed that there are 


i securities liable for a portion of this defal. 


eation, but not for the whole amount; but in 
case the secnrities are made to respond to the 
extent of their bonds, the appropriation will 
nevertheless have to be made, inasmuch as the 
money so received will go into the Treas- 
ury, and cannot be applied without a further 
appropriation. This is an appropriation to 
meet a deficiency caused by the defalcation of 
McCartney, disbursing clerk in the Post Office 
Department, who was afterward taken to the 
insane asylum, and hassince died. His bonds- 
men are ready to respond to the amount of 
about ten thousand dollars, I believe; but that 
will not meet all the deficiency. The Depart- 
ment needs this ‘appropriation in order to 
straighten up the books of the Department 
during the current fiscal year. There is no 
other way to get at it except by this action of 
Congress. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the bill passes 
I desire to ask another question. Is there no 
danger that the passage of the bill in this form 
will release the sureties? Will not this be a 
payment of the defalcation? Whenyoucome 
to sue on the bond, you must urge as a breach 
of the bond that this money hasnot been paid. 

Mr. COLE. That it has not been paid by 
the securities, I suppose, would be a sufficient 
basis. This money is partly due as salaries. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But hear my sugges- 
tion. Iam not sure about it; it occurs to me 
merely; but suppose a third party, in no wa; 
connected with this matter, had come forwar 
and paid the money for which this party is 
a defaulter, would the Senator from California 
hold that he could then sue the sureties on the 
bond? 

Mr. COLE. No; because that would be 
satisfying the obligation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, if the Govern- 
ment itself, to whom the bond is given, comes 
in, and by an appropriation settles the defal- 
cation, is there no apprehension that it will 
release the securities? I merely suggest it, 

Mr. SAWYER. I think the Senator from 
Tllinois misunderstands the case and the man- 
ner in which the bill is drawn. The facts are 
that the money which the defaulting clerk 
made use of was money which he had drawn 
for the purpose of paying certain salaries and 
certain contingent expenses. He did not pay 
those bills; the salaries were still due; the 
money was taken out of the appropriation for 
the current fiscal year; the defaleation was for 
the previous fiscal year. After a consultation 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attor- 
ney General, and the Postmaster General, it 
was determined that it would be proper to take 
the money out of the appropriations for this 
fiscal year. That leaves a deficit in this fiscal 
year of just so much money as has been taken 
out for the Pag deen of the previous fiscal year, 
which would have been paid out of the pre- 
vious year’s appropriations but for the defal- 
cation. This- bill is to make good that deficit 
in the appropriations for this year. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The bill would be per: 
fectly clear if all about the defalcation of Mr, 
McCartney was left out. Ido not see why 
that is in. This is simply an appropriation to 
supply deficiencies for clerks. It is no matter 
how it occurred. Congress can undoubtedly 
do that. But why is it necessary to recite that 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Do T understand this il itis to make up a defaleation of somebody? 


1872. 


I think it will be much better to leave all that 
out. I do not wish to interfere with the bill; 
I suppose the committee have examined it. 

Mr. COLE. There can be no objection to 
leaving out the words in parenthesis in the 
fifth and sixth lines: ‘caused by the defal- 
cation of F. A. McCartney, late disbursing 
clerk.’ T have no objection whatever to those 
words being stricken out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, these words will be regarded as 
omitted. The amendment will be engrossed, 
and the question is on the passage of the bill. 
The bill was passed. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (S. 
No. 892) to set apart a certain tract of land 
lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone 
river as a public park, taken up on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas, which was report- 
ed by the Committee on Public Lands, is now 
before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was read. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands reported the bill with amendments, 
which were in section one, line nineteen, to 
strike out the words ‘after the passage of this 
act,” and in line twenty, after the words ‘‘ set- 
tle upon,” to insert the words ‘or occupy; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 


_Be it enacted &c., Thatthe tract of land inthe Ter- 
pitories of Montana and Wyoming lying near the 
headwaters of the Yellowstone river, and described 
as follows, to wit: commoncing at the junction of 
Gardiner’s river with the, Yellewstone river, and 
running east to the meridian passage ten miles to 
the eastward of the most eastern point of Yellowstone 
lake; thence south along said meridian to the par- 
allel of latitude passing ten miles south of the most 
southern point of Yellowstone lake; thence west 
along said parallel to the meridian passing fifteen 
miles west of the most western point of Madison 
Jake; thence north along said meridian to the lati- 
tude of the junction of the Yellowstone and Gardi- 
ner’s rivers; thence east to the place of beginning, is 
hereby reserved and withdrawn from settlement, 
occupancy, or sale under the laws of the United 
States, and dedicated and set apart as a public park 
of pleasuring-ground for the benefit and enjoyment 
ofthe people; and all persons who shall locate, or 
gettle upon or occupy the same, or any part thereof, 
_ except as hereinafter provided, shall be considere 
trespassers, and removed therefrom. 

Seo. 2. That said public park shall be under the 
exclusive control of the Secretary of the Interior, 
whose duty it shall be, as soon as practicable, to 
make and publish such rules and regulations as he 
may deem necessary or proper for the care and man- 
agement of the same. Such regulations shall provide 
for the preservation from injury or spoliation of all 
timber, mineral deposits, natural curiosities, or won- 
ders within said park, and their retentionin their nat- 
ural condition. Tho Secretary may in his discretion 
grant leases for building purposes, for terms not ex- 
ceeding ten years, of small parcels of ground, at such 

laces in said park as shall require the erection of 
buildings for the accommodation of visitors; all of 
the proceeds of said leases, and all other revenues 
that may be derived from any source connected with 
said park, to be expended under his direction in the 
management of the same, and the construction of 
yoads and bridle-paths therein. He shall provide 
against the wanton destruction of the fish and game 
found within said park, and against their capture or 
destruction for the purposes of merchandise or profit. 
Ze shall also cause all persons trespassing upon the 
same after the passage of this act to be removed 
therefrom, and generally shail be authorized to take 
all such measures as shall be necessary or proper to 
fully carry out the objects and purposes of this act. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. These amend- 
ments will be regarded as agreed to unless 
objected to. They are agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHO e 
struction of game and fish for gain or profit is 
forbidden. I move to strike out the words 
‘for gain or profit,” so that there shall be no 
destruction of game there for any purpose. 
We do not want sportsmen going over there 
with their guns. . 

Mr. POMEROY. The only object was to 
prevent the wanton destraction of the fish and 
game; but we thought parties who encamped 
there and caught fish for their own use ought 
not to be restrained from doing so. The bill 


will allow parties there to shoot game or catch | 


fish for their own subsistence. The provision 
of the bill is designed to stop the wanton de- 
struction or capture of game or fish for mer- 


chandise. 


NY. I observe that the de- | 
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Mx, ANTHONY. I do not know but that 
that covers it. What I mean is that this park 
should not be used for sporting. If people 
are encamped there, and desire to catch tish 
and kill game for their own sustenance while 
they remain there, there can be no objection 
to that; but I do not think it ought to be used 
as a preserve for sporting. 

Mr. POMEROY. I agree with the Senator, 
but I think the bill as drawn protects the game 
and fish as well as it can be done. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well; Iam satisfied. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator does 
not insist on his amendment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, sir. 

Mr. TIPTON. I think if this is to become 
a public park, a place of great national resort, 
and we allow the shooting of game or the 
taking of fish without any restriction at all, 
the game will soon be utterly destroyed. I 
think, therefore, there should be a prohibition 
against their destruction for any purpose, for 
if the door is once opened J fear there will 
ultimately be an entire destruction of all the 
game in that park; 

Mr. POMEROY. It will be entirely under 
the control of the Secretary of the Interior. 
He is to make the rules that shall govern the 
destruction and capture of game. I think in 
that respect the Secretary of the Interior, 
whoever he may be, will be as vigilant as we 
would be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Perhaps the 
Secretary had better report the sentence 
refered to hy Senators as bearing on this ques- 
tion, and then any Senator who desires to 
amend can move to do so. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

He shall provide against tho wanton destruc- 
tion of tho fish and game found within said park, 


and against their capturo or destruction for the pur- 
poses of merchandise or profit. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope this bill will pass. į 


I have taken some pains to make myself ac- 
quainted with the history of this most interest- 
ing region. It is so far elevated above the 
sea that it cannot be used for private occupa- 
tion at all, but it is probably one of the most 
wonderful regions in that space of territory 
which the globe exhibits anywhere, and there- 
fore we are doing no harm to the material 
interests of the people in endeavoring to pre- 


serve it. I hope the bill will pass unani- 
mously. 
Mr. COLE. J have grave doubts about the 


propriety of passing this bill. The natural 
curiosities there cannot be interfered with by 
anything that man can do. The geysers will 
remain, no matter where the ownership of the 
land may be, and I do not know why settlers 
should be excluded from a tract of land forty 
miles square, as I understand this to be, in 
the Rocky mountains or any other place. I 
cannot see how the natural curiosities can 
be interfered with if settlers are allowed to 
approach them. I suppose there is very little 
timber on this tract of land, certainly no more 
than is necessary for the use and convenience 
of persons going upon it. I do not sce the 
reason or propriety of setting apart a large 
tract of land of that kind in the Territories of 
the United States for a public park. There is 
abundance of public park ground in the Rocky 
mountains that will never be occupied. It is 
all one great park, and never can be anything 
else; large portions of it at all events. There 
are some places, perhaps this is one, where 
persons can and would go and settle and im- 
prove and cultivate the grounds, if there be 
ground fit for cultivation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has my friend forgotten 
that this ground is north of latitude forty, and 
is over seven thousand feet above the level of 
the sea? You cannot cultivate that kind of 


ground. . 
Mr. COLE. The Senator is probably mis- 

taken in that. Ground of a greater height 

than that has been cultivated and occupied. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. In that latitude? 


| 


i 
i 


t 


l 


Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. Butif it cannot be 
occupied and cultivated, why should we make 
a public park of it? If it cannot be occupied 
by man, why protect it from occupation? I 
see no reason in that. If nature has excluded 
men from its occupation, why set it apart and 
exclude persons from it? If there is any 
sound reason for the passage of the bill, of 
course I would not oppose it; but really I do 
not see any myself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think our experience 
with the wonderful natural curiosity, if I may 
so call it, in the Senator’s own State, shonld . 
admonish us of the propriety of passing such 
a bill asthis. There isthe wonderful Yosemite 
valley, which one or two persons are now 
claiming by virtue of a preémption. Here is 
a region of country away up in the Rocky 
mountains, where there are the most wonder- 
ful geysers on the face of the earth ; acountry 
that is not likely ever to be inhabited for the 
purposes of agriculture ; but it is possible that 
some person may go there and plant himself 
right across the only path that leads to these 
wonders, and charge every man that passes 
along between the gorges of these mountains 
a fee of a:dollar or five dollars. He may 
place an obstruction there, and toll may be 
gathered from every person who goes to see 
these wonders of creation. 

Now this tract of land is uninhabited; no- 
body lives there; it was never trod by civilized 
man until within a short period. Perhaps a 
year or two ngo was the first time that this 
country was ever explored by anybody. It is 
now proposed, while it is in this condition, to 
reserve it from sale and occupation in this way. 
I think it isa very proper billto pass, and now 
is the time to enact it. We did set apart the 
region of country on which the mammoth trees 
grow in California, and the Yosemite valley 
also we have undertaken to reserve, but there 
is a dispute about it. Now, before there is any 
dispute as to this wonderful country, I hope we 
shall except it from the general disposition of 
the public lands, and reserve it to the Govern- 
ment. At some future time, if we desire to do 
s0, we can repeal this law if it isin anybody’s 
way; but now I think it a very appropriate bill 
to pass. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed; and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA A. SMITI. 


Mr. TIPTON. I move that the Senate take 
up Senate bill No. 423, a bill to pay to a widow 
an amount found due her husband as an officer 
of the Government, and until it is paid her-—~ 
and Ihave the letter of the Comptroller in 
my hand saying it is due—she cannot pay the 
funeral expenses of that husband, who died 
here within the last nine months. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 423) for the relief of Julia A. Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
$640 70 (the amount found to be due by the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, as per re- 
port No. 22067) to Mrs. Julia A. Smith, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of the late Charles B. 
Smith, formerly receiver of public moneys, 
acting as disbursing agent at Brownville, 
Nebraska. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does this bill come from 
a committee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does; from 
the Committee on Public Lands. It states on 
its face that this is an amount found to be due 
by a report of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. TIPTON. I hold in my hand that 


report, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the reference to 
the report will be stricken out. 
Mr. TIPTON. I have the report, and 
every Senator can see that the Comptroller 
has passed upon it, I have no objection, 
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however, :to- the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from ‘Ohio, to strike out the words 
in parenthesis referring to the Comptroller’s 


report. ° 
‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
of ‘the Senator from Ohio will be considered as 
agreed to. `- : 
“Thebit was reportedto the Senate as amend- 
ed; and’ the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed.’ 
: C BRIDGE AT ST. JOSEPU. 
-> Mre SCHURZ. I move that the Senate 
proceed. to the consideration of House bill 
No. 883, to authorize the construction of a 
bridge actoss the Missouri river at or. near 
St. Josepb, Missouri.. 
~The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. ' . 
The Committee on Post Offices and. Post 
Roads reported the bill with amendments, 
` The first amendment of the committee was 
in, section two, line eighteen, to strike out 
“two hundred,” and insert ‘ one hundred and 
sixty 3’! so as to read t’ 
“With a draw over the main channel of tha river 
at an accessible and navigable point, and with spans 
of not less than one hundred and sixty feet in length 
in tho clear, on each side of thocentral or pivot pier 
of tho draw. 


The amendmont was agrecd to. 


The noxt amendment was to add 
additional section the following: 

“Sao. 5. That the St. Joseph Bridge-Building Com- 
pany, after tho passage of this act, shall not have 
tho right to assign tho charter which said compan 
now holds by assignment from tho St. Joseph 
and Donver City Railroad Company, and which was 
granted to said Jast named company by virtus of an 
act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, to any other | 
company, porson, or persons; nor shall said bridge- 
building company be pornitted, undor tho said ohar- 
ter so obtained, as aforesaid, fromthe St. Josoph aud 
Denver City Railroad Company, to construct any 
other bridge than tho one now being constructed at 
St. Joseph, Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to have a 
little information about this bill in one or two 
particulars. I should like to know which rail- 
way company is to operate for one thing, 

Mr. SCHURZ. It, is to We operated by all 
tho railroads leading into St. Joseph. 

Mr. CONKLING. But what railroad com- 
pany is tohave charge of it? 

Mr. SCHURZ. ‘The St. Joseph Bridge- 
Building Company—really the city itself. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The city builds this bridge 
for common railroad purposes, an older char- 
ter once existing in Potali of some of the 
railroad companies having been transferred to 
the “bridge-building company. ‘here is a 
clanse against building two bridges at the same 
place. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not know that there | 
is any objection to this bill. I objected to it 
last year because they are building a bridge 
there, and I thonght this was an eifort to get 
tivo bridges or to interfere with theone already 
being built. Ido not know that it is so now. 

Mr. RAMSEY. No; the former bridge 
privilege is merged in this. | 

"Mr POMEROY. Ido not know that there 
is any objection to this bill, but last year I 
thought there was, T understand now that it 
is not intended as an antagonistic movement 
to the company already building the bridge, | 
which is perhaps half done. I am told that 
the new bridge proposed by this charter is not 
to be used as against the other, but to be con- | 
solidated with it. 

Mr. SCHURZ: , It is a consolidation. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not know anything | 
about it; but if thatis so, I have nothing to | 
say against it. | 

Mr. RAMSEY, There is that very pro- j 
vision in this bill that there shall be no bridge 
built under the old charter. g ; 
“Mr. POMEROY. The only point is, that I 
never could see why they wanted two bridges 

ere, a 


aS an 


t 


| 


The bill was reported tothe Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed and the bill read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk; aunounced 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: - . : : 

A bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating money 
for the purchase of a suitable site and erecting 
a building thereon in the city of St. Louis, 
Missouri, to be used for the purpose of a cus- 
tom-house,’ post office, and other Federal 
offices ; ; 

A bill (A. R. No. 1821) to relieve the per- 
sons therein named from legal and political 
disabilities ; - 

A bill (H. R. No. 1822) to relieve certain 
citizens of Georgia from political disabilities ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1824) to create an`addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1825) to remove the dis- 
abilities of certain persons thercin named ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1326) to relieve the polit- 
ical disabilities of certain persons therein 
named; and 

A bill (EZ. R. No. 1380) to amend the thirty- 
second section of an act entitled “An act to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 14, 1870. . 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Secre- 
tary, announecd that the President had this day 
approved and signed the uct (S. No. 524) 
to correct a clerical error committed in the 
enrollment of an act approved March 7, 1870, 
entitled ‘‘An act to relieve certain persons 
therein named from the legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
and for other purposes.’? 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the bill (H. R. No. 880) 
for the removal of legal and political disabil- 
ities imposed by the third section of the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is before the Senate, 
the pending question being on the motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Ros- 
ERTSON, ] to postpone the bill and proceed tc 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1050) 
for the removal of legal and. political disabil- 
ities imposed by the third section of the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, upon which the Sen- 
ator from Delaware is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SAULSBURY addressed the Senate. 
[His speech, withheld for revision, will be 
published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, when this 
debate commenced before the holidays, I re- 
frained from taking part in it, and from 
expressing my opinions on some of the provis- 
ions of the bill now before us, hoping as I did 
that the measure could be passed without diffi- 
culty, and that a great many of those who 
now labor under political disabilities would be 
immediately relieved. This expectation was 
disappointed. An amendment to the bill was 
adopted. 
of Representatives now unless by some parlia- 
mentary means we get rid of the amendment, 


Jt will have to go back to the House | 


and there being no inducement left to waive | 


what criticism we might feel inclined to bring 
forward, we may consider the whole question 
open. 

I beg leave to say that I am in favor of gen- 
eral, or as this word is considered more express- 


ive, universal amnesty, believing as I do that | 


the reasons which make it desirable that. there 
should be amnesty granted at all, make it also 
desirable that the amnesty should be univer- 


sal. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Sawyer] has already given notice that he will 
move to strike out the exceptions from the 
operation of this act of relief for which the 
bill provides, If he had not declared his inten- 
tion to that effect, I would do so. In any event, 
whenever he offers his amendment I shall most 
heartily support it. 

Tn the course of this debate we have listened 
to some Senators, as they conjured up before 
our eyes once more all the horrors of the rebel- 
lion, the wickedness of its conception, how 
terrible its incidents were, and how harrow- 
ing its consequences. Sir, Ladmit it all; I will 
not combat the correctness of the picture; and 
yet if I differ with the gentlemen who drew it, 
it is because, had the conception of the rebel- 
lion been still more wicked, had its incidents 
been still more terrible, its consequences still ` 
more harrowing, I could not permit myself to 
forget that in dealing with the question now 
before us we have to deal not alone with the 
past, but with the present and future interests 
of this Republic. : 

What do we want to accomplish as good citi- 
zens and patriots? Do we mean only to inflict 
upon late rebels pain, degradation, mortifica- 
tion, annoyance, for its own sake, to torture 
their feelings without any ulterior purpose? 
Certainly such a purpose could not by any pos- 
sibility auimate high-minded men. I presume, 
therefore, that those who still favor the con- 
tinuance of some of the disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment do so because 
they have some higher object ol publie useful- 
ness in view, an object of public usefulness 
sufficient to justify, in their minds at least, the 
denial of rights to others which we ourselves 
enjoy. 

What can those objects of public usefulness 
be? Let me assume that if we differ ag to the 
means to be employed, we are agreed as to 
the supreme end and aim to be reached. That 
end and aim of our endeavors can be no other 
than to secure to all the States the blessings 
of good and free government and the highest 
degree of prosperity and well-being they can 
attain, and to revive in all citizens of. this 
Republic that love fof the Union and its insti- 
tutions, and that inspiring consciousness of 
a common nationality, which, after all; must 
bind all Americans together. 

What are the best means for the attainment 
of that end? This, sir, as I conceive it, is the 
only legitimate question we have to decide. 
Certainly all will agree that this end is far from 
having been attained so far. Look at the 
southern States as they stand before us to- 
day. Some are in a condition bordering 
upon anarchy, not only on account of the 
social disorders which are occurring there, 
or the inefficiency of their local governments 
in securing the enforcement of the laws; but 
you will find in many of them fearful corrnp- 
tion pervading the whole political organiza- 
tion; a. combination of rascality and ignorance 
wiclding official power; their finances de- 
ravged by profligate ptactices; their credit 
ruined; bankruptcy staring them in the face; 
their industries staggering under a fearful load 
of taxation; their property-holders and capi- 
talists paralyzed by a feeling of insecurity and 
distrust almost amounting to despair. Sir, 
let us not try to disguise these facts, for the 
world knows them to beso, and knows it but 
too well, 

What are the causes that have contributed 
to bring about this distressing condition? I 
admit that great civil wars resulting in such 
vast social transformations, asthe sudden abo- 
lition of slavery, are calculated to produce 
similar results; but it might be presumed that 
a recuperative power such as this country 
possesses might during the time which bas 
clapsed since the close of the war at least have 
very materially alleviated many of the conse- 
quences of that revulsion, had a wise policy 
been followed. ' 

Was the policy we followed wise? Was it 
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calculated to promote the great purposes we 
are endeavoring to serve? Let us see. At 
the close of the war we had to establish and 
secure free Jabor and the rights of the eman- 
cipated class. To that end we had to disarm 
those who could have prevented this, and we 
had to give the power of self-protection to 
those who needed it. For this reason tem- 
porary restrictions were imposed upon the late 
rebels, and we gave the right of suffrage to the 
colored people. Until the latter were enabled 
to protect themselves, political disabilities even 
more extensive than those which now exist 
rested upon the plea of eminent political ne- 
cessity. I would be the last man to conceal 
that I thought so then, and I think there was 
very good reason for it. 

But, sir, when the enfranchisement of the 
colored people was secured; when they had 
obtained the political means to protect them- 
selves, then another problem began to loom 
up. It was not only to find new guarantees 
for the rights of the colored people, but it was 
tö secure good and honest government to all. 
Let us not underestimate the importance of 
that problem, for in a great measure it includes 
the solution of the other. Certainly nothing 
could have been more calculated to remove the 
prevailing discontent concerning the changes 
that had taken place, and to reconcile men’s 
minds to the new order of things, than the 
tangible proof that that new order of things 
was practically working well; that it could 
produce a wise and economical administration 
of public affairs, and that it would promote 


gencral prosperity, thus healing the wounds | 


of the past and opening to all the prospect of 
a future of material well-being and content- 
ment. And, on the other hand, notbing could 
have been more calculated to impede a gen- 


eral, hearty, and honest acceptance of the new | 


order of things by the late rebel population 
` than just those failures of public administra- 
tion which involve the people in material em- 


barrassments and so seriously disturb their | 
In fact, good, honest, and success: | 
fal government in the southern States would | 


comfort. 


in its moral effects, in the long run, have ex- 
erted a far more beneficial influence than 
all your penal legislation, while your penal 
legislation will fail in its desired effects if we 
fail in establishing in the southern States an 
honest and successful administration of the 
public business. 

Now, what happened in the South? Itisa 
well-known fact thatthe morcintelligent classes 
of southern society almost uniformly identified 
themselves with the rebellion; and by our sys- 
tem of political disabilities just those classes 
were excluded from the management of polit- 
ical affairs. That they could not be trusted 
with the business of introducing into living 
practice the results of the war, to establish 
true free labor, and to protect the rights of the 
emancipated slaves, is true; I willingly admit it. 
But when those results and rights were consti- 
tulionally secured there were other things to be 
done. Just at that period when the southern 
States lay prostrated and exhausted at our feet, 
when the destructive besom of war had swept 
over them and left nothing but desolation aud 
ruin in its track, when their material interests 
were to be built up again with care and fore- 
sight—just then the public business demanded, 
more than ordinarily, the co¥peration of all the 
intelligence and all the political experience that 
could be mustered in the southern States. But 
just then a large portion of that intelligence 
and experience was excluded from the man- 
agement of public affairs by political disabili- 
ties, and the controlling power in those States 
rested in a great measure in the hands of those 
who had but recently been slaves and just 
emerged from that condition, and in the hands 
ef others who had sometimes honestly, some- 
times by crooked means and for sinister pur- 
poses, found a way to their confidence. 

This was the state of things asit then existed. 
Nothing could be further from my intention 


| than to cast a slur upon the character of the 


colored people of the South. In fact, their 
conduct immediately after that great event 
which struck the shackles of slavery from 
their limbs was above praise. Look into the 
history of the world, and you will find that 
almost every similar act of emancipation, the 
abolition of serfdom, for instance, was uni- 
formly accompanied by the atrocious outbreaks 
of a revengefal spirit; by the slaughter of 
nobles and their families, illumined by the 
glare of their burning castles. Not so here. 
While all the horrors of San Domingo had been 
predicted as certain to follow upon emanci- 
pation, scarcely a single act of revenge for 
injuries suffered or for misery endured has 
darkened the record of the emancipated bond- 
men of America. And thus their example 
stands unrivaled in history, aud they, as well as 
the whole American people, may well be proud 
of it. Ceriainly, the southern people should 
never cease to remember and appreciate it. 
But while the colored people of the South 
earned our admiration and gratitude, I ask you 
in allcandor could they be reasonably expected, 
when, just after having emerged from a condi- 
tion of slavery, they were invested with political 
rights and privileges, to step into the political 
arena as men armed with the intclligence and 
experience necessary for the management of 
public affairs and for the solution of problems 
made doubly intricate by the disasters which 
had desolated the southern country? Conld 
they reasonably be expected to manage the 
business of public administration, involving to 
go great an extent the financial interests and 
the material well-being of the people, and sur- 
rounded by difficulties of such fearful perplex- 
ity, with the wisdom and skill required by 


i the exigencies of the situation? ‘That as a 


class they were ignorant and inexperienced 
and Jacked a just conception of public inter- 
esis, was certainly not their fanlt; for those 
who have studied the history of the world 
know but too well that slavery and oppression 
are very bad political schools. But the stub- 
born fact remains that they were ignorant and 
inexperienced; that the public business was 
an unknown world to them, and that in spite 
of the best intentions they were casily misled, 
not unfrequently by the most reckless raseality 
which had found a way to their confidence. 
Thus their political rights and privileges were 
undoubtedly well calculated, and even neces- 
gary, to protect their rights as free laborers 
and citizens ; but they were not well calculated 
to secure a successful administration of other 
public interests. 

Ido not blame the colored people for it, 
atili less do I say that for this reason their 
political rights and privileges should have been 
deniedthem. Nay, sir, I deemed it necessary 
then, and F now reaffirm that opinion, that they 
should possess those rights and privileges for. 
the permanent establishment of the logical 
and legitimate results of the war and the pro- 
tection of their pew position in society. But, 
while never losing sight of this necessity, I 
do say that the inevitable consequence of the 
admission of so large an uneducated and inex- 
perienced class to political power, as to the 
probable mismanagement of the material in- 
terests of the social body, should at Jeast have 
been mitigated by a counterbalancing policy. 
When ignorance and inexperience were ad- 
mitted to so large an influence upon public 
affairs, intelligence ought no longer to so large 
an extent to have been excluded, In other 
words, when universal suffrage was granted 
to secure the equal rights of all, universal 
amnesty ought to have been granted to make 
all the resources of political intelligence and 
experience available for the promotion of the | 
welfare of all. ee es 

But what did we do? To the uneducated 
and inexperienced classes—uneducated and | 
inexperienced, I repeat, eatirely without their 
fault—we opened the road to power; and, at 
the same time, we condemned a large propor- 


tion of the intelligence of those States, of the 
property-holding, the industrial, ‘the profes- 
sional, the tax-paying interest, to a worse than 
passive attitude. We made it, as it were, easy 
for rascals who had gone South in quest of 
profitable adventure to gain the control of 
massés so easily misled, by permitting them to 
appear as the exponents and representatives 
of the national power and of our policy; and 
at the same time we branded a large: number 
of men of intelligence, and many of them of 
personal integrity, whose material interests 
were so largely involved in honest govern- 
ment, and many of whom would have codper- 
ated in managing the public business with care 
and foresight—we branded them, I say, as out- 
casts, telling them that they ought not to be 
suffered to exercise any influence upon the 
management of the public business, and it 
would be unwarrantable presumption in them 
to attempt it. ix > 

I ask you, sir, could such things fail to con- 
tribute to the results we to-day read in the 
political corruption and demoralization, and 
in the financial ruin of some of the southern 
States? These results are now before us. 
The mistaken policy may have been pardon- 
able when these consequences were ‘still a 
matter of conjecture and speculation; but 
what exeuse have we now for continuing it 
when those results are clear before our eyes, 
beyond the reach of contradiction? : 

‘hese considerations would seem to apply 
more particularly to those southern States 
where the colored’ clement constitutes a very 
large proportion of the voting body. ` There 
is another which applies to all. 

When the rebellion stood in arms against us 
we fought and overcame force by force. That 
was right. When the results of the war were 
first to be established and fixed we met the 
resistance they encountered with that power 
which the fortunes of war and the revolution- 
ary character of the situation had placed at our 
disposal. ‘The feelings and prejudices which 
then stood in our way had under such circum- 
gtances but little, if any, claim to our consid- 
eration. But when the problem presented 
itself of securing the permanency, the peace- 
able development, and the successful working 
of ihe new institutions we had introduced into 
our political organism, we had as wise men to 
take into careful calculation the moral forces 
we had to deal with; for let us not indulge in 
any delusion about this: what is to be per- 
manent ina republic like this must be sup- 
ported by public opinion, it must rest at least 
upon the willing acquiescence of a large and 
firm majority of the people. 

The introduction of the colored péople, the 
late slaves, into the body-politic as voters, 
pointedly affronted the traditional prejudices 
prevailing among the southern whites. What 
should we care about those prejudices ? In 
war, nothing. After the close of the war, in 
the settlement of peace, not enough to deter 
us from doing what was right and necessary ; 
and yet, still enough to take them into account 
when considering the manner in which right 
and necessity were to be served. Statesmen 
will care about popular prejudices as physi- 
cians will care about the diseased condition of 
their patients, which they want to ameliorate. 
Would it not have been wise for us, looking 
at those prejudices as a morbid condition of 
the southern mind, to mitigate, to assuage; to 
disarm them by prudent measures, and thus to 
weaken their evil influence? We desired the 
southern whites to accept in good faith uni- 
versal suffrage, to recognize the politicalrights 
of the colored man, and to protect him in their 
exercise. Was not that our sincere desire? 
Butif it was, would it not have been wise to 
remove as much as possible the: obstacles ‘that 
stood in the way of that consummation? But 
what did we do? When we raised the colored 
people to the rights of active citizenship and 
opened to them all the privileges of eligibility 
we excluded from those privileges a large and 
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: re seal 
influential class-of whites; in other words, we 


lifted the late slave, uneducated and inexpe- 

‘rienced ashe was—I repeat, without his faplt— 
not merely to the level of the late master class, 
but-even above it. We asked certain white 
men to recognize the colored man ina political 
status not only as high but. even higher than 
their own. We might say that under the cir- 
cumatances we had a perfect right to do that, 
and Iwill not dispute it; butd.ask you most 
earnestly, sir, was it wise to do it? If you 
desired the white man to accept and recognize 
the political equality of the black, was it wise 
to imbitter and to exasperate his spirit with 
the stinging stigma of his own inferiority? 
Was it wise to withhold from him privileges in 
the enjoyment of which he was to protect the 
late slave? This was not assuaging, disarm- 
ing prejudice; this was rather inciting, it was 
exasperating it. American statesmen will 
understand and appreciate human nature as 
it has developed itself under the influence of 
free institutions. We know that if we want 
any class of people to overcome their preju- 
dices in respecting the political rights and priv- 
ileges of any other class, the very first thin 
we have to do is to accord the same rights an 
privileges to thom. No American was ever 
inclined to recognize in others public rights 
and privileges from which he himself was 
excluded; and for aught I know, in this very 
feeling, although it may take an objectionable 
form, we find one’of the safeguards of popular 
liberty. 

You tell me that the late rebels had deserved 
all this in the way of punishment. Granting 
that, I beg leave to suggest that this is not the 
question. The question is, what were the means 
best calculated to overcome the difficulties 
standing in the way of a willing and universal 


recognition of the new rights and privileges of | 


the emancipated class? What were the means 
to overcome the hostile influences impeding the 
development of the harmony of society in its 
new order? Iam far from asserting that had 
no disabilities existed, universal suffrage would 
have been received by the southern whites with 
universal favor, No, sir, most probably it 
would not; buat I do assert that the existence 
of disabilities, which put so large and influ- 
ential a class of whites in point of political 
privileges below the colored people, could not 
ail to inflame those prejudices which stood 
in the way of a general aud honest acceptance 
of the new order of things; they increased 
instead of diminishing the dangers and difti- 
culties surrounding the emancipated claas ; 
and nobody felt that more keenly than the 
colored people of the South themselves. To 
their honor be it said, following a just instinct, 
they were among the very first, not only in the 
South but all over the country, in entreating 
Congress to remove those odious discrimina- 
tions which put in jeopardy their own rights 
by making them greater than those of others. 
From the colored people themselves, it seems, 
we have in this respect received a lesson in 
statesmanship, 

Well, then, what policy does common sense 
suggest to us now? If we sincerely desire to 
give to the southern States good and honest 
government, material prosperity, and meas- 
urable contentment, as far at least as we can 
contribute to that end ; if we really desire to 
weaken and disarm those prejudices and re- 
sentments which still disturb the harmony of 
society, will it not be wise, will it not be neces- 
sary, will itnot be our duty to show that we 
are in no sense the allies and abettors of those 


who use their political power to plunder their || 
fellow-citizens, and that we do not mean to ji 


keep one class of people in unnecessary degra- 
dation by withholding from them rights and 
privileges which all others enjoy? Seeing the 
mischief which the system of disabilities is 
accomplishing, is it not time that there should 
be at least an end of it; or is there any good 
it can possibly do to make up for the harm it 
has already wrought and is still working? 


Look at it. Do these disabilities serve in 
any way to protect anybody in his rights or 
in his liberty or in his property or in his life? 
Does the fact that some men are excluded 
from office, in any sense or measure, make 
others more secure in their lives or in their 
property or in their rights? Can anybody 
tellme how? Or do they, perhaps, prevent 
even those who are excluded from official 
position from doing mischief if they are mis- 
chievously inclined? Doesthe exclusion from 
office, does any feature of your system of 
political disabilities, take the revolver or the 
bowie-knife or the scourge from the hands of 
any one who wishes touse it? Does it destroy 
the influence of the more intelligent upon 
society, if they mean to use that influence for 
mischievous purposes? 

We hear the Ku Klux outrages spoken of as 
a reason why political disabilities should not 
be removed. Did not these very same Ku 
Klux outrages happen while disabilities were 
in existence? Is it not clear, then, that the 
existence of political disabilities did not pre- 
vent them? No, sir, if political disabilities 
have any practical effect it is, while not in any 
degree diminishing the power of the evil-dis- 
posed for mischief, to incite and sharpen their 
mischievous inclination by increasing their 
discontent with the condition they live in. 

It must be clear to every impartial observer 
that were ever so many of those who are now 
disqualified, put in office, they never could do 
with their official power as much mischief as 
the mere fact of the existence of the system of 
political disabilities with its inevitable conse- 
quences is doing to-day. The scandals of mis- 
government in the South which we complain 
of I admit were not the first and original 
cause of the Ku Klux outrages. But every 
candid observer will also have to admit that 
they did serve to keep the Ku Klux spirit alive. 
Without such incitement it might gradually 
by this time, to a great extent at least, have 
spent itself. And now if the scandals of mis- 
government were, partly at least, owing to 
the exclusion of so large a portion of the intel- 
ligence and experience of the South from the 
active management of affairs, must it not be 
clear that a measure which will tend to remedy 
this evil may also tend to reduce the causes 
which still disturb the peace and harmony of 
society? 

We accuse the southern whites of having 
missed their chance of gaining the confidence 
of the emancipated class when, by a fairly 
demonstrated purpose of recognizing and pro- 
tecting them in their rights, they might have 
acquired upon them a salutary influence. That 
accusation is by no means unjust; but must we 
not admit, also, that by excluding them from 
their political rights and privileges we put the 
damper of most scrious discouragement upon 
the good intentions which might have grownup 
among them? Let us place ourselves in their 
situation, and then I ask you how many of us 
would, under the same circumstances, have 
risen above the ordinary impulses of human 
nature to exert a salutary influence in defiance 
of our own prejudices, being so pointedly told 
every day that it was not the business of those 
laboring under political disabilities to meddle 
with public affairs at all, And thus, in what- 
ever direction you may turn your eyes, you 
look in vain for any practical good your polit- 
ical disabilities might possibly accomplish. 
You find notbing, absolutely notbing, in their 
practical effects but the aggravation of evils 
already existing, and the prevention of a salu- 
tary development. 

Is it not the part of wise men, sir, to 
acknowledge the failure of a policy like this 
in order to remedy it, especially since every 
candid mind must recognize that by continu- 
ing the mistake, absolutely no practical good 
can be subserved? 

But I am told that the system of disabilities 
must be maintained for a certain moral effect. 
The. Senator_from Indiana (Mr. Monror] 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 30, 


teok great pains to inform us that it iz abso- 
lutely necessary to excludé somebody from 
office in order to demonstrate our disappro- 
bation of the crime of rebellion. Methinks 
that the American people have signified their 
disapprobation of the-crime of rebellion in a 
far more pointed manner. They sent against 
the rebellion a million armed men, Wefought 
and conquered the armies of the rehels; we 
carried degolation into their land; we swept 
out of existence that system of slavery which 
was the soul of their offense and was to be the 
corner-stone of their new empire. If that was 
not signifying our disapprobation of the crime 
of rebellion, then I humbly submit that your 
system of political disabilities, ouly excluding 
some persons from office, will scarcely do it. 

I remember, also, to have heard the argu- 
ment that under all circumstances the law 
must be vindicated. What law in this case? 
If any Jaw is meant, it must be the law im- 
posing the penalty of death upon the crime 
of treason. Well, if at the close of the war 
we bad assumed the stern and bloody virtue 
of the ancient Roman, and had proclaimed 
that he who raises his hand against this 
Republic must surely die, then we might have 
claimed for ourselves at least the merit of 
logical consistency. We might bave thought 
that by erecting a row of gallows stretching 
from the Potomac to the Rio Grande, and by 
making a terrible example of all those who 
had proved faithless to their allegiance, we 
would strike terror into the hearts of this and 
coming generations, to make them tremble. at 
the mere thought of treasonable undertakings. 
That we might have doue. Why did we not? 
Because the American people instinctively 
recoiled from the idea; because every wise 
man remembered thut where insurrections 
are punished and avenged with the bloodiest 
hands, there insurrections do most frequently 
occur; witness France and Spain and the. 
southern part of this hemisphere; that there 
is a fascination for bloody reckonings which 
allures instead of repelling—a fascination 
like that of the serpent’s eye, which irre- 
sistibly draws on its victim. ‘he American 
people recoiled from it, because they felt and 

new that the civilization of the nineteenth 
century has for such evils a better medicine 
than blood. 

Thus, sir, the penalty of treason as provid- 
ed for by law remained a dead* letter on the 
statute-book, and we instinctively adopted a 
generous policy, and we added fresh luster to 
the glory of the American name by doing so. 
And now you would speak of vindicating the 
law against treason, which demands death, by 
merely excluding a number of persons from 
eligibility to office! Do you not see that, aga 
vindication of the law against treason, as an 
act of punishment, the. system of disabilities 
sinks down to the level of a ridiculous mock- 
ery? If you want your system of disabilities 
to appear at all in a respectable light, then, in 
the name of common sense, do not call it a 
punishment for treason. Standing there, as it 
does, stripped of all the justification it once 
derived from political necessity, it would appear 
only as the evidence of an impotent desire to 
be severe without the courage to carry it out. 
But, having once adopted the policy of gen- 
erosity, the only question for us is how to 
make that policy most fruitful. The answer 
is we shall make the policy of generosity most 
fruitful by making it most complete. 

The Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Buck- 
IncHAM,] whom I am so unfortunate as not to 
see in his seat to-day, when he opened the 
debate, endeavored to fortify his theory by an 
illustration borrowed from the Old ‘Testament, 
and Į am willing to take that illustration off 
his hands. He asked,if Absalom bad lived 
after his treason, and had been excluded from 
his father’s table, would he have had. a just 
reason to complain of an unjust deprivation of 
rights? It seems to me that story of Absalom 
contains a most excellent lesson, which the 
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Senate of the United States ought to read cor- 
rectly. For the killing of his brother, Absa- 
lom had lived in banishment, from which the 
king, his father, permitted him to return ; but 
the wayward son was but half pardoned, for 
he was not permitted to see his father’s face. 
And it was for that reason, and then, that he 
went among the people to seduce them into a 
rebellion against his royal father’s authority. 
Had he survived that rebellion, king David, 
as a prudent statesman, would either have 
killed his son Absalom or he would have ad- 
mitted him to his table, in order to make him 
a good son again by unstinted fatherly love. 
But he would certainly not have permitted 
bis son Absalom to run at large, capable of 
doing mischief, and at the same time by small 
measures of degradation inciting him to do it. 
And that is just the policy we have followed. 
We have permitted the late rebels to run at 
large, capable of doing mischief, and then by 
small measures of degradation, utterly useless 
for any good purpose, we incited them to doit, 
Looking at your political disabilities with an 
impartial eye, you will find that, as a measure 
of punishment, they did not go far enough; as 
a measure of policy they went much too far. 
We were far too generous to subjugate the 
hearts of our late enemies by terror; and we 
mixed our generosity with jast enough of bit- 
terness to prevent it from bearing its full fruit. 
I repeat, we can make the policy of generosity 
most fruitful only by making it most complete. 

That objection, then, can stand against this 
consideration of public good? 

You tell me that many of the late rebels do 
not deserve a full restoration of their rights. 
That may be so; 1 do not deny it; but yet, 
sir, if many of them do not deserve it, is it not 
a far more important consideration how much 
the welfare of the country will be promoted 


it? 

sf am told that many of the late rebels, if 
we volunteer a pardon to them, would not 
appreciate it. I do not deny this; it may be 
so, for the race of fools, unfortunately, is not 
all dead yet; but if they do not appreciate it, 
shall we have no reason to appreciate the great 
good which by this measure of generosity will 
be conferred upon the whole land? 

Some Senator, referring to a defaulting pay- 
master who experienced the whole rigor of the 
law, asked us, ‘t When a poor defaulter is pun- 
ished, shall a rebel go free? Is embezzle- 
ment a greater crime than treason?” No, 
sir, it is not; but again I repeat that is not 
the question. The question is whether a gen- 
eral amnesty to rebels is not far more urgently 

- demanded by the public interest than a gen- 
eral pardon for thieves. Whatever may be 
said of the greatness and the heinous: char- 
acter of the crime of rebellion, a single glance 
at the history of the world and at the practice 
of other nations will convince you that in all 
civilized countries the measure of punishment 
to be visited on those guilty of that crime is 
almost uniformly treated as a question of great 
policy and almost never a3 a question of strict 
justice, And why is this? Why is it that a 
thief, although pardoned, will never again be 
regarded as an untainted member of society, 
while a pardoned rebel may still rise to the 
highest honor of the State, and sometimes 
even gain the sincere and general esteem and 
confidence of his countrymen? Because a 
broad line of distinction is drawn. between a 
violation of law in which political opinion is the 
controlling element (however erroneous, nay, 
however revolting that opinion may be, and 
however disastrous the consequences of the 
act) and those infamous crimes of which moral 
depravity is the principal ingredient; and be- 
cause even the most disastrous political con- 
flicts may be composed for the common good 
by a conciliatory process, while the infamous 
crime always calls for a strictly penal correc- 
tion. You may call this just or not, but such 
is the public opinion of the civilized world, 
and you find it in every civilized country. 


Look at the nations around us. In the 
Parliament of Germany how many men are 
there sitting who were once what you would 


i call fugitives from justice, exiles on account 


of their revolutionary. acts, now admitted to 
the great council of the nation in the fullness 
of their rights and privileges—and mark you, 
without having been asked to abjure the opin- 
ions they formerly held, for at the present 
moment most of them still belong to the Lib- 
eral opposition. Look at Austria, where Count 
Andrassy, a man who, in 1849, was condemned 
to the gallows as a rebel, at this moment stands 
at the head of the imperial ministry ; and those 
who know the history of that country are fully 
aware that the policy of which that amnesty 


| was a part, which opened to Count Andrassy 


the road to power, has attached Hungary more 
closely than ever to the Austrian Crown, from 
which a narrow-minded policy of severity would 
have driven her. 

Now, sir, ought we not to profit by the wis- 
dom of such examples? It may be said that 
other Governments were far more rigorous in 
their first repressive measures, and that they 
put off the grant of a general amnesty much 
longer after suppressing an insurrection than 
we are required to do. So they did; but is 
not this the great Republic of the New World 
which marches in the very vanguard of modern 
civilization, and which, when an example of 
wisdom is set by other nations, should rot only 
rise to its level, but far above it? 

It seems now to be generally admitted that 
the time has come for a more comprehensive 
removal of political disabilities than has so far 
been granted. If that sentiment be sincere, if 
you really do desire to accomplish the greatest 
possible good by this measure that can be done, 
I would ask you what practical advantage do 
you expect to derive from the exclusions for 
which this bill provides? Look at them one 
after another. 

First, all those are excluded who when the 
rebellion broke out were members of Congress, 
and left their seats in these halls to join it. 
Why are these men to be excluded as a class? 


i Because this class contains a number of prom- 


inent individuals, who, in the rebellion, became 


| particularly conspicuous and obnoxious, and 


among them we find those whom we might 
designate as the original conspirators. But 
these are few, and they wight have been men- 
tioned by name. Most of those, however, who 
left their seats in Congress to make common 
cause with the rebels were in no way more 
responsible for the rebellion than other promi- 
nent men at the South who do not fall under 
this exception. If we accept at all the argu- 
ment that it will be well for the cause of good 
government and the material welfare of the 
South to readmit to the management of public 
affairs all the intelligence and political expe- 
rience in those States, why, then, exclude as a 
class men who, having been members of Con- 
gress, may be presumed to possess a higher 
degree of that intelligence and experience 
than the rest? If you want that article at all 
for good purposes, Í ask you, do you not want 
as large a supply of that article as you can 


| obtain? 


Leaving aside the original conspirators, is 
there any reason in the world why those mem- 
bers of Congress should be singled out from 
the numerous class of intelligent and prom- 
inent men who were or had been in office and 
had taken the same oath which is administered 
in these Halls? Look at it. You do not pro- 
pose to continue the disqualification of men 
who served this country as foreign ministers, 
who left their important posts, betrayed the 
interests of this. country in foreign lands to 
come back and join the rebellion; you do not 
propose to exclude from the benefit of this act 
those who sat upon the bench aud doffed the 
judicial ermine to take part in the rebellion; 
and ifsuch men are not to be disfranchised, 
why disfranchise the common run of the Con- 
gressmen, whose guilt iscertainly not greater, 


; consider worth while. 


' to-day as a recognition of their power. 


if it be as great? Can youtellme? Is it wise 
even to incur the suspicion of making an 
exception merely for the sake of excluding 
somebody, when no possible good can be. ac- 
complished by it, and when you can thus only 
increase the number of men incited to discon- 
tent and mischief by small and unnecessary 
degradations ? 

And now as to the original conspirators, 
what has become of them? Some of them are 
dead; and as to those who are still living, I 
ask you, sir, are they not dead also? Look at 
Jefferson Davis himself. What if you exclude 
even him—and certainly our feelings would 


| naturally impel us to do so; but let our reason 


speak—what if you exclude even him? 
Would you not give him an importance which 


| otherwise he never would possess, by mak- 


ing people believe that you are even occu- 
pring your minds enough with him to make 
him an exception to an act of generous wis- 
dom? Truly to refrain from making an act 
of amnesty general on account of the orginal 
conspirators, candidly speaking, I would not 
I would not leave 
them the pitiable distinction of not being 
pardoned. Your very generosity will be. to 
them the. source of the bitterest disappoint- 
ment. Aslong asthey are excluded, they may 
still find some satisfaction in the delusion. of 
being considered men of dangerous. import- 
ance. ‘Their very disabilities they look R on 

e 
may still make themselves and others believa 
that, were the southern people only left. free 
in their choice, they would eagerly raise them 
again to the highest honors. 

But you relieve them of their exclusion, and 
they will at once become conscious of their 
nothingness, a nothingness most glaringly con- 
spicuous then, for you will have drawn away 
the vail that has concealed it. I suspect: that 
gentlemen on the Democraticsida ofthe House, 
whom they would consider their political 
friends, would be filled with dismay at the 
mere thought of their reappearance among 
them. If there is anything that could prevent 
them from voting for universal amnesty, it 
might be the fear, if they entertained it at all, 
of seeing Jefferson Davis once more a Senator 
of the United States. 

Bot more than that: you relieve that class 
of persons, those old misleaders, of their exclu- 
sion, and they will soon discover that the peo- 
ple whom they once plunged into disaster and 
ruin have in the meantime grown, if not as 
wise as they ought to be, certainly too wise to 
put their destinies in the hands, of the same 
men again. I hope, therefore, you will not 
strip this measure of the merit of being a gen- 
eral amnesty to spare the original plotters this 
most salutary experience. 

So much for the first exception. Now to 
the second. It excludes. from the benefit of 
this act all those who were officers of the Army 
or of the Navy and then joined the rebellion. 
Why exclude that class of persons? I have 
heard the reason very frequently stated upon 
the floor of the Senate; it is because those 
men had been educated at the public expense, 
and their turning againat the Government was 
therefore an act of peculiar faithlessness and 
black ingratitude. ‘That might appear a very 
strong argument at first sight. But I ask you 
was it not one of the very first acts of this 
Administration to appoint one of the most 
prominent and conspicuous of that class to a 
very lucrative and respectable public office? 
I mean General Longstreet. He had obtained 
hig military education at the expense of the 
American people. He was one of the wards, 
one of the pets of the American Republic, 
and then he turned against.itasarebel. What- 
ever of faithlessness, whatever of black ingrat- 
itude there is in such conduct, it was in his; 
and yet, in spite of all this, the President nom- 
inated him for an office, and your consent, 
Senators, made him a public dignitary. Why 
did you break the rule in hiscase? 1 will not 
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say. that.you did it because he had become a 
Republican, for I am far from attributing any 
mere partisan motive to your action. No; you 
did: it-because -his conduct after the close of. 
hostilities had been that of a.well-disposed and 
law-abiding citizen. Thus, then, the rule which 
you,-Senators, have established for your own 
conduct is simply this: you will in the case 
of officers of the Army or.the Navy waive the 
charge of peculiar faithlessness and ingratitude 
if the persons in question after the war had 
become law-abiding and well-disposed citizens. 
Well, is it not a fact universally recognized, 
and ‘believe entirely uncontradicted, that of 
all-classes of men connected with the rebel- 
lion there is not one whose.conduct since the 
close of the war has been so unexceptionable, 
and in a great: many instances so beneficial in 
its influence upon southern society, as the ofi- 
cers: of the Army and the Navy, especially 
those: who before the war had been members 
of -our regular establishments? Why, then, 
except them from this act of amnesty? If 
you take subsequent good conduct into ac- 
count. at all, these men are the very last who 
as a Class ought to be excluded. And would 
it not be well to encourage them in well-doing 
by a sign on our part that they are not to be 
looked upon as outcasts whose influence is not 
desired, even when they are inclined to use it 
for the promotion of the common welfare? 

The third class excluded consists of those 
who were members of State conventions, and 
in those State conventions voted for ordinances 
of secession. If we may judge from the words 
which fell from the lips of the Senator from 
Indiana, they were the objects of his partic- 
ular displeasure. Why this? Here we have 
a large number of men of local standing who 
in some cases may have been leaders on a 
small scale, but most of whom were drawn into 
the-whirl of the revolutionary movement just 
like the rest of the southern population. If 
you accept the proposition that it will be well 
and wise to permit the intelligence of the coun- 
try to participate in the management of the 
publie ‘business, the exclusion of just these 
people will appear especially. inappropriate, 
because their local influcnce might be made 
peculiarly beneficial; and if you exclude these 
persons, whose number is considerable, you 
tell just. that class of people whose coUpera- 
tion might be made most valuable that their 
coUperation is not wanted, for the reason that, 
wecording to the meaning and intent of your 
system of disabilities, public affairs are no 
business of theirs. You object that they are 
more guilty than the rest, Suppose they are— 
and in many cases [ am sure they are only 
apparently so—but if they were not guilty 
of. any: wrong, they would need no amnesty. 
Amnesty is made for those who bear a cer- 
tain degree of guilt. Or would you indulge 
here in the solemn farce of giving pardon only 
to those who are presumably innocent? You 
grant your amnesty that it may bear good 
fruit; and if you do it for that purpose, then 
do not.diminish the good fruit it may bear by 
leaving unplanted the most promising soil 
upon which it may grow. 

& few words now about the- second section 
of the bill before you, which imposes upon 
those who desire to have the benefitof amnesty 
the-duty of taking an oath to support the 
Constitution. before some public officer, that 
oath to be registered, the list to be laid be- 
fore Congress and to be preserved in the office 
of the Seevetary of State. Sir, I ask you, can 
you or any‘one tell me what practical good is 
to be’ accomplished by.a provision like this? 
You may say that the taking of another oath 
will do nobody any harm. Probably not; but 
can you tell me, inthe. name of common 
sense, what harm in this case the taking of that 
oath will prevent? Or have-we read. the his- 


tory of the world in vain, thatwe should not | 


know yet how little political oaths are worth 
to improve the morality of a people or to 
secure the stability of a Government? And 


what do you mean to accomplish by making 
up and preserving your lists of pardoned :per- 
sons? 
to-the country in any way? Why, then, load 
down an act like this with such useless circum- 
stance, while as an act of grace and wisdom 
it certainly ought to be as straightforward and 
simple as possible? 

Let me now in a few words once more sum 
up the whole meaning of the question which 
we are now engaged in discussing. No candid 
man can deny that our system of political dis- 
abilities is in no way calculated to protect the 
rights or the property or the life or the lib- 
erty of any living man, or in any way practi- 
cally to prevent the evil-disposed from doing 
mischief. Why do you think of granting any 
amnesty at all? Is it not to produce on the 
popular mind at the South a conciliatory effect, 
to quicken the germs of good intentions, to 
encourage those who can exert a beneficial 
influence, to remove the pretexts of ill-feeling 
and animosity, and to aid in securing to the 
southern States the blessings of good and hon- 
est government? If that is not your design, 
what can it be? 

But if it be this, if you really do desire to 
produce such moral effects, then I entreat you 
also to consider what moral means you have to 
employ in order to bring forth those moral 
effects you contemplate. If an act of generous 
statesmanship, or of statesman-like generosity, 
is to bear full fruit, it should give not as little 
as possible, but it should give as much as pos- 
sible. You must not do things by halves if 
you want to produce whole results. You must 
not expose yourself to the suspicion of a nar- 
yow-minded desire to pinch off the size of your 
gift wherever there is achance for it, as if you 
were afraid you could by any possibility give 
too much, when giving more would benefit the 
country more, and when giving less would de- 
tract from the beneficent effect of that which 
you do give. 

Let me tell you it is the experience of all 
civilized nations the world over, when an am- 
nesty is to be granted at all, the-completest 
amnesty is always the best. Any limitation 
you may impose, however plausible it may seem 
at first sight, will be calculated to take away 
much of the virtue of that which is granted. 
I entreat you, then, in the name of the accu- 
mulated experience of history, let there be an 
end of these bitter and useless and disturbing 
questions; let the books be finally closed, and 
when the subject is forever dismissed from our 
diseussions and our minds, we shall feel as 
much relieved as those who are relieved of 
their political disabilities. 

Sir, I have to say a few words about an ac- 
cusation which has been brought against those 
who speak in favor of universal amnesty. It 
is the accusation resorted to, in default of 
more solid argument, that those who advise 
amnesty, especially universal amnesty, do so 
because they have fallen in love with the rebels. 
No, sir, it is not merely for the rebels I plead. 
We are asked, shall the rebellion go entirely 
unpunished? No, sir, it shall not. Neither 
do I think that the rebellion has gone entirely 
unpunished. I ask you, had the rebels nothing 
to lose but their lives and their offices? Look 
at it. There was a proud and arrogant aris- 
tocracy planting their feet on the necks of the 
laboring people, and pretending to be the born 
rulers of this great Republic. They looked 
down, not only upon their slaves, but alsoupon 
the people of the North, with the hanghty 
contempt of self-asserting superiority. When 
their pretensions to rule us all were first suc- 
cessfully disputed, they resolved to destroy 
this Republic, and to build up on the corner- 
stone of slavery an empire of their own in 
which they could hold absolute sway. They 
made the attempt with the most overween- 
ingly confident expectation of certain victory. 
Then came the civil war,and after four years 


Can they be of any possible advantage | 


of struggle their whole power and pride lay 
shivered to atoms at our feet, their sons dead į 


by tens of thousands on the battle-fields of this 
country, their fields and their homes devas- 
tated, their fortunes destroyed ; and more than 
that, the whole social system in which they 
had their very being, with all their hopes and 
pride, utterly wiped out ; slavery forever abol- 
ished, and the slaves themselves created a 
political power before which they had to bow 
their heads, and they, broken, ruined, helpless 
and hopeless in the dust before those upon 
whom they had so haughtily looked down as 
their vassals and inferiors. Sir, can it be 
said that the rebellion has gone entirely un- 
punished? 

You may object that the loyal people, too, 
were subjected to terrible sufferings; that their 
sons, too, were slaughtered by tens of thou- 
sands; that the mourning of countless widows 
and orphans is still darkening our land; that 
we are groaning under terrible burdens which 
the rebellion has loaded upon us, and that 
therefore part of the punishment has fallen 
upon the innocent. And it is certainly true. 

But look at the difference. We issued from 
this great conflict as conquerors; upon the 
graves of our slain we could lay the wreath 
of victory; our widows and orphans, while 
mourning the loss of their dearest, sti remem- 
ber with proud exultation that the blood of 
their husbands and fathers was not spilled in 
vain; thatit flowed for the greatest and holiest 
and at the same time the most victorious of 
causes; and when our people labor in the 
sweat of their brow to pay the debt which the 
rebellion has loaded upon us, they do it with 
the proud consciousness that the heavy price 
they have paid is infinitely overbalanced by 
the value of the results they have gained: 
slavery abolished; the great American Repub- 
lic purified of her foulest stain; the American 
people no longer a people of masters and 
slaves, but a people of equal citizens; the 
most dangerous element of disturbance and 
disintegration wiped out from among us; this 
country put upon the course of harmonious 
development, greater, more beautiful, mightier 
than ever in its selftconscious power. And 
thus, whatever losses, whatever sacrifices, 
whatever sufferings we may have endured, 
they appear before us in a blaze of glory. 

But how do the southern people stand there? 
All they have sacrificed, all they have lost, all 
the blood they have spilled, all the desolation 
of their homes, all the distress that stares them 
in the face, all the wreck and ruin they see 
around them, all for nothing, all for a wicked 
folly, all for a disastrous infatuation ; the very 
graves of their slain nothing but monuments 
of a shadowy delusion; all their former hopes 
vanished forever; and the very magniloquence 
which some of their leaders are still indulging 
in nothing but a mocking illustration of their 
utter discomfiture! Ah, sir, if ever human 
efforts broke down in irretrievable disaster, if 
ever human pride was humiliated to the dust, 
if ever human hopes were turned into despair, 
there you behold them. á 

You may say that they deserveditall. Yes, 
but surely, sir, you cannot say that the rebel- 
lion has gone entirely unpunished. Nor will 
the Senator from Indiana, with all his decla- 
mation (and I am sorry not now to see him 
before me) make any sane man believe that 
had no political disabilities ever been imposed, 
the history of the rebellion, as long as the 
memory of men retains the recollection of the 
great story, will ever encourage a future gen- 
eration to rebel again, or that if even this 
great example of disaster should fail to extin- 
guish the spirit of rebellion, his little scare- 
crow of exclusion from office will be more 
than a thing to be laughed at by little boys. 

And yet, sir, it is certainly true that after 
the close of the war we treated the rebels with 
@ generosity never excelled in the history of 
the world. And thus in advising a general 
amnesty it is not merely for the rebels I plead. 
But I plead for the good of the country, which 
inits best interests will be benefited by amnesty 
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just as much as the rebels are benefited them- 
selves, if not more. 

Nay, sir, I plead also for the colored people 
of the, South, whose path will be smoothed by 
a measure calculated to assuage some of the 
prejudices and to disarm some of the bitter- 
nesses which still confront them; and I am 
sure that nothing better could happen to them, 
nothing could be more apt to make the growth 
of good feeling between them and the former 
master-class easier than the destruction of a 
system which, by giving them a political supe- 
riority, endangers their peaceable enjoyment 
of equal rights. 

And I may say to my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] who knows 
well how highly I esteem him, and whom I 
sincerely honor for his solicitude concerning 
the welfare-of the lowly, that my desire to see 
their wrongs righted is no less sincere and no 
less unhampered by any traditional prejudice 
than his; although I will confess that as to 
the constitutional means to that end we may 
sometimes seriously differ; but I cannot re- 
frain from expressing my regret that this 
measure should be loaded with anything that 
is not strictly germane to it, knowing as we 
both do that the amendment he has proposed 
cannot secure the necessary two-thirds vote in 
atleast one of the Houses of Congress, and 
that therefore it will be calculated to involve 
this measure also in the danger of common 
failure. I repeat, it is not merely for the 
rebels I plead; it is for the whole American 
people, for there is not a citizen in the land 
whose true interests, rightly understood, are 
not largely concerned in every measure affect- 
ing the peace and welfare of any State of this 
Union. 

Believe me, Senators, the statesmanship 
which this period of our history demands is 
not exhausted by high-sounding declamation 
about the greatness of the crime of rebellion, 
and fearful predictions as to what is going to 
happen unless the rebels are punished with 
sufficient severity, We have heard so much 
of this from some gentlemen, and so little else, 
thatthe inquiry naturally suggests itself whether 
this is the whole compass, the be-all and the 
end-all of their political wisdom and their polit- 
ical virtue; whether it is really their opinion 
that the people of the South may be pluudered 
with impunity by rascals in power, that the sub- 
stance of those States may be wasted, that their 
credit may be ruined, that their prosperity may 
be blighted, that their future may be blasted, 
that. the poison of bad feeling may still be 
kept working where we might do something 
to assuage its effects; that the people may lose 
more and more their faith in the efficiency of 
self-government and of republican institutions; 
that all this may happen, and we look on com: 


placently, if we can only continue to keep a | 


thorn in the side of our late enemies, and to 
demonstrate again and again, as the Senator 
from Indiana has it, our disapprobation of the 
crime of rebellion? 

Sir, such appeals as these, which we have 
heard so frequently, may be well apt to tickle 
the ear of an unthinking multitude. But un- 
less I am grievously in error, the people of the 
United States are a multitude not unthinking. 
fhe American people are fast becoming aware 
that great as the crime of rebellion is, there 
are other villainies beside it; that much as it 
may deserve punishment there are other evils 
flagrant enough to demand energetic correc- 
tion, that the remedy for such evils does 
after all not consist in the maintenance of 
political disabilities, and that it would be well 
to look behind those vociferous demonstra- 

i exclusive and austere patriotism to 


tions of 


see what abuses and faults of policy they are || 


to cover, and what rotten sores they are to dis- 
guise. The American people are fast begin- 
ning to perceive that good and honest govern- 
ment in the South, as well as throughout the 
whole country, restoring a measurable degree of 
confidence and contentment, will do infinitely 


more to revive true loyalty and a healthy | 
national spirit; than keeping alive the resent- 
ments of the past by'a useless degradation of 
certain classes of persons; and that we shall fail 
to do our duty unless we use every means to con- 
tribute our share to that end. And those, I 
apprehend, expose themselves to grievous dis- 
appointment who still think that by dinning 
again and again in the ears of the people the 
old battle-eries of the civil war, they caw befog 
the popular mind as to the true requirements 
of the times, and overawe and terrorize the 
public sentiment of the country. 

Sir, I am coming to a close. One word 
more. We have heard protests here against 
amnesty as a measure intended to make us 
forget the past and to obscure and confuse our 
moral appreciation of the great events of our 
history. No, sir; neither would I have the 
past forgotten, with its great experiences and 
teachings. Let the memory of the grand 
uprising for the integrity of the Republic ; let 
those heroic deeds and sacrifices before which 
the power of slavery crumbled into dust, be 
forever held in proud and ‘sacred remembrance 
by the American people. Let it never be for- 
gotten, as I am sure it never can be forgotten, 
that the American Union, supported by her 
faithful children, can never be undermined by 
any conspiracy ever so daring, nor overthrown 
by any array of enemies ever so formidable. 
Let the great achievements of our struggle for 
national existence be forever a source of lofty 
inspiration to our children and children’s 
children. 

But surely, sir, I think no generous resolu- 
tion on our part will mar the luster of those 
memories, nor will it obliterate from the 
southern mind the overwhelming experience 
that he who raises his hand against the majesty 
of this Republic is doomed to disastrous 
humiliation and ruin. 1 would not have it 
forgotten; and, indeed, that experience is so 
indelibly written upon the southern country 
that nothing can wipe it out. 

But, sir, as the people of the North and of 
the South must live together as one people, 
and as they must be bound together by the 
bonds of a common national feeling, I ask you, 
will it not be well for us so to act that the his- 
tory of our great civil conflict, which cannot be 
forgotten, can neither be remembered by south- 
ern men without finding in its closing chap- || 
ier this irresistible assurance: that we, their |! 
conquerors, meant to be, and were after all, not | 
their enemies, but their friends? When the 
southern people con over the distressing cata- 
logue of the misfortunes they have brought 
upon themselves, will it not be well, will it not 
be ‘devoutly to be wished’ for our common 
fature, if at the end of that catalogue they find 
an act which will force every fair-minded man 
in the South to say of the northern people, 
‘+ When we were at war they inflicted upon us 
the severities of war; but when the contest 
had closed and they found us prostrate before 
them, grievously suffering, surrounded by the 
most perplexing difficulties and on the brink 
of new disasters, they promptly swept all the 
resentments of the past out of their way and 
stretched out their hands to us with the very | 
fullest measure of generosity, anxious, eager 
to lift us up from our prostration ?”” 

Sir, will not this do something to dispel 
those mists of error and prejudice which are 
still clouding the southern mind? I ask again, 
will it not be well to add to the sad memories || 


of the past which forever will live in their |i 
minds, this cheering experience, so apt to pre: | 
pare them for the harmony of a better 


and | 
common future? ; 


` me a moment? 


No, sir; I would nothave the past forgotten, 
but I would have its history completed and 
crowned by an act most worthy of a great, 
noble, and wise people. By all the means 
which we have in our hands, I would make | 
even those who have sinned agai 


against this Repub- 


lie see in its flag, not the symbol of their last- 
ing degradation, but of rights equal to all; I 


would make them feel in their hearts that in 
its good and evil fortunes their rights -and 
interests are bound up just as ours are, and 
that therefore its peace, its welfare, its honor, 


i and its greatness may and ought to be as dear 


to them as they are to us. : 
I donot, indeed, indulgein the delusion that 


i this act alone will remedy all the evils which 


we now deplore. No, it will not; but it will. 
be a powertul appeal to the very best instincts - 
and impulses of human nature}; it will, like’ 
a warm ray of sunshine in spring-time, quicken: 
and call to light the germs of good intention 
wherever they exist; it will give new courage, 
confidence, and inspiration to the well-dis- 
posed; it will weaken the power of the mis- 
chievous, by stripping of their pretexts and 
exposing in their nakedness the wicked designs 
they still may cherish ; it will light anew the 


| beneficent glow of fraternal feeling and of 
| national spirit; for, sir, your good sense as 


well as your heart must tell you that, when this 
is truly a people of citizens equal in- their 
political rights, it will then be easier to make 
it also a people of brothers. 

Mr. NYE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend allow 
me one moment ? 

Mr. NYE. Certainly. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Mr. CONKLING. I desire to bring to the 
Senate knowledge of a fact connected with the 
apportionment bill passed on yesterday. ‘There 
was upon the report of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee introduced into that bill an amendment 
providing for cases in which States might 
abridge the elective franchise, and by an error 
in the amendment the wrong section of the 
article of the Constitution was referred to, see- 
tion one, and not section two, as was intended, 
Before this came to the knowledge of the 
House, the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in, and I bring the fact to the knowl- 
edge of the Senate, in order that if it be the 
pleasure of the Senate the House may-be re- 
quested to return the bill, inasmuch as we have 
not been informed of the concurrence of the 
House. It seems- to me to be incumbent upon 
the Senate rather than upon the House to make 
the request to take the action necessary to cor- 
rect the error because we fell into the error 
here. I have before me the provision of the 
pill, as it stands reported in the Globe; and 


| I have inquired and find that it is so in the 


original bill. It xefers to article fourteen, sec 
tion one, of the Constitution. The reference 
intended to be made was to article fourteen, 
section two, of the Constitution. In the absence 
of some better suggestion, I move that the 
House be requested to return this bill, when E 
suppose the error being merely literal and 
accidental can be corrected in a moment, and 
the bill sent back to the House, when a recon- 
currence can take place at once. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 do not know what the 
practice in Congress has been, but it strikes 
me that unless the practice has been séttled 
in accordance with the motion made by the 
Senator from New York he proposes a prac- 
tice that is inadmissible. We can certainly 
ask the House to send us back a.bill when the 
House has not concurred in the amendments 
made by the Senate, thatis to say, at any time 
before the action of the Ilouse is complete, 
and then we may make corrections; but after 
both Houses have acted on the bill, and after 


i their action is complete, if there be any erro: 


in it, it seems to me that that must be corrected 


|| by another bill or resolution. . 


Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
Mr. THURMAN. I shall be through in a 
single moment. : 
Mr. CONKLING. I want at that point to 
make a suggestion to the Senator if he will 
allow me. 1 have no doubt the Senator would 


| be quite right if he or I knew, if the Senate 


knew, that the House had concurred in the 


704. 


amendment. There is but one way in which 
we can know that fact-— 

“Mr. THURMAN. I was just going to speak 
of that very thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. And we have not been 
apprised of it, Perhaps I transcended some- 
what. the rules. of the body by referring so far 
to the proceedings of the other House; but as. 
I was informed of it by the Clerk of the House, 
I may perhaps without impropriety add that Í 
was informed also that it was brought to the 
knowledge of the House too late to correct it 
there, and that there would be an abstinence 
for awhile. from informing the Senate of the 
fact that the House had concurred, to the end 
that we might call attention to it in this way. 

Mr. THURMAN. We might as well get at 
the real facts first as last. Itis true we have 
not been officially informed that the House 
has concurred in the amendment made by the 
Senate; but if the House were to send back 
the bill, it ought at the same time to commun- 
icate its action upon that bill to the Senate, 
and any Senator would have the right to ask 
the Senate in sending a message to the House 
requesting the return of a bill also to request 
the House to state whether any action had 
taken place in the House on that bill, so that 
we might act with knowledge of what had been 
done in the House, so that ultimately the fact 
would come before the Senate and be before 
the Senate that the House had acted on the 
bill. We might as well look at it, therefore, in 
that. view at once, before passing any such 
resolution as this. Ifthe resolution is simply 
nugatory when we get all the facts before us, 
then; we need not pass the resolution. It is 
not the right way to correct the error. As I 
said before, I do not know what the practice 
is, but it strikes me, reflecting upon it for a 
moment, as undoubtedly true that where both 
Honses have acted upon a bill go that they are, 
so to speak, functus officio, the bill cannot be 
returned to either House and corrected, but 
must be corrected by a subsequent bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose it would be in 
order, if necessary, to move to reconsider. 
Any person voting with the majority could 
move to reconsider that vote. 

Mr. THURMAN. That should be done in 
the House, 

Mr. POMEROY. It is in order here, I 


take it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order 
here, but it must alyo be accompanied, by the 
usage. of the Senate, with a request to the 
House of Representatives to return the bill, as 
the bill itself must be hero when the motion to 
reconsider igacted upon, The motion is enter- 
tained under reserve, it may be stated, coupled 
with a resolution asking the House to return 
the bill, so that the actual bill itself can be in 
possession of the body, so that it can be laid 
on the table if they desire. 

Mr. THURMAN. This is the question I 
wish to submit to the Chair: if a motion be 
made to reconsider, and coupled with that a 
resolution to send a message to the House 
requesting the return of the bill, and it appear 
upon the return of the bill by the message of 
the House that the House has acted on the 
bill, I submit that that destroys. the motion to 
reconsider. 

‘ Mr. CONKLING. That question is not 
ere. 

Mr. THURMAN. Bat it would be here. 
Suppose. the bill had been signed by the Pres- 
ident, would a motion to reconsider be of any 
avail although made within twenty-four hours? 
Manifestly not. The error can only be cor- 
rected by a subsequent bill.. You may make 
your motion to reconsider within twenty-four 
hours, and if the bill-has not passed the other 
House, that is all very well; but if the bill hag 
passed the other House, it is just precisely, so 
tar as the motion to reconsider ig concerned, 
as if it had received the signature of the Pres- 


ident, 
Mr. CONKLING. Let the Chair rule. 


| atives, the codrdinate branch of the legisla- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Asthe bill itself 
is not before. the Senate, the Chair does not 
know whether the Senator from Ohio desires 
him to state what the usagé has been, and it 
isnot his-wish to intrude his opinion on the 
subject. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not know what the 
usage has been, and therefore I regard it as 
res integra. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator does 
not understand the Chair. The Chair does not 
propose to express an opinion on the subject 
unless the Senator desires an answer to his 
question, as the Senate isnot now in a posi- 
tion to have a discussion ona point of order 
if that should arise. The Chair will answer 
the Sénator, if he desires it, as several cases 
have occurred previously. 

Mr. TH URMAN. As at present advised, I 
shall vote against this motion. Ifthe Chair is 
of opinion and the Senate is of opinion that it 
would be of any use, that the error could be 
corrected by sending back the bill, that might 
influence my vote; and therefore I should be 
glad to know what the parliamentary law is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
answer the Senator. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives several times within his recollection, 
perhaps at no time in the Senate, errors have 
been discovered in the numbering of sections 
of bills, where. a certain section: was referred 
to, which, by a change in the numbering of the 
sections, proved to be an entirely different sec- 
tion from the one contemplated in the refer- 
ence, where the bill had passed to what prob- 
ably is the present stage of this bill, and 
requests have been made to have the bill re- 


turned. If this bill is returned with any mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives. stat- 
ing that they have concurred in the amend- 
ment, that of course will put a different face 
upon the matter. It is a comity between the 
two Houses when one House asks the other to 
return a bill to do so; they have, as far as 
the Chair knows, always returned it, It is 
then within the possession of the body. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to suggest to the 
Chairthis difficulty : suppose the House returns 
the bill without any. message at all, and the Sen- 
ate thereupon proceeds to correct this clerical 
error, and the billis then sent back tothe House, 
what is the House to do with the bill? The 
House has already passed it; it has nothing to 
do with it further, and the bill as it passed the 
House is different from the bill which we ulti- 
mately send back to the House. It seems to 
me if this precise case has not been decided 
wehad better not make such a precedent as it 
would make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
answer this question. The Senator hasa right 
to object, and if he objects the resolution can- 
not be considered to-day. Like all other res- 
olutions it must lie over one day. If the House 
of Representatives returns, on the application | 
of the Senate, this bill to the Senate, it lies on 
the Senate table, and the House of Represent- 


tive department of the Government, under. | 
stands that it is subject to the rules of the | 
Senate which allows them to reconsider it 
within two days after the passage of the bill. 
If they should, however, dealing to return it, 
that of course will end the question. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio objects, as the Chair under- 
stands. 

Mr. THURMAN. In order that the prece- 
dents may be looked to, and in order that we 
may have some reflection upon it, I do object 
to the consideration of the resolution to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
objects, and the resolution, therefore, cannot 
be considered to-day. 

Mr. POMEROY. In order that it may not 
be too late to-morrow, I enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote on the apportionment bill. 
While the motion cannot be acted upon, it 
should be entered to-da 


y: 
Mr. CONKLING. I take it for granted the | 


Chair deems. my motion made, and as lying 
over on objection until to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not know how the motion to reconsider can 
be entered on the Journal when the bill is not 
here. It cannot be. 

Mr. POMEROY. If that motion cannot be 
entered, the resolution asking the House to 
return the bill can be entered to-day and lie 
over until to-morrow. . 

Mr. CONKLING. That the Chair deems 
done already, I take it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
read the rule: 


_ “20. When a question has been made and carried 
in the affirmative or negative, whether previously 
reconsidered or not, it shall be in order for any Sen- 
ator of the majority to move for the reconsideration 
thereof; but no motion for the reconsideration of 
any vote shall be in order after the bill, resolution, 
message, report, amendment, or motion upon which 
the vote was taken shall have gono out of the pos- 
session of the Senate, announcing their decision, 
except a resolution confirming or rejecting a nom- 
ination by the President: nor shall any motion for 
reconsideration be in order, unless made on the 
same day on which the vote was taken, or within the 
two next days of actual session of the Senate there- 
after; but a motion to reconsider a vote upon a nom- 
ination sball always, if the resolution announcing 
the decision of the Senate has been sent to the 
President, be accompanied by a message requesting 
the President to return the same to thé Senate.” 

The motion to reconsider upon an exec- 
utive nomination can be made without the 
message itself being in the possession of the 
Senate, that is, where the confirmation may 
have been transmitted to the President; but a 
bill or resolution cannot be reconsidered or a 
motion to reconsider entered without its bein 
in the possession of the Senate itself, an 
therefore such a motion has always been 
accompanied with a motion that the other 
House be requested to return the bill to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Chair indulge 
me in a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is my motion, then, in 
the proper form to lie over until to-morrow? 
f The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
itis, The Chair has heard no objection to 
the motion being made, except to its consid- 
eration this day. 


IMPORTATION. OF MACHINERY. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the bill of the House (H. 
R. No. 1062) to admit certain machinery imported 
from foreign countries free of duty, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend, 
and do recommend, to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the first amendment of the Senate and agree to the 


same. 

The House not agreeing to the second amendment 
of the Senate, it is recommended that the second 
section be stricken out. 

JOHN SHERMAN 
WILLIAM P. KELLOGG, 
GEORGE GOLDTHWAILE, 
-Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
HORACE MAYNARD, 
M. C. KERR 
L. A. SHELDON, 
Managere on the part of the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senate will 
have observed the recommendation of the con- 
ference report in regard to the second section 
of this bill. The question is, will the Senate 
concur in the report ? a 

The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. were read twice by their titles 
and referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1821) to relieve the per- 
son therein named from legal and political 
disabilities ; 

_A bill (H. R. No. 1822) to relieve certain 
citizens of Georgia from political disabilities; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1225) to remove the dis- 
abilities of certain persons therein named; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1326) to relieve the polit- 
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ical disabilities of certain persons therein 
named, 

The bill (H. R. No. 1824) to create an addi- | 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating money 
for the purchase of a suitable site, and erect- 
ing a building thereon, in the city of St. Louis, 
Missouri, to be used for the purposes of a 
custom-house, post office, and other Federal 
offices, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1880) to amend the 
thirty-second section of an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 14, 1870, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (I. R. No. 880) for the removal of 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
third section of the fourteentharticle of amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Nye] is entitled to the 


floor. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator to yield | 
a moment, so that I may offer an amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is not 


| suppose your servant had applied a torch to | 


how in a condition to be amended, as the |; 
pending motion is to postpone the present |, 
and all other orders to consider another bill, | 
and that motion has prioriiy of a motion to | 
amend. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I shall detain the | 
Senate but a few moments; and I should not | 
trespass for even the few moments that I now | 
propose to occupy on the attention of the Sen- 
ate but for the honorable assignment of the | 
distinguished Senator from Missouri, who, if 
I understand him correctly, charges any one 


who proposes to oppose this bill with want of |, 


statesmanship and good judgment. Iam wili- 
ing to take the prescription of my honorable 
friend. He seems to have discovered that || 
heretofore undiscovered cure for all of the evil | 
that has grown out of this rebellion, and he || 
chides the statesmen of the past and those now įi 
living with a want of that clear-sightedness, f 


| deferid myself before a world convinced by 


that big-heartedness, and those clear views |j 
which they ought to have possessed, It has 
remained for the honorable Senator from Mis 
souri, iu this great medicinal application whicb 
he has made, to discover the real political ; 
cundurango that is to cure all our evils andall | 
our woes. [Laughter.] ‘If any of you have | 
been sick of the rebellion in the past, come lj 
bathe in the waters of this medicine which I; 
now produce. If you have heen rebels up to 
the present time, come dip your finger in the | 
troubled waters of this troubled spring which | 
I bring from the sources of my brain;’’ or, HI 
in a word, take the political cundurango. | 

| 

] 


(Laughter. | 

Mr. President, I may not be as fine-spun 
in theory as my friend; but I think I have | 
observed as much about this rebellion, and |} 
know as much about the history of my. coun- | 
try, and feel as deeply in her behalf, as he , 
ean feel, for I was born to this inheritance. |; 


Those points I shall not yield. I submit, it 


therefore, whether it is becoming in the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri to charge all 
those who have handled this mighty subject 
from the day the sword was sheathed to the 
present time with a want of consideration 
and of magnanimity in their action. Sir, 
who has striven harder night and day than 
he who sat here by my side until a few days 
before he died, and whose gray hairs were 
made white by labor and toil, by his men- 
tal exertions, his anxious days end sleepless 
nights? I refer to Mr. Howard, of Michi- 


| down there? He has been worse tabooed than | 


l! was he treated at the South? {f repeat, worse 


! and I am not going to be taken from the spirit 


j 
gan; and I stand here to say, that he was not i 
wanting in statesmanship, in magnanimity, ii 
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or in noble generosity. In either respect he 
would compare well with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri, or any other Senator on | 
this floor. 

But, sir, the furor seems to be so great, | 
and the tendency so universal, to be magnani- 
mous, as to forget even the common safeguards 
that should be thrown around government, or 
around a man’s own personal business. Sir, 


your dwelling and wrapped it in a flame that 
was almost inextinguishable, and you and 
your family by chance only escaped. He is 
arraigned the next day and found guilty of 
arson. Suppose you were to go into court and 
beg that he be discharged and restored to his 
former place, that you would rebuild a struc- 
ture for him to apply a new torch to. Why, 
sir, you would have a commission of lunacy 
upon you. 

What have these men done, ina word? I 
remember as keenly as the honorable Senator | 
from Missouri can, while they sat on guard 
here as watchmen upon the towers to sound 
the alarm whenever danger approached, they 
were plotting for the overthrow of this Gov- 
ernment. That is eternal history, and they 
did it over a monument of perjury with which 
their very souls were charged. But, says my 
friend from Missouri, “be magnanimous.” | 
Why, sir, when the flames of your house were |j 
extinguished there was a remnant of it left; | 
and so it was here, These men attempted to 
tear down this edifice. They applied the | 
torch to the garner in which were garnered 
the hopes of the present and the future of this 
world, They pretended to stand on guard | 
with their swords drawn for its defense, and j 
yet with purposes blacker than midnight, and į 
with purposes fraught with destruction, they jj 
sought to tear down the very temple of liberty || 
itself. Who stands here to deny 1t? Nobody. 
Who stands here to defend it? Nobody but 
the plausible theory of my friend from Mis- 
souri that itis alight affair. Sir, with me it 
is an affair of so much moment that I will 
not vote for the proposition, and now [ am to 


my own people of that theory, and I stand here 
prepared to do it. 

My friend gives the instance of General 
Longstreet. He was the first to repent, and 
I would be as magnanimous as anybody to a 
repentant sinner; but how has he been treated 


the veriest Yankee from Maine ; worse treated 

than though he had been in the Federal Army | 
from the inception of the rebellion. Though 

his sins were as red as scarlet I glory that we | 
had the power to make them white as snow. 
What did he do? He said that he had done 
wrong, and wanted to be forgiven; that he 
had forfeited his life and every privilege that 
his country had given to him, protection, 
and everything else. He said: ‘‘ Mere am I, ;; 
that stalked forthin my majesty to destroy this || 
Government; I repent it, in my soul.” How |} 


than those who belonged to the Federal Army, 
as did my friend from Missouri. 
Sir, I look at the spirit of this thing a little, 


by the beautiful letter and the fine-spun the- 
ory of the honorable Senator from Missouri. 
What was the spirit manifested by these peo- || 
ple? Were they contrite? Were they sorry || 
tor the offenses they had committed? I will i 
go as far to forgive as the honorable Senator |: 
from Missouri. Thousands of them have beon | 
forgiven here. Why? Because they asked to i 

ł 


i be forgiven, and I have never voted against | 
| and they would not dodge at Davis now. 


forgiving any man who has asked for forgive 
ness here. .To refuse to de that would be to | 
close the door to repentance, which I do not | 
desire to do. i 

But what is the spirit manifested? The 
arms of the rebelliou were conquered at Appo- | 
mattox, but the spirit of the rebellion is now |; 
as rife as it ever was. What mean these mid- li 


night assassins prowling all over thatcountry?' 
What means the cry of murder as it comes on 
every breeze that is wafted from the South? 


| What means the noise of the lash there? It 


means simply this: that the spirit of rebellion 
isas rife there to-day as it was in the very hour 
of the hottest of the strife of the rebellion. 
That is to me a language which I cannot mis- 
understand while I fail to comprehend the 
fine-spun logic of my friend from Missouri. 
Are they penitent? Why slaughter negroes? 
Are they penitent? Why refuse negroes the 
privilege of citizenship? I tell you it is that 
spirit to which my friend gave the best name 
Lever heard—the spirit of anarchy, that will 
only die with the individual subjects of rebel- 
lion. And so far as I am concerned, they have 
got to browse upon these outer fields till they 
are sorry enough for their offenses, and ask 
forgiveness, or until their hair is as long as 
Nebuchadnezzav’s. 

Now, my friend says ‘‘ thatis not statesman- 
like; that will not do; it is not the spirit of 
our republican institutions.” Who has given 
him power above all other men to teach us 
what is the spirit of repablican institutions? 
Who has givea my friend the pilotage of this 
great ship to the exelusion of all others? What 
Jens does he look through that peers more 
nicely into the future than others who look as 
anxiously ashe? No, l tell my friend that he 
will find that his logic is misapplied, and what 
he asserts as a truth will be disproved e’er the 
moon fills her horn twelve times more. The 
fought for the rebellion for political ascend- 
ency. They are fighting for it yet, over count- 
less graves and lacerated bodies. 

Now, when they stop scourging negroes, 
when they stop whipping school-mistresses, 
when they stop driving out school-masters, 
when they stop torching the school-houses, 


i when they stop making night hideous with 


their masks and disguises on, I may think 
they are fit subjects for forgiveness, and not 
till then ; and my brother Senator, or whoever 
acts upon a different hypothesis than that, will 


| find himself in the end disappointed, 


Sir, I have said that we have given to thou- 
sands and thousands of these people the right 
to vote and to hold office. What has been tbe 
return? Not a man that has come up from 
there but comes as full of the spirit as he was 
before the rebellion. But my triend says that 
they have terrible bad governments down there, 
and in order to help them out locally he wants 
to give this cundurango. As I understand it 
now, every onc of them can vote, and I want 
to ask my honorable friend from Missouri if 
there have not been cnough forgiven to hold 


| the offices there now? Ue seemed to stick 


upon the ground that the necessity for this 
existed in order to bring a higher order of 
talent into a position where they could hold 
office. Sir, I would rather have a lower order 
of talent qualified in the school of loyalty than 
ahigher order of talent that took its final 
lesson in the life-blood of this Repubhie. 

My friend from Missouri may trust these 


; men, and were J acting for myself I would ; 
! but standing here as a guardian of results for 


the country, that has honored me with a part 
in this representation, Í should be derelict to 
my duty if I did not sound the note of alarm 
when I see the last brand proposed to be taken 
off those who have made the world literally 
nauseate with the blood they have spilled. 
My friend says, “ Why not have Jefferson Davis 
here?” because it would scare the Democrats ! 
Sir, that is the last thing that I should attempt 
todo. [Laughter.] When we put the horrors 
of the rebellion at them they did not dodge 
have seen the thiug put at them in worse 
shapes than you could bring it now, and they 
did not dodge then. Why not bring Jefferson 
Davis here? Because he has forfeited every 
right to come here. He stands before the 
world to-day, and in the history of the world 
it is recorded that he was the most. pre- 
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TEC aca 


sumptuous, daring rebel that ever lived, and 
hig a sin of double hue from the fact that he 
attempted to tear down the only real Repub- 
lic on God’s heritage. Though feasted at our 
tables, and born to the rich inheritance of a 
freeman, he rent from the leaves of our own 
book. and. bare“against his country the sword 
with which he had sworn to protect the inter- 
esis of that country everywhere. He betrayed 
them. Isthere any amelioration of that history? 
Is there a word said but what is truth? And 
has it come to this, that loyalty to republican 
institutions, when it has mastered upon the 
field so well described by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Missouri, shall invite back the torch- 
bearer of rebellion here? Men of America, I 
submit that question to you. I submit it to 
any man who weighs impartially the balances 
of probabilities in his mind. If a manis ac- 
nitted of arson once he is very apt to apply 
the torch again; and how would Davis’s very 
soul revel in the idea that he had got another 
chance to come here and by his genius and 
his fire and his history to set on foot a new 
work of sieging to undermine and blow up a 
Government that he failed to destroy before! 
What else can you expect? . Why, wy friend, 
tean the Ethiopian change his skin, or the 
leopard his spots??? Never. That question 
was asked afew years ago, and it has never 
been answered. [Laughter.] Can a rebel 
become a patriot? Never; it is impossible, 
My friend revels in history ; let me ask him a 
question: if he ever knew a whipped rebel 
become a loyal, good citizen? Never. 

But we ave asked to try this experiment; 
to apply another dose of cundurango, and go 
further than any other nation has ever gone, 
and pardon the chief rebel. My friend tells 
us that thatis logical, and that itis forthe best 
interests of this country. If my friend can 
show me how it is better for the interests of 
this country to take rebels into place and 
power than it is to put there loyal men, I will 
yield the point, 

My friend says that it was rather a thing 
which the masses of the South fellinto. 1am 
not talking of the masses. L was for forgiving 
all of them, and we have done it. I should 
have felt that in doing that at the close of the 
war 1 was doing something that T ought todo; 
but their subsequent conduct has shown me 
that I ought not to have done it. My friend 
says he would forgive the past. I cannot. It 
isa nightmare, I see right here under our own 
Capitol the shadow of Libby over the city of 
Richmond. T see its inmates borne out sense- 
less and dead and dying to their graves. [see 
Andersonville and all its horrors passing be- 
fore iny vision. My friend says we ought to 
forgive. Lam willing to forgive those who did 
this, but I will never forgive those who ordered 
it. ‘Io me the presence of Jefferson Davis in 


the United States Senate would be a thing that. | 


I could not endure. The fine-spun logic of 
my friend from Missouri has failed to make 
him attractive to me. J should expect to see 
him threaten the very stones of this Capitol 
itself. I have seen men invade this District 
with the intention of burning tbe capital where 
the foot-prints of Washington are scen. I 
have seen them stealing across the Potomac 
at low water with a view of destroying not only 
the Government in fact, but the very pillars 
upon which your Capitol rests. And am I to 
forgive these people? It wasa little irregular- 
ity that they were guilty of} it was the best 
talent, my friend says, in the South that did this! 
Ido not want any more of that. [ Laughter. ] 
Jf that was the: best talent, you had better con- 
fine yourself chiefly to the blacks, If that is 
the best talent you have got there, then the 
Lord be praised that this measure has not been 
carried before. [Laughter.] 

Sir, I deny that it is the best talent there. 
The talent upon which you have got to rely 
there to make up a good loyal government is 
not the arrogant class to which my friend so 
eloquently alluded, but it is the class that love. 


! self; other people do it that love their country 


| a part of the fruit of the action itself. 
| have sown the wind; they are reaping the 


; of loyalty ? 


| he presented to them, they took the torch, and 


| were all Administration men; all Government 


| we have lighted the torch of the Ku Klux in 


| cals, 


| Senator from Missouri, a legion of men who 


; mac to the sea, and crimes so startling that 


liberty for liberty’s sake; itis the class in addi- 
tion to them who love liberty because they have 
tasted oppression and like the contrast} itis the 
class that love the institutions of this country 
upon which you have got to rely. 

But my friend says they bave got bad gov- 
ernments at home. Whose fault isit? Who 
expected—iny friend did; I did not—to see a 
great social system broken up numbering its 
millions, and not see disorder follow? Sir, itis 
They 


whirlwind. Who is to blame for it? Is my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] to 
blame, who stood here and wooed them with 
all the sweetness of the dove to the standard 
And yet his voice was hushed 
before your Breckinridges and your Davises, 
and instead of receiving the olive branch that 


Lhave no regret that these consequences fol- 
lowed. Burn these consequences into the 
memories of this world till they shall be afraid 
to start them again. 

My friend says we did not hang Davis. I 
wanted to do it, but I could not. Magnanim- 
ity, he says, becomes a nation. I say so too. 
I asked him at that moment a question which 
he did not deign to answer: what bad been 
the result? We have seen States come here, 
agreeing to all these things, and they had not 
fairly got their new swaddling clothes upon 
them before they said they did not mean it. 
t‘ By their fruits ye shall know them.” They 


men; and yet where is the evidence that they 
feelit now? Where is the witness that attests 
it? Not one. 

Mr. President, I took occasion to say the 
other day that the great doctrine of forgive- 
ness is based upon a request to be forgiven. 
You teach your child from his infaney to go 
upon his knees every night and ask God to 
forgive him for his sins. Sir, you do it your- 


and their God. How came these men here? 
You must make your doors higher to let them 
in. No humility, no submission, no gratitude, 
is to be required from them, and we are to be 
told by them ‘You yielded it, you loyal rascals, 
because you dared not keep it from us longer; 


South Carolina; now give us amnesty, or we 
will kill every negro; we will keep killing and 
scourging till we get a majority over the Radi- 

Y Sir, they have got to burn and scourge 
yet for years; for every lash they use, for 
every life they take, for every house they 
burn, 1 tell you, and I tell the honorable 


love liberty will rise up in their place. 

When l spoke of this spirit on a former 
occasion I was laughed at and told that 
there was no such thing as Ku Klux. I was 
derided, and the papers said “it was one of 
Nyu’s jests.” What does your committee 
report? That it is Ku Klux from the Poto- 


the counsel they employed cried out against 
them. It isno jest; itis a bloody, murderous 
fact; and to-day the horse and his rider are 
seen prowling in the forests, at night to prey 
on those defenseless people who love their 
country. In this critical juncture this cundu- 
rango of universal amnesty is administered! 
Sir, if this be statesmanship, I know nothing 
of i. If Iam wanting in humanity, I hope I 
am rot wanting jn that caution which, as a 
guard standing here upon the walls, I should 
exercise when I say to the people of this 
nation that the spirit of rebellion is as rife to- 
day as it was in 1863. At any rate, I propose 
to be a little cautious in this matter. 

In February, 1867, I had from this very seat 
the honor of submitting some propositions in 
regard to reconstructing the rebel States. I 
declared then, as my friend before me [Mr. 
Sumner] will bear witness, that not one of 
those men who had been concerned in the | 


rebellion should ever hold an office of honor 
or profit in this Government. It would have 
been wise to adopt it then, and those people 
would have felt that they were subjugated ; 
they would have felt that they had forfeited 
their rights, and that an independent Congress 
of the remaining States had stood up and 
administered to them what they most right- 
fully deserved. But a little forgiveness has 
brought back the old spirit: of rebellion again. 
I can tell my friend how they can rebuild 
their prosperity. Go to work instead of riding 
to kill; build up the waste places that war 
made in their borders. Instead of riding to 
destroy, ride to create; instead of trampling 
down manhood, lift it up to the level that God 
and Congress intended it should oceupy. It 
seems to me my friend would be better 
engaged, with his wonderful descriptive pow- 
ers, if he would turn his attention in that direc 
tion; and I should like to see a speech thathe 
could write on that subject. How he would 
make every joint shake under it. Why, has 
my friend torgotten—it cannot be that he has, 
for he had arms on and wag in it—how the 
earth quaked under his feet in the time of the 
war? Does he not feel its tremor now? I do, 
with all its latent power. 

Mr. President, I shall vote against this 
amnesty bill. 1 shall do so most conscien- 
tiously and patriotically, and I believe that tha 
future history of this country will show me 
to be correct in this vote. My friend forgot, 
in the moment of the administration of his 
peculiar dose, all his old attachment to abo 
litionism. Ido not forget that my friend on 
my left [Mr. Sumwer] may sometimes think 
that I am wandering; but still I come back 
to it when I see the old standard raised. He 
has proposed an amendment here which meets 
with the opposition of my friend from Mis- 
souri and various other friends; and that is 
that the negro shall have a right to ride in 
the cars with white people, and my friend 
from Missouri calis it loading the bill. ‘That 
is no great load, | think. I would rather ride 


| with a car full of negroes to Charleston than 


to ride with an army of armed rebels if they 
are white. I would rather ride with a man 


| who is clothed in the garments of freedom 


than to ride with a slave, and yet in former 
times they had no objection to ride with 
slaves when they were worth $1,500 apiece. 
[Laughter.] But now it is offensive to them 
that these new-fledged citizens should ride 
with them. Why, sir, they are more than 
fledged; they stand up in the full stature of 
manhood by virtue of the power, dignity, 
and majesty of the Constitution of the United 


| States. They are equals before the law any- 
| where. They earned the right to this equal- 


ity. While around them this cultivated intel- 


; ligence, of which my friend speaks, was crying 


‘havoc, and let slip the dogs of war,’' they 


| to the swamps hied waiting for the hour to 


come when the old stars and stripes should 
again be brought to their view. ‘hey hailed 
its succor with cheers, with songs unparalleled 
for beauty. ‘They hailed itas an abiding thing. 
They helped plant it, and under it they intend 
to live and intend to die. While this cultivated 
white intelligence had substituted in its place 
stars and- bars and trailed it dishonorably in 


| the dust, the colored people stood as one man 


and said “Give us liberty or give us death.” 
Sir, we gave them liberty afier much death, 
and now do I shock the sense of my southern 
friends when Lask them (when they seek to 
sit on the floors of both Houses of Congress 
with us) to let these men ride in the cars and 
eat at the table they do? I presume the negroes 
will make no objection to eating withthem. If 
they do not want to eat with the negroes, let 
them getup and go away. {Laughter.] Why 
not a white man do that as wellasa negro? If 
Tam placed at a table in inconvenient juxtapo- 
sion to a man Ido not like, itis not my work 
to get him out, but to get out myself, [Laugh- 
ter.] Let them adopt that plan. : 


1872. 


J was surprised to hear my friend from Mis- | 
souri speak of the amendment loading this | 
proposition. I shall vote for the amendment | 
of my friend from Massachusetts, and I hope t 
every man will who respects himself. I shall 
vote for it, and then I shall be put in a close 
place, but I think I have strength for the occa- 
sion. I shall be tempted to vote for your 
amnesty bill in that event, but I shall have the 
satisfaction of knowing one thing, that when 
the torch is applied again, and when rebellion 
rears its head more terrible than before, I did 
at least what | could to keep these rascals out. 
I beg pardon for using the word ‘‘rascals,’’ but 
my friend applied it to everybody who had gone 
South that did not live there before; and when 
I follow hig illustrious literary example, he 
being a close logician, a fine rhetorician, let 
no man call it jesting. [Laughter.] Sir, it 
isa fact. They can correct these things there; 
we can take care a little of them here, and we 
will do it till they love the institutions, instead 
of hating them, that you invite them here so 
cordially to help sustain. | 

Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, it is not my 
intention by any means to reply at length to 
the Senator from Nevada, for I honestly think 
what he has said has notadded very materially 
to the stock of argument on that side. It is 
the old, old story. We have heard so much 
of earthquakes, of the leopard that cannot 
change his spots, of the Ethiopian and his 
skin, of the temple of liberty, aud so on, that 
itis hardly necessary to throw more light on 
these interesting subjects. There is only onc 
thing to which T wish to call his attention as 
well as that of the Senate. It struck me as 
rather singular that the Senator from Nevada 
should have said to me I am to the manner 
boru; | know something about republican insti- 
tutions,” intimating that I only came from 
abroad and still dare to have and express on 
American affairs an opinion of my own, Let 
me tell the Senator from Nevada that as an 
adopted citizen I am determined 10 do just 
that thing, and there are thousands like me 
who will do the same. We cameto this coun- 
try with a desire to enjoy the blessings of 
republican institutions, and surely our desire 
to maintain them is by no means inferior to 
his, if be thinks that we deserve those rights 
only in case we follow his lead. let me assure 
him that he does not understand the spirit of | 
American liberty. Had [ sat at his feet trying 
to study the principles of republican govern- 
ment by his teachings, I must confess l should 
so far not have found it very profitable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
remind the Senator from Missouri that he must 
address the Chair. Parliamentary law re- 
quires it 

Mr. NYE. Isaid nothing about my friend 
from Missouri being any other than native- 
born. He told us, however, that he was wafted 
here upon an necidental wave of revolution. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I did not say so. 

Mr. NYE. Weil. a wave of revolution. 

Mr, SCHURZ. Neither did I say that. 

Mr. NYE. Not now, but some weeks ago. 

Mr. SCHURZ. 1 do not remember ever to | 
have said it. i 

Mr. NYE. IfI cannot show it, [am mis- | 
taken, I think the expression was that he | 
was walted on to our shores by a wave of rev- | 
olution, Ido vot find fault with anything of 
that kind, but I did not know upon what meat 
he had been feeding that he had grown so 
great as to turn instructor 50 quick to every- 
body. I take his lessons with the utmost com- 
placency, but I deny their logical force. That 
is all I meant to say. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. CONKLING. To guard against any 
difficulty in the morning in reaching the matter | 
about the apportionment bill, 1 offer the fol- ! 


lowing resolution: i 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 


be taken. 


atives coneurring,) That the joint Committee on 
Enrolled Bills be directed to examine the bill (H. 
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R. No. 248) for the apportionmentof Representatives 
to Congress among the several States according to 
the ninth census. to correct a clerical error in the 
last section of the bill, by which section two of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution is referred 
to as section one of that amendment, 

Mr. President, I offer the resolution to lie 
on the table, leaving the motion I made stand- 
ing also, so that the Senate may, if it chooses, 
act upon one alternative or the other. Iin- 
tended also to move that the Senate do now 
adjourn, if that be agreeable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from South Carolina has risen. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will not press the 
motion if the Senator from South Carolina 
objects to it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I was in the act of 
making the same motion, and therefore I con- 
sent to it. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before that motion is 
submitted, I should like to know what is the 
understanding in regard to voting to-morrow. 
Is it understood that the vote shall be taken 
to-morrow and this bill closed to-morrow? 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Senators around me 
asked if there was an understanding that the 
vote should be taken to-morrow on the passage 
of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The understand- 
ing was a tacit understanding that the vote 
should not be taken to-day, but no specific 
time was fixed at which the vote should finally 


The Senator 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
South Carolina, who has charge of this bill, 
will, ifhe can, hold a majority here to dispose 
of it one way or the other. It is blocking up 
the business of the session very much, in my 
judgment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
ators and ask them to remain here to-morrow 
until a vote can be taken on the bill. Inow 


| nove that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and twenty-one minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 30, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 


| by the Chaplain, Kev. J. G. Berrmr, D. D. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio. 1I move to dis- 
pense with the further reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Thatrequires unanimous 
consent. Js there objection to dispensing with 
the further reading of the Journal? The Chair 
hears none. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES AND MULES. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, by unanimous 
cousent, submited the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


! requested to inform the House, as soon as possible, 


of the number of claims for pay for horses or mules 
lost by officers or privates while in the service ofthe 
United States during the war of the rebellion now 
on file in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, the number of such claims which have been 
aliowed by_the Third Auditor, and which are, now 
unpaid, and what amount of appropriation 1$ re- 
quired to pay claims which have been allowed and 


are uow unpaid, and claims that are likely to be 


allowed during this year. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. CLAGETT. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 


appears on the A bill introduced 


Journal. 


by myself yesterday, which was referred to the | 
is recorded | 
l as having been referred to the Committee 


Committee on Mines and Mining, 


of Ways and Means. [ask that the Journal 

be corrected, so that the bill may be referred 

to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
The SPEAKER. The correction will be 


made. 


I shall appeal to Sen- | 


I desire to call attention to an error that | 


culture. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be 
made ; and the Chair desires to say, and he 
wishes to give notice of the fact, that lie always 
declined to have the reading of the Journal 
dispensed with. If gentlemendo not pay atten- 


| tion to the reading, it is their own business; 


but the Journal should always be read com- 
pletely. l 
DEBTS OF SIOUX INDIANS. 


On motion of Mr. SARGENT, by unauimous 
consent, the Committee on Appropriations was 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the claim for an appropriation to pay certain 
debts of the Sioux Indians; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

B. €. BOUDINOT. 

Mr. VOORHEES, by unañimous consent, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub- 
mitted a report in writing in the cage ot B. C. 
Boudinot, and moved that the same be recom- 
mitted to the commitiee and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC WORKS. 


On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by 
unanimous consent, the Committee on Appro- 
priations was discharge! from the further 
consideration of the bul (H. R. No. 1118) to 
facilitate the execution of and to protect cer- 
tain public works and improvements; and the 
sawe was referred to the Committeg on Corm- 
merce. 

ASUTABULA HARBOR, LAKE ERIB, 


On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 
also, by unanimous consent, the Commitee on 
Appropriations was discharged from the farther 
consideration of the petition of fifty eight citi- 
zens for an appropriation for Ashtabula har- 
bor, on Lake Irie; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA. 
On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 


also by unanimous consent, the Committee 


| on Appropriations was discharged from the 


further consideration of the presentment of the 
grand jury of the United States for the western 
district. of Pennsylvania, settirg forth the 
necessity for the erection of Government build- 
ings at Erie, Pennsylvania, and sundry other 
papers relating to the same subject; and the 
same were referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buiidings and Grounds. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, reported from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations the following resolution ; which 
was referred to the Committeee on the Rules: 
Resolved, That the seventy-seventh rule of tho 
louse be amended by puidiog 10 the Hat of regular 
ct 


appropriation bills a bill maki ug appropriations lor 
the construction and ropair of pudlic buildings, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. LOUES. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Task unanimous 
consent of the House to report beck from the 
Committee ou Appropriations fur present eon- 
sideration House bill No. 619, appropr.ating 
money for the parchase of a suitable sne, and 


| erecting a building thereon, in the ely of St. 


Louis, Missouri, to be used for the parposes 
of a custom-honse, post office, and other Fed- 
eral offices. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
like to ask the gentleman a question before I 
consent tothe consideration of this bill at this 


time. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will bear the 
Why is 


question. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 

this public building given the precedence of 

all others of a similar character? 


708 


January 30, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds had this 
bill: under consideration and reported it unani- 
mously to the House, and it was sent to the | 
Committee on Appropriations for considera- 
tion and examination. We are informed that | 
the situation of the building at St.-Louis is so 
exceedingly bad that the judges of the courts | 
say that they can scarcely transact their busi- 
ness either with safety or with comfort. The! 
Committee on Appropriations believe, as did 
the Committee on Appropriations of last year, 
that it is very important to secure the title to 
the property. now within the reach of the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore we ought not to wait 
for the regular bill. R 

No objection being made, the bill was | 
received. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase, ata 
private sale, or by condemnation in pursu- 
ance of the statutes of the State of Missouri, | 
a suitable lot iu the city of St, Louis, for the | 
purpose of erecting thereon a building, to be | 
used for the purposes of a custom-house, post 
office, United States court, and other Federal | 
oftices ; and appropriates the sum of $250,000, 
or so much thereof as may be found necessary, | 
for the purchase of said lot; and that the sum 
of $800,000, heretofore appropriated by an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending dune 90, 1871, and for other j 
purposes,” and extended by an act entitled | 
“An uct making appropriations to supply | 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the civil | 
service of the year ending June 30, 1871, and 


fov additional appropriations for the service ij 


of the year ending June 80, 1872, and for 
other purposes,” approved April 20, 1871, 
shall be applied toward the erection of the 
building above mentioned; and that the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury shall cause proper plans | 
und estimates to be made, so that no expend- 
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| [have had the honor heretofore to eall your gtten- 


tion to the pressing necessities for a new building in 
that city, and take the liberty of quoting tha follow- 
ing paragraph from my report of March 20, 1869, on 
thatsabject: -` vee 

“I have the honor to report that the building 
referred to (the pregent one) is one of the most in- 
convenient and unsuitable for Government uses of 
any now in the possession of this Department, The 
defects are radical, and no expenditure of money 
would evor make it suitable; neither can it be en- 
larged, the entire lot being occupied, save a nar- 
row alley on oue side, which is even now entirely 
insufficient to light that side of the building. The 
rooms are as a conseguedce almost if not entirely 
worthless. ‘fhe building has been modified and 
rearranged soveral times, and it is not believed that 
any changes which could be made would improve it 
| or relieve its present crowded condition, The office 
of the Assistant Treasurer isin the basement, which 
isdark, damp, and every way unsuitable for the pur- 
pose for which itis used. It is, in fact, little better 
than a cellar. The stamp and money-order depart- 
mentof the post office is in- the same story, the 
remainderof which, together with thecellar, is occu- 
pied for the storage of spiritsand other inflammable 
substances, so that the building and its contents are 
constantly exposed to imminent danger. Though 
the building is nominally fire-proof, it is in reality 
of a highly combustible nature, the whole of the 
partitiong above the basement story being of lath 
und plaster, and the roof of timber covered with tin, 
while the main stairway affords ample facilities for 
the communication of fire between the different 
stories, 

“The building is_at present occupied by the 
Assistant freasurer United States, post office, cus- 
| toms department, pension agent, United States 
| courts, and officers of the judiciary, the supervisor 
of steamboats, and the land office. The records of 
! the land ofice are also stored in the upper story. 
! It is very desirable that the officers of internal rov- 
| enue in St, Louis, with the valuable records of their 
| offices, shonid be provided for in a fire-proof struc- 
| turo, but it has been found impracticable to do so 
in the crowded condition of the present building.’’ 

Ido not think that it will be possible to state too 
strongly the unsuitable character of the building. or 
the discomfort and inconvenience it entails on the 
otlicers of the Government and tho public, Iam of 
the opinion that the Government will require in St. 
Lonis a building of sufficient size to occupy an entiro 
small block, or one half of the larger blocks in that 
city. It appears to mo that the provision in the bill 
authorizing the Government to condemn, if neces- 
| sary, the property required, is a very desirablo and 
proper provision, and that it will obviate many diti- 
culties. 

' As regards tho appropriation, the sum specified 
ig, in my opinion, too small rather than too large, 
hut will undoubtedly besuflicient to erect a building 


iture shall be made or authorized for the con- | 
straction of snid building until a valid title to į 
the land for the site of said building shall be | 
vested in the United States, and until the State | 
of Missouri shall also duly release and relin- | 
quish to the United States the right to tax or 
in any way assess said site, or the property of 
the United States that may be thereon, during 
the time that the United States shall be or 
remain the owner thereof; provided that no: 
expenditure shall be made or authorized for | 
the full completion of said building exceeding | 
$2,000,000; and that all acts or parts of acts | 
conflicting with the provisions of this act are | 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iwill not dis- | 
cuss this bill, but merely call attention to n 
communication from the Secretary of the 
‘freasury upon the subject. 

The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Orrick OF THR SRORETARY, December 13, 1871. 
_ Sta: In reply to your communication of the 13th 
instant, inclosing a copy of a bill introduced by Hon. 
Mr. Wers, of Missouri, making provision for the | 
purchase of grounds and the erection of public | 


buildings in. the city of St, Louis, [have the honor |! 


to transmit herewith the report of the supervising | 


architect, which contains all the information that | 
the Department is at present able to furnish. i 
The bili inclosed in your letter is also herewith | 
returned. i 
Very respectfully, 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary, 

Hon, GEORGE A, HALSEY, 


j 


Llouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. i 


ig 


i 
Treasury DEPARTNRNT, 4 
OFFICE OF Suvervisine ARCHITECT, 


December 13, 1871. 


Sır: In accordance with your instructions I have | 
examined the bill ‘appropriating money for the |! 
purchase of & suitable site and erecting a building # 
thereon, in the city of St. Louis, to be used for the i 

urposes of a custom-bouse, post office, and other <: 

ederal offices,” the same being this day transmitted || 
by the chairman of the Committee 
ings and Grounds for your opinion. 


| purposes,’ 


on Public Build- i 
i į 


suitablo forthe immediate necossities of the Govern- 
ment, which should be arranged so as to admit of 
| extension in the future without injuring its archi- 


|; tectural effect. This, of course, must be provided 


for in the design as well as in the selection of the 
lot. ‘The $200,000 already appropriated will be sufi- 
cient to meet all expenditures that should be made 
during the current fiscal year, 

A.B. MULLETT, 


Very respectfully, 1 

i Supervising Architect. 
| Hon, Gerora- 5. BOUTWELL, 
{ Secretary of the Treasury, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
two amendments to the bill: to strike out the 
words ‘tso that,” and insert the word “ but”? 
before the words ‘‘no expenditure shall be 


ij made or authorized for the construction of 
said building until a valid title to the land for ! 


the site of said building shall be vested in the 


i! United States, and until the State of Missouri ;”’ 


and also after those words insert ‘shall cede 
| its jurisdiction over said title and.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
| sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


j 


be laid on the table. 


| The latter motion was agreed to. 
i TRANSPORTATION OF MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER, by unanimous con- 
| sent, reported from the Committee. on Com- 
: merce a bill (H. R. No. 1832) to amend the 
| thirty-second section of an act entitled “An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
” approved July 14, 1870; which 
was read a first and second time. 
The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 
The bill, which was read, provides that sec- 


! 


tion thirty-two of an act entitled ‘f An act to || 


HI 


r 


reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 14, 1870, shall be amended to 
read as follows: 


Suc. 32, And be it further enacted, That merchan- 
dise transported under the provisions of this act 
shall be conveyed in cars, vessels, or vehicles securely 
fastened with locks or seals, under the exclusive 
control of the officers of customs, and inspectors 
shall be stationed at proper points along the desig- 
nated routes, or upon any car, vessel, vehicle, or 
train, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and at the expense of thesaid companies respect- 
ively; and such merchandise shall not be unladen 
or transhipped between the ports of first arrival 
and final destination, unless authorized by the regu- 
lations of the Secretary of tho Treasury, or with his 
consent first obtained, butin no case shall there be 
permitted any breaking of the original packages of 
such merchandise. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER,. I willstate to the 
House whatis in substance contained in a let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Treasury, which I 
have not now in my hands, as to the change 
that this bill makes in the existing law, and 
the reason for it. Under the existing law pro- 
viding for the shipment of merchandise from 
the port of arrival to interior ports, it is im- 
possible to transfer goods in transitu from one 
railroad to another of a different gauge, or to 
pass them from a railroad across a ferry, or 
out of a river into one of its tributaries where 
a boat of a lighter draught must be employed. 
The necessity for this change in the law is, 
therefore, absolutely self-evident. The need 
for making the change now is of course sug- 
gested by what I have stated. The bill in its 
amended form will not permit the breaking of 
original packages, aud the whole matter will 
be regulated by rules to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I move the pre- 
vious question. 

„Mr. BROOKS, of New York. As this is a 
bill affecting my constituents, I should like to 
hear it again read. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER, Before it is read 
let me add, for the information of the gentle- 
man from New York, that it makes no change 
in the existing law except by the addition of a 
line or two at the end of the section. It pro- 
vides that ‘such merchandise shall not be 
unladen or transhipped between the ports of 
first arrival and final destination.” ‘That is the 
law now. The additional legislation is con- 
tained in the clause which follows: ‘‘unless 
authorized by the regulations of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or with his consent first 
obtained.” 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Has the bill 
been considered by the Committee on Com- 
merce? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. It has, and is 
unanimously recommended by that committee. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I would like 


i to hear the bill again read. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Iwish to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SHELLABARGER] one 
question. I was not paying attention when the 
bill was read, and I would like to know whether 
it provides for a ease of this kind: on the Mias- 
sissippi river boats often get ice-bound—at 
Cairo, for instance. I wish to know whether 
the bill allows a transfer in such a case to. be 
made from a boat which is detained by ice or 
other causes to a railroad train, so that the 
goods may be sent forward without delay to 
their point of destination. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I answer the 
gentleman by saying that, as I understand, it 
does; and I will ask the Clerk to read the bill 
again. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER, It will be ob- 
served that the bill permits any regulation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to meet the 
object stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. One more 
question: has this bill been submitted to the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. It was drawn by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, except the words 
providing that original packages shall not be 
broken. Those words have been added by 
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the committee. I now renew the call for the | 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the | 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
time, and passed. ! 

Mr. SHELLABARGER moved to recon- | 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; | 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider | 
be laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS OF LONG ISLAND. : 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unan- |) 


jmous consent, submitted the following res- ji 


olution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: j 


Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be requested | 
to report to the House such surveys of rivers and 
harbors of Long Island as havo been completed since 
the general report. | 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INVESTIGATION OF BANK SUSPENSIONS. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unan- 
imous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and | 
agreed to: | 

1 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and 
ors 


Currency have power to send for persons and pa s 
tho 


in conducting the examinations into tho causes o 
decent suspension of national banks directed to | 
ho made by the resolution of this House adopted | 
Deoomber 19, 1871. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion | 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ACTUAL SETTLERS. i 

Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on | 
the Public Lauds, moved that the committee | 
be discharged from the further consideration | 
of the bill (H. R. No. 697) for the relief of | 
actual settlers on certain lands in the Terri- | 
tory of Colorado, and for other purposes, and | 

{ 
\ 
i 
t 
! 


that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the 
order of business. ; 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at twenty minutes before one o'clock, 
and the committees will be called for reports, 
beginning with the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws. 

My. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
yield the floor first to the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Poranp.] 

STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 

Mr. POLAND, from the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States, | 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 188) to 
extend the time in which certain offenses may į 
be prosecuted, with an amendment. | 

The billwasread. The first section provides | 
that no person shall be prosecuted, tried, or | 
punished for forgery, perjury, subornation of | 
perjary, or other offense hereafter committed | 
in the application for, or prosecution of any | 
claim for any pension or bounty money or lands, | 
unless a prosecution for such offense shall be | 
duly instituted within four years next after such 
offense shall be committed. The second sec- | 
tion provides that prosecutions for any of tbo | 
offenses named in the preceding section shall | 

f 
H 


regular į 


not be barred or affected by any prior statute 
of limitations; nor shall this act have any 
effect upon the prosecation of any offense 
committed prior to its passage. 

Mr. POLAND. The committee have re- 


ported an amendment that the word “ four,’ | 


in the last line of the first section, be stricken | 


out, and the word ‘‘five’’ substituted; so as to 
make the time five years instead of four. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 
made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I object. 

Mr. POLAND. 


two the need of this bill. Gentlemen will 


notice that it only appliés to crimes committed | 
in applying for pensions and bounties. The | 


general statute of limitations in reference to 
offenses against the United States which ap- 
plies to all offenses of this kind ig two years. 
In procuring these pensions and bounties evi- 


dence is taken, not in general court, but an ii 
agent goes about, and this evidence is taken j) 


privately, and nobody but the witness and 
the magistrate before whom it is taken, if 


there be a magistrate, know anything in refer- | 


ence to it, and the papers are gent to the pen- 
sion department. 
fore the pension case is acted upon, the two 


i| years have elapsed between the time when the 
fraudulent testimony was given and taken and || 
the granting of the pension, and the first that 


is known publicly in reference to these things 
is when some person gels a certificate for 
bounty ora pension. Usually the attention of 
the department or any oflicer of the Pension 
Bareau is not directed to it until after the two 
years have expired and the thing has become 
barred. This evil has become so great that it 
was suggested to me by the late Commissioner 


‘| of Pensions the statute of limitations ought fo | 
be extended, and at his suggestion Í drew the ii 


bill, the identical bill now presented, and it 


was passed by this House during the last Con- 
gress, and went to the Senate, where it was: 


recommended by the Judiciary Committee, 
but was not reached in time, and failed to 
become a law, 

We were told the other day, Alr. Speaker, it 
was estimated at least one fourth of the par- 
sions now being paid by the Government is 
fraudulent. If that be true, or if any consid- 


erable part of the statement be true, there is ; 


the strongest reason in the world why the time 
should be extended. That is all 1 have to say. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, in listen- 


ing to the reading of this bill it oceurred to me | 


the extension of the time within which the 


limitation should take effect would operate , 


upon questions now pending—-~- 
Mr. POLAND. Read the second section. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. And it was for that 


reason I objected to the amendment. 


aware of a case where the statute of imitations jj 


had already run, and where it was said the 
parties concerned were great rascals, and the 
proposition was made at the last session of 
Congress to repeal the statute of limitations as 
affecting that particular 


to that case; and I aw opposed to legislation 
for particular 


special laws. If the time within which these 


prosecutions can be brought about under the | 
then I | 


think this bill is a very proper one; butifitcan, | 


statute of limitations is not sufficient, 


by any possibility of construction, relate to a 


case where the offense has already been com- , 
| mitted, and the statute of limitations }s changed 
| with reference to that case by 


this bill, { shail 
certainly be opposed to it. And my object in 
rising was to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Ponaxp] to that 
feature of the provision, if it be in the bill, and 
to obtain his views upon that point; for Lam 
altogether opposed either to creating a new 
statute of limitations with reference to offenses 
already committed, ov creating offenses by act 
of this Congress. 

Mr. POLAND. In answer to my friend 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. ELDRIDGE, ] and by way 
of explanation to the House, I will say that I 
was requested to draw a bill which would ex- 
tend as far as the gentleman says he fears this 
bill might do. But it did not commend itself 


I will state in a word or | 


It frequently happens be- | 


1 was | 


case andextending the | 
time within which the limitations should take | 
effect. I was apprehensive that this hill referred | 


cases, or to punish men under | 


to my ideas and notions as a lawyer, which 


by the gentleman from Wisconsin ; and there- 
i| fore in the second section of this bill it is 
i} carefully provided that it shall not have any 
1 effect on preéxisting cases. 

i Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire to soy just-ona 
H word further in regavd to this matter. - I think 
| the gentleman shonld amend his bill in this 
i| particular: | believe it is not intended to cover 
i| only the cases stated in the first section and 
| 

! 

i 


| 
if 
| are very like those which have been Sa Me 
{ 


limited by the second section of the bill, Is 
seems to me, with reference to persons who 
have absconded, even if the five years shall 
have run during the time, there should be 
some provision in the bill that the limitation 
of five years should not apply toa man who 
has crossed the seas, or gone out of the coun- 


itry. The great rascals, those who steal the 
i| most money and perpetrate the grossest 


| 
| 
| frauds, generally have money enough to enable 
| them to leave the country, and they will stay 
‘away until the statute of Umitation has ruv. 
| under this act, unless there bea general law 
which would take such parties out of the limit- 
i ation. Ithink the gentleman should amend 
the bill so that the five years’ limitation should 
not apply to the parties who had stolen money 
enough, or obtained money ‘enough through 
fraud, to escape beyond the seas. I will there- 
| fore offer an amendment which has been drawn 
| ta meet this case by my friend from New York 
i| [Mr. Cox] while I have been speaking. 
Mr. POLAND. I will kear the amendment 
read, 
1 The Clerk read as follows: 
At ihe end of the first section add the following: 
rravided, That this act shall not apply to any per- 
| son who has evaded the procoss of the court or hos 
| idbseonded from its proper jurisdiction. 
, My. POLAND. I do not think there ean 
bo any possible need of such an amendment 


ob 
| (although L have no objection to it) for this rea- 
‘son: if we extend the time to five years wo 
make a very ample statute of limitations for 
penal prosecutions. And, more than that. 
ry friend from Wisconsin, [ Mr. ELDRIDGE, | 
as a lawyer, will understand that if au indict- 
ment be found within five years, no matter 
where the man is, the statute of limitation is 
saved, and whenever he returns, within tho 
jurisdiction he can be arrested and tried, As 
: J have said, I think there is no possible need 
| of the amendment. 

| Mr, ELDRIDGE. 
i that my friend from Vermont [Mr. Porayy] 


I am inclined to think 


lis right. 1 had only time to direet my atten- 
‘| tion hastily to the point. I think the indict- 
i| ment should be found within five years even 
if the party has escaped out of the country. F 
withdraw the amendment. 
| My, POLAND. If there is to be no farther 
debate on the bill, T call the previous question. 
Mr, COX. Before the gentleman calls the 
| previous question, I appeal to him to allow ne 
to offer thatamendment. I drewit and handod 
it to my friend from Wisconsin, [ Mr. ELDRIDGE. J 
I think it indispensable to limit the act in soma 
way. I have somewhat modified the amend- 
1 


GENE 
Mr. POLAND. I will hear it as modified, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the first section add the following: 
Provided, That the limitations of this act shall 
notapply to any person who has evaded the process 
of the court, or hus absconded from its proper juris- 
diction. 

Mr. COX. My idea is that we ought not to 
give the benefit of this act to any person who 
rung away from his crime, and Í am sure the 
genticman from Vermont would not give any 
relicf to a party who had absconded from the 
proper jurisdiction or baillwick in which he 
was to be indicted. 

Mr, POLAND. Lhave no objection to allow- 
i! ing the amendment to be offered, although T 
|| think there is no necessity for it, because if 
| an indieiment be found within five years, 

and the party has absconded or undertaken 
| to evade arrest, he can be arrested at any 
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time, The commencement of the Jegal pro- | 
ceedings is the finding of the bill of indict- | 
ment, and if it be found within five years the 
man may be arrested any time within ten years 
if. he can be found. 

Mr. COX. Tam not convinced by the argu- | 
ment of the gentleman. The indictment may | 
be found at any time, aud the man may be 
absent. | 

Mr. POLAND. Ihave no objection to the 
amendment being offered. | 

The previous qnestion was seconded and the 
main question ordered. | 

The amendment offered by Mr. Cox was 
agreed to. 

‘The amendment reported by the committee, 
to strike ont ‘four years’ and ingert ‘five 
years,” was then agreed to, 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the ; 
yote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 

WITNESSES IN EXTRADITION CASES. i 

Mr. POLAND. from the same committee, 
reported a bill (HL R. No, 1881) relating to | 
witnesses for respondents in extradition cases, | 
which was read a first and second time. f 

The question was npon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and rend 2 third time. ; 

The bill was read. Jt provides that when- 
ever any person shall be apprehended and 
brought before auy judge or commissioner 
upon a charge of crime committed within the 
jurisdiction of a foreign Government, and such 
person shall prove by affidavit or otherwise, 
to the satisfaction of such judge or commis- | 
sioner, that the testimony of any witnesses 
within the jurisdiciton of such judge or com: | 
mi sioner is material to his defense before 
such jadge or commissioner, and that he is | 
eetually unable to pay the fees of such wit- 
nesses, such judge or commissioner shall daly 
cer Ly to the marshal of the district the names 
and 1osidences of such witnesses, and the | 
legal foen due to each for travel and attend- 
ance, and also the name of the officer sum- 
moning said witnesses. and his legal fees there- 
for, and said sums shall be allowed to the mar- | 
shal on settlement of his accounts at the 
Treasury, and the marshal shall then pay the 
amount to the persons entitled thereto. 

Mr, POLAND. Ido not desire to take up 
any time in explaining this bill unless some 
geutleman desires it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved io reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed; aud also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tablo. 

Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

PERPETUATION OF TESTIMONY, 

Mr. POLAND also, from the same com- 
mitiee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 286) | 
to perpetuate testimony in the courts of the | 
Unired States. i 

The bill was read. | 

The first section provides that any person 
who is a party to a suit pending in any court 
of the United States, or who has any interest 
in any matter which ig or may be the subject 
of a suit in any court of the United States, 
may cause the testimony of any witness, mate- | 
rial to him ia the prosecution or defense of | 
such suit, to be taken conditionally and to be | 
perpetuated, i 

ihe second section provides that upon pro- | 
ducing to any justice of the Supreme Court of | 
the Unired Stares, circuit or district judge 
thereof, register in bankruptcy, or to any com- 
missioner appointed by the circuit courts of | 


j actually pending in some court of the United 


! of the facts therein contained to show a com- | 


| the original order for the examination of ihe 


the United States to take acknowledgments 
of bail and affidavits, due proof by affidavit, 
first, that the applicant is a party to a suit 


States, or that such applicaut has an interest 
in some matter which is or may be the subject 
of suit in such court; and, secondly, that the 
testimony of any witness within the district | 
where the officer to whom such application is 
made resides, is material and necessary to the 
prosecution or defense of such suit; and, 
thirdly, if such suit be not actually com- 
menced, that the party having an interest ad- 
verse to the applicant is of full age, with the 
name and residence of such party, such officer 
shall appoint a place within the district where į 
such witness resides, at a time not less than 
ten days from the date of such order, for the 
examination of such witness. 

The third section provides that upon the ap- 
plication of the party desiring such examina- 
tion, such officer shall issue a summons to the 
witness designated in the original affidavit, 
requiring him to appear and testify at the time 
and place appointed, which summons shall be 
served by, first, showing to the witness the 
original summons, under the hand of the judge 
or officer issuing the same; secondly, detiver- 
ing to such witness a copy of said summons; 
and thirdly, paying or tendering to such wit- 
ness the same fees and mileage as are allowed 
to witnesses in suits pending in the district 
courts of the United States. 

Section four provides that after satisfactory 
evidence by affidavit shall be given to such 
ofticer that a copy of the order, directing such 
examination, and of the affidavits upon which | 
such order was issued, have been duly and 
personally served upon the party to such suit, 
if one be pending. or on the persons named 
in the original affidavit as having an interest | 
adverse to the applicant, if no suit be pend- 
ing, at least ten days before the time therein | 
appointed for such examination if such party 
or persons reside in the district in which such | 
examination is appointed to take place. and at | 
least thirty days before such time if said party | 
or porsons, or any of them, reside without said 
district, he shall proceed, on the day appoint- | 
ed, and on such other days to which the matter 
shall be from time to time adjourned, or may | 
be necessary, to take the deposition of such | 
witness conditionally. | 

It is provided by the fifth section that the | 
officer taking such deposition shall insert | 
therein every answer or declaration of the 

| 
| 


witness examined which either party shall 

require to be included therein. The deposi- | 
tion, when completed, shall be carefully read ` 
to and subseribed by the witness; shall he | 
certified by the officer taking the same; and | 
within thirty days thereafter shall be filed in | 
the office of the clerk of the distriet in which | 
such suit is pending; orif no suit be pending, 
then of such district as the officer granting the 
order for such examination shall appoint, and 
which district shall be specified in such order. | 
There shall be filed with the said deposition ! 


witness, and the affidavits on which the same 
was founded, and those proving the service of 
such order, 

The sixth section provides that the original 
allidavits filed with such deposition, or a certi- 
fied copy thereof, shall be presumptive evidence | 


pliance with the provisions of this act. i 

Section seven provides that if any person |i 
shall refuse or neglect to appear at the time | 
and place mentioned in the summons issued | 
in accordance with this act, or if upon his | 
appearance he shall refuse to testify, he shall | 
be liable to the same penalties as would be 
ineurred for a like offense on the trial of a 
suit in the district court of the United States, | 
which penalties shall be enforced by the dis- | 
trict court of the district in which such wit. | 
ness shall reside. If such examination shall į 


na 


continue more than one day, such witness | 


shall be entitled to receive $1 50 for each 
additional day. ; 

It is provided in section eight that in case 
atrial shall be had is any court cf the United 
States between the persons named in tho ori- 
ginal allidavits as paries, or named thercin 
as having an interest which may be the sub- 
ject of a suit, or between any parties claim- 
ing under such persons, or el-her of them, by 
title arising subsequent to the service of the 
order for such examination ag hereinbefore 
provided, upon due proof of the death or 
insanity of the witness examined pursuant. to 
the foregoing provisions, or of the inability 
of the party to produce such witness in court, 
the deposition of such witness, or a certified 
copy thereof, may be given in evidence by 
either party. 

Section nine provides that the deposition 
so taken and read in evidence shall have the 
same effect, and no other, as the oral testi- 
mony of the witness would have if given on 
such trial; and every objection to the compe- 
tency or credibility of such witness, or to the 
relevancy of any question put to him, or of 
any answer given by him, may be made in the 
same manner as if such witness were person- 


| ally examined on such trial. 


Jt is provided in section ten that any officer 
authorized to take the examination of a wit- 
ness, according to the provisions of this act, 
to whom application may be made for that 
phrpose, may order such examination to be 
had before any other officer to whom such 
application might have been originally made, 
residiug in the same district with the witness 
to be examined, and such officer shall proceed 
in the premises in the same manner and with 


| the like power as if the order fur examination 


had been made by him. 

Section eleven provides that depositions 
which have been lawfully taken in any suit 
pending in any court of the United States mav, 
in the discretion of the court, be received in 
any subsequent suits between the same parties 
or those claiming under them, where the sama 
subject-matter is in controversy. 

Section twelve provides that where the wit- 
nesses, whose testimony is sought to be perpet- 
nated, are out of the jurisdiction of the United 
States, itshall be lawful for any circuit or dis- 
trict court. ofthe United States, uponapplication 
and notice as hereinbefore prescribed, to grant 
a commission to some officer in the civil or 
diplomatic service of the United States abroad 
to tuke the testimony of such witnesses upon 
direct and cross-interrogatories attached to 
such commission, for the same purposes and 
to be preserved and used in like manver and 
with the same effect as the testimony herein- 
before authorized to be taken within the United 
States. i 

Mr. POLAND. This, also, is a bill which 
was passed by the House in the last Congress 


i and was favorably reported by the Judiciary 


Committee of the Senate, but failed there for, 
want of time. It is to provide a mode of per- 
petuating testimony. It is alittle singular that, 
under the statutes of the United States, the only 
mode of perpetuating the testimony of wit- 
nesses is by a proceeding in chancery, which 


| all lawyers understand is a somewhat awkward 


and expensive proceeding to take the testimony 
of witnesses, 

I may say that this bill was mainly prepared 
by Mv. Ferriss, of New York, who was a mem: 
ber of the last Congress, and is founded priv- 
cipally upon the provisions of the statutes of 
the State of New York. The provisions of 
the statutes of the diferent States are sub- 
stantially the same in relation to ihe mode.of 
perpetuating testimony; and there is nothing 
in this bill except what is found in moet of the 


| State statates authorizing the perpetuation of 


testimony. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The suggestion occurred 
to my mind, upon hearing the bill read, that 
there should be a limitation, that this 
mony should not be used against a person who 


pi 
testi- 
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did not bave an opportunity, by cross-examina- 
tion or otherwise, to examine the witnesses. 
Mr. POLAND. That is undoubtedly the 
meaning of the bill. It provides, as do the 
State statutes, that it may be used not only | 


against the parties who had notice, but if the |! 


litigation finally turns out to be between the | 
parties causing the testimony to be taken, and | 
somebody who claims under the party who had į 
notice, by a title subsequent to the time of 
taking the testimony, he shall not, by changiug | 
his title over into other hands, deprive a party jj 
of the benefit of the testimony taken. | 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then there should be | 
made some record of this testimony, especially | 
if it should relate to real estate, or else parties | 
buying in good faith would be bound by testi- | 
mony of which they had no knowledge, and | 
might be defrauded because there was no record |; 
| 


or means of discovering this testimony. 

Mr. POLAND. If my friend had listened 
to the reading of the entire bill, he would have | 
seen that there is the ordinary provision that 
this testimony, within thirty days after it is | 
taken, shall be filed in the office of the clerk | 
of the court in the district where taken, or the 
district where the controversy is. IJ think the 
bill fully meets the suggestion of the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, Let me make one fur- 
ther suggestion, There is no provision inthis | 
bill, as I understand it—and I speak with many 
doubts, because it is a long bill, and although 
I listened to it attentively 1am not certain that 
I understood it thoroughly—there is no pro- 
vision requiring that this testimony shall be 
filed in the court or the office of the register | 
of the district where the property is situated. 
Jt is to be filed in the disirict court from which | 
the process issued, but it is not required to be | 
filed in the land district, or the ollice of the 
register of the district, where the title to the | 
real estate to which it relates may be affected 
by it. 

Mr. POLAND. Task the Clerk to read the 
fifth section of the bill. j} 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the officer taking such deposition shall insert ji 
therein every answer or declaration of the witness 
examined which either party shall require to be |} 
included therein, The deposition, when completed, |! 
shall be curefully read to and subscribed by the wit- || 

. ness; shall be certitied by the officer taking the same; 
and within thirty days thereafter shall bo filed in the | 
office of the clerk of the district in which such suit 
iy pending; or if no suit be pending, then of such 
district as the officer granting the order for such 
examination shall appoint, and which district shall 
be specified in such order, There shall be filed with 
the said deposition the original order for the exam- 
ination of the witness, and the affidavits on which 
the same was founded, and those proving the service || 
of such order. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Poranp] will perceive that the real 
estate to be affected by this testimony may be 
in one district and the testimony and order 
filed in another, so that if a party purchasing | 
real estate were to examine the records of the 
office in the district where the property is situ- | 
ated he might be unable to find the testimony | 
affecting his rights, because it was in another | 
district than that in which the land is situated. ii 
Suits are not in all cases confined to the locus 
of the land, but they may be in some other 
district court. Therefore the rights of parties 
may be affected without any means whatever | 


j 


i| require this evidence to be deposited in the | 


| where the testimony affects real estate a copy 


' the land is situate. 


| add farther, that a minute thereof be made in 


I| district where the land is situated. 


| recorder of deeds. 


of finding out the proceedings that have been | 
had against the property that they are pur- | 
chasing. It seems to me, too, that parties ; 
ought not to be affected in that way; that we | 
ought not to add another provision by which | 
parties must have a further abstract, must not 
only search the titles that have accrued, that | 
are in existence, but they must search the pro- | 
ceedings of courts and examine the testimony | 
of witnesses to ascertain whether the property | 
they are purchasing is affected by it or not. 
I think that that provision of the bill ought 
not to be adopted. In the view which I take, | 
it seems to me that innocent parties may be } 
injuriously affected by such proceedings. j 
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Mr. POLAND. There would be very little 
use in having a statute to perpetuate testimony 
if one of the parties to the controversy could 
immediately transfer his interest into the hands 
of other parties who would not be affected 
by it. Ihave no objection to an amendment 
(if my friend from Wisconsin desires to move 
such an amendment) providing that if the con- 
troversy be in relation to the title to land a 
copy of the evidence shall be deposited in the 
clerk’s office of the district where the land is 
situated. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I think such an amend- 
ment would improve the bill. 1l suggest that 
it read in this form: provided that the testi- 
mony, where it affects rcal estate, shall be 
filed in the clerk’s office of the county where | 
the real estate is situated. 

Mr. POLAND. I think we ought not to | 


office of the county clerk. This bill is de- 
signed to authorize the taking of testimony to 
be used in the courts of the United States. I | 

ropose that such testimony where it affects 
and be filed in the clerk’s office of the dis- 
trict where the same is situated. The amend- 
ment in the form suggested by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin would be incongruous. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I propose to provide that 


of it shall be fled in the clerk’s office of the 
county where the real estate is situated. 

Mr. POTTER. It ought to be fied in the 
olfice of the United States district court for 
the district in which the property is situated. 
In investigating titles we do not, so far as L 
am aware, search for liens under the laws of 
the United States in any county clerk’s oilice; | 
but we search in the office of the district court | 
of the United States for the district in which 
As this is a proceeding 
under Federal law to affect land within the | 
district, it seems to me sufficient to provide 
that a copy of the testimony shall be deposited 
in the office of the clerk of the district. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the | 
amendment as it has been taken down. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That there shallbe acopy of the evidence 


deposited in the clerk’s oftice of thedistrict in which 
the land is situated. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. “In the clerk’s office of 
the county’? is what I suggest; and I would 


the index relating to land titles. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment had 
better be reduced to writing by the gentleman 
who desires to offer it. Amendments of this 
character should always be in writing. 

Mr. POLAND. I do not think that any 
amendment ought to be adopted requiring this 
evidence to be filed in any State court office 
or in any county clerk’s office. I think it 
right enough that a copy should be filed in the 
office of the clerk of the district court for the 


Mr. LAMISON. I suggest that the testi- 
mony should be filed in the office of the 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to suggest to the 
gentleman from Vermont that, in considera- 
tion of the territorial extent of some of the 
districts of the United States, the provision he 
suggests would be almost worthless. Some 
of the districts are five hundred miles in ex- 
tent; and if this evidence is to be filed only in 
the office of the district court, a mdu might be 
required to travel five hundred miles to find 
out matters affecting histitle. I think that the 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin is very proper. 

Mr. POLAND. I would like to hear 
amendment as reduced to writing. 

‘fhe Clerk read as follows: 


the 


ii 


Mr. POTTER, _T hope that amendment in 


| 


| agreed to. 


form will not prevail, and for this reason: in 
the investigation of titles you search the office 
of the register of deeds, or whatever else his 
pame may be, who is the officer of the State 
having charge of this registering for the county, 
in respect of incumbrances and Siate liens 
affecting the property in question, but you also 


! search the office of the clerk of the United 


States court for the district in which the prop- 
erty is situated for judgment and other Hens 
which the Federal law may create against the 
same property, and by every analogy this tes- 
timony, in order to give proper notice to the 
purchasers of the property affected by it, should 
be filed where the Federal liens are kept; that 
is, in the office of the clerk of the United States 
district court of the district where this testi- 
mony is taken. It would be wholly anomalous 
to take notice of Federal proceeding and put 
it in the hands of State authority, It would 
lead to confusion instead of convenience. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman misap- 
prehends very much, I think, the effect of the 
amendment I propose. The only objection 
that can be made to it is that it would put to 
too much trouble persons seeking to perpetu- 
ate testimony. Here it is to be placed side 
by side with the real estate to be affected, and 
the parties seeking to perpetuate a lawsuit 
against renl estate ought to be put to the trouble 
to put it where it can be seen by every person 
who isto be affected. Irtis to be placed side 
by side in the index so it may be een at a 
glance. It can do no barm. Even if we do 
seatch the records of the district court, as sug- 
gested, we may not search them in all cases, 
and it is more convenient to tind it placed side 
by side inthe recorder’s office where the deeds 
are recorded, so that any party searching the 
records may see it at a glance and be referred 
to the testimony affecting the title. 

Me. POLAND. [have no objection to this 
amendment being voted on, bat L do not con- 
sider it is an amendment that ought to be 
made; andif this amendment does not pre- 
vail, L will myself offer an amendment requir- 
ing that copies shall be filed in the office of 
the clerk of the district in which the land is 
situated. 

Mr. POTTER. United States district court ? 

Mr. POLAND. Yes, sir; thatis, if this be 
voted down. Before calling the previous ques- 
tion I will move an amendment as a substi- 
tute to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, as follows : 

And if tho controversy bo in relation to the title 
to real estate, a copy of said testimony shall be filed 
in the office of the clerk of the district where such 
lands are situated. 

I now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main quesiion ordered. 

The question first recurredon Mr. POLAND'S 
amendment to the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
61, noes 28. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
amended, was thon 


The amendment, as 


j adopted, 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PREVENTION OF SMUGGLING. 

Mr. POLAND also, from the same commit- 

tee, reported back House bill No. 187, to 


amend an act entitled “An act to prevent 


smuggling, and for other purposes,’ approved 
Jaly 18, 1806, wih an amendment. 
The bill, which was read, provides that the 


i| seventh section of the act entitled ‘f An act to 


further prevent smuggling. and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 18, 1866, is amended 
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so as to read that- it shall be the duty of the 
several collectors of customs and of internal 
revenue to report within ten days to the dis- 
wict attorney of the district inwhich any fine, 
penalty, or forfeiture may be incurred for 
the:violation of any law of the United States 
relating to the revenue, a statement of all the 
facts and circumstances of the case within 
their knowledge, together with the names of 
the witnesses, and which. may come to their 
knowledge from time to time, stating the pro- 
visions of the law believed to be violated, and 
on which a reliance may be had for condemna- 


$ 


tion or conviction, and such district attorney | 
shall cause the proper proceedings to be com- | 


menced and prosecuted without delay for the 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures by law in such 
case provided, unless upon inquiry and ex- 
amination he shall decide that such procecd- 
ings cannot probably be sustained, or that the 
ends of public justice do not require that pro- 
ceedings should be instituted, in which case 
he shall report the facts in customs cases to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and in internal 
revenue cases to the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, for their direction; and for the 
expenses incurred and services rendered in all 
such cases the district attorney shall receive 
and be paid from the Treasury such sum as 
the judge before whom such cases are tried or 
disposed of shall certify is justand reasonable ; 
provided, however, that the annual compensa- 
tion of such district attorney shall not exceed 
the maximum amount now prescribed by law; 
and if any collector shall in any case tail to 
report to the proper district attorney as pre- 
scribed in this section, such collector’s share 
of any fine, penalty, or forfeiture imposed or 
incurred in such case shall be forfeited to the 
United States, and the same shall be awarded 
to such persons as may make complaint and 
prosecute the same to judgment or convic- 
tion. 

The following was the amendment reported 
from the committee: 

In line twenty-seven, aler the word “ag,” insert 
the following: “tho Seerotury of tho Treasury shall 
doem just and reasonable upon the cortiticate of 
and in line twonty-cight, after the words ‘disposed 
of,” striko out tho words ‘shall cortify is just and 
roasonable:” so that it will read, and tor the ex- 
penseg incurred and services rendered in all such 
cases tho district attorney shall receive and be 
paid from the ‘Treasury such sum as the Secretary 
of tho Treasury shall deom just and rersonable-upon 
the certificate of the judge before whom such casos 
are tried or disposed of.” 

Mr. POLAND. Iï find I am using rather 
more than my share of the morning hour, and 
I will take no time to explain this bill unless 
some gentleman desires it. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, arid passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATH. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAN, 


its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed [louse bill of the following title, with 


amendments, in which the concurrence of the | 


House was requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 243) for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census. 
APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Revision of the Laws of the 
United States, reported back, with the recom- 

. Mendation that it do pasa, with an amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. No. 891) to further regu- 
late the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court, and to prevent delays therein, 

The. bil was read, 


The amendment reported by the committee 
was as follows: 5 


In section five, line two, after the word *“ prize,” 
insert the following: “exceptas to the findings of 
the fact ;’’ so that it will read, “that the provisions 
of this act shalt not apply to cases of prize, except 
as to the findings of tho fact.” - 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I pre- 
| sume there will be no objection to the amend- 
ment. As regardsthe whole bill; Mr. Speaker, 
the House will see that its scope is to relieve 
the Supreme Court of the United States from 
that accumulation of business which renders 
justice now unattainable in that court. 

The first section provides that where, by the 
act of 1789, appeal was limited to $2,000, it 
shall now be limited to $5,000. That section 
also provides that cases shall be brought up 
here from the highest territorial courts, upon 
questions of constitutional law, as they are 
from the highest State courts. 

‘The second section provides that in cases 
where the facts are not found by a jury, the 
, findings of facts in the court below, where there 
may be appeal as in equity, maritime, and 
admiralty causes from circuit courts and dis- 
trict courts, shall be conclusive, putting on 
such courts in equity cases, maritime cases, and 
admiralty cases and the like, the same rule as 
we now put upon the Court of Claims; that they 
shall find the facts and the Supreme Court shall 
deal with the law, Now the Supreme Court 
deals with questions of fact. They spend whole 
weeks examining simple questions of fact, 
especially in admiralty cases. In every case 
of collision, they have to find out which pilot 
is to binme ; whether a certain vessel carried 
alight or not. Such questions occupy nearly 
their whole time. I can state one fact to the 
House which will illustrate the imperative 
necessity of this bill in this regard. Twenty 
years ago, the average number of causesin the 
Supreme Court was something near twenty. 
Now we have got five hundred and seventy ; 
and unless this measure of relief is voted, it is 
impossible for that court to get on or any other 
court. Sitting every day in the year and every 
hour in the day will not accomplish the busi- 
ness. 

The third section makes a further limitation, 
that in admiralty causes, where therc has been 
one hearing before the district court, and then 
an appeal to the circuit court, and another 
hearing there, there shall not be a second ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court unless the amount 
of $10,000 is involved. ‘The parties have 
already had two hearings, to wit, one before a 
district judge and one before a circuit judge, 
it may be one of the judges of the Supreme 
Court sitting on that circuit. 

The fourth section provides that in a criminal 
cause where a question of law arises so doubtful 
that the judge of the circuit court thinks it ought 
to be examined by the Supreme Court, he may 
certify it up, and in his judgment make such 
stay of execution as is necessary to have that 
case examined. ‘This provision applies only 
to cases where infamous punishments or life 
are at stake. I need not tell any lawyer in the 
House that there is no means now by which a 
question in a criminal cause can be reéxamined 
Dy the Supreme Court unless there happen to 
be two judges sitting in the circuit court, and 


majority of cases only one judge sits in the cir- 
cuit court, and then there can be no reéxam- 
ination of any question of criminallaw. It is 


deemed by the judge of sufficient importunce 


judge doubts whether it is of sufficient import- 
ance and the defendant thinks it is import- 
ant, he can have the question spread upon the 
record, and then ask a certificate of any judge 
of the Supreme Court, and if he can find any 
judge of that court who thinks it is of sufficient 
importance to be examined before that court 
| it may be certified up by that judge. This 
i provision is taken, as I understand, almost 


they disagree upon the question. Nov, in a | 


| provided by this bill that where a question is | 


to be reéxamined, it shall be reéxamined upon | 
his certificate, and in other cases where the |) E 
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| first place $2,000 is now th 
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literally from the provision of law in like cases 
in the State of Ohio. 

The fifth section simply provides that the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to cases of 
prize, except asto questions of fact, nor shall it 
apply to any.appeals now pending or which may 
be taken within six months after the passage 
of this act. The reason why prize cases are 
excepted and allowed to come up directly to 
the Supreme Courtis this: prize cases almost 
always involve the rights of some foreign sub- 
jects, and involve our relations with foreign 
Governments, and it has always been consid- 
ered that a prize case, however small, should 
have the judgment of the highest courts of the 
and. 

This bill, which was, I am informed, pre- 
pared at the instance of the judges of the Su- 
preme Court, was introduced into the Senate 
and House, and by the House referred to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws, by 
us examined and perfected as wellas we could, 
and then recommitted and ordered to be 
printed. Wethen submitted a copy to each 
of the judges of the Supreme Court and the 
Attorney General, and asked for any sug- 
gestions as to the amendments that we had 
offered to the bill, and as to the action of the 
bill, and they have found no objection. I 
now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. ELDRIDGE. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I believe the morn- 
ing hour bas now expired, and I move to go 
to business on the Speaker's table, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
the gentleman from Illinois will allow us to 
dispose of this bill. It will not take much 
time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ihaveno objection. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I only want to make a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. It scems to me that it is a matter of 
very doubtful propriety to limit cases of appeal 
to the sum of $5,000. I know very well that 
the Supreme Court is clogged so that it cau 
hardly be expected to dispose of the cases 
upon its calendar, but I want to suggest to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that he has 
probably added, by the provision in regard to 
criminal cases, as many cases to the calendar 
as he will take off by limiting the jurisdiction 
in cases of appeal in civil causes to $5,000. - 
I have no doubt myself that there ought to 
be some provision made if possible to relieve 
the Supreme Court from the amount of busi- 
ness upon its calendar, but this bill, if I un- 
derstand it aright—and I think I do compre- 
hend it in that regard—will add as many crim- 
inal causes to the calendar of the Supreme 
Court as it will take off civil causes by making 
the limitation $5,000, and the propriety of 
that, it seems to me, is very doubtful, to say 
the least of it. Itis to say that a man shall 
not have a chance to appeal his case, although 
it may amount to $4,000 or even to $4,999, 
as well as when it amounts to $5,000. It is 
arbitrary in every respect to limit it by mere 
dollars and cents. I believe the limitation 
is now $2,000; and here by one amendment 
$8,000 is added to the limitation, for the 
purpose of relieving the Supreme Court of the 
United States, it is said. When we come 
to consider the whole bill, I think it will ap- 
pear to every one that we have added as many 
cases to the calendar of the Supreme Court, 
by allowing appeals in criminal cases, as we 
have taken off by this amendment, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
explain to the gentleman from Wis 
LDRIDGE, ] and to the Hou 


Let me 
consin, [Mr. 
se, the reason why 
000 was taken, In the, 
c e limit, as the gen- 
tleman is aware, aud that limit was fixed in 
1789, At this time $5,000 is no more as a 
limitation than $2,000 was in 1789, Now, F 
hold that any man ought to be put under guard- 
ianship who would appeala cise in issue to the 
Supreme Court for legs than $5,000, especially 
if he employs counsel fit to argue it, for if 
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they do not charge him quite as much as he 
puts in issue I am much mistaken in my men. 

We must fix some arbitrary limis; every 
limit, of course, is arbitrary. And it was 
‘thought that having now a body of circuit 
jadges who try cases in the circuit courts, 
who try them as arule, whose business it is to 
try them, as high a class of judges as any in 
the country, it was best to make this limit, 
because, as I have said, we must bring down 
the amount of litigation before these courts; 
and the very suggestion of my friend fram Wis- 
consin, [Mr. Exprince,] to wit, that we add 
something by the criminal part of this bill, is 
an evidence that we must bring other business 
down. I think itis a great wrong that while 
we sit here disputing on the question whether 


this jurisdiction of the Supreme Court shall | 
be limited to $5,000, in matters of money, yet | 


when a man’s life or his liberty is at stake he 
cannot get a hearing before the Supreme Court 
upon any one question, except two judges hap- 


pen to be on the bench, and those two judges | 


happen to differ. 

Mr, NIBLACK,. J have a little curiosity to 
know how it is that the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws has got possession of this 
class of legislation, when by the immemoria 
usage of the House it belongs to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. The distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary [Afr. 
Brxeuam] now sits on our side of the House, 
and as I feel a great interest in his behalf, £ 
desire to protest against this interference with 
the business of bis commitiec. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The way 
we got it was that the House gave it to us, by 
referring this bill to our committee. 

Mr. NIBLACK. lt was certainly a great. 
oversight on the part of the House. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The gen- 
dleman from Indiana [ Mr. Nisnack] does not 
belong to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and therefore he has no right to complain. {Í 
do belong io that committee, and 1 havea right 
to complain if any wrong has been done. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I am impartial, and there- 
fore can more properly interfere. 


Mr. MERRICK. I desire to offer an amend- | 


ment to this bill with reference to appeals 
from the courts of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
hear it. 
Mr. MERRICK. The couris of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are not constituted at all 


with reference to making them ultimate tri- | 


bunals or courts of appeal; they are nothing 
but nisi prius courts. They have alarge juris- 
diction, and the people have immemorialiy 
had the right of appeal to the Supreme Court. 
T desire to move au amendment that they shall 
have the right of appeal and writs of error to 
the Supreme Court, as heretofore, in all cases 
where the amount in controversy exceeds the 
sum of $2,000, It hasbeen said that this bill 
has the approbation of the judges of the 
Supreme Court. It has been said, I believe, 
that it has had the specia 
preparation of Justice Miller. Now, I am 
advised that Justice Miller himself is in favor 
of the restoration ard preservation of the right 
of appeal from the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
amendment be read. 

Mr. MERRICK. The amendment is sim- 
ply to preserve the right of appeal from the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia in all 
cases where it now prevails, where the amount 
in controversy exceeds the sum of $2,000. It 
is but right and proper, Mr. Speaker, that this 
peopie here should have some protection from 
i a ile of jurisprudence which is 
by the guardianship of this nation in 


wing of this Capitol. They should 


as 


Let th 


I wili 


l approbation and | 


legislation. Let them at least have the guard- 
iauship of that great tribunal which admin- 


isters the Constitution and the laws of these | 
United States for the protection of all the peo- | 


ple of the country. Lhe number of appeals 
trom the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia will, at any rate, be small. 

Mr. BUTLER of Massachusetts. The gen- 
tleman is wholly mistaken in supposing the 
bill does not new allow what he is asking. 

Mr. MERRICK. No, sir, it only allows 
the same right cf appeal from the territorial 
courts as there is from the State courts; that 
is when aright is claimed under the Constitu- 


tion or some statute of the United States, and | 
that right is denied by the judgment of the i 


court, an appeal is allowed to the United States 


court, for the purpose of protecting and uphold: | 


ing the Federal authority where it is assailed on 
the part of the judicial organization of one of 
the States, 
trict in its organization assailing the Federal 
power, or setting up an antagonism of juris- 
diction or law with reference to the Federal tri- 
bunals. There is no need, therefore, of put- 
ting this District in the same predicament with 
the several States of the Unioa. 
of this District are your helpless wards; they 
demand and onght to receive at the hands of 


Congress the fnil protection wbich the highest | 


judicial tribunal can give them, for the preser- 
vation of equal justice among this poor people 
here. 

Í know something of the matter whereof I 
speak. I have long been connecied with the 
people of this District; for many years 1 was 
one of the judges of the court for this District; 
I know the rights that these people have, and 
that their rights ought to be guarded and pro: 
tected, Unless they have the privilege of 
going to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, poor indeed wiil be their condition with 


i| respect to the equal, impartial, and enlight 
i i 3 5 


ened administration of justice. Jn their name 
I appeal to the House and beg it not to ignore 
their righig and privileges; and 1 would sup- 
port that appeal by the statement that the very 
justice of the Supreme Court who prepared 
this bill is now of the opinion, as I am inform. 
ally authorized to state, that the right of appeal 
should be preserved to this people as it has 


heretofore been exercised in their behalf Not 


more tban two or three appeals in the course | 


of a year go up to the Supreme Court of the 
United States from the supreme court of this 
District; but at least let the people here have 
that right of appeal; lct them have this check 
over the judiciary—a check which, although it 
may seldom be called into operation, will still 
hang over the judges of the District as a safe- 


i guard for the people, so as to secure the fair 


and careful administration of the law to these 
poor people, who have no friends to take care 
ofthem except this Congress. 
Speaker, that (he amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I trust we 
shall now hear the amendment read. 

‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, Chatappeals and writs of error from the 
suprome court of the District of Columbia to the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall remain as 
now provided by law in all cases where the matter in 
disputeshail exceed the sum of $2,000. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. The Dis- 
trict of Columbia has a court consisting of five 
judges learned and able. Lassure the gentle- 
inan from Maryland [Mr. Mrrercr] that the 


| character of that court is very much improved 


since he used to know it. [Laughter ] 

My. MERRICK. I do not propose to call 
in question the comparative character of those 
who formerly administered jastice in the court 
of this District and those who now do so. It 
was not my purpose to reflect on those who 
are members of the court ef present; I only 
adverted to those who heretofore administered 
justice here for the purpose of showing that 
Ï knew something in relation to the matter 
whereof L spoke. It is not my habit to in- 
dulge in personal . reflections, although the 


But there is no danger of this Dis- | 


The people | 


I do trust, Mr. | 


f 


| 
\ 


gentleman from Massachusetts may be, per- 
haps, quite as obnoxious to them as myself if 
I pleased to make any such reflections. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
resume the floor. 

Mr. MERRICK. Taddressed myself to the 
reason and judgment of the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am appealed to 
to renew my motion, Ás it is probable this 
will consume considerable lime, Lsuggest that 
it go over till to-morrow. 

i Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
simply to say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that - 
in this ease the District of Columbia has what 
the people of the States have not; they have 
a judicial tribunal in bane of five judges paid 
for by the United States, with all their ex- 
penses paid, and they have fully the right 
to appeal to the Supreme Court that every- 
body in every State has beside. Then they 
bave the additional right, to wit, that every 
man in a State can only have the right to 
appeal where some law of the United States is 
called in question under five thousand dollars. 
Now, as most of the cases in the District of 
Columbia arise under laws of the United 
States, if they are harmed by the adjudication 
of the courts of the United States, they can 


I must 


| appeal and have that que tion reéxamined. So 


the ‘* poor people’ of the Districtof Columbia, 
who will not have many cases of $2,000, have 


| ail the rights, and more, too, that the rest of 


the people of the United States have, so far 
as regards judicial proceedings. And there is 
more time consumed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in hearing cases from tho 
District of Columbia then there is in hoaring 
those from any State in the Union, as thore 


i was more time consumed in this House ingislat- 


ing for the District of Columbia in the olden 
time than for any ene State inthe Union. We 
hear of nothing but what the District of Coluw- 
bia wants in Congress, ‘They arc importunate 
wards if unfortunate wards of the nation. 
Therefore E trust there will be no excoprion, 
because everybody, then, will be getting his 
litle litigation into the District of Columbia, 
I now call for the vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman prò- 
pose to call the previous question? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. J will 
allow the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland to be offered 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to be heard on 


i this bill before the previous question is called. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to proceed 
to the business on the Speaker's table. 

The motion.was agreed to. 

APPORTIONMENT. 

The first bill on the Speaker's table was 
the bill (IL. R. No. 248) for tho apportionment 
of Representatives among the several States 
according to the ninth census, returned from 


the Senate with amendments. 
The Clerk read the amendments, as follows : 
Page 3, line seventeen, strike out tho words “and 


in susi manner”? i ; , 
Add at the end of the bill the following: 


BEC 


.6. That should any State, after tho passere 
tet, deny or abridge tho right of any of the 
habitants of such States, being twenty-one 


! years of age, and citizens of the United States, to 


tho Constitution, arti- 
cle fourteen, section one, except for participation 
in the rebcilion or other crime, the numocr of Rep- 
reaentatives apportioned in this act to such States 
shall be reduced in the proportion which the num- 
ber of such male citizens shall bave to the whole 
number of male citizens twouty-one yoars oi age im 
such State. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. J move the House 
concar in the amendments oftheSenate, They 
can do no harm. 

The amendments of 
erally agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILE, 

Mr. SARGENT. F wish to move that the 
House resolve itself isto a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the par- 
pose of taking up and considering the Indian 
appropriation bill, and before doing so I wish 


the Senate were sey- 


+ 
ay 
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to move that all general debate in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall be limited to five 
minutes, 

MEXICAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CONNER. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment to offer a resolution | 
calling for information. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will yield for that pur- | 


pose. . 

Mr. CONNER. I offer the following reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 

Resolved, That the Committeo on Foroign Affairs 
be requested to inquire into certain outrages that 
have been perpetrated by citizens of the republic 
of Moxico and Indians domiciled in the Mexican 
territory against citizens of the United States resid- 
ing on the Rio Grande frontier, and that Colonel 
Williams, of San Antonio, Texas, now in Washing- 
ton, be examined by the committee. 

Mr. CONNER. Mr. Speaker, one word of | 
explanation. I wish to refer that inquiry to 
the Commiitee on Foreign Affairs. The gen- 
tleman indicated is now in the city of Wash- 
ington, and is familiar with all the depreda- 
tions which have been committed down there. 

Mr. BANKS. I move that that resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IKON STEAM ICE-BOATS. 


Mr. NEGLEY. Iask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table, with a view 
to its consideration at the present time, the 
biil (S. No. 487) to exempt the iron steam 
ice boats constructed by the city of Philadel- } 
phia from the inspection required by the act 
of February 28, 1871, entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the better security of life on board of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes.” 

Mr. BIRD. TL object to the present consid- 
eration of that Dill. 

Mr. SHRLLABARGER, 
tileman will not object. This bill ought to 
puss now or notatail There are two boats 
that are used simply for breaking ice and 
keeping clear the navigation of the river at 
Philadelphia and below, and now or never is 
the time the bill ought to pass. I hope the 
objection will be withdrawn, 

Mr. BIRD. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I propose to amend the 
bill as follows: ' 

At tho ond of the bill add tho following: { 


Provided, This act shall expire at the end of six 
months from and after its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the | 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | 
Mr. SARGENT. I now yield to the gentle- 
mau from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] to move to 
take a bill from the Speaker's table, if it 

does not lead to debate. 
BENJAMIN H. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iask unanimous consent | 
to take from the Speaker’s table, with a view 
to its present consideration, a bill (S. No. 352) 
for the relief of Benjamin H. Campbell, mar- 
sbal of the United States for the northern dis- 


trict of Iinois. ! 
The bill will be read for | 


I hope the gen- 


The SPEAKER, 
information, 

‘The Lill was read. It authorizes the Attor- 
ney General, in the settlement of the accounts 
of Benjamin H. Campbell, marshal of the 
United States for the northern district of Illi- 
nois, to allow him credit for such amount of 
United States Treasury and national bank 
notes ag were in his hands as marshal þe- 
longing to the United States, not to exceed 


‘| for reference. 


j ment of the facts of the ease, no gentleman 


$7,679 13, as he may be satisfied was burned 


up in said marshal’s office and in the custom- | 
house building at Chicago, Illinois, on the 9th 
October, 1871. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBURN. Iask the gentleman from 
California [Mr. SARGENT] to yield to me to 
move to take a bill from the Speaker’s table 


Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from California that he yield for the 
referenee of all bills on the Speaker’s table 
to which there is no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. J yield for that purpose. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 471) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act supplementary 
to an act to provide for furnishing artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers,” approved June 
80, 1870, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

SOLDIERS” DISCHARGES. ' 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 309) | 
to prohibit the retention of soldiers’ discharges 
by claim «gents and attorneys was taken 
from the Speaker's table, read a first and | 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

GRADES IN MILITARY SERVICE. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 898) 
to authorize the discontinuance of certain 
grades in the military service was taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and sceond 
time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

SALE OF LAND AT SAG HARBOR. 

By unanimous consent. the bill (S. No. 68) 
providing for the sale of land belonging to the 
United States, situatedat Sag Harbor, Suffolk ! 
county in the State of New York, was taken 
from the Speaker's table, read a first and sec- 
oud time, and referred to the Committee on | 
Miltary Affairs. 

ANN MCARTHY. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S, No. 265) 
to authorize the payment of bounty to Ann 
McCarthy was taken feom the Speaker’s table, i 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ISSUR OF CLOTHING. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 449) | 
authorizing the issue of clothing to certain 
enlisted men of company B, fourteenth regi- 
ment of infantry, was taken from the Speaker's | 
table, read a first and second time, and: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


LIGHTS IN CRAIGHILL CHANNEL. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 418) | 
to appropriate a sum of money for the placing | 
of range-lights along the ship-channel in the | 
Chesapeake bay and Patapsco river, in the | 
State of Maryland, commonly called the Craig- | 
hill channel, was taken from the Speaker's | 
table, read a first and second time, and referred | 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


BENJAMIN H. CAMPBELL. 

The SPEAKER. There remain upon the 
Speaker’s table only two biils: the bill which 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Sawyer] | 
desires shall remain there, and the bill of the ; 
Senate, No. 352, for the relief of Benjamin H. | 
Campbell, marshal of the United States for the i 
northern district of Illinois, which the gentle- 
man from Hlinois [Mr. Farwet] desired to | 
call up, bat objection was made by the gentle- | 
man from Michigan, [Mr. Buatr.] Is there | 
objection to the reference of that bill to the! 
Committee of Claims? i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think, on a state- 


| 


if 


would object.to the passage of the biil. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I shall object unless it goes 


to the committee. i 


The bill was then taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SARGENT, .I move that all general 
debate on the Indian appropriation bill in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union 
be closed in five minutes after the committee 
shall proceed to the consideration of the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SARGENT. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Cox in the chair.) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1192) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling so-called treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1878, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

No objection was made, and the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to read the biil by clauses for amend- 
ment. 

The following clause was read: 

a Eor vaccine matter and vaccination of Indians, 
$5,000, 

Mr. WOOD. I see, sir, that this bill is 
going through the committee without any in- 
formation being furnished in regard to it. I 
desire to ask the gentleman who reports the 
bill from the Committee on Appropriations 
in what respect it differs from the bill of the 
last Congress? 

Mr. SARGENT. The portion of the bill 
now under consideration, and most of it, does 
not differ at all from the bill of last year. 
Further along there are some appropriations 
for the Apaches in Arizonaand in New Mexico, 
who have been on the war-path for several 
years, and who are now being gathered into 
reservations. They have committed many 
murders and depredations, and we are endeuv- 
oring to extend to them the policy which we 
extended to the Sioux of Minnesota; in other 
words, to feed and not fight them. There are 
two bands of Sioux, who have never before 
been brought upon any reservation, now being 
collected at the Assiniboin and Yankton 
agency. These Indians are disposed to cease 
their savage life, and are willing, if the Gov- 
ernment treats them as it treats the. other 
tribes, to remain at peace. These are tho 
principal differences in the bill. There may 
be some of minor importance to which I will 
call the attention of the committee as we pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. WOOD. I move to strike out the last 
word of the clause just read. I regret thatthe 
honorable gentleman from California has not 
given us some other information which 1 thinic 
we require at this time. We know that within 
the last two years a material change hag been 
effected in the policy of the Government in 
reference to the Indians; that instead of 
attempting to annihilate them by balland can- 
non, recently a persuasive policy has been pus 
into operation to a very great extent by the 
Government, and so far we have no official 
data upon which to judge of the result of that 
pokey. The gentieman from California ‘is 
exceedingly familiar with this question, aud 
has participated very largely in the discussious 
in this House, which we bave had annuaily for 
the last three or four years, with reference to 
the proper treatment of the Indians. 1 had 
expected from him, therefore, as he is the 
champion and mover of this measure, some 
explanation whether the policy whieh hag re- 
cently been adopted is successful, and whether, 
if successful, there is any necessity of keeping 
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up a large standing army at an enormous 
expense to the Government, thus holding as 
it were at the cannon’s mouth this persua- 
sive policy initiated aud inaugurated by this 
Administration. We desire to know whether 
we are to make war, or whether we are to feed 
instead of fighting tne Indians. We want to 
know whether it is the intention to endeavor 
to domesticate, civilize, and Christianize these 
barbarians and savages, or whether the old 
policy is to be continued, of their annihilation 
and obliteration. In my judgment, the time 
hag armved when it is necessary for the policy 
of the Government to be permanently estab- 
lished as to what is the true course to pursue 
in reference to the Indian tribes, and 1 want 
the gentleman from California to tell us if the 
new policy has been successful, and what is 
now necessary to be done in order to carry out 
that policy. . 

Mr. SARGENT. The policy to which the 
gentleman alludes is nut strictly a new one; it 
was not adopted for the first time last year, 
bat it was inaugurated in the first year of this 
Administration, Last year I took some pains 
to elaborate the details of this system, and to 
explain as carefully as I then could the man- 
ner in which 1t operated, su far us it had been 
tried. The Commit ee on Appropriations last 
year, and also the House. upon the suggestions 
that we made, exteuded the policy to other 
tribes, 


the attention of the gentleman. and that is that 
where four or five years ago, aud from that 


‘There is a fact that perhaps need not | 
be stated upon this floor, or officially to arrest | 


time back, for a dozen years, nearly every mail ; 


that came from the West brought us news of 


Indian massacres, as, for instance, that in| 
Minnesota; of depredations upon the prop: | 


erty of citizeus: of wrongs inflected upon the 


Indians themselves; and frequently along the | 


whole Indian border. 
three years these accounts have been extremely 
rare; [ may say that during the lasi year, with 
the excepiion of Arizona, no such occurrences 
have taken place at all, or if there have been 
any instances, they could be traced to the per- 


sonz} bostility of some Indian toward some j 


white man, or some act of aggression on the 
part of some white wan toward some Indian. 
As a general rule, these aggressions ou the 
purt of the Indians and on the part of white 
men have ceased. 

It has been found that the policy of feeding 
the Indians was cheaper than the policy of 


fighting them; that furthermore it was more | 


humane ; that if we desired to prevent the 
extinction of these Indian tribes by oppres- 
sions at the hands of the American people, or 
by carelessness on the part of the Government, 
it was necessary to give them homes upon the 
more undesirable lands to which they had 
been driven by the progress of civilization and 
by our tides of population rolling westward, 


where they might be enabled to subsist, that ; 
they might not be by extremity forced to com- | 


mit theft, and consequently to engage in deeds 
which ultimately would lead to murder and 
bloodshed. J took some pains to explain this 
matter last year, for it was necessary even then 


During the last iwo or | 


to explain it, though this policy was working | 


well. 


There is another feature upon which I might : 


enlarge if I was willing to take up the time of 
this committee; and that is, that the various 
religious devominations are taking hold of this 
matter with good faith and hearty zeal, and 
are seconding this plan of the Administration 
to civilize the Indian tribes. They not merely 


gelect and recommend persons upon whom they | 
can rely for special agents, but they establish, į 


at their own cost and at very considerab! 
expense, schools and churches, and pay their 
own agents to be about the schools and to 
superintend the business of educating and civ- 


jiizing these Indians, to see that the agents of | 


the Goverument and others are not cheating 
them. ‘The Episcopal church is engaged in 
this good work. The Society of Friends, both 


i called out from the States and Territories, 


the Orthodox and the Hicksites, if I may be | 
allowed to refer to those distinctions, are also 
carrying on the work of this reform. The 
Methodists are engaged in it, as they have been 
for years; the Baptists are largely engaged in | 
it; and I might mention other denominations 
that are working heartily to carry out this plan 
to a sucessstul result. There seems to bea 

ablic sentiment growing up in the West in 
favor of this policy toward the Indians, because 
it is found to promote the peace of the set- 
tlers. However, it is not necessary to enlarge 
upon that matter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WOOD. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. {renew it for tbe pur- 
pose of making an inquiry. I would like to 
know of the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
Sarcent] what amount is appropriated in this 
bill, J see no amount is stated in the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. By an oversight of the 
clerk the amount is not put in the bill; it is, 
in round numbers, $5,500.000. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. How does that corre- 
spond with tbe amount of the annual appro- 
priation bul of lust year for thia purpose? 

Mr. SARGENT. The appropriation for 
Indian purposes last year was considerably in 
excess of that; but for the specific purpose of 
this bill the appropriation last year wasa little 
over four minjon nine hundred and ninety 
thousand dollars. The increase is due to ouc | 
or two items to which | have already referred ; 
for instance, the attempt to bring the Apaches, 
who heretofore have been implacable, under 
this system, to feed them and induce them to į 
say upon reservations, instead of preying npon 
the whites. ‘Ihe ‘Territory of Arizona tor years 
past has been a perfect hell to the white man, | 
We are endeavoring to induce the Apaches to 
remain at peace; and the prospect is excellent |) 
that they may, provided we use the means that || 
have quelled tred devils” elsewhere, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman speais 
ofa ‘perfect boil.” Iv is the first twe t have | 
heard of perfection in that place; but L sup- | 
pose the gentleman's information on that sub- 
ject is perfectly relable. (Laughter. | 

Mr. SARGEN PEF. ‘Lhe gentleman will find 
he will bave to get considerabie information 
from me on many points; and he is welcome 
to it. 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. I wish to inquire whether 
the statement of the aggregate umount of the | 
appropriations contained in the bill was omit- 
ted intentionally ? 

Mr. SARGENT. It was accideatally omit- 
ted by the clerk, and was uot discovered by | 
me until too late to have the omission rectified 
in the printed bill. ‘The omission was not 
intended to cover up anything. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. lt appears from the 
admission of the gentleman that the amount 
here appropriated is largely in.excess of the 
annual appropriation bill for this purpose, as 
passed heretotore, Now, Í wish to inquire of 
ihe gentleman whether his peace policy is in- 4 
tended and expected to be more expensive | 
than the war policy; in other words, is it ij 
going to cost more to feed these Indians than | 
ithas heretofore cost to fight them? ig there | 
not about as much figbtiug going on now with || 
the Indians as there has been? Have we not | 
about es large un army to keep them in sub- | 
jection as we had before we commenced the 
policy of feeding them? J would like to know, ; 
farther, whether the present policy seeks ouly 
io keep the Indians in order, or whether it 
also seeks to prevent the white meu from | 


| been chased up. 


i his bloody but peaceful war dance. 
| Indian is rewarded tor these atrocities by this 


robbing or otherwise maltreating the indians? 

Mr. ARGENT. I wili endeavor to answer |, 
the gentieman’s questions. Jfor the purpose | 
of fighting the Indians very much larger appro- 
priations would be required than those which 
we now propose. Under the war policy vol | 
unteers have frequenly been required to be 


The Army is 
time during | 


H 


involving an enormous exponse. 
smaller tban it has been at any 
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the last ten years, as I suppose the gentleman 
must be well ‘aware. There has not been as 
much fighting going on during the last year 
and under the present system as there has 
been heretofore. In fact, there has been no 
fighting, unless the operations of Stonoman 
and Crook in Arizona may be considered of 
that character, some Indians there having 
The peace system is far less 
expensive than the war policy. This bill pro- 
poses to appropriate about five and a half mil- 
lion dollars. Under a war policy the expense 
would be somewhere between forty and sixty 
millions; and it is very doubtlul whether it 
could be brought within that limit. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 
_ Mr. CONNER. I renew the amendment, 
I simply wish to call the attention of the 
House to a fact which I referred to in the dis» 
cussion last year during the pendency of a 
similar bill. ‘This so-called ‘‘peace policy”? 
which has been inaugurated by the Adminis- 
tration and forced upon the country is not 
a peace policy in fact. It is a policy which 
enables and invites the Indian tribes quartered 
upon the reservations adjacent to my distr.ct, 
the district of one of my colleagues, and many 
other districts, all along the frontier, from the 
lakes to the Rio Grande, to raid upon our set- 
tlements, pillage our plantations, drive off our 
horses, murder our men, and carry away our 
women and children into captiviy. Within 
seventy-five miles of the town where I reside 
we have almost every month a visitation of 
these hostile Indians from Fort Sill, where 
there is a regiment of United States troops 
quartered, for what purpose L cannot teih, ua- 
less it is to see that the ludians on that reser 
vation draw their supplies with promptness aud 
regularity. We send our citizens over there, 
aud they identiy the stolen property accord- 
ing to all the rules of evideuce, Our horses are 
found there in charge of the Indians, who bave 
stolen them. We identify them; buit in s:eps 
one of your broad brimmed commissioners aud 
requires us to ransom or buy our own property. 

Since this policy was inaugurated a numoer 
of litle children and women have been cap 
tured by the Indians and carried to that reser- 
vation. Their feiends and relations followed 
them of course, and when the tudiaus brought 
them into military or Indian headquarters 
what do you suppose occurred? ‘There on the 
flagstaff floated the banner of the Repubiic; 
there were your regular troops, propery ofi 
cered, prepared, ready, and anxious tO vindi- 
cate the power and honor of their Government; 
there, too, were the captive motber and chit- 
dren, and there also were the friends ready to 
carry them back, not to their former home, 
because that had been burned, destroyed, aud 
pillaged by the Indians who had captured 
them, but to the white settlements, where they 
would not be subjected to those horrible and 
revolting atrocities which F will not mention. 

Now, sir, there is an actual p.ciure now 
drawn from imagination. But it does not stop 
there. ‘There is yet another scene in this 
bloody peace drama, It is this: the friends 
and relations are compelled to ransom the 
captives—one hundred or two hundred doi- 
lars for a child. The Indian goes unpun- 
ished, receives a reward for his services, in tae 
shape of new and fresh supplies, stradd es è 
stolen horse, and returns to Texas to reguact 
i say the 


policy, aud speaks in great praise of the big 
chief at Washington,” whom he regards as his 
friend for protecting him in his schemes of 
theft and murder. As a consequence the In- 


! dians have of late directed their energies and 


turned their efforts in the direction of stealing 
children instead of horses, because a child will 
command $100 when a horse will only tom- 
aud twenty five doilars. 
By this morning's. mai 7 
from one of my old frontier constituents, 


1 I received a letter 
and 
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press of truth: I send it to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read, for it tells its own story. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


: “Pinot Porst, Texas, Jantary 20, 1872. | 
‘Stas I thought I would drop you a iine to let you ! 
know how thingsare going on here, Between Christ- í 
mas and New Year the Indians came in, killing two | 
mon near ort Richardson, They then came on down | 
the country within ten or twelve miles of this place, |! 
and drove outavery largo drove of horses, ‘The citi- || 
zeus followed as soon as they could collect, but night |} 
overtook them before they overtook the thieves, and |} 


în its homely way bears upon its face the im- | 
| 
i 
t 


t 
so the thing wasup. ‘This isthe kind of protection | 
twelve companies of soldiers at Fort Richardson, at | 
a cost. of $1,400 per man, give ug. If Congress would | 
givo Texas half of tho ammount paid to the Army, we | 
would protect onrselves, | : 

A month aga they came in, and ran over Colonel i 
MeKinzey and his command, and took all their | 
horses, wounding the colonel and several of his | 
men. Query: has he reported? There has been į 
scarcely a iull moon tho last five years that the | 
Indians have not been in, and the logs of thousands | 
of horses, and tho lives of hundreds of our citizens | 
has been the consequence, and consequently the finest ! 
portion of our State is still a howling wilderness, | 

Will we never be protected from such hardships | 
and outrages? 

Respectfully, yours, &e., 
Hon, J. C, CONNER: 

Mr. CONNER. 
letters I have received in the last year on the 
same subject. The gentleman who wrote that | 
Jetter is a responsible stock-raiser, farmer, and ʻi 
business man generally, on that frontier. The 
town of Pilot Point, where the letter is dated, 
and where the writer resides, is within ten 
miles of where these Indians raided, and is: 
one hundred and fifty miles beyond what is 
properly known as the frontier; thatis to say, 
no resides in the settlements, the frontier 
proper being one hundred or one hundred and 
ifty milos beyond. It is but twenty-five miles 
from the town where I reside. In that county | 
there aro fifteen thousand people, and the town | 
itself is an incorporated village of twelve ban- | 
dred population, And when the gentleman | 
states the droves of horses run off by these | 
Indians amounted to millions of dollars, 1 be- | 
lieve he does not exaggerate in his statement | 
of the facts. 

Mr, Chairman, it was not so had before th 
President inaugarated his peace policy. 
1867, when simular outrages tock place on that ii 
frontier, General Sheridan, who commended | 
the troops on the border, followed these In- ;, 
dians to the Upper Canadian, and there he j 
treated them to the only medicine which has | 
ever proved salutary or accomplished the | 
result of giving peaee to our frontiers. f 

1 
i 


J. C WELBORN. 


That is one ofa thousand i! 


P. 
G: 
i 
H 
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 
Mr. BECK took the floor. 
Mr. CONNER, 
word in addition. i 
Mr. BECK. Iwill yield to the gentleman | 
a part of my time, j 
Mr. CONNER. T thank my friend from | 
| 
i 


L simply wish to say one} 


Kentucky, I wish to make merely this nddi- | 
tional statement: that I have already in the | 
last Congress introduced a resolution here 
calling for a committee to examine into these | 
Indian depredations down there, and report | 
the amount of property stolen from citizens | 
of Texas. We have felt, and do feel, that while | 
we bow with respect to the flag of the country, ! 
obey the laws and pay the taxes which go 
to support this Government, it is our right to 
demand at the hands of Congress that protec- 
tion which it is the duty of every Government 
to extend to its people who are the subjects 
of outrages of this kiad. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question in reference to one particu- | 
lar point. It has been stated more than once | 
that white men on the frontier have been in the 
habit of disgaising themselves in the Indian 
garb and committing these depredations on the 
frontier which are charged tó the Indians. Is 
the gentleman from Texas aware of any such 
depredations being committed by white men | 
dressed as Indians on the Indian frontier? 

Mr. CONNER. If that be true, they belong 
to the followers of the peace commissioners, 


| pened to be on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions last Congress, and, in connection with 


;| seventy-five thonsand Indians who were roam- 


| no authority to rove over the borders of Texas 


is known as the Indian reservation, 


| controversy with the gentleman from Texas 


; Indians into these reservations, would soon 


Mr. SARGENT. I doubt if that is suscep- 
tible of proof. 

Mr. CONNER, The proof is this: that we 
never heard of these complaints until the peace 
commissioners came down there, and that to 
my mind is conclusive evidence. These dep- 
redations are all committed by the Indians 
themselves. 

Mre. BECK. I merely desire to say a word 
in regard to the peace commission. I hap- 


Ta 


the gentleman from California, took as much 
interest in the matter of Indian affairs as any 
other member of that committee; and I feel 
prepared to say to the House and the countiy 
that the peace commission, while it may have 
failed in some localities to do all it ought to 
have done, or which could be expected of it, 
perhaps, yet over the country generally it has 
proved to be the means of great good to our 
people. ‘Phey have brought now into peace- 
ful submission to the laws of this country over 


ing wild when they undertook the manage- 
ment of this bnsiness, And while they have 


aud to punish every wild Indian or every band 
of wild Indians that may commit depredations, 
as doubtless they do, they are doing their best 
to civilize them, and they are succeeding, if 
not in that particular locality, certainly in very 
many other localities; aud the complaint of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Conner] seems to 
me toapply more especially to the inellicieacy 
of the soldiery stationed there than it docs 
to anything that the peace commissioners are | 
doing, | 

Mr, CONNER. Will the gentleman yield | 
to me for a remark ? | 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. f 

Mr. CONNER. Under the regulations of | 
this peace commission the troops are not | 
authorized or empowered to follow the Indians | 
on the reservations. Now they come into | 
Texas and they perpetrate these depredations ; | 
they cross the Rio Grande and arrive on what ! 
We fol- 
low them to the river, but cannot cross over. 
If an act of Congress will authorize the sol- 
diery, or the citizens of Texas with arms in 
their hands, to follow these Indians and claim 
their properly wherever found, on the mount- 
ains or reservations, we will protect ourselves 
and never more come here with any complaint. | 

Mr. BECK. Ido not want to enter into a 


[Mr. Coxsen] on this policy. The people he 
speaks of, no doubt, if allowed to follow the 


destroy themall. They and many other whites 
would ba glad of the chance. Permission, 
however, has never been given to people to | 
follow the Indians, with arms, into their res- 
ervations. ; 

But I did not get up to speak on that point. 
‘The Indians in that section of the country have 
been tronblesome for years and years, and this 
has been going on, not during the last year 
merely, but during the last twenty years. In 
1867, L think it was, the chairman of the Com- 
miitce on Appropriations told us that it cost 
$80.000,000 to fight the Indians in that year, 
and I suppose the fact was stated after a cate- 
ful examination of the whole sabject. Bat I 
only desire to say with reference to the peace 
commissioners that these then who, the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Sarcent] has 
stated, have been earnestiy and zealously 
endeavoriug to civilize these Indians, gre suc- 
ceeding, and by the supervision we have given 
them over the management of the Indians are 
saving to-day to the Government millions of | 
dollars. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, Wil the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

_ Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man why it is that this annual appropriation ! 


bill is farget than that for last year if millions 
are being: saved? 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman does not seem 
to understand that this Indian appropriation 
bill hus nothing to do-with the tens of thou- 
sands that have been squandered on contracts 
of all sorts by Indian agents everywhere, as 
the gentleman: now sitting by his side [Mr. 
Cavanagh, formerly Delegate from Montana] 
can inform him. -> i 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. That gentleman hes 
informed me exactly the: opposite of tbat. 

Mr. BECK. ‘Then he has changed from the 
position he tock when he was a member of 
this House. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. He had reference to 
some of the appropriations made here for In- 
dians, where he says there is not a settlement 
or a foot of land cultivated, 

Mr. BECK. Iam not speaking of details 
of particular appropriations; when thesecome 
up, perhaps the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Sargent] can answer that statement, 
and no doubt will. 

I believe that in Arizona and elsewhere larger 
appropriations are now required because of 
efforts made to get the Indians on reservations, 
and if the report of Mr. Vincent Collyer, 
which was laid on the table the other day, 
speaks the truth, they are partially sneceeding. 
They have had great difculty, immense dii- 
culty, as you will always have, in civilizing 
hundreds of thousands of wild Indians; but 
the Sioux of the upper Mississippi and Mis- 
souri, and all the Indians of the Northwest, 
are now being put on reservations, and the 
saving to the Government of millions of dollars 
by this policy is, beyond all question, true. 

And Į desire to say herethat while there are 


| a great many things which the President has 


done in which I differ with him very much, in 
nothing which he has done do I agree more 
cordially than in the support he has given to 
these commissioners, and in his act in remov- 
ing a man from the head of the Indian de- 
artment who was unfit and putting General 
Valker at the head of that service, who, I 
think, is one of the best officers in the coun» 
try. {think if the President ig sustained in 
his policy, and it is carried out, we shall have 
an improvement in the management of the 
Indians far exceeding anything we have ever 
bad in this country on that subject under any 
Administration. 

[Here the hammer fell. J- 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. 1 should like to move 
an amendment to this bill, to the effect that a 
quantity of arms, say $1,000,000 worth or so, 
should be given to these Indians. Ihave read 
this bill with some little care, as much of it as 
I have had time to read, as the bill has been 
on my desk but five minutes, and my attention 
has not becn entirely devoted to it, as I was 
interrupted oceasionally; bat so far as I have 


i| gone I must say that Iam not at all satisfied 


or content with the bill as presented. It is 
contrary to the previous practice of the Gov- 
ernment. It is contrary to what has been 
thoroughly well-established usage for many 
years in this Government. It is an innovation 
which we should not allow, and which I hope 
will not be permitted. J have got no further 
in my investigations than to the paragraph rela- 
tive to the Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches. 
I find in glancing through the bill the names 
of many other Indian tribes that [never before 
heard of, but I bave enough in these partica- 
ular items to occupy all the time allowed me 
under the rule. bate 

I observe here an appropriation of $26,000 
‘for the purchase of clothing as provided in 
the same treaties.” Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
am dissatisfied with that. It is not specific 
enough. It does not say what kind of clothing 
is to be given to these Indians. “For instance, 
are the squawsto have dresses, and if so, silk 
dresses? Are the men to be dressed up in 
broadcloth? Are they to have hats such as 
we wear? Is this really a civilizing com- 
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mission, or is it a humbugging commission, 
that means to put them off with a lot of 
wampum belts around their waist, contrary 
to all decency and contrary to the old estab- 
lished usage of the Government? 

Here, too, is an item ‘‘for pay of carpenter, 
farmer, blacksmith, miller, and engineer, 
$5,200. I think a blacksmith may be neces- 
sary. I donot know but what these Indians do 
shoe their mustangs. [am not.sure about that ; 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Corner] can 
doubtless enlighten us on that point. But, 
certainly, if they do, we should pay for it. 
Their horses must use up their feet, if not their 
shoes, in chasing our people from place to 
place. When these Indians go out upon theit 
midnight raids, certainly their mustangs ought 
to be in the best possible condition in order | 
to carry them safely back from these raids to 
their mountain fastnesses. [[aughter.] But | 
whatisthe use of a miller? What on earth | 
have they to grind? Who ever heard of an 
Apache Indian raising anything on the face 
of the earth which can be turned to any such | 
use? i 

Now, I speak with the utmost earnestness 
in this matter. I know the value of an Indi- 
an’s life. I know how sacred it has always 
been with us, and how careful we have always | 
bean to supply them with all arms of the very | 
best quality, I know that we have sought to 
give them Remington rifles and improved | 
breech-loaders, and all the best guns which į 
we have invented, in order that we might have 
the satisfaction of having a good square fight 
with them. True, the Indians have disap- 
pointed. us very often, and very disgustingly. 
‘Chey do not always sland to fight. They will | 
get behind rocks, and they will make raids at | 
night, and they run away sometimes when we 
are after them ; but I still think it remains our 
duty to give them the best implements in our 
power, in order that we may have the satisfac- 
tion, if we do conquer them, of doing it in a 
fair and open field. 

But here is a worse clause even than that: 

For first of three installments for purchase of 
seed and agricultural implemenis for such Indians 
as shall continue to farm, (say one hundred souls,) | 
$2,500. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that there is | 
something wrong here. I bave devoted some 
attention to farming; I even wrote a hook on 
the subject, and it is my experience, founded 
upon several years of most careful and severe | 
investigation of the subject, that © souls’? do 
not farm. [Laughter.] Inever knew a soul 
to farm. I donot believe even an act of Con- 
gress can make a soul farm ; and then, why 
should we give those souls $2,500 worth of 
seeds? Why, that would supply seeds to ten 
thousand souls. I do not believe all the’seeds | 
from the Agricultural Department—aud [have | 
been very liberal in supplying all my constitu- 
ents with abandance—cost $2,500. But these 
souls, if they do farm, are certainly a very 
expensive sort of farmers, and the first duty 


to them, it seems to me, is to teach them to 
farm a little better. 

Mr. POLTER. How many acres of seed 
are planted in your district ? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I do not know how 
many acres a soul takes to farm. 

My. WOOD. My colleague [Mr. Porter] | 
wanted to know how many acres were planted 
in your district. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I think ‘‘five acres | 
more than enough.” [Laughter.] 1 

[Here the hammer fell. ] | 

Mr, SARGENT. ‘The gentleman from New j 
York [Mr. RooseveLrT] is very amusing, but 
the matters to which he objects are not pecu- 
liar to this bill,as he supposes, but are simply 
those which have been in practice from about 
1790, From that year down to nearly the | 
present time. the Government of the United 
States has made treaties with different tribes 
of Indians, treating them as independent 
nations. 


In those treaties we have provided 


4 


i be distributed to them. 


that certain annuities in money should be 
paid; that. certain agricultural implements | 
should be given them; that seeds should be | 
provided them, and that clothing should be | 
distributed to them. | 

he House has thought for a number of | 
years past that this policy has led toa great | 
many abuses, and although we were not able | 
to break up this system, so far as it relates to | 
the treaties which have already been made, | 
Congress has insisted that no further treaties 
ought to be made with Indian tribes, involving 
some of the absurdities to which the gentleman | 
from New York [Mr. Roosxvuntr] has alluded, | 
and some of which he exaggerates. Conse: | 
quently, in the last Congress, alter a contest | 
running through four sessions, commenced at | 
first by the gentleman from Massachusetts, | 
[Mr. Dawes, ] then chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, we succeeded in pro- | 


be no more treaties made with Indian tribes; 
that they should be treated with only by means | 
of legislation, that contracts only, to be ap | 
proved by Congress, should be recognized as 
the method of dealing with Indian tribes. | 
Consequently, you will find in this bill, with ref | 
erence to all new emergencies that arise | 
in Indian affairs, or where more Indians are 
bronght within the control of the Government, 
and induced to remain peacefully upon reser- 
yalions, there are none of these provisions | 
that clothing or anything of the kind should | 
There is simply a 


| 
| 
viding by general statute that there should |: 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
provision that, for the purpose of ministering i 
to their wants, a certain amount of moncy | 
shall be expended in the discretion of the | 
Secretary of the Interior, The necessity for 
that I do not think it worth while to argue. 
The appropriation for clothing, to which 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Roose- | 


veLT} refers, is in accordance with treaties | 
made in 1867. One of the last treaties made | 
with the Indians under the authority of the | 
Government, made under Andrew J ohnson, 


President of the United States of America, | 


provides for distributing each year as follows: 


“For each malo person over fourteen years of age, | 
a suit of good substantial woolen, clothing, consist- | 
ing ofcoat, pantaloons, flannel shirt, hat, and apair | 
of home-made woolen socks; for each female over | 
twelve yoars of age, a flannel skirt, or the goods | 
necessary to make it, a pair of woolen hose, and | 
twelvo yards of calico, and twelve yards of ‘do- 
mestie.’ ” 

Of course that excludes silk, or any article 
of ordinary refinement. I did doubt the pro- 
priety, and so insisted in the House, during 
several sessions, of making these specific ap- 
propriations of articles to be delivered under 
treaties with Indian tribes, and I exposed that 
as one of the abuses under treaties, because | 
tho Indians themselves, if they are wild and 
roaming, do not appreciate many of these } 
articles, and therefore it was a wast of money. 
I have been informed by the Commissioner of | 
Indian Affairs that these specific articles are | 
not given to them, but, with the consent of the 
Indians, something more useful to them, such : 
as blankets, or articles of food, are given to! 
them in exchange for thesearticles. But that į 
whole system is now broken up. | 

So far as the gentleman refers to this bill, | 
I will say that we are bound by treaties which ; 
Congress has recognized at the present time. | 
The committee was tied up by the articles in | 
those treaties. We were unable to sirike out į 
those items in reference to clothing, or those | 
articles in reference to agricultural imple- : 
ments, &¢., because Congress has expressly | 
declared, by treaties ratified in solemn form | 
by the Senate of the United States, that they | 
would give these specific articles for a certain | 
time. Now, I propose to offer as an amend- 
ment to this bili a second section, to which I| 
trast no gentleman will object. Itis designed | 
to get rid of the mischiefs connected with these 
diminishing Indian tribes. One tribe which I 
have in my notes numbers only sixteen, though | 
formerly it numbered about sixteen hundred. | 


amendment offered by the gentleman 


ii I propose to move the following as an addi- 


tional section: 


And be it further enacted, That the Sccrotary of 
the Interior is hereby authorised and required to 
prepare and submit to Congress a plan for equitably 
extinguishing as far as possible tho separate clainis 
upon the Government of the United States for annus 
ities and allowances of diminishing Indian tribes, 
and also for providing on & uniform basis for all 
Indians who are collected at the same agency. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to inquire whether 
the gentleman from California, as chairman 


i of the committee, knows anything about the 


number of these Indians? 

Mr. SARGEN'T, Certainly. To what tribe 
does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Well, Iwouldask whether 
the Crows, for instance, aro as numerous ag 
represented in the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Whatisthe number stated? 
There are two bands of Crows. ‘The moun» 
tain Crows in Montana number twenty-seven 
hundred. As to the river Crows, I will give 
the gentleman the number in a moment. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I find on the twenty- 
second page of the bill the following among 
the appropriations for the Crows: 

For fourth of thirty installments, to supply mais 
perrons, six hundred in number, over fourteen years 


of age, with a suit of good substantial woolen cloth- 
ing, consisting of ooat, hat, pantaloons, flannel shirt, 


' and woolen socks, as per ninth article ueaty of May 
7, 1868, $3,400. i 


Now, J would like to know what a wild 
Indian can do with all these things, and also 
whether the gentleman knows that there is 
any such number as this clause provides for. 
The next clase reads as follows: 

Vor fourth of thirty installmonts, to supply each 
female, seven hundred in number, over twelve yours 
of axe, with a flannel shirt, or tho goods necessary to 
make the same, n pair of woolen hose, twelve yards 
of calico, and twelve yards ef cotton domestic, as per 
same article, $8,400. 

Does the treaty require that these articles 
shall be furnished for this number of Indians 
whether they arc there or not? 

Mr. SARGENT. It does exactly that. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then, in allthe cases 
specified in this bill, whether the number of 
Indians named be there or not, articles have 
to be supplied for that number. 

Mr, SARGENT. That is just what the irea- 
ties provide. Fis one of the faults of the 
treaty system which 1 have pointed out; and 
we have succeeded in procuring legislation to 
prevent the making of any more such treaties. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then J find also this 
item: ‘for pay of a physician, $1,400.” 

Mr. SARGENT. ‘Phat is the amount fixed 
by the treaty. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. It must bea splendid 
physician to whom such a salary is paid. ‘This 
settlement, as I understand, is two hundred 
and fifty miles from any white habitation, 

Mr. SARGENT. That may be; bat it is 
the provision of the treaty that this appropria» 
tion shall be made, and there is a man there 
filling the position. I presume he is a good 
man. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
from 
California, [Mr. SARGENT. J 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw it. 

Mr, NIBLACK. Irenew it. Me, Chairman, 
some complaint has been made to me pri- 
vately that the minority of the Committee on 
Appropriations have not adopted sume pokey 
which would provoke more discussion upon 
this bill than has yet been had, J think ib 
would have been better, perhaps, as a matier 
of policy, if the gentleman having charge of 
the bill had not, in view of the sentiment of 
the House, asked to limit general debate to 
five minutes. He acted, however, upon the 
assumption that the House was generally in 
the possession of the information contained iu 
his speech upon the Indian pill, delivered a 
year ago during a former Congress. But, Mr, 
Chairman, there are now here comparatively 
few who wore here then and gave attention to 
what the gentleman said upon that occasion. 
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I think, therefore, it would have been better 
for him to have prefaced the consideration of 
this bill by a repetition, to some extent, of the 
. remarks which he made a year ago when we 
had under consideration the Indian appro- 
priation bill. i i . 

But, for the information of my friends around 
me who scem to expect something from us of 
the mivority in regard to this measure, I will 
repeat what the gentleman from California has 
already said in substance, that this bill, with 
perhaps some very slight exceptions, only car- 
ries out existing laws and treaties. Where 
we have gone beyond what was required by 
treaties and existing laws it has been on the 
urgent recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Interior, or of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, whose communications were made to 
this House. If there be any fault on this bill 
it is not the fault of the Committee on Appro- 

riations, but the treaties under which we have 

een compelled to appropriate money, and the 
laws heretofore enacted by Congress. If we 
attempt to carry them out at all in spirit we 
should not do much less, certainly, than we 
have done in reporting this bill. 

1 know, Mr. Chairman, the whole Indian 
system is vulnerable from any point you see 
proper to attack it; but we cunnot in honor 
and conscience get rid of it without at the 
same lime sabstituting something else instead 
of it, Itis not the province of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to attempt to influence 
legislation on that question. That belongs to 
another commiitee of this House, the Com- 
miitee on Indian Affairs, to the House gen- 
erally, and to both Houses of Congress, and 
embraces no part of the duty of the committee 
which has reported this bill, The amount we 
are compelled 10 appropriate is very large, I 
concede, considering the number of Indians 
now actually remaining as acharge on the Gov- 
ernment; but under the treaties, as has been 
remarked by the gentleman from California, 
(Mr. Sanceyv,] certain things are required to 
be done with certan Indian tribes, without 
reference 10 the number of each tribe, and 
though in many cases they have diminished 
siuce the treaty has been made, it being a 


trealy with the tribe, we have to perform the j 


Stipulations with the remnant of the tribe 
remaining, just as on the day when the treaty 
was sigued, und when the tribe was more 
numerous. ‘That is one of the abuses we ought 
to get rid of in sume way, yet which we are 
unable to get rid of until these treaties be 
swept away and something else provided in 
thew place. 

l hope, Mr. Chairman, my time will be 
exteuded for a few moments in view of my 
position on the committee, and as I do not 
wish to troable the committee at another time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done if 
there be no ubjec ion. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, the policy 
of this Goveruient is not wholly a peace or 
a war policy. It is one which Í realize as 
much as any member of the House, and | hope, 
sir, alter a lew years’ more experience on this 
question, it will result iu more delinite, more 
unilorm, more humane, and, at the same time, 
a more successiul policy, if we are ever to 
have it in reference to the Indian tribes. 
One policy of the Goverument, or rather one 
brauch of this policy, is one in which 1 heartily 
concur, and, inasmuch as what the Govern- 
ment is doing looks in that direction, 1 am 
disposed to look at the policy as much more 
fuir than before, and that is through the instru- 


mentality of these peace commissioners to | 


localize these Indian tribes and settle them on 
reservations. Whenever that is once accom- 
plished with any Indian tribe,so far as our 
experience has gone, we never have any great 
trouble with them afterward. They either 
diminish in number, and are thus practically 
exterminated, or else they are so absorbed by 
the surrounding population and the progress 


H 
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i 
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| treaties with the Indians. 


| of civilization and immigration that we have 


no trouble with them like we have with those 
roving bands of Indians. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
under cover of this formal amendment, that I 
concur with all my colleague on the committee 
has just said in regard to the work done on this 
bill. Gentlemen who have not gone into the 
details of this subject can hardly appreciate 
the vast and complicate mass of matter that 
the last eighty years of Indian relations have 
left us as a legacy. We have had treaties in all 
forms and obligations of almost every descrip- 
tion imposed by these treaties. We have debts, 
funded and unfunded, in all conceivable forms ; 


| situations of peace, and situations of war: 


Indians, half-civilized, aspiring to education 
and Christianity; and, on the other hand, 


i Indians, wild and red with war and barbarism. 


I congratulate the House and the country, and 
more particularly the Committee on Appro- 
priations, that we have among us a man who 
knows so thoroughly the past and present of 
our Indian affairs as the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, [ Mr. Sanceyt,} who has charge of this 
bill. He has prepared it, as I know, with 
great ability and faithfulness. He has led the 
committee during the investigation, pointing 
out at every step the changes recommended, 
cutting down mercilessly, whenever, in bis 
judgment, it could be properly done, appro- 
priating gencrously and boldly wherever in 
his judgment that appropriation would better 
our relations with the Indians and make the 
passage of that sad race down to the oblivion 
to which a large portion of them seem to be so 
certainly tending, as gentle and as merciful as 
possible, and to aid in the elevation of that por- 
tion of them which are willing to be civilized. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a remark? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly, 

Mr. NIBLACK. I wish to say that the pre- 
vious Committee on Appropriations were also 
greatly indebted to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Sarceyr] for his labors, and the 
fidelity with which he entered into this ques- 
tion of the mauagement of our Indian affairs ; 
and that they were likewise greatly aided by 


| the coöperation and assistance of the gentle- 
| man from Kentucky, (Mr. Beckx,] who is now 


no longer a member of that committee. 
Mr, GARPLUELD, of Ohio. Iwould do injus- 


| tice to my own feelings if I did not express 


my thanks to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Becr] for the magnanimous remarks he 
has made on this Indian bill. Rising above 
any partisan feeling, and appreciating as he 
does the difficulty of the subject, he has stated 
what the House has heard in regard to our 
Indian policy. [would consider it unmanly on 
my part in this discussion to make any pari- 
san use of the Indian policy of the present 


; Administration as against the Indian policies 
j of former times. 


It would be a disgrace to us 
if we did not learn something from the expe- 
rience of past years. I rejoice that the conn- 
try is learning, and I think all parties are see- 
ing that the policy which has recently been 
adopted on the subject of Indian affairs is the 
wisest, and in the long run will be the cheap- 


; est one, 


We have many treaties that willsoon expire; 
and I am glad to see that Congress has come 
to the conclusion that we will make no more 
lt may have been 
a wise course in former times to make treaties 
with great tribes, which pumbered hundreds 
of thousands of warriors; butit would be absurd 
now to make treaties with a tribe of Indians 
inhabiting but a few wigwams. 


wild Indians as another. These Indians are 
now the wards of the nation. I am surprised 
atwhat the gentleman from California hasstated 
asto the present number of the Indians. From 
all I can ascertain, there are probably less than 


I desire to say, | 


I It would be | 
: absurd for the Government of the United States 
i to sit down as one nation and treat with a few | 
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one hundred and fifty thousand Indians now 
existing within theentire range ofthe territories 
of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. Outside of Alaska. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Outside of 
Alaska, being a smaller number than that of 
the population which many of us represent in 
one congressional district. 

But this great and singular legacy of duty 
and of obligation has been handed down to us 
from the past, and we must treat the case as 
Year by year I hope these 
appropriations will decrease. Year by year 
the Indian will pass out of the purview of legis- 
lation and by ana by this kind of appropri- 
ation will be known only among the antiquities 
of our legislative history. And, sir, it is not 
improbable tbat the race of red men for whom 
this legislation is asked will, before many ger- 
erations, be remembered only as a strange, 
weird, dream-like specter, which had once 
passed before the eyes of men, but had de- 
parted forever. However that may be, wise 
statesmanship and Christianity alike demand 
that the present humane policy toward the 
Indiaus be vigorously supported. 1 hope the 
House will support this bill, following the lead 
of the gentleman from Caiifornia, | Mr. Sar- 
GEN’, ] inwhose knowledge of the subject, and 
in whose desire to do what is wise and just, 
we bave every reason to place the fullest con- 
fidence. 

Mr. SHANKS. I wish to say, speaking on 
behalf of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


i that in view of the fact that so many treaties 


have been made with these tribes—treaties 
which have been partly carried out—it hag 
become absolutely necessary that there should 
be some general law under which the affairs 
of these tribes can be conducted, and the 
whole system placed in the hands and under 
the care of the Government, so that we may 
get rid of the multiplicity of difficuliies which 
year after year have surrounded this ques- 
tion. The Committee on Indian Affairs will 
faithfully consider that subject, and try to 
bring before the House some plan, before 
the expiration of this Congress, by which the 
Government may take hold of the question 
and act wisely and justly by the Indians. 

The amendment was withdrawn, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Apaches : 

For this amount, to subsist and properly care for 
the Apache Indians in Arizona and New Mexico, 
who have been or may. be collected on reservations 
in New Mexico and Arizona, $250,000. - 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and. the 
Speaker having resumed the Chair, a message 
was received trom the Senate by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informing the House that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
ae R. No. 1186) in relation to the embassy 
rom Japan. 

The message also informed the House that 
the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. No. 


| 625) making appropriations to supply a defi- 


ciency in the appropriations for salaries and 
contingent expenses of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the current fissal year, and the bill 
(H. R. No. 883) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri river at or near 
St. Joseph, Missouri, severally with amend- 
ments, in which he was directed to ask the 


concurrence of the House. 


The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House: 

A bill (S. No. 892) to set apart a certain tract 


i of land lying nearthe headwaters of Yellow- 


stone river as a publie park; and 
A bill (S. No. 423) for the relief of Julia 
A. Smith, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Commirtee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. I move to 


1872. 
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amend the clause last read by adding thereto 
the following: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall be ex- 

pended only in behaf of those Indians who go and 
yemain upon said reservations and refrain from 
hostility. 
_ That amendment is in the precise language 
of an amendment which I offered to the Indian 
appropriation billlast year, which was adopted 
by the House, and also by the Senate, and 
incorporated in the law. I offer it because we 
have suffered severely on the frontier from 
depredations committed by Indians who have 
been living on reservations and have gone 
directly from their reservations to commit 
depredations and murders, and they have re- 
turned in many cases to the reservations. I 
believe it is proven beyond all question that 
the Indians in Arizona who murdered young 
Mr. Loring, of Bostoa, a promising young 
author, were Indians who had been living 
on a military reservation, and started directly 
from the reservation to attack the stage-coach 
in which he was a passenger. ‘They uot only 
killed him, but nearly all the other passengers 
in the stage, and withina few days after they 
had committed this outrage they returned to 
the military reservation. 

Now, I owe it to my people to say right here 
that the stories set afloat during the past year, 
and which seein to have been believed by many 
people in the United States, that the people 
of Arizoua are opposed to, or have at any time 
been opposed to, a fair and honest effort to get 
the Apache Indians on reservations is simply 
untrue. What my people have objected to is 
the fact that year after year these Indians, more 
or less, have been harbored upon military res- 
ervations, have been allowed to go and come 
at will, and bave constantly committed the 
most, outrageous depredations throughout the 
length and bread:h of the Territory, making 
it, as my honorable friend from California has 
justly said, ‘¢a very hell on earth.” We do 
not object to the reservation system and to 
the extension of the peace policy to that coun- 
try. and lam glad to see such liberal appro- 
priations put in this bill, It seems to me to 
be the best Indian appropriation bill that we 
have had, and the reason why there are more 
items in it and greater expenditures must be 
very clear to gentlemen who reflect on the fact 
that there is here one item alone of $250,000 
to try the experiment of feeding the Apaches 
in Arizona, who have expressed a willingness, 
some of them, although not as many as has 
been stated here, to come upon the reserva- 
tions. Let the reservation system be thor- 
oughly and completely tried. 

I have not the faith that some gentlemen 
here seem to have, that these wild Indians, 
who have been at war for centuries, are at 
once going to move upon reservations and 
consent to submit to the laws of the land and 
become bonest and peaceable Indians. Í be- 
lieve we are yet to have trouble with them, 
and must keepa standing army on the frontier 
to control them. But as the expenditure for 
feeding the Indians will increase, if these ex: 
periments are successful, so will the cost of 
the army decrease for the defense of the fron- 
tier, and we will save in a greater proportion. 
 L believe the peace policy of the President, 
so called, whether his policy or not, is upon 
the whole a good one. I took occasion last 
winter upon the floor of this House to say 
that it was a good policy and was productive 
of good results, that it was giving us agents 
of greater honesty and of better devotion to 
business. But gentlemen must remember, as 
I bave already said, that we have different 
kinds of Indians to deal with. With some of 
these wild tribes on the frontiers of Arizona, 
New Mexico, and Texas a peace policy is 
purely experimental. Let that experiment be 
thoroughly and completely tried, and do not 
let it be tried with gross and constant misrep- 
resentation of the people of the frontier. If 
this peace commission has failed in any one 


| frontiers whose prejudices are all in favor of 


‘mission to print some additional remarks upon 


respect, it has been in sending agents to the 


the Indians and against the white people there, 
It is hard upon men, who have suffered for 
years and years by the loss of their property, 
the destruction of their homes, the murder of 
their wives and children, to have a man come 
there who has never been in an Indian country 
before, and tell them that they have always been 
in the wrong and the Indians have been right. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. SARGENT. I have but few words to 
ay. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. I ask per- 


s 
this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
objection. 

[The remarks will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. I can reply, of course, 
only to the remarks of the gentleman which I 
have heard. I concurred last year in the amend- 
ment he then offered, and I concur this year 
in the amendment he has now offered. ‘'o show || 
that the amendment is notat all hostile to what 
is called the policy of the Government, I 
desire to have read an order of the general 
commanding that district, which directs that 
unless the Indians remain upon the reserva- 
tions and behave themselves, they are to be 
treated as hostile Indians. They must remain 
upon the reservations, and if found wandering 
off from them they will be deemed as hosiile to 
the Government and will be treated as enemies. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
(General Orders, No. 35.) 
HEADQUARTERS DRPARTMENT OF ARIZONA, 
PRESCOTT, December 27, 1871. 

In accordance with the terms of the orders of tho 
division commander, the time within tho limits 
of which all roving bands of Apache Indians are 
required to go upon their reservations is announced 
and fixed as Fobruary 15, 1872, on and after which 
date all Apache Indians found outside of their res- 
ervations will be considered and treated as hostile. 

% = * kg = as Gd & xe * 


Commanding officers of posts will communicate 
the contents of this order without delay, and by 
every available means, to the Indians concerned. 

GEORGE CROOK, 
Lieutenant Colonel Twenty-third Infantry, 
Brevet Major General commanding, 
JOHN G. BOURKE, 
Aid-de-Cump. 

Mr. SARGENT. Unquestionably it is neces- 
sary where there are bands of roaming wild 
Indians, if the bounty of the Government is 
extended toward them on the condition that 
they shall remain peaceable and not molest 
our citizens, that they shall go upon reserva- 
tions and remain upon the territory especially 
assigned to them, and that across the lines of 
that small piece of territory white men shall 
not goto molest them. I think myself that 
the long-suffering people of Arizona—and I 
know they have been long-suffering, and im- 
posed upon by these fierce, hostile Indians 
down there—Í think they are unnecessarily 
sensitive when the agents of the Government, į 
men who I believe are of high character, are 
sent down there to inquire into the existing 
order of things, and to ascertain why, upon the 
average, one murder a day was committed in 
that ‘l'erritory; to ascertain whether there are 
no means of bringing that state of things to a 
close, whether these Indians, Cochise and other 
chiefs with their followers, can be induced 
to go upon reservations and remain there on 
condition that the Government would relieve 
their necessities while they remained there. 
‘They went down there; and the citizens of 
the Territory objected thatit was an idle policy 
to put Indians upon reservations and feed 
them, because when they had heen fed they 
went out of the reservations to depredate, 
leaving behind them only their women, chil- 
dren, and old men. I believe they did not 
give sufficient weight to the idea which it was 
the design of the Government to convey to 
them, that while relief was carried to the 
Indians in one hand, there was in the othera 
aword which would punish, and punish relent- il 


The Chair hears no 


Official: 


lessly, wanton hostility committed afterward 
upon our people. This is the policy which 
we shall endeavor to carry out in Arizona, 
and I know it has the sanction of the gentle- 
man from Arizona himself. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Arizona. Let me 
say a single word in this counection. The 
order which has just been read, and which is 
most acceptable to the people of Arizona, is a 
new thiug. No such order had been proraul- 
gated last year, and therefore it could not 
have been taken into consideration in connec- 
tion with what was said at that time. It was 
not made known at that time to the people by 
the representative of the peace commission 
in that country that such would be the fixed 
policy of the Governmeut. I believe that 
under such a policy strictly carried out on 
both sides—not only on the peace side, but 
on the war side, if necessary—we may have a 
better order of things in that country. But, 
sir, 80 far isit from being the fact that a hearty 
welcome was not given to the representative 
of the Government, that, as I happen to know, 
he was most cordially received, and was of- 
cially invited by the Governor of that Territory 
to confer with him and other cilzens. Bat 
he said his business waa with the Indians, not 
with the whites. He did not pursue such a 
policy as was likely to conciliate the people 
whom it should have been, I think, his highest 
ambition to conciliate. The remarks of the 
gentleman from California, who is as highly 
esteemed among our people as any man can 
be anywhere, will, I think, go far to show 
them it was intended that the policy should 
be properly carried out, whether it was in fact 
or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ariz ma, 
(Mr. McCormick,}] on which debate is ex» 
hausted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I move to amend by 
striking ont the last word of the paragraph last 
read. [ think, sir, there never was a greater 
jumble in any legislation than there is upon 
this Indian matter, if we take the views of the 
different gentlemen who have expressed their 
opinions upon it. Jt seems to be the particu- 
lar vocation, if I may so style it, of the gentle- 
man who has charge of this bill to make out 
that the Administration is wise in its policy in 
regard to the Indians. Yet I was struck with 
the gentleman’s remark, when he told us that 
there was a ‘perfect hell’? in that Indian 
country. Idonot know when that “hell” was 
created. Ido not know whether it is the re- 
sult of the ancient policy in regard to Indian 
affairs, or the resultof the modern policy. In 
the same breath, almost, the gentleman paid a 
high compliment to the different churches, on 
account of the influence which they had ex- 
erted upon Indian affairs. He told us of the 
great work of the different religious denomina- 
tions. Iam not disposed atall to contest that 
question, or to antagonize any of the viows 
which the gentleman expressed in regard to 
the efforts of the several religious denomina- 
tions named by him ; but if they have succeeded 
in doing much good, if they have succeeded 
in making a Christian community anywhere, 
the gentleman has not told us of it. On th 
contrary, they have succeeded, according to 
the gentleman's statement, in making a ** per- 
fect hell’? somewhere. 

Then, again, the gentleman tells us what 
has been done in the way of humanizing, civil: 
izing, and Christianizing these Indians ; and 
he urges upon us a certain policy because of 
what has been done in this regard; yet he 
turns round, and in the next breath tells us of 
the “warlike devils’’in the Indian country. 
Now, sir, if these are the resulte of the policy 
which he advocates—I know he does it in good 
faith and witha Christian spirit, because he has 
referred to these Christian denominations as 


! coworkers with him--I wish to understand 


precisely what his policy haa accomplished. I 
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wish. to know whom it has Christianized and 
civilized, what paradise it has created. The 
gentleman has toldus of a ‘‘ perfect hell’’—an 
idea Lam scarcely able to comprehend; he has 
told us of “ warlike devils.’ Let him tell us 
something about the heaven which his policy 
has created; let him tell us of the Elysium 
his policy has broughtabout down there; let 
him tell us of the men who have been civilized, 
of the men who have been reformed and Chris- 


tianized and while be is telling us of the evil ! 
results, can he charge this “ perfect bell’’-or | 
these ‘warlike devils’? on any other Admin- | 
istration than this?’ I do not wish either to } 


advocate or vote fora bill which has for its 


only result to make this “perfect hell’? or | 


these ‘f warlike devils’? which the gentleman 
hasdescribed. I wish now we could understand 
what he means by this sort of thing. 


men, then goon with it; but if not, let us 
have done with it and subst 
other policy which will produce neither the 
hell nor the devils which he has described. 

{Here the hammer fe!l.] 

Mr. SARGENT. 
cation f am engaged in at present is passing 
the Indian appropriation bill. 
cause the treaties and laws of the United States 
require this bill should pass, in order to faliill 
the obligations which we asa Government have 
entered into with these Indian tribes. Fhe avo- 
cation of the gentleman from Wisconsin upon 


this floor, so far as I have scen, is to carp at! 


the Administration, it makes no differeuce what 
the subject may be before the House, and to 
make attacks on members on this side of the 
House. 
character oftener than any other, then E will 
withdraw the remark. 
gentleman himself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the Jn- 
dians of Arizona, this policy has not been ap- 


plied to all, in the first place, because Congress | 


ias not appropriated the money; and in the 
second place, they are remote, and for other 
like reasons of the same kind which might be 
justanced. The same policy was inangnrated 
as to the Sioux of Dakota, and they have since 
become peaceable Indians, Five years ago 
they ravaged Minnesota, Pive years ago the 
flames of burning dwellings went up through 
Minnesota and along her borders, women were 
outraged and men scalped and left. upou the 
field, and a ery of horror went up from the 
whole coantry over the outrages committed by 
these Indians. To step seenes like those was 
of course a great credit to whoever accom- 
pishe it. Those scenes were put an cnd to 
py the inauguration of the very policy to which 
I have referred, Those Indiaus who before 
were so warlike have became peaceable; they 
are beginniog to adopt, gradually, civilized 


habiliments; they are beginning to cultivate | 


their fields. 

J could take other Indians, if necessary ; but 
I do not wish to occupy the time of the House, 
and show how this Christianizing influence is 
at work upon them, I might instance the Paw- 
nees, I might show, so far as this policy is 


concerned, that it is not exclusively the policy | 


of this Administration, but that heretotore it 
has worked the most beneficial results in refer- 
ence to the Creeks, the Cherokees, the Chick- 
asaws, the Choctaws, and the Seminoles. The 


Seminoles themselves, who made a hell in| 


Florida, are now on reservations in the Indian 


territory, where they are peaceable to a cer- | 


tain extent. And ihe Winnebagos are to-day 
becoming citizens under the humane policy 
of the Government. We-wish to extend this 
policy. While I do not believe there is a 
heaven on earth, while {do not mean to paint 
the Elysian fields, yet I do say we have peace 
throughout the Indian territory exactly for 
the reason that we bave placed these Indian 
tribes upon reservations under. the. humane 
and Christianizing policy uow being followed 


If this | 
policy is humenizing or Christianizing these |) si { the Ho 
i tion of this kind can be reduced to a mere 
: H | 
tute for it some |: 


Mr. Chairman, the avo- i! 


J do that be- | 


Tf he does not engage himself in that | 


Itseemsto me if Ther- | 
sites is represented on this floor, it is by the | 


by this Government. The exception is in 
Arizona among a few Kickapoos, who wander 
backward and forward between oid Mexico 
and Texas, and the Teton-Sioax. The Indian 
department urges that an appropriation should 


to treat them as we treat other Indians, and 
see whether we cannot by these bribes, if you 
f choose to call them such, prevent them from 
‘i murdering our people and committing other 
| outrages upon our frontier settlements. 


result of our peaceful policy toward the Indian. 
I did not speak of it as ove the credit of which 
belonged to this Administration ; bat I think 
i it does. I spoke of itas a policy which Con- 
ess ought to foster, and which gentlemen of 
| liberal minds around me advocate to-day—a 
policy which is advocaied by gentlemen on both 
I doubt whether a ques- 


l gr 


| sides of the House. 


party question. Itis one of humanity, in which 
all sides and all parties are interested. I 
| believe the great problem presented to the 
American people is, whether the Indian shall 
be swept off the face of the continent, or 
` whether the enlightenment of this day, under 
i the benign influence of this great country, shall 
be extended to these Indians, in order that 
they may become civilized and peaceable cit- 
izens. l believe that this isthe probiem before 
us, and that it is higher than party, higher 


of every Kberal-minded man—I will not say 
| of every Christian man—to give his aid and 
countenance to a work like that. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. L withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARFTELDI, of Washington. [renew 
it, [desire to express my surprise at the system 
of logie which obtains in this Hoase after sev- 
enty years of experience in the management 
of Indian matters. No man, it occurs to me, 
who has ever resided any length of time upon 
our borders, can arrive at any other conclusion 


i American people before we can have perma- 
nent peace with the Indian tribes. Sir, to my 


that is concerned here, but it is the aggression 
of asuperior race agalast aninferior; and just 
so long as the American people are pioneers, 
just so long as they are an ciunigrating people, 
just so long as they are trespassing upou the 
homes and the cabins and the lodges and 
the lands of the red man, just so long we shall 
have trouble with them, You may temporize 
here and there for atime. Progress in setile- 
ment may assume a direction southwest or 


have peace with the Indians. 


the inevitable results. 

We have, in our discussion of Indian mat- 
ters here, frequentiy cited the experience of 
other races and other peoples, 
told that the Hudson Bay Company, who have 


war in their territory. And why has thisbeen 
| is so much superior to ours, but it is because 
it does not encourage emigration ; itis because 
all through its wide domains in North Amer- 
ica it excludes emigration. It is not the pur- 
pose of that company to take from the Indian 
his lands, but simply to trade with him, and to 
bring among the Indians the products of civil- 
ization. But let progress of settlement take 
place in the British American provinces as in 
our midst; take off the ban of the Hudson 
Bay Company, which has constantly discour- 
i aged emigration and civilization; take from 
|: them their exclusiveness, and open up that 
| couutry to settlement as wedo ours, and-allow 
| British subjects to run riot over the whole 


than that we must change the character of the | 


judgment it is not this policy or that policy Í 


west or northwest, and wherever the tide of | 
emigration is not flowing, there, sir, you may | 
But jastso long | 
as there is invasion upon the one side and | 
retrocession upon the other, bitterness and i 
animosity, crimination and recrimination are | 


Wehave been | 


i had dealings with the Indian tribes for two | 
centuries, have scarcely ever had an Indian | 


the case? It is not because itscourse of policy | 


| be made to extend the policy to them, so as | 


Mr, Chairman, this has been the beneficial | 


: 


domain of the Indians, and you will see war, 
and marder, and assassination, and all the 
crimes and atrocities of savage life perpetrated 
there as frequently as you see them perpe- 
trated on American soil. 

Weare a progressive people in regard to 
settlement. We are overrunning the entire 
West. Andwherever we make these encroach- 
ments we have the consequent and inevitable 
troubles. It is the experience of mankind 
that wherever the superior race encroachos 
upon the inferior there is trouble, there is war, 
there is suffering, there is bloodshed, with all 
the concomitants of that condition of affairs. 
And, sir, there cau be no policy in Indian 
matters but a temporizing policy unless you 
build a Chinese wall along our frontiers, and 
shut out American settlers from the broad 
plains of the West. You may expend your 
millions; you may buy up an Indian tribe here 
to-day, and another one there to-morrow, and 
you may have to buy the same tribes the day 
following. And why? Because they are like 
all other nations of the world—notwithstand- 
ing that they are savages they feel that the 
soil on which they were reared is their home; 
they feel that where they were born and where 
the bones of their ancestors lie, that is their 
country. And Ihave never yet found an In- 
dian tribe so degraded but it possessed more. 
or Jess of that common element of humanity 


| which we call patriotism. 
than Administrations, and that it is the duty | 


Mr. SARGENT. What is your remedy? 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. My 
remedy is, as I said before, inthe first place to 
temporize as for as possible; but with that 
temporizing I would add too elements, which 
I am sorry to say onr Indian policy has never 
embraced. I would insist, so far asthe Ameri- 
can Government is concerned, in the first 


‘ place, on the enforcement of absolute justice 


to the Indian tribes, and in the second place, 
after Thad established justice, I would enforce 
it against the Indian and the white man alike, 
I teil you, sir, as I said tothe House at the last 
session, there is but one element that will con- 
trol the savage, be he au American Indian, an 
African Hottentot, or au Asiatic Mongolian; 
and that is, first, to be right with him, and 
secondly, make him fear you. Any other plan 
than that will result as it has done for a century 
past, in absolute failure. We may buy, as I 
said, a tribe in the Northwest, and then buy a 
tribe in the Southwest, and keep them at peace 
for two or three months, but the very first 
wave of immigration that dashes upon their 
shores breeds the same trouble, the same difi- 
culty, the same murders and assassinations 
that we have had repeated for two centuries in 
America. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the gentleman tell 
me whether he would stop immigration or first 
extinguish the Indian? 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. No, 
sir; I would do neither; but I would, in the 
first place, be absolutely true to every promise 
the Government makes to the Indians, and, 
in the second place, I would make the Indian 


‘adhere to his part of the contract. 


Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman does not 
say anything practical. My question is whether 
he would stop immigration or sweep the Indians 
out of the way? : 

Mr. GARVIELDE, of Washington. I say 
emphatically, neither; but if you want my 
idea of what our Indian policy should be, I 
would say that we should be just; and then, 
instead of giving us six millions a year to keep 
peace, I would spend that six millions in power 
that would compel peace, and it would not be 
two years, if that policy were adopted by the 
country, before you would have peace upon 
our borders; but we have never, in the first 
place, been just to the Indian, and we have 
never, in the second place, being just, forced 
him to abide by that justice. 

piee the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIBLDE, of Washington. I with- 


draw the amendment. 
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Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I renew 
the amendment. Mr. Chairman, for the first 
time in the history of this Government the 
Administration has adopted toward the Indi- 
ans on our frontiers a humane policy. So 
faras I am able to judge of that policy, it is 
resulting in good, and is proving beneficial 
both to the Indians and to the safety of the 
frontier settlersin our Territories. The policy 
adopted by the Government of the United 
States toward the Indians since its foundation 
has been one which has led to the extermina- 
tion of the Indians. Whole tribes of red men 
have become extinct, and we now for the first 
time have entered upon a policy which I trust 
and hope will be thoroughly tried before it is 
rejected. 

The gentleman who last occupied the floor 
informs us that if we spend the $6,000,000 
now expended to keep peace on the frontier, 
in paying the Army to exterminate these In- 
dians, that wili be the true plan to produce 
peace. Sir, that is the policy that our country 
has pursued for more than fifty years, and 
there has been one continued scene of blood- 
shed on our frontier with the extermination of 
the Indian tribes and with no peace to our 
frontier settlers. We are the aggressors on 
these Indians. They are as susceptible of 
friendship as a white man. They are influ- 
enced by kindness as are white men, and if 
we will adopt the principle of justice and kind- 
ness toward these people I believe that we can 
get along without any more Indian wars in this 
country. At any rate, Lam in favor of try- 
ing this policy which has been inaugurated in 
the country, and giving it a yery thorough 
trial before we reject it and turn again to the 
sword and the final extermination of this un- 
happy race of people who are found in our 
continent. 

Mr. CONNER. Mr. Chairman, in reply- 
ing to the gentleman from Missouri wbo has 
just spoken, I have one word more to say, and 
itis this: all that we expect, and all that we 
ask, is that when these indians are put upon 
reservations, and these large sums of money are 
appropriated for their support there, they shall 
be kept on these reservations; und when they 
leave the reservations and make their period- 
ical incursions upon the frontier settlements, 
disturbing the quiet of those communities, 
killing men, women, and children, stealing 
horses and driving off our droves of cattle, 
that then either the civil or military authority 
may be permitted to follow them on their 
return to their reservation, capture them, and 
take and try them, either by a military com- 
mission or by a jury, whichever you please. 

Mr. LAMPORY. I would ask the gentle- 
man if he would have the Indians do the 
same toward white men who committed dep- 
redations upon them? 

Mr. CONNER. [will answer the question 
by saying that if a man in New York commits 
a murder and flees to Texas the Governor of 
New York makes a requisition upon the Gov- 
arnor of Texas for the return of the fugitive 
from justice, to be dealt with by the courts of 
New York. When an indian commits a dep 
redation and falls back upon the strong arm 
ofthe military at Fort Sill to protect him, we 
want that military authority to turn him over 
to us to be tried before a jury, as we did with 
the two Indian chiefs last summer, who cap- 
tured a wagon train loaded with supplies for 
their reservation, and having killed the wagon- 
ers, afterward attempted to kill General Sher- 
man when he was down there on a visit. 

The general had heard of the capture of 
the wagon train, and feeling satisfied that the 


Indians from the reservation had done it, he | 


seut for some of the leading chiefs to inquire 
into the matter. ‘Che Indians became enraged 
at the presumption of the general, as it was 
not in accordance with the prevailing peace 
policy to which they had been accustomed, 
and Í am informed that one of them drew his 


tomahawk and attempted to kill the general, 
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and would have done so but for an officer who 
shot the Indian down on the spot. The other 
Indians who were implicated in this outrage 
were put in irons and sent to Jack county and 
tried and sentenced to be hung, but I believe 
the Governor has commuted their sentence to 
imprisonment in the penitentiary for life. 

Mr. LAMPORT. Will the gentleman tell 
us if he thinks these Indian tribes should be 
allowed to follow white men who commit dep- 
redations upon them, and take them and deal 
with them according to their rules and customs. 

Mr. CONNER. If a white man goes upon 
a reservation set apart for these Indians, I 
would have him tried by the authorities there, 
be they what they may. The Indians have no 
courts; they have no authorities of their own 
to deal with such matters; you have men there 
representing them. In the first place, white 
men do not go upon the reservations; they are 
notallowed there; they have no business there. 
They do not go there except when they go to 
furnish supplies to the Indians, or to get into 
this little ring that has the handling of these 
$6,000,000 which you expend every year for 
the Indians. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 ask that the reading of 
the bill may be proceeded with. ‘This debate 
is general in its character, and not germane to 
any particular portion of the bill. I ask that 
the reading of the bill maybe proceeded with 
until four o'clock, at which time I propose to 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CONNER. J withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. SHANKS. [I renew it, for the purpose 
of calling the attention of the Committee of 
the Whole to the fact that these wrongs to the 
Indian tribes grow out of the fact that the In- 
ians have no remedy against them. I would 
ask you to put the white people of this country 
in the same condition that these Indians have 
been. Suppose that they for two hundred years 
had been here, without courts, without pro- 
tection, with no power to obtain justice. I 
ask you if the white people of the country 
would not to-day be savage at the end of two 
hundred years, instead of being intelligent and 
civilized? And do you expect that mea who 
were then savages would under this treatment 
become civilized? We are told that the In- 
dians ure not enlightened to-day. Of course 
they are not. It would make savages of you, 
Mr. Chairman, and of the members of this 
committee, to be treated as they have been, 
And you now attempt to withhold from them 
the paltry pittance that keeps their lives in 
them, when you have taken from thein all the 
means by which they and their ancestors have 
been able to make a living here'ofore. 

These people, not being civilized, have de- 
pended for a subsistence upon their haunting- 
grounds, 
taken from them by the white people of this 
country, by the advancing waves of civiliza 
tion. Ido notobject to that, but when that 
is done I would call attention to the fact that 
those people are still human, and should not 
be trampled upon and denounced because they 
are not strong, when you have made them 
weak. Your ancestors, in the days of their 
weakness, bowed down before these Indians 
when they were strong, and asked favors of 
them. To-day you would cut the throats of 
their descendants because you are strong and 
they are weak. I do not speak against the 
attempt to civilize these Indians, but I speak 
against the practices which have been pursued 
by the agents of the Government, who got 
them in the condition they are now in, In 
order that they could plunder them. 

I do not charge that upon the nation, but I 
do charge it upon the management of those 
who have controlled the Indians. The Indians 
have been the victims of a system of plunder. 
Tt has well been said by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Conner] thatthey have no courts ; 
and the reason that they have had no courts is 
that the occupation of those who have preyed 


Those hunting grounds have been | 


upon them would have been. gone long since 
if the Indians had been allowed the protection 
of courts. Bat you have kepi them in a con- 
dition in which they could not prosper, and 
you now denounce them because they have not 
prospered. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TAFFE. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman one question before he takes his seat: 
If an Indian goes into a white man’s stablein 
broad daylight and takes away that white man’s 
horse, while the Government is paying an an- 
nuity to that tribe, 1 would like to know what 
remedy the white man has under the law ? 

Mr. SHANKS. Under the statute of 1802, 
which was remodeled in 1834, the white man 
could make application to the tribe through > 
the Indian agent and get an estimate of the 
amount of damages, and if the tribe refused 
to pay, the papers would be certified to_the 
national Government; and until 1859 the Gov- 
ernment was responsible for the loss in such 
cases. But in 1859 Congress took away that 
responsibility of the national Government; but 
there is still by law the wight of redress against 
the tribe, and the claim is settled here at the 
Interior Department, if application be made 
within three years. 

Mr. TAFFR. I submit, with due respect 
to the gentleman, that ag a matter of law he 
is altogether mistaken. I hold that to-day if 
there are a thousand Indians in a tribe, nine 
hundred and ninety-nine of whom are on 
the “war path,” they can commit depreda- 
tions and still receive their annuity from the 
Government under existing laws ; and no white 
man has any remedy for any of their depreda- 


tions. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. Let me 
say on this point-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
pending. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Suanks] has been speaking while there was 
no amendment pending. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Cox 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling so- 
called treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes, and had come to uo resolution 
thereon. 

ELECTION CONTEST——bOLES VS. EDWARDS. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. I am 
directed by the Committee of Elections to 
present a report in the contested-election case 
of Boles vs. Wdwards, from the third congres- 
sional district of Arkansas. I ask that the 
resolution appended to the report be read, 
and give notice that I shall to-morrow call np 
the case for the action of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thomas Boles is entitled to the 
seat in the Forty-Second Congress from the third 
district of the State of Arkansas, now occupied by 
John Edwards. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a minority report? 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin. There is 
not. 


GOVERNMENT OF THB DISTRICT. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Me. Speaker, I hold 
in my hand a letter of Rev. J. W. Green, an 
old colored minister of the gospel in this Dis- 
trict, asking that certain charges which he 
makes in regard to the management of Dis- 
trict affairs may be inquired into. Iask that 
this paper be referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, for their investigation 
in connection with the inquiry into the admin- 
istration of District affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the paper will be so referred. 

There was no objection. 


E 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. De Lares, has, by letter to the 
Chair, requested indefinite leave of absence. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House the peti- 
tion of Thomas Worthington, asking compen- 
sation for supplies furnished at Camp Denni- 
son during the war. 

Mr. WOOD obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the case of 
Ellen J. Brosman. 


CAMP MOJAVE, ARIZONA TERRITORY. 


TheSPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the relief of 
citizens expelled from their homes at Camp 
Mojave, Arizona Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRER, of 
Georgia, (at three o’clock and fifty-five min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


: PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BEATTY: The petition of William 
Kightlinger, of Union county, Ohio, asking 
a pension from the date of his disability, 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Joicey Elder, 
for arrears of pension. 

Also, the petition of John B. Weaver, late 
collector of the seventh district of North 
Carolina. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of many 
citizens of Indianapolis, asking the passage of 
a bill increasing the pay of letter-carriers. 

By Mr. ELY: Lhe petition of the widow of 
Charles Forstner, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of the Elev- 
enth Ward Savings Bank, of New York, for 
the repeal of the tax on deposits. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of soldiers and sailors, to modify the home- 
stead law. 

By Mr. HAVENS: The petition of Frances 
A. Russell, widow of Tompkins O. Russell, 
for a pension. 

By Mr. MeHENRY : The memorial of citi- 
zens ol Breckinridge county, Kentucky, late 
soldiers in the Army, praying that public 
land allowed them, under the act of July 15, 
1870, be granted then: without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation prescribed 
by said act. 

Also, the memorial of ‘citizens of Grayson 
county, Kentucky, late soldiers, praying the 
passage of House bill No. 452. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of Hon. 
James A. Bell, of Jefferson county, New York, 
praying the passage of a law authorizing the 
ee of Government bonds destroyed by 

re. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of O.S. 
Head and others, asking an appropriation for 
the harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. PACKARD: The petition of many 
Jate soldiers of the volunteer army, of Stark 
county, Indiana, for the equalization of boun- 
ties and for soldiers’ homesteads. 

By Mr. RAINEY. The memorial of rep- 
resentative colored citizens in convention 
assembled at Columbia, South Carolina, in 
October last, praying the passage of the sup 
plemental civil rights bill. 

Also, the petition of T. J. Minton, W. B. 
Nash, S. A. Swails,B. A. Bogeman and others, 
colored citizens of the State of South Carolina, 
praying the passage of the supplemental civil 
rights bill. 

Also, a concurrent resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of South Carolina, praying the 
passage of the supplemental civil rights bill. 

By Mr. ROGERS: The remonstrance of 


workers in iron, and citizens of Saranac, New 
York, against a change of the tariff on such 
articles as are produced in this country, and 
praying the repeal of the duties on tea and 
coffee and other articles of comfort or neces- 
sity that are not produced in the United States. 

Also, two remonstrances of citizens of Black 
Brook, New York, against a change of the 
tariff on such articles as are produced in this 
country, and praying the repeal of the duties on 
tea and coffee and other articles of comfort or 
necessity that are not produced in the United 
States. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Abner 
Kirby and 880 others, citizens residing on the 
Menomonee river, Green bay, Wisconsin, ask- 
ing an appropriation to complete the harbor 
at the mouth of the Menomonee river. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: The petition of 
C. M. Garrison, president of the Board Trade, 
and 42 business firms of the city of Detroit, 
for the passage of the bill introduced by Hon. 
LeonarD MYERS, to increase the salary of 
letter-carriers. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition 
of 254 soldiers of the late war, praying the 
passage of a law giving to all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to 
the heirs of those who are deceased, $8 33} 
per month for the time served, deducting 
all Government bounty heretofore paid ; also, 
that the act approved 15th July, 1870, be so 
amended as to allow soldiers or sailors to enter 
the amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 

The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. STOWELL: A bill to establish a 
post route from Barksdale’s Depot, in Halifax 
county, Virginia, to Spring Garden, via Hall’s 
Cross Roads, in Pittsylvania county, Virginia. 

Also, a bill to establish a post route from 
Wolf Trap to Omego, Halifax county, Virginia. 

By Mr. WHIVELEY: A bill to establish cer- 
tain post routes in the States of Georgia and 
Florida. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 31, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
MAN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of lowa, asking the passage of an 
act granting the right to build a bridge over 
the Mississippi river at Clinton; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented the petition of 
George Frederick Bollier, guardian of the 
minor children of Frederick, Ernst Dietrich, 
of Minnesota, praying that a pension may be 
granted to them; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. POMEROY presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of Kansas, asking that aid be 
granted by the General Government for the 
construction of a ship-canal around the falls 
of Niagara on the American side; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCHURZ presented a petition of citi- 


zens of Missouri, soldiers in the late war, pray- | 


ing the passage of an act equalizing bounties 
and bounty lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present the petition of 
Bernhard Bernstein, of the State of Alabama, 
representing that he was originally a Russian 
subject, and that going to Russia after he had | 
given notice of his intention to become an 


American citizen he received outrages from | 
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Russian officials; that he has complained of 
those outrages to the Department of State, and 
has got no answer to his complaint, and now 
he appeals to Congress, I move the refer- 
ence of the petition, which states the facts, to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is this a petition 
from an American citizen or a Russiancitizen? 

Mr. SUMNER. It is from a Russian by 
birth, but an American citizen; or certainly, if 
he has not completed his naturalization, he 
has taken the first steps. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate hay- 
ing heard the explanation of the Senator, the 

etition will be referred to the Committee on 
Soreign Relations, if no objection be made. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Virginia, asking the immediate passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, asking the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the memorial of 
workers in the Ironton rolling-mill, citizens 
of Ironton, Lawrence county. Ohio, against a 
change of the existing tarif laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successtully produced in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present a similar memorial 
to that presented by the Senator from Ohio, 
from twelve hundred and ninety- one operatives 
in the American iron-works, citizens of Orms- 
by borough, Alleghany county, Pennsylvania. 
Numerous petitions of this character have 
been presented, and I take occasion to say 
of this one that these petitioners are work- 
men who are surrounded by a large number 
of establishments that are sometimes termed 
monopolies. They seem to be well acquainted 
with them, have no fear of them, but desire 
that they shall be continued as contributing 
largely to the prosperity of the country at 
large and of workmen ia particular. I move 
the reference of this memorial to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial from 
miners of bituminous coal, citizens of Centre 
and Clearfield counties, Pennsylvania, against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating 
or abolishing duties on such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CORBETT. I present the petition of 
soldiers of the late war, asking that they be 
given one hundred and sixty acres of public 
lands wherever they may be found, and that 
patents may be issued to them the same as for 
a homestead. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Publie Lands or 
the Committee on Military Affairs, whichever 
is the most appropriate. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Public 
Lands have reported a bill on that subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not exactly in 
accordance with the prayer.of this petition, 
perhaps. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have no objection to 
the reference of this petition to that commit- 
tee, but that is probably the only bill they will 
report on the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Oregon will name the committee to which 
he desires to have the petition referred. 


i cae CORBETT. The Committee on Public 
ands, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
referred. 


Mr. CORBETT presented a memorial of 
J. H. Rinehart, D. J. Woodward, James Hen- 
dershot, and one hundred and fifty others, 
citizens of Union county, Oregon, concurring 
with other citizeus of Oregon in asking aid for 
the construction of the Portland, Dalies, and 
Salt Lake railroad ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Choc- 
taw nation of Indians, remonstrating against 
the establishment of a territorial government | 
over their country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
workmen in the Harrisburg furnace, citizens 
of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any change of the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing duties upon such articles | 
as are successfully produced in this country ; 


which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. i 
Mr. WILSON. 1 present the petition of | 


A. Alpheora Bradley and a large number of ! 
others, citizens of Georgia, who ask Congress | 
not to take off the duty on rice. They repre- 
sent that the rice lands require a great deal 
of ditching and canal work, and the erection 
of flood-gates, and that if the duty is removed 
they will go to ruin. A great deal of labor 
and capital have been expended upon them 
since the war, and a great deal of land recov- 
ered, and they state that the repeal of the duty 
will be very injurious to them. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HILL presented the petition of John 
Jones, Randolph H. Ramsey, and William G. 
Lauterman, praying to be relieved from all | 
obligations as sureties of William E, Quillian, 
postmaster at Milledgeville, Georgia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr, LOGAN presented a resolution adopted 
at a meeting held at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, of 
persons lately soldiers of the United States 
Army, now pensioners on the United States 
pension-roll, praying the enactment of a law 
granting them additional pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of late soldiers 
of the United States Army, praying the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 452, entitled “A bill 
to grant bounty lands to soldiers of the war of | 
1861 and their heirs;'? which was referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands. i 

He also presented a petition of citizens of | 
Kendall county, Hlinois, praying the enact- | 
ment of a special act giving a bounty to Milton 
i. Brown, a soldier of the late war from that 
county, who was sentenced by court-martial 
and deprived of arrears and pay of bounty ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the ollicers 
and members of Post Charles W. Crocker, 
No. 45, of Auburn, New York, of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying that an in- 
crease of pension be granted to Jerusha A. 
Goodrich, widow of Colonel Luther Goodrich ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. l 

Mr. POOL presented the petition of Adol- 
phas T. Graham, praying arrears of pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of Hiram R. 
Rhea, praying to be allowed a pension; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
Stephen Hull, of Poughkeepsie, New York, 
praying an extension of his patent for an im- | 
provement in harvesters; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. I move that Joseph 
Clymer be permitted to withdraw from the 
files ail papers pertaining to his claim. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has there been 
an adverse report? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I really do not know 
whether there hasbeenor not. Ihave simply 
been requested to ask that this order be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the claim? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 


not know. i 


Mr. FLANAGAN. I was simply requested 
to ask for the withdrawal of these papers. | 
do not know who Mr. Clymer is, or anything 
about his claim; but the papers are wanted for 
use in another department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope, then, copies will 
be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the request will be granted, copies 
of the papers being left on file, unless the 
Senator from Texas shall hereafter give some 
reason which will dispense with the necessity 
of leaving copies. | 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- | 
tion and papers of Thomas P. Mitchell, praying į 
compensation for certain cotton seized and appro- | 
priated by the Government in tho year 1565. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. | 
R. No. 501) authorizing the appropriation for | 
the employment of surfmen at alternate life- 
saving stations on the New Jersey coast, for | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, to be 
expended in employing crews at such stations, | 
and for such periods, and at such compen: | 
sation, as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
deem reasonable, not to exceed forty dollars 
per month for each person employed, reported | 
it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a letter of the Secretary of War, 
inclosing a communication from the chief of | 
engineers with regard to the St. Mary’s falls 
canal, reported a bill (S. No. 660) for the en- i 
largement of the St. Mary’s falls canal, in 
the State of Michigan; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill | 
(H. R. No. 1180) to extend the time for filing 
claims for additional bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R., No. 1074) providing for the survey of 
the harbor and river at Washington, District 
of Columbia, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 435) to authorize the President to ac- 
cept the resignation of judges of any court of 
the United States, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 86) relating to 
the resignation of judges of courts of the Uni- 
ted States, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

PRHUANTEPEC KXPEDITION, 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution for 
printing additional copies of the report and | 
accompanying map of the Tehuantepec sur- 
veying expedition, have directed me to report 
it back without amendment, and to ask for its 
present consideration. i 

There being no objectiou, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following concurrent 
resolution: 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- | 
ring,) That there be printed seven thousand addi- 
tional copies of the report and accompanying maps 
of the Tehuantepec surveying expedition, of which 
two thousand copies shall be for the use of the Ben- 
ate, four thousand copies for the use of the House, 


and one thousand copies for the use of the Secretary 
of the Navy. 


Mr. ANTHONY. This is the survey of the 
Tehuantepec isthmus for a canal route. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it to be another big 
quarto volume, costing twenty-five dollars a 
volume? 


Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, no; it is merely a 


report of a survey made hy the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The estimated 
cost of the entire printing, as added up by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, is about five 
thousand dollars. 

The resolation was adopted. 


HWAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to 
whom was referred a concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives to print 
extra copies of Hayden’s preliminary report 
of the United States geological survey, have 
instructed me to report it back withont amend- 
ment, and to recommend its passage. l ask 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider tie following concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ato concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
five hundred copies of Professor Hayden's prelim- 
inary report to the Sceretary of the Interior of the 
United States geological survey for the year 1870; 
three thousand five hundred copies of which shail 
be for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
fiftocn hundred copies for the use of the Senate, and 
five hundred copies for distribution by the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What will that cost ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The estimated 
cost is about four thousand dollars. 

Mr. ANTHONY. These reports, of which 
l have a number, come in all together this 
morning because a majority of the members 
of the Committee on Printing have been absent 
for some time. These are less than the usual 
numbers that have been printed of these docu- 
ments, and less than our western friends have 
always insisted upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
this resolution, but | should like the Senator 
to inform the Senate by what authority the 
enormously expensive book on the fortieth 
parallel was printed and distributed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [donotknow. I have 
looked over the appropriation bill, in which I 
find an appropriation of $10,000 which I think 
may be considered to authorize the War De- 
partment to make that publication, L think 
so because I tried to find authority for it some- 
where, and that was the only place 1 could 
find it. The printing was not ordered by Con- 
gress; it never passed under the supervision 
of the Committee on Printing, and we knew 
nothing about it until we saw the book. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido think the attention 
of the Printing Committee and the attention 
of the country ought to be called to the enorm- 
ous expenditure for the public printing, done, 
as it is now alleged, by the head of a Depart- 
ment withoutany special appropriation, because 
there was a book that could only reach two or 
three hundred persons, and must have cost 
twenty-five dollars a volume. I trust, there- 
fore, that the law will be so altered that here- 
after we shall have some control over the pub- 
lication of such expensive volumes. I have 
no objection to the publication of Professor 
Hayden’s report, or even of that particular 
book in ordinary form, so that the great body 
of the people may have it; but to publish a 
book of that kind, which is ouly useful to be 
shown occasionally for the pictures in it, I 
think is an unealled-for expenditure of the 
public money, unless specially authorized by 
law. 

Mr. COLE. By the legislative and execu- 
tive appropriation bill which has been received 
from the House of Representatives, and which 
is now before the Committee on Appropria- 


| tions, that abuse is likely to be corrected, as 


it contains a provision requiring the different 
Departments to make estimates of the cost of 
the printing required by them, avd submit 
them to Congress in advance, and not leave 
it to the Jatitude of the Departments to print 
so many as they please or such sort of books 
as they may desire, without any estimate in 
advance, 
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Mr. SCOTT. I only wish to say, in reference 
to the particular work to which the Senator 
from Ohio has referred, that if such works are 
to be published at all, they ought to be pub- 
lished in larger numbers than they are author- 
jzed to be published by the Departments, or at 
the discretion of the Department, for since that 
work has appeared I think I have received 
more communications asking for copies of it 
than of any single publication that has been 
published. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave already stated that 
I have no information to give with regard to 
the publication of that book, forit never passed 
under the supervision of our commitice. 
presume the Secretary of War would not have 
printed it unless he had legal authority for 
doing so. I have never seen the book, except 
a copy that was sent to me, which I have not 
examined. I agree that if it is policy for us to 
send out expeditions for explorations, scientific 
or geographical, it is desirable that we should 
place the results before the country, and, as in 
the case of the Tehuantepec and Darien expe- 
ditions, before the world. IJ think it isthe duty 
of the Government to do that. The form of 
publication is a matter to be considered with 
regard to the expense and the value of the 
publication. A 

The change in the mode of printing to which 
the Senator from California has referred is one 
that I endeavored to get through the Senate at 
one time, but failed. [ think it a very import- 
ant one. It is that cach Department shall 
estimate the cost of its printing the same as it 
estimates all other items, and then that the 
printing shall be doneat the Government Print- 
ing Office within the estimates, as in the case 
of other expenditures under specific appropria- 
tions. They will then be under the strict super- 
vision of the heads of the Departments, who 
will be responsible for the use of the money 
that is intrusted to their disbursement. 

Bat, sir, the cost of the public printing (of 
the extravagance and enormous cost of which 
we hear so much) is agreat deal less now, con- 
sidering the amount done, than it ever was 
before. I speak now of the printing ordered 
by the two Houses of Congress. [have not 
examined the figures lately, but the last time 
{I did examine them the cost was less then in 
greenbacks than it was before the war in gold. 
l speak of the printing ordered by the two 
Houses of Congress for distribution. The print- 
ing of the Departments has increased very 
much, and necessarily, because a large amount 
of printing that was formerly done at local 
offices all over the country is now done at the 
Government Oflice; and it is done much better 
for the Government, for although it costs more, 
probably, to print here than anywhere else in 
the country, yet the fact of having all the blanks 
and all the forms precisely alike, so as to be 
identical in every part of the country, leads to 
authenticity and to responsibility and to a great 
saving of clerical hire in the Departments. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

UNITED STATES BIENNIAL REGISTER 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 now report aresolution 
from the House of Representatives for pub- 
lishing additional copies of the Biennial Regis- 
ter, a book which I think is of no use what- 
ever, and we spent half’ a day here once ona 
motion of mine to dispense with it, but the 
Senator from Ohio talked me down. and car- 
ried the Senate with him. That having been 
my experience, I now report back this resolu- 
tion in deference to what | consider to he the 
judgment of the Senate. My owu opinion is 
that the book ought not to be printed at all. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. What is the 
expense? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Tho expense of the addi- 
tional numbers will be $1,050, but L think it 
ought not tobe printed at atl. Eshink itoniy |] 
contains information ihat we have in more 
authentic form in other publications, snd more 


frequently. It gives us information bien- | 


nially, much of which we get annually from 
other sources. 

There being no objection, the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives was considered: 

Resolved. (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed one thousand extra copies of the United 
States Biennial Register for the year 1871. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Ialso report back another 
concurrent resolution from the House, and 
ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
eeeded to consider the following concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives: 


Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That there be 
printed five thousand copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for 1870, of 
which three thousand copies shall be for tho use of 
the House, one thousand for the Senate, and one 
thousand for the land department. 


Mr. POMEROY. Is thatthe usual number? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis not the usual num- 
ber; it is considerably less than the usual 
number. Ihaveforgotten what the usual num- 
ber is, but [ was struck with the smallness of 
the number when the resolution came from the 
House. If the House is satisfied, I am. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office has made a report that 
is attracting attention all over this country and 
in Europe, and I do not think we ought to 
confine the printing to five thousand copies. 
T move to amend the resolution by making the 
whole number ten thousand, and distributing 
it in the same proportion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Kan- 
sas is doubtless better qualified to judge than 
Lam of the value of this work; ìl have not 
looked it over; but I think we had better pass 
this resolution, and if it is found desirable to 
add more, we can do it hereafter. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That is less than the 
usual number. We have published fifteen 
thousand many years. I think ten thousand 
is the least amount we can order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The estimate 
for the five thousand copies, as noted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island in pencil-marks 
on the document, is $2,000. 

Mr. POMEROY. In view of the interest 
in the question of public Jands and the Com- 
missioner’s report, l think ten thousand is a 
small number. 1 insist on the amendment. 

Mr. COLE. 1 think ten thousand is quite 
small enough a number. This is a book of 
very great use in the West, where there are 
public lands, and I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose that the most 
valuable parts of the book are copied into the 
newspapers, and seen in that way. 

Mr. POMEROY. Itis a book that ought 
to be preserved in every man’s library. 

i Mr. ANTHONY. Then he ought to pay 
o 


rit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, to strike out five thousand and insert ten 
thousand copies, making the distribution in 
proportion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that will not be 
done, because, with the exception of the land 
States, the report is not much sought after. 
I will exchange with my friend the land reports 
which I get for agricultural reports. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ishall be glad to give all 
my Congressional Globes and other books 
to the Senator from Ohio for the sake of the 
General Land Office report. The report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
is circulated not only in this country, but in 
Europe, and we have generally had it printed 
in two or three languages. It is a matter of 
immense interest, especially to the new States 
and to those who come to us from foreign coun- 
tries, People are writing to me constantly for 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. They want to know 


the extent of our public lands. Inthat report 
you find all the laws codified in a compact 
form relating to the administration of the pub- 
lic lands, the preémption law, the homestead 
law, and then rules of the Department, instruc- 
tions how to get preémptions and homestead 
claims, and it is of immense value, and it should 
be in the hands of all, not only in the new 
States, but of all the foreigners who come to 
this country who can read the English lan- 
guage or find out what it is. They want this 
report, and it is of as much importance to the 
Senators from the old States if they will pay 
any attention to the immigrants who come to 
their shores. They do not pay much; but if 
they did, they would influence them to go on 
the public lands instead of having them lie 
around the cities of New York and Providence 
and other large towns. I ask for a vote onthe 
amendment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas. 

The question being put, the Vice President 
declared that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am so much pleased 
to get rid of the maps in this report that we 
have a fight about almost every session that I 
shall say no more. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No division is 
demanded. The ayes have it, and the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

MINING REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam also instructed by 
the Committee on Printing to report back the 
following House concurrent resolution, and to 
ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That there bo 
printed of the report of R. W. Raymond on the 
statistics of mines and mining, with accompanying 
engravings, three thousand copies for tho uso of tho 
House, one thousand copies for the uso of the Sen- 
ate, and one thousand copies for the use of tho 
Treasury Department. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and concurred in. 

SUTRO TUNNEL REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
same committee to report another resolution. 
This we report favorably upon in deference to 
the judgment of the Senators from the Pacifie 
States, the mining States. It is the report 
of the commission appointed to examine the 
Sutro tunnel. They bave made a report ac- 
companied by elaborate maps. I do not sup: 
pose the. report is worth anything without the 
maps, and to print the maps will cost $5,000. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution 
reported from the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the mapsaccompanying the report 
of the commissioners on the Sutro tunnel be printed, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The report it- 
self was ordered to be printed when the Chair 
submitted it to the Senate, and the ques- 
tion of printing the maps was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and they now report 
a resolution in favor of printing the maps. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
559) for the relief of California and Nevada 
veteran volunteers, honorably discharged at 
points distant from that of original enlistment}; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 561) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to acquire the possessory rights ofthe occupants 
of certain land adjoining the United States bar- 
racks at Barrancas, in the State of Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(8. No, 662) in relation to settlers on the late 
Sioux Indian reservation in the State of Min- 
nesota; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committeeon Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 568) to establish a national registry of 
shipping and to afford additional protection to 
passengers and seamen, and to prevent excess- 
ive rebates in the duties on merchandise dam- 
aged on ship-board imported into the United 
States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. In introducing this bill 
I wish to state that it is not a bill prepared by 
me, but one which I introduce at request for 
reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 564) providing for the cession by the State 
of Texas of certain territory of that State to 
the United States for Indian reservations and 
other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 

mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
pill (S. No. 665) to extend the time to the 
State of Wisconsin to complete a road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr, THURMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 566) to allow writs of error in certain 
criminal cases; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CORPORATION INCOME TAX. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No, 
362, which has been already partially consid- 
ered, and I hope to have it disposed of this 
morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 862) declara- 

` tory of an act entitled ‘An act to reduce in- 
ternal taxes, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 14, 1870. 

Mr. SCOTT. When this bill was under 
consideration before, some objections were 
made, and considering them all I have pre- 
pared a sabstitute for the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Finance, which 1 think 
will be acceptable to all parties, and avoid all 
further discussion. I send it to the Chair, and 
ask that it be read. 

The VIGE PRESIDENT. Is this in lieu 
of the substitute previously reported by the 
Committee on Finance? 

Mr. SCOT. Yes, sir. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be sub- 
stituted for that substitute ; and the question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment which 
will be read as a substitute for the original 
bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed 
to be inserted in lieu of the original bill after 
the enacting clause, as follows: 

That the truc intent and meaning of the act enti- 
tled “An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 14, 1870, was to exempt 
from the payment of the tax of two and one half 
percent, perannum alidividends ofearnings, income, 
or gains, and undivided profits of any bank, trust 
company, savings institution, Insurance company, 
canal-navigation company, and slack-water navigar 
tion company, declared or made, or which accrued 
or wero esrned and added to any surplus, contin- 


gent, or other fund, during the months of August, | 


September, October, November, and December, in 
the year 1870, in all ¢ where such corporations 
had already paid, or would thereatter pay, upon tie 
dividends of earnings, income, or gains, and undi- 
vided profits of the previous months of that year, 
a tax equal to at least two and one half per cent. 


per annum; and to give effect to such intent, the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenueis hereby author- 
ized and directed to remit or refund, as the case may 
be, the tax assessed and levied or paid upon all such 
dividends of earnings, income, or gains, and undi- 
vided profits, for said last five months of the year 1870, 
to all such corporations as have paid or shall pay a 


j tax upon all the dividends of earnings, income, 
; gains, or undivided profits of the years 1870 and 1871, 


equal to at least two and one half per cent. per 
annum, 

Mr. JOHNSTON. [ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania why railroad companies are not 
included in the amendment now offered? 

Mr. SCOTT. My recollection is that the 
language of this amendment is a copy of the 
section of the law of 1870 which imposed the 


tax. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I have the law before 
me. I will furnish it to the Senator. 

Mr. SCOTT. I see the language of the 
law is: “on the amount of all dividends of 
earnings, income, or gains hereafter declared 
by any bank, trust company, savings institution, 
insurance company, railroad company, canal 
navigation company,” &e. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. “Railroad company” is 
left out in the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. That must be a mistake in 
the printing. Iam very much obliged to the 
Senator from Virginia for calling my atten- 
tion to it. I move to amend by inserting the 
words “railroad company” between the words 
‘insurance company’ and ‘ canal navigation 
company.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That correction 
will be regarded as made, and the question is 
on agreeing to the substitute so modified. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I see that this proposi- 
tion relates only to refunding the tax for the last 
five months of the year 1870. The effect of 
that isto make companies which paid the full 
tax up tothe Ist of August, 1870, pay one 
twelfth of five per cent. more than two and a 
half per cent. for that year. I supposed the 
object of this bill wasto make these companies 
pay only two and one halfper cent. for 1870 ; bat 
as the bill is now proposed, it makes them pay 
one twelfth of five per cent., more than two and 
a half per cent. It is proper to correct it in 
that respect, and make it provide for refunding 
the amount paid during the last six months 
of the year 1870. ‘The effect of that will be 
to require the companies to pay only two and 
a half per cent. for that year; and I now 
propose that amendment. ‘The object will be 
effected by inserting before ‘‘August,’’ in line 
ten, the word “July,” and by striking out 
in line twenty-one the word ‘five’? before 
t months,” and inserting ‘ six.” 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘The inequality referred to by 
the Senator from Virginia was considered not 
only in the Finance Committee, but also, as I 
am informed, in the conference committee 
which drafted the bill of 1870; and while it is 
true that that slight inequality does exist that 
corporations, or rather the stockholders whom 
they represent, are required to pay that one 
twelfth of five per cent. more than individuals, 
yet it is an inequality that cannot be remedied 
without giving rise to a large amount of incon- 
venience. The law was passed on the 14th of 
July, 1870, after six months of that year had 
elapsed, and unless we are to go back and 
refund that money, there is no possible way of 
securing entire equality. Thisamendment now 
reported secures that equality as nearly as it 
can be secured; and while [ would have been 
willing to join the Senator from Virginia, or 
any other Senator, in securing absolute equal- 
ity, thatis entirely impossible under the income 
tax law. This proposition as it stands comes 
as near equality as it can besecured practically. 
I hope, therefore, the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will not be adopted, but that 
the substitute as offered will be adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. While we are on this sub- 
ject and have the bill up, I see no reason why 
it is not just as easy to make the thing exactly 
right as to get it wrong. It is a conceded fact 
that the substitute offered by the Senator 


from Pennsylvania requires certain railroad 
and other companies that paid at the rate of 
five per cent. np to the Ist of Angust, to pay 
one twelfth of five per cent. more than was 
intended by the law originally. The original 
purpose of the law was to make the tax equal 
to an annual tax of two and a half per cent. 
Then the companies ought to have paid at the 
rate of five per cent. up to the Ist of July only. 
Paying at the rate of five per cent, up to the 
Ist of July, they would have paid two and 
a half per cent. for the whole year; but pay- 
ing five per cent. up to the Ist of August, 
the effect was that these companies paid one 
twelfth of five per cent. more than they were 
intended by the law originally to pay. 

While we have the subject under considera- 
tion let us make the bill exactly right. The 
object of the law can be atiained by requiring 
that the tax which these companies paid in 
excess of the two and a half per cent. for the 
year shall be refunded. Surely it is not much 
trouble to do that. The books show all the 
companies that paid, and the amount can be 
easily ascertained, and exact equality will be 
accomplished and the original purpose of the 
law effected, whereas the original purpose of 
the law is not effected by the amendment as 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

In my State I know several companies paid 
the five per cent. tax up to the Ist of August, 
1870. Our corporations are poor, our bond- 
holders are poor, and anything they paid beyond 
what the law demanded, or beyond what they 
ought to pay, I thiuk they ought to have back ; 
and as the subject is now under consideration, 
I think it best while we are legislating on the 
matter to legislate right, and have the thing as 
it ought to be. I trust, therefore, the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. SCOTT. All I desire to say in reply is 
that the adoption of the Senator’s amendment 
will be a repeal pro tanto of the act of the 14th 
of July, 1870, instead of carrying out its inten- 
tion. Ihave seen a number of the represent- 
atives of these corporations who have been 
here since this bill was introduced, and, while 
the inequality is admitted, it is so small that 
none of them object to it. I hope this vexa- 
tious subject will be at once disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, i 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected; there being on a division—ayes 15, 
noes 30. - 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 


| recurs on the amendment proposed as a sub- 


stitute by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘Lhe bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred iu. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePurson, its Clerk,announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 188) to extend the time 
in which certain offenses may be prosecuted ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; and 

A bill CH. R. No. 1881) in relation to wit- 
nesses for respondents in extradition cases. 

The message also announced thatthe Louse 
had passed the bill (S. No. 487) to exempt the 
iron steam ice-boats constructed by the city of 
Philadelphia from the inspection required by 
the act of February 28, 1871, entitled “An act 
to provide for the better security of hfe on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, and for other purposes,” with an 
amendment, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
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House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 248) for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census, 


CRIMINAL PRACTICE. 


Mr. THURMAN. I ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 468, to which I imagine there 
will be no objection. It isa bill to regulate 
criminal practice in the Federal courts, reported 
by the Judiciary Committee. I presume it will 
give rise to no discussion, and will meet with 
no opposition. I move that it be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill(S. No. 468) to regulate crim- 
inal practice in the Federal courts. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the bill with amendments. The amendments 
were in lines five and six to strike out the 
words ‘within the limits of any State, Terri- 
tory, or District,’ and in lines seven, eight, 
and nine to strike out the words ‘no per- 
emptory or final judgment in the cause. shall 
be rendered thereupon, but only a judgment 
of respondeat ouster, and to insert in lieu 
thereof ‘The judgment thereon shall be 
respondeat ouster ; but this act shall not have 
the effect to entitle the defendant to a continu- 
ance of the cause beyond the term at which 
such demurrer shall be overruled ;’’ so that 
the bill will read: 

Be it enacted, £e., That in every case where a 
demurrer is interposed to an indictment, or to any 
count or counts thereof, or to any information in 
any court of the United States, the judgment there- 
upon shall be respondeat ouster; but this act shall 
not have the effect to entitle the defendant to acon- 
tinuanco of the causo beyond the term at which such 
demurrer shall be overruled. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I understand this bill was 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and T should like to make an inquiry of the 
chairman of the committee in regard to it. I 
have no doubt it is all right, but I should be 
very glad to have him explain the reason for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The objeet of the bill 
is simply to prevent a final judgment being 
entered up where a party demurs to an indict- 
ment or some of the counts of the indictment, 
without allowing the case to go to trial. It 
was brought to the notice of the committee 
that there were cases where the court, if a 
demurrer was interposed to an indictment, 
entered up final judgment without giving the 
party an opportunity to plead and go to trial. 

Mr, WRIGHT. Entered up judgment 
against the defendant? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
against the defendant. That is the whole 
object of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments reported by the committee will be re- 
garded as agreed to if there be no objection, 
and the bill is open to further amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will state to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa that the amendments simply 
strike out superfluous words. The effect of 
the bill when amended is precisely the same 
as before, except that some superfluous words 
are stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There can be no objection 
to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the amnesty bill is 
before the Senate, being the bill (H. R. No. 
880) for the removal of political and legal dis- 
abilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourtecnth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and the pending 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Roertsox,] to post- 
pone the present and all other orders for the 
purpose of considering another amnesty bill 


Entered up judgment 


received at a later day from the House of 
Representatives. A division of the motion 
bas been demanded, and the first question 
will be on the postponement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know 
of the Senator. what is the object of taking up 
one bill rather than another. It seems to me 
astrange proceeding, unless he has some secret 
about it that I do not understand. I should 
like to know what advantage can be gained 
by taking up one bill rather than the other, 
because if we take up the last bill that came 
to us it is subject to the same amendments, 
the same delay, and the same debate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON.. I will reply to the 
honorable Senator's question by stating that 
the bills are somewhat different. The last bill 
is somewhat more liberal than the first. That 
is my reason. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Task my friend from 
South Carolina why he does not propose to 
amend this bill, as we have it in hand, to make 
it conform to what he wishes it to be? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The other bill is un- 
amended and it suits my views better than the 
first bill. However, I shall cheerfully acqui- 
esce in the sense of the Senate. I wish to get 
the sense of the Senate upon that matter, as to 
which bill they prefer. 

Mr. CHANDLER addressed the Senate. 
[His speech will be published inthe Appendix. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AxN- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina, to 
postpone the farther consideration of this bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The object of this 
motion is to see which bill the Senate prefer, 
whether they prefer to continue the considera- 
tion of and to pass House bill No. 380, which 
has been under consideration, or the last bill 
which came from the House. I make this 


motion with the understanding that if it is 


carried we shall take up the bill which last 
came from the House. On this question I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays have already been ordered, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Very well. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, before this 
debate closes it seems to me I shall be justi- 
fied in a brief reply to the most extraordinary, 
almost eccentric, argument by my excellent 
friend, the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Mor- 
RLL.] He argued against the constitutionality 
of the pending amendment; you all remember 
with how much ingenuity and earnestness. [ 
shall not follow him in the details of that 
speech. J] shall deal with it somewhat in the 
general, and part of the time [ shall allow 
another to speak for me. y 

But before I come upon that branch of the 
case Í feel that in justice to our colored fellow- 
citizens I ought to see that they have a hear- 
ing on this floor. Senators whom they helped 
elect have shown no zeal for their rights. Sir, 
they have a title to beheard themselves. They 
are able; they can speak for themselves; but 
they are uot here to speak. Therefore they can 
only be heard through their communications. 

J have here one that I have received from a 
member of the Virginia house of delegates. 
It came to my hands yesterday, and is dated 
“Richmond, Jauuary 29, 1872.’ I wish the 
Senate would hear what this member of the Vir- 
ginia house says on the pending amendment: 

HALL or THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES, 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA, January 29, 1872. 


Dear Sır: No doubt you are pressed almost to 
death with petitions, all hoping to aid in the passage 
of your “bil of justice.” 

I wish that I could say to you that I am an honor- 
able member of this body. I cannot—only an ostra- 
eised one. ; 

Icould get thousands of signatures and petitions 
for the support of the supplementary civil rights 
bill bad I the time to go to my constituents. We 
allwant it to pass. We need it. Our success rests 
upon the passage of it. Weunderstand about social 
equality; itis not that we want. Wewant ourcom- 
mon rights. like all men. 

Here in Richmond we are proscribed on all sides. 
A colored Senator and myself were prevented from 
going to look ata deceased Catholic bishop, while 


lying in state, by a policeman, on account of our 
color. We can ride only in certain street cars, 
and they are more or less filled with whites. We 
cannot go ina decent place atthe theater. Wecould 
not go to Theodore Thomas’ concert, because there 
was no separate place in the hall for “‘niggers.”’ 

We, the representatives, sir, of thousands, feel this 
very keenly, and some of us, although in our native 
State, have scen better days in Massachusetts. 

We all. sir, the whole colored population of Vir- 
ginia, make this appeal through you to œ generous 
Senate. and pray for the sake of humanity, justice, 
and all thatis good and great, that equal common 
rights may be bestowed to a grateful and loyal peo- 
ple before disabilities shall have been stricken from 
those who struck at the very heartstrings of the 
Government. 

Yours, very respectfully, &e., 

R.G. L. PAIGE, | 
Member House of Delegates of Virginia. 


Senator SuMNER. 

Can any Senator listen to that appeal and 
not feel that this Virginian begins to answer 
the Senator from Maine? He shows an abuse; 
he testifies to grievance. Sir, that is the begin- 
ning of the argument. My friend seemed 
almost to ignore it. He could not see the 
abuse; he did not recognize tue grievance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
does not mean to do me any injustice, I sup- 
pose, or misrepresent me. 

Mr. SUMNER. Of course not. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I know he is 
not given to that; but certainly he misrepre- 
sents me when he says that 1 did not see the 
grievance and did not recognize the difficulty 
to which he refers. I certainly did see it, and 
I certainly recognize it. The only differenco 
between the Senator and myself, so far as the 
argument is concerned, is one simply of power. 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall come to that. But 
first is the poiut whetber the venator recog- 
nizes the grievance; and here let me tell my 
excellent friend that did he see the grievance 
as this colored citizen sees it, did he feel it as 
this colored citizen feels it. Sir, did he simply 
see it as I see it, he would find power enough 
in the Constitution to apply the remedy. I 
know the generous heart of the Senator, and I 
know that he could not hesitate did he really 
see this great grievance. He does not see it 
in its proportions. He does not see how in 
its real character it is such that it can be dealt 
with only by the national power. I drive that 
home to the Senator. Ít is the beginning 
of the argument in reply to him that the 
grievance is such that it can be dealt with ade- 
quately only by Congress. Any other mode is 
inefficient, inadequate, absurd. I begin, there- 
fore, by placing the Senator in that position, 
Unhappily he does not see the grievance. He 
has no conception of its vastness extending 
everywhere, with ramifications in every State, 
yet requiring one uniform remedy which, from 
the nature of the case, can be supplied only by 
the nation. 

And now I come to the question of power; 
and here I must allow a colored fellow-citizen 
to be heard in reply to the Senator. I havea 
letter from E. A. Fulton, of Arkansas, now 
on a visit at Washington, dated January 30, 
1872, as follows: 

Hon. CHARLES Sumner, United States Senate: 


Dear Siz: I am a colored man, resident of the 
State of Arkansas, y i f 

_I have seen and experienced much of the disabili- 
ties which rest upon my race and people from the 
mere accident of color. Grateful to God and the 
Republicans of this couniry for our emancipation 
and the recognition of our citizenship, I am never- 
theless deeply impressed with the necessity for fur- 
ther legislation in order for the perfection of our 
rights as American citizens. 

This colored citizen is impressed, as the Sen- 
ator is not, with the necessity of further legis- 
lation for the perfection of his rights as an 
American citizen. He goes on: 

Iam also thoroughly persuaded that this needed 
legislation should come from thé national Con- 
gress. 

He begins his reply to my friend: 

„Local or State legislation will necessarily be par- 
tial and vacillating. Besides, our experience is to 
the effect that the local State governments are 
unreliable for the enforcement or execution of laws 
for this purpose. 

In Arkansas, for example, a statute was enacted 
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by the General Assembly of 1868 for the purpose of 
securing the equal rights of colored persons upon 
steamboats, railroads, and public thoroughfares 
generally. The provisions of the statute were 
deemed good, if not entirely sufficient; yet to the 
present time gross indignities continue to be per- 
petrated upon colored travelers, men and women, 
while those charged under oath to see the laws faith- 
fully executed Jook on with seeming heartless in- 
difference, while the law remains a dead letter on 
the statute-book. 

With a care and anxiety which one vitally inter- 
ested alone can feel, I have examined and weighed 
this subject. 

Here, sir, he replies again to my friend. T 
should like the Senator to notice the sentence 
T have just read: 

With a care and anxiety which one vitally inter- 
ested alone can feel— 
which, of course, my friend cannot feel, as he 
has not that vital interest— 

Ihave examined and weighed this subject. 

What does he say? 


Tam fully persuaded that nothing short of national 
legislation and national authority for its enforcement 
will be found sufficient for the maintenance of our 
God-given rights as men and women, citizons of this 
great and free country. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. As my honor- 
able friend emphasizes that particular point, 
will he be kind enough to say whether he 
reads that letter as an authority showing that 
Congress has the power to do what he asks, 
or whether it is siniply an individual opinion 
that some such legislation is necessary? 

Mr. SUMNER. I think my friend must 
know that I do not read this letter as an 
authority as he uses the term. By and by I 
sball come to the authority. 1 read it as the 
opinion of a colored citizen-—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. As to the neces- 
sity of legislation ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Who has felt the grievance 
and teslities that the remedy can only be through 
thenation. ‘There is where he differs from my 
friend. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Ihave not stated 
that. If the Senator chooses to make an issue 
with me, I should like to have him make it on 
thepoint. It is not necessary to read evidence 
to me that the colored people think there ought 
to be legislation by Congress. The question 
between the Senator and myself is precisely 
this: what is your authority ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; I am coming to 
that. This is only the beginning. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. When you come 
to that, and make an issue with me, 1 shall be 
ready to answer. 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall come to that in due 
season and give to the Senator the opportunity 
he desires. I shall speak to the question of 
power. Meanwhile I proceed with the letter: 


I have read with joy your recently presented sup- 
plemental civil rights bill. It meets my hearty 
approval. In the name of God and down-trodden 
humanity I pray you press its enactment to a suc- 
cessful consummation, 

Such a law, firmly enforced, 
plete amnesty-- 

You see the point, Mr. President—‘‘coupled 
with complete amnesty’? — 
for political offenses to those who onco held us in 
bondage, will furnish, as I believe, the only sound 
basis of reconstruction aud reconciliation for the 
South. The colored people are not opposed to am- 
nesty to late rebels when that measure shall be 
coupled with a guarantee of all their rights to them, 
thus securing in fact, as well as in theory, for all 
men, “equality before the law.” 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, yours, 

E. A. FULTON. 

Now, my friend will not understand that I 
exaggerate this letter. I do not adduce it as 
authority, but simply as testimony, showing 
what an intelligent colored fellow-citizen thinks 
with regard to his rights on two important 
points much debated: first as to the necessity 
of remedy through the national Government, 
and, secondly, as to the importance of uniting 
this assurance of equal rights with amnesty, 
go that the two shall go together. 

Before coming to the anthority on which my 
friend seems so anxious, I call attention to 
another communication, from the „president 
of the Georgia Civil Rights Association, which 


coupled with com- 


I think I ought to read to the Senate. It is 
addressed to me officially; and if I donot read 
it the Senate will not bave the benefit of it. 
There is no Senator from Georgia to speak for 
the Civil Rights Association. I shall let them 
speak by their president: 


AUGUSTA, GEORGIA, January 24, 1872. 
Hon. CHARLES SUMNER. 


Drar Sin: I thank you for the Globe and a copy 
of the speech which you kindly sent me. I realize 
more and more, every day. the necessity of such & 
measure of justice as your “supplemental bill.” 
When that becomes a law tho freedom of my race 
will then be complete. 


Leall attention to that point. ‘ The freedom 
of my race will then be complete.” He re- 
gards this law as essential to complete the 
abolition of slavery, and I hope you will not 
forget this judgment, because it will be im- 
portant ata later moment in vindicating the 
constitutional power of Congress. ‘‘ When 
that becomes alaw the freedom of my race will 
then be complete ’’—not before, not till then, 
not till the passage of the supplemental civil 
rights bill. Until then slavery still exists. 
Such, sir, is the statement of one oncea slave, 
and who knows whereof he speaks; nor can it 
be doubted that he is right. He proceeds: 


I cannot conceive how any Senator can hesitate 
in the support of such a, bill whilo zealously advo- 
cating amnesty. Weask not that Congress should 
attempt to legislate upon a subject that in anyway 
changes the social status of the citizen, for tha tis a 
matter that will in tho very nature of things regu- 
late itself according to the taste of individuals; 
but we ask that justice may be done to us and thata 
colored man shall not be made the subject of wrong 
simply because ho is colored. £ 

I aw not opposed to amnesty, but it is strange to 
sco Senators after being elevated to power by col- 
ored votes, cither directly or indirectly, prating 
about tho disabilities imposed upon a few thousand 
men that would displace them to-day had they the 
power, willing to continuo disabilitics, incurred by 
no actof their own, upon millions of fellow-citizens 
and sharers of a common destiny. Many of the 
Senators who are opposing this act of justice to the 
colored race, advocating amnesty, &e., have had no 
companions, especially when seeking their present 
positions, but colored men. The disabilities of their 
friends they would continue and remove thoso of 
their enemies. ‘This is a strange position for men 
occupying tho most exalted station under our Qov- 
ernment to assume, 

Senators may assume to speak for colored men 
and claim that they are notanxious to have the rights 
secured by your bill accorded to them; but you have 
the support of the colored people, and I am satisfied 
that more anxiety is felt for the passage of your bill 
than existed when the reconstruction acts were pend- 
ing before Congress. 

jlow absurd it looks to colored men to bear 
of Senators declaiming about “social equality” a 
myth, when it is known that many of them have 
known nothing but social ostracism for years. Tho 
colored people by virtue of the ballot area powerin 
the South, and no southern Senator isinsane cnough 
to expect the support of those they would amnesty, 
and they certainly cannot reasonably oxpect our sup- 
port when they deny to us justice. 

No more bitter disappointment will ever be felt 
by the colored race than the defeat of your bill. 

We ask it as a matter of right, we demand it of 
those placed in power by our votes as a matter of 
justice, and we appeal to some of those who pro- 
fessed to be our friends when secking office at our 
hands, and not onr enemies, to do for us what they 
would do for their enemies — relieve us of our dis- 
abilities. i , 

No subsequent act of friendship will ever allay 
the bitterness or heal the feeling thatwill be engen- 
dered against southern Senators if they deny to us 
such a law, and now js their opportunity to give to 
the colored race the Magna. Charta of our liberties. 
I sincerely hope and pray that the bill maypass. 

As ever, yours, gratefully, i 

EDWIN BELCHER, 
President Georgia Civil Rights Association. 

This instructive letter is full of wise warn- 
ing, to which we cannot be indifferent. Jt is 
testimony, but it is also an argument. 

The testimony to the necessity of this meas- 
ure comes not only from Georgia, but even 
from Pennsylvania. {have in my hands an 
article by Richard T. Greener, the principal 
of the colored institute at Philadelphia, in 
which he vindicates the pending bill. I shall 
road bat a brief passage, and simply in reply 
to the Senator from Maine, on the question 
of the necessity of congressional action. Mr. 
Greener is no unworthy representative of his 
race. He knows well how to vindicate their 
rights. Here is what he says: 


“Not three weeks ago the committee which 
waited on the President from this city, in behalf 


of Mr. Suxnznr’s bill, were refused accommodations 
at the depot restaurant in Washington, and only 
succeeded in being entertained by insisting upon 
just treatment. It has scarcely been three months 
since the secretary of the American legation at 
Port-au-Prince, Rev. J. Theodoro Holly, with his 
wife and three children, wero refused a state-room 
on the steamer running between New Haven and 
New York city.” 

Then he shows the necessity : 

“Should Minister Bassetthimself, indorsed by the 
Union League, return home and arrive late at night, 
there are probably not two hotels, such as a gentlo- 
manof his station would wish tostop at, where he 
could be accommodated; not a theater or place of 
amusement which he could visit without insult or 
degrading restrictions; not a church, except it be 
a Quaker or Catholic one, where he would not be 
shown into the gallery, or cise be made to feel 
uncomfortable, so outrageousare the current Amer- 
ican ideas of common hospitality and refinement; 
so vindictive is this persecution of a humble class 
of your fellow-citizens; so transparent this heathen- 
saving, stained-glass-window Christianity, which 
makes God and Christ respecters of persons, and 
the religion which the latter preached a sham.” 

This same eloquent colored writer proceeds: 


‘Our former silence, our patient enduranes, has 
been misconstrued, We were hoping that an innate 
sense of justice would do away with this sonscless 
projudice. We have hoped in vain, and now plainly 
sco that nothing but agitation will obtain justice. 

We wero paticnt in former days because we had 
no redress, not because we wero satisfied. To-day 
wo have the ballot, and we intend to use it as we 
used our muskets in the war, to obtain every civil 
right which pertains to any other citizen of this 
country. Nothing less will satisfy us. 

“From the Democratic party, which has consist- 
ently opposed us from emancipation to enfranchise- 
ment, we expect and ask nothing. Fromthe pseudo- 
Republicans, who follow the victorious army for the 
spoils alone, wo would have nothing; but from the 
honorablo Renublicnns, who really believo in tho 
principles of the party, wo demand the passage of 
Senator Sumnen’s bill ag a test of tho sincerity of 
their intentions toward us. 

“Wo have watched closely the debates on this 
measure, and understand, wo think rather clearly, 
both the parliamentary tacties by which it will be 
defeated, if it be defeated, and tho cleventh-hour 
support which somo have given it.” 

Then hevindicates the pending measure and 
asks for a two-thirds vote: 

‘Tho supplementary bill ought to pass by a two- 
thirds vote. If it passes by a simple majority, we 
shall, of courso, bo satisfied, and understand the 
reason why. Jf Ropublican Senators, elected by 
colored votes, rive their influence and votes against 
this measure, itmight be well for them to remember 
that negroes, along with instinct, have ‘terrible 
memories, ” 

And now, sir, after these brief illustrations 
where our colored fellow-citizens have spoken 
for themselves, showing the necessity of legis- 
Jation by the nation, because only through the 
nation can the remedy be applied, I come to 
the precise argument of the Senator. He asks 
for the power. Why, sir, the Constitution 18 
full of power; it is overrunning with power. I 
find it not in one place or in two places or three 
places, but I find it almost everywhere, from 
the preamble to the last line of the last amend- 
ment. I find it in the original text and our 
recent additions, again und again, I find it, 
still further, in that great rule of interpretation 
couquered at Appomattox, which, far beyond 
the surrender of Lee, was of infiniteimportance 
to this Republic. I say a new rule of inter- 
pretation for the Constitution, according to 
which, in every clause and every line and 
every word, it is to be interpreted uniformly 
for human rights. Before the rebellion the 
rule was precisely opposite. ‘The Constitution 
was interpreted always, in every clause and 
line and word, for human slavery. Thank 
God, it is all changed now. There is another 
rule, and the Constitution, from beginning to 
end, speaks always for the rights of mau. That, 
sit, is the new rule. That, sir, is the great vic- 
tory of the war, for in that are consummated all 
the victories of many bloody fields ; not one vic- 
tory or two, but the whole—flaming in those 
principles of Liberty and Equality which are 
now the best part of the Constitution. 

My excellent friend from Maine takes no 
notice of all this. He goes back for his rule 
to those unhappy days before the war. He 
makes that system of interpretation, born ot 
slavery, his guide. With such a guide how 
can he arrive at any conclusion otherwise than 
alien to human rights? He questions every- 
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thing; denieseverything. He finds no power 
for anything unless it be distinctly written in 
positive aad precise words. He cannot read 
between the lines; he cannot apply a generous 
principle which will codrdinate everything 
there in harmony with the Declaration of 
Independence. 

When I allude to the Declaration I know 
well the way with which such au allusion is 
received on this floor. I have lived through a 
period of history, and do not forget that I 
here heard that great title-deed arraigned as 
a ‘‘self-evident lie.” There are Senators 
now who, while hesitating to adopt that vulgar 
extravagance of dissent, are willing to trifle 
with it as a rule of interpretation. Iam not 
frightened, Sir, I insist that the Constitution 
must be interpreted by the Declaration. I 
insist that the Declaration is of equal and 
codrdinate authority with the Constitution 
itself. JI know, sir, the ground on which I 
stand. T need no volume of law, no dog- 
eared book, no cases to sustain me. Every 
lawyer is familiar with the great fundamental 
beginning of the British constitution, Magna 
Charta. But what is Magna Charta? Sim- 
ply certain concessions wrung by barons of 
England from an unwilling monarch ; not 
an act of Parliament, nothing constitutional, 
in our sense of the term; simply a deciaration 
of rights; and such, sir, was the Declaration 
of Independence. And now, sir, lam prepared 
to insist that, whenever you are considering 
the Constitution, so far as it concerns human 
rights, you must bring it always to that great 
touch-stone; the two must go together, and 
the Constitution can never be interpreted in 
any way inconsistent with the Declaration. 
Show me any words in the Constitution appli- 
cable to human rights, and Linvoke at once the 
great truths of the Declaration as the abso- 
lute guide in determining their meaning. Is 
it a question of power? Then must every 
word in the Coustitution be interpreted so that 
Liberty and Equality do not fail. 

My excellent friend from Maine takes no 
notice of this. He goes back to the early days 
when the Declaration was denounced as “a 
selftevident He,’ and the Constitution was 
interpreted always in the interest of slavery. 
Sir, L object to this rule. [ protest against it 
with all my mind and heart and soul. H insist 
that just the opposite must prevail, and L start 
in the argument with this assumption. { shall 
not make a long argument, for the case does 
not require it. I desire to be brief. You 
know the amendment, being article thirteen: 

“Snorron L Neither slavery nor involuntary ser- 
Vitude, except asa punishwent for crime whereof 
the party shall have bees duly convieted, shall exist 
within the United States, or avy place subject to 
their jurisdiction, 

“Sto. 2, Congress shall have power to enforce this 
article by appropriate legislation.” 


Here is an amendment abolishing slavery. 
Doves it abolish slavery half. three quarters, or 
wholly? Here | know no half, no three quar- 
ters; I know nothing but the whole. And f say 
the article abolishes slavery entirely, every- 
where throughout this country. It abolishes it 
rootand brauch. It abolishes itin the general 
and the particular. It abolishes itin length and 
breadth and then in every detail. Am I wrong? 
Avy other interpretation belittles the great 
amendment and allows slavery still to linger 
among us in some of its insufferable preten- 
sions. Sir, I insist upon thorough work. When 
Í voted for that article I meant what it said, 
that slavery should cease absolutely, entirely, 
and completely, But, sir, Congress has already 
giveu its testimony as to the true meaning of 
this article. Shortly after itsadoption, it passed 
what is known as the civil rights law, by which 
the courts of justice throughout this country, 
State as well as national, were opened to col- 
ored persons, and they were authorized not 
ouly to sue and be sued, but also to testify, an 
important right which had been denied. most 
cruelly even in many of the northern States, 


making the intervention of the nation neces- 


sary, precisely as it is necessary now. That 
law was passed by both Houses of Congress, 
vetoed by the President, and passed then bya 
two-thirds vote over the veto of the President ; 
and all done in pursuance of this power. 

“ Congress shall have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation.” 

Remark, if you please, the energy of that 
expression; I have often had occasion to call 
attention to it. Itis a departure from the old 
language of the Constitution. 


“ Tho Congress shall have power to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers.” 


It is stronger, it is more energetic: 
* Congress shall have power to enforce ?-— 
Mark, sir, the vivacity of the word— 
“to enforce this article by appropriate legislation.” 


The whole field of apt legislation is open 
to be employed by Congress in enforcing abo- 
ition. Congress entered upon that field and 
passed the civil rights acts. And who among 
us now, unless it be one of my friends on the 
other side, who questions the ccnstitutionality 
of that act? Does any one? Does any one 
doubt it? Does any one throw any suspicion 
upon it? Would any one have it dropped 
from our statute-book on any ground of doubt 
or hesitation? ` If there is any Senator in this 
category, L know him not. I really should 
like to have him declare himself. I will cheer- 
fully yield the floor to any one who is willing 
to declare his doubts of the constitutionality 
of the civil rights act. [After waiting a mo- 
ment.] Sir, there is no Senator who doubts it. 

Now, how can any Senator, recognizing the 
constitutionality of the civil rights act, doubt 
the supplementary measure introduced by me? 
Each stands on the same bottom. If you doubt 
one, you must doubt the other. Hf you go 
against my amendment, your next move should 
be to repeal the existing civil rights act as 
inconsistent with the Constitution. Why does 
not my excellent friend from Maine bring 
forward his bill? Why does he not invite the 
Senate to commence the work of destruction, 
to tear down that great remedial statute? Why 
is he silent. Why does he hang back, and 
direct all his energies against the supplement- 
ary measure, which depends absolutely upon 
the same constitutional power? If he is in 
earnest against the pending amendment, he 
must show the same earnestness against the 
original act. 

When I assert that Congress has ample 
power over this question | rely upon a well- 
known text often cited in this Chamber, 


often cited in our courts—the judgment of the } 


Supreme Court pronounced by Chief Justice 
Marshalt in the case of McCulloch vs. State 
of Maryland, from which I will read a brief 
paragraph: 


“But tho argument on which most reliance is 
placed is drawn from the peculiar language of this 
clause. Congress is not empowered by it to make 
all laws which may have relation to the powers 
conferred on tho Government, but such only as may 
be ‘necessary and proper’ for carrying them into 
execution. The word ‘necessary’ is considered as 
controlling the whole sentence, and as limiting the 
right to pass laws for the execution of the granted 
powers to such as are indispensable, and without 
which the power would be nugatory, that it excludes 
the choice of means, and leaves to Congress, in each 
case, that only which is most direct and simple.” 


These words show how the case was pre- 
sented to the court. Here is the statement 
of John Marshall: 


“We admit, asall must admit, thatthe powers of 
the Government are limited, and that its limits are 
not to be transcended. But we think the sound 
construction of the Constitution must allowto the 
national Legislature that discretion with respect to 
the means by which the powers it confers are to 
be carried into execution, which will enable that 
body to perform the high duties assigned to it in 
the manner most beneficial to the people. Let 
the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope 
of the Constitution, and all means which are ap- 
propriate, which are plainly adapted to that end, 
which are not prohibited, but consistent with the 
letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitu- 
tional.”—4 Wheaten’s Reports, pages 418, 421. 


In other words, the Supreme Court will 


| not undertake to sitin judgment on the means 


employed by Congress in carrying out a power 
which exists in the Constitution. Now the 
power plainly exists in the Constitution; it is 
to abolish slavery, and itis for Congress in its 
discretion to select the means. Already it 
selected the civil rights law as the first means 
for enforcing the abolition of slavery. I ask 
it to select the supplementary bill now pend- 
ing as other means to enforce that abolition. 
One of the letters that I have read to-day from 
a leading colored citizen of Georgia said: 
t When that becomes a law the freedom of 
my race will then be complete.” Itis not com- 
plete until then, and therefore, in securing that 
freedom, in other words in enforcing the con- 
stitutional amendment, Congress is completely 


| authorized to pass the bill which £ have felt it 


my duty to introduce and which is now moved 
onthe amnesty bill. 

I might proceed with this argument. But 
details would take time, and I think they are 
entirely needless. The case is too strong. It 
needs no farther argument. You have the 
positive grant of power. You have already 
one instance of its execution, and you have 
the solemn decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States declaring that it is in the 
discretion of Congress to select the means by 
which to enforce the powers granted. How, 
sir, can you answer this conclusion? Towcan 
my excellent friend answer it? 

Were 1 not profoundly convinced that the 


| conclusion founded on the thirteenth amend- 


ment was unanswerable, so as to make further 
discussion surplusage, I should take up the 
fourteenth amendment and show how, in the 
first place, we have there the definition of a 
citizen of the United States, and then in the 
second place, an inhibition upon the States, so 
that they cannot make or enforee any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of 
citizens of the United States; nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protec- 
tion of the laws. And here again Congress 
is empowered to enforce these provisions by 
appropriate legislation. Surely, if there were 
any doubt in the thirteenth amendment, as 
there is not, it would be all removed by this 
supplementary amendment. Here is the delin- 
ition of citizenship, and the right to the equal. 
protection of the laws, in other words, citizen- 
ship and equality, both placed under the safe- 
guard of the nation, Whatever will fortify 
these is within the power of Congress, by ex- 
press grant. But if these are interpreted by 
the Declaration of Independence, as I insist, 
the conclusion is still more irresistible. 

But E have not done with my friend. Tam 
going to hand him over to be auswered by one 
of his colored fellow-citizens who has no privi- 
lege on this floor. 1 put George T. Downing 
face to face with my exccllent friend, the Sen- 
ator from Maine. The Senator will find his 
argument in one of the papers of the day. I 
shall only read enough to show that he under- 
stands the question, even constitutionally: 


_“ But I come direetly,”’ says he, “to *misconcep- 
tion’—to thwarting justice. The Senator ’’— 
Referring to the Senator from Maine— 
‘* opposes Senator Sumner’s amendment; he says it 
invokes an implication of some principle or pro- 
vision of the Constitution somewhere, or an impli- 
cation arising from the general fitness of things pos- 
sibly, to enable it to invade the domiciliary rights 


| of the citizens of a State.’ ” 


These were the precise words of the Sen- 
ator; I remember them well; I was astonished 
at them. I could not understand under what 
delusion, hallucination, orstrange ignus fatuus 
the Senator was led into such an idea that in 
this bill there is any suggestion of invading the 
domiciliary rights.of the citizens of the States. 
Why, sir, the Senator has misread the bill. I 
will not say he has not read it. He certainly 
has misread it, and now let our colored fellow- 
citizen answer him: 


“I do not.speak unadvisedly when T declare that 
no such end is desired by a single intelligent colored 
man ; nosuch design can be gleaned from any word 
ever spoken by CHARLES SuMNER; his amendment 
cannot by any reasonable stretch of the imagination 
be open to the implication.” 
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Not a Senator, not a lawyer says that; it is 
only one of our colored fellow-citizens whom 
the Senator from Maine would see shut out of 
the cars, shut out of the hotels, his children 
shut out from schools, and himself shut out 
from churches, while the Senator would do 
nothing because Congress is powerless! Our 
colored fellow-citizen proceeds: 


“The amendment says that all citizeas, whiteand 
black, are entitled to the equal and impartial enjoy- 
ment of any accommodation, advantage, facility or 
privilege furnished by common carriers, by inn- 
keepers, by licensed theaters, by managers of com- 
mon schools supported by general taxation, or 
authorized by law. Does any of the same invade 
the domiciliary rights of a citizen in any State?” 


That is not my language, sir; it is Mr. 
Downing’s language. 


“Could any man, white or black, claim a right of 
entrance into the domicile of the poorest, the hum- 
blest, the weakest citizen of the State of Maine by 
virtue of Mr. SuuNer’s amendment when it shall 
become a law? Certainly not. A man’s private 
domicile is his own castle; no one, with even kingly 

retensions, dare force himself over its threshold. 

ut the public inn, the public or common school, 
the public place of amusement, as well as common 
carriers, asking the special protection of law, cre- 
ated through its action on the plea and for the benefit 
of the public good, have no such exclusive right as 
the citizen may rightfully claim within his home: 
and it seems to me to be invoking the aid of an un- 
holy prejudice in attempting to force the idea that 
Mr, SUMNER desires, or that the colored people, in 
petitioning for civil rights, are designing to break 
into social cireles against the wish of those who 
compose them. 1 spurn the idea; my self-respect 
revolts at it; my self-interest says no; I would lose 
in too many eases by any such leveling process.” 

It is difficult to answer that. The writer 
proceeds : 

“I have tho testimony of Senator Morrie, this 
same Senator, to the fact ‘that equality before the 
law, without distinction of race or color,’ is a con- 
stitutional right, for we have his declaration to that 
effect recorded ; and further setting forth that it is 

the duty of the circuit court of the United States 
to afford a speedy and convenicnt means for the 
arrest and examination of persons charged with 2 
disregard of tho same.” (Sco proceedings of Senate, 
April, 1866.) 

I have not verified this reference; I read it 
as I find it here. The Senator will know 
whether he has heretofore employed such gen- 
erous language in just conformity with the 
Constitution. Assuming now that the Senator 
has used this language, £ think, asa lawyer, 
he will feel that Mr. Downing has the better of 
him. I ask my fried to listen, and perhaps he 
will confess. ‘he writer proceeds : 

“Tf eqnatity before the law be a constitutional 
right, as testified to by Mr. Mortie, and if it be 
the duty of the Federal courts to protect the same, 
as he further afirms, is not all conceded as to the 
right of Congress to act in the ease in question when 
it is shown that the publie inn, the public school, 
the common enrrier are necessary institutions under 
the control of law, where equality without regard 10 
race or color may be enforced? Can there be any 
questionas to the same? I further invoke the letter 
of the Constitution in Behalf of congres sional action 
to protect mo in the rights of an American citizen ; 
for instance’ — 

Again I say, this is not the argument of a 
Senator, nor of a lawyer, but only of one of 
those colored fellow-citizens that my friend 
would throw overboard 
“for instance, that article which says ‘the judicial 
power shall extend to all cases in law and equity 
arising under the Constitution. > Vf equality before 
the law be, as Mr. MORRILL has declared, a constitu- 
tional right, the judicial power of the United States 
reaches the same. Another section says the cit- 
izens of cach State shall be entitled to all the priv- 
» dleges and immunities of citizens in the several 
States.’” 


The writer then proceeds. He is not con- 
tent with one clause of the Constitution: 


‘Another section says ‘no State shall make or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges 
or immunities of citizens of the United States.’ 
‘Another section says ‘the United States shall 
guaranty to every State in the Union a republican 
form of government,’ The section last cited con- 
templates a case where a controlling power shall 
strive to have it otherwise, and the subordinated 
individuals need protection. Congress is loft the 
judge of what constitutes a republican form of gov- 
emment, and consequently of the rights incidental 
thereto.” 

Then again: 

“Another section says ‘the Constitution and the 
laws of the United States, which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, shall be the supreme Jaw of the 
land, Another section says that ' Congress has 
power to make all laws which shall be necessary 


and proper for carrying into execution the powers 
invested by the Constitution in the Government of 
the United States.’ Will it be said that the power 
is not vested in the Government of the United States 
to protect the rights of its citizens, and that itis not 
necessary and proper to do so? 

The Senator admits that tho colored people 

occupy a peculiar relation. They having been out- 
raged, he says, ‘it became necessary to proceed to 
enact that this new relation of this new class of cit- 
jzens should be recognized, and that their rights 
should be protected.’ 
_ “The Senator admits that there is a constitutional 
inhibition against proscribing men because of their 
race or color in the enjoyment of rights snd privi- 
leges, but he denies the existence of aconstitutional 
right on the part of Congress to act in defense of tho 
supreme law when a Stato may disregard the Con- 
stitution in this respect, I read the Constituiion 
otherwise. Iconclude that when tho supreme law 
says of right a thing shall not be, Congress, which 
has that supremo law as its guide and authority, has 
the power to enforce the same. 

“ Recurring again to the social intercourse idea, I 
remark that if there be any power under our Gov- 
ernment that can be invoked to compel an invasion 
into a social circle, that power is the ballot, whieh 
is already inthe colored man’s hand; it will be more 
potent than any enactment which looks simply to 
securing equality before the law in publio matters. 
But this ballotin the white man’s hand, from the 
commencement of the Government until to-day, has 
not enabled him to do it, and I cannot conceive of 
tho wondrous magic, the mighty power, tho irresist- 
ible force in the colored man, which will enablo him 
to effect an achievement which others more favored 
have not dreamed of.” 

That, sir, is the reply of a colored fellow- 
citizen to the speech of my excellent friend. I 
ask Senators to sit in judgment between the 
speech and the reply. [ ask if my excellent 
friend is not completely answered by George T. 
Downing? If Mr. Downing has been able 
to do this, it is because of the inuate strength 
of his own cause and the weakness of that 
espoused by the Senator. Mr. Downing placed 
himself on the texts of the Constitution and 
interpreted them liberally, justly, for the rights 
of his race. ‘Phe Senator from Maine placed 
himself on those same texts, but surrendered to 
that malignant interpretation which prevailed 
before the war and helped precipitate the re 
beltion. ‘The Senator made a Democratic 
argument; he snatched his reasons from those 
old speeches with which in other days we were 
so familiar in this Chamber. 

Now, sir, 1 ask you is not the constitution- 
ality of this measure vindicated? Does any 
one realiy doubt its constitutionality? Can 
avy one show areason against it? Sir, itis as 
constitutional as the Constitution itself You 
may arraign that great charter; you may eall 
itin doubt; you may say that it is imperfect, 
that it is wrong; but I thank God it exists tobe 
our guide and master, 80 that even my excellent 
friend, the able and ingenious Senator, drawing 
inspiration from ante bellum arguments, when 
State Rights were the constant cry, and from 
Democratic speeches in other days, cannot 
overturn it. ‘Phe Constitution still lives, and 
as long as it lives, it must be interpreted by 
the Declaration of Independence to advance 
human rights. 

This is my answer to the Senator on the 
question of power to which he invited atten- 
tion. Ihave spoken frankly, but } hope not 
unkindly; but on this question I must be 
plain and open, But this is not all. 

Sir, there is a new power in our country. 


| I have alluded to a new rale of interpreta- 


tion; I allude now to a new power; it is the 
colored people of the United States counted 
by the million; a new power with votes, and 
they now insist upon their rights. ‘They 
appear before you in innumerable petitions, 
in communications, in letters, all praying for 
their rights. They appeal to you in the name 
of the Constitution which is for them a safe- 
guard; in the name of that great victory over 
the rebellion through which peace was seal ed; 
and they remind you that they mean to follow 
up their appeal at the pailot-box. I have here 
an article in the last New National Era, of 
Washington, a journal edited by colored per- 
sons—l’rederick Douglass is the distinguished 
editor—and known to be devoted to the pres- 
ent Administration. What does it say? 

“ Here, then, is a measure just and necessary, the 


embodiment of the very principles upon which tho 
Government is founded, and which distinguish it 
from monarchical and aristocratic Governments-~a 
measure upon which there should be no division in 
the Republican party in Congress, and of which 
there is no question as to its being of more import- 
ance than amnesty. Without this measure amnesty 
will be a crime merciless to the loyal blacks of the 
South and an cncouragement of treason and traitors. 
We have met colored politicians from the South who 
think that the amnesty proposition is an attempt to 
gain tho good will of the white voters of the South 
at the expense of thecolored voters. Should this feel- 
ing become gencral among tho colored people there 
is danger of a division of the colored vote to such an 
extent as to defeat tho Republican party. Give us the 
just measuro of protection of our civil rights before 
the pardoning of those who deny us our rights and 
who would destroy the nation, and the colored peo- 
ple can feel assured that they aro not to be forced 
into a back seat and that traitors are not to bo 
exalted.” 


Is not that natural? If you, sir, were a 
colored citizen, would you not write so also? 
Would you not insist that you should doubt 
any political party pretending to be your 
friend that failed in this great exigency? I 
know you would. [know that you would take 
your vote in your hand and insist upon using 
it so as to secure your own rights. 

Thig is not the only testimony. Here is 
another letter which eame this morning signed 
by ‘fan enfranchised Republican,” dated at 
Washington, and published in the New York 
Tribune, It is entitled “ President Grant and 
the colored people.” ‘The writer avows him- 
self in favor of the renomination of General 
Grant, and then says: 


“Among the colored people of the South the im- 
pression prevails that he has discriminated against 
them in the distribution of patronage, and thatit has 
not been strictly on the ground of merit, ‘Lhe feol- 
ing has prevailed that they and their friends were cul- 
pably lert to fate and the merciless sympathy of the 
murdering Ku Klux organizations very much longer 
than they would have been had thoy all been white.” 


He then proceeds: 


“The President's unfortunate reply to the colored 
delegation which lately waited on him will not tend 
to allay that feeling. He found time to examine tho 
Constitution and the Laws in the interest of rebels 3 
he admits that he has not done so in the interest o 
the loyal colored citizen; he has donbts as to the 
right to fully protect bhin by action of Congress in 
his civil rights; in the right to be entertained like 
any other traveler in a public inn, Ie would leave 
the poor colored man with vo prestige, with buta 
limited influence to contend against fearful odds, 
wealthy corporations, long-exisiing prejudice; with- 
out the just sympathy and assistance proposed, for 
instance, in Mr. Sumner's supplementary civil 
rights bill. 

“If the President hopes to 


have the vote of the 


colored people, who desire to give itto bim, and the 
influence and vote of a powerful, controlling, aggres- 
sive 


Zndieat clement, that is unyielding for tho 
t,he must wot, like, Webster aud Seward, lose 
: »pportunity by heeding the voice of a conserv- 
ative halting spirit.” 

He next calls attention to an important 
politieal fact: 

“The late convention, of the colored people of the 
South with wise diserction refused to comipit itself 
to a pres candidate, Afa Republican Con- 
gress were unnesty bill, and refuse to 
pass the supp ry civil rigais bill, the party 
could not caleu nthe colored vote; for in, that 
ase there will unquestionably be a new political 
combination more acceptable to the colored man 
than the Republican party.” 

And he concludes: 


“Ihave read this paper to a number of influen- 
tial colored persons, and the unanimous remark bas 
been that the time has come for an outspoken ex- 
pression.” 

Now, sir, in these instances you see a slight 
portraiture of a new power in the land, a polit- 
ical power which may turn the balance at any 
election, at a presidential election even, at a 
State election, Take for instance Pennsylva- 
nia. There are colored voters in that State 
far more than enough to turn ihe scale one 
way or the other as they inchoe; and those 
voters, by solemn petition, now appeal to you 
for their rights. The Senator from Maine 
rises in his place and gravely telis them that 
they are all mistaken, that Congress has no 
power to give them a remedy, and he deals 
out for their comfort an ancient Democratic 
speech! 

Sir, E trust that Congress will ind that it 
has the power. One thing Í know ; if it has 
the power to amnesty rebels it has the power 
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to do justice to colored fellow-citizens. The 
latter is much clearer than the former. I do 
not question the former ; but I say to my excel- 
lent friend from Maine that the power to 
remove the disabilities of our colored fellow- 
sitizens is, if possible, stronger, clearer, and 
more transcendant than the other. Unques- 


tionably it is a power of higher necessity and’ 


dignity. The power to do justice leaps forth 
from every clause of the Constitution ; it stands 
on every word of its text; it is the inspiration 
of the whole charter. . 

Mr. President, I did not intend to say so 
much. I rose to-day merely to enable the 
absent to speak, that colored fellow-citizens, 
whose own Senators, as they thought, had 
failed them, might be heard through their 
written word. I did not intend to add any- 
thing of my own, but the subject is to me of 
such incalculable interest, and its right settle- 
ment is so essential to the peace of this coun- 
try, to its good name, to that reconciliation 
which we are all seeking, that I could not 
resist the temptation of making this further 


appeal. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, while assum- 
ing to reply to a speech which I had the honor 
to address to the Senate the other day upon 
the constitutional power of Congress to enact 
into a law an amendment offered by that Sen- 
ator to the pending bill, has in the closing part 
of bis speech assumed a tone and indulged in 
assumptions which if I were at all sensitive I 
should say were extremely offensive. When 
that Senator finds no better argument for his 
proposition and no better means at hand to 
answer an argument, as I thought candidly, 
I am certain sincerely, addressed to the judg- 
ment and sense of this Senate upon the exer- 
cise of their powers under the Constitution, 
than to tell the Senate that I have made it up 
out of ante-bellum Democratic speeches, he 
will hardly expect that I will admit that he 
bas answered my argument, however | may 
fail to excuse him for the employment of 
such language in the Senate as applicable to 
myself. 

Now, Mr. President, I must say that the 
course of the honorable Senator upon this bill 
of his has been exceptional from the beginning. 
This bill is not to be carried, so fur as that 
Senator is concerned, on argument. From 
the beginning he has not addressed argument 
to the sense and judgment of the Senate, nor 
does he do it to-day. He brought in a bill on 
this subject which he had referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. He knows that 
that committee were unanimously opposed 
to his biil, and upon the very ground which I 
havo endeavored to present to the Senate, on 
the ground that there was no authority in the 
Constitution to pass it. That has no effect at 
all upon the Senator. He does not defer to 
the judgment of that committee, although it is 
the legal organ of the Senate, nor does it make 
the slightest impression upon his judgment, 
certainly none upon his purposes. How does 
he answerthat? Ona former occasion he read 
for a whole day, during an entire session of 
the Senate, letters from all parts of the coun- 
try from colored people to show—what? To 
enlighten us upon our dutics here? No, sir; 
to make an impression upon certain Senators 
in certain parts of this country who have a 
colored constituency ; to apply the lash to Sen- 
ators here; instead of convincing their judg- 
ment, to menace them with a new power that 
the honorable Senator tells yon in closing has 
sprung up in the country. That is the prop- 
osition. No longer, Mr. President, is the 
Senate of the United States to be appealed to 
on its judgment and its legal sense when a 
great constitutional question is before us, but 
we are to be told by the honorable Senator 
that a new power has sprang up inthis country 
by which bills are to be forced through the 
Senate. Is not that so? 

Rising here to-day, as he said, to answer my 


argument, how has he answered it? He has 
had the grace to bring an argument here from 
a Mr. Downing, a colored citizen, a reputa- 
ble gentleman, no doubt ; I have not the pleas- 
ure of his acquaintance; but it is none the 
less of an argument that it comes from a 
colored citizen; but is it an argument at all? 
Will that Senator say that that is an argu- 
ment? When Mr. Downing quotes from the 
Constitution of the United States that it is a 
duty of the Government of the United States 
to guaranty a republican form of government 
to the States, will that Senator say that that 
justifies his bill? Why does he not say it if 
he means it? I challenged the Senator when 
he began to put his finger on that part of the 
Constitution which justified this; and he brings 
in Mr. Downing to say that it comes from that 
clause in the Constitution which requires the 
Government of the United States to guar- 
anty republican institutions! Isthere a lawyer 
in the land who believes that any such power 
can be drawn from that provision of the Con- 
stitution? Does the Senator himself believe 
it? He certainly has not said it; and I have 
no reason at all, therefore, to believe that he 
thinks so; but he brings in Mr. Downing to 
say s0, and with an air of triumph calls upon 
me to answer, and calls upon the country to see 
how I am overthrown by Mr. Downing, ‘a 
colored fellow-citizen !” 

Now let us attend a moment to the honor- 
able Senator’s argument, for he did state one 
or two positions himself. He began by saying 
that the Constitution was full of power, run- 
ning over with power. Well, what is his first 
proposition? Why, that the Declaration of 
Independence is necessarily in the Constitu- 
tion, and he insisted that the Constitution of 
the United States should be interpreted by the 
Declaration of Independence. Does the Sen- 
ator mean that? 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then í have 
pretty much done arguing with the Senator. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. [think you have. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That the Decla- 
ration of Independence is an influence, as I 
said the other day, nobody questions; bat that 
it is a power in the Constitution, and ought to 
be treated as a provision in the Constitution 
and as a substantive power, I did not suppose 
there was a boy anywhere in the land, who had 
ever seen or heard of a law book, that could 
believe it. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend will remember 
that I did not say the Declaration of Inde 
pendence was a substantive power. I said the 
Constitution of the United States in all its 
powers must be interpreted by the Declaration. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
said that the Declaration was as much an 
authority as the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; that I do say, 
certainly, and a little more. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
what? That is the question. 
ity by which the Senate of the United States 
can legislate? That is the question. Is it a 
substantive power? If it is not, whatever you 
may think of it, it is no justification at all for 
this bill. 

Now what is the next proposition of the 
honorable Senator? Finding the Constitution 
full of power, he begins with the Declaration 
of Independence, outside of it of course, and 
what is the next? The next proposition is 
that we have got a new interpretation of the 
Constitution. At the surrender, he says, at 
the overthrow of the rebellion, there came a 
new interpretationofthe Constitution. Where? 
Whereby? How? He does not tellus; but 
he assumes that to be so, and in language lofty 
and sufficiently authoritative, one would think, 
the honorable Senator declares that, as a fact, 
we have a new interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion. New, indeed, so far as the introduction 


Authority for 


Is it an anthor-: 


of new provisions into the Constitution iscon- 
cerned; but I deny that in any other sense 
whatever there is a new interpretation to be 
put upon the Constitution. Itis no such thing, 
Nor does the honorable Senator give you the 
slightest light on that subject why it is; he 
simply contents himself with asserting that it 
is so; and therefore being a new interpretation 
of the Constitution, you can do precisely what 
you please. In other words, there is.no limit- 
ation upon your power. 

So much for the next proposition of the hon- 
orable Senator ; but he went still further, and 
what is his third proposition? The third 
proposition is that he finds ample authority 
under the thirteenth amendment. If he does, 
he finds what no one else ever found before ; 
and the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
is utterly mistaken if he supposes that the civil 
rights bill was drawn from the thirteenth amend- 
ment atall. I said the other day, and I need 
not repeat it now, that I did not question the 
constitutionality of the civil rights bill; but it 
would have been constitutional before the thir- 
teenth amendment; it was not drawn under 
that amendment, nor does it look to that at all 
as its source of authority. It looks to that 
other provision of the Constitution in the 
fourth article, which provides for the equal 
privileges and immunities of the citizens in the 
several States. That is where its authority is 
found. 

Mr. President, this ig all the reply that the 
Senator has deigned to make to my argument 
of the other day. These are all the author- 
ities, these are all the provisions of the Con- 
stitution to which he refers, although he tells 
you it is full and ample to justify the passage 
of this bill; but he contents himself with read- 
ing from Mr. Downing and other gentlemen 
whose names I do not now recollect. Now, I 
desire to call attention to a document which 
the honorable Senator has seen fit to intro- 
duce into this debate as illustrating a little the 
temper and the spirit with which my honor- 
able friend from Massachusetts conducts this 
debate. I adverted to it in the beginning. 
He reads from a letter, I think, addressed to 
himself—— 

Mr. SUMNER. No, it is not. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It may not be. 
I see it is not. It is entitled “Senator Sum- 
NER’S bill.” Itis addressed “tothe editor of 
the Press,” and is dated at Philadelphia, Jan- 
uary 27, 1872, signed “R. T. G.” Of course 
I have no means of knowing who R. T. G. is. 

Mr. SUMNER. [ mentionedthe name. He 
is the principal of the colored institute, a young 
colored gentleman, a graduate of Harvard Uni- 
versity, an excellent scholar, and as the Sen- 
ator will see a very excellent writer. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Iam at a loss 
to know whether this is introduced as an argu- 
ment upon the bill, or whether it is introduced 
to show the necessity for the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. IsaidI introduced that to 
show the necessity for the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Very well. The 
Senator had a right to read this in his remarks. 
Lf it were addressed to the Senate as a peti- 
tion it would not be received. Itis not respect- 
ful in its langnage. It makes allusions to the 
Senate of the United States which are offensive, 
which are a menace. It puts the colored peo- 
ple of this country in hostile array against the 
Senaie of the United States. It says, sub- 
stantially, “If you do not pass Senator SUM- 
ner’s bill we will mark every one of you.” 
Let us see what it says: 

“We were hoping that an innate sense of justice 
would do away with this senseless prejudice. We 
have hoped in vain, and now plainly see that noth- 
ing but agitation will obtain justice. 

“ We were patient in former days-because we had 
no redress, not because we were satisfied. To-day 
we have the ballot, and we intend to use it as we 
used our muskets in the war, to obtain every civil 
right which pertains to avy other citizen of this 
country.” * d z = H * 

“We have watched closely the debates on this 


measure, and understand, we think, rather clearly, 
both the parliamentary tactics by which it will be 
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defeated, if it be defeated, and the eleventh-hour 
support which some have given it.” K z 


“From the pseudo-Republicans, who follow the 
victorious army for the spoils alone, we would have 
nothing : but from the honorable Republicans, who 
really believe in the principles of the party, we 
demand the passage of Senator Sumner’s bill as a 
test of the sincerity of their intentions toward us.” 

Now, Mr. President, just consider: we are 
here endeavoring to do what we think is just 
and fair to all the citizens of this country. All 
of us, I am certain, are disposed to go Just as 
far as our constitutional limits will permit us 
in the direction the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts proposes ; and yet we are to be 
told, and we are to be told through the lips of 
the bonorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
that if we do not take his bill, about which 
these people can know nothing in the legal 
sense, if we do not take a bill which the legal 
organ of this body tells us we cannot take with- 
out a violation of the Constitution, then what ? 
Then we are to be marked. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Inadvertently, ofcourse 
unintentionally, the Senator misstates the con- 
dition of the Judiciary Committee, so far as its 
action is concerned toward this bill. This bill, 
that is, the present bill, as I understand, has 
never been before the committee. A bill sim- 
ilar to this, and possibly in the same phrase- 
ology, at a former session was before the com- 
mittee, when differently constituted than it is 


now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a different bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I thovght so; but I 
was not certain. This bill I understand never 
to have heen before that committee. 

Mr. SUMNER. It never has been. ` 

Mr. CARPENTER. Therefore the commit- 
tee has never had occasion to take any action 
on this bill and have consultation upon it, and 
never has reported against it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I began by say- 
ing that the supplementary bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts was sent to the committee, 
and that it was reported against by the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and it being in that condi- 
tion when this amnesty bill came up, the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts moved it as 
an amendment to this bill, It has undergone 
some changes on the suggestion of my honor- 
able friend from New Jersey, since it was first 
offered, I am aware. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my honorable friend 
will pardon me for a moment, I will remind 
him that he added to his statement that the 
Judiciary Committee reported adversely upon 
the ground that there was no warrant in the 
Constitution for such abill. There lam quite 
sure he has been misinformed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That was my 
information. I do not know how the fact is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend will pardon 
me, as I believe I have been a member of the 
Judiciary Committee every time that this bill 
under this name hasbeen before it. Iwill say 
that we reported against the bill under this name 
every time hitherto—there are wide differences 
in a constitutional viow perhaps between it now 
and in its former shape—chiefly on the ground 
that the civil rights bill was adequate to ac- 
complish the protection which the citizen was 
entitled to, and that this was unnecessary 
legislation. We never reported against the 
bill upon the ground that its chief and leading 
features were unconstitutional. 
thought it necessary, in order to enforce these 
rights, to report in favor of such a bill, doubt- 
less we should have made some changes such 
ashave beenalready made. That is the ground 
upon which the committee has acted. Now, 
if my friend will pardon me, history has 
proved, experience hus proved, that the civil 
rights bill as it now stands is notadequate to 
accomplish the end of equality and security 
which the Constitution commands shall be 
observed, That is where we stand. 


If we had | 


Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from 
Maine allow me a word? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I donotqnite understand 
these expressions of opinion which have been 
given in regard to the bill which was before 
the Judiciary Committee. The committee re- 
ported adversely upon that bill. It made no 
written report, and stated no reason for its 
adverse report according to my recollection. 
I think I am quite right in that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. I donot know, then, that 
this Senate can take any cognizance of what 
were the opinions of the individual members 
of that committee. They did not see fit to lay 
their individual opinions before the Senate as 
reasons for rejecting that bill. I suppose the 
truth to be, in respect to it, that some mem- 
bers of the committee voted against it for one 
reason and others voted against it for another 
reason. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the real truth 
about it. I was taken to task once, and by 
my friend from Vermont, I think, foralluding 
to the opinions of the Judiciary Committee 
upon another question. I do not object, how- 
ever, to anything he has said; but, as every 
one seems to be making a clean breast of it, 
I must say that for my part, as a member 
of that committee, I voted against that bill, 
because I believed it to be unconstitutional. 
That was the main motive, not the only one, 
but the main motive that I had; and I think 
it will trouble anybody to show any material 
difference between that bill and this, so far as 
the constitutional question is concerned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Maine 
will pardon me a moment, I will say that 
nobody would doubt what is the attitude of 
my friend from Ohio upon the constitution- 
ality of this provision. Nobody can doubt 
what his attitude would have been on the 
civil rights bill had he been here. Perhaps 
nobody doubts what his attitude is as to the 
constitutionality of the fourteenth amendment 
itself. I have heard it stoutly maintained by 
gentlemen of the same political persuasion 
as my friend from Ohio that the fourteenth 
amendment itself is unconstitutional, in the 
sense that it has not been lawfully adopted. 
Very well; all that I rose to say was that no 
weight ought to be made against the merit 
of this amendment on the ground that the 
Judiciary Committee had reported against it, 
for the reasons that I stated. Wherever its 
opinion is sought to be brought into a state 
of opposition to this amendment, upon the 
ground that it is not constitutional, then I 
submit that it is right and fair that it should 
be known that it was not on that ground, so 
far as I have a right to say, that we acted. 
That is all. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Well, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I daresay I was not well enough informed 
on the subject to venture to say so much as I 
did say as to what had been the conclusions 
of the Committee on the Judiciary; but prob- 
ably I am justified in saying what tae record 
shows, that the bill went to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for its consideration, and that it reported 
against it once, twice, and perhaps oftener, 
and that ought to suffice my purpose, and was 
probably as far as I was authorized to go. Sen- 
ators must draw their own inferences as to the 
reason. 

Mr. WILSON. DoestheSenator from Maine 
desire to address the Senate further? If so, I 
propose to move an adjournment. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Only a minute 
longer. I should have contented myself 
entirely to remain under the castigation which 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Sumser] seemed to feel that itwas neces- 


| sary to give me for venturing to speak against 
i his bill, if I had not felt that the language to 


which I bave adverted, ascribing to me cer- 
tain sources for my speech, was offensive. 


Mr. CARPENTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the Senator with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. WILSON. 
to-night. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I ask for 
the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 81, nays 25: as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Brownlow, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Qsborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, 
Sumner, Wilson, Windom and Wright—31, 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Davis of Kentueky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Hitchcock, Howe, Pratt, 
Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, and Tipton—17. 


So the motion was agreed to, and (at ten 


minutes past four o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


We cannot come to a vote 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 81, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Borner, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. f 
EDGARTOWN IARBOR. 


Mr. BUFFINTON, by unanimous consent, 
presented the memorial of the harbor commis- 
sioners of the State of Massachusetts, con- 
cerning Edgartown harbor, in said State; the 
opinion of the United States advisory council; 
the report to Professor Benjamin Peirce, 
Superintendent United States Coast Survey, 
by Henry Mitchell, ehief of physical hydrog- 
raphy, United States Coast Survey; the letter 
of Josiah Quincy, chairman of harbor com- 
mission, State of Massachusetts ; the report of 
Henry L. Whitney, and the memorial of citi- 
zens of Edgartown, in relation to the same 
subject; all of which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

l ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
for the regular order of business. 

‘The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at fourteen minutes past twelve o'clock, 
and the House resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 891) to further regulate 
the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court, and to prevent delays therein, which 
was reported yesterday from the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Merrick. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
yield to my colleague on the committee to 
report a bill for the purpose of having it 
recommitted and printed. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 382) amend- 
ing an act to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States, ap- 
proved March 2, 1867, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted. 


AMENDING COURT PRACTICES. 


Mr. AMBLER, from the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 632) amend- 
ing the practice of the courts in certain cases, 
with amendments; and the bill, as amended, 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 
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APPELLATE JURISDICTION SUPREME COURT. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the 
* consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 891) to fuar- 
ther regulate the appellate jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court, and to prevent delays therein, 
reported yesterday from the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws; and the pending ques- 
tion now is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Merricg,] which 
the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That appeals and writs of error from tho 
supreme court of the District of Columbia to, the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall remain as 
now provided by law in all cases where the matter 
in dispute shall exceed the sum of $2,000. 

I offer 


` Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
the following amendment to the first section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And provided the right of appeal and to prose- 
cute writs of error shall remain as it isnow regulated 
by law in all cases in which the amount in contro- 
versy exceeds $2,000, which have been decided by the 
district judge presiding alone in the circuit court 
and exercising the powers of circuit judge. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 
yield to my colleague on the committee from 
Vermont, (Mr. POLAND. } - 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

But no writ of error or appeal shall bo allowed 
from any judgment or decree hereafter made by the 


supreme court of cither of the Territories of tho 
United States, or of the District of Columbia, unless 
tho mattor in dispute, exclusive of costs, shall exceed 
the value of $5,000. 


Mr. POLAND, I desire to say a word in 
reference to the substitute I have offered for 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 


land, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the gen- 
tleman to suspend a momentin order that the 
gentleman from Maryland may indicate where 
he desires his amendment to be attached. 

Mr. MERRICK. I desire it to be attached 
to the first section of the Dill. 

Mr. POLAND. In the bill which the com- 
mittee reported, we propose to put cases in 
the Territories on the same footing precisely 
as the courts in the several States; that in 
order to allow a writ of error, or an appeal 
irom the decision of the highest court of the 
Territory, it shall only be in consequence of 
the nature of the question involved, entirely 
irrespective of amounts; and [I do not see, Mr. 
Speaker, why, upon principle, this portion of 
the bill should not be adopted. The judicial 
system in the Territories, and in this District, 
is precisely the same as we have in the State of 
Vormont, in the Staie of New Hampshire, and 
in the various other States, where one of the 
judges presides at the jury term for the trial 
of all cases; and questions of law, which are 
reserved upon thetrial, are carried up and are 
decided by the full beuch. The system is pre- 
cisely the same, 1 say, in the Territories and in 
this District as it isin Vermontand New Hamp- 
shire and many of the smaller States, where a 
large force of circuit judges is not required. 
And therefore no reason can be urged, which I 
can see, why there should be any distinction or 
difference between cases decided by the highest 
court in a Territory and those decided by the 
highest conrt ina State, except ib be in the 
character of the judges; and from what I know 
of the appointment of judges in this District 
and in the Territories, L believe their judges 
will compare favorably enough with judges 
in the State courts. But if the House does 
not see fit to adopt this provision of putting 
the decision of the judgments of the highest 
courts in the Territories on the same footing as 
those in the State courts, then I think there 
should be a limitation upon the amount. 

Now, cases in this District can be appealed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States 
without reference to the amountinvolved, If 
there be $1,000 involved, they havea right to 
appeal any case to the Supreme Court of the 

nited States and have a decision there. And 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


I am not aware that there is any limitation as 
to the amount in the Territories. Therefore, 
if the House see £t to say that the provisions 
which the committee have introduced into 
this bill shall not be adopted as it stands, I 
think it should adopt the amendment I have 
offered. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from Ver- 
mont allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. POLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. [understand that the courts 
in this District exercise a supervisory power, 
by way of mandamus, over the action of high 
officers of the Government, affecting private 
rights incidentally by orders of that kind. I 
wish to ask, is the power of revising such action, 
if it shall be taken hereafter by the court of 
the District, already secured by the bill as it 
now stands? 

Mr. POLAND. I understand that the 
Supreme Court of the United States hold that 
the court of the District has no such power. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that the 
decision of the Supreme Court denies the 
power altogether. Ido not speak by way of 
raising an objection, but to bring the matter 
to the attention of the gentlemen on the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. POLAND. I think that on looking at 
the section in the existing law, although I have 
not recently read it, the gentleman will find 
that there is nothing in his objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In regard 
totheamendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Merrrox,] I desire to say but a 
single word. Upon examivation it appears 
that there were seventeen cases of errors and 
appeals from the District before the Supreme 
Court under a power now of allowing a case 
to be appealed involving $1,000. There is a 
further provision in the existing law, which 
my colleague [Mr. Hoan] is now reading, that 
the Supreme Court may allow an appeal in any 
case, even down to $100, where a question of 
law is involved which any one justice thinks 
of sufficient consequence to be examined by 
the Supreme Court of the United States; so 
that the people of this District have more 
rights now of appeal to the Supreme Court 
than are allowed to the people of any of the 
States in the Union; and they have more 
liugation before the Supreme Court than the 
people of any State iu the Union. his in- 
creases the labors of the court very greatly, 
because it gives the people of the District 
of Columbia the Supreme Court of the United 
States almost as convenientto them asa county 
court to the people of a State. 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Mrericx] will not be adopted, even with 
the limit of $5,000, and certainly not as the 
law now stands. ` 

Mr. MERRICK. I have no objection, Mr. 
Speaker, to modify the amendment which I 
offered yesterday, by limiting the amount to 
$5,000 instead of $2,000, thus putting the court 
of the District on a level with all the other 
circuit courts of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then you 
do not need the amendment. 

Mr. MERRICK. It is a great mistake to 
suppose that the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia stands at all in the attitude of 
State courts. It exercises Federal jurisdic- 
tion, A large class of cases involving ques- 
tions of Federal law are constantly arising in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia; 
and when that court was originally constituted 
it was as part of the system of the. various 
circuit courts then contemplated and provided 
by law. It is not for the purpose of placing 
the courts of the District of Columbia in any 
better attitude than the courts of the States 
that I offer this amendment. As I remarked 
yesterday, the States themselves make what- 
ever provisions they think just and right for the 
revision of decisions of any of their inferior 
tribunals. They establish such appellate tri- 
bunals as they think, in their discretion and 
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within the scope of their sovereignty within 
their own States, essential to preserve the in- 
tegrity and purity and uniformity of the admin- 
istration of justice. The District of Columbia 
stands as.one ofthe circuit courts of the United 
States, andin order thatit may be placed upon 
the proper level, and the laws be administered 
in the District of Columbia in conformity to the 
laws throughout the Union, it is right and 
proper that there should be an appeal from 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Very large interests are constantly involved 
in the courts of the District of Columbia, large 
interests, affecting the citizens of various States 
of this Union, because the courts of this Dis- 
trict have jurisdiction over any and everybody 
here ratione persone. Whenever a man comes 
within the District of Columbia then the court 
has jurisdiction of hisrights. Oftentimes ques- 
tions of the largest property interest, involving 
citizens all over these United States are, sub- 
jected to the jurisdiction of this tribunal. I 
remember, for example, one occasion when 
there was a controversy before the court of 
the District of Columbia involving the title to 
the largest mine in the State of California, the 
largest quicksilver mine in the known world, 
which was brought here for adjudication as to 
the rights of citizens of various parts of this 
country who happened to be here, and to whom 
jurisdiction attached by virtue of their pres- 
ence here. And it is not merely for the benefit 
of citizens of this District of Columbia, but it 
is for the benefit of citizens of all these United 
States who may be subjected to the large juris- 
diction of its courts, that there should be some 
appeal from their decisions to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The Territories 
of these United States should not be analogized 
at all to the District of Columbia, because they 
are in a mere transitionary state, about to be 
recognized in the sisterhood of States, and then 
their jurisdiction may be rightfully determined 
by the legislative bodies of those respective 
political organizations, according to the wis- 
dom of those who have legislative control and 
discretion over the welfare of the citizen 
within those particular Territories. i 
Mr.. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I must 
really resume the floor, because we have other 


-reports to make during this hour. 


Mr. MERRICK. I desire to yield for a 
moment to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. L. Myers,] that he may further argue 
this question. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts claims the floor. 

Mr. MERRICK. Isupposed, sir, that I was 
entitled to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I have 
resumed the floor, but Iam willing that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania shall be heard. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I will not occupy one 
minutes ofthe time of the House. I desire 
to say that the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia now has jurisdiction of all suits 
and controversies in regard to patent cases, 
and that, under the general patent law writs 
of error or appeal lie to the Supreme Court 
of the United States in respect to all such 
cases, and yet this will be prevented by the 
provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire, 
in answer to both the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland and of the gentieman 
from Pennsylvania, to have read the four- 
teenth section of the act of 1801. 1 desire to 
state that the law provides that where any 
question of any consequence arises in the 
District of Columbia, it can be carried up by 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, ifany judge can be found to believe it 
of such importance. Will the Clerk read the 
section? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When any person or persons, body politic cr cor- 
porate, shallthink him, her, or themselves, aggrieved 
by any final judgment, order or decree of the said cir- 
cuit court, where the matter in dispute, exclusive of 
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costs, shall be of the value of $100, and of less value 
than $1,000, and shall have prayed an appeal or shall 
desire to suc out a writ of error to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, such person or persons, body 
politic or corporate, may exhibit a petition in writ- 
ing, accompanied by a copy of the proceedings com- 
plained of, and an assignment of the errors relied 
on, to any judge of the Supreme Court, who, if he 
shall be of opinion that such errors or any of them 
involve questions of law of such extensive interest 
and operation as to render a final decision of them 
by the said Supreme Court desirable, thereupon, at 
his discretion, and upon tho terms and conditions 
prescribed by law, by his order to be directed to the 
clerk of the county in which the proceedings shall 
have been held, direct such appeal to be allowed 
or writ of error to be passed, which shall be done 
accordingly. 


Mr. MERRICK. Ifthe gentleman wiil allow 
me to explain with regard to that, that was 
a discretionary power given to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to entertain an 
appeal from the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia in cases under one thousand dol- 
lars, where the question wasimportant. But if 
this bill passesin the form in which it has been 
reported by the committee, and is now under 
the judgment of this House, all appeals of all 
sorts will be taken away. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I beg the 
gentleman’s pardon; this bill takes away the 
right of appeal in all cases, but where a judge 
thinks the matter of importance and no law is 
involved, an appeal or writ of error will be 
had. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. POTTER. I move to amend section 
four, in line five, by inserting after the word 
t court”? the words “or the highest court in 
any Territory p? and after the word ‘‘ decree” 
insert the word “therein.” I only desire to 
say that while we are depriving these Terri- 
tories of appellate jurisdiction, we should 
preserve to the Supreme Courtithe right of 
review when the highest courts of the Ferri- 
tories differ in respect of the settlement of 
those questions of law which affect the rights 
of citizens, We have no power to secure 
uniformity of decisions in respect of decisions 
of law among the several States. But in giv- 
ing up the right of appeal which the Territo- 
ries now possess, we ought to secure to them 
the privilege of final determination by the 
Supreme Court of the United States of partic- 
ular questions which they may see fit to send 
up. L understand this amendment meets the 
approval of the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 have no 
objection to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask leave to offer a 
substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Porrer. ] 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
hear it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to insert, in the 
eighteenth line of the fourth section, after the 
words ‘circuit courts,” the words ‘‘of the 
United States,’ which I suppose was intended 
by the drafter of the bill, 

Mr. AMBLER. TI trust the chairman of the 
committee will permit that amendment to be 
adopted. Itis the evident intention of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir, 
of course. 

Mr. AMBLER. I think there is no objec- 
tion to that amendment. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The other amendment I 
desire to offer is to insert after the word 
‘¢ court, and before the words ‘of any Ter- 
ritory,’’ in the proviso of the fourth section, 
the words ‘of last resort; and to strike out 
the words ‘‘or to imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary’’ in the same proviso. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I cannot 
agree to that. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Of course you cannot 
agree to it, What lwant is a vote in the House 
upon the amendment, and an understanding 
of the significance to be attached to these 
words, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly; 
I will allow the amendment to be offered and 
voted upon. And now I propose to call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. KERR. Before the previous question 
is called, I ask the gentleman to allow me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
hear it. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to move an amend- 
ment, in the form of an additional section, 
which I send to the Clerk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_Src.—. That from any final judgment of any 
circuit court of the United States, upon any petition 
for relief by a writ of habeas corpus, under tho 
provisions of an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act to establish the judicial courts of the United 
States, approved September 24, 1789, approved Feb- 
ruary 5, 1867, an appeal may be taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States on such terms and under 
such regulations and orders, as well for the cus- 
tody and appearance of the person alleged to be re- 
strained of his or her liberty as for sending up to 
the appellate tribunal a transeript of the petition, 
writ of habeas corpus, return thereto, and other pro- 
ceedings, as may be prescribed by the Supreme Court, 
or, in default of such, as tho judge hearing said cause 
may prescribe; and pending such proceedings or 
appeal, and until final judgment be rendered there- 
in, and after final judgment of dischargo inthosane, 
any proceeding against such person so alleged to be 
restrained of his or her liberty in any State court, 
or by or under the authority of any State, for any 
matter or thing so heard and determined, or in pro- 
cess of being heard and determined, under and by 
virtue of such writ of habeas corpus, shall be deemed 
null and void. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I suggest 
to my friend from Indiana (Mr. Kerr] that 
the provision he proposes had better be em- 
braced in a separate bill. It is a very large 
subject, and may require a good deal of con- 
sideration. 

Mr, KERR. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will allow me to make just one 
suggestion, This amendment merely proposes 
the renactment of a provision of law which 
was in force prior to 1868, and was repealed 
in that year. ‘Lhe proposition for its reénact- 
ment has been pending before the Judiciary 
Committee, and I believe the provision is so 
entirely germane to the subject of this bill 
relating to appeals, that it may be more prop- 
erly enacted in this connection than anywhere 
else. I think it entirely pertinent to the bill; 
and certainly the interests of the country 
require that at least as much consideration 
shall be given to appeals in cases where liberty 
and life are involved as in cases involving 
merely dollars and cents. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I cannot 
assent to the amendment for the very reason 
that the gentleman from Indiana states, that 
this very subject has been recenily considered 
by Congress and the provision repealed for 
some good reason. 

Mr. Kisith. Four years ago. , 

Mr. BUTLIER, of Massachusetts. Only four 
years ago. ‘The provision was a law and has 
been repealed; and it would seem to me wise 
that so great a change in the law should not 
now be made without consideration by any 
committee. If the gentleman would send a 
bill of this kind to our committee we would 
give it fal) consideration. 

Mr. KERR, 1 believe I am right jn saying 
that tho provision was only repealed to keep 
the McArdle case and two or three others out 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The reasons which actuated that repeal no 
longer exist. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield to allow this amendment 
to be offered? O 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

Mr. L. MYERS. In order that there may 
be no misunderstanding, | desire to inguire of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts whether 
this section in any manner affects the rightof 
appeal in cases adjudicated in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia—under 
the patent laws? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
not. 


I will 


It does 


i the District of Columbia. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Or patent cases 
anywhere? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The first question is upon 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Potanp] for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Mer- 
RICK.] The amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland will be read first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section one insert the following: 

Provided further, That appeals and writs of error 
from the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
to the Supreme Court of the United States shall re- 
main as now provided by law in all cases where the 
matter in dispute shall not oxeced the sum of $5,000. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute proposed 
by te gentleman from Vermont will now be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That no writ of error or 
appeal shall be allowed from any judgment or decree 
hereafter made by the supremecourt of eitherof the 
Territories of tho United States or of the District of 
Columbia, unless tho matter in dispute, exclusive 
of costs, shall exceed the value of $5,000, 

On agreeing to the substitute of Mr. POLAND, 
there were—ayes 45, noes 65; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MERRICK 
and Mr. PoLaxn were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 65, noes 76. 

So the substitute of Mr. PoLanp was not 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on 
agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. MERRICK. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. L rise to 
close the debate. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the exact action of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland. By 
the reading of the law I have already shown 
to the House tbat in any case of importance, 
which any judge of the Supreme Court thinks 
involves any question of law of any general 
interest, even though the amount involved be 
only $100, an appeal is allowed in this District, 
Now, this bill puts this District as a Terri- 
tory on the same ground as all the States and 
Territories of the United States. In putting 
the people of this District upon this footing, 
we think we have secured to them all the rights 
that anybody has, and in addition to that, they 
have what noone else has, an appeal upon any 
question whatever when any judge of the Su- 
preme Court thinks the question of sufficient 
importance to be reéxamined. 

We are trying to pass this Dill to relieve the 
Supreme Court of the United States from its 
present great pressure of business; but as all 
the Jawyers of this District can altend the 
Supreme Court as well as they can the courts 
of the District, they are tempted to appeal 
every possible case, and so load down the 
dockets of the court. There are now, Iam 
informed, some seventeen cases pending from 
this District, a larger number than from any 
State in the United States, however large and 
however commercial. That being so, wesimply 
load the docket of the Supreme Court, which 
now bas six hundred and one casesuponit. Tt 
is undoubtedly a great convenience to lawyers 
in this District to have the Supreme Court of 
ihe United States, where they have tried and 
failed before a court of five judges of theirown, 
actus arevisory court; but, sir, if a man comes 
from Oregon or from any other distant State to 
argue a case $2,000 will not pay him. And 
I trust thisamendment, which simply provides 
that this District shall have otherand different 
legal privileges from those enjoyed by the 
States, will be voted down. Teall the attention 
of the House to it because almost one quarter 
of the decisions thus far made in this term of 
the court, as I understand it, is in cases from 
Their lawyers live 
right here, convenient; they can go to that court 
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cheaply, and therefore load up the docket of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 
I understand it was said. last evening that 
judges of the Supreme Court want this. I 
call attention to an article in the Jurist, said 
“to have been written by Justice Miller, in 
which he. refers to this trouble in the District 
of Columbia, and states he can see no reason 
why the District of Columbia should not be 
placed on the same ground as the States and 
Territories. They have five judges here to sit 
in bane, while the Territories have only three, 
and some of the States have only three. Here 
they have five judges paid bythe United States, 
all their expenses paid by the United States, 
appointed bythe President, men learned in the 
law, to pass on every question. And they have, 
as has just been suggested to me, no commerce 
with any of the States, or with any foreign State. 
They have none but the common ordinary law- 
suits which arise among themselves. In any 
case of that sort I do not think they should 
have precedence over the citizens of all the 
States and Territories. 

Let me repeat once more. On any question 
arising where they claim there is any great 
controversy, or any doubt as to the law, if 
they can find one judge of the Supreme Court 
to think there is any doubt they can have an 
appeal. This bill only cuts off the right of 
appeal as of course. Here in this District they 
have the right of appeal in cases of $1,000, 
while the people of the various States have 
only the right of appeal where the amount 
exceeds $2,000 in the courts of the United 
States. We propose to pass this bill for the 
relief of the Supreme Court. We propose to 
make the amount $5,000 in cases of appeal 
from district and circuit courts for the reasons 
I have stated. It is not convenient or proper 
that the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the great constitutional tribunal, should have 
its docket loaded down with controversies 
involving cases of only $1,000. It is not 
profitable for suitors, either, to bring up con- 
troversies of $2,000, I hope the House will 
take an interest in this question, and instead 
of having a bare quorum voting, we will have 
a fair expression of the whole House on the 
vote, I now call for the vote, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope the gentleman 
will yield to me to say one word. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I will 
yield to the gentleman for one minute, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
understand appeals from the District of Co- 
lumbia have proved a burden to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Ido know that 
some of the most important cases that have 
been decided by that tribunal have been on 
eases arising in this District involving small 
amounts. ‘he litigation here is peculiar in 
its character, as the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts well knows. He has practiced in 
our local courts very often, and of course is 
aware that important questions are presented 
where the amount involved is small. This 
is because we are here at the capital of the 
nation. The bar of this District, who are, 
I think, better informed than any other class 
of persons in reference to this matter, are in 
favor of letting the law remain as it now is. I 
do not think the Supreme Court objects to 
appeals coming up from this District. It is 
true, we have a court in banc, but one or two 
members sit to try cases alone. That court 
does not sit as the courts of the States sit. 
There is that distinction between the court 
here and the State courts. As to the peculiar 
litigation of the District of Columbia, if I had 
time, I could cite many cases to show the 
House precisely what it is, bat I have only 
time to say that the bar-here are in favor of 
leaving this matter of appeals where it has 
been for many years.- I do- not understand 
either the court here or the Supreme Court 
aie in favor of the proposed change of the 
aw. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I agree 

` to what the gentleman has said, for I have 
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already stated that the bar here are very much 
interested to have all their cases, when they 
can do it without any cost, carried up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in order 
to make fees. If I were a lawyer of this Dis 
trict, speaking for the lawyers, I should be 
quite as active as my friend who has just spoken 
on this subject. I should not like to have my 
milch-cow cut off. But I call attention again 
to the fact that every case of any importance 
from this District, if only $100 be involved, 
where a judge of the Supreme Court will say 
that it ought to be reviewed, can be reviewed, 
and that no other portions of the United States 
have that privilege except the District of 
Columbia. I cali for the vote. 

The question was on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Mrrricx, as follows: 

Add at the end of the first section the following 
proviso: 3 

Provided further, That appeals and writs of error 
from the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, shall 
remain as now provided by law, in all cases where 
the matter in dispute shall exceed the sum of $5,000. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 
66, noes 57. . 

Mr. KILLINGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker 
appointed Mr. Burier, of Massachusetts, and 
Mr. Merrick. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 65, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The next question was on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Burier, of Massachusetts, as 
follows : 

Add to section one tho following proviso: 

Provided, That the right of appeal, and to pros- 
ecute writs of error, shail remain as it is now regu- 
lated by tho law, in all cases in which the amount 
in controversy exceeds $2,000, and which have been 
decided by the district judge presiding alone in the 
circuit court und exercising the powers of circuit 
judge. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to say a single word in explanation of this 
amendment. There are certain districts in the 
United States where the circuit courts do not 
sit, but a district court judge exercises circuit 
court power, and where district court judges 
sit alone. It has been thought proper by the 
committee to allow an amendment which shall 
provide that in that case $2,000 shall be the 
limit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Porter, as follows: 

In section four, line five, after the word ‘‘court,” 
where it first occurs, insert ‘or tho highest court of 
any Territory ;’’ and after the word “decrece,” insert 
the word “therein;” so that it will read, “in any 
criminal causo in which a sentence of death or other 
infamous punishment has been rendered by acireuit 
court judge of the highest court of any Territory, 
thatcourt may, after final judgment or decree therein, 
certify to the Supreme Court,” &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next on the amendment 

offered by Mr. Biyaua, as follows: 
In section four, line eighteen, after the word 
court,” whero it first occurs, insert the words “of 
the United States;” and after the word ‘‘ court,” 
where it next occurs, insert the words “of last 
resort;” so that it will read: 

Provided, That in any criminal case in any circuit 
court of the United States, or court of last resort of 
any Territory, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next on the following 
amendment offered by Mr. BINGHAM: 

% In section four, line nineteen, after the word 
“death,” strike out the words ‘‘or to imprisonment 


in the penitentiary.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. J ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Burter] to yield to me 
a short time, while I explain to the House the 
reason for my amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM... Mr. Speaker, the object 
of this bill, as stated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BurLer] when he pre- 
sented it to the House, was to restrict the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and thereby advance 


i 


I yield 
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the administration of justice. It was stated 
in the progress of the debate by the honorable 
gentleman, or some of his associates, that one 
at least of the justices of the Supreme Court 
had suggested the importance of furthe? re- 
stricting the appellate jurisdiction of the court. 
The result of the matter is, that in the first 
section of the bill the appellate jurisdiction 
is restricted as therein provided in civil cases 
to amounts that shall be equal to $5,000 or 
upward, as I understand it. The amendment 
which T propose looks to the carrying out of 
the general design and purpose of the bill in 
this, that it strikes out the appellate jurisdic- 
tion, the jurisdiction in error provided in the 
fourth section, in cases where the offense is 
punishable by imprisonment in the peniten- 
tiary, and leaves the jurisdiction as provided 
for in appeal or in error in this fourth section 
in capital offenses. 

l can see a propriety, Mr. Speaker, and a 
necessity of a review in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, never hitherto allowed as 
of course, but allowed, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] stated yesterday, 
only when there is a division of the court in 
capital offenses. This provision applies alike 
to the courts of the United States in the States 
and the courts of the United States in the 
several Territories. The effect of retaining 
these words in the proviso—-and that is the 
reason why I move to strike them out—is that 
a case goes up of necessity, according to the 
provisions of this proviso, in all cases punish- 
able by imprisonment in the penitentiary as 
well as in capital cases, to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The result is, under this 
proviso, as reported by the committee, the 
Supreme Court, instead of being relieved of 
the burden imposed upon it by existing law in 
appellate cases, is subjected to still greater 
burdens; because I undertake to say that under 
this proviso, it being understood now that it 
applies as well to the circuit courts of the 

nited States as to the courts in the Territo- 
ries, every case provided for by existing law 
and indictable in the circuit court of the 
United States and in the courts of the United 
States in the Territories, punishable either by’ 
death or by imprisonment in the penitentiary, 
will come to the Supre.ze Court of the United 
States. : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The gen- 
tleman will see that a case cannot come to 
the Supreme Court unless some judge of the 
Supreme Court will certify, on examining the 
record, that it ought to come there. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Undoubtedly that is so if 
the circuit or territorial court refuse to comply 
with the proposed act; but errors enough will 
appear upon any record to induce a Supreme 
judge so to certify. They will be most for- 
tunate in the trial of a case, where there is a 


| great conflict of testimony, involving imprison- 


ment in the penitentiary or sentence of death, 


iif they succeed in one case out of ten, in the 


circuit court of the United States or ina United 
States court in a Territory, in avoiding such 
appearance of error on the record as would 
compel a justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States to allow a writ of error and stay 
of proceedings. 

This proviso first requires imperatively that 
the court of original jurisdiction shall certify 
on the application of the prisoner any question 
of law presented by him or his counsel, and 
here is the language: 

Provided, That in any criminal case in any circuit 
court of the United States, or court of last resort of 
any Territory, where there has been a sentence of 
death, or to imprisonment in the penitentiary, the 
court trying the cause, on application of the pris- 
oner, shall certify any question of law presented by 
him or his counsel, and the same shall be entered of 
record; and if the court shall refuse to certify the 
same to the Supreme Court, thereupon application 
may be made to any justice of the Supreme Court to 
allow a writ of error and a stay of proceedings upon 
such terms as he may deem reasonable. 

The House will notice that the judge trying 
the case is required by law to certify it upon 
application of the prisoner, and upon his re- 
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fusal to do so a judge of the Supreme Court of. 
the United States has the exercise of what we 
call a judicial discretion in the premises. I 
repeat my statement, that if this proviso be- 
comes a law, a majority of capital offenses in 
our circuit courts and a majority of capital 
offenses in our territorial courts will go up 
to the Supreme Court, and along with them 
will go up a majority of cases punishable by 
imprisonment in the penitentiary. The word 
it penitentiary, I am aware, is not used in 
our penal statutes in the Territories, nor as a 
general thing in the penal statutes of the United 
States. The language of the law in both cases 
js that the party ‘‘shall be subject to imprison- 
ment for aterm of years.” These cases are all 
embraced by this section; and are intended to 
beembraced. Among other things, the bigamy 
act of 1862, punishing bigamy in the Territo- 
ries as a crime by imprisonment for five years, 
is intended by this act to be suspended indefi- 
nitely in the Supreme Court on error or upon 
certificate of the judge trying the case. That 
act has been disregarded and trampled under 
foot and treated with contempt, ever since its 
enactment, by the people of a certain Ferritory 
of this Union, and for the first time in our 
history, now that they are being brought to 
trial and judgment, a proposition is made to 
hang up indefinitely the whole case in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

I know the gentleman may say that the cases 
may be advanced upon the docket of the 
Supreme Court and brought to trial. It is not 
required that they shall be advanced. My 
motion is to strike out that line which pro- 
vides for appeal or error in cases involving 
penitentiary offenses, in order to relieve the 
court, according to the declared purpose of this 
bill. Speedy justice is deemed essential by all 
enlightened people. ‘lhe judges of the court 
bave moved in that spirit, when they have 
suggested the propriety of further restricting 
their appellate jurisdiction, And now, by 
this section as it stands, we make it the duty 
of every circuit judge and every court of the 
Territories in the United States to certify a case 
up, and if they fail to do so, we charge upon a 
judge of the Supreme Court the duty of allow- 
ing a writ of error in all cases if there is an 
appearance of error in the record. The effect 
will beas I have stated. Gentlemen, of course, 
if they think these cases ought to be brought 
up, if they think this statute ought to be further 
suspended, can bring them up by rejecting the 
amendment. 

It is not important that I should inquire 
whether any indictments are yet pending under 
the actof 1862. The effect of this bill is to sus- 
pend final action upon every case indefinitely 
in the Supreme Court. It is for the House to 
act upon the matter. I believe, myself, that 
but for the condition of things that arose in 
one of the Territories a bill would not have 
been introduced and referred originally to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, where it is now 
pending, covering this very question. That 
committee has not yet reported. It is not for 
me to say what their action will be. I refer 
only to this section touching the Territories. 
The committee may be of opinion, the major- 
ity of them, that there ought to be an appeal 
ora writ of error allowed, as the case may 
be. in all these cases, and they may so report 
to the House. I do not think there is any 
occasion for any great haste, in view of the 
fact that your law of 1862, until within the 
last year, has been treated with absolute con- 
tempt in one of the Territories of this Union, 
and no man has been brought to punishment 
under it, although it is notorious to the whole 
country that many there are guilty. I am 
aware that they call their system ‘ polyg 
amy.” The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Burner] is aware that that is the correct 
use of the word, as indicated in our own stat- 
ute of 1862 by the term ‘bigamy.’ I believe 
the revised statutes of hisown State have cor- 
rected that corruption, and they very properly 
call this offense bigamy. It means simply a 


| 


| of suficient importance and doubt to 


plurality of wives, contrary to the require- 
ments of law. If this line I have asked to 
be stricken out—and the question before the 
House is simply upon striking out the words 
“or to imprisonment in the penitentiary ’’—is 
stricken out, the bill referred by this House 
to the Committee on the Judiciary will remain 
pending; and it may be that after due consid- 
eration the judgment of the House will be that 
such cases should all be brought up and sus- 
pended in the Supreme Court, and that those 
offenses against the conscience of this nation, 
and against the law of this people, shall go on 
indefinitely and defiantly for the next ten years 
as they have done during the past ten years. 

I do not think that there is anything in the 
existing circumstances that surround us that 
makes it needful that this statute of 1862 should 
be evaded in this way, nordo I believe, as I inti- 
mated in the outset, that the administration of 
justice requires that mere penitentiary offenses 
shall be brought up for review before the 
Supreme Courtof the United States. The hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Burier,}] in his remarks yesterday, said very 
properly, upon the question of extending the 
appellate jurisdiction ofthe Supreme Court over 
the District of Columbia, that the suitors here 
had five judges in the court of final resort to 
decide all questions that might arise there, and 
that there was something of security in this 
tt multitude of counselors.’’ I quite agree with 
the gentleman in that remark; and in your 
Territories you have three judges to finally 
decide upon all questions that may arise upon 
the record in penitentiary offenses before any 
of the district courts of those Territories. [ 
think, Mr. Speaker, that this gives to the peo- 
ple of the Territories quite as much security 
as the people have hitherto enjoyed in any of 
the States of this Union, (I say this without 
intending the slightest disrespect to any of 
the judges who have presided in the cireuit or 
district courts of the United States,) although 
no general review in error has hitherto been 
allowed. I hope the House will sustain the 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the oper- 
ation of this amendment. I need not say to 
the lawyers of the House that heretofore, while 
there has been an appeal to the Supreme Court 
in cases in this District involving $1,000 or 
more, and in a State, as a matter of right, in 
cases where $2,000 or more were involved, 
there has never been any process by which 
any question of law in a criminal case, capital 
or other, could be brought before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, except where the 
circuit and district judges were divided in 
opinion if they happened to sit together; and 
there is no provision by which any question of 
criminal law can be brought at all from any 
Territory to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

That being the state of things, the com- 
mittee, after after very great care and consult- 
ation, agreed on this provision: that where a 
case is tried in the circuit court, and the judge 
thinks that a question of law has arisen, either 
doubtful or important to bring before the 
Supreme Court of the United States; where 


‘the judge sitting alone is in doubt, he may 


certify the case to the Supreme Court when 
the crime charged is punishable with death, or 
is one to which any other infamous punishment 
is affixed; and I assume that imprisonment in 
the penitentiary is an infamous punishment. 


We provide further, that where the judge, for | 


any reason, will not certify the case up, an 
important question of law being raised there- 
on by either party, the party may put his 
question of law upon the record and then ask 
a judge of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to say whether that question of law is | 
be heard | 
by the Supreme Court; and if one of the | 
judges of the Supreme Court, upon his official | 
responsibility, will say that a writ of error į 


| ought to be allowed because the question is | 


doubtful or important, then the case may come 
up as on appeal. This bill gives no appeal in 
sucha case as a matter of right; and if the 
judges of the Supreme Court cannot protect 
themselves from too much business under the 
provisions of this bill relating to this class of 
cases, it is their fault, not ours. I think thata 
question of imprisonment for ten years, or for 
life, in the penitentiary is of far higher import- 
ance than a question involving $2,000 or 
$5,000. I think that the liberty of citizens 
of this country is far beyond any question of 
dollars. 

Now, my friend from Ohio [Mr. Bryenan] 
argues the question in two ways : 

Mr. SARGENT. [rise to apoint of order. 
I submit that the debate has been closed upon 
this bill, and that further discussion is not in 
order. My object is to get on with the appro- 
priation bills. If I am correct in my point, I 
will ask the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
allow this bill to go over until to-morrow, or 
to take a vote upon it without further debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I assure 
the gentleman that he had better let the bill go 
through now. In that way he will get more 
time for his appropriation bill than otherwise. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not wish to antag- 
onize the gentleman, but it seems to me that 
debate has closed upon the bill, and that it is 
irregular to reopen it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
entitled to my closing hour, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is proceeding by 
general consent. 

Mr. SARGENT.” If the gentleman will state 
when he will conelude—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will get 
through when the time allowed for debate is 
closed. 

Mr. SARGENT. According to the de- 
cision of the Chair, debate has already closed. 
The discussion is now proceeding by general 
consent. Will the gentleman be through in 
ten minutes? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. All I 
can say is that Ido not think the gentleman 
will gain any time on his appropriation bill by 
cutting us short in this way. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not to be deterred 
by a threat of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
threatening. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ifthe gentleman can get 
through in ten minutes I have no objection to 
his proceeding. I wish to consult lis con- 
venience as well as that of the House. I have 
in my charge the Indian appropriation bill, 
and | feel it my duty to press it. If the gen- 
tleman can get through in ten minutes, I will 
withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
get through as soon as I can. 

Mr. SARGENT. Doesthe gentleman think 
he can get through in ten minutes? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
think I will take any more than ten minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman will 
say he will not take any more than ten min- 
utes I will not interpose Objection. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
see as I get along. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I object, and move 
to go to business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In that 
case this vote will be taken by yeas and nays, 
and that will take more than ten minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman will go 
through in ten or fifteen minutes I will not 
object, but I want this matter brought to a 
conclusion, so we may get to other business. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ido not 
propose to be fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ifthe gentleman says he 
will not be fifteen minutes {do not object to 
his proceeding. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
have finished before now if the gentleman had 
not interrupted me. 


Mr. SARGENT. 


I am 


fam not 


ldo not know about that. 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I was about saying that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Bixcuan] has made an 
argument in two forms, but his great argu- 
ment is to prejudice, and that prejudice is 
against the Mormons. I may admit that the 
acts of the Mormons are bad, but they are not 
worse than murder. The gentleman agrees 
that we may provide in case a man commits 
murder he shall have the right to be heard in 
his defense before the Supreme Court on ques- 
tions of law; andif a man commits polygamy, 
I think he should have the same right. 

And I wish to set the gentlemar from Ohio 
right on one point he has made, as well as the 
House and the country. We has cited the act 
of Congress of 1862 against polygamy. Now, 
I wish to say there has never been a prosecu- 
tion under that act, nor even an indictment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I never said there was. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Then we 
are not interfering with the enforcement of 
that act. 

Mr. BINGHAM, But we may enforce it: 

Mr. AMBLER. Let my colleague inform 
us how it can be said, then, that that act has 
been defined, when there has been no move- 
ment to put it into execution? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Gentlemen need not un- 
dertuke to determine the question of fact in the 
Territory whether there his been any endeavor 
to enforce the act of 1862; for it is notorious 
to the country that until last year the courts 
and all their officials there were under the con- 
trol of the dominant party in Utah. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Magsachusetts. Be it so 
as the gentleman from Ohio has stated, that 
the courts of that Territory have been under 
the control of the Mormon people. I do not 
know how soon that people will get control of 
the courts in that Territory again. If I should 
happen to go down there L wish to have a 
chance, should L be aceused there, to get a 
trial, {wish to get before the Supreme Court 
of the United States. £ want every man tried 
and punished, but L wish him tried and pun- 
ished according to law. When a man can get 
a judge of the Supreme Court to say that the 
Supreme Court ought to bear the case, I wish 
him to have the privilege of having the case 
heard when it involves his personal liberty. I 
wish that right for every man in the United 

States. L wish the House to understand this 
bill does not allow an appeal in criminal cases 
as a right even, but requires a judge of the 
Supreme Court shall pass on the question 
whether there is any question of law of suf: 
ficient importance to be tried before the 
Supreme Court before it can be allowed to be 
done. Lf no judge will pass on that, then there 
is no writ of error. 

Suppose any errors in matter of law affect- 
ing liberty and life are committed down in 
Utah--for I am willing to take this matter 
by the horns—-what have the men of Utah 
done that they should not be tried according 
to law? What great crime have they com- 
mitted that they should not enjoy the right 
to have the highest court in their country 
pass on the legal effect of what they have 
done? What have they done that they are 
to be shut out of the halls of justice with lib- 
erty and life at stake? Do you want peace 
down there? I think the moment their cases 
are heard before the Supreme Court and de- 
cided there will be a universal submission to 
that decision. They will feel then they have 
had justice and fair administration of the law, 
that they have had a fair hearing before the 
highest tribunal, and everything will be pacifi- 
cated, and everything calmed down, and quict 
within the law restored down there. Noth- 
ing so Stirs the passions of men aga sense of 
injustice done. Nothing so stirs the feelings 
of men as to feel they are to be interfered 
with improperly and without cause in what 
they deem their rights. Feeling thatis their 
condition you can easily see why. every ele- 
ment of society should be stirred in Utah, 
Bat let their cases, under the law of the 


United States, or of the Territories, if im- 
portant principles are involved, be brought 
before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and they will, as they ought, submit. 

Before men are put in the penitentiary let 
their cases in matter of law be heard though 
we should require ten more judges to do the 
business. Why we are in this position: guard- 
ing carefully the right of appeal, just escaping 
the allowing of everybody in the District of 
Columbia to appeal upon any case of $2,000— 
when the House divided upon it the vote was 
pretty nearly equal—and yet we are discussing 
the question whether a man sent to State 
prison for life, who may have everything dear 
to him at stake, who would perhaps rather be 
hanged than have that punishment put upon 
him—whether he shall or shall not have this 
privilege of even asking to have his case heard 
before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Let me say to gentlemen that we have long 
enough put property in the court before per- 
sonal rights and personal liberty. Iam sure 
that the judges of the United States can 
protect themselves against perilous questions 
under this bill. I speak here in favor of 
the personal liberties of men, of the right 
when & man’s liberties have been taken away 
by any inferior court of having the highest 
court pass upon the important and doubtful 
questions involved, where he says there is 
involved a question of law of importance, and 
which the judge of the Supreme Court shall 
certify to be a question of importance. And 
I pray gentlemen of this House to let no pre- 
judice interfere with this high right. I pray 
the attention of the lawyers of the House to 
this. Does it not strike against the first idea 
of justice that a man may be putin the peni- 
tentiary by any three judicial missionaries we 
choose to send into the Territories, without 
any power of having the Supreme Court pass 
upon the question affecting himself in his per- 
son and his liberty, involving infamous punish- 
ment to himself, and more unhappily to his 
wile and his children for generations? I crave 
that much of the House, and 1 am obliged to 
my friend from California, [Mr. SARGENT, ] who 
has given me sufficient time to enable me to 
gay so much. I call for the vote. 

The question being taken on Mr. Binguam’s 
amendment, there were—ayes eleven, noes 
not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and reada third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I desire to make a report from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, the Indian 
appropriation bill is the special order to-day, 
atter the,morning hour, in Committee of the 
Whole. I suppose that in making a report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
does not necessarily require it to be considered 
at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requesis the 
attention of the House that an understand- 
ing may be come to as to the order of busi- 
ness. ‘I'he gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Dawes] rises to report from the Committee 
of Ways and Means upon a special resolution 
of examination in regard to the affairs of the 
‘Treasury Department relating to the negotia- 
tion of the recent loan. It was printed and 
recommitted to the committee, accompanied 
with a resolution for the action of the House. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts will please 
indicate what he desires to do. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to have the House | 


come to a vote upon the resolution. It must 
be apparent that while this matter is periding 
over the Secretary of the Treasury his hands ° 
are tied on a very important and serious mat- 
ter. I desire simply to get an expression of 
the opinion of the House atthe earliest possi- 
ble moment. I will say further that I do not 
desire to interfere with the appropriation bills, 
There is no man who appreciates more than I 
do the necessity of getting those bills through, 
or who is more pleased with the success thus 
far in that object of the gentlemen having 
them in charge. If the House will indulge the 
Committee of Waysand Means with a very short 
time, I think we can dispose of this matter, 
and I do not think I will interfere with the 
Committee on Appropriations again. 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 believe the matter which 
the gentieman from Massachusetts desires 
to bring before the House is of considerable 
importance, but [wish to know how much time 
will be occupied before a final vote can be 
reached upon it before I consent. i 

Mr. DAWES. That would depend entirely 
upon other gentlemen rather than upon myself. 
So far as Lam concerned, I am ready to sub- 
mit the matter to a vote of the House upon the 
report of the committee. If other gentlemen 
desire time, they will themselves signify what 
is their wish. 

Mr. KERR. We upon this side of the House 
are not willing to consent that this matter 
should be called up now, and that the discus- 
sion should be limited to any brief period of 
time. There is a great deal to be said about 
it. It is as important to the Seeretary of the 
Treasury and to the interests of the country 
that it should be fully discussed as it can be 
desired by any gentleman here that it shall be 
so discussed. We only want reasonable time 
for discussion, and I cannot say now how much 
might be neccessary for us to have on this side 
of the House. Bat I am not willing to consent 
to any limitation that will cut off’ reasonable 
debate. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to cut off 
reasonable debate, nor do I desire to inter- 
fere with debate at all. It is the gentlemen 
who represent the appropriations who desire 
to have a limit. So far as I am concerned, 
while I am ready to submit the question to the 
House on the report of the committec, I have 
no desire to cut off my associates on the com- 
mittee on so important a matter as this is. 

Mr. KERR. It must be apparent to the 
whole House that we upon this side cannot 
consent to submit this question to the House 
on the report of the committee, because the 
minority of the committee having submitted to 
the House no report, have no remedy left bui 
‘a personal presentation of their views upon 
the floor. Now, we must have time to do that, 
and the House may desire after we have pre- 
sented our views to have further time for other 
gentlemen to be heard. I think the question 
is one of such importance that there should be 
no attempt made to limit debate upon it within 
any very narrow range. I agree that the 
Indian appropriation ‘bill is a very important 
bill, but the whole session is before the gentle- 
man from California and there is no special 
opposition being made to his bill. Ihave no 
doubt when it is reached again in the ordinary 
course of business it can be speedily disposed 
of. Moreover, if we pass it now, there is no 
prospect of the Senate proceeding at any early 
day to consider it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would have no objection 
at all to giving up to-day to the consideration 
of this subject if I felt certain that to-morrow 
Trond proceed with the Indian appropriation 

nl 

Mr. KERR. I have no doubt that we can 
get through with this matter to-day. 

Mr, SARGENT. Ifitis the understanding 


i that the vote shall be taken before the adjourn- 


ment to-night I will give way entirely. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me sug: 
gest to the gentleman who has charge of the 


Indian appropriation bill that this subject is a 
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much more imnportant one and involves higher 
„public interests than that bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I think from what has been 
gaid upon the other side of the House that we can 


get through with this matter to-day, or at least || 


call the previous question before we adjourn. 
Mr. BECK. I desire to say one word. 
While I do not propose to discuss this ques- 
tion further than to submit my views as one 
of the minority of the committee, and do not 
expect to take very long in so doing, I think 
it would be very difficult for us to agree to any 
hour when the discussion shall close. It is 
very well known that the future action of the 
Secretary in regard to thousands of millions 
of public loan will depend upon the action of 
the House, and he is extremely anxious to 


action of the House may be. I can only say 
that in the presentation of my views I shall 
occupy as short a time as possible. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to ask 


whether the Committee of Ways and Means, | 


or the members of that committee who have 
this matter in charge, are ready to proceed with 
the debate now, or whether it would facilitate 
the discussion of the matter to fix upon some 
future day for its consideration? Are they 
ready togoonnow? 

Mr. KERR. I believe the gentlemen of 
the committee are ready to proceed now, and 
I prefer to go on to-day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I am con- 
tent that the subject shall come up to-day 
if there can be any linit to debate. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it shall be understood 
that before the adjournment the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as seconded I am will- 


ing to give way. 
Ar. COX. Ihope the gentleman will not | 


tie down the minority. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam not tying down the 
minority any more than the majority. 

Mr. COX. Let us see how the debate runs, 
and what disposition there is on the part of 
members to participate in it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Upon a subject so im- 
portant a night session would not be out of 
the way; and then there would be a chance to 
run till twelve or one o'clock to-night. 

Mr. COX. The Indian appropriation bill 
could run in a night session as well as this 
subject. 

Mr. SARGENT. With that understanding 
I will give way; otherwise I want to raise the 
question of the consideration of this report at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. What is the understand- 
ing the gentleman desires the Chair to enforce? 

Mr. SARGENT. I propose that at the hour 
of adjournment to-day the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on this subject. 
Otherwise 1 will raise the question of con- 
sideration on this report, as 1 desire to move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. KERR. What would be the effect of 
that on the continuance of the debate? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] making this report 
would be entitled to one hour to close this 
debate to-morrow immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the House 
should have an evening session after a recess 
this afternoon—— 

The SPEAKER. The hour's debate in 
close would follow immediately the ordering 
of the main question. f 

Mr. KERR. I believe it is my duty to 
object to the arrangement proposed, 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Sanauyt] raises the question 
of considering this report at this time. 

Mr. DAWES. Upon that 1 suppose I may 
say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts if the 
question is debatable. The very object of 
raising the question is to avoid debate. 


42p Cone. 2p Suss.—No. 47, 
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| at one of the chiet olticers of the Government, | 
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| The question was taken upon considering 
| the report of the Committee of Ways and 
; Means: and upon a division there were—ayes 
| eighty-two. 

Before the noes were counted, 

Mr. SARGENT said: I will not insist upon 
any further count. I will make one remark: I 
have tried to go on with my appropriation bill, | 
and will resume it at the earliest moment. i 

Mr. DAWES. And I will help you. | 


CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Before | 
the House proceeds with the consideration of. | 
this subject, I desire to say that on the desks | 


is found a communication, fragmentary and | 


know at the earliest possible day what the | incomplete, in reference to the disposition of 


what is called the Chinese indemnity fund. 
It is altogether improper, and calculated to | 
prejudice the House in the consideration of | 
the question. I am told that measures are | 
being taken to present it to the House. I 
merely wish, in deference to those persons who 
have legitimate claims upon that fuad, to ask | 
the House to suspend its judgment until that 
action is taken in a proper manner. 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN. 


The House proceeded to the consideration į 
of the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, recommending the adoption of the | 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating the loan 
authorized by the act of July 14, 1870. has neither | 
increased the bonded debt nor incurred an expendi- į 
ture contrary to law. | 

Mr. DAWES. I now enter a motion to | 
recommit this resolution to the committee. | 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer a substitute for | 
the resolution reported. 

Mr. DAWES. I will hear it resd. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute as 
follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report the bill before them prohibit- 
ing all commissions, deductions, or compensation 0 
any kind to any person for the sale, negotiation, and 
exchange of Un 


€ ited States securities, and prohibit- 
ing the employment of any agent except a proper 
ofticer of the Treasury Department for such sale, i 
negotiation, and exchange. | 
Mr. DAWES. 1 cannot admit that now. 
On the 4th of December last the gentleman | 
from New York who has just taken his seat 
{Mr. Cox] offered a preamble and resolution, | 
which I ask the Clerk to read. | 
The Clerk read as follows: | 


Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the |, 


Treagfury, iu placing the newly authorized 
per cent. bonds upon the market. has. in defiance of | 
the law creating them, in d the publie bonded 
debt, and has exceeded the one half of owe per} 
cent. allowed by the funding act for all expenses in | 
placing said Joan: Therefore, f 

Resolved, That the Committeeof Ways and Means į 
be directed to investigate the said transactioa. and 
have power to send for persons and papers, and to 
report the amount of such increase of the bonded 
debt, if any, the agents employed and paid by him į 
for the services rendered, all contracts pertaining | 
to the same, and the sums paid to said agents. 


t 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, this resolution | 
wasnotadopted by the House, but was referred | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means for con- | 
sideration. The eommittee iuvited the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the gentleman from į 
New York (Mr. Cox] before them, and heard | 
both so far as they desired to be heard. The | 
committee found no dispute between the gen- | 
Ueman from New York and the Secretary | 
| as to the facts; and the conalusion of law to | 
which the committee have arrived is embodied | 
| 


five í 


in the resolution which has been read at the | 
Clerk’s desk. ‘The reasons which led them to | 
that conclusion are stated in the report, which | 
was presented soms days ago, and which is on f 
the table of every member. Assuming that 
upon a subject so grave, affecting the integrity | 


| avery member has read the report, the commit 
tee. unless something should be said in debate | 
to which they may deem it proper to reply, are | 
| ready to take the vote upon the resolution. | 


Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether it is understood 
that after I shall have made my statement on 
this subject my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] 
shall then be heard? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, the usual cus- 
tom is for speakers on opposite sides to alter- 
nate. I have no special desire in regard to 
the matter. 1f my two colleagues on the com- 
miitee bave any preference that one shall fol- 
low the other, I do not know that there will 
be any objection. . 

Mr. BECK. As we have not presented our 
views in the form of a minority report, and as 
our views may vary somewhat, it would be 


| fairer for the House to hear wbat each of us 


has to say before the discussion on the other 
side begins. 

Mr. DAWES. The matter is under the con- 
trol of the House. I see no objection myself 


| to allowing gentlemen to occupy the time 


in that way if the Speaker recognizes the 
arrangement. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, recognizing the 
importance of this subject, in its investiga- 
tion my sole aim has been to arrive at abso- 
lutely correctand just conclusions. Under a 
sense of duty, I have given the subject an un- 
partisan and judicial examination. I have no 


i| desire to condemn official action of any depart- 


ment of the Government if it is right and in 
accordance with the law. Therefore, in this 
matier, so far as I can approve the conduct 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, I shall do so 
with pleasure. All the facts I state shall be 
nearly as possible official and exact. I pro- 
ceed, then, first to inquire whether the Secre- 
tary has, in the process of refunding the public 
debt, increased the bonded debt contrary to 
law. It is conceded by the Secretary that it 
has been temporarily increased to the extent 
of $135,000,000. But it is claimed by him 
that this involved no violation of the true in- 
tent and meaning of thelaw. Thelaw specific- 
ally declares that ‘‘ nothing in this act, or in 
any other law now in force, shall be construed 
to authorize any increase whatever of the 
bonded debt of the United States.” This lan- 
guage is imperative, and apparently unambig- 
uous, Still, in order to determine its precise 
meaning, it is proper to consider the entire 
act, and the general aim and policy of Cou- 
gress in its enactment, 

The great object of the law is to accomplish 
the refunding of $1,500,600,000 of existing 
bonded debi by substituting new bonds bearing 
lower rates of interest for the old bonds. The 
new bonds must be sold ‘‘for not less than 
their par value for coin., The proceeds must 
be used alone in redemption of the old bonds. 
This substitution can only be practically effeci- 
ed in one or ths other of two ways: first, 
by the actual exchange of new bonds for old, 
dollar for dollar, “par for par.” This mode 
of substitution is wholly impracticable to any 
material extent. The difference in interest 
between the old and new bonds will forever 
prevent their voluntary exchange. Holders 
will not voluntarily surrender a security bearing 
a higher, for one bearing a lower rate of interest. 
Then, secondly, the only mode left is to 
accomplish the substitution by the sale of the 
new bonds at par, and the redemption of old 
bonds with the proceeds of the sale. ‘This is 
practicable and lawful. But, of necessity, the 


|| sale must precede the redemption, and every 


sale adds so much to the amount of the bonded 
debt, until after the lapse of time an equal 
amount of the old debt is redeemed. When 
can this latter event happen? Howand when, 
under the law, can the Secretary compel the 
presentation for redemption of such an amount 
of the old bonds? ‘Lo render the answer cleat, 
Į will cite section four of the act of July 14, 
1870, to authorize the refunding of the national 
debt. It provides that— 


ome F f 
The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author~ 
ized, with any coia in the Treasury of the United 
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States which he may lawfully apply to such purpose, 
or which may be derived from the sale of any of the 
bonds, the issue of which is provided for in this act, 
to pay at par and cancel any six per cent. bonds of 
the United States of the kind known as five-twenty 
bonds, which have become, or shall hereafter become 
redeemable by the terms of their issue. But the 
particulur bonds so to be paid and canceled shall 
inal cases be indicated and specified by class, date, 
and number, in the order of their numbers and issue, 
beginning with the first numbered: and issued, in 

ublic notice to ho given by the Secretary of the 


"reasury, and in three months after the date of such |} 


public notice the interest on the bonds go selected 
and advertised to be paid shall cease.” 

It results from this section that the interest 
on the old: bonds cannot be made to cease 
until three months after the date of the notice; 
and, therefore, that the Secretary had no power 
in any sense whatever to require the present- 
ation of the old bonds for redemption in any 
shorter period than three months. It is also 
fairly deducible from the entire law that he 


had no right to issue such a notice until rea- | 


sonably certain arrangements had been made 
by sale of new bonds to enable him to redeem 
the old bonds at the expiration of the notice. 
But this could not be done without a tem- 
porary increase in the bonded debt. In other 
words, it is simply impossible that the busi- 
ness of refunding can proceed effectively with- 
out temporarily increasing the bonded debt. 
Can it be assumed that it is the true intent 
of the law that refunding shall only be aec- 
complished by the actual exchange of old 
for new bonds, ‘par for par?” Certainly 
not, because throughout the act it is made 
his duty to sell the new bonds and redeem 
the old, using the proceeds of the former as 
a sacred fund dedicated to the latter purpose 
alone. I conclude, therefore, that the true 
aim and intent of the law is to forbid the 

ermanent increase of the public bonded debt 
in the process of refunding, not its unavoid- 
able temporary increase. As the work of 
refunding progresses, it appears to be the 
intelligent aim of the law that the proceeds 
of the sales of new bonds shall stand in spe- 
cial pledge against the inevitable increase in 
the bonded debt until an equal amount of 
the old debt ean be in fact redeemed, and the 
equilibrium restored. After a very careful 
consideration of the subject, I feel clear in the 
conclusion that there has been in legal effect 
no increase in the bonded debt contrary to 
law, resulting from the mere fact that new 
bonds have De sold before old bonds in 
equal amount were redeemed, If, however, 
the proceeds of the sales of the vew bonds 
have been in any manner diverted or improp- 
erly withheld from the purpose to which they 
are specially dedicated by the law, then a vio- 
lation of the law would result. It is also to 
be remembered that the Secretary may make 
temporary use of any balances in the ‘Treasury 
applicable to the payment of the public debt 
in redemption of these old bonds, 

I proceed next to inquire whether the Secre- 
tary has exceeded the law by expending more 
than one half of one per cent. of the bonds 
refunded in effeeting the new loan. It is 
declared in section two that— 

“A sum not exvoeding one half of onc percent. of 
the bonds herein authorized is heraby appropriated 
to pay the ex pense of preparing, issuing, advertising, 
and disposing of the same.” 

This appropriation amounts to $7,500,000 
to pay. the entire expense of refunding 
$1,500,000,000. After payment of the cost of 
preparing, issuing, and advertising the bonds 
the Secretary has legal authority to expend 
the residue of the $7,500,000 in effecting the 
sale of the new bonds. It must be held to be 
his duty under the law to see to it that the cost 
of negotiating the entire loan shall not exceed 
the sum appropriated; and that the cost of 
negotiating any distinct part of it shall not 
exceed the maximum rate of one half of one 
per cent; and that the cost shall not be 
allowed to come up to that maximum on any 
distinct part of it unless it be reasouably neces- 
sary to secure its negotiation. The aggregate 
gaiw that he could under any circumstances | 


i 


expend in the negotiation of $200,000.000 
of five per cent. bonds could not, therefore, 


| lawfully exceed $1,000,000. The cost of pre- 


paring, issuing,and advertising that part of 
the loan is estimated by the Department to be 
about $400,000. I applied to the Secretary 
for a detailed statement of the cost of prepar- 
ing, issuing, and advertising this part of the 
loan ; but he said he could not now give it. 


The amount actually paid for negotiating | 


the sale of $65,775,550 of it was one quarter 
of one per cent., or the sum of $164,438 874. 
The total amount paid for negotiating the sale 
of the next $50,000,000 of it was but one 
eighth of one per cent., or the sum of $62,500. 
The amount actually paid under the contract 
with the ‘‘ syndicate’’ for negotiating the sale 
of the remaining $84,224,450 of it was at least 
$375,000, equal to nearly one half of one per 
cent. on that sum. Is such a payment jus- 
tified by the law? Is it a fair and reasonable 
compliance with its terms and intent? I think 
not. I think it involves a clear excess of 
authority. 

It is exceedingly important that the country 
should know exactly how and for what specific 
purposes this $400,000 was expended. How 
much for preparing the bonds? How much 
for advertising? How much was paid to special 
agents, with or without authority of law? 
How much in other ways not contemplated by 
the terms of the law, or by its framers at the 
time of its enactment? All this information 
is for the present withheld from us by the Sec- 
retary. 

But does this statement fairly indicate the 
whole amount paid to the syndicate under the 
contract with the Secretary? That contract 
was based upon a cousideration. That con- 
sideration consisted of all the stipulations in 
the contract. The obligation on the part of 
the Secretary to pay the syndicate the sums I 
have mentioued was one part of those stipula- 
tions only—was only a part of the consideration 
or compensation moving from the Government 
to the syndicate. Another most important and 
valuable stipulation in the contract was the 
agreement of the Secretary that the proceeds 
arising from the sale of the bonds should remain 
on deposit with the syndicate people for three 
months or more. Under the contract, there- 
fore, for that period the money was out of the 
legal and actual coutrol of the Secretary, if 
the contract in that respect was valid. It 
amounted to a loan by the Secretary to those 
people for three months of aboutone hundred 
and thirty-five million dollars, without interest, 
but with security. È 

It was not in legal effect, or in fact, an 
ordinary deposit, a mere sight deposit, of pub- 
lie money in a national depository, subject at 
all times to the control of the Secretary; but 
it was iu clear legal effect a time deposit or 
loan for three months, It was demanded by 
the syndicate because they wanted a larger 
commission for negotiating the loan than that 
allowed by the law, and because the use of 
such a vast sum of money for three months, 
without interest, would be valuable to them, 
and equivalent to an additional commission 
of one and a half or two per cent. for nego- 
tiating the loan. Estimating the use of the 
money at only six per cent, per annum, the 
syndicate would realize from it in three 
months $2,025,000. This sum, added to the 
legal commissions received by the syndicate, 
makes the aggregate of their compensation 
vader the law and the contract at least 
$2,462,500. ‘The same arrangement applied 
to the negotiation of the remaining $1,800,000,- 
000 of the new loan would make it pay in 
commissions to the syndicate, excluding esti- 
mated cost of preparing, issuing, and adver- 
tising, at least the sum of $4,500,000, and in 
the use of the money for three months the 
further sum of $19,500,000, making in all the 
magnificent harvest of $24,000,000, 

I estimate, upon all the information I can 


obtain from the Secretary and other sources | 


on the subject, that the cost of prepar- 
ing, issuing, and advertising the remaining 
$1,300,000,000 of the loan cannot exceed’ 
two million dollars. The expense on future 
sales, for many reasons, will be much less rela- 
tively than on the first $200,000, 000. 

But in fact, under the practical working of 
this mysterious syndicate arrangement, the 
banks and Jay Cooke & Co. are guarantied the 
use of tbese vast sums for considerably more 
than three months withoutinterest. Lincorpo- 
rate with my remarks one tabular statement of 
the subscriptions to this loan made by national 
banks and payable in certificates of gold coin 
on deposit in the Treasury, with the date and 
amount of each subscription, and the name of 
the bank making the same, and another tabu- 
lar statement of the amounts and dates ot’ sub- 
scriptions to the loan made by the syndicate. 
The subscriptions by the banks amount to 
$14,377,800, and run from the 14th to the end 
of the month of August, 1871; and those by 
Jay Cooke’& Co. amount to $117,518,950, and 
extend from the 6th to the end of the same 
month, making together $131,896, 250. 

The new bonds so subscribed for bore inter- 
est from the several dates of subscription, 
as set forth in these tables. Yet the inter- 
est on the old bonds to the same amount of 
$181,896,250 did not cease at the expiration 
of three months from the date of these several 
subscriptions, because for some reason the 
Secretary did not issue his notice to call in an 
equal amount of the old bonds at once, but 
waited until September 1, 1871, when he issued 
a notice (which I will print with these remarks) 
calling in and stopping interest on $100,000,000 
of old bonds on and after December 1, 1871. 
He issued alike notice on December 7, 1871, 
calling in and stopping interest on $20,000,000 
more of the old bonds on and after March 7, 
1872. He issued a like notice on December 
20, 1871, calling in and stopping interest on 
$20,000,000 more of old bonds on and after 
March 29,1872. I will print with my remarks 
both these notices. 

Thus it appears that the syndicate in fact 
had the use, without interest, under this re- 
markable contract, of $100,000, 000 for an aver- 
age period of about three months and twelve 
days, and of $20,000,000 more for an average 
period of over six months and a half, and of 
the residue for nearly seven months. These 
startling facts indicate a policy or management 
that is to me inexplicable. It is impressively 
clear, however, that it is most generously prof- 
itable to the syndicate, and unjustly and unlaw- 
fully expensive to the people. It is still more 
surprising, in view of the statement in the 
Secretary’s notice of August 10, 1871, in which 
he says: 

“At the commencement of each month notice will 
be given of the redemption of an amount of bonda 
equal to the amount of subscriptions in coin for the 
preceding month, interest to cease in ninety days 
from the date of such notice.” 

Why were not notices issued in accordance 
with this pledge? Why did the notice of Sep- 
tember 1, 1871, embrace but $100,000,000 when 
at the date of it over one hundred and twenty- 
five million dollars of the new bonds had been 
in fact subscribed and paid for? Such man- 
agement, I think, demandsthe most emphatic 
condemnation. It seems to me to involve 
both a violation of the law, and to be suscepti- 
ble of the greatest abuses. The best interests 
of the country and the tax-payers demand 
that the old bonds shall be redeemed, and the 
accruing of interest upon them stopped in 
the shortest possible period after the sale of 
the new bonds. It would be gross injustice 
as well as blundering policy to suffer both 
debts, the old and the new, to bear interest 
for a moment longer than is unadvoidable con- 
sistently with the national honor. 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, I have not yet fully indi- 
cated the measure of the earnings of the syn- 
dicate under the arrangement in question. 
Beside the profits to which I have referred, it 
must be remembered that the proceeds of the 
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subscriptions by the syndicate to the new 
bonds are to remain on deposit with and to be 
enjoyed and used by the syndicate, not only 
until the expiration of the agreed period of 
three months, but also thereafter until they 
are in fact needed by the Treasury for the actual 
redemption of the old bonds. These old bonds 
come in for redemption very slowly. A large 
part of those called in by each successive 
notice are, in fact, not surrendered by their 
holders for redemption until some time after 
the expiration of the three months. For ex- 
ample, of the $100,000,000 called in by the 
notice of September 1, 1871, only $86,980,800 
had in fact been redeemed up to yesterday, 
although the interest on them stopped on 
December 1, 1871. 

Thus it is demonstrated that at least 
$13,019,2000f that $100,000,000 subscribed in 
August last has been enjoyed and used by the 
syndicate ever since i:s subscription. I have 
no doubt it is true that of all sums subscribed 
by the syndicate they have the use, under |} 
their contract with the Depariment, of the 
entire amount for periods of time which aver- 
age at least one month after the expiration of 
the time limited in the respective notices 
calling in the old bonds for redemption. The 
value of this use to the syndicate is worth |i 
millions more in addition to what I have 
already specified. 

Mr. Speaker, in reply to all these sugges- 
tions it is maintained by the majority of the 
committee that the Secretary had legal war- || 
rant to do all these things. Where does he 
find it? Itis notin the act to refund the public 
‘debt. Is it in the law relating to national 
banks; if so it mast be in section forty-five, 
which reads: 


“That all associations under this act, when desig- 
nated for that purpose by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall be depositories of public money, 
except receipts from customs, under such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury: and they may also be employed as finan- 
cial agents of the Government, and they shall per- 
form all such reasonable duties as depositories of 
public money and financial agents of tbe Govern- 
ment as may be required of them; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall require of the association 
thus designated satisfactory security, by the deposit |) 
of United States bonds and otherwise, for the safe- 
keeping and prompt payment of the publie money 
deposited with them, and for the faithful perform- 
ance of their duties as the financial agents of the 
Government.” 


I can perceive in this language no authority 
to make such a contract. The duty of a de- 
positary, under this law, is simply to receive 
public moneys in the ordinary course of cur- 
rent business, and only on sight deposits, sub- 
ject at all times to the order of the Govern- 
ment. The law confers upon the Secretary no 
power to deposit the public moneys on other 
conditions, or by any kind of contract to put 
them beyond the control of the Government 
for a single day or hour, or upon any con- 
sideration or terms to lend them for any period, 
with or without interest. If he may make a 
loan of publie moneys for a day, or for three 
months, he may for any period that he may 
choose. If he can lend to the syndicate, he 
can lend to any other person or combination 
of persons. His contract with the syndicate 
is notin any sense a designation of a national 
bank as a depository of public money; neither 
is that contract the employment of a national |} 
bank as a financial agent; noris it a contract 
with a national bank at all, for the syndicate || 
is nota national bank. The high contracting | 
parties appear to be the Secretary on the one 
side and Jay Cooke & Co., or Jay Cooke & 
Co.’s national bank. and certain foreign banks 
and capitalists on the other side, called the 
syndicate. Of exactly what persons or cor- 
porations, at home and abroad, the syndicate 
is composed, we are not informed.. The Secre- 
tary informs us that the syndicate consists of 
“Jay Cooke & Co. and others connected with 
them in this country and Europe.” 

The persons in this country may be national 
banks or they may not, but the persons in 
Europe cannot be. Will it be pretended thai 
under the law I have quoted, or any other law, 


f all the circumstances of our country, in so far 


| national banks. 


! after, conducted in foreign countries. 


; are in very truth deposited with the national 


| the United States and United States disburs- 


i securities deposited by all these depositories 
| during that year was the inconsiderable sum 


he is authorized to make any person in this | 
country, nota national bank, a national depos- 
itary, or to make any citizen or corporation of 
any foreign country a national depositary under 
any circumstances whatever ; or to make such 
a contract as the syndicate contract with any 
person or institution whom he could not des- 
ignate to act as a national depositary? Cer- 
tainly none of these things will be claimed. 
It is self-evident, upon the statements of the 
Secretary to the committee, that this remark- 
able contract was never intended to be based 
upon or to find legal validity in the section of 
the banking law which is cited. In my judg- 
ment, there is therefore an entire lack of 
authority to make such a contract at all. 
Besides, it seems to me to be an arrangement 
of such an extraordinary and dangerous char- 
acter that it ought to be discontinued as soon 
as practicable. Being unauthorized, and in 
itself inexpedient and unjust in its effects 
upon the Treasury and the people, I need 
consider it no more in detail. 

But it is further alleged by the majority in 


| defense of the syndicate that it would con- 


vulse the whole business of the country if the 
Secretary had not agreed with the syndicate | 


| parties that these vast sums of money should 


remain on deposit with them until required by 
him in redemption of the five-twenty bonds. 
It may be conceded that there is an appre- 
ciable amount of truth in this suggesion, under 


as the new loan was in fact purchased by our 

But it can have no logical | 
force or application so far as the new loan is | 
negotiated abroad, and it is well known that 
the chief operations of the syndicate have 
been heretofore, and are expected to be ners: 
Such 
operations can exercise no material influence 
upon financial interests or conditions in our 
country. Very much the largest part of the 
old bonds intended to be refunded are held 
abroad, and in the process of refunding will 
never pass through our national banks at all. 
There is, therefore, no propriety or necessity 


| arising out of the monetary interests of the | 


country or the demands of current business | 
for such an anomalous and mysterious arrange- | 
ment as the syndicate. It is without legal | 
authority, it is unjustifiably expensive to the 
country, and it involves a most dangerous | 
transfer of control of public funds from the ; 


i| of pubic money of only $100,352 67. 


But this same statement further shows that 
the First National Bank of Washington, being 
Jay Cooke & Co.’s bank, and supposed to be 
the veritable’ syndicate bank, during the same 
year had securities deposited with the Treas- 
urer, to make the Government safe against all 
deposits left with it, to the amount of only 
$100,000, and had a weekly average of deposits 
Yet the 
statement of subscriptions to the loan by the 
syndicate. to which I have already referred, 
shows that during the month of August, 1871, 
that single bank subscribed for $60,000,000 at 
one time and for $15,000,000 at another time, 
and for other large sums. Ifthese subscriptions 
were in fact paid for at the date of subscrip- 
tion, or thereafter, what was done with the 
money? Where was it deposited? What 
securities did the Treasury hold for its prompt 
payment when needed ? 

Then | turn to the report of the Comptroller 
of the Currency of December 4, 1871, giving 
the condition of all the national banks on 
October 2, 1871, and allits statements corre- 
spond with those in Miscellaneous Document 
No. 88. Then I turn to the monthly debt state- 
ments of the Treasury for the past year, giving 
the coin and currency balances in the Treasury 
at theend of each month, and there, too, I failto 
find any evidence that any of these great sams 
arising from subscriptions and payments for 
the new loan were in fact deposited in the 
Treasury. The aggregates of coin and cur- 
rency, for example, for December, were 
$127,294,320 68, and for November. were 
$106,380, 144 60, and for October, $107,508,- 
680 06, and so on, averaging through the year 
about the same for each month, and corre- 
sponding closely with the monthly balances 
of the preceding year, 

Where, then, were these great sums in fact 
deposited? Where is the actual home and 
abiding-place of the syndicate? Where have 
their operatipns been carried on, their moneys 
kept, and their accounts reported? I cannot 
answer. Somebody should. Is it not fair, 
| from all these facts, to infer that, in truth, 
these vast sams of the new Joan subscribed 
for by the banks and the syndicate were really 
not paid at the date of subscription at all, or 
were only constructively paid, but in fact and 
law not paid until the outstanding old bonds 
were brought in for surrender and redemption ? 


Government to private hands. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, it is pertinent to in- 
quire whether in fact these vast sums arising 
from sales of the new bonds were ever depos- 
ited at all with any national depository. It is 
assumed by the majority that these moneys 


banks as depositories. Certainly they could 
be lawfully deposited nowhere else, except in 
the Treasury. Were they ineither? Let us see. 


At my request, the Secretary furnished to |; 
the committee, under date of January 16, | 


1872, (Mis. Doc., No. 38,) ta statement 
showing the amounts of the securities for 
public deposits of the several national bank 
depositories in the United States; also, the 
average weekly balances of the Treasurer of 


j 


ing officers in said depositories during the 
year ending December 31, 1871.’ It was 
during the period covered by this statement 
that all these loans were negotiated by and 
deposits made with these national deposit- 
ories. Yet the significant facts are disclosed 
by this schedule that the amount of these 


of $15,774,000, and that the average weekly. 
balances of the public moneys of all kinds 
deposited with all these depositories was only 
$11,358,853 52. Ts it rational, fair, or possible 
to believe that the proceeds of the sales of 
bonds for $200,000,000 are covered by only 
$15,774,000 of securities, or would produce no 
greater average balances in the books of these 
depositories than $11,358,853 52? 


These matters demand specific explanation. 
Mr. Speaker, another suggestion, and I shall 

have done. in his annual report of Decem- 

| ber 4, 1871, the Secretary, after a recital of 


li estimates for expenditures for the current fis- 
i cal year, says, “These estimates show a bal- 


ance applicable to the payment of the princi- 
j pal of the public debt for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1872, of $71,794,991 68. Dur- 
| ing the last fiscal year ending June 80, 1871, 
| there was nearly as large a balance applicable 
to the same purpose. Why did pot the Secre- 
tary utilize these great balances to expedite the 


| redemption of the old bonds, and hasten the 
| process of refunding, and reduce its expense 


to the country, and avoid such an expensive 
and dangerous contract with the syndicate? 
Certainly they could have been devoted to no 
more appropriate or legitimate use. The coun- 
tiry might have saved many millions by such a 
i policy. It would surely have been wiser than the 
practice of purchasing bonds in open market 
jatapremium. I confess myself wholly unable 
i to see why these balances were not made avail- 
able to aid in and hasten and cheapen the prac- 
tical business of refunding $200,000,000. g 

In conclusion. with the utmost personal 
respect for the Secretary, I feel bound to say 
'thatin my judgment he has in those matters 
| to which | have referred in detail clearly and 
i most dangerously exceeded his legal power, 
and has lost to the country many millions of 
dollars unnecessarily and unlawfully. 

gasURY DEPARTMENT, 
Wasumeres, D.C., August 10, 1871. 


Sm: I take the liberty to inform you that an ar- 
| rangement has been made for the disposal of the 
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reminder of the bonds offered by the Secretary of 
the Treasury on the 28th of February last, being 
about one hundred and thirty million dollars. 

The arrangement is subject to the condition that 
the national banks of the United States shall have 
the opportunity within sixty days from this date to 
subsoribe for any sum or sums not exceeding fifty 
milion dolarsinall, | | ye 

Banks making or obtaining subscriptions payable 
in coin will be designated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury as depositaries of public money, upon the 
usual condition of placing in the hands of the Preas- 
urer of the United States bonds of the United States 
for the security of such deposits. , 

At the commencement of each month, notice will 
be given of the redemption of an amount of bonds 
equal to the amount of subscriptions in coin for the 
preceding month, interest to cease in ninety days 
from the date of such notice. A 

As the bonds specified shall maturo, the deposits 
will bo withdrawn from the several banks propor- 
tionately. ‘ 

A commission of one eighth of one per cent. will 
be allowed upon all subscriptions made or obtained 
by national banks. 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
To the CASHIRR oF 
THE 


NATIONAL BANU oF 


[Exhibit No. 1.] 
NOTICR. 
Redemption of Pine- Twenty Bonda of 1862. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, September 1, 1871. 


By virtue of the authority given by an act of Con- 
gress approved July 14, 1870, entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the refunding of tho national debt,” I 
hereby give notice that the principal and accrued 
interest of tho bonds herein-below designated, known 
ag five-twenty bonds, will be paid at the Troasury 
of the United States, in the city of Washington, on 
or after the Ist day of Docember next, and that the 
interest on said bonds will cease on that day. That 
js to say, coupon bonds known as the first series, 
act of February 25, 1862, dated May 1, 1862, num- 
bered as follows: 

} to 30699, inclusive, o£ $50 each. 
to 43572, inclusive, of 100 each. 
1 to 40011, inolusive, of 500 eaoh. 
1 to 74104, inclusive, of 1,000 each, 
And registored bonds of tho samo act— 
1 to 595, inclusive, of — $50 each. 
} to 1103, inclusive, of 100 each, 
to 1809, inelusive, of — 500 each, 

1 to 8906, inclusive, of 1,000 oach. 
L to 2665, inclusive, of 5,000 each. 
1 to 2006, inclusivo, of 10,000 each. 


The amount outstanding (cmbraced in the num- 
bers as above) is $100,000,000, 

Coupon bonds of the act of February 25, 1862, 
wero issued infour distinctsories. Bonds of the first 
series Comhracing those deseribed above) do not bear 
tho series designation upon thom, while thoso of the 

~ second, third, and fourth sories are distinctly marked 
on tho freo of the bonds. 

United States securitics forwarded for redemption 
should bo addressed to the “loan division,” Secre- 


tary’s office. mE 
J. B. HARTLEY, Acting Secretary. 


[Exhibit No. 2.) 
NOTICE. 
Redemption of Five- Twenty Ronds af 1862. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, December 7, 1871. 


By virtuo of the authority given by an act of Con- 
gress approved July 14, 1870, cutitled “An act to 
authorize the refunding of the national debt,” I 
hereby give notico that tho principal and accrued 
interest of the bonds herein-below designated, 
known as fivo-twenty bonds, will bo paid at the 
Treasury of the United States, in the city of Wash- 
ington, on and after the 7th dey of March, 1872, and 
thrt the interest on said bonds will coase on that 
day, That is to say, coupon bonds known as the 
second series, act of February 25, 1862, dated May 1, 
1862, us follows: : 


$50 from No. 1to No. 5400, both inclusive, 
$100 from No, 1 to No, 13498, both inclusive. 
3600 trom No.1 to No. 7964, both inclusive. 
$1,000 from No. 1 to No. 11120, both inclusive. 


And registered bonds of the samo act as follows: 


$50 from No. 596 to No. 697, both inelusive. 
$100 from No. 4104 to No. 5079, both inclusive. 
$500 from No. 1900 to No. 2483, both inclusive. 
$1,000 from No, 8907 to No. 11008, both inclusive. 
$5,000 from No, 2666 to No, 3402, both inclusive, 
$10,000 from No. 2807 to No. 3899, both inclusive. 


Of the amount outstanding (embraced in the num- 
hers as above) $16,000,000 are coupon bonds and 
$4,000,000 are registered bonds. 

. Coupon bonds of the act of February 25, 1862, were 

issued in four distinct series, Bonds of the first 

series (all of which have been previously called for 

redemption) do not bear the series desiznation upon 

them, while those of the second, third. and fourth 

perio: are distinctly marked on the face of the 
nds, 

United States securities forwarded for redempti 
should be addressed to the “loan division,” an 
-tary’a office, and pil registered bonds should be 


“assigned to the Secretary of the Treasury for re- 
demption.” i 
GEO. S. BOUTW ELL, Secretary. 


[Exhibit No. 3.] 
NOTICE. 
Redemption of Five-Twenty Bonds of 1862. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, December 20, 1871. 

By virtue of the authority given by an act of Con- 
gress approved July 14, 1870, entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the refunding of the national debt,” I 
hereby give notice that the principal and accrued 
interest of the bonds herein-below designated, known 
as five-twenty bonds, will be paid at tbe Treasury of 
the United States, in the city of Washington, on and 
after the 20th day of March, 1872, and that the in- 
terost on said bonds will cease on that day. That is 
to say, coupon bonds known as the second series, act 
of February 25, 1862, dated May 1, 1862, as follows: 


Cowpon—Seeond series. 
$50—No. 5461 to No. 10775, both inclusive. 
$100—No, 13094 to No. 25935, both inclusive, 
$500—No. 7965 to No. 16179, both inclusive, 


i 


$1,000—No, 11121 to No. 27443, both inclusive. 


January 31, 


Registered. 
$50-No. 698to No. 840, both inclusive, 
$100—No. 5080 to No. 5991, both inclusive. 
$500—No. 2484 to No. 2958, both inclusive, 
$1,000—No. 11009 to No. 18150, both inclusive. 
$5,000—No. 3103to No. 4102, both inclusive. 
$10,000—No. 3900to No. 4774, both inclusive. 

Of the amount outstanding (embraced in the num- 
bers as above) $16,000,000 are coupon bonds and 
$4,000,000 are registered bonds. 

Coupon bonds of the act of February 25, 1862, were 
issued in four distinct series. Bondsof the first series 
(ali of which have been previously called for redemp- 
tion) do not bear the sories designation upon them, 
while those of the second, third, and fourth series 
are distinctly marked on the face of the bonds, _ 

United States securities forwarded for redemption 
should be addressed to the ‘‘loan division,” Seere- 
tary’s office, and all registered bonds should be “ as- 
signed to the Secretary of the Treasury for redemp- 
tion. à 

The bonds specified in the notice of December 7 
will be paid upon presentation, together with all 


interest due, 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 


[Exhibit No. 4] 
Statement of issues on coin certificates of national banks, ce. 


No, of cor- 


Date. Name of bank. tificates, Amount, 
1871, 
August 14, Ninth Now York .....ccccscsesegeeseregeqeeres 1 $200,000 
August 21. Glenn’s Falls National Bank.......... $ 1 25,000 
August 22. -| National Bank of the Republic, Philadel phi 3 2 100,000 
August 21. First National Bank, Manchester, New Hampshiro. 1 50,0) 
August 18... Ninth National Bank, Now York... 5 205,000 
August 18, Ninth National B 3 45,000 
August It. 1 1,000,000 
August 18, 1 000,000 
August 16, 2 50,000 
August 23. 874 400,000 
August 19. 1 110,000 
August 16. 1 50,000 
August 22. 1 50,000 
August 21. 4 600,000 
August 23. } 400,000 
August 25. : 280,000 
August lasser 1ang 4 1,000,000 
August 23. 3, 
August 25. A ł 300,000 
August 24, 50,000 
August 18, 7 50,000 
August 25 1 30,000 
August 25, 1 100,000 
August 25, 1 50,000 
August 24, 1829 20,000 
August 2 1 252,000 
August 2 4,144 110,000 
August 2 1 1,000,000 
August x 250 75,00 
August 2 257 125,000 
August 1 588 82,000 
August 25.. 1 50, 
August 28.. 1 30, 
August 25.. 193 1,000,000 
August 29.. 1 20,000 
August 28.. 2 50,000 
August 2)., 1 500,000 
August 2 a 1 50,000 
August 2 Manufacturers’ National Bank, Philadelphia.. g 1 100,000 
August 23 First National Bank, Aurora, Ilinoi A land 3 41,000 
August 29. Agawam National Bank, Springfield... H 1 30,000 
August 26 National Bank of Commerce, New Bedford. š 1 165,000 
August 25.. Eliot National Bank, Boston........ x 1 200,000 
August 24.. Evansville National Bank, Indian ` 4 50,000 
August 2 .| Union National Bank, Philadelphia.. 1 25,000 
August 2 Merchants’ National Bank, Cincinnati. ae } 200,000 
uzust 28.. Massachusetts National Bank, Boston.. a 1 25, 
August 29., Thames National Bank, Norwich, Connecticut. è 253 500,000 
August 2 First National Bank, New London, Connecticu ‘ 2 500.000 
August 2 National Exchange Bank of Weston, West Virgi: : 1 5,000 
August 28.. Merchants, Burlington, Lowa. esses reen é 1 10,000 
September 5........} Hudson Company, Jersey City. New Jersey.. x 1 101,600 
August 26.. .; Second, Lansing, Michigan... RITEN ate 1 A 
August 26 .| First National Bank, Springfield, Illinois......... K 1 125,000 
August 25.. .| First National Bank, Fort Wayne, Indiana.. r 1 50,00 
August 26.. Western, Philadelphia........secseersesseeee o 4 1 200,000 
Second, Jersey City, New Jersey.. j 1 800,000 
Ninth New York....... addons ae k ll 50,00 
First Dover, Delaware 1 48,000 
Ninth New York........ A Sia 9 200,000 
National Bank of the Republic, Philadelphia 4 00,000 
National Bank of the Republic, Philadelphia 6 200,000 
First National Bank, Grand Haven, Michigan 1 70,000 
National Bank Redemption, Boston... 1 35,200 
Flour City, of Rochester, New York... 1 75,000 
First National Bank, Kansas City, Missouri 1 75,000 
National Bank of Commerce, New York... land 2 850,000 
4 San Antonio, Texas. ..cc.ecscsscee 1 5,050 
August 20, ..| Commercial, Dubuque, Low: $ 45,000 
August 23 and 24.| First National Bank, Albion, New York.. I and 2 100,000 
August 29,.. ar National Bank, Fort Wayne, Indian p 92 a 50,000 
oie NeW aea: CUE AAN and 110 © 
August 22 Depository. Cincinnati, Ohio. Ho) 43,050 
August 29. Treasurer United States........ 2122 50,000 
August 23 First National Bank, New York. 2 50.000 
August 20 First National Bank, Portland, Oregon.. 5 120,008 
August 23. ; Ninth National Bank, New York....... 13 250,000 
November 24. Assistant Treasurer, Now York. esssecusescsee 254 10,00 
POL. ea E deca a E suaece eo nehenl Sasancs ooh SLE inis iie - $14,377,300 
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[Exhibit No. 5.] 
SYNDICATE. 
S—— of of First National Bank Washington. 
j : 

Date. No. or re Amount. 
August 16, 1871 5 $500,000 
August 17, 187 9 89,090 
August 9, J 4 250,000 
August 19, 187 2 50,000 
August 16, 1871 13 34,000 
August 17, 1871 15 15,400 
August 17, BH 17 000 
August 18, 187 19 0,000 
August. 18, 1871 ká 5,000 
August zl, 187 31 60,000 
August 21, 1871 29 15,000 
August 21, 187 27 60,000 
August 21, 1871... 5 126,000 
August 21, 1871... 2 50.000 
August 24, 1871... öl 162,000 
August 24, 1871......... 49 140,000 
August 24, 1871... 45 50,000 
August 24, 1871s 41 400,000 
August 21, 1871siss 85 100,090 
August 23, 1871... cc 33 50, 

g ; F “0 41 550,000 
August 21, 1871... 387 52,000 
August 24, 1871 cies. 43 110,000 
August 22, 1871... 39 17,000 
August 26, 1871... 101 000 
August 25, 1871 87 50,000 
August 25, 1871 93 150,000 
August 25, 1871 89 150,000 
August 25, 1871... w 4,000 
August 25, 1871 91 110,000 
August 25, 1871 97 75,000 
August 25, 1871 53 60,000 
August 25, 1871 55 145,000 
August 25, 1871 §7 213,000 
August 25, 1871 81 157,000 
Angust 25, 1871... 3 60,000 
August 25, 1871 85 22,500 
August 25, 1871.....008 TI 000 
August 25, 1871s 83 27,000 
August 25, 1871 65 67, 
August 2), 1871 61 91, 
August 25, 1871 63 20, 
August 25, 1871... 59 182,700 

ugust 25, 1871 69 122,000 
August 25, 1871 7 95,000 
August 25, 1871 67 147,000 
August 28, 1871... 159 250,000 
August 28, 1871 163 500.000 
August 28, 1871 481 250,000 
August 28, 1871 187 20,000 
Augnst 28, 1871 211 82,800 
August 23, 1871 203 28,000 
August 28, 1871 493 000 
August 28, 1871 177 37.550 
August 2, 1871 165 6.700 
August 23, 1871 179 128,000 
August 28, 1871 199 10,000 
August 28, 187 195 0.000 
August 28, 1871 239 100,000 
August 28, 1871 207 20,000 
August 28, 1871 209 50,000 
August 28, 187] 215 26,300 
August 28, 187 229 90,000 
August 28, 1871 213 107,000 
August 28, 1871 189 2, 
August 28, 1871 185 20.000 
August 28, 1871 475 267,000 
August 28, 1871 173 45,000 
August 28, 187 183 23,100 
August 28, 1871 201 61,000 
August 28, 1871 197 70,000 
August 23, 1871 205 1,500 
August 28, 1871 191 28,000 
August 26, 1871 157 36,000 
August 26, 1871 449 35,000 
August 26, 1871 431 166,000 
August 25, 1871 155 94, 
August 26, 1871 147 100,000 
August 20, 1871... 153 31.000 
August 26, 1871 145 42,400 
August 26, 1871 143 40,000 
August 26, 1871 141 78,500 
August 26, 1871 15i 411.209 
August 20, 1871 139 399,000 
August 26; 187] 129 80.000 
August 26, 1871 133 18,000 
August 26, 1871 119 88,000 
August 23, 1871 115 55,000 
August 25, 1871.. 18 111.000 
August 2, 871. 127 62,150 
August 26, 1871 121 35,000 
August. 28, 1871.. 225 42.500 
August 23, 1871 223 30,000 
August 28, 1871.. ; 

gust 20. 341 200,000 
August 20, 1871 243 3,0 
August z3, ta gs 19,800 

teust 28, 187 , 

z 7 135 20,000 

4103 20, 
137 7,000 
231 17,500 
323 20,000 
161 250,000 
x 73 63.000 
Roadia 15 35,500 
Carried forward... - $11,013,000 


TABLE—Continued. 
Date. No. Sr cerun, | Amount. 
Brought forward... - | 11,013,000 
August 29, 1871... 307 3 3,0 
August 25, 1871 117 40,000 
August 26, 1871........ 107 83, 
ugust 26, 1871 H lil 104,500 
ugust 29, 1871 7 305 200,000 
August 29, 1871 ™ 315 46,000 
August 29, 187i os 285 50,000 
August 26, 1871 ee 113 95,500 
August 29, 187 a 279 17,000 
“August 29, 18 Bs 277 . 81,000 
August 29, 18 vs 271 21,160 
August 29, 1871. Š 269 20,000 
August 29, 1871 ea 303 65,000 
Atigust 29, 1871 Sv 297 50,000 
August 29, 187 -j 283 34,000 
Augast 29, 1871. on 276 32,150 
August 28, 187]. 1 100,000 
August 29, 1871.00... 65 42.550 
August 29, 187 ah 317 25,005 
August 29, 187 290 80,000 
August 29, 1871... 311 50,000 
August 29, 1871... 263 40,000 
August 26, 1871. a 199 50,000 
August 29, 1871. a 301 201,005 
August 29, 1871...... 299 119,080 
Angust 29, 1871 a 319 50,000 
August 29, 1871. ae 313 61,000 
August 29, 1871........ 273 80,000 
ugust 29, 1871.00... 293 109,009 
August 29, 1871.00.00... 309 45,009 
August 29, 1871. ae 267 75,500 
August 29, 1871. a 287 44,000 
August 29, 1871.0... 295 12,550 
August 29, 1871... 281 76,500 
ugust 30, 1871. 839 40,600 
August 30, 1871. 341 120,000 
August 30, 1871 343 65,000 
August 30, 18 345 000 
Augast 30, 18 347 55,000 
August 30, 18 Bal 159,000 
ugust 30, 18 365 65,000 
August 30, 1871 857 00.000 
August 30, 18 359 50,000 
August 30, 18 361 50,000 
August 30, 1871. 353 100,000 
August 30, 1871. 349 85,000 
August 30, 1871......... 355 5,000 
August 30, 1871 ee 363 16,100 
August 29, 1871 ws 291 21,000 
August B, 1871... 227 50,000 
August 30, 1871........ 335 190,000 
August 29, 1871... 249 50,000 
August 30, 18 ‘a 337 70,000 
August 26, 18 ” 105 70,000 
August 26, 18 í 99 50,000 
August 25, 1871 ae 247 300,000 
August 29, 1871... 253 15,000 
August 29, 1871... 21 0,000 
August. 29, 1871... 261 100,000 
August 29, 1871... 257 75,000 
August 29, 187 oe 255 50,000 
August 28, 1871. ss 167 20,000 
August 29, 1871... 3821 16,300 
Sept’ber 6, 1871.0... 369 21,45) 
August 30, 187i... 327 | 2,500 
August 30, 1871 ‘s 329 i 7,500 
August 30, 1871 is 331 46,000 
Aug (ee 237 55,500 
August 28, 1871 al 169 100,009 
August 28, 187 9 27 20.000 
August 28, 5 371 | 200,000 
August ie 133 5,500 
August 30, 333 92,000 
August 28, 187 373 500.000 
August 28, 187 BTI 108.800 
August T 1 10,060,000 
August 28, 381 815500 
August 28, 367 7,029,500 
August 28, 1871 379 50,000 
August 28, 18 875 181,500 
August 16, 18 3 15,000,000 
August 22, 18 325 60,000, 
Dee’ber 11, 18 383 l 4,342,200 
January 8, 18 385 | 5,000,000 
January 8, 1872. 387 1,000,000 
January 8, 1872........- 389 1,000,000 
Totha idnina - | $117,518,950 


Mr. BECK obtained the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, by permission of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] I 
rise merely to make a remark with reference 
to this word of which we now hear so much— 
“syndicate.” I do not propose to discuss 
the question immediately before the House, 
because it is in the eharge of far abler hands 
who will undoubtedly exhaust all that can be 
said against the adoption of this report from 
the Committee of Ways and Means. But 
however much we may properly complain of 


the conduet of the Treasury Department in its || 


management of this loan, 1 think we may thank 
it for the introduction of a new word, so far as 


this country is concerned, in referétice tö fiscal 
negotiations. 

The word ‘‘syndicate”’ is, I think, very un- 
familiar to American ears. There probably are 
men even in this House who do hot compre- 
hend the European definition and aceeptation 
of that word. ‘Syndicate’? means a combina- 
tion of syndics. We hear of “ tings’’ here plen- 
tifully. We have “‘ rings” in this country for 
every conceivable object, good, bad, and indif- 
ferent. Butin Europe a ‘syndicate’ medans à 
cotineil of syndics; and “syndic” in France, 
where the word practically originated, although 
itis of both Greek and Latin derivation, means 
a corps of officers to administer apon the 
effects of bankrupts: I suppose that when the 
Secretary of the Treasury deemed it necessary 
to catry into Huropeda banking cirbles thë 
bankrupt bonds of the United States; placing 
them there to be sold at a deprétiation, ‘pay- 
ing bankers at extraordinary, ard, in tiy judy- 
ment, an illegal rate of interest under the puisé 
of a commission, to induce them to take the 
boitds, he thought the most appropriate word 
to use in hawking our credit in the European 
harket, virtually at a discount; and at 4 is- 
honored price, would be ‘‘syodicate.’”’ 1 find 
in Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary that this 
word ‘‘ syndicate” is defined as ‘‘# council or 
body of syndics ;*’ arid under the word “ syi- 
dic’’ I find the following: ‘‘In France syndié¢s 
are appointed by the creditors of a bankrupt to 
manage the property? Hence; sir, however 
much we may complain of the managentetit of 
this loan, we certainly may thank the Secretaty 
for giving us a word so directly pertinent and 
applicable in view of the depreeiation of Amer- 
ican credit abroad under his administiation. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman yield to 
meä moment? — 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. f 

Mr. DAWES, It is so important in the 
discussion of this matter to settle this ques- 
tion that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] has deemed it necessary to break the 
continuity of the argument to show us his 
learning about the word “syndicate,” and af 
thesame time thank the Treasury Department 
for inventing it. I have to say in defense of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, whatever it may 
mean and wherever it originated, the credit of 
it is Hot due to the Secretary or to the Treas- 
ury Department, and you will not find itin any 
of these negotiations. 

The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. KERR, ] 
who has just taken his seat, and my friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,} who is upon his 
feet, have a list of everybody who subscribed 
for these bonds. Iam sure my friend from 
New York [Mr. Woop] did not know that 
every one of them was subscribed for iù this 
country, and by the national banks in this 
country. At the Treasury Department nothing 
is known of any other transaction except such 
as they make with national banks of this coun- 
try, ereated by the laws of this country, dad 
established and maintained by them, 

Mr. BECK took the floor. __ 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before the gentleman 
proceeds, allow me to say a single word, 

Mr. BECK. My colleague on the committee 
will have ample time; but I will give way if 
my colleague wishes it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish merely to say 
in that connection that I hold Webster's Dic- 
tionary in my hand, and a ‘‘ syndic ’’ is repre- 
sented to be an officer of Government invested 
with different powers in different Governments; 
also one chosen to transact business for others, 
Then follows a note which the gentleman from 
New York alluded to, but which I will give. 
In France syndics are appointed by the cred- 
itors of a bankrupt to manage the property. 
In Geneva the syndic is the chief magistrate. 
Almost all the companies in Paris, the univer- 
sity and the like, have their syhdies. The Uni- 
versity of Cambridge has its syndics, who are 
chosen from the senate to transact special 
business, as the regulation of fees, framing 
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of laws, and the like. That is what Webster 
says. In other words, a syndic is an agent to 
do business as such fora Government or body 
of men, or a corporation or otherwise. 

Mr. WOOD. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee whether, under his 
construction, the Secretary of the Treasury 
had power to appoint agents in Hurope to 
negotiate this loan. 3 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, as I was unable 
to agree with the majority of the Committee 
of Ways and Means in the report submitted 
by the chairman last week, relative to the 
legality of the arrangement entered into by 
the Secretary of the Treasury with Jay Cooke 
& Co., and their associates, known asthe syn- 
dicate, in the refunding of a portion of the 
first $200,000,000 of the bonded debt of the 
United States, under the act of July 14, 1870, 
I have thought it best to state the reasons for 
my dissent to the House, as the action taken 
on the report and resolution submitted will 
doubtless govern the action of the Secretary 
in the disposition of the remaining $1,300,000, - 
000 which by that act he is authorized to put 
upon the market, so that our determination of 
the question has a far greater significance than 
the mere vindication of the past action of the 
Secretary, however desirable that may be re- 
garded. I do not desire in this matter to seek 
any party advantage; I certainly would not 
knowingly do the Secretary injustice ; indeed, 
I regret that it became my duty to investigate 
the matter, as it was a subject entirely new to 
me, and one to which I had not given as much 
consideration heretofore as perhaps I ought, 

The resolution submitted by the House to 
the committee is as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in placing the newly authorized five per 
cont. bonds upon tho market, has, in defiance of the 
law creating them, increased the publie bonded debt, 
and has exceeded the ono half of one per cent. 
allowed by tho funding act for all exponses in placing 
said loan: Therefore, , 

Resolved, Thattho Committeoof Ways and Means 
be directed to investigate the said transactions, and 
have power, to send for persons and papers, and 
to report the amount of such inerease of the bonded 
debt, if any, the agents employed and paid by bim 
for the services rendered, all contracts pertaining to 
the same, and the sums paid to said agents. 

The only evidence taken by the commit- 
tee was that of the Secretary and Jay Cooke, 
whose statements are attached to the report 
of the majority, and the only“ sections of 
existing laws which it is necessary to consider 
specially are the following: 

Section forty-five of the general banking law, 
approved June 8, 1864, makes the only pro- 
vision which need be referred to, prior to the 
act of July 14, 1870. It reads as follows: 

“That all associations undor this act, when des- 
ignated for that purpose by the Seerelary of tho 
Treasury, shall be depositories of public money, 
except receipts from customs, under such regula- 
tions ag may be prescribed by the Secretary ; and they 
may also he employed as financial agents of the Gov- 
ernment; and they shall perform allsuch reasonable 
duties, as depositories of publie moneys and finm- 
cial agents of the Government, as may be required 
of them, And the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
require of the associations thus designated satisfac- 
tory security, by the deposit of United States bonds 
andotherwise, for the safe-keeping and prompt pay- 
ment of the public monoy deposited with them, and 
for the faithful performance of their duties as finan- 
cial agents of the Government.” 

The act of July 14, 1870, which provides for 
the issue of the new three per cent. bonds in 
its first section, provides as follows in sections 
two and four: 

“Sra. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to sell and 
dispose of any of the bonds issued under this act, at 
not less than their par value for coin, and to apply 
the proceeds thereof to the redemption of any of the 
bonds of the United States outstanding, and known 
as five-twenty bonds, at their par valuo, or he may 
exchange the same for such five-twenty bonds, par 
for par; but the bonds hereby authorized shall be 
used forno other purpose whatsoever. And asum 
not exceeding ono half of one per cent. of the bonds 
herein authorized is hereby appropriated to pay the 
expense of preparing, issuing, advertising, and dis- 
posing of the same.” = kan ae, SR TS 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, with any 
coin in the Treasury of the United States which he 
may: lawfully apply to such purpose, or which he 


may derive from the sale.of any of the bonds the 
issue of which is provided for in this act, to B, at 
par and cancel any six per cent. bondsof the United 
States of the kind known asthe five-twenty bonds, 
which have become, or shall hereafter become, re- 
deemahble by the termsof theirissue. But the par- 
ticular bonds so tobe paid and canceled shall in 
all cases be indicated and specified by class, date, 
and number in the order of their issue and numbers, 
beginning with the first numbered and issued, in 
public notice to be given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and in three months after the date of such 
public notice the interest on the bonds so selected 
and advertised to be paid shall cease.’’ 

I agree substantially with the majority inthe 
opinion that a temporary increase of the bonds 
of the United States was inevitable if the debt 
wasrefunded in any other way than by exchang- 
ing the bonds authorized to be issued by the 
act of July 14, 1870, for five-twenty bonds ‘‘ par 
for par;’’ and as the Secretary was expressly 
authorized by the second section of that act ‘to 
sell and dispose of any of the bonds issued 
under this act, at not less than their par value 
for coin, and to apply the proceeds thereof to 
the redemption of any of the bonds of the Uni- 
ted States outstanding and known as five-twenty 
bonds at their par value,’’ it followed that he 
had the right to sell the new bonds before he 
redeemed those outstanding, which neces- 
sarily increased the numberand amount of the 
“bonded debt of the United States” from the 
time of the sale until a corresponding number 
or amount of five-twenties were redeemed with 
the proceeds of those sold. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the following 
language used at the close of the first section 
of the act, to wit, ‘but nothing in this act or 
in any other law now in force shall be con- 
strued to authorize any increase whatever of 
the bonded debt of the United States,” must 
be construed, in view of the subsequent pro- 
visions, as though the words “after the ex- 
change or sale and redemption hereinafter 
authorized is completed’? had been added. 

But I do not agree that the increase of 
$135,000,000 in the bonded debt of the coun- 
try, which did take place in the transaction 
which we are considering—a considerable 
portion of which increase still continnes—was 
either necessary or proper; and I am further 
of opinion that the contract entered into by 
the Secretary with Jay Cooke & Co. (for the 
syndicate) was not authorized by law, and 
gave these gentlemen an unnecessary and 
improper control of the funds of the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of private gain, which 
Congress ought not to sanction, or establish 
as a precedent, which will authorize the pres- 
ent or any future Secretary to adopt itin the 
disposition of the remaining $1,300,000,000 
of the bonds directed to be sold. I propose 
as briefly.as I can to state the facts which, 
under the laws Ihave stated, have led me to 
these conclusions. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his report 
to Congress, dated December 4, 1871, after 
showing that $200,000,000 of the five per cent. 
loan was put upon the market on the 6th of 
March, 1871, says: 

“On the Ist of August the subscriptions amounted 
to $65,775,500, chiefly by the national banks.” 

He stated before the committee that com- 
missions of one fourth of one per cent. were 
allowed to the banks on the amount subscribed 
as above stated, and no arrangement or con- 
tract, so far as appears, was made whereby 
they were authorized to hold.the money they 
had subscribed for this $65,775,500, for any 
length of time. The Secretary said in his evi- 
dence before the committee, when speaking 
of this $65,775,500 subscription, that the banks 
exchanged six per cents for five per cents, 
The Secretary says further: 

“Under date of July 14, 1871, a dispatch was re- 
ceived from Hon. William A. Richardson, Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, then in London, stating 
that certain bankers in Europe proposed to take the 
remainder of the $200,000,000 of five per cents upon 
certain conditions, This proposition was considered 
and modified, and early in August an agreement 


was made with Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co., represent- 
ing bankers in Europe and the United States.” 


This will, I think, satisfy the chairman of 
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the committee that he was mistaken in his 
statement just made. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to conceal 
the fact that bankers in Europe largely partici- 
pated in this loan. 

Mr. BECK. And furnished the money. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not desire to conceal 
the fact that it was known probably to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that what induced 
Jay Cooke & Co. to make the offer was that 
they and others in this country had agreed to 
take large amounts of it. But the Secretary 
very wisely, as I think, had his dealings solely 
with those whom the law of the land designated 
as our financial agents. : 

Mr. BECK. The sentences I am now about 
to read from the report will enable the House 
to understand exactly how that was done: 


*“ By the terms of the agreement, the parties rep- 
resented by Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co. had the right 
to subscribe for the remainder of the $200,000,000 of 
said bonds, by giving notice thereo*, at any time pre- 
vious to the Ist of April next, and by subscribing for 

¿000,000 at once, and for an average of at least 
$5,000,000 of bonds per month during the intervening 
time, subject to the right of the national banks to 
subscribe for $50,000,000 within sixty days from the 
25th day of August. ae 

** It was also agreed that the subscriptions should 
all be made through national banks, and certificates 
of deposit therefor issued by said banks to the See- 
retary of the Treasury, bonds to be lodged with the 
Treasurer of the United States for the amount ofthe 
deposit. By a printed circular issued on the 10ch of 
August, 1871, it was announced that national banks 
making or obtaining subscriptions, payable in coin, 
would bedesignated by the Secretary of the Treasury 
as depositaries of public money, on the usual condi- 
tion of placing in the hands of the Treasurer of the 
United States bonds of the United States for the 
security of such deposits; and that at the com- 
mencement of each month notice would be given of 
the redemption of an amount of bonds equal to the 
amount of subscriptions in coin for the preceding 
month, interest to coasein ninety days from the date 
of such notice. o r, 

“Tt wag also stated in the circular that, as the bonds 
called should mature, the deposils would be drawn 
from the several banks proportionately. | 

“ It was further agreed that the subscribers to the 
loan should receive as commissions whatever might 
remain of the half of one percent. allowed by law 
upon the $200,000,000 after paying the cost of paper 
for the bonds, for engraving, printing, advertising, 
delivery, and all other expenses of the same. | 

“Under this agreement the books were opened in 
this country and in Europe, and by the last of 
August subscriptions were obtained for the entire 
amount offered, 

“On the Ist of September public notice was given 
that certain five-twenty bonds, to the amount of 
$100,000,000 of the issue of 1862, specified by number 
ag nearly as was practicable, according to the pro- 
visions of the act of July 14, 1870, would be paid 
on the Ist of December, and. that the interest 
would cease on that date. Of the bonds so called, 
more than eighty million dollars are now in the 
possession of the Department of which amount: 
$17,000,000 have been paid in coin, and the remain- 
der have been received or deposited in exchange 
for the five per cent. bonds.” 


The circular of August 10, referred to 
above, contained the further provision, which 
is not stated in the report of the Sceretary : 

“ A commission of one cighth of one per cent. will 
be allowed upon all subscriptions made or obtained 
by national banks.” 

And it did not contain what is stated in his 
report, that— ; 

“It was further agreed that the subscribers to 
the loan should receive as commissions whatever 
might remain of the half of one per cent. allowed 
by law on the $200,000,000, after paying the cost of 
paper,” &e. : 

Desiring to be accurate as to the facts, I 
called on the Treasurer, and, in company with 
my colleague on the committee, [Mr. Kerr,] 
upon the Seeretary, and was informed by both 
that bonds were, or will be, issued for all 
that portion of the $200,000,000 subscribed 
for after August 1, 1871, with interest cou- 
pons attached from August 1, 1871; and the 
bank by or through which the subscription 
was made will be charged with an amount 
equal to the interest from the ist day of 
August to the date of the subscription. For 
example: if the Treasury Department was 
notified on the 15th day of Angust. 1871, that 
the First National Bank of Washington had 
subscribed for $20,000,000 of the five per 
cent. bonds, that bank would receive bonds for 
$20,000,000, with interest coupons attached, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


743 


payable quarterly from August 1, 1871, and 
would be charged on the books of the Treas- 
ury with the amount of interest thereon from 
the ist to the 15th of August; in short, each 
subscriber to the loan receives interest from 
the day certificates of deposit are issued by the 
banks to the Secretary, on the terms set forth 
in the agreement. 

It will be seen by an examination of the 
report above quoted, and the testimony. of 
the Secretary printed with the report of the 
majority of the Committee of Waysand Means, 
that ‘‘by the last of August, 1871, subscrip- 
tions were obtained for the entire amount 
offered,” and of course the new bonds of the 
United States, bearing interest from the dates 
of the subscription, have been or will be issued 
to the subscribers. It further appears that it 
was part of the agreement that the notice 
calling in the outstanding six per cent. bonds, 
and stopping the payment of interest on them 
after three months from the date of the notice, 
was to be issued at the commencement of each 
month for ‘‘an amount of bonds equal to the 
amount of subscriptions in coin for the pre- 
ceding month.” As I understand it, the agree- 
ment that the money subscribed for the new 
bonds should be loaned to or not withdrawn 
from the parties subscribing (which means 
both in law and fact the same thing) for 
ninety days was intended to mean, and did 
mean, ninety days from and after the date of 
the notice calling in the six per cent bonds. 
By the arrangement that the notice should 
only issue at thecommencement of each month 
the subscribers obtained the use of the money 
which they subscribed for the new bonds during 
all the unexpired portion of the month in 
which they made the subscription, in addition 
to the three months, aud they of course drew 
their interest on the bonds subscribed for also ; 
so that if a subscription was made on the 10th 
or 15th of a month, it was an additional two 
thirds or half of a month during which the Gov- 
ernment was paying interest both on the new 
five and the old six per cent. bonds. I do not 
believe that the Secretary had any right under 
any law to make such a bargain, or to take the 
money of the people to pay eleven per cent. 
under such an arrangement. 

It will be observed from the report above 
quoted, that while the whole amount offered, 
say $135,000,000, was subscribed for before 
the last of August, the notice which issued 
on the first of September only called in and 
stopped the interest upon 3100.000,000 at the 
expiration of three months thereafter. No 
further notice was issued till December 7, 
when $20,000,000 more was called in, and on 
the 20th of December, 1871, another $20,000,- 
000 was recalled in three months after the 
notices aforesaid. The excuse of the Secre- 
tary, and the argument of the majority of the 
committee, is that no man holding a six per 
cent. bond would surrender it till the interest 
had stopped, and therefore the proceeds of the 
sales of the five per cents could not be used 
till three months after the notice was given. 
That being so, and all the $135,009, 000 of new 
bonds having been sold before September 1, 
why were not $135,000,000 of six per cents 
called in instead of $100.000,000, and why 
was no further call made till December 7 and 
December 20; and why, if subscriptions were 
made on the Sth. 10th, or 15th of a month, 
was the notice calling in the outstanding bonds 

ostponed till the first of the succeeding month? 
Tean see no reason, except to give the syndic- 
ate that much longer use of the money for 
nothing, while the interest was running and 
the taxes were being levied to pay it on both 
sets of bonds. There was plenty of money ia 
the Treasury to meet any bonds returned under 
any notice at all times after July 14, 1870. 
The Secretary says, (see page 7 of his last 
report:) 

“These estimates show a balance applicable to 


the payment of the principal of the public debt for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, $71,794,991 68.” 


And the fourth section of the act of July 14, 
1870, provides: 


“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized, with any coinin the Treasury of the 


United States which he may lawfully apply to such | 


purpose, or which may be derived from the sale of 
any of the bonds the issue of which is provided for 
in this act, to pay at par and cancel any six percent. 
bonds of the United States of the kind known as 
five-twenty bonds which have become or shall here- 
after become redeemable by the terms of their 
issue. 7 

I understand the meaning of that and the 
other sections of the act of July 14, 1870, to 
be to make all the surplus gold in the Treasury 
equally applicableto the payment and cancella- 
tion ofthe five-twenty bonds which have become 
redeemable, as the proceeds of the sale of the 
new five per cent. bonds are, and I suppose 
there never was a day since the 14th of July, 
1870, when there was not from fifty to seventy- 
five million dollars of gold in the Treasury, 
or in the several depositaries, subject to the 
orderof the Secretary. lam, therefore, utterly 
unable to see, when there were many hundred 


millions of the five-twenty bonds redeemable | 


at the option of the Secretary, why, with 
$135,000,000 of new five per cent. bonds sold, 
as he states in his report, before September 1, 
and with over fifty million dollars of other gold 
lying idle in the Treasury, he only called in 


and stopped interest upon $100,000,000 by his į 


notice of September 1, 1871, unless it was, 


as I said before, to allow the syndicate to hold | 
and use the money for their personal benefit, | 


while the people were paying interest on both 
sets of bonds. 

The Secretary has within a day or two past 
furnished us with a detailed statement of the 
subscriptions made for that portion of the 
$200,000,000 new loan which was taken after 
the 10th of August last by the syndicate and 
the national banks, under his notice and the 
agreement heretofore referred to. These de- 
tailed statements vary somewhat, or at least 
appear to vary from the statements made by 
the Secretary in his report andin his evidence 
before the committee. They are made part of 
the remarks of my colleague on the committee, 
[ Mr. Kerr,] and they show that the national 
banks other than Jay Cooke & Co. took of this 
loan during the month of August $14,377,300, 
and that the First National Bank of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, (Jay Cooke & Co.’s 
bank, called the syndicate. ) took $117,510,950, 
of which about one hundred and ten million 
dollars were taken in August, and about seven 
miilion five hundred thousaund dollars have 
been taken since. These sums, together with 
the 365,775,500 taken by the banks before 
August, leave a deficit of $2,328,200 accord- 
ing to the detailed statements in making up 


| the $200.000,000. I suppose, however, there 


is some omission in them, as the Secretary 
says in his report to Congress that it was all 
taken before the 31st of August, and I propose 
to assume that to be the fact. 

Ido not know, and the Secretary says he 
does not, who, other than Jay Cooke & Co., 
compose the syndicate. 


300 taken after August, and the arrangement 
was certainly a very advantageous oue for them: 


|l as they received under their contract all of 


the $1,000,000. or the one halfof one per cent. 
on the $200,000,000, except the commission 
paid to the banks and the expenses for paper, 
engraving bonds &e. I do not know what the 
expenses were. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Kerr] and myself applied nearly a week 
ago to have a statement of the expenses made 
out and furnished to us, so as to lay the exact 
facts on the subject before Congress, but it has 
not been given to us, and, I do not propose to 
accept any guess as to the amount of it. It 
could be made out in an hour, 1 presume, if 


| it was thought advisable to let Congress and 


the country see it. I understand the Secre- 
tary has not been able to obtain it himself; 
why, I do not know. 

Assuming what the Secretary says to be 


Their bank in Wash-- 
‘| ington was the subscriber for all but $14,377,- 


the fact, that the banks were paid a commis- 
sion of one quarter of one per cent. on the 
$65,000,000 first taken, and one eighth of one 
per cent. on the $50,000,000 subseribed by the 
banks as such, out of the remaining $185,000, 
and the commissions paid the syndicate would 
be as follows, subject to the expenses, what- 
ever they may turn out to be: 
Commission on $65,778,500, at one quarter per 
CONE AEREE ts. se ccvesasesenseioutissestsn sesso nie $164,438 75 
Commission on $30,000,000 at one eighth 
POY CONG sreceseseeserreerstensssrseesseteesseseeeee 62,500 00 
i . $226,928 75 
Leaving the amount to go to Jay Cooke & Co., out 
of this portion of the loan, underthe agreement, 
asto the remnant of the one half per cent. on 
$115,775,500 . $351,988 75 
Paid by Jay Coo’ n 
a. 421,122 50 


$84,224,500, one half per cent... 
Total to Cooke & Co., (less expenses)......$773,061 25 


Thus Jay Cooke & Co. received as commis- 
sion on a subscription for, say, $85,000,000, 
over $778,000, less expenses, &c.: while the 
banks received $226,938 on their subscription 
for $115,775,500. But the great profit to 
Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co. in this contract with 
the Secretary, in the way it has been managed, 
consisted in the loan to or retention by them 
of the Government money, while they were 
drawing interest on the bonds which they had 
purchased with it. Nobody doubts thatit wag 
worth to them atleast six per cent., which on 
$135 ,000,000 for the three months is $2,025,- 
000, from September 1 to December 1, while 
held under contract. But that is notall. They 
had it, on an average, say from the 20th of 
August, or one third of a month before the 
notice of September 1 was given. The interest 
for that time ($225,000) must be added. The 
Secretary says in his report of December 4 
that more than eighty million dollars had 
then been received under the notice and call 
of September 1. If it had then reached 
$81,000,000 he would have said so. 

On yesterday he furnished usa memorandum 
showing that up to this time, only $86,950,800 
of the $100,000,000, on which interest stopped 
December 1, under the notice of September 
1, had been returned to the Treasury, while 
up to yesterday only $1,099,750 had been re- 
turned under the notices of December 7 and 
December 20. Assuming, what is certainiv 
too liberal an assumption, that the $85,980,800 
of the five-twenty bonds now on band were all 
returned December 1, and the money to pay 
for them was then all drawn from the syndic- 
ate, and charging them with interest only on 
$13,000,000 of the $100,000,000 from Decem- 
ber 1 till now, it would amount to $130,000. 
The $20,000,000 calfed for December 7 runs 
till March 7, 1872; interest on that from 
December 1, 1871, till that date is $825,000, 
and as $15,000,000 of the amount called in by 
the notice of December 20, which makes up 
the $135,000, will not mature ull March 20, 
Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co. have the use of that 
until March 20 at least, interest on which 
from December 1 till that duie amounts to 
$181.250, and how much longer they will hold 
it no man can tell. They will retain it till the 
bonds called for are returned of course. 

The amount the syndicate has received, or 
will necessarily make by the transaction, may 
be stated thus: 

Commissions (Jess expenses, amount un- 


RENO WD) vsichsievesszeasan o aIda wee $173,000 
Interest before September Loe cee 225,000 
Interest under contract from September 1 

ta December Liv..csccessccesessenccsceeesserescsenersvee 2,025,000 
Interest aiter December 1 on $35,600,000, 

called for under notice of December 7 n 

and December 20 506,250 
Interest after December 1, 

first $100,000,000, till now 130,000 


$3,659,250 


Making the most liberal allowance for ex- 
penses the profit to the syndicate must reach 
$3,850,000. It must be borne in mind that 
this immense sum is made by Messrs. Cooke & 
Co. in the refunding of less than $135,000,000 
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of $1,500,000,000 of the bonds authorized by 
the law of July 14, 1870, to be refunded, and 
that the ‘adoption of the resolution reported 
by the majority of the committee will not only 
be a license but an order to the Secretary to 
proceed and refund $1,300,000,000 more on 
the same terms and through the same agents, 
whereby they will pocket at least three per 
cent. on the whole, as they have already done 
on a part. Congress may just as well vote 
389,000,000 more, or three per cent. oft the 
outstanding $1,800,000,000, into the pockets 
of Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co. by a direct vote, 
for that will be the inevitable effect of the 
adoption of the resolution of the majority. 
While, as I said at first, I concede that a 
temporary increase of the bonded debt was 
permissible, and perhaps inevitable, under the 
provisions of the act of July 14, 1870, E am 


satisfied the increase which has taken place | 


and the length of time it has been continued 
was not warranted by law, nor is it justifiable 
under the circumstances. Bonds ofthe United 
States to theamount of $135,000,000 have been 
issued or must issue, payable in gold, and bear- 
ing interest from an average date prior to 
August 21, 1870, while only $100,000,000 of 
the outstanding five-twenty bonds were ealled 
in by the notice of September 1, 1870, the resi- 
due not being even called for till December 7 
and December 20. I see no excuse for thus 
requiring the people of the United States to 
pay eleven per cent., or double interest, on 
$135,000,000 for such a length of time. I 
know of no law warranting it, and I am com- 
pelled, therefore, to say that the allegation in 
the preamble of the resolution submitted to 
the committee, ‘that in this transaction the 
bonded debt has been increased in violation 
of law,” is true. F fail to perceive how the 
majority of the committee, in view of the facts 
before them, could feel satisfied with their own 
presentation of the question. They say: 

“Tf tho transaction hore investigated bo held to 
tho-test of the strictest possiblo construction of the 
prohibitory clause, still the Soeretury will not be 
found to have violated its provisions in the particu- 
lar transactions here considered ; for it appears that 
the procecds of all tho bonds negotiated, remained 
on deposit with the designated depositavies during 
all the time that clupsed between the negotiation of 
tho now bonds and tho redemption of a correspond- 
ing antount of old ones. To the precise amount, 
therefore, that the public debt is increased by the 
silo of a new bond itis diminished by the depositary 
becoming a debtor to tho Govornmont, and the one 
balaneés the other, leaving the aggregato the same 
as before the transaction was commenced,” 

They seem to forget that the bonds purchased 
bore interest, and the bonds which the money 
paid for'the new issue was Intended to redeem 
also bore interest, while, the syndicate banks 
held and used the money for their own private 
gain all the while. The United States could 
anake all the members of Congress rich if they 
would without increasing the public debt issue 
their bonds bearing interest and let us bold 
the proceeds and use themas longas we pleased 
for our own private use without interest, eon- 
tenting themselves with the assumption that— 
_ “To the precise amount that the public debt is 
increased bytho sale of a new bond it is diminished 
by the depositary becoming a debtor to the Govern- 
ment, and the ono balances the other, leaving the 
aggregate the same as before the transaction was 
commenced,” 

I am afraid the tax-payers would soon learn 
that there was a flaw in the argument some- 
where. -The Secretary made a great mistake 
when he allowed himself to be drawn into the 
contract with Messrs. Cooke & Co. | 
that time the banks had taken $65,775,500 
of the loan, almost as much as Jay Cooke 
‘& Co. ullimately took, at a cost of one fourth 
ofone percent. Ifhe could not get the whole 
Joan taken on the terms prescribed by the 
law, he ought to have asked for additional 
power from Congress. He hada surplus of gold 
in the Treasury from excess of revenue suffi- 
cient to redeem $70,000,000 more, if he was 
anxious to do so. There was no pressing exi- 
gency requiring extraordinary powers to be 
assumed, and he did not seem to bein a hurry 


Before | 
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to redeem after the money was subscribed for 
the new bonds. 

Whenever he made a contract with an asso- 
ciation of American and European bankers 
whereby he agreed to pay them more than the 
proper proportion which the half of one 
per cent. allowed to be expended bore to the 
amount they subscribed, and especially when 
he agreed to loan to them the funds of the 
Government for three months fixed, and per- 
haps for six, in my opinion he transcended his 
power, and violated the law. I deny that the 
Secretary of the Treasury bas any authority 
to make any contract whereby private persons 
ean withhold from the Government the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of its bonds. If he ean give 
sach right by contract for three months, he 
ean do it for three years. It does not help the 
matter any to argue that the Government could 
not have used the money in the mean time, 
that the bargain was a good one, or that the 
bonds could not otherwise have been refunded, 
the answer to each and all of these suggestions 
is the same. The Secretary had no right to 
make such a contract; the law did not sanction 
it. Public servants must not be allowed to 
establish such precedents, and ask Congress 
to say that what was illegal is right, and by 
such decision authorize that officer to go on 
and violate the law still more if it suits his 
canvenienee to do so. 

This is but the beginning of the refunding 
system under the law of July, 1870. Thirteen 
hundred million dollars are yet behind, if 
these contracts and arraugements entered into 
so far are now indorsed and declared valid by 
Congress, when the $300,000,000 to be re- 
funded at four and a half per cent. interest, 
and the $1,000,000,000 at four per cent., are 
put upon the market, loans to syndicates for 
six, nine, and twelve months may be made 
alter the new bonds bearing interest are issued, 
notices of redemption of the outstanding bonds 
way bè withheld as long as it is necessary, and 
when complaint is made that the law has been 
violated, the action of this Congress on the 
report of the majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, if it is adopted, will be 
relied on as a precedent, giving authority for 
whatever any Secretary may see fit to do. Your 
present Secretary may be removed or resign 
to-morrow ; a less trastworthy man may take 
his place. Men entertaining other views may 
bein power long before the $1,800,000,000 of 
bonds are refunded. fn short, whenever vio- 
lations of law are sanctioned on any pretext 
whatever, the Government is at sea without a 
compass: and without a rudder. 

While it has happened at this time that the 
five-twenty bonds called in have not been re- 
turned promptly, it may not always be so. 
Any prospect of interruption of friendly rela- 
tious between us and foreign Powers, financial 
troubles, indeed a variety of causes, might 
induce the prompt return of the outstanding 
bonds as soon as the notice is given. The 
Government having the right to redeem all 
outstanding five-twenties now, as five years 
have elapsed since their issue, no Secretary 
ever should have the right to tie up by loan 
or otherwise the motiey of the people so the 
returned bonds could not be paid at once and 
interest stopped. The act of the Secretary 
doing so in the present instance will not, I 
hope, be sanctioned by the Representatives of 
the people. 

A careful reading of the report of the ma- 
jority will show how cautiously they tried to 


| avoid stating distinctly that the Secretary had 


made a contract with the gentlemen who cali 
themselves ‘‘ the syndicate’? that they should 
have a loan of the money, or that it should not 
be drawn from their banks for three months; 
and while they are compelled to admit, because 
the Secretary himself admits, that such was the 
contract, the committee do it in the most deli- 
cateway. But if Congress adopts their report, 
there will be no further delicacy on the subject ; 
future contracts will be made on the authority 


of Congress, and the present and all future 
Secretaries will be free to loan the public money 
as they please. The majority of the commit- 
tee evidently made a mistake when they say 
that a notice was issued calling in any number 
of bonds simultaneously with the deposits of 
money for the purchase of new bonds; his fail- 
ure to do so is one of the serious complaints 
against him. 

It will be observed that the majority of the 
committee find no excuse for the loan of 
$185,000,000 of Government money to the sya- 
dicate for three months, except in that clause 
of the forty-fifth section of the act of June 38, 
1864, which authorizes the Secretary to desig- 
nate the national banks as depositories of 
public money under such regulations as may 
be preseribed by him. They intimate rather 
than assert that he had authority under that 
section to make a ‘‘regulation”’ that the pub- 
lic money should not be drawn from banks in 
which it was deposited for three months. I 
rogard that position as wholly untenable. If 
by ‘‘regulation’’ it could be loaned to the 
depositories for three months, why mot for 
three years? When so loaned it ceased to be 
publie money; the banks simply became bor- 
rowers without paying interest, and not depos- 
itories of public money. The Government 
lost control over the fund, and had to look to 
the solvency of the borrower and the seeuri- 
ties furnished. The Secrotary does not pre- 
tend to say that he ever made such general 
rezulations; on the .contrary, in his evidence 
before the committee, he said, when ques- 
tioned on that subject— 


“The barks which are depositories do & great deal 
of work in one way or another which could not be 
done by the sub-Treasurics of the United States. 
They furnish facilities to collectors of internal rev- 
enue to do their business. _ 5 g 

“Mr, Buck. And you required that asa, fair equiv- 
alent for the use of the moncy of the Government 
which they have? Ka : 

“ Mr. BOUTWELL. I think they consider therepu- 
tation which being designated as Government depos- 
itors gives then, as about the only advantage which 
they receive. They are liableatany time to have 
the money deposited by the Government called in, 
ond must keep funds on hand for that purpose,” 


It will be seen by a printed statement which 
I have before me (Mis. Doc. No. 88, second 
session Forty-Second Congress, furnished by 
the Secretary) that the banks designated as 
general depositories have held a weekly average 
of $11,358,853 52 of public money during the 
last fiscal year. J know of uo law which author- 
izes the Secretary to place the money received 
for the new five per cent, loau on any different 
footing, or deposit it on any different terms, 
from any other public money. ‘The simple fact 
is, he made a contract with Jay Cooke & Co. 
io lend them that money without interest, as 
before stated, and now asks Congress not only 
to say that he had the right to do go, but to give 
him authority to go on and make other sim- 
ilar loans ou a much grander seale. Itremains 
to be seen whether Congress will do it. ; 

Tf gentlemen will turn to the Globe for 1870, 
volume eighty, they will find that the framers 
of the funding bill of July, 1870, had no idea 
that it gave the Secretary any right to employ 
either Jay Cooke or any of his European 
brethren of the so-called syndicate as special 
agents, or to make any contract with them. It 
was intended that the regular fiseal agencies 
of the Government should conduct the nego- 
tiation of this loan. ‘The Senate bill provided 
for agencies; the House biil left out all pro- 
visions, even for expenses. The law as it 
passed was finally agreed on bya conference 
committee. When the House bill was being 
discussed, (see page 5025,) Messrs. HOLMAN, 
Woop, and RANDALL urged that an affirmative 
provision should be inserted providing that no 
agents should be employed or commissions paid 
toagents,&c. General Schenck, the manager 
of the bill, announced that that was not neces- 
sary. He said further: 

“ The bill contains no appropriation for the pay- 


ment of agents, and if the Secretary should attempt 
the employment of agents in the manner the gentle- 
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man from New York [Mr. Woop] apprehends, he 
would be exceeding his lawful authority. 

“Mr. Woop. The gentleman knows that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury does not always wait for an 
appropriation by law when he wants to carry out an 
object.” 

General Schenck replied: 


“I think we can trust the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury not to disregard the provisions of law, Wehave 
aimed in this bill to make the negotiation of these 
bonds purely and simply a Treasury operation, as- 
suming that no Secretary of the Treasury will under- 
take to spend for such a purpose money not appro- 
priated, or to appoint agents not provided by law. 
Our bill differs in this from the Senate bill, which 


contains a provision making allowances for the 
employment of agents.” : 

After the Senate and House disagreed a con- 
ference committee was appointed, and report- 
ed the present law to their respective Houses. 
General Schenck made the report to the House, 
which shows the meaning and intent of the pro- 
vision added by the conference committee to 
the second section making the appropriation 
of one half of one per cent. to pay the expense 
of engraving, &c. General Schenck said, (see 
Globe, volume 80, page 5462:) 

“One of the modifications to which we consented to 
our bill was to a part of the fifth scction of the Senate 
bill that authorized the appointment of agents to 
negotiate the bonds, and provided asum not exceed- 
ing one half of one per cent. for the expense of pre- 
paring, issuing, and disposing of the same. We 
objected to the employment of agents, and that part 
of the section was abandoned by the Senate. but we 
agreed that the Secretary might use a sum not 
exceeding one half of one per cent. for the purpose 
of engraving, printing, issuing, advertising, and dis- 
posing of the bonds. In doing this it is with the 
assurance and understanding that there will be no 
attempt to exercise the power, not given, to appoint 
special agents,” 

It seems to mé that with such a law, so con- 
strued, and passed under such circumstances, 
the Secretary was notified in advance that 
such a contract as he shows be has made with 
Jay Cooke & Co. would be a violation of it 
and of his duty under it. 

So far, therefore, from being able to indorse 
the past action of the Secretary, and legalize 
all future operations in the same direction, as 
the resolution of the majority of the cominittee 
proposes, I shall, if I am allowed, and no one 
else does, move as a substitute some such 

rovision as this: that the contract entered 
into by the Secretary with Jay Cooke & Co. 
was unlawful, and that the public interest 
requires that in all future negotiations for 
the funding of the public debt under the law 
of July 14, 1870, no other expense shall be 
incurred, and no contract made, beyond the 
expenditure of a sum not exceeding ore half 
of one per cent. for the purposes mentioned in 
the proviso to the second section of the act. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syap- 
sox, one of its clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House for printing the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office for the year 
1870, with amendments, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message also informed the House that 
the Senate had agreed, without amendnient, to 
the resolution of the House of Representatives 
to print extra copies of Professor F. V. Hay- 
den’s preliminary report of the United States 
geological survey. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House to print one thousand extra copies of 
the United States Biennial Register for the 
year 1871. 3 

The message farther announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House for printing the report of R. W. Ray- 
mond on the statisties of mines and mining, 
with accompanying engravings. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 
1062) to admit certain machinery from foreign 
countries free of duty. 

The message farther announced 


f 


Senate had passed the following bills, in which 
the coneurrence of the House was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 862) declaratory of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 14, 
1870; and 

An act (S. No. 468) to regulate criminal 
practice in the Federal courts. 

The message further announced that the 


Senate had passed a resolution to print seven 


thousand extra copies of the report and accom- 
panying maps of the Tehuantepec surveying 
expedition, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


IMPORTED MACHINERY. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit a report from the committee of 
conference on the bill in regard to the import- 
ation of machinery. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read 
the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1062) 
to admit certain machinery imported from foreign 
countries free of duty having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the first amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same. 

The House not agreeing to the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, it is recommended that the sec- 
ond section be stricken out: 

HORACE M 


AYNARD, 
MICHAEL C. KERR, 
L. A. SHELDON, 


Managere on the part of the House. 

JOHN SHERMAN, 

GEORGE GOLDTHWAITE, 
W. P. KELLOGG, 
Managers on ihe part of the Senate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Unless some gentleman 
desires au explanation, I move that the report 
of the committee of conference be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report of the committee of 
conference was agreed to; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The only 
reason why I appear in this debate at all is 
because I am a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and therefore shall be held 
in some degree responsible for its action. But 
before I proceed to make any remarks, I wish 
to ask the honorable chairman of the commit- 
tee if he considers that the adoption of this 
resolution by the House will, I will not say 
approve, but encourage or justify or sanction 
the Secretary of the Treasury in negotiating 
the loan upon the same terms upon which he 
has negotiated heretofore? . 

Mr. DAWES. I do not stand here as the 
voice of the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
is responsible to his superior and the country 
for the way in which he discharges his duty. 
i take it the adoption of this resolution will 
give to him the assurance of this House 
simply that he has not violated the law. If. 
the House should decide that he has violated 
the law, it would have such as effect upon the 
loan that I have no doubt it would be impos- 
sible for him to go on. If the House shoald 
decide that he has not violated the law, then 
l suppose he will hold himself responsible to 
the public judgment upon the propriety of 
going on, lam not at liberty to say. for I do 
not know, whether he considers this arrange- 
ment so advantageous that he would con- 
tinue it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I was not 
present with the committee, as the gentleman 
knows, when this subject was investigated, bat 
I have read, as coming from the Secretary, 
that if this resolution is passed by the House 
the Secretary of the Treasury will consider 
himself justified in going on in negotiating the 
loan ou the same terms. 


Mr. DAWES. I think I may be authorized | 
that the Íl in saying this much, and beyond-ihat I do not 


| upon the legality of that course. 


think any gentleman is authorized to go: that 
upon the passage of this resolution the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury will feel that in no respect 
hashe violated the law; indeed he feelsso now; 
and he will feel that he will have the opinion 
of this House backing him. Beyond that I do 
not think any gentleman is authorized to state 
what is the disposition of the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to the future in respect to the loan. 
So far as the public prints have been giving 
some notice of an offer made by others, E only 
soy this: that no such arrangement, so far as I 
know, hag been entered into, nor is there like- 
lihood of any such arrangement being made 
upon any such terms as Í have seen in the 
newspapers. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Then, if the 
House of Representatives passes the resolu- 
tion reported from the commitiee it will bean 
approval of the Secretary’s course, and to that 
extent an encouragement for him to go on. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not state that. Every 
gentleman is at liberty to entertain his own 
private judgment as to the propricty of the 
Secretary’s past course. The adoption of this 
resolution will be the judgment of this House 
Everything 
is not wise that is lawful. It may be in the 
opinion of some gentlemen a lawful act, and 
yet not a wise one. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I desire to 
ask one other question, and that is, what is the 
amount of the loan which has been negotiated 
under the act of the last Congress? 

Mr. DAWES. There is the difference be- 
tween this loan and $1,500,000.000. A loan 
of $1,500,000,000 was authorized by the act 
of August 14, 1870. This loan, including all 


i! that the banks have taken and all that private 


individuals have taken, when completed, will 
be between $235,000,000 and $250.000,000, 
and the balance of the $1,500,000,000 is still 
authorized by the act. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Then theact 
allows him to go further? 3 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, the aet allows him to 
go further. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Now, without 
reference to the past, I do not propose to dis- 
cuss the course of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which has been so ably done by my two 
colleagues on the committee, but I do propose 
to make a few practical remarks in reference 
to the future loan, and to the sanction which 
the approval of this resolation by the House 
will give to any further negotiations by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

‘ Ip isof no use,” to use avalgar phrase, ‘to 


| ery overspilled milk,” The bankers, Jay Cooke 


& Co., or the syndieate, as it is sometimes 
called, have made arich and profitable bargain 
for themselves; and so far as I am concerned 
I have no right to complain of them in the 
least degree. And I have no doubt, too, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury (I will say it in 
justice to him) has, to the best of his knowl- 
edge and ability, and in good faith, negotiated 
the loan with the syndicate, or with Jay Cooke 
& Co. 

But what I wish to ask the attention of the 
House to is astop bere, and give no encourage- 
meni to go any further; for in my judgment. it 
will be an utter waste, a profligate waste of the 
publie money, and a donation to the bankers of 
the syndicate, in the further negotiations of the 
loan, of millions and millions of dollars. And 
I do not think the House, especially the Repub- 
lican side of the House, however they may 
desire to approve the course of their Beere- 
tary of the Treasury—and they will approve 
that of course—are bound to involve themselves 
in that species of indorsement of the Secretary 
which will justify him in throwing into the 
coffers of the syndicate millions and millions 
of money herealier; noris if necessary now, 
asit has been heretofore, to throw ourselves 
wholly into the arms of the bankers of ourown 
country or of the bankers of Europe. — 

Since the war was over, since the triumph- 
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ant victories of the northern armies as a mere 
military operation, our country has arisen as 
a whole throughout all Europe and throughout 
all parts of the world to such an extent thatit 
isnot only believed to be, what it is, among the 
richest, if not the richest country in the world, 
and most abounding in its great resources, but 
among the most powertl military nations on 
earth, Therefore I speak from my own practical 
knowledge when I say that hereafter, if time 
be but given for the better comprehension of 
our resources, our debt can be negotiated, can 
be funded by the Government of the United 
States as: profitably and as well for the people 
of the United States as any debt can be tunded 
anywhere by any Power in Europe. 
hen this funding act of Congress was first 
passed, it will be remembered that all Europe 
was in a state of commotion. Prussia was 
about to invade France. It was not at all cer- 
` tain to what extent the conflagration then im- 
ending would extend throughout all parts of 
Futope, And at that time such was the de- 
mand for money, for the purposes of war in 
Europe, by Prussia, by France, by Russia, and 
by other nations who were negotiating loans 
in the great marts of Europe, that the United 
States were to some extent thrown in the back- 
ground. But those loans have now been ab- 
sorbed, and there is no debt now before the 
bankers of the world, there is no nation now 
standing before the world whose credit is so 
high, whose resources are believed to be so 
vast, as are the people of the United States 
and their resources at the present time. Hence 
it would be folly, it woal be the highest of 
folly, the worst of statesmanship and the worst 
of financiering, for the majority of this House, 
even in their desire to approve the course of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to commit them- 
selves to him or to the bankers of our own 
country or of Europe for any further negotia- 
tions of this loan upon the torms upon which 
it has been negotiated within the past few 
months. 

Let me call the attention of the House to 
many facts which have damaged our credit 
hitherto, and which are now gone and to be 
gone. ‘Che old members of the House will 
recollect that at one time on the other side 
of the House there were those who made a 
Joud demand for repudiation, among them 
one of its oldest and most influential mem- 
bers, one who for years had the control of 
the majority of that side of the House. And 
on this side there was a voice, not potential, 
not loud, not influential, but not the less call 
ing for repudiation. And the majority of both 
parties, Democratic as well as Republican, 
when repudiation was pressed upon the House, 
repudiated repudiation, and by that vote reds- 
tablished the credit and resources of this coun- 
try not only here but throughout all Europe. 

No voice on this or on the other side of 
the House now demands repudiation; all 
are for a faithful discharge of the public debt. 
The action of Congress upon this subject has 
lifted the public credit to an enviable posi- 
tion throughout the whole world. Just before 
the close of the war our Government was bor- 
rowing money at twelve percent. After the 
peace the rate of interest rapidly fell to seven 
percent. In 1869 it fell to six per cent.; in 
1870 to five and a half per cent., and before 
the end of 1871 it fell to a small fraction more 
than, five per cent. The interest upon the 
public debt bas rapidly been going down. I 
said in tbis House two years ago when the 
funding bill was discussed here, and when I 
supported the action of the Committee of Ways 
and Meansin spite of some hesitancy among my 
friends on this side of the House as to the pro- 
priety of lending that support—I said then that 
in my judgment such was the rising credit of 
the country that there would be no difficulty, if 
time could only be given, in negotiating the 
whole public debt of this country at the rate 
of four per cent. per annum. 

‘Looking back to the period before the war 
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we find that the maximum point in our national 
credit was in 1855 and 1856. Our six per 
cent. bonds, with eleven or twelve years to 
run, sold then at 115, a price equivalent to par 
for a bond bearing four and one half per cent. 
interest. The strength of this Government 
is greater now than it was before the war. I 
do not know that it is a strength altogether 
for liberty and for law; but the military, the 
monarchical strength, if I may so speak, of 
this Government—that which Europe and 
European creditors respect—the consolidated 
power of the Government, is greater now than 
it was when we were selling our bonds and 
paying only four and one half per cent. inter- 
est. Now, is it wise for the majority of this 
House to commit itself to-day to four and one 
half per cent., or even four per cent., and pay 
these enormous expenses for the negotiation 
of these loans hereafter? No necessity calls 
for it. It will be a most profligate use of the 
public money if this course is taken by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and it will be 
wrong, highly wrong, if the majority of this 
House should encourage the Secretary in so 
doing. 

1 therefore ask the majority of this House, 
(and I appeal to them without any reference 
to political feeling, for I know that they will 
support the Secretary of the Treasury,) I ask 
them to recommit this subject to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, with at least an indi- 
cation upon the part of speakers on the other 
side of the House, if not by direct resolution, 
that they wish for some other legislation upon 
this subject before they trust the whole matter 
to the Secretary of the Treasury hereafter. 
The interests of the country demand this; the 
political interests of the majority of the House 
demand it; the tax-payers demand it. I 
think, therefore, that course ought to be pur- 
sued. I deeply regret that the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who in the main act so har- 
moniously together, have differed so much 
upon this point, and that a majority of them 
have felt it their duty to commit themselves to 
what seems to be an approval of the course of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in consequence 
of which, if ratified by the House, he has said, 
if 1 am correctly informed, he will feel himself 
justified in going on with these negotiations as 
he has done, 

The moment the bankers of Europe, the 
‘syndicate’ of IDurope, or the bankers of 
America see that they cannot obtain these 
profitable loans, mark my words, they will 
come down in their terms, and the negotiations 
can be made ona mach more advantageous 
basis ‘for the country than they have been. 
Bat if the House should pass this resolution 
without qualification, the terms which have 
been exacted will still be demanded or in- 
creased, and there will be a combination of 
bankers throughout the United States and 
Europe, which may prevent the negotiation of 
any loans at all. We can wait, sir. It is not 
necessary for us now in this generation to bind 
all posterity to high rates of interest. Even 
if we would manacle ourselves, it is not neces- 
sary for us to manacle the rising generation. 
it is not necessary for us to tie up ourselvesin 
bonds which we cannot break asunder without 
impairing the public eredit. It is not neces- 
sary; it is not desirable. Leave, then, the 
matter to the Secretary of the Treasury, not 
as it now is, but regulated by laws more 
definite, more precise, more economical than 
the laws under which he has felt it his duty to 
act as he has done. 

Mr. COX. When I introduced the resolu- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, which has given rise to this 
discussion, I did not do it for the purpose of 
making any personal attack on the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury; but knowing the 
history of the law which he has broken, having 
taken some interest in the debate at the time, 
and seeing comments in the public journals, I 
felt it my duty to urge examination in some 
quarter as to this particular transaction. The 


gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] my 
honorable colleague, who always speaks so well 
and so wisely, has struck a train of thought I 
had in my mind at the beginning of the remarks 
I intended to make. . 

The question of funding or refunding a pub- 
lic debt is, as he well considered it, something 
more than a problem of commerce ora scheme 
of finance or taxation. It is connected with 
economy but it is also a social and moral as 
well as an economic problem. The poorest 
nations have at times the greatest facilities for 
obtaining money, while the richest, like our 
own, from bad financial government, droop 
and die in the confidence of mankind. Con- 
fidence is the safeguard of credit, private and 
public. Popular energy, domestic economy, 
prosperity in trade, and tranquillity in the 
State, contribute to confidence. They con- 
tribute steady streams into the reservoirs of 
the. public resources. These revenues are, in 
a literal sense, the public funds, that is, the 
foundation of public credit. Mexico and Peru, 
with all their mines, have little credit. The 
‘strong box” of the nation, located by the 
President in our sierras, for years has failed 
to make our bonds above those of Turkey. 

From 1803 up to 1848 the product of the 
precious metals was an average of $50,000,600 
annually. Then came California and Austra- 
lia. In 1700 the stock of precious metals had 
swollen to $1,385,000,000.° From 1848 to 1868 
the grossyield was $8,571,000,000, the miracu- 
lous average of $180,000,000 annually. To 
our own land this immense increase is due; 
and yet, and yet we are the scorn of the world 
for our financial credit and our miserable cur- 
‘rency. 

Bad administration is illustrated as well in 
Spain as in our late ‘‘insurrectionary States.” 
The quotations of the Exchange are more 
certain indices of public virtue and just gov- 
ernment than the laudations of partisan ora- 
tors or the military antecedents and demon- 
strations of civil rulers! 

The historian in comparing the skillful man- 
agement of the funds of other nations with our 
own, will only cease to wonder at the con- 
tempt of the world for our credit, when he 
reads the history of our fiscal administration. 
With an estimated wealth of thirty-five thou- 
sand millions, an unequaled precious public 
domain, and resources of industry and immi- 
gration beyond the extravagance of speech, 
the management of our public funds has been 
marked only by blunders. Three of these I 
enumerate: first, increased taxation continued 
without reason, to the absorption of both energy 
and resources; second, inequality in the dis- 
tribution of the fortunes of the people, not only 
by unjust taxation, but by the special enrichment 
of favorites with largesses, as in. the case of 
the syndicate; third, in the lack of reciprocal 
confidence between the individual and the 
Government, whereby funding and refunding 
seek a foreign market at enormous outlays of 
expense; fourth, an irredeemable system of 
paper money which is not the currency of com- 
merce. 

Is it, therefore, a wonder that our own people 
are loth to contribute for the relief of the Gov- 
ernment? Is it wonderful that itis so, even at 
double the premium or interest at which other 
nations have funded? Is it a wonder that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled 
to hawk over Europe our recently authorized 
bonds, and reports his inability to place any 
sum, except about one seventh of the anthor- 
ized amount, on the market? Or that to do 
this he is compelled to shatter the law and allow 
extraordinary and illegal outlay? 

The fanding system which England carried 
to such perfection, by which old debts were 
relieved by a new one with less interest, and 
by which credit was made steady by ‘‘ national 
books ” with sinking funds, and by relief from 
unfair taxation, should have been adopted in 
this country. Why was it not done at once 
after the war? Who are responsible? Why 
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was not a consolidated bond issued at four per 


limbo of departed devices? 

Turn to any report of our exchequer, and 
see the multifarious and incongruous charac- 
ter of our securities! Loans of 1842, of 1847, 
Texas indemnity, Treasury notes; loans of 
1858, of 1860; Oregon debts, seven-thirties, 
twenty-year sixes, five-twenties, United States 
notes; temporary loans, ten-forties, certificates 
of indebtedness. postal currency, fractional 
currency, railroad bonds; seven-thirty Treas- 
ury notes; nickel metal, greenbacks, bank 
notes; and later, these four, four and a half; 
and five per cents—a promiscuous and incom- 
prehensible muddle, [laughter,] only illus- 
trative of our contempt of experience and our 
ignorance of finance! Scarcely an effort has 
been made for a consolidated debt at less ex- 
pense; only an effort to change from bad to 
worse, to aid harpies and speculators at the 
expense of our constituents. The last fund- 
ing bill of July, 1870, is a climax to a series 
of cunning and chaotic schemes intended to 
enrich the few and despoil the many. 

But, in justice to this House, a brief history 
of its action last Congress will show that a 
valuable measure was proposed and advocated. 
It was, however, ignominiously crushed by 
our conference committees after five trials. 
The Treasury Department and the senatorial 
nabobs, if I may be allowed to use the expres- 
sion, (laughter, ] overwhelmed the House. Our 
proposition for a simple funding bill of four per 
cent. was thrust aside. ‘There was substituted 
for it, the ambiguous and broken law of July 
14, 1870. By a vote of 139 to 54, almost a 
party vote, it was carried. It will be interesting, 
in view of the statement of the Secretary, to 
trace the steps leading to this result. 

The first bill reported by General Schenck, | 
on June 30, 1870, (Globe, 5018) provided for 
the refunding of only $1,000,000,000, with gold 
semi-annual interest, at four per cent. So 
careful were the committee to guard against 
the increase of the debt that to one simple 
section only of the bill they inserted the pro- 
viso ever afterward kept in all the bills, that 
“ nothing in this act, or in any other law now 
in force, shall be construed to authorize any 
increase whatever of the funded debt of the 
United States.” As the bonds were payable 
after thirty years, and were entirely relieved 
from taxation, ard the bill had no job in it to 
agents, and as it was a fair tentative experi- 
ment, General Schenck said he believed the 
time had come for us to challenge the world’s 
attention to our position and credit. He as- 
sured us that the bonds would be taken, even 
without commissions, or by making the inter- 
est payable abroad, or the principal payable 
in foreign coin. 

This bill was ably handled by my two col- 
leagues, [Mr. Woop and Mr, Brooxs.] The 
latter urged a four per cent. loan; the former 
was opposed to any sinister disturbance of our 
present bonded system. The latter showed 
that less the taxation it was equivalent to a 
six per cent. loan. He courteously contro- 
verted the idea of his colleague [Mr. Woop] 
that it was a foreign loan. Both were meas- 
urably right, as the sequel shows. A motion 
to make it a foreign loan with interest payable 
abroad, and that in foreign currency, failed. | 


During this debate the gentieman from Indiana | 


{Mr. Copurnx] thought we would derive great 
advantage ‘by placing the loan in Europe 
without the intervention of bankers, brokers, 
and shavers.” But why be did not vote his own 
good thought? Anothergentleman from Tndi- 
ana, [Mr. HoLman, ] more consistent, offered to 
amend, so as to prohibit any agencies, in the | 
United States or elsewhere, for the exchange of 
the bonds. General Schenck remarked that 
such an amendment ‘“‘was not necessary ;”* 
meaning that nothing of the kind was contem- 
plated. My colleague, [Mr. Woop,] ably sup- 


ported by the vigilant gentleman from Pennsyl- 


0 | vania, [Mr. Raxpatt,] illustrated his distrust 
cent., and the heterogeneous medley of incom- | 
prehensible paper securities retired to the i 


the bill, He was afraid that agents might be 
employed under it to the public detriment. 


| How was he met by General Schenck? The 


leader of the House said that only the officers 
of the Treasury would be employed; and if 
the Secretary employed outsiders he would 
“t exceed his lawful authority.’? To this my 
colleague [Mr. Woop] responded, ‘‘ The Sec- 
retary does not always wait for an appropriation 
by law when he wants to carry out an object.” 
How prophetic and significant! 

On the Ist of July, 1870, debate was resumed. 
l had then the honor to observe the valuable 
features of this plain four per cent. loan, and 
called upon General Schenck for reliable au- 
thority as to whether the four per cents. could 
be negotiated. He announced in response his 
confident expectation, from communications 
in his possession from banks and bankers in 
France, that this loan would be taken, and 
that, too, without the intervention of agents 
or jobbers. While anxious to reduce inter- 
est, I regretted that there was not a “‘prohibi- 
tion against the Department indulging in the 
great abuse heretofore practiced of employing 
agents to fill their own pockets out of the sale 
of bonds.” (Globe, 5066.) 

Further to illustrate the history of this legis- 
lation, a member of the Ways and Means [Mr. 
KELLEY] assumed to speak from men who 
knew (perhaps they were of the syndicate) 
that there were $200,000,000 in the country 
ready for the four per cent.; and with that, or 
half of it, in the Treasury, ‘we could redeem 
in a few months every overdue five-twenty 
bond!’? Again, my experienced colleague, 
[Mr. Woop, ] cautioned the House, that while 
the Ways and Means might have opportunities 
to know much, they were in the position ‘for 
having practiced on them the grossest decep- 
tions for interested purposes.’’ (Globe, 5068.) 

Then there was a flurry anda fight! The 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MAYNARD, } 
of the Ways and Means, fiercely called my col- 
league to order. He wasin such high dudgeon 
at this truthful and prophetic remark, that my 
colleague barely missed being honored by a 
second censure. Still he reiterated that there 
were tricks to be guarded against from a class 
of selfish and adventurous bankers. This was 
before the “syndicate”? had been baptized, 
though it was doubtless born and active at 
that time. On the 1st of July, 1870, that bill 
passed the House. I was one of those who did 


not vote for it nor against it; I feared the | 


Greeks. As my colleague’s amendmentagainst 
employing agents had been voted down, | was 
apprehensive that such corrupt agencies would 
be used, asit were, constructively ; for the very 
voting down of the amendment would have 
been made, as we can now see, a pretext for 
the employment of suspicious agencies outside 
of the Treasury. The bill, however, was not 
a bad one. It was rightly called a bill for 
‘‘ refunding and consolidating’’ the debt. 
squarely executed, it would have avoided the 
late questionable transactions as to the syndic- 
ate; and it would have enabled the tax-payer 
to save the two per cent. which it was claimed 
would have been saved by the issuance of an 
untaxed long bond of four per cent. 

I regret now that I did not vote for that bill. 
We got something worse in the end. Sub- 
sequent study and reflection have convinced 
me that by just management, and without the 
agencies of so peculiar and exclusive a nature 


«as this syndicate, such a bond could in a 
reasonable time—at least before 1872—have | 


been advantageously placed upon the market, 
and a great saving made to the overburdened 
people. ‘Time, energy, and reduced taxation 
would have enabled a skillful Government to 
fund its great debt. Our enterprise and surplus 
capital would have prevented the prolongation 


and increase of the immitigable calamity of for- j 


eign indebtedness. With borrower and lender 
both here, with principal and interest located at 
home, with our money supplies ou the ground, 


If | 


would we not have retained those easily earned 
profits or interest which are now carried out of 
the country on over twelve hundred million 
dollars of our securities? Would we not have 
avoided our present slavish dependence upon — 
the mercy of the foreign creditor? Would we 
not have avoided giving away the command 
of our resources, the payment of interest and 
redemption of money abroad, and the regula- 
tion of rates of exchange, which inevitably 
follow such slavish dependence? 

Why should we go over Europe with our five 
per cent. bonds and our half per cent. com- 
missions and other losses, and by juggling 
syndicates seek in vain for the prompt and 
proper recognition of our resources and our 
eredit? Is there any reason why this country, 
so affluent in wealth, and so grand in destiny— 
the young giant of the globe, just putting on 
itsimperial purple of power, if not of strength— 
should not have the same credit as other coun- 
tries? One of the most careful writers—I mean 
Fenn, in his work on ‘‘ Funds,’’ (1867, London 
edition)—estimates the average annual rate of 
interest of Great Britain and her colonies at 
four per cent. The interest, as we know, of 
the public debt of Great Britain alone, or most 
of her debt, to wit, her consols, is but three per 
cent.; that is, on about seven hundred million 
pounds, out of her£781,500,000, the interest is 
but three per cent. 

In a time like this, when scientific and me- 
chanical agencies are cumulating means ; when 
the gold and silver of the mountains are being 
delved after with such skill, persistency, and 
reward; when only since 1860the English home 
debt has diminished one hundred millions, and 
when, as we have boasted, we pay the same on 
our debt per year; when money is so plentiful 
that in seven years, up to 1867, the world’s 
national debt has increased $5,000,000,000, 
not counting the enormous railway debts of 
the world—$1,500,000,000 more; at such an 
epoch of the world, when credit, once a pigmy, 
has become a gigantic wonder, our nation, 
under its boasted rule of men ‘‘ entirely great,” 
goesaround the world dickering with parvenu 
bankers and soi disant syndicates at the rate 
of seven and a half millions, as commissions 
on fifteen hundred millions only, and that, 
too, at an. interest or premium one per cent. 
greater than the average rate of all other 
nations! 

I speak in no party sense when I say that 
we are humiliated by such fiscal failures and 
scandals. 
| - But this House was not originally responsi- 
ble. Brave words were spoken here by Repub- 
lican leaders against passing under the sena- 
torial and syndicate yoke. But the vote shows 
wewentunder! The fact is, we are yet under! 

But this is not the exact grievance which is 
complained of just now, and which I brought 
to the attention of the House by my original 
resolution. The Globe records of the 12th 
July, 1870, page 5461, show how hard it was 
to eat the leek tendered to the House by the 
Senate and syndicate; but there was one con- 
solation the leader (General Schenck) gave to 
the House, and that is, that the Senate had 
agreed to the House demand against using 
special agents. This is his remark; [had it 
marked for quotation before my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Broer] struck it so pertinently 
and cogently; it is remarkable in view of 
recent events: 

“We objected to the employing of agents, and 
that part of the section was abandoned by the Senate, 
but weagreed theSecretary might use asum not 
exceeding one half of one per cent. for the purpose 
of engraving, printing, issuing, advertising, and 
disposing of the bonds. In doing this it is with the 
assurance and understanding that there will be no 


attempt to exercise the power not given to appoint 
special agents; but they will go on employing and 


| commissioning, and those who do the business, 


| whoever they muy be, who exercise any agency in 
putting the bonds on the market. will receive their 
commission. In other words, it will open the bonds 
to everybody, but there can be no special agents.” 


And yet the honorable Secretary, in the face 
| of this official statement from the head of the 
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“Ways and Means,” has the effrontery to pre- 
tend that he had a knowledge of what was 
desired by the Ways and Means in placing 
these bonds on the market-in the way he did. 
To. be sure, he did employ abroad. officers of 
the Treasury, Judge Richardson and General 
Spinner; and perhaps the banks might be 
called his agents in a general sense, but not 
t special agents.. Not only was the spirit of 
the Jaw, as thus ambiguously defined on its 
passage through this House, defied by the Sec- 
retary, but, Mr. Speaker, it was done in defi- 
ance of the very understanding of Congress. 
The Senate had agreed to abandon the cor- 
rupting and partial system of pets for .their 
‘special’. greed. The House had not, it 
seems, succumbed when they limited the Sec- 
retary to his one half of one per cent. So says 
General Schenck. When it was before us on 
the 12th of July I remarked on this juggle as 
follows: 

“ But the second section of the bill embraced in 
this report of the conference committee proposes 
to appropriate a sum not exceeding one half of one 
per cent. of the bonds hercin authorized to pay the 
expenses of preparing, issuing, advertising, and dis- 
posing of the same. Now, I do not see any special 
limitation to thatclause. Who areto be the agents to 
be selected? Howare they to disposoof these bonds, 
at home ot tbroad? Allof these matters should be 
fixedin some detinite way, with proper restrictions, 
Already our Secretary of the Treasury, and I may 
suy the executive department, have aggrandiszed 
power enough in connection with our fiseal systein. 
One half of one per cent. on $1,500,000,000 worth of 
bonds will amount, according to my calculation, to 
$7,500,000, This is the sum which is to be given ont 
in some way or other to the speciel favorites of the 
Administration for the time being. I would set no 
such precedent. We in this House have passed no 
such propuattion. ‘ho conference committee have 
not, in my judgment, represented the views of the 
Jouse of Representatives in consenting to give 
this groat power to tho Scoretary of the Treasury, 
which may bo exercised for the advantago or his 
favorites’? Fe 

“I would limit tho Treasury to four per cent. 
bonds, I would authorize the employment of no 
agents, I would save all that I could forthe people. 


L would, wherover possible, striko off tariff’ and 
taxes, reduce the balance of trade against us, and 
thus prepare the way for the only panacea for the 
financial and industrial evils ander which we are 
now suffering--the gradual, honest, fair resumption 
of specie paymonts. ‘This, as gentlemen will dis- 
covor, is the only panacca tor all our ills. I say to 
gentienon on both sidesof the House that the futuro 
will work with us. God will work with us by Iis 
laws; commerce will work with us, and L trust both 
sides of the House, before the Japse of two years, will 
work with us for tho resumption of specié payments, 
a return to the legitimate currency of commerce, the 
money of the Constitution, and the only safe basis 
of trade, banking, or currency.” 

While it was by the merest catch-phrases 
that the bill was passed for the expenditure 
of the half per cent., and that its execution 
was restricted to the officers of the ‘Treasury, 
nevertheless | distrusted the law. ft might, 
as I feared, be coustrued in the interest of 
“special”! agents aud favorites ; and so it has 
been. ‘The minority of the Ways and Means 
have presented in this connection the facts and 
figures; which show just how much above the 
half per cent. these ‘special agents’? have 
been enabled to make by the equivoque of the 
bill and in defiance of its provisions. 

Mr. Speaker, it was because of this remark- 
able condition of the cass that I introduced 
my resolution of inquiry, charging, first, ille- 
gal expenditures; and second, an increase of 
the debt. Public morality, the law-abiding 
spirit, and the meaning of the law as inter- 
preted by our best financiers, demanded an 
investigation. Men and journals of both par- 
ties, and of no partisan bias, demanded ex- 
planation. Have we had it? 

I do not complain that the inquiry has been 
defeated as proposed. “It was the duty of 

r 
the Ways and Means to have reported back 
my resolution for the action of the House. 
But they seem to have thought that by mak- 
ing a few verbal inquiries of the Secretary 
and of Mr. Jay Cooke, it was then their prov- 
ince to report a resolution screening the Sec- 
retary! . Ifthe resolution was worth their im- 
perfect. inquiry for the purpose of indorsing 
the Secretary, it was worth a more complete 
investigation for higher objects. 


Mr. Jay Cooke, with the rest of the mystic 
brotherhood of the syndicate, might have been 
compelled, under a proper investigation, like 
Ku Klux witnesses, to answer particularly 
and on oath. Mr. Cooke might then have told 
us what he did make, and not evaded or failed to 
answer. . That he did make more than the one 
half of one per cent. is clear. The Secretary 
himself confesses that while the banks only 
got ‘fone fourth at first, and afterward one 
eighth of the one per cent.,’’ the syndicate got 
the one half of one per cent., plus all that 
remained of the one half of one per cent. after 
paying the banks their commissions and the 
expenses, This remarkable construction of 
the Treasury allows the expenditure of the 
whole $7,600,000 on any sum‘ar proportion of 
the loan. This the Secretary did not deny. 
He only acted on it with reference to the 
syndicate and the $130,000,000 which they 
took. , But who ever heard of such presump: 
tive stretches of arbitrary power? Who ever 
believed that the ‘law, which, as General 
Schenck said, forbade any ‘ special agents,” 
could be tortured first into their employment 
and then into payment to them of any sum less 
than $7,500,000 for any proportion of the 
$1,500,000,000 of the loan? 

How much money was made out of the de- 
posit of money with the banks the minority 
of the committee have ciphered. It runs into 
millions ; for the money was practically kept by 
them four or five months. The Secretary could 
not tell how much the syndicate made. Mr. 
Cooke, in answer to Mr. Kerr, did not answer 
how much his banks made by the use of this 
money which belonged to the Government. 
“Some would make more and some less,’’ he 
naively said. Is there no need of an inquiry 
to ascertain how much was made, and who got 
it? If the Government did not get it, and the 
syndicate did get the extra millions above 
the one half per cent., where did it come from? 
Did it come from the people, the over-taxed 
people? Oh! but the Government would have 
made nothing by leaving it idle in the Treas- 
ury; and for that reason, says Mr. Cooke, we 
thought we would job on it. ‘That requires, if 
not investigation, at least the application of 
some remedial legislative caustic. One thing 
is clear, somebody has been enriched at the 
expense of somebody; and that, too, by the 
use of public funds and special agents. If 
that is not a breach of the law, then it is 
because the law was purposely framed with 
an ambiguous voice. It is itself a fraud, 
and the Secretary who would execute such a 
law in the iuterest of a banking band, and 
against the interest of the people, deserves 
something else than commendation. 

Many questions occur under the resolution 


| I offered which are not answered by the tech- 


nical pleading of the committee. If answered, 
it would appear that the Government has been 
bound in an illegal contract to the syndicate 
and not the syndicate to the Government. This 
contract and its effect were well deseribed. by 
the gentlemen of tho Ways and Means, [Mr. 
Beck and Mr. Kerr.} Why did the Govern- 
ment agree to pay double interest, cleven per 
cent. in all, on a large amount for along time? 
Is the tax-payer or the country in a better 
condition than if this exceptional negotiation 
‘had been postponed two years? How much 
extra tax is laid upon the tax-payer now, to 
gain a prospective saving which could have 
been made better in 1873? 

Other questions require solution. The 
Treasury reported $92,000,000 gold “coin 
in hand’? the last of November, and since 
the Ist of January they report $111,000,000 
gold coin in hand. In the mean time the 
payment for the called bonds and ist January 
interest (as far as paid) was $32,000,000, while 
the receipts for duties were $15,500,000. There 
should have been a diminution, noc an increase. 
Practically there was but little change as the 
receipts and payments are in the certificates. 
Whenee, then, the reported increase? Evi- 
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dently it is an amount standing to the credit 
of the Treasury on the books of Jay Cooke 
& Co., and some national banks; a very dif- 
ferent thing from gold on hand, or rather 
“coin in hand,” as reported. Talk of the 
syndicate receiving three months’ interest. 
No one knows how much interest they receive 
on the money still left with them, and which 
they could not pay in gold at once. 

Again, all the $200,000,000 new issue were 
said to be taken September 1, and settled for 
December 1; yet on January 1, in the usual 
monthly report, hardly half the amount is 
included as issued. 

I should like to have had pertinent inquiries 
like these put to Judge Richardson and te 
General Spinner as well as to the syndicate 
and the Secretary: when and how much was 
the coin in the Treasury derived from the syn- 
dicate? By the second section of the law the 
Secretary was to sell or exchange at par and 
for coin. The bonds were issued September 
1; they bear that date; interest rung from 
thattime. Now, did he exchange on that day? 
If the gold was in the ‘Treasury on that day 
why did he not show it in his report of Octo- 
ber 1? If the gold was not paid into the Treas- 
ury, did he issue bonds on the Ist of Septem- 
ber in exchange for bonds on December 1? 

The Secretary claims that the depositories 
are a part of the Treasury, and of course the 
the gold was in the Treasury if it was in the 
banks. As there is something very curious 
in the manipulation of our funds and coin, it 
would be well to know how much is saved 
not, as Mr. Boutwell boasted in his Cincinnati 
speech, $24,375,000, (less fees, $1,625,000, on 
the $200,000,000,) but in the next three years 
by the proposed reduction of interest, which 
could be better done then than now? Is not 
the effect of this shrewd management that the 
syndicate should hold the new bonds ninety 
days, drawing interest, before being obliged to 
pay over the gold or the old bonds? If so, is 
it worth while to continue such transactions? 
Who dare, in the face of the statements of the 
minority of the committee, [Mr. Beck and 
Mr. Kerr,] deny that such transactions are a 
fraud on the public? 

What the whole amount of compensation 
the syndicate will receive on the whole 
$1,500,000,000 will be my friends of the min- 
ority of the Ways and Means show. It will 
be somewhere near twenty-five millions—~a 
pretty douceur! What it actually cost us to 
place the $200,000,000 five per cents on the 
market has been well described. It is shown 
that the syndicate will make for the portion 
they took, $83,350,000, less the expenses, esti- 
mated at $300,000. The national banks took 
$65,775,550 before August 1. The national 
banks proper, outside of the syndicate, only 
took $14,377,800. The First National Bank 
here in Washington took the sum of $117,- 
518,950. This bank is in the syndicate. The 
minority of the committee show that the syn- 
dicate got the use of $135,000,000 for four 
mouths, if not longer, and made nearly four 
millions, less expenses, on their part of the 
transaction, including their percentages, esti- 
mated at over seven hundred and seventy- 
three thousand dollars. 

But it is said that the Secretary was bound 
to lose the three months’ interest, as he had 
to give the three months’ notice. I will not 
answer this myself, but give Mr. Boutwell the 
answer of the Boston Advertiser of December 
7. it is a paper in his interest and of his 
party. It says: 


“As to the point which has been most criticised, 
the loss of three months’ interest, Mr. Boutwell 
argues that he was obliged to give three months’ 
notice on the six per cents, and that as he could not 
do so till the five per cents were placed and paid for, 
so much lose of interest was of necessity involved. 
He might have stipulated that the five per cents 
should be issued only as the six per cents were paid 
for, and it may be fairly urged that the loss of in- 
terest by the Treasury on gold lying idle is by no 
means the same thing as the actual payment of in- 
terest for three months on a double amount of debt. 
The manner in which the new loan was negotiated 
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involved an excess of the authority granted by the 
funding act, and a violation, more, perhaps, of the |! 
spirit of the act than of itsterms, but in any cage it |! 
js a precedent that is very dangerous, though in the 
hands of a man as honest as Mr. Boutwellit may 
have worked no barm. It may be said that the 
Secretary has made a good bargain for the country 
notwithstanding, but this is not the question now 
before us. Neither are we called upon to decide 
whether the spirit of the law did not restrict within 
too narrow limits the authority of the Secretary, 
and thus require that the loan should he taken on 
conditions which, if strictly complied with, would 
have rendered it of no avail to appeal to foreign 
eapitalists.”’ 

Again it is said that he could not comply 
with the law forbidding the increase of the 
debt; that there had to beatemporary increase. 
I will not answer that further than to say that 
if the Secretary could increase the debt for 
three months $180,006,000, he could increase 
it for three years $1,000,000,000. 

But it is said “the law is impossible of exe- 
cution.” Ah! Let another Republican paper 
dispose of that; for it gives the tenderest con- | 
struction to this transaction. The New York 
Evening Post, in a recent number, said: 

“The Committee of Ways and Means have re- 
ported on Mr. Boutwell’s ‘syndicate’ business, 
acquitting him of the charge that he exceeded his 
powers by increasing the funded debt, or by incur- 
ring an illegal expenditure. They do not deny that 
the funding act forbids any increase of the princi- 
pal debt, nor that the Secretary made a temporary 
increase of it to the whole amount of the loan. 
They do not deny that the same act limits the com- 
mission on the Joan to one half of one per cent., nor 
that he gave the syndicate that percentage, and 
the use of the whole amount of money borrowed for 
about ninety days besides. In each respect, there- 
fore, there was an apparent violation of the act, of 
which the Secretary can be acquitted only by 

leading ambiguity in the law itself or in his acts, 
The act did not contemplate such a negotiation as 
he made. The terms of that negotiation were 
expressly contrived to avoid a direct conflict with 
the words of the act, or at least to find some pretext 
among its own inconsistent provisions, while escap- 
ing from the effect of its prohibitions, This is not 
obedience.” 

I would like also to understand what the 
Atlantic Monthly means by this statement in 
defense of the Secretary: 

_“ The long and theshort of Mr, Boutwell’s explana- 
tion is, thathe has succeeded in funding two hun- | 
dred. millions of United States bonds’ by means of 
violating the funding bill. A great deal of fault has 
been found with him for this; but when we reflect 
how many laws are every year broken by officers of 
Government—how many sheriffs take illegal fees, 
how many constables make illegal arrests, how 
many consuls and ministers do queer things, and in 
how many cases they make handsome fortunes by the 
violations of the law—Mr. Boutwell may well main- 
tain that a Seeretary who violates the laws of the 
country for thecountry’s good, and not for his private 
emolument, is not as other men are.’’ 

I am willing to accord to the Secretary 
good intentions, out of which this inquiry 
arises, I did so when I offered the resolu- 
tion. But he has no right to complain of the 
criticism of the country on his acts, when he 
himself confesses their doubtful legality by 
asking congressional expression; and when 
his own party defend him only on the ground 
that he did good and made the loan by break- 
ing of thelaw. Heis the man of all others to 
setan example of legal integrity. Heisno val- 
gar custom-house moiety-monger; he is no 
spoliator on honest commerce or mercantile 
enterprise. If I had been a Brutus, and he 
had been illustrating his financial Cæsarism, 
and my blow had made a vacancy, I should 
have to regret it, because his place could or 
would not have been filled this year, perhaps, 
by so acceptable a man. I remember much to 
his praise and little to his dispraise. The arrow || 
I let fly at him was not unlike that of Jona- 
than, It was not intended so much to bit 
him as to indicate his surroundings and vindi- 
cate the law. : ; 

Shall I ever forget that when I urged here 
three years ago a prompt response to my com- 
plaints of the  general-order’! frauds of the 
New York custom-house; when I procured a 
paper to be signed by my colleagues here, in- 
dorsing one from our merchants, representing 
$350,000,000 of commerce, he at once ordered 
investigation? He promptly answered the res- 
olution which I presented, and which passed 
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this House. Shall I forget, to his praise, that 
he wrote to the collector to suspend the swin- 
dle, and put it on right grounds, too? But why 
did he not abdicate when his order was con- 
temned? Is power so sweet or honors so 
full-handed in these degenerate days, that he 
could afford to obey the dictates of men in 
high places, engaged less in the glory of equi- 
table rule than in the ‘“‘ennobling pursuits of 
avarice?’ Nor can I forget that my ideas on 
this subject of pets and commissions have been 
colored somewhat by that of Mr. Boutwell. 
While a member of this House, on January 1, 
1869, he proposed a bill, forbidding ‘‘ percent- 
age, deduction, commission, or compensation 
of any amount or kind to any person for the 
negotiation of any of our securities or coin.” 
All honor to the Congressman! Can I thus 
exclaim for the Secretary? That bill was 
petitioned for by all the great bankers of the 
United States, I hold their petition in my 
hand, signed by hundreds. New York, Boston, 
Philadelphia, and Chicago all demanded com- 
petition and publicity in these matters; and the 
Secretarythen heeded them. But now he turns 
from their prayer and hands over his principles 
and his practice to the syndicate, and finds a 
committee to indorse his ‘‘ new departure.’? 

Although my resolution is ignored by the 
Ways and Means Committee, it has been pro- 
ductive of good. It has developed enough. 
It has killed the syndicate. The ery is, ‘ No 
more syndicates.” .I have proposed a bill 
similar to that of the Secretary, which will 
crystallize my ideas into a repealing law. If 
my resolution has done no other good, it has 
at least proclaimed the glaring detects of the 
law, so loosely construed, even if for good 
purposes. The country should be thankful 
that the attention of Congress is called, not 
only to the exceptional and juggling legisla- 
tion of the last Congress, with a view to its 
remedy, but called also to the fact that one 
the best members of the Cabinet has fallen 
into the practice of the head of the Govern- 
ment, and has assumed authority never con- 
ferred. 

Besides, it became indispensable, under the 
light of free journalism and Congressional 
criticism, that our credit should not be further 
tampered with and dishonored by such a sys- 
tem of private greed and favoritism, We do 
not want to grant an exclusive monopoly to 
dicker in the public securities. Truly, we have 
had enough of these manipulations and muta- 
tions of our investments. Their effect reaches 
every element of our wealth, every industry of 
our land, and every dollar of our capital. I 
have an extract here which illustrates what I 
say in a remarkable way: 

“Extent of the Ring Operations.—Though the Treas- 
ury ring rarely uses a doilar of its own money, its 
financial operations count up among the thousand 
millions. The contents of our national Treasury 
is ever at its command, and at times it controls and 
manipulates for its own benefit the entire bonded 
debt of the nation. Able at any time to secretly 
lock up or unlock one or more hundred million dol- 
jars of the people’s money, it controls the value of 
the merchants’ wares and the producis of our manu- 
facturers, farmers, mechanics, and day-laborers 
throughout the length and breadth of the land, 
Having the power to manipulate our national debt 
by withdrawing bonds from the market and secretly 
or openly patting them afloat again, always at Gov- 
ernment expense, the ring has our money market 
almost, if not wholly, in its control. Counting Mr. 
Boutwell’s syndieate operation, a large portion of 
our national debt has been manipulated into and 


out of the market not less than thirteen times during | 


the last ten years. Any one at all familiar with 
the ring’s operations can trace these astounding 
financial jobs for himself. Take a portion of the 
$20,000,000 of the new five per cents recently put 
upon the market, for example. This is the way it 
was manipulated: : 

“1, Ip was put in the market ten years ago by the 
Treasury Department in the form of Treasury war- 
rants, certificates of indebtedness, quartermaster’s. 
vouchers. &e. me ge 

“9 Next withdrawn or purchased in by ring 
brokers at a heavy discount. 


“3 Tt then appeared in the market in the form of | 


greenbacks. 
“4. Greenbacks drawn 
ury ring commission brokers. . 
“5 The seven-thirty Treasury note makes its 
appearance, 


out by secret sale of Treas- 


“6. The seven-thirty note is withdrawn by ring 
brokers, 

“7. Finds the honest greenback again in its place, 

“8. The greenback is again withdrawn bythe ring. 

“9, Shows the five-twenty bonds to have taken up 
& position, : 

“10. The five-twenties, or a small portion of them, 
disappear syndicateward. 

“I1 The long-lost gold coin appears again. 

“12, Gold coin disappears, what little there is of it 

13. After a sojourn of ninety days in the syndi- 
cate, the new five per cents make their appearance 
in the market. 

“A portion of the five per cents were exchanged 
directly for five-twenties, thus reducing slightly the 
number of manipulations of the portion directly con- 
verted; the balance was managed as above stated, 
making thirteen manipulations in all.” 

This may or may not be exactly the manner 
in which this remarkable syndicate performs; 
but it is by no means distant from the truth. 
Talk about Biddleand the United States bank ! 
Talk about the pet bank system of thirty years 
ago. They were as mole-bills to this mountain 
of fiscal favoritism. 

And all these remarkable transmutations, 
which have no parallel in the sleights of the 
Oriental juggler, are done by what? a syndic- 
ate! And what, in the name of the common 
people, is a syndicate? 

What is a syndicate? Now, Mr. Speaker, 
Iam a little reluctant to trouble the House 
with my researches into this nondeseript. My 
reluctance springs from the remarks made the 
other day by the honorable gentleman, [Mr. 
Dawes.] Ihave a chronic veneration for his 
paternal ponderosity. I do not wish him to 
undersiand that I felt the unkindness of his 
chastisement. Pater ipsi colendi, &e.—he 
chastened out of love. Nor did I the otherday, 
when urging prompt action by the House on free 
ships, mean to derogate from him or his com- 
mittee, or others, while I seemed to.arrogate to 
myself competent legislative knowledge on that 
point. lam aware that if I should suggest to 
this House that water, mixed or unmixed, 
seeks its level, the gentleman would ask it to 
be referred to the Ways and Means, as that 
committee has charge of the tax on fluids. 
If 1 should propound the question of Mr. 
Lincoln, that a man who has something can 
better afford to pay something than one who 
has nothing, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts would refer it to his sub-committee on 
the income. If I should in a modest way 
intimate that the greater. contained the less, 
and would wish it to go to the Committee 
of the Whole, the leader of the House would 
by some ways and divers means divert it ° 
to his committee. When I ventured to say 
that the House ought to know by this time 
that it is better to buy things cheap than dear, 
and that, too, whether made by a tall man or 
short man, male or female, black or white, a 
man abroad or at home, whether the thing was 
a peck of salt or a steamship, whether pea- 
nuts or pig iron, the gentleman would have it 
referred for the consideration of the Ways and 
Means. So that after his reproof I am fearful, 
a fortiori, to allude to any superior knowledge 
Ihave as to what is a syndicate; it might be 
referred. But J have had so many inquiries 
about the syndicate, that I am anxious to tell 
what I have heard, so as to answer the unso- 
phisticated. In fact, when by the permission 
of the Ways and Means I was honored by 
being called before them, one of them asked 
me what a syndicate was. 

There are, Mr. Speaker, various ideas in the 
public mind as to what a syndicate is. Most 
of these ideas, as a scientist anda Regent of 
the Smithsonian, | repudiate. My colleague, 
[ Mr. Woop. ] who seems to be an accomp ished 
lexicographer, anticipated much that 1 would 
say on this topic; but even his definition fails to 
meet public curiosity or expectation. [Laugh- 
ter.] The valgar idea is not one which this 
refined House ought to embrace, A colored 
citizen of South Carolina writes to know if it 
is connected with the Ku Klux. [Laughter.] 
My friends from Vermont end Ohio can answer 
that question. True, my friend from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Maynarp] has shown here that the 
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Ku Klux are intelligent and scholarly, and 
use learned words of Pythagorean meaning ; 
but the'syndicate is not a political term. It 
has no Ku Klux secrecy or disguise. It is 
purely mercenary. Some have suppesed that 
it was a great land animal of the prehistoric 
time, when our planet was filled with mon- 
sters; but I think it is the cunning device of 
a later epoch, since man came in. 

A gay and festive friend writes me to say 
that itis one of the genus Giascuticus, whose 
adventures are handed down through the tra- 
ditions of time, with which western members 
are familiar; I am not. A scholar, learned 


in philology, says it comes from the original 
Chinese, and is pronounced, ‘‘Ah-Sinde-cat,”’ 
from a well-known player of cards, called the 
‘heathen Chinee.” [Laughter.] While on 
the island of Corsica, I saw the devil-fish 
of Victor Hugo—a horrible marine monster, 
with most remarkable tentacula, which clasp 
the human form in their slimy claws. It has 
depopulated whole villages by the sea. It 
js called by the natives, in their mixed lan- 
guage, ‘‘sundy cato;’’ [laughter;] but the 
real syndicate, I think, is of the land, though 
it may cross the sea at times. A revenue re- 
former writes me that it is an animal peculiar 
to Pennsylvania, with a head of iron, eyes of 
nickel, legs of copper, and heart of stone. It 
consumes every green thing outside of its own 
State. 

These are the crudities of the vulgar. I 
resorted, sir, to my favorite books for the 
definition. 

A satisfactory account of this remarkable 
nondescript is given by Sir John Mandeville 
in his famous Travels in Cathay. ‘ While 

assing many contrees, both by land and sea, 
P eherched on the Chinese wall a strange 
animal of the lizzard kind. He was known 
in anciente books as a chameleon. When 
the sun did shine he took various colors; 
sometimes it wore a golden hue, and some- 
times hada green back. [Laughter.] I caught 
him by means of a steele mirror; which so 
bedazzled his eyne that he was easily caught. 
J bring him home as a straunge beaste. It is 
called by the natives a scindicat.’”’ 

My colleague, [Mr. Brooxs,] who is just 
from China, and even visited the Chinese wall, 
will verify this remarkable explanation of the 
syndicate. (Juaughter.] 

But, sir, after all my researches into science 
and books, | was not entirely satisfied, and 
when summoned before the Ways and Means 
to put questions to my honorable friend, the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, I find the report 
records this colloquy: 

* Mr. Cox. What do you mean by the syndicate? 

“Mr, Bourwenn. L moan Jay Cooke & Co., and 
others connected with them in this country and in 
Europe. Ido not know who they are.” 

A writer in the Atlantic Monthly, in eluci- 
dation of this blackness of darkness, says that 
a syndicate is the European equivalent of what 
is called a ring in America. Eureka! Itis the 
magic ring on which the genii wait, like that 
recorded in tbe oriental fable. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, did you ever 
hear of an officer making bargains involving 
hundreds of millions with unknown parties— 
with rings? Some are in this country and some 
in Europe, Who are the mysterious Buro- 
asian Ts it the occupant of Chisel-hurst? 

erlously, sir, whoever they are, and what- 
ever they do, the Secretary is responsible, and 
this Congress. is responsible for their acts; 
for this ring or syndicate are irresponsible 
agents, forbidden by law and paid in defiance 
of its provisions. - They have no business, 
under our law, about the Treasury. As a 
Representative of the people, I presume them 
to be interlopers. Sir, in this time of execu- 
tive usurpation—when even the supreme jundi- 
cial tribunal is reorganized and appointed to 
reverse a decision in the interests of greedy 


| interruption. 


speculators and cormorants—it is high. time 
that the law-makers of the land did their duty || 
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here by fearless criticism and just legislation. 
I have done mine. 

I propose, in conclusion, an amendment 
to the resolution reported by the Ways and 
Means: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report the bill before them prohibit- 
ing all commissions, deductions, or compensation of 
any kind to any person for the sale, negotiation, 
and exchange of United States securities, and pro- 
hibiting the employmentofany agent excepta proper 
officer of the Treasury Department for such sale, 
negotiation, and exchange. 

During the delivery of the above speech the 
following colloquy occurred: ; 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question. 

Mr. COX. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
but I decline to yield. 

Mr. KELLEY. What country in the 
world—— 

Mr. COX. I know the gentleman will try to 
force in his question, although I decline to 
yield the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. In what country in the 
world can they get a four per cent. loan at this 
day? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has not the court- 
esy to refrain from asking his question, when 
I have declined to yield the floor for any ques- 
tion so that the continuity of my remarks mny 
not be broken. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me say—- 

Mr. COX. The honored and heavy father 
of the House ought to keep his children in 


order. 

Mr. DAWES. That is precisely what I 
desire to do, to preserve the order of the 
House. 

Mr. COX. My friend from Massachusetts 
is the very one to chastise his children on the 
other side. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
question. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, have I the floor 
or not? If I have, I decline to yield to any 
When I declined to yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania he was discourt- 
eous enough to insist on holding the floor and 
getting out his question, which I did not hear, 
however. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was following the evii 
example set by my friend from New York. 

Mr. COX. But I have never persisted in 
interrupting a member holding the floor when 
he declined to yield to me. 

Mr. DAWES. My sole purpose was to pre- 
vent this controversy. 

Mr. COX. He isasly old gentleman onthe 
other side. 

Mr. RANDALL. No hypocrisy or cant. 

Mr. DAWES. No remarks of mine justify 
any such impertinence as that of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. If he cannot appre- 
ciate proper and parliamentary remarks, it is 
not my fault. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


I merely wish to ask a 


I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. I do appreciate the gentleman at his 
full value. I thought his remarks justified the 
remarks I made in that they were not sincere, 
but were made rather to aggravate the disturb- 
ance instead of promoting, peace between the 


two. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know of anything 
I have said that will justify that statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have described it sim- 
ply in what I conceived to be terse and proper 
language. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no words with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I wish none. 

Mr. DAWES, He is the keeper of his own 
character, as I am of mine. I am entirely 
satisfied if heis. If he cannot appreciate a 
proper remark of mine without resorting to 
the use of unparliamentary language I cannot 
help it. J have no words with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not my wish either 


to have words with the gentleman from Mas- | 


| sachusetts, except to put him in his true 


attitude. 

Mr. COX. I do not yield to this at all, and 
I am really sorry for what has occurred. 

At the conclusion of the remarks of Mr. 
Cox 
Mr. E. H. ROBERTS took the floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Will my col- 
league give way to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. -It seems to me we 
had better go on this evening for fifteen or 
twenty minutes longer. 

Mr. DAWES. I will call the previous 
question at the conclusion of the gentleman’s 
remarks. 

Mr. WOOD. And then adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, and then adjourn. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, the 
resolution to which this report is a response 
was introduced on the first day of the session. 
There was no delay in theattack upon the Treas- 
ury. On the day subsequent the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] my colleague, took 
occasion to say: 


“Tt isa part of our duty in the Opposition here, 
especially when the majority on the other side js so 
great and so triumphant, to challenge everything 
that comesfrom the Administration that does not 
look right prima facie. This is one of the transac- 
tions which the country demands should be riddled 
from one end to the other.” 


I do not question the right of my colleague 
to ‘challenge anything that comes from the 
Administration;’’ but the justice of his chal- 
lenge is to be decided in the presence of the 
fact that when those remarks were made there 
was upon the desks of the members of this 
House the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury stating the precise terms and conditions 
of this loan. That statement is full and frank 
and open; so is the uniform policy of the 
Treasury. Let the country always know what 
the Treasury is doing, and it will have the best 
possible assurance of honesty and fidelity, 

That statement is so clear and precise that 
the committee adopt it as presenting the exact 
facts in satisfactory words: 


“On the 28th of February last, public notice was 
given that on the 6th of the following March books 
would be opened in this country and in Europe for 
subscriptions to the national loan, under the act 
approved July 14, 1870, and the conditions on which 
the subscriptions would be received were alsomade 
known. All the national banks, and a large number 
of bankers both in this country and in Europe, were 
authorized to receivesubscriptions, Thefirst prefer- 
ence was given to subscribers to the five per cent. 
bonds, within the limit of $200,000,000. On the Ist 
of August the subscriptions amounted to $65,775,550, 
chichy by the national banks. 

“Under date of July 14, 1871, a dispatch was re~ 
ceived from Hon. William A. Richardson, Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, then in London, stating 
that certain bankeorsin an no proposed to take the 
remainder of the $200,000,000 of five per cents upon 
certain conditions. This proposition was considered 
and modified, and early in August an agreement was 
made with Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co., representing . 
bankers in Europe and in the United States. By the 
terms of the agreement the parties represented by 
Messrs, Jay Cooke & Co. had the right to subscribe 
for the remainder of the $200,000.000 of said bonds, 
by giving notice thereof at any time previous to the 
ist of April next, and by subscribing for $10,000,000 
at once, and for an average of at least five million 
dollars of bonds per month during the intervening 
time, subject to the right of the national banks to 
subscribe for $50,000,000 within sixty days from the 
25th day of August. 

“ It was also agreed that the subscriptions should 
all bo made through national banks, and certificates 
of deposit therefor issued by said banks to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, bonds to be lodged with the 
Treasurer of the United States for the amount of 
the deposit. By a printed circular issued on the - 
10th of August, 1871, it was announced that national 
banks making or obtaining subscriptions, payable 
in coin, would be designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as depositories of public money, on the 
usual condition of placing in the hands of the Treas- 
urer of the United States bonds of the United States 
for the security of such deposits; and that, at the 
commencement of each month, notice would be 
given of the redemption of an amount of bonds 
equal to the amount of subscriptions in coin for the 
preceding month, interest to cease in ninety days 
from the date of such notice. 

It was also stated in the circular that as_ the 
bonds called should mature the deposits would be 
drawn from the several banks proportionately. 

It was further agreed that the subscribers to the 
loan should receive as commissions whatever might 
remain of the half of one per vent. allowed by law 
upon the $200,000,000, after paying the cost of paper 
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for the bonds, for engraving, printing, advertising, 
delivery, and all other expenses of the same. 

* Under this agreement the books were opened in 
this country and in Europe, and by the last of 
August subscriptions were obtained for the entire 
amount offered.” 

Now, both the authority for and the restric- 
tions upon the negotiation which we are con- 
sidering are found in the actof July 14, 1870, 

it seems to be the fortune of the gentlemen 
upon the other side to be able to read very 
clearly every restriction in the law, but to fail 
to discover the purpose of the law and the 
means for carrying it out. Now,I see, and 
we all see, that if it is the object of gentlemen 
to prevent the refunding of the debt, there is 
a construction of the law which will put a 
strait jacket upon the Treasury. If you read 
only the last three lines of the first section you 
understand that— 

““Nothing in this act, or in any other law now in 
force, shall be construed to authorize any increase | 
whatever of the bonded debt of the United States.” 

Read on, and you will find that the Secretary 
is authorized to exchange these new bonds for 
the five-twenties at par. But except by that 
one method of exchange, par for par, no pos- 
sible issue of a new bond can take place with- 
out in a certain sense increasing the debt. No 
matter how many five-twenties may have been 
first redeemed, every issue of every bond is 
ipso facto an increase of the debt. And fur- 
ther: if gentlemen read only the last three 
lines of the second section, it is possible to 
put a strait-jacket upon the Treasury, so 
that the Secretary may not be able to buy one 
sheet of paper or to have one bond engraved. 
So far has criticism gone as to claim that the 
Secretary has a right under this clause to dis- 
burse but one half of one per cent. of the 
bonds actually negotiated. At the outset it is 
conceivable the Secretary should have an offer 
for $100,000; one halfof one per cent. on that | 
sum would not enable him to have one bond 
engraved, or to make any arrangements for 
negotiation. All this is absurd, but all this is 
in the very line of the argument of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side. 

Now, this act was passed for a purpose. It 
is, as defined by the title, ‘‘to authorize the 
refunding of the national debt.’’ It clothes 
the Secretary of the Treasury with power to 
carry out the purposes of the act, and it gives 
him reasonable authority to do that. This is 
clear not only from the spirit of the law, but 
from its letter. In the second section it is 
expressly provided— 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to sell and dispose of any of the bonds 
issued under this act at not less than their par value 
for coin, and to apply the proceeds thereof to the 
redemption of any of the bonds of the United States 
outstanding, and known as five-twenties.” 

Of course, the process must be in that order. 
The bonds must first be sold, and then the pro- 
ceeds may be applied to the redemption of 
five-twenties. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not seek to do away 
with the force of the prohibition in either the 
first or second section. The prohibition against 
the increase of the bonded debt hasa meaning, 
and if ought to be enforced. It may be inter- 


preted to signify that the bonded debt shall not į 
beincreased above the amount at which it stood i! 


at the date of the passage of the act—July 14, 
1870-—-and 1 believe there is no pretense that 


in that sense the prohibition has been at all | 
violated. But there is another and a clear and | 


an intelligible sense in which that prohibition 


may be read in connection with the second sec- | 


tion of theact, which is, that the Secretary shall 
sell these new bonds and apply the proceeds 
to the redemption of five-twenties, and that 
except by this process the bonded debt shall 
not be increased in any mode whatever. h 
Now that, it seems to me, is the clear, sensi- 
ble reading of the act. Any diversion of the 
fand from that sacred purpose would be a vio- 
lation of the law. It cannot be maintained 
that these moneys have been applied in any | 
other way whatever. They have been devoted 


} 
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to the redemption of the five-twenties, and 
they have been devoted promptly. 

My friend and colleague upon the committee, 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,]} 
chooses to argue that there has been a certain 
delay in calling in the five-twenties. Now, will 
the House bear with me while I say that sub- 
scriptions to this loan, as shown by the table 
to which both my colleagues have referred, 


runs down into this very current month of |: 


January; and while a large portion of the sub- 
scription was made in August, a considerable 
portion is recorded in the very last days of 
August. And it was not practicable for the 


it would be discreet for him to call in a larger 
sum than he did call in, $100,000,000. 

No wise officer can use money, certainly in 
the payment of debts, unless he has it on hand. 
One hundred million dollars is as much as the 
Secretary of the Treasury could fairly calculate 
as being in hand on the ist of September. It 
appears besides, and is in evidence before the 
committee, that, asa matter of practical detail 
in the Treasury, $2,000,000 of bonds is as 
much as can be examined, verified, and ad- 
justed in a day, and therefore it was not 
practicable to call in any more at that time. 
On the 7th of December the Secretary called 
in $20,000,000, and $20,000,000 on the 20th, 
showing a rapidity greater than the country 
expected. Surely this is celerity as great as 
discretion would justify in calling in the five- 
twenties. 

On these grounds it is obvious there has 
been no increase in the bonded debt in the 
sense of this act, and I am very glad to see, 
and I desire to acknowledge and to recognize, 
the fairness on the other side of gentlemen 
who admit this conclusion, and have gone so 
far at least toward permitting the Secretary to 
refund the debt. 

But there has been more persistent adher- 
ence to the claim that the Secretary has vio- 
lated the limitation with reference to the ex- 
pense of preparing and issuing and disposing 
of the bonds. Now, as a matter of fact, it 
appears in the evidence of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that he has paid or agreed to pay no 
more than one half of one per cent. upon the 
amount of bonds negotiated under this act. 
By direct payments he has paid, not the mar- 
velous sum Which the gentlemen on the other 
side say, but he has paid for negotiating 
$200,000,000, including all the expenses of 
engraving and printing and advertising, and of 
agents of the Treasury crossing and recrossing 
the Atlantic for the delivery of the bonds, the 
sum of but $1,060,000. 

The gentleman on the other side chooses to 
question the veracity of the Secretary, when 
he says the expense of preparing the bonds, 
advertising, &c., was $400,000. How much 
was it, then? My eloquent friend from Ken- 
tucky chose to put down the figure as an 
“amount unknown.’’ I prefer to take the 
statement of the Secretary to so wild a guess 
as that of my eloquent friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman will allow me 
to say that the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
self was called upon by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] and myself to furnish 
the figures, and reported yesterday morning 
that he could not do it, that the statement can- 
not be made out, and that he did not know 
what they were himself. He first promised to 
do it, and then said he could not. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. But his estimate 
is $400,000; and the reason why he could 
not tell the figures more exactly is that 
the account is not closed, and cannot be 
closed until the final adjustment with the syn- 
dicate. But I do not understand, except by 
way of rhetorical figure, that my friends on the 
other side would dwell particularly upon that. 
They do insist that in some indirect way 
there has been allowed a greater sum to those 
who have negotiated the loan. Itis notorious, 
it is stated by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
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Secretary to know on the Ist of September that || 


l! redeemable by the terms of their issue. 
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| that all the proceeds of these bonds are de- 
posited in national banks, with the security 
of national bonds, and that they remain there 
by agreement for three months. There ig 
nothing mysterious about that. The subscrip- 
tions are all made through national banks. 
The party known to the Treasury in subscrip- 
tions is always a national bank. The money 
lies always with the national bank, and always 
; with a deposit of national bonds as security. 
| Now what will the Secretary do with this . 
money? He has sold his bonds. What will 
i he do with the money? He wants to redeem 
the five-twenties. He is met at once by the 
fourth section of the act of July 14, 1870, which 
| requires him— 
| ‘To pay at par and cancel in six per cent. bonds of 
the United States, of the kind known as five-twenty 
bonds, which have become or shall hereafter Become 
u e 


particular bonds so to be paid and canceled shall in 
all cases be indicated and specified by class, date, 


| and number, in the order of their numbers and is- 
i sues, beginning with the first numbered and issued, 


in publie notice to be given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and in three months after the date of such 
public notice the interest on the bonds so selected 
and advertised to be paid shall cease,” 

Observe that he must give three months’ 
notice before interest can stop upon the five- 
twenties. He gives that notice. He finds as 
a practical result that the bonds do not come 
in. He finds as a practical result not merely 
before the interest is stopped but after the in- 
terest is stopped the bonds are not presented. 
Of the $20,000,000 called for in December less 
than $100,000 has been so far presented. Of 
the $100,000,000 called for in September and 
on which interest has ceased, $14,000,000 still 
remain unpresented. Practically, then, not 
simply the law, but the preference of the hold- 
ers of the five-twenties, prevents the Secretary 
from using the money until the close of three 
months. So also does, as I havealready stated, 
the detail of work in the Treasury. What 
shall the Secretary do with this money? He 
might put it into the Treasury and lock it up. 
That would be an evil in itself, but if he locks 
the money up in the Treasury, when the bonds 
come he must pour it out again, and then 
$130,000,000 will go forth like a flood to ruin 
the business of the country. 

Is there any way in which he can use this 
money? There is none. The law does not 
provide any method in which he can get interest 
on that money ; itis of no practical value what- 
everto the Treasury. But the forty-fifth sec- 
ion of the national banking law provides: 

“That all associations under this act, when desig- 
nated for that purpose by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall be depositories of public money, except 
receipts from customs, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and they may also be employed as financial agents 
of the Government, and they shall perform all such 
reasonable duties as depositories of public money 
and financial agents of the Government as may be 
required of them; andthe Secretary of the Treasury 
shall require of the associations thus designated 
satisfactory security, by the deposit of United States 
bondsand otherwise, for the safe-keeping and prompt 
payment of the public money deposited with them, 
and for the faithful performance of their duties as 
financial agents of the Government,” 


Notice, that the Secretary may “‘ prescribe 
regulations.” Those regulations cannot refer 
to security, because the close of the same sec- 
tion refers to that.. The regulations must refer 
to the manner of depositand of drawing ; they 
may refer to the time of drawing. The regu- 
lations may by their terms be in force for ten 
days, or a month, or three months. Those 
regulations grow up by practice as well as by 
the exact words of the Secretary. 

It is customary when money is drawn by 
express from a national bank to send by mail 
a letter giving notice that the draft is made; 
and an interval of one, two, or three days 
sometimes occurs before the demand for the 
money is received. A letter is sent calling 
upon a bank to make a deposit elsewhere, 
and a reasonable time is allowed to make the 
deposit. The Government depositaries calcu- 


| late upon the length of time the Government 


money shall be at rest, just as banks calculate 


152 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 31, 


upon individual deposits. It would be prac- 
ticable for the banks to calculate with refer- 
ence to this fund that it must be at rest. for 
three months, Then the Secretary is justified 
in leaving the money, and he is besides jus- 
tified in taking advantage of the profit that 
shall accrue to the Government. It is neces- 
sary that the money should remain in the 
national banks; it isunavoidable that it should 
remain there; and the Secretary has been 
shrewd and wise in taking advantage of that 
necessity. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
base much of their criticism on the alleged fact 
that money remains on deposit longer than for 
three months. The Treasury is not to blame 
for that. The Secretary can do nothing with 
the sum of $14,000,000 sacredly pledged for 
the redemption of the five-twenties called in 
September 1, and on which interest ceased 
December 1, but not yet presented. The 
money must await the demand of the holders 
of the bonds. The national banks may derive 
profit from the deposit, the Government loses 
nothing, and the fund cannot be more secure 
than it now is, guarautied by ample deposits 
of national bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before the House 
only declares that in this action the Secretary 
of the Treasury has violated no law. I do not 
choose to follow gentlemen on the other side 
in their extraordinary assaults upon the stat- 
utes as they stand, nor in their propositions 
for new legislation. When new legislation 
comes up in its order we may consider it and 
act upon it fairly. ‘The question now is, was 
this action of the Secretary right under the 
law? Did his action violate the law? If 
it is the object of gentlemen to put a strait- 
jacket upon the ‘l'reasury they should cer- 
tainly pass a resolution like this. If they 
believe that the Secretary has violated the 
law in issuing new bonds for the redemption 
of the five-twenties, then it is practicable for 
the House to say that no more refunding shal! 
take place under the law as it now stands. 
Gentlemen on the other side are able to tell 
you how much the syndicate makes out of this 
transaction; L do not know; very little do I 
care. But | do know what the country makes, 
Here isa negotiation of $200,000,000 of bonds 
at a lower rate of interest, to run for ten 
years. Without compounding interest, there 
js a saving to the country upon the negotia- 
tion of $19,000,000. Compounding the inter- 


est it is a saving of $26,800,000 for ten years, 
or of $75,000,000 for twenty years, This 


amount is actually saved, It is not merely 
postponed to the distant future. lt not so 
“much taken by taxation from the hard earn- 
ings or scant savings of our people. Tt is in 
so far a permanent relief from taxation. lt 
is a blessing which no theory assails; which 
no clags can question. 

I am not prepared to gay, and this House is 
not now culled upon to say, whether the Secre- 
tary ought to make a new negotiation with the 
syndicate. The House ought to say that with 
the laws as they stand the Secretary shall be 
open to receive proposals, The Secretary 
has not been “hawking our bonds about in 
Europe,” as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] suggests, Here is an offer that is 
brought to his door, a new offer for $600,000,- 


000, with a saving of interest of $7,500,000 | 


a year, or $75,000,000 in ten years. IJ do not 
feel ready to say that he ought to accept any 
such offer; but 1 do feel proud to say that this 
Administration hag lifted the country to a 

oint where such an offer is brought to it 
from Europe. 

I was very glad to hear the words of my col- 
league from New York city [Mr, Brooxs] tes- 
tifying. to the increased strength of the credit 
of the United States abroad. One of the evi- 
dences (and it is an evidence that cannot be 
gainsaid) of the increased strength of our credit 
iş the very negotiation to which this resalg- 


| 


tion refers. Let me call attention to the fact 
besides, that this Government never before 
negotiated a loan at such rates as those at 
which this has been negotiated. Ithas always 
paid one per cent. for commissions. During 
the war the purchaser of our bonds had always 
the advantage of the premium on gold. Going 
back to 1860, under Mr, Buchanan’s adminis- 
tration, the Government, trying to borrow 
$5,000,000, was compelled to accept a dis- 
count of ten and five-eighths per cent, This is 
not peculiar to our Government. I hold in my 
hand a table of negotiations of leans abroad, 
running through a number of years, showing 
that various Governments have made great 
loans, always allowing very heavy discounts. 
Observe particularly now the loan of France 


for £40,000,000 sterling at 80, equal to twenty 
per cent. discount, and that was a five per cent. 
loan ; a Joan of Austria in 1865 for £15,000,000 
sterling at 70; and that was a five per cent. 
loan. And Austria tried in 1856 to borrow 
$6,000,000, and failed. And these rates run all 
the way down, Turkey borrowing £8,516,368 
sterling at-474,a discount of fifty-two and a half 
per cent.; and that was a five per cent. loan. 
While this is true, these Governments have 
paid besides a commission of two and two and 
a half per cent. to bankers, and never less than 
two percent. Thatis now the current rate in 
England and on the Continent, and public loans 
are not made without the payment of these 
commissions. The table is made up with care 
and is appended: 


Year. 


Se seeaseee reopen tgeees 


Government. Amount, Issued at— Interest. 
75 on 100 6 percent, 
90 on 100 5 per cent. 
95 on 100 5 per cent. 

95 on 100 4 percent. . 
70 on 100 5 per cent, 
88 on 100 44 per cent, 
93 on 100 5 por.cent. 
728,000 93% on 100 5 per cent. 
40,000,000 80 on 100 5 per cent. 
6,000,000 44 on 100 8 per cent. 
u 2,500,000 48 on 100 3 per eent. 
Russia... 12,000,000 663 on 100 3 per cent. 
Russia... 8,000,000 92 on 10) 5 per cent. 
Russia... 6,000,000 85 on 100 5 percent. 
Russia .. 6,000,000 63 on 100 5 per cent. 
Russia.. 11,100,000 80 on 100 5 per cent. 
Russia. 12,000,000 80 on 100 5 per cent. 
-| Sweden. 2,223,000 92} on 100 4} per cent, 
Turkey. 8,000,000 72 on 100 6 percent, 
‘Turkey. 000,0 654 on 100 6 per cent, 
Turkoy. 3,636,363 474 on 100 5 per cent, 
Vonezuela...... 1,500,000 55 on 100 6 per cent. 


*Loan failed. 


Mr. Speaker, the question ia not whether 
we shall continue to pay any particular rate 
of interest; the question is whether or not the 
Secretary up to this time has violated the law; 
not even whether this negotiation was for the 
advantage of the country. If it were anly to 
prove the strength of the national credit, 1 for 
one am glad the negotiation was made. We 
have heard on this floor claima that we can 
borrow money now at four per cent. Let us 
borrow money as low as we can; but let us 
always sustain fair negotiations, openly made 
in accordance with the letter of the law. 

So American credit rises. Attacks have been 
made upon it before the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] to-day sneered at t our 
bankrupt bonds.” These attacks have taken 
all forms during the last ten years. Out of 
the great war our brave soldiers came home 
exhausted by burden and effort, shattered and 
crippled by rebel shots. So, too, came the 
national credit, staggering, exhausted, crippled 
from the great conflict. No healing is possi- 
ble for many of our boys in blue; but our 
credit comes from the very gates of the grave, 
restored, lusty, and stalwart, and advances con- 
quering and to conquer. Hamilton ‘smote 
the rock of the national resources and abun- 
dant streams of revenue gushed forth; he 
touched the dead corpse of public eredit, and it 
sprang to its feet.’’? The achievement of Ham- 
ilton has been more than repeated. Belittle 
them as we may, the financial triumphs of the 
Government:-in the past few years have been 
a wonder and a blessing. 

Criticism upon these negotiations has some- 
times been patriotic. It has been in many 
cases a part of the war of which the debt is a 
consequence. Capital is timid and suspicious ; 
yet it responds to the growing eredit of the 
country and rebukes assaults upon it. It 
makes haste everywhere to pay tribute to the 
maryelous progress of the Republic and the 
success of the Administration. No law has 
been broken toachieve this result. No arts of 
magic have been used to draw foreign capital, 
to raise the price of national securities. Our 


credit is no fabric of fancy, no creation of in- 
genuity; it is a natural growth. Its roots 
strike deep in the rich soil, between seams of 
gold and veins of iron and precious metals, 
lts trunk is nurtured by southern suns and 
stiffened by northern winds. It spreads out 
its branches wide and comely over busy and 
productive millions. Dews falland days pass, 
and it inereases. It is vital and it is en- 
during. Strike at it; it still grows. It bears 
good fruit. Let us not by false reading of laws 
girdle the oak of our credit. Give it only a 
fair chance. Give it the husbandry of com- 
mon sense, and all will go well. We may bor- 
row at four per cent. or three per cent. Let 
us say the Secretary of the Treasury has acted 
in accordance with the law in what he has 
done, and for the future see if we can do 
better. : 

Mr. KERR. My. Speaker, I desire, on be- 
half of the minority of the committee, to offer 
the following substitute for the resolution of 
the majority, so it may be pending to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. Tt will not be pending. 

Mr. KERR. Why? 

Mr, DAWES. Because it is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
recommit. i 

Mr. KERR. I ask that the resolution may 
be read, as the expression of our views. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating the loan 
authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has increased 
the bonded debt more than was necessary or proper, 
and has incurred expenditures contrary to law. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to say I must 
object if this will give the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerg] another opportunity of 
being heard on this same question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawzs] is recognized as bold- 
ing the floor; and the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Indiana has only been read for 
information. 

Mr. KERR, I will inquire why my substi- 
tute is not in order? 
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The SPEAKER. At the time the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts called up the resolu- 
tion to-day he entered a motion to recommit, 
and the gentleman from Indiana is aware that 
under the rules of the House no motion to 
amend can be entertained pending a motion 
to recommit. 

Mr. KERR. I did not hear the motion, and 
did not know that it was made. 

The SPEAKER. He made it in an audible 
voice. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee desires the floor I will yield to him. 

Mr. MAYNARD, Ido desire the floor. 

Mr. DICKEY. IE move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. I said if the House desired 
it I would call for the previous question at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SARGENT. I rise to a question of 
order: whether, under the understanding 


which has already been had, the motion to Í 


adjourn does not operate as a call for the 
previous question? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is not distinet 
on that point, and he takes the understand- 


“ing of the gentleman having the report in | 


charge. 

Mr. DAWES. I intimated, if there were 
no objection, I would call the previous ques- 
tion as soon as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. E. H. Roperrs] concluded his remarks. 
Jn the mean time the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MAYNARD] attracted my attention. 
He expressed a desire to be heard, and as he 
is a member of the committee I did not know 
how I could refuse him. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are other members 
-of the House, not members of this committee, 
who desire to say something in reference to 
this immense financial question, involving the 
best interests of the Government and the policy 
which is hereafter to be pursued in reference 
to the negotiation of the loans. It is a ques- 
tion which ought to have the fullest discussion 
in this House. 

Mr. DAWES. My only desire is to relieve 
myself of obligations to the Committee on 
Appropriations to get through with this as 
soon as possible, so the Indian appropria- 
tion bill may be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear 
what the understanding was. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to un- 


derstand the situation the question will be | 


in to morrow, before he puts the motion to 
adjourn. 
whonow occupies the floor, yields for a motion 
to adjourn, this will go over and be the first 
business in order to-morrow, as the unfin- 
ished business, to the exclusion of all other 
business. 

Mr. SARGENT. I inquire of the Chair 
whether or not he is aware it was understood 
by the House that at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. E. H. Rozerrs] the previous question 
should be called by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts ? 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the 
Chair is not distinct in reference to an under- 
standing of that kind; but there was a general 
expression on both sides of the House that 
to-day would finish. The Chair does not feel 
like enforcing it as a general understanding. 

Mr. KERR. I objected. N 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Kerr} objected to makivg an under- 
standing. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
intimated that in bis opinion a day might finish 
the discussion ; but the Chair repeats that that 
could not have the force of an understanding. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DICK EY, (at 
four o'clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. : 

48. 


42p Coxa. 2p Suss.—No. 


If the gentleman from Tennessee, | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: . 

By Mr. BANKS: The remonstrance of the 
Machinists’ and Blacksmiths’ Union No. 1, of 
Massachusetts, against the passage of any law 
teuding to defeat the objects of the present 
eight-hour law, and urging the Senators and 
Representatives of Massachusetts to use all 
honorable means to prevent the passage of 
any law reducing the wages of mechanics 
employed by the Government. 

By Mr. COTTON: The memorial and joint 


|| resolution of the Legislature of the State of 


Iowa, praying that the right be granted to 
| bridge the Mississippi river at Clinton in said 
State, and that the same be declared a post 
| route, with the same powers and restrictions 
; as are given to other bridges charted by the 
| laws of Congress. 

H 


| Carr & Co., and others, of Syracuse, New 
| York, manufacturers of cigars, praying an 
| increase of tariff on imported cigars to the 
| extent of three dollars per pound, and fifty 
| per cent. ad valorem, and setting forth that 
| the high price of domestic tobacco and the 
; internal revenue tax upon domestic cigars 
| have brought foreign cigars into dangerous 
| competition with the industry of manufactur- 
ing cigars in the United States. 

Also, the petition of John J. Junio, William 
| Fryer, Charles Jackson, and 95 others, of 
Syracuse, New York, cigar-makers, praying 
an increase. of tariff on imported cigars. to 
the extent of three dollars per pound, and fifty 
per cent. ad valorem, and setting forth that 
the high price of domestic tobacco and the 
internal revenue tax upon domestic cigars 
i have brought foreign cigars into dangerous 
competition with the industry of manufac- 
turing cigars in the United States. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: A petition 
| for the improvement of Ashtabula harbor. 

By Mr. GETZ: The remonstrance of 94 
workers in the iron-works at Birdsborough, 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, against any 
change in the tariff laws abating or abolishing 
the duties upon such articles as are success- 
fally produced in this country, and praying 
the repeal of all duties upon tea, coffee, 
| and other necessaries of life that cannot be 
| produced in the United States. 


Learly,. Charles Breasly, and 500 others, citi- 
zens of Trenton, New Jersey, asking that the 
existing duties upon earthenware be retained, 
and the repeal of all duties upon tea, coffee, 
| and such other articles of necessity as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and that 
duties be so adjusted as to encourage and de- 
fend home industry. and foster the interests 
of the American laborer. . 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The memo- 
rial of the Industrial League, of Detroit, in 
favor of protection of American labor. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of R. G. Chase 
and others, for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
contracts under $100. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Centre, Huntingdon, and Clearfield 


i| counties, Pennsylvania, against the reduction 
or repeal of duties upon such articles as are 


successfully produced in this country. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The memorial of 
numerous citizens of Schuylkill county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against a change. in 
existing tariff laws abolishing or abating duties 
on such. articles as are successfully produced 
| in this country; also, praying the repeal of all 
duties on tea, coffee, and such other articles oF 
necessity or comfort as cannot be produced in 
the United States. 


By Mr. FORKER: The memorial of J. M. | 


Also, the memorial of numerous citizens of. | 
I] Sebuytkill county, Pennsylvania, praying that 


more equal legislation may 
to the distillation of whisky. 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of 76 citi- 
zens of West Virginia, late soldiers of the Uni- 
ied States, asking a modification of the act 
of Congress approved July 15, 1870, so as to 
allow soldiers mentioned therein. to entér the 
amount of land therein. allowed withowt‘the 
condition of settlement and cultivation; to 
give a patent therefor unconditionally, and to 
equalize bounties to soldiers, =+- : 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Eman- 
uel Coryell, guardian of the minor children of 
Joseph B. Coryell, late a soldier in company 
F, twénty-sixth Pennsylvania volunteers, ask- 
ing a pension for the-said-minor children. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The memorial of Mar- 
tha A. Brooks, widow of Joha W: Brooks, late 
a private in company I, sixty-ninth regiment 
Ohio volunteer infantry, praying a pension. 

By Mr. SWANN: The memorial of Re F. 
i Lewis, commander in the United States 
Navy. ‘ 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The 
petition of the president and trustees of the 
Southold Savings Bank, asking to be relieved 
from the tax on deposits, , 

Also, the petition of the Sag Harbor Savings 
Bank, for the same. ? oY ahs 

By Mr. VAN TRUMP: The ‘petition of 
John Armstrong and others, praying a change 
by the reduction and extension of mail routés 
9229 and 9309 in Ohio. : : 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of Ma- 
eauley & Warmsley, and 60 other business 
firms, of Detroit, Michigan, asking the passsge 
of the bill granting increased compensation to 


be kad in regard 


letter-carriers. 


IN SENATE. 
. Trurspay, February 1, 1872 ° 
Prayer by Rev. J. G.. Buruer, D. D., Chape 
lain of the House of Representatives. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. es 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from 
the House of Representatives: were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: © £ : : 

A-bill (H. R. No. 188) to extend the.time 
in which certain offenses may be prosecuted; 

A bill (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1831) ‘relating to wits 
nesses for respondents in exiradition cases: 

PHILADELPHIA ICESBOATS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid Before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 487) to exempt 
the iron steam ice-boats constructed. by the 


| city of Philadelphia from the iaspecrion re- 


quired by the act of February 28, 1871, entitled 
“An act to provide for the better. security. of 
life on board of vessels propelled in whole or 
in part by steam, and for other purposes..” 
The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was, st the end of the bill to add: the 
following proviso; : ihe 
Provided, This act shall expire at the end of six 


months-from and after its passage. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate coy- 
cur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. o iu: 

- The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 14th of December, 1871, 
a report of the Commissioner:of the General 
Land Office relative to the drainage of Beaver 
lake, Indiana; which was ordered to- lie: on 
the table, and be printed. `> -+ BS 
-The VICE PRESIDENT... The Chair. lays 
before the Senate a letter of the Secretary of 
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the Treasury, transmitting the report of Ed- 
ward Young, chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
on. the customs tariff legislation of the United 
States, which, as it appears to be in print, 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance 
without printing, except so far as the letter 
ilselfis concerned. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we ought. to 
have that printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT... It is in printed 
form—perhaps printed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment: =.. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has it been printed by 
authority of Congress? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has the im- 
print ‘* Government Printing Office, Washing- 
ton, 1872... How. many copies are printed, 
or by what authority, the Chair does not know. 
It is. now in print. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not see the chair- 
man.of the Committee on Finance, but that is 
a document which I think we should:all like 


to have. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the letter 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and the question of printing the report will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwill not ask that the 
motion to print be acted on now. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will say to the Senator 
from Illinois that I have the impression that 
that document has been ordered to be printed 
heretofore. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Having called atten- 
tion to it I will not make the motion, but I 
think it is a document that we ought to have. 
Thope the Senator from Iowa will look at it, 
and, if he comes tothe same conclusion, that 
be will movo to have it printed, if the print- 
ing has not been already ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Commit- 
tee on Finance can report a resolution for 
its printing. It will be referred to that com- 
mittee. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDIENT presented a pre- 
amble and resolutions adopted by the Legis- 
lature of Nebraska, in relation to the improve- 
ment of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Max- 
imillian Rosenberg, praying compensation for 
services rendered on the stalf of Major General 
John C. Frémont; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON presented the memorial of 
the president and executive officers of the 
American Industrial League, representing the 
interests of American producers, asking that 
such discriminating duties be levied on all im- 
ported manufactures as will render substantial 
protection to the labor of our own people; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of col- 
ored citizens of Frankford, Delaware, pray- 
ing the immediate passage of the supplement- 
ary civil rights bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Lewiston, Mifflin county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing the immediate passage of the supplement- 
ary civil rights bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented the memorial of 
William Wheeler Hubbell, of Pennsylvania, 
pias an appropriation to-satisfy the unpaid 

alance of the verdict rendered in his favor 
under the joint resolution of Congress, ap- 
proved June 3, 1864,. for the use of several 
million of his patent fuses.for.cxplosive shells 
by the Army and Navy of. the United States, 
and ihe transfer of his patents to the United 
States, in pursuance of that joint resolution ; 
which was referred tothe Committes on’Appro-- 
priations. =a 


j 


Mr. KELLOGG presented a petition of postal 
letter-carriers of the city of New Orleans, Lou- 
isiana, praying an increase of compensation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Franklin parish, Louisiana, praying the reés- 
tablishment of the United States district court 
for the northern district of Louisiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OSBORN presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Florida, asking an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of St. John’s river 
and the harbor of Fernandina; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the petition of R. 
F. R. Lewis, commander United States Navy, 
praying to be restored to his proper position 
in the Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of the 
trustees of the Primitive Baptist (colored) 
church of Huntsville, Alabama, praying re- 
muneration for the use and destruction of their 
church by United States troops during the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of George W. 
Dunavan, guardian, &c,, of Laura E. Ritchey 
and Ella A. Ritchey, praying that a pension 
be granted to them; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present two petitions 
very numerously signed by citizens of the 
twenty-third congressional district of New 
York, whose vocation is the manufacture of 
cigars, and they ask for such an increase of 
the tariff on imported cigars as will raise the 
duty to three dollars a pound and fifty per cent. 
ad valorem. I move the reference of these 
petitions to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present, also, the memo- 
nial of the American Industrial League, in 
which memorial they remonstrate against the 
theories and practices of free trade, and they 
say especially, “if foreigners want access to 
our better markets, and on an equality with 
ourselves, let them emigrate to the United 
States with their capital and machinery, and 
pay not only our higher wages but the taxes 
to support our schools and other institutions, 
as we have always done.’’ This is not the 
only cogent suggestion of these memorialists, 
I commend their memorial to the Committee 
on Finance. I move that it be referred to that 
committee. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have received and 
been requested to present some resolutions, 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of IHi- 
nois, asking its Senators and Representatives 
to use all necessary and honorable efforts to 
secure an early and favorable consideration 
by Congress of the memorial of Joseph J. 
Petrie, for services rendered in the years. 1849 
and 1850, in rescuing two expeditions in the 
depth of winter irom the Sacramento valley, 
in California, and preserving the lives of a 
number of cniigrants, in accomplishing which 
he was at great expense. His memorial has 
been introduced and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and I move that these resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Hlinois 
be also referred to the same committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN presented-a_ petition ‘of 
William Oliver. and. twenty-eight others, who 
were soldiers in the late civil war, living in 
Belmont county, Obio, praying for the eqral- 
ization of bounties and bounty lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ec 

He also presented a petition of William: 
O. Reed and twenty-nine others, of Belmont 
county, Ohio, praying for the equalization:of 


soldiers’. bounties and bounty lands; whieh 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the memorial. of 
Abraham Schroppe and nine hundred- and 
sixty-seven others, workers in the Bethlehem 
iron-works, of Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against any change of the exist- 
ing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
upon such articles. as‘are successfully. pro~- 
duced in this country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of 0. 
Hammond and sixty others, workers in char- 
coal and iron, of Greenfield township, -Blair 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties on such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented 
the petition of John W. Ramsburg, of Mor- 
gantown, West Virginia, praying remunera- 
tion for lumber taken by United States iroops 
during the years.1861, 1862, and 1868; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia; 
it was 


Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim 
of Charity Lodge No. 111, of Free and Accepted 
Masons of Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, be taken 
fromm the files of the Sonate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That William Robinson havo leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 


i 


tho Senate, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTERS. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom wasreferred 
the petition of Charles Hubbs, praying an 
amendment to the postal laws so that all 
printed matter sent from a known office of 
publication to regular subscribers be delivered 
free, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 


POST ROADS IN VERMON. 


Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1076) establishing certain 
post roads in Vermont, have instructed me to 
report it back without amendment.and recom- 
mend its passage. It isa very small matter. 
It establishes but two roads. The member 
interested in the House is very anxious about 
it, and’ I hope it will be put on its passage at 
onee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will merely 
state that a new railroad has been constructed 
in the northern part of the State,and there are 
a couple of towns very much inconvenienced 
by the lack of haviug a bill of this kind passed. 
I hope the Senate will consider it now. 

By unanimous. consent, the Senate, as. in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to cstablish the 
following post roads in the State of Vermont: 
from the station on the Portland and Ogdens- 
burg raflroad, in Greensborough, via Greens- 
borough, East Craftsbury, and Craftsbury, to 
North Craftsbury ; and from the station on the 
same railroad at South Hardwick, to North 
Craftsbury. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. : 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, Frise this morn- 
ing to a personal explanation, a thing I very 
rarely.do, My attention has been called this 
morning to the fact that upon last Friday even- 
ing, when we were voting on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts-[Mr. BUM- 
NER] to the adjournment. resolution,’ in reply 
to.a question of the Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Conxrina,] I am reported to have'said 
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that I was paired with. the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Davis;] that if he were here he 
would vote yea, and I would vote nay. I sim- 
ply said that I did not know how the Senator 
from Kentucky would vote, and that if I had 
not been paired I should have voted yea. [ 
am always ready and always have been to 
accord all.the rights to the colored people in 
my State and in all the other States that the 
Senator from Massachusetts or any one else 
proposes. I should have voted. for his amend- 
ment had I not been paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky. ; 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to annoy the 
Senate, but there is a question that has been 
lying over for some days—the motion to recon- 
sider the vote on the bill granting relief to 
Chicago, which I should like to have the Sen- 
ate decide. I ask that it be taken up and 
voted on this morning, if it can be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business not being yet concluded, it now re- 
quires unanimous consent. When the morn- 
ing business shall have been concluded, if the 
Senator obtains the floor he can move to take 
up that bill, when it will require only a major- 


ity vote. Does the Senator ask unanimous 
consent? 
Mr. LOGAN. Ido. 


Mr. SHERMAN.. I have no objection, but 
I wish to introduce a bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let it be taken up, and 
then laid aside to allow the morning business 
to be finished. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the bill is before the Senate. It is 
before the Senate; and now the Senator from 
Tilinois yields for morning business. Reports 
from committees are still in order. If there 
are none, the introduction of bills is next in 


order. 

‘Mr. CONKLING. Trose not liking to inter- 
rupt the Senator from Illinois, but to say that 
I desire at some convenient moment to call up 
the resolution that lies on the table which [Í 


presume will take but a’moment, relative to | 


the enrollment of the apportionment bill. The 
amendment of the Senate has been concurred 
in by the House of Representatives, and the 
Senate is apprised of that concurrence, and I 
suppose the proper course will be to give direc- 
tion to the Enrollment Committee. I take it 
nobody will object to it, and it can be done in 
a moment by unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If it gives rise 
to debate it bad perhaps better lie over until 
one o'clock, when the unfinished business can 
be set aside. oe 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 567) for the relief of Miles Greenwood; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. f 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani-. 


mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 568) to authorize the transfer of 
Alonzo B. Miltimore; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. SCHURZ asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. 
No. 569) for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace, 
of Lexington, in the State of Missouri; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred: to the Committee on 
Claims. 2 À $ ; 

Mr- TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimons 
consent-obtainad, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No, 570) tranaferring certain powers and duuies | 


tothe Dapartment-of Justice and providing a 
neal therefor; which wag read.twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee. on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. i- 


| 


i 


| vessel is lying at Savannah. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 571) to attach a portion of the Indian 


territory to Kansas for judicial purposes; which | 


was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave tointroduce a bill (S. No. 572) 
for the relief of S. D. Houston, late receiver 
of public moneys at Junction City, in the State 
of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to. the Committee. on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 573) 
for the relief of J. A. Coffey; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 574) 
for the relinquishment of the title of the Uni- 
ted States to certain lands therein named to 
N. B. Blanton; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Commitiee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 575) to authorize the purchase of secured 
obligations of the Real Estate Bank of Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire to state that I 
offered a bill on this same subject in the early 
part of the session. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Finance to that fact, 
and to put this bill in the place of the one 
previously offered on thesame subject. I move 
its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained. Teave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 576) increasing the compensation of let- 
ter-carriers under the free-delivery system to 
$1,200 per annum; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
quite a number of petitions this morning and at 
other times to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, from letter-carriers in the 
city of New Orleans and other cities, asking 
that their compensation be increased. Inow 


move to refer this bill to that committee, and || 


ask its early consideration. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Iwill say to the Senator 
that the matter has been pretty fully consid- 
ered by the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 577) to reéstablish the branch mint at New 


Orleans, and to restore the same to the city of |j 
New Orleans; which was read twice by its 


title, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

‘He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S.No. 578) 
to relieve American-built steamers and vessels 
from import duties laid upon materials and 
articles. entering into their construction, re- 
pair, and use; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Iask unanimous consent 
to take up a House bill relative to the registry 
of a vessel. It passed the House at the last 
session, and hag been lying here since. The 
The bill has been 
before the Committee on Commerce and re- 
ported back. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


tor from Georgia asks unanimous consent to | 


proceed to the consideration of the bill indi- 
eated by him. ; 


unanimous consent already. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I hope we shall not take 
up another bill until we dispose of the motion 
my colleague made. : : 


I had occasion to send | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, l 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. No. 579) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Kearsarge ; which was read, twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. : ` 

Mr. SAWYER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 580) to encourage and promote telegraphic 
communication between America, Asia, and 


i prevent the pa 
|} chief to their e 


Mr. POMEROY. We have one bill up by | 


Europe; which was read twice by its tiile, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. CONKLING. As the suggestion I 
wished to make can take no time, with the 
consent of the Senator from Ilinois, I ask 
now that the resolution in reference to the 
enrollment of the apportionment bill be taken 
„up. Ifit is to be of any service at all, it must 
be now, because the clerks are engaged in 
enrolling the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, 
which was submitted by Mr. ConKLine on the 
30th of January: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That the joint Committee on 
Enrolied Bills be directed to examine the bill (H. 
R. No. 248) for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States according to 
the ninth census, to correct a clerical error in the 
last section of the bill, by which section two of the 


i fourteenth amendment to the Constitution is referred 
| to as section one of that amendment. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I have not looked into 
the history of the legislation. If the Senator 
from New York has, and the thing can be 
done in the way proposed 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 


done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it has bten done in 
this way before, I have no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Tt has been 


i The VICE PRESIDENT presented a letter 


of the Secretary of War, recommending an 
appropriation of $100,000 for ordnance and 
ordnance stores in addition to what has been 
asked for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1870 ; 
which was referred to the Committee ou Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letier of 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the requirements of section five of 
the act approved April 21, 1808, in addition 
to others previously sent January 24, a state- 
ment of contracts made by the subsistence 
department during the calendar year 1871; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 


CHICAGO FIRE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 555) for the relief of sufferers by fire at 
Chicago is now before the Senate, and the 
‘pending question is ou the motion of the Sen- 
| ator from South Carolina, [Mr. SAWYER, ] to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed. , : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the vote istaken 
i on the motion to reconsider I wish to say that 
I hold in my band several communications 
! irom different parties on the subject of this 
bill, One is dated Detroit, January 25: 

DETROIT, MICHIGAN, January 23, 1872. 

Drar Sim: Wo observe with surprise that-a bill 
has passed the House of Represeutatives for remis- 
| sion of duties on material used in rebuilding Chicago. 
We do not know what our Representatives did to 
ge ot a bill so fraught with mis- 
ituents. SRNA 

Tt is a well-known fact that the pineries of our 
State and Wisconsin suffered severely by the devns- 
tating fires of la il, one firm alone, that of J. L, 
Woods & Co., of Lexington, Michizan, losing $500,000 


‘| ip timber, Ii is estimated that under the most favor- 


able conditions for getting in_burnt pine the lose to 
| the lower peninsula will be $15,000,000). i 


756 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February I, 


Furthermore, millions of dollars have been already 
expended in securing a moiety of this burnt timber, 
by parties relying upon the good faith of the Govern- 
ment that the tariff would not be materially altered. 
If this bill had been ‘anticipated this expenditure 
would have been saved, agit is feared by. some that 
the market will be glutted without the admission of 
foreign lumber. The operation of the bili, if passed, 
will be to take from one class of sufferers to cón- 
fet a doubtful benefit upon another class no more 
unfortunate, save from the fact that they. had more 
to lose. 

Again, we regard the bill as an insidious attempt 
to enrich or relieve afew atthe expense of the many, 
as we cannot imagine how the operation of the law 
can be soguarded as not to lead to immense frauds. 
As a matter of relief, the concession prayed for is 
too trivial to be worthy of special legislation, and 
we cannot. but believe that this is a project to secure 
much more than the bill on its face concedes. 

Tho annual receipts of lumber in Chicago is about 
one thousand million feet, and probably not. more 
than forty million feet will be used in rebuilding in 
that city next year, . 3 

- Furthermore, if any part of the country has claims 
for special legislation on account of its misfortunes, 
we ask that relief should be equally distributed to 
all sections alike, and not alone toa city whose relief 
has been as pronounced and theatrical as its catas- 
trophe,and whose pecuniary losses have been greatly 
alleviated by foreign insurance companies. 


We believe that none would be benefited by this ` 


pill but Canadian lumbermen and Chicago lumbor 
dealers, i , 

“Hoping that you will concur in our views and use 
your influence to defeat this bill, we remain, yours, 
traly, CHARLES MERRILL & CO., 

AVERY & MURPHY, i 
J. W. SANBORN & CO., 
JOHN P, SANBORN, 
0. D. FARLIN, 
JOIN MARK, 
GEORGE JEROME, 
IVES, GREEN & CO., 
H, MOFEA‘L, 
Hox. Z, Cranoumr, Washington, D. O 

These men are engaged in the lumber busi- 
ness in the State of Michigan. I hold in my 
hand another letter, dated the day following, 
addressed to my colleague in the other House, 
Hon. Mr. Concrr, which has been handed me 
since that time: 

: DrTROIT, January 24, 1872, 

Drar Sir; Our attention has been called to a ‘bill 
now before the Senate, which has already passed the 
House, called, we believe, a relief bill for the sut- 
ferers of Chicago. | i 

Tn our opinion, if that bill should pass, it would 
do great ivjustice to the lumber interests of the 
burned districts of Michigan and Wisconsin, who 
are, proportionately, oqual if not greater losers and 
sufferers than those of Chicago. 

We know you aro well posted as to the great ox- 
tent of territory devastated by tho great fires of 
October last. Besides. the great loss of life and of 
mills-and manufactured hunber, of cattle, hay, pro- 
duce, de, hundreds of thousands of acres of pine 
lands were burned over and the timber killed. In 
order to save as much as possible of the pine timber 
in those: burned districts from total loss by worms, 
wo have all been compelled.to make the greatest 
possible efforts to cut and haul tho burned timber 
into the rivers and creeks, Theso efforts have caused 
a largo increaso in men and supplies, and a propor- 
tionately large increase in prices of labor and of 
some of the materials used in the lumbering busi- 
noss, labor being not less than twenty per cent. 
above last year’s prices, and hay about doublo. 

Now, wo know that in consequence of those fires, 
and the increased efforts of the jumbermen of Mich- 
igan and Wisconsin, nade necessary by reason of 
them, a very large increase over tho usual quantity 
of logs are being put in this winter, and an over- 
stock of lumber in Chieago the ensuing season must 
inevitably follow. Now, in view of these facts, and 
the certain fall in the ruling prices of lambor in 
Chicago, which is surely to be the result, we cannot 
believe that Congress will, after fully understanding 
the situation, do so great an injustice as to virtually 
admit Ganada lumber free, which we capnot doubt 
would. be almost ruinous to-the already suffering 
lumbermen of those burned districts. Wo have not 
theslightest objection to any reasonable relief which 
‘Congress may think proper to afford to the sufferers 
of. Chicago, provided such relief can be granted 
Without injury to other equally suffering interests, 
If such reliefis to be granted in some way, and no 
other practical and more just method of doing it than 
the bill under consideration affords, we assure you 
that the lumbermen of Michigan would much prefer 
to subscribe:nil the relief that this bill would afford, 
so far at least as the rebate on lumber is concerned, 
than to have this bill become a law. We hope you 
will do all in your power to arrest the passage of the 
bill, and thus prevent a great injustice to a vital in- 


terest in our State, : 
Very traly, yours, NR $ MURPHY, 
£ N EDDY. 
Hon. 0. D. Conosr, Washington. i 
This is signed by some of the heaviest lam- 
ber dealers in the State. “I saidthe other day 


that I hoped so. gross an injustice would not. 


bedone to these suffering men in the States. 


“as they may bo just, in the case of Chicago. 


of Wisconsin and Michigan: ‘T hope that the 
bill will be reconsidered and will be referred’ 
to the Committee on Finance, for the reason 
that since Í spoke the other day a large dele- 
gation of men from the lumber interests have 
arrived in this city, and desire to give their 
views before that committee. It will not delay 
it for more than one day, for the chairman of 
the Committee o Finance assured me that he 
would listen to them immediately... They can 
be heard before that committee, and he can 
report the bill after that hearing the next day. 
It will lead to no delay. It isa simple act of 
justice and of courtesy to these parties, and I 
hope the Senate will reconsider this vote and 
let the Committee on Finance adopt some 
other method for the relief of the sufferers of 
Chicago than this, and I assure them that I 
will go with them in any reasonable measure 
of relief that they may propose. : 
Mr. SHERMAN. T have yoted for the Chi- 
cago relief bill, as itis called, in all it stages: 
I voted against the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morritn] 
because I did not wish to discriminate against 
a western city in favor of an eastern city. I 
felt bound to follow the example set by Con- 
gress in the case of Portland. The practical 
result of the experiment in Portland was not 
any very great injury to the public revenue. 
The whole amount of drawbacks paid in the 
case of Portland was but $21,000, and Iam 


rather inclined to think: that the amount of 
drawbacks drawn under this bill, if it passes, 
would be greatly: overstated -at $500,000, 

“But I intend to vote for the reconsideration 
forthis reason: that, after disinterested. reflec- 
tion, I am satisfied that the amendment offered - 
by the Senator from Vérmont.ought:to have 
been adopted; that we ought to ‘specify. the 
articles upon which the drawback shall. oper- 
ate. I wish to have read for the information 
of the Senate an-article in-the Chicago : Erib- 
une, published -since we had the debate the 
other day, to show that the. eonstruction 
already put on this act by the people of Chi- 
cago would create very great and, serious em- 
barrassment by extending this relief to a mul- 
titude of articles so numerous as to make the 
number of demands on the Treasury almost 
as countless as the sands of the sea-shore. I 
ask the Secretary to. read the paragraph I have 
marked in the paper I send to the desk. 

_. The Chief. Clerk read ag follows, from the 
Chicago Tribune of January 26, 1872: ` 

“ Removal of the Tax on Building Materials.~—The 

assage by the Senate of the act allowing a draw- 
back of duties on building. materials imported for 
use in the burned district of Chicago will have a 
controlling effect upon the prices of those articles in 
this market. A a genéral thing, the effect- will be 
to reduce prices to the extent of the duty, which is 
calculated on the price in the foreign port and àll 
charges thereon up to the.time of arrival at the 
American port, and is payable in gold. We give a 
list of the leading articles with the rates of duty in 
gold: fsa 


Articles. 


Asphaltum...icccseccseeses 
PIPES acc cecevene scccees 
Brass manufacture 
Bricks and tiles... ui. 
Encaustic tiles for floors. 
Cement ..... vaik 
Clay, fire... Oiio keri 
Copper plates, bars, &G......cecesee dinesivs ain 
Rolled plates, sheets, pipes, and felt for roofing. 
tlass : i 

Common window— 


ndor i0 py IOn asarana a nia aias aiian 


Over 10 by 15.ssseesensossseon 


Wrought hinges.. 
Cut nails and spikes.. 
Screws, for wood 
Wrought, steam, gas, and water-tubes 
Cast butts and hinges... k 
Cast-iron pipes, &e. 
Manufactured iron... 
Steel, manufactures of... 
Lead, in pipes and sheets .. 
Marble, rough, and granite. 
Sawed, dressed, or polished sla 
Oil, Vinseed... scenes 
Paints, white lead... 
Whiting and Paris w 
PULLEY A 
Paper-hangings 
Slate, roofing... 


Zine, spelter, &c..... 


me 


“Tt does not follow that we are to purchase all of 
these articles we may need from foreign countries ; 
ut, as we can get them at the prices ruling in 
Toronto, Montreal, Liverpool, or elsewhere, that 
fact must necessarily regulate prices here. The 
impression that there willbe! complications -and 
difficulties in the execution of this law is not well 
founded. A precisely similar law was passed in the 
ease of Portland, and the regulations then adopted 
by the Treasury Department, under-which the law 
was executed, can, we suppose, be renewed, sofr 
e 
people of Chicago, by making an estimate- of how 
much of each of these several articles will be needed 
torebuild the burned district, and deducting from 
thoir cost a sum equal to the percentage of tax, will 
be able to appreciate the extent of this exemption, 


Government will loge very. little revenue.” : 
Mr. SHERMAN. Fhave had this list: read 
merely to show that the multitude: of articles 
‘that would: be embraced under the general 
language of the bill would make this bill prac- 
tically inoperative.: For instance, How could 
a drawback claim be made ‘out for a’ bar or 
two of iron that enters into a building, or’a 
-few wood screws, ‘or for flags,:or for: articles 
of that kind where batia small-portion of them 
enters into:a biilding:and:contributes buta 


Specific tax. Porosntige 
- ‘25 
- 15. 
- 35 
+ 20 
- 35° 
s A 20 
B ton. BAR 
05 pib. 334 
- 20° 
014 Bb, 49 
POTERE 02 Pi. 57 
02+ „Bib, 63 
03 ® ib, 52 
02: © B sq. ft. 603 
04 P sq. ft. + H4 
06. . Pasq. fts 184 
20 B sq. ft. a 
03 PB sq. ft. 48 
35 ® sq. ft. 89. 
60 B sa. ft. k Ai 
00 Bt 50 
. 01 @0L B 
01003 B 
025 B 
Oii P 
08 P 
ae | 
Ol? P 
Rte. E AT 45 
02$ BP.. i 
- 3 ‘712 
80.0, P gals 45; 
03° Pibo  51F 
ol ® tb. 2.1) 
al RID. 70 
3 ne 85 
z © 85 
- or. OB: 
hoops 40@57, 
a REEE A i -20 
` 02% gD. p ‘42 
and yet have the consolation of knowing that the 


little to the cost. The ‘effect will be: to: dis- 
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turb-the prices of a great multitade of manu- 


factured articles all over the country merely | 


because they may be admitted into Chicago 
duty free. 

The only argument for this bill is that by 
reason of the fire and the enormous demand 
for heavy materials lying near. Chicago, the 
prices have gone up so much that to the mis- 
fortune of these people who lost their prop- 
erty is superadded the additional misfortune 
of buying materials around them at a much 
advanced price. As a matter of course, the 
destruction of property in Chicago does not 
materially advance the price of glass or iron, 
or of the multitude of other articles which are 
made in the United States of America, not at 
Chicago, but in remote districts. The argu- 
ment, therefore, does not apply for any abate- 
ment of the duties on these articles, but only 
as to those the price of which is materially 
advanced inthe neighborhood of Chicago. If 
this bill was confined to lumber, brick, cement, 
and various forms of building material, then 
I+tbink it might operate justly. 

Nor do I think there is any ground for the 
objection made to by the Senator from Michi- 
gan. The people of Michigan have already an 
improving market in all the western country for 
theirlumber.. They are not fairly entitled tothe 
additional market caused by the fireat Chicago. 
They will have the benefit of the market of all 
the western States and outside of the burned 
district of Chicago for their lamber. They 
ought not to take advantage of the loss of vast 
quantities of lumber in the burned district to 
advance the price of lumber; and, as I under- 
stand the Senator from Michigan, he does not 
desire that. They have the benefit of the 
market outside of the burned district, and 
therefore the price of lumber will not prob- 
ably be affected injuriously if this bill shioatd 
pass; but it will enable those who have 
‘suffered by fire in the burned district to buy 
lumber anywhere, in the markets of Canada 
as well as in the markets of the United States. 

I think, therefore, that the amendment pro- 
pored by the Senator from Vermont ought to 

ave been adopted, and as I in committee was 
one who voted against it and who voted against 
it here, I am. disposed to correct that fault 
so far as I can, and to pass the bill thus 
amended. ` 

I desire also to call attention to another 
remarkable editorial published in the Chicago 
Tribune, in which they say they are in favor of 
extending the principle of this bill to all the 
towns of Michigan, and ail the towns of Wis- 
consin, and to every household or domicile 
that is burned in the United States of America ; 
in other words, they wish to introduce free 
trade wherever a fire has occurred, I suppose, 
in order to carry out their ideas about the doc- 
trine of protection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifitis good for Chicago, 
why not for any place where a fire does not 
occur, ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to answer 
that if my friend had not asked me the question. 
If that is true, (and it is hard to see why not,) 
then we should be compelled to pass such 
bills in the case of every fire that may happen 
in the United States, and if some house should 
be. burned down in a remote town in Ohio we 
must allow the iron, the nails, the,glass, and 
all the minor materials that enter into the 
rebuilding of that house, if. imported from 
abroad, to enter duty free. In other words, it 
isa discrimination against home manufactures. 
It is a declaration that if you rebuild your 
house of foreign materials you may do so 
duty free, and if you rebuild it of American 
materials you shall pay duty. . 

Itis evident, then, that the example set in 
the case of Portland without much considera- 
tion, without any debate, and which Jed to no 
evil consequences in that case, if it is followed 


| in the case of Chicago must necessarily be 
followed in all the other towns of the United 
States, and in regard to every burned domicile 
in the land. It therefore carries the conse- 
quences of this example which we are about 
to set to so great a danger that I for one desire 
to. put the bill on tenable ground. I see no 
objection to extending the bill to all the towns 
of Wisconsin and Michigan, when it is con- 
fined to heavy materials for building, the value 
of which is immediately affected by the fire. 
I would confine it to lumber, brick, cement, 
and those coarser materials which enter into 
the basis, I may say the chief element, of the 
cost of a new building. 

I trust the Senators from Illinois will allow 
the bill to be recommitted, or, at least, allow 
it to be reconsidered. I do not see any par- 
ticular occasion for recommitting it, because 


them sufficiently to be ready to take the vote 


Vermont, and I have no doubt, then, the bill 
wiil pass, and give all the relief that can be 
safely given to the people of Chicago under 
the circumstances. ` 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I voted for this 
bill giving relief to Chicago, and should be 
very happy to extend that relief, but I think 
it would be very unfair to make this relief fall 
especially on those who are engaged in trade 
in the immediate vicinity of Chicago ; it ought 
to be general on the nation. I look upon the 
Chicago fire as a national calamity, and thus 
readily distinguish it from the case put by the 
Senator from Ohio, that if we grant this relief 
the same principle would call upon us to grant 
relief wherever there was a building burned. 
But I can appreciate that taking the duty off 
certain articles may so disturb trade that a 
dollar of relief in one direction may be ten 
dollars’ damage in another direction. The 
effect of a duty on trade is vastly greater than 
its pecuniary value. 
the end of a lever, which will produce a hun- 
dred times more effect than a pound near 
the fulcrum. I think that the Congress of 
the nation is bound to see to it that merchants 
are secured a uniform market, and that we do 
not unnecessarily disturb the conditions on 
which purchases were made or investments 
entered into. Therefore, [ hope that if this 
bill is recommitted to the committee they 
will not only consider the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont, which I favored 
when it was up before, but will also consider 
the effect upon trade, and see if some more 
equitable relief cannot be afforded to Chicago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on reconsidering the vote on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Ilinois that the 
morning hour is just on the point of expiring. 
The Senator is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. If any Senator purposes to 
call for the regular order, of course I do not 
wish to proceed and then be stopped in a 
moment. There have been three arguments 
already made in one direction, and 1 should 
like to say a few words in reply. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is 
entitled to the floor. 

-Mr. LOGAN. 1 desire to call the attention 
of the Senate especially to this bill and to the 
effect of the bill, and also to some remarks 


least I feel as though they do, upon myself. 
A few days ago the Senator from Michigan 

Mr. CHANDLER] had read at the desk and pub- 
lished as part of his speech a letter, charging 
that this measure was a free-trade conspiracy 
or a free-trade trick, attempted to be practiced 
upon the Congress of the United States. I 


that this measure was a trick is concerned, I 


i the bil. 


consulted with no man before I introdaced 
There was nota citizen of Chicago 


the Senate have already had the subject before | 


again on the amendment of the Senator from | 


It is like a pound at 


that have been made which bear directly, at | 


wish to say right here, so far as the charge || 


i! order. 


H 
I 


who hada knowledge of the fact that I was 
going to introduce it.. No person knew any: 
thing about it. I drew it upat my desk at 
home and offered it in the Senate onthe first 
day of the session. Why? Because I saw 
from the statute-books that the same relief had 
been granted to Portland, Maine, when. that 
city was partially destroyed. by fire. I looked 
upon it then as an act of justice that should be 
carried out toward one city that was saffering 
under a calamity as well as another. That 
was all that induced me to present the bill to 
the Senate. 

So far as this attempt has been made in the 
Senate to charge it as a trick of free trade or 
in the direction of free trade, I must say that 
I am very sorry to hear Senators make any 
such statement or attempt to arouse the preju- 
dices of men who are in favor of protective 
tariffs as against what is called revenue reform 
or a revenue tariff. I say to my friend from 
Michigan that when he charges this as a free- 
trade trick, he makes a charge in the wrong 
direction. [Iam nota free-trader myself, never 
have been, and never expect to be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator par- 
don me for interrupting him for a moment? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Inevermadethat charge 
in the world. I read a letter, it is true. 

Mr. LOGAN. You read a letter making 
that charge as part of your speech, and it is 
published in the Globe as a part of your 
speech. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not made it. 

Mr. LOGAN. The charge is contained in 
this letter, which is published as a part of your 
speech. Iam glad the Senator says he never 
made it, or, at least, did not intend to make 
it. Let me sayalso, when Senators talk about 
men being in favor of free trade, or insinuate 
any such thing, that I have read the Constitu- 
tion of my country, and understand—at least, 
I think I do—the rights and interests of my 
constituents too well to talk in that line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
ask the Senator from Jllinois to pause. The 
morning hour has expired, and the amnesty bill 
is before the Senate, on which the Senator from 
een [Mr. Carrenrer] is entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope the 
Senator from Illinois will be allowed to pro- 
ceed and finish his remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the unfinished business will be in- 


| formally passed over, subject to a demand for 
the regular order. 


Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senate will per- 
mit a vote to be taken on this subject after my 
friend from Wisconsin shall make some re- 
marksupon it. Idesiredthat he should do so 
before I said anything. I should like to have 
a vote this morning. If I cannot have that, as 
a matter of course J am willing to desist now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to informally passing over 
the amnesty bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Thatthere may 
be no concealment in this matter—I certainly 
have none—lI desire to state to the Senator 
frem Illinois that in justice to myself and 
those whom [in part represent, it will become 


| my duty to submit some remarks on the ques- 


tion under consideration. I make this state- 
ment that he may not insist on a vote (I am 
with him generally in the object of relief) 
without knowing that I desire a few moments 
to express my views. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I demand. the 
regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from South Carolina calls for the regular 
Does he yield to allow the Senator 
from Ilinois to conclude his remarks? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. . Yes, sir; if he de- 
sires it. 

Mr. LOGAN. If there is to be a general 
debate on this subject, I am perfectly willing 
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that the spectal order shall be called up now, 
and I: shall Gnish my remarks at some other 


time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will be entitled to the floor when the subject 
shall be resumed before the Senate. ‘The 
Senate now passes to the consideration of the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, , 

A: message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested : 


A bill (H. R. No: 187) to amend an act enti- nN 


tled tAn act to prevent smuggling, and. for 
other. purposes,” approved July 18, 1866; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 891) to further regulate the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, 
and to prevent delays therein. 

The message also announced that the House 
bad concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference: on the disagrecing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1062) to 
admit certain machinery imported from for- 
eign countries free of duty. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the resolution of the Senate 
instructing the Committee on Knrolled Bills 
to correct an error in the text of the bill (H. 
R. No. 243) for the apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives among the several States according 
to the ninth census. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the Louse had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President ; 

A bill (H, R. No, 1186) in relation to the 
embassy from Japan į 

A bill (H. R. No. 1062) to admit certain 
machinery imported from foreign countries 
free of duty; 

A bill (H. R. No. 243) for the uportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the sev- 
eral States according to the ninth census; and 

A bill (S.No. 487) to exempt the ivon steam 
tee boats constructed by the city of Philadel- 
phia from the inspection required by the act 
of February 28, 1871, entitled An act-to pro- 
vide for the better security of life on board of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes.” 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 380) for the removal of 
legal and politieal disabilities imposed by the 
third soction of the fourteenth article ofamend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, 
the pending question being on the motion of 
Mr. Ronenrson, to postpone the bill and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1050) for the removal of legal and polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Coustitution of the United States. 

Mr: CARPENTER. Mr. President, I do 
not intend to detain the Senate with any gen- 
eral discussion of the merits of the amnesty 
will. I must say, however, in justice to my 
own convictions, and I think 1 express the 
feelings of my constituents, that l unr not 
hungering and thirsting for the immediate 
passage of this bill. I doubt very much the 
policy or propriety of passing it at the present 
time, but gentlemen with whom I act politic- 
ally, and to whose judgment I defer, think 
otherwise, and this bill in some form is to be 
passed, I suppose, at the present session. 

It has been proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts | Mr. SUMNER] to put upon this 
bill a declaration of certain civil rights. This 
amendment was resisted upon the ground that 
it was out of order, but the Chairjiag decided 
that it is a proper amendment tobe put upon 
this bill, and the two measures are now before 
the Senate. Instead of there being an incom: 


patibility between the two propositions, I think: 
there is very great propriety in their embodi- 
ment in the same bill. I think it would go 
far to reconcile that portion of the people who. 
are not anxious for the passage of an amnesty 
pill to know that withit went a declaration of: 
civil rights which will protect the colored men 
| of the South. If the friends of this bill, if the 
Democrats in both Houses of Congress, shall 
support the bill with the amendment upon it, 
it will pass by the requisite two-thirds vote, 
and I am perfectly willing to make that a test 
of the disposition and intention of those who 
demand the immediate passage of this bill of 
general amnesty. 

We all understand what the practical effect 
of this bill is tobe. It is really a bill to reën- 
force the Democratic party. . And before we 
do that, it is well for us to anderstand what is 
the purpose, what is the intention of that party 
toward colored men, and if they are not willing 
to say, and if those who demand the passage 
of this bill are not willing to guaranty to the 
colored men the rights specified in this amend- 
ment, then, as far as my vote is concerned, they 
will wait for amnesty until they are willing. 

I think the two measures should go together, 
and [ think a vote of two thirds of both Houses 
of Congress passing this amnesty bill, and the 
declaration of civil rights which ig to be put 
upon it, would go with healing power to both 
sections of the country. It would be regarded 
as a just compromise in the northern parts of 
the country where this amnesty bilfis not over- 
popular, and the two acts going together ought 
to be satisfactory to the South, and will be, if 
the men who are to have the benefit of the 
bill intend in good faith to carry out the policy 
and enforce the provisions of the fourteenth 
amendment and the legislation of Congress 
under that amendment. I therefore do not 
regret that this amendment is proposed. Let 
both go to the country, if either goes, indorsed 
“by a two-thirds vote of both Houses. 

We listened the other day to a very able 
speech by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Scuurz,] in favor of universal amnesty, and 
| he informed us that it was his intention, if 
such motion should be made, to vote to strike 
out all the exceptions which are contained in 
this bill. ‘hat speech did not much notice 
the present condition of this country, bat was 
embellished by re(erences to the history of 
| other countries. It is a peculiarity of that 
Senator's speeches that they are prepared as 
| the disciples were commanded to make their 
prayers. That Senator does not trouble him- 
self with the mint, anise, and cummin of legis- 
‘lation. But when some great question arises, 
| and the debates in this Chamber have pro- 
ceoded far enough in ignorance of fundamental 

principles, when error has gone to the utmost 
‘limit of safety, when the dignity of the Senate 
requires that the troubled waters should be 
| assuaged, and light should be shed upon the 
darkness, then the Senator from Missouri en- 
ters into his closet and ‘‘shuts to the door.’’ 
The world, with its vulgar realities and prac- 
} tical things, is thus excluded, and the Sena- 
tor in the solitude of his own reflections, in 
| the inspiration of his genius, and aided by 
his great literary attainments, conceives, com- 
| poses, revises, polishes, memorizes, and comes 
into the Senate and delivers an essay which 
he supposes to exhaust the subject, and which 
iis always accompanied with the declaration 
that any one who may dissent, or any one who 
proposes to accept his views with even the 
i slightest qualification, is wanting either in 
patriotism or statesmanship. Such was the 
speech that Senator delivered upon this sub- 
ject. It was an ex cathedra declaration of 
pure theory, after which it is of no consequence 
to him that the facts conflict with his theory. 
If such conflict exists. it is the fault of the 
facts. [Laughter.] When he has spoken, and 
promulgated the pure philosophy of a subject, 
the facts must either arrange themselves under 


is his theory. or be disregarded altogether. Rea- 


} 


soning from first principles, he arrives at the 
conclusion that amnesty isthe only remedy for 
treason ; that to forgive rebels, and to forgive 
them quickly and fully, so as to make the cup 
of forgiveness flow over, is the only way to 


| enforce the statute against treason. That being 
i his theory, it is of no consequence with him 


that every. act of grace on the part of the Gov- 
ernment heretofore extended has hardened the 
hearts of southern rébels, and that the south- 
ern States are still moist with the blood of 
loyal men, and their peace disturbed: by mid- 
night violence. These vulgar facts the Senator 
from Missouri will not condescend to notice. 

Mr. President, I do not see conclusive evi- 
dences that the acts of grace and favor of the 
Government toward the rebels of the South 
have tended to win the people of those States 
back to loyalty. There never was an instance 
in which a Government dealt thus leniently 
with rebels in arms. Notwithstanding a rebel- 
lion which for four years shook the continent, 
drenched the land with blood, desolated out 
firesides, and filled the air with exclamations 
of sorrow, not a man has been tried, con- 
victed, and executed for treason. The only 
mark of disapprobation that rests upon any 
rebel, the only legal distinction to-day exist- 
ing between the Union soldiers who fought to 
preserve the Republic and the rebels who 
fought to destroy it, is that which is imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment, and that is only 
disqualification to hold office under a Govern- 
ment they attempted to overturn, and that 
mark of disapprobation—the last remaining 
legal distinetion between Generals Grant, 
Sherman, and Sheridan, and Jefferson Davis— 
the Senator from Missouri desires to remove. 
These rebels can vote to-day, but they cannot 
hold office; and the Senator from Missouri 
will be an unhappy man until the abettors and 
ringleaders of the rebellion are put upon a par, 
in every respect, with loyal men. i 

Mr. President, we must look this matter 
honestly in the face. If Congress shall remove 
the disability of Jefferson Davis to hold a seat 
in this body, and the people of Mississippi 
shall elect him a Senator, we must admit him 
to his seat, and extend to him those official 
courtesies which are due from one Senator to 
another. Iconfess I feel no anxiety to see this 
state of things, 

The Senator also says that these men are so 
dead they never would be elected. I see no 
evidence of that. On the contrary, judging 
from the southern press, and from ' reports 
which come from that section of the country, 
l belive that within twelve months from this 
day, if universal amnesty should be accorded, 
Mr. Davis would be returned to a seat in this 
Chamber. 

Mr. MORTON. There is no doubt of it.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Why, sir, an. election 
for Senator was held a short time agoin North 
Carolina, and a man was voted for who was 
known to be disqualified, and it is said, and I 
think has been proved, that he was able to 


| defeat Democrats who were candidates and 


who had not been disqualified by the four- 
teenth amendment. These loyal rebels desired 
to have it understood that North Carolina was 
a sovereign State and would send whom she 
pleased to the Senate; and she sent a man 
known to be disqualified, in open and flagrant 
defiance of the existing provisions of the Con- 
stitution. If that inhibition were removed, 
where is the evidence that they would not elect 
him again?’ Where is the evidence, if you 
should remove that inhibition as to Jefferson 
Davis, ‘that the loyal rebels of Mississippi 
would not at the first opportunity return him 
to this Chamber? I believe there is a dispo- 
sition on the part of the intelligent politicians 
of the South to behave reasonably well until 
they are out of the woods by the passage of 
this amnesty bill, and I believe many of them 
regret the outrages and violences that have 
been committed in the South, because they 
have a tendency to retard the passage of this 
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bill; but the difficulties all removed, the dis- 

abilities all swept away, Jefferson Davis and | 
his compeers the equal of General Grant or | 
General Sherman or any other man in the | 


land, and J have no expectation of witness- i 
i 


ing any such indulgence for the sentiments of 
northera men, 

Mr. President, I cannot forbear to express 
my regret at the course the debate upon this 
civil rights amendment has taken. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts yesterday read letters 
from several colored citizens, and one of them, 
at least, declares in substance.that unless this 
amendment shall be passed the colored peo- 
ple of the country are not disposed any longer 
to stand by the President of the United States. 
This, a mere letter from some citizen, colored 
or not colored, would have no particular sig- 
nificance; but it has the guasiindorsement of 
the Senator from Massachusetts when he reads 
it here from his place in the Senate. I do not 
believe that the colored people of this country 
are so lacking in intelligence as to be at all 
disposed, even if this amendment should not 
pass in the precise form in which it is pro- 
posed, to entertain any unkind feeling toward 
the President of the United States, or to turn 
their backs upon the only party in the country 
that has given them a single right. 

it happens, sir, that this country is divided 
at present, and will be for many years to come, 
into two great parties, the Republican party, 
and the Democratic party. All attempts of 
disaffected Republicans to organize an inter- 
mediate party will resultin nothing. All such 
malcontents are between the upper and nether 
millstone in politics, and will be ground to 
powder. It is as well settled now as any prop- 


osition can be which is yet to be verified that i; 


General Grant will be the Republican nominee 
for the Presidency. Does any man suppose 
that the colored people of this country are 
so ignorant, so blind to their own interests, 
that, if this particular amendment should 
not pass, they would throw themselves into 
the arms of the Democratic party, who by 
their ablest representatives on this floor have 
openiy announced that they will not support 
this amnesty bill if that provision shall be 
ingrafted upon it? 

I come now to the amendment. proposed 
bythe Senator from Massachusetts. While I 
agree to its principle, and shall vote for its 
substance, there are some particulars in it 
which 1 think I cannot support. I disagree 
with the Senator from Massachusetts with 
great hesitancy, because on this subject, to 
which he has devoted so much time and atten- 
tion, I should certainly very greatly defer to 
him. Atthe same time I am here under the 
responsibility of an oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and I must act 
upon my own judgment, My light may be 
darkness to others, but it is the only guide I 
have. It is provided in this amendment— 

That no citizen of the United States shall, by 
reason of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude, be excepted or excluded from the fall and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advan- 
tage, facility, or privilege furnished by innkeepers, 
+ è ` * — by trustees and officers of church 
organizations, cemetery associations, and benevo- 
lent institutions incorporated by national or State 
authority. 

While I do not positively assert that such a | 
provision would be held unconstitutional by 
the judicial courts, yet it cannot escape the 
most casual observation that it is trenching 
upon doubtful and therefore dangerous ground. | 


| the press; or the right of the people peaceably to 
; assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
| redress of grievances.” 

Jt may be said that that provision was di- 
rected against the establishment of a partic- 
ular faith to the prejudice or exclusion of 
others, and that an act which does not give 
preference to any particolar faith, or advan- 
i tage to one sect which is not conferred upon 
another, but which lays its hand equally upon 
all and compels all to observe its precepts, 
does not fall within the principle of that con- 
stitutional provision. ithout discussing very 
minutely whether it does or does not violate 
the letter of the Constitution, I think it is in 
violation of the spirit of the Constitution in 
that it disregards the opinions and the motives 
of those who framed the Constitution, and is 
in conflict with what they believed they had 
secured. I will not read at length, but will 
refer to one section of Story on the Constitu- 
tion—section eighteen hundred and seventy- 
nine. After noticing the persecutions of Chris- 
tians in early days, and the persecution of one 
sect by another in this country, he adds: 


“Tt was under a solemn consciousness of the dan- 
gers from ecclesiastical ambition, the bigotry of 
spiritual pride, and the intolerance of sects, thus 
exemplified in our domestic, as wellas in foreign 
annals, that it was deemed advisable to exclude 
! from the national Governmental! power to act upon 
i the subject. . The situation, too, of the different 
| States equally proclaimed the policy, as well as the 
| necessity ofsuch an exclusion. In someof theStates 


| 
i 
i 
Í 


; Episcopalians constituted the predominant sect; in 
: others, Presbyterians; in others, Congregationalists ; 
; in others, Quakers; and in others again, there was a 
| close numerical rivalry among contending sects. It 
| was impossible that there should not arise perpetual 
1 strife and perpetual jealousy on the subject of eccle- 
| siastical ascendency if the national Government 
| were left free to create a religious establishment. 
| The only security was in extirpating the power, But 
; this alone would have been an imperfect security if 
i it had not been followed up by a declaration of the 
| right of the free exercise of religion, and a prohi- 
| bition (as we have seen) of all religious tests. Thus, 
| the whole power over the subject of religion is left 
i` exclusively to the State governments, to be acted 


|| upon according to their own sense of justice, and 


| the State constitutions; and the Catholic and the 
Protestant, the Calvinist and the Armenian, the 
Jew and the Infidel, may sit down at the common 
table of the national councils, without any inquisi- 
tion into their faith or mode of worship.” —Story on 
the Constitution, vol. 2, p. 596. 

Referring to the debates in the Convention 
on that subject, and to the Federalist, and to 
the political literature of that day, it cannot 
be doubted that they whro framed the Consti- 
tution of the United States intended to, and 
thought they had, carefully excluded the whole 
| subject of religion from Federal control or 
interference. Now, suppose that a sect should 
| organize upon the Democratic theory that no 
| colored person had a soul, or was under moral 
i responsibility, and therefore had no right to 
be admitted to the sacrament of the Lord's 
supper; an organization founded upon such 
absurd theory might be called, and it might 
be, if the men were foolish enough honestly 
to entertain such views, a religious organiza- 
tion; and yet this act comes down upon them 
and forces them, if they are incorporated, 
to admit persons without regard to color to 
all the accommodations of the church, and, 
of course, without going into details on the 
subject, which can hardly be stated in becom- 
| ing language, it is manifest, I think, that this 
| act compels them to admit every colored per- 
ison to all the rites, ceremonies, and. sacra- 
H 


|i ments of such organization. 


Without pushing further the inquiry as to 


| the constitutionality of this provision, it may 


safely be asserted that it is of doubtful valid- 


The very first amendment that was made to | 
the Constitution of the United States, one of | 
those adopted soon after the Government went | 
into operation, to allay the fears which were | 
entertained that the powers already conferred | 
upon Congress were so overwhelming that the 
Government would become a despotism—that 
very first provision, preéminent in consequence, 
and placed first in the list of safeguards, is: 
“Congrese shall make no law respecting an estab- | 
lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise į 
thereof; or abridging the frecdom of speech or of | 


ity; and then another question arises: what 
benefit is to result from the passage of this act 
to compensate for the exercise of a doubtful 
power? Why, sir, 1 do not believe the colored 
people of this country would thank us for pass- 
ing such a jaw, It applies, of course, as well 
to their churcbes as it does to those of the 
whites. They cannot have a church of their 
own. Ifthey organize a church and desire to 
keep it exclusively for their own race, this act 
| forbids them to exclude any man on account 
| of color or want of color. 
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i 


i 


; with the people. 


| races. d appr 
| does not establish the constitutional power to 


| 


j 


' regulations over them. 
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I can even understand how such a provision 
may be made the means of breaking up reli- 
gious services among the colored peopleinsome 
portions of the South where there is an un- 
friendly feeling toward them. They may have 
their churches open only to colered people, 
and as long as they preserve the peace ihey 
are protected by law in that exclusive worship; 
but if any white man, no matter what may be 
his mischievous purposes and intentions, may 
go into such churches, I can understand how 
that would furnish an opportunity for evil-dis- 
posed persons to break up the religious ser- 
vices of the colored people, and thus inflict 
upon them a great injury. 

Tam not speaking from an impulse of pre- 
judice. I could worship beside those of dif- 
ferent nationalities, and with men of color. 
One of the most impressive scenes I ever wit- 
nessed—one that made a lasting impression 
upon my mind—I recall in this connection. 
The first time I ever left my New England 
home, while a mere lad, I was in Montreal; 
and on a bright Sabbath morning, without 
knowing whither I was going, I fell in with 
the moving crowd, and found myself in the 
Catholic cathedral of that city, capable of 
holding several thousands. There | founda 
vast multitude of worshipers. There was the 
governor general of the province, with high 
officers of State, mingling indiscriminately 
There were officers high in 
military ravk and private soldiers, naval offi- 
cers of distinction and common sailors, There 
were Englishmen, Frenchmen, Spaniards, Ital- 
ians, negroes, and Indians. No specialaccom- 
modations there forany ; no purple cushioned 
seats for men in authority; no red cushions 
formen of wealth; no uncushioned benches for 
men’ of less degree. Indeed, no seats for any. 
Ali stood upon the common level of a stone 
floor ; and when the tinkling of the silver bell 
was heard and the host was exalted all knelt 
upon the same floor. I never realized before, 
as when I saw it then illustrated, that of one 


| flesh God had made all the nations of the earth. 


I never appreciated so fully before how com- 


| pletely our holy religion ignores the artificial 


distinctions of society. That realized my idea 
of a Catholic communion, and represented 
to my apprehension that God is so far above 
man that artificial and accidental distinction 
among men are forgotten in His acknowledged 
presence. 

But the question remains whether Congress 
has the constitutional power to compel in our 
churchesthis commingling of nationalities and 
Our judgment may approve it, but that 


enforce it. f A : 
The objection to this provision, it seems to 
me, is this: it reads ‘fof all trustees and 


i officers of church organizations, cemeteries, 


associations, and benevolent institutions in- 


| corporated by national or State authority.’’ 


The mere fact of incorporation is supposed to 


| confer the right upon the General Government 


to take jurisdictiou over them for this purpose. 


Now, I think that is an unsatisfactory ground 
| upon which to rest Federal authority. Half a 
| dozen individuals may associate together for 
| the purpose of supporting the preaching of the 


gospel in a certain place or according to a 
particular creed. They are, of course, upon 


| the Senator's own opinion, entitled to be ex- 


clusive in their worship as long as they remain 


| private individuals; but he says that if they 


ask for an act of incorporation, which simply 
enables them to hold their property in con- 
tinuity, then they should be subjected to the 
power of the Government to enforce political 
The Senator from 
New Jersey has altempted to obviate this by 
adding this amendment: 


But churches, schools, cemeteries, and institu- 
tions of Jearning established for white or colored 
persons and maintained respectively by the contri- 
butions of such persons, shai] remain according to 
the terms of the original establishment. 


If this bill were to be passed in this form, 
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_it-is:-very likely that hereafter such organiza- 
tions would-be formed so as to come within 
the saving clause of this provision; but it is 

‘to-be understood that the former part of this 
section applies to existing churches. Take, 
for: instanco, Trinity church,in New York, one 
of the. oldest corporations, I suppose, in the 
United States: this bill applies to that church 
as much as it-does to any organization which 
may be incorporated subsequent to its passage. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Where does. ‘Trinity 
chureh get: the. power. to exclude. persons for 
color, either of. skin or hair, now? 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is the peculiarity 
of a small mind always to try to hold to one 
subject at atime. . Tiere is great difficulty in 
considering everything at once, and there are 
still greater difficulties in discussing everything 

‘at the same moment. What right Trinity 
church has to do‘ anything, l am not inquir 
ing; whether her organization. is- according 
to the statute of New York or not, I am not 
inquiring; whether she has forfeited whatever 
franchises have been. conferred upon her, I 
am. not inquiring; whether her act of incor- 
poration compels her to admit negroes or 
authorizes, her to exclude them, I am not 
inquiring; Ido not know. The precise, single 

uestion that [am trying to discuss is whether 

ongress. has any authority to say that Trinity 
church shall not. exclude them, even if her 
charter permits her to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good; that is the 
answer. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is the answer, as 
faras I can give it, not having examined their 
charter to see whether the State of Now York 
has given them such powers or not, and for 
the present purpose not caring, 

‘Then the noxt to the last section of this 
amendment reads thus: * 
= No person shall bo disqualified for servico as a 

juror in any court, national or Stato, by reason of 
race, color, or provious condition of servitude, 

Now, I doubt at least the coustitutionality 
of that provision. We have already provided 
that lore persons may serve as jurors ip 
common with white persons in the Federal 
courts, Can we go further? Can we fix the 
qualifications for serving as a juror in a Stato 
gourt any more thau we can fix the qualifica- 
tion for serving upon, the bench of a State 
court? No amendiment of the Constitution, it 
is to be borne in wind, hay taken away from 
the States the power of determining the quali- 
fication, of those who shall hold office in the 
State, A constitutional amendment has taken 
away from them the power to discriminate 
between citizens us to the right to vote on the 
ground of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude; but that amendment does uot 
extend to holding office. Now, I am inclined 
to think, although I may be wrong in this, that 
this proviaion determining who shall be quali- 
fied to serve as a juror in the State courts is 
beyond the province of this Government to 
enact We can say that for our own courts, 
aud we have said it; so that, so far as our 
courts are concerned, there is no necessity for 
this amendment, and so far as the State courts 
are concerned I doubt at least the power of 
the General Government to pass it. 

, At a proper time { shall therefore move a 
substitute for ihis amendment, which will read 
as follows; 


.. Whoever, being a corporation or natural person, 
and owner or in charge of any public inn, or of any 
place of public: amusement or entertainment for 
which æ license from any legal authority is required, 
or of any line of stage-coaches, railroad, or other 
weans ot public carriage of passengers or freight, 
or of any cemetery, or other benevolent institution, 
or any public school supported at public expense or 
by enduwment for, public use, shall make any dis- 
tinction as to admission. or privileges therein 
against any citizen of Ure United States because of 
rave, color, or previeus condition of servitude, shall, 
on conviction thereof, be fined not less than $500, 
nor more than $3,000 for cach offense, to be recoy- 
ered by information filed by the distriet attorney in 
any court having jurisdiction, upon. the complaint 
of any person injured, one half to the use of the 
United States, and one half to the use of tho ccm- 
piainant. pee Be 


Suc. 2, That all offenses under this act may be 
prosecuted before any territorial, district, or circuit 
court of the United States having jurisdiction ‘of 
crimes at the place where the offense is charged to 
have been committed. 


It will be seen that I have included every- 
thing in this substitute which is embraced and 
intended to be provided for in the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
with the single exception of churches, which 
I think Congress has no constitutional power 
to regulate, and that I have changed the pro- 
vision in regard to cemeteries, so as not to inter- 
fere with those which are merely incorporated, 
but only as to those which are supported at 
the public expense or by endowment for pub- 
lic use. In other words, I think the ground 
upou which this common right of all the citi- 
zens of this country to participate in the ben- 
efits of benevolent institutions should be based 
is not whether it happens or not to be incor- 
porated, but whether it is supported at the 
public expense. 

I wish to say a few words in regard to the 
constitutionality of the substitute which Ishall 
propose; and, Mr. President, when we come 
to consider the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments to the Constitution it 
must be understood that we are entering upon 
a new field of constitutional discussion, and I 
mean to speak upon this subject with great 
modesty and circumspection, because in the 
absence of judicial exposition it is impossible 
to lay down any rule for construing these 
amendments which subsequent reflection aud 
the occurrence of new cases will not convince 
us should be modified or changed. 

There are two prominent theories upon this 
subject. 

One is that the fourteenth amendment has 
totally changed the nature of this Govern- 
mont, that it has abolished State govern- 
ments, consolidated all power in Congress; 
and I recollect hearing a speech some days 
ago in which it was in substance declared that 
the States derived their rights from the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Mr. President. 
that theory cannot be maintained, in view of 
the history of this country, the text of the 
Constitution, judicial exposition, all comment- 
aries on the subject, and the common under- 
standing of the people. 

This Government was established by thir- 
tecn States; thirteen then existing sovereign 
States. When the people of ‘those States 
adopted the Constitution of the United States, 
and made it the supreme law over them, they 
certainly relinquished many of the attributes 
of sovereignty, and when sovereignty surren- 
ders any of its prerogatives it so far ceases to 
be sovereign. ‘The States are not sovereign 
in the sense in which Great Britain is sover- 
eign, or in the sense in which they were sov- 
ereigu before they tied their hands by the Arti- 
cles of Confederation, or by the Constitution, 
or by whatever other means or instrumentali- 
ies that end was accomplished. They are 
sovereign in certain respects; or it would be a 
more appropriate and correct use of language 
to say that while they are not sovereign, the 
powers of sovereignty, the legislative, judi- 
cial, and executive powers, which we class in 
the designation of sovereign powers, are dis- 
tributed between the General Government and 
the State governments. 

For certain purposes, for the purpose of 
declaring and making war, raising an army 
and navy, coining money, and other purposes, 
the sovereign power of this people is vested in 
the General Government; but forthe purpose 
of regulating religion, for the. purpose of build- 
ing highways, and bridges, and poor-houses, 
and court-houses, and State-houses, the sover- 
eign power of the people is vested in the State 
governments. That is the doctrine of the 
Constitution ; it is the doctrine of the judicial 
courts, and the doctrine which is universally 
approved by the judicial and professional mind. 
And the harmony of our system consists in an 
exact observance of it; or rather, that there 


should be harmony in our system, it is indis- 
pensable that we should carefully mark the 
dividing line between the powers of the Federal 
and State Governments, and in exercising 
Federal powers take care never to pass the 
line, and to take care that the States never 
encroach upon Federal authority.. ‘Thus each 
government revolves in its own orbit, each 
performing its own duty and exercising its own 
powers without eollision; for where the sover- 
eign power is vested-in one government ‘in 
reference to a particular subject, that power 
is not vested in the other, with a few trifling 
exceptions, such as taxation, whichis common 
to both. 

The other view is that the fourteenth amend- 
ment amounts to nothing; that it has added 
nothing to the Constitution of the country; 
that it declares elementary principles; that, 
in other words, it is made up of cunning 
phrases, of political catch-words to soothe the 
anxieties of the people, but added nothing, 
changed nothing, accomplished nothing. That 
extreme is just as erroneous as the oppo- 
site one which would. concentrate the whole 
powers of sovereignty in the Federal Govern- 
ment. We must draw a line somewhere, as 
cases arise, between these two extremes;: and 
without assuming or pretending or having the 
vanity to suppose fora moment that I can draw 
that line clearly and for all cases, I desire to 
speak for a few moments, more by way of throw- 
ing out suggestions to be thought of by others 
than delivering or declaring any well-formed 
opinion of my own, because as I said, the 
absence of judicial decisions on these great 
amendments, and in view of the tremendous 
consequences that would follow from any erro- 
neous construction of them, it behooves any 
man in construing them to go slowly, to be 
cautious and careful, and see to it that he 
does not dogmatically or in a frantic party 
spirit lay down principles merely to serve the 
interests of the hour, which must subsequently 
be abandoned. Before coming to this, T desira 
to refer to one or two remarks of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] yesterday 
on this subject. He said; 

* When I allude to the Declaration ’— 


Meaning the Declaration of Independence— 


“I know well the way with which such an allusion 
is received on this floor. I have lived through a 
period of history and donot forget that £ here heard 
that great title-deed arraigned as a ‘self-evident 
lie.’ There are Senators now who, while hesitating 
to adopt that vulgar extravagance of dissent, are 
willing to trifle with it as a rule of interpretation, 
I am not frightened. Sir, I insist that the Consti- 
tution must be interpreted by the Declaration. I 
insist that the Declaration is of equal and coördi- 
nate authority with the Constitution itself.” 

Mr. President, I allude to this subject be- 
canse I suppose [ wasreferred to in the remark 
which the Senator made. On a former occa- 
sion, in discussing a constitutional question 
here, I understood that Senator to deduce the 
power of the General Government to do a cer- 
tain thing from the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, and I dissented from that opinion, andin 
the heat of an ex tempore speech I said that 
the Declaration of Independence was a “ revo- 
lutionary pronunciamiento.” The Senator from 
Massachusetts left this Senate, I suppose, 
deeply pained by my utterance of that phrase, 
At all events, in fourteen days afterward he 
came here with a carefully prepared, written, 
and I believe printed arraignment of myself —— 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. He is. mistaken. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I always grant par- 
don. Iam only stating the fact as the record 
shows it. It was a speech arraigniog me for 
having used that unfortunate phrase. Mr, 
President, 1 supposed when I heard the Sen- 
ator say that he insisted that the Declaration 
was to be used as a rule of interpretation, that 
he had come at last upon perfectly safe ground; 
but then followed a sentence which confused 
me agian, in which he said: f 


“T insist that the Declaration is of equal ‘and 
coérdinate authority with the Constitution itself.” 
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I am not certain that I understand what the | 
Senator means by saying that it is of equal | 
and codrdinate autbority. If he means that | 
it, equally with the Constitution, confers / 
power upon Congress, that, as grants of power | 
from the people to the General Government, 
the Constitution and the Declaration are | 
coUrdinate, then I dissent. But turning. to.| 
the speech of the Senator from Maine, where 
he was interrupted by the Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts, this occurred : on. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That.the Declaration 
of Independence is an influence, as I said the other 
day, nobody questions: but that it is a power in the 
Constitution, and ought to be treated as a provision 
in the Constitution and as a substantive power”— 

By which I suppose he means a substantive 
grant of power— 

“I did not suppose there was a boy anywhere in 
the land, who had ever seen or heard of a law-book, 
that could believe it. 

“Mr, SUMNER. My friend will remember that I 
did not say the Declaration of Independence was a 
substantive power. Isaid the Constitution of the 
United States in all its powers must be interpreted ; 
by the Declaration.” Í 
Then I was about to rise and make'my 
obeisance to the Senator from Massachusetts ; 
but the Senator from Maine called him more 
directly to the point in this way : . 

“Mr. MoRRILL, of Maine. The Senator said 
that the Declaration was as much an authority as 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. SumxeRr. Very well: that I do say, certainly, 
and alittle more.” 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; I say a little 
more in what it is; that is, asa rule of inter- 
pretation. If you give preference to either, it 
is tothe Declaration. Indeed, I cannot escape 
from that conclusion. It is earlier in time; 
it is loftier, more majestic, more sublime in | 
character and principle. jj 

Mr. CARPENTER. But, Mr. President, | 
the trouble with the loftiest things frequently is | 
that they are not practical. A flower may be | 
far more beautiful than a grain of wheat or a | 
| 
| 


potato, but the former will not sustain life, 
while the latter will. Now, the true theory is 
plain. If the Senator from Massachusetts says 
that in doubtful cases it is the duty of a court 
or the duty of the Senate or the duty of any | 
parir officer to consider the Declaration of | 
ndependence, he is right. So he must con- | 
sider the whole history of this country; he || 
must consider the history of the colonies, the |} 
Articles of Confederation; all anterior history. || 
That is a principle of municipal law. A con- | 
i 


tract entered into between two individuals, in |) 
the language of the cases, must be read in the | 
light of the circumstances that surrounded the | 
parties who made it. Certainly the Constitu- : 
tion of the United States must be construed | 
upon the same principle, and when we are con- 
sidering a doubtful question the whole former 
history of the country, the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, the writings of Washington and. of 
Jefferson and of Madison, the writings in the 
Federalist—cverything that pertained to that 
day and gives color and tone to the Constitu- 
tion, must be considered. But when you have 
done this, if you find a provision of the Consti- 
tution not iu harmony with the Declaration of 
Independence. you must follow the Constitu- 
tion, because you have sworn to support it and 
have not sworn to support the Declaration. | 
You employ the Declaration of Independence | 
as you employ the Bible, and all literature, | 
and all learning, and all history, and commen 
sense, to find out what was intended in the | 
phrase which was put into the Constitution. 
Vheu you have. by the use of all these means | 
decided upon a particular point, and believe | 
that the Constitution intended to accomplish a; 
certain. end, then, although you may be con- | 
vinced that it is in direct antagonism with the | 
Declaration of Independence, you have sworn | 
to support the Constitution. got | 
Now, a few words upon these constitutional » 
amendments. In the first place, let me turn | 
to the thirteenth: | 
| 


; ! 
“ BECTION 1. Neither slavery nor involuntary serv- | 
w. 


itude, except as a punishment for crimo, whereof | 


|| legislative article is: 


| or officer thereof.” 


| rights, and with the fear entertained by many 
| that too much power had been granted to the 
' General Government, such a grant of power 


. drowned in blood. 
| defined by the Constitution; we had seen 


4 the capital of the nation. 


the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exi 
within the United States, or any place ier 
their jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power toenforce thie 


article by appropriate legislation.” 


Then comes the fourteenth and the fifteenth | 


amendments, with the same 
Congress. 

{now come to a point of the speech made 
yesterday by the Senator from Massachusetts 
in which I fully concur. . The language em- 
ployed in these clauses which grant: power to 
Congress in the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fif- 
teenth amendments, is not different in phrase- 
ology merely, but substantially different from 
the provision in the original Constitution. 
Let me turn to that. The last clause in the 


grant.of power to 


t: The Congress shall have power to make ail laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested_by this Constitution in the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any department 


Now, I call the attention of the Senate to 
the precise language. It is a sweeping pro- 
vision, very broad, very ample, but it is con- 
fined to the passage of laws necessary and 
proper to carry out the powers conferred upon 
the General Government. Thisoriginal Con- 
stitution contains several classes of provisions. 
In the first place, here is the first article con- 
ferring legislative power upon Congress; then 
the executive article conferring executive 
power upon the President; then the judiciary 
article conferring power upon the courts. 
Those were all articles conferring powers 
upon the Government which this Constitu- 
tion created. Then we find a class of miscel- 
laneous provisions; and then we come to sec- 
tion ten, which reads: 

“ No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or 


| confederation, grant letters of margue and reprisal, į 
coin money, emit bills of credit,” &e. 


This section lays inhibitions upon the States. 
Had Congress any power to enforce those pro- 
hibitions by legislation? None whatever. The 
Constitution did not provide that Congress 
should have power to make laws necessary and 
proper to enforce the provisions of this Con- 
stitution. There were provisious in this Con- 
stitution which they never intended to author- 
ize Congress to enforce; provisions which 
merely laid restraints upon the Stetes, and 
the good faith of the State was regarded as 
a sufficient guarantee that they would be 
observed. 
at that time about State sovereignty and State 


could not have been expected, and it is not 
found in the Constitution, The grant is to 
pass all laws necessary, a power to execute 
the powers conferred on the General Govern- 
ment, but no power is given to legislate in the 
way of enforcing these restraining provisions 
upon the States. ; 

“When you come to the thirteenth and four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments, it is to be 
borne in mind, (and here I adopt the principle 
which I understand the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts at last to lay down,) we must consider 
the circumstances that surrounded those who 
adopted the amendments. The sensitiveness 
that existed about interfering with States when 
the original Constitution was adopted had been 
We had seen States faith- | 
less to their constitutional obligations ; we had 
seen States disregarding their known duties as 


States wheeling out of the Union, raising | 
armies and navies and marchivg them upon | 
We knew then by 
sad experience that to say no State should do 
a certain thing would not necessarily insure 
obedience, and therefore we find the power 
granted to Congress by these three amend- 
ments totally and substantially different. It; 


In the sensitiveness of the people | 
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is not a grant- of power to pass laws necessary 
and proper to execute powers conferred upon 


t6l 


anmann 


the General Government, but it is-a power 
to enforce the provisions of these articles by 
appropriate legislation. me 

What isthe meaning of enforcing this article? 
I listened with great pleasure and interest, 
as I always do, to the speech of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Tuuruan] the other day upon 
this subject. He is too good a lawyer to say 
anything on any subject relating to the Con- 
stitution and Jaws that does not interest.me ; 
but it seems to me that he stuck in the bark: 
When this Constitution provides that the 
States shall not do a certain thing, that they 
shall ‘not abridge the rights of citizens, that 
they shall deny no citizen the protection. of 
the laws, and then: empowers. Congress to 
enforce those provisions, it is a different thing 
from the grant of power in the old Constitution. 
The Senator says you cannot enforce a nega- 
tion. I answer the Senator. by..reading. the. 
text of the amendments, which says Congress 
shall enforce their provisions. Now, if we 
cannot enforce a negation, as the Senator says, 
still we must enforce, by positive enactments, 
the principles intended to be secured by these 
amendments. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator yield 
to me for a moment? ; ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not remember having 
used any such expression. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not suppose you 
did. I do not pretend to remember the exact 
expression, but I am stating what I understood 
to be the effect of the Senator’s argument on 
the subject. I have not his speech before me, 
and I have never seen it in print; but I hap- 
pened to be in the chair at the time it was 
delivered, and listened to it attentively, and I 
have given my recollection of the drift and 
substance of it. I understand the Senator's 
opinion to be—and if I am mistaken about 
that I shall be very happy to know that I am 
mistaken—that Congress under the fourteenth 
amendment, for instance, can do nothing by 
way of positive enactment to enforce the end 
intended to be secured by that amendment, 
except to provide that the States shall not do 
what they are forbidden to do by that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. THURMAN. My idea, if the Senator 
desires me to state it, is that the remedy is pre- 
cisely the same under the fourteenth amend- 
ment as it was under the original Constitution. 
Ifa State violated one of the prohibitions im- 
posed upon it by the original Constitution it 
was competent for Congress to afford a remedy, 
because by that Constitution the judicial. power 
extended to all questions arising under the 
Constitution. That being the judicial power 
you might make a case for your judiciary, you 
might provide by your legislation to make a 
case for your judiciary wherever a State vio- 
lated any one of the inhibitions imposed by 
the original Constitution. In that wayyou do 
provide for executing a power conferred upon 
one of the departments of this Government, to 
wit, the judiciary; and I say that the remedy 
is precisely the same under the thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments. ~ 

Mr. CARPENTER, That is substantially 
what I understood the Senator to say on that 
point. He does not speak now of the precise 
point to which I alluded, and which I under- 
stood him to maintain. I have no purpose of 
attempting to auswer that Senator on this or 
any other question; but I allude to it because 
he stated his views upon it. Of course he un- 
derstands that. 

I gay the distinction between the two cases 
is found in the different language of the two 
provisions. Under the old Constitution, it is 
true, there was a remedy resulting from the 
powers conferred upon the courts: Because 
the judicial power of the; Union extended to 
all cases arising under the Constitution, it was 
inthe power of that department of the Gov- 
ernment to hear causes which involved’ an 
attempt of a State to violate any of the prow 
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visions of the Constitution, and it did hot: need 
any ‘statute to enforce that right. It wase 
power conferred by the Constitution itselfs. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh! i 

Mr. CARPENTER.: Ido not pretend that 
legislation was’ not necessary to organize the 
court, give them a'seal, &e 00 

Mr THURMAN, © Give them jurisdiction— 
the whole appellate jurisdiction. ` faite 

Mr. CARPENTER. Noy I beg pardon. 
The jurisdiétion of the Fedéral courts is con- 
ferred by the Constitution, and we cannot give 
them any other jurisdiction, and we never have. 
There ‘is not « single ‘subject’ over which the 
Federal courts can to-day exercise jurisdiction 
that is not-conferred on them by the Constitu- 
tion’ itself? 

<- Mr. THURMAN. ‘If Ido not disturb my 
friend’s argument, I will say that is very true; 
the power must be given by the Constitution ; 
but ‘is notia statute necessary to give them 
appellate jurisdiction? “Are there any circuit 
courts or district courts created by the Consti- 
tation ? 

Mr. CARPENTER, My friend from Ohio 
is certainly too good a lawyer and too astute a 
mau not to see that that is wandering away 
from the question J am discussing. 

Lam not discussing at present what is the 
precise distribation of jurisdiction between the 
Pederal courts as to each other, nor what is 
original and what is appellate power. That is 
a subject totally out of my field. What T 
assert is that the jurisdiction in the Federal 
courts, and all the jurisdiction they possess, is 
conferred by the Constitution itself, and that 
the provision which is found in the Jegislative 
article that Congress may make all laws neces- 
sary to carry out the powers conferred in the 
Constitution does not enable us to enlarge 
that jurisdiction; and Congress never has done 
it, nor pretended to do it. If it has, the act 
is unconstitutional. Of course there have 
heen differences of opinion as to whether par- 
tlenlar acts passed did or did not confer uncon- 
stitutional Jurisdiction; bnt such acts were 
vindicated upon the ground that they did not 
confer a jurisdiction beyond that conferred by 
tho Constitution; and no one ever pretended 
that Congress could confer a jurisdiction upon 
the Federal courts which was not conferred by 
the Constitution. 

But to return. I say that the clauses grant- 
ing power to Congress in these articles are so 
different from the clause which grants such 
power in the old Constitution that we must 
infer an intention to grant a different power. 
Turn, for instance, to the fourteenth amend- 
ment; 

“All persons boro or naturalized in tho United 
States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are 
citizens of the United Stated and of the State wheroin 
they reside, No Stato shall mako or enforce any 
Jaw which shall abridge tho privileges or immunities 
of citizens of the United States.” 

In a specch in the Senate the other day it 
was asked, ‘ What is the meaning of this pro- 
vision; how does it differ from the provision in 
the old Constitution, article four, section two?” 


“The citizens of cach State shall bo ontitled to all 
priviieges and immunities of citizens in the sovoral 
atos, 


The provision in the fourteenth amendmentis: 

“No Stato shall make or onforce any Jaw which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States.” 

The diference between these provisions is 
manifest and broad. ` Under the old Constitu- 
tion a citizen removing from Maine to South 
Carolina did not carry with him the rights 
which belonged to him as a citizen of Maine. 
He was simply entitled when in South Caro- 
Jina to such privileges and immunities as the 
law of that State granted to citizens of his 
class. For instance, when a colored man leav- 
ing Massachusetts, where he could vote, went 
to South Carolina, he could not vote, Why? 
This article did not reach his case. AJ that 
he could claim in that State under thig provis- 
ion was that he should have all the privileges 
aid immunities of colored citizens in ‘that 

> 


State. What wèrë the privileges aud immuni- 


ties of colored citizens in South Carolina? 
Voting was not: one-of them.. So a-married 
woman leaving the State of Wisconsin, where 
she was authorized to hold separate estate and 
to make contracts, removing toa State where 
the common law in that particular prevailed, 
did» not carry with her the right.:to- buy. and 
hold real estate ‘und make contracts concern- 
ing it.. Sbe took her place in. the new State 
with whatever privileges.and immunities be- 
longed to the married females of that State. 
In other words, when citizens went from one 
State to another, their rights:in the State to 
which they removed were determined by the 
constitution and laws of that State. 

Turn now to the fourteenth amendment; it 
does not merely. provide that a citizen remov- 
ing from one State to another shall be en- 
titled. to the privileges and immunities of cit- 
izens in the latter State, by the constitution 
and laws thereof, as was provided by the old 
Constitution; but this amendment enters into 
every State, and declares that in every State 
every American citizen shall be entitled to, 
and shall enjoy, all the privileges and immu- 
nities which belong to a citizen of the United 
States. By this amendment a citizen of the 
United States in New York, South Carolina, 
ov California, is secured in the enjoyment of 
the privileges and immunities which pertain 
to American citizenship. The old Constitu- 
tion merely forbade a State to discriminate in 
this particular between its native-born citizens 
and the citizens of other States coming within 
its jurisdiction, 

The fourteenth amendment assumes that 
there are certain privileges and immunities 
belonging to the citizens of the United States, 
and it declares that no State shall abridge 
those privileges and immunities. 

If no State can make or enforce a law—~and 
law in this connection includes State constitu- 
tions, common law, statutes, and usages in such 
State+to abridge the rights of any citizen it 
must follow that the privileges and immunities 
of all citizens must be the same. If my privi- 
leges are not equal to those of the Senator 
from Maine, then mine are abridged. This no 
State can do. 

It is provided by this amendm ent— 

m Congress shall havo power to enforce this articlo 
by appropriate legislation.” 

Now to say that Congress can only pass a 
law declaring that no State shall pass a law 
to abridge the privileges and immunitics of a 
citizen, seems to me to be trifling with the 
subject. The Constitution declares the same 
thing. An act of Congress to the same effect 
would be merely superfluous. When, there- 
fore, this amendment authorizes Congress to 
pass a law to enforce this article, it must be 
construed, it seems to me, to authorize the 
passage of a law which shall secure the end 
intended by this amendment. That is, if the 
State does not, by its legislation, put all citi- 
zens upon a common footing, Congress may 
doso. To say that a State shall not abridge 
the right of a citizen, is merely to repeat the 
Constitution in this respect; and Congress, 
under the grant of power in this amendment, 
must be considered as authorized to enforce, 
by affirmative legislation, the object intended 
to be secured by this amendment. 

There is no provision of the Constitution, 
that I am aware of, except in the fourteenth 
amendment, which prevents a State from pass- 
ing a law that no colored citizen shall be ad- 
mitted to practice law, or be allowed to preach 
the Gospel, or to teach in the schools, or to 
embark in any other honorable vocation or 
pursuit of life. Up to the adoption of that 
amendment it was in the power of the States, 
subject only to their own constitutions, to say 
what persons should participate in the various 
pursuits of life. It is in the power of a State, 
apart from the fourteenth amendment, to pass 
a law that no colored person shall be admitted 
to any of the learned professions, and thus 


practically degrade him to a condition as ser- 
vile as thatofaslave. The fourteenth amend- 
ment ‘ptovides that no State shall make or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the privi- 
leges and immunities of any citizen. It has 
been asked in our recent debates what those 
words mean. The best definition I kuow is 
that given by the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, in the case of Cummings vs.: The 
State of Missouri, (4 Wallace, 821.) The court 
say: : 

“In France, deprivation or suspension of civil 
rights, or of some of them, and among these of the 
right of voting, of eligibility to office, of taking part 
in family councils, of being guardian or trustee, of 
bearing arms, and of teaching or being employed in 
a school or seminary of learning, are punishments 
prescribed by her code. bane its bs 

“The theory upon which our political institutions 
rest is, that all men have certain inalienable rights; 
that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness; and that in the pursuit of happiness 
all avocations, all honors, all positions, are alike 
open to every one, and that in the protection ofthese 
rights all areequal before the law. Any deprivation 
or suspension of any of these rights for past conduct 
is punishment, and can be in no otherwise defined.” 

The court in the Garland case, reported in 
the same volume, declared principles entirely . 
consistent with and in affirmance of this doc- 
trine. So that it may safely be affirmed that 
the privilege of practicing law, if a man can 
meet the test and pass the necessary examina- 
tion in the courts; the right of preaching the 


| gospel, if employed and settled according to 


the usages of any particular church; the right 
of giving instruction in the public schools—all 
these are privileges of an American: citizen, 
and why can they not be taken away from him 
in’ a particular State? They might be under 
the old Constitution, but not under the four- 
teenth amendment, because this amendment 
goes into every State and declares ‘ You. shall 
neither make hereafter, nor enforce if you have 
it at present, any law which shall abridge the 
privileges and immunities of a citizen of the 
United States,” l 

That great amendment opened the bar to 
colored men. Itis that wbich offers all the 
pursuits and avocations of life to. the colored 
man in all the States of the Union. Strike 
down that amendment, or, what-would be pre- 
cisely the same thing, construe it in such a 
niggardly spirit as to make it mean no more 
than the old Constitution meant, and you 
strike down the rights of the colored people 
all over this country; and I undertake to say 
there is not a provision in the Constitution of 
the United States apart from the fourteenth 
amendment which would prevent a State from 
excluding negroes from the practice of the law 
to-morrow. This is only one illustration; 
hundreds might be given. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me 
to call his attention to the fact that the case 
which he quotes from Missouri, the Cum- 
mings case, was decided before the fourteenth 
amendment was passed, upon’ the provisions 
of the Constitution as they existed anterior 
to it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly it was; but 
‘ít privileges and immunities’? were then what 
they are now. Privileges and immunities are 
protected differently now from what they were 
then; but the court was speaking of what 
were the privileges and immunities of an 
American. citizen which could not be taken 
from him as punishment. Now these same 
privileges and immunities are protected in a 
different. way, but they are the same. The 
same things which were then at the mercy of 
the States in a certain particular, are now 
secured and guarantied by the’ fourteenth 
amendment. The point upon which the Cum- 
mings case was decided was that the consti- 
tution of a State which punished a man dif- 
ferently from what the law provided for his 
punishment when he committed the offense, 
was an ex post facto law, and void under the 
Constitution ; but the definition given by the 
court in this ease of “privileges and immuni- 
ties” is as applicable now as it was ‘then, and 
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{ 
is not changed or affected by the change of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. President, I have spoken much longer 
than I intended. I desire once more to appeal 
to all Senators and to all in authority, in con- 
struing these amendments, tobear in mind 
what tremendous consequences are to follow | 
from error on either side. They who exercise 
the powers of sovereignty, either legislative, | 
judicial, or executive, always have both a diffi- 
cult and a delicate task to perform. It is a 
narrow path, and death and destruction lie on 
either side. í ‘ 

We may not turn to the right hand; we may 
not taru to the left. We must follow the line. 
On onë side that latitadinarian construction 
which would wind up the State governments 
and put them into the hands of a receiver 
appointed by the Federal courts, deprive them 
of all power over their domestic affairs, and 
substantially wipe them out of existence, is s0 
at war with the first principles of our Govern- 
ment, would be so destructive in its conse- 
quences, that it is not to be tolerated for a |i 
moment. On the other hand, the narrow and 
niggardly construction which would make the 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amend- 
ments mean nothing would result in ‘disaster 
equally to be deplored. Between these two 
extremes we are to enforce this Constitution 
in each cuse and apply its provisions honestly |; 
to each bill coming before us; and so the 
judges, in each case brought to their bar, must || 
apply these amendments so as to uphold and || 
enforce the intention and design of these great 
amendments. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not 
rise to speak now on this bill; but on some 
convenient occasion I shall ask the Senate to 
hear me briefly in reply to some of the views 
presented by the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
rise now only to ask him a question. IfI 
understood him, the substitute which he ivn- 
tended to propose for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts leaves that 
clause in the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts which relates to schools. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. I remember having lis- 
tened with very great attention and very great 
pleasure to an argument made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin a year or so ago in this body, 
in which he combated the idea that the Gen- 
eral Government had any right to interfere 
with the subject of education. I may have 
misunderstood him, however, but I should be 
glad to know upon what principle he claims 
the right for the Federal Government to inter- |: 
fere with the education in the States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That question is very |} 
easily answered, and I am astonished that the 
Senator should have felt the necessity of put- i 
ting it. What I maintained, or ratber what I 
doubted, for I think it was only in the form 
of a question that I put to some other Senator, 
whether Congress had the power to do as it 
was then maintained or suggested it could do, | 
enter upon a general scheme of education. in 
the States aud appropriate money from the |i 
Treasury to support schools—that is what I 
was talking about. While I doubted that |! 
power, and while subsequent reflection has 
made me doubt it still more, L have no 
doubt of the power of this Government under į 
the fourteenth amendment, (which applies jj 
to common schools and to Legislatures of | 
the States and to the courts of the States, and 
to every institution in the States and existing 
under their authority, as much as it does to 
the citizens of the States, ) to say that a colored 
man shall have his rightin the common school ; 
and in that particular and upon that subject |i 
I do hope this Republican party will never 
back one inch. The distinction seems to me |; 
to be broad and clear and well-founded between | 
those voluntary institutions, whether incor- 
porated or not, which we ought not to inter- 
Tere with, and those great institutions which 
ate supported by law and maintained by gen- 


| mine fairly that will answer you. 


| authority. 


etaltaxation. We have adopted the principle; 


wise or unwise—it is too late to discuss that 
now—that a black man is a man; that he has 
a soul; that he is entitled to the rights of a 
citizen ; that he is a citizen; and that his chil- 
dren’shall be citizens after him; and a fanda- 
mental principle is that intelligence is the basis 
upon which everything rests: Now; to say 
that the children of one class of citizéns shall 


not have the benefit of a common school sup- | 


ported at the public expense by general taxa- 


tion—shall not, in other words, have the oppor- 


tunity which the law affords to all citizens to 
qualify themselves to discharge the duty of a 
citizen—is a thing which I never will counte- 
nance or give the slightest support to. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to interrupt 
my friend right there by this suggestion: that 


| it is not a question at all whether colored chil- 


dren shall not bave the benefit of common 
schools; but it is a question whether all power 
of regulation in the States is taken away from 
the States, so that while you do give them the 
benefit of common schools you shall be com- 
pelled to give it to them in a partienlar way ; 


| whether all power of regulation is taken away 
| from States, and there is no giving them the 


benefit of public schools unless theyand white 
children are put together. 

Mr. CARPENTER. As this discussion is 
assuming the form ‘of cross-examination, I 
want to ask my friend a question. 

Mr. THURMAN. Answer mine first. 

Mr. CARPENTER. {ff you will answer 
I want- to 
know of the Senator from Ohio whether under 
this Constitution we cannot provide that no 
State shall exclude a colored man from the 


enjoyment of any right in a court of justice; | 


for instance, to bring suit there or appear as a 
witness? Doesthat take away from the States 
the power to regulate their courts? Not at 
all; bat it does say that in the one particular 
covered by the Constitution of the United 
States you shall dance conformity. Your 
power to regulate your own affairs, your power 


to regulate your schools, to say how many you | 


shall have, how they shall be supported, and 
all that, is a power of your own; we cannot 


| interfere with it; butif you havea school, and 


support it by taxation on all citizens, then you 
shall not discriminate between tbe children of 
different citizens. That does not take away 
all power to control them. 
that, you can enforce no provision of your 
You do not take away their power 
to regulate schools except in the one particu- 
lar in which you are authorized by the Consti- 


| tution to do it. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky. Mr. President, 
I listened with much pleasure to the able Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, and I concur in most of 
what he has said; but in some essential features 
of his argument 1 differ with him distinctly 
and fundamentally. I agree fully with the 
position he assumes that the fourteenth amend- 
ment has changed the privileges and immuni- 
ties of citizens of one State when they go into 
another State. 
ander the Constitution as it was before the 
fourteenth amerdment, when a citizen of one 
State went into another State he could only 


of the citizens of the State where be had taken 
up his domicile, and that he had no right what- 


ever to claim any privileges and immunities 


| other than would belong to him as a citizen 


of the State residing temporarily in another 
State. I had the pleasure of hearing this 
identical question argued by a very able man 
in the Supreme Court a few days ago, and that 
was Mr. Campbell, a former member of that 
tribunal. He took precisely the same view of 
the fourteenth amendment, and of the change 
which it had made in the Constitution as it 
previously stood, as the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. | listened to the argument of Mr. Camp- 
bell with great interest. As far as T had intel- 


I agree with the Senator that | 


| 


If you cannot do |; 


! claim the privileges and immunities of citizens | 
of the United States generally, and not those |! 


i 


lect and legal. learning to understand. it, E 
agreed to it before I had the pleäsure of hear- 
ing the argument of the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Now, let os see what that change is. Lagree 
with the position distinctly ‘laid down by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, that previous to the 
fourteenth amendment if a colored’ man, to 
use thé fashionable phrase, came from Massa- 
chasetts or any other State into the State of 
Kentucky he would there be confronted by 
ataw which prohibited him from the practice 
of law; and that such a law would have been 
valid before the fourteenth amendment. 

Now let us inquire what has been the oper- 
ation and what is the provision of the four- 
teenth amendment in such cases. It is very 
plain to my mind: Prog ee 

“All persons born or naturalized in the United 


States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are 
citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 


they reside. - 

‘No State shall make or enforce any law which 
shali abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States.” 


The fourteenth amendment. gnaranties to 
every citizen of the United States who may 


| change his residence from one State to an- 


other all the privileges and ‘immuniiies which 
a citizen of the State to which he removes 
may enjoy. The question is, what is the re- 
striction upon the legislation of the State into 
which he removes? The prohibition is in very 
plain language. The thirteenth, fourteenth, 
and fifteenth amendments of the Constitution 
each has as an adjunct these words: 

“ Congress shall have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation.”” 

These provisions do not confer one particle 
of additional power, for the original text of 
the Constitution had provided that— 

“Congress shall have power to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Govern- 
ment of the United States, orin any department or 
officer thereof.” 

These words are the equivalent of those 
which 1 have quoted as being appended to 
the three last amendments; and without any 
specification they would apply to them, and to 
any number of amendments that muy here- 
after be made; and therefore this common 
addition to the recent amendments was wholly 
superfluous; they do not confer or impart one 
particle more of power than is given by the 
general provision which I have quoted. 

The friends of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts claim author- 
ity for it under the language of the fourteenth 
amendment, as before quoted: 


“AH persons born or naturalized in the United 
States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are 
citizens of the United States and of the State where- 
in they reside. 

“No State shall make or enforce any Jaw which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 


| zens of the United States.” 


The United States have not a particle of 
original power, but every power which they 
poss¢ss is conferred and delegated to them by 
the Constitution. The sovercign peopleofthe 
several States made that Constitution, and 
that Constitution made the United Srates of 
such of the several States as ratified it. The 
United States have no powers whatever that 
are not given to them by the Constitution in 
express language, or by necessary implication 
from its language; all other powers, by the 
several leading principles cf the Constitution, 
and by its express Janguage, belong to and are 
reserved to the States respectively, or to the 
people. 

The language which I have quoted from the 
fourteenth amendment, neither ‘expressly nor 


| by any implication confers upon Congress or 


upon the United States one particle of power ; 
the words, and their only effect, simply pro- 


| hibit the States ‘to make or enforce any law 


which shall abridge the privileges or immuni- 
ties of citizens of the United States.’ There 
is not a word thdre to invest Congress, ex- 
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pressly.or by.implication, with any power, but: 
itg plain and.whole intention and effect: is to 
withhold power from the States. Until: they 
have enacted or attempted to enforce laws in 
conflict with this prohibition there is no sub- 
ject upon which it can operate; and when. it 
ig. thus put into action, the power, the juris- 
diction, and the question is judicial, and. not 
legislative or congressional. - The. matter is 
teken tothe United States court, and its judg- 
ment that.the State laws, or.the means by 
which. they are ettempting to enforce any law 
which. ‘‘abridges the. privileges or immunities 
of citizens of the United States,’’ are uncon- 
stitutional and void; just as they would ad- 
judge in relation to any other unconstitutional 
State law or power claimed by it. 

Now let us examine the effect that gentle- 
men are contending the fourteenth amend- 
ment. has, not only to inhibit the Legislature of 
the State from the passage of such a law as Í 
have been remarking upon, but also to prevent 
all private associations of citizens from malting 
such regulations as would exclude a colore 
citizen who had come from another State into 
that, State from a community in the enjoy- 
ment of the rights of this private association. 
Thatinvolves a question of very great interest. 
The State of Kentucky, if you please, has 
citizens that organize hotel companies, theatri- 
cal companies, churches, schools, &e. Those 
are acts of citizens, not of the Legislature of 
the State. But suppose a corporated charter 
is given to them by act of the Legislature, 
is it not a monstrous absurdity that this char- 
ter opens those associations to every citizen 
who may choose to force his way into them, 
and take the regulation and control from its 
members and pass it to Congress? This is 
not such a privilege and immunity as is guar: 
antied by the fourteenth amendment. The 
right to make the association exclusive as to 
color, or any other test, belongs to its mem- 
bers and Congress has no authority to control 
them. 

The position assumed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Morri., ] the other 
day, and which he argued with so lucid ability, 
was that sich associations as these could not 
be invaded by colored citizens coming from 
another State, but they would have a right to 
make their own regulations and by-laws, and 
to make them entirely exclusive of colored 
people, or of any other people whom they 
chose to exclude. 

Why, sir, similar questions could arise ander 
the Constinuion before the fourteenth amend- 
ment. What is one of the positions that some 
geatlemen have taken in the Senate? That a 
right prohibited to be exercised by a State 
Legislature confers a power upon Congress | 
In other words, that by implication when the 
fourteenth or any other amendment to the 
Constitution or provision of the Constitution 
inhibits a State from legislating on a particu- 
lar subject, it necessarily confers upon Con- 
gress the correlative power of legislation upon 
that subject. That is a great error and heresy 
that has been denied ever since the beginning 
of our Government. I will read a provision 
of the original Constitution Es 

“No Stato shall entor into any treaty, alliance, or 


confederation, grant letters of marque and reprisal: | 


coin money ; emit billsof credit; make anything but 
gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts; 
pass any bill of attainder, ex poet facto law, or law 
impairing the obligation of contracts, or grant any 
title of nobility.” 


The logic of the supporters of this amend 
ment is that because the Constitution has in 


express language prohibited the States from | 


exercising any- of. those owers, therefore it 
results as an authority to Congress to exercise 
the powers that are denied to the States. That 
is their. argument. They have none other. 
There is no other argument, real or seeming, 
in favor of the power that is now claimed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin and other gentle- 
men who advocate the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts. That Con- 


gress has -powers.because the Constitution 
denies them to the States is too monstrous to 
deserve. serious consideration. : 

‘*No State shall passany bills of attainder. 
Does that authorize Congress to pass a bill of 
attainder? Does the prohibition upon a State 
authorize Congress to pass an ex post facto 
law, or a law impairing the. obligation of con- 
tracts, or to grantany title of nobility? Iam 
told that recently in a very important case 
which came before the Supreme Court one of 
the judges assumed that there were certain 
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powers which resulted from the Constitution- 


of the United States to Congress and onè of 
those powers was, because the States were pro~. 
hibited from coining money, or making any- 
thing but gold and silver coin a legal tender, it 
followed as a legal and constitutioual sequence 
tbat Congress had the power to make something 
else than gold and silver. coin a legal tender, 
and this was claimed as a resulting power. 
‘That position is not only false in logie, but it is 
in conflict with the express provision of the 
Constitution; 

" ARTICLE 9, The enumeration in the Constitution 
of certain rights shall not be construed to dony or 
disparage others retained by the people. 

“ARTICLE 10. Tho powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
by it to the States, are reserved to the States re- 


| spectively or to the people.” 


‘That is merely in conformity with the great, 
original, fundamental principle of the Consti- 
tution, that ours is a Government of delegated 
powers, that all the powers possessed by the 
Government of the United States, and which 
it can proreny and legitimately exercise, are 
granted by the Constitution, and unless the 
Constitution has grauted by express language 
or by necessary implication a power, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has no authority 
whatever to exercise or to attempt to exercise 
that power. The honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin will not dissent from that general 
position. Then, as to the position that Con- 
gress has any resulting power, if it were pos- 
sible for this principle to be. applied to the 
powers of the United States Government, if 
there could be any such defect or failure in 
relation to any one power as to call for the 
resulting principle, it would return to the 
States, or to the people of the States, from 
whence it came. 

Now, the Senate, in deciding the question 
whether it has power to pass the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
must go to the Constitution; it must there 
read the delegation of a power by the Consti- 
tution to Congress to pass such a measure, 
either in express words or by necessary impli- 
cation from words that do not expressly give 
it. Sir, there are no such express words, nor 
is there any such necesgary implication in the 
Constitution. 

{ admit with the honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin that but for this provision of the 
fourteenth amendment the State of Kentucky 
or any other State might pass a law to prohibit 
a colored man from practicing law. What is 
the extent of the prohibition which this four- 
teenth amendment imposes upon that or any 
State? It is simply not to pass a law which 
shall deprive them of the right to practice law, 
to practice medicine, or any other privilege or 
immunity that any citizen of the State may 
have, and that is all. Neither the State of 
Kentucky or any other State would infringe 
upon this amendment of the Constitation until 
it had passed such alaw. It requires an act 
of the Legislature infringing some right or im- 
munity ot a citizen that has come from another 
State into the State of Kentucky; it requires 
a denial of some privilege or immunity to a 
citizen, from another State coming into that 
State, in the form of a law, to constitute a vio- 
lation of this 
amendment. 

The able Senator from Wisconsin cannot 
make the case different from what I have stated 
it. Ladmit.that.under the effect of the four- 


provision of the fourteenth | 


teenth .amendment. such legislation of the 
State of Kentucky would be invalid and would 
not deprive a citizen coming into the State of 
any right or privilege which the citizens of the 
State were allowed to enjoy by law, but both 
he and all white citizens would be subject to 
the excluding regulations of all private asso- 
ciations. f 

The citizen from another State would claim 
the privilege or. immunity common to all 
the citizens of the State. Ifthat was denied 
him by a private association under its consti- 
tution and by-laws, he would have no cause 
to complain; it would be no-injury to him. 
If he was deprived of that privilege or immun- 
ity. by. a law of the State or by the State in 
endeavoring to enforce.alaw of its Legislature 
or any common-law principle, his remedy 
would be in a court of justice, where, by. mak- 
ing the proper parties, the court would decide 
that the law of the State depriving him of any 
such privilege or immunity, or attempting to 
enforce any other law. to deprive him of any 
such immunity, was against this provision of 
the Constitution, and therefore void. 

But when, under this argument, the right is 
claimed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
and other Senators on this floor to introduce 
an enactment as offensive, as oppressive, and 
as annoying as his amendment would be in 
ali the old slave States, and violative of the uni- 
versal rights and powers of all private associa- 
tions, it is preposterous to claim authority for 
the passage of such a measure from this four- 
teenth amendment. 

The Senator from Wisconsin indicated the 
line. of tactics which the opponents ‘of the 
amnesty bill meant to take. He and his par- 
ticular friends are inexorably determined to 
attach the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, or the substitute which the 
honorable Senator himself has avowed his 
purpose to offer, to the amnesty bill, . Why? 
He knows there are many members of the Sen- 
ate who would never vote for his proposition 
or the proposition of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts in any company. It.could 
be attached to no measure, to no proposition 
whatever that could be devised by the ingenu- 
ity of man which would induce me to give any 
support to it. What the course of the oppo- 
nents of the amnesty bill would be, and their 
policy, was as plain to me before the honorable 
Senator made that declaration as it is now. 
Some of them, I suppose, do not want the 
amnesty bill to pass at all, and they all know, 
they all have reason to be'ieve, that there are 
Senators here who would vote against the 
proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts in any form, although it should 
be attached to the amnesty bill, who would 
vote to reject both if coupled together. At 
least that is my determination. I speak only 
for myself.. No measure to which the propo- 
sition of the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts can be added would ever induce me 
to abate one iota of my hostility to that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. President, I listened a few days ago 
with great. pleasure to the admirable. argu- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] in opposition to the proposition of the 
Senator from Massachuseits upon the ground 
of unconstitutional incongruity between it and 
the amnesty bill, and never, in my judgment, 
was a more legitimate and a more invulnerable 
ground of opposition toa proposition made 
than was made by that Senator. He argued 
it with a force of logic and of constitutional 
law that has not.been and cannot be answered. 
The amnesty bill is a proceeding sud generis. 
It is not in the nature of general legislation. 
lt is not subject to the rules of parliamentary 
proceeding that have been made for the regu- 
lation of and amendment of legislative meas- 
j ures. Itis a case of extraordinary and unique 
| coguizance by Congress. The proceeding is 


to be special, particular; and it admits of no 
amendment. whatever ‘according to all the 
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analogies and principles of the Constitution 
applicable to it, as presented by the clear and 
logical argument of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. 


The Senator from Maine [Mr. Morrity] ! 


followed in another argument, in which he 
assailed the general unconstitutionality of the 
measure proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts in unanswerable reasons, by arga- 
ments that have not been and cannot be refuted. 
My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. THUR- 
Man] made opposition to the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts shortly after it 
was propounded, upon the ground of its uricon- 
stitutionality. Iwas gratified, and I tender my 
thanks to that honorable Senator for opposing 
the proposition upon that ground. I trust that 
the true friends of the Constitution will never 
sit sileatin this Chamber and permit any propo- 
sition whatever that infringes the Constitution 
to be passed without a protest, without the 
resistance of their voice and their votes. 

Sir, I know how stale the Constitution has 
become, how low it has sunk ia the contempt 


of certain Radical Senators. Why do they not | 


burn it by the public hangman? Why do they 
not, as they would in the Legislative Assem- 
bly of France or in some legislative bodies in 
the South American republics, introduce what 
is. here. called. a. concurrent resolution and 
repudiate the Constitution wholly ? That would 
not suit the policy of Senators. They know 
that if the Constitution should be in form as 
well asin practiceand fact repudiated by them, 
it would briug up the American people against 
them, and therefore they choose to keep the 
Constitution. as a mask, as a covert, under 


which, and for which, pro.forma, they profess | 


At the very 


to be doing battle and service. j 
under. foot its 


time that they are tramping 
most important provisions an 


principles, they areejaculating words of fealty | 


and support to the Coustitution. 

- The Constitution does not stand in the way 
of any of their purposes or any of their meas- 
ures. Whenever it is in: front of one of their 
revolutionary movements they do not hesitate 
to ride it down. They have been at that work 
for seven or eight years, and they wil? continue 
in that course of. revolution and violenee on 
the Constitution as long as they continue in 
power. There is but one way -to arrest their 
violations of the Constitution and their pro- 
gressive revolution, and that is for the people 
to hurl them from power. If the people are 
not ready to undertake-that work, the Con- 
stitution will ere long be dead in form as it is 
now.in substance and in operation. 

Sir, the idea of. a written constitation -is a 
great American idea. . Itis the grandest idea 
of all statesmanship, ancicntor moderna. But 
for a constitution to be of any value it must 
be observed. The history of our: Constitution, 
its origin in the midst of the imbecility of 
the old Articles of Confederation,: under: the 
counsels. of the wisest and purest. statesmen 
that-ever lived upon earth; ‘its great, just, wise 


distribution of power between the States and 


the General Government, and its wholesome 
-and necessary restrictions. upon the power of 
both the United. States and the States for the 
security of the liberty of the citizen ; its happy 
inauguration, the prosperity and. glory aud 
power of the nation under its auspices for 
some. seventy. years, will be written in words 
of the most lofty panegyric and-of the most 
glowing eloquence. .-But, sir, it was an instru- 
ment of government: not made for the storms 
of war. not made to buffet: amid. the throes 
of a bloody revolution. Jt-was made for the 
councils of peace .aud:of patriotism, in the 
repression-of all ambition and selfishness, and 
when civil war came we saw that the Con- 
gress of the United States, the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, its. sworn defend- 
ers..and supporters, were thè first: aud the 
most: ruthless: to lay- violent: hands upon. it 
and to bring it tots rajes toco fg 

Lrepeat, that a written, inviolable constitu 


its most sacred | 


$ 


tion is one grand American idea which the 
people who love liberty ought never to surren- 
der—a written constitution, the law of the 
Government, the instrument that creates it, 
that gives it every power that it possesses, 
that imposes great and- salutary restrictions 
npon its power, and that withholds from it 
and gives to the States respectively, or to the 
people, all powers not delegated by its words. 

at there is another grand American idea, 
and that is, that no Government has any legiti- 
mate sanction unless it be created by or with 
the consent of the governed. Is there a man 
in the Senate who will object to that proposi- 
tion in the abstract? Oh, no. They will do 
it lip-service; they will consent to its truth as 
a principle of statesmanship; and yet they 
will violate it every day in the year. 

Sir, what has been the sin and the offense 
of the secessionists and of the southern States ? 
Benjamin F. Wade announced in a speech 
which he made in the Senate of the Unired 
States that the southern States had a right to 
secede, and he said, “If they want to secede 
and go to themselves, and think they can do 
better, I, for one, give my consent.” Mr. Lin- 
coln proclaimed in the other House that they 
had the right of revolution, thatall peoples who 
were tired of their Government had the right 
of revolution. That is an inalienable and in- 
destructible principle, and will be’ asserted 
through all the course of time whenever a suf. 
ficient case of exigency comes up to warrant 
its exercise. Sir, if all Governments have 
their authority, and their only authority, from 
the consent of the governed, this principle 
applies not only in the origin and the making 
of the Government, but also in its continu- 
ance, the right to alter it, to put it aside and 
make another at their pleasure. The power 
of the people to make their own Government 
would be an absurdity and a logical solecism 
untess it-applied in the continuance and. the 
change of the Government as well as in its 
making. 

Now, Mr. President, what did these sou! hern 
people do? There were eight millions of them 
inhabiting cleven States. _ They went for seces- 
sion. They went for secession with a greater 
unanimity than any people on the face of the 
earth desiring to change their institutions and 
Government. Will any man contend that eight 
million people, who become tired of ‘existing 
institutions and desire to change their form 
of government, commit an atrocious and’ dia- 
bolical crime? What sort of congruity would 
there be between that position and the position 
which all Senators concede, that every people 
have the right to make their own Government? 
If the little States of South America, if Hayti 


-and St. Domingo and other half-barbaric peo- 


ples, have a right to make their-own Govern- 
ment, according to. all the rights of humanity, 
why had not the people of eleven States the 
right to:make theirs? i 
` Mr. President, the statesmen of Massachu- 
setts were the originators of that beresy, if 
heresy it be. They were its first teachers and 
propagators. It originated with them in the 


‘very cradle of the Revolution, and they asserted 


itto an extent, with a decision, arid a boldness 
that-even the position of Virginia. and South 
Carolina would pale before. John Quincey 
Adams, as suggested by my honorable friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] a few days ago, 
took ground distinetly in favor of tbe right of 
secession, and he did itin one of the ablest 
and best-considered papers that ever came 
from his pen, in his address before the His- 
torieal Society of New York, on the fiftieth 
anniversary of the inauguration of General 
Washington as President of the United States. 
I will read an extractfrom it. This, sir, (Mfr. 
Pomerorin thechair,] comes from your native 
State. I know you have wandered far off irom 
the early teachings of the-great statesman of 
Massachusetts, bat still, for your edification 
and instruction, I will read from bima little: 
: “In the calm hours of self-possession, thie right of 


a State to nullify an act of Congress is too 
argument and too odious for discussion,” 


I agree to that. 


_ “The right of a State to secede from the Union 
is equally disowned by the principles of the Decla- 
ration of Independence. Nations acknowledge no 
judge between them upon carth, and their Governi- 
ments, from necessity, must in their intercourse with 
each other decide when the failure of one party to 
a contract to perform its obligations absolves the 
other from the reciprocal fulfillment of his own. 
But this læt of earthly powers is not necessary: to 
the freedom or independence of States connected 
together by the immediate action of the people of 
whom they consist. To the people alone is‘ there 
reserved, as well the dissolving as the constituent 
power, and that power can be exercised by them 
only under the tie of conscience, binding thewi to 
the retributive justice of Heaven.” f 


Now, sir, mark, that is the, only condition 
which this sage statesman imposed upon the 
right of secession, that it was to be exercised 
by them “ only under the tie of conscience, 
binding them to the retributive justice of 
Heaven.” He goes on to say: ; 

‘With these gualifications we mayadmitthesame 
right as vested in the peopte of every State in the 
Union, with reference'to the General Government, 
which was exercised by the people of the united 
eolonies with reference to the supreme head of the 
British empire, of which they formed a part; and 
under these limitations, have the people of each 
State inthe Union a right to secede. from the con- 


absard for 


-federated Union itself.” 


There is*the language of that statesman. 
The upstart politicians and statesmen of this 
degenerate day: will. dare deride the great 
statesmanship ‘and lofty. patriotism: of John 
Quincy Adams; but here are. his. words, here 
is his position, in which I do not agree, as my 
honorable friend from Ohio does not.. I will 
illustrate my position: before. the union of 
England aud Scotland, under the reign. of 
Queen Anne, they constituted two distinct 
and separate sovereignties. During her reign 
those two sovereignties consented. to unite 
and become one sovereignty. I maintain that 
their articies-of union. being perpetaal :biad 
them in perpetuity,: and: that neither has the 
right to secede from the union formed by them 
without the consent of the other. -And so. of 
the States that formed the Union by our Com 
stitution iu 1787. . The able Senator. from Wis- 
consin admitted that before the. present Con- 
stitution was formed each State wasa separate 
and distinctsovereignty. The Articles of Con- 
federation go recite the fact. There are five 
different articles that: claim for each Stare all 
the rights and powers of sovereignty by the 


i old Articles of Confederation. But they went, 


by the consent. of the people of the several 
States, into a Convention, and in that Conveu- 
lion they agreed. to: merge their: separate and 
distinct sovereigaties. for -a few general pur- 
poses intoone. To the extent that they agreed 
to become one sovereignty they are one sover- 


-eignty, and none of them hada right to secede 
from it. 


But. outside of.the surrender. of their 
sovereignty, as to. all the rights and powers 
appertaining to a sovereign people that were 
not delegated by the words of the Constitution, 
they. continued to be and are to-day separate, 
distinct, independent soyereignties. oo 4 
? If gen- 


What did Mr, Adams say further 
{lemen would deign to read Mr. Adams, and 
would accept the wise course and spiritof what 
he says to his countrymen on this important 
subject, they would all be the better for it. He 
Says: ; ae 
“Thus stands the right”’— 
The right of secession 


“but the indissoluble link of union between: the 


people of ‘the several States of this confederated 


nation is, after ail, not in the right but in the heart. 
Tf the day should ever come, (may Heaven avert it,) 
when the affectionsof thése States shall bé alfenated 
from each other; when the fraternal spirit shail give 
way to coid indifference, or collisions of interest shail 
fester into hatred, the bands of political association 
will notlong hold together parties no Jonger attracted 
by the magnetism of conciliated interests and kindly 
sympathiés; and far better willit be for the people 
of the disunited States to part in friendship from 
each other than to be held: together by constraint. 
Then will be the time for.reverting to the. precedents 
which occurred at he formation and adoption of the 
Constitution to form again a more porfect union by 
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dissolving that which could no longer bind, and to | of the State, old. Chief,Justice.Shaw-being the 


‘Jeavo'the separated parts tobe reunited by the law 
of politica: gravitation to the conter.” 

Never aid human pen write words of more 
wisdomi. ‘Lhe horrible history of ten years of 
‘blood, of ‘carnage; of revolution, of anarchy, 
“OF violence aud crime, bas attested the wisdom 
of his words, . 1 was for coercion-at the cow- 
“mencement of our difficulties, but E say frankly 
‘that if I.had had the knowledge which. the ex- 
perience of those terrible years has. given me, 
never, nevér would I have ‘given ‘my consent 
to, the military coercion of the southern States. 
“Jn .1883.Mr.:Clay.diseountenanced military co- 
-ercion, and gave his wisdom aud his prescience 

against even the coercion of South. Carolina. 
I differed with him then in that position; I 
believed that South Carolina ought to be co- 
erced ; but Mr. Clay had a far-reaching wisdom 
upon this great subject to which my narrow 
vision could never reach. Had he been living 
when ‘this unfortunate rebellion commenced, 
it would have been composed without all the 
bloody and terrible civil war that ensued. If 
John Quincy. Adams had been alive to have 
given to the heated and selfish and ambitious 
partisans on both sides the calm suggestions 
of his mature wisdom and of his great patriot- 
ism, he would have said, as the hero: of Mexico 
said, ‘Let the wayward sisters depart in peace.” 
If that had been allowed them, “t would not 
have been long betore they would have been 
knocking for readmission 3: bat as it is, the 
remedy has been unspeakably greater and more 
grievous than the disease, and it is the remedy 
that will effect the destruction of our Constitu- 
tion and liberties. 

Sir, whenever the choice is offered to me, 
are you. for disruption and liberty, or are you 
for Union and consolidation and military des- 
polism, [say give. me the first by all ohöies. 
Sir, we have got into the last, and we have got 
into it inextricably. Wo shall never get ont 
of it with our, institutions, constitutional and 

opular liberty preserved ; never, never. Tho 

ashion of the day now is to accumulate private 
fortune, to extend national empire, to create 
every facility of trade, of wealth, of grandeur, 
of luxury. There are some things in. national 
anid individual. exiatence worth a great deal 
more, Virtue, intelligence, happiness, peace, 
and liberty are worth. more than all the world 
beside can give us. 

But, sir, let me quote a Jittle further. I have 
suid that your native State and the State of the 
honorable Senator from Vermont were among 
the first and thé foremost and the most ex- 
treme in the idea of secession. . L will read a 
few more passages on that point. I now read 
from the laws of Magsachusetts, passed in 18.44, 
page 319: 


“ Resolves concorning tho annexation of ‘Texas: 


o L devolved, That the power to. unite au indo- 
pondont forcign Stato with tho United States is not 
among tho powers delegated to the General Govern- 
meut by the Constitution of the United States. 

“2. dteaolved, That the Commonwoalth of Massa- 
chusetts, faithful to the compact between the people 
of the United States ?’— ` i 

‘Observe that language: “faithful to the 
compact,’? not to the Government or the Con- 
stitution. ‘These resolutions treat it as.com- 
pact; und in connection with that I will state 
another historical fact. During the war of 
1812 Governor Strong issued his proclama- 
‘tion forbidding the militia of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts to go out of the State to meet and 
overthrow our foreign enemy, England. What 
did Mr. Madison and the United States author- 


ilies.claim?. ‘They claimed that when under | 


the Constitution the militia of the ‘State were 
mustered into‘the service of the United States | 
they became as much subjectto thé orders and 
commands of the officers of the United States 
Atiy as the United Statesregular troops were. 
‘That was the position assumed. by the admin- 
istration of My. Madison: Phe- Legislature 
of your native State, ‘sir, passéd resolutions 
denying the truth of that position, and that 
islature; gB is customary -in'that- State 
‘submitted the question fo the’ supr snd court | 


presiding Judge, the court being constituted. 
of five, Í. believe,: probably among the. ablest 
Jawyers.of tbe many able lawyers that have 


unanimously decided that notwithstanding the 
militia. of that State were mustered. into the 


tothe paramount authority.and command of 
the Governor of the State. But, sir, I will 
proceed with these resolutions : : 


“2: Resolved, That the Commonwealth of Massa- 
_chusetts, faithful tothe compact between the people 
of the United States, according to the plain mean- 
ingand intent in which it was understood and ac- 
-oeded.to by them, issincerely anxious for its preser- 
vation, but that it is determined, asit doubts not the 
other States are, to submit to undelegated powers 
in no body of men on earth. That the project of 
the annexation of Texas, unless arrested on the 
threshold, may tend to drive these States into n dis- 
solution of the Union, and will furnish new calumnies 
-against republican governments by exposing the 
gross contradiction of a people professing to be free, 
and yot sceking to extend and perpetuate the sub- 
Jection of their slaves.” 


Those were the resolutions passed upon the 
annexation of Texas. The right of Massa- 
chusetts to secede from the Union was pro- 
claimed by legislative resolve.upon the annex- 
ation of Louisiana and, if I recollect aright, 
also upon the annexation by treaty of Florida. 

Now, sir, let me read something more as 
to the feeling in New England during the last 
war with Great Britain. 1 read from Bowler’s 
Sectional Controversy, page 68: 


“War was deolared: against Great Britain, in due 
form, on the 18th of June, 1812, by a vote of 72 to 49 
in tho House of Representatives, and 19 to 13in the 
Senate. To: this war there was a strong opposition 
manifested in tho castorn States, in the pulpit, the 
press, in publio specches, and private conversation. 
Ministers of the gospel called itan ‘unholy war,’ an 
“unrighteous ‘war.’ At the time when our armies 
were invading Canady, some of them prayed.’ that 
all invadingarmies might be cut off,’ and “that they 
who tako the sword might porish by the sword.’ Eho 
Rev, Mr. Gurdiner, in a sermon preached July 23, 
1812, in Boston, uses the following language: ‘The 
Union has long since been dissolved and it is full 
timo that this part of the United States should take 
caro of itself? Rev. Dr. Parish, in Byfield, Massa- 
chusotts, delivered a sermon April 7, 1814, in which 
he uses the following languago: . 

“*Tho Israelites. became weary of yielding the 
fruit of their labor to pamper tyrants, They left 
their political woes, They separated, Wherois our 
Moses? Whore is the rod of his miracles? Where 
is our Aaron? Alas! no voice from tho burning 
bush has directed him here.’ These are only speci- 
mops. ; 

“Tho pross teomed with similar sentiments: 

My plan is to withhold our money, and mako a 

separate peace with England.’~Busion Advertiser. 

_ ‘That thore will be a revolution if the war con- 
tinues, no One can doubt who is acquainted with 
human naturo and is accustomed to study cause and 
offect, The castern States nro marching steadily 
and straightforward up to tho object.—#'ederal 
Republican. , . 

“ These are specimens; 

_ “We eatlaupon our State Legislature to protect us 
in tho enjoymont of those privileges to assert which 
our fathors died, and to defend which we profess 
ourselves ready to resist unto. bloods’—dMemortal of 
the citizens of Newburuport, Massachusetts, January 

4 e f 

`t Resolved, Thatwe place the fullest confidence in 
the Governor and Legislatureof Massachusetts, and 
in the State authoritiesof New England: and that to 
thom, undor God, the Chief Governor of the uni- 
verse, Wolook-for aid. and. direction ; and that for 
the present, until public opinion shall be known,.we 
will not enter our carriages, pay our continental 
taxes, or aid, inform, or assist any officer in their 
gollection.’+~Passed by the inhabitants of .Keading, 
Mansachusetia, January 6, 1815, 

A separation of the States will be an inevitable 
result. Motives, numerousand urgent, will demand 
that measure. As they originate in oppression, the 
oppressors must be responsible for the momentous 
and contingent events arising from the dissolation 
of the present Confederacy, and eroction of separate 
governments. It will be their work.’—Northern 
Grievances, P. 4, May, 1814. 

‘These are specimens: 

- “t Yes, sir, [consider this Administration as alien 
tous, 80 much so, that New England would be justi- 
fied in declaring them like all foreign nations, ene- 
mies in war, in peace fticnds. The States of New 
England can never be satellites in any system ; but, 
like the primary planets, they will revolve around 
the sun of Federalism, until the Almighty hand, 
which created them, ‘shall dash them from’ their 
orbits ‘forever.’ ”"—Cyrue King, of Massachusetts, in 
Congress, October 22,1814, 00 os | : R 

“*On or before the 4th of July next, if James 
Madison ïs not out. of office, a new form of gévern- 
nrent will bein operation in ‘the: eastern section of 
the Union. Instantly after, the contest in-many of 


‘been produced in that State, and that court: 


service of the United States, they were subject’ 


the States will be, whether io adhere to the old, or 
to join the new Government,’”—Iederal, Repub- 


lican, November 7, 1814. ; 
About that time, as I have stated before in 


‚the Senate, Plattsburg was invaded by a strong 
‘British army. ©- The General Government and 


the States made overy effort to meet and to 
repel that invasion, Troops were called out 
from Massachusetts. Governor Strong issued 
his proclamation forbidding them to march to 
Plattsburg, and they did not march to Platts- 
burg, but afterward thé State put in a claim 
for their services as militia, and received pay 
from the United States Treasury. Atthe same 
time forces were called out from Vermont, 
Governor Chittenden being the Governor, He 
issued a similar proclamation, but a good por- 


‘tion of the patriotic militia of Vermont dis- 


dained to obey his order, and went to Platts- 
burg and participated in the glorious victory 
of the 11th of September. What did Massa- 
chusetts do? She asserted a very right prin- 
ciple, but sought to give ita very great mis- 
application, as | believe. Let me read from 
the history of those times: 

“No judicial. proceedings or Federal interference 
took place against tho Governor of Vermont; the 

eneral, Davis, was enlarged on recognizance and 

ail to appear at Albany tor trial. Not long after, 
when the Legislature of Massachusetts, met, Mr, 
Otis, by another step toward the Hartford conven- 
tion, on the 14th January, 1814, laid on the table of 
the house of representatives at Boston, a resolution 
expressive of tho duty of Massachusetts to aid the 
Governor and people of Vermont, or any other State, 
to support their constitutional rights when in dan- 
ger of infringement from any quarter; and when 
requested by the Governor of Vermont or any other 
State, upon evidence of such infringement, to pro- 
vide-by Jaw for their effectualsupport.”—Jngersoll’ s 
History of the Late War, volume 2, p.27. 

The principle was right; the error consisted 
in its application to the case. Here the Gov- 
ernment of: the United States had made a 
requisition upon Vermont for. militia. ‘That 
militia had been: enrolled and organized, and 
was ordered to. march: and take. position with 
the Army of the United States. A part of 
that militia moved out of the State of Ver- 
mont to Plattsburg; a. part availed itself of 
the proclamation ot Governor Chittenden and 
refused to march. The resolution introduced 
by Mr. Otis in. the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts was sound in its terms, eminently so. It 
declared that when the constitutional rights 
of Vermont were invaded it was.the duty of 
Massachusetts and all other States to rally. to 
the support. of Vermont in sustaining her con- 
stitutional rights. ieee aa EE 

That State was:then wrong. -She was- not 


. only.wrong but she was felo de se, as will yet 


be proved in the future. fn this terrible 
war of ours, when the standard of rebellion 
was raised, when States like. Maryland. and 
Delaware and Kentucky stood upon their.con- 
stitutional: rights, it was. our duty. and our 
right to defend them, even: by force of arms, 
against the aggressions of the President. and 
the .Congress of .the United States. . It was 


:the-right and it, was. the duty of every State, 


of -every friend of reserved State rights, of 


every: friend: of constitutional liberty, of every 


friend of popular government-to: rally to the 
support of Delaware and Maryland and Ken- 


“tucky.and every. other State whose rights. were 


invaded and trampled upon by the. usurping 
United States Government. Sir, when Seymour 
was Governor of New York, he was at the head 
of au imperium in imperio: < He might--have 
called in the’aid of. hundreds of thousands of 
armed freemen to stand up for the mainte- 
nance of the rights of the:peaple of his State in 
their government. and in.their. persons against 
the aggressions of the United -States.. It was 
his duty and it ought to have-been:the last act 
of his life, if he perished in the act, to have 
stood in their defense. |. eae ns 
-These-are the doctrines of constitutional.gov- 
ernment and of. the liberty of mankind, and a 
constitutional Government and:popular liberty 
can never:exist. long-when-they are overthrown. 
Sir, the people of the-United:: States. ought.to 
risé:as-one nian and: rally: to .. their: Gonstiin- 
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tion andto its great principles. They ought to 
set to work to give it vigor and power and 
operation. - They oughtto make the President 
and the Congress of the United States and 
every officer observe and exccute if. 

And now, Mr. President, since it has been 
shown that the States of Massachusetts and 
Vermont schooled and indoctrinated the peo- 
ple of the southern States withthe heresy of 
secession, it ill becomes the Representatives 
in Congress from those States to pursue their 
misguided followers with the fierceness of the 
furies. . ets 

Mr. President, I will close with a word fur- 
ther. I bave cordially and with emphasis 
thanked the promptitade and ability with 
which my friend from Ohio [Mr.. Taurman] 
comes to the rescue of every. principle of the 
Constitution that a dominating majority seeks 
to overthrow. 1 wiil stand by his side while 
I can stand’on my feet. I care not who may 
invade the Constitution, from whence the 
attack may come, whether from the Legisla- 
tures of States, or the Congress, or the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as far as I have 
ability it shall be given to the defense of the 
Constitution and of every principle which it 
contains, Sir, I was born in a land of liberty. 
I havea constitutional guarantee to freedom 
of thought and freedom of speech. I have 
exercised these privileged rights through a 
long life; and now in the evening of my days, 
in the very sunset of life, I mean to go down to 
the grave in the assertion and in the exercise 
of these rights of freemen. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 suggest that by common 
consent we fix to morrow at four o'clock to 
take the vote on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. POME- 
roy in the chair.) The. Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts suggests that by unanimous consent 
the vote on this question be taken at four 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CONKLING. . I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that at least one Senator, 
who has stated two or three times that he would 
object to that arrangement, is now out of his 
seat; and if such. an arrangement is to be 
made, it had better be when the Senate is full. 

Mr. WILSON. I was not aware of the 
absence of the Senator referred to. I move 
now that the further consideration of the bill 
be postponed until to-morrow at one o'clock. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why postpone it? 

Mr. CARPENTER. 1 move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. —- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is moved 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, : 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I would 
be very glad if the Senate would sit this bill 
out to-night; but it seems there is no hope of 
doing that at all, as the Senator having the bill 
in charge himself moves to adjourn. I now 
move that we proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. HILL. I hope not. 

Mr. THURMAN. This motion will leave 
the bill as unfinished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, which 
is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After one bour and fifteen min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, © | 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn. to meet on 
Monday. next. i be 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and 
‘nays; and they. were ordered and taken. 


; Senate 


The call of the roll having concluded, 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I beg to ask the Chair 
whether a quorum has voted? 

The PR SIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY in the chair.) The Chair is informed 
that there.ig no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethat the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance 
of absent members. .. 3 ne 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The result 
must be announced officially before that motion 
can be entertained. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, 
11; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, 
Flanagan; Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Har- 
Jan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Seott, Spencer, and 
Wilson—24, 

NAYS— Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Cragin, Hill, 
Logan, Norwood, Robertson, Sawyer, Thurman, 
Trumbull, and Wright—il. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Howe, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 
Sprague. Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Tipton, Vickers, West, and Windom—38. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
not a quorum present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move ‘that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to request the attend- 
ance of the absent Senators, and upon that 
motion I wish to state—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IbelieveI have the floor, 
and I decline to yield. 

Mr. SAULSBURY rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . I beg pardon of my 
friend from Delaware if he rises to vote. 

Mr. THURMAN.. No; he did vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I announced my vote, 
but I did not hear my name called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Delaware is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. THURMAN. He did vote. 

Mr. CONKLING. Which way did he vote? 

Mr. THURMAN.. He voted “nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did vote “‘ nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor's vote will be recorded, making the result, 
yeas 24, nays 12, lacking one of a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iunderstand now, on my 
motion to request the attendance of absent 
‘Senators, that we lack one of a quorum, and 
it is known to every Senator, and to the Pre- 
siding Officer, that the honorable Senator 
from Maryland who is not now in bis seat, and 


nays 


i who sits, I believe, farthest from me, [Mr. 


Vicxers,] on the eall of the roll declined to 
answer his name as it was called and left the 
Chamber after attention had been called to it, 
thus breaking up a quorum of the Senate. 
How far be can justify that species of conduct 
to his constituents, of course it is not for me 
to say.” It was a right, no. doubt, that the law 
gave to him, after interposing a personal ob- 
jection to the consideration of this question and 
after his namehad been called and not answer- 
ing it, to leave the Chamber before his name 
could be called again, ..What the motive was, 
I of course have no right to say.: 1 only state 
the fact in orderthat the public record shall 


| show the manner in which some. Senators 


think it fit to conduct the business of the 


Mr. PATTERSON, (having entered the 
Chamber.) I wish to vote. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Isubmit can the Sen- 
ator’s vote be recorded now after what has 
occurred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. , No person 
can vote now on the motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Can the roll be called 
again? = : 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from. New. Hampshire cannot vote on this 
motion. ` The. rezult has been announced by 
the Chair. site é S 


| . The PRESIDING OFFCER. 


| adjourn over has always been considered as in 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Linsist on my motion.that 
the Sergeant-al-Arms be directed to request.the 
attendance of absent. members, an 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken on that 
motion, I ask that the roll be called that .we 
may see whether we have not a quorum now 
present. That willdispense with that motion, 

` Mr. ROBERTSON. I object to that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisin order 
to call the-rolt at any time to see if there is a 
quorum present, ~~ a PS 
~ Mr. THURMAN, © Ihave a word'to say on 
the motion made by the Senator from Vermont. 
The Senator from Maryland ‘was vot ‘in his 
Seat, it is said,-and’ did not vote. I believe 
that is true. When the absenteés were ealled 
he was ‘nét in his seat. Now, whether it was 
reprehensible in him not to vote, or to leave 
the Chamber, I say it was'no: more reprehen- 
sible in him to:teave the Chamber when- he 
did than it was for the thirty-six Senators in 
this body who were absent to leave the ‘Sen- 
ate when they did. That is the truth about it. 
They had no business to leave the Senate: with 
only thirty-six or thirty-seven members, a bare 
quorum in it; and I do not want them to come 
back here after having left the Senate in the 
condition they did, to censure, expressly or 
impliedly, others who left the Senate with just 
as much ground and just.as much excuse as 
they. te ae 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. Who are the others? 

Mr. THURMAN, Whe are they? Look 
atthe list and see; it has been called-over ; 
it appears there were only thirty-six Senators 
voting on the motion. A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Butit appears that one 
Senator left after his name had been called. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is very true; but 
I say be is no more to, blame than the thirty- 
six who left before there was any call at all, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Possibly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order to call the roll now to see ifa quorum 
be present... The Clerk will call the roll; as 
one Senator has requested it. ` a 

The roll was -called,.and thirty-six- Senators 
answered to their names. : 

Mr. CRAGIN. Is it in order to move that 
the Senate do now adjourn? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The result 
of the call will first be:announced. 

The Cuier Cuerx. Upon a call of the 
Senate, thirty-six Senators respond to their 


names. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. <I believe my motion was 


| that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to: re- 


quest the attendance of absent Senators. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . That is the 
motion pending, that.theSergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to request the attendance of absentees. 

Mr. Lewis entered the Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Lewis} will 
be entered, as this is merely a mode of ascer- 
taining whether there is a quorum present. 

Mr. Lewis answered to his name as present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is now 
ascertained that a quorum is present,.; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | Now L move that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it. adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. _ I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . A quorum 
being present, the Senator from Vermont moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. - 

. Mr. ROBERTSON. Can that. motion be 
considered on the same day it is made when 
an objection ig made? ; ar 
_A motion.to 


order whenever a Senator gats the floor to make 
it. That is the motion regularly before the 
Senate, having been pending for some. time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. object to its consid- 
eration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides it in-order to put the question... The 
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uestion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont, that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Motiday ‘next. ` 
i> Phe motion was agreed to. : : 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I move an execùtive 
session. : oe SaN 

<Mr; THURMAN. I move. that the Senate 
ađjourdi. Weiner oars 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion 
to adjourn takes precedence. > 
_» Mr. CAMERON. .. Task the Senator from 
Ohio. to give way fora moment till I ask the 


Senate to.fix next Tuesday after the morning | 


hour forthe.purpose of considering the French 
spoliation. bill... : 

Mr. THURMAN. I would give way for 
anything else but that, 7 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I hope the Senator from 
Ohio will: allow us to have.an- executive pes- 
sion... te Ss 

Mr. THURMAN. insist on my motion. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that the Senate adjourn. —. 

The motion: was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and twelve. minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. to 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuurspay, February 1, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. P. Newman, D. D., Chaplain of 
the Senata, 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN. 


_ The House resumed the consideration . of 
the report of the Committee of Ways ‘and 
Means, recommending the adoption of the 


following resolution: l 
_ Resolyed, That in tho opinion of thie Houge, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating tho loan 
authorizod by the act of July 14, 1976, has noither 
increxsed tho: honded debt nor incurred an expend- 
iture contrary to law. 

‘The pending. question was on the. motion of 
Mr. Dawns, to recommit the resolution to the 
committee. : 

The SPEAKER. Thegontleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Maywanp]} has the floor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, there-have 
heen some things brought into this discussion, 
which ‘may or may not be valuable; but which, 
it seems to me, are not germane to the ques 
tion ‘which is immediately béfore us. 

The honorable’ gentleman fron’ New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs,] my associdte on the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, dwelt with ‘a good 
deal of force, and certainly a good deal of 
plausibility, upon the inexpediency of refund- 
ing the debt at this tinie; his argument being 
that as’ the- national: credit gradually appre- 
cidtes we shall be able to do it on bettér terms 
at a future'time than now. The gentleman is 
aware, for: he was with me on the tame com- 
mittee in ‘the last Congress, that E always 
myself entertained’ doubts whether we were 
not prematare in our attempt to refund the debt 
by placing a néw loan upon the market at a 
lower rate of interest; and whether it would not 
be better to wait until our credit had become 
more thoroughly established. -1 yielded, how- 
every to the judgment of gentlemen who cer- 
tainly had a better opportunity to be informed 
than’ T had, and sustained the measure em- 
bodied in the act of July 14, 1870. It bap- 
pened, however, that the act was passed at a 
very inauspicious time—almost on the very 
day when the emperor of the French set out 
on bis ‘famous Germbuieampaign, from which, 
I believe, he has never returned: Of course 
‘the financial affairs: of Burope: were thrown 
into convulsion, affecting the finances: of the 
whole world, and. it wag certainly an unfavor- 
able ‘timé to attempt to placeaiéwiloan as 
large as that provided for in the of 1870. 

-If the. gentleman: ‘from New York (Mr. 
Brooks] will brig in’a bill to repeal “the-ast 


of 1870, and postpone the ‘further attempt to 
refund the public debt, I would certainly give 


it a serious consideration, even if it did not | 


command my vote. But that is not the ques- 
tion before'the House at this time. Congress 
thought proper to pass the act of July 14, 
1870, an to inaugurate'a system of refunding 
the debt. They provided for the issuance of 
$1,500,000,000 of new. bonds, bearing interest 
severally at five per cent., four and a half per 
cent., and four per‘cent.: ‘They left the law, 
which is brief in its terms, and in many of its 
provisions indefinite, very: largely to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the- Treasury to 
execute. 
arises upon the resolution offered by another 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,} on the 


first day.of the session, and submitted to the | 


Committee of Ways and Means. 

., The. report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means upon the resolution-will be sustained 
or not, as the House may decide whether the 
Secretary has or has not kept himself within 
the law in the effort be has made, and the 
success he has attained in attempting to exe- 
cute it. Among the provisions of the law was 
one that the bonded debt should not beiu- 
creased. Another onè was the appropriation 
of a sum equal to one half of one per cent. on 
the entire loan to cover the expenses of nego- 
tiating it. Besides, there was no: provision 
for allowing any agents abroad, other than the 
agents already recognized by the law. It is 
alleged here in debate that in these three 
particulars the Secretary has transcended his 
authority. And that is the question we have 
to cousider and decide, whether he has or has 
not done so. Has he increased the bonded 
debt? Has he incurved any expense beyond 
that appropriation? And bas he appointed 
agents abroad not authorized by law? 

As to increasing the amount of the bonded 
debt, it is substantially admitted that this has 
not been done in any such sense“as to expose 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the charge of 
having violated the law, He went: into the 
market and sold one bond, keeping the pro- 
ceeds to buy another. This mode would nat- 
urally and necessarily occur to every one eon- 
cerned in thé éxecution of the law; indeed, 
the only one, vinless it: was merely an exchange 
of one bond for another. Itis proper to re- 
murk that when the committee had: this reso- 
lution under consideration, the Secretary came 
‘before the committee, -along with the mover 
of the resolution. He-made such: statements 
ashe saw proper to make, and then he answered 
fully and frankly, transparently; and: without 
reserve, every question that: was put tohim by 
any member of the committee; every ques- 
tion—and there were many-that was pro- 
pounded by the mover of the resolution, And 
when this gentleman comes in here, as he did 
yesterday, and in his speech tells'us there are 
various other’ things that-he would like to 
know, various other points: on which hd seeks 
to be informed, I reply,“ Why did: you not 
propound those questions to the: Secretary 
when he was with you, and you had the oppor- 
tunity to do.so? If you wanted the Treasurer 
‘to give information, or the. Assistant: Secre- 
tary, why did you not so inform the commit- 
tee, and they would have arranged: to invite 
them to a conference: for such statements as 
you might desire to bring ont??? ~ terai 

It is too late for the gentleman after he has 
obtained such information as he desired, and 
has let the committee make its report’ on that 
information; to tell us that there are some other 
things that he does: nos know. and ‘that he 
would like to be informed about them, be- 
‘cause, perchance, if he had that information, 
he might: find matter on which’ to predicate a 
plausible charge against the Secretary. This 
is a practical admission that upon the inform: 
ation now-obiained -he has nothing. I trast 
the gentlemen ofthe House, T trust the peo- 
ple of the country will examine, and exainine 
with care, the statement made before the com- 


And the question. now before ‘us | 


‘mittee by the Secretary of the Treasury—a 
statement frank, candid, open, and sincere as 
the day itself; and which leaves nothing for 
surmise, nothing for innuendo, nothing for dark 


| suggestions. 


Statedin plain and intelligible language, what 
has the Secretary done? By negotiation under 
this law he has provided that on $200,000,000 ` 
of bonds we are paying five cent. interest, in- 
stead of six per -cent-rinterest, on the same 
amount of bonds as we were previously doing ; 


| thus saving 'to the Treasury annually $2,000,- 


000, or $20,000,000 for the ten years, that the 
first issue of bonds have to ‘run.’ That fact 
stands out beyond dispute or gaingaying. But 
it is said that he has increased the bonded 
debt; he has issued $200,000,000 of bonds, 
and he has taken up of an equal number as 
‘many as have been offered for redemption. Of 
course their return cannotbe compelled. The 
law contemplated’ no such thing. The law 
provided that'after the lapse of three months, 
‘upon notice being given, interest shall cease; 
and that'is all that either he or Congress or 
any other power, except the holders of the 
bonds, could do. If they choose to return 
their bonds and get the money, well; and if 
they choose to keep them until doomsday, 
they can doso. But the factremains that the 
Govetnment is prepared and has been pre- 
pared to redeem them whenever the holders 
see proper to presentthem. They can receive 
‘the amount with the interest accrued up to the 
time the interest was stopped. Such’ bonds 
pass from the regular bonded debt into the 
pornon of the public debt upon’ which'interest 
has ceased to acerne. > EA 
The main point of objection, however, is 
that in this negotiation the Secretary has in- 
curred a ‘greater expense, a larger outlay than 
he was authorized to'do by ‘law. The lan- 
guage of the law, and that is all that is said 
upon the subject, is that “a sum ‘not exceeding 
oné half of one per cent. of the bonds berein 
authorized is hereby appropriated to pay the 
expenses of preparing, issuing, advertising, 
and disposing of the same.” That is one way 
of stating what might as well have been stated 
in another way, “that there is hereby ajppro- 
priated $7,500,000 to meet the expenses of 
the loan.”’ The Secretary of the’ Treasury 
has determined, however, that that was an 
indication by Congress that a greater expense 
than the half of one per cent. should not be 
incurred for the purpose’ of negotiating the 
loan. -Now, what dées the Secretary siy upon 
that subject?, After some repliés to qüestions 
by the gentleman from Kentuéky [Mr, Brox] 
and the gentleinan from Indiana [Mr: Kerr] 
the chairman of the ‘committee asked this 
question : a Ee S tus 
“So: that the entire cost of the $200,000,000' doan 
will be exactly one half of one per cent? cres o 
“Mr. BourweLu, Just one half of one per cent.” 


That is the statement of the-Secretary of the 
Treasury, and he cannot afford, even if he were 


‘disposed, to: palter. with words in a double 


sense; he could not afford, his position would 
not allow him, to make a statement. of that 
character, “and. in reply to that categorical 
quéstion, unless the statement were. in fact 
true. 

At this point, however, let me briefly refer 
to what has been said with respect to the em- 
ployment of improper and unauthorized agents 
by the Secretary of the Treasury The debates 
upon the passage of the act of 1870 have been 
referred to, showing that, wedeclined to author- 
ize him toappoint any agentto negotiate the loan 


excepting such as he was then authorized by law 


to appoint. Now, has he done so? I deny it; 

deny that he has employed any agents, either 
for pay or without pay, excepting those ‘that 
previously existing laws authorizéd him to 


‘employ.’ In addition to- his. subordinates, 


strictly:so called—the officers of the: Treasury, 
the collectors, the assessors, aid other: ofi- 
cials—another:class of subordivatedis provided 
by the forty-fifth: section of the national bank- 
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ing act, which has been referred to, and which 
T again refer to: 

‘That all associations under this act, when desig- 
nated for that purpose by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall be depositories of publie money, | 
except receipts from customs, under such regula- 
tions us may be preseribed by the Secretary of the | 
Treasury ”— 

Now comes that portion of the section to 
which I wish particularly to call the attention 
of the House— i 
“and they may also be employed as financial agents 
of the Government.” Fee 

The argument here has proceeded on the 
hypothesis that these national banks were to 
be used only as depositories of publie money. 
But the statute goes further and provides that 
“they shall perform,” not that they may per- 
form, but— 

* They shall perform all such reasonable duties as 
depositories of public money and financial agents 
of the Government as may berequired of them; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall require of the 
associations thus designated satisfactory security, 
by the deposit of United States bonds and otherwise, | 
for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the 
public money deposited with them, and for the | 
faithful performance of their duties as financial | 
agents of the Government.” , 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his state- 
ment has repeatedly told us that the national 
banks were the financial agents, and the only 
financial agents, excepting bis subordinate offi- 
cials, that he did so employ. He says, ‘It 
was also agreed that the subscriptions should 
all be made through national banks.” I shall 
not follow what has been said about the so- 
called syndicate, which has nothing to do with 
the question now before us, one way or the 
other, unless, possibly, as a mere catch-word 
to amuse the House and to adorn the speeches 
of gentlemen. All the agents that have been 
employed, in addition to the officers of the | 
‘Treasury, are the national hanks. Then upon 
what terms has the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury employed them? He tells us they may be 
made, the law says, ‘‘ depositories of public 
money under such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury." 
* Prescribed’? is the word, from ‘‘prescribo,”’ 
to write out beforehand. Now, whet were 
those regulations that he “ preseribed?’’ Let 
me read ; 

“By a printed circular issued on the lOth of 
August, 187], it was announced that national 
banks’’— . j 

Any national bank, all national banks— 
“making or obtaining subscriptions, payablo in 
coin, would be designated by the Secretary of the 
‘treasury as depositories of public money, on the 
usual condition of placing in the hands of the | 
‘Treasurer of the United States bonds of the United | 
States for the security of such deposits; and that at 
the commencement of each month notice would be 
given of the redemption of an amount of bonds 
equal to the amount of subscriptions in eoin for 
the preceding month, interest to cease in ninety ; 
days from the date of such notice, 

“Tt was also stated in the circular that as the 
bonds called should mature the deposits would 
be drawn from the several banks proportionately.” 

Those were the “regulations,” the terms, 
the conditions ‘‘preseribed”’ by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to the national banks, and the 
inducement that was held out and the authority 
that was given them to exercise the oflice of | 
financial agents iu negotiating the loan. 
confess, sir, that I fail to see (though I have 
listened to the crilicisms of my associates on 
the committee in the committee-room and on 
the floor of the House, I fail to see) that in | 
anything that has been done by the Secre- 
tary there has been the slightest deviation or | 
departure from the law. : 

The banks were thus made financial agents. 
Whenever they either made a subscription 
themselves, or procured a subscription from 
anybody else, they were to certify the amount 
of it to the Treasury; they were to deposit an 
egual amount of securities, and thereby they | 
became at once public depositories to the ex- | 
tent of the subscriptions, and financial agents 
under the law. Any bank might do this. The 
chance was held out to the whole seventeen or 
eighteen hundred banks in the country te do it 
if they would. : 
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Il the power intrusted to him, 


more than five years, because we had reserved 
that privilege in the original statute under 
which they were issued. Bat would that have 
been good faith to the holders? Congress, 
when it passed the law of July 14, 1870, 
thought not. It was thought that three months’ 
time, in which to turn the bonds in, was as 
little as good faith to the holders would allow 
us to give, 

It so happened that the first loan, the loan 
of 1862, was taken largely and mainly by the 
people of Germany through their bankers; 
and the non-elastiec German mind was some- 
time in coming to the conclusion that the 
bonds of another issue and a subsequent date 
were quite as good as those first bonds in 
which they had invested and upon which they 
had drawn their interest with such regularity. 
The consequence was that until the passage 


of the act of 1870 these bonds of 1862 ruled | 


somewhere from one and a half to two per 
cent. higher in the markets of the world than 
did the bonds of subsequent issues. These 
bonds, as I have said, were abroad, and they 
were held with the peculiar regard which I 
have indicated. Therefore Congress thought, 
and in my opinion wisely, that at least three 
months’ notice should be given to these par- 
ties, so that they might bring the bonds for 


redemption before interest on them should ; 


cease. 

What was to be done in the intermediate 
time; the time between the negotiation of the 
new bonds and the period when the old bonds 
were to be called in? What should the Secre- 
tary do in those three months? Should he 


take the money for which he sold the new} 
'| bonds and put it into the Treasury, lock it up 


there and kept it withdrawn from the com- 


merce and trade of the country, or leave it | 


with the public depositories where it would still 
pass through the channels of commerce and 
trade and not disturb values or derange the 
business.of the world? Why, sir, we recollect 
that scarcely two years ago we were on the 
eve of a financial panic, because bya ‘‘ corner’ 
upon greenbacks in the city of New York, 
somewhere between ten and fifteen millions 


It had been withdrawn from the current of busi- 


ness and locked up in the banks. The Sec- 
retary thought proper to leave this money 


during those three months with the national | 


depositories, secured by United States bonds, 


iÍ so that there could be no ultimate loss to the 


Government, even if the banks proved un- 
faithful to their trust and failed to make good 
the deposit. This, I say, he had a right to 
do under the law which I have just read, pro- 
viding that the national banks should be made 
depositories of the public money under such 
regulations as the Secretary chose to prescribe. 

But gentlemen say, ‘Ifthe Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe that money shall lay 
in a public depository for ninety days, he may 
prescribe that it shall remain there nine years 
or ninety years.’ Why, sir, when that case 
arises, we will inquire 


whether he has abused | e law | T 
whether he has |i retary could not receive less than their par 


f 


| 
! 
| 
f 
1 
i 


| 


j any facts for a basis. 
| derstood, was received for the negotiated 


; losing one. 


. 


been guilty of maladministration or not. The 
fact that a power may be abused is no argu- 
ment anywhere at any time against the exist- 
ence of the power or against its rightful, just, 
and fair exercise. 5 

But we are told—and that after all is the 
great point that has been presented, the point 
at which more than anywhere else it is in- 
tended to make headway against the Secre- 
tary—we are told that the bankers thus made 
public depositaries have made a large sum of 
money; that it has been a grand financial 
operation. So far as I am personally çon- 
cerned, I should be very glad to believe that 
they have. It would gratify me to know they 
had been able to place this loan on the market 


i| of the world at an advance of even five per 


cent. premium. The effect would be great in 
elevating our credit, and it would help us 
amazingly in placing the remainder of the 
loan. But it will be, I apprehend, a long 
time before any intelligent man will be made 
to believe anything of the sort. 

_ This argument has proceeded on the assump- 
tion, rather implied than expressed, that these 
bankers have somehow been drawing the two 
interests, or, at least, one of them. Such is 
not the fact. The bankers were the agents of 
the Government in negotiating the loan to such 
parties as were willing totakeit. The interest 
of the new five per cents went to those who 
subscribed for the new bonds, and the interest, 
of the old six percents went to those whoheld 
the bonds, and presented them. for payment. 
No part of the interest went into the hands of 
the bankers who acted as agents. The only 
advantage they did derive, or could derive, 
was that the money which was received by 
them for the bonds they negotiated was in 
their hands for a period of ninety days in 
its transmission from the money capitals of 
Europe, where it was principally received, to 
the Treasury at Washington. 

We have had figures presented here, an 
array of them, counting interest in large sums. 
I need not say they are wholly unjustified by 
This money, be it un- 


bonds ; was received in Europe where money 
is never, I may say exceptin exceptional cases, 
worth more than four per cent., and rarely 
worth more than three per cent.;so if the 
banks had the money for use during the whole 
three months, it would nat yield more than 
from three fourths to one per cent. 

Then let it be borne in wind that the money 


į was to be remitted, transferred, by some pro- 


cess during the ninety days to the Treasury in 
Washington, or to some of the sub-Treasuries, 


| to meet the bonds then falling due. 


In this connection there has been some criti- 
cism, especially in the newspapers, upon the 
clerks of the Treasury Department who have 
been sent abroad, and, as has been intimated, 
have indulged in a great deal of private enjoy- 
ment at the public expense. I need not com- 
mend it as a piece of practical wisdom in the 
Secretary of the Treasury that he sent abroad 
his trusty and confidential clerks to transact 
this business. Had this been done at the ex- 
pense of the Government nothing short of 
hypereriticism would have complained. But 
the fact is they went abroad at the expense of 
these bankers, who are commented on with 
such severity, and were kept there at their 
expense, and at their expense were returned 
to their desks. Whatever advantage or per- 
sonal enjoyment it may be supposed these 
clerks enjoyed by reason of their mission, it 


was enjoyed at the expense of these envied 
| and much-censured bankers, 


From what I have said, it will be clearly 


i seen that the bonds must have. been nego- 


tiated within one per cent of their par value, 
coin in hand, or else the operation would be a 
This can be demonstrated beyond 
all cavil or doubt. - So far as the Government 
was concerned, the law fixed that. The Sec- 
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value in coin, or an equal amount of six per 
cent bonds, par for par, of the issue known as 
five-twenties. 

Something has been said about other secur- 
ities held abroad, securities of railroads and 
securities of State governments. I ask gen- 
tlemen, and I ask them with the utmost con- 
fidence, to point to any five per cent. loan on 
the face of the globe of railroad or State gov- 
ernment that during the last year, or during 
the last two years, has been sold anywhere at 
par for coin. I speak not of those negotiations 
that have been made for mere speculation, nor 
of bonds sold payable in raifroad iron at an 
advance of from fifteen to thirty-three and 
a half per cent. on its cash value. But 
where securities have been sold for coin paid 
in hand I defy gentlemen to point to a single 
instance in which a five per cent. bond has 
been sold as these were sold for par in coin 
in any of the markets of Europe or of this 
country. 

Now what follows? This: that the Govorn- 
ment is a gainer by this operation at the rate 
of $2,000,000 a year; that the commerce of 
the country has not been deranged by gather- 
ing in millions of coin and holding it, waiting 
for bonds to be presented for payment. ‘he 
business of the country has gone on without 
disturbance or derangement. The Govern- 
ment in making the negotiation has paid out 
only half of one per cent., a financial measure 
that I venture to say cannot be surpassed, cau- 
not be paralleled, in any of the financial oper- 
ations of this Government since it was a Gov- 
ernment. The Secretary may well appeal to 
the severest and most critical judgment of his 
fellow-men, for not only the fidelity to law, 
but for the exceeding skill with which this 
negotiation has been conducted, and the results 
which have followed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I fear [ am making too 
serious a matter of this subject. T felt on 
yesterday, in listening to the argument of the 
gentleman who introduced the original resolu- 
tion, that we had been led off into a very grave 
inquiry rather for his amusement, and to grat- 
ify his appetite for merriment, than for any 
good that was to result, or that has resulted 
to the country or to his own party. 1 recollect 
a well-known character in our southern liter- 
ature, Rancey Snille by name, who had a 
great faculty for going to masters, elections, 
and other public gatherings, and getting up 
a general fight, and then standing off and 
enjoying it. How many limes has the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] 
who seems to have a good deal of the same 
sort of talent, worried the House into a perfect 
tumult and tempest, and when everybody wag 
excited to the highest pitch, turned round and 
made fun of us all to his great amusement and 
evident, satisfaction? I thought he rather 
exceeded himself yesterday in this particnlar. 
For after he had induced his associates from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] and Kentucky pi 
Breck] to work themselves up into a high 
state—I had almost said of indignation, cer- 
tainly into a great array of figures, figures of 
rhetoric and logic, ag well as of arithmetic— 
he comes forward and turns it allinto ridicule, 
and makes merry over the whole business. He 
discusses what he calls the “ scindicate,’’ and 
the. * Giaseuticus,’’ and the “heathen Chi- 
nee,” and the “chameleon,” and I know not 
what other agreeable financial topics, greatly 
to his own enjoyment, if not to the amusement 
of the House. I was reminded of John Gil- 
pin, ‘of crèdit and renown :” 

“John Gilpin had a pleasant wit, 
And loved a timely joke.” 

Although the disinclination to be interrupted 
and questioned seemed rather to savor of a 
wit prepense, and of jokes aforéthought, still 
a wit was very good and the jokes'were very 
‘anny. fe 7 : 

I do not propose, sir, to be led off very far 
into grave disquisition, into a fight over a sub- 
ject like this tor the amusement of anybody, 


We are called-upon to discuss, not puns, not 

uips, not quibbles, but a grave and important 
fnancial operation, one that affects the credit 
and the well-being of our conntry, and espe- 
cially the interests of the tax-payers. We are 
called upon to examine a transaction which 
every man who loves his country, and is proud 
of her good name, and rejoices in her credit, 
will delight to approve and see carried to con- 
summation with sich eminent and marked 
success, 

Why, sir, we were told again and again that 
our bonds provided for by the act of 1870 
could never be negotiated, that our loan could 
not be placed. We were laughed at, ridiculed, 
derided; just asin the beginning of the war 
we used to be ridiculed and laughed at and 
derided in the same quarter for our efforts to 
suppress the rebellion and to maintain the 
integrity of our Government; just as we used 
to be laughed at in the beginning by reason 
of our financial measures for prosecuting the 
war, derided as unworthy of the nation, as 
measures that would not succeed, as measures 
that would reflect only discredit and dishonor 
and bring ridicule upon the country. Yet we 
tried them, and they did succeed. 

We preserved the integrity of our nation, 
we appealed to our own citizens and to nobody 
else to loan their money to carry on the war. 
We issued our paper with the stamp of the 
United States and the authority of the United 
States upon it, and put it forth to the country 
as money und as legal tender for the payment 
of debts. The people of the country took it 
and used it, and it stands to-day confessed by 
everybody the best currency that the people of 
America have ever had. So in this last attempt 
to reduco our bonded debt to a lower rate of 
interest, we have already reduced the interest 
on $200,000,000 at a less cost to the people 
and tho tax-payers than such a loan was ever 
negotiated at before. Let me read a few words 
from the Sceretary of the Treasury on this 
point. But first let me remark that the Sec- 
retary, in presenting his official action for our 
consideration, with the utmost frankness, with 
undisguised candor, told us that he wished 
our opinion upon his conduct. If we thought 
he had transcended the authority given him 
by the law, he wished to stop then and there, 
and if we are prepared to allow the funding to 
go on the Jaws should be amended so as to 
give him such powers as he thought that he 
needed, and we thought that under the present 
Jaw he did not have. Then I quote from. his 
testimony: 

“Mr. Cox. Then you do not want any further 
logisintion ? 

~“ Mr. Bourwrny. I do not ask for any further 
legislation if the committee and Congress think I 
am proceeding properly now. You cannot possibly 
negotiate the loan at a less rate than one per cent. 
on the five per cent. bonds: one and one half per 
cent. on the four and a half per cents; and two per 
cent, on the four per cents, unless the business 
trough the banks is continued in tho way, pointed 
out 

And, gentlemen, in face of that statement, 
you have to do one of two things—either 
brand the Secretary as guilty of knowing and 
intentional falsehood, or else declare that he 
has acted wisely; that he has conducted a 
negotiation which has saved the Government 
at least $500,000 in expense, compared with 
whatit would have been if conducted by other 
agencies and upon a different basis. 

_ It is sometimes supposed, and the argument 
is made, that the national banks were devised 
as a war measure, and to last only during the 
war. Such was not the purpose or the opinion 
of those who passed the law establishing them. 
They were to be a great financial system which, 
among other things, should nationalize our 
currency. They contemplated making these 
banks agents which could be used with their 
consent or without their consent, at the peril 
of losing their charters, to carry on such trans- 
actions as the Government might have occasion 
to intrust to agents.. Hence Congress forbore 
to provide in the act of July 14, 1870, for the 


employment of- the great bankers of Frank- 
fort, Amsterdam, Paris, and London as tha 
agents to negotiate this loan. No doubt those 
gentlemen would have been very glad to be 
intrusted with this responsibility. No doubt 
they would have cheerfully undertaken the 
work of placing this loan upon the European 
market at the rates indicated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. No doubt they would have 
undertaken, as a certain foreign banking-house 
did undertake for many years, to be our finan- 
cial agents abroad; but Congress decided that 
they would useno such agency, that they would 
not go beyond the Treasury and its officials, 
and the national banks. The result shows that 
thereby they have already saved to the coun- 
try fully half a million dollars, The homely 
principle of letting well enough alone forbids 
us to interfere, except by way of approval. 
So thought the Committce of Ways and Means, 
and such is their report. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is not my 
purpose to examine the provisions of the law 
which regulates the negotiation of our loans, 
and still further is it from my. purpose to vin- 
dicate the integrity or the legality or propriety 
of the action of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
His integrity indeed has not been assailed. I 
believe that all the gentlemen who have spoken 
upon the pending question admit it, and admit 
it specifically in their examination of this ques- 
tion. I want to bring rapidly to the attention 
of the House and the country some of the 
results of the operations of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Jt was deemed to be desirable 
by Congress, and still more so by the country, 
that the. rate of interest, six per cent. in gold, 
upon our bonded debt should be reduced, and 
a law was passed whereby it was hoped that 
this good result might be produced. ‘The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was authorized by law 
to issue three classes of bonds, one bearing 
five, one four and a half, and one four per 
cent. In pursuance of that law bonds were 
prepared and put upon the market, and slowly, 
day by day, week by week, month by month, 
subscriptions were made to the highest class 
of bonds, amounting in all to about sixty-five 
million dollars, when the market for them 
seemed to have closed absolutely. There 
was a complete cessation of subscriptions. 
There was an_end of the negotiation. This 
was natural. You could not expect the con- 
stituents of the gentlemen from New York 
who discussed this bill yesterday—I mean all 
the city members who spoke upon it—to come 
forward and voluntarily agree, from motives 
of patriotism, to accept five per cent. instead 
of six per cent., which they were then receiving 
upon the many tens of millions they hold in 
Government bonds. It was perhaps too much 
to expect from the patiotism of any man, and 
certainly from any set of men whose business 
is dealing in stocks and bonds and making 
corners in gold. Certain it is they did not do 
it, Meanwhile, an offer came to the Secretary 
of the Treasury from the syndicate to take the 
whole of the five per cent. bonds then upon 
the market, to wit, $135,000,000. The Secre- 
tary, however, didnotaccept it withouta qual- 
ification. He determined to test the question 
whether the change so desirable for the Gov- 
ernment was not also a fair one for the Amer- 
ican bondholders. He therefore gave to the 
syndicate all the remainder of the $200,000,000 
that had been offered save $59,000,000, the 
right to take which he reserved to the national 
banks of the country. Now, did these banks 
let the syndicate take the whole $200,600,0007 
Did they find the bargain an oppressive one? 
No, sit; they had not voluntarily come for- 
ward to make the exchange, but when they 
found that if they did not take the five per 
cents others would, they promptly stepped in 
and accepted the option, availed themselves 
of it, and took thé $50,000,000 of bonds 
open to them. This done, the remainder, 
$85,000,000, were sold to the syndieate. 

An attempt has been made to prove that 
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those who took them made more than the re- 


maining part of the one half of one per cent 
which the law authorized to be expended in pla 
ingtheloan. Ihave, however, heard no attempt, 


| 


i 


recognize as personal friends, the bonds could 
not be sold. Accordingly, aman whose name 


; appears in connection with the syndicate, Mr. 
: Jay Cooke, 


was employed as principal agent, 


certainly no successful attempt, to show that || with ample power to engage others, and I 


the Government lost anything by the transac- 
tion, whatever the purchasers may have made. 
What was it to do with the money it received 
fur bonds? Iad they been sold for gold it 
must have kept it dead in the ‘Treasury, to the 
embarrassment of the commerce of the coun- 
try, until notice should be given to holders to 
bring in certain bonds for redemption, and that 
if they were not broughtin by a given date inter- 
est onthem would cease; andit would have lain 
dead in the Treasury, or as, so far asthe Govern- 


ment was concerned, it did in the vaults of the | 
Oh, yes, 


depositories to which it was confided, 
gentlemen say, but the law prohibited the Sec- 


cretary of the Treasury from increasing the | 


public debt by issuing a new bond before an 
old one of like amount had been canceled. 


How could he issue one bond for money with | 
which to redeem another, by the voluntary | 


tender of the owner, or by the calling in of 
the bond, without for the time being increas- 
ing the debt? The two must coexist for some 
time, and during this term the bonded debt 
was increased. 

There is said to be a science of ‘ how not 
to do it,” and our friends on the other side, 


in the course of their discussion, have shown | 
that their system is founded on that science; : 


that they wished it to be Jawful to refund the 
debt at a lower rate of interest, but that they 


deemed it improper that it should be done. | 
They want a prohibitory law. which shall be so | 
framed that anybody may sell and everybody | 


may drink a3 much as they please. I have 
heard the desires for such laws, and the argu- 
ments of the gentlemen trom New York pre- 
sent such a case. 


Now, let us see what experience applicable : 
The gentleman from | 


to this matter teaches. 
New York [Mr. Cox] says that the Secretary 
of the Treasury made a contract with the syn- 
dicate, made a contract with people that he 
did not know. Why, sir, if this was improper, 
let us put a proviso in the funding bill providing 
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have seen the written contract or letter of | 


instruction sent by the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, Hon. Salmon P. Chase, stating 
that not over ten thousand dollars could be 
expended in advertising the loan; and I have 
also seen a copy of the reply to it, which was 
that over three hundred thousand dollars had 
already been expended in advertising and pop- 
ularizing the new loan. That agency, sir, did 


float the loan, did popularize it, did lead our | 


capitalists to embark their thousands and their 
hundreds of thousands, and our corporations 
to invest their hundreds of thousands and their 
millions of dollars in the six per cent. bonds. 
It also inducod the capital of Germany to flow 
in upon us and invigorate the country’s credit 
and the industrial pursuits of the people. It 


made the Administration strong, and gave the | 


nerve which adequate appointments always 
give to the commander of an army charged 


| with great business on the bloody field of 


|, battle. 


i 
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that the Secretary of the Treasury and his | 
agents shall not sell a bond to anybody that shall : 


not have been personally introduced to him 
with a certificate of good character. During 
the war were the bonds sold only to the inti- 


mate personal acquaintances of the Secretary | 


of the Treasury? Was ever so preposterous a 
suggestion offered as that a great Government, 
wanting to reduce the interest on its loans, 
should deal only with the personal acquaint- 


ance of the members of the Administration? | 


Yet, if the argument of the gentieman is good 
for anything, 1t is good for all of that. 

When we were forced to issue bonds—and I 
had the houorof being here tben with the gen- 
tleman from New York, [ Mr. Cox]—when our 
bonds were first required by the exigencies of 
the rebellion, with which the Republican party 
did not sympathize, and in the suppression of 
which it had to suppress not only the armed 
rebellion but the Democratic party, and bring 


it to its winding-sheet and cooling-board, the | 


absurdity of such a suggestion would have i 


provoked universal ridicuie. 
floated ? 
institutions of the country, were made agents 
for their sale. Did they go? No; men who 


held the floating debt of the Government ;i 
would take bonds in payment, because they | 


were assured of their interest, and had a coi- 
lateral which even in those doubtful day 
would enable them in some cities to borrow 
money. But the banks did not sueceed in sell- 
ing any considerable amount. As agencies, 
they could not provide for the daily exigencies 
of the Government. 

It wag found that without machinery, with- 
out active, trusted, and eflicient agents, with- 
out confiding the business to meu whom the 

- Secretary of the Treasury might possibly not 


How were they `: 
The national banks, or the banking © 


or two of the gentleman’s speech. 


Í before I close. 


That chapter of experience, together with 
the fact that the new five per cents had ceased 
to find a market until it was discovered the 
Secretary had a bidder for all he would sell, 
and that our own people then rushed forward 
in hot and indiscriminate haste to get as many 
as théy could, proves the wisdom of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in dealing with the syn- 
dicate, and the necessity of leaving him a 
reasonable range of discretion—a wider one, I 
would say, than is provided in the existing law 
for the management of the balance of our debt. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me ask my Demo- 
cratic friends, and especially the Representa- 
tives from the city of New York, what their 
criticism upon the management of the Treasury 
would have been had the Secretary refused 
to treat with the syndicate, and continued to 
pay six per cent. on $185,000,000 of bonds 
with an offer before him to take the whole 
amount at five per cent.? What answer would 
it have been to their criticisms for the Secre- 
tary to have said, ‘‘I found among lawyers a 
question on which there was a divergence of 
opinion on an immaterial point of the law; 


and I felt it better to pay six per cent. on j 


$135,000, 000 than to reduce the interest thereon 
to five per cent. till Congress should construe 
that immaterial provision of the law??? Sir, 
they would have made the country ring with 
the story that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
rather than reduce the interest of the bonds in 
the hands of his pets, had, on a mere flimsy, 
idle pretext goneon paying them six per cent., 
while the most eminent bankers of Europe 
were clamoring for the bouds at five per cent. 
That would have been their just criticism 


to-day ; and it would have been a telling one. | 


But even among their own people they cannot 
ind law or shadow of law sufficient to justify 
uch criticisms, such animadversions, as they 
ave made in this Hall. 

I am a little amused at the source from 
which this demand for the investigation of this 


transaction came, and at the wonderful expres- | 


ion of purity that fell yesterday from the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] the author 
of the resolution. I have marked a passage 
1 do not 
ee him in his seat; [ hope be will come in 
How his soul recoils from 
favoritism and extravagance! He tells us in 
that beautiful manner in which he so fre- 
quently imparts wisdom to us that— 


world for our credit, when he reads the history of 
our fiseal administration. With an estimated wealth 
of thirty-five thousand millions, an unequaled pre- 
cious public domain, and resources of industry and 
immigration beyond the extravagance of speech, the 
management of dur public fands has been marked 
only by blunders,” 
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In this I think the gentleman mistakes. 
His terms are too moderate. I think I shall 


; show you that some of the management of our 


public fands has been marked not. only by 
blunders that were crimes, but by crimes that 
were blunders; and I think I shall show you 
that until within six months his immediate 
political associates have been guilty of both 
the blunders and crimes. He then says: 


“Three of these I enumerate: first, increased 
taxation continued without reason, to the absorp- 
tion of both energy and resources,” 


Did William M. Tweed and Hon. Mike 


| Norton do anything which increased taxation 


without reason and absorbed both energy and 
resources? I need not halt to answer that 
question; the country will answer it. The 
gentleman continued: 

“Second, inequality in the distribution of the for- 
tunes of the people, not only by unjust taxation, but 
by the special enrichment of favorites with largesses, 
as in the case of the syndicate.” 

Listen to the virtuous indignation of the 
gentleman! Sir, I once read an account of a 
wedding in New York which gaye me the im- 
pression that the gentleman’s associates there, 


|| if they did not know the bad effect of largesses 


upon the country’s credit, did know their 
happy influence on the fortunes of the gener- 
ous giver. In the account of that wedding I 
read of diamonds, emeralds, rubies, and every 
other species of precious brilliants ; of sets of 
silver and sets of gold; of laces and silks of 
untold fineness; and, as with dimmed eye I 
came to the broader black letter at the bot- 
tom, I read the infamous intimation that these 
things were sent to the happy young couple by 
people to whom the head of a gang of thieves 


| had from time to time distributed a portion of 
| the swag they had stolen, and that they were 


only returning a small per cent. of the largesses 


ii which Tammany so freely distributed to the 


detriment of the credit of the American peo- 
ple as well as of the American nation, I 
agree to the abstract propositions of the gen- 
tlemen, but I should have been more pleased 
to hear them from one who had not presided 
at the convention. which had nominated Hon. 
Mike Norton, William M. Tweed’s lieutenant 
general, for the senate of New York. 

Mr. COX. Will the honorable gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. I thank the gentleman for a 
courtesy which { did not extend to him yes- 
terday. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iputa coal of fire on your 
head. . 

Mr. COX. All the gentleman says about 
New York politics I do not intend to answer, 


i because I am not responsible for them in 


any sense. The only time I presided at a 
meeting in New York to which the gentleman 
refers was a judicial convention; and I went 
there for the purpose of nominating three 
judges from my own immediate ward, one of 
whom, Judge Daly, was nominated by the 
gentleman's own party ; and in that conven- 
tion I made the statement that unless our 
party purified itself it would be unworthy of 
public confidence. When afterward I made 
a speech in New York, the only other speech 
I made, when Mr. Norton was the candidate 
for senator in my district—TI have that speech 
in my desk—I made this remark, and it will 


jestify me before honest people, and with the 


| gentleman, who is one: [said I could not stand 


before that people without condemuing the 
mode by which Mr. Sands had placed the 
bonds of New York upon the market, by 
which he made $75,000; that I must condemn 
and denounce it because I expected to go 


“Phe historian, in comparing the skiliful manage- i! to Washington as, their Representative and 


ment of the funds of other nations with our own, | 
will only cease to wonder at the contempt of the | 


denounce the syndicate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is San 
or Democrat? 

Mr. COX. He was a Republican, but ap- 
pointed by Democrats. No matter for that; I 
hope the bad conduct; the corruption, if you 
please, of the men who managed the city of 


ds a Republican 


172 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 1, 


New York to the humiliation of our party, 
shall not have justification in the House of 
Representatives on an occasion like this. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am very glad I alluded to 
the subject, and I cheerfully yielded to the 
gentleman from New York, but feel compelled 
to:ask him another question, because I have 
been impressed by finding it very frequently 
stated in the publie prints, that the gentleman 
not only presided at the convention which nom- 
inated Mr. Norton, but spoke for him in the 
canvass, and was known as the friend of Mr. 
‘Tweed in his canvass. 

Mr.COX. Idid not preside at the counven- 
tion which nominated Mr. Norton. I was in 
California atthe time. Idid not speak for 
Mr. Tweed at any time. The only speech I 
made was the one I have referred to, in which 
I told the people they must reform the city 
government. 

Mr. KELLEY. Was that ata meeting to 
ratify the convention of Mike Norton, as he is 
called? 

Mr. COX. That was at a meeting where I 
addressed my own friends in behalf of the puri- 
fication of my own party. And I demand of 
gentlemen on the other side to do for their 
party what I have endeavored to do for mine. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am glad that the gen- 
tleman is fairly before the country, and that 
he admits that he did go to a meeting to ratify 
the nomination of Mike Norton, and pleaded 
with his people to send that emincut reformer 
and distinguished foe to largesses to the Senate 
in order that he might reform the city and 
State of New York. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Michael Nor- 
ton, whoever he may be, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania does not know hin—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Not personally, but only 
so far ag L have heard him spoken of, 

Mr. COX, As to Mr. Michael Norton, go 
far asl know hisreeord, he presented the only 
bill for a reform charter for New York in the 
senate, which was carried against him by the 
Republicans who were purchased up in the | 
senate, and bought, too, with money, 

Mr, KISLLEY. I resume the floor, 

Mr. COX, J think it is time. 

Mr, KELLEY. 1 take another point, I 
will not pause to ask the gentleman who bonght 
the Republicans, but L will assure the country 
that they were bought with a small largess from 
the moneys stolen by Tweed, Norton & Co, 

Mr. HUDRIDGH. They were cheap men. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no; that is not neces- 
sarily thecase, ‘The man thatsteals $20,000,000 
by a grab ov two can afford to buy a pretty 
high-priced man, as politicians go. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman said it 
was a cheap purchase. 

Mr. KELLEY, I have not yiclded to the 
sentloman from Wisconsin, [Mr. ELDRIDGE. ] 

ow, what reason didthe gentleman givo for 
condemning, not Tweed, vot Norton, not the 
ring, not Tammany, but Mahlon H. Sands? 
The gentleman said, ‘ But Ihave to do this;” 
and I can imagine the earnest manner with 
which he waved his extended forefinger as he 
said, ‘I have to denounce Mahlon H. Sands; 
1 do not like to do it; I hope he won’t be 
punished, but how can I attack the syndicate, 
if I have not thrown some mud at Sands?” 

Mr. ELY. [et me correct the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to yield for any 
further interraption. 

Mr. COX. ‘Lhe gentleman has got hold of 
the wrong man. 

i Mr, KELLEY. Now, I follow it up by ask- 

ing this: has Mahlon H, Sauds refunded the 

$75,000 which the gentleman has spoken of? 

Has Tammany prosecuted him for it? Is the 

Government making any effort to force him to 

disgorge his plunder? But 1 correct myself; 

Tshould have said ‘‘ Nathaniel? Sands instead | 
of ‘Mahlon H.” ve 

Mr. COX. Why did you not -say that 


before? won 
Mr, KELLEY. - [beg the pardon‘of Mahlon | 


H. Sands, and hope the reporters will substi- 
tute the name of Nathaniel wherever I have 
used the other name. God forbid I should do 
an honest man, as I believe Mr. Mahlon H. 
Sands to be, the injustice of mixing him up in 
the company of such men as I am now dis- 
cussing. My question is, what has been done 
to Nathaniel Sands? 

Does not all Europe know, and when you go 
there to sell bonds are you not reminded of 
the fact, that certain men stole a railroad from 
the Erie Company, and that with that larceny 
and those perpetrated in the city of New York 
by Tweed, Norton, and their associates, they 
proposed to capture the country, and to steal 
its credit and its resources? Foreign bankers 
also know, sir, the personal purity of my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Cox,] and I do not 
mean to assail or as much as intimate an 
assault upon him. He is, in his personal 
character, as pure as any man I have met in 
my eleven years of congressional life. But he 
is a partisan, a devoted friend, and a grateful 
man. And they know that he, with all his 
purity of character, was not with the commit- 
tee of fifty, was not with the committee of 
seventy, was not in the reform meetings of 
citizens, but that he was ‘at the meeting which 
ratified the nomination of Mike Norton, plead- 
ing with those who loved him to send Norton 
back to purify the senate of New York, and 
reform Erie frauds and the municipal affairs 
of the metropolis of the country, 

Sir, there is no act on the part of the pres- 
ent President of the United States or any of 
his Cabinet ministers; no, sir, nor do all 
the defalcations that have taken place under 
him, or that have been alleged to have taken 
place, so affected the credit of corporations, 
municipal and others, of States, and of the 
United States, as the acts of the gentleman’s 
associates, for whose reélection he pleaded, and 
of whose cause he stood, I was going to say, 
almost single-handed and alone, the cham- 
pion, among the distinguished and respected 
citizens of New York. And that fresh from 
‘Tammany, fresh from the rostrum where he 
advocated the renomination of Mike Norton, 
he should come here to tell the country that 
its honor or its integrity or its public faith had 
been assailed by reducing the interest on 
$200,000,000 of its debt from six per cent. to 
five per cent. seemed to me to be the supreme 
joke of his life; so funny, so characteristic, 
so deserving of world-wide enjoyment, that 
I felt constrained to take this opportunity of 
bringing the few facts to which I have referred 
into pretty close juxtaposition in the columns 
of the Globe. 

Mr, DAWES. I now propose to call the 
previous question, but before doing so I with- 
draw the motion to recommit and then call the 
previous question. 

Mr. KERR. Thope the gentleman will now 
allow us to offer as an amendment the resola- 
tion which I had read yesterday. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The previous question is in 
the custody of the majority of the House, and 
I feel it necessary to insist upon it. j 

Mr. KERR. All we desire is that the reso- 
lution shall be before the House to be voted 
upon. 

Mr. DAWES, I understand my friend’s 
resolution to be equivalent to a negative of 
mine, and voting for or against the resolution 
which I have offered will be equivalent to 
voting for or against his. 

Mr. KERR. No sir; our resolution is not 
a mere negative of the resolution of the ma- 
jority of the committee; it is qualified. I 
think we are entitled to have a vote upon it, 
and I hope the gentleman will not refuse to let 
it be offered as a substitute for the resolution 
of the majority. 

Mr. DAWES. J call the previous question. 

Mr. COX. Frise to a point of order. I 
do it with some reluctance. I know that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawss,} 
according to the Globe, made his motion to 


recommit so as to cut off all amendments, 
which I understand is the ruling of the Chair; 
but Í state to the House and to the Speaker, 
upon my honor asa member of this House, 
that I offered my amendment as a substitute 
for the resolution of the majority of the 
committee before the motion to recommit was 


made. 

The SPEAKER. That could not have been 
done—the gentleman must be mistaken—unless 
the gentleman from “Massachusetts had sur- 
rendered the floor. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts holding the floor, the gentleman 
from New York indicated his amendment, but, 
of course, he could not have the amendment 
considered as pending unless by the consent 
of the gentleman who had the parliamentary 
right to the floor. In point of time the Chair 
is aware that the amendment was indicated 
before the motion to recommit was made. 

Mr. COX. With all respect to the Chair, 
and to the gentleman from Massachusetts, I 
remember distinctly that after he made his 
presentation of the case I arose in my scat 
and offered this resolution, being a little sur- 
prised that my friends on this side of the 
House had not offered something in place of 
the majority resolution. I did not intend to 
offer my resolution unless they failed to do so. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts at that 
time was in his seat. He was not on the floor 
except constructively. My resolution was 
offered in good faith and as a test of the ques- 
tion which this House should determine, but I 
would willingly withdraw my resolution. 

I now ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, in view of my statement on my veracity 
as a member of this House, believing that I 
offered it before he moved to recommit, to 
allow an expression of the House in favor of 
an amendment to his resolution, such as hag 
been proposed by the minority of the commit- 
tee. Itis due to the minority of the commit- 
tee, due to this side of the House, due to the 
importance of the subject. I merely ask, as 
a matter of justice to this side of the House, 
that we may vote our sentiments. . 

Mr. DAWES. I donotthink any advantage 
can possibly be taken in this proceeding. ft 
was my intention, when I rose, to make the 
motion I did for a purpose which is apparent. 
I did it openly and above board in the House. 
It is the custom, and I think a very good one. 
This is a simple proposition. Upon this prop- 
osition it is the desire of the committee to have 
the judgment of the House, and upon this 
only. This is what was referred to the com- 
mittee to consider, and they have abstained 
entirely from bringing in any other matter ex- 
cepting the question of the legality of the pro- 
ceeding. Those who do not think it legal, will 


of course vote against our resolution. Those 
who think it was legal will vote for it. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. And those 


who think it ought not to be done again, how 
will they vote? 

Mr. DAWES. If they think there is any 
danger of its being done again, they can bring 
in a bill to prevent its being done again. Ido 
not know that there is any danger of its being 
done again, but I commend to the gentleman 
his power as a legislator. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 
remark that of course this question will ulti- 
mately be decided bythe House. If the House 
desire to entertain either the amendment. of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] or 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [ Mr. Kerr, ] it will indicate that desire by 
refusing to second the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. KERR, J hope the previous question 
will not be seconded, butthat I may be allowed 
an opportunity to offer on behalf of the minor- 
ity of the members of the Committee of Ways 
and Means the resolution I have indicated. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
resolution reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means; also the resolution which the gen- 
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tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] claims to | the official integrity of its financial officers in | 


have offered, and the resolution which the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kern] desires 
to offer. 

The Clerk read the resolution of the com- 
mittee, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating the loan 
authorized by the act_of July 14, 1870, bas neither 
increased the bonded debt nor incurred an expendi- 
ture contrary to law. 


The resolution proposed by Mr. Cox was 
read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 


be instructed to report the bill before them prohibit- 
ing all commissions, deductions, or compensation of 


any kind to any person for the sale, negotiation, and į 


exchange of United States securities, and prohibit- 
ing the employment of any agent except a proper 
officer of the Treasury Department for such sale, 
negotiation, and exchange. ; 

The resolution proposed by Mr. Kerr was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House the 


Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating the loan |; 


authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has increased 
the bonded debt more than was necessary or proper, 
and has incurred expenditures contrary to law. 

The question was upon seconding the pre- 
vious question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Cox were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—-ayes 86, noes 76. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that 
House bill No. 1048, to establish an educational 
fund, and apply the proceeds .of the public 
lands to the education of the people, which has 
been assigned to Friday and Tuesday next, 
may be again printed, with the pending amend- 
ments, as the number already printed are all 


one, 
? Mr. McNBELY. Will that include the 
printing of the substitute indicated by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. McIntyre] the 
other day? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair apprehends that 
it might include any amendment that may be 
indicated daring to-day. 

Mr. McNEELY. Task thatit shallinclude 
that amendment. 

No objection was made; and the order was 
made accordingly. 

Mr. KING. I ask thatthere be printed with 
the educational bill a substitute which I desire 
to offer. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

IMPROVEMENT OF DARBORS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to submit for adoption at this 
time the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to forward to this House the last report of Captain 
G. L. Gillespie, of theengineer bureau. in regard to 
the improvement of the harbors of Sandusky and 
Ashtabula, on Lake Erie. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iask the gentleman 
to include the harbor of Waukegan, Ilinois. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no ob- 
jection. 

‘The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolution reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means in relation to the negotiation 
of the loan authorized by act of July, 1870. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
the weariness of the House over this debate. 
Nothing would induce me at this late period 
of the discussion to thrust myself upon the 
House were it possible for me to avoid it. 
Nothing would justify it but the gravity of 
the questions involved and the serious conse- 
quences attending upon the vote which the 
House is about to give. I cannot conceive of 
anything about which a nation ought to be so 
sensitiveas its public credit. Whatever touches 


ji 


i 


! an accusation? I take the first count. 


negoliations which involve the credit of the 
nation at home and abroad should be dis- 
cussed deliberately and dispassionately. And 
so far as it may be in my power, the little which 


I can say, after the able manner in which this | 


subject has been already treated by my asso- 
ciates on the Committee of Ways and Means 
and others, shall be uttered without rhetoric 
or vituperation. 

There are two counts to’ the indictment of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. They are, that 
in negotiating the loan authorized by the act 
of Jaly 14, 1870, “in defiance of law’’—I use 


i the mild phraseology of the resolution—‘‘in 
' defiance of law, the Secretary has increased 
; the public debt, and has incurred an expendi- 
‘ture not authorized by law. 


The approval by 
Congress of that proposition would not only 


' strike with amazement the country, but all 


nations whorhave interested themseives in the 
eredit of the United States or who regard its 
financial condition, and it should therefore cal 
for the gravest consideration. A decision by 
the House that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had negotiated $200,000,000 of her bonds in 
defiance of law would be to strike a blow at 
her credit which not all the armed rebellion 
of four years and the staggering weight of 
obligations that it brought upon our shoulders 
was ever able to do; and therefore it is only 
upon clear proof and inevitable necessity that 
this House of Representatives will enter up 
such a judgment. : 

What, Mr. Speaker, is the ground of such 
Wh 
is it that my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 
stands up in his place here and makes the ac- 
cusation that the Secretary of the Treasury in 
defiance of law has increased the bonded debt 
of the nation? It is because the law of July 
14, 1870, which authorized the issue of some 
fifteen hundred millions of bonds of the Uni- 
ted States, bearing different rates of interest 
and different times to run, bonds to be issued 


for the sole purpose of taking up with the |i 


ose thereof the five-twenty bonds of the 
nited States, contains this clause: 

“ But nothing in this act or in any other law now 
in force shall be construed to authorize any increase 
whatsoever of the bonded debt of the United States.” 

Overlooking all other provisions of the law, 
forgetting the purpose for which it was enacted 


and the machinery which it set in motion, and | 


which it authorized and required the Secretary 
to avail himself of, in carrying out its provis- 
ions, he sticks in the letter of these words and 
reaffirms in this debate his original resolution 
that they are unqualified, that beyond them 
the Secretary cannot go or look, but by them 
in their literal construction and meaning he 
must stand. The gentleman from New York 
gays that inasmuch as the Secretary sold 
$200,000,000 worth of bonds, and obtained 
the proceeds before he purchased any corre- 
sponding number of the bonds of the United 
States, he thereby increased the public debt 
to the amount of $200,000,000 in defiance of 


| law. 


Now, sir, looking into the purpose of this law, 
and into the machinery which the law itself has 


enacted for carrying out that purpose, having | 


the same sanction and authority of law as 
the paragraph I have read, the gentleman is 
called upon to say, and fails to respond to 
the inquiry, how shall the Secretary, if the 
gentleman’s construction of this law be true, 
fulfill this other provision of the law, which he 
is required to fulfill: that he shall first sell at 
par these bonds, and with the proceeds there- 
of buy in the five twenty bonds? Evidently, 
Mr. Speaker, the construction which the gen- 
tleman from New York puts upon the first 
paragraph is utterly inconsistent with the ability 
on the part of the Secretary to carry out the 
second paragraph. One or the other provis- 
ion must yield; and has it not occurred to my 
friend from New York that this is not the first 
time that apparent conflict in phraseology has 


i 


been reconciled according to established prin- 
| ciples? Surely he must be aware that in the 
light of a long line of judicial decisions never 
į controverted, and in accordance with princi- 
ples established in every court in the land, 
there is a way to expound and construe a 
statute so as to give meaning to ail its parts, 
; and thereby carry out its manifest purpose 


j; and object. 


My friend seems to have forgotten all this 
method of proceeding. He forgets that the 
elementary works upon the construction of 
statutes, and the decisions of the courts upon 
ithe same subject, have told bim what he 


| should do; that he should look into the body 
ii of the statute, and to its manifest purpose, 


H 


|| Mr, DAWES. 


l| books say on this subject. 


{ 
| 
i 
i 
| and see whether the construction which he 
| 
| 


will thwart the end for which it is enacted, 
and if he finds it ‘so, to turn back to his con- 
flicting phraseology and apply to it the rules 
of common sense to ascertain whether by the 
| help of common sense he may not be able to 
i make all parts of the law harmonious, so that 
all its provisions may be carried out. 

| Mr. ELDRIDGE. I would like to ask the 
| gentleman a single question: whether a note 
| or bond sold upon three months’ credit for its 
| face without reckoning the interest, can be 
| considered as having been sold at par under 
| any construction of any statute? 

Mr. DAWES. Well, Mr. Speaker, as that 

: question has no referenceto what Iam saying, 
i 1 do not think it worth while for me to answer 
‘it at this time, with all due regard to my friend 
_ from Wisconsin, (Mr. ELDRIDGE. ] 
i Mr. ELDRIDGE. I would like very much 
| to know the gentleman’s opinion on that point. 
I call the attention of my 
| friend from Wisconsin to what the elementary 
Dwarris on Stat- 
| utes suggests to him what he should do under 
such circumstances: 

“When words per se are repugnant and very 
absurd, what is necessary may be supplied by rea- 
| sonable intendment and good construction; but it 
| must be supplied from the body of the act.” 

Again: | 

“Where a sense can be added, the addition must 
be a necessary implication from the words there 
used in order to give them sensible meaning and 
effect.” 

And Judge Story says: 

“Words conflicting with each other, where dif- 
ferent clauses of an act bear on each other and would 
be inconsistent unless the natural and common im- 
port of the words be varied, construction becomes 
necessary, and-departure from the obvious meaning 
of the words is justifiable.” 

And, sir, while my friend was uttering these 
words yesterday, saying it was impossible for 
us to go beyond this phrase, the New York 
| papers were bringing to us a decision of the 
‘court of appeals of New York, announced 
within a day or two, on conflicting phraseology 
‘in the constitution of that State, in which that 
court uses nearly the same words: 


“We conceive the whole article must be read 
| together, that each must be read to act in harmony 
with each part, that where there is aconfict that 
which provides for contingency must be held to bo 
| subservient to those which provide for general pur- 


There never was any conflict about this. 


i 


j 


| 
ł 
t 
| 
| 
f 
j 
| 
| 


H 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| poses and for an event sure to occur.” 
| 
i 


There never were any two opinions among law- 
yers about the rule of law, and my friend will 
| pardon me for saying if he had paid less atten- 
‘tion to childish prattle over words of his own 
| invention yesterday, and looked into the plain- 
| est principles of law, he would have found less 
| difficulty in coming to a conclusion in refer- 
l ence to the course of the Secretary of the 
| Treasury. When the Secretary found he was 
| required first to sell these bonds, aad from the 
proceeds to purchase in five-twenty bonds, he 
turned to the provision in which my friend 
sticks, and he said the obvious purpose is, 
‘During the process of refunding the debtI am 
to use the machinery provided for in this act, 


|| when the work is done Lam prohibited from and 
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increasing the public debt in any manner.’”’ It 


was a salutary prohibition preventing him from 
using the proceeds of these bonds for any other 
purpose than funding an existingdebt. It was 
a declaration that in this loan we were not 
borrowers, but were funding an existing debt 
at a lower rate of interest, thereby strength- 
ening our credit and relieving our burdens. 
The words of the statute thus construed carry 
out the plain and palpable purpose for which 
it was enacted, ‘according to the plainest prin- 
ciples of construction of law which have been 
adhered to by every court which claims the 
name of a court in the United States or in 
Great Britain. 

That is all, siv, I care to say in reference to 
this part of the indictment, except to say that 
the learned lawyers on the other side of the 
House, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Becg,] and the gentleman from Indiana, | Mr. 
Kerr, | deserted my distinguished friend from | 
Now York, admitting that-it was absolutely 
necessary for the Secretary of the Treasury 
to put this construction on tle act if he car- 
ried out ils provisions, with the saving clause 
of the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Becx,} who said he was authorized by 
the act to carry out these provisions and in 
the process temporarily to increase the public 
debt, and he thought only he had been too 
long in the process, and had in that way vio- 
lated the provisions of the Jaw. My friend is | 
answered by his friends on the other side, my 
colleagues on the committee. 

Mr. COX rose. 

Mr. DAWES. 
of my hour, 

Mr. COX. J think you have mistaken the 
position of my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ken- 
tueky says [have not, 

Mr. COX. He does not say all you did. 
One more remark, 
Mr. DAWIS. 

my honr. 

Mr. COX. Of course not. Let me ask him, 
what is a temporary increase of the public 
debt? Is it for three months, or for what 
other time? 

Mr. DAWES, Whatis temporary? So far | 
as itis nceessary to carry out all other provis- 
ions of the law during the process of selling the 
bonds and purchasing in the others as rapidly 
as the good of the country and the require- 
ments of the statute imposed on him that work, 
he hus done his duty, and fulfilled not only all 
requirements of Jaw but all exactions of duty 
at his hand, A 

The next count in the indictment is that he 
has, increased the expenses of funding this 
debt. It is not claimed he has taken any 
more of the public money appropriated for 
the expense ban the law authorized him to | 
do. it is not claimed in this regard he has 
exceeded the one half of one per cont. upon 
the $200,000,000 in placing this loan. ‘But 
itis claimed that by the machinery he used 
to carry it out, those who availed themselves 
of that machinery have themselves, as inci- 
dents thereto, made more than this one half 
of one per cent. out of the operation, and by 
a sort of non sequitur they say that because 
these men have thereby made this money, it | 
follows that the Secretary has paid that sum 
out of the funds appropriated for expenditure 
beyond the amountof onehalf of one percent. 
Tt would be quite unnecessary to go beyond the 
bare statement of fact that it is 


I cannot yield any portion 


If you will not limit me to 


admitted by |! 


profit therefrom beyond this one half of one 
per cent.?’’ It is, sir, because the Secretary 
of the Treasury permitted the proceeds of his 
$200,000,000. of bonds to- rest in the public 
depositories of the United States until by law 
he could appropriate them to the redemption 
of the five-twenties. 

The same statute which my distinguished 
friend from New York has taken under his 
special care, provides that the proceeds of these 
bonds shall be appropriated to no other pur- 
pose than the redemption of the five-twenties. 
They do not, therefore, come into the general 
Treasury. ‘Tbey cannot be used for the cur- 
rent expenses; they cannot be used for the 
redemption of any other bonds, or to pay any 
indebtedness of the United States; but they 
are set apart for the sole purpose of redeeming 
the five-twenties. The same statute also re- 
quires that the Secretary shall give the holder 
of the five-twenties three months’ notice before 
he shall compel him to surrender his bounds. 
Now, take the steps which the law requires of 


| the Secretary: first, to sell five per cent. 


bonds and take the cash therefor; next, to 
give notice to the holder of the five-twenties 
that in three months he must surrender his 
bonds or lose his interest. ‘Then it will 
take him three months from the time he has 
this money until the day when the bond is 
redeemed before he can redeem that bond. 
That is the statute as plain as language can 
make it. Now, sir, what shall he do with this 
$200,000,000? He cannot putit in the general 
Treasury. He could notifhe tried. There is 
not power enough in the Government to take 
two hundred millions of gold and lock it liter- 
ally in the Treasury of the United States here 
in Washington. ‘The whole business of the 
country would be so convulsed that revolution 
in trade would have overtaken and dissipated it 
before it reached the Treasury of the United 
States if he had attempted it. A locking up or 
attempt to lock up $15,000,000 in the city of 
New York produced “black Friday,” Two hun- 
dred millions in no country in the world cau be 
taken in a single month out of the business of 
a country and locked upand held in any finan- 
cial treasury oa the earth for three months. 
It was a literal impossibility for the Sceretary 
to do any such thing. 

Has the Government, then, provided any 
machinery by which he can get along with 
this matter? He has but to look into the law, 
and he finds that though we established sub- 
Treasuries in 1846 in four or five principal 
cities of the country, into which the moneys of 
the United States would be locked up until 
they were used, when the war came on we 


were obliged to use money by fifty millions at |! 


atime. When we passed appropriation bills 
here without a word and without their reading 
at the desk which appropriated seventy-five or 
one hundred million dollars, and these vast 
sums were taken to different parts of the coun- 
try in the exigencies of the war, we found 
that some machinery not at that time known 
to financial circles must be adopted, or this 
great work of handling large sums, up to that 
ume unknown in this country or any other, 
must be created, and the nation which created 
many other things for that very purpose cre- 
ated it. 
national banking law that any of those ban <3, 
or any number of those banks, which the Sec- 


| retary of the Treasury might designate for 


the accusers of the Secretary that he has taken 
of the money set apart, which was one half of 
one per cent. on $1,500,000,000 or $7,500,000, 
only one half of one per cent. on the $200,- 
000,000, and that is all he has taken. ‘hat is 
admitted. “ Why is it,’ they have said, “that 
these men who took the-bonds of the United 
States through the machinery provided by 
the laws of the United States, were enabled 


so to work that machinery themselves in con- 
formity with the law that they have realized a | 


| States. 


that purpose should be a sub-Treasury of the 
United States. And then it was discovered that 


by some of this new machinery, the result of | 


new operations in business circles, and of new 
appropriations of money, the movementof large 
sums of money could be made use of. without 
disturbing the currents of trade in the United 
Large sums of fifty and a hundred 
million dollars were placed in these new sub- 
Treasuries all over the country. Availing 
himself of these, instead of locking up this 
money, he put it into these sub-Treaguries, or 
rather left it there, for they were themselves 


It was accordingly enacted in the | 


subscribers to the loan. The law tells him that 
he shall take dollar for dollar of the United 
States bonds.as security before he leaves the 
money in these sub-Treasuries. That he did. 
The law says that after that he may prescribe 
rules and regulations in reference to these 
depositaries, and that he did. This is all there 
is of it. 

I now read from his report: 

“Tt was also stated in the circular that as the 


bonds called should mature deposits would be drawn 
from the several banks proportionately.” 


That was the regulation which he published 
to a list of one hundred and eighty-three 
banks which I have here appointed as public 
depositaries, and to whom he announced on 
the 10th day of August, in a circular that I 
have here, what I have read from his report. 
That the Secretary construes as a ‘‘regula- 
tion,” in the language of the forty-fifth sec- 
tion of the national bank act, just such a rule 
or regulation as his predecessors adopted, for 
they had negotiated through these banks all 
the great loans which had gone before this 
one, and through this machinery almost every 
dollar of bonds of the United States had been 
in precisely the same way negotiated in this 
country and abroad. I have no doubt that 
those who availed themselves of this adver- 
tisement of his saw at once how throngh this 
machinery of the law they could get some 
profit out of the money-which the United States 
placed in these banks as public depositaries. 
It was for that purpose, that it might not be 
abstracted from the currents of trade; if was 
for that very purpose that the machinery of 
public depositaries in the national banks was 
created. Otherwise, the money might as well 
have been locked up in the sub-Treasury at 
Boston or New York, or in the Treasury here 
at Washington. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. . . 

Mr. DAWES. I did notinterrupt my friend, 
and I wish he would excuse me. What I shall 
say will go for what it is worth. Of course, if 
it is not sound J shall not convince my distin- 
guished friend from Indiana. That Ido not 
misstate this, since my friend rises up there 
with an anxious, doubting countenance, I will 
read the law. 

Mr. KERR. If the gentleman will allow 
me to state why I rose he will better under- 
stand what I want. 

Mr. DAWES. I am reading the statute. 

Mr, KERR. But that is not what I want. 

Mr. DAWES. I know that very well. The 
enactments of law are the last things my friend 
wants. 

Mr. KERR. You are not reading it for me, 
and the statement you are making is mislead- 
ing the House. 

Mr. DAWES. The law is as follows: 


“That all associations under this act, when des- 
ignated for that purpose by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall bo depositories of publie money, 
except receipts from customs, under such regulations 
as may be prescribed by tho Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and they may also be employed as financial 
agents of the Government, and they shall perform 
all such reasonable duties as depositories of public 
money and financial agents of the Government as 
may he required of them; and the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury shall require of the associations thus des- 
ignated satisfactory security, by the deposit of 
United States bonds and otherwise, for the safe- 
keeping and prompt payment of the public money 
deposited with them, and for the faithful perform- 
ance of their duties as financial agents of the Goy- 
ernment.” 


This, then, is the existing law. Now, I have 
before me anotice of the Secretary of the 28th 
of February, in which is contained a list of the 
bauks that he designates as public depositaries 
which he invites to act as agents for the per- 
formance of this duty of negotiating the bonds. 
On the 10th of August he issued his regula- 
tion that the banks which had acted as pub- 
lic depositaries should know that the whole 
amount which is in one bank should not be 
drawn out, and all the money left that is in 
another bank; that they should know that a 
uniform rale would be-adopted, and that it 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


775 


should be drawn proportionately as the bonds 
mature from all the banks. That is all the 
agreement. It worked so that the money 


remained on deposit for three months, and it | 


had the effect that whatever profits the banks 
could make out of this machinery of the law 
they did make. They made it, not because 
of the contracts which the Secretary made 
with them, but the law of the land gave it to 
them as an incident of their appointment as 
public depositaries. The law that required 
the purchase of bonds and the calling in of 
the five-twenties in three months thereafter 
inevitably produced this result, that three 
months’ interest upon the five-twenty bonds 
would be lost to the United States, because the 
gold coin was in one hand, and the other hand 
was reached out after the bond. It tookthree 
months to get hold of the bond, as the law pro- 
vided; in the meantime, the money lay idle to 
the Government in the Treasury. That was 
contemplated and understood by those who 
enacted the law of 14th of July, 1870. 
was declared that it would be unreasonable 
to give less than three months’ notice to the 
holders of the bonds of the United States when 
their interest should cease. The British con- 


three months. Practically when the three 


months had expired $17,000,000 of these bonds | 


were still outstanding ; and to-day $14,000,000 
of these $100,000,000 of bonds are still out- 
standing, and will probably never come into 
the Treasury until the next coupons arg pre- 
sented for payment. But that has nothing to 
do with the arrangement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

One moment further before I ask the ques- 
tion, how came the Secretary of the Treasury 
to enter into thisarrangement? I have first to 
inquire whether in all this there is the slight- 
est iota of departure from the law of the land. 
If there is, I want to know where it is. The 
law requires of him to give three months’ 
notice to the holders of the five-twenty bonds, 
and he could not give that notice beforehand, 
because he could not know that when the 
three months expired he would have any 
money with which to meet it. He could not, 


before he had got his ‘‘proceeds,’’ purchase | 


his bonds without running the risk that when 
he had got his bonds the money might fail to 
come. 


him to fund this debt. Therefore he, as every 


other business man would do, has sought to | 
carry out the most difficult part of the law first, | 


namely, to negotiate his five per cent. bonds. 


When he had done that, he called upon the ; 
holders of the five-twenties to bring in their five- | 


twenty bonds at the earliest possible moment. 


My friends on the other side have sought to | 


make out that he has overstepped that author- 
ity by giving them, in addition to this three 
months’ interest, the odd days that intervened 


between the day they subscribed in August į 


and the 1st day of September, wien he made 
this call. 

Now, that requires us to look into the nature 
of the proceeding. 1 
the 10th of August intimates that at the begin- 
ning of the next month and at tbe beginning 
of each subsequent month he will call in an 
amount of five-twenty bonds corresponding to 


the amount which had been subscribed in that ! 


month. That is what is stated on the 10th of 
August; that was the condition of things on 
that day. He states here in his report that 
the subscriptions to the five por cent. loan had 
reached sixty-five million dollars or there- 
abouts in this country, and there had stopped ; 
it had come to an end. He sought to carry 
out the provisions which were contemplated 
when the bill was passed; to seek a market 
abroad, and to avail himself of the credit of 
the United States in foreign countries. There 
came to him this offer from those whom gen- 
tlemen call the syndicate. I do not know what 


It | 


That must have been seen by those , 
who clothed him with the power and required | 


I admit that the call of | 


i 


i 


f : retary of the 
sols have one year’s notice; we have given | X 


it is, nor do I care. There came to him an | 
offer from bankers abroad. What was that 
offer? It was that they would take of the | 
United States loan $5,000,000 each month 
until April, if they could have the privilege in | 
April of taking the balance or not as they | 
pleased. He tells you that he modified that | 
proposition, and finally entered into an agree- | 
ment with them to this effect: that, first of all, | 
there should be reserved of the five per cent. | 
bonds remaining $50,000,000 to the people | 
of this country, which, in addition to the | 
$65,000,000 that had been taken, would make 
$115,000,000 of the $200,000,000 of that loan ; 
then they might have the privilege of sub- i 
scribing $5,000,000 a month until the Ist of i 
April; and then to take the rest if they wanted. | 
He says he provided that all this should be | 
done through the national banks of the United 
States, that he would know no foreigner, no 
foreign banking-house or banking institution. | 
My friends on the other side have ignored | 


that; yet there it is in the Secretary's state- |! 


ment: i 

“Tt was also agreed that the subscriptions should Í 
all be made through national banks, arid certificates | 
of deposit therefor issued by said banks to the Sec- j 
Treasury, bonds to be lodged with the | 
Treasurer of the United States for the amount of | 
the deposit.” i 

And when my friend from New York, who į 
seemed to care more about bis philological | 
researches into the origin of the word ‘' syndic- ; 


ate,’’ &c., than about the real merits of the || 
ll by bonds of the United States, dollar for dol- 


case, was in the committee-room with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the first question he 
put to the Secretary was, ‘Pray, what is a 
syndicate?” The Secretary replied, “I do 
not know anything about the syndicate; I; 
know no one in this transaction but the First ; 
National Bank of the city of Washington. 
That bank, whoever stands behind, has sub- | 
scribed every dollar of this loan that was not | 
before taken by the banks of the United States. | 
I do not doubt,” said the Secretary, ‘“‘that 
there were men at home and abroad who stood 
behind that bank and said to it, ‘We will take ! 
portions of this loan off your hands; we will | 
distribute it among our customers; we will 
negotiate it for you.’ But this bank was the 
only party that dealt with the Government of 
the United States.’ And my friend from | 
Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] when he made his 
speech complaining that the Secretary had | 
violated the law by using the banks abroad, | 
which could not be called national banks, and | 


could not be made depositories, had two lists || 


of subscriptions footing up the entire amount; | 
and it was the First National Bank of the city | 
of Washington that took this whole sum of 
one hundred and seventeen millions. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to say right here that 
we had a list showing that not one dollar of that | 
one hundred and seventeen millions was ever | 
deposited in the First National Bank of Wash- 
ington or any other bank, and all the public 
records show it. Iaskthe gentleman whether 
that is not true? I have here the official 


aper. 
£ Mr, DAWES. Mr. Speaker, we called for 
a statement of the deposits in the national 
banks of the United States, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury gave the deposits of the current 
funds of the United States in the several 
banks. This matter of the loan, being sepa- 
rate and distinct, was reported to us in another 
form and another list; it did not enter into 
the inquiry concerning the deposits of the cur- 
rent funds of the United States—the funds 
used every day—amounting to about fifteen 
million dollars, which were scattered all over 
the United States, and had no reference what- 
ever to the matter of this loan. My friends 
on the other side have got this list of deposits 
of current funds, and theysay they do not find 
in it this one hundred and seventeen millions. 
They do not find itthere because it was put in 
another list. 

Mr. BECK. Does not the chairman of the 


| 


| 


Se a S 


committee know that the money never left 
London? Let him say he does not know 
that it never left London. We know it never 
left there. There are men on this floor who 
kuow that the money was never in that bank. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I speak of 
factsas they appeared before the committee. I 
will have no dispute with my friend about 
What he knows and I do not know. I know 
this 

Mr. KERR. It was never stated before the 
committee that this money was deposited with 
these national banks, nor was there any evi- 
dence before the committee that it was so 
deposited. 

Mr. DAWES. I say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Secretary testified before the committee that 
the banks which subscribed this money 
were 

Mr. KERR. Iam speaking of the syndic- 
ate money. 

Mr. DAWES. Soam I. 

Mr. KERR. I say it never was in these 


i| national banks as a deposit of public money, 


and that against it they never gave any secur- 
ity to the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask for the protection of 
the Chairin myright tothe floor. Mr. Speaker, 
there was not aparticle of evidence before the 
committee to controvert what I now say, that 
every one of these banks who subscribed this 
money did it in gold certificates deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States, backed up 


lar; and we have a list—the gentleman has 
appended a copy of this list to his speech—in 
which it appears that the First National Bank 
of the District of Columbia subscribed gold 
certificates to the amount of $117,000,000; 
that the other banks subscribed some fourteen 
million dollars; and that $64,000,000 had 
been up to the Ist of September already 
redeemed. 

Now, sir, as I was about to say, on the 10th 
of August what was the condition of things? 
The arrangement had been made that these 
banks should subscribe $5,000,000 a month, 


‘| and corresponding with their subscription at 


the beginning of every month the Secretary 
announced on the 10th of August that he 
would call in a corresponding amount of 
bonds at the beginning of each month, and 
this arrangement would, he supposed, con- 
tinue till the Ist of April. But before the Ist 
day of September, in the month of August, 
after that 10th day of August, the whole sum 
was subscribed. The whole sum having been 
subscribed in one month instead of continuing 
from month to month until April, the notice 
he gave on the 10th of August became inop- 
erative. In the light of the agreement they 
had the right to take the whole of it at once, 
but no one supposed they would. The First 
National Bank of Washington subscribed what 
had never been known in history before, 
$85,000,000 within two days. 

Never before in the history of the country, 
not even when the patriotism of the country 
backed up a subscription to the public fund, 
when, as in this case, nothing but the offer of 
interest and profit compelled men to make 
subscriptions to the public fund, was it ever 
known the faith of public men of this nation in 
its credit and resources was such as to induce 
them to subscribe. $200,000,000 in a single 
month to the bonds of this nation. It was a 
tribute from those who stand with their hands 
on the public pulse, and whose judgment of 
money transactions is quite as good as that of 
my distinguished friend from New York, not 


i only to the legality of all these transactions, 


but to the ability and disposition of the nation 
to meet its obligations, It was the judgment 
of the financial world, at least, that the meas- 
ures of the Seerctary were in conformity with 
law, for without that conformity the whole loan 
was void. They have answered this accusa- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, and the 
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Secretary stands acquitted before the financial 
world. i 

At once, in one month’s time, it brought 
$200,000,000 out of the business of the na- 
tions, at home and abroad; brought it from 
the Pacific railrosd, that offered its bonds at 
seven and three tenths per cent. interest in 
gold, backed up by a domain equal to many 
States of this Union, out of all the entérprises 
in which men make investments, and put it in 
these bonds of the United States; by men who 
were too well acquainted with these matters 
not to know clearly whether or not the policy 
of the Secretary was'in strict conformity to 
the law. He had thus thrown upon his hands 
unexpectedly the sum of $130,000,000 of 
money, which was presented to him on the Ist 
day of September. On that day he called for 
$100,000,000 of the five-twenty bonds. Gen- 
tlemen complain and want to know why he did 
not call for $130,000,000 of these bonds; I 
will tell you why. Here was the subscription 
of a single bank for $85,000,000 of these bonds, 
and here was a subscription of $200,000,000 
in a single month, and the slightest public 
revulsion between the Ist of September and 
the 1st December might crush the whole con- 
cern. He therefore acted like a prudent man. 

If the whole subscription should fail, with 
$50,000,000 subscribed by other national banks 
and by the resources of tho Treasury he could 
take care of the $100,000,000, When he got 
into December and found the money was 
actually in the vaults behind the subscriptions, 
and it was not a paper subscription, he called 
$20,000,000 more on the 7th of December, 
and on the 20th of December he called yet 
another $20,000,000. And to show my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that he does him 
injustice in saying he wished merely to give 
these parties longer interest in thus postponing 
these latter calls, in calling for $20,000,000 
on the 20th of December, he gave notice that 
the $20,000,000 called on the 7th of December 
would be paid immediately on presentation at 
the Treasury, that they would be paid instantly 
if they would present them. Yet he states, 
whatever construction these gentlemen may 
put on the language of his circular issued in 
one condition of things on the 10th of August 
and designed to operate on another state of 
facts, he states in his report, and it has never 
been contradicted, never by any fact, that all the 
use these parties got of this money was three 
months and no longer. That was all they got. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, this is why he called for 
$100,000,000, and not for $130,000,000, the 
exact amount that had been subscribed. It 
was that he might walk safely with the public 
interest and the public funds in his charge, 
and feel the strength of the parties subscribing 
for them, and see what would be the vicissi- 
tudes of trade, and that the exigencies which 
might possibly arise might not find him with 
more bonds in the Treasury than he had act- 
ually means to meet. The whole amount of 
interest these parties got was only three months. 
He carried out the letter of the law, and acted 
in every respect as a prudent man in accom- 
plishing the result of funding $200,000,000 
of five-twenty bonds, which bonds bore an 
interest of six per cent., for bonds bearing 
„an interest of only five per cent. 

Sir, this answers the indictment. If this be 
true, he is cntitled to an-acquital, whatever 
may be the opinion of this House upon the 
economy of the operation. Heis not arraigned 
for want of economy; he is arraigned for a 
violation of law. To that indictment he pleads; 
to that indictment he has answered. ‘This is 
his course of proceeding, and he is ready to 
abide the judgment of House. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] 
says he pursued a course not warranted by the 
lawinemploying these agents: Mr, Speaker, I 
believe that if the gentleman from Kentucky, 
who undertook to prove that the Secretary had 
not carried out the true meaning of this law 


by reading the language of the then chairman 
ofthe Committee of Ways and Means when 
the bill was before the House, had read the 
paragraph through and not stopped in the mid- 
dle of a sentence, drawing his pencil between 
the words, so that by no accident should he 
read the sentence throngh, he would himself 
have shown to this House that the very course 
the Secretary pursued was that foreshadowed 
by General Schenck in the very paragraph of 
which my friend from Kentucky read a part, 
But not a word of that other portion of the 
paragraph did my friend read. f 

When this funding bill was up there was a 
prejudice in this country against that special 
agency which had by former Secretaries been 
employed exclusively for the negotiation of 
former loans. A great banking-house in this 
nation had had the exclusive right to negotiate 
these loans, and had employed other banking- 
houses and other agencies under them ata cost 
to the United States of one per cent. instead 
of one half per cent.; and they had amassed a 
large fortune under this system. And there 
was a prejudice against it which the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMan] over the way rec- 
ognized and tried to prevent. The gentle- 
man from New York, on my left, [Mr. Woop, ] 
referred to this in the debate when the bill 
came back from the committee of conference; 
and against that point Mr. Schenck, then chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
uttered what my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] read, as follows: 

“ One of tho modifications to which we consented to 
our bill wasto a partof tho fifth sectionof the Senate 
bill that authorized the appointment of agents to 
negotiate the bonds, and provided asum not exceed- 
ing one half of ono percent, for the expense of pre- 
paring, issuing, and disposing of the same. We 
objocted to the omployment of agents, and that part 
of tho section was abandoned by the Senate, but wo 
agroed that tho Secretary might use a sum not 
exceeding one half of one per cent. for the purpose 
of engraving, printing, issuing, advertising, and dis- 
posing of the bonds. In doing this it is with the 
assurance and understanding that thero will be no 
attempt to exercise the power, not given, to appoint 
special agonts.” 

Here my friend stopped, right in the middle 
of the sentence, and I want to read it out in 
order to show that it was contemplated that 
the Secretary should do precisely what he did 
here—advertise it to the whole world, open it 
to everybody, solicit everybody. 
what followed, separated only bya pencil mark 
of my friend from Kentucky, and a semicolon, 
from what he read: 

“But thoy willgo on employing and commissioning, 
and those who do tho business, whoever they may 

©, Who oxercise any agency in putting tho bonds 
on the market, will receive their commission. In 
other words, it will opon the bonds to everybody, 
but thore can bo no special agents.” 

Mr. BECK. Now, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. BECK. Did I not send the gentleman 
the book less than a minute after I read from 
it, and marked just as itis now? And I may 


I will read | 


say that the meaning of that is open to the 
world. . 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, my friend was not 
guilty of any concealment, and I do not arraign 
him for that. I only say that if he had read 
the paragraph through, and not stopped where. 
he did—that is all—he would have shown that 
while the argument of General Schenck was 
against this special agency, this exclusive 
monopoly which had existed up to that time, 
he contemplated the taking of one half of one 
per cent., and with that employing anybody 
who would work, and giving them such com- 
mission as he could agree with them to give 
them, and the paying for it out of this one half 
of one percent. That is what he said, in so 
many words. Now, what does the Secretary 
do? I have given the list of one hundred and 
eighty-three of the banks which have been 
appointed depositories, and the advertisement 
from February to August was addressed to 
everybody, offering every one of the banks 
one fourth of one per cent. for their efforts in 
doing this. And when these men who acted 
through the bank in the District of Columbia 
took the balance, and he reserved $50,000,000 
further for the American market, he provided 
that the bank which should take this should 
have one eighth of one per cent., and that these 
men who took the balance should have the 
remainder of the half per cent. - 

Sir, a word more, and I have done. What 
has been the result? My friends have figured 
up the enormous amounts which these men 
have made, and charged it over to the ex- 
penses of the United States. Now, they mado 
1t, not out of the United States; although if 
they made one tithe of it beyond the $875,000 
which the Secretary says is all they got out of 
the half per cent., if they made a penny beyond 
that, it has been by the use of that machinery 
which the law of the land has enabled them to 
use to their own thrift and profit. But, sir, 
take their figures; take the largest of their 
figures; take it that it has cost the United 
States $3,000,000 to negotiate these bonds; 
take it that if the balance of the loan shall 
be carried out in the same way, it will cost 
$24,000,000; (that is not the fact; there is no 
truth in it, though my friends believe it to be 
true; the figures are just what I have stated; 
but take it as they claim,) and what has the 
United States made by the operation? In 
negotiating this $200,000,000 they have made 

2,000,000 a year, or $20,000,060 at the end 
of ten years, without interest, and $26,000,000 
at compound interest, which is now worth 
$14,840,000, That is its present value to-day. 
Carry out the same arrangement with regard 
to the eutire loan, and at the end of thirty 
years we shall have made $1,778,900,000. In 
order to exhibit the matter more clearly I 
append a table, for which I am indebted to 

r. E. B. Elliott, the accomplished statistician 
of the Bureau of Statistics, whose calculations’ 
no one ever doubts: a 


Saving. which would result from the conversion of the siz per cent. securities of the Government 
into the Jive per cent., four and a half per cent., and Jour per cent. securities of the Govern- 
ment, issued, or to be issued, under the act of July 14, 1870: 


A t of saving. 
g annau rate of, A 
interest payable : .} . 
uantit on bond, io i Investing semi- F ; Present value of 
Penne annual install. oom son annually at six} Without regard | assuming — semi- 
monts. per cent. annual | to investment of | annual investment 
interest to end | interest. at six per cent. an- 
of period. nual interest. 
$200,000,000 5 per cont, 10 years. $26,800,000 $20,000,000 $14,840,000 
300,000,000 45 percent. 15 years. 117,100,000 67,500,000 48, 250,000 
1,000,000,000 4 per cent. 30 years, 1,630,000,000 600,000,000 276,700,000 
$1,500,000,000} 4.23% | 243 yearst} $1,778,900,000 $687,500,000 $330,790,000 -£ 


* Averaxo per cent. 


t Average time to run. 


1872. 


Sir, it does not end here. The effect of the 
success of this funding of $200,000,000 has 


been to so-strengthen the public eredit as to |; 


render it nearly certain that the balance can 
be funded at four per cent. I holdin my hand 
an extract from a letter of the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, Mr. Richardson, writ- 
ten from London on this subject, telling what 
is the judgment of the governor of the Bank 
of England upen this policy of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. It is dated December 30, 
1871. He says: 


“Recently I bad an interview with the governor | 


of the Bank of England, and after expressing the 
greatest admiration for the policy of the United 
States in regularly and largely reducing the national 
debt, he admitted that until lately he had always 
thought the debt could not be reduced, but that now 
it had been shown that the resources of the country 
were so immense and the determination to maintain 
thecredit of the nation and pay the debt wasso fixed 
and settled we should soon be able to borrow money 
at four per cent. 


Such sentiments from the goy- 
ernor of the Bank of England cannot fail of having 
a favorable effect upon our securities.” 

Sir, the Secretary turns from this puny 
arraignment to the public judgment upon his 
course. Having reduced the public debt by 
about $800,000,000, and gold from thirty-nine 
to eight and a half per cent. premium, and 
having by funding $200,000,000 of that debt 
not only saved $26,000,000, but assured a 
saving of $300,000,000 more, whatever may 
be the vote of this House upon this resolution, 
he can turn to that other and greater verdict 
of the American people and of the countries 
of Europe upon the course he has pursued 
with entire safety and repose. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles ; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 243) for the apportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the sev- 
eral States according to the ninth census; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1062) to admit certain 
machinery imported from foreign countries 
free of duty; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 
embassy from Japan. 

Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 487) to exempt the iron steam 
ice-boats constructed by the city of Philadcl- 
phia from the inspection required by the act 
of February 28, 1871, entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the better security of life on board of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes.”’ 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN. 


The SPEAKER. In the conversation that 
occurred in regard to the amendments pend- 
ing, the gentleman N 
was under the impression 
showed that he had offered his amendment 
before the motion to recommit was made. 
he Chair had not the Globe at hand at the 
moment, but he now directs the reading of the 
proceedings when the resolution was intro- 
duced, 


1186) in relation to the 


Mr. COX. I beg pardon of the Chair. Ii 
said that it did not appear in the Globe that I 


had offered it. 


The SPEAKER. For the satisfaction of | 


the Chair, and of the gentleman from New 
York, the Chair will have the proceedings 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


“The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
report of the Committeo of Ways and Means, rec- 


ommending the adoption of thefollowing resolution: | 
“Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the | 


Secretary of the Treasury, in negotiating the loan 
authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither 
increased the bonded debt nor incurred an expendi- 
ture contrary to law. . , 

“Mr. Dawes. I now enter a motion to recommit 
this resolution to the committee. 


from New York [Mr. Cox] | 
that the Globe | 


i 
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j 


| 
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“ Mr. Cox. I desire tó offer a substitute for the | 


resolution reported. 
“Mr. Dawes. J will hear it read. 
The Clerk read the proposed substitute as fol- 


lows: ; 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report the bill before them prohibit- 
ing all commissions, deductions; or compensation of 
any kind to any person for the sale, negotiation, and 
exchange of United States securities, and probibit- 
ing the employment of any agent except á proper 
officer of the Treasury Department for such sale, 
negotiation and exchange. > 

*Mr. Dawes. I cannot admit that now,” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is very glad 
that the gentleman from New York agrees 
with him. 

The question was upon agréeing to the reso- 
lution reported by Mr. Dawes from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KERR and Mr. BECK called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 


| yeas 110, nays 86, not voting 48; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs, Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austia Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, William T. Clarke, 
Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Creely, 
Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, 
Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George E. 
Harris, Havens, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. 
Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, 
Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton. Perce, 
Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, Rainey, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, 


Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, John ! 


A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
Sypher, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wal- 
lace, Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—110. 

AYS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Beck, 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, James @. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Com- 
ingo, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dawis, 
Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldridge, Ely, Henry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. 
Harris, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, 
King, Kinsella, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall. McClelland, McCormick, ‘McHenry, Me- 
Intyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. 
Parker, Eli Perry, Potter, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, Ritchie, Roosevelt, Shober, Slater, Sloss, 
Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Terry, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Winchester, Wood, and Young—S6, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Dar- 
rall, De Large, Edwards, Elliott, Farnsworth, Forker, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Hawley, Hays, Hooper, Ken- 
dall, McCrary, Piatt, Porter, Price, Prindle, John 
M. Rice, William R. Roberts. Robinson, Rogers, 
Scofield, Sherwood. Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
Stevens, St. John, Taffe, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Tuthill, Walls, Willard, and Williams of New 

ork—43. ; 

So the resolution was adopted. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. RANDALL said: Mr. SHERWooD, my 
colleague, is absent on account of a death in 
his family. If he were present I am certain 
he would vote in the negative. _ 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was communi- 


cated by Mr. GorwaM, its Secretary, informing | 


the House that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the following title: 
A bill (H. R. No. 1076) establishing certain 
post roads in Vermont. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I desire to move to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONNER. 

tary inquiry. 
othe SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr..CONNER. - After completing the .con~ 


I desire to make a parlia- 


sideration of the Indian appropriation bill in 
Committee of the Whole, and the bill is re- 
ported to the House, will it be in order to 
offer an amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would be, if the House 
does not second the demand for the previous 
question. 

_Mr. CONNER. If the Chair should recog- 
nize me it would be in order? 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair would recog- 
nize the gentleman in charge of the bill, and 
that not being the gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. 
Conner, ] the Chair would not recognize him. 

Mr. CONNER. I desire an opportunity to 

offer an amendment to the bill. 


APPORTIONMENT. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair ig in receipt 


of a concurrent resolution from the Senate 
relating to a matter which renders it neces- 
sary for it to be acted upon as soon as pos- 
sible. If there is no objection, the Clerk will 
read the resolution, and it will be sabmitted to 
the House for its action now. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read 
as follows : 

In SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
February 1, 1872. 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House concurring, ) That 
the joint Committee on Enrolled Bills be directed, 
in examining the bill (H. R. No, 243) for the appor- 
tionment of Representativesin Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census to 
correct a clerical error in the last section of the bill, 
by which section two of the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States is referred 
to as section one of that amendment. 

The question was upon concurring in the 
resolution of the Senaie. 

The SPEAKER. The apportionment bill, 
which is now on the Speaker's table, refers to 
section one of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution ; whereas the intendment of 
the Senate, as indicated by the resolution just 


i read, was to refer to section two of that 


amendment. The Clerk will read section six - 
of the apportionment bill as enrolled. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Sec. 6, That should any State, after the passago 
of this act, deny or abridge the right of any of the 
male inhabitants of such States, being twenty-one 
years of ago, and citizens of the United States, to 
Vote at any election named in the Constitution, 
article fourteen, section one, except for participation 
in the rebellion or other crime, the number of Rep- 
resentatives apportioned in this act to such State 
shall be reduced in the proportion which thenumber | 
of such male citizens shall have to the whole number 
of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such 
State.” 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the concurrent resolution will be agreed to, 
and the correction as proposed by the Senate 
will be made by the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. l 

There being no objection, the concurrent 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent 
that a substitute which I desire to offer for the 
educational bill of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor may be ordered to be printed. . 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to resume the: con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS, In justice to the business 
of the committees, particularly the Committee 
on Patents, which will next be called, I feel it 
my duty to ask the House to vote down the 
motion of the gentleman from California, [ Mr. 
SARGENT, ] so that the business of the morning 
hour may proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is for the 
House to decide. - The gentleman from Cali- 
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fornia has the right to make the motion. 
Should it. prevail, the House will of course 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the Indian appropriation bill. Should the 
motion not be sustained, then, on the demand 
for the regular order, the morning hour will 
bégin, and the Committee on Patents will be 
called. 

Mr. SARGENT. We can never adjourn 
unless we get through with the appropriation 
bills. 

On the motion of Mr. Sargent there were— 
ayes 91, noes 86. i 

Mr. L. MYERS. I must eall for tellers. I 
think the business of the committees ought to 
proceed. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

So the motion of Mr. Sarcent was agreed to, 


ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. I hope that before 
we are declared to be in Committee of the 
Whole I may be permitted, on behalf of the 
Committee on Commerce, to ask the House to 
pass a bill which ought to be passed speedily 
and sent to the Senate. 

The SPEAKISR. That will require unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. May I state to 

the House what this bill is? We have an inter- 
est in Alaska in the matter of seal-skins 
amounting to $517,000 a year. It is neces- 
sary that our agent should be there, as every 
gentleman knows, at a particular period of the 
year to take charge of that interest. That 
vexiod is now at hand. ‘The Secretary of the 
Treasury has sent us this bill with the request 
that we pass it promptly to enable him to 
appoint the requisite agents to take care of 
that interest. 4 trust there will be no objec- 
tion, and that the bill may be now passed. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will not object if it does 
not lead to debate. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Let me state that 
T have been directed unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report the bill. 

The bill, which was rend, provides in the 
first section that the Secretary of the Treasury 
be authorized to appoint one agent and three 
assistant agents, who shall be charged with the 
Management of the seal fisheries in Alaska, 
aad the performance of such other duties as 
may be assigned to them by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. ‘Cho agent is to receive ten dol- 
lars per day; one assistant agent, eight dollars 
per day, and two assistant agents six dollars 
each per day while so employed; and they are 
also to be allowed their necessary traveling 
expenses in going toand returning from Alaska, 
for which expenses vouchers are to be pre- 
sented to the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury. Such expenses, however, are not 
to exceed in the aggregate $600 each in any 
one year; and the agents are never to be inter- 
ested, directly or indirectly, in any lease of the 
right to take seals, or any.proceeds or profits 
thereof, either sg owner, agent, partner, or 
otherwise. The second section authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to erect a dwelling 
upou cach of the islands of St. Paul and St. 
George for the use of the agents, the cost of 
both dwellings not to excecd $6,000. The 

` third section empowers these agents to admin- 
ister oaths in any cases relating to the service 
of the United States, and to take testimony in 
Alaska for the use of the Government in any 
matter conserning the public revenues. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House give its 
unanimous consent to the consideration of this 
bill at the present time? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the 
reference of this bill. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER.. The bill is the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Com- 
merce, ; 

Mr. RANDALL. It seems tome sit ought 
to go to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
Dobject to its consideration. : 


MESSAGE FROM- THE PRESIDENT. _ 


A message in writing from the President of’ 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Horace Porrer, one of: his 
Seéretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed a bill 
of the following title: $ 

An act (H.-R. No. 1051) to change the times 
for holding circuit and. district. courts of the 
United States for the western district of Vir- 
gimia. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Cox inthe chair, ) and resumed 
the consideration of House bill No. 1192, mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling. so-called treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
80, 1878, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assiniboines : 


For this amount, to be expended in such goods, | 


provisions, and other articles as the President may, 


from timo to time, detormine, including insuranco | 
and transportation thereof, in instructing in agri- | 
cultural and mechanical pursuits, in providing em- ; 


ployés, educating children, procuring medicine and 
medical attendance, care for and support of the 
aged, sick, and infirm, for the helpless orphans of 
said Indians, and in any other respect to promote 
their comfort, civilization, and improvement, $30,000. 


Mr. CLAGETT. I move the following 
amendment: 


Add attho end of linc onc hundred and forty-cight | 


tho following: 


Provided, That so much of said sum of $30,000 as | 


the chiofs and head men of said tribemay designate 
shall be expended in the purchase of stock cattle 


for tho benofit of suid tribe. It shall bo the duty of | 
said tribo in charge to | 


the superintendent havin 
notify said chiofs and hoad men of this provision of 
this act at least one, month prior to the timo of dis- 
tribuing thoir annuities; and all cattle purchased 
shall bo turned over to said chiofs and head men for 
distribution among the members of said tribo, and 
said cattle shall be under tho exclusive care and 
control of the Indians to,whom they may be distrib- 
uted, rospectivoly, 


Mr. CLAGETT, 
offered this amendment not only for the pur- 


pose of securing its adoption by the committee, | 


if possible, as applicable to this particular sec- 


tion, but of obtaining an expression of the sense | 
of the members of this Honse as to the pro- | 


priety of a change in the mode in which these 
annuities are distributed among these Indian 
tribes. 


rose-colored statements made on this floor in 
reference to the character and extent of the 
civilization of these Indians inthe last year or 
iwo, called attention to the fact there was 


nothing to show for these large appropria- | 
tions expended annually by the Government, | 


in the shape of actual inducements on the 


part of the Indians to go to work and culti- | 


vate the lands of these reservatious. Count- 
ing out the Indian tribes partially civilized, 
having fixed places of abode and living to a 
great extent on the fruits of the soil—counting 
out those Indians, I undertake to say to-day, 
although I dislike generalizations of this kind, 
there are not in the United States all told five 
thousand acres of land being cultivated by 
these Indians, I am aware larger returns are 
made in the reports of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment. I am aware there is a larger amount 
of land under cultivation ; but it will be found, 
on examination, to be the case that the work 


is not performed by the Indians themselves | 


in whose behalf. the appropriation is made, 


but by the white employés of the Goverament | 
who are paid out of these annual appropria- 


tions. f 
J offer this, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of 


the Indians themselves to secure them at least | 
from the policy of civilization which has been | 
adopted by the Government. I state thereason | 


why the Indians have not been able to make 
more progress than they have is because the 
policy of the Governmont, though right so far 
as this general character is concerned, has 


Mr. Chairman, I have | 


Yesterday the gentleman from Wis- | 
consin, [Mr. ELDRIDGE, ] in response to the | 


been characterized by a total disregard of the 
laws which govern the Indian iribes in the 
details of these Indian appropriation bills, 
The first thing you have to do to civilize the 
Indians is to pay some regard to those rules 
of action which governthem. I say the prin- 
cipal difficulty in civilizing these Indians lies 
in the fact of the irksomeness.of the restraint 
imposed on them while they dwell upon these 
Indian reservations. Let them settle down 
upon one hundred and sixty acres each, and 
let them assume the employment and charac- 
ter of civilized men. 

Now, sir, this amendment does not propose 
to take a single doliar from the Treasury of 
the United States beside that which is already 
provided for in the bill. It simply provides, 
m- case these chiefs and head men of the tribe 
itself consent, that such a portion of this ap- 
propriation as they may designate, and which 
will not be in violation of the treaty under 
which this appropriation is made, shall be set 
apart for a specific purpose, and that is for the 
purchase of these cattle, to be turned, not over 
to the Indian agent to be stolen, but over to 
themselves to be herded; thus treating these 
Indiaus in their progress to civilization at that 
transition point in pastoral life through which 
the experience of the world shows that all 
nations and tribes have to go in their progress 
from savagery to civilization. Now, sir, as I 
said before, the trouble is to get the Indian to 
stay upon the farm, and you must pay some 
attention to his natural desire to roam. And 
this amendment, by offering him some induce- 
ment by which he can, in taking charge of 
these cattle, move from one place to another 
over a limited extent of country, provides, to 
a limited extent at least, for that natural and 
inevitable love of roaming, while on the other 
hand, by letting his flocks increase and mul- 
tiply around him, with a comparatively small 
amount of labor, he will be drawn year after 
year with greater and greater strength to a 
condition of a fixed abode and industrious 
labor for the purposes of civilization. 

In my experience upon the frontier I 
have seen many individuals in the different 
tribes who have progressed until in the course 
of two, three, four, five, or seven years they 
have exchanged a savage condition for a civil- 
ized life. And J desire to state for the inform- 
ation of this committce that in every single 
instance of that kind they have first gone 
through this transition period, and have first 
invested the proceeds of their labor, have first 
invested whatever funds they may have suc- 
ceeded in obtaining, in cattle and stock of dif- 
ferent kinds. And it is for that reason I offer 
this amendment, not only in reference to these 
particular Indians, but if it meets the approval 
of this committee I propose to incorporate, 
at least so fur as the tribes are concerned, 
with whose condition I am familiar, a general 
amendment in this bill, by which a certain por- ° 
tion of these appropriations can be applied in 
a manner that will guard against theft by the 
agent on the one hand, and offer some assur- 
ance or inducement to the Indian to labor on 
the other. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose that my elo- 
quent friend from Montana [Mr. CLacerr] has 
moved this amendment in good faith. “And 
yetitisnotwell-advised. The proposition is to 
take out of the hands of the President, or, in 
other words, of the Secretary of the Interior, 
the discretion which is here given him to 
expend this appropriation for such purposes 
as he may deem best for the Indians, with due 
regard to their wishes and his own judgment, 
aud to put it into the hands of the Indians 
themselves, to allow them to say that the whole 
appropriation may be devoted to a single object, 
namely, the purchase of beef cattle. The ob- 
ject of these beef cattle seems to be to furnish 
a sort of loadstone which will attach the In- 
dians to the soil, which our efforts to induce 
them to cultivate and thereby feed themselves 
have hitherto failed in doing. 
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Now, I donot know thatthe gentleman from 
Montana (Mr. CLacert] can say with refer- 
ence to this tribe of Assiniboines or any other 
of the scarcely half-civilized tribes of the 


mountains, that the present of a drove of cat- | 


tle, not to be under the charge of the Indian 
agent, not to be like other property there, 
kept by the Government for their use, but to 
be given up to the absolute control and admin- 
istration of the Indians themselves, as they see 


fit—I do not think the gentleman can say that | 
in their present condition of civilization the | 


result of such a present will not be that they will 
consume those cattle in the first three months. 
That would be the most natural use the In- 
dians would make of them; and when they 
had used them up, they would mount their 
mustangs and gratify their roving propensities 
by going off in the pursuit of buffalo. It 
seems to me that the only safety in Indian 
expenditures is in leaving them in the hands 
of Government officers. If you allow the 
Indiausthemselves, with their childish notions 


andimprovident habits, to say what disposition || 


shall be made of the appropriations for their 
benefit, and on what articles they shall be ex- 
pended, you lose all responsibility of every 
kind for the money you expend.. It seems to 
me, for the reasons [have stated, this amend- 
ment ought not to prevail. 

The question was taken on the amendment; 


and there were-~ayes twenty-four, noes not | 


counted. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For seventh of twenty installments, for the in- 
struction of Indians in farming, and purchase of 
seeds, tools, &c., as per third article treaty of April 
7, 1865, $800, 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I move 


to strike out that clause, and Ido it for the |! 
purpose of calling the attention of the com- jj 


mittee to one feature in these appropriations : 
all through the bill there are appropriations 
made to furnish agricultural seeds to the In- 
dians, and yet it is well. known to gentlemen 
on this floor that agricultyral pursuits cannot 
be followed by any one without animals and 
stock. The proposition of the gentleman from 


Montana [Mr. Cuacerr] to give to these In- | 


dians stock, cattle, and horses, was a wise and 
good proposition. The House, however, voted 
it down, and yet we go on making appropria- 
tions for farming seeds, without making any 
appropriation for stock to work the farms with. 
It seems to me that this is an inconsistent 
policy. 


Mr. SARGENT. These Appropn aion a i 
fhe į 
treaties with the Chippewas specify the arti- | 


in strict accordance with the treaties. 


cles ond amount of articles which they shall 
receive, and we are required to make the ap- 
propriations. But I will state that there are 
in every reservation—I will except the reserva- 
tions in Texas—bat upon the reservations gen- 
erally, stock, cattle, and horses, which are in 
the use of the Government. But to give a 
band of wild or half wild Indians stock or 
milch cattle, with the idea that they will keep 
them and be turned into a pastoral people by 
that circumstance, is, in my judgement, the 
height of folly. A 

Mr. CONNER. I will state to my friend 
from California that the reservations in Texas 
are well stocked with horses and cattle, for the 
Indians have stolen some two or three million 
dollars, worth from us since the peace pelicy 
of the Administration was inaugurated. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then this amendment cer- 
tainly docs not need to apply to Texas. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to inquire 
of-some gentleman who has examined these 
Indian treaties, whether they provide that we 
shall furnish the Indians with seed for agri- 
cultural purposes, and to plant annually? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How is it that the 
Indians do not raise the necessary seed every 
year, and that the Government is obliged to 


i 


} 


i more such treaties hereafter. 


send them the corn, wheat, and other grain 
necessary to sow and plant, purchased perhaps 
in the States and sent out to the Indians 
annually? That shows the folly and absurdity 
of these treaties perhaps as much as anything. 
A treaty provides that from-year to year, per- 
haps for twenty successive years, the Govern- 


ment of the United States shall send them their. 


seed to plant and sow, purchased in Illinois 
and Iowa, and transported thousands of miles 
at a great expense to some remote Indian 
agency. What do they do withtheseed? Do 
they raise nothing from it? 

Mr.CONNER. Ifthe gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will allow me to auswer that question, 
I will say that they invariably poll the corn 
while it is in the roasting-ear, that it never was 
known to mature, and that therefore there is 
no seed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish some gentle- 
man would say whether they raise anything. 

Mr. TAFFE. I can answer the gentleman’s 
question. He asks what they do with the 
seeds. 
machines and the reaping machines sent out 
by the Government, and burn them, and cook 
the beans and eat them. 

Mr. SARGENT. The absurdity which the 
gentleman points out I realize as much as he 
does; it bag been going on for years. In the 
last Congress we broke it up as to the future. 
Does the gentieman understand that? Where 
has he been all this time? He has been here 
in Congress ever since my recollection; I had 
the pleasure of serving with him in Congress 
years ago. But he does not seem to have 
awakened to the absurdity of this thing until 
just now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes; I always 
knew it. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
tleman’s pardon. In the last Congress we 
insisted that these absurd treaties should be 
examined by the Senate, aud that no more 
should be made. Finally we wrested from that 


| body reluctantly, at the end of a conference 


between the two Houses, the provision of law 
that no more such treaties should be hereafter 
made. Butwe cannot escape from these obli- 
gations imposed by treaties now in force, and 
some of which have years: yet to run. This 
very provision, on which the gentleman makes 
his point, is to make an appropriation for 
the seventeenth of twenty installments that 
we have agreed by treaty to make to this par- 
ticular tribe of Indians. But no more cases 
of that kind will be presented. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Unless the Senate 
make another treaty. 

Mr. SARGENT. The law now provides 
that they shall not do it; they have given up 
that right by a statute to which they have coun- 
sented. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They are above all 
laws. 


Mr. BECK. Allow me to say that that was 


done in a conference committee after the Sen- || 


ate had previously broken up two conference 
committees upon the subject. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; it was agreed 
to in the third conference. Ata previous ses- 
sion of Congress the Indian appropriation bill 


failed to pass and went over, as the result of || 


the determination of the House to have no 
At the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress we had_one con- 
ference committee, in which the House was 
jmmévable in that determination, and then 
another, both of which failed to agree. Then 
there was a third conference, in which the 
Senate agreed to a provision, which was put 
in statate form, that no more such treaties 


should be made; and there never willbe any | 


more. 
[Here the hammer fell.] . 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
draw my amendment. f 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I renew it for the 
purpose of saying that if the gentleman from 


They take the machines, the mowing | 


If so, then I beg the gen- || 


I with- į 


California [Mr. Sangenr] had examined the 
Globe, or had noticed what took place in the 
House from year. to year, he would have dis- 
covered that this was not the first time I had 
risen to oppose as strongly as I might the ab- 
sardity of this practice of making treaties with 
these little ragged bands of outlaws. The gen- 
tleman asks where I have been all this time. 
It seems that no matter what law is in force, 
or what we may say, the Senate appears to be 
above all law on the. subject of treaties. : It 
makes treaties, aS it has a right by the Consti- 
tution to do; and after making a treaty they 
then come to the House and insist that we are 
bound to carry out the provisions of that treaty, 
which I deny. That is where I take issue with 
the gentleman from California. Isay the House 
is not bound to appropriate this money, and 
the Senate cannot bind the House by any 
treaty to make an appropriation of money. If 
so, then the Senate may deplete the Treasury ; 
the Senate may sell the territory of the Uni- 
ted States ; the Senate may purchase another 
country by treaty,and compel us, asin the case 
of Alaska, to appropriate the money to pay 
for it. According to that idea, we are only 
to be bound to the car of the Senate and to 
obey its bidding. Why, sir, I expect tbat if I 
should go to sleep like Rip Van Winkle, and 
sleep for forty years, and at the end of that 
time wake up and return here to this. House, 
I would still hear the stentorian voice of our 
Clerk as he read, ‘fortieth of the hundred 
j annual installments’? for the Arapahoes, or 
Crows, or Assiniboines, for sheep, or seed, or 
clothing of the most modernand civilized pat- 
tern, or something of that kind. From year 
to year we are compelled to go over the same 
thing, to come up to the same point of making 
appropriations for carrying out some of the 
treaty stipulations with these wild Indians. 
And the moment any gentleman rises in the 
House to oppose such things he is met with 
the cry, ‘Oh, it is the treaty; it is a secret 
ij treaty which the Senate has made,” and in 
which we have no voice. I do not expect to 
affect this matter at all, but I rise to protest 
| that the Senate has no right by treaty to bind 
|| the House of Representatives to appropriate 


ii money. 

| Myr. SARGENT. Jet me say one word, 
i and then I will yield the rest of my time to 
the gentieman from Indiana, [Mr. Saayxs,] 
ii who I see is seeking the floor. 

ii For the past five years no treaties have been 
made with Indian tribes. The attitude of the 
House on the question broke up that system 
| entirely. The House has never contested the 
position that treaties which were made prior 
l! to 1867, duly ratified by the Senate and pro- 
| claimed by the President, and under which 
appropriations have been made with the con. 
currence of the House, should be carried out. 
i| In regard to the treaties made in 1867 we took 
/ our stand and said that we would not provide 
|| for carrying them out, because they had never 
| been ratified by the-House; we had never made 
| appropriations under them. But with refer- 
| ence to treaties made before that time, the 
| House had recognized them by making from 
| year to year appropriations to carry them out. 
| After a prolonged contest between this House 
and the Senate, it was finally, by a compro- 
| mise, agreed that as to ireaties made betore 
1867 appropriations to carry them out should 
be made until they expired. That was fixed, 
| so far as that Congress could bind any of its 
| successors. Batas to the future, the Senate 
i consented to give up the exercise of this power 
| which it claimed. It has religiously lived up 
to that agreement, and so has the executive 
| department of the Goverument. 

The argument which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Farnsworra] has made is a 
familiar one to those who participated in the 
debate which took place at the time this excit- 
| ing question was under discussion. We then 
‘| claimed that the Senate, in its exercise of the 
|| treaty-making power under the Constitution, 
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had no power to compel this House to put its 
hands into the Treasury of the United States 
and make appropriations to carry out those 
tréaties. We claimed that to admit sucha 
power. on the part of the Senate would con- 
cede the power of that body to sever the Gov- 
ernment; to give away one half of our terri- 
tory to some foreign nation under the pretense 
of an exercise of thé treaty-making power. 
The whole argument upon that question was 
exhausted at that time, and on the part of the 
House it was so conclusive that the Senate 
gave up its position. 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman will recollect 
also that we went so far in our opposition to 
the ground taken by the Senate that we placed 
$2,000,000 in the hands of the President to 
be expended at his discretion in the manage- 
ment of the Indians, rather than submit to the 
attitude of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; that is the fact. 

Mr. SHANKS. I sought the floor a few 
moments ago to say the identical things which 
the gentleman from California [Mr, SARGENT] 
has said much better than I could, that those 
treaties which have been confirmed by the 
action of the two Houses we ought to carry 
out; but there are some treaties which have 
not been so confirmed, and which ought not 
to be carried out. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For this amount, or so much thoroof as may bo 
necessary, to bo used at the disorotion of the Presi- 
dont, to carry on the work of aiding and instructing 
tho Ponoas in tho arts of civilization, with a view to 
their solf-support and for subsistence and clothing, 

Mr. BIGGS. I move that the committee 
now rise, It is a quarter after four o'clock. 

Mr. SARGENT, 1 hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon that motion. ‘To-morrow and 
Monday have been assigned, I believe, to 
business of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 

Mr. BIGGS. 
quorum present. 

Mr. SARGENT. If gentlemen will have 
patience, I think that in half an hour we can 
finish the bill; if not, I will assent to the 
motion that the committee rise, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pottawatomies; 

For permanont annuity, in silvor, por fourth 
article troaty of August 8, 1795, #418 35. 

For permanent annuity, in silvor, por third article 
troaty of September 30, 1809, $209 18, 

Mr, NIBLACK. I rise to a question of 
order. J wish to inquire whether it would be 
in order to move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the ILouse. 


Mr. SARGENT. Does the gentleman pro- 


I withdraw my 


I do not think there is a 


pose that the bill be reported to the House |} 


with a recommendation that it pass? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Yes, sir. My object isto 
dispense with the further reading. I'see that 
there are about thirty pages still remaining. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose there will be 
no objection to the gentleman’s proposition; 
but there are two amendments which I want 
to offer before the committee rises. 

Mr, NIBLACK. I hope the arrangement I 
suggest may be made by general consent. 

Mr. SARGENT, So farasI am concerned, 
T have no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The motion 
that the committee rise and report the bill to 
tho House is, of course, in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Jt will require unani- 
mous consent for tho committee at this stage 
to rise and report the bill to the House with a 
recommendation thatit pass, If there be no 
objection it can be done, 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I object. 

Mr. CONNER. [ object, unless my amend- 
ment bo considered as pending. 

Mr. SARGENT, I am willing that the 
gentleman’s amendment shall be considered 
as pending in the House. 


Mr. CONNER. That will be satisfactory 


to me. 
Mr: NIBLACK. I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House. 
Mr. SARGENT. Afterline fifteen hundred 
and fifty, on page 64, after these words: 
General incidental expénses of the Indian ser- 


vice: : 

For survey of Indian reserves under treaty stipula- 
tions, $55,000, 

I move to insert the following: 

For this amount, or.so much thereof as may be 
necessary to pay the expenses of the commission of 
persons serving without pay appointed by the Presi- 
dent under the provisions of the fourth section of 
the act of April 10, 1869, the sam of $15,000; and the 
said commission is hereby continued with the samo 
powers and duties provided by law. 

That is the peace commission of which Mr. 
Brunot is the president. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


-Mr. SARGENT. I move the following as 
an additional section. It is the same one 
which I had read the other day. It asks the 
Secretary of the Interior to submit a plan by 
which some of the absurdities which gentle- 
men have pointed out, and which I feel as 
keenly as any man, can be remedied in the 
future. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Intorior is hereby authorized and re- 
quired to prepare and submit to Congress a plan for 
equitably extinguishing as far as possible the sepa- 
rate claims upon the Government of the United 
States for annuities and allowances of diminished 
Indian tribes, and also for providing ona uniform 
basis for all Indians who are collected at the same 
agency. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAGETT. Tofferthe following amond- 
ment, to come in after the amendment already 
adopted, in line fifteen hundred and fifty: 

It shall be theduty of the Scerotary of the Interior 
to make careful inquiry into the condition in point 
of civilization of the several tribes mentioned in 
this act, and wherevor ho shall bo satistied that any 
tribe has become. sufficiently civilized to take care 
of the same, ho shall cause such “an amount of the 
several appropriationsberein ashe may doem proper 
to be expended in the purchase of stock, cattle, or 
sheep, for the benefit of the several tribes; said 
cattlo shall bo turned over to the chiofs and head- 
mon of the several tribes for distribution among said 
tribes, and said cattle and sheep shall be under tho 
exclusive care and control of the Indians to whom 
thoy may be distributed respectively. 


Mr. SARGENT. There is no objection to 
that amendment in that form. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Conner] being considered as offered and 
rejected in the committee, so that a vote may 
be had on it in the House. 

Mr. CONNER, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Src. 3, And be it further enacted, That all citizens 
of the United States shall have the right to filo their 
claiins with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for 
damages sustained by bands of Indians, and should 
they establish tho samo by proper proofs, it shall be 
the duty of said Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or 
the officer discharging his duties, to audit the same, 
charging the amount so awarded to tho tribe of In- 
dians whom the proofs may show perpetrated the 
depredation, and the claims so audited shall be paid 
out of the Indian appropriations from year to year, 
under such rules and restrictions as now prevail in 
the Interior Department for the settlement of other 
legal claims ngainst the General Government: Pro- 
vided, That this act does not include claims anterior 
to the passage of this act. 

Mr. SARGENT. There are a great hany 
reasons I could give against the adoption of 
thisamendment. I now move the committee 
rise and report this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Cox 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly House bill No. 1192, making 


appropriations for the current and contingent 


There is no 


expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling so-called treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes, for the yearending June 80, 
1878, and for otber purposcs, and had direc ted 
him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments. 

Mr. SARGENT. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Corner] to submit 
his amendment in the House. ; 

Mr. CONNER. I submit the amendment 
which has just been read. Two minutes are all 
I desire for speaking on this amendment. I 
offer it because it will restrain these Indians 
and keep them upon their reservations. As the 
matter now stands they raid over into Texas 
or any of the other frontier States upon the 
settlements. You go.to their reservations and 
you cannot claim the property. But if you 
pass thisamendment, and allow the citizen who 
has sustained the damage to go there and 
claim his property, or if you provide, in the 
event of the property having been sold and 
disposed of, that the amount shall be deducted 
from the annuity of that tribe of Indians, 
you will place a restraint upon them which 
will stop all their incursions upon the frontier, 
And I think if the amendment have no other 
effect than this it should commend itself to 
the favor of the House. 

Mr. SHANKS. I hope that the amendment | 
will not be adopted.- ` 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire, in reply to the 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Conner, ] to oc- 
cupy only as much time ashe has done. ‘The 
policy embodied in- his amendment was tried 
for anumber of years, and was found to operate 
inthis manner: that persons had claims against 
the Indians, either true or false, for depreda- 
tions, which would absorb nearly or wholly 
their annuities to"make them good, so that the 
Indians were left starving and famished and 
naked iu winter, and were compelled in order 
to subsist to depredate upon the whites. And 
it was found necessary by Congress—-it was 
done deliberately two years ago, after full de- 
bate in Congress—to change the policy, and 
fix it so that when citizens complained of 
depredations by the Indians, they should come 
and ask their relief of Congress. And conse- 
quently there is at the present time pending 
before the Committee of Claims—and some 
before the Committee on Indian A ffairs—a 
number of this kind claims. But the benefi- 
cial result of the policy now being pursued is 
that these depredations are ceasing. I know 
the gentleman’s constituents have a good deal 
of trouble; they are down there, a long way 
off; but we are extending this policy, and en- 
deavoring to protect the citizens. I can tell 
the gentleman, however, that the policy ke 
recommends has been tried and found ineffect- 
ual, and that the only hope we have of prevent- 
ing Indian wars is in carrying out our obliga- 
tions to the Indians in good faith, and allowing 
these amounts to go to them. Teall the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CONNER. I desire to make one slight 
alteration in my amendment, with the consent 
of the House, before the vote is taken. The 
amendment as it is now drawn operates on 
claims which may have been established be- 
fore the 4th of March, 1869. I propose to let 
it operate only from the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment will be 
so modified. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. That does not obviate the 
objection I raised.. The effect of passing the 
amendment would be that of simply diverting 
from the Indians the bounty of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CONNER. 
a vote upon it. : 

Mr, SARGENT, I now call the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordéred on the bill and 
amendments. f : 

The SPEAKER. If nò separate vote is 
demanded on any other amendment reported 
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from the Committee of the Whole than that 
of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Conxer, ] 
the others will be considered as concurred in. 

No separate vote was asked, and the other 
amendments were concurred in. 

The question recurred on agreeing to Mr. 
CoxneER’s amendment; and being put, there 
were—ayes 32, noes 86. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I rise to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it compe- 
tent for this House to pass a bill without its 
having been read? ‘That is the condition of 
this bil now, 

Mr. TAFFE. I would like to make a state- 
ment before. this bill is voted on. I agreed 
with the gentleman who has charge of the bill 
not over fifteen minutes ago, as I wished to 
leave the House on important business, that 
he would not proceed beyond a certain page. I 


do not reflect upon the gentleman, because he | 


says it took a ‘'shute’’ he could not control. 
What that was I do not know, and have no 
means of knowing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state 
that he is not presamed to know (and in the 
particular instance under consideration he 
does not know, having been absent) what is 
done in Committee of the Whole. Where a 
bill is reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair is bound to take the bill as it 
stands. The Journal never shows any record 
of what is done in Committee of the Whole, 
and there is no mode of correcting what is 
done there except in the committee itself. 

Mr. TAFFE. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that well enough, and I have no desire to 
reflect upon any one about this matter, but I 
‘desired. an opportunity of offering an amend- 
ment, and the gentleman from California cer- 
tainly agreed that I should have that oppor- 
tunity. He will not deny that. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentieman from Ne- 
braska was here while amendments were being 
offered at the close of the bill,-and if he had 
desired could have offered an amendment at 
the endof the bill as other gentlemen did, but 
he did not avail himself of that opportunity. 

A gentleman on the other side of the House, 


the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Nrsiacs, ] | 
proposed that by unanimous consent the read- | 


ing of two thirds of the bill be dispensed with. 
To that there was general assent in the com- 
mittee, and I assented among others. That 
was the condition of the matter. 
gentleman from Nebraska here, and he had a 
right to submit his amendment. The gentle- 
man from: Texas. [Mr. Conxer] offered. his 
amendment, and the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. Cuacerr] offered one, and I myself 
offered two amendments. The gentleman was 
here then, and had the right to exercise the 
privilege of offering an amendment if he saw 
fit. The amendment proposed by the, gentle- 
man from Texas resembled in many respects 
the amendment which the gentleman from 
Nebraska informed me he desired to offer, 
only the gentleman’s amendment related to 
the Sioux Indians, and. proposed that their 
annuities should be responsible for depreda- 
tions committed by them. Am I correct in 


this? That was my understanding of it, and | 
i| the House. 


an amendment of the same kind was offere 
by the gentleman from Texas. s 
Mr. TALEB. That isa very small portion 
of the amendment. I would still like to make 
my statement of the matter. The gentleman 
from California agreed that he would not let 
the reading of the bill go beyond a certain point 
without himself moving that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. SARGENT. And I say that the bill 
never was read within twenty pages of that 
point. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAREE. That makes no difference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
that my colleague on the Committee on Appro- 
priations, feom California, when 1 suggested to 
him a method of expediting the consideration 


I saw the | 


i 


| it. 


of the bill, said that he had made this promise 
to the gentleman from Nebraska, and that con- 
sequently he should be compelled to move that 
the committee rise when that point in the bill 
was reached. I know he intended to carry out 
his promise in good faith, but another gentle- 
man made the suggestion that the reading of 
the bill should be dispensed with, and the com- 
mittee acceded to it, and therefore my friend 
from California is acquitted of bad faith. The 
res had dropped out—the subject-matter in 
reference to which the agreement was made— 
and now it does not exist any longer, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very sure it 
does not exist in the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman from 
Nebraska has his amendment prepared, I have 
no objection whatever to its being considered 
as now pending. Let him present it now as 
the gentleman from Texas has done his. 

Mr. COX. I would like to have it read. I 
do uot quite like this way of disposing of im- 
portant appropriation bills without their being 
read and full opportunity afforded for the offer- 
ing of amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Nebraska to offer his 
amendment, and it can be considered as pend- 


ing. 
Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to 


that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let it be done 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX. I hope so; it is only fair to the 
gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ought perbaps to say in 
justice to the gentleman from California that 
I myself made the motion to dispense with the 
further reading of the bill and report it to the 
House, and I did so without consultation with 
him. I was wholly unconscious that it would 
involve him in embarrassment on account of 


any agreement he had made with the gentleman | 


from Nebraska, or any other gentleman. 

made the suggestion, and it seemed to meet 
with so much favor in the committee that I 
submitted the motion which prevailed. If 
there was anything wrong in it, I am respons- 


ible. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, ‘we are 
all honorable men’’ here, and it is all right. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I believe unanimous 
consent is necessary to this understanding. 
The gentleman from Missouri who is near me 
[Mr. McCormick] heard me object and came 
to me and asked me to insist upon my objec- 
tion. AsI did not desire to be disagreeable, 
and as so many gentlemen seemed to be in 
favor of the arrangement, I did not insist upon 
But I for one do not approve of this mode 
of legislation, especially in reference to Indian 
appropriation biils. I would like to have this 
bill considered carefully all through. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman had 
insisted upon his objection in Committee of 
the Whole this question would not have arisen 
now in the House. The Chair will again state, 
so that this may not become a precedent, that 
the Llouse cannot take cognizance of any mis- 
understanding between members of a com- 
mittee, except as the committee itself may, 
by its report, bring it to the attention of 
The Clerk will now read the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Nebraska, [Mr. Tarre.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That none of the payments provided for 
shall be made to tribes which are at war with the 
United States; but if portions of such tribes shall 
remain at peace and observe their treaty obliga- 
tions, payments may be made to such parties pro 
rata, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior: And provided further, That all moneys or arti- 
cles appropriated by this act shall be liable to the 
payment for depredations committed by any of the 
tribes named or contemplated. 


Mr. TAFFE. I would like to make a brief 
statement. I said day before yesterday that.as 
the law now stood no money appropriated by 
the Government, no article contributed by the 


Government te these Indians, was liable for |} pacify—to bribe, 


} 
| 


any depredation committed by them. In other ` 
words, all the depredations that they have here- 
tofore committed, and all that they may here- 
after commit, under the law and under the 
amendment framed, I believe, by the gentlemen 
who now has charge of*this bill, {Mr. Sar- 
GENT, ] were to be exempt from all claims what- 
soever of citizens of the United States. And 
in addition to that we make an appropriation 
to prosecute any citizen of any State or of the 
West who even pursues upon a reservation an 
Indian with a horse he has stolen. I hope I 
may not be misunderstood. That was voted 
down once in this House two years ago. But 
as the law certainly is now, though it is denied 
by the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, [Mr. SHaxks,] we are to have no re- 
dress whatever; youcan make no reprisal under 
penalty of the law; and there is an appro- 
priation to punish you for pursuing upon a 
reservation an Indian with stolen property. 
That is the law of Congress to-day. 1 offer 
this amendment so that there shall not here- 
after be a premium upon robbery and scalps 
on our western frontier. 

Mr. SHANKS. The gentleman says I 
denied that that is the law. 

Mr. TAFFE. You said it was not the law. 

Mr. SHANKS. In that the gentleman is 
mistaken. He asked what the remedy was, 
and I said that by the law of 1802, reénacted 
in 1884, the remedy was to apply to the Indian 
agents, and if the tribe refused redress then 
an application must be made to the President 
for payment for the injury done. He said that 
in 1859 the responsibility in that regard was 
taken off. Ido not negative that fact. Ido 
not recollect it. 

Mr. TAFFE. I now ask the gentleman if 
I have not stated the law correctly, that there 
is no remedy. 


Mr. SHANKS. This is what I want to say 
now. 
Mr. KERR, Irise to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 


| gentleman. 


Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire whether 


i the two provisos of the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Tarre] 
cannot be voted on separately ? 

Mr. SHANKS. The last proviso would 
reénact the law which has been repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The amendmeut is open 
to amendment, aud the gentleman can move 
to amend it by striking out the second proviso. 

Mr. KERR. I make that motion. 

Mr. SARGENT. I concur with the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Keer] in the propri- 
ety of striking out the second proviso of this 
amendment. Congress, as I stated a moment 
ago, carefully considered that matter, and 


| upon the report of the committee adopted the 


present system. It is better to prevent dep- 
redatious by supplying the wants of the Indi- 


‘aus, than to appropriate money to make pay- 


ment for their depredations, to compensate 
those who have been depredated upon. The 
first proviso is even worse than that, so far 


|as the present policy is concerned. There 


are appropriations in this bill nominally for 
the benefit of the Apaches of New Mexico, 
but they may be considered as really for the 
benefit of the white citizens of that Territory. 

We have appropriated in the bill $250,000, 
to induce these tribes to go upon reservations 
and remain at peace. They are now at war 
against the Government of the United States. 


iT think I am speaking within bounds when I 
| say that at the present time there is, on ths 


average, one murder of a white man commit- 
ted in that Territory every day by Indians. 
We want to stop this condition of things. How 
shall we do it? We tried the thing with the 
Sioux, who were depredating upon the whites, 
committing murders and other outrages, and 
enacting deeds of fendish cruelty.. We appro- 
priated nearly two million. dollars in order to 
if you please—those twenty 
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thousand Indians. They are to-day at peace 
with the Government. The experiment has 
succeeded. But if there had been a provision 
in the law that none of the money appropri- 
ated should be expended upon any tribe, or 
part of a tribe, at war with the Government, 
the whole object would have been defeated, 
because the Interior Department would have 
been inhibited from paying one dollar to aid 
Indians who were at war. : 

Mr. TAREE. 
being at war? 

Mr. SARGENT. We do. not want to pay 
them for being at war, but we want to go there 
with supplies purchased with the money ap- 
propriated in this bill, and say to them, ‘‘ Cease 
your depredations; go upon the reservations 
we have provided for you, and we willfeed you. 
Do not steal the cattle of settlers or commit 
other depredations, but remain at peace, and 
you and your families shall not starve. The 
people of the United States are able to give 
you the means of subsistence; they are wil- 
ling to act toward you with humanity if you 
will go upon the reservations and stay there, 
and conduct yourselves peaceably. Here is 
an earnest of our good intentions; here is a 
part of the goods which the Government has 
sent you.” By sucha policy we may secure 
peace with these Indian tribes. But if we put 
the money into the Treasury and say that until 
the Indians have become peaceable it shall not 
be expended for their benefit, we defeat the 
very object of the appropriation. It is forthe 
very reason that they are at war that we want 
to go to them, and by means of the supplies 
we furnish them make them peaceable. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. You propose 
to buy a peace? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, we propose to buy 
a peace with these Indians. 

Me, FARNSWORTH, And to buy it by 
presents, &e., given to them while they are 
still at war? 

Mr. SARGENT. We propose to buy it 
under the circumstances ay they exist. ‘hey 
ure now ina state of hostility to the Govern- 
ment--partially or spasmodically at any rate. 
Onc month, perhaps, they may be living peace- 
fully on their spoils; the next month they are 
on the warpath. We want to induce these 
Indians to become peaceable, like the Semi- 
noles, or like the Creeks nnd Cherokees, for 
whom we are now talking about providing a 
territorial government; or like the Pottawato- 
mies and Winnebagoes, who are citizens of the 
United States, though a generation and a half 
ago those Indians were carrying bloodshed and 
murder all over the Territories, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. SARGENT, Lam always glad to yield 
to my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. From all that I have 
heard in listening to gentlemen who under- 
stand the character of the Indians, the ground 
of those who urge these appropriations seems 
to be that itis for the interests of the white 
people, for the preservation of their lives and 
property, as also that they may have a slice of 
these appropriations which have been manifi- 
cently made by thé Government, that the 

Indians should remain at peace with them. 
Now, if you make it necessary that the Indian 
tribes should be at peace with the whites 
before they receive any of these appropria- 
tions, you secure the earnest efforts of the white 
settlers to keep the Indians upon their good 
behavior, and also make it the interest of the 
Indians that they shall be upon their good 
behavior in order to-get the money. More than 
half—~probably nine tenths—of all the troubles 
arising with the Indians. originate with the 
whites. I may state tho proportion too largely ; 
but-at any rate, these troubles, to a great ex- 
tent, originate in trespasses committed by the 
whites. upon the Indians. If you say to the 
white man as well as to the Indian, that-none 
of this money shall be appropriated unlessthere: 


Do you want to pay them for. 


is peace between the Indians and the whites, 
you put them all upon their good behavior. 
Mr. SARGENT. {resume the floor for a 
moment, for the purpose of saying that the 
principal obstacle which has been met with 
in carrying out the humane policy of the 
Government is in the mistaken ideas of the 
frontiersmen. My friend from Texas [Mr. 
Conner] represents fairly the opinion of the 


; prent body of the white people upon the 


‘exas frontier. Andif you go into the Ter- 

ritory of Arizona, or into some parts of my 
own State, you will there find people insisting 
just as earnestly, and in equally good faith, 
that it is impossible to keep the Indian at 
peace; that the only good Indian is the dead 
one. Now the Government does not think 
so, and it is not the policy of this bill. I 
think that will be the effect of the amend- 
ment, and I therefore call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. CONNER. I regard this as one of the 
most important measures which can come be- 
fore Congress, and as I intend to insist on the 
demand for the yeas and nays, I now move 
the House adjourn so as to take the vote to- 
morrow when the House is full. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to 
tuking the vote to-morrow, if that will accom- 
modate the gentleman. 

Mr. CONNER. Let it go over until to-mor- 
row. It is too important a measure to be voted 
on when there is no quorum in the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. I insist on my demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. CONNER. I insist on my motion to 
adjourn, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
38, noes 59, 

Mr. CONNER. I demand the yeas and 
nays, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will order tell- 
ers. Tbe previous question had in fact been 
ordered, but was waived in order to allow the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. ‘Tarve] to be offered; and if there be 
no objection the Chair will consider the pre- 
vious question seconded and the main question 
ordered, 

Mr, HOAR. I object. 

The SPHAKER, ‘The Chair will then put 
the question to the House on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
eighty-seven, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered, 

And then, on motion of Mr. CONNER, (at 
four o'clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ACKER: The remonstrance of R. 
W. Pascoe and 101 others, workers in the 
Lehigh zine mines of Lehigh and Northampton 
counties, Pennsylvania, against any change in 
the tariff laws abating duties on articles suc- 
cessfully produced in this country, urged by 
the Vree-T'rade League, and praying the repeal 
of all duties on tea, coffee, and such other arti- 


cles as cannot be produced in the United, 


States, and also such adjustment of duties 
as will encourage and defend every home 
industry and foster the honor and interests of 
the American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of Charles G. Weiss 
and 616 others, workers in the Allentown roll- 
ing-mill, of Allentown, Lehigh county, Penn- 
sylyania, against the change in the tariff laws 
abating duties on articles successfully produced 
in this country urged by the Free-Trade League, 
and praying the repeal of all duties on tea, 
coffee, and such other articles as cannot be 
produced in the United States, and also such 
adjustment of duties as will encourage and 


| 


defend every home industry and foster the 
honor and interests of the American laborers. 

By Mr. AVERILL: The petition of mer- 
chants of Minnesota, for a modification of the 
tariff on certain kinds of sugar. 

By Mr. BECK: Thepetition of William M. 
Coffey, guardian of John T. and William S. 
McGuire, children of Benjamin. F.. McGuire, 
deceased, of Lincoln county, Kentucky, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to them in con- 
sequence of the services of their father as a 
soldier in the Army of the United States in the 
late war. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The remonstrance of Archi- 
bald Crozier and 68 others, workers in Pusey 
Brothers’ factory, and others, of Wilmington, 
Delaware, against the change in the tariff laws 
abating duties on articles successfully produced 
in this country, urged by the Free Trade League, 
and praying the repeal of all duties on tea, 
coffee, and such other articles as cannot be 
produced in the United States, and also such 
adjustment of duties as will encourage and 
defend every home industry and foster the 
honor and interests of the American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of John P. Edwards 
and 46 others, workers in machine and other 
shops at Wilmington and vicinity, Delaware, 
against the change in the tariff laws abating 
duties on articles successfully produced in this 
country, urged by the Free-'l'rade League, and 
praying the repeal of all duties on tea, coffee, 
and such other articles as cannot be produced 
in the United States, and algo such adjustment 
of duties as will encourage and defend every 
home industry and foster the honor and inter- 
ests of the American laborer. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of New York: The peti- 
tions of the officers and trustees of the Roches- ” 
ter Savings Bank and the Mechanics’ and Bast 
Side Savings Bank, of the city of Rochester, 
New York, in favor of abolishing the tax on 
deposits. 

Also, the petition of manufacturers and deal- 
ers in tobacco, in favor of a uniform tax of 
sixteen cents per pound, 

Also, the petition of dealers in wine and 
liquors, in favor of a change in the mode of 
taxation. 

By Mr. ELY: The petition of the Equitable 
Savings Bank of New York, for the repeal of 
the tax on deposits. 

Also, the petition of S. Funke, for the re- 
moval of the tax on cigars manufactured for 
export. ; 

Also, the petition of Catherine Ferry, for a 
pension... 

By Mr. FARNSWORTH: The petition of 
citizens of Aurora, Illinois, for the repeal of 
the duties on tea, coffee, &e. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of William Oliver and 28 others, soldiers, of 
Belmont county, Ohio, praying the equalization 
of bounty money and for bounty land. 

Also, the petition of William O. Reed and 
29 others, soldiers, of Belmont county, Ohio, 
asing the equalization of bounty and for bounty 
and. 


By Mr. GETZ: The remonstrance of John 
L. Seibert and 45 others, manufacturers of- 
cigars, &e., of Womelsdorf, Pennsylvania, 
against the change in the tariff laws abating 
duties on articles successfully produced in this 
country, urged by the Free-T'rade League, and 
praying the repeal of all dutics on tea, coffee, 
and such other articles as cannot be produced 
in the United States, and also such adjust- 
ment of duties as will encourage and defend 
every home industry and foster the honor and 
interests of the American laborer. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: The petition of Colonel 
D. C. MeCoyand 95 others, citizens of Pennsy!- 
vania, and late officers and soldiers in the Army 
of the United States, praying the passage of an 
act givingall soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
enlisted in the service of the United States for 
the suppression. of the late rebellion, and who 
have an honorable discharge, and to the heirs 
of those that are deceased, $8 334 per month 
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for.the entire time served, deducting all Gov- 
ernment bounty heretofore paid ; also, toamend 
the twenty-fifth section of the actapproved July 
15, 1870, so as to allow soldiers and sailors to 
enter the amount of land therein allowed with- 
out the requirements of settlement and culti- 
vation. 

Also, the remonstrance of James Robinson 
and 50 others, workmen in Kimberly & Hiler’s 
coal bank, of Hickorytownship, Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, against the change in the tariff 
laws abating duties on articlessuccessfully pro- 
duced in this country, and praying the repeal 
of all duties on tea, coffee, and such other 
articles as cannot be produced in the United 
States, and also such adjustment of duties as 
will encourage and defend every home indus- 
try and foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer. 

By Mr. HALDEMAN: The petition of num- 
erous citizens of Wrightsville, York county, 
Pennsylvania, against a change of existing 
tariff laws, in so far as they protect American 
industry, and in favor of the repeal of all duties 
upon tea and coffee, 

By Mr. HAMBLETON: The petition of 
Captain Samuel M. Traverse, L. F. Kerwin, 
and 200 others, citizens of Dorchester county, 
Maryland, engaged in the boating business, 
praying that the said county may be included 
in the Baltimore city customs district instead 
of the Crisfield district, as at present. 

Also, the memorial of Dr. H. R. Pitts and 

100 others, citizens of Worcester county, Mary- 
land, praying a survey of the bay or sound 
extending from the Delaware line through 
Worcester county to Chincoteague inlet, in 
Virginia, with a view to removing obstruc- 
tions. ; 
By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance of 
W. H. McMillan and 478 others, workers in 
the Pascal iron-works, Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, against the change in the tariff laws 
abating duties on articles successfully pro- 
duced in this country, urged by the Free-Tradé 
League, and praying the repeal of all duties 
on tea, coffee, and such other articles as can- 
not be successfully produced in the United 
States, and also such adjustment of duties as 
will encourage and defend every home indus- 
try and foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of Henry R. Green 
and 60 others, workersinthe Berkshire mills, of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against the change 
in the tariff laws abating duties on articles suc- 
cessfully produced in this country, urged by 
the Free-Trade League, and praying the repeal 
of all duties on tea, coffee, and such other arti- 
clesas cannot be produced in the United States, 
and also such adjustment of duties as will 
encourage and defend every home industry 
and foster the honor and interests of the Amer- 
ican laborer. ` 

Also, the remonstrance of Edward L. Carey 
and 50 others, members of the White Hall 
Agricultural Association of Frederick county, 
Virginia, against the change in the tariff laws 
abating duties on articles successfully pro- 
duced in thiscountry, urged by the Free-Trade 
League, and praying the repeal of all duties on 
tea, coffee, and such other articles as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and also 
such adjustment of duties as will encourage 
and defend every home industry and foster the 
honor and interests of {he American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of William Righter 
and 79 others, workers in the Tacony chemical 
works of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against 
the change in the tariff laws abating duties 
on articles successfully produced in this ecoun- 
try, urged by the Free-Trade League, and 
praying the repeal of all daties on tea, coffee, 
and such other articles as cannot be produced 
in the United States, and also such adjustment 


of duties ‘as will encourage and defend every, 


home industry and foster the honor and inter- 
ests of the American laborer. 


By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Josiah ! 


| Reab, foran amendment to the pension law 
for surviving soldiers in the war of 1812. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of Mrs, 
| Mary A. Chute, of Naples, Maine, praying a 
| pension. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Judge 
Edward Hall and 97 others, citizens of Holmes 
county, Ohio,. praying Congress to retain the 
present protective duties upon Américan in- 
dustry. ; w 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of J. 
A. Leruke and 84 others, citizens of Indiana, 
praying Congress to grant aid to the Western 

Iron-Boat Building Company. 

| By Mr. PACKER: The petition of Colonel 
David Taggart and others, officers of the Army 


the pay and salary of paymasters’ clerks. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
citizens of Oneida county, New York, for the 
repeal of the duty on salt. 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER: Sundry petitions 
of ‘citizens of Bedford county, Pennsylvania, 
praying the passage of House bill No. 660, 
granting bounty lands to certain persons en- 
gaged in the military and naval service of the 
United States from and after the 4th day of 
March, 1861. f 

By Mr. SLOSS : The petition ofofficers of the 
Methodist Episcopal church at Decatur, Ala- 
bama, asking compensation for their house of 
worship, which was destroyed by the United 
States Army during the late war between the 
States. 

By Mr. STORM: The remonstrance of S. E. 
Schoonour and 26 others, workmen of Weath- 
erly, Carbon county, Pennsylvania, against the 
change in the tariff laws abating duties on arti- 
cles successfully produced in this country, 
urged by the Free-Trade League, and praying 
the repeal of all duties on tea, coffee, and such 
other articles as cannot be produced in the 
United States, and also such adjustment of 
duties as will encourage and defend every 
home industry and foster the honor and inter- 
ests of the American laborer. 

- Also, the petition of 75 citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, and late soldiers of the Army 


act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who. served during the late war, and to the 
heirs of those now deceased, the sum of 
| $8 334 per month for the entire time served, 


change the law of July 15, 1870, so as to allow 


| lands therein allowed without the requirements 
of settlement and cultivation. 

Also, the remonstrance of Abraham Schropp 
and 967 others, workers in the Bethlehem iron- 
works, of Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, against the 
change in the tariff laws abating duties on 
articles successfully produced in this country, 
urged by the Free-Trade League, and praying 
the repeal of duties on tea, coffee, and such 
other articles as cannot be produced in the 
United States, and also such adjustment of 
duties as will encourage and defend every 
home industry and foster the honor and inter- 
ests of the American laborer. 

By Mr. SWANN: The memorial of the Choc- 
j taw nation, relative to their claim to the net 
proceeds of their lands ceded to the United 
States by the treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek. 

Also, two petitions from business firms in 
the city of Baltimore, Maryland, praying the 


|| repeal of the duty on salt. 


By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of 
Franklin Curtis, for an American register for 
brig M. L. B. =, ; : 

By Mr. WALLACE: The memorial of the 
Charleston Chamber of Commerce, praying 
Congress to restore the cotton tax. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of Ben- 
jamin H. Cartis and others, of Monroe county, 
Michigan, soldiers in the late war, asking the 
| passage of an act giving to all soldiers $8 33} 
per month for the time served, after deducting 
any Government bounty already paid. 


of the United States, praying an increase of | 


of the United States, asking the passage of an | 


deducting all bounties heretofore paid, and to | 


soldiers and sailors to enter the amount of į 


“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 2, 1872. 7 


The House metat twelve o'clockm. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burren, D. D, 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SESSION OF SATURDAY. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
a privileged question. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Mon- 
day. I make this motion with a view to an 
understanding being come to whether we shall 
adjourn over, or whether there shall be a 
session to-morrow for debate only. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think there 
are some gentlemen who would like to speak 
to-morrow. I therefore move that the session 
of to-morrow be for debate only as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, no business whatever to 
be transacted ; I shall be quite satisfied if that 
is agreeable to the House. 

The motion of Mr. Garrietp, of Ohio, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the motion was agreed 
to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORGANIZATION OF INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a protest of the Choctaw nation against 
the organization of the Indian territory into 
a territorial or State government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL TAXES. 


Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1333) to amend sec- 
tion thirty-five of an act entitled, “An act to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes ;’’ 
which was read a first and second time. . 

Mr. PECK. I desire to have the bill put 
upon its passage now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections, if any, will 
be in order. 

The bill was read. It proposes to extend 
the privileges of the act entitled ‘An act to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved July 14, 1870, to the port of Toledo, 
in the State of Ohio. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHICAGO RELIEF. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. I ask unanimous 


consent to present a memorial of the St. Louis 
Board of Trade, for reference to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. I desire to have the 
memorial read. z 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

Sr. Lovis, MISSOURI, February 1, 1872. 
Hon. A. FixkLExBURG and Hon. Erastus WELLS : 

Please have the following preamble and resolu- 
tions presented to both Houses of Congress at the 
earliest practicable moment, dof Trad 

y order o est, Louis boar ol raue: | 
>B. R. BONNER, President. 

“ Whereas a bill is now pending in the Congress 
of the United States which provides for the import- 
ation into the port of Chicago certain goods, wares, 
and merchandise free of duty, for the purpose of 
extending aid to the sufferers in the burnt district 
in said sity: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the merchants, manufac- 
turers, and importers of St. Louis, through their 
Board of Trade, respectfully represent that the pro- 
posed mode of relief is impracticable and unjust in 
this, that it would unsettle values, complicate the 
collection of the revenue, open the way, to fraud, 
and place the burden of relief upon a few classes 
that should be borne equitably and alike by all. 

“2, Resolved, That any aid‘that Congress in. its 
wisdom may deem proper to extend, should be by 
direct appropriation from the national Treasury, by 
which process Congress and the whole country will 
know the exact amount contributed, and every 
interest will bear its proportion of a national tax to 
rebuild Chicago. 
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“3, Resolved, That the president of this board is 
hereby requested to transmit to the President of 
the Senate, Speaker of the House, and the con- 
gressional delegation from this State, a copy of 
these resolutions.” 

The memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


JAMES DE LONG. 


Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, reported 
back from the Committee of Claims the peti- 
tion of James De Long for compensation, and 
moved that that committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign. Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. W. QUINN. 


Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1884) for the relief 
of J. W. Quinn; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. MOORE. Task unanimous consent to 
have the bill put upon its passage. 

The bill wasread forinformation. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 

ension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
imitations of the pension laws, the name 
of J. W. Quinn, late a first lieutenant of the 
United States revenue marine, and pay him a 
pension to commence from and after the pas- 
sage of this acte > 

Mr. MOORE. I ask that the report in this 
case be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The elaim for invalid ponsion in the ease of John 
W. Quinn, laton first lieutenant in tho United States 
revenuo marino, is one of a class for which no pro- 
vision is made by law. Ifa ponsion is granted to 
this claimant it must be considered among thoso 
which are denominnted as gratuitous pensions, Such 
pensions should ‘be granted with extreme caution, 
aud the evidence should show tho particular caso to 
bo peculiarly meritorious, and such eases should 
stand by themselves, and not be considered, when 
granted, in the light of forming precedents for futuro 
action, Lhe Government bas, however, from its foun- 
dation’ been in tho habit of granting such pensions 
whon tho case has appeared to be ono of superior 
merit. The present caso wo think one of this ohar- 
aetor, Captain Quinn is an old salt whoso whole 
eargor, of about twonty-five y curs, while in the mer- 
chant marino ond United States revenue marino, 
has boon ono of singular usefulness and marked by 


tho highest possible integrity, ‘he old gontleman, | 


now sixty-eight years of ago, is tho vory personifica- 
tion of cleverness and honor; justsuch a man asan 
ann of the Government, sorvice might be proud of. 
In 188] he was crippled by a fall whilo in the lino of 
duty which permanently disabled him for active sea 
servico, Ile is now. vory poor and unable to pro- 
cure, by his own oxortions, a subsistence for his 
family, consisting of himeolf, his aged wifo, and two 
childron, still dependont upon him for support. Lis 
gon, a noblo and gallant young naval officer, fell in 
tho iato war, on whoso account thedopendent mother 
would bo entitled to w pension; but the gonsitive 
mother absolutely declines to apply on account of 
the doath of hor boy, 

To Captain Quinn his cauntry is his idol. He 
has served it with singular fidelity and honosty, and 
has truly beon an ornamont to the servico. This 
Government can loso nothing by recognizing in 
some substantial way such singular virtuo in an old 
publie servant; besides, ho is now quite old, and 
cannot, in the ‘course of nature, long continue to 
enjoy this gratuity. Tho committee, therefore, rec- 
ommon the passago of tho following bil for his 
relief. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES KEENON. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a joins. resolution 
(H. R. No, 94) to amend the joint resolution 
for the relief of James Keenon, late consul at 
Hong Kong, China, approved February 18, 
1867 ; which was read à firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. —” rae 


CHEROKEE NEUTRAL LANDS, 


Mr. LOWE... I ask unanimous Consent ‘to | 
present, for reference to the Commiltee on | 


Indian Affairs, a memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, in behalf of settlers on 
the Cherokee neutral lands, and I desire to 
have the memorial read. 


The memorial was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring therein,) 1. That the Congress 
of the United States is earnestly requested to pass 
such Jaws as may secure bona fide settlers upon the 
Cherokee neutral lands the fall benefit of the home- 
stead and preémption laws, and also secure to the 
State the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of lands 
in éach township throughout the State, for school 
purposes. x , 

2. That our Representatives and Senators in Con- 
gress are urged to use their best efforts to secure such 
legislation as will accomplish the above object. 

3. That the secretary of State is hereby instructed 
to transmit a copy of the above resolutions to each 
member of the Kansas congressional delegation. 

Adopted by the houso January 23, Bir s 

Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 

Concurred in by senate January 23, 1872. 

: s GEORGE C. CROWTHER, 
Neeretary. 


The memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


TRADE STATISTICS. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous cousent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the. Treasury be 
directed to furnish this Houso with the following 
statistics, namely: the amount of tonnage and value 
of cargoes representing tho trade of the United 
States for the year 1870 with the west coast of Moxico 
and Central America, west coast of South America, 
Sandwich Islands, islands of tho Pacific, Australia 
and New Zealand, China, Japan, and British, Dutch, 


| and Spanish East Indies; also between the States 


of California and Oregon, and the Atlantic States; 
the amount of tonnage and value of cargoes repre- 
senting tho trado of Great Britain for tho year 1870, 
with California and west coast of British America, 
west coast of Moxico and Central America, Ecuador, 
Poru, Chili, tho islands of the Pacific, Australia, 
and New Zonland, China, Japan, and the Dutch and 
Spanish East Indies, outward only; also theamount 
of tonnage and value of cargoes reprosonting the 
trado of Gormany for 1870, with west coast of North 
Amorion, west coast of South Amerien, Australia 
and New Zenland, islands of the Pacific, China and 
Japan, Dutch and Spanish East Indies, outward 
only. 


Mr. PERCE. Icall for the regular order. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER. Tho regular order being 
demanded, the House resumes the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No, 1192) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling so-called treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1878, and for other purposes, reported last 
evening from the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union with sundry amend- 
ments, and the pending question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Kerr] to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, [Mr. Tarr. ] 

Mr. Tarre’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That none of the payments provided for 

C: 


shall be made to tribes which are at war with the 
United States; but if portions of such tribes shall 


} remain at peace and observe their treaty obliga- 


tions payments may be made to such parties. pro 
rata, under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior: And provided further, That all moneys or arti- 
cles appropriated by this act shall be liable to the 
payment for depredations committed by any of the 
tribes named or contemplated. ‘ 

The amendment of Mr. Kerr was to strike 
out the second proviso, which is as follows: 

And provided further, That all moneys or articles 
appropriated by this act shall be liable to the pay- 
ment for dopredations committed by any of the 
tribes named or contemplated. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
79, noes 29; no quorum voting. 

Mr. TAFFE. ‘I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers. were ordered; and Mr. Tarre and 
Mr. Kerr were appointed. ; 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 107, noes 15. - 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. j 


The question recurred upon agreeing to Mr. 


Tarre’s amendment as amended, which was 
as follows: 

Provided, That none of the payments provided 
for shall be made to tribes which are at war with the 
United States; but if portions of such tribes shall 
remain at peace and observe their treaty obliga- 
tions. payments may be made to such parties pro 
rata, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

The bill, as amended,was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time ; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider. the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SARGENT, I move to amend the 
title of the bill by striking out the words “ go- 
called,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins, at thirty-one minutes past twelve 
o'clock, and this being Friday, the committees 
will be called for reports of a private naturo, 
and reports of that character are in order from 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PERCE, from the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1335) to reimburse the College of William and 
Mary, in Virginia, for property destroyed dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was read 
a frst and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the College of Wil- 
liam and Mary, in Nirivin, the sum of $65,000 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to reimburse the college 
for the destruction of its buildings and other 
property, destroyed without authority by dis- 
orderly soldiers of the United States during 
the late rebellion, no money to be paid except 
upon account of such destruction and dam- 
ages caused thereby, duly verified and proven. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Imake the point 
of order thatthe bill contains an appropriation, 
and must have its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPHAKER. The point of order is well 
taken, and the bill is referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering this bill. Pending 
that motion I move that all general debate 
thereon be limited to forty minutes. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, Percr] that 
his motion cannot be put in that precise form, 
The gentleman moves that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of this bill. The House 
must go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. The 
Chair is not aware, at this present moment, 
whether there are any bills on the Private 
Calendar preceding this or not; if there are 
any, they must be first considered when the 
House shall go into Committee of the Whole, 

The question was upon going into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar; 
and upon a division, there were—ayes 86, 
noes 50. 

Before the result of the vote waa announced, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH and Mr. CONGER 
called for tellers. 

ellers were ordered; and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
and Mr, Percs were appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the Private 
Calendar before him, There is no bill thus far 
this. session referred to the Committee of the 
Whole and placed on the Private Calendar 


l except this one; therefore, should the House 
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now go into Committee of the Whole, this bill 
wilt be the first for consideration. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 89, noes 37. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The. House accordingly resolved itself into 


the Committee of the Whole on the Private. 


Calendar, Mr. L. Myers in the chair. : 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report 
the first. and only bill on the Private Calendar. 
The Olerk reported the bill, whieh was a bill 
(H. R. No. 1888) to reimburse the College of 
William and Mary, in Virginia, for property 
destroyed during the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. PERCE,. I will now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] for 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. This isa very important and 
interesting bill—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, Irise to a parliamentary 
inquiry, Is not this objection day, and if so, 
what number of objections are necessary to pre- 
vent the consideration of this billon this call? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is objection day. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does not the rule 
require five objections? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the second call five 
objectors are required; on the first call only 
one is required. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH, I object under the 


first call. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Calendar will again 
be called. f 

Mr, HOAR. [Irise for the purpose of call- 


ing the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the House had gone into Committee of the 
Whole on. the Private Calendar, the only bill 
on the Calendar was read, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Perce] was recognized, and 
he was allowed to yield the floor to me; there- 
upon I addressed the Chair, was recognized in 
my turn, and had proceeded with a sentence of 
my remarks before the point was raised that 
this is objection day, Lclaim that it is too 
late now to object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But it bad not been 
announced that this was objection day, nor was 
objection called for, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair.thinks the 
objection wasin time. There being, however, 
but one bill on the Private Calendar, the Clerk 
will report that bill again, when it will require 
five objectors. to.prevent its consideration to- 
day, 

The Clerk accordingly reported the bill 


(H. R. No. 1888) to reimburse the College of | 
William and Mary, in Virginia, for property | 


destroyed during the war of the rebellion. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there five mem- 
bers of this committee who object to the con- 
sideration of this bill at this time? 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
SHELLABARGER, Mr. FARNSWORTH, 
Mr. BLAIR, Mr. CONGER, and others, 


objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill cannotbe con- | 
sidered to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to appeal from the 


decision of the Chair on the question whether | 


the right of objection obtains after I had begun 
my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] that bis bill is in order under the 
next call on private bill day. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire whether 
the bill must, wken objected to a second time, 
go over until another day? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be first on the 
Private Calendar when the House again goes 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendur. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Chair whether that 


call takes place to-day or on some future day? | 


The CHAIRMAN. On some future day. 
The ‘Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, however, that when the Private 
Calendar is again reached in Committee of 
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{ 


4 
t 


| fourth Friday of each month; and the day 


the Whole this bill will not only be first úpon 
the Calendar, but it must be considered at that: 


time. pap A : 
_Mr. HOAR: I desire to proceed with the: 
discussion of the bill to-day, and I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. I wish to'call 
the attention’ of the Chair to: the fact Thad: 


begun my remarks +— 


“Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘I objeet to discus- 
sion. ¢ eee DPR fi fade Tae gs 
The CHAIRMAN.’ The gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] appeals from the 

decision of the Chair. gas Fad oer 
Mr. DAWES. Is that question debatable?’ 
The CHAIRMAN.“ In the opinion“of the 

Chair it is not. P OP eh 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the rule in: 
regard to objections be read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report 
the rule. s 

The Clerk read as follows: ` ik 

“On the first and fourth Friday and Saturday of 
each month the Calendar of private bills shati be 
called over, (the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House commencing the call where he left off 
the previous day,) and the bills to t è passage of 
which no objection shall then be made shall be first 
considered and disposed ef. But when abillisagain 
reached, after having been once objected to, the 
committee shall consider and dispose of the same, 
unless it shall be again objected to by at least five 
members.” 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to ask a question. 
When the House again goes into Committee. 
of the Whole upon the Private Calendar, this 
bill will come up, as I understand? ie 

The CHAIRMAN. It will, and must then 
be considered, the right of objection having 
been now exhausted. ` 

Mr. PERCE. Then’ I would suggest that 
the appeal be withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave withdrawn the appeal. 

Mr. PERCE. I ‘move that the committee 
now rise. e i 

The motion was agreed to. i 3 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. L.’ Myirs 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calender, having had under consid- 
eration the Private Calender, had come to no 
resolution thereon. i 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry: is it in ordèr to:move to go again into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and if that motion be agreed to, will the 
bill which has just been objected to be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar to consider that bill, because the rule 
which has been read applies to the first and 


of the week is not changed by coming out of 
committee. The intention of the rule is to give 
time to the House to consider bills of this char- 
acter. The motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] would be in order 
to-morrow, or next Friday, or any subsequent 
Friday. The bill upon which discussion has 
been had in Committee of the Whole will then 
be the first on the Private Calendar, and must 
be considered, the power of objection upon 
the two calls having now beeu exhausted. 

Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimons consent 
to submit an amendment to go with that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before 


the House, but in Committee of the Whole, 


| Reports of a private nature are still in order. 


LEVI BISSELL. 


Mr. L. MYERS, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1835) for 
the relief of Levi Bisselt; which was read a 
first And second time. , 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Commissioner of Patents to grant a rehearing 
of the application of Levi Bissell for the exten- 
sion of letters-parent granted to him August 4, 
1857, for trucks for locomotives engines, upon | 
the testimony in said application or on file; and | 


the Commissioner is authorized to revive and: 
extend the letters-patent in accordanee with the 
provisions of the original grant thereof, for the 
further term of seven years. from and after 
August 4, 1871, notwithstanding the original 
term for Which letters-patent were ‘granted had 
expired, and the patentee had patented ‘the’ 
invention in foreign countriés, and such for: 
eign patents had expired before Angist 4; 
1871, if, in the judgment of the Commissioner, 
the patentee was thé ofiginal inventor ‘of the’ 
inverition described in the letters-paterit, and 
the patentee has failed, without neglect or fault’ 
on his part, to obtain from the use and sale of 
the invention areasonable remuneration for the’ 
time, ingénuity, labor. and expenses bestowed 
upon the same and the introduction thereof 
into use; provided that such extension ‘of the 
patent shall not affect the right of continued 
use of the patented improvement by any per- 
son who, since August 4, 1871 and prior to, the 
approval of this act, may have procured, ‘and 
at the time of suck approval shall bè ‘using, 
said patented improvement. ase SP Saks OT a 

The SPEAKER. ` Before proceeding far- 
ther with this bill, the Chair desires to make a 
remark touching private bills, because the case 
comes up'frequently. Thé rule’ enforced ‘this 
morning applies only to two Fridays ‘in ‘the. 
month, the first and the fourth Fridays, which 
under the rule are objection days. ` T'he case 
this morning was not one of frequent ocèùt- 
rence, and the bill this morning obtained the’ 
singular advantage of being called first, for a 
single objection, and then again for five objec: 
tions under the rule on the same day, by reason 
of the fact that there was no other bill upon 
the Private Calendar. It is not within ‘the 
knowledge of the present occupant “of: the 
Chair when before any private bill was called 
in the same day for one objection, and then 
for five objections, a8 was the case onthe bill 
this morning. There was nothing in the ‘rale: 
to prevent it. On the first call of the Calendar 
one objection suffices, but on the second call: 
five objections are required to put a bill over. 
The second cali generally occurs very long 
afierward, and very rarely do the two. ealls 
occur on the same day. - nea 

Mr. DAWES. That arose fromthe fact 
there was but one bill upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. There is noth: 
ing inthe rule to prevent the two calls on the 
same day; although the Chair is of the opin- 
ion the spirit of the rule was intended to 
apply to different days. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] the senior mem~ 
ber of the House, can scarcely remember of 
a case where the two calls. took place on the 
same day. ; IEN 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not before to-day.: The 
history of the rule is a very interesting one. 
There used- tobe from three to four hundred 
private bills on the Calendar, and: on. objec- 
tion day one member would sit in this seat 
ail day and object to everything: This ‘rule 
has been made since I have been in Congress. 
Before, a single objection would. prevent any 
pill being taken up, and as the result of expe- 
rience five objections were required on the 
second call. - But we never before got through 
with the Calendar in one day. bor 

Mr. L. MYERS. Ë hope the Committee on 
Patents will have an extension of five minutes 
for this. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. PERCE. Will it be in order for me 
next Friday to move to go into Committee of. 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar?. 

The SPEAKER. It will. : 

Mr. PERCE. . Then I give notice I shall 
make that motion. an 

The bill reported from the Committee on 
Patents wab ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, ib. was 
accordingly read thethird time, and passed. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to’ reconsider the: 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also. 
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moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on. the: table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 

ot “WILLIAM E. WARD. 

“Mr; L. MYERS also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1836) for 
the relief of William. E. Ward; which was 
read. a first and second time. _ 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Commissioner of Patents to grant a rehearing 
of the application of William E. Ward for the 
extension of letters-patent, granted to him on 
the 7th of October, 1856, 'for improvements 
in machinery for waking nuts,”’ and he is 
authorized to revive and extend the letters- 
patent. for the further term of seven . years 
from and afier the 17th of October, 1870, not- 
withstauding the original term for which let- 
ters-patent were grauted had expired and the 
said patentee had patented the invention in 
foreign countries, and such foreign patents 
had expired before the 7th of October, 1870, 
if, in his judgment, the patentee was the ori- 
ginal inventor of the invention described in 
the letters-patent, and the patentee has failed, 
without neglect or fault on his part, to obtain 
from the use and sale of the invention a rea- 
sonable remuneration for the time, ingenuity, 
labor, and expenses bestowed upon the same, 
and the introduction thereof into use; pro- 
vided that any such extension of said patent 
sball not affect the right to continue to use 
said patented improvement of, auy person 
wha, since the 7th of October, 1870, and prior 
to the approval of this act, may have pro- 
cured and at the time of such approval shall 
be using said patented improvement, 

Mr. SHELLABARGHR, I hope the gen- 
tleman will give ua the reasons why this bill 
should be passed, 

Mr. L. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will do so 
cheerfully. ‘This bill grants no extension. It 
is to correct the harsh operation of the twenty- 
fifth section of the act of July, 1870, in regard 
to patents, or rather, to speak more accurately, 
it gives a remedy against a harsh construction 
placed upon that section. As there are several 
cases of this kind, and as the Committee on 
Patents will shortly report bill among other 
amendments to repeal what we deem to be an 
unwise proviso of the twenty-fifth section, it 
will be well, perhaps, to state to the House 
the reason why these bills come before us 
at present, 

Bofore the act of Marck 2, 1861, our patents 
ran for fourteen years. There was, however, 
the right to obtain an extension of seven years 
from the Commissioner of Patents on comply- 
ing with the requirements of the law. By the 
act of March 2, 1861, we adopted a new policy. 
The original term of an American patent since 
that date is seventeen years. This act, how- 
ever, continued the right of the patentee for 

atents obtained previous to its date of obtain- 
ing the seven years’ extension from the Com- 
missioner of Patents. In the act of Febru- 
ary 8, 1870, revising and codifying the patent 
laws, a provision was inserted that a patent 
obtained here should expire at the same time 
with the foreign patent. ‘This has proved to 
be a most unwise provision. In France a 
patent cannot be obtained, or if obtained by 
accident will be declared void, if previous 
publication of the invention has been made 
there or elsewhere, so that an American is 
obliged to-go there firstif he wishes the benefit 
of his invention in that country. In England, 
although no such exclusion ‘exists, the pat- 
entee is not required to be the inventor, and 
any onè may obtain a patent. Any stranger 
to the invention may import an American 
patent, ag is frequently done, and obtain a pat- 
ent for the invention in: England. Thus, 
although ‘by their law we are not obliged to 
take out letters there first, yet in. fact Amer- 
ican inventors: often have to go there first to 
secure their rights, ee 


| 


It will be-seen, therefore, that the continu- 
ance of this provision will only impose a pen- 
alty upon American inventors who are forced 
to secure their patents abroad before they obtain 
them. here. 

But there are other reasons forits repeal. A 
patent obtained in France‘expires if not put 
into operation there during any two years of 
the grant. It becomes void unless the annual 
tax of one hundred francs is paid, and may be 
declared void if issued to any other than the 
inventor. ‘The patent also expires in England 
unless at the end of three years a tax of fifty 
pounds be paid, and at theend of seven years 
unless a tax of one hundred pounds be paid. 
Soin Spain, Russia, and several other coun- 
tries, if the invention be not worked within 
a certain period the patent expires. To make 
the duration of an American patent depend 
upon the expiration of one granted abroad 
would be a gross injustice, operating entirely 
against the American inventor; a bardship 
never contemplated by the spirit of our laws. 

Let me advert to one other reason, and the 
strongest one, against this provision. Our 
patents now run for seventeen years, while in 
no other country except Belgium are patents 
issued for that length of time; there they 
run for twenty years. In England they are 
granted for fourteen years; in France, for fiL- 
teen years; and in Holland and some other 
countries, for five, ten, and fifteen years. 

When the committee is called for public 
business we hope to report several amend- 
ments of a character that will commend them- 
selves to the approval of the House, and this 
one among the rest. But, however unwise 
this provision may have proved, I undertake 
to say that it only has reference to patents 
issued after the passage of the act of 1870. 
Congress never intended to make it retro- 
active, or take away the privileges accorded 
to the patentees under then existing laws. 
Yet these bills are before us because of decis- 
ion that the law of 1870 applied to the four- 
teen-year patents; a wrong which sections of 
that law subsequent to the one under discus- 
sion show was never contemplated. Two of 
these bills, the one for the relief of William 
E. Ward, now before the House, and the 
other for Smith & Skinner, come here because 
the late Commissioner of Patents decided that 
although the patent law of 1870 was only pros- 
pective, it adopted a new policy in regard to 
the expiration of patents, and that it was in 
his discretion to refuse the application. This 
is not so. The Commissioner has no more 
discretion under sections sixty-three and sixty- 
six of the new patent code to refuse an exten- 
sion of a fourteen-year patent than he has 
under section thirty-one to refuse the grant of 
u patent. In both cases he has to be satisfied 
that certain requirements have been complied 
with, and that is all. 

The acting Commissioner in December, 1870, 
overruled the views taken by his predecessor, 
so far as he could, in another case, but, of 
course, his decisions gave no remedy to the 
applicants who had been rejected for the cause 
stated. All we do is to give these parties a 
right to a rehearing by the Commissioner as 
though their foreign patents had not expired 
first; and we believe that the passage of these 
bills will place a construction upon the law 
in accordance with the views of the present 
Commissioner, preventing for the future rejec- 
tions which would bring this class of cases 
again before Congress. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desire to hear the 
bill again read. 

The bill.was again read. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded andthe 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 


February 2, 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agréed to. 
WILLIAM C. JARDINE. 


Mr. L. MYERS also, from the Committee 
on Patents, ‘reported a bill (H. R. No. 1387) to 
authorize William ©. Jardine to make: appli- 
cation to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
issue of a patent for his improvement in brake 
and resi for carts; which was read a first and 
second time. ee 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, 

The bill was read. Tbe preamble sets forth 
that William C. Jardine’s application for im 
provement in brake and rest for caris wags: 
passed for issue September 11, 1869, but by 
the neglect of his agent application and pay- 
ment for the issue of the same was not made 
within the time required by law. The bill 
therefore provides that William C. Jardine be 
authorized to make application to the Com- 
missioner of Patents for the issue of a patent 
for his improvement in brake and rest for carts, 
and that the Commissioner of Patedts be 
authorized to issue a patent for the same if he 
should deem it right and proper; provided 
that such application be made and the proper 
fees be paid within one year from the passage 
of this act, anything in the proviso contained 
in thirty-filth section of the act to revise, con- 
solidate, and amend the statutes relating to 
patents and copyrights, approved July 8, 1870, 
to the contrary notwithstanding ; provided that 
the issue of such patent shall not affect the right 
to use said patented improvement of any person 
who, since the 11th day of September, 1869, 
and prior to the approval of this act, may have 
procured, and at the time of such approval shall 
be using such patented improvement. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, I should like to 
know from the chairman of the committee 
what is the section of the act from which this 
party is exempted. ‘The bill refers to a sec- 
tion in the gencral law. I desire to know 
what it is. 

Mr. L.MYERS. The exemptionisin favor 
of the public. It is provided that the rights 
of any one who may have purchased the pat- 
ented improvement shall not be affected; 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I have reference to 
the provision in the body of the bill, in regard 
to the thirty-fifth section of the act of 1870, 

Mr. L. MYERS. Section twenty-three of 
the law provides that every patent shall date 
of a day not later than six months from the 
time it was passed and allowed and notice 
thereof was sent to his applicant or agent. 
The patent of this party was allowed. He 
paid the fee to his attorney to transmit, and 
the attorney failed to send it to the Patent 
Office. Section thirty-five provides. that the 
party shall have two years from the date of 
his original application to make a second one. 
This time has now passed by no fault of the 
inventor, yet under the provisions of the thirty- 
fifth section the party would not obtain his 
patent. Now we merely reinstate him in hig 
rights, as if his lawyer had sent the final fee. 
That is all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES BROWN, 

Mr. HIBBARD, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 797) to 
extend the letters-patent granted to Charles 


Brown, aud moved the same be laid on the 
table. i 


“The motion was agreed to. 


1872. 


CHESTER ©. TOLMAN, 


Mr. KELLOGG, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1839) for the relief 
of Chester C. Tolman; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Com- 
missioner of Patents to consider, rehear, and 
determine the application of Chester C. Tol- 
man for the extension of letters-patent for an 
improvement in gimlets, issued to him on the 
4th of December, 1855, and numbered 13897, 
for the term of seven years from the 4th of 
December, 1869, upon the same evidence and 
principles and with the same effect as if the 
application for ‘extension had been made and 
the evidence therein filed in the Patent Office 
within the time prescribed by law prior to the 
expiration of said patent, and as if no hearing 
had been had for such extension. The bill 
provides, however, that in case such extension 
be granted no person shall be held liable for 
damages for infringement of said patent, or 
for the sale or use of the said improvement 
between the date of the expiration of the ori- 
ginal patent and the date of the extension. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALEXANDER SMITH AND HALCYON SKINNER. 


Mr. KELLOGG, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1340) for the relief 
of Alexander Smith and Halcyon Skinner; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Commis- 
sioner of Patents to grant a rehearing of the 
application of Smith & Skinner for extension 
of the letters-patent granted them on the 4th 
of November, 1856, for improvement in power 
looms, and authorizes him to revive and ex- 
tend the letters-patent for a further term of 
seven years from and after the Ist of Novem- 
ber, 1870, notwithstanding the original term 
for which the letters-patent was granted has 
expired and said patentees have patented the 
invention in foreign countries, and such for- 
eign patents had expired before the 4th of 
November, 1870, ifin his jadgment the paten- 
tees were originally the first inventors of the 
invention described in said letters-patent, and 
the invention is useful and the patentees have 
failed without neglect or fault on their part to 
obtain from the use and sale of the invention 
a reasonable remuneration for the time, inge- 
nuity, labor, and expense bestowed upon the 
same, and the introduction thereof into use. 
The letters-patent, when so revived and ex- 
tended, are to have the same effect in law as 
if they had been originally granted for the 


term of twenty-one years; but all persons who | 


at the time of the passage of this act had con- 
structed or caused to be constructed or used 
looms on the plan of said invention, shall be at 
liberty during such extended term to use, and 
vend to others to use, the looms so constructed. 

Mr. KELLOGG: Thisis one of those cases 
of foreign patents where the late Commissioner 
of Patents refused an extension simply on the 
ground that the foreign patent had expired. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote hy which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to recansider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SARAH S. TRAPP. 


Mr. KELLOGG, from the’ Committee on 
Patents, reported, with an amendment, House 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


784 


bill No. 924, for the relief of Sarah S. Trapp, 
executrix of William Trapp, deceased. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
letters-patent granted to William Tiapp, a 
citizen of the United States, dated the Ist day 
of October, 1845, surrendered and reissued on 
the 10th day of March, 1849, and extended by 
the Commissioner of Patents for seven years 
from the 1st day of October, 1859, and again 
surrendered and reissued in two several divis- 
ions or patents, numbered respectively 1946 
and 1947, for new and useful improvements in 
barrel machinery, be renewed, revived, and 
extended for the term of seven years from and 
after the passage of this act; and the Commis- 
sioner of Patents is directed, upon the pre- 
sentation of said patents or reissues, numbered 
respectively 1946 and 1947, or certified copies 
thereof, by making a certificate upon such 
patent or reissue, or certified copy thereof, of 
such extension (the lawful fees being first paid 
therefor) in the name of Sarah S. Trapp, exe- 
cutrixof William Trapp; and the Commissioner 
of Patents is directed to cause the same to be 
entered of record in the Patent Office; and the 
patents, so renewed, revived, and extended, 
shall have the same effect in law as if origin- 
ally granted for terms extending to the end of 
the term to which they are extended by this 
act; provided, however, that such renewal or 
extended patents shall be open to legal inquiry 
and decision in the same manner as if issued 
under the general law regulating the granting 
of patents; and provided further, that no 
person, firm, or corporation shall be liable 
for any damage or royalty for having made, 
vended, or used said improvements in said 
patents specified prior to the passage of this 
act. 

The amendment reported from the com- 
mittee was to add to the bili the following: 

And any such person, firm, or corporation having 
made or purchased and used said improvement since 
the expiration of the patent, shall be entitled to use 
the same without liability during the term of said 
extension. 

Mr. DICKEY. Iwould like the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Ketnoce] to explain 
the necessity for renewing a patent that has 
already run twenty-one years. 

Mr. DU BOSH. I desire the floor after the 
gentleman has made his explanation. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman after I have made my explanation. 
ask that the report accompanying this bill be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee of Patents, to whom was referred 
the petition of Sarah S. Trapp, widow and executrix 
of William Trapp, late of Elmira, New York, de- 
ceased, report: E N 

That it appears from the evidence in this case 
thatletters-patent of the United States were granted 
to said William Trapp, on the lst day of October, 
1845, for improvements in machinery in making 
barrels; that at the proper time said patent was 
duly extended by the Commissioner of Patents for 
seven years, that is, to the Ist day of October, 1866 ; 
that on the 2d day of May, 1865, said patent was 
surrendered and reissued in two separate divisions 
or patents numbered 1946 and 1947, expiring Octo- 
ber 1, 1866; that said Trapp spent about seven years 
of his life in inventing and perfecting his improve- 
ments and upward of seven thousand dollars in 
money upon the same; that he industriously sought 
to introduce his invention into publie use and 
realize some benefit therefrom, but he was poor, 
and capital was essential to constructthe machinery, 
and he was so harassed with litigation, undertaken 
to defend and establish his patent, that he could 
get but little credit, and at the expiration of his 
patents the total amount of all his receipis, on 
account thereof, were less than fourteen thousand 
dollars. In May. 1866, he filed a petition and proofs 
to obtain an extension of said patents by Congress, 
but the matter was not acted upon, and in July, 
1867, after a lingering illness, he died, leaving his 
wife, the petitioner, and two minor children his 
heirs, and the entire value of his estate, both real 
and personal, did not exceed thesum of $1,000. His 
wife’ was duly appointed executrix of his estate, 
and now applies to have said patents extended. 

‘Much of the evidence was taken and filed in 1866, 
andis from leading citizens of Elmira, New York, 
where Trapp had resided some years. 


_ It was proved | 
by those who had known Trapp for six or eight years | 
before his death, that during that time ho had been | 
in embarrassed circumstances, largely in debt, and | 
numerous judgments, unsatisfied, against him; that | 
from his crippled resources he had been unable to ' 


do much with hi i ; 
had seemed a his patent parre) machinery; pains 
some benefit therefrom, but the machinery. was. such 
that it required a large-capital to manufacture it— 
more than he was able to command; that he was a 
poor man, well along in years, the most of whose life 
ad been devoted to the perfection. of his invention 
and endeavoring to. introduce it: The. practical use 
and value of the invention is abundantly proven by 
evidence of practical workmen and experts.” 

The committee believe the invention a very use- 
ful and important one, and that the inventor has 
received comparatively no compensation therefor, 
and they report a bill for the relief of the petitioner, 
extending and reviving said patents, andrecommend 
its passage, with an amendment herewith reported. 

Mr. KELLOGG. AsIam asked to make 
a brief explanation of this bill, I will endeavor 
to do it in very few words. I willsay in the out- 
set. that the committee would not have reported 
in favor of this extension if the most. of them 
had not believed that it was a esse of peculiar 
hardship, and that this petitioner: was justly 
entitled to the privilege of realizing something 
out of this patent during an extension of seven 
years, if she can obtain anything from it. It 
seems that this inventor, Mr. Trapp, was one 
of those men who spend their whole lives in 
getting up and perfecting inventions without 
making any money from them. This inven- 
tion appeared to be the hobby of his life. 
Although it is true that the patent has run for 
twenty-one years, it is not true that he ever 
enjoyed the full benefit of it for any such period 
of time. Theinvention was not fully perfected 
until near the close of the first term of the 
patent, and the reissue by which he finally 
secured the full benefit of his invention did 
not take place until within two or three years 
of the end of its term. 

This patent was for an improvement in the 
making of barrel staves, by which they are 
bent and fitted by the same operation so as to 
make a tight barrel. It is in evidence that 
the public has actually saved thirty per cent. 
in the cost of barrels by this improvement. 
Still the machine is a very expensive one. 
The evidence shows that a single machine 
could not be built for less than $1,000, and 
Mr. Trapp, during his life, never had. the 
money to build these machines so as to realize 
much from them. 

No opposition was made before us at all to 
this extension, and those who are using these 
machines are perfectly satisfied that it shall 
be extended, as their rights are fully protected, 
as gentlemen will observe by referring to this 
bill. With the exception of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Du Bosz,] who I think 
will not make any strenuous opposition to this 
bill, the Committee on Patents unanimously 
thought that this lady, left in destitute circum- 
stances as she was, in connection with all the 
other circumstances of the case, ought to have 
the benefit of a further extension of this patent. 
The fact that this has been of great benefit to 
the public, and the further fact. that so little 
was realized from the invention of his patent, 
render it proper this patent should be extended 
for the brief period of seven years, as in the 
judgment of the committee the inventor never 
received an adequate remuneration for his 
time and expenses. 

I desire to dispose of this bill to-day, and 
therefore I trust no one will insist upon any 
other business at the close of the morning 
hour. I will now yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Du Boss, ] as I agreed to do. 

Mr. DU BOSE. As Iam the only member 
of the Committce on Patents who opposes this 
pill, I think it proper that I should state my 
reasons for that opposition. It appears from 
the evidence submitted to the committee that 
this patent was granted in 1845, and after some 
reissues it was again surrendered and reissued 
for an additional seven years. Trapp and his 
widow enjoyed this patent for twenty-one years. 
It has now lapsed for five years and a half—a 
little more than that time; and now, at the 
expiration of twenty-six years and a half, she 
comes to Congréss.and asks that the patent ba 
extended, not from the date of its expiration, 


A 


bat for seven years from and after the.passage 
ofthis bill 0 i 

‘My bonorable friend from Connecticut [ Mr. 
‘KeLioge]: has referred to vhe value of the 
improvement émbraced in this patent. But 
Mr: Abbott, one of the witnesses produced 
by this«lady in favor of the extension of the 
patent, says: aaa, pi 
-4t Tharoasons why Trapp’s invention has not come 
into-more' general use, and why his patent, as I am 
informed, ‘has: not: been remunerative, are to. my 
mind perfeetly obvious. “The modes: devised by 
‘Trapp for cutting the joints of ‘the stave were com- 
paratively iuperfect,-and his invention has derived 
its efficiency from the recent inventions combined 
with it) but to which- tho original invention is abso- 
lutely essential,” : 

Mr. Lang, another witness on behalf of Mrs. 
Trapp, ‘touches upon this same point, and 
makes a similar sturement: ` 

“ Trapp’s invention has derived its principal value 
from being combined with. machines which have been 
recently invented, where tho outting-tools operate 

erfectly in connection withTrapp’sswinging-clamp, 

refer particularly to the inveution of Bonker and 
Bensel,?? na 

This is the case the applicant makes. Now, 
in talking with the Commissioner of Patents, 
T have learned that it is the habit of parties to 
go to the Commissioner, obtain a patent for 
some improvement, and a short time there- 
afte—probably one or two weeks-—surrender 
the patent, and obtain a reissue that will reach 
ont lite the claws of a devil fish and gather 
in every other patent relating to the same sub- 

ject.’ There are in the Patent Office sixty 
entlemen, any one of whom is authorized to 

ecide upon the reissue of a patent; and a 
reissue, therefore, cannot be under the personal 
control of the Commigsioner. Now, when this 
lady shall have obtained this extension, there 
will be nothing to prevent her from going to 
the Commissioner within ten days afterward, 
surrendering the patent, and obtaining a reissue 
that will inclade other improvements invented 
by other people. 

Mr. PERCE. -Irise to a question of order. 
It is that the hour of half past one having 
arrived, the House must, according to order, 

roceed to the consideration of House bill 

ò: 1048, to establish an educational fund. 

Mr. KELLOGG, I hope the gentleman 
will let us have five minutes in which to finish 
the pending bill. L will call the previous 
question at once, i 

The SPRAKER. The House has ordered 
that to-day at half past one o'clock it will, to 
the exclusion of all other orders, proceed to 
consider the bill reported from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, to establish an edu- 
cational fund. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the gentleman will 
withdraw his point for n moment, I will call the 
previous question, and we can take a vote at 
once. 

Mr. PEROE, Iwill withdraw the point to 
enable the gentleman to cali the previous 
question. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
tion. 

On ordering the previous question there 
were—ayes 54, noes 44; no quorum voting. 

Mr, PERCH. Iinsist on my point of order. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Tbe SPEAKER. The bill just under con- 
sideration goes over until Friday next. The 
House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H, R. No. 1043) to establish an educational 
fund, andto apply the proceeds of the pub- 
lie lands to thë education of the people. This 
biil by the adsnimous ordér of the House 
will occupy the temainder of the day, and will 
be resumed on Tuesday next at half past one ; 
and at three o'clock, on Tuesday the previous 
question is to be considered’ as secunded and 
the main question ordered, ~~ 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, obtained 
the floor. and yielded fifteen minutes io Mr. 
McHenry. ne 
< Mr, MeHENRY. Mr. Speaker, appreciat- 
ing the importance of general education ag 


I call the previous ques- 


much as any gentleman.on this floor, I-should 
certainly cast my vote for this bill if I believed 
it consistent with the power of the Federal 
Government. to enter upon or. direct a system 
of common schools, under the management, 
control, or surveillance of its officials; but be- 
lieving that we have no power to pass this bill, 
and that it would result in little or no benefit 
to the-cause of general education, I shall vote 
against it, and it is perhaps useless to make 
an argument against the constitutionality of 
this measure before a House controlled by.a 
political party whose history shows a determ- 
ination to centralize power in the Federal 
Government, and to leave to the States the 
control only of such matters as they care. not 
to regulate; but, sir, lam reminded by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] who 
spoke in favor ofthis bill, that— i 


"No free Government or the blessings of liberty 
ean be preserved to any people but by a frequent 
recurrence to fundamental principles.” 


And I beg to suggest that the fundamental 
principles by which free Government and the 
blessings of liberty are to be preserved are 
found in the Constitution of the United States, 
and a strict construction of and a rigid adher- 
ance to its precepts are the great safeguards 
of our liberty, and I consider it to be eminently 
the duty of the minority to call the attention of 
the country to all infractions of the letter and 
spirit of that instrument, and in no instance 
to suffer it to be violated without entering their 
protest. i 

Admitting that Congress can give the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands to the 
States, and that she may designate for what 
purpose they are given, it does not follow that 
she can go with this fund into the States and 
there direct its expenditure, or take any con- 
trol or management of it in.connection with 
the internal affairs or regulations of that State. 
‘The Federal Government can with just as much 
constitutional authority appropriate the pro- 
ceeds of these lands or any other money in her 
‘Treasury to the payment of the salaries of 
State oflicials, and then control. their action, 
and thus take the management of any right or 
exercise any power reserved to the States. 

‘This bill gives the proceeds of the sale of 
the lands to the States for school purposes, 
but reserves to the General Government g 
superintendence, through its officials, over the 
expenditure of the money. ‘Ihe duties of 
those officials and the general management and 
control of the fund wiil from time to time ba 
prescribed by Congress, and a school system 
utterly variant from the State system may be 
adopted; mixed schools may be established, 
different books used, a different standard for 
teachers, and a different course of study for 
the scholars; municipal regulations for the 
government of the schools and for the pro- 
lection of them will have to be preseribed and 
penalties imposed and enforced. 

it seems to me perfectly manifest that Con- 
gress cannot thus go into the States and control 
their internal affa:rs. The only authority at- 
tempted to be shown for the bill is the refer. 
ence made. by the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Perce] to the preamble to the Constitu- 
Hon, which is as follows: 


“We, the people of the United States, in order to 
form a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquillity, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure 
tue blessings of liberty to ourselves and our pose 
terity, do ordain this Constitution,” &e. 

And his argument is that— 


_ “Education is necessary to establish justice, to 
insure domestice tranquillity, provide for the com- 
mon defense, promote the general welfare, and secure 
the blessings of liberty to the people.” 

My construction of the meaning of the pre- 
amble to the Constitution is very different from 
that of the gentleman, and I can find no warrant 
for this billin it. The formation of the Union, 
the establishment of justice and domestic tran- 
quillity, the common defense, and general wel- 
fare are all established, maintained, and secured 
by the system of government created and recog- 
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nized by tbat instrument, and Federal educa- 


tion was not. contemplated as necessary, for the 
establishment or maintenance of any of them, 
The preamble. does not pretend to define the 
power of any branch of Government; nor can 
Congress look to it for any power whatever, It 
has been so determined by the courts, and is 
a principle admitted by all constitutional law- 
yers. The powersof.Congressare all expressly 


defined and limited.by, the eighth section of the 


first article of the Constitution, and the tenth 
article expressly reserves to the States or the 
people all powers not delegated. to the United 
States, and gentlemen have failed to. show 
and cannot show any express power. delegated 
to Congress to establish a system of schools in 
the States, and. consequently that .power is 
reserved to and belongs only.to the States. 

The public Jands belong to the people, and 
I do not question the power of Congress. to 
dispose of them, and I would cheerfully vote 
for the bill suggested by my. friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. McInryng, ] which he proposes 
as a substitute, distributing the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands among the States for 
educational purposes, without any conditions 
or restrictions, and without any Federal ‘man- 
agemeut or interferenee with the funds. after 
they shall go to the States, f 

The. pending bill is much less odious than 
the former bills which were presented to the 
Forty-First Congress. One of those bills pros 
posed to take absolute control of the schools 
in every State, with national officials appointed 
to control them in every county and school 
district, and levying a direct tax upon the 
realty of the county to support the vast sys- 
tem. i 

The present bill gives the net proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands to be divided pro 
rata among the States and Territories, accord- 
ing to population, to be used for the education 
of the people. but it prescribes certain condi- 
tions and limitations which’are objectionable, 
and which render it amenable to the consti- 
tutional objections urged against the former 
bills. Ifit were simply a gift to the States, or 
a distribution among them for the benefit of 
the people to whom the public lands belong; 
it would receive my support, because the public 
lands are being squandered and disposed. of in 
such a way that the people in the old States 
not living near said len s derive but little or 
no benefits from them, and I think it to be 
eminently just and right that the people in the 
old States should have their fair share of the 
lands or the proceeds of them when sold. 
Hundreds of millions of acres have been given 
away to railroad corporations, and all the new 
States have had assigned to them a large share 
of the lands lying in. their borders to estab- 
lish common-school systems. Over seventy 
millions have thus been given to the ‘new 
States and Territories.’ But this bill requires 
the money to be paid out under the direction 
of the Commissioner of Education, and who. 
has a superintendence over the schools as well 
as the funds; and in addition to this, each 
State is. required before the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1878, or within two months after the 
first meeting of its Legislature thereafter, to 
‘fengage’’ that it will provide by law for the 
free education of all its children between the 
ages of six and sixteen years, and unless this 
engagement is made, and in the time specified, 
the State which fails to so provide will lose its 
interest in the public lands, 

The amount which this bill will yield will 
be not more than six or eight dollars to each 
school district, less than one hundred thousand 
dollars in the aggregate to my State. And, sir, 
we do not propose to educate the negro chil- 
dren between the ages of six and sixteen, in 
order to receive the small -sum of six or eight 
dollars to each of our free schools. We would 
have to tax ourselves to the extent of near 
$1,000,000 annually. to set up and carry on 
a system of common schools for: the negroes. 
Tt would be-an independent system -from the 
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one we now have, for we do not intend to estab- || 
lish a system of mixed schools, leading toa 
social equality of the races, which we are not || 
prepared to submit to. 

So our. interest in the public lands will be | 
abandoned if this -bill becomes: a law, rather 
than comply with the conditions it imposes, 
and many of the former slave States will do the 
same thing, and the result will be-that: they.: 
will lose their interest in the publie lands, and: 
instead af this being a measure peculiarly in. 
the interest of the southern States, as is con- 
tended by the friends of the bill, it will be an 
act of injustice to them, for their interest: in 
the pubiic lands: will. be appropriated for the 
bevefit of the other States, and they will have 
to be taxed to supply the deficiency in the 
Federal Treasury caused by this appropria- 
tion; or even if they complied with the con- 
ditions of the law, the. northern States get | 
about three: times as much as the southern, 
States, for the fund is to be distributed accord- 
ing to population. : : : 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] went very far out of bis way in bis 
argument in favor of this bill to assail the State: 
which I have the honor in part to represent 
on this foor. He made an unnecessary and 
invidious comparison between the educational 
atlainments of his State and mine, and boast- 
fully exhibited a table of the comparative illit- 
eracy of the two States, which was entirely 
uncalled for, and added no strength whatever 
to his argument. Kentucky needa no defense 
on that subject. She is not behind the other 
southern States in the education of her peo- 
ple; she is not behind any State in the great ! 
elements of public virtue, manly pride, and 
national enterprise, and in her devotion to 
democratie institu ions. 

in her. national policy she adheres more 
strictly to the fundamental principles of the 
Government than does the State of the gentle- 
man, and in her State affairs she manages them 
with an honesty and frugality that is in strik-- 
ing contrast with the corruptions and extrava- 
gance we see around this Capitol, managed by 
the gentleman’s political friends. Her finan- 
cial condition is better to-day than any State 
in the Union, with a sinking fund which is | 
able to redeem all her public debt and leave 
$1,500,000 for the treasury, and this, too, 
independent of nearly a million dollars which 
this Government justly owes to her, for the 
payment of which I had the honor to intro- | 
duce a bill in this House and which ought | 
to pass. This is the result of the finaucial 
management of a State where, the gentieman 
says— ; 

“The Democratic rule has been undisturbed 
throughout all the period of war and throughout all 
the period of reconstruction,” 

Would it be invidious, sir, to compare this 
with the financial condition of those ten south- 
ern States where the Republican rule “has 
been undisturbed throughout all the years of 
reconstruction,” and where that party has in | 
six years increased the public debt not less 
than two hundred million dollars? 

Sir, Kentucky in the current year will raise 
by State taxation near one miliion dollars 
for common-school purposes, in addition to 
the amount raised by local taxation for the 
same purpose in the cities, towns, and school 
districts, of which I have no data to estimate 
the amount; and in this connection I will have 
the Clerk to read an extract from the report 
of Rev. Z. F. Smith, late the able and distin- 
guished superintendent of public instruction 
in Kentucky, whose defeat by the Democratic | 

arty the gentleman seems so much to deplore; , 
Pat I can say, for his gratification, that Mr. | 
Smith bas been replaced by a man of equal | 
ability, and one whose zeal for the common- | 
school cause is only surpassed by his fitness l 
and qualifications for the office. | 
The Clerk read as follows: | 

i 
| 
| 


“Kentucky has established a liberal and sufficient 
financial basis, as far as action in the name of the 
Commonwealth is concerned, in the assessment of (i 


| property. 
asked of the State. But fewifany States have large | 


an ad valorem tax of two mills on the dolla: 
No further ad valorem tax should g 


amounts of school tax on them, as States, depending 
onlocal and:-district taxation for the greater propor- 
tion. of the school revenues expended. The neces- 
sity for a. maximum State rate on property, the reve- 
nues from which 
tbe support of free schools throughout the Com- 
monweaith, is found in the extremes of wealth and 
poverty which exist between different sections of the 


| same. “Left to their own resources, there are many 


communities and sections where the people would 
be utterly unable. to, educate their children,- The 
basis must be laid, therefore, for a system of com- 
mon schools in a general tax on property, which 
becomes:a. kind of nucleus or guarantee for a free 
school in each district throughout the State.” 


Mr. McHENRY. In addition to the State 
tax there is in the cities, towns, and many 
of the school districts a heavy tax imposed, 
and in many of our cities we have common 
schools equal-in every respect to first-class 
colleges. Two in my district, the cities of 
of Henderson and Owensboro, have public 
schools second only to institutions estab- 
lished and supported by endowments. And, 
sir, we have more common sehools, and more 
colleges and more students in our colleges, 
than they have in Massachusetts. I have not 
compared the school statistics of my State with 
those of the other States generally. Whether 
they are above or below the average I do not 
know or care to know for any purpose in this 
debate; but I will say this, that if the learning 
and intelligence of a State could be aggregated, 
my State will stand equal to any in the Union, 
yet it may not be so generally distributed as 
in Massachusetts. 

The boastful manner in which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has 
paraded before this House and the country 
the educational statistics of his State, has 
caused me to look at the report of the board 
of education for Massachusets to see whether 
that State manifests as much zeal for the 
education of its poor children as the gentle- 


man does for the education of the negroes in, 


Keutucky, and I find the following in regard 
to the boasted compulsory law of that State: 


“Tt is a sorrowful thought, that, notwithstanding 
the very large amount expended for the mainte- 
nauce of the public schools of our State, so large a 
proportion of children of school age fail to reap the 
advantage of this, and grow up in comparative 
ignorance. 

“Te is true we have a compulsory law, with suffi- 
cient penalties, if it were enforced; but in many 
towns itis not only never enforced, but no disposi- 
tion to enforce it is shown. Says General Oliver, 
whose experience and observation fortwo years as 
a State constable, specially delegated to see to the 
enforecment of this law, were such that he knows 
whereof he affirms: i 

“* Nobody looks after it—neither town authori- 
ties, nor school committees, nor local police—and the 
large cities and many of the towns of the State are 
full of unschooled children, vagabondizing about 
the streets, and growing up in ignorance, and to a 
heritage of sin. The mills all over the State, the 
shops in city and town, are full of children deprived 
of their right to such education as will fit them for 
the possibilities of their after-life, and nobody thinks 
of obeying the school laws. Im fact, most persons 
are ignorant that there is any such law, so that be- 
tween those so ignorant and those that care for none 
of these things we have no right to boast of com- 
pulsory education in Massachusetts.” puted 

“In fact, from the experience of the writer in at- 
tempting prosecution to enforce the school act for 
factory children, an act almost wholly disregarded, 
he doubts whether any law officer to whom cases 
might be brought would bring action. It would 
require much courage to enter the lists against the 
power that sets the laws at defiance. We ought 
to stop baasting in Massachusetts, educationally at 
least, because we are very weak and vulnerable in 


that direction.” 

This is the fostering care which the gentle- 
man’s State has for the children of poor and 
indigent parentage, and as his philanthropy is 
so large as to include the children of all the 
States, I will call his attention to an, extract 
from the report of the Bureau of Statistics for 
1870 on the subject of the over-working and 
non-education of the factory children of Massa- 
chusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“The State and the Republic are in danger of 
being controlled by corporations. Let early means 
of prevention be secured. In Massachusetts itself, 
spite of her law~though whether ‘spite of her law ’is 


are to be distributed pro rata for |. 


| the year ending June 30, 1871. 


cof no article, no section, 


an expression worth using when the law itself, a 
mere formula of prohibitory words, ‘vos et preterea 
nihil? a bark without a bite, may be questioned; 
yetspite of her law children’ under as well as. over 
ten years are employed over ten hours a day, and 
that, too, in many cases, without the legal schoor- 
ing; and yet the strong mannér in which the’ fact. 
has been represented to the Legislature has failed to. 


: secure an effective law preventive of the acknowl- 


edged evil. What between parents, covetous of the 
earnings of these children, ór driven, a8 is trie in 
many instances, by the unsparing necessities of posi- 
tive want, or because. of idleness or dissolute habits, 
reckless of the moral and intellectual or even phys- 
ical growth of their own children on the one hand 
and the inordinate pressure for gainful. produet and 
greed of wealth of employers.on the other hand, the 
poor children are subjected to a pretty effectual 
grinding, as between an upper and a nether mill- 
stone. God. help thens; if man’s law cannotl 

But can it be possible in this Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, favored above States as she is, or as 
her people say she is—for they arè somewhat of a 
boastful race, with all the blessings of highest civil- 
ization, the growth of a genuine Christian influ- 
ence—that men can be found, regardless not only of 
the letter of her laws but of their manifest spirit 
and intent, and regardless, too, in a case involving 
the best good of thetender younglings who are grow- 
ing uv to be the producers of her wealth, the indis- 
pensable toilers and workers in her countless hives 
of industry; can it be possible, that if this query 
mect, as it must, an afirmative reply, the State will 
permit the condition of things to exist that must 
ultimately produce a moral and physical deteridra-. 
tion of her working peopie, and so by exhausting, 
year after year, both body and mind, find her pro- 
ducers less productive, their physical powér enfee- 
bled and worn out, their minds dulled into a stolid 
stupidity, incapable of thought and of invontion, so 
that the plowman shall only differ from the ox, that 
he drives by having two legs less; the hodman’s head 
andthe bricks he bears beyond the same level ;-the 
toilers at machines of every name be but asthe ma- 
chines they tend, if even that; and, at least all her 
laborers become lower than the lowest Gibeonite that 
ever drudged for Hebrew lord, and moresunken than 
the most hopeless Helot that ever toiled for Spartan 
master. Rather than such measureless misery should 
come, and if there be no hope from those that now 
control, and deaf years*be turned to supplicating 
cries, L have only to pray that God, in mercy to the 
toilers and to the Republic, will raise up, now and at 
once, from the toilers themselves, as of old He raised 


! Moses from his brethren the enslaved sons of Israel, 


ten thousand leaders from among themselves, in- 
spired for the task, who, like bim, shall lead their 
brethren out of the worse than Egyptian bondage 
that shall have fastened his chains around them into 
a land where true and fair labor shall be the honored 
rule, and where it shall at least yield to the laborer 
that share of the milk and honey that is the just 
recompense of his toil.” 


Mr. McHENRY. Let the gentleman turn 
his attention to home affairs, and he will find 
much there to engage the attention of his 
humanitarian disposition. He will find that 


| Massachusetts has more retail liquor shops in 


proportion to her population than any State 
or Territory in the United States east of the 
Rocky mountains. This I get from the report 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 
Sir, she has 
eight thousand two hundred and thirty-eight 
whisky shops, while my State, with nearly 
equal population, has only about half that 
number. This, however, is not the conse- 
quence of superior education, but is only a 
matter of taste, or it may be the result of their 
excessive loyalty in a patriotic endeavor to 
support the revenue department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

In regard to the other direct taxes imposed 
for the support of the Federal Government 
Massachusetts has. decidedly the advantage 
of Kentucky ; for notwithstanding her wealth 
is about three times as great, the amount paid 
into the Federal Treasury is nearly equal. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. I will 
now yield ten minutes of my time to my col- 
league, [Mr. HIBBARD. ] 

Mr. HIBBARD. Mr. Speaker, in the limited 
time which has been allotted me in this discas- 
sion I can only refer to a few of what I conceive, 
to be the objectionable features of the measure 
which is now before the House. 

I concur in the opinion which has been so 
aptly expressed by other gentlemen who have 
preceded me, that Congress possesses no Con- 
stitutional authority to legislate upon the gen- 
eral subject of education in the States. I know 
no clause in the Conr 
stitution which confers any such authority upon 
Congress, and in the abseace of any sach cou- 
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stitutional provision Congress clearly has no 
such authority. And if Congress has no power 
to legislate on the educational systems of the 
several States, I cannot understand how it 
can accomplish indirectly what it cannot do 
directly, by giving a portion of the property of 
the whole people to those who will comply with 
Certain conditions, and withholding it from those 
who refuse to comply with those conditions. 

I regard this bill, Mr. Speaker, as merely an 
opening wedge for further and more extensive 
legislation on the subject of education in the 
States. Itis only a pioneer. If itshall become 
a law it will pave the Way for the comprehen- 
sive measure providing for a system of national 
education which was introduced into the House 
during the Forty-First Congress by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,| who 
addressed the House last week in favor of this 
bill, or for some measure similar to that. The 
postal telegraph and other kindred legislation 
will follow in its train, and before the people 
are aware of it, every right which has hereto- 
fore been regarded as vested in the States will 
be absorbed by the General Government. 

Doubtless it is a threadbare statement to 
make in this Hall for one to say he is opposed 
to ceutralizing all powers in the General Gov- 
ernment, but it is a statement which cannot 
be made by too many members of this House, 
nor can it be repeated too often. I am not 
ashamed to acknowledge that I still confide 
in the States and in all those old time-honored 
subdivisions of power which are incident to 
our form. of government, even down to the 
school districts. I would not make those little 
democracies dependent in any degree upon 
officers residing in the national capital for 
the settlement of any of their local questions. 

But, sir, if the general purpose contemplated 
by this bill is to be enacted into a law, I say 
then, by all means, let it be done directly, by the 
donation of a specific sum of money annually 
from the public Treasury, without sugar-coat- 
ing the pill under the subterfuge of conse- 
crating the proceeds of the public lands to the 
education of the people. - 

What connection is there, Mr. Speaker, be- 
tween the public lands and the education of the 
people any more than between the public lands 
and the support of the poor and other subjects 
of State wuthority? I submit thercis none, 

Now, sir, Lrose principally to make a single 
point, and but for making it I would not have 
occupied the attention of the House fora mo- 
ment, and that is if the people of the South, 
or the people of any other section of the coun- 
try whose educational systems are inferior, are 
to be relieved by the Government, they ought 
to be relieved by a direct appropriation from 
the Treasury of a definite sum which should 
be uniform from year to year. [call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that under the 
provisions of the pending bill there will be 
the widest disparity between the sum, which 
will be devoted to this purpose from year to 
year. Ihave a table, procured from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, which 
shows in detail the sums of money which have 
heen realized from the sales of the public lands 
during the past seven years. What I propose 
to read is without any deduction of expenses 
in conducting the business. 

It gives the gross proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands, and I call particular attention 
to these figures as furnishing an argument 
against this bill which ought to be sufficient in 
the mind of every friend of education in this 
House. If the ‘authors of this measure are 
sincere in the belief that Congress has the 
authority, and that it is expedient to relieve 
these various States whose educational sys- 
tems, or whose pecuniary. circumstances do 
not enable them to make suitable: provision 
for the education of their children, let them 
go to work in a manner that will accomplish 
the object, : 

‘In the year ending on the 30th of June, 
1865, the gross proceeds of the sales of pub- 


lic lands were $748,426 35. In the year end- 
ing June 30, 1866, they were $561,299 97. 
In the year ending June 30, 1867, they were 
$1,071,706 75. In the year ending June 80, 
1868, they were $1,285,450 96. In the year 
ending June 80, 1869, they were $4,055,197 35. 
In the year ending June 30, 1870, they were 
$3,123,677 39. In the year ending June 80, 
1871, they were $2,389,982 37. The whole 
amount realized during these seven years was 
$13,235,741 04 as the footing of these figures 
will show. 

Thus we see, Mr. Speaker, that during one 
of the years mentioned, the sum of $561,000 
was derived from the sale of public lands, and 
during another year, $4,055,000—I give the 
figures in round numbers—being a difference 
of more than seven to one. According to 
the figures of the Commissioner, the expenses 
chargeable upon these sales during the same 
period amounted to $4,616,863 74, being a 
little more than one third of the gross proceeds ; 
but this does not materially change the rela- 
tive proportion -in different years, and so far 
as it does change it it makes the dispropor- 
tion still larger. Now, I submit that if there 
is to be a measure of this kind enacted into 
a law, the sum which is given should be def- 
nite and uniform from year to year, so that the 
various States and districts for whose benefit 
it is to be enacted shall receivethe same amount 
every year, and shall know beforehand what 
sum they may rely upon, and not be dependent 
on the constantly fluctuating sales of the public 
lands. Isubmit that it will introduce extreme 
confusion into the whole system of education 
in all the States if you provide that they shall 
receive one dollar one year, seven the next, 
and so on in different years, and that if there 
is to be a law of this kind passed, this whole 
subject of dividing the proceeds of the public 
lands should be utterly abandoned, and a spe- 
cific appropriation made for that purpose, 
which will carry out theintention professed by 
those who have this bill in charge. If its par- 
ticular friends persist in pressing the measure 
in its present form, well knowing that though 
the educational fund, according to its provis- 
ions, would during some years be respectable 
in amount, it is likely during other years to be 
reduced to a mere pittance, not much more 
than sufficient to defray the expense of the 
distribution, it will go very far to demonstrate 
that the education of the people is not the real 
object which they have in view. 

There is one other subject, Mr. Speaker, to 
which [ wish to call attention for a moment. 
Various bills are before Congress which pro- 
vide for the closing up of the sales of the 
public Jands, and that there shall be no fur- 
ther disposition of them except that actual 
settlers may go upon them and occupy them 
under the homestead and preémption laws. 
The introduction of numerous bills of this 
general character shows that the public mind 
is drifting in this direction. It is not strange 
that there should exist throughout the country 
a growing restlessness on the subject of longer 
permitting our national domain to be pur- 
chased at wholesale by speculators. While I 
have not given sufficient attention to the ques- 
tion to enable me to express a confident opin- 
ion upon it, I submit to the candid consider- 
ation of the House whether the uncertainty 
which awaits this class of bills does notafford 
a weighty argument in favor of defeating this 
bill in its present form? 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Iyield 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Kerr] 
fifteen minutes. f 

Mr. KERR. I propose very briefly to give 
my objections to this bill; and before I pro- 
ceed to do so, I desire just for one moment to 
refer to a speech made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] the other day, 
when this bill first came before thé House. In 
that speech, in a manner uncalled for by the 


subject-matter, and entirely outside the range 
of legitimate discussion, he made aspersions 


against the Democratic party as a national 
organization which are not justified by history, 
and are not supported by truth; and, in my 
judgment, are extremely discreditable to him 
and unjust toward us. Slanderous suggestion 
that the Democratic party is in alliance with 
ignorance and vice, and opposed to education 
and enlightenment, can deceive nobody, ex- 
cept, possibly, the benighted followers of the 
Republican party in the South; and the time 
is not far distant when even they will be unde- 
ceived on this point. |” ' 

I will not stop now, Mr. Speaker, to refer 
more in detail to that speech, but in this con- 
nection will only say that the record of our 
party in regard to the educational interests of 
this country is most honorable and illustrious, 
and that we can stand by it in the future. as 
our country has won distinction and prosperity 
under it in the past. In my own State of Indi- 
ana we have a magnificent educational fund 
to-day of about eight million five hundred 
thousand dollars. In 1851, by our constitu- 
tional convention, almost unanimously Demo- 
cratic, that great fund was organized, perpet- 
uated, and made sacred in the interests: of 
education. Kar. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me say just in a few 
words why I oppose this bill—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from Indi- 
ana in that connection state to the House 
where that fund came from? 

Mr. KERR. I would state it, Mr. Speaker, 
if I had time, but I must hurry on. 

Mr. HOAR. Did it not come—— 

Mr. KERR. Iwill incorporate a statement 
of where it came from—the whole of it—in my 
remarks in the Globe. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know whether a 
part of that fund, which is the glory and 
credit of Indiana, did not come from a gift of 
public lands from the General Government? 

‘Mr. . By no means. 

Mr. HOAR. No part? 

Mr. KERR. I did not say so. I did not 
understand the gentleman’s inquiry to relate 
to a part of it, but to the whole. 

Mr. HOAR., I asked you; that is all. 

Mr. KERR. If the House will indulge me 
on account of this interruption, I will tell the 
gentleman and the House from what sources 
this fund comes. I read from the educational 
report for 1870: 

Negotiable State bonds....c...cssssesssese secre $3,591,316 15 
. 1,522,410 38 
+» 2,211,867 76 


101,502 n 


ANUS seeonesessassvesoersos 
Saline fund on loan... 
Saline fund in treasury. 
Bank-tax fund on loan.... 
Bank-tax fund in treasury 
Escheated estates.......... 
Sinking fund.... 


Totila sanen ostp0 sennen dasah ceases! $8,259,342 34 


Thus it appears that all this fund is created 
by the people of the State out of their own 
forethought and efforts, except about two and 
a quarter million dollars. Beside, our State 
constitution makes it the imperative duty of 
our Legislature—a duty which has been most 
honorably met and discharged—to provide 
“a general and uniform system of common 
schools, wherein tuition shall be without charge, 
and equally open to all.” 

This congressional township fund comes 
from the legislation and beneficence of the 
Federal Government; and every other State 
in this Union has had the same gift except the 
old States, where there were no public lands. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether this particular fund came to any 
other of the States than those formed of the 
territory ceded by Virginia called the North- 
west Territory? i 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir; it did to many other 
States, and this has been done by the legis- 
lation of the Democratic party, which during 
those years controlled the Federal Government 
and the disposition of the public lands. The 
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policy, thus adopted and established by the 
emocratic party, has been in some cases since 
followed by later legislation under Republican 
auspices. , 

Mr. HOAR. Then the gentleman admits 
that this bill is precisely in the line of the 
policy of the Democratic party in its better 


days. ee 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, this bill is pre- 
cisely out of the line of the Democratic policy, 
and of the conduct of the Democratic party in 
the past, and it is precisely in the line of the 
present and past policy of the Republican 
party toward the. States of this Union, as I 
will now proceed to show, 

And this brings me to my first ground of 
objection to the bill as it is introduced by 
the commiitee; and it is, that the condition 
on which the States of this Union can alone 
enjoy the advantages of this bill is unjust, 
onerous, and cruel, and discriminates out- 
rageously against the very States that most 
need the aid of the Federal Government, 
and compliance with it is simply impossible 
for some of the States of this Union. That 
condition is, that before any State shall have 
the advantage of this bill its Legislature shall 
have engaged that it will provide by law for 
the free education of all its children between 
the ages of six and sixteen years, and shall 
have actually established and put into prac- 
tical operation such a system. This is the 
obvious import and effect of the language of 
this bill, Is it right? 

Now, it must be remembered by gentlemen 
of this House, as it will be by the country, 
that many of the States in the South, lately in 
rebellion, have been, by numerous causes, 
deplorably impoverished, first, by the war, 
and then more cruelly and effectively by car- 
pet-baggery, that pestiferous offspring of Radi- 
calism ; and that to go to them now, with this 
kind of a condition, and to say that before they 
shall enjoy the mere pittance this bill pro- 
poses to give them, they shall first impose upon 
themselves a herculean. burden, impossible to 
be borne by people already crushed to the 
very earth by oppressive and dishonest taxes, 
infamous partisan exactions, and millious of 
publie debts imposed upon them by Repub- 
lican rings, rotbers, and scoundrels; now, I 
say, to go to them with such a condition as 
this is unmanly, ungenerous, and unjust; but it 
is exactly in keeping with the conduct of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 
His State can readily comply with these con- 
ditions, and so could mine, but not so with 
many others in the South and West. 

Besides, when you ran this bill out into 
its practical results, you will find that on the 
part of many of the States it would require a 
very extensive change in their present systems 
of school organization and administration. 
The actual policy of the bill appears to be, to 
impose conditions which more or less speed- 
ily and effectively bring the whole business of 
education under. the control and supervision 
of partisan Federal agents and officers here. 
Let any gentleman with his pencil by a few 
figures determine how much any one State 
in this Union would get under the provisions 
of this bill, and he will find that it wiil be 
the merest trifle, a mere bagatelle, compared 
with the gross sum necessary to establish and 
maintain a system of complete free education, 
such as this bill compels the States to estab- 
lish and maintain before they shall have the 
benefit of this bill. Now, I say to gentlemen 
of this House, to the chairman of this com- 
mittee, who sits near me, (Mr. Perce,] if you 
are sincere in your desire to aid education in 
the South, and would make your aid substan- 
tial and effective, why not give the proceeds 
of the sales of these lands directly, freely, and 
at once to the States, upon the sole and hon- 
est condition that they shall hold and admin- 
ister them as a sacred fund in the interest of 
education? 

That is what the Democratic party did. That 


is Democratic policy—a policy which recog- 
nizes the equality and brotherhood of the States 
of this Union, and fitly evinces the interest of 
the Congress in the promotion of education 
eyery where throughout our country. I am in 
favor of such a policy as that, and for such a 
bill I hold myself ready to vote. Congress 
may legally impose such a reasonable -and 
proper condition. The States would grate- 
fully accept the benefaction, and faithfully and 
wisely administer the trust in accordance with 
their respective institutions and laws. But the 
cruel terms on which you offer them this aid 
require them, in many States, first to do im- 
possible things, to achieve results, excellent in 
themselves, but which can only be accomplished 
after the lapse of time, the reéstablishment of 
general prosperity, and the efforts of many 
years. 

But I have another objection to this bill, and 
that is that the provisions of the bill, when they 
are practically applied to the enforcement of 
the system which the bill proposes to establish 
in the country, will require to be established, 
all over the country, free public schools, which 
shall also be mixed publie schools, in which 
all the children of the respective. school dis- 
tricts, without reference to color or race, shall 
be entitled to go,.and receive a free education. 
Now, I am as much in favor as any man on 
this floor of giving free and equal education to 
all the children of the country; but I am not 
in favor of that miserable and unnatural sys- 
tem which would curse both races by forcing 
them into daily association in the tender years 
of infancy, during the acquirement of educa- 
tion. I am willing the races shall work out 
their destinies in parailel lines, enjoying the 
same rights; but I protest forever against mon- 
grel schools, forced association, and resulting 
demoralization to my own race. I think the 
design of this bill is in part, and its language 
will bear that construction, to supply a pretext 
and afford an opportunity to the Federal au- 
thorities to interpose and demand the enforce- 
ment of this principle. 

I have another objection to this bill, and 
that is based upon the ground so well covered 
by my friend from Kentucky (Mr. MeHenry] 
a few moments ago, that it is intended by its 
practical operations to transfer the local con- 
trol of the educational systems of this country 
from the rightful keeping and hands of the 
people of the States, and give it to the Con- 
gress of the United States. That is a funda- 
mental objection, that should control this House 
forever against the enactment of such a law. 
Any system of public education, to be effect- 
ive and to accomplish in a free representative 
government all its beneficent advantages and 
results, should be left in the control of the 
States of the Union, to be administered by 
them, to be adapted to their local conditions, 
to be managed in their smallest sub-divisions 
by their own citizens. : 

If you want to give anything out of the 
Treasury of the United States to these States 
to aid them in the advancement of this great 
interest, then I pray you put your hands into 
the general pocket, and give that. benefaction 
atonce. Treat them, however, as coequals in 
the Union, as honest people having a common 
interest with you in all that pertains to the 
general welfare, and, my word for it, the inter- 
est of education would be infinitely better 
managed and more rapidly developed all over 
the country than it will ever be through the 
agency of an educational head established 
here, sending out its autocratic power all 
through the country, overriding the rightful 
jurisdiction of the States, and stifling the gen- 
erous growth of individuality by centralization. 

When you come, Mr. Speaker, to look at 
the last two sections of this bill, it becomes 
impressively clear that the logical effect of it 
will unquestionably be to transfer the ultimate 
control of education in the couatry to Federal 
tribunals. it is provided in the eleventh sec- 
tion of the bill that, upon certain violations 


of the conditions contained in this bill, the 
persons so violating them— : 
Shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and, upon co: 
viction thereof, shali be punished by fine in double 
the amount so misapplied, misappropriated, squan- 
dered, or embezzled, or by imprisonment not less 
than one nor more than three years, or by both such 
Ane ead imprisonment, in the discretion of: the 
ourt. j poA 
And the concluding section declares— - 
That the circuit courts of the United States shall 
have exclusive jurisdiction of all offenses eommitted 
against the provisions of this act, and— 


Mark this— 
shall have power and i i 
to compel the A evant ak Me tanies eren 
required by any officer hercin mentioned, and to 
restrain any undue and improper performance of 
such duties. 

Those Federal, judicial tribunals are to ex- 
ercise jurisdiction over the subordinate minis- 
terial officers of a State, and to direct them 
how they shall perform their duties, thus of 
course taking them at once from the control 
of the local tribunals to the same extent to 
which the Federal courts may exercise juris 
diction; for if the latter have any power it 
must, in the very nature of our institutions, be 
an exclusive power. 

To all this system I object. Let us do what 
ever we may, Mr. Speaker, to advance. the 
interests of education throughout our country 
by a fair, magnanimous, and generous dedi 
cation of the proceeds of the public lands 
directly to the Stetes, leaving them to be con 
trolled and administered by the States under 
the single pledge that they shall always be 
dedicated to the interests of education, and 
sacredly administered in those interests alone 
This policy would be fair, honorable to all 
consistent with the spirit of our institutions, 
generous and manly, and it would greatly con: 
tribute to the restoration of fraternal relations 
among the States. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. j 


Mr. WILLARD, by unanimous consent, 
reported from the select Committee on the 
Reorganization of the Civil Service a bill (H. 
R. No. 1341) to regulate the employment an¢ 
compensation of clerks of the committees of 
the House of Representatives ; which was reat 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. I now 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Nev 
Jersey, (Mr. Biro. ] 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, in addition tc 
the objections which have already been urgec 
against this bill, I wish to call the attentior 
of the House to one further consideration. Ir 
order to make it manifest that it is the inten 
tion of those who have suggested and frame 
the bill to concentrate a vast amount of addi 
tional power in the hands of the Federal Gov 
ernment, yea, in the hands of one individual, 
I call attention to the language of the eighth 
section: 

That on or before the Ist day of September in 
each year the Commissioner of Education shall cer 
tify to the Secretary of the Treasury as to each State 
Territory, and District, whether itis entitled to re 
ceive its share of the apportionment under this act, 
and the amount of such share, which shall there- 
upon be entitled to receive the same. 

It will be observed that this provision places 
inthe hands of a single officer, the Commis- 
sioner of Education, absolute and entire con- 
trol of this fund, only to be controlled by sub- 
sequent legislation. Itis for him to say whether 
New Jersey and South Carolina or any other 
State has complied with the conditions pre- 
viously expressed in the bill so as to entitle 
the State to the benefits intended by the bill. 
Are we prepared to sanction any such legisla- 
tion as this—any such concentration of power? 
Ts there any possible warrant for it in the 
Constitution? Have we any precedent for it 
in any other legislative act? Haseither party, 
Democratic or Republiean, at any time passed 


ax law respecting education, which by any pos- 
sible pretense or. construction gave so much 
poweras this to any single officer? I appre- 
héndthat when gentlemen on the other.side 
eotie to contemplate the vast stretch of power 
-hera granted, whether designed or not, they 
-willsreeoil from it-and so amend this provision 
as to make it much more liberal toward the 
States ‘than it now: appears to bé: “In - its 

resent form it implies a want. of confidence 
in theit honesty and integrity, unworthy of us; 
it implies that the people of a State are likely 
to be treacherous enough. to adopt a system 
of free education in order to place themselves 
-on the toll of betrayers. a 

But fook further. Will you place in. the 
hands of asingle individual the power to say 
‘becatse'a superintendent of a single ‘county 
has failed to make a report satisfactory to his 
highness the Commissioner of Education, 
therefore that State shall be deprived of all its 
privileges under this bill? It never could liave 
beej your intention. 
ularishall be in précise accordance with the 
wishes of this individual. He is the supreme 
atbiter. ’ He retains the entire control, It is 
impossible that such an enactment as this will 
reedive the earnest consideration and the con- 
sent ‘of cither branch of Congress, ae 

I was in the belief that gentlemen. on the 
other side of the House did not intend this 
froni the fact ‘that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachiseits [Mr. Hoar] who addressed the 
House on the other side on this question 
seems for once to consent that the doctrine of 
State rights is one to be observed anid adhered 
to. For myself, E begin’ to see in all this dis- 
cussion some little light. Oar friends on the 
other side, and especially the gentleman from 
Misgachusetts, seem to be returning to their 
old kovå. -En the days of personal-liberty bills 
the doctrine of State rights was to them most 
precious. J apprehend the mind ranning in 
a-circle, us itis sure to do, is bringing those 
gentlemen back to the proper construction of 
the Constitution, and to a better understand- 
ing of this most important and solemn subject, 
the rights of the individual States, the preser- 
vation of local self government, the education 
of our own children intellectually as well as 
morally, the two being so intimately combined 
that it is as competent for us to provide to-day 
for a system of religious as well as of intel- 
lectual instruction. -Only take this step, and 
the other.can aa well be allowed under the 
powers eluimed for Congress, 

It seems to me this isan old acquaintance 
in anew dress, L would be glad to express 
niyself more fully upon it, but during the last 
session of Congress L had the honor to do so. 
This may be snid to be, as that was, the child 
of the Freedmen’s Bureau, a supplement 
thereto, a revival of that system of legislation 
to some extent, The same argument or dec- 
lamation. is used that greeted us during the 
exciting days of reconstruction. It bas been 
said the nevessity of education is very great 
throughout the South ; that had the people.of 
the South been educated there would have 
been no rebellion; that had they been properly 
educated there would have been no resistance 
to the reconstruction acts. And the admission 
comes from the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] that because of the widespread 
ignorance among certain classes of the popula- 
tion of the South, these wild disorders, this 
turbulence, this unheard-of civil discord in the 
South has-been manifested. Hence the asser- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
VOORHEES] the other-day is verified from an 
unexpected quarter. . Mr. VOORHEES showed 
most emphatically that the great error in re- 
construction was in placing the pyramid upon 
itsapexs. In this debate we are gratified with 
the admission that this statement is true and 
the criticism just. 

Why not now, let me ask, Mri ‘Speaker, 
trast these States? Why not consign to.them 
abis fand.and allow them to use it according 


It requires every partit- 
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to the dictates of their own-judgment?” Are 
wo not willing to:place this shah pittance: in 
their hands?. I-ask: gentlemen. on. the other 
sside of the House whether: they are afraid: to 


:put-into the hands ef: the people of Kentucky 


with all her alleged: illiterdey, or in the hands 
of South Carolina, down trodden: and op- 
‘pressed and overburdened:ag ‘she is, orin the 
hands of any other southern State; a few hun- 
‘dredg of thousands of dollars that the sales of 
the. publié lands. under this bill will bring. to 
them, und: to trust them with: the honest dis- 
posal thereof? Let:me suggest that under the 
circumstances of ‘the case, in my opinion, the 
northern States will consume nearly the whole 
of this: fund. As has been’ said already by 
gentlemen. upon this floor, the State of Ten- 
nessee will: receive’ bata. very small propor- 
tion of this sum, and I apprehend it wiil be 
‘so:with most-of the southern States because 
of their inability to comply with these severe 
conditions, one: of which clearly is, though 
‘not ‘expressed, equality’ of the whites and 
blacks in common schools. ‘hen to whom 
shall this fand go? To the ‘northern States? 
Tt never could: have:-been. intended by the 
framers of this bill that this fund should prin- 
cipally go to the northern ‘States, but mani- 
featly such will be-the result. will not charge 
‘them: with. mercenary: motives; ‘There js no 
necessity for any: such display of selfishness. 
I will not. charge them with a desire to con- 
‘coct a billand have it passed which they knew 
beforehand the péople of the South would not 
comply: with; that, from the very nature of 
things, 1 imposes conditions which exnnot be 
comphed with by the people of the South 
without consenting to that social equality 
which all the intelligence of the South assures 
them will be disastrous ‘aad dishonorable, the 
beginning ‘of a degradation which awaits all 
who yield to miscegenation, : 

Hence, | insist, from the mature: of things, 
that ‘Tennessee, Kentucky, Soath Oarolina, 
Georgia; Mississippi, and other southern States 
will never be prepared to comply with the pro- 
visions of this. act; not at-least for many years 
tocome. ‘Therefore the proceeds of the sales 
of public lands will all by this bill, if it becomes 
a law, under the construction which the super- 
intendent of ‘public schools will place upon it, 
be necessarily donated to the northern States 
alone. 

I might remark that in New Jersey we ask 
nothing from this fund. During the last year 
we have expended $2,375,000 in the cause of 
education, a large sum, amounting to about 
fifteen dollars to each child whv is of the age 
required by law to attend. common schools. 
And nothing will be asked by the State of 
Indiana, if we can judge aright from the 
remarks of the gentleman from that State, 
{ Mr. Kerx.] who has just preceded me. This 
being so, why should the people of the North 
endeavor to impose annecessary burdens on 
the people of the South? And further, why 
should they attempt to frame a law which 
would be nugatory and afford them no bene- 
fits whatever in the way of promoting the 
cause of education? 

I thank the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [ Mr. Parker] for his kindness in allow- 
ing me an opportunity of addressing the House 
on this question. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Ona 
former occasion I expressed my views. very 
briefly on this bill, and [should have been con- 
tent with my remarks then made, had not the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] 
who is a member of the committee which re- 
ported this bill, seen fit to indulge in some 
remarks which I deem it to be my duty to an- 
swer. The gentleman saw fit to arraign the 
Democratic party in terms as Opposed to edu- 
cational interests. I had supposed, sir, that 
the time was past when any geritleman who 
is a member of either of the two great polit- 
ical. parties would arraign the other as being 
opposed to the great interests of education. 
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It is conclusive to my mind that any gentle- 
man who seeks-to do this mist be very poor 
in argument, and very short of material with 
which to support any proposition, if this be 
his last resort. a S aba CER moha 
n I think, Mr. Speaker, that: the Democratic 
party need no'vindioation of mine in regard 
to the interest which they have manifested”in 
the great cause ef education. If-aty political 
-patty in this land has‘ been’.the ‘champion “of 
the great interests of education; it has- been 
the Democratic party., Why; sit, (we say tó- 
day, as we have always said, ‘that education 
is the fouidation: upon which we titist seek 
to build in this country, if we build’ suecess- 
fully. We say thatit'is the chief corneristone 
in this our national fabric. Let the gentleman 
turn to the history of the Democratie party, 
and he will find that they have ‘ever enéour- 
aged educational interests. | Tet him ‘look ‘at 
the last inaugural address of Governor Parker, 
of New Jersey, who, I think, is a pretty gootl 
specimen of our party; or ldt him go to: New 
Hampshire, my own State, dnd:rekd the ‘last 
inaugural message of our Govérnor there; let 
him go to any other. State where the Demo- 
cratic party has been’ in power; aude will 
find they have been foremost in‘sngouraging 
education and its interests. © Sir} F hurl back 
upon the gentleman the assertion, and deny 
here and now that we ‘have ever opposed edd- 
cation. We stand committed to the advance- 
ment of its interests. And if that gentleman 
or any other gentleman will bring forward a 
Measure purely in the interests of edicating 
our people, to whatever race they may belong, 
he will find that the Demo¢ratic party will give 
him every assistance. : ait 
Mr. Speaker, it has been, said that: this 
bill was brought forwatd‘in the interests of 
the southern people.: I wish, sir, that: this 
bill in its effects ‘would. benefit the southern 
people. If this is really brought forward in, 
the interests of the southern people, why ig it 
necessary to unite with it this pet scheme which 
the gentleman has espoused, and which I think 
has been a pet scheine of his for some time, 
aud has been made té appear in this House 
before, and which has been defeated, namely, 
the establishment of a general superintendence 
over our public schools throughout the’ length 
and breadth of the land? It is very. evident, 
Mr. Speaker, that this bill cannot be brought 
forward or advocated successfully in ‘the inter- 
ests of the southern people. : If I believed 
that it was brought forward with that view, 
and that it would accomplish the object 
without violating any great constitutional 
principles, 1 should most cheerfully: give it my 
assent. But it does uot do this. I have made 
here a little estimate of the amount which the 
schools or districts will be likely to ‘receive 
under the operation of this bill. here are 
in the several States of this Union something 
like one hundred and twenty thousand sehools, 
notineluding the Territories: Taking one half 
of this—I refer to the net income from the 
sale of the publie lands during the last seven 
years—and I find the net income to have been 
a little over eight million dollars. Making 
this estimate, then, I find that these schouls or 
school districts will receive less than five dol- 
lars each. Now, Mr. Speaker, can it be said 
with any degree of propriety, can it be said 
with any truth, that we are bringing forward a 
measure in the interest of the southern people, 
or in the interest of any people really, when 
we find that each school district will receive 
only the smali pittance of less than five dol- 
ars 
Mr. HOAR. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man à question, if it would not be interrupt- 
ing hiin too much. I desire to ask him if he 
is familiar with the effect upon education in 
the South of the distribution of the Peabody 
faud, which distributes only $100,000.annually, 
and yet has operated in probably creating ten 
times that amount by the stimulus to others? 
Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. : It bas 
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been argued here that this will operate as'a 
stimulus. Now, my experience has been—— 

Mr. HOAR. My question is whether he 
ie in fact familiar with the operations of the 
Peabody fund. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Ihave 
not visited the southern States, and I cannot 
speak, perhaps, with great accuracy as to their 
present condition, or what effect the Peabody 
fund may have had. i i 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman does not under- 
stand my question. i 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. My 
experience has been that before you can in- 
fluence the public mind to a great extent by 
placing a small fund of money at its disposal 
for educational purposes, you must first educate 
the heart and the mind of the people. Edu- 
cation is the result of local sentiment. You 
must create a well-regulated public sentiment 
belore you can greatly benetit the people by 
bestowing upon them funds. 

Now, Ido not know what the condition of 
the public mind may be in the southern States 
in regard to education, but from the argument 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] 
[-infer that a large portion of the people of 
the South are opposed to education. If that 
be true, I would say that this small sum of 
money placed at their disposal will work no 
good; they must first be convinced of the bene- 
ficial power of education, and he had better 
go home and instruct bis people upon that 

oint before he asks for this small pittance. 

et them realize the great benefits of educa- 
tion, and then any sum of money that we may 
place at their disposal will be beneficial to 
them. 

I do not know, however, that the gentleman 
is right in what he says in relation to the senti- 
ments of the South. I am heartily in favor 
of aiding the southern States’in the education 
oftheir people. Itis true they have had thrown 
upon them a new element, an element lately 
bound down by the chains of slavery, a people 
now made citizens. We oweit to that people, 
we owe it to ourselves, todo something for 
their relief and their education, and if the 
gentleman will bring forward a measure here 
for the education of that people 1 will most 
heartily indorse it, most heartily advocate it. 
But it would be a great hardship to impose 
this burden upon the South. It was very ably 
and very truly said by the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Kerr] that it would be im possi- 
ble for the southern States, situated as they 
now are, to comply with the conditions of this 
bill. Let us, then, if we are in earnest, if we 
believe what we say, if we wish to help these 
people, come directly to the national Treasury 
and ask fora certain sum of money which will 
be reasonable, and which will be of some 
benefit to these people and assist them. 

Ali! Mr. Speaker, there is another and an 
ulterior object which these gentlemen have 
in forcing this measure. It is, as has been 
said by gentlemen on this side of the House, 
the commencement of a work which they 
desire to accomplish. It is to gain the recog- 
nition of a principle which I believe gentle- 
men on this side of the House generally do 
not believe to be true, namely, that this Gov- 
ernment has the right in any way t0 interfere 
with the domestic affairs of any of the States. 

I wish gentlemen would plant themselves 
upon a resolution which I hold in my hand, 
and which was a part of the platform of the 
Republican party in 1860, at the convention 
which nominated Mr. Lincoln. I think it is 
pretty good Democratic doctrine, and I will 
read it for the edification of gentlemen. If 
it is their doctrine to-day, all right. It is as 
follows: P 

“ Resolved, That the maintenance inviolate ofthe 
rights of the States, 2 
each State to order and control its own domestic in- 
stitutions according toitsown judgment excl usively, 
is essential to that balance of power on _which the 

erfection and endurance of our’ political fabric 
aponda,” 


and especially of the right of | 


If the placing of a superintendent over our 
common schools here at Washington, and then 
punishing a State officer as a felon in the Fed- 
eral courts, as such, for disobeying bis man: 
dates, is not practically abolishing our school 
system, what can do it? Let this principle be. 
admitted, and then earry it out -to its logical 
conclusion, and all the domestic and internal 
affairs of the States are surrendered to the 
General Government. hen the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will realize the: fruits: of 
his toil. These zealous people who advocate 
such doctrines almost invariably; in - their 
endeavors to accomplish their objects, unite 
their schemes with some universally. popular 
subject, and then condemn everybody who 
refuses to take the whole dose. There are 
many who would gladly accept the good and 
the true which the proposition may contain, 
but, as honest men, feel bound to discard the 
evil. Thus it is with this bill, It contains 
some propositions which meet my concur- 
rence, and I would cheerfully give them my 
support, but connected therewith are so many 
evils and palpable violations of the Consti- 
tation that I cannot support it. 

The bill permits Congress to take possession 
of the State governments. Should we not 
pause before taking any further step in that 
direction? If it is thought best to make any 
disposition of the proceeds of the public lands, 
let it be done in such a manner as not to tram- 
ple down or impair the rights of the several 
States. Leave the funds in their hands, and 
trust to the good sense and intelligence of the 
people in making such a disposition of these 
funds as they in their wisdom think will be 
most conducive to their highest interest. 
Should it not be the policy of Government 
to keep these lands as homesteads for actual 
settlers, and not to encourage the disposal of 
them for any other purpose? 

It has been urged by some gentlemen that 
if this bill passes and becomes a law it will 
prevent any further schemes on the part of 
corporations and moneyed powers from plun- 
dering and grabbing any more of this sacred 
inheritance. Could I be made to see the truth- 
falness of thisargument, it would go far toward 
inducing me to support this measure with its 
many and serious objections. I think of two 
evils I should choose the least. But how and 
in what way will these nefarious schemes be 
stopped by the passage of this bill? Certainly 
not on account of the high regard which rail- 
road corporations have for the subject of edu- 
cation. if we judge the future by the past, 
they will think of themselves first, last, and 
forever. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says the 
public lands of the nation are the patrimony 
of the people. This is very true, and being 
the patrimony of the people, it is the right of 
the people when these lands come back to 
them in any way to dispose of them, and appro- 
priate the proceeds arising from the same in 
such a manner as they in their wisdom think 


best. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The 
elaim which the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Parker] makes for his party, that 
jt ig in favor of the education of the people, 
reminds me of that very fervent temperance 
man down East who was in favor of the 
Maine liquor law but opposed ,to its enforce- 
ment. [Laughter.] The Democratic party 
of this country were always loud in ‘their 
professions of a desire for education, but they 
always contrive to find some constitutional 
diffculty in the way. 

The gentleman challenges us to show where- 
in they have been opposed to education. Had 
he been on the floor of this House tn the last 


cratic members going almost solidly against 
| printing an increased number of the educa- 
| tional report ; and if he will earry his mind 
back to that time he will find that they were 
ll opposed to the plan of education that was 


‘| Congress, he would have found the Demo- | 
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offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
[Mr: Hoan.] Here in this Congress we-find 
them already in- solid column against this 
effort of ours to distribute and disseminate in- 
formation among the people. “They are strict 
constructionists; they are tainted with that 
old virus which brought about the rebellion. 
They remind me of the. gentlemen of -the 
Democratic party. of the olden time, who 
were always troubled whenever anything was 
brought forward that could not be found writ- 
ten distinetly in the Constitution. 

You perhaps remember, Mr. Speaker, [Mr. 
Poraxn in the chair,] and if you do not it is 
tradition, that. some few years ago the Con- 
gress of the United States thought it proper 
to appropriate a small sum of money for the 
purpose of purchasing the burying-ground now 
in front of the Capitol. They wanted a place 
wherein to inter members of Congress and 
other officials of the Government who might 
die here in the discharge of their official duties. 
The gentlemen of the Democratic party from 
the southern States took up the Constitution 
and read it from end to end, and not finding 
there the phrase ‘ burying-groand,” or the 
phrase ‘national cemetery,” concluded that 
it could not be within the purview of the Con- 
stitution: The land was bought; itis out yon- 
der now, and congressmen have been buried in 
it. Soon after it was bought, however, one of 
these strict constructionists fell sick at bis 
quarters. He sent for one of his colleagues 
from the southern States, and when he had 
entered his room he said to him, ‘‘Jones, 
look here; I am ill, very iH, and I think Lam 
going to die. Now these fellows around here 
will want to bury me in the congressional 
burying-ground; don't you let them do it, for 
it’ would be unconstitutional”? [Laughter.] 

So it is with these gentlemen; they are 
afraid of everything; they are afraid that the 
Constitution will be violated when we propose 
to do aught in favor of the great interest of’ 
education. The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
MCINTYRE] opposed this bill the other day 
because it was unconstitutional, and he has 
prepared a substitute for it, whereby the whole 
of the money that may be distributed to the 
States may be given to them absolutely and 
unconditionally. And he tells us with a 
great deal of gratification and triumph that 
down in the State of Georgia they have appro- 
priated $300,000 for the educational interest 
of the people of that State. I trust that that 
may be so, and I hope that educational fund 
will meet with a better fate than that other 
educational fund which ten yearsago the State 
of Georgia appropriated for the benefit of 
common schools. | would like to kuow what 
became of it. That fund was appropriated 
by the State, and the interest of the money 
was to go to educational purposes; but when 
the superintendent of common schools made 
his last report the greater portion of that 
fand had been absorbed by tbe State, had 
been appropriated to other and different pur- 
poses, and the State superintendent reports 
that there is $231,000 interest on that fund that 
has been diverted by the State from. its legiti- 
maie uses. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam perfectly astonished that 
the gentleman from Georgia shouldbe opposed 
to anything like education in his State, when 
the great fact is made patent to the world, by 
the census returns, that ove out of every two ` 
voters in that State can neither read nor write. 
So, too, in the State of North Carolina, one in 
every three is unable to read or write. Yet I 
doubt not, when the vote upon this bill comes 
to be taken, those who represent. the, Demo- 
cratie party of those States will go in solid 
phalanx against the bill. _ : F 

Coming nearer home, I find that in my neigh- 
boring State of Delaware, so ably represented 
on this floor by my friend [Mr Brees } who 
sits before me, one out of every four is unable 
to read or write; and when the laboring men 
employed by my friend come. up to get their, 
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money for the labor expended in his -peach 
orchard,-one out of every four, in signing his 
receipt, is: too modest to write his. name, but 
‘makeshis mark,” as Jack Cade says, ‘like 
aù honest man.” . rae i 

Lam ‘surprised, however, at the illiteracy of 
the State:of Delaware, because I know, as we 
have been told here, that that State has been 
enjoying the benefits ‘of those. highly prized 
and benign educational institutions:so much 
eulogized the other day by the gentleman from 
Delaware. Imean the -whipping-post and the 
pillory.: But. those institutions, educational 
and reformatory as they are, have nat yet 
sufficed to teach:all the people of the State of 
Delaware how to read and write and cipher, 
not even with the aid of their constitutional 
provision that no clergyman should be allowed 
to sit in their Legislature, to the disturbance 
of Democratic legislation. : 

This illiteracy, however, may probably ex- 
plain another little matter in: that State~a 
small aberration from the great principle of 
a true Democratic party, that’ the majority 
should rule the minority—for in that little 
State; under those highly beneficial institu- 
tions, the whipping-post and the pillory, the 
Democratic party has neatly arranged it that 
the minority shall rule the majority. Kent 
and Sussex are in the minority, but they are 
Demoeratic counties. They each send seven 
representatives to the lower house of the Legis- 
lature and three senators, while New Castle 
county, with a majority of two or three thou- 
sand sends but seven representatives and three 
senators. In other words, the two Democratic 
counties of Kent and Sussex have fourteen 
representatives and six senators, though they 
have but a minority of the: popular vote, while 
New Castle county, a Republican county, with 
a population exceeding that of Kent and Sus- 
sex combined, is allowed only seven repre- 
sentatives and three senators. 

Mr. BIGGS. Will the gentleman allow me 
a moment for an explanation? I can say for 
the three counties of Delaware, that after you 
injected the fifteenth amendment into the Con- 
stitution, and foisted upon the State of Dela- 
ware five thousand negro votes, there was not 
at her last election a single Republican elected 
from Brandywine Hundred to the lowest part 
of the State—not one. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Let 
me remind the gentleman that before that oe 
curred, the county of New Castle casta majority 
against him and repudiated himas its Repre- 
sentative; and I trust the time will come when 
the people of New Castle county—the ship: 
wrights, the machinists, the morocco-dressers, 
and the other mechanics and laboring men and 
manufacturers of that county—will have man- 
hood enough to agitate and agitate in every 
legitimate way until they wipe out this mod- 
ern Democratic principle that the minority 
shall rule the majority. The dread of their 
doing this is the reason that party want to keep 
the people in ignorauce. ‘They have farther 
provided in their State consitution, which 
was inade in the good old Democratic times 
of Jackson, that the constitutional apportion- 
ment of representation shall never be changed 
unless there is a two-thirds majority in both 
branches of the Legislature in favor of the 
change. . Thus the whole of New. Castle 
county lies inthe irop grasp of a minority of 

` the actual and voting population, who hold a 
majority of the representation. YetI trust the 
sovereign people of that State will not permit 
themselves to suffer much longer this grievous 
wrong, whereby they are defrauded of their 
political rights and privileges. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let. me go on and show 
that these gentlemen Oppose this giving away 
of the public lands because they allege it is 
unconstitutional, My colleague from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Parker] challenges me to 
point to him any provision ofthe Constitution 
whereby we can donate these public lands or 
the proceeds thereof to the purposes of: edu- 


cation. He has taken up his -spectacles, and 
he has gone all through the Constitution, and 
cannot. find anything which authorizes the 
donation. of the proceeds of the public lands 
to the purposes of common education. He is 
as.uofortunate as’ were’ tlie leaders of his party 
afew years ago when James Buchanan and his 
Attorney General, Black, took down. the Con- 
stitution and searched it from end to end, and 
could not find any authority whereby: the Con- 
stitution could provide for the preservation of 
the Union from destruction. - Ehe Republican 
party came into power immediately; and under 
the lamented Lincoln they discovered. sufficient 
authority and exercised it, and thereby saved 
the country from being disrupted by a Dem- 
ocratic rebellion. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, there is authority 
enough. It is to be found-in the same para- 
graphs ofthe Constitution that gave Congress 
authority to establish a United States Bank, 
an Agricultural Department, and Department 
of Education. If these gentlemen have any 
regard for precedent, we have it all the way 
down in our history from 1785 to the present 
hour. As far back as the formation of the 
Constitution it has been provided in the 
organic act of every Territory that the six- 
teenth section of the public lands in every 
township shall be given to such township for 
the purpose of common schools. Nay, further, 
this policy was carried on down to 1848, and 
in 1848 it was changed for the better. It was 
added to, and in addition to the sixteenth sec- 
tion the new States were given the thirty- 
sixth section, thus giving a double amount of 
the public lands for common-school purposes. 

‘More than that; when the States of Ore- 
gon, Minnesota, Kansas, and Nebraska were 
brought into the Union, the Congress of the 
United States not only gave them the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections of the public lands, 
but gave them seventy-two sections in addi- 
tion for the purpose of creating State univer- 
sities, and they imposed on the grant a condi- 
tion. That is what these gentlemen are opposed 
to, conditions ou the part of Congress. ‘They 
are afraid of the conditions, because they take 
away from. the power of the States to use these 
funds as they may deem proper. Congress 
imposed conditions on the States that these 
public lands should be used for the purpose of 
universities, and forno other purpose whatever. 
They so declared emphatically in the grants. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the “objection made 
against this bill is that the conditions it would 
impose on the southern States are onerous. 
They are afraid this money will be appro- 
priated to mixed schools. ‘There is nothing 
in the bill to warrant the apprehension. lt 
only says it should be given to those States 
whose Legislatures will engage that they will 
provide by lav for the free education of all 
their children between the ages of six and six- 
teen years. There is no provision for social 
equality. ‘There is no restriction as to the 
manner in which it shall be applied. It may 
be applied to separate schools, or it may be 
applied to mixed schools, but the application 
of the money is entirely within the discretion 
of the State which will receive the public 
fund. Therefore the argument falls that there 
is a condition onerous and burdensome. All 
we ask is, they shall provide that the children 
of the State, who will be called on to discharge 
the duties of citizens of the United States, shall 
be educated, so that a great mass of ignorance 
and superstition shall not be allowed to disturb 
the destinies of the country. We all know 
republican government depends for its very 
existence on the education, the intelligence, 
and the virtue of the people. We all know 
wherever ignorance prevails there is danger 
of despotism. We all know where there is 
education diffused through the masses of the 
people liberty is seenre. Therefore it is we 
want this money appropriated to public schools 
throughout the country. 

Now, gentlemen from the South tell us it 


amounts to. nothing. - They refuse this. little 
pittance we make them. They say it will do 
them no good. Yet they should be: glad: to 
have a little of this financial guano. applied to 
their worn-out educational fields, as it will 
stimulate them into-wholesome activity. The 
South should remember that. the Peabody fand 
of $100,000 a year has stimulated their schools 
into activity. already, . This encourages. them 
to build up some schools in.the southern por- 
tion of the United States that would not other- 
wise exist. eet ge os 

The necessity of applying. that stimulus. is 
to be found in the great fact of the ignorance 
prevailing there, and which. shows itself ‘on 
almost every occasion, public and private. Let 
me read a single paragraph from the remarks 
of Professor Benjamin Ewell, a Virginian, 
president of the College of William and Mary, 
before the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He told us the other day, as an illustration of 
the extent of ignorance among the whites in 
Virginia, as follows: . , 

“I will state that about two years ago, in one of 
the oldest counties of Virginia, seven out of twelve 
of a jury of inquest, composed of white men, had to 
make their mark, because they could not write their 
names.” : f 

More than the half of that jury were illiter- 
ate men; and yet the gentlemen of the South 
refuse this proffered boon, this means of agsist- 
ing to create an educated population. i 

Mr. Speaker, the public lands are the inher- 
itance of the people. They belong to all the 
people of all the States. We are all entitled to 
the proceeds of them, and the masses of the 
North and the masses of the South look to 
them as a permanent inheritance, as a great 
fund, which shall inure to their benefit, aud to 
the benefit of their children after them, They 
have seen them monopolized of late by great 
and gigantic corporations. The railroad com- 
panies of this country have received 201,000,000 
of public lands, the States have reccived 
69,000,000, colleges have received 1.000, 090, 
and the agricultural and mechanical colleges 
bave received under the act of 1862, giving 
307000 acres to the States for each Senator and 
Representative in Congress, about 9.090,000 
more—making in all about 79,000,000 that 
have been devoted to the intellectual culture 
and benefit of the country, while 201,000,600 
have been appropriated for the material pros- 
perity and advancement of the nation. They 
are our lands; we own them; we claim them, 
I claim my constituents share. We do not 
want to see them all given into the hands of 
giant corporations. We want the proceedsof 
this fund appropriated to the benefit of com- 
mon schools; for we know the fact that if we 
do so, if we consecrate, as my friend, the 
chairman of the committee, says, if we make 
holy this fund, if we make it sacred for the 
benefit of the rising generations as they grow 
up, we know then that the people will een 
their eye upon their Representatives, and ‘will 
take cave that there is no squandering of the 
phblic lands to institutions that may be un- 
worthy of them, and that they will be properly 
guarded and the proceeds carefully used for 
the benefit of a rising posterity. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes of my time 
tomy friend, the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. McKee. ] 

Mr. McKEM. Mr. Speaker, in the few min- 
utes allotted to me I desire to say what I can 
in behalf of this bill. ‘This is by far the most 
important bill of this session. It has a wider 
scope, a broader range, and it proposes to 
extend its educational blessings into the far 
future, widening the circle of its influences as 
the years roll on. Although it may be but a 
stepping-stone, itis yet a recognition of national 
interest in universal education. Itis a grand 
closing up of this decade with its three eras 
of war and reconstruction and peace. If we 
pass this bill it will be a fit climax of Repub- 
lican victories. We will then have secured 


the union and perpetuity of. our country, the 


freedom and equality of all her people; and 
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the education of all her sons; a splendid | 
trinity of triumphs in bebalf of the people by 
a government of the people, the memory of 
which shall never fade. In war the strong, 
great heart of the people saved the Union and 
lifted up the slave; in peace, let us now put 
in the securing key-stone of the arch of the 
people's government by providing for the peo- 
ple’s education; and this victory of peace 
will be more renowned than all the bloodiest 
fields of war. 
Other nations and other governments may 
glide along in despotic peace with educated 
rulers only; but here all are rulers, and if the 
nation is to prosper the nation must be ruled 
intelligently. In this country education of the 
masses is indeed the touch-stone of safety and 
the magic wand of power. It alone can guide 
the forward car of popular progress; it alone 
ean deliver our country from trouble and dan- 
ger; it alone can break down warring faction ; 
it alone can crush out such sectional dangers 
as may hereafter arise in our widespread and 
diversified Republic; it alone can point out 
the safe middie path between threatening 
domestic interests, and can rally all the people 
against hostile foreign power. This Congress 
can do no greater work ; it can have no higher 
aim, no nobler mission; and if we pass no 
other act than this, we will have done our 
duty well. 
The foreign children every year brought by 
thousands to our shores, and the children of 
foreigners born here, should have an American 
edueation; they should be weaned from Old- 
World traditions and foreign ideas and reared 
vp in full accord with American ideas and jj 
American patriotism. Many patriotic people 
fear the dangers resulting from the immense 
influx of foreign. elements and alien ideas. 
Here, in popular, national education, and here 
ouly is the remedy. Others fear our southern 
negro vote because it is not an educated vote; 
but the colored voters are instinctively patri- 
otic, and whatever defects they may have is 
from want of education alone, and this defect 
must be remedied, not only because it is bad 
statesmanship to have a mass of uneducated 
voters, but because to educate them by the 
nation is not generosity, but simply justice ; 
the nation crushed them down, the nation 
must lift them up. 
In Mississippi we are doing what we can to 
educate the children, white and colored.. We 
desire to educate the white children who, dar- 
ing the war and subsequent, by consequent | 
poverty, were debarred any chance of edu- | 
cation. We desire to raise up the colored 
people from out the slough of ignorance into 
whicb slavery has plunged them. During our 
Republican State adminisirations we have 
established three thousand school-houses, and 
in one year placed ninety thousand ehildren 
at the free schools. But I wish gentiemen to 
remember that the southern States are poor. 
` Desolated and impoverished by war, we are 
illy able to sustain all the burdens which the 
new state of things has thrust upon us. Now 
that slavery bas passed away we have twice as 
many children to educate, and yet we have far | 
less property out of which to raise the money 
necessary for educational purposes. Now, 
here is where the General Government must 

. step in and lend usa helping band. The | 
children of the South, white and colored, are | 
not the children of the South alone; they are 
the children of the nation. The South has | 
felt long enough and hard enough the nation’s 
mailed hand of power; let it now extend tous 
the assisting hand of friendship. We have 
learned the might of the Union, let us now 
feel its blessings. 

The sam to be received annually by each |, 
State under this bill may seem to the Repre- || 
sentatives of some of the wealthy and powerful | 

northern States to be a mere bagatelle, but to | 
the southern States who most need it this sum, 
annually increasing, as it will, until it gets to 


i 
| 
i 


be an immense fund, wiil be valuable in itself 
as well as an incentive to further effort. And 
it is the more valuable to us because it will 
not be distributed according to wealth or the 
amount of taxation raised, but according to 
the number of children, thus equalizing the 
old States and the new, the rich States and 
the poor. f 

Opposition is made to this bill on the score 
of economy; that we should keep the national 
lands for revenue. purposes, &. The experi- 
ence of years should teach us that the national 
domain is but a national temptation, a grand 
invitation for schemes of corporation plunder 
and private aggrandizement. Even before 
these latter days of railroad land-grabbing 
jobs we had plenty of schemes by which the 
national domain was lessened and no recom- 
pense accrued to the people therefor. We had 
even those absurdly ridiculous donations of 
tt swamp lands,” millions of acres given away 
as ‘‘swamp’’ which were as dry as the top of 
Mount Ararat, and above any possible over- 
flow from any source. And so it has always 
been and always will be, unless we do some- 
thing else than hold it as we do now—a vast, un- 
guarded treasure, with no especially appointed 
guardian. 

This bill forever consecrates—‘‘consecrates’’ 
is indeed the proper word when creating so 
sacred a trust—and sets apart for the educa- 
tion of the people the net proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands. Ifyou will pass this bill we will 
have no more of these gigantic thefts from the 
public lands; we wiil hear no more of venality 
and corruption about land grants. The pub- 
lic domain will then be a national blessing. 
Hitherto it has almost been a national curse; 
it has been a source, a very fountain-head of 
corruption; and it has builded up gigantic 
monopolies, which with Briarean arms reach 
all over the country, crushing out individual 
enterprise, stifling personal effort, and swal- 
lowing up the interests of the laborer and of 
the smaller capitalists. Cities, counties, even 
whole States and State Legislatures, are in the 
grasp of these soulless corporations, and they 
do with them as they will. Instead of a repub- 
lic of the people, we will soon have a despot- 
ism of corporations. 

It is time we should make a radical change 
in tbis matter. It is time we should utilize this 
magnificent heritage of the people, and enjoy 
its fruits, instead of squandering it as hitherto 
in folly and fraud. This bill accomplishes a 
double purpose, for it provides a fund which 
otherwise would have to be raised by taxation, 
and it also secures the public domains, which 
else will be wasted and dissipated by new 
schemes, of which the future will be as pro- 
lific as the present or past. 

In behalf of the people of the South I espe- 
cially appeal to every southern Representative 
to record his votein favor of this bill. Hitherto 
the South, unrepresented in Congress—and 
even when fully represented having ouly about 


| one fifth of the Representatives on this floor— 


has had few of the benefits of national legis- 
lation. Millions of dollars are annually appro- 
priated for rivers, and harbors, and public 
buildings, while a few bundred thousand dol- 
lars cover all we get. Millions of acres have 
been voted away, and we obtain almost noth- 
ing; and the few grants we did get went mainly 
to benefit northern capitalists. But under this 
pill we will henceforth obtain our full share 
of our joint inheritance. I hope no southern 
Representative, be he Democrat or Repub- 
lican, wiil vote against it. s 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Iyield 
a minute tothe cbairman of the committee, 
[Mr. Perce,] who desires to allow an amend- 
ment to be admitted. 

Mr. PERCE. Iyieldtothegentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Goopricu. ] 

Mr. GOODRICH. I offer, for the purpose 
of having it printed, an amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: : 
Amend section four by adding thereto the fol 


lowing: ‘ ‘ 

Provided, however, That for the first ten years the 
distribution of the said fund to and among the sev- 
eral States and Territories; including the District 
of Columbia, shall be made according. to the’ ratio 
of the illiteracy of their respective populations, as 
shown from time to time by the last preceding pub- 
lic census of the United States. i 


Mr. McNEELY. I offer the following 

amendment, which I desire to have printed. 

- The Clerk read as follows: 

` After the word “people, ” at the end of section one, 
add the following: "and after the lst day of July 
next, printer’s types and ink, type-metal and print- 
ing paper, used. for. books and newspapers exclu- 
sively, imported from abroad into the United States, 
shall be exempt from daty and entitled to free 
entry.” . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following amend- 
meni for the purpose of having it printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following proviso to section two: 

Provided, however, That after the passage of this 
act no public lands of the United States shall be 
sold, except mineral lands and town sites, and all 
the public lands of the United States adapted to 
agriculture shall be reserved for actual settlers, 
under the provisions of the homestead laws, subject, 
however, to land warrants and college serip issued 
by authority of Congress, and the grants which Con- 
gress shall hereafter makein the Territories and 
new States for the purposes of education. j 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I re- 
sume the floor, and yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Burcuarp. } ; 

Mr. BURCHARD. Ihave availed myself 
of the courtesy of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Towxsenp, | not to discuss the 
general merits of the proposition, but to sug- 
gest some amendments which I think might be 
made in the details of this bill; and I desire 
to offer those amendments, or some substitute 
that will cover them. 

Iam rejoiced to hear the Democrats upon 
this floor avow themselves in favor of educa- 
tion, and that their only opposition to this 
measure is that it will interfere with State 
rights. But, Mr. Speaker, they fail to specify 
any invasion in this bill of the right of a State 
to control the education of its people. The 
-bill does not compel any State to provide or 
enforce a free-school system. It is simply 
intended to persuade the Srates, by offering 
them a portion of the avails of the sales of the 
public lands if they will establish and main- 
tain a free-school system. ‘lhe amendments 
which I propose are first to the second section. 
It seems to me that the machinery provided in 
that section is unnecessary. Atan early period 
of the session I introduced a bill, No. 102, 
which differs from this bill in three important 
particulars. ‘The first is as to the machinery. 
and officers through whom the account is to be 
taken. This bill proposes that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall certify the account to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Now, these 
accounts, I suggest to the committee, are kept 
by the Seeretary of the Treasury. Ho is the 
oficer to certify to the Secretary of the Interior 
the net proceeds of the sale of the public lands. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that this pro- 
vision meets the approval of both the Secre- 
taries. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Well, Iunderstand that 
these accounts are passed upon and adjudicated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and it is not 
necessary, as is provided in this bill, that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall certify this 
account to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
then the Secretary of the Treasury certify it 
back to the Secretary of the Interior.. My 
substitute proposes that the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself shall directly certify the 
account. ` g 

There is another point upon which I spoke 
the other day. It seems to me that it is better 
at once to appropriate all the proceeds of the 
sale of the public lands to the objects of thig 
bill, so as to inaugurate immediately a free- 
school system, aud establish free schools 
wherever they do not now exist. For one, I 
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believe that if we, could appropriate five: or 
even ten million. dollars out:of the. Treasury 
for two years for this purpose it would. be a 
cheap and ‘desirable investment if it accom- 
plished this expected result. No portion of. 
the: Union, no State could complain.. The 
common fund is applied for the common ben- 
efit. “Every State receives its share, and. the 
distribution, is based upon populatien;, While 
it takes the people’s money out of the Treas. 
ury, it uses.it and distributes. it equally for the 
people’s education. No portion of the Union 
loses anything by this operation. 0, : 

But the bill proposed by the- committee 
ignores the fact ‘that national aid is necessary 
to start, rather than to maintain, these schools. 
They overlook the fact that free schools, when 
once permanently established, yre able to take 
care of themselves. ‘They do not seem to ap- 
preciate that twenty dollars or ten dollars from 
the General Government. now will de more for 
free schools: than many times that. sum here- 
after. ‘They propose to reduce and dole out 
scarcely more than half the amount at our com- 
mand. from this source. ‘Their annual appro; 

riation is to. be but half the proceeds and the 
faterent on the remainder. This, in my judg- 
ment, is a grave mistake. No. fund is needed 
for, the future. _ National aid ought not to be 
perpetual. The States. should be asked. and 
encouraged with the offer of material aid to 
provide for free education, but left with. g 
diminishing sum to rely upon local funds and 
voluntary taxation for their ultimate main- 
tenance. : 

Bat, not content with this reduction, the 
committee further propose that in the first 
year one half of the sum thus left for appor- 
tionment may be diverted from the education 
of the ignorant, schoolless population to the 
training of teachers. One fourth of the whole 
proceeds nearly may be used and appropriated 
to help support uormal schools, instead of 
starting schools for tho ignorant and illiterate; 
and a permanent diversion of ten per cent. 
of thig fund: is permitted. Such a provision 
ought not to prevail. Surely teachers of sul: 


ficient capacity to teach the ordinary branches, 


in a three months’ school can be found in 
every part of the land, 

Let us not rob these feeble and struggling 
free schools, or consent to the diversion of 
any part of the pittance the whole annual 
proceeds of the disposition of the public lands 
will afford. them. Let us devote this to free 
schools, having already munificently provided 
by former grants for the higher schools of 
learning. 

In the third section it is provided that the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury shall certify this 
account back to the Secretary of the Interior 
upon the 3ist of July. The fiscal year ends 
ov the 80th of June, but this account cannot 
be made up sooner than the Ist of Decem- 
ber. The quarterly accounts of the different 
land offices are closed on the 30th of June, 
and they must be reported tu-the Secretary of 
the Interior, to the Land Office, and perhaps 
sent back tor correction and then adjusted, and 
it is found that they cannot be adjusted uuder 
four or. five months, 

Again, it is provided in the second section of 
this bill that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause the acounts to be taken at the close of 
each scel year. 1 made inquiries at the Land 
Office in regard to- this matter, and received 
a letter which states these facts, which I desire 
to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows : 

DEPARTMENT ov tax Interior, 


i GENERAL LAND OFFICE, _ 
WASHINGTON, D, C., January 31, 1872 


Sig: In answer to your inquiry of this date I have 
the honor tz inclose a copy ofa letter dated 10th 


instant, addressed to the clerk of the House Com- | 


mittee on Education, &., embracing a statement in 
regard to the net proceeds of tho sales of tue public 
lands from July 1, 1884, to Jane 30, 1871. 

in referenco to House bill No. 1083, to appropriate 
to educational. purposes: the net proceeds from. the 


disposal of the public. lands, attention is called to 
the first and-second sections of the act of September, 
4, 1841, United States Statntes, volume five, page 453, 
chapter sixteen, entiled “An act to appropriate the 
proceeds of the satesof.the public lands,” &., which 
have been in, abeyance since 1842, pursuant. to the 


provisions of ‘the sixth section of the same law, but 


have not'been repeated ; and in the event of a mod- 
ification of the tariff, may again come into operation. 
_ It is suggested that in arriving at the net revenue 
from the disposal of the public lands, there should 
bo deducted froin tho gross receipts, the cost of the 
surveys, ; including salaries of surveyors general 
and their clerks, and the contingent expenses of 
their offices; incliiling salaries, commissions, rnd 
fees of the registers and teceivers, the expenses 
ofthe General Land Office, including salaries of 
Commissioner, clerks, messengers, &c., and also the 
five per cent. payablo by law to the several land 
States upon the net proceeds of the sales of the 
pubiic lands within their limits. i 

It is proper to state that in order to determine the 
net proceeds from the disposal of the public lands, 
in any one‘year, it is necessary that all the accounts 
{£ the -receivers.and disbursing agents shall have 
eon examined and adjusted to the end ef such 
year, and also the accounts with the States for the 
five per cent, aliuded'to. This involves a labor of 
seyornl months, and hence it. would be impracti- 
cable for this office to report the amount of net 
receipts in less than from five to six months after 
the termination of gach fiscal year. 

„I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedientservant, 


WILLIS DRUMMOND, Commissioner. 
Hon. H. C. Burcuann, Mouse of Representatives, 


Mr. BURCHARD. The substitute which 
I desire to offer provides that on the Ist of 
December the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
certify. to the Secretary of the Interior the 
amount of these net cash. proceeds, and then 
the Commissioner of Edueation is to make the 
apportionment, It further provides that the 
school officers shall report to the Secretary of 
the Interior on the 1st of November, so that 
he will have ample time prior to the 1st of 
December to ascertain what schools and what 
States are entitled to a share of this fund. 

Lhe committee’s bill requires the State officer 
to report to the Commissioner of Education in 
June. ‘This is an unusual time for State super- 
intendents or school officers to report. In the 
most of the States district and. county school 
officers report to county and State officers near 
the close of the calendar year, in October or 
November. Stato oflicers would not have the 
necessary data for the year until later, and 
could, when making their annual reports to 
State authoritics, at the close of the year, far 
better make their reports to the Commissioner 
of Education, 

‘The apportionment made by the latter in De- 
cember, and warrants issued thereafter, would 
transfer the funds set apart to each State to 
the State treasurer, or other proper custodian, 
and be ready for distribution by the State 
superintendent when State funds are. distrib- 
uted—usually, [believe, in February or March, 
or as soon as State taxes are collected. 

Tne time for certifying the amount for dis- 
tribution and apportionment by the Commis- 
sioner of Education and State officers, and for 
making and forwarding their reports, is, I 
suggest to the committee, inconvenient and 
impracticable. The bill which I introduced 
and had referred to the committee, and which 
I propose to offer as a substitute, is free from 
these objections. 

I would say, in conclusion, that I will 
offer my substitute that it may be printed. I 
believe the motion to recommit is now pend- 
ing, and that an amendment is not, therefore, 
now in order. But it is the understanding that 
that motion. will be withdrawn, and I offer 
this substitute. I do not desire to discuss the 
bill further, but hope that gentlemen who wish 
to have this bill passed in the best possible 
shape will scan its details, and I ask the atten- 
tion of the committee to the criticisms I have 
suggested. I know that there is one gentle- 
mau on that committee who has been a distin- 
guished educator, who has had experience ag | 
Staie superintendent of education in more 
than one State, who will probably address the | 


House, aud | shall be very happy to hear from | 


him if he should. 


that we may understand whether this is the 
best possible methed by which we can earry 
this bill into operation. .1 want also to say 
that, so far as the southern. States are. con- 
cerned, the report. of the, Commissioner of. 
Education, which Iholdin my hand, contains 
extracts from the reports of the superintend- 
ents of education of the various States. The 
superintendent of Georgia says: 3 

“All the primary education must be supplied by 
the free schools, and then private schoolsof ahigher 
grade will prosper. The people are hungry fór school 
privileges and a system that shall supply school 
facilities at the most economical rates, They look 
abroad and see the magnificent results of such a 
system, and desire to move to the front of. modern 
civilization and participate in the use‘of this great- 
est engine for human progress known to any time, 
It is simply a question whether the masses § all be 
enlightened or not. They cannot be, except with a 
common-schoo! system.’ Look at the statistics of 
the past. We find that only 91,687 white children 
attended schools of any kind in 1860, outof ascholas- 
tic population oF 236,454, (white,)and the number of 
adult native white persons who could not read or 
write was 45,199, out of an adult native white popu- 
lation of 251,575, or almost eighteen per Cent., ag 
reported in the census returns, and the best statis- 
ticiarts add thirty per cent. to these returns to show 
therealtrath. Thecensus returns of 1870 will doubt- 
less show astill larger percentage of illiteracy. What 
may be expected when the returns in the Commis- 
sioners’ ofice show that there wero only 325. white 
children in school during the last year in Baldwin 
county, out of a scholastic population (white) of 948; 
in Brooks county, only 50 out of 745; in Columbia, 
only 263 out of 632; in Habershain, only 769 out of 
1,709; in Liberty, only 275 out of 860; in Lowndes, 
only 351 out-of 1.534; in Talbot, only 615 out of 1,702: 
in Taylor, only 318 out of 1,362; in Worth, only 109 
out of 931? It is futile to think it ean be remedied 
by a private-school system; it has been tried in 
Georgia a hundred years.” 


The superintendent of edueation for the 
State of South Carolina says: ; s 


.““ The great want, the urgent need of South Caro- 
lina, is a general, universal system of free common 
schools.” 

In the report from Tennessee, I find the fol- 
lowing: 


‘A conviction of the importance of free schools 
seems to be growing in the State. A prominent 
newspaper has published statistics; which it recom- 
mends to the consideration of those opposed to tax- 
ation for schools, showing that ‘there are from sev- 
enty-five to eighty thousand children in the State 
growing up in ignorance ; that there are nearly twice 
as many liquor-shops as the whole number of schools, 
academies, and colleges, and that there is spent 
forty-three times as much for liquors ns for educa- 
tional purposes.” And ex-Governor Brown, in his 
address betore the State Teachers’ Association, made 
the statement that ‘according to the last report 
of the penitentiary, out of five hundred and fifty- 
ore convicts, four hundred and ninety-nine could 
neither read nor write, and of the whole number 
fifty-one only had trades.” : : 


Now, if we distribute $2,000,000, as there 
will be for distribution, or nearly that sum, 
Teuness2e would receive about sixty thousand 
dollars, or about seven hundred dollars for 
every county. If there is but one school in 
any county that school will receive the whole 
$700. And when it shall. be seen that that 
school gets $700, every adjoining district in 
the county will be eager to establish a free 
school in order to get a portion of that $700; 
and under this system counties and districts 
would rapidly establish free schools, and ex- 
tend their benefits to every part of the State. 
I have referred to Tennessee merely for illus- 
tration. Similar advantages would accrue to 
every other State where the free-school sys- 
tem bas never been introduced, or has not yet 
gained a permanent foothold, California, Iowa, 
iNivois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, as well as Mas- 
sachusetts and Connecticut; in fact, the whole 
galaxy of States, conspicuous for their atten- 
tion to the education of their youth, accom: 
plished the establishment of free schools by 
similar encouragement. 

It is no novel plan. Tt has been tried and 
found efficient, and its benéficent results 
justify us in attempting the same remedy for 
the removal of the indifference of many States 
to the proper education of their people. 

i _ If in order, Mr. Speaker, or when fn order, 
| I desire to move the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill 
and insert as follows: 


And I ask attention to these details in order 


|! That.the net proeecds arising from the sale, entry, 
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location, or other disposition of the public lands of 
the United States are hereby set apart and annually 
appropriated for the maintenance of common schools 
for the free education of all the children in the Uni- 
ted States of suitable school age, which proceeds 
shall be distributed to cach State and Territory, and 
to the District of. Colfumbia,in proportion to its 
respective population as ascertained. by the census 
last preceding such distribution, 

Sxc.2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause an account to be taken after the close of each: 
fiscal year, und ascertain the amount of expend» 
itures during the last preceding fiscal year incurred 
in, or occasioned by, thesurvey, sale, location, entry, 
or other disposition of the public lands of the Uni- 
ted States, including appropriations. for the ex- 
penses of the general and district land offices during 
such year, and the total receipts from the sale or 
other disposition of such lands, including all fees 
received at such offices, and shall, on or before the 
Ist day of December of each year, certify to the 
Secretary of the Interior the amount of the net cash 
proceeds fromthe sale, entry, location, or other 
disposition of such lands after deducting such 
expenses and expenditures, 

‘Ske. 3. That upon the receipt of such certificate 
the Commissidner of Education, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, shall proceed to 
apportion upon the basis of population, the amount 
so certified to the District of Columbia and Territo- 
ries of the United States, and to each State wherein 
provision is made by law for the free education of 
all the children thereof between the ages of six and 
fifteén years, and‘ shail certify to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States such apportion- 
ment, and to the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each State. and Territory. or other officer 
empowered by the laws of such State or Territory to 
perjorm: the duty herein enjoined, the: amount so 
apportioned to such State or Territory. 

Sec. 4, That the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each State and Territory, or such officer as 
shall, by the laws of such State or Territory, be 
required go todo, shall immediately upon the receipt 
of such certificate proceed to apportion the amount 
so certified to his State or Territory to the several 
districts therein, which shall have maintained for at 
least three months during the preceding year a free 
school for all the children of such district between 
the ages of six and fifteen years, which apportion- 
ment shall be upon the basis of the population of 
such district, and the amount so apportioned shall 
be solely applied in payment of teachers’ wages; 
the said superintendent or officer shall report his 
apportionment so made to the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, who thereupon, under the direction of the 
Secretary of tbe Interior, shall certify the same, or 
go much thereof as appears regular and correct, to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and to such superin- 
tendent or other offcer designated as aforesaid. 

Ske. 5. That the amount apportioned to the school 
districts of any State, and certified as herein pro+ 
vided; shall. be paid upon the warrant of the Com- 
missioner of Education, countersigned by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, out of the Treasury of the 
United States, to the State or territorial treasurer, 
orto such officer ag shall be designated by the laws 
of such State or Territory to receive, account for, 
and pay over the same to the several districts enti- 
tled theretounder such apportionment, which treas- 
urer or officer shail be required to report, on or before 
the Ist day.of of each year, to the Commis- 
sioner of Education, adetailed statement of the pay- 
ments made, and balance in his hands withheld, 
unclaimed. or for any cause unpaid. : 

Ssc. 6. That in case auy State or Territory shall 
misapply, or allow to be misapplied squandered, or 
in any manner appropriated or used other than for 
the purposes herein required, the funds, or any part 
thercot, received under the provisions of this act. or 
shall fail to report, as herein provided through its 
proper officers the disposition thereof, such State 
or Territory shall forfeit its right to any subse- 
quent apportionment by virtue hereof, until the 
full amount so misapplied, lost, or misappropriated, 
shall have-been replaced by such State or Terri- 
tory and applied as herein required, and until 
sach report shall have been made. 7 

Sec. 7. That the Commissioner of Education shall 
be ex officio superintendent of publio instruction 
for the Distriet of Columbia, and as such shall make 
the apportionment, returns, report, and certificates 
for said District of Columbia, in the manner and for 
the purposes and under the limitations prescribed 
in section four of this act, and the money thus ip- 
portioned in said District shall be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States to the proper officers 
entitled to receive, use, account for, or pay over the 
sume, us may be provided by law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, I now 
yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, { Mr. SHELLABARGER, ] on my right. 

Mr, SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, our 
experience with this bill furnishes a rather 
suggestive indication of what is very often 
happening im our country, of how the most 
momentous things are disposed of here with- 


outatiracting to them any considerable amount | 


of attention, even in that body which disposes 
of them. The truth is that in this country we 
have become used to very large affairs; espe- 
cially during the last ten years has that been so, 
and I fear it has somewbat spoiled our legis- 
lative practices. 


. 


Now, sir, here is a bill which will dispose 
of the grandest domain that is now upon this 
planet belonging to any one Government, I 
doubt whether in the-history of legislation; at 
any rate of modern times, there is to be found 
anything, having regard of. the national. terri- 
tory, of the importance.of this bill; and yet 
Tam not.sure that one half of us know what 
is going ou here. . Now, sir, this debate on the 
part of the friends of this bill has been con- 
ducted with most admirable ability ; aad J trust 
they will pardon me for making the remark. 
And my reluctance, for I feel some, in: speak- 
ing now is because I fear that instead of. add- 
ing to I will spoil the force of what has been 
said in favor of the bill. But L trust itis not 
unworthy in me that my desire to speak about 
this subject comes rather from an ambition to 
connect my name, though but obscurely and 
poorly, with it, rather than from any hope I 
have that I will aid in securing the passage of 
thiis bill; for I trust there is no doubt about 
tbat. : 

Now, sir, this bill will forever dispose of all 
that we have left of that vast national estate in 
land given to us of God. Itis suggested that 
I should amend my remark by ‘substituting 
t“ proceeds” for ‘‘ patrimony.’’ I do not know 
that the amendment is important. We conse- 
crate the land and its proceeds forever, and 
put it out of the public property and domain 
of the Government of the United States, and 
that ends it. Now, a measure that will.do so 
great a thing as that, we all will agree ought 
to consecrate this vast and our last estates:ia 
land wisely and only to the most exalted 
ends ; and the question, if weconsider any at 
all, and I fear weare not considering it enough, 
is: are we really doing this wisely ? 

Let me now occupy a few moments by the 
consideration of the question whether it is con- 


| stitutionally proper for us to make this dedi- 


cation, Among those on the other side wha 
have urged the want of constitutional power 
I especially listened to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. KERR, ] to whom I always listen 
with pleasure, because of the ability and the 
clearness with which he states bis points. He 
presented several points in regard to the want 
of power on the part of Congress to pass this 
bill... Let me consider one or two of those 
points. 

One is that the bill proposes to impose upon 
certain State officials certain obligations, and 
to make the omission to compiy with the obli- 
gations imposed by act of Congress upon State 
officers an offense, and to- punish it as such. 
He says that such a provision is new; that it 
is against the Constitution ; that it makes this 
bill clearly in contravention of the fundamentat 
law of the country. Now, my friend’s mem- 
ory fails him when he makes that statement. 

Does not the gentleman know that that law 


which attracted more of the attention of the | 
courts, both of the States and of the Federal | 


Government, than any other law that was ever 
on the statute-books of our country—I allude 
to the fugitive slave law of 1793—did the iden- 
tical thing which he objects to; not the thing 


which this billactually proposes to do, but the i 


identical thing which he attributes to this bill 
and denounces as unwarranted by the Consti- 
tution? That law of 1793 imposed obligations 
upon State officials with regard to the Federal 
right of reclamation of siaves. 


that law in thatregard, as well asin every other, 
passed under the most searching ordeals of 


judicial investigation that any law was ever | 
Yet it stood the ordeal in- 


subjected to. : 
that regard, Iam not saying whether rightly 
or wrongly; but whether right or. wrong, the 
courts sustained it. Although once stated 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the ease of Prigges. Pennsyivaniato be the only 
provision about which 2 constitutional question 
could be made, yet even there the court refused 
to declare it incompetent for Congress to im- 
pose duties in that way upon State officers. 


Again and | 
again, all through our history, the validity of 
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_But, sir, that is not what this bill does. This 
bill imposes no obligation upon State officials 
as such. It does name -State officials as per- 
sons who, if the States accept this trust, shall 
thereby and thereunder become amenable to 
Federal law as custodians of a Fedéral trust- 
fund that Congress has a right to completely 
manage; and when a State official in accept- 
ing the fund has thereby made himself a trus- 
tee.or agent or depositary of the United States 
funds, he voluntarily subjects himself to Fed-. 
eral control, and is amenable to Federal pun- 
ishment as such, and not as a State official; 
his official: name being used in this act as mere 
description of the person. That answers once 
for all what tbe gentleman has stated in regard 
to the last section of the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I consider next the con- 
stitutional propriety of passing this bill, so 
far as it-affects the autonomy, the machinery 
of common-schools as established by the 
States. Sir, if this bill even attempted to inter- 
fere with the powers of the States over their 
common schcols, I would not, as now advised, 
feel warranted in giving it my support. The 
common school system is a matter which, I 
believe, it is not only wise, but required by the 
Constitution that we should leave with the 
States. But, sir; is this bill amenable to the 
criticism. that “it: disturbs the ‘State’s contro} 
over common schools? it seems to me most 
clear that it is not. What does it do? My 
twenty minutes will not allow me to go through 
details: but I can state in a sentence or two 
its legal effect in this regard. It takes a cer- 
tain fund and says that such States of this 
Union as shall provide by law for a sthool 
system which shall educate the children be- 
tween six and sixteen years of age shall be 
entitled to that fund, and others that do not 
so provide shall not be entitled toit. Ifthere 
is anything more than this in the bill that can 
be construed to interfere with the school ‘sys- 
tems of the Btates, let it be named by some 
one now and IJ will yield:the floor to hear it. 

There is in one of the sections a provision 
that fifty per cent. of the proceeds for one 
year may go to normal schools, or schools for 
the education of teachers, but that is noteom- 
pulsory on any State, and if it were, it is only 
one condition which the United States attaches 
to it. The State is not obliged to make such 
a use of this fund. It is not obliged to estab- 
lish any system of schools at all, and when 
established, that is done by the State, and 
controlled by it completely. ‘The bill simply 
provides that States which do provide certain 
kinds of schools, and keep them open forthree 
months, shall be entitled to this fund; and 
that others who make no such provision shall 
not be so entitled. Thisis all. Surely, with 
its own lands, and these proceeds, over which 
the Congress has all the unlimited control of 
absolute ownership, the United States can do 
as it pleases in giving it to the one of the 
States or to all of the States absolutely. And 
if they may do so absolutely, then what in the 
Constitution forbids the United States bestow- 
ing its. gratuity, on condition that the State 
shall add to the United States funds donated 
such a State fund as shall sustain a school for 
all the children for three months in a year ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, letus see in the light of 
our legislation how far this degree of control, 
if it can be called control, over the schools of 
the States is authorized by what we have 
already done. Let-me say first, before you 
began to exist, sir, the hint was given for thig 
species of legislation under the old Articles of 
Confederation, in the year 1785, and providing 
that schools should be forever encouraged 
within a certain named portion of these States. 
That hint was repeated again in- 1787, in the 
celebrated Ordinance in reference to the North- 
west Territory, a subject which, should my time 
permit, | may allude to before i sit down. It 
was repeated in those memorable words, which 
made a covenant with all the future States of 
the Northwest, that, since education, morality, 
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and religion were necessary to good govern- 
ment; therefore schools should be forever en 
“couraged. ` Then, when your Government was 
begun, you began instantly, at the very birth- 
day: of. the first State born: into your Union, 
to make by Federal law  irrepealable. cove- 
nants with-the States that onethirty-sixth part 
ofall the publie lands should be held: for- 
ever:in trust for schools. You provided not 
merely -by law, but by treaty also with the 
States, they should be for the support of the 
public:schools of the States.. ‘That you did in 
all the acts of Congress by which the several 
States of the Northwest were admitted into the 
Union, everyone of them. I know the word 
‘public’? was not used in the acta of Con- 
gress; but such, sir, was the interpretation of 
these acts, as you will find stated in Chancellor 
Kent, : 
Under such terms in these laws Ohio gota 
domain equal to one thirty-sixth part of all 
the public lands in her borders. To Indiana 
was given the same, to Illinois the same, and 
Michigan the same, and every State of the 
Northwest the same. Every one of them was 
to forever consecrate this section sixteen, not 
to colleges, not to seminaries, but to public 
schools, Was this requirement thus made on 
Ohio to keep publie schools in Ohio uncon 
stitutional? Was that an infraction of the 
Constitution, Mr. Speaker? It did then indi- 
cate the kind of school which might have the 
proceeds of the public lands. Were Ohio’s 
and Indiana's and llinois’s, and Michigan's 
rights as States to decide whether they would 
have public schools invaded by these acts 
admitting them to this Union, and after 
admitting them requiring them to forever con- 
tinue to. use these lands for common schools 
and not for colleges? 

But, Me. Speaker, that is not all. Let me 
turn the attention of the House for just a sin- 
gle moment to some other authority we have 
on this subject. Inthe act of 3d of March, 
1808, by which Ohio received n certain town- 
ship of public lands near to the residence of 
ny colleague who sitsto my left; in thatgrant, 
and it entered into the first act passed by Com 
gress, introducing my own State iuto the 
federal Union; by that act itis required that 
township should be dedicated not to public 
schools, but Congress indicated the kind of 
schools-—it must be to a seminary of learning. 
I quote the words; and that act has been con- 
gtrued- and held, aud every one like it for every 
State in the Northwest (for they all have had 
the same Jaw passed in their favor)—the law 
has always been held to require nota common 
school, butan ‘academy’ or ‘seminary of 
learning,’’ or as the Supreme Court calls it 
in Vincennes University vs. Indiana ‘* schools 
for classical education, So Congress did pre- 
scribe in every one of these that fundamental 
condition, the kind of school to which the 
fund arising from these public lands should be 
devoted. 

And who ever doubted the constitutional- 
ity of these grand pioneer enactments of the 
American Congress which introduced into 
this Onion twenty four States there of where 
live 18,000,000 souls? He will need to be 
strong indeed in nerve who shall nowand here 
and in the presence of this long and most 
illustrious line of. precedents, ranning as they 
do throngh all the golden days of the Republic 
and through the days of all parties, Democrat 
and ail other, and shall question the constitu- 
tionality of these laws, ‘here were two prin- 
ciples running through. all these laws—one 
was that certain landg shall be used for public 
schools, and that this-is both beneficent and 
constitutional. The other, that certain other 
lauds shall be used for elassicalschools. And 
this, too, is beneficent and constitutional. The 
eoustitutional. propriety of that-has. stood un- 
questioned for near a. century.” And, sir, the 
Democratic party had made itself. honored by | 


again and again passing bills, in which they 
make these. identical requirements that within 


the States these lands of the United States 
shall be dedicated part to common and part 
to classical schools. In the case of Iowa the 
Songress used different words in the language 
dedicating to colleges her lands. There they 
gavetwo townships of land, not foran academy, 
but there ‘“‘for the purpose of establishing a 
‘university.’ ’? My friend [Mr. Concer] says 
it. wasthe same word ‘‘university’’ used in the 
Michigan act. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is anything cer- 
tain at all, it is settled by these authorities, of 
the right, under the Constitution, of Congress, 
first, to vote public lands to common schools ; 
second, to colleges; and third, the right of 
Congress to make the enjoyment by any State 
of the Federal gift of any part of.the public 
land to be dependent upon the States estab- 
lishing such kind of school as the Congress 
detigns to encourage. Now, sir, I take the 
next step. In 1862 we passed. an act which, 
ifany gentleman will rise and tell me has ever 
been questioned as to its constitutionality, I 
will yield the floor for that purpose, because 
if it has it is not known to me. I allude to 
the act we passed during the dark and terrible 
time of the war in 1862. 

Mr. Speaker, I like some of these reminis- 
cences of that sad epoch. Then, when our 
night was darkest, we passed the Pacific rail- 
road bill, and made an iron way which con- 
nects us now not only with the Pacific, but 
with the Kast far away, and which to-day sends 
the treasures ot the Indies and all that Bast 
across your continent. It is the grandest 
mere physical achievement which was ever 
undertaken upon this continent; and that 
was undertaken, too, in the very darkest hour 
of the nation’s peril. Fora third of a century 
we debated the huge question whether the 
work were a physical possibility, and if it were, 


then whether it were a financial possibility ; | 


but in that third of a century of debate the 
nation did not screw up its courage to that 
sublime height that made it dare the achieve- 
ment. Well I remember. the afternoon when 
right here we embodied into the forms of law 
the nation’s unfaltering faith in its own destiny 
and its high resolve, and when we made the 
law that made the Pacific railroad, and com- 
pleted it in eight years from the day we made 
the law, 

So, sir, with regard to another measure that 
I now allude to—that law by which we appro- 
priated millions of acres of the public lands 
to the establishment of colleges for the educa- 
tion of the mechanics and agriculturists of the 
Republic. We passed that measure, too, of 
supreme beneficeuce when it was very dark 
about us, and it has gone into operation, and 
my own State is this day erecting a school on 
a grand foundation, which I have no doubt will 
be a fountain of blessings to that State in all 
coming time. In that law we provided every 
element which is to be found in this biil so far 
as relates to the assertion of the right in Con- 
gress to indicate the kind of a school that shall 
be the recipient of the Federal. bounty. 

We stated that it should be a college or an 
academy, not a common school. We stated, 
as you will find it in section four, that the 
classics should not be excluded from the 
school. We stated also that the main design 
should be the teaching of science, and subjecis 
kindred to mechanics and agriculwre; and 
yet the constitutionality of that law [ have 
never heard questioned. It could have been 
questioned. Every certificate of public land 
issued under the provisions of the act, if the 
act was unconstitutional, might have been ques- 
tioned in the courts. Who has ever done it? 
Sir, that act, if unconstitutional, vindicates 
every part and particle of this one. 

But, sir, 1 gostillon. The validity of these 
laws, in which Congress .has undertaken to 
provide thatthe States shall apply the lands 
they accept from Congress to the support of 
such description of schools as Congress shall 


i designate, has scores of times been affirmed 


and recognized in every supreme court of the 
States receiving these lands, and. also in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. I mighr 
point the House to the case of Vincennes 
University vs. Indiana, in, 14 Howard’s Reports, 
where the Supreme Court:of the United States 
all through the decision assume, take for 
granted, and enforce as valid an act by whick 
Congress. required the: State of Indiana to 
apply certain three townships of land to the 
purposes of classical education; but, sir, my 
time expires. The pending bill is constitu- 
tional; and, by all our legislative history, [ 
declare this dedication of this mighty. estate 
of the nation to the education of the nation’s 
children to be worthy of the stupendous gift 
wemake. Write, sir, upon the public domain 
of this. nation, and cut into the granite of all 
its mountains, by the words of this irrevocable 
law, the words of the immortal Ordinance of 
1787, that “education, morality, and religion 
are essential to all good governments, and 
that. schools shall be forever encouraged,” 
and you will have made in the legislative his- 
tory of the Republic one of its most illustrious 
chapters. 

Mr. McINTYRE obtained the floor, and 
yielded fifteen minutes to Mr. Brees. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, ia rising to ad- 
dress the House on the present occasion, I do 
it under some degree of embarrassment. The 
gentleman from the State of Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Townsenp,] who addressed the House 
in support of this bill, saw proper to make an 
attack upon the institutions of my State, and 
to hold up before this House and the country 
the illiteracy of the State of Delaware. . Sir, 
let me say to that honorable gentleman that I 
wondered at first why he objected to the insti- 
tutions of my State, but when I remembered 
that he lived very near the line of the State of 
Delaware, Ino longer was in doubt that he, 
and those who practice the principles. which 
he holds politically, are afraid of the State of 
Delaware, and particularly of her whipping- 
post. [Laughter. ] : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall first address my- 
self to the honorable gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ]} who, in his speech the’ 


other day, stated that there were over eight 
thousand white persons in the State of Dela- 
ware who could not read or write. I do 
not call in question the fact, if it be one, but 
willgive bim the benefit of it. I desire, how- 
ever, to call the attention of the honorable 
gentleman to the further fact that there is 
no State in this Union to-day that has a better 
free- school system than the State of Delaware. 
She has an invested fund which enables 
her people to carry on free schools for at least 
six months in the year, and by voluntary taxa- 
tion they may keep the schools in operation 
during the balance of the year. Therefore, 
if the people. in the State of Delaware are 
illiterate it is no fault of the law. It is no fault 
of the educational system of the State if par- 
ents or guardians will not avail themselves of 
the opportunities for the education of their 
children thus afforded. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from Del- 
aware permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BIGGS. I will yield to the gentleman 
when I get a little further on, because I shall 
then feel disposed to propound a question to 
him, and will yield for him to answer. When 
listening to the gentleman I was forcibly struck 
with the great amount of pretended piety and 
intellectuality of the State which hein part rep- 
resents. And, sir, ] was curious to ascertain 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Will 
the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BIGGS. Not just now. My time is lim- 
ited, and I must first address myself to that great 
State-of Massachusetts. I was about to say, 
sir, that after the gentleman's statements 1 
was.a little curious to inquire into the history 
of Massachusetts. © And what do you suppose, 
sir, I found? : 

T find, sir, according to the State constable’s 


y 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


799 


report to the State of Massachusetts, in four 
years—1866, 1867, 1868, and 1869—prosecu- 
tions, exclusive of liquor cases, amounting to 
ten thousand and thirty-six. What were these 
prosecutions for? . What crimes had the peo- 

le of the State of Massachusetts committed? 
Why, sir, in listening to the honorable gentle- 
man, you would suppose that they were all 
saints up there with their great learning. Let 
me read to you some of the crimes they have 
committed, and I will read them alphabetie- 
ally, because they are guilty of crimes for as 
many letters as there are in the English lan- 
guage, except the four last letters of the alpha- 
bet. .[GreatJaughter.] Let me say, however, 
before reading the list, that you would suppose, 
from the remarks of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, that crime was.decreasing in that 
State; but, instead of that, in 1866 there were 
nineteen hundred and forty-five cases, and 
in. 1869 there were thirty-four hundred and 
filty-nige, an increase of nearly double in 
three years. And what were these crimes, 
Mr.. Speaker? Iwill recite a few of them. 
Arson, adultery, [laughter,] burglary, bigamy, 
[laughbter,] conspiring to defraud, drunken- 
ness, defacing tombstones, [great laughter, ] 
forgery, horse-stealing, {laughter,] highway 
robbery, keeping hotel without license.. [Great 
laughter.] aa : 

Mr. Speaker, I must claim your protection. 
J proceed with the list. Night-walking, 
[laughter,] obtaining money under false pre- 
tenses, perjury, polygamy, [laughter, ] playing 
cards on Sunday, present at cock-fight, [great 
laughter, ] refusing to pay their railroad fares, 
[great laughter,] setting up a lottery, selling 
obscene prints, selling unmeasured wood, 
{laughter, ].selling diseased meat, [laughter, ] 
threatening to burna church, [great laughter. } 
Mr. Speaker, I will read no more of the ten 
thousand. : 

Now, sir, when the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts talks about the illiteracy of the State 
of Delaware, let me tell him that the criminal 
record of that State does not present any such 
dark record as that of the State of Massachu- 
setts does to-day—a record darker than night 
piled upon midnight. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman now allow 
a suggestion to him? 


Mr. BIGGS. Yes, sir, with the: greatest 
pleasure. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask the gentleman if the 


same statistics from which he obtained that 
list do not show that over eighty per cent. of 
those crimes were committed by persons of 
foreign birth coming from foreign countries ? 

Mr. BIGGS. . That will do. Now, is not 
that an unreasonable question? {Laughter.] 
To ask me to go into the State of Massaehu- 
setts and ascertain whether a man is an Eng- 
lishman or Frenchman er foreigner. who com- 
mitted such crimes as these! Sir, they were 
committed in the State of Massachusetts, and 
the State of Massachusetts must father them. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from Del- 
aware state to the House that the census of 
the United States does not show the fact I 
state, that eighty per. cent. of these crimes were 
committed by persons of foreign birth, every 
one of whom votes the Democratic ticket? 
[Great laughter. } 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, the foreigners 
who have fled from their own country for pro- 
tection in America, when they come over here 
are many of them poor, and it is a shame for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to under- 
take to cast such a reflection upon the foreign 
population of our country, 

Mr. HOAR. Why, it isthe census of the 
United States says it, and not L : 

Mr. BIGGS. But, Mr. Speaker, I will now 
proceed to read an extract from the gentle- 
man’s speech, which I think is refreshing. 
Will the gentleman from Massachusetts listen ? 
He said in his speech the other day: 


“ But your offense toward the South is light com- 
pared with that of your Democratic opponents. 


| 


With what hatred, what bitter and relentless hatred 

has the Democratic party pursued these unhappy 
States of the South! How has that party sought to 
fasten upon that beautiful and unfortunate section 
of our land everything that degrades mankind 1” 

Sir; there is not a man in America to-day 
outside of an insane asylum who believes that. 
The honorable gentleman ‘himself, upon calm 
reflection would not have uttered it. . Sir, the 
Democratic party pursuing with relentless 
hatred the people of the South! We, as Dem- 
ocrats, are the friends not only of the South, 
but of the North, and of the East and of the 
West. I am a member of the: Democratic 
party. I hold my seat here to-day by virtue 
of the vote of that party. 

When the honorable gentleman undertakes 
to tell me that the Democratic. party of this 
country are pursuing the South with relentless 
hatred, I ask him, I ask this House, who it 
was that scourged the southern people; who 
it was that sent down, if I may use the expres- 
sion, carpet-baggers in the southern States for 
the purpose of persecuting the South? Who 
was your Governor Bullock; who was your 
Governor Holden; who was your Governor 
Scott? Anda friend on myright suggests that 
I should ask, who was Governor Warmoth? 
All loyal people. Oh! how they loved their 
country ; loved it, and, like lovers, linger while 
she had greenbacks for them to finger. They 
served their country themselves to pay; then 
purloined her treasure, packed up and ran 
away. 

Now, let me say to my friends, let me say to 
Republican members of this House, sirs, the 
people of this country hold the Republican 
party. to-day responsible for the oppressive 
taxation and bad government in the South. 
Who enfranchised ignorance and disfranchised 
knowledge? Who piled up more than two 
hundred million dollars of debt upon the 
seceded States, independent of their local 
taxation? Was that done by the Democratic 
party? Who, I ask, was guilty of that? Was 
it Republicans or was it Democrats? And 
yet the honorable gentleman says that the 
Democratic party have pursued the South with 
relentless hatred. Sir, you ought to get down 
upon your knees, and with your mouth in the 
dust ask God to forgive you for making such 
untrue charges as that against the Democratic 


party. [Laughter. J i i 
I come now to another point, and that is 
with reference to my own State. I know that 


she has a constitution which may not suit 
Republicans. It suits my people; we love it; 
we cherish it; and I am proud that the State 
of Delaware has always adhered to the funda- 
mental law of the land. Iam proud that she 
can take the Latin words and say, +‘ Cives boni 
leges parebunt.”’ And as the honorable gen- 
tleman gave us a Latin sentence in his speech 
the other day, I ask him to translate these 
words and see whether or not the citizens of 
Massachusetts, during the existence of the 
fugitive slave law, carried them into practice. 
Sir, to-day the State of Delaware stands in 
the galaxy of States as one of the proudest in 
the Union. And'if honorable gentlemen will 
just go down to the Washington monument, 
in sight of this Capitol, they will there see a 
stone taken from the blue.rock of our own 
Brandywine, and inscribed upon its face are 
these words: ‘‘ Delaware: the first to sign the 
Constitution, and the last to abandon it”? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] f 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I was inter- 
rupted, and I believe you promised me two 
minutes more. [Laughter.] Isay that during 
our late civil war, when the sovereignty of the 
State was invaded by the Federal soldiers, when 
the ballot-box was surrounded by armed men, 
when all her sister States gave way, Delaware 
kept her representation upon this foor, and in 
the other end of this Capitol, Democratic, with 
but one exception in this Chamber, when we 
declined to vote rather than take General 
Schenck’s oath. And when you brought the 
Federal bayonets to our polls, when you made 


us vote with armed. men at our backs and by 
our side, with the dungeon and the. bastile 
threatening us at every election, the State pro- j 
nounced in favor of Democratie candidates 
and Democratic principles. There iwe ‘will 
stand, as we stood daring our last election. 
And to my Democratic friends:permit me to 
say that perhaps it would be better to let 
Delaware make the next national platform 
of our party and place our next presidential 
candidates upon it. Delaware Democrats 
never depart from a principle; we are no ` 
departurists; we do not advocate any “ pas- 
sive policy.”” We stand firm in Democratic 
faith, and, “ sink or swim, liveor die, survive 
or perish,’’ my little ‘* Diamond State”’ rests 
her fortune entirely upon’ the strong arm of 
Democracy. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

_Now, sir, a few words upon the merits of the 
bill. The details of the bill abridge one of the 
reserved rights of the State, and, if passed, will 
imply a want of confidence in the States. A 
reserved right should never be abridged ; time 
enough to change the order of things when the 
right has been surrendered by the people in 
the manner pointed out in the Constitution. 
Now, the substitute offered by my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. McIxrrre] avoids the control 
by the Federal head.. Sir, this bill provides 
that the public lands are to be sold and fifty 
per cent. applied to purposes of education, and 
that— 

“ The circuit courts of the United States shall have 
exelusive jurisdiction of all offenses committed 
against the provisions of this act, and shall have 
power and authority by the proper writ to compel 
the performance of the duties herein required, by 
any officer herein mentioned, and to restrain any 
undue and improper performance of such duties.” 

Here, sir, you will perceive the jurisdiction 
of the State is wiped out, and the pains and 
penalties contained in this bill are executed 
and enforced by the circuit court of the Uniied 
States. Now, why is this? Why such legis- 
lation, which strikes at. the sovereignty of the 
State? Is this Government to be changed 
into a centralized despotism ? 

If you want to distribute the sales of the 
public lands among the States, why not bring 
in a bill giving annually to each State their 
proportion according to population, and pro- 
vide in the bill that each State may appropriate 
the money for such purposes as it may deem 
right and proper? Would not such a bill be 
infinitely preferable to the one now under con- 
sideration? Would it not be better to so dispose 
of the public domain than to be giving it away 
at every session of Congress to mammoth cor- 
porations by thousands and millions of acres? 

But, sir, with all our learning, remember 
that virtue must be the handmaid of knowl- 
edge; the two must go together. The per- 
petuity of a republic must rest upon the in- 
telligence and virtue of the people. The most 
polished court of modern Europe was, per- 
haps, that of Louis XIV, and yet how corrupt! 
Modern Greece has a system of education 
unparalleled in the history of the world, and 
yet a traveler cannot venture but a few miles 
from Athens, unless he is accompanied by an 
armed escort. Ignorance, dreadful and dire- 
fal as it is, is not altogether the danger of our 
national peril. And, sir, permit me to say to 
the honorable gentlemen from Pennsylvania 
and Massachusetts, that when this continent 
reeled and rocked during our late civil war, as 
if shaken by a mighty earthquake, Delaware 
stood firm in her Democratic faith, and as true 
to Democracy as the needle to the pole. And 
there, Mr. Speaker, she will stand, repudiating 
any ‘* passive poe saying to the Repub- 
lican party, ** You are our political enemies ; 
weare yours, and having the most unbounded 
faith in our undying principles, we strika for 
victory.” g 

Mr. McINTYRE. I now yield ten minutes. 
of my time to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. BRIGHT. ] i 

Mr. BRIGHT.: Mr, 
of regret to me—-— 


Speaker, it is a matter 
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- Mr. KERR. Will the-gentleman yield for 
a motion to adjourn? : 
“Mr. BRIGHT. If that is the pleasure of 
the House-—— ; 
| Mre KERR.. I move. that the House: now 


adjown. ; T : ee 
Mr. McINTYRE. : I desire: to state. that it 
is understood that this debate will be closed at 
three o'clock on Tuesday next. If we adjourn 
now, wewill lose the hour which we.can occupy 


to-day. ; Hon i 
Mr. KERR, If that is the ease I will with- 
draw the moticn to adjourn. 
Mr. MeINTYRE. That is the reason why 
I felt constrained to oppose the motion to 
adjourn at this time. : : 
Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, is the motion 
to adjourn withdrawn? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. POLAND.) 


It is. ; 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. PERCH. I desire to- say that the gen- 
Ueman from: Georgia [Mr. Mcinryrz] holds 
the floor on an agreement among members of 
the committee ag to the discussion of the bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It ig for the 
geutleman. from Georgia (Mr. McInryre] to 
say whether he will yield for a motion to 


adjourn, 

Mr. McINTYRE. The arrangement made 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr, 
Parker] was that we were to occupy the hour 
this evening, and I do not feel willing to vio- 
late that arrangement, because if an adjourn- 
ment takes place now, we lose a part of the 
hour. We prefer. to occupy the time now, 
rather ‘than not occupy it at all. 

Mr. BRIGHT addressed the House in re- 
marks which will be published in the Appendix, 
© Mr. MeINTYRE.. I now yield for teu mine 
utes to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Kine.) 

Mr, KING. As an introduction to what | 
have to say, | desire to have read the substi- 
tute which I have proposed, and on which I 
wish to say a few words. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to approprinte part of tho proceeds of the sales 
of the publio lands to aid in promoting publio 
schools in southern States. 

Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of Represent- 
ativer of the Uniteil States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thal Afty por cent, of the net proceeds 
arising. from the sales of the puble lands, for the 
period of ton years from and alter the 30th day of 

aly, 1872, are hereby set apart and granted to ten 

. Koutbern States, namely, Virginia, North Carolina, 

South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 

Louisiany. Tennessee, Arkansas, and Texas, to aid 

in establishing and promoting public schools in said 

States, 

Sko, 2. That the Sceretary of the Interior shall 
cause an account to bo taken upon the close of each 
fiscul year, dnringsrid period of ten years, and ascer- 
tain the total net proceeds arising from tho sales or 
other disposition of the publie lands.of the United 
States, after deducting all expenses and oxpend- 
itures necessarily and lawfully ineurred in the sur- 
voy, salo, location, entry, or other disposition of 
said lands forsaid year, and shall certity to the Sec- 
retary of tho Treasury the amount of the net cash 
proceeds from the sale, entry, location, or other dis- 
position of such landy as aforesaid, after deducting 

sandexpenditures, &c. 

Phat upon the receipt. of such certificate 
tary of the ‘Treasury shall eause fifty per 
he amount so certified, for each year of 
said period, to be distributed and paid over to the 
States above named, in proportion to the popula- 
tion of gach of said States respectively. 

Sec. 4, Thet when the distributive sharo due to 
each of said States, for each of said years, shall be 
ascertained as above provided, the Seeretary of the 
Treasury sball transfer and pay the same to such 
person or bersons as shall be-appointed or designated 

y actof the Legislatures respectively of said States 

for that purpose, upon such person or persons oxe- 
cuting to said Treasurer proper vouchers or receipts 
therefor. : 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I propose in the 
. two or three minutes during which. E shail 
occupy the floor to call:the attention of the 
House, if members will be kind enough to give 
me their attention, to the difference between 
this substitute aud the original bih; =- 
The original.bill, sir, disposes ofithe entire 
proceeds:of all of the public lands of the Uni- 
ted States. The entire proceeds—there iano | 


reservation whatever—of the sales of the pub- 

lie lands for all time to come are disposed of. 

by the original bill. I agree, sir, with the. 
remark which has already been made in the 
course of this debate, that this isone of the 
most important propositions which can be sub- 

mitted to-this House. If this measure were 

adopted, I would regard it as one of the most 
important steps which the legislative branch 
of this Government could take. -i think; sir, 

that the time has not yet come for this great 
step to be taken'inthis country. Ido not think 
that the people of this country are prepared to 

witness the final disposition of the proceeds of 

the public lands of this country. 

And why, sir, do I venture this-assertion? 
Why, we have given. away millions upon mil» 
lions of the proceeds of the public lands to 
railroads, : And now there is another interest 
in this country. which a great many of us think 
to be just as important as railroads, and that 
is the Improvement of the navigation and har- 
bors of our great interior rivers I claim that, 
in justice to the navigation interest, the car- 
riers who transport freight by water, they 
should have a share in the disposition of this 
fund. as well as the railroads of this country. 
I hold, sir, that there has been no expression 
of the sentiments of the people of this country 
to justify Congress in taking this important 
step. Í am opposed-to the measure at this 
time. [tig not a question that is before the 
people of this country. lt is not a question 
In vegard to which we have any instructions 
whatever from our constituents, 

So much for that point. . Now, the proposi- 
tion of the substitute which [ have submitted 
is to give a part af the proceeds of the public 
lands to the ten States therein named. It 
proposes to give them fifty per cent. for ten 
years.. And why do I propose this? Gentle- 
men talk here as though there ought to be no 
discrimination between the States and Territo- 
ries in regard. to this matter. Now, I claim 
that we have. been discriminating all the time 
in the whole history of this country. Wehave 
been discriminating in favor of railroads. And 
1 claim that we ought to discriminate in favor 
of the navigation of our southera rivers, and 
that in this matter of education we should 
discriminate in favor of the ten. southern 
States. It is admitted here on all bands that 
these States are in the greatest want of schools 
of any portion. of this Union. I do not- sup- 
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pose thero isa gentleman on this floor.who 
will pretend for a moment to deny that these 
ten southern States here named are more in 
need. of agsistance in ‘their. educational opera-. 
tions than any: other portion of this country. 
‘That state of things has arisen as one of the 
immediate results of this war. 

lt has been charged by gentlemen in this 
debate that those States, as a general propo- 
sition, are behindhand in the matter of edu- 
cation; that they have not promoted their 
common-school systems like other States. 
Supposing that to be true, itis an argument 
to that extent that they should be helped. 
And another fact to be remembered is that 
there is a large population in those States, 
numbering four millions of people, who have 
recently acquired the rights of: citizens, and 
who have no education at all. 

Weil, now, sir, I submit that, as statesmen, 
if we undertake to dispose of the proceeds of 
the public lands at all, we ought to give the 
southern States a chance, give them a start, 
help them along.in the great business of edu- 
cating the four millions of people in their midst 
now destitute of education. I am in favor of 
discriminating in favor of the States whose 
people are so wuch in need of education, We 
ought, perhaps, to discriminate also in favor 
of some-of the new States that are coming in- 
out of the Territories.. There may be some 
discrimination.due to them. But I am not in 
favor of making a wholesale disposition of the- 


pee these lands as this bill proposes. 
tis not just, It is not fair. There are other d 
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reasons-which I could assign in opposition to 
this bill; but I did not rise with any inten- 
tion-of occupying the time of the House. My 


„Object was simply to call attention to two or 


three facts in regard to this matter, and having: 
done s0, I now surrender the floor. i 

Mr. McINTYRE.. I now yield ten minutes 
of my time to the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. RITCHER.} © © 

Mr. CRITCHHR. - Mr. Speaker, I shall not 
attempt at this late hour of the day to discuss 
this bill, which, in my opinion, is‘the most 
important which has been brought to the con- 
sideration of Congress at the present session. 
I agree with the gentleman from’ Ohiò [Mr: 
SHELLABARGER] that no bill was ever presented 
to a deliberative body more important than the 
pending bill. It disposes, sir, in two lines, of 
the whole domain of the Union, a domain 
that.is more extensive than all the States of 
the Union; a question, sir, which I venture to 
say is of greater importance than was ever de- 
bated in the Parliament of England or ‘in the 
senate of imperial Rome. I shall not, there- 
fore, attempt, in the brief time allowed me; to 
discuss a measure of such vast importance. 

But I desire, like some of those who have 
preceded me, to refer to some remarks which 
fell from the honorable gentleman from- Massas 
chusetts, [Mr. Hoar, } reflecting upon the gec- 
tion of country to which I belong. Lregret, 
sir, that that gentleman has given occasion, by 
departing from the legitimate line of argument, 
for criticism from all quarters upon a.course 
which I must say, with all due respect, was 
neither worthy of his intelligence or his char- 
acter. He has gone out of the line of his argu- 
ment to say that the ‘‘educated tyrants in the 
South had been more degraded than their 
slaves by the former relations that gubsisted 
between the races.’ Well, now, £ ask the 
honorable gentleman if, in his former experi- 
ence in Congress, he ever found a true repre- 
sentative man from the South, in this or the 
other branch of Congress, less educated and 
less intelligent than himself and his associates 
from Massachusetts? Jask him whether, from 
the foundation of the Government to the pres- 
ent moment, the representation from the State 
of Virginia has been less intellectual and less 
honorahle than the representation frem the 
State of Massachusette? Sir, I will venture to 
make a bold assertion; I will venture to offer 
a challenge to the gentleman from’ Massachu- 
setts, aud [ will give way to ‘him in my time 
to let him answer me. -l venture to say that 
I can produce from my own little county, the 
parish of my residence, an illustration of intel: 
lectual superiorityand moral excellence which 
he cannot parallel in the history of Massa- 
chusetts. ; 

Mr. HOAR rose. n Ei 

Mr. CRITCHER. I will name them, and 
you may then ‘rise, Sir, if you will go with 
me to my estate you will find that the adjoin- 
ing estate is Wakefield, the birthplace of 
Washington; on the other side you will find 
Stratford, the residence of -* Light Horse 
Harry,” of glorious revolutionary memory, 
Chantilly, which adjoins it, was the residenea 
of Richard Henry Lee, the mover of the Dec- 
lavation of Independence and the Cicero of 
the American Revolution. You will find in 
that same parish the home of Charles Lee, 
Wasbington’s Attorney General, and of Francis 
Lightfoot Lee, the signer of the Declaration of 
Independence. There, too, you will find the 
home of Arthur. Lee, the accomplished nego- 
tiator of the treaty of commerce and alliance 
between this country and France in 1778. 
Riding in the opposite direction, you come 
first, as I said, to the birthplace of Washing- 
ton. Another hour’s ride will bring you to the 
birthplace of Monroe; another hour's ride to: 
the birthplace of Madison. Now, sir, if you: 
suppose the present. generation in Virginia 
unworthy of their illustrious ancestors, if-you 
will visit that estate, and look through the 
lofty forests, you will descry the massive chim 
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neys of the baronial mansion that witnessed 
the birth of Robert E. Lee. Now, sir, I ask 
you to find in the whole State of Massachusetts 
such illustrious names as L have given you, of 
those who lived in my little county. 

Mr. HOAR, As the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has invited me to rise, I will say, ina 
sentence that I did not criticise either the. 
intelligence or the elegance of the educated 
tyrants of whom I spoke. I alluded toa gen- 
eration of men who whipped women, begat 
little children and sold them into slavery, and 
who rebelled against the institutions that those 
great men created. 

Mr. CRITCHER. I challenge the gentle- 
man to parallel the names I have mentioned; 
he cannot do it from the whole history of 
Massachusetts. I desire the dedication of the 
proceeds of the public lands to. the purposes 
of education; I think it would promote a 
beneficent object; and at the same time I 
would withdraw that fund from the importu- 
nate and incessant demands of local and cor- 
porate authorities. I object most positively to 
the provision attached to this bill which creates 
conditions upon which this fuod may be en- 
joyed. Why do you not dispose of the whole 
proceeds of the public lands in this direction? 
Why invest but one half of them for this pur- 
pose? Iam in favor of the distribution of the 
whole fund and placing it at the disposal of the 
people of each State in order that their local 
representatives, who know best, may apply the 
fund to their own peculiar wants. 

Then there is another thing: under this bill 

. no State can receive any portion of this fund 
unless the Legislature thereof will first engage 
to educate every child between six and sixteen 
years of age within the limits of the Common- 
wealth. That is an impossibility. In that 
way the fund would be withheld from the very 
States where the expenditure would be most 
essential, 

In regard to the constitutional argument, I 
decline to enter upon it. Therefore, having 
made these few remarks, which indicate rather 
the general opinion I entertain upon this bill 
than any constitutional argument upon it, I 
will yield the floor, thanking my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. McIxryre] for the time he has 
allowed me, only saying that I am in favor of 
the substitute he has indicated his purpose to 


offer. 

Mr. MeINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I regret 
very much that this discussion has assumed 
the character it hds; that gentlemen have per- 
mitted themselves to indulge in personalities. 


Thad hoped thatthe magnitude of the questions į 


involved, that the importance which sbould 
be attached to those questions, would com- 
mand the attention of this House, and that 
they would be prepared to look into these 
questions, so many of them springing out of 
the radical proposition to distribute the pro- 
cecds of the sales of the public lands, and that 
they would also look to the details of this bill, 
and see whether or not they were consistent 
with the words of the Constitution, with the 
principles of the Constitution of the United 
States, from which this Congress derives its 
powers, from which it derived all its powers. 
Congress has no powers unless they come 
through that Constitution. This Houseis not 
authorized to hold its session to-day unless 
that cld instrument, which I have been taught 
from infancy up to the present time to revere, 
gives them that power. : 

I regret to have to say to my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] 
who addressed the House to-day, that he has 
sought to place me ina false position. He 
asked the question, why is Georgia opposed to 
education; why is the gentleman from Georgia 
opposed to education? Why, sir, I made the 
distinct announcement the other day to him, 
and to every other member of this House who 
was present to hear it, that I favored educa- 
tion. Had I not, bythe very substitute which 
I proposed to this House, asked Congress to 
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increase the means 
the present bill? The gentleman says, give 
one half; Isay give the whole. Yethe charges 
me with being opposed to education in Geor- 
gia! I declared the other day, and I declare 
again to-day, that I would be glad to see every 
child in Georgia educated. I am willing to 
indorse every word that I have heard uttered 
in this House since I have been here in favor 
of the education, not only of the whites, but 
of the blacks. Let them all be educated; let 
them all be elevated thereby, and raised to 
such a standard that they can appreciate their 
rights under the Constitution and the laws. 

In the little time that I have I do not pro- 
pose to detain the House by dwelling in detail 
upon the points which I made the other day; 
but I may be allowed to enlarge upon one or 
two suggestions which I then submitted. I 
said then that the rights of the Congress of the 
United States are fully defined and set forth 
in the Constitution; that in that instrument 


the powers prohibited to the States, are defined, 
and that all powers that are not delegated to 
the Congress of the United States or prohibited 
to the States are reserved to be exercised by 
the States. . 

Now, sir, I do not object to the main idea 
of this bill, which proposes to consecrate this 
fand to educational purposes; itis the details 
of the bill to which [ object. I say that they 
are inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Constitution; they are inconsistent with the 
rights and the dignity of the States, 
man in this House say that the people of his 
own State have lost the power of self-govern- 
ment ; that they must be controlled or saper- 
vised by the Congress of the United States? 
Has. the State of Wisconsin lost that power 
which it has been exercising for years past to 
regulate the common schools? Has the State 
of New York lost its ability to control this 
great question of the education of its people? 
Upon which ofthe States can it be charged 
that it has not the intellect and the patriotism 
to go forward in the great work of education, 
and carry it on just as effectually as can the 
Congress of the United States? 

Why, sir, Congress already has, more to do 
than it can do properly. It does not half do 
what it pretends todo. Yet you want to mul- 
tiply its duties. Why, sir, this Committee on 
Education and Labor is, if I may be allowed 
the expression, nothing in the world but a sort 


| the body-politic within the last few years. 
was not known when Webster and his com- 
peers were in the Congress of the United 
States. When great men who once occupied 
places in Congress have failed to bring for- 
ward such measures as this, I feel that it is too 
late at this day for us to do it; and { say that 
this excrescence ought to have applied to it 
the surgical knife of legislation and be cut off. 
Sir, Ï want to invite every man in this House 
to refer to the original grants of cession made 
by Virginia, Georgia, and North Carolina. 
Examine what they said in those grants. Jo 
what form wasthe grant made? Virginia pro- 
vided that the lands granted should be appro- 
riated for the common use of the States of the 
nited States, the State of Virginia included, 


declaration. The donation of the Mississippi 
country was made to the States of the United 
States; the language ‘‘ Government of the 
United States’’ was never used. 
in those articles of cession that the General 
Government shall appropriate the grant in good 
faith. Now, I put it to every man in this House 
whether Congress has acted in good faith 
toward these States in giving away nearly two 
hundred million acres of the public domain to 
monster corporations for the purpose of minis- 


in that? I have said if they are not adminis- 
tered by faithful men go back and divide them 
il ontamong the States. . Give them to the States, 


proposed to be given by | 


of fungus or excrescence that has grown upon i 
t 


North Carolina and Georgia repeat the same | 


It is set forth | 


| 
i 
| 
! 
i 
| 


teringto private profit? Where was the justice | 
i 


i 


the powers delegated to Congress, as well as} 


Lt ii I came here on a mission of peace. 
Will any 


and they will manage them right. - They will 
appropriate these lands where necessary for 
the purposes of education. If they do not 
appropriate them in that way or for that inter- 
est, let them appropriate them for such other 
public services as the exigencies of the several 
States may require. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret I have not time to go 
on and enlarge on this question; but I do 
desire to. say something about the State of 
Georgia. Something has been said in this 
debate about the State of Georgia. My distin- 
guished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Town- 
SEND] said every other one in that State is 
illiterate. That may be true. Itisonly within 
the last few years that the negro people have 
been disenthralled from slavery. They have 
been manumitted. I have no complaint to 
make of that. I do not speak to-day of it, but 
that accounts for much of the illiteracy of the 
| people of Georgia. They are always ready to 
educate the people. It cannot be imputed to 
her Legislature that itis not always ready to 
do what is necessary for the welfare of the 
people. To show that my people are earnest 
in this matter, I have only to state that within 
the last twenty or thirty days the Legislature 
of Georgia has appropriated some three hun- 
dred thousand dollars for the education of the 
people there. 

How do we stand there? I wish to saya 
word more about my own State of Georgia. 
I do not wish you to think I am complaining. 
I do not 
come here to provoke strife or to stirup angry 
passions. I should like to heal up the old 
wounds and close them up forever. ButI will 
say that not only have other southern States 
been afflicted, as the distinguished gentleman 
i from Indiana [Mr. Voorures] has said, by 
State governmeats set upon their apex instead 
of upon their base, but the State of Georgia 
has been especially so afflicted. She has griev- 
ously suffered from that sort of State adminis- 
tration—I mean the administration of a “ car- 
pet-bag’? government. I wish to say to the 
House, and through the House to the whole 
country, that the State of Georgia has passed 
| from the government of the ‘‘ carpet-baggers’’ 
into the hands of a government of her own 
people. To-day Georgia is under the control 
of the good, true, and patriotic men of that 
State, under the control of men born within 
her limits. She has a Governor born within 
| her own limits. A majority of her Legislature 
is composed of men born within her limits. 
‘The people therefore now look for a good and 


|| proper administration of the State government. 


‘All Georgia wants is to let her alone, and in a 
few years she will get back to the proud posi- 
| tion she occupied in former times, in being the 
| Empire State of the South. I only need to call 
i attention to the coat of arms of that State 


| 
| 
i 


| 


emblazoned upon the ceiling of this Hall. It 
| is the Constitution supported by three great 
pillars designated as ** wisdom,’’ t justice,’ 
| and “ moderation.” That is what we look for. 
| That is what we expect under the present 
administration of the State government in 
Georgia. We believe the Governor and Legis- 
lature will control affairs there with wisdom, 
justice, and moderation. 


WILLIAM G. WALPINE. 


| The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House 
of Representatives, information in relation to 
the Fenian prisoner, William G. Halpine; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimeus con- 
' sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit: 
ting a report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
| Statistics on the tariff legislation of the United 
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States; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN H. BOGARDUS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Seeretary of War, in reference to Stephen 
H. Bogardus, late second lieutenant of the 
fourth infantry, and L. L. O'Connor, late first 
lieutenant of the third cavalry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYING EXPENSES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting estimates 
for. the appropriation required during the 
ensuing fiscal year for clerical hire in the sev- 
eral surveying districts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ DISCHARGE. 


‘The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to soldiers discharged 
on the ground of minority ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SERETII M. WHITTEN, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the case of Seth 
M. Whitten, formerly a private of company 
K, fourth Michigan volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WISCONSIN AND FOX RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a resolution of the Legis- 
Jature of the State of Nebraska, in relation to 
the improvement of the Wisconsin and Fox 
rivers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON, WTC., RAILROAD COMPANY, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the presi- 
dent.of the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road Company, transmitting a report of the 
trangactions of said company during the year 
ending December 31, 1871; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILITMORE VS. HERNDON. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House testimony in the con- 
tested-election case of Whitmore vs, Herndon, 
first congressional district of Texas; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ilections. 

JAMES If, MYERS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous consent ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House papers in the case of James H. Myers 
and others, 

LEAVE OF ARSENCE. 

By unanimous consent— 

Mr, FOSTER, of Ohio, obtained leave of 
absence for two days. 

Mr. ORR obtained leave of absence until 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. PERRY, of New York, obtained leave 
of absence until ‘Tuesday next. 

JAMES J. FERRIS. 

Mr. BIRD, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to-withdraw from the files of the House 
the petition of James J. Ferris, and accom- 
pauying papers, 

STEPHEN TULL. 

Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of 
ae the papers in the case of Stephen 

all. 


DUTIES ON WOOLS AND WOOLENS. 


, Mr. LAMPORT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a resolution relating to the duties 


„on, wools and woolens; which was referred | 


to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 
Mr. McGREW. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 
EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to 
adjourn, the Chair desires to state that the 
bill under consideration to-day (H. R. No. 
1042) to establish an educational fund, and 
apply the proceeds of the public lands to the 
education of the people, goes over under the 
order of the House until Tuesday next at 
half past one o’clock. . 

Mr. LOWE. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the pending bill, for the purpose of 
having it printed: 

Add to section four the following: 

Provided, That where any State, under the laws 
thereof, takes a regular census of its population at a 
period intermediate the regular periods for taking 
the United States census, the apportionment to such 
State after such census is taken shall be in propor- 
tion to its population, so ascertained, until the next 
succeeding census under the laws of the United 
States. 3 . 

SESSION OF SATURDAY. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House 
the session of to-morrow will be for debate 
only, as in Committee of the Whole, no busi- 
ness whatever to be transacted. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hay] will occupy the 
chair, 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: ; 

By Mr. ACKER: The memorial of the 
workers in the Lehigh Iron Company’s works, 
and citizens of Salisbury township, Lehigh 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against a 
change of existing tariff laws, &c. 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Judith 
Denham, mother of George L. Denham, for 
a pension. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Ebenezer F. Nye and 27 others, heirs to ori- 
ginal claimants of the French spoliation 
claims, praying the payment of their claims. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of J. R. D. 
Clendennin and 29 others, soldiers, of Jeffer- 
son county, Ohio, praying the passage of a 


| bounty-land law, and an equalization of bounty, 


Also, the petition of William McMullen and 
30 others, soldiers, of Wheeling, West Virginia, 
praying an equalization of bounties and a 
bounty law, 

By Mr. ELY : The petition of 325 retail to- 
bacco dealers of New York, for relief from 
unjust taxation. 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The petition of 
George Menz, late a sergeant in company A, 
first United States Reserve corps, for arrears 
of pension, 

Also, the petition of 83 tobacco dealers of 
the city of New York, for a uniform rate of 
tax. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan : 
tion of soldiers of Michigan, asking Congress 
to amend the homestead law of 1870, so as to 
place all on an equal footing. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of Abel Willard, J. B. Dana, and 


The peti- 


| others, of Cambridge, Massachusetts, asking 


the repeal of the tax on savings institutions 

By Mr. LAMPORT: The petition of Miss 
Clara G. Scott and others, praying compensa- 
tion for services rendered soldiers during the 
war of the rebellion. - 

By Mr. PACKARD: The petition of pen~ 
sioners of Indiana and other States, for pay- 
ment of pensions through postmasters. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Sarah 
W. Wharton, for a pension. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: The petition of 
tobacco manufacturers, for a uniform tax. 


By Mr. SHANKS: A remonstrance and 
appeal of the Choctaw nation of Indians, 
against proposed violations of solemn and 
reiterated engagements, compacts, and assur- 
ances made with and given to the Choctaw 
people by the United States, and against the 
proposed infraction, by violence and force, of 
their vested rights of property and the pro- 
prietorship of their lands, : 

. By Mr. SNAPP: The petition of Anderson 
W. Scott, with accompanying papers, for a 
pension. 

By Mr. STORM: The petition of Elizabeth 
Laury and 9 others, widows of soldiers of the 
war of 1812, asking the passage of an act giving 
them a pension. 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The memorial and 
claim of William H. Allen. eo 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of Joseph 
Heep and 87 others, workers in the Cleveland 
woolen mills, against abating or abolishing 
duties on articles successfully produced in this 
country, and for the repeal of the duties on 
tea and coffee. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced, under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. CROSSLAND: A bill declaring the 
road from Dixon to Claysville, via Providence, 
in the State of Kentucky, a post route. 

By Mr. WALDEN: A bill for a post route 
from Florence, via Robin and Doebell, to 
Shellsburg, in the State of Iowa. 

By Mr. WINCHESTER: A bill for a postal 
route from Owenton by Squiresville to Spring- 
port, Kentucky. . 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 3, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m., 
Mr. Hay occupying the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

p yer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
meets to-day, by order, as in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for debate 
only, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Kintineer] is entitled to the foor. 


IRON-WORKERS’ MEMORIA LS. 


Mr. KILLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
sought the floor at this time in order that I 
might bring to the notice of the House and 
the country a subject of great importance 
to my constituents. That subject is indicated 
and forcibly stated in the numerous me- 
morials which I have presented during the 
last week. The memorialists state they are, 
for the most part, iron-workers, which desig- 
nation includes mechanics, skilled laborers, 
and others engaged in the manufacture of 
iron, iron machinery, and the various branches 
of industry of which that metal forms a com- 
ponent part. They respectfully remonstrate 
against any change in the existing revenae 
laws which shall reduce or abolish the duties 
upon such articles as are successfully produced 
in this country, 

In thus presenting the subject to the consid- 
eration of Congress, the workingmen of my dis- 
trict have exercised a right common to every 
American citizen, and are entitled to respect- 
ful consideration. These men represent a 
class of persons who in a large degree are tlie 
producers of our national wealth, and are the 
kind of men upon whom rests finally a great 
share of the burdens of national taxation. 
Their hands are brown with honest toil, their 
brows are moist with the sweat of honest labor, 
and I desire to suggest that they are as. much 
entitled to a hearing here and in the committee- 
rooms of Congress as the hired emissaries of 
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British free trade and the paid agents of im- 
porters and monopolists. 

It has been frequently urged as an objection 
to the present revenue system that it was cal- 
culated to enrich capital and foster monopo- 
lies, while it oppressed the laboring men and 
mpoverished honest industry. Now, sir, these 
memorialists speak from some practical knowl- 
edge on these points, and they realize the 
fact that their prosperity depends on the 
maintenance of the protective features in that 
system. And so far, indeed, as such articles 
as we are successfully producing in this coun- 
try are concerned, the results of American 


labor, ingenuity, and capital, there ought to be | 


no two opinions on thesubjectin the American 
_Congress. We ought all to stand together in 
_ the recognition of the right of our home indus- 
try to protection in the framing of our Jaws 
to raise revenue, which was accorded to it in 
the first act passed by the First Congress of 


the United States, and approved by the first | 


President, George Washington. 

To the workingmen, whether in iron or in 
any other branch of industry, this is a question 
of the firstimportance, involving as it does their 
wages, their very subsistence, their daily bread. 
Plenty of work and fair wages go hand in hand 
with a prosperous condition of affairs in the 
country. Scarcity of work and low wages are 
the certain results of panic, financial derange- 
ments, and free trade. No one need suppose 
that they are mere mud-sills, and unable to 
comprehend this question. It is true they 
have not very generally learned the elements 
of their political economy in books and re- 
views. ‘heir knowledge of the subject is 
eminently practical, and their experience has 
been dearly purchased. They are for the most 
part well informed and intelligent citizens, 
and many of their kind are to-day occupying 
responsible positions in the Government. 

Jn this country ‘the ruler” and ‘“theruled”’ 
are convertible terms. So the laborer of to- 
day becomes the capitalist of to-morrow. We 
all, therefore, have an equal stake in society and 
government, and are all equally interested in 
the adoption of wise laws and beneficent legis- 
lation. They are not, therefore, merely acting 
on the suggestion or by the dictation of their 
employers. In good old Pennsylvania capital 
does not yet own labor in any such offensive 
sense. When free trade comes to prevail 
among us, and the wages are reduced to the 
ten-cent standard of despotic countries, such 
a degradation of the laboring man may not be 
impossible even in that State; but that time is 
not just yet. While stating their views these 
memorialists do not antagonize the operators 
and manufacturers in whose employ they are. 
There is no conflict of opinions or interests in 
the case; it isthe mutual advantage of both 
classes, employers and employed, that there 
should be an active demand for labor and a 
remunerative profit for capital. 

The experience of the last two years hasalso 
shown that the maintenance of the present 


rate of duties on iron is to the advantage of | 


consumers as well as those engaged in its pro- 
duction. Two years ago Congress yielded to 
clamor, and reduced the duty two dollars, 
which sum was immediately added to the price 
of the article in the markets of the world, with- 
out any corresponding benefit to ourconsumers 
in this country. Iron advanced in price, a 
brisk demand sprang up for it, and the foreign 
dealer reaped all the advantage. Our home 
production received a check thereby, and the 
whole market was unsettled. We need sta- 


bility in this, as in all other branches of pro- | 


ductive industry, and unless we can have it, 
enterprise is paralyzed, and capital seeks other 
channels of investment. 

And as for the clap-trap about revenue 
reform, so plentifully manufactured by the 
advocates of free trade, and into which trap, 
I regret to say, some of our otherwise sound 
political brethren have fallen, itis a delusion 


H 


f 


} 


| 


i which I have addressed these remarks. 


and a snare. We all know that there is a 
short and decisive way to effectrevenue reform 
without disturbing the protective system and 
destroying the industrial interests of the coun- 
try. Abolish at one stroke the whole internal 
revenue system, so far as the income taxes and 
stamp duties are concerned, and limit its future 
operation to the two articles of whisky and 
tobacco, and you will secure a revenue reform 
that will meet the unqualified approval of the 
people. Thus you will not stop the busy hum 
of industry throughout the land; you will not 
put out the fires of our furnaces and forges ; 
you will not cover the Jand with desolation as 
with a pall. In the pathway of such revenue 


| reform, as I take the liberty of suggesting, we 


shall have benefits and blessings innumerable, 
and a degree of prosperity which will continue 


i in the future, as it has in the past, to relieve 


the people of the burdens imposed by the 
slaveholders’ rebellion, and lead to the entire 
extinction of the national debt, the legacy left 
us by that rebellion, and a consummation to 
be devoutly prayed for. 

The memorialists further advocate the repeal 
of the duties on tea, coffee, and such other arti- 
cles as are not produced in the United States 
and enter into general nse. This suggestion 
is in exact accord with the true theory and 


| teachings of the American protective system. 


No branch of our own industry will be injuri- 


ously affected by its adoption, inasmuch as 


none comes into unequal competition with the 
foreign articles referred to. To allow such 
articles, therefore, to come in free of duty, is 
to cheapen them to our consumers, and does 
not tend to degrade our laborers to the level 
of the “heathen Chinee”’ or the miserable laz- 
zaroni of continental Europe. A liberal free 
list, with the abolition of internal revenue taxes, 


| and the maintenance of American industry of 


all kinds, these are the revenue reforms that I 
desire to commend to the careful consideration 
of Congress. 

And especially, Mr. Speaker, allow me to 
impress these views upon the Republican side 
of the House. We have a President who retains 
the undiminished confidence of the country, 
and who, in all probability, will again lead the 
Republican columns to victory. He stands 
pledged before the country to the support of 
the doctrines enunciated in the memorials to 
In an 
interview with citizens of Pennsylvania this 
week, as reported in yesterday’s daily papers, 
the President is reported as reasserting the 
doctrine of his last annual message. He said 
that ‘‘articles not produced in this country, 


| and entering into general consumption, should 


be admitted free of duty, while duties on 
those articles which come into competition 
with our own manufactures should not be 
reduced.” I indulge in the hope that the 
majority side of the House, upon whom rests 
the responsibility of legislation, will be in 
entire accord with General Grant on this as 
well as other important subjects, and that we 
shall enter upon the canvass before us aunited 
party, aud so achieve success by deserving it. 

And let me add, Mr. Speaker, that, repre- 
senting the toiling millions of Pennsylvania 
here on this important question, Fam not here 
as a mendicant asking favors or begging for 
the crambs which fall from rich men’s tables. 
We are asking for protection as of right. We 
claim it to be due to us from the Government 
we sustain and support. And we will sustain 
no party and support no Administration that 
repudiates our rights and is recreant to our 
interesis in this regard. 
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Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, on the 14th 
of April, 1869, a contract was entered into by 
which Rives & Bailey were bound to report 
and publish the debates and proceedings of 
the Forty-First Congress. This contract ex- 
pired with the Congress on the 4th of March, 


1871, since which time the proceedings and 
debates have been published by Rives & Bailey 
without a contract, but upon the presumption, 
of course, that Congress would remunerate 
them fairly for the work. 

During the spring session of the present 
Congress the joint Committee on Printing had 
not sufficient time to make the investigation 
necessary to enable them to agree upon the 
terms of a new contract, and since the com- 
mencement of the second session two members 
of the committee, Senators Hows and Cas- 
SERLY, have been absent, engaged on an invest- 
igating committee in New York, and it was 
thought advisable to take no definite action in 
regard to the matter until their return. 

By the contract of April 14, 1869, Rives & 
Bailey agreed to report and publish the debates 
in the Daily Globe for $10 80 per column, 
furnish two copies of the daily to each mem- 
ber of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives at one cent per page for each copy, 
and transfer the proceedings and debates from 
the Daily Globe to the Congressional Globe 
(quarto form) at two mills foreach page of the 
quarto. They alsoagreed to furnish anample 
index to the quarto edition at the same price 
per page, and to publish the laws passed by 
Congress in the same manner as the proceed- 
ings and debates, and at the samerates. They 
agreed, furthermore, to furnish storage, free 
of charge, for the printed sheets of the quarto 
edition for such reasonable time as the Con- 
gressional Printer might desire. 

Under this contract Rives & Bailey were 
paid for reporting and publishing — 

13,804 123-206 columns Daily Globe, at $10 30 pa col- 
LLIN ....ccosece sseeesseassvacesoegoseveseesoease wo $142,187 35 
646 copies Daily Globe to Senato: 
Members, 1 cent per page......... 13,030 90 


12,391 copies quarto, each copy ng 
eleven volumes, containing 12,814 pages, 
and the 12,391 copiescontaining 158,779,- 


365 pages, at 2 mills Per DAGE.....sseceereene . 317,558 73 


Total amount paid Rives & Bailey for 
Daily and Congressional Globe for the 


Forty-First Congress.......... EON 472,776 98 
Extra compensation to reporters... 26,482 
Total amount paid for reporting and 7 

Printing seesssesesresstitssressrseanreonvserent trarenzene 499,259 56 
Cost of binding, 134,200 volumes at the 

Government bindery, estimated at 

cents per volume 80,520 00 

Total cost of the Daily and Congres- 7 

sional G1OD...essescreencersreesercesserseeretees $579,779 56 


The Daily and Congressional Globe, as the 
statement shows, cost nearly $600,000 for the 
years 1869 and 1870, an amount so large that 
if applied toward the payment of the national 
debt would have saved to the country $36,000 
per annum for the next fifty years certainly, 
and probably for all time. Has the expend- 
iture been a wise one? Is there anything 
within the lids of the eleveh ponderous volumes 
which can by any possibility compensate the 
country for this enormous outlay ? The laws 
enacted by Congress, the Journals of the two 
Houses, the records of committees if properly 
made, the vigilant press of the country, if the 
field were left open to it, would have preserved 
all there is of value in these voluminous pro- 
ceedings, and the jewels, if there be any, would 
have shone all the brighter in the eye of the 
nation when extricated and relieved from the 
mass of rubbish by which they are now hidden. 

This work is growing upon us rapidly. It 
was commenced by Blair & Rives in 1833. 
The first volume issued contained the pro- 
ceedings entire of the Twenty-Third Congress, 
and numbered eight hundred and twelve pages. 
The proceedings of the last Congress, with the 
indexes, fill eleven unwieldy volumes, and 
cover twelve thousand eight hundred and 
fourteen pages. The cost of reporting and 
| publishing the debates for the Twenty- Third 
Congress Í have been.unable to ascertain, bat 
it probably did not exceed ten thousand dol- 
lars. ‘Thécostfor the Forty-First Congress 1s, 
asi have stated, $579,779 56. In this connec: 


804 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 3, 


tion I ask permission to print the following 
statement showing the total amounts paid for 
the Globe from 1849 to 1871, inclusive : 

For Congressional Globe and Appendix.$1,247,449 69 


For one complete set of Globe and 


PPONAIR i. cesererecceeeesersnerens SEENE 268,031 04 
For binding same, from 1851 to 1862 121,585 35 
pe ie Proceedings ii oo 518,857 5l 
For amount paid and PESTA sre 472,776,98 

2,628,700 57 

For additional compensation to re- 
Dimas aot proporiy ohargeablo to Too 
mie i 2,805,640 46 
a a a inde Eom 270,000 00 


Grand total vsscssssecsssessvesseesensesegsees corse $3,075,640 46 


We are soon to have about forty additional 
members in this House. Who can say, in view 
of the rapid increase of matter to be published, 
and of the expense of. publication, that the 
amount required for the Globe, if it be con- 
tinued, will not soon exceed a half million dol- 
Jars per annum? i 

The figures presented simply give the ascer- 
tained cost of the Globe. ‘The unascertained 
and unascertainable expense which its public: 
ation involves we have good reason to believe 
amounts to far more than the sum named. 
Tho Globe is made the receptacle for all man- 
ner of speeches, essays, editorials, sermons, on 
all subjects of which the ingenuity of man 
can conceive. It seems to be a member's first 
duty and highest ambition to get into it as 
often as he ean. It is a standing encourage- 
ment to speakers and writers. lt makes silence 
a defect and quiet labora reproach. It invites 
men to talk much when they have little to say, 
and put in rounded periods and high-sounding 
verbiage what would be better understood if 
uttered iu that, simple, direct, and pertinent 
language which oblains among business men 
the world over, It inculeates the absurd no- 
tion that nothing can be valuable which is not 
trumpeted forth at the top of our voice in a 
long aud tiresome speech. It tends to crowd 
honest merit and quiet thinking to the wall, 
aud makes impudence, rather than solid sense, 
the grand element of success, It leads to 
interminable repetition of ideas and arguments 
on every important measure which comes 
before us for consideration, It discourages 
and prevents legitimate debate, and by pro- 
longing our sessions not only involves the 
country in a vast unnecessary expense, but 
exercises an unwholesome influence over 
legislation. 

Is it not our vanity, rather than an honest 
desire to benefit the country, which induces us 
to coutinne this publication? ‘The ten thousand 
speeches which lie Quried and forgotten in 
the Globe should teach us that our contribu- 
tions to it do not insure immortality. Can we 
not safely trust to the independent press of the 
country, to the brief but accurate Journals of 
Congress, which tell where every man stood 
upon every important measure, and to the laws 
we pass, the work of preserving whatever we 
may do or say which is likely to be of perma- 
nent value to mankind? The best speeches 
ever uttered have come down to us from a 
period when men talked less and thought more, 
and yet there was no Congressional Globe in 
those days. This indicates at least that the 
world understands the value of these things, 
und will, of its own accord and at its own 
expense, preserve whatever is of nse to it. 

Sincerely believing that the abolition of the 
Globe would i 
and result in great good to the country, I have 
felt it my duty to call attention to the facts and 
figures which I have submitted, and ask for 
them the earnest consideration-of the House, 
I entertain but little hope, howeyer, that Con- 
gress will at this. time consent to its discon- 
tinnance, but do hope, if it be not prepared 


be a wise measure of economy | 


to go that far, that it will consent to certain 
changes that will lessen the expense of the 
publication considerably without in the least 
impairing its value. ; 

The joint Committee on Printing, with the 
permission of the publishers, have made in 
one respect a decided improvement in the 
Globe, and one which is likely to result. in a 
very considerable diminution of its cost, if 
assented to by Congress. From the Thirty- 


- Third Congress down to the close of the Forty- 


First an index has been inserted in each vol- 
ume. During the Thirty-Ninth Congress, at 
the suggestion, I understand, of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, the index was considerably 
enlarged and made more: systematic, and also 
more expensive. To show the result of this 


plan of inserting an index in each volume I 


present the following statement which exhibits 
in detail the number of volumes for each ses- 
sion of the Forty-First Congress and the num- 
ber of pages of index matter which they con- 
tain: 


First session, one volume; pages of index. ld 
Second session, six volumes ; inserting 360 p 
OF INAEX CACH..cscccscrerereeecsreccecs sareste eseese crease 2,160 
Third session, three volumes; inserting 332} 
pages of index each....... Seansnesesscgnssageasssssrecsses 698 
Appendix and laws, one volume; pagesof index, 70 


Total pages of index in the eleven volumes... 3,042 


Multiply the number of pages of index by 
the number of copies of the Globe (quarto 
edition) furnished to Congress, (12,391,) and 
you have 87,693,422 pages of index, which, at 
two mills per page, amount to $75,386 84. 
One complete index for each copy covering 
651 pages would have been sufficient. This 
would have made in the aggregate 7,942,200 
pages of index matter, which, at two mills per 
age, would have amounted to $15,884 40. 
Deduct this sum from the amount actually 
paid for indexesto the Globe of the Forty- First 
Congress, and you have $59,502 44 which was 
expended for matter that was not only of no 
practical use, but which rendered the volumes 
inconveniently large, This defect the joint 
Committee on Printing has remedied by an 
understanding with the publishers of the Globe 
that but one index shall be supplied; and in 
accordunce with this arrangement the two 
volumes of the first session of the present 
Congress have but one index. This will be 
found in the first volume. 


The Daily Globe has a very small cireula- 


lation ; the number of copies issued, includ- 
ing those furnished members of Congress, will 
probably not exceed one thousand. ‘Lhere is 
therefore no actual benefit derived by either 
ourselves or our constituents from publishing 
the Jaws and resolutions of Congress in that 
paper at $10 30 per column, and still less 
necessity or use for burying them in the quarto 
edition at two mills per page. Congress has 
provided for the publication of the laws by 
Litle, Brown & Co., under the supervision 
of the State Department, and their edition 
is the only one recognized as authentic in any 
court of the country. The Congressional 
Printer is also authorized to print the laws 
in a cheap and convenient form. Of the 
volumes issued by him we are allowed a few 
copies annually for distribution among our 
constituents, and the law permits any one to 
buy them of the Congressional Printer at the 
actual costof press-work and paper. Noone, 
therefore, ever goes tothe Congressional Globe 
for the laws. We paid during the Forty- First 
Congress for publishing laws and resolutions 
in the Globe, as follows: 


307 columns Daily Globe, $10 30 per col- 
UMM ounri csscenserssesssseestssase ceases vesssectessseenetoq402 LO 
8,062,200 pages quarto Globe, two mills per 
BOG Oecd ta ieee esso op cepessccitadepaaevneiesiaanesirorase. Ol Od 40 
Making a total sum Of......ecssssescecsees «$9,286 50 


which was absolutely thrown away. Shall we 
continue this useless expenditure? 
Beside the saving we shall make by omit- 


T 
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ting the duplicated indexes and the laws from 
future volumes of the Globe, the expense might 
be further reduced somewhat by weeding out 
certain matter which perhaps should very 
properly appear in the daily, but should not 
be transferred to the quarto edition. For 
instance, petitions and, bills for the establish- 
ment of post. roads, which in the House are 
presented under the rule, with all similar mat- 
ter presented in the Senate, occupy probably 
two hundred pages of the quarto edition, 
which, being multiplied by the number of 
copies published, make 2,440,000 pages, 
amounting, at two mills per page, to $4,880. 
Now, it may be well enough, if we continue the 
publication of the Globe, to have the daily 
mention the fact that these petitions were pre- 
sented and referred to their appropriate com» ` 
mittees, because by sending the petitioner a 
copy of the paper we inform him that we have 
discharged our duty in this regard, and are 
thus saved the trouble of writing him a letter. 
But can we on the ground of recognizing and 
upholding the right of petition, which every 
American regards as sacred, justify ourselves 
before our constituents for an expenditure of 
nearly $5,000 a Congress to preserve this use- 
less matter? 

You say the petitions are the people’s. I 
answer, the money isthe people’s, drawn from 
them by taxation, and they will not approve 
of its expenditure upon a flimsy pretext that 
has in it not the shadow of sense or logic. 
The petitioner’s memorial is received by Con- 
gress, referred to a committee, where it is cares 
fully preserved ; the journal of the committee 
records the date of its reception, the subject- 
matter to which it refers, and the final action 
in regard to it; when reported back, the Globe 
indicates that the prayer of the petitioner is 
either granted or refused. What more can 
the sacred right of petition require? Certainly 
nothing further. The more important petitions 
and memorials are now printed at length in 
the body of the Globe; will not the mere state- 
ment of the fact in the daily that the others 
are received and referred be sufficient? 

There is another consideration that may very 

roperly be urged in favor of this reduction. 

y omitting this and other unimportant mat- 
ter from the quarto we not only render the 
volumes more convenient in size, but we lessen 
the cost of them to the people. I donotknow 
that any one ever buys the Congressional 
Globe, but at a reduced: price some might 
even desire to purchase it. It fills up a library 
very well, and to a man who does not under- 
stand that it is never referred to it looks like 
business, and may help to give a reputation 
for industry and learning which can be turned 
to good account. By reducing the index, omit- 
ting the publication of the laws, and leaving 
the columns of the daily Globe oceupied by 
unimportant petitions out of the quarto edi- 
tion, we ougùt to reduce the cost of the Globe 
over $72,000, and at the same time render it 
more convenient and valuable. 

There is much other matter entirely worth- 
less, and much which can be of bat little pos- 
sible value toany one, that might very properly 
be left out of the quarto, but as the omission 
of this would touch 10 some extent upon what 
are called the debates, I presume Congress 
will insist upon its preservation. I fear, there- 
fore, that the only material reduc ion of ex- 
penuiture we are likely to make has been 
already suggested. Yen dollars and thirty 
cents per cdlumn is as low, probably, as the 
proceedings can be published in the Daily 
Globe. This, to one not acquainted with the 
peculiar difficulties under which the publishers 
labor, may seem an extravaiant assertion, for 
it is well known that ordinarily the cost of put- 
ting matter of the same lergth of the Globe 
column, in brevier tyre, ig $2 58; nonpareil, 
$i 56, and for tabular work double rates. 
But these rates for ordinary work afford us no 
idea of the cost of producing the Daily Globe. 
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qn the first place, the publishers are required 
to employ the best corps of reporters in the 
world, These reporters must not only beable, 
amid the confusion which so often prevails 
here, to catch every word addressed to the 
House, but they must dregs it into shape, pre- 
serving at the same time, so far as possible, 
the precise Janguage and argument of the 
speaker. We tumble into their ears oftentimes 
a muddy stream, which filters through their 
trains and drips from their finger-tips clear 
and bright. It often sounds horribly, but they 
make it read tolerably well. Some of us are 
wanting in respect for the king’s English ; they | 
are not. Our eloquence and logic are often too | 
„irresistible for grammatical restraints; they | 
carefully gather the words and marshal them 
in proper lines. Our impetuosity sometimes 
shoots over the idea and leaves us in a laby- 
rinth of words; they clear awaythe redundant 
rhetoric and carefully capture the idea, and 
put it in its proper place. It often requires 
quite an effort even for them to chase it down, 
and sometimes they find the alarm was false, 
and that there was no idea after all; but they 
do their best. Occasionally we getup and roar 
for an hour at the top of our voices, and would 
have no listeners were it not that these patient 
and long-suffering men are paid for listening. 
Once in a long while we jump to our feet, wild 
with indignation over some reflection made 
upon the section of country we have the honor 
in part to represent, and throw up such a tor- | 
rent of mud as might eclipse the worst geyser 
onthe Yellowstone. Others may escape to the 
cloak-room and console themselves with a 
cigar until the danger is past, or fly across the 
avenue and revive their spirits with a glass of 
Bourbon; but these gentlemen must stay and 
take it; there is no escape for them. They 
guard, maintain, and uphold the dignity of the 
American Congress. They are well paid, I 
hope, and should be. They get $4 50 per 
column for all matter which goes into the 
Globe, including speeches written out and 
read, extracts from reports, books, and news: 
papers read at the Clerk’s desk, matter that 
very often they never see. For everything, in 
fact, which serves to make up or enter into 
the proceedings of Congress they are paid by 
the publishers $4 50 per column, and at the 
end of every session we manifest- our appre- 
ciation of their services and our gratitude by 
voting them additional compensation. This 
extra compensation for the ycars 1869 and | 
1870 amounted to $26,482 58. Congress has 
voted to the Globe reporters during the last 
sixteen years, in the way of extra compensa- 
tion, $176,986 89. This amount we unjustly 
charge up to the Globe in estimating its cost, 
but we might with the same propriety vote 
extra compensation to the compositors, proof- 
readers, and foreman in the Globe office, and 
charge that up also. 


I appenda statement, showing in detail the 


amount paid as additional compensation to 
reporters of the Congressional Glob 
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The daily sessions of Congress commence at 
twelve o'clock, and about one the matter be- 
ginsto pour into the Globe office. The session 
may endin an. honr; in that event one or two 
compositors could put the proceedings in type. 


| proof-readers, foreman, and compositors must 
(under the old contract) always be sufficient 
to dispose of fifty columns of matter, if there 
be that much, before breakfast the next morn- 
ing; and if there be but an hour’s work for 
one man, the force must still remain the same. 
The contractor cannot discharge and take on 
force at any hour. 
he must have his troops in readiness to move | 
at any moment. To-day a few men on the 
| picket line may answer every purpose, but 
to-morrow the advancing columns of the enemy 
may render the whole force barely sufficient 
| forthe necessities of the hour. This force must 
all be retained, therefore, and paid the same 
rate per diem whether idle or-busy. Fifty 
columns of matter may any day pour into the 
Globe office between one o'clock p. m. and 
| midnight, which must be putin type, corrected, 
printed, folded, and delivered to the earliest 
| morning mail. We can readily understand 
that this cannot be done as cheaply per col- ; 
umn as ordinary work, received in the ordin- | 
| ary way, and. affording stea dy employment, 
at regular working hours. 

Another item which renders this work ex- 
ceptional should also be considered. Many of | 
the speeches are revised after they have been | 
| put in type. Messengers carry the proof-slips 

to all parts of the city, between nine o'clock 


| give the authors an opportunity to make cor- 
| rections. Since the speeches were delivered 
the authors have had time to cool down, and 
many sentences uitered in the heat of debate 
require pruning, or possibly some additions to , 
render them perfectly intelligible. Sentences | 
| are therefore remodeled, paragraph after para- 
| graph either stricken out or added, and it 

sometimes occurs that men make one speech | 
and print another, so that it very often happens i 


| 


trouble for the com 
speech than to make the corrections. Even 
after the matter has been transferred to the ! 
quarto form and been stereotyped corrections , 
have been permitted which required the resct- 
ting of type that had been distribated, and the 
restereotyping of whole pages to replace those 
destroyed. No ordinary rules, therefore, or 
ordinary experience, can reach the precise 
rate per column which will cover the cost of 
this work. , 

Again, the publishers of the Globe are com- 
pelled to employ the best proof-readers that 
| can be obtained. These readers of proof must 
| be able to follow the argument or thought of 
| a speech as well as the mere letter; they must | 
see that the sense is not marred by the omis- 
sion of a period, comma, or semicolon, and this 
must be done late at night, and with great rapid- 
ity, for time will not wait on much reflection 
or reference. Before the city is thoroughly 
awake in the morning the Globe must be ready 
for distribution, and must be typographically 
| as perfect as under the circumstances it can 
| possibly be made. In view of all this Iam 
| satisfied that the price paid for the Daily Globe 
| has been low enough, possibly lower than the 
work was actually worth, and in this conclu- 
sion I am. sustained by practical printers who 
have had considerable experience, and who 
have had no interest in the matter, other than į 
a desire to reach an honest conclusion after a 
thorough investigation of the subject. 

The profit which Riyes & Bailey have made 

i they obtained from print- | 


out of their contract 
ing the quarto edition, The.contract of 1869, | 
, gave them two mills | 


as I have before stated | 
per page for transferring the matter from the 

daily to the quarto. This work could be done 
leisurely, and theforce needed for it could find 
steady employment at regular hours. The mat- 
ter already in type was taken from the daily, 
put in quarto form, and stereotyped. There- 
after copies of the quarto edition could be 
multiplied to any extent, for a price which 


© 
Or it may ran until mid 


night and require the 
- services of fifty compositors, The force of 


would cover the cost of press-work, paper, 
ink, and a small allowance for wastage, fuel, 


Like a general in the field, | 


iat night and four o'clock in the morning, to | 


| that the alterations are so great that it is less il 
postor to reset the entire i nor complimentary to the orator. 
! 
i 


lus to print, 
| same number of pages of 


lights, and repairs to machinery. While two 
mills per page seemed:a small sum, itamounted 
in the aggregate to. a very large one.. Twelve 
thousand three hundred and ninety-one copies 
of the quarto edition (eighty for each Senator, 
twenty-four for cach member, and one hundred 
for the Library) made 158,779,365 pages, and 
amounted to $317,558 73. The actual cost of 
doing this work, making all proper allowances 
for capital invested, wear of type and machin- 
ery, rents, &c., will not exceed one anda half 
mills per page. 

The profit of the publishers on the quarto 
Globe furnished to the Forty-First Congress 
amounted probably to $79,889 68, and their 
net profit for the two years on the entire work, 
including the Daily as well as the Congres- 
sional Globe, could not have been less than 
865,000: Is this too much? I leave gentle- 
men to answer the question for themselves, 
and beg that they will not conclude, from any 
thing I have said, that I believe Rives & Bailey 
received more than they were fairly entitled to 
for doing the work. All must confess that it 
was most admirably done, and I doubt whether 
anybody else in the world could do it so well. 
But what I mean to assert is that the cost of 
the work we authorized them to do and paid 
them for doing is infinitely greater than any 
benefit which it will ever confer upon the 
country. 

Speech- making is one of the expensive lux- 
uries of our civilization. If our constituents 
realized that each ten-column speech, which 


! few of them have the perseverance to read, 


There have been men in other Congresses, 
not any, of course, in this, who, prompted pos- 
sibly by a fondness for display, or a desire to 
refresh the memories of others in respect to 
well-known facts, or to render themselves com- 


: fortable by permitting an old idea to be born 


again, have cost the Government $50,000 a 
Congress, and received only $5,000 a year for 
their prodigious outlay of muscle and wind. 
Can it be doubted that republics are ungrateful? 
These statesmen, instead of being sent to 
Congress on such a miserable pittance per an- 
num, to wear themselves out by the strain upon 
their physical system, consequent upon their 
frequent deliveries, should have been provided 
with comfortable quarters at a respectable 
State institution, where, in their supremest 
efforts, they might have been relieved some- 
what by a judicious and timely application of 
the strait-jacket. 

The proposition submitted by Rives & Bailey 
for coutinuing the publication of the Globe 
asks $10 30 per column for plain matter, two 
and a half times that amount for indexes and 
tabular work, and two mills per page for trans- 
ferring the same to the quarto edition. This 
is an increase. Under the old contract we 
paid $10 30 per column for all matter, but the 
old plan of deplicating the indexes being dis- 
continued, will, even af the increased rates per 
column demanded by Rives & Bailey, enable 
according to their estimate, the 
debates during the 
present Congress that were printed during the 
last for $18,000 less than we then paid. 

In justice to Rives & Bailey we should, as 
soon as possible, provide for continuing the 
Globe or determine to discontinue it. If per- 
mitted by the Committee on Printing, I shall 
at an early day test the sense of the House on 
this subject by offering a resolution to discon- 
tinue the Globe on and after the 4th of March 
next. Should that resolation be voted down 
Lshall, if permitted, present a resolution sim- 
ilar to that adopted in 1869, authorizing the 
joint Committee on Printing to contract with, 
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the present publishers for the work if it can 
be done at satisfactory rates, and if not, to 
have the debates reported and printed under 
the direction of the Congressional Printer at 
the Government Printing Office. 

For ‘the information of the House, I ask 
permission to print, as a part of my remarks, 
a communication from Rives & Bailey on the 
subject I have been discussing: 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 2, 1872. 


Dear Sir: In answor to your verbal inquiries as 
to the cause of increase in the cost to the Govern- 
ment of the publication of the debates of Congress 
for the Forticth and Forty-First Congresses, we havo 
to say that the causes are twofold, namely: in the 
first place, increased service, and in the second 
place, incroased compensation. 

Up to tho Thirty-Highth Congress, the work had 
beon done at anto-war prices, which had not for sov- 
eral years reimbursed cxpendituresupon it. During 
that Congress we offered the Government the option 
of paying an increase of fifty per cent. upon the 
rates paid forthe then current work, or of remuner- 
ating us by the purchase from usof an accumulation 
of old books then on hand. Congress very wisely 
chose the latter alternative, and thus secured not 
only the continued publication of its debates at 
practically the old rates, but obtained for the use 
of its members many valuablo sets of the only full 
history extant of the legislation of this country for 
tho precoding thirty years, Subse uent legislation 
repealed this arrangement, (law of July 4, 1864,) and 
provided for inviting proposals for reporting and 
printing tho debates, which resulted in the forma- 
tion ofa contract betwoen the General Government 
and ourselves for doing that work for the Forty-First 
Congress, at rates agreed upon aftor mature deliber- 
ation of all parties. 

{This contract ignored the purchase of back vol- 
umes, much to our satisfaction, as tho stock on hand 
had beoomo very largely reduced, and tho valuo of 
the remainder much enhanced. Further, the noces- 
sity of reprinting, in ordor to continuo thus to sup- 
ply thom, had by that time come to consume much 
of the profits upon their salo.] K i 

So much for one of tho causes of increaso in the 
aggregate cost of this work dono for Congress. ho 
other reason for such increase is to be found in 
the increased servico rendered. Tho Thirty-Highth 
and 'Chirty-Ninth Congresses consisted each of but 
two sessions, while the Forticth and Vorty-Virst 
had three sessions ouch, And further, while in tho 
Phirty-Mighth and Lhirty-Ninth Congresses many 
Statos woro unrepresented, in the Fortioth and 
Jorty-Hirst tho representation was fall. — ‘Thoso 
additional members wero supplied with tho cus- 
tomary quota of Globos, and tho service was thus 
very matorially extended, 

Again, the sorvico was further cnlargod by a more 
thorough index to ihodobatos. The indoxes having 
boon insuflicient and unsatistuetory, it was detorm- 


ined during the Thirty-Ninth Congress, in a con- | 


jorence with the Committoo on Printing, based upon 
a resolution which had. beon referred to them, that 
a fullor and moro systomatic index should be sup- 
plied, a plan for which was, after considerable delib- 
eration, dovised and submitted to the oommittec, as 
woll as to several mombors of cach House, and the 
samo having recoived thoir approbation, the index 
was oxeouted upon that mothod during tho Forticth 
and Forty-First Congroases. 

Thero was no increase in the rates paid for the 
eurront work of any Congress until tho Vorty=Wirst. 
when the price por column of tho Daily Globo was 
somewhat increased. Lt was oxpeeted that. this in- 
croaso would enablo us to do the current work of 
that Congress without i 
from the salo of back volumes. Said increase did 
not moet our expectations; but wo faithfully kept 
the promises mado in our contract, and have not 
complained. 

The index to the work for the first sossion of the 
present Congress has boon supplied to only one of 
the two volumes, in accordance with tho wishes of 
the Committee on Printing, and our proposition now 
before that committee, and we are proparing the 
index for the current session upon the samo plan. 
‘he cost of tho index oxceeds by far that of any 
other matter prepared for the Globe, ` 


the incidontal aid derived | 


The proposition for a new contract, submitted to | 


the joint committee in Fobruary of last year, re- 


duces the quantity of work to be done, by limiting | 
the furnishing of the indax to a single volume of | 


the quarto edition, instead of inserting it in each 
volumo, as has been done from the Thirty-Third 
Congress, inclusive—a period of eighteen years. A 
careful examination 
of the Forty-Second 
er of pages as wore filled by the matter of tho Forty- 
First, the cost to the Government will be reduced 
for this Congress in the sum of more than eighteen 
thousand dollars. Should Congress adjourn at the 
end of May, as has. been proposed, and agreed to by 
the Bonito; instead of 
as in the long session of the Forty-First G 
the cost will be still further roduced, rat Conero, 


proportionately. less profitable. than i omis 

to bo at the time it was submitted, Dist peeves 
tion was theresult of long and careful deliberation 
on. our part, and not of hasty conclusions, -Cireum- 
stances havo combined to cause the lapse ofnearly a 
year, without any definite action upon that proposi- 
tion by the committee; during which tine wo have 


sitting till the middle of July, | 


shows that should the debates | 
Congress make the same num- . 


done the work to the general satisfaction of Con- 
gress without as yet having received any pay there- 
for. Thisdelay was wholly unexpected by us, and no 
less so, are we sure, by the committec, as then or now 
constituted; and we confidently expect Congress will 
authorize the committee to. provide, in any agreo- 
ment with us, indemnification for such pecuniary 
sacrifices as we have been compelled to make PY 
reason of this delay. The interest on the debt whic 
we have carried, are still carrying, and must continue 
to carry, with its daily increasing weight, will absorb 
avery large proportion of the profits we had hoped 
to derive from the work we have done. The un- 
avoidable anxiety and annoyance to which we have 
been subjected by this delay cannot be compensated 
by any possible profits under the proposed contract. 
We are not aware, however, that the state of incer- 
titude in which we have lived for the past year has 
in any manner impaired the quality of service ren- 
dered; but we cannot consent to be kept longer in 
this unscttled condition, and must osk most earn- 
estly that the committee speedily take up and dis- 
poso of this case, lest we soon reach tho point toward 
which we are steadily drifting, namely, a position 
where we shall bo compelled to ask to be relieved 
from the work. . 
Weare, most respectfully, yours, 
F. & J. RIVES & GEO. A. BAILEY, 
Proprietors of the Globe. 
Hon. Jonn Beatty, Chairman Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives, 
REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Sen- 
ate of the United States, a few weeks ago, 
appointed a committee to investigate certain 
matters, and especially in reference to the 
custom-house at New York. In that investi- 
gation I discovered, in the testimony of Hon. 
Horace Greeley, references made to myself. 
The impression he seems to try to convey is 
that in the State of New York removals have 
been made by reason of men being what he 
calls t‘ Fenton men,” and my own action in 
my district is referred to as evidence tending 
to prove the allegation made by him. I wish 
to say here that there have been a few removals 
only in my district, and no one of them has 
been made by reason of the person removed 
being ‘Fonton man.” Other reasons dnd 
considerations operated entirely. 

Then too, sir, Í wish to correct here what I 
believe to be an erroneous impression in refer- 
ence to the Republicans of New York. It 
has been represented that in the coming con- 
test if Grant shall be renominated, as he surely 
will be, no reliance can be placed on the men 
called ‘Fenton men ” in New York. I can 
speak, sir, only for the twenty-ninth congres- 


sional district in New York; I have no right | 


to speak for other portions of the State; but I 
say here that I do not .know a Fenton man in 
my district who will not heartily support Gen- 
eral Grant if he be renominated. More than 
that, E do not know one who is not in favor of 
his renomination. Unfortunately, perhaps, to 
a certain extent, there have becn some differ- 


ences between Senator CoONKLING and Senator | 


Vswron, but I do not believe that when you 
come to the question of voting for the nominee 
of the Republican party there is a Republican 
in New York who will not vote for the nom- 
inee of the Republican party. Because Sen- 
ator Conx.inc’s term is about to expire, it is 
claimed by some that the success of Senator 
CONKLING in being reélected would in point of 


fact be an adverse result to Senator FENTON. | 
I have no real doubt that in 1878 Senator | 


ConkKLING will be returned to the Senate of 
the United States by the voice of the Repub- 


licans of that State; but if this be done, it will | 


not of necessity condemn the course pursued 
by Senator Fenroy. It will not be adverse to 
him especially, for his term does not expire 
until 1875, The Republicans of New York, 
sir, look with admiration upon the course pur- 


sued by Senator f'envoy in days gone by, when | 


he was the Representative of the 
district in this Hall, and when he was Gov- 
ernor of the State of New York during the 


: eae erils thr a eae 
sition. now before the committes will bo rendered £ great perils through which the country passed. 


They remember with gratitude the course he 
then took. They remember kindly, too, the 
time when he stood between vast and gigantic 
corporations and the people of the State of 
New York, 


But when you come to the question of the 


Chatauqua į 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 


integrity of the party, and its very existence, 


why, I apprehend these men will be found 
shoulder to shoulder with other good and true 
Republicans in the coming contest. Why, sir, 
they have been identified with the interest and 
perils and hopes of the Republican party since 
its formation, and they cannot well now turn 
their backs on that party. And while some 
may have supposed, while our opponents may 
have thought, perhaps, that they would gain 
something in the State of New York, let me 
predict here that if we have a fair ballot and 
an open count in that State, so that the true 
result of the election shall be known and would 
be known, the State of New York in 1872 
will proclaim herself for the nominees of the 
Philadelphia convention. ; 

While I am on the floor, allow me to say a 
few words more in reference to the coming 
contest. Our opponents, since they have dis- 
covered that General Grant is to be the nom- 
inee of the Republican party, of course have 
found all sorts and kinds of faults with him 
and his administration. But they have found 
fault with him in one particular where I think 
lies a great deal of his strength. The position 
concerning which they have attacked him most 
bitterly is this: they say that General Grant 
keeps himself within his shell, that he will not 
speak or write; they say he will not write 
letters, that he will not make speeches. In 
that I think he shows his wisdom. Who 
does not remember, especially if he was an old 
Henry Clay Whig, that the great statesman of 
Kentucky, when the whole nation was looking 
to him, when in him the nation’s hopes were 
centered, when he was a candidate for the 
Presidency of the United States, wrote his 
celebrated Alabama letter? He wrote that 
lettcr to a man living in Alabama, a State that 
never cast a Whig vote and was never expected 
to cast one. That fatal letter cost him the voté 
of the State of New York. New York was lost 
to the Whigs by a little over five thousand 
votes, and Henry Clay was defeated, and de- 
feated forever, for writing that letter. Who 
does not believe that if at that time Ilenry 
Clay had omitted to write that letter he would 
have been President of the United States? 
And ifhe had been, I have thought sometimes 
that we would have escaped the difficulties we 
have passed through during the late civil war. 

And although the gentleman who now repre- 
sents the Ashland district of Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] is a Democrat, and an ardent partisan, 
yet I often look upon him with a sort of admi- 
ration, from the fact that he represents the 
former district of Henry Clay. I feol as though 
anything from the district was like a relic 
from that sacred spot, which I must look upon 
with kindness and forbearance. 

Who does not recollect that-another candi- 
date for the Presidency wrote a letter, and a 
very unfortunate letter? Ido not say he would 
have been elected President if he had not 
written that letter. I refer to the ‘‘ hasty plate 
of sonp’? letter of General Scott. Sir, the 
mighty general who defeated the forces of 
Great Britain at Lundy’s Lane, who marched 
our army into the city of Mexico, was not 
equal to writing a letter, especially if he 
was to be answered by that able and shrewd 
politician, William L. Marcy. I do not say 
he would have been successful if he had not 
written that letter; but I do say that that 
‘‘ hasty plate of soup” letter was most unfor- 
tunate at the time. 

Another letter has beer written lately, and 
Iwas sorry to see it; I wish it had not been 
written. It was a letter written by a man who 
probably has done as much for the Republican 
party as any living man. It is the letter writ- 
ten by a man who pointed out to the Democ- 
racy how they could have succeeded in 1868 
if they had nominated Chief Justice Chase. 


He is the man who wrote a letter saying, “I 


am not the candidate you want; the Demo- 
cratic party are tending to free trade, and Tam 
a ferocious protectionist.” It is a letter point- 
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ing outto them how they could succeed in 
opposition to the life-long policy of Horace 
Greeley. J think that was an unfortunate let- 
ter for him to write; and if General Grant 
could be betrayed into writing such letters, 
our friends on the other side would have a god- 
send on which to go into the contest in the 
coming fall. 

But there is another letter that has been 
written, and but for that letter I am not pre- 


pared to say what might have been the result | 


of the political campaign of 1868; at all events 
the canvass would have been a little closer than 
it was. The Democracy in 1868 took as their 
standard-bearers Mr. Seymour for President 
and Francis P. Buarr as Vice President, the 
latter of whom was the author of the letter 
from which I ask the Clerk to read an extract. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“ There is but one way to restore the Government 
and the Constitution, and that is for the President- 
elect to declare these act null and void, compel the 
Army to undo its usurpations at the South, disperse 
the carpet-bag State governments, allow the white 
people to reorganize their own governments, and 
elect Senators and Representatives, The Houso of 
Representatives will contain a majority, of Demo- 
crats from the North, and they will admit the Rep- 
resentatives elected by the white people of theSouth; 
and with the codperation of the President, it will 
not be difficult to compel the Senate to submit once 


more to the obligations of the Constitution. Lt will ! 


not be able to withstand the public judgment, if dis- 
tinctly invoked and clearly expressed on this fanda- 
mental issue; and it is the sure way to avoid all 
future strife to put the issue plainly to the country.” 


Mr. WAKEMAN. While the Democracy 
placed Governor Seymour on their ticket upon 
a platform apparently loyal, they nominated 
General Brain for Vice President in conse- 
quence of having written that letter, and the 
result is known to the country. Now, if Gen- 
eral Grant could be betrayed into writing such 
a letter as that, or some other letter, or making 
some speech, or drawing some resolution, our 


friends on the other side would have some | 


prospect of success, which they have not now; 
and the very fact that General Grant does not 
do so shows him to be a candidate who has 
strength, as they will acknowledge some day. 

Mr. NIBLACK, Ihave a little curiosity to 
know what the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Wakeman] thinks of the recent letter 


of President Grant indorsing ex-Collector | 


Murphy when he accepted his resignation? 

Mr. WAKEMAN. If the gentleman will 
produce that letter I shall be very glad to read it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I suppose the gentleman 
has read it. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Ihave read it; and I may 
come to that question before I get through. 
Mr. Speaker, as connected with the history of 
that party that is now seeking to supplant 
General Grant and the Republican party, I 
wish to call attention to the second resolution 
of the platform of that party in 1864. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Resolved, That this convention does explicitly | 


declare, as the sense of the American people, that 
after four years of failure to restore the Union by 
the experiment of war, during which, under the pre- 
tense of a military necessity, of war power higher 
than the Constitution, the Constitution itself has 
been disregarded in every part. and public liberty 
and private rigbt alike trodden down, and the mate- 
rial prosperity of the country essentially i 
justice, humanity, liberty, and the public welfare 
demand that immediate efforts be made for a cessa- 
tion of hostilities, with a view to an ultimate con- 
vention of the States, or other peaceable means, to 
the end that at the earliest practicable moment 

eace may be restored on the basis of the Federal 


nion of the States.” 


Mr. WAKEMAN. Mr. Speaker, while the 
eyes of the nation were turned in the direction 


impaired, | 


| 
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of the Army of the Republic, a great party met | 


in convention and adopted the resolution just 
read as a part of the platform on which they 
proposed to goto the country. If they had 
not adopted that unwise resolution, though I 
do not say they would have succeeded, they 
would in my judgement have obtained a great 
many more votes than they did. Sir, before the 
gentlemen who composed that convention had 
fairly got to their homes, important victories 
were won by our generals in the field. From 


| 
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i history? All the way through, ever since the | 


| Klux bill was brought into the House. 


the cannon’s mouth the answer was given to 
that resolution, Victory followed victory until 
the surrender at Appomattox Court-House. 

Now, sir, if our friends on the other side 
had not written any letters, had not passed | 
any resolutions, had not made any speeches, 
they would, I apprehend, have been much 
stronger than they were in the two canvasses 
to which I have referred. - 

I might refer, Mr. Speaker, to another cele- 
brated instance of a man, perhaps the first in 
this nation, the great Daniel Webster himself. 
When he made his speech of 7th of March, 
1850, he gave the death-blow to any aspiration 
he may have entertained of reaching the Pres- 
idency of the United States. There was after 
that no hope he would accomplish the object 
of his ambition. Ido not say he would have 
been President if he had not made that speech, 
but I do say that when he undertook to 
defend the fugitive slave law in 1850, and 
proclaimed himself in favor of the compro- 
mise measure, so called at that time, he gave 
up whatever chance be may have had for 
securing the Presidency. 

It was proclaimed by our friends on the 
other side that past issues were. to be buried. 
They said, ‘‘Let the dead bury the dead ;”’ 
that ‘‘ the issues of the war have been disposed 
of, and now let us get at something else.” It 
would have been wisc for them had they car- 
ried out that policy. But what has been their 


war, whenever an opportunity was afforded to 
them to place themselves upon the record, 
they kept right along with the same old policy 
they pursued during the war. When the war | 
broke out it is not surprising our friends cn | 
the other side were embarrassed, because all | 
of the States in the South which went into 

rebellion were Democratic States. Jt is not 

surprising, therefore, that our friends on the 

other side were embarrassed as to what policy 

they should pursue. When secession and 

rebellion ended in open war, the Democratic 

party of the North began to look at its own 

position at home. ‘Ihe result was that they | 
were placed in a position from which I appre- 

hend they can never rise again, because the | 
record of their sympathy with those who 
fought against the Government is too plainly 
written upon our political history ever to be 
forgotten. 

Of course they have said ‘ We will bury the 
past.” Now, let us see whether they have done | 
any such thing. How have they done it? I 
know that a ‘‘ new departure ’’ was proclaimed 
by them during the last winter or spring, in | 
which, however, the pariy did not agree at 
all. Ever since then, whenever they have 
had a chance to place them upon the record 
in reference to the late war, what have they 
done? I need only refer to the resolution 
offered by Mr. Witson, of Indiana, about the 
13th of March last, in reference to the action 
of the Indiana senate, in which he proposed | 
that -the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth | 


amendments to the Constitution of the United |! 


States should be considered as a “finality.” 
This was after the celebrated Vallandigham | 
new departure. The yeas and nays being 
called upon the resolution, every Democrat | 
present and voting voted against the resolu- 
tion to make those amendments of the Cousti- 
tution a “finality.” If our friends on the 
other side are disposed to let the dead bury the 


il 
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dead, and to let the past be forgotten, why 
then did they put themselves upon the record | 
against the new departure proclaimed by some | 
of their leaders? It is because they cannot | 
forget their record during the war, for ibis a) 
part and parcel of the history of their party. 

Later in the history of the first session of į 
this Congress it was published through the | 
length and breadth of the land that gross out- 
rages had been committed in the South. A 
committee was ordered, but before it could be 
sent to the field of its duties the famous Ku | 
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| became a law. 


does not recollect the history of legislation.in 
reference to that bill? Who does not recol- 
lect the able debate upon that bill? Who doés 
not recollect that the best talent of the Demo- 
cratic side of the House was brought forward 
against it? They did not take ground in favor 
of these outrages. They are as kindly as any- 
body else. They have hearts as sympathetic 
as other men. They, however, denied the 
existence of these outrages. They proclaimed 
the Republicans were getting up something by 
which they might be enabled to send the mili- 
tary into the South to control the elections 
of 1872, They denied the existence of the 
outrages. We passed the bill, however, and 
during the discussion they warned us that who- 
ever voted for the bill, unconstitutional as it 
was, would never be again returned to Con- 
gress, and that ‘‘the places which knew them 
would know them no more forever: Yet the 
Republican party adhered to what it deemed 
to be its duty to the couutry, and the bill 
What has been the result? Is 
any one now prepared to state that no outrages 


i have been perpetrated in the South, that there 


was nothing to investigate, that no law was 
required at our hands? I think not. Right 
here, as a part of the history of this transaction, 
J ask the Clerk to read an extract which I 
send to him. 

The Clerk read ag follows: 


“Ihave listened with unmixed horror to some of 
the testimony which has been, brought before you. 
The outrages proved are shocking to humanity; they 
admit of neither excuse or justification; they vio- 
late every obligation which law and nature imposes 
upon men; they show that the parties engaged were 
brutes, insensible to the obligations of humanity 
and religion. ‘The day will come, however, if it has 
not already arrived, when they will deeply lament 
it. Evon if justice shall not overtake them, there 
js one tribunal from which there is no hope. It js 
their own judgment—that tribunal which sits in 
the breast of every living man, that small, still voice 
that thrills through the heart, the soul of the mind, 
and as it speaks gives happiness or torturc—the 
voice of conscience, the voice of God, If it has not 
already spoken to them in tones which have startied 
them to the enormity of their conduct, I trust, in 
the mercy of Heaven, that that voice will speak 
before they shall be called above to account for the 
transactions of this world. ‘That it will so speak as 
to make them penitent, and that trusting in the dis- 
pensations of Ilearen, whose justice is dispensed 
with mercy, when they shall be brought before the 
bar of thcir great tribunal, so to speak, that incom- 
prehensible tribunal, there will be found in the fact 
of their penitence, or in their previous lives, some 
grounds upon which God may say pardon,”’—Speech 
GA Hon. Reverdy Johnson in Ku Klux trials, Decem- 

er 18. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. Those are not the words 
of any Radical, not the words of avy “ Black 
Republican,” but the words of Hon. Reverdy 
Johnson on the trial of Mitchell, which recently 
took place in South Carolina. 

In the. same connection lot me read an 


| extract from the speech of a gentleman on the 


other side who stands high in the Democratic 
party: 

“ Perhaps there are gentlemen on the opposite side 
of this Chamber who expect to derive much party 
benefit from the recent investigation into the out- 
rages of the South. In this they will be mistaken. 
Tt is true there have been crimes there, crimes that, 
have made my blood boil with indignation when I 
heard their recital.” 

The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Voor- 
HEES, } I believe, stands high in his party, and 
will be considered good authority on that sub- 
ject. Now, 1 submit whether or not the his- 
tory of the last three or four months since the 
close of the last session has not vindicated the 
Republican. majority in both Houses of Con- 
gress. And if any still deny the existence of 
the Ku Klux at the South, let them pay a visit 
to Albany, where a delegation bas recently 
arrived, consisting, 1 believe, of some sixteen 
of the convicted criminals sent there under 
sentence, 

Mr. Speaker, I have said that the Repub- 
lican party, in my judgment, in 1872 would be 
a unit in New York. But I may be met here 
with the question, ‘ What do you expect of 
the Greeley men there, the men who read 
the Tribune?” I will tell you what I shall 
expect of them. The Greeley men, as they 
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are called, the men who read the Tribune, 
are some of the strongest Republicans in 
New York. They have learned from Horace 
Greeley'in years long gone by that Repub- 
lican principles were the principles to be sus- 
tained. by ‘the loyal people of the country, 
and while they have becn readers of the 
Tribune, the very fact that they have read that 
paper has so fixed them in their Republicanism 
as that no one man can turn them from the 
path of duty. ‘The men who have read the 
‘Tribune—and there are a great many of them 
inthe State of New York who have read it all 
along, year after year, during the last twenty 
years—are the last men that will go over and 
support a party whose record stands as does 
that of our opponents. Or, in case sir, they 
should abandon their old time-honored organ- 
ization and take up some Republican and put 
him upon the track, do you suppose it would 
make any difference with the other Repub- 
lieans? I ask my friends on this side of the 
House, would you vote for a Republican who 
would accept a Democratic nomination sooner 
than you would for Horatio Seymour, or even 
Frank Blair himself? Why the very fact that 
men have taught us correct doctrines, if they 
should themselves turn their backs upon their 
doctrines, I apprehend would make the Re- 
publicans of New York see to it that they did 
not get quite as many votes as they would have 
done had they been out-and-out Democrats 
all their days. 

Then again, I would ask our friends on the 
other side, suppose you should nominate a 
Republican, or one who has been a Repub- 
lican—and { should hardly think he could be 
called s Republican who should accept their 
nomination—in that case do you suppose you 
could control the Democracy? J have heard 
Democrats say, ‘If our organization is to be 
abandoned and I am compelled to vote for 
a Republican, give me General Grant of 
all Republicans that [ know of”? And why? 
Because they remember with gratitude his 
services to his country. 

Trepeat that you need expect no real trouble 
from the men who read the Tribune. And I 
predict right here that the morning after the 

*hiladelphia convention, when General Grant's 
name shall be raised to the mast-head of other 
papers, that that morning also you will find 
ie name floating at the mast-head of the Tri- 
bune, Mr, Greeley cannot afford to turn his 
papor over to the Democracy after the nom- 
ination is made. Sir, the people of-the State 
of New York, and I may say of this Union, 
not only believe that. General Grant has ren- 
dered service to his country by the aid he gave 
in subduing the rebellion and preserving this 
nation intact, but they believe more. ‘They 
believe that he bas been a wise and prudent 
President. Everything that was promised from 
his administration has been fulfilled, and more 
too, ‘The public credit has been sustained, 
and every measure that was proclaimed as the 
policy of the Republican party has exceeded 
the expectations ofthe most sanguine Repub- 
licans, And while they remember this, they 
aro quite satisfied to let well enough alone. 
They are quite satisfied to take him as their 
candidate again in 1872, and in doing so they 
can refer.to the history of the last three years 
as a guarantee of what may be expected in the 
four years to come. : 

I design to say but:a few words more on the 
subject of civil service reform, as it is called. 
Forone, Lam ready to make a fair trial of the 
new reform, bat I confess that I have not a 
great deal of confidence in it. Iconfess that I 
believe it would be very difficult to carry out 


any reform in the manner contemplated, but | 


I am willing to give it a: fair trial, and if it 
succeed, very well. For one, if] were to occupy 
4 position in this House for years to. come, 
which I do not expect to do, T shontd be very 
willing to be relieved from the responsibility 
of naming candidates for offices in my district. 
J believe that if we should pass a tenure-of- 


office bill, by which a man appointed to office 
should be permitted to serve the term for which 
heiscommissioned, and should not be removed 
except for cause, itwould relieve us fromagreat 
deal of difficulty; but Iam not prepared to say 
that the opening of examinations to all within 
the borders of the Republic as candidates for 
office is exactly the proper plan. 

I never could find much fault with William 
L. Marcy for proclaiming that ‘‘to the victors 
belong the spoils of the vanquished.” That 
has been the doctrine of the country since the 
days of Andrew Jackson, and must to a certain 
extent be the doctrine of every party. We 
know very well what our friends on the other 
side of the House would do if they came into 
power; and who would blame them for doing 
it? If we open the civil service to examina- 
tion, men of all stripes and hues of party may 
come in for examination, and perhaps push 
aside some worn-out soldier, maimed in his 
country’s service. If this system is to be car- 
ried out, our Democratic friends will have the 
same right to come in as any one else, and 
place themselves on record for examination ; 
and suppose they should, and that they should 
happen to succeed in the coming contest—I 
hardly think they believe they will—what con- 
dition will they be in? Why, if they should 
find all the Departments filled up with rebels, 
or rebel sympathizers, they would be very 
much embarrassed indeed to know what to do. 
I do not desire to place them in that position ; 
I do not think they are in any danger of being 
placed in it; but if they should come into 
power they ought to be able to reap the benefit 
of their victory by turning out Republicans 
and putting in their own men. 

Then, again, if some Republican or half Re- 
publican, (I do not know whether a kangaroo 
would be at the head or the foot of the ticket,.) 
what would he find? Why he would find men 
around these Departments, some of them one- 
armed and some of them one-legged, who per- 
haps, if required, to submit to an examination, 
could not pass it. Their early education might 
be a little defective. They might be able to 
show their stumps; they might make good 
doorkecpers, or good messengers, and per- 
form many other duties, while they might not 
be able to pass a competitive examination. 
Now, a Republican, elected by Democrats, if 
he looked back to his past history, to his past 
record to the party that made him all that he has 
becn, would be somewhat troubled what to do 
in such a case. I believe there would be great 
difficulty in all this; yet let us try the system 
andsec how it will work. I do not, for one, 
“see how itwill work; in the case of postmasters, 
for instance. Why, there are a hundred men in 
my village who could pass a good examina- 
tion for postmaster, and perhaps the highest 
selected might havcthe necessary qualifications 
tokeep his accounts all right, but his tempera- 
ment. might be such that the people of the 
locality would not desire him as postmaster. 
The people of the locality want some one who, 
if they inquire for a letter, will really go and 
look for it, although he knows it is not there. 
He must be a good-natured man. I confess 
I do not sec how this system will work, but if 
it will work, let us give it a fair trial; and in 
my humble judgment it will be substantially, 
and to a great extent, a failure. y 

Mr. Speaker, I have occupied more time 
than I expected to do when I arose in these 
random remarks of mine; and but for the fact 
that my name has been connected with the 
investigation now going on in the city of New 
York, I should not have said anything; yet I 
felt it my duty to place myself right upon the 
record so far as that question is concerned. 

I predict now, as I have already done, that 
the Republican party will go on triumphantly 
as it has done in the past; that the principles 
of the Republican party are the same now that 
they have been; that they are as dear to the 
Republicans now as in the past. 
the Republican party has not fulfilled yet its 


I claim that |} 


entire destiny or performed all its duties, 
There are certain other measures to be carried 
out; and allow me to mention onc right here. 
I will say that the supplemental civil rights bill 
of Senator Sumner ought to pass this House, 
and to pass soon. When we understand that 
such a man as Frederick Douglass is denied 
the privileges of the steamboat, or of the sleep- 
ing-car, or of the Planters’ Hotel of St. Louis 
even, then it is time, when we claim equal 
rights for all men, that we should look to it 
and see that they all have their legal rights. 

In speaking of rights I do not mean social 
rights. The colored men in this country do 
not themselves ask for equal social rights. All 
that they ask is that when we have proclaimed 
that they are equal before the law, when we 
have given them the ballot with which to pro- 
tect themselves, they shall also be protected in 
the public conveyances; for they are no more 
to blame for being black than others are entitled 
to credit for being white; for they have the 
same God for their Creator that we have. And 
when men talk about social equality and all 
that, letme say to them,what many of them now 
know full well, that this has no reference what- 
ever to that question. They ask it not, nor do 
Task it for them. ; 

But I say there are many other measures for 
us to complete. We must go on and pay off 
the public debt; we must bring our currency 
up to a gold standard; we must make such 
amendments to the tarif as shall be necessary 
for the purpose of protecting the Government 
as well as protecting the men who do the labor 
of this country. There are various measures 
that the Republican party are committed to, 
and which I trust will be carried out. And I 
believe that the people will trust them to carry 
out those measures. es 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DUNNELL next addressed the House 
in relation to the proper disposition to be made 
of the public lands. His remarks will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 


NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. WALLS. Mr. Speaker, my remarks 
will be principally directed as in answer to the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. McInryre,] who it appears was in oppo- 
sition to the bill establishing a national educa. 
tional fund as proposed by the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The gentleman from Georgia, in his effort in 
opposition to this bill, said that it was objec- 
tionable because it interfered with State rights, 
I quote him: 

“ The details of the original bill are objectionable 


and ought to be objectionable to every man who 
feels any interest in his State government.” 


He then proceeded to tell us why the bill is 
objectionable. Iagain quote him: 


“ Why do Isay so? Simply from the fact that by 
the Constitution of the United States the powers of 
legislation have been distributed. How distributed? 
All those which the people of the country desired 
the Congress of the United States to exercise havo 
been ascertained and defined by the terms of. the 
Constitution, while ail those powers which the peo- 
ple desired should be prohibited to the States have 
also been defined and set forth in the same instru- 
mont. By the Constitution, all those powers which 
have not been delegated to the Congress of the 
United States, nor prohibited to the States, aro 
reserved to the States themselves, Now, sir, since 
the organization of the General Government under 
which we are legislating to-day it has always been 
understood that the power of regulating the common 
schools belonged exclusively to the States; and I 
am unwilling that Congress should take from the 
States any of their reserved rights. The provisions 


-of the pending bill seek to vest the entire control of 


this fund in the General Government without regard 
to the-will of the respective States.” 


If we did not understand those who keep up 
this great clamor for State rights, we might be 
constrained to believe as the gentleman from 
Georgia, that no one had any interest in their 
respective State governments but those who 
duly warn us against the infringements upon 
the rights of the States. But we understand 
them. We know what the ery about State 
rights means, and more especially when we 
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hear it produced as an argument against the 
establishment of a fund for the education of 
the people. 

Judging from the past, I must confess that | 
I am somewhat suspicious of such rights, | 
knowing, as I do, that the Democratic party | 
in Georgia, as well asin all of the other south- 
ern States, have been opposed to the education 
of the negro and poor white children. And 
I can, without doing that party any wrong, 
safely and truthfully state that the Democratic 
party to-day in Georgia, as well as in Florida, } 
are opposed to the education of all classes. 
We know that the Democratic party used to | 
argue that to educate the negro was to set him | 
free, and that to deprive him ofall the ad- 
vantages necessary to enable him to acquire 
an education was to perpetuate his enslave- 
ment. Their argument against educating the 
poor whites was that the negro more directly 
associated with the poor whites than with that 
class who controlled the destinies of slavery. 
Why, sir, so fearful were they that the negro | 
would become educated, either through his 
own efforts or by the aid of some poor white 
person, they enacted laws prohibiting him from 
being educated even by his own master; and 
if a poor white person was caught teaching 
a negro, he was whipped, or in some States 
sold or compelled to leave the State; and if 
by chance a negro did learn to read, and it 
was found out, he was whipped every time he 
was caught with a book, and as many times 
between as his master pleased. We must 
remember that this state of affairs existed only 
about six years ago, and this being the case, 
is it unreasonable for us to suppose that the 
Democratic party of Georgia is opposed to the 
negro being included in the bill that proposes 
to establish an educational fund, and his being 
educated out of the public money? Ithinknot. 

The gentleman from Georgia also tells us 
that he is in favor of seeing the schools of 
the country promoted, and we believe he is, 
but he wishes to promote them under the old 
system, which has so far been a failure in the 
South, and every fair-minded and unprejudiced 
man will admit it. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I should like to make a 
correction there. It would seem that he seeks 
to produce the impression upon the House that 
I am opposed to education, which, of course, I 
am not. 

Mr. WALLS. The gentleman will be an- | 
swered in the course of my remarks. I must 
ask him not to interrupt me now, as I did not 
interrupt him when he addressed the House. 

The gentleman informs us also that the Geor- 
gia Legislature has within the last twenty days 
appropriated $300,000 for the purpose of edu- 
cation, and that the educational system is not 
confined to the whites alone. He says that— 

“Within the last twenty days the Legislature of | 
Georgia has appropriated $300,000 for the purpose of 
education: and that cducational system is not con- 
fined to the whites alone.” 

He then informsus that the ‘‘colored people 
of his State are entitled under the law to the 
same rights that the whites will enjoy.” Mark 
his words—entitled to the same rights that the 
whites will enjoy. This, Mr. Speaker, is very 
true; but will the colored people have an 
opportunity, or be permitted to enjoy the same 
rights that the whites enjoy? Thisis the ques- 
tion. The echo of the past answers no! not 
while the Ku Klux Democracy are permitted 
to burn the school-houses and churches be- 
longing to the colored people of Georgia; not 
while they shut the doors of the school-houses 
against the colored children, will the coloted 
people of Georgia enjoy the same educational 
advantages that the whites enjoy. Ñ 

.We find that in July, 1783, the Georgia | 
Legislature appropriated one thousand acres 
of land to each county for the support of free 
schools. In 1784 the General Assembly appro- 
priated forty thousand acres of land for the 
endowment of a college or university, In 
1792 an act was passed by the Legislature ap- | 


i schools, did the 


|| propriating one thousand acres of land for the 


endowment of each of the county academies ; 
$250,000 were appropriated in 1817 for the 
support of poor schools. Now, sir, we see that 


|i the Georgia Legistature prior to 1868 appro- 


priated thousands of acres of land for the sup- 
port of colleges, county academies, and free 
schools, but did Georgia have a free-school 
system in operation prior to 1870? < 

Again, we see that the Georgia Legislature 
appropriated $250,000 for the support of what 
they called ‘‘ poor schools.”’ If this appropri- 
ation was applied to the establishment of 
oor white and colored chil- 
dren get an equal benefit of it? We arein- 
formed by Colonel J. R. Lewis that Georgia 
had indeed a very ‘‘ poor school” system prior 
to 1870, and no free schools in operation at 
all; Savannah and Columbus were the only 
places where they had any schools worthy of 
thename. {now quote from the report of the 
Commissioner of Education, who says: 

“The latest communication to this office, froma 
leading educator in Georgia, gives an encouraging 
account of the prospect that an excellent school law 
will soon go into operation in that State, which has 
just passed the Legislature, At present Savannah 
and Columbus are the only cities in the State that 
have school systems worthy of the name.” 

The gentleman from Georgia also calls our 

attention to what he thinks of .the patriotism 
existing in Georgia. He says: 
_ * I feel safe in expressing my belief that there is 
intelligence and patriotism enough in the State of 
Georgia to-day to manage its proportion of this fund 
properly if it is turned over to the State.” 

I suppose he refers to that patriotism exist- 
ing among the colored people, or that which 
the whites have inculeated since May, 1865. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if we judge of the patriot- 
ism existing among the Democratic party in 
Georgia to-day from the course that party has 
pursued in that State relative to free schools 
and the education of the negro, our conclusion 
will be that Georgia is now opposed to free 
schools, and the education of the negro and 
poor white children, as heretofore. 

It is useless to talk about patriotism existing 
in those States in connection with free schools 
under Democratic system, and in connection 
with those who now and always have believed 
that it was wrong to educate the negro, and 


| that such offenses should be punishable by death 


or the lash. Away with the patriotism that 
advocates and prefers ignorance to intelligence! 

Let us look into the patriotism of Florida’s 
sister State, Georgia. My State bas been 
very retrogressive in connection with free 
schools, but she is still ahead of Georgia in 
this respect. Iam indeed sorry I cannot say 
as much for the patriotism of the Democratic 
party of my State as the gentleman has about 
Georgia, when I know that in 1845 the General 
Government donated to Florida, while under 
Democratic rule, 908,503 acres of the public 
domain of that State for common-school p 
poses. And what did they do with it? Why, 
sir, they enacted a common-school law which 


did not mean anything, which was enacted 


only to obtain the possession of the lands do- 
nated. In this same law they created a com- 
mon-school fund, and under the operation of 
this bogus law they obtainėd fraudulent pos- 
session of the lands, sold them, and applied 
the proceeds to everything else except that for 
which they were donated. Is this the kind of 
patriotism to which the gentleman alluded in 
his remarks? 

Tam in favor, Mr. Speaker, of not only this 
bill, but of a national system of education, 
because I believe that the national Govern- 
ment is the guardian of the Hberties of all its 
subjects, And having within afew years incor- 
porated into the body-politic a elass of unedu- 
cated people, the majority of whom, Tam sorry 
to say, are colored, the question for solution 
and the problems to be solved, then, are: can 
these people protect their liberties without 
education; and can they be educated under 
the present condition of society in the States 
where they were when freed? 


of my people. 


|l 


Can this be done without the aid, assistance. 
and supervision of the General Government? 
No, sir, it cannot. Were it not that the preja- 
dice of slavery is so prevalent among the for- 
mer slaveholder against the education of the 
negro it would be superficial to say that the 
negro could not protect his educational inter- 
ests, or could not be educated without the estab- 
lishment, of a national system of education. 
This prejudice is attributable to the fact that 
they were compelled to keep the negro in igno- 
rance in order to hold him in slavery; and 
with the advantages of education and enlight- 
enment they were enabled to keep their slaves 
successfully in bondage; for we know that the 
advantages of education are great. 

We are told that the Persians were kept for 
ages in slavery from the power of intellect 
alone. Education constitutes the apprentice- 
ship of those who are afterward to take a place 
in the order of our civilized and progressive 
nation. Education tends to increase the dig- 
nity and self-respect of a people, tends to in- 
crease their fituess for society and important 
stations of trust, tends to elevate, and conse- 
quently carries with it a great moral responsi- 


‘bility. This is why the Democratic party in 


the South so bitterly oppose the education of 
all classes. They know that no educated peo- 
ple can be enslaved. They know that no edu- 
cated people can be robbed of their labor. 
They well know that no educated people can 
be kept in a helpless and degraded condition, 
but will arise with a united voice and assert 
their-manhood. Hence, to educate the negro 
in the South would be to lift him to a state of 
civilization and enlightenment that would 
enable him notonly to maintain and defend his 
liberties, but to better acquit himself as an 
honorable and upright citizen, and prove him- 
self more worthy of the rights conferred upon 
him. ‘This, then, being the result of educating 
thenegro. I cannotbelieve that the Democracy 
of Georgia or any other State manifests this 
patriotism or has taken this sadden departure. 
‘They know the negro is loyal, and while their 
present educational institutions are fosterers 
of disloyalty and nurseries of enmity and 
hatred toward the Government and loyal 
blacks and whites, I cannot hope to ever see 
this Democratic party endowed with sufficient 
patriotism and justice to lend their energies and 
support in favor of the education and elevation 
While the Democratic party 
adhere to the ideas and principles that they 
have now it would be against their interests to 
educate the negro; not only against their inter- 
ests, but entirely inconsistent with their faith. 
Can we then suppose that these firm adher- 
ents to slavery and State rights are willing to 
educate the negro and loyal whites, who are 
opposed to their principles, and thereby enable 
them to wield the controlling power of the 
South? No,sir, I shouldthinknot. They are 
more consistant and patriotic toward the prin- 
ciples of the lost cause than this. Let us not 
mistake ourselves, Mr. Speaker. The Demo- 
cratic party are opposed to any system that 
will have the effect of making a majority of the 
present or rising generation loyal to the Gov- 
ernment, It has been admitted by every lover 
of free government that popular education, or 
the education of the masses, is necessary to 
aud inseparable from a complete citizenship. 
Then Jet the nation educate her subjects. It 
is to the interest of the Government, as also 
to the people, todo so. An educated people 
possess more skill, and manifest more inter- 
est and fidelity in the affairs of the Govern- 
ment, because of their chance to obtain more 
general information, which tends to eradicate 
the prejudices and superstitions so prevalent 
among an ignorant people. . 

An educated people seek always to improve 
their condition, not only at home, but in all 
iheir surroundings. © An educated people are 
more social, more refined, and more ready 
to impart their knowledge and experience to 
others; more industrious because more ambi- 
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tious to decumulate and possess property; 
while the ignorant and uneducated are more 
prone to idleness, more addicted to low habits 
and dissipation, more careless and less ambi- 
tious, being more of a t‘ turn” to content them- 
selves and let things go about as they are. 
The uneducated person cannot have the influ- 
ence among his fellow-men that educated per- 
sons have. As knowledge is power, in short, 
education 1s the panacea for all our social evils, 
injustices, and oppressions. The general dif- 
fusion of education among the whole people 
of the South would render them less submis- 
sive to the social and political stigmas under 
which they are to-day laboring. 

Now that our whole people throughout this 
broad land are free, it yet remains for this 
Government to give them that which will not 
only enable them to better enjoy their free- 
dom, but will enable them to maintain, defend, 
and perpetuate their liberties. Imagine your 
race, Mr. Speaker, as having been in bondage 
for over two hundred years, subjected to all 
the horrors of slavery, deprived of every facil- 
ity by which they might have acquired an edu- 
cation, and in this ignorant and helpless con- 
dition they were emancipated and turned loose 
in the midst of their enemies; among those 
who were opposed to not only seeing them 
educated, but opposed to their freedom: amon 
those who possessed all the wealth, controlle 
all the educational facilities of the country; 
among those who believed your race to be 
naturally inferior to themselves in every par- 
ticular, and fit only to be considered as goods 
and chattels. 

Imagine, I say, your race to-day in this 
deprorable situation. Would you be considered 
as comprehending their desires and situation, 
were you to admit that their former enslavers 
would take an impartial interest in their edu- 
cational affairs? [think not. Hence, I can- 
not believe that the Democratic party South 
would provide equal cducational advantages 
to all classes. ‘The gentleman from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia [Mr. Cutan] bas cor- 
rectly said that the lately enfrauchised people 
are peculiarly the wards of the Government. 
Sull, we ask that equal advantages, impartial 
protection, and the same educational facility 
may bo extended to all classes, to the whole 
people. Give us this, and we will further en- 
deavor to remove the ignorance from our 


people, and about which so much has been: 


said by those who have occasioned it and who 
are justly responsible for it; they who have 
imposed it upon us through the operation of 
that once loved and cherished “institution, 
slavery—that institution which has cost the 
nations millions of dollars and many of her 
best aud bravest men, and has stamped upon 
the negro a curse which this generation will 
fail to obliterate. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I might here 
pay & passing notice to the arguments gen- 
erally used against the negro, and against his 
being educated. It has been said that the 
negro is an inferior race, with minds unfit for 
cultivation, with no traits of science, skill, or 
literature; with no ambition for education and 
enlightenment; in short, a perfect “booby 
brain.” But these arguments, Mr. Speaker, 
fell to the ground many years ago, and have 
been rendered insignificant from the fact that 
notwithstanding all the laws enacted prohibit- 
ing the negro from being educated, in spite of 
the degradation of over two hundred and forty- 


seven years of the most inhuman and barba- | 


rous slavery ever recorded in the history of any 
people, and coupled with five years subjugation 
to the reign of terror from the Ku Klux Klan, 
the dastardly horrors of which those only know 
who have been the victims, and those who com- 
mit the deeds. Notwithstanding all these ob- 
stacles and oppositions, wefind in nearly every 
town and village, where the whipping-posts and 
auction-blocks were once visible, school-houses 
and freedmen’s savings banks erected. in their 
stead, which are the growth of only five years, 


and which stand to-day as living refutations to 
the. foul, malignant, unjust, and untrue argu- 
ments used. against the negro. We still find 
him, however, loyal to his Government and 
friendly toward his former master, to-day look- 
ing to this Congress for the passage of a meas- 
ure that will aid in increasing the educational 
facilities throughout the country for the benefit 
of all classes, and thereby enable him to rear 
his children to truly. comprehend their rela- 
tions with and duties toward their Govern- 
ment, 

Believing, then, as I have before said, that 
the national Government is the guardian of all 
the liberties of her subjects, I think we should 
lend all our aid to the establishment of a 
national educational fund.. I think, sir, it be- 
hooves us, as the guardians of the rights and 
liberties of the people of this nation, to do so; 
for we are told tbat all there is of a nation that 
is good, that is mighty, that exercises influence 
and promotes prosperity, are the products of 
the education of its citizens. Then, let us 
make provisions for the education of all classes ; 
and if the State governments are unwilling to 
provide equal facilities for all, then let the 
national Government take the matter in hand. 


CLVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Mr. PRINDLE. Mr. Speaker, some. time 
since the President sent to us the rules pre- 
pared for the reform of the civil service, with 
a message stating that they had been adopted, 
and would go into effect on the first day of the 

resent year. Those rules have, however, as 

understand, been substantially suspended for 
the present, and I think it will be found neces- 
sary to make that suspension permanent. 

There is undoubtedly much need of reform- 
ation in. the civil service, but change is not 
necessarily reformation ; and while the report 
of the commissioners contains valuable sugges- 
tions which may eventuate in an improve- 
ment in the service, 1 cannot believe the oper- 
ation of the rules prepared by them would prove 
beneficial. 

lt is proposed that persons shall be selected 
for appointments, with certain exceptions, by 
a system of public competitive examinations, 
to be conducted by boards of examiners. 
‘These examiners are to be designated by the 
President in each department of the public 
service. Wach board is to consist of three 
persons, and they are all to act under the 
supervision of one advisory board. 

Now, sir, if ignorance and incompetency 
have crept into the offices, and filled them; if 
oflicials selected under the present system have 
been lacking in education and ability, and this 
is the evil to be cured, it may be that the 
proposed plan will, to some extent, prove 
remedial. But such I believe is not the case. 
So far as education and ability are concerned 
there has been Jittle cause of complaint, and 
little complaint. What the people complain 
of, and, as the revelations of every day disclose, 
have reason to complain of, is that too many 
of those intrusted with the duties and responsi- 
bilities of office prove dishonest and recreant 
to duty; and if we are to have any remedy, it 
must be one that will eliminate this class of 
officials from the service, and substitute in 
their places honest men. 

It is quite clear, sir, that examiners, how- 
ever highly educated they may be, and how- 
ever thoroughly they may be able to test the 
education of an applicant, or his ability to 


discharge the duties of an office, cannot by | 


an examination ascertain. his moral qualities. 
They cannot by propounding questions in any 
of the branches of learning elicit information 
that will throw any light upon his disposition 
to appropriate the public funds to his own use. 
Neither can they, sir, in the great majority of 
cases, have any personal information of the 
character ofthe applicant. They will be obliged 
to rely upon certificates and recommendations 
produced from persons holding official posi- 
tions or otherwise prominent. We all know 


how cheaply those are obtainod, and how little 
dependence. can be placed upon them. 

Sir, will not the proposed boards of exam- 
iners be almost wholly unable to apply the 
only test that a true reform demands—a test 
that shall mark the difference between honesty 
and dishonesty? Indeed, the rules submitted 
do not séem to contemplate that any further 
notice shall be taken of the moral qualities of 
the applicant after he shall have filed his papers 
making out a prima facie case in regard to 
character, health, and age. It seems to me 
that instead of producing a reformation, such 
a system will greatly enlarge the opportuni- 
ties of the dishonest and corrupt. It is true 
the President, or head of the Department 
whose duty it is to make an appointment, may 
take into consideration the question of moral 
fitness as regards the persons whose names may 
be certified by the examiners, ‘‘ not exceeding 
three,” but the privilege is a very limited one, 
Then, again, what can they be expected to 
know of the character of applicants? Mani- 
festly nothing in the great majority of cases. 
Now, sir, I see several provisions in this sys- 
tem of supposed reform well calculated I think 
to keep modest, unassuming merit out of the 
service, but I see little to check the inroads of 
the dishonest and unworthy. 

I have little faith in the power of examiners 
by competitive examinations to determine 
even the comparative ability of applicants to 
discharge the duties of office. The questions 
asked will not generally relate to the duties of 
the position sought, because those propounding 
them will necessarily be more or less ignorant 
of those duties themselves. It cannot reason- 
ably be expected: that any three men who 
may be designated as examiners in any De- 
partment will understand the details of bùsi- 
ness in every branch of that Department. 
Neither is it to be supposed that applicants 
would know much of the duties of an office 
they had never discharged. Examinations 
will relate mainly to the branches taught in the 
schools, That will be the natural result, and 
those fresh from their studies—who can recite 
most glibly the phraseology of the books—will 
ordinarily be selected as the most suitable, 
while years of valuable experience in the prac- 
tical affairs of life will go for little or nothing. 
It is often the case, as we all know, that those 
who pass the best examinations fail entirely to 
maintain their positions when they attempt to 
put their knowledge into practice. 

Now, sir, what can we expect to gain by the 
adoption of these written rules? Represent- 
atives in Congress, clected by the party in 
power, and holding the same political faith 
as the Pressdent, have been in the habit of 
recommending persons for appointment from 
their respective districts, and the appointing 
power has usually followed such recommenda- 
tions. Under this system, it is true, bad 
appointments are not unfrequently made. Dis- 
honest men get into office, as they will under 
any system; but it certainly has advantages 
over the plan proposed. 

Members of Congress are elected by the 
people of their districts with the understanding 
that they are to have a controlling influence 
over the appointments. They are selected 
with direct reference to their fitness to dis- 
charge this particular duty, in addition to their 
duties as legislators. ‘They are usually well 
qualified for the business—men of experience, 
capacity, and discretion. They are men of 
large personal acquaintance in their districts, 
and likely to know personally the antecedents 
and true character of applicants for positions. 
In cases where they are not personally ac- 
quainted, they have abundant means of pro- 
curing correct information. They know the 
wants. and wishes of their people, and have 
the means of determining the fitness and 
propriety of an appointment. They hive 
the strongest reasons, too, for recommending 
proper persons. By so doing they secure the 
approval of the great mass of their constitu- 
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ents, while by pursuing an opposite course they 
would bring upon themselves reproach. Self- 
interest and duty unite in urging them to be 
faithful to those who clothed them with author- 
ity and who can take it from them. 

The present method keeps the appointments 
near the people and within their control, as 
they should be. I do not know in what prac- 
ticable way the thousands of officials in the 
different departments and branches of the 
Government could be brought more directly 
under their influence. If the Representative | 
does not recommend fit and proper persons, at 
the end of two years they can select another. 
They have control of the appointments through 
their immediate agent and Representative, and | 
by virtue of their authority to remove him 
from his position. Do they desire a change | 
that shall remove these appointments far out | 
of their reach, and vest the vast powers they 
have heretofore held in their own hands in: 
boards of examiners, and an advisory board, | 
not elected by them, not responsible to them, | 
and over whom they have no control? Do 
they distrust themselves? I think, sir, that 
whatever changes may be needed to effect a 
reform, this removal of power from the people | 
is not one of them. | 

But it is said the enforcement of these rules 
will take the control of the appointments out 
of the hands of politicians, that persons will 
be appointed to office without regard to their : 
political views, and that the election of a Pres- 
ident will not involve a dangerous struggle | 
for all the offices held by virtue of executive 
appointment. It is very desirable to render 
our presidential elections and all other elec- | 
tions less partisan, less exciting, and less dan- | 
gerous. But will it do for us to take the ground | 
that appointments to office shall be made in | 
all cases regardless of political considerations? | 
I am one of those who believe the vital inter- | 
ests of the country demand the continuance | 
of the Republican party in power, but could | 
it survive the enforcement of these rules? | 

I think, sir, those who are accustomed to | 
bear the heat and burden of the day in the 
service of that party would see little to encour- | 


age them in their labor if it only resulted in | 
placing their political enemies, and, I may add, | 
not unfrequently the enemies of the Govern- ij 
ment, in power over them. How would these | 
rules have worked during the administration | 
of Abraham Lincoln, who found. traitors en- | 
sconced in half the offices, ready and anxious | 
to lend ahelping hand in the destruction of | 
the Government they had sworn to sustain? 
What would have been the effect of such a} 
policy upon the bloody conflict with treason | 
in which we were then engaged? Why, sir, | 
everybody knows that we should have been | 
defeated. We never could have withstood 
rebel arms with rebels to administer the affairs 
of our Government. Sir, we have not traveled | 
so far from that bloody and inexcusable rebel- | 
lion as to be able to put into practice with | 
safety this doctrine. . | 
Iam afraid the Republican party would be ; 
guilty of a betrayal of the sacred interests | 
committed to its charge if it should adopt it | 
and carry it out. We must hold on to the | 
strongholds we possess at least until the time | 
shall come when there will be no party in the į 
country that may not be safely trusted with if 
the administration of the Government. The 
Iong-continued complaints of the victims of - 
Ku Klux outrages and atrocities that come up | 
to us from the still disturbed and uneasy south 
ern States, and the bitterly partisan attack 
upon measures absolutely necessary for the ; 
protection of the lives, libertics, and property | 
of citizens, admonish us of our responsibil- i 
ities, and warn us that the time has not yet | 
come for the dissolution of the Republican | 
| 


party. Its work is not yet fully done. 

Even in ordinary times 1 do not think it ; 
improper that the successful majority should | 
control appointments to ofice. In this coun- : 
try the majority rule, This isa fundamental | 


‘| other public ministers and consuls, judges of the 


iÍ of such inferior officers as they think proper in the | 


| the appointing power select from? 


| Clearly one less than three, 


principle of our Government. The majority 
determine upon the policy to be pursued, and 
the carrying out of that policy should not be 
intrusted to the hands of its enemies. Iam 
not a believer in the doctrine that ‘‘ to the vic- 
tors belong the spoils’’ as applied to politics. 
Offices should not be regarded as spoils. The 
majority having power to make removals and 
appointments should act with reason and dis- 
cretion, making only such changes as are 
necessary and proper, but I do not believe 


there is any practicable way of binding them || 


by arbitrary rules and regulations. 

Doubtless removals for political causes have 
often been made when they should not have 
been, but the power of removal and appoint- 
ment must necessarily exist. Those who pos- 
sess this power under the Constitution have 
long been accustomed to follow the recommend- 
ations of the Representatives of the people in 
its exercise. What better course can be pur- 
sued? Whocan better judge as to the pro- 
priety of removals and appointments than 
those elected by the people for that very pur- 
pose? If political considerations have too 
much to do with the exercise of this power, 
the remedy is in the hands of the people. Let 
them apply it. 

It is claimed that the influence exerted by 
members of Congress over appointments and 
removals is repugnant to the spirit of the Con- 
stitution, which vests the power in other hands. 
But was it intended that the President or other 
repository of this power should exercise it with- 
outtaking advice, withoutseckinginformation? | 
Information and advice must be had from some | 
source, and why not from the people’s Rep- 
resentatives? . The power of appointment, re- 
mains unimpaired and unrestricted. It yields 
only to such influences as are eminently proper | 
and within the spirit of the Constitution. | 

But, sir, are there not reasons for fearing 
that the rales devised by the commission, if 
sanctioned by Congress, would not only violate | 
the spirit but the letter of the Constitution? 
That instrument provides that the President— 


“ Shall nominate, and by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate shall appoint, embassadors, 


Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United | 
States whose appointments are not herein otherwise 
provided for, and which shall be established by law; 
but the Congress may by law vest the appointment 


President aione, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of Departments.” 

This power to appoint includes the power to 
select the persons to be appointed. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, when a board of examiners are 


allowed, as is proposed, to exercise this power 
of selection from the body of the people, and 
confine the choice of the President or head of 
a Department to persons named by them, is not 
the substance of the power taken away? Cer- 
tainly it would seem to be. Little is left but 
the mere form of an appointment. Undoubt- 
edly the manner of making appointments may 
be, to some extent, regulated by the legislative 
branch of the Government. Qualifications of 
officers may be preseribed ; but when Congress 
shall go so far as to confine the choice of the 
person authorized by the Constitution to make | 
an appointment to certain specified persons, | 
the substance of that power will be taken away, | 
leaving scarcely its shadow. But, sir, how 
many persons, according to these rules, may 
How wide | 
a field is left for the exercise of the judgment 
of him, who, by the Constitution, isto make the 
appointment? ; i 
‘The board of examiners are to ‘ certify to the | 
nominating or appointing powcr, as the case | 
may be, the names standing at the head of the | 
list, not exceeding three ; and from the names || 
certified the appointment shall be made.” | 
How many less than three may be certified ? | 
thus confining the |i 
appointing power to two. May they not under 
the language of this rule claim the right to | 
certify bat one? The opinion of the former | 
Attorney General, published wiih the report i 


of the commissioners, gives no sanction to so 
complete an assumption of power by officers 
not known to the Constitution. 

But, sir, there are other objections to this 
proposed plan that occur to my mind. It dis- 
regards all questions of a proper distribution 
of the offices among the people. It provides 
for no discrimiuation in favor of the deserving 
or the unfortunate. The discrimination, sir, is 


| against them—against the poor, who have not 


had sufficient advantages in schools to enable 
them to competei n public examinations with 
the wealthy and more fortunate. It discrim- 
inates against the soldier, whose patriotism in- 
spired him in the morning of life to enlist in 
the armies of his imperiled country, and who 
spent the years usually devoted to education 
amid the dangers and privations of the camp 
and the field. It discriminates against the 
invalid, shorn of his strength by disease con- 
tracted in the Army, and against the crippled 
and maimed of the war, because they cannot 
furnish ‘‘ satisfactory evidence’’ in regard to 
health. 

There is no position, sir, within the appoint- 
ment of the President or the heads of any of 
the Departments, with certain specified excep- 
tions, that can be obtained by any person, ac- 
cording to these rules, until he shall - have 
furnished satisfactory evidence in regard to 
health. It may be said that only proof of 
health sufficient for the discharge of the duties 
of the office need be required ; but how would 
it be in cases of doubt? Would notthe robust 
be preferred to the weak and the enfeebled? 
Viewed in the most favorable light, sir, I can- 
not but regard it as a most unjust discrimina- 
tion against thousands of the most deserving 


iin all the land. 


Those who control the appointments to civil 


| office, instead of being obliged by rigid rules 


to close their eyes and ears to every consid- 
eration except mental qualifications, ought to 
exercise a wise discretion in favor of the ui- 
fortunate and deserving, and especially to- 
ward the victim of war. They have claims 
upon us which it would be base ingratitude 
to disregard, and I will never vote for any 
system which I think ignores their claim. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what will be the practi. 
cal effect of putting those rules into operation, 
if, indeed, it shall be found possible to put 
them into operation at all? ‘Due public no- 
tice’? is to be given of the occurrence of a 
vacancy, ‘and all applicants who shall present 
themselves, and who shall have famished the 
evidence and satisfied the preliminary exam- 
ination already mentioned,” are to be publicly 
examined in competition with each other. 
What ‘due public notice’? could be given 
that would not call out a class too large for 
convenience I do not know. But the appli- 
cants appear, aud are examined. What are 
the examiners then to do? 


“The board conducting such competitive exam- 
ination shall prepare, under the supervision of tho 
advisory board, a list of the names of the applicants 
in the order of their excellence, as proved by such 
examination, beginning with the highest, and shall 
then certify to the nominating or appointing power, 
as the case may be, tho names standing at the head 
of such list, not exceeding three, and from the names 
thus certified the appointment shall be made.” 


There is no discretion for the examiners, 
if they obey the rules. They must certify ac- 
cording to ‘excellence, as proved by such ex- 
amination’? Why, sir, none but those fresh 
from school would stand any chance of being 
placed at the head of the list. The efforts to 


| get into the service of those who have added 
| a little practical knowledge of the world 


to a 
knowledge of books would be useless. , The 
doors would be effectually closed against them, 
The offices would be filled bya class of young 


i . . A . ir 
men without sufficient experience 1n the affairs 


of life to be able to estimate themselves at 
their true valuc, and an aristocracy of office- 
holders, wise in their own conceit, but odious 
to the people, would be the inevitable result. 
The whole machinery of this plan—the impe- 
rial advisory board, and the numerous boards 
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of examiners—is repugnant to the spirit of our 
institutions, and cannot be tolerated. It might 
do in the Old World, but not here. We have 
no room in our system of government for an 
aristocratic class, whether they be called by 
one name or another. Besides, sir, what guar- 
antee have we that the persons composing the 
examining boards will remain pure? They 
will be men, they will not be exempt from the 
weaknesses and frailties common to humanity ; 
they will be subject to the same influences as 
other men. Their numbers must necessarily 
be large, in order that they may make the ex- 
atminations contemplated. They will be led 
into temptation. May they not act from un- 
worthy motives? What charm will preserve 
them from corruption? i 

Sir, in my judginėnt, no plan could be in- 
vented that would be more open to the attacks 
of corruption. Responsibility is divided, and 
sests lightly upon the shoulders of individuals. 
Avenues would be pasily found through which 
boards could be sately approached with offers 
of money, and it would be marvelous if posi- 
tions were not bought and sold Jike sheep in 
the market. | 

The proposition to select postmasters whose 
annual salaries are two hundred dollars and 
upward by competitive examinations is obvi- 
ously impracticable. There is no necessity 
for any such examination. There is not the 
slightest difficulty in ascertaining whether an 
applicant is qualified for the post, and there 
is no complaint that those officials are not of 
sufficient ability and education. 

Besides, the examination would afford no 
test whatever, The disposition to be obliging 
and accommodating to the people is of quite 
as much importance as proficiency in sei- 
ence. Standing in the community that com- 
mands confidence and respect, and the ability 
to give bonds for the discharge of duty, have 
something to do with the question. Perhups 
in a majority of cases there are not to exceed 
two or three in a town so situaled that they 
could keep a post office ina suitable place— 


a place that would accommodate the public. ‘ 


It would hardly do to appoint a person with 
no place in which to keep an office—no facili- 
ties for accommodating the public, even if his 
‘‘ knowledge, ability, and special qualifications 
for the performance of the duties of the office” 
were of the highest order. A central and 
proper location of a post office in a community 
would be preferred to profound scholarship in 
the postinaster. The création of a multi- 
plicity of salaried officers which so man 
examinations of applicants for office from all 
parts of the country would necessitate, and 
the expense in time and money necessarily 
attendant upon such examinations, would 
make the system an expensive one, one that 
would not sit lightly upon the tax-payers. 

The policy of this project, which seems to 
intend that only office-seékers shall be ap- 
pointed to office; that they shall be men who 
place so small an estimate upon their own 
services as to be willing to enter the lowest 
grade of the service, and above all submit to 
a competitive examination for even that 
privilege, seems to my mind cerlain to degrade 
the service. We want men to fill some of 
those offices certdinly who are not office- 
seekers, and who would make personal sacri- 
fices by accepting office. We want mèn of 
ability and experience who would hardly con- 
sent to énter the service as a copyist in the 
lowest grade. We want men who would have 
too much self-respect to enter into a scramble 
for a petty officé, and stbmit to be catechised 
like school-boys by a board of conceited exam- 
iners. If itis intended that such men shall be 
kept out of office; that only boys fresh from 

- college shall enter this grouped and graded 
establishment, being promoted from grade to 
grade, and from group to group; boys who 
have never had any experience in the prac- 
tical affairs of the world, I deem it a inis- 
taken policy. Experience among men in the 


busitiéss of life is quite as necessary to an office- 
holder as a knowledge of school-books. __ 
Congréss authorized the President to em- 
loy the commissioners to devise these rules, 
Their work being submitted to him, with com- 
mendable promptness, and doubtless with the 
most earnest desire to inaugurate a reform, he 
resolved to give it a fair trial. It is the work 
of most Iearned and eminent, men, for whom 
Lentertain the most profound respect; but I 
think it must take its place among the many 
inventions which, though conceived by bril- 
liant minds, failed to answer the purposes for 
which they were intended. 


“NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. LOWE. Mr. Speaker, in the general 
purposes and objects of the bill reported by 
the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
apply the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands to educational purposes, I desire to cx- 
press my cordial concurrence. Nosubject can 
be advanced of greater interest to philan- 
thropy and statesmanship than that of the pro- 
motion of the education of the youth of the 
country. It has, sir, become to the American 
mind almost an axiom that without intelligence 
among the people republican institutions can- 
not be maintained. Nor is it a new feature 
in national legislation for the General Gov- 
ernment to extend its paternal care, its foster- 
ing protection, and its substantial succor to 
educational interests. For more than two gen- 
erations the General Government has been con- 
tinually supplying aid to the common-school 
systems of the States by the appropriation of 
public lands for theirendowment. This policy, 
inaugurated in 1785, repeated in the organiza- 
tion of every new State and Territory to the 
present time, has become familiar to the pop- 
ular mind and dear to the national heart. As 
the country advanced in population and wealth 
the endowments of the schools and colleges 
increased, until in 1862 there was appropriated 
to the States an amount equal to thirty thou- 
sand acres for cach member and Senator of 
Congress, The aggrcgate of endowments thus 
made to educational purposes has reached the 
magnificent amount of more than seventy eight 
million acres of land. 

But, although so large, who hag been found 
to complain? The fruit of the system is seen 
in every quarter of the land where the fund 
has been husbanded, and to it in great part we 
are indebted for the stability, extent, aud efi- 
ciency of our educational system. It is too 
late to talk about constitutional objections, 
and to interpose constitutional criticism. The 
men who framed and put into operation the 
Constitution also inaugurated the system of 
national endowments to the schools. A Gov- 
ernment may do what it will with its own to 
maintain the public welfare and consolidate 
the institutions upon which it is based. 

And, sir, I believe the time has come to en- 
large and complete the policy upon which we 
have heretofore acted. Jt is time to turn 
attention to the development of the intelli- 
gence and virtue of the people, so that their 
standard may be advanced to such high posi- 
tion as shall secure the perpetuity of our insti- 
tutions. The endowment proposed will en- 
able the States, if any there be who are falter- 
ing in the subject of education by reason of 
financial embarrassments, to place their school 
systems upon a successful basis, and to the 
State more fortunately situated it will afford 
the means and the inducement to extend 
still greater opportunities and facilities for 
enlarged and moré complete culture. I know 
there are objections made to the measure; 
there are few things to which plausible objec- 
tions may not be urged. If it reduces the 
revenue of the country by so much, I reply 
that as compared with the aggregate revenue 
of the country the reduction is trifling. 

The argument that would insist upon the 
disposition of the public lands for the purpose 
of revenue would repeal the homestead and 


1 

preémption laws and put up the public domain 
at auction to the highest bidder. It is long 
since the public lands have ceased to be dis- 
posed of for the purpose of revenue. The 
preémption laws, which devoted the public 
lands. to actual settlers ab $1 25 an acre, were 
succeeded by the homestead law, intended to 
place the public domain in the hands of actual 
occupants at the cost of survey and sale. These 
measures both looked to the absorption of the 
public domain in the interest and for the 
homes of the people, and not for the acquisi- 
tion of revenue. h . . 

Sir, our public domain isnot unlimited, True 
it is still nearly worthy of the high encomiums 
that have been placed upon it, but many mil- 
lions of acres that help to swell the magnifi- 
cent aggregate of public lands are lodged upon 
untillable mountains, and spread out upon arid 
plains which can only be availed of for culti- 
vation through expensive processes of irriga- 
tion. Another generation of sons and daugh- 
ters of the Hast seeking new homes in the West, 
another generation of toilers from the Old 
World seeking the benefactions and endow- 
ments of the New, will leave but little of the 
public domain of a desirable character for 
the first occupancy of the generations that 
shall succeed them. It is wise, therefore, to 
devote the proceeds of this public heritage 
while we may to the advancement of those 
instrumentalities of universal education and 
intelligence which the common schools, the 
people’s colleges, afford. If collateral rea- 
sons were necessary or desirable to give 
strength and support to the measure proposed, 
one of very cogent import might be found in 
the consideration that the consecration of the 
public domain or its proceeds to the culture 
and education of the children of the nation 
would lend an additional inducement to pru- 
dence and economy in the disposition of the 
public lands. We have regarded them here- 
tofore as practically almost exhaustless. Wo 
have bestowed them upon public and private 
enterprises with more than princely munifi- 
cence. We have endowed railroad enterprises 
with lands that would make an empire. Sir, 
much of them were wisely disposed of thus, 
and whether or not we question the wis- 
dom of the past in this regard, the dictates 
of prudence and the voice of the people call 
for a suspension of further advance in that 
direction for ihe future. With three transcon- 
tinental lines of railroads provided for, the 
nation has comple'ed its public duties in that 
direction, and pubic improvements not yet 
initiated can await hereafter the natural growth 
of the country, private enterprise, and the vol- 
untary action of the people. Railroads can be 
built forever, but the acres of land are forever 
the same. Sir, I rejoice to see the reiteration 
by the Chief Magistrate of the nation, in bis 
recent annyal message, of his views formerly 
expressed upon this subject. He said: 


“I renew my recommendation that the public 
lands be regarded as a heritage to our children, to 
be disposed of only as required for occupation and 
to actual settlers. Those already granted have been 
in great part disposed of in such a way as to sevure 
access to the balance by the bardy settier who may 
wish to avail himself of thom, but cantion should 
b exereised even in attaining so desirable an 
object. 


In the language of this wise recommendation 
let the public lands be regarded as a heritage 
to our children, to be disposed of ouly as re- 
quired for occupation and to actual setilers, 
and let us supplement this wise and necessary 
policy with this other advance of devoting tha 
proceeds of their disposal as a still further 
heritage to our children in providing for their 
education, intelligence, and culture. 

Mr. Speaker, while I have thus cordially 
favored the purposes of this bill, I have also 
desired to see it so perfected in its details as 
to be as nearly as possible just to all the coun- 
try. The fourth section of the bill provides 
that the apportionment of funds to be made 
shall be according to the last preceding gen- 


| eral census of the United States. 
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Doubtless the object of the bill is to make 
tbe distribution as nearly equal as may be 
among the States according to their popula- 
tion, and the last preceding census furnishes 
an apparent means of securing an appropriate 
basis. While it is true that atthe time the 
census was taken and for a short period there- 
after it would be approximately just, yet a 
moment’s reflection will show that in the latter 
years of the decade the inequality would be 
great. To remedy in part this objection I 
have proposed an amendment to the fourth 
section by adding this proviso: 

Provided, That where any State, under the laws 
thereof, takes a regular census of its population at a 
period intermediate the regular periods for taking 
the United States census, the apportionment to such 
State after such census is taken shall be in propor- 
tion to its population, so ascertained, until the next 
succeeding. census under the laws of the United 
States. 

The West grows faster than the East. The 
older States are constantly sending their pop- 
ulation to the new, aud while the new gain in 
population much more than the average ratio 
the older States fall below it. The result 


under the bill as it stands, therefore, would be |! 


that while in the carly years of the decade the 
apportionment would be about equal, the in- 
equality would be great and marked in the lat- 


ter years of the decade, and would constantly | 


inerease from the beginning to the end of the 
decade. The ratio of inequality will readily 


appear by reference to the census, and the jj 
future may be expected to follow the past in |i 


this respect. 3 

The population of the United States, ex- 
cluding Territories and Indians not taxed, 
was, in 1860, 31,183,744, and in 1870, 28,113,- 
253, showing an increase of 6,929,509, and an 
aggregate gain of 22.8%; per cent. In ten 
years the increase and gain of population in 
several States was as follows: Illinois, from 


1,711,951 to 2,539,891—a gain of 48.36 per || 


cent.; Missouri, from 1,182,012 to 1,721,295— 
a gain of 45.62 per cent.; Iowa, from 674,918 
to 1,191,792—a gain of 76.58 per cent. ; Wis- 
consin, from 775,881 to 1,054,670—a gain of 
35.93 per cent.; Minnesota, from 172.073 to 
439,706—a gain of 155.61 per cent.; Kansas, 
from 107,206 to 364,899—a gain of 239.90 per 
cent.; New York, from 3,880,735 to 4,382,- 
759—a gain of 12.94 per cent.; Massachusetts, 


from 1,231,066 to 1,457,351—a gain of 18.38 |i 
percent.; Ohio, from 2,339,511 to 2,665,260— | 


a gain of 13.92 percent. These States clearly 
and fairly illustrate the disparity that will re- 
sult under the bill, and the States referred to 
are notthe extreme ones; for in several there 
was in the last decade no gain at all. In these 
western States, and there are other such, the 
gains of the last decade run from 35 to 239 
per cent., while the average gain of the pop- 


ulation of the country was but a trifle over | 


22 per cent. 

Thus, of two States starting out in the decade 
equally, one before the close of the decade 
may be receiving per capita anywhere from 
an equality to two or three hundred per cent. 
more than the other. ‘This inequality ought 
to be avoided, and the amendment I have 
offered partially remedies the evil, but nothing 
can fully remedy it but an annual enumeration, 
which could not be contemplated. Very many 
States have provisions by State laws for a State 
census in the middle of the Federal census 
decade, and the effect of the amendment pro- 
posed is to make such regular intermediate 
State census the basis of apportionment to 
such State until the next Federal census. Such 
a law exists in the State I represent and in 
many o:her States, and as such census of the 
States is usually taken with a view to appor- 
tioument for members of the Legislatures of 
the States, they are taken with quite as much 
accuracy as to the enumeration of the popula- 
tion as the Federal census. 

I can perceive no valid objection to this 
amendment, and I hope it may meet the ap- 
prpval of the House. Unless approximate 


equality can be obtained, the measure ought 
not to prevail, but a division upon the basis of 
population ascertained every five years would 
be so nearly equal that it would commend 
itself as practical justice. The inequalities 
of the States already referred to may not be 
so great for the next decade as they have been 
for the last, but new States and Territories are 
constantly looming up in the constellation of 
States, and their rapid growth in the future 
will be the parallel of the growth of others in 
the past. And it is these new communities 
| constantly receiving the surplus population of 
the old that more than the old will be appre- 
ciably and vividly benefited by this policy. 

Mr. RAINEY next addressed the House 
in remarks which will be published in the 
| Appendix. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
! now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at four o'clock and ten min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the House do 


| PETITIONS, ETC. 


under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Felicie 
L. Caillaux, widow of Andre Caillaux, late 


i Pennsylvania, and late soldiers of the United 


j States, praying an equalization of bounties, 
| by which they shall receive $8 83} per month 


of P. L. Weimer & Brothers and 167 others, 


i abating duties on articles successfully pro- 
duced in this country, urged by the Free-Trade 
League, and praying the repeal of all duties 
| on tea, coffee, and such other articles as can- 
| not be produced in the United States; and 
| also such an adjustment of duties as will en- 


| foster the honor and interest of the American 
| laborer. 


i izens of Alleghany county, Maryland, against 


ii the repeal of the duty on coal, iron, and salt. 


| By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of 430 
| eigar-makers of Detroit, asking an increase of 


| duty on imported cigars to three dollars per 
| pound and fifty per cent. ad valorem. 


i 


i IN SENATE. 


Monpay, February 5, 1872. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 

man, D. D 
| The Journal of the proceedings of Thurs- 
| day last was read and approved. 
| HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. No. 891) to further regu- 
| late the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
| Court, and to prevent delays therein, was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 187) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to prevent smuggling, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 18, 1866, 
was read twice by its title, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the impression 
that that bill merely relates to judicial fees in 
smuggling cases, and if that is so, it should be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
referred, 


The following petitions, &c., were presented | 


By Mr. KILLINGER: The remonstrance 


workers in iron, &c., in Lebanon, Pennsyl- | 
vania, against the change in the tariff laws, | 


| courage and defend every home industry and | 


f 


By Mr. RITCHIE: The memorial of 130 cit- || 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


Í for a few minutes into the library. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report of an engineer survey to 
determine the practicability of reopening the 
navigation of the Cabaret slough, in the Mis- 
sissippi river ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sents a certificate from the Governor of the 
State of North Carolina, relative to the elec- 
tion of a United States Senator by the Legis- 
lature of that State, which will be reported by 
the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Tae STAPE. OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


To the honorable the President of the Senate of the 
United States, greeting: 

Whereas it hath been certified to me by, the presi- 
dent of the senate and speaker of the house of rèp- 
resentatives of this State that a vacancy exists in 
the representation of said State.in the Senate of the 
United States, by reason of the resignation of Hon. 
Zebulon B. Vance, and that Matthew W. Ransom, 
esq., was, on Tuesday, the 30th day of January, A. 
D. 1872, elected to fill said vacancy and serve out 
the unexpired term and represent the State. of 
North Carolina in the Senate of the United States: 
I do therefore, in: accordance with said certificate, 
and in compjiance with the act of Congress entitied 
“An act to regulate the timó and manner of. holding 
elections for Senators in Congress,” approved July 
25, 1866, certify. to the election of the said Matthew 
W. Ransom, esq., had and held as aforesaid. 

In witness whereof, his Excellengy, Frederick. R. 
Caldwell, our Goyernor and commander-in-chiet, 
hath signed with his hand these presents, and caused 
our great seal to be affixed thereto. 

Done at the city of Raleigh, on this the lst day of 

fh. 82] February, in the year of our Lord 1872, and 

iE. S-J in the ninety-sixth year of our independ- 


ence, 
FREDERICK R. CALDWELL. 


By the Governor: 
Il. J. MENNINGER, 
Seoretary of State. 

Mr. MORTON. Imove that the credentials 
be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. VICKERS. I rise to a personal explan- 
ation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the 
morning business commences, the Senator 
from Maryland desires to make a personal 
explanation. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, on Thurs- 
day last, near five o'clock, at the end of an 
executive session, and in the absence of moro 
than thirty Senators, a motion was unexpect- 
edly made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epuunps] that when the Senate should ad- 
journ it should be till the next Monday. I 
protested against the adjournment, on the 
ground that the Senator from Kentucky, not 
then in his seat, [Mr. Davis,] had announced 
to the Senate several days previous that he 
proposed to address the Senate on Friday on 
his resolutions relative to alleged executive 
delinquencies, and that in courtesy to him we 
Should not adjourn, The motion to adjourn, 
however, was persisted in, and the yeas and 
nays were called. I declined to vote, and went 
I was not 
apprised whether a quorum was in the Cham- 
ber; I kept no count, and the result was not 
dnn punced, On returning to the Chamber, 
and within a few feet of the door, I was ap- 
prised by the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
Buatr] that the Senate had just adjourned. 

I find in the Globe of Friday that in my 
absence the Senator from Vermont said, how 
far I can justify that species of conduct to my 
constituents of course it was not for him to 
say. It was a right no doubt the law gave 
me, &c., and that he stated the fact to show the 
manner in which someé Senators think fit to 
conduct the business of the Benate. It is 
known to the Senate that the amnesty bill, so 
called, had been under discussion for several 
days, that its friends desired to have the vote 
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taken, and that a suggestion (not adopted) had 
been made to- continue hursday’s session till 
that result was obtained. I thought that the 
time selected to make the motion to adjourn 
till Monday—in a thin Senate, and after many 
of the members had left the Capitol, not anti- 
cipating any such action—was inopportune 
and erroneous, no reason being assigned for 
it by the member making it. I also thought 
that an hour should be allowed the next day 
_to the Senator from Kentucky to make his 
speech, a courtesy always extended to a Sen- 
ator irrespective of his subject. I also thought 
that the important: business of the country 
required that the Senate should continue in 
session, and not lose two days by an unneces- 
sary adjournment over, I, of course, meant no 
disrespect to the Senate by absenting myself 
fora few minutes; but my desire was thatif the 
Senate was left without a quorum it would 
necessarily adjourn over till the next day, and 
thus continue to transact the public business 
of the country, and especially to act upon the 
bill to remove political disabilities from the 
southern people. : I regret that the effect was 
not such. My constituents (as the Senator 
from Vermont calls my people) will see that 
my course was to promote legislation and 
attention to the public interest, as well as to 
preserve the consistency and dignity of the 
Senate, in allowing the able and eloquent 
Senator from Kentucky the customary privi- 
lege of addressing the Senate on a matter of 
public moment. 

I bave, I am sure, often observed that the 
Senator from Vermont was absent from his 
seat, and also to leave the Senate Chamber, 
and I am confident that my public record of 
votes will compare favorably with his; but I 
never questioned or alluded to the motives 
of Senators for leaving the Chamber when 
votes were being taken on important measures, 
or of absenting themselves from their seats ; 
it might have been considered discourteous 
to have done so, and I have not had cither 
the taste or inclination to hold up the course 
of any Senator in respect to his votes or his 
attendance. There is something dae to our 
relations here, as well as to the dignity and 
character of the body, which should prevent 
any such exhibition. On no occasion have I 
avoided a vote on any public or private measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, of course 
I cun have no controversy with my honor- 
able friend from Maryland, whom I respect 
very much, and I certainly wish to inform him 
and the Senate that he and everybody else is 
entirely at liberty to hold up to public observa- 
tion all of my votes in and all of my absences 
from this Chamber. I think it a pity, rather, 
that everybody’s absence from this Chamber 
is not held up to public observation, because 
then, perhaps, more of us would attend. If. 
my honorable friend from Maryland can show 
the public of this country any instance in which 
1 have sat in my seat here until the yeas and 
nays were called and then declined to answer, 
when it was generally known that my name 
alone would either fail to make, if I did not 
éuswer, or make if I did, a quorum of the body 
upon a proper motion made publicly, then T 
am bound to say that I shall justify him in 
asking the people of this country to condemn 
my course as being not only unfaithful to my 
constituents and unfaithful to the Senate, but 
in violation of an express rule of the Senate, 
being the sixteenth, which declares: 

“ When the yeas and nays shall be called for by 
one filth of the Seuators present, each Senator called 
upon shall, unless for special reasons he be excused 
hy the. Senate, declaro openly und without debate 
his assent or dissent to the question.” g 

My honorable friend says that this motion 
to adjourn over, which he thus took the ocea- 
sion to attempt to defeat,was made without 
any reason for it being assigned, If my hon- 
orable friend had looked into the Globe he 
would have. seen, I do not doubt, because I 
said. it—I bave not looked into the Globe 
myself—that I stated expressly as the ground 


of my motion for adjourning over the pro- 
motion of the public business, stating the fact 
that the Committee on Appropriations among 
others was engaged upon an important bill, 
the legislative and judicial appropriation bill, 
which necessarily required the time and care- 
ful attention of the members of that commit- 
tee, as I knew, being one of them, and that it 
would advance the public business if that com- 
mittee could have the whole of Friday and pos- 
sibly of Saturday to attend to that bill during 
the day. That was the ground and reason of 
my motion, which I then stated. I have no 
doubt my honorable friend from Maryland did 
not hear it or he would have done me the jus- 
tice to state it, instead of saying that I made 
an unusual, an unexpected motion to adjourn 
over without assigning any reason for it. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. President, to have 
a controversy with a gentleman whom I respect 
so much as my friend from Maryland; but he 
will do me the justice to believe that on an 
exhibition such as we had on that precise occa- 
sion his conduct was so marked that it seemed 
unjust to the rest of us who were staying here 
to attend to public business, that his breaking 
up & quorum, as he did forthe moment, should 
not have received some notice at the hands of 
his fèllow- Senators, who may be excused if 
they believe that they are equally solicitous 
for the public good with himself. 

Mr. VICKERS. [heard no reason assigned 
by the Senator from Vermont for his motion 
to adjourn over, and the Globe does not show 
that he gave any. He assigned no reason in 
my hearing foranadjournment over; andifhe 
had done so within the hearing of the reporter, 
I take it for granted that it would have been 
inserted in the Globe. Bat, sir, it was a 
simple motion to adjourn to Monday, made 
after most of the Senators had left the Senate 
Chamber, not anticipating any such motion, 
It was near five o'clock, The Senate were 
weary with an executive session. I thought 
the motion was inopportune, and my object was 
just as I have stated to the Senate, to promote 
the public business, to prevent the loss of two 
whole days; for when I assigned the reason 
that the Senator from Kentucky should have 
the courtesy extended to him of making the 
address which he had announced to the Senate 
he desired to make on Friday, 1 heard no rea- 
son assigned, even afterward, by the Senator 
from Vermontior the motion which he made, 
but he persisted in taking the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn over, notwith- 
standing I had made the suggestion that it was 
due to the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
that he should havean opportunity of address- 
ing the Senate on Friday, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the 
memorial of the Legislattve Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, in favor of aù appro- 
priation for the benefit of schools in that Por- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
memorial of John Stevenson, of Bridgeport, 
Connecticut, remonstrating against any amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
establishing a religious test ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented the 
petition of T. A. Ferguson and others, citizens 
of the State of Michigan, late soldiers of the 
Army of the United States, praying the enact- 
ment of a law giving to all soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who enlisted in the service of the 
United States for the suppression of the late 
rebellion, and who have an honorable dis- 
charge, and to the heirs of those that are 


| deceased, a bounty of $8 334 per month for 


the entire time served, deducting therefrom 
all Government bounty heretofore received by 
them; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


Mr. FLANAGAN presented the proceed- 
ings and memorial of the Galveston Chamber 
of Commerce, asking for the return of the 
money collected as a tax on cotton; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
H. A. Griffin, publisher of the Wyandotte 
Enterprise, of Wyandotte, Wayne county, 
Michigan, praying for such an amendment to 
the postal laws as will allow persons known as 
regular publishers and dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals to receive by mail such quanti- 
ties of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay the 
postage thereon as received, at the same rates 
pro rata as regular subscribers to publications 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in 
advance: which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Albert V. 
Phister, publisher of the Advertiser, a weekly 
newspaper published in the village of Hub- 
bardstown, Ionia county, Michigan, praying 
an amendment to the postal laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Clarksburg, Michigan, remonstrating against 
a change'of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Elliott 
Elmer and others, late soldiers of the Army 


! of the United States and citizens of the State 


of Michigan, praying the enactment of a law 
giving to all soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
enlisted in the service of the United States for 
the suppression of the late rebellion, and who 
have an honorable discharge, and to the heirs 
of those that are deceased, a bounty of $8 334 
per month for the entire time served, deduct- 
ing therefrom all Government bounty hercto- 
fere received by them; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin 
H. Curtis and-others, late soldiers of the Army 
of the United States and citizens of Michigan, 
praying the enactment of a law giving to all 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who enlisted in 
the service of the United States for the sup- 
pression of the late rebellion, and who have 
an honorable discharge, and to the heirs of 
those who are deceased, a bounty of $8 384 
per month for the entire time served, deduct- 
ing therefrom all Government bounty hereto- 
fore received by them; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Houghton, Michigan, praying the establishment 
of another judicial district in the upper penin- 
sula of that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also present two 
memorials, very numerously signed and nearly 
of the same import, from a large number of 
lumber manufacturers and dealers in the State 
of Michigan. Iask that one of these memo- 
rials be read; and as the bill to which they 
relate is on the Calendar, let the memorials 
lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan presents two memorials from persons 
interested in lumber, and asks, as they bear on 
a bill now before the Senate, that one of them 
be ieee If there be no objection, it will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives of the 
hited States in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, citizens of Michigan, respect- 
fully show, that while we have deep sympathy for 
Chicago, more, perhaps, than we should have had 
we not also suffered heavily by the fires last fall, we 
strongly remonstrate against the passage of the bill 
granting remission of duties on materials to be used 
in rebuilding, imported into Chicago during the next 
year, for the following reasons: 

Large tracts of pine lands were burned over 
last fall and the timber killed, much of it being 
burned at the roots, so that the high winds laid èt 


prostrate, thereby largely increasing the expense of 
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saving it. It is estimated that the damages done | 


trom these causes cannot be Jess than $20,000,000 in 
the lower peninsulaof Michigans. In consequence 
of the fires the stock of logs to be put in this winter 
will be largely increased, as it is a necessity that the 
burat timber must be hauled in within a year, or it 
becomes worthless on account of borers, 

‘A large stock of logs is now being putin, in antici- 
pation of the increased demand caused by the fires, 
and any considerable addition to that amount from 
Canada tends to depreciate the price of all. It is 
estimated by many good judges that there will bean 
over stock in our-markets without taking any foreign 
lumber. | AS ; 

Yhecutting of the logs in Michigan and Wisconsin 
has been made under the expectation that the Goy- 
ernment would not alter the duties, and if this bill 
js passed large losses to the lumbermen must result. 
‘The lumbermen of Michigan and Wisconsin, already 
large losers by the fires, are not the onesto contributo 
largely to rebuild Chicago. We have already been 
called upon heavily to assist those who have been 


burned out of house and home in our own States. and | 


think we should not now be forced to pay beyond our 
means. 

Another objection to this bill is the difficulty of so 

uarding the bill that it shall not bea means whereby 
arge quantities of lumber may be imported freeand 
used for other purposes than rebuilding Chicago, 

We claim that this is class legislation, and in a 
worse form than could usually be the case, from the 
fact that what is given is taken from those who, 
according to their means, have lost as heavily. 

FERRY, SEELY & CO., and others. 


The memorials were ordered to lie on the 


table. 
Mr. WILSON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying that a bounty 


of $8 334 a month be granted to all honorably $ 


discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
time served, and that the twenty-fifth section 
of the act of July 15, 1870, be amended so as 
to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the amount 
of land therein allowed without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation; which was 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition 
of J. A. Somerly, publisher of the Chron- 


icle and Herald, of Elmwood, Peoria county, 


Illinois, praying an amendment to section 


one hundred and sixty-two of the bill for the | 
revision of the postallaws; which wasreferred | 


to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 
Mr. NYE presented a petition of citizens 


of Nevada, praying for the establishment of | 


a mail route from Battle Mountain Station, by 
‘Tuscarora and White Rock City, to Mountain 
City ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, presented the 
petition of Abby Baker, of Bethel, Vermont, 
praying for a special act of Congress to enable 
her to draw a pension from the date of the 


decease of her son, who died while in the ser- | 


vice of the United States, instead of from the 
date of her application; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of the Na- 
tional Bureau of Migration, praying the pas- 


sage of a bill to incorporate the National | 


Bureau of Migration and the National Emi- 
grant and Homestead Money Exchange, Sav- 


ings Bank, Loan and Trust Company; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented the memorial of E. B. 
Ward, G. B. Stebbins, and others, members 


of the American Industrial League, praying | 


such legislation as will give protection to 


American industry; which was referred tothe | 


Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of a 
large number of merchants of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts, asking the passage of the bill 
providing for the payment of spoliations by 
France on American commerce prior to the 
year 1801; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented the memorial of the Rad- | 


ical Reform Club, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, protesting against the introduction of 
any religious tests in the Constitution of the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present also the petition 
of James Macdonald, of Colorado Territory, 
setting forth that the settlement and devel- 
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: subject from Congress, and deems it import- | 


opment of the public lands there is greatly 
retarded by reason of claims to land under 
Mexican land grants remaining unprovided | 
and unsettled. He asks a declaration on the 


ant to the sale of those lands. I move the | 
reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 7 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I also present a peti- 
tion of merchants of Boston, setting forth the 
destruction of the walrus in Behring’s straits | 
and in the waters of the northern Pacific, say- 
ing that unless it be arrested the walrus will | 
be entirely destroyed and the people on the | 
coast will suffer. ‘They pray Congress to enact 
such laws protecting the walrus in the arctic | 
seas as shall seem best adapted to secure that | 
end. I move the reference of this petition to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of Jacob 
Scott and one hundred and thirty others, of 
Sacramento, California, praying the passage 
of the supplementary civil rights bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of | 
Erie, Pennsylvania, praying the passage of | 
the supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented another petition of citi- 
zens of Erie, Pennsylvania, praying the pas- 
sage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also present a petition 
from Milton, North Carolina, in which the | 
petitioners say that they ‘‘ sincerely entertain | 
the opinion that if the bill should become a 
law the last relic of slavery will have disap- 
peared.” I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also present a similar 
petition signed by all the colored members of 
the Legislature of Louisiana, forwarded to me 
by Mr. Pinchback, who, I understand, is the 
president of the senate of Louisiana. I move | 
that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON. I present the remonstrance 
of citizens of McGrawville, Cortland county, | 
New York, against granting a pension to Fred- | 
erick Garlick, and Į desire the attention for a: 
moment of the chairman of the Committee | 
on Pensions. This remonstrance relates to a j 
bill which has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and is now before the Committee | 
on Pensions. I move its reference to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Roby F. Place, praying that she be granted 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCHURZ presented a memorial of one 
hundred and twelve citizens of Washington, 
District of Columbia, remonstrating against a | 
proposed amendment to the Constitution rec- | 
ognizing “ God as the source of all authority 
and power in civil government,” and the 
“Lord Jesus Christ as the Ruler among 
nations, and His revealed will as the supreme | 
authority; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial of 
citizens of the United States, praying indem- | 


nity for French spoliations committed between || 


the years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered } 
to lie on the table. N 

Mr. CRAGIN presented the petition of 
Captain Calvin A. Laws, praying that he be | 
granted a pension; which was referred to the 
sommittee on Pensions. i 

He also presented the memorial of S. B. | 
Bissell, United States Navy, in relation to pay | 
of officers on the retired list of the Navy; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs. D . 

Mr. COLE presented a petition of liquor 


dealers of Sacramento, California, praying a 
modification of the law regulating the sale oi 
distilled spirits; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of James 
H. Carleton, lieutenant colonel United States 
Army, praying remuneration to his children 
for property destroyed by United States forcés 
| at Albuquerque, New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking the establishment 
of a weekly mail route from Weaverville, 
Trinity county, via Minersville, to Trinity Cen- 
tre, Trinity county, California; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. MORTON. presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying that a bounty of 
$8 334 per month be granted to all soldiers, 
seamen, and marines who served jin the late 
war for the suppression of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. MORTON. I presenta petition from 
a meeting of the Society of Friends, held in 
New York, relating to the settlement of inter- 
national difficulties by arbitration, and avoid- 
ing. war, in which they say that ‘‘we hailed 
with joy the recent arrangement by which the 
settlement of the differences between our Gov- 
ernment and that of Great Britain was referred 
to a court of high commission, and we re- 
spectfully entreat that the attention of the 
President and of Congress may be earnestly 
directed to the promotion of arrangements for 
the settlement of any future national differ- 
ences that may arise by arbitration rather than 
by resort to the sword.’? I move the reference 


i| of the petition to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON. I present also a petition 
of numerous citizens of Indianapolis, in which 
they say that “we, the undersigned, citizens 
of the United States, being denied the enjoy- 
ment of rights and privileges that our citizen- 
ship and our manhood entitle us to, do most 
earnestly and respectfully pray your honorable 
body to pass the bill now pending in the Sen- 
ate, known as the ‘ supplementary civil rights 
bill,’ being Senate bill No. 99, entitled ‘An 
act to protect all citizens of the United States 
in their civil rights, and to furnish the means 
for their vindication.’’’ I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 5 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON. Ialso present the petition 
of letter-carriers of Indianapolis, praying for 
ihe passage of a law increasing their compen- 
sation; and I especially desire to ask the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Post 
| Offices and Post Roads to the facts stated, as 
I think the case made out is a very strong one. 
I move the reference of the petition to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON presented a petition of one 
hundred and ninety citizens of Ohio, late sol- 
diers of the United States, praying for the 
passage of an act granting a bounty of $8 83} 
a month to all honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors for the entire time served, and for 
an amendment to the twenty-fifth section of 
the act approved July 15, 1870, so as to per- 
mit soldiers or sailors to enter the amount 
of land therein allowed without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of Ohio, praying a modification of the 
law in relation to the sale of stamped envel- 


i| opes; which was referred to the Committee on 


Post Offices and Post Roads. z 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that a bounty 
| of $8 833 a month be granted to all honorably 
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discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire, 
time sérved, and an amendment tothe twenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and ellen 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

He also presented the petition of Adam Bil- 
low, publisher of the Crestline Advocate, of 
Crestline, Crawford county, Ohio, praying an 
amendment to section. one hundred and sixty- 
two of the bill for the revision of the postal 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. i 

Mr. POOL presented the petition of James 
R. Harrold, of Maryland, praying compen- 
sation for property taken and destroyed by 
United States forces during the war of the 
rebellion ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. s 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition, of 
Ellen C. Long, daughter of the late Richard 
K. Call, praying that the Government pay her 
a judgment obtained by her father against the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. - 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying that a bounty of 
$8 834 a month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
time served, andan amendment to the twenty- 
fifth section of the actapproved July 16, 1870, 
so as to allow soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of Jand therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of Jacob E. 
Schiedt, late private company F, one hun- 
dred and nineteenth Pennsylvania volunteers, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of working- 
men engaged in the Gap nickel mines and 
furnaces, citizens of Lancaster county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers 
in the Pittsburg iron-works, citizens of West 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers 
in the Union iron-works, citizens of Alleghany 
City, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against a 
change in the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties on such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country ; which was 
referred lò the Committee on J'inanee. 

He also presented a memorial of the workers 

in Byers, McCullough & Co,’s rolling-mill, 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against a change in the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
_ Healso presented a memorial of the workers 
in the Black Diamond steel-works, citizens of 
Alleghany and Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against a change in the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of Wil- 
liam McMullen and twenty-nine others, late 
soldiers of the United States, and citizens of 
Wheeling, West Vi rginia, praying that a bounty 
of $8 833 a month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
‘term served and that the twenty-fifth section of 


the actapproved July 15, 1870, be so amended ag 
to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the amount 
of land therein allowed without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation; which 
was referred to. the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 2 yas 

` He also presented the petition of William 
H. Fisher and fifteen others, soldiers of Jef- 
ferson county, Ohio, praying that a bounty of 
$8 83} per month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
term served, and that an amendment be made 
to the twenty-fifth section of the act approved 
July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers or 
sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the petition of 
Catharine Middleton, Mary H. Briscoe, and 
Eleasor Torrance, widows of deceased soldiers 
of the war of 1812, praying for an amendment 
of the pension Jaws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Smith & 
Nicodemus and forty others, tax-payers of the 
city of Baltimore, Maryland, praying that the 
duty on salt be repealed; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Kilpatrick 
& Boggs and thirty-nine others, tax-payers 
of the city of Baltimore, Maryland, praying 
that the duty on salt be repealed; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a memorial of 
envelope manufacturers, stationers, &¢., citi- 
zens of Richmond, Virginia, against the man- 
ufacture and sale of stamped envelopes by the 
Government ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented two petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, soldiers of the late 
war,, praying that a bounty of $8 838} a month 
be granted to ull honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors for the entire term served, and that 
an amendment be made to the twenty-fifth sec- 
lion of the act approved. July 15, 1870, so as 
to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the amount 
of land therein allowed without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Allentown rolling-mill, citizens of Allen- 
town, Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, praying 
a repeal of the duties upon tea, coffee, and 
other articles of necessity, and such an adjust- 
ment of the tariff duties as will protect home 
industry ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of William 
Righter and seventy-nine others, workers in the 
Tacony chemical works of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, praying a repeal of the duties upon 
tea, coffee, and other articles of necessity, and 
for such an adjustment.of the tariff duties as 
will protect home industry ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of John Car- 
rick and one hundred and fifty others, workers 
in the Washington works of South Pittshurg, 
Pennsylvania, praying a repeal of the dutes 


upon tea, coffee, and other articles of neces- 


sity, and for such an adjustment of the tariff 
duties as will protect home industry; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of lowa, in favor of the speedy 
passage of the apportionment bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial of 
the Board of Trustees of the Industrial Univer- 
sity of the State of Arkansas, urging the pas- 
sage of an act requiring the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue and deliver the college scrip 
to the State of Arkansas which is now with- 
held by that officer as. security. for certain 
indebtedness of the State of Arkansas to the 
Chickasaw Indian trnst fund incurred prior to 


the late rebellion; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I have 
just received a telegram from New Orleans 
embodying a petition from twelve or fifteen of 
the largest mercantile firms of the city regard- 
ing the rice interest, and as it is short I ask 
that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the paper will be read. 

Lhe Chief Clerk read as follows: ` 


New Orteans, February 5, 1872, 
, Tho undersigned, merchants representing the rice 
interests of Louisiana, having the interest of our 
constituents and State in view, respectfully beg of 
youand your honorable colleagues to use your influ- 
ence in defeating the measures now before your 
honorable body for the abolition of the duties upon 
rice, as such a measure would be ruinous to the rice 
culture of this State, which ig and has been for sev- 
eral years past one of our most important agricul 
tural industries, Our Legislature will pass resolu- 
tions to that effect shortly, and will ask of your 
honorable body to use your influence in defeating 


these measures. 
DUPREE, REINE & CO., 
ANGLEA SACOLA, 
JAMES WOOD, 
THOMPSON BROS., 
ERNANDIZ & C0., 


A. D. SALVANT, 

N. A. LAMBIAS, 
SERRIN & GOURDAIN, 
S. CAMPON, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. As the contents 
of this paper have been disclosed by its read- 
ing, the Chair must state that it has been de- 
cided by the Senate that telegrams or letters 
addressed to Senators asking them to vote pro 
or con on any measure pending before Con- 
gress were not petitions or memorials. ‘They 
must be addressed to the Senate itself. T'he 
Chair doesnot make the point; but it being 
read in full, that fact is disclosed. If there 
be no objection, however, the paper will be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It oughtnot to be referred. 

Mr. POMEROY. [ wish to make this point 
about it: there is no importance in it as con- 
nected with this particular telegram, but I 
make the point that a memorial or a petition 
cannotbe sent by telegraph. It must be signed 
by some one; it must be an actual document. 
There is no importance attached. to this point 
in this. case; but the time will come possibly 
when it may be of some importance. We have 
no knowledge that a telegram is an original 
document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, how- 
aver, has stated on the other point which has 
been ruled repeatedly in the Senate, that let- 
ters addressed to Senators asking them to vote 
pro or con on any measure are not petitions 
or memorials within the language of the rule. 
If they were allowed to be presented as peti- 
tions, the whole morning hour might be con- 
sumed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make that point be- 
cause my friend from Louisiana has attained 
his object, and as a precedent it is a very im 
proper thing to present letters or papers of 
this kind here, because if allowed we should 
sometimes be obliged to receive a letter that 
it might be altogether improper to receive at 
all. So I hope my friend from Louisiana will 
withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The telegram 
will be printed in full in the Globe, as it has 
been reported at the Secretary’s desk, and in 
that way the object is probably attained, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_ A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested : 

_A bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 80, 1873, and for 
other purposes; 
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A bill (IL R. No. 1333) to amend section 
thirty five of an act entitled An act to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes ;”° 

A bill (HL. R. No. 1234) for the relief of J. 
W., Quinn: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1335) for the relief of 
Levi Bissell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1886) for the relief of 
William E. Ward; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1837) to authorize William 


C. Jardine to make application to the Com- | 


missioner of Patents for the issue of a patent 
for his improvement in brake and rest for 
carts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1339) for the relief of 
Chester C. Tolman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1840) for the relief of 
Alexander Smith and Halcyon Skinner; 

Abill (H. R. No. 1842) supplementary to the 
act entitled * An act to prevent the extermin- 
ation of fur-bearing animals in Alaska;’’ and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1889) to remove the polit- 


ical disabilities of all persons included by the 


classes of persons therein designated. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


Ordered, That Elizabeth Harding have leave to || 


withdraw her petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate, ` 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 


resentatives were read twice by their titles, and | 


referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for ful- 


f 


filling treaty stipulations with various Indian | 
tribes for the year ending Jane 80, 1873, and | 
for other purposes—to the Committee on | 


Appropriations. 


The bill (H. R. No, 1333) to amend section ' 


thirty-fiveof anactentitled * Anact to redace 
internal taxes, and for other purposes'’—to 
the Committee ou Finance. 

‘The biil (H. R. No. 1884) for the relief of 
J. W. Quinn—to the Committee on Pensions. 


The bill (I. R. No. 1842) supplementary | 


to the act entitied “An act to prevent the 
extermination of fur-bearing animals in 
Alaska’’—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (IT. R. No. 1869) to remove the 
political disabilities of all persons included by 
the classes of persons therein designated—to 
ibe select Committee onthe Removal of Pelin- 
cal Disabilities. ; 

The following House bills were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1835) for the relief of 
Levi Bissell: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1836) for the relief of 

Viliam B. Ward; 
-A bill (H. R. No. 1337) to authorize William 
C. Jardine to make application to the Com- 
missioner of Patents for the issue of a patent 
for his improvement in brake and rest for 
carts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1339) for the relief of 
Chester C. Tolman; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 1340) for the relief of 
Alexander Smith and Haleyon Skinner, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Pest Roads, to whom was referred 
tbe bill (S. No. 547) to authorize the conz 
siruction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
riverat or near the town of Clinton, in the 
State of Towa, and to establish it as a post 
road, reported it with amendmeuts. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I send to the des 
two amendments, which I shall propose at the 
proper time, to the bill just reporied by the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

he amendments were received, and ordered 
to he printed. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee ou 
Public Lunds, to whom was referred the bill 
RY 


40% Dawn p Sree —— 


j 
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l 


| 
| 
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i 
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| 


U an net to provide for 


(5. No, 565) to extend the time to the Stato 
of Wisconsin to complete a road from Lake 
St, Croix to Lake Superior, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 78) to authorize 
the President of the United States to reéstab- 
lish the Monroe land district, in the State of 
Louisiana, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WEST. {ask the unanimous consent 


of the Senate for the immediate consideration | 


of that bill. It isa mere local matter. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Wait until 
the morning business is through. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 


made until the morning business is disposed of. 


Mr. POMEROY, from the same committee, | 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1182) 
to create an additional land district in the State 
of Minnesota, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee to whom 
was referred the bill (5. No. 628) to continue 
in force a grant to the State of Nevada for 
college purposes, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam also directed bythe 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S, No. 546) relative to homestead set- 
tlers burned out in the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Michigan, a bill introduced by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Howe,] to 
report it back favorably, aud 1 have also been 
requested to ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Some Senator 
on the left hes stated that he should object 
until the morning business was disposed of, 
and ason Monday morning petitions and other 
matters of morning business are very numer- 
ous, especially after an udjournment over for 
three days, perhaps the Senator had better 
withdraw the report until to-morrow. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let the bill go upon the 


Calendar. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 


amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, cf Vermont, from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 619) 
appropriating money for the purchase of a 
suitable site aud erecting a building thereon in 
the city of 3t. Louis, Missouri, to be used for 
the purpose of a cusiom-house, post office, and 


TCL, a 


| other Federal offices, reported it with amend- 


ments. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bili (S. No. 
308) for the relief of Richard Washington, a 
pay master in the United States Navy, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT, trom the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 


! (3. No. 46) to enable tie Secreiary of War to | 


incurred in suppressing 


pay the expenses 
Montana 


Indian hostilities in the Territory of 


inthe vear 1867, reported it with amendments. |! 


Mr. SCOTT, from (be Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 230) for 
the relief of Mary M. Clark, widow of Leon- 
ard Clark; deceased, reported it witbhoutamend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 94) for the relief 
of Miss Keturah Cole, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. STOCKTON. © The Committee on Pub- 
He Buildings and Grounds, towhom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 442) supplementary to 
a building seited to the 
use of the post office, the pension aud revenue 
oificers, and the judicial officers of the United 
States in the city of Trenton, New dersey, 
approved March 3, 1871, have directed me to 


H 


| and put it on its passage. 


report it back with an amendmentin the nature 
of a substitute. Ishall feel deeply indebted 
to the Senate if they wiil take up this billnow 
dp Itis a bill appro- 
priating a certain sam, $250,009, for the erec- 
tion of a court-house and publie buildings in 
Trenton. I will state to the Senate that they 
have already three times voted upon this sub- 
ject, but the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
report said he had not money enongh and could 
not begin the building. I introduced this bill 
at the present session appropriaiing $300,000 
for this purpose including the site, The com- 
mittee have reduced that to $250,000. Con- 
gress has acted upon the matter heretofore, 
but the sum we asked for was too small. In 
fact we are suffering from too much modesty. 
If the Senate will be kind enough to consider 
the bill now, I shall feel deeply indebted to 
them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Some Senator 
on the left has objected to any unanimous con- 
sent being granted until the morning business 
shall have been concluded. The Senator from 
New Jersey, however, has renewed the re- 
quest, and asks the present consideration of 
the bill appropriating $250,000 for the erec- 
tion of a public building in Trenton. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have a bill to pre- 


sent, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 


nature of an objection. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 581) to empower the Secretary of War to 
establish under certain conditions a horse 
railway upon and over the island of Rock 
Island and the bridges erected by the United 
States connecting the cities of Davenport and 
Rock Island therewith ; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed.” 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
582) granting a pension to Alonzo D. Cady; 
which was read twice by ils title, and referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. — 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 588) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the statutes relating to patents and 
copyrights,’ approved July 8, 1870; which 
was read twice by its tiile. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. I desire to 
say a single word to commend this bill to the 
early action of the Committee on Patents. It 
will be seen that the seventy-lirst section of 
the act of July 8, 1870, provides that ‘any 
person who, by his own industry, genius, efforts, 
and expense, has invented or produced any 
new or original design for-a manufacture,” 
&c., shall have a copyright upon it, Clearly, 
an act passed so near the 4th of July as this 
was, the Sth of July, 1870, ought to have been 
confined to citizens of the United States. 
Now, if an importer or a foreign manufacturer 
sends any article here and registers his design, 
and pays ten dollars for it, he can prevent that 
article being reproduced in this country for 
the space, I think, of seven years, or some con- 
siderable time. . Therefore, our own manufac- 
turers cannot manufacture any article of bard- 
ware, cannot reproduce the same pattern of 
calico, or of mousseline de laine, or of ashawl, 
or of a carpet, provided a foreign manufac- 
turer or importer registers a design and pays 
this sum for it. I only deem it necessary to 
call the attention of the Committee on Patents 
to this bill, which proposes to confine this to 
citizens of the United States, to commend it 
to their favor. I move the reference of the 
bill to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr, CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
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consent oblained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 584) concerning the publication of the 
official Army Register; which was read twice 
by. its title, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KELLY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
585) amendatory of an act entitled ‘An act 
donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanie arts,” 
approved July 2, 1862, and acts amendatory 
thereto; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
586) for the relief of Ellen Call Long, only 
child and heir of Richard K., Call, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 587) in relation to pensions; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to say that I offer 
this bill by request, not having had an oppor- 
tunity to examine it or being able to judge of 
its merits, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and, with theaccompanying papers, 
ordered to be printed. 

ILLINOIS COURL RECORDS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL sub mitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (S, 
No. 858) to restore the records of the United 
States courts in the northern district of Mli- 
nois; which was ordered to be printed. 

f TARIF LEGISLATION REPORT. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

dèesolved, (the House of Roprosontativos concur- 
ring,) That sevon thousand copies of the report of 
Edward Young, chief of the Buronu of Statistics, 
on cusloms-tariff legistution be printed, four thou- 
sund for tho Hongo, two thousand for the Senato, 


and ono thousand bound for the uso of the Treasury 
Departinont, 


AMENDMENT VO THE RULES, 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following 
resolution; whieh was referred to the select 
Commitiee on Revision of the Rules: 


, Hiesolved, That tho rules bo amonded by adding: 
“petitions and momorinls other than the memoriais 
ofa Stato Legislature shall horeatter bo presented 
to the Secretary, and shall bo entored on tho Journal, 
and shall bo roferred and disposed of ay the Sonator 
presenting them may request.” 


MANUFACTURE OF BESSEMER STEEL. 

Mr. MORTON. I offer the following reso- 
lution; 

tesolved, That tho cheap manufacture of Bessemer 
steel for rails and other purposes for whicb said steel 
may bo applied is an object of national importance, 

1 desire to say that at some future day Ishall 
ask the Senate to take up this resolution with 
the view of submitting some remarks on the 
subject of the manufacture of Bessemer steel, 
and in that connection I shall call the atten- 
tion of the Senate and of the country to the 
block-coals of Indiana, and to offer evidence to 
show that for the manufacture of iron they are 
unsurpassed, if they are equaled, by any coals 
upon this continent, and that for the manufac- 
ture of steel they are perhaps not equaled by 
the coals of any other country. In that con- 
nection, also, I shall suggest the importance of 
a liberai appropriation for the improvement of 
the Michigan City harbor, with a view of bring- 
ing the iron ores of Lake Superior into the 
neighborhood of the Indiana coal-fields, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr: President-— 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The morning 
hour is just expiring. E 
Mr. BOREMAN, 
the Senate to take u 
by the Senator from 


I have risen to appeal to 
a bill which was reported 
ennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr} || 


to-day, and I will make a statement of the case 
in a few words. À 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
first call up the unfinished business, and the 
Senator can then ask unanimous consent to 
have the unfinished business set aside. The 
unfinished business of Thursday’s session is 
House bill No. 880, pending which the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia desires to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It is a bill for the relief 
of Mary Clark, widow of Leonard Clark. The 
bill passed both Houses at the last session of 
the last Congress, and was lost in being carried 
to the President. Itisa bill making an appro- 
priation for her benefit for the services of her 
husband as a scout during the war. There is 
a written report which was printed at the last 
Congress. After a discussion in this body, it 
was passed and went to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and passed there about the last day 
of the session, and having met the approbation 
of both Houses and gone to the President, 
being lost in that way, I think the Senate 
would have no hesitation in passing it again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
West Virginia asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill named by him 
under the circumstances stated. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. Wecan take it up some 
morning hour. Let us go on with the regular 
order now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois objects to passing by the amnesty bill. 
POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 380) for the removal of legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
Rowenrson, to postpone the bill and proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1050) 
for the removal of legal and political disabili- 
ties imposed by the third section of the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the Untited States. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I withdraw my motion 
to postpone this bill, in order to make another 
motion. Before doing that, I will say that my 
object in making this motion is to ascertain 
the views of Senators as to which bill they 
prefer. I now move to lay on the table the 
pending bill, for the purpose of taking up the 
last bill passed by the House, No. 1050, which 
has only two exceptions in it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. House bill No. 
380 being now before the Senate, with the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SUMNER] pending, the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Rosenrson] moves that 
the bill and amendment lie on the table, 
giving notice that if that motion shall prevail 
he intends to move to take up another amnesty 
bill from the House of Representatives, which 
he states has fewer exceptions init. The ques- 
tion is on laying on the table the pending bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Upon that motion let 


| us have the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 83: as follows: 
YEAS— Messrs. Blair, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Rob- 
ertson, Schurz, Scott, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Lipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—20.. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton 
of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sumner, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—33, 
ABSUENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Backingham, 
Casserly, Conkling, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Mor. 
rill of Maine, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey. Rice, Sauls- 


bury, Sawyer, Sprague, and Stewart—20. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question. 
recurs now on the amendment of the Senator 


from Massachusetts, [ Mr, SUMNER: ] 


use; and this would not override it. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Is itin order at this? 
time to move a substitute for the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend:th 
amendment by substituting for it what I sen 
to the Chair. ii 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The words pro 
posed to be substituted will be read. u 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 

Sec., — Whoever being a corporation or natural 
person and owner, or in charge of any publio-inn, 
or of any place of public amusement or entertain 
ment for which a license from any legal author 
is required, or of any line of stage-coaches, railroad: 
or other means of public carriage of passengers: 
freight, or ofany cemetery or other benevolent in 
tutions, or any public school supported at pub 
expense or by endowment for publie use, shall mak 
any distinction as to admission or accommodation 


therein of any citizen of the United States because 
ofrace, color, nationality, or previous condition of 
servitude, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined not 
less than $500 or more than $5,000 for each offense, 
to be recovered by information filed by the district 
attorney in any court having jurisdiction, upon the, 
complaint of any person injured, one half to the use 
of the United States, and one half to the use of the. 
complainant. 7 

Bec. 2. That the offenses under this act may be 
prosecuted before any territorial, district, or cireuit 
court of the United States, having jurisdiction: of. 
crimes at the place where the offense was charged: 
to have been committed, E 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. CARPENTER. I call for the 
and nays on that question. r 
The yeasand nays were ordered. i 
Mr. POMEROY. Will not the Senátor” 
from Wisconsin point out wherein this differs 
from the amendment of the Senator from Ma 
sachusetts ? see 

Mr. CARPENTER. This amendment omits 
all regulation of churches. 7 

Mr. POMEROY. Is that all? 

Mr. CARPENTER. It puts the basis of 
Federal interference, not upon the mere fact: 
that these benevolent institutions are incor- 
porated, but upon the fact that they are sup- 
ported by taxation or endowment for public = 
use. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, 
one class? 

Mr. CARPENTER, Al. wee 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I think not,: 
if it is correctly printed in the Globe. we 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ihave not ex- 
amined the amendment. Is it subject. to the’. 
criticism that it only applies to inns and rail: 
roads that are supported at public expense? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Notataill. Itiserro-* 
neously printed if itis so. The object of this 
substitute is to base Federal interference in all? 
these institutions upon the fact that they are. 
supported at the public expense. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. The reading of the proposed’ 
substitute suggests one question to me which 
I wish to address to the Senator from Wiscon: `, 
sin. It applies to schools or colleges which 
are ‘supported by endowment, for publie 
use.’ Is the language such as to make it 
applicable to schools and colleges which have 
been endowed by private benefactions for the 
use of the public of any particular class that 
may be enumerated ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is the intention | 
of it, and [ think it does. If the endowment : 
is for public use, then the public are entitled 
to the benefit of it. ee 

Mr. SCOTT. Do I understand, then, that = 
the proposed substitute would control the 
intention of the benefactor, if he, in making 
the endowment, has made it applicable only 
to certain classes and conditions? : 

Mr. CARPENTER. No, sir, I should not” 
understand that to be an endowment fora 
public use, but for a particular and specified. 


yeas. 


More than 


_ Mr. NORWOOD. I wish to say a few words 
in reference to the question put by the Se 
ator from Kansas as to what are the differences 


between the amendment offered by the Serrator 
from Massachusetts and the amendment offered. 
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by the Senator from Wisconsin. I have exam- 
ined the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts with some care, and I have also 
Jooked into the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin; and while I do not give my 
assent to either, there are marked differences 
petween the two, which I think when properly 


understood will drive the Senare from the | 


amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts upon that of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
The first distinction, and a very marked one, 


js this: that in the amendment of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts he gives an action for per- | 


sonal damages to the party aggrieved, which 
the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
gin does not. 
sections are not numbered as they are classi- 
fied—in the second section of the amendment 


of the Senator from Massachusetts, which | 


provides— 


That any person violating any of the provisions | 


of the foregoing section, or aiding in their viola- 
tion, or inciting thereto, shall, for every such of- 
fense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the person 
aggrieved thereby. 


That is omitied in the amendment of the | 
Another marked | 


Senator from Wisconsin. 
distinction is that in the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts he seeks to confer 
upon the United States courts jurisdiction be- 
tween parties who are citizeus of the same 


State; that is to say, in the civil action which | 
he gives to the party aggrieved, the third sec- | 
tion, after reciting that the party may have |; 


his personal action, says: 


The same jurisdiction and powers are hereby 
conferred, and the same duties enjoined, upon the 
courts and officers of the United States, in the exc- 


cution of this act, as are conferred and enjoined | 


upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act to 
protect all persons in the United States in their 
civil rights, and to furnish the means of their vin- 
dication,” passed April 9, 1866.” 


Now it is very clear to any legal mind that 
under the Constitution no United States court 


can take jurisdiction of civil actions between | 


parties who reside in the same State. That 
proposition I conceive to be too clear for argu- 
ment. It needs only the presentation of it to 


any legal mind to amount to a conviction. | 


Yet the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts goes to that extent; he seeks to 


give to the United States courts the power to | 


enforce an action which a citizen of Georgia, 


for instance, who may be ejected from a hotel | 
or ejected from a car or from any other public |} 
conveyance, or who may have a right of action | 
for the violation of any of the clauses of this i} 
act, may have against another citizen of the , 


State of Georgia. 

I do not think that itis necessary to enlarge 
upon that view of this question. It is a broad 
distinction, and shows this to be an unconsti- 


tutional clause. The Federal courts can never | 
have the power, until we change the Constitu- | 
tion, to enforce any action which any party | 
who is a citizen of the State may briug against | 


a citizen of the same State. And yet while 


this act dees not say in express terms that | 
these courts shail have jarisdiction in civil) 
causes, it goes on to confer the power to take | 
jurisdiction to enforce all the preceding pro- || 


visions of this act, which cover the civil action 
as well as create the penal offense. 

That is the second marked 
There is another distinction. 
from Ma 
and district attorneys if they do not step 
forward and advocate the cause of a party 
aggrieved. If upon information received by 


The Sen: 


them they do not go forward and prosccute | 
A í 
the party who has committed the alleged | 


offense, he would impose upon thema severe 
penalty. That I consider very unjust to the 
officers of the courts. If a man has a cause, 
either civil oreriminal, it is his duty to protect 
himself. The courts are thrown open to him 
by this statute; he can go in and have his 

rosecution or his civil action; and yet the 
Senator from Massachusetts seeks to punish 


That will be found—though the || 
simply a penal offense. 


| any which I have yet presented. 
more vital importance to the people of this |! 


distinction. | 


sachusetis seeks to panish marshals t 
| have called the attention of l | 
| to this provision, and Ihave met with no one 
| vet who does not agree with me that the effect 


any district attorney or any marshal who does | 
not upon information go forward and insti- | 
tute a prosecution for the party aggrieved. | 

The fourth broad distinction, and a very | 
marked one, between the propositions is this: 
that the Senator from Wisconsin omits entirely | 
all question in reference to jurors in his amend- | 
ment. He does not seek to confer upon the | 
United States courts or upon the marshals of | 
those courts the power to select jurors. He | 
omits that question, as I understand, in the | 
amendment altogether, and he confines it | 
simply to a reference to railroads, inns, ceme- ; 
teries, and benevolent institutions, and where ! 
ever a party is aggrieved by being ejected or | 
refused admittance to any one of these it is 


But, Mr. President, there is another and a 
much greater question involved in the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. it | 
is one, in my opinion, which rises higher than | 
It is one of | 


country than any of the questions in reference 
to civil actions, or penal offenses, or damages, 
or the summoning of jurors; and that ques- 
tion is this: the fifth section of this amend- 
ment reads in these words: 

That every law, statute, ordinance, regulation, 
or custom inconsistent with this act, or making any 
discriminations against any person on account of 
color, by the use of the word * white,” is hereby | 
repealed and annulled. i 

I call the special attention of Senators to 
the language of that section. Mr. President, | 
the mover of this amendment is a man of pro- 
found learning; he is a man who has been an 
expounder of the Constitution; he has been a 
professor, I believe; in a law school; he has 
sat in this Senate for over twenty years, and 
he is to be presumed to know the force and 
effect of any words which he incorporates in | 
a bill, The Senator has announced already to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Scorr,] 
on an inquiry put a few days ago, that he 
was perfectly satisfied with his amendment as 
offered, that there was nothing that he desired 
expunged. It was supposed that he had ac- 
cepted the suggestions made by the Senator 
from New Jersey, [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, ] be- 
cause he felt that those suggestions were proper, 
and that without them his amendment would 
be unconstitutional; but he has announced 
that he is entirely satisfied with the amend- || 
ment as it now stands before the Senate. Í 
say, therefore, he must be presumed to know 
the force and effect of the language which he į 
has used in this section, and what is it? Sup- | 
pose the amendment goes into operation, what 
is its effect upon the States; what is to be its 
effect upon the State laws? It is nothing more | 
nor less than this; that in any and every State 
where there is a statute, or a law, whether it | 
be statute or not, which inhibits marriages | 
between whites and blacks, this section strikes į 
that statute or that law to the ground. 

In my State there is such alaw. I believe | 
in the State of Illinois there is such a law, and | 
so in the State of Virginia, and I apprehend | 
in the State of Ohio; and yet if this amend- | 
ment is to go into effect every such statute ! 
on those statute-books, from the time this bill, | 
if constitutional, is passed, will cease to be in | 
force; it will be absolutely void by reason of | 
the predominance of acts of Congress over i 
any State legislation. Can there be any doubt | 
ofthis? I have read this clause caretully; I | 

} 
f 
| 


several Senators | 


of passing this law would be to abolish every į 


| hood. 


; my vote upon that ground. 


i over the other. 


State jaw which inhibits marriage beween || 
whites and blacks. : H 

Now. I ask Senators if they are prepared || 
for this issue? Are they willing to vote that | 
H 
| 
t 
| 


the amendment of the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts, incongruous as it is, shall go upon 
ihis amuesty bill, and to declare to the people 
of this country that they are willing thai from 


this time henceforth there shali be no distine- 


tion in this country, uo social distinction, to 
say nothing of political distinctions, between 
the two races? 

Mr. Presideut, I am not prepared to believe 
that the Senate is willing to go to that length. 
I do not believe that there is a man here who 
does not feel the superiority of the white over 
the black race. While we accord to the latter 
political rights—and I will go the length of 
any Senator on this floor in securing the rights 
of the blacks—there is a distinction which has 
been marked by the Almighty Himself, and 
which every man in his manhood and in his 
pride recognizes, between the two races, If 
you adopt this section, what distinction be- 
tween them remains? You propose by the 
amendment, in the first place, to put the chil- 
dren together in the schools. There you make 
no distinction. There vou teach the young 
and tender mind by this association that you 
believe there is no distinction between the two 
races, ‘They grow up under that early impres- 
sion until they ripen into manhood and woman- 
You then throw open the churches to 
them. There you allow them to sit in the 
same pews. ‘The same familiar association 
continues from childhood up to manhood, and 
when they have arrived at manhood you then, 
by your statute, say that if they see fit to join in 
matrimony there shall be no impediment to it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, in his 
opening speech upon this question, took the 
bold ground, and defiantly, too, that he was 
not seeking any social equality; it was sim- 
ply “equality before the law,” an expression, 
I believe, which originated with the honor- 
able Senator. I would ask him or any other 
Senator, if the clause to which I have called 
atiention shall be enacted, what distinction 
will then exist between the whites and blacks 
in a social point of view? If they are edu- 
cated together, if they grow up together, if 
they are in familiar association all the days of 
their lives, and are allowed to marry, what 
other distinction can there be drawn of a social 
nature that the Senator from Massachusetts 
can point out? 

To my mind this amendment is exceedingly 
abhorrent; I revolt from it; and I beg that 
Senators here will consider well not only the 
other distinctions which I have drawn between 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
and that offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, but that they will consider well the 
latter amendment in reference to the question 
of marriage between whites and blacks before 
they ever commit themselves in this Senate and 
before this country to a declaration that hence- 


|| forth there shall be no distinction of race or 


color. 

I rose, Mr. President, simply for the purpose 
of pointing out at this particular time what I 
conceive to be the distinctions between the 
two amendments. I did not rise for the pur- 


| pose of discussing the merits of either amend- 
| ment itself. I may atsome other time do that. 


I think the whole amendment, every clause of 
it, as wellas that moved by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, is unconstitutional, and I shall place 
{I cannot consci- 
entiously vote for either amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I propose to 
vote for the amendment proposed by my col- 
league, and not for the Amendment moved by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. I vote for it for 
the reason that it does, in the clearest and 
most positive manner, make illegal all distinc- 
tions on account of color. The Senator from 
Georgia talks of the superiority of one race 
Whatever differences of opin- 
ion there may be in regard to that proposition, 
one thing is clear, that there should be no dis- 


i tinction recognized by the laws of the land. 


The laws of this Christian and democratic Re- 


| pablie should not, mast not recognize distinc- 


It is because this amend- 
ment strikes at this idea that I shall vote for 
i. The Senator from Georgia must remember 
that we have been moving in the direction of 


tions among citizens. 
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equality for forty years. As surely as the sun 
shall continue: to rise and set, so surely shall 
we continue in that direction until the work is 
accomplished, i 

Sir, from one step to another during the 
last forty years we have passed until we have 
arrived at this bill, which, as it seems to me, 
in.its length and its breadth covers the unset- 
tled questions. If we pass it we shall not be 
required to legislate again. But if there shall 
he any necessity for it I am for legislating ; 
for T believe it to be the first and highest duty 
of the Government of the United States to 
establish perfect equalify before the law, and 
to. maintain it with the entire power of this 
nation. It there are any States, cities, coun- 
ties, or localities in any part of the coun- 
try, any railway corporation, any classes of 
men that interpose their prejudices or their 
interests against the rights of the citizens of 
the United States, | think the power of this 
Government should be felt in vindicating the 
rights of the citizens of the United States how- 
ever and wherever assailed. 

The amendment moved by the Senator from 
Wisconsin ig in substance a bill introduced 
into the House of Representatives the other 
day by a distinguished gentleman from my 
State. I was glad when i saw that bill intro- 
duced, and I had hoped that before this time it 
would have passed the House. Then we would 
have the amnesty Dill wid a bill for civil rights 
before us, and we could pass them both at the 
same time, But, sir, | prefer the amendment 
moved by my colleague, asameuded on the sug- 
gestion of the honorable Senator from New Jer- 
sey, [Mr. Frutinciuysen, | to this amendment, 
and as the question is before us now whether 
wo will put either of these amendments upon 
the amnesty Dill, L choose to take the amend 
ment that has been pending for so many days. 
Originated by my colleague, it has been pressed 
by him with much zealand earnestness. Of 
course, if it is voted down Lehall accept the 
other, for I choose always to take what L ean get, 
but I prefer to take the whole at this time. 

[think the Scuator from Georgia and Sen- 
ators on that side of the Chamber might join 
with us, and while wo are removing the dis- 
abilities of men who committed crimes against 
their country, they might aid ug at tho sume 
tine in protecting the rights of men who have 
never committed crimes against the country, 
I would be willing to go further than the 
bill goes in favor of removing disabilities. L 
would vote for universal amnesty if the Sena- 
tors on the other side of the Chamber would 
take this amendment and pass them both 
together. If both the political parties would 
unite here in removing the disabilities of meu 
who have offended against their country, and 
in protecting the rights of the poor and the 
humble and the wronged, those who have for 
generations felt nothing but the oppressions 
of our own race and the oppressions of our 
colonial, State, and national Governments—il 
they would unite in adopting these two meas- 
ures, it would tend to the peace and harmony 
of the country, and would certainly be an im- 
mense advance from our present position. 

We are told by the Senator from Georgia 
that if we pass such a measure as this our 
children in the schools and our people in social 
life will forget the distinctions between these 
two races. I do not think the distinctions 
between, the races are likely to be forgotten 
altogether in the future. I am very sure they 
have not been forgotten in the past. ‘The 
other day when my colleague addressed the 
Senate these galleries were filled by colored 
men and women, thronging here to hear their 
rights vindicated, but there was hardiy a fali- 
blooded black man among them. We have 
heard all through these forty years about these 
great distinctions between the races, about the 
superiority of the one race overthe other, and 
yet we have seen everywhere around ue evi- 
dences that these distinctions were very often 
forgotten. : 


The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Sav.s- 
Bory]. the other day wished to carry these 
distinctions even into our last resting-places. 
That honorable Senator professes to be a mem- 
ber of a Christian church, of one of. the great 
denominations of Christians in our country, a 
denomination that has hundreds of thousands 
of white men and black men within its folds; 
and yet that Senator was apprehensive that in 
the churches, in the prayer-meetings, and in 
the resting-places of the dead the distinction 
would not be kept up between the Methodist 
white man and the Methodist black man. I 
wonder if that Senator wishes to go farther, 
if he wishes to go into the presence of his 
Maker and to have those distinctions recog- 
nized the- between the white man and the 
black man, the white Christian and the black 
Christian. 

Sir, this talk about superiority of race, 
about these distinctions in this Christian and 
democratic land, should pass away and pass 
away forever. Thank God, those distinctions 
are passing away, passing away in law, pass- 
ing away in power, passing away by force of 
public opinion. All that is high and noble 
and pure in the country is against recognizing 
these unchristian, inhumane, and undemocratic 
theories. 

I hope, sir, that the amendment proposed 
by my colleague will be adopted by the Sen- 
ate, and that we shall pass this disability bill 
with that amendment. I hope it will also be 
sustained in the other branch of Congress; 
but if it is not, we shall see where rests the 
responsibility before the country for its defeat, 

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. `I have but a 
word to say. It does not occur to me that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachn- 
sells [Mr, Sumner] is subject to the criticism 
which has been made upon it by the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Nowwoon.] The amend- 
ment as it was first introduced read in this 
wise: 

That every law, statute, ordinance, regulation, 
or custom, whether national or State, inconsistent 
with this act, or making any diseriminations against 
any porson on account of color by the use of the 
word ' white,’ is horeby repealed and annulled. 

The words ‘ national or State’' were stricken 
from the section, and 1do not understand the 
amendment as it is now presented to under- 
take to repeal or annul State legislation. ‘The 
Senator from Massachusetts and all of us will 
agree that the Congress of the United States 
cannot reach State legislation in that way, 
annulling and repealing their acts. The way 
that we reach State legislation as to subjects 
over which it is proper for the national Gov- 
ernment to tako cognizance is by affirmative 
legislation, and not by repealing State laws. I 
think any court will ceastrne this statute to 
mean that those statutes are annulled and 
repealed that the Federal Government has 
Jurisdiction over, and has the right to repeal 
and annul. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, there is 
one seciion contained in the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts which is omit- 
ted in that offered by the Senator from Wis- 
cousin to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate. I think the omission is a very 
important one. ‘The fourth section of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts declares— 

That no person shall be disqualified for service 
as jurorin any court, national or State, by reason 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude: 
Provided, That such person possesses all other quali- 
fications which are by law prescribed; and any offi- 


cer or other persons charged with any duty in the 
selection and summoning of jurors, &e. 


Now, it occars to me that if we have the 
power to pass any part of this bill, or to enforce 
any of the privileges or immunities that belong 
to citizens of the United States as such, we 
have the right to enforce the provision con- 
tained in this section. It is the right of the 
State to prescribe the qualifications of jurors, 
that they shall be householders, if you please, 


that they shall be of a certain age, that they i 


shall be tax-payers—the qualifications are dif- 
ferent in different States—bat it seems to me 
that it isa violation of the spirit and of the 
essence of the fourteenth amendment to say 
that a State may exclude a man from being a 
juror on account of his race or color ; in other 
words, while he may be required to have all 
the other qualifications that the State has the 
right to prescribe in regard to white men, yet 
that he shall not be excluded if he has those 
qualifications because of his color. I regard 
this as one of the most important provisions of 
this bill. z 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. What distinction does 
the Senator draw between our power to fix the 
qualifications of jurors in a State court and of 
judges on the State bench? 

Mr. MORTON. I am not now discussing 
the question whether Congress would have the 
right to prescribe the qualifications for being 
appointed to a judgeship in a State. I doubt 
very much whether it would. But I am now 
considering the specific case of the juror, and 
I say it is essential to the protection of the 
rights and immunities of people of all races 
that they shall not be excluded from the jury- 
box because of race. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will allow 
me to interrupt him once more, is it not equally 
essential that they should not be excluded from 
the bench on account of race or color? 

Mr. MORTON. I doubt whether there is 
any power to exclude them from the bench; 
but that question is not before the Senate. If 
a man cannot be excluded from voting in any 
State because of his race or color I doubt 
whether that can be made a test for office 
under the amendments to the Constitution, 
But it is sufficient to discuss the question that 
is now before the Senate. 

There is one State in this Union to-day 
where a man is excluded from the jury-box 
because of his color. A man of his own color 
may be on trial for crimes that affect his life, 
that affect his fortune, that affect his family, 
and yet a black man is excluded from the 
jury-box because of his color. I submit that 
that is in violation of the very spirit of the 
fourteenth amendment; and, if we have any 
power to pass this bill at all, we have the 
power to say that a man shallnot be excluded 
from the enjoyment of that right which is so 
fundamental, that right which is so vital to 
the liberty, to the equal rights, and to the pro- 
tection of the people of this country—the right 
to enter the jury-box. It has now been set- 
tled I believe—I think that is the opinion— 
that under the fourteenth amendment a man 
cannot be excluded from testifying in a court 
of justice because of his color. 1 think Ken- 
tucky has just given way upon that question. 
I believe a bill has passed one house of the 
Legislature, and perhaps both, allowing col- 
ored men to testify. It was enacted by the 
civil rights bill of 1866 that no man should be 
excluded from the witness-box in the State 
courts because of his color; in other words, it 
was his privilege, it was an immunity under 
the Constitution of the United States belong- 
ing to the citizen of the United States, that he 
should be allowed to testify, not only for his 
own protection, but for the protection of others, 
If you cannot excludea man from the witness. 
box in a State court because of hig color, I 
ask how can you exclude him from the jory- 
box on account of his color? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend permit 
me to make asuggestion? J purposely omitted 
that provision in the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts because I doubted the 
constitutionality of it. If we had the power 
to pass it I should vote for it ina moment. 
But there is the broadest possible distinction 
between our power under the fifteenth amend- 
ment to do just what we are authorized to do; 
that is, to prevent the States from making any 
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discrimination as to color in the matter of vot- 
ing, because that is expressly conferred upon 
this Government, and going a step farther 
and laying upon them an inhibition to make 
no such legislation in filling offices. The right 
to serve in the jury-box strikes me as a polit- 
ical right like that of serving on the bench. 
It is not inherent in a citizen. If it was, a 
woman would have as much right to serve in 
the jury-box as aman. A. woman is as much 
a citizen as a man, and always has been under 
this Government. The political right to be a 
judge, the political right to be a sheriff, the 
political right to be the clerk of a court, the 
political right to serve as a juror, seem to me 
to fali into the same class and belong to those 
political rights as to which the States always 
have discriminated and may still discriminate. 
The right to testify in court is undoubtedly 
one of those inherent privileges that belong 
to a citizen which the State cannot impair; 
but that is different from the political right to 
serve as a juror or judge; at least it seems so 
to me. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I ask the Senate to in- 
dulge me for a moment in reference to the 
remarks of the Senator from New Jersey, 
[Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.] I should like to call 
his attention to the fact that there is language 
used here that does not apply to congres- 
sional legislation; forinstance the word ‘‘ordin- 
ance’? could not refer to any legislation of 
Congress. It would refer to a constitutional 
provision which would be higher than the 
statutes, and this statute could not repeal any 
ordinance of the Government of the United 
States. 

Again, the word ‘custom’’ being used 
shows that it relates to the States, because 
there is no such thing as a custom in United 
States law; it is all positive law. Then come 
in State statutes and State common law, which 
shows clearly that the drawer of this amend- 
ment intended it should reach every State reg- 
ulation which prohibited marriages between 
whites and blacks. 

Mr. POMEROY. I inquired of the Sen- 
atur from Wisconsin when he introduced this 
amendment wherein it differed from the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and I understood him to state quite con- 
cisely the difference. The Senator from 
Georgia replied more at length, in which he 
said the difference among other things cen- 
sisted in this: that it repealed the law they 
pad in Georgia against the intermarriage of 
white and black people. I did not know that 
they had any such law in Georgia, but I have 
known for many years since we commenced 
the agitation of this anti-slavery struggle our 
Democratic friends were always afraid that we 
should bring about a state of things whereby 
people of one color would be allowed to marry 
those of another, and I have known them to 
go so far as to pass a law restraining them- 
selves from marrying black women. I have 
never felt the necessity of any such statute, 
{laughter,] and I think itis a sort of imposi- 
tion upon a man to place him under any such 
restraint. In any State or country that I ever 
lived in men were in the habit of choosing 
their wives and marrying them. If anybody 
wants a Jaw to restrain him on that subject, I 
do not know that I should object to his hav- 
ing it, and yet 1 never could see the necessity 
for one, 

Mr. NORWOOD. If the Senator from 
Kansas will pardon me for a moment. Twill 
say that we have such a law, and all we ask is 
to be “let alone.’ If we had the extreme 
virtue of the Senator, probably we should not 
need it. [Leughter.] 

Mr. POMEROY. I didnot understand the 
Senator, My point, however, is simply this: 
that if this amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts repeals a law that they have in 
Georgia, or any other State, on that subject, I 
do not think it should be opposed on that 


ground, for Í trust our friends there do not 
need the restraining influences of any such 
| law, and they ought not to oppose this amend- 
ment on that ground. If there are other rea- 
sons, they may be good ones, but I cannot con- 
ceive that such a reason should bea good one, 
because they ought to have the largest liberty 
in Georgia that they have in any other State, 
and it is a question of taste and choice which 
I think should not be regulated by law. 

But, Mr. President, I noticed that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wrison] in 
his reply spoke about races of men and races 
of women. I thought we had got beyond that 
question longago. I know of the human race, 
but I do not know anything about races of 
men as if it had come to pass now that men 
had different origins, that there were divers 
kinds of human beings, one descending from 
above and the other ascending from beneath. 
Why, Mr. President, I learned long since to 
regard mankind as of the human race. 
learned in my childhood that man was made 
but a little lower than the angels, not that there 
were any races of men. Ihold that every in- 
| dividual, the poorest and the weakest, is a man 
| notwithstanding, allied to immortality, and tbat 
in no sense can it be said that one is superior 
to the other; certainly not in his origin; cer- 
tainly not in his destiny, and, if anything, only 
in his attainments, only in the circumstances 
| that have surrounded him. 
| J trust thatin this country and under our 
Government at least, where all power is de- 
i rived from the consent of the governed—and 
| we have introduced every human being into 
| the governing class among us—we shall not 
| now argue for a law to restrain men from asso- 
| ciating together whom God hath made of one 
blood. I cannot conceive that this amendment 
| of the Senator from Wisconsin can be open to 
any such objection as bas been made by the 
Senator from Georgia; but, if it is open, I 
say then there should be no obstacle placed 
to its passage, because if any one in Georgia 
is suffering from a Jaw of that kind it ought 
to be repealed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not precisely under- 
stand the shape of the two amendments that 
are proposed bythe Senator from Wisconsin 
‘and the Senator from New Jersey. I am 
desirous of voting for the principle of the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I did vote for it before, but I voted for 
it inadvertently in one respect. You will 
recollect, sir, that it was on the last day before 
| the recess when the Senate was in much con- 
fusion, and I did not understand that there was 
anything in it restricting it in any way, or 
regulating public worship. If the amendment 
| of the Senator, from New Jersey frees the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 


|| setts from that altogether, I am willing to 


go for it; otherwise I shall vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
and I was in hopes the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts would accept so much of the amend- 
ment at least as freed his proposition from 
all religious restrictions. I say so, because 
I am very anxious indeed to vote to give to 
the colored people all their legal rights. but I 
| shall not vote to give any person any religious 
| rights, or to take from any person any religious 
‘rights. If there are white men so foolish as 
| to believe that it is. not right for negroes to 
worship with them, I pity them, but I shall 
not vote to deprive them of their undoubted 
right to worship s0. Tf, on the other hand, 
| there are colored men who are so foolish as to 
be unwilling to worship with white people, I 
pity the delusion, but Į respect the rights in 
each case. I shall not vote for any bill that 


religious worship, even if it compels me to vote 
| against the amnesty bill, which I should regret 
| very much. We have just putin the old House 
| of Representatives the statue of the founder 
d Ithink if I were to give a 


of our State, an 


coutains any provision which interferes with | 


| 
| 


| 


} 


! the means of their vi 


vote of that kind the great apostle of religious 
liberty would descend and animate the lifeless 
stone and walk over here to rebuke me for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Par- 
TERSON in the chair.) The pending question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
amendment reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendmentto the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I inquire if itis in orde 
now to offer an amendment to the substitute 
ofthe Senator from Wisconsin? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order to move to perfect the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
but it is not in order to amend the amend- 
ment offerzd by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
because that is an amendment to an amend- 


ment, 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin is offered as a substi- 
tute. Will there be an opportunity, after it is 
adopted as a substitute, to amend it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
in order to amend it by way of addition. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Wisconsin if it would not be bet- 
ter to put his words in the exact language of 
the constitutional amendment, 

Mr. CARPENTER. In what respect? 

Mr. ANTHONY. “Race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude.” You have some other 
words in it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If there is anything 
else let it be stricken out. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘Theword “nationality” 


s used, 

Mr. CARPENTER. I will strike that out. 
I meant to follow the language of the consti- 
tutional amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, and will do so if it is in order to amend it 
afterward. In some respects I like it better 
than the original amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ithink, if the Senator from 
Indiana will give me his attention, I can sug-_ 


I should like to.have the 


i 


gest how he can reach the object he has in 
view. If the text of the amendment offered 


by the Senator from Wisconsin be adopted it 
will be the sense of the Senate in those words, 
and will stand and cannot be amended; but a 
new and distinct proposition, which may be 
additional matter, can be offered by way of 
addition, and the Senator, if he desires to 
amend it in that way, will be in order to move 
it after its adoption. 

Mr. MORTON. I want to add the fourth 
section of the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That will be in order, if 
the substitute shall be adopted, after its 
adoption. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the vote is taken, 
I hope the Senate will pardon me if I explain 
briefly the difference between the tvo amend- 
ments. 

First, let me say a word in regardtothe way 
in which the amendment moved by me comes 
before the Senate. Even this circumstance 
has been dwelt on in this debate, and T have 
been criticised—I think not always jastly—on 
that account. Here is a memorandum made 
for me at the desk from the Journal of the 
Senate, which shows the history of this amend- 
ment. I will read it: 

“May 13, 1870. Mr. SUMNER asked and obtained 


Jeave to bringin a bill (S. No. 016) supplementary +o 
roteet all persons of the 


an act entitied “An act io p i 
United States in their civil rights, and to furnish 

ir vindication, passed April 9, 1866; 
first and second time, and re- 


which was read the 


l! ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Reported by Mr. TRUMBULL, among 


“July 7, 1870. ] 
See at and the bill indefinitely post- 


other bills, adversely, 
poned.” 
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¢ 


I would say that at the time the report was | 


made I did not notice it. I was in my seat, 


but the bill was in a bundle with other bills, | 
and did not attract attention, so that the vote | 


of the Senate indefinitely posiponing it passed; 
at least so far as I was concerned, unobserved. 
+ January 20.1871. Mr. Suxxer asked and ob- 
tained leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 1234y? — 
The same bill as before— 


“ which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

“ Fobruary 15, 1871. Reported by Mr. TRUMBULL 
adversely, and placed upon the Calendar, where it 
remained unacted upon to the end of the Forty-First 
Congress.” 

It will be observed that the Congress ended 
on the 4th of March. During the press of 
business in the last fortnight of the session the 
Senate will see that it was impossible for me 
to move the bill, and I may remind the Sen- 
ate—-they will pardon me, however, for doing 
it—that during ten days or a fortnight of that 
period I was, for the first time since I have 
been in the Senate, obliged to leave my seat 
from illness. 

“March 9, 1871. Mr. SUMNER asked and obtained 
leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 99) 7 
of the same title— 

“whieh was read twico and placed upon the Cal- 
endar.” 

I find, on referring to the Globe of that date, 
the following record: 

“Mr. Suynen, This bill has already, been twice 
reported adversely upon by tho Committee on the 
Judiciary. Ithink, therefore, it will not bo advis- 
able to refer it again to thatcommitieon, If isa very 
important bill; nothing more important coukl be 
submitted to the Senate; and D submit that Con- 
gress ought to net upon it before we go home. No 
resolution of adjournment should bo adopted until 
tho bill 1 now holdin my hand, or something equiva- 
lont to it, becomes a haw. ; ` : 

“Mr. Hanurn. What iy the title of the billy” 

Then in answer I proceeded to give not oniy 
the title, but to explain the character of the 
bill, and vindicate it at some length, conclud- 
ing with these words: 

“I boliovo that our eolorat follow-vitizens aro 
exposed to outrage which the Congress of the United 
States can arrest; aud so long as Congress fails to 
arrest this outrage the Repablican party, with 
whieh Liam associated, with whose wollure nnd sue- 
coss I am identified, must nocessarily suitor, How 
can the Republican party turn to their colored fel- 
low-citizens for their votos when they leave them to 
be insulted, as they aro now, Wheuevor they travel 
upon a railway or onter a holel? sir, Leive notice 
that shail press this bill to a vota.” 

This was March 9, I87L. Senators will 
remember that during that brief session only 
certain specilic questions were considered, 
and there was uo chance for my bill, At 
last, during this session, before the holidays, 
when the present measure of aumesty was 
under consideration, L found for the lirsi time 
a chance, Twigs had T introduced the bill, 
and on my motion it was referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee, who had twice reporied 
against it. Sir, was | to be discouraged on 
that account? No committee enjoys higher 
authority on this floor than the Judiciary Com- 
mittee; but Lhave been bere long enough to 
know that its reports do not always find favor, 
Have we not during this very session, within 
a very few days, scen that committee over- 
ruled on the apportionment question? Against 
its report the House bill was adopted. And 
if I go back to an earlier period, L remember 
a discussion lasting for weeks of great potit- 
ical importance which ended in overruling the 
unanimous report, I think, of that commitiee. 

i . rY, A 
The committee reported against the expulsion 
of Jesse D. Bright. Senators were not willing 
to necept that report, and—— 

Mr. PROMBULL. I sever reported that 
way. f 

Mr. SUMNER. 
from the commitiee against bis expulsion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. lt was nota unanimous 
report. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; then call ita 
resolution from the committee against his ex- 
pulsion, Sufice it to say there was such a 


There was a resolution | 


resolution, and other Senators who had not 
the honor of being on the committee brought 
forward a substitute, and after debate, excited 
debate, that substitute was adopted by a two- 
thirds vote, and Jesse D. Bright was expelled. 
Here was an overruling of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, not merely by a majority, but by two 
thirds, thus attesting that this committee is 
not always infallible. 

Therefore, sir, J am not without precedent 
when I bring forward an important measure 
and ask your votes, even though it have not 
the sanction of this important committee. I 
wish this measure had their sanction; but I 
do not hesitate to say that this measure is more 
important to the Judiciary Committee than 
that committee is important to the measure, 
On this occasion the committee will suffer the 
most. A measure like this, which links with 
the Constitution of the United States and 
with the Declaration of Independence, if the 
Senator from Wisconsin wiil pardon me—— 

Mr. CARPENTER, Mr. President-——— 

Mr. SUMNER. I have not finished the 
sentence. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Irise to ask why that 
inquiry is made of me. Have I criticised 
allusions to the Declaration of Independence? 

Mr. SUMNER. . I feared the Senator would 
not allow allusion to the Declaration except 
as a revolutionary document. I say this meas- 
ure, linked as it is with the great title-deeds 
of our country, merits the support not only 
of the Judiciary Committee, but of this Sen- 
ate. The Seuate cannot afford to reject it. 

Sir, Lam weak and humble; {ask nothing 
for myself; bat L know that when I present 
this measure and plead for its adoption, I am 
strong, because I have behind me infinite jus- 


j tice and the wrongs of an oppressed race. 


‘The measure is not hasty. It has been care- 
fully considered already in this Chamber, much 
considered elsewhere, considered by lawyers, 
by politicians, ay, sir, and considered by our 
colored fellow-citizens whose rights it under- 
tukes to vindicate. But at the eleventh hour 
the Senator from Wisconsin comes forward 
with a substitute which is to a certain extent 
an emasculated synonym of the original meas- 
ure, seeming to be like it and yet not like it, 
feeble where the original is strong, incomplete 
where the original is complete, petty where 
the original is ample, and without machinery 
for its enforcement, while the original ig well- 
supplied and most effective. 

That you may understand the amendment 
introduced by me, I call attention to the civil 
rights act out of which it grows and to which 
it is a supplement. That great statute was 
passed April 9, 1866, and is entitled “An act 
to protect all persons in the United States in 
their civil rights, and to furnish the means of 
their vindication.” It begins by declaring 
who ave citizens of the United States, and 
then proceeds to say: 

“Such citizons of every race and color, without 
regard to any proviouscondition of slavery or invo)- 
untary servitude, except as a punishment for crime 
whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, 


shall have the same right in evory State and Terri. 
tory in the United States ”— 


To do what? 

“to make and enforce contracts, to sue, be parties, 
and give evidence, to inherit, purchase, lease, seli, 
hold, and convey real and personal property, and to 
failand equal benefit of all laws and proceedings 
for the security of person and property as is enjoyed 
by white citizens, and shail be subject to like pan- 
ishwent, pains, and penalties, and to none other, 
any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, 
to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

The Senate will perceive that the eivil rights 
act operates not only in the national bat in the 
State jurisdiction. No one will question that. 
it operates in every national court and in every 
State court. The language is, “in every State 
and Territory in the United States.” Every 
State court is opened. Persons without distinc- 
tion of color are entitled to sue and be sued, 
especially to be heard as witnesses, and the 
colored man may hold up his hand as the white 


man. The Senator from Wisconsin would 
say possibly this was an intrusion upon State 
rights. Ido not hold it so. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I have expressed no 
such opinion as that. I have stated distinctly 
that I regard that bill as constitutional. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I trust the Senator 
will not try to charge me with anything I have 
not said for the purpose of illustrating a mere 
difference of opinion between him and me on 
a constitutional question, when I am anxious 
to support his amendment as it is, if it can be 
done without trampling on the Constitution. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; I am glad of 
the avowal of the Senator. [am glad he prom- ` 
ises to support the amendment. 

Mr. CARPENTER. [do not promise that 
as itis drawn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; he does not 
promise to support the amendment as it is 
drawn. Iamunhappy, I dare say, in my way 
of presenting the question. I wish I could 
present it so that the Senator from Wisconsin 
would find some ground on which he could give 
it his favor. But before I finish I hope, per- 
haps vainly, to produce some impression on the 
Senator, for I shall ask his attention to points 
which seem to me important. The Senator 
makes a distinction between what he calls 
political rights—that was the term | understood 
him to employ—and civil rights. The right to 
testify he denominates a political right. It is 
not so treated in this law; I never heard it so 
regarded. I think Ido not do injustice to the 


Senator 
I beg pardon, I did 


Mr. CARPENTER, 
not hear the remark. 

Mr. SUMNER. I said that I understood 
the Senator from Wisconsin to treat the right 
to testify as a political right. 

Mr. CARPENTER. No, sir; quite the 
reverse ; one of the privileges of citizenship. 
‘Lhe right to serve in the jury-box and on the 
bench is a political right. 

Mr. SUMNER. I knew there was a dis- 
tinction in the Senator’s mind. Now, I ask 
the Senator to consider what is the difference 
in character between the right to testify and 
the right to sit on a jary ? 

Mr, CARPENTER, Or on the bench. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will allow me 
to put the question in the way I prefer. I say 
nothing about the bench, and the Senator is 
too good a lawyer not to see why. He knows 
well the history of trial by jury; he knows 
that at the beginning the jurors were witnesses 
from the neighborhood, afterward becoming 
judges, not of the law, but of the fact. ‘They 
were originally witnesses from the vicinage, so 
that if you go back to the very cradle of our 
jurisprudence you find jurors nothing but wit- 
nesses, and now I insist that they should 
come under the same rule as witnesses. If 
the courts are opened to colored witnesses, I 
insist by the same title they must be opened 
to colored jurors. Call the right political or 
civil, according to the distinction of the Sen- 
ator, No matter. ‘The right to be a jary- 
man is identical in character with the right to 
be a witness. I know not if it be political or 
civil; it is enough for me that it isa right to 
beguarded by the nation, Isay nothing about 
judges, for the distinction is obvious between 
the two cases. I speak now of colored jurors, 
and I submit as beyond all question that every 
reason or argument which opens the courts to 
colored witnesses must open them to colored 
jurors. The two go together as natural yoke- 
fellows. 

But do not, sir, forget the necessity of the 
case. How can justice be administered 
throughout States thronging with colored fel- 
low-citizens unless you have them on the 
juries? Denying to colored fellow-citizens 
their place on the juries, you actually deny 
them justice. ‘his is plain, and presents a 
case of startling wrong. I am in the receipt 
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of letters almost daily from the South, com- 
plaining of the impossibility of obtaining jus- 


tice in State courts because colored fellow- 
citizens are excluded from the juries. I say, 


therefore, from the necessity of the case and i 


also from the analogy of witnesses, the courts 
should be opened to colored jurors. 1 think 
the Senator makes a mistake in striking his 
blow in the very temple of justice. He strikes 
down the safeguards of justice for the whole 
colored race; and whatis the excuse? That 
to sit on the jury is a question of polities, that 
it is a political right and not a civil right. 
Sir, I cannot bring myself to make any ques- 
tion whether it is a civil right or a political 
right; itisa right. Itisa right which those 
men have by the law of nature and by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, interpreted by 
the Declaration of Independence. The Sen- 
ator smiles. I know he smiles always when 
the Declaration of Independence is mentioned. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I smiled in approba- 
tion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well, I am very glad 
to have the Senator’s approbation. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I modify that and say 
“assent.” 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘Assent’? or ‘‘approba- 
tion,” itis welcome. Bat, sir, not content with 
striking at the colored race even in the very 
temple of justice, the Senator goes further, 
and finding an apology in the Constitution, 
insists upon an exclusion from churches which 


Petroleum V. Nasby had set up before. From | 


juries I now come to churches. The Senator 
is not original; he copies, as I shall show 


him, from a famous Democrat, who flourished | 


during the war. But before I come to his pro- 
totype, let us consider the,constitutional ques- 
tion presented by the Senator with so much 
gravity, without even the smile that plays so 
readily on his countenance. He seemed in 
earnest when he read these words of the Con- 
stitution : . 

“Congress shall make no law respecting an estab- 


lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 


thereof,” 

And then without a smile he argued that the 
application of the great political principles of 
the Declaration of Independence and of the 
recent constitutional amendments to a church 
organization incorporated by law was a viola- 
tion of this provision, and_he read from the 
work of the much venerated friend of my eariy 
life, and my master, the late Judge Story, 
expounding that provision. I do not know if 


the Senator read these words from the com- | 


mentary of that great jurist : 


“The real object of the amendment was not to 
countenance, much less to advance Mahometanism, 
or Judaism, or infidelity, by prostrating Christian- 
ity; but to exclude all rivalry among Christian 
sects” 

See, sir, what it is— 
“but to exclude all rivalry among Christian sects, 
and to prevent any national ecclesiastical establish- 
ment, which should give to a hierarchy the exclusive 
patronage of the national Government.” 
© How plain and simple! The real object was 
to exclude all rivalry among Christian sects, 
and to prevent any national ecclesiastical estab- 
lishment. ‘This was the real object. 

But ihe Senator says if Congress declares 
thatthe Declaration of Independence in its fun- 


damental principles is applicable to a church | 


organization incorporated by State or national 
authority, we violate this provision of the Con- 
stitution! You heard him, sir; I dono injus- 
tice to hig argument. —- : i 

The great jurist, Judge Story, continues in 
another place: 

“Tt was under a solemn consciousness of the dan- 
gers from ecclesiastical ambition, the bigotry of 
spiritual pride, and the intolerance of sects, thus 
exemplified in our domestic as well as in foreign 
annals, thatit was deemed advisable to exclude from 
the national Government all power to act upon the 
subject.” 

To act upon what subject? The subject of 
a religious establishment. No pretense here 
of denying to Congress the establishment of 
police regulations, if you please, or an enforce- 


i ment by law of the fundamental principles of 
|, the Declaration of Independence. There is 
nothing in this text inconsistent with such a 
law. The Constitution forbids all interference 
with religion. It does not forbid all effort 
| to carry out the primal principles of repub- 
| lican institutions. Now, sir, here is no inter- 
|| ference with religion. I challenge the Sena- 
i tor to show it. There is simply the assertion 
|| of a political rule, or, if you please, a rale of 
|i political conduct. Why, sir, suppose the 
ii manners and morals recently revealed to us 
|| by the vivid pen of one of our best writers, 
ii which prevailed in Virginia during the early 
life of Mr. Jefferson, should find a home in the 
ii churches of Washington. You may have read 
Mr. Parton’s account, that very often the cler- 
gyman reeled from the door to the pulpit; he 
reeled with intoxication while he was pronoune- 
ing the benediction, sometimes at the funeral 
i service, sometimes at the marriage service. 
li You find the account in a late number of the 
Atlantic Magazine. Suppose Congress, taking 
li into consideration the peculiar circumstances 
of such misconduct, should give expression to 
public sentiment and impose a penalty for 
! such intemperance here under our very eyes, 
| would that be setting up an established church? 
Would that be a violation of the Constitution, 
in the provision which the Senator invokes, 
i ** Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion?’ And yet in the 
case I suppose, Congress would enter the 
|| churches; it might be only in the District of 
i} Columbia; but the case shows how untenable 
is the position of the Senator, according to 
which the effort of Congress to preserve 
churches from the desecration of intemperance 
would be kindred to setting up an established 
religion. But there is a desecration as bad as 
intemperance, which I now oppose. And I 
introduce the case of intemperance only as an 
illustration. 

And now, sir, I come to the question. Sup- 
pose Congress declares that no person shall 
be excluded from any church on account of 
race, color, or previous condition, where is 
|| the interference with the constitutional pro- 
|| vision? Ts that setting up a church establish- 
i| ment? Oh! no, sir. Itis simply setting up 
the Declaration of Independence in its primal 
i| truths, and applying them to churches as to 
other institutions. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me, not for the purpose of interrupting him, 
but to come to the point? Suppose Congress 
should pass a law that in no church in this 
country should the Host be exalted during 
divine service? 

i Mr. SUMNER. The Senator knows very 
well the difference. That is a religious ob- 
servance. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not the point atvall. 

Mr. CARPENTER, (to Mr. Epmunps.) 
Give it to me. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


ui 

į 
į 
i 


I think the Senator from 
Wisconsin makes a mistake. Congress cannot 
interfere with any religious observance. Con- 
gress can do nothing to set up a religious estab- 


But the Senator 


i 
; Sir, 
| ask is that, 
| of Independence, 
| before the law everywhere, r 
| highway, in the common school, in the church ; 
| ay, sir, and in the last resting-place on earth. 
| The Senator steps forward and says ‘* No; 

| accept equality everywhere except in the 
+ church; there the Declaration of Independence 
| is powerless; there the idea of a white man's 
Government shall prevail; a church organiza- 
| tion may be incorporated by national or State 
ll authority, and yet allowed to insult brothers of 


i 


Tt can make no law respecting an 


823 


the human family on account of their skin. 
Only in the church can this outrage be perpe- 
trated; because to forbid it would interfere 
with religion and set up an establishment. ”? © 

Such, sir, is the argument of the Senator, 
and he makes it in the name of religious lib- 
erty! Good God, sir! Religious liberty! The 
liberty to insult your fellow-man on account 
of his skin! You listened to his eloquent 
argument. I felt its eloquence, but [ regretted 
that such eloquence was employed in such a 
cause. I said that he had consciously or uncon- 
sciously copied from Petroleum V. Nasby. 
Here is a letter of that renowned character, 
entitled “Goes on with his church,” from 
which I read a brief passage: 

Caurce or St. VALLANDIGUM, 
June the 10th, 1863. 

We hed a blessid and improvin time yisterday. 
My little flock staggered in at the usual hour in the 
mornin, every man in a heavenly frame uv mind, 
hevin bin ingaged all nite in a work uv mercy, to 
wit, a mobbin uv two enrollin officers. One uv em 
resisted, and they smote him hip and thigh, even ez 
Bohash smote Jahcel. (Skriptooral, wich is nessary, 
bein in the ministry.) He wuz left for dead. 


We opened servis by singin a hym, wich I writ, 
commencin ez follows: 


“Shel niggers black this land possess, 
And mix with us up here? 
Oh, no, my friends; we rayther guess 
We’ll never stand that ’ere.” 


(Laughter. ] 

Sir, Lask you if that is not the Senator’s 
speech. [Laughter.] I know not whether it 
is necessary for meto go further. Something 
more I might say. Very well, I will; the 
Senator rather invites me. 

Mr. CARPENTER Oh, certainly, go ahead. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator becomes here 
the representative of caste; and where, sir? 
In a Christian church; and while espousing 
that cause he pleads the Constitution. Now, 
sir, I have to repeat—and here [am determ- 
ined not to be misunderstood—we have no 
right to enter the church and interfere in any 
way with its religious ordinances, as with the 
raising of the Host, according to the case put 
by the Senator; but when a church organ- 
ization asks the benefit of the law by an act 
of incorporation, it must submit to the great 
primal law of this Union—the Constitution of 
the United States, interpreted by the Declara- 
tion of Independence. The Senator smiles 
again; I shall come to that by andby. When- 
ever a church organization seeks incorporation 
it must submit to the great political law of the 
land. It can have the aid it seeks only by 
submitting to this political law. Hereis noth- 


| ing of religion—it is the political law, the law 


the law of equal rights. The Sen- 
ator says no; they may do as they please in 
churches because they are churches, because 
they are homes of religion, of Christianity ; 
there they may insult on account of the skin. 
I call that a vindication of caste, and caste in 
one of its most offensive forms. Youaliknow, 
sir, the history of caste. It is the distinction 
of which we first have conspicuous record in 
the East, though it has prevailed more or less 
in all countries; but it is in the East that it 
showed itself in such forms as to constitute 
the type by which we describe the abuse. It 
is an offensive difference between persons 
founded on birth, not unlike that maintained 
among us on account of a skin received from 
birth. i 

And now pardon me if I call attention to 
the way in which that discrimination has been 
characterized by the most emineut persons 
familiar with it. I begin with the words of 
an estimable character known in religion and 
also in poetry—Bishop Heber, of Calcutta, 
who characterized caste in these forcible 
terms: 

“Tris a system which tends, more than any else 
the devil has yet invented, to destroy, the feelings 
of general benevolence, abd to make nine tenths of 
mankind the hopeless slaves of the remainder.’ 


Then comes the testimony of Rev. Mr. 
Rhenius, a zealous and successful missionary 


in the East: f 
“T have found caste, both in theory and practico, 


of justice, 
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to be diametrically opposed to the gospel, which 
inculcates love, humility, and union; whereas caste 
teaches the contrary. It is a fact, in those entire 
congregations where caste is allowed, the spirit of 
the gospel dees not enter; whereas in those from 
which, it is excluded we see the fruits of the gospel 
spirit. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him to ask whether these com- 
mentaries are read for the purpose of con- 
struing the Constitution of the United States? 
That is the only point of difference between us. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will learn 

before I am through. I shall apply them. I 
am not speaking against time, the Senator 
well knows, Another missionary, Rev. C. 
Mault, follows in similar strain : 
, “ Casto must be entirely renounced, for it is anox- 
ious plant, by the side of which the graces cannot 
grow; for facts demonstrate that where it has been 
allowed Christianity has never flourished.” 

And now, sir, let me ask you to hear the 
voice of a Hindoo convert to Christianity: 

* Caste is the stronghold of that principle of pride 
which makes a man think of himself more highly 
than he ought tothink. Caste infuses itselfinto and 
forms the very essence of pride itself.” 

Another native expresses himself as follows: 


“When God made man his intention was, not that 
they should be divided and hate one another, and 
showcontempt, and think moro highly of themselves 
than others. Caste makes a man think that he is 
holicr than another, and that he has some inherent 
virtue which another has not. It makes him despise 
all those that are lower than himself in regard to 
caste, which is not the design of God.” 

And another native uses this language: 


“Yes, we regard caste as part and parcel of idola- 
try and of all heathen abominations, because it is 
in many ways contrary to God’s word, and directly 
contrary to God himself.” 


I shall conclude these extracts with a sum- 
mary by the Rev. Joseph Roberts, from whose 
work on caste | have gathered them: 


“ We must, in every place, witness against it, and 
show that even Government itself is nurturing a tre- 
mendous evil, that through its heathen managers it 
is beguiicd into .a course which obstructs the pro- 

ress of civilization, which keeps in repulsion our 

indlier feelings, which creates and_nurses distinc- 
tions the most alien to all the cordialities of lifc; 
and which, more than any other thing, makes the 
distance so immense betwixt the governed and gov- 
ernors.”” 


These witnesses are strong and unimpeach- 
able. In caste government is nurturing a tre- 
mendous evil, a noxious plant by the side of 
which the graces cannot flourish; part and 
parcel of idolatry, a system which, more than 
anything else the devil has yet invented, tends 
to destroy the feelings of general benevolence. 
Such is caste—odious, impious, accursed, 
wherever it shows itself. 

Now, sir, I am ready to answer the inquiry 
of the Senator whether J read these as an 
interpretation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. Not precisely that; but I do read 
them to exhibit the outrage which seems to 
find a vindicator in the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, in this respect at least, that he can look 
at the Constitution interpreted by the Decla- 
ration of Independence, proclaiming the equal 
rights of all, and find no word empowering Con- 
gress to provide that in churches organized by 
law this hideous outrage shall cease. I think 
Ido no injustice to the Senator. He finds no 
power, He tells us that if we exercise this 
power we shall have an established church, 
and he invokes the Constitution. Sir, H, too, 
invoke the Constitution; mot in one solitary 
provision as the Senator does, but from its 
preamble to its last amendment, and I invoke 
the Declaration of Independence, The Sen- 
ator may smile, I know how he treats that 
great charter. I know how in other days he 
has treated it.. But, sir, the Declaration still 
lives. It has been trifled with, derided, 
insulted often on this floor, but it is more 
triumphant now than ever. Its primal truths, 
anvounced as self-evident, are more command- 
ing and more beaming vow than when first 
uttered, They are like the sun in the heavens, 
with light and warmth. 

Before I proceed further with the Declara- 


.¥ying with his associates. Wha 
argument which justifies a distinction or difference 


tion (which I shall in a moment) allow me to 
call attention to an answer by a colored fellow- | 


citizen te this whole objection of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. It is not I who speak. I 
should like to have said or written what { am 
about to read, and I think there is no Senator 
who might not be proud to be the author of it: 


“Mr. Morrtoy, we know, is 2 man of sterling worth, 
a lover of justice to all men, and the indefatigable 
supporter of the Government; yet we think his 
amendment to the civil rights bill is unnecessary. 
If churches and cemeteries are to bo excluded from 
the amendment, only partial justice will be donethe 
cause. Partial justice is injustice as partial right is 
wrong. They are absolute terms. Churches and 
cemeteries when incorporated by law should be 
governed by law, and in such instances the whim 
and caprice of a people cannot be entertained.” 

Sir, I am not saying this; it is a colored 
fellow-citizen who speaks. He proceeds: 

.* It is a baneful thing to create invidious distinc- 
tions in any government; but more especially in a 
free Republic. Tho nearness with which one man 
sits to another in a church has nothing more to do 
with his conscience’ — 

The Senator from Wisconsin seems to think 
otherwise— 
‘than the sitting in the same seat in a theater 
forms like opinions of the drama. or its actors, or 
sitting at the same table in a hotel affects tho judg- 
ment or the taste. Matters in foro conscientie are 
not the business of the Jaw. ‘The negro sits in the 
Senate, in the H. use of Representatives, in the judi- 
cial chair, in the jury-box, side by side the white man, 
What is the basis of any 


made between him and his white brother in churches 
or cemeteries? To meake a distinction in this latter 
place is the highest type of barbarism.” 

Ido not say that. It is a colored fellow- 
citizen who thus answers the objection of the 
Senator— 


“ Distinction in graveyards, justified by conscience, 
which can as easily make a fiend of a man as a God. 
It is to be feared that ere the amendments to the 
civil rights bill aro through, it will be so distorted 
that we shall scarcely be able to idontify it.” 

_Sir, is not the Senatoranswered? Is not the 
distinction clear as noonday between what is 
prohibited by the Constitution and what is 
proposed by my amendment? The difference 


between the two is as wide as between the sky- 


and the earth. They cannot be mingled. ‘There 
is no likeness, similitude, or anything by which 
they can be brought together. ‘he Senator 
opposes a religious establishment. I assert 
that there shall be no political distinction, and 
that is my answer to his argument on churches. 

And now, sir, may I say, in no unkindness, 
and not even in the spirit of criticism, but 
simply according to the exigencies of this 
debate, thas the Senator from Wisconsin has 
erred? Ifyou will listen, [ think you will see 
the origin of his error. I. do not introduce it 
here, nor should I refer to it if he had not 
introduced it himself. The Senator has never 
had an adequate idea of the great Declaration. 
The Senator smiles. Very well. Ihave been 
in this Chamber long enough to witness the 
vicissitudes of opinion on our Magna Charta. 
I have seen it derided by others more than it 
ever was by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should. like to ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts when he ever 
heard me deride it? 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will pardon 
me; Iam coming to that. The Senator shall 
know. The person who first in this Chamber 
opened assault upon the Declaration was John 
C. Calhoun in his speech on the Oregon Dill, 
June 27, 1848. He denounced the claim of 
equality as ‘‘ the most false and dangercus of 
all political errors;’’ and he proceeded to say 
that it ‘bas done more to retard the cause of 
liberty and civilization, and is doing more at 
present, than all other causes combined.” He 
then added that ‘for a long time it lay dor- 
mant, but in the process of time it began to 
germinate and produce its poisonous fruits.” 
These poisonous fruits being that public senti- 
ment against slavery which was beginning to 
make itself felt. 

This extravagance naturally found echo from 
his followers. Mr. Pettit, a Senator from Indi- 
ana, after quoting the words ‘‘ we hold these 
truths to be self evident, that all men are cre- 
ated equal’ proceeded to say: 

ZT hold it to be a self-evident lic, There is no 
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such thing.. Sir, tell me that ‘the imbecile, the dé- 
formed, the. weak, the: blurred intellect in iman is 
my equal, physically, mentally, or morally, and you 
teli mo a lie. Tell me, sir, that the slave in the 
South, who is born aslave; and with but/little over 
onc half the volume of brainattachesto the northerm 
European race, is his equal, and you:tell, what, is 
physically a falsehood. There is no 'truth in it at 


This was sajd in the Senate’ February 20, 
1854. Of course: it proceeded ona wretched 
misconstruction of the Declaration, which ‘an- 
nounced equality of rights and not any other 
equality, physical, intellectual, or moral. Itwas 
a Declaration of rights; nor more, nor'less, | 

Then, in the order of assault, followed a re- 
markable utterance from a much valued friend 
of my own and of the Senator, the late’ Rufas 
Choate, who, without descending into the same 
particularity, seems to have reached the same 
conclusion, when, in addressing political asso- 
ciates, he characterizes the Declaration of finde- 
pendence as ‘that passionate and eloquent 
manifesto of a revolutionary war, and then 
again spoke of its self evident truths as ‘the 
glittering and sounding generalities of natural 
right.” This was in his letter to the Maine 
Whig State central committee, August 9, 1856, 
In my friendship for this remarkable orator, I 
can never think of these too famous words 
without a pang of regret. 

This great question became a hinge in the 
memorable debate between Mr. Douglas and 
Mr. Lincoln in the contest for the Senutorship 
of Illinois, when the former said. in yarious 
forms of speech, that ‘the Declaration of In- 
dependence only included the white people of 
the United States;’? and Abraham Lincoln 
replied that “the entire records of the world, 
from the date of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence up to within three years ago; may be 
searched in vain for one single affirmation, 
from one single man, that the negro: was not 
included in the Declaration.” ‘This was in 
Mr. Lincoln's speech at Galesburg; October 
7, 1858. Elsewbere he repeated ‘the same 
sentiment, E 

Andrew Johnson took up the strain. After 
quoting the great words of the Declaration he 
said in this Chamber, December 12, 1859; 

“Is there an intelligent man throughout the whole 
country, is there a Senator, when he has stripped 
himself ef all party prejudice, who will-come tor- 
ward and say that he: believes that Mr, Jefferson, 
when he penned that paragraph of the Declaration 
of Independence, intended ittoembrace the Afri¢an 
population? Is there a gentloman in the Sonäto 


who believes any such thipg?”, — 5o co% 
There is not a man of respectable intelligence who 
wiil hazard his reputation upou such an assertion.” 


-All this is characteristic of the author, as 
afterward revealed to us. 

Then, sir, in the list we skip to April 5, 1870, 
when the Senator from Wisconsin ranges him- 
self in line characterizing the great iruths.of 
the Declaration as ‘the generalities. of that 
revolutionary pronunciamento? "In reply to 
myself he rebuked meand said that it was my 
disposition, if I could not find a'thing in the 
Constitution, to seek.for it in the Declaration 
of Independence, and if it were not embodied 
in the generalities of that revolutionary. pro- 
hunciamento, then to go still further. 

Thatisnotall,sir. I present this exposition 
with infinite reluctance, but the Senator makes 
it necessary. In his speech the other day he 
undertook to state himself anew with regard 
to the Declaration. He complained of me 
because I made the Constitution and the Dec- 
laration coequal, and that I added that if 
preference must be given to one it must be to 
the Declaration. To that he replied; 

“ Now, the true theory is plain?’— | ; 

Mr. President, you are to have the ‘‘true 
theory ’’ on this important question— 

“Tf the Senator from Massachusetts says that in 


doubtful cases it is the duty of a tourt or the duty 
of the Sennte or the duty óf any public officer to 


. consider the Declaration of Independenee, he! is 


right. So he must consider the whole history of this 
country; be must consider the history. of the col- 
onies, the Articles of Confederation, all anterior bis- 
tory. That isa principle of municipal Jaw, < Acon- 
tract entered into between two individuals, in the 
language of the cases, must be read in-:the light of 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


825 


ee ee 


the circumstances 


] ces that surround the parties who 
made it. Certainly 


the Constitution of the United 
States must be construed upon the same principle, 
and when we are considering a doubtful question, 
the whole former history of the country, the Dec- 
laration of Independence, the writings of Washing- 
ton and of Jefferson and of Madison, the writings 
in the Federalist—every thing that pertained to that 
day and gives color and tone to the Constitution, 
must be considered.” : 

Plainly, here is an improvement. There is 
no derision here. The truths of the Declaration 
are no longer ‘' the generalities of that revolu- 
tionary pronunciamento.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Oh yes, itis; [stand 
by that. 

Mr. SUMNER. The 
that. Very well. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I glory init. I glory 
in all the history of that revolationary period, 
our revolutionary fathers, our revolutionary 
war. Itisthe Revolution that I make my stand 
upon. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then, as the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Epmunps] remarks, the Sena- 
tor should give some effect to what he glories 
in. Lhope he will not take it all out in glory. 
I hope he will see that a little of itis trans- 
fused into human rights. 

Mr. CARPENTER. AJl that is consistent 
with the express provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ishall cometo that. The 
point is that the Senator treats the Declaration 
of Independence as no better than the writings 
of Washington, of Jefferson, of Madison, the 
Federalist, and everything that pertains to that 
day. Itis only partand parcel of the contem- 
porary history, of no special consequence, no 
binding character, not supreme, but only one 
of the authorities, or at least one of the wit- 
nesses by which we are to read the Constitu- 
tion. Sir, is it so regarded by Congress, or 
at least is it so regarded by the committee 
of this body under whose direction is printed 
whatis known familiarly as the ‘* Constitution, 
Rules, and Manual?” Here is the little vol- 
ume to which we daily turn. I find that the 
first document is the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, preceding the Constitution. Sir, it pre- 
cedes the Constitution in time as it is more 
elevated in character. ‘Fhe Constitution isa 
machine, great, mighty, beneficent. The Dec- 
laration supplies the principles giving charac- 
ter and motion to the machine. ‘The Consti- 
tution is an earthly body, if you please; the 
Declaration is the soul. The powers under 
the Constitution are no more than the hand 
to the body ; the Deciaration is the very soul 
itself. But the Senator does not see it so. He 
sees it as no better than a letter of Jefferson 
or Madison, or as some other contemporary 
incident which may help us in finding the 
meaning of the Constitution. 
ator will not encounter many read 
themselves in the isolation he adopts. It was 
not so regarded by the historian who has de- 
scribed it with more power aud brilliancy than 
any (ther, Mr. Bancroft. After setting forth 
what it contained, he says: 


“This immortal State paper. which for its com- 
poser was the aurora of enduring fame, was ‘the 
genuine effusion of the soul of the country at that 
time,’ the revelation of its mind, when in its youth, 
its enthusiasm, its sublime confronting of danger, 
jt rose to the highest creative powers of which man 
iseaprble. The bill of rigbts which it promulgates 
js of rights that are older than human institutions, 
and spring from the eternal justice tbat is anterior 
to the State.” 


Then, again, the eloquent historian says: 


“The heart of Jefferson in writing the Declara- 
tion, aud of Congress in adopting it, beat for all 
humanity; the assertion of right was made for the 
entire world of mankind and all coming generations, 
without apy exception wh 


atever, for the proposi- 
tion which admits of exceptions can never be self- 
evident.” 


How different is this from the letters and 
writings with which it is associated by the 
Senator! ‘Ihe historian proceeds: 

“OF universal principles enough is repeated to 
prove that ‘America chose for her own that system 
of polities which recognizes the rule of eternal jus- 
tize; and independence is vindicated by the appli- 


cation of that rule to the grievous instructions, laws, 


Senator stands by 


ĮI think the Sen- | 
y to place j 


ana sole: prooceding froi the king in the exercise of 
is prerogauiy i 
a E E a 
_ The vivid presentment of this State paper, 
in its commanding character, like an ordinance 
for mankind, above all other contemporary 
things, shows its association with our great 
national anniversary. 

“The nation, when it made the choise of a day 
for its great anniversary, selected not the day of the 
resolution of independence, when it closed the past, 
but that of the declaration of principles on which it 
opened its new career.” 

Shall I remind you, sir, of that famous let- 
ter by John Adams to his wife written on the 
historic day? He tells her in words quoted 
annually with pride, this day forevermore will 
be celebrated with rejoicings of all kinds, with 
the ringing of bells in the morning, with the 
firing of cannon, with orations, and every ex- 
pression of satisfaction and gratitude, And 
yet that Declaration annually celebrated, placed 
on the forefront of our statute-book, placed in 
the forefront of the rules for our guidance in 
this Chamber, that triumphant Magna Charta 
is to be treated as ‘‘the generalities of a rev- 
olutionary pronunciamento,” or at best as of 
no more value than the letter of a contempo- 
rary statesman. Sir, the Senator misconceives 
the case, and there, allow meto say to him, is 
his error. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to say that 
I did not say any such thing; but that is prob- 
ably immaterial. 

Mr. SUMNER. Has the Senator a right 
to say so to me? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I certainly have a 
righ to say that I did not say that. 

Mr. SUMNER, If the Senator rises to 
interrupt me—— 

Mr. CARPENTER. If you will allow me. 

Mr. SUMNER. I allow the Senator any- 


thiug. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. PONE- 
Roy in the chair.) Does.the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. CARPENTER. He says he will allow 
me to do anything, which I suppose will allow 
me to make a remark. The Senator under- 
stood me to say, at least I said, in construing 
the Constitution you must 


must look to all the contemporary history of 
that day. Did I say there was no difference 
in the different documents? Did I say that 
no more importance was to be attached to the 
Declaration of Indepen 
of Madison or Washington? No, sir, 
no such thing. 

Mr, SUMNER. Very well; 
shall speak for himself. 
and you shall hear what he said before: 


“Certainly the Constitution of the United States 
must be construed upon the same principle.’ 


That is, as a contract entered into between 
two individuals, 

“And when we are considering’ 

What ?— 
“a doubtful question, 


I said 


the Senator 


the whole former history of 
the country, the Declaration of Independence, the 
writings of Washington and of Jefferson and of 
Madison, the writings in the Federalist, everything 
that pertained to that day and gives color and tone 
to the Constitution must be considered.” 

I am happy in any word of respect the Sen- 
ator vouchsafes for the Declaration. I am 
happy in it because the claim of equal rights 
stands on the Constitution interpreted by the 
Declaration of Independence. ; 3 

This brings me again to the main question. 
We have the Constitution from the preamble 
to the signature of George Washington, and 
then we have our recent amendments, all to be 
interpreted by the Declaration, which says: 

“ We hold these truths to be self-evident. that all 
men are created equal; that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain inalienable rights: that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit © 
happiness.” 

5 PE $ 

Unquestionably the Constitution supphes the 
machinery by which those great rights are 
maintained. I say it supplies the machinery ; 


undoubtedly look | 
to the Declaration of Independence as you | 


dence than to a letter | 


He has spoken now, 


i 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


fi consider w 


| 
| 


| on this discussion following 


| On a former 


i friendly way. & 


but I insist againat the Senator, and against 


| all others, that every word in the Constitution 


must be interpreted by these primal, self-evi- 
dent truths; not merely in a case that is doubt- 
ful, as the Senator says, but constantly and 
always, so that the two shall perpetually go to- 
gether, as the complement of each other; but 
the Declaration has a supremacy grander than 
that of the Constitution, more sacred and 
inviolable, for it gives the law.to the Consti- 
tution itself. Every word in the Constitution 
is subordinate to the Declaration. 

Before the war, when slavery prevailed, the 
rule was otherwise, naturally, but as I have 
already said, the grandest victory of the war 
was the establishment of the newrule by which 
the Declaration became supreme as interpreter 
of the Constitution. Take, therefore, avy 
phrase in the Constitution, take any power, 
and you are to bring it all in subordination to 
those lofty primal truths. Every power is 
but the agent by which they are to be main- 
tained; aud when you come to those several 
specific powers abolishing slavery, defining 
citizenship, securing citizens in their privi- 
leges and immunities, guarding them against 
any denial of the equal protection of the laws, 
and then again securing them in the right to 
vote, every oue of those safeguards must be 
interpreted soas best to maintain equal rights. 
Such I assert to be constitutional law. 

Sir, I cannot see it otherwise. I cannot see 
this mighty Magna Charta degraded to the level 
of a casual letter or an item of history. Why, 
sir, it is the baptismal vow of this Republic ; 
it is the pledge which our fathers took upon 
their lips when they asked the fellowship of 
mankind as a free and independent nation. 
It is loftier than the Constitution, which is a 
convenience only, while this is a guide. Let 
no one smile when it is invoked. Our fathers 
did not smile on the great day. It was with 
them an earnest word which opened the way 
to victory and to that welcome in the buman 
family with which our nation has been. blest. 
Without these words what would bave been 
our Declaration? How small! Simply a dis- 
solution of the tie between the colonies and 
the mother country; a cutting of the cord; 
that is all. Ab! it was something grander, 
nobler. It was the promulgation of primal 
truths not only for the good of our own people, 
but for the good of all mankind. Those truths 
can never die. Itisfor us to see that they are 
recognized without delay in the administration 
f our own Government. i 
Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I had 
no thought of participating further in this 
debate; and it so happens that {am in a con- 
dition of health to- day rendering it very un- 
comfortable for me to speak at all, Bat I 
am determined that whatever the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] may reproach 
me with, he shall never be ableto taunt me by 
saying, “ I have piped unto you, and you have 
not danced.” As often as that Senator calls 
upon me I shall pay my respects to him. 

The speech of ihe Senator to-day has been 
a most remarkable performance. I entered 
his banner. L 
have always favored the principles of his 
amendment. Before the recess I declared 
that L would not vote for the amnesty bill 
unless it shoald contain a provision securing 
the rigbts of the colored men of the South. 
occasion, while this bill was 
I went to that Senator in a 


under debate, 
nd pointed out to him the diff- 


| cultjes I experienced in regard to two provis- 
Í ions of his amendment; 
i relating to churches; 


one, the provision 
the other, that which 
fications for jurors in State 
to him that I desired to sup- 
n and requested him to 
hether he could not modify his 
amendment in these respects. We had sev- 
eral interviews upon the subject, and he finally 
determined that he could not. Very weil; the 
Senator had a perfect right so to conclude ; 


prescribed quali 
courts. I stated 
port his amendmen 
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and since the adoption of the thirteenth amend- 
ment, which abolishes slavery inside as well 
as outside of this Chamber, 1 had as perfect 
aright to conclude that I could not support 
his amendment as it was drawn. The other 
day I submitted to the Senate my views upon 
the subject. 

I trust I expressed myself with becoming 
modesty upon thatoccasion. 1 came not erack- 
ing whips over other men’s shoulders; nor did 
I attempt to enforce or invoke party discipline 
against reluctant consciences; I appealed to 
no one’s prejudice or passion; but stated, as 
clearly as I could, the two propositions con- 
tained in the Senator’s amendment in regard 
to the constitutionality of which I entertained 
doubts. Referring to his provision in regard 
to churches, I stated that I was not certain 
thatit was unconstitutional; but that I doubted 
its constitutionality, and ventured to suggest 
that it was not well to trench upon even doubt- 
ful ground in framing a great enactment like 
this. I desired to secure some practical end. 
I thought a bill steering clear of these objec- 
tions would be more likely to receive a two- 
thirds vote, which is necessary to pass this 
amendment to the amnesty bill. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts does not seem to be very anxious to 
secure civil rights unless it can be done in a 
way that will strike at the vital provisions of 
the Constitution. The dish of civil rights, in 
his estimation, is tasteless unless it be flavored 
with some unconstitutional ingredient. ‘Chat 
seems to give it to his taste what epicures call 
the “game flavor.” A bill which does not 
provoke some one’s fears that it is violative 
of the Constitution cannot in his opinion be 
very beneficial to colored citizens. If our 
colored citizens have no more respect for the 
Constitution than the Senator from Massa- 
cbusetts has exhibited in this debate, then 
may God have mercy upon the Constitution 
and upon the people of this country, If the 
voting element of four millions of our people 
are indifferent whether they follow the general 
principles of the Declaration of Independence 
or the express, precise provisions of the Con- 
stitution, when the two may happen to be in 
conflict, then, sir, we have fallen upon evil 
times, and the future is big with ills to our 
people. 

Let it be remembered, the difference be- 
tween the Senator and myself is only in regard 
to the constitutional power of Congress to pass 
a certain law. Whether or not we possess the 
constitutional power to say that all churches 
shall open their doors and administer the com- 
munion to citizens of the United States with- 
out respect to color, though a particular church 
may bo organized upon the creed that only 
men of certain race have souls, are subjects of 
moral responsibility, and are therefore entitled 
to partake of sacraments ; this is the question. 
I do not vindicate nor justify any such exclu- 
sive creed, but the question between the Sena- 
tor and myself is whether a church organized 
upon this exclusive creed can be overhauled 
by enactment of Congress, can be compelled 
to furnish its communion table to persons 
whom it believes not entitled to admittance 
thereto. 

Let it also be remembered that as soon asit 
be conceded that the political power may inter- 
vene to promote the interests of true religion 
the groundwork of religious freedom is gur- 
rendered. No Government ever interfered 
except in the interest of whatit assumed to be 
the interest of true religion. It is upon this 
assumption alone that different sects have per- 
secuted each other. Fagots have always been 
lighted round the martyr to shed the light of 
truth upon heresy and error, I fully concur 
with the Senator that any church which denies 
its rites, ceremonies, and Sacraments to any 
true believer on the ground of color dishonors 
the Master in whose name it professes to act. 
But the precise question is, whether the Sena- 
tor and myself, being in Congress, have any 


constitutional power to enforce our theory 
upon those who may conscientiously differ 
with us? 

In regard to this power I doubt and hesitate; 
and how does the Senator from Massachusetts 
endeavor to remove those doubts? Why, sir, 
he comes into this Chamber and elects me as 
his principal opponent. I, who agree with him 
as tp what is desirable, professing my entire 
willingness and anxiety to go with him to the 
utmost extreme proposed by him, if it may be 
done without violating the Constitution; 1 am 
treated like a heathen Chinee, an utter bar- 
barian in politics, and the Senator has hurled 
at me denunciation more sweeping and bitter 
than he has attered in regard to those who 
have announced in this Chamber that they 
would not support even the amnesty bill, much 
as they desire its passage, if it should be made 
to contain anything like that Senator’s pro- 
posed amendment. 

I have listened toa three hours’ speech from 
the Senator, full of ridicule, denunciation, 
misrepresentation, everything but argument, 
everything but an elucidation upon the con- 
stitutional doubts which I entertain and have 
frankly expressed to the Senator. Why did 
the Senator pass this golden opportunity to 
enlighten my darkness in regard to the Con- 
stitution, and devote hours to glorifying the 
Declaration of Independence which I revere 
as much as he does? Mainly, I judge—for 
that was the final drift of his speech—to 
revive the recollections of a discussion by him 
and myself more than a year ago, which seem 
to have rankled in that Senator’s bosom from 
that day to this. Then we were discussing the 
constitutional power of Congress to shackle 
the constitutional power of a State by what 
were at that time styled ‘‘ fundamental con- 
ditions. ”? 

The Senator made a speech in favor of such 
power of Congress; and I understood him to 
maintain that such power, if not found in the 
Constitution, might be derived from the Dec- 
laration of Independence, or from the phrase 
“BH pluribus unum.” In an extempore reply 
delivered by me upon the conclusion of his 
remarks, l treated those sources of congres- 
sional power in a tone of pleasantry, or per- 
haps of raillery; the only reply which I thought 
such a speech merited. ‘This I suppose it was 
that gave the Senator mortal offense. That a 
young Senator like myself should have the 
audacity to exhibit mirth in his august pres- 
ence, and indulge in raillery ata Senator whose 
locks had whitened in the public service, was 
more than his heart could endure. After four- 
teen days of wrath{ul meditation the Senator 
came into the Senate and arraigned me for 
having spoken, in myreply, of the Declaration 
of Independence as a revolutionary pronun- 
ciamento. ‘The deep wound inflicted upon that 
Senator’s vanity by my irreverent mirth ig 
manifested by the fact that, at this late day, 
the Senator has returned to the theme, and 
rearraigned me in a set speech for the acci- 
dental use of what he deems an inappropriate 
adjective. 

Let us see for a moment the full extent of 
my offending. If that Declaration was, in 
truth and in fact, a revolutionary*pronuncia- 
mento, then I committed no offense in calling 
it such. Our fathers had assembled in Con- 
vention representing the whole people, to de- 
clare a separation of the colonies of America 
from the Crown of England. In the Declara- 
tion itself they declare— 

‘A decent respect to the opinions of mankind 
required that they should declare the causes which 
impeiled them to the separation.” 

In other words, their Declaration professed 
to be a pronunciamento in relation to what 
they were then doing. Now, sir, what were 
they then doing? Were they not. organizing a 
revolution against the Crown of England? Do 
we not refer to that period as the American 
Revolution? Do we not call the men of that 
time our revolutionary fathers? Do we not 


call Washington and those who followed him 
our revolutionary leader and soldiers? Do not 
acts of Congress style those men revolutionary 
soldiers? Have we not to this day a stand- 
ing committee of this body on revolutionary 
claims? Is it not our highest boast that, when 
the oppressions of England became intolera- 
ble, our fathers took up arms to throw off 
that galling yoke? Then, sir, the Declaration 
was a pronunciamento of a revolution; or, to 
transpose the words, it was a revolutionary 
pronunciamento. And yet, sir, the accidental 
use of this adjective in an extempore speech 
has rankled in the Senator’s heart these many 
months, and brought him back here to-day to 
rearraign me upon the same subject. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him just there? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator talks of “ re- 
arraigning.”” He knows very well that in his 
speech the other day he referred to that inci- 
dent himself. I had forgotten it; ithad passed 
out of my memory; but he revived it. Now, 
as to raillery, I give the Senator free permis- 
sion to rail at my locks just as much as he 
chooses; but do not rail atthe Declaration of 
Independence. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Nor at the Constitu- 
tion of your country, which you have sworn 
to support. Letus join hands and stop railing. 
I never will speak disrespectfully of the Decla- 
ration of Independence, and do not you disre- 
gard the Constitution. 

Mr. SUMNER. Never. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then we will go to- 
gether, hand in hand, in support of every pro- 
vision of your bill which does not conflict with 
the Constitution. 

But to return, as I have already said, the 
only difference between the Senator and my- 
self relates to the constitutionality of that pro- 
vision of his amendment which requires all 
churches to open their doors and share their 
privileges without distinction of color, without 
discriminating between Mahometan and Jew, 
Chinaman, Indian, or negro. If this bill shall 
pass, and if it be constitutional, then the 
churches can make no exclusion, draw no dis- 
tinction, provided—— 

Mr. SUMNER. They can make no dis- 
tinction ‘on account of color.” They may 
exclude a Mahometan, if you please. 

Mr. CARPENTER. But if you talk about 
Mahometans, they mostly have some color. 
If so, they might slip through on Muhometan- 
ism, but they would be canght on color, which 
would come to the same thing. 

The only question between the Senator and 
myself relating to the constitutional power of 
Congress to enact his amendment, how ought 
that Senator to have treated this difference of 
opinion? Certainly with a candid and decent 
respect for the doubts of others. A great 
leader of a dominant party, aware that one of 
its members entertained an honest scruple, 
ought certainly with kindness and forbearance 
to have dealt with the doubt, and condescended 
to illumine the’darkness of a weak brother’s 
mind. Has the Senatorperformed that duty? 
Has he attempted to remove those doubts? 
Has he pointed to any provision of the Con- 
stitution which makes this power clear? He 
has read letters from missionaries in the Bast 
Indies. He has inveighed against the absurd- 
ity of caste anywhere, and especially in the 
church; and then he has charged me with 
being the vindicator of caste, although he 
knew that I had never referred to the subject. 

Mr. President, did the heat of debate ever 
carry a Senator into more unfounded, unjust 
accusation? Why, sir, the Senator knows I 
would support his amendment even in this 
respect if satished that Congress possessed 
such a power; bat does it follow from my 
doubting the power of Congress to prevent a 
certain evil that I am in favor of that evil, 
and am its champion? Does not the Senator 
see and feel that he has wholly misrepresented 
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me? Why, sir, if the Senator can show me 


the power, I am ready to go with him to the | 
utmost limit of his amendment; and so Ihave | 
He has j 


assured him over and over again. 
made my doubts the subject of ridicule, but 
has not condescended to dispel them. 

The Senator has done me the honor to say 
that Petroleum V. Nasby is my prototype in 
this constitutional discussion. In this respect 


the Senator has the advantage of me; he has | 
touched me upon a point where I cannot give | 


him a Roland for his Oliver. J cannot men- 
tion his prototype in constitutional discussion, 
because he has none. 


by asserting that the Constitution has nothing 
to do with the subject ; that it means something 
or nothing as shall be determined by the Dec- 
laration of Independence. 


Why are Senators not required on coming | 


to their seats in this Chamber to take an oath 


to observe the Declaration of Independence? | 


Senators arc required to take an oath to sup- 


port the Constitution, which indicates that in | 


all their official conduct the Constitution is to 
be the supreme rule of their action. 
Now, sir, to bring the real issue between the 


Senator and myself down to the comprehen- | 


sion of the commonest understanding, take this 
case: suppose after availing yourself of all the 
means of information which can shed a light 
upon the Constitution, you are satisfied that 
the Constitution forbids you to do a certain 
thing, and yet you believe that the general 
principles of the Declaration of Independence 
would authorize its being done ; now the ques- 
tion is whether you are bound to obey the Con- 
stitution which you have sworn to support, or 
are at liberty to follow the general principles 
of the Declaration of {ndependence, though in 
conflict with what your conscience tells you 
the Constitution requires? This is the pre- 


cise question between the Senator and myself. | 


Its clear statement is a sufficient argument; 
and I am willing to refer this question to an 
intelligent people. The Declaration of Inde- 
pendence was adopted July 4, 1776. It had 
all the force and efficacy from that time which 


it has to-day. It is well known that in the | 


Convention which adopted the Constitution 
there was great contrariety of opinion. Many 
favored, but a majority opposed a government 
modeled upon the British monarchy; and yet, 
upon the theory of the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts, that the Declaration of Independence | 
was and is a supreme rule of construction, it | 
was wholly immaterial what form of goyern- | 
The Declara- | 
tion was before them a consummated fact, | 


ment that Convention adopted. 


controlling the Constitution itself. 

Again, it is conceded on all hands that 
under the articles of Confederation the Con- 
gress possessed no powers except those which 
were expressly granted. And the deficiency 
of the Articlesof Confederation in this respect 
led to the adoption of the Constitution. If the 
Declaration of Independence furnishes a su- 
preme rule of construction for the present 
Constitution, then, of course, it d 
thing for the Articles of Confederation; and 
the Constitution giving enlarged powers to the 
General Government was wholly unnecessary ; 


because the Declaration of Independence must | 
have enlarged the Articles of Confederation | 
as much as it does the provisions of the Con- | 


stitution. 1 cannot forbear expressing my 
astonishment that any man laying the slightest 
claim to being a lawyer or a statesman should 
contend for a doctrine which is condemned by 
the whole history of the country not less than 
by the express provisions of the Constitution, 

If the Senator does not mean to say thet 
when the provisions of the Constitution are in 
conflict with the expressions of natural right 
found in the Declaration of Independence the 
Constitution is to be disregarded, and those 
general expressions are to be heeded, then the 


He is the first, and as i 
I love the Constitution, I trust the last of a : 
school of constitutional debaters who begin | 


id the same | 


| 


i 
i 
i 


| 
| 


i 
} 
$ 
| 


i 
i 
i 


|| greater portion of his speech to-day is wholly 


irrelevant to the question before us. 

The second provision in the Senator’s amend- 
ment, as to the constitutionality of which I 
expressed a doubt, relates to the qualification 
of jurors in the State courts. We have already 
provided that in selecting jurors for the Fed- 
eral courts no distinction of color shall be ob- 
served. Therefore, as regards those courts, 
the Senator’s amendment is wholly unnéces- 
sary. Now the question is whether Congress 
has the power to prescribe qualifications for 
the jurors in the State courts, or to provide 
that the States shall not, in this particular, 
discriminate between races and colors. This 
is another point presented by the Senator’s 
amendment as to which I doubt the power of 
Congress. 

Upon this point the Senator refers to the 
civil rights bill, which provides that colored 
men may be witnesses in courts of justice; 
and the Senator challenges me to point out 
the difference between the power of Congress 
to provide who shall be witnesses and who 
shall be jurymen. ; 

It is manifest from the Constitution, and 
especially from the late amendments of that 
instrament, that a broad distinction is made 
between the privileges which belong to every 
citizen as a citizen, whether male or female, 
and those political rights as to which the Con- 
stitution recognizes the right of a State to dis- 
criminaie between its citizens. By the laws 
of some of the States a juror must be a citizen, 
a witness need not be; a juror must be a male 
citizen, twenty-one years of age, a witness need 
be neither. Thus the distinction between a 
juror and a witness may be extended ad 


| infinitum. 


Now, siz, the present inclination of my judg- 
ment is that Congress has no more power to 
determine the qualification of a juror in a 
State court, than it has to determine the qualifi- 
cation of a judge for the bench of a State 
court. To call a witness is the right of a 
party to a cause pending; and to swear in 
one’s own behalf in the proper case is, in my 
judgment, one of those privileges of a citizen 
which a State may not, under the fourteenth 
amendment, abridge. The Senator seeks to 
ignore the distinction which I think exists 
between those privileges which are incident 
to American citizenship, which no State under 
the fourteenth amendment, may abridge, and 
those political rights or franchises which a 
State, even since the fourteenth amendment, 
may grant or deny to its citizens at pleasure. 
Turn to the fifteenth amendment, which pro- 


i vides— 


“The right of citizens of the United States to vote 
shall not be denied or abridged by the United States, 
or by any State, on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude.” 

I am not positive, but my recollection is that 
when this amendment was originally intro- 
duced in Congress it read that ` the right 
of citizens of the United States to vote aud 
hold office shall not be denied,” &c.; but on 


“that point I am not certain. 


Mr. SUMNER. It did. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is my recollec- 
tion. If so, the provision securing the right 
to hold office was stricken out of the amend- 
ment. Congress at that time was not pre- 
pared to say by an amendment of the Consti- 


‘tution that the States might not deprive a 


citizen of the right to hold office for such rea- 
sons or upon such grounds as might seem 
satisfactory to the State. 

Now, Mr. President, my highest ambition is 
to imitate the Senator from Massachusetts ; 
and | intend to be as unfair toward him as he 
has been toward me. He and I disagree in 
regard to the power of Congress to prevent the 
observance of color and caste bya so-called 
Christian church; and thereupon he has de- 
nounced me as the champion and vindicator 
of caste iu the churches. 


Now, sir, by way of } 


H 


i 


| 


illustrating to that Senator the injustice of his 


i remarks toward myself, let me demand of him 


to know why he does not shape his amendment 
so as to provide that colored citizens may sit 
upon the bench as well as in the jury-box of 
the State courts ; and in humble imitation of 
the justice and fairness which he has exhibited 
to me, I charge him with being the colored 
man’s enemy in omitting to provide by his 
amendment that colored men may sit upon the 
benches of the State courts. 

I could not vote for such a provision, be- 
cause I do not believe the Constitution con- 
fers any such power upon Congress. But, sir, 
the Senator from Massachusetts is not tram- 
meled by the Constitution. He ascends into 
the higher, serener, more general atmosphere 
of the Declaration of Independence. “Asa 
man thinketh in his heart, so is he.” As I 
recognize the Constitution ‘‘a guide unto my 
steps, ? Iam excused from voting for a pro- 
vision which I think the Constitution does not 
authorize me to vote for. But the Senator 
from Massachusetts acknowledges no such 
vulgar limitation. With him the Declaration 
of Independence is a supreme rule for constru- 
ing the Constitution. It declares “all men 
are created equal.” Therefore all men have 
an equal right to be judges of State courts 
of justice. s 

This principle, which, according to the Sen- 
ator, and quoting from his former speech, is 
tt written between the lines of the Constitu- 
tion,” overrules all State constitutions and 
statutes, and opens the bench of the State 
courts to colored as well as white citizens. Ñ 
therefore charge the Senator from Massacnu- 
setts with being the colored citizen’s enemy, 
in this, namely, thathe does notby hisamend- 
ment provide that the colored citizen may sit 
upon the bench of the State court as well as 
in its jury-box. It may be said this is injus- 
tice toward the Senator from Massachusetis. 
I admit it. Iam trying to imitate that Sena- 
tor, and to be as unjust toward him as he 
has been toward me, hoping thus and thereby 
to open his eyes to the injustice he has done 
me. 

It may be said that the Constitution does not 
confer upon Congress the power to prescribe 
the quatifications of State judges, or prescribe 
who shall sit upon the benches of the State 
courts. I admit this; but the Senator from 
Massachusetts recognizes no such limitations 
upon the powersof Congress. No such vulgar 
scruples are felt by him. He basks in the 
sublimer light of the Declaration, which recog- 
nizes no artificial distinctions such as those 
between judges and jurymen. And I state the 
case thus strongly aud unjustly against the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, hoping to inspire in 
him a slight sense of justice when speaking of 
other men. 

The fourteenth amendment recognizes a dis- 
tinction betweén the privileges of a citizen 
which a State may not abridge, and the polit- 
ical right of a citizen to vote which a State may 
not deny on account of “race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude,” but may deny 
on all other grounds, and the political right to 
hold office, which the State may deny upon 
such grounds as to it may seem fit. 

Turn to the fourteenth amendment, to illus- 
trate : 


“No State shall make or enforce any law which 
shali abridge the privileges or immunities of a citi- 


zen of the United States.” 


Now turn to the second section of that 
amendment: “ Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to 
their respective numbers, &c., but when the 
right to vote, &e., shall be denied, &c.,"? tae 
basis of representation shall be reduced accord- 
ingly. Here, in the text of the fourteenth 
amendment, the distinction is drawn between 
those privileges which pertain to every citizen, 
and which no State may abridge, and the polit- 
ical right to vote which may be abridged by a 
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State, with certain prescribed consequences to 
follow. 

Turn now to the fifteenth amendment, which, 
as originally offered, provided: 

* The right of citizens of the United States to vote 
and hold office shall not be denied,” &c. 

The words ‘‘and hold office’’ were stricken 
out in Congress, and the provision, as it now 
stands, was submitted to be ratified by the 
States, and wasratified by them. Striking out 
the words “and hold office’? changed the 
amendment in this respect; so that a restraint 
is now laid upon the States to exclude any 
citizen from the right to vote on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude ; 
while no restraint is laid upon the States to ex- 
clude citizens from holding office on these or 
any other grounds. It is useless to follow the 
subject further. A plain statement of the 
difference between the Senator and myself is 
all the argument necessary to be submitted to ! 
an intelligent people. 

Let me add.one word. The Senator from 
Massachusetts cannot by denunciation, or 
otherwise, drive me one step from the line 
of conduct which my judgment commends. 
He cannot by denouncing me as a secession- 
ist, a champion of State rights, a disciple of 
John C. Calhoun, force me into the Demo- 
cratic party. Nor can he, by brandishing his 
whip, compel me to support any measure of 
his which my reason convinces me is in con- 
flict with the Constitution, Nor shall that 
Senator, by throwing a lasso around my 
throat, compel me to vote for what I deem to 
be unconstitutional, or to accept the alterna: | 
tive of voling against provisions which, ia my | 
opinion, are authorized by the Constitution, 
and galled for by cireumstances. To obviate 
this cmbarrassment I have offered a substitute 
which embraces every provision of the Sena 
tor's amendment which IL consider to be con- 
stilutional, This substitute | shall vote for, 
because | believe it to be constitutional and 
called for by the cireumstances under which 
we are compelled to act. 

Mr. President, in conelnsion let me say the 
Senator's denunciation will not drive me away 
from supporting the principles of his amend- 
ment. The full extent of that amendment I 
cannot support; but all its practical features 
1 believe to be within the coustitutional power | 
of Congress to enact. L have therefore em- 
bodied them in the substitute for that amend- 
meat which I have offered. 

Mr. SUMNER. May l suggest to the Sen- | 
ator as a mode of getting the judgment of the 
Senato ou the two points to which he has called | 
attention, that he should move to strike out | 
from my amendinent, first, the words relating 


juries? I suggest that as a more convenient 
woy of arriving at the judgment of the Senate 
on (hose points one by oue, instead of taking 
them all together, as the Senate will have to do 
on the substitute of the Senator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. [think the more con- 
venient way to get at the real difference be- 
tween us is to vote on this substitute. That 
presents fairly and squarely the differont views 
we entertain, and J think if the proper way to 
present them. 

Mr. SUMNER. One word in reply. You 
have heard the Senator, Has he been just to 
me? ‘fhe Senator says in his seat he meant 


to be. 
Mr. CARPENTER. No; I said I did not 
I stated that when I was up. 


mean to be. 
He did not mean to be. I 


Mr. SUMNER, 
think it is very clear that he was not. 

‘The Senator insists that I am willing to dis- 
regard the Constitution. On what ground can 
the Senator make any such assertion? Does 
he suppose that his oath is stronger with him 
than mine with mo? 

Mr. CARPENTER, 
me to answer him? 


Mr. SUMNER, 


Will the Senator allow 


Certainly. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I assume that for the 
reason that when we come here to discuss a 
constitutional question, the power of Congress 
to do a certain thing, the Senator flies from 
the Constitution and goes to the Declaration 
of Independence, and says that is the source 
of power. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator ought to know 
very well that I have never said any such thing. 
The Senator proclaims that. I fly from the Con- 
stitution to the Declaration, which J insist isthe 
source of power. I now yield the floor again, 
and ask the Senator when 1 said what he asserts. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is only restating 
the whole subject over again. Here the other 
day, when we were speaking of nothing but 
the two instruments as grants of power to Con: 
gress, the Senator said that the Declaration 
was coUrdinate in authority with the Coustitu- 
tion. What did he mean by that? I supposed 
he used the word in the ordinary acceptation, 
and if be did, he meant to say that the Decla- 
ration was a coUrdinate grant of power. 

Mr. SUMNER. Just the contrary, Mr. 
President. Senators will bear me witness. I 
appeal to you all. I said just the contrary, 
Repeatedly J said that in my judgment the 
Declaration of Independence was not a grant 
of power; but I said that it was coequal with 
the Constitution, the one being a grant of 
power, and the other being a sovereign rule of 
interpretation. That is what 1 said; and now 
the Senator, iu the face of my positive words, 
notheeding them atall, although they are found 
in the Globe, vindicates himself by putting in 
my mouth what J never said or suggested, and 
then proceeds to announce somewhat grandly 
that L set the Constitution at naught. 1 chal- 
lenge the Senator again to point out one word 
that has ever fallen from my lips during my 
service in this Chamber to sustain him in bis 
assertion, { ask him to do it. He cannot. 
But why this imputation? Is the oath we 
have all taken at that desk binding only on 
him? Does he assume that he has a monop- 
oly of its obligations; that other Senators took 
it with levity, ready to disregard it, or at least 
that L have taken it so? Such seems to be 
the assumption ; at least it is his assumption 
with regard to me. 

Now, I tell the Senator, and I beg him to 
understand it for the future, that L shall not 
allow him to elevate himself above me in any 
loyalty to the Constitution. Willingly do T 
yield to the Senator in all that he can justly 
claim of regard and honor. But 1 do not 
yield precedence in that. service where if he 
does not magnify himself he belittles me. 

I have served the Constitution longer than 


| he has, and with such fidelity as I could com- 
to churches, and then the words relating to | 


mand. [have served it at moments of peril, 
when the great principles of liberty to which 
l have been devoted were in jeopardy; I have 
served it when there were few to stand by me. 
In upholding that Constitution uever did I fail 
at the same time to uphold human rights. 
That was my supreme object; that was the 
ardent aspiration of my soul. Sir, I know 
how often 1 have failed, too often 3 but I know 
that I never did fail in devotion to that Con- 
stitution for the trac interpretation of which 
I now plead. The Senator speaks without 
authority, and he must pardon me if I say 


with levity, when he makes such an allegation | 


against one whose record for more than twenty 
years in this Chamber is ready to answer him. 
I challenge him to point out one word ever 
uttered by me to justify his assault. He can- 
not do it. He makes his onslaught absolutely 
without one tittle of evidence. 

Sir, I have taken the oath to support the 


Constitution, but it is that Constitution as J | 


understand it. [nother days, when this Cham- | 


ber was filled by intolerant slave-masters, [ 
was told that I did not support the Constitu- 
tion, as i have been told to-day by the Senator, 
and I was reminded of my oxth. In reply 1 
borrowed the language of Andrew Jackson, 
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and said that often as I had taken that oath, 
I had taken it always to support the Constitu- 
tion as I understand it; and it is so now. Sir, 
I have not taken an oath to support the Con- 
stitution as the Senator from Wisconsin under- 
stands it, without its animating soul.. Sir, my 
oath was to support the Constitution as inter- 
preted by the Declaration of Independence. 
The oath of the Senator from Wisconsin was 
different; and there, sir, is the precise diver- 
gence between us. Heswore, but on his con- 
science was a soulless text. I am glad that 
my conscience felt there was.something more. 

The Senator must hesitate before he assaults 
me again for any failure in devotion to the 
Constitution. J put my life against the life of 
the Senator; I put my little service, humble 
as it is, against the service of the Senator; I 
put every word uttered by me in this Chamber 
or elsewhere against all that has been said by 
the Senator; and the world shall pronounce 
between us on the question he has raised. If 
I have inclined in favor of human rights, if I 
have at all times insisted that the national 
Constitution shall be interpreted always so that 
human rights shall find the greatest favor, 
I have committed no error. I may have erred 
in the judgment of the Senator, but I know that 
I bave noterred in the judgment of the Ameri- 
can people; and here I put myself upon the 
country to be tried. ? 

Sir, on that issue I invoke the sentiments 
of mankind and of posterity when all of us 
have passed away. {know it will be written 
then that the national Constitution is the 
charter of a great Republic dedicated to Human 
Rights, dedicated at its very birth by the Dee- 
laration of Independence, and that whoever 
fails to enlarge and ennoble it by that interpret- 
ation, through which human rights are most 
advanced, wiil fail in his oath to support the 
Constitution; ay, sir, fail in his oath! 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, those of 
us who have not participated in this very inter- 
esting debate are now compelled to choose 
between two propositions, each of which is 
designed to carry out the same object. The 
amendmeut submitted by the Senator from 
Wisconsin is a single section punishing asa 
crime, to be prosecuted as a crime in the name 
of the United States, the denial of certain 
rights and privileges. On the other hand, the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts contains five or six carefully 
prepared sections. J have examined 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. TI shall take but little 
time; but I will yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thereare some executive 
communications that deserve attention, and 
this debate cannot be terminated to-night. I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After thirty-two minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, 
and (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, February 5, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burrer, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order is the call of the States 
and ‘Territories, beginning with the State of 
Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for reference to their appropriate 
committees, and not to be brought back by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures are in order for printing and 
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reference. The morning hour begins at four | 
minutes past twelve o’clock. 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. LYNCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1391) to provide for the satisfaction of claims 
dueto certain American citizens for spoliations 
committed on their commerce prior to the year 
1800; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. WILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1343) supplementary to an act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the ninth 
census; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

S$. P. JOCELYN. 

Mr. POLAND introduced abill (H. R. No. 
1344) for the relief of S. P. Jocelyn; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committeeon Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FISHERY INTERESTS OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. BUFFINTON presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of Massachusetts in relation 
to the fishery interests of that Commonwealth ; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF PROVIDENCE RIVER. 

Mr. EAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1345) for the improvement of navigation in 
Providence river, aud to establish a light- 
house at Pyramid Rock; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE HARRIS. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1346) for the relief of Catherine Harris; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OATHS Of IMPORTERS. 

Mr. MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1847) to authorize State officers to adminis- 
ter oathsand affirmations to importers; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I desire to have the bill 
read at length. 

The bill was read at length, and was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. BELL. 

Mr. MERRIAM also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1348) for the relief of James A. Bell, 
of Dexter, in the State of New York; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to | 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE ACT. 

Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1849) to amend section one hundred and ten 
of the internal revenue act, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS OF WAR OF 1812. 
Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 1350) to amend an act entitled an “Act || 


granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812, and the widows of 
deceased soldiers,” approved February 14, 
1871; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Pensions and War of 1812, and ordered to | 
be printed. 


JOUN PAINE. | 

Mr, KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. | 
No. 1351) for the relief of John Paine; which | 
wus read a first and second time, referred to i 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be | 
printed, 


FRANCIS MOORE, 


Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1852) for the reiief of Francis Moore; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JENNIE E. SAVAGE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1858) for the relief of Jennie E. Sav- 
age; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

SARAH PUGH. 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1854) granting a pension to Sarah Pugh, widow 
of George Dreher, deceased, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions aud War of 1812, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE W. BRADLEY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1855) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Bradley; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1856) for the 
relief of George W. Bradley; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HOFFMANN. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1857) for the relief of Charles Hoffmann, 
late lieutenant of company E, seventy-eighth 
regiment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL C BOGGS. 

Mr. McJUNKIN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1358) for the relief of Daniel C. Boggs, 
late second lieutenant of company G, fourth 
regiment Pennsylvania volunteers ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREKDMEN’S BUREAU. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1359) abolishing the Bureau of Refugees, 
Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands, and pro- 
viding for the freedmen’s hospital in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Freedmen’s Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 4, WELCH. 


Mr. HANDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1360) authorizing and instructing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay William A. 
Weich, deputy United States marshal. $481 65 
for services rendered the Government 1n | 
taking the eighth ceusus for Randolph county, 
in the State of Alabama ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LAND PURCHASERS. 

Mr. HANDLEY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1861) to relieve innocent pur- 
chasers of lands entered in accordance with 
an act of Congress approved August 4, 1854, 
in the State of Alabama; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAY ST. LOUIS. i 

Mr. PERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1362) for the coustraction of a public building 
at Bay St. Louis, Mississippi; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com: | 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SETTLEMENT OF PUBLIC LANDS, ETC. 
Mr. PERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. : 
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No. 1363) tọ provide for the settlement of the 
public lands, to encourage industry, create 
school fund, to educate and elevate the. con- 
dition of our laboring population, and to in- 
crease the productive resources of the United 
States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WRITTEN OPINIONS OF LAW OFFICERS. 


_ Mr. BINGHAM introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 95) relating to heads of Depart- 
ments or bureaus calling upon their solicitors 
or ap assistant attorney general for written 
opinions; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JULINA WOOTEN. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1864) granting a pension to Julina 
Wooten; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRIENDSHIP LODGE, OF TRENTON, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1365) for the relief of Friendship Lodge, 
No. 22, of Trenton, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL B. DAVIS. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1866) to place the name of Samuel B. 
Davis, late a corporal in company C, eight- 
eenth regiment indiana volunteers, on the 
pension roll at the rate of full disability, from 
and after the 4th day of March, 1866; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 


i| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


ordered to be printed. 
REBECCA G. SHAW, 


Mr. VOORHERS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1367) for the relief of Rebecca G. 
Shaw, mother of John A. Shaw, late a private 
inthe eleventh regiment of Indiana volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, with 
the accompanying papers referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES 0. WOOD. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1868) for the.relief of Charies OQ, 
Wood; which was read a first aud second 
time, with the accompanying papers referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TYPE AND OTHER PRINTING MATERIALS. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bili 
(H. R. No. 1869) to abolish all duties and im- 
posts on type and other printing material, and 
aliso to abolish all duties and imposts on all 
articles used in the manufacture of type and 
other printing material, and to place the same 
on the free list; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1870) for the relief of the heirs 
of William A. Grabam; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL WILLIAM C. KISH. 

Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1371) granting a pension to Colonel William 
C. Kise; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 


| 
| Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
i 
1 


ANDERSON W. SCOTT. 
Mr. SNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


|| 1872) to place the name of Anderson W. Scott 


| on the pension-roll ; which was read a first and 
| second time, referred to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensious, and ordered to be printed 
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CHANGE OF LOCATION OF BANK. 


Mr. SNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1873) to change the location of a bank; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

JUSTUS F. JONES. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1874) to grant a pension to Justus F. 
Jones, late a private in company E, seventh 
Towa infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTIES TO VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1375) to provide for the payment 
of an allowance of $100 to the volunteers 
accepted under the President's proclamation 
of May 3, 1861; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1876) for the better protection 
of the Indian tribes and their consolidation 
under a civil government to be called the ter- 
vitory of Oklahoma; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF GRANTS OR CLAIMS OF LAND. 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1377) to repeal an act entitled An act for 
the survey of grants or claims of land,” ap- 
proved June 2, 1862; which was read a first 
aud secoud time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MISSOURI CLAIMS. 


Mr. COMINGO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1378) referring elaims of loyal citizens of the 
State of Missouri to the commissioners ap- 
pointed under act of Congress approved March 
3, 1871, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. : 


MEMPHIS AND KANSAS CITY, BTOC., RAILROADS, 


Mr, COMINGO also introduced a bill (I. 
u No, 1370) to declare the Memphis and Kan- 
saa City, and the Kansas City and Missouri rail- 
roads military and post roads, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIVE OF MISSOURI CITIZENS. 

Mr. COMINGO also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1380) for the relief of certain citizens 
of the counties of Jackson, Cass, Bates, and 
Vernon, in the State of Missouri; which wag 
read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM SHUMATE, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, introduced a bill 
(i. R. No. 1881) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Shumate, a soldier of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER WARTOUR. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R, No. 1882) for the relief of Alexander Mc- 
Arthur, of the city of Corunna, in the State of 
Michigan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’GINNISS. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1883) for the relief of James Me- 
Ginniss; which was read a first and second 
time, referredto the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 


SUIP-CANAL, TEXAS. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1384) providing for a survey fora 
ship-canal from the waters of Galveston bay 
to Sabine lake, Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL, OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1885) for the removal of the 
legal and political disabilities of certain citi- 
zens of the State of Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN CLEGHORN. 


Mr. ORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1386) 
for the relief of John Cleghorn, late register 
of the land office at Sioux City. Iowa; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1887) for the relief of Lucas, O’Brien, Dick- 
inson, and other counties in the State of Iowa; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. COTTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1388) to authorize the construction and main- 
tenance of a bridge over the Mississippi river 
between Carroll or Whitesides county, Ilinois, 
and Jackson or Clinton county, Iowa, and to 
establish the same as a post road; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. SAWYER. Icall for the reading of 
the bill just introduced. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr, RANDALL. I rise to a privileged 
question. I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of introducing and passing a 
bill to remove the political disabilities of all 
persons included by the classes of persons 
therein designated. 

Mr. MONROE. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that motion, as several gentlemen, 
including myself, desire to introduce bills. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend 
the rules is in order on Mondays sixty minutes 
after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SAWYER. I waive my call for read- 
ing of the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. Corrox,] and asle that the 
bill be printed and referred. 

The SPHAIKER. ‘The morning hour has 
expired, and the gentleman cannot now waive 
the call because another question is engaging 
the attention of the House. The billon which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] moved to suspend the rules will be read. 

The bill, which was read, provides for the 
removal of the political disabilities imposed 
by the third section of the fourteenth article 
of amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States from all persons included by 
the following designated classes to whom dis- 
abilities attach by reason of participation and 
implication in the late rebellion, after having 
taken an oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States in connection with and as 
part of their oaths of office, to wit: all per- 
sons who took such oaths as postmasters, or 
clerks of postmasters, as United States mar- 
shals, and deputy or assistant United States 
marshals, judges of probate and judges of 
other courts of inferior jurisdiction in any 
State, and the clerks and other officers of 
such courts; clerks and registers of equity 
courts; and masters and examiners in chan- 
cery; sheriffs and deputy sheriffs, justices of 
the peace, all municipal officers, including 
the mayor, aldermen, and other officers of any 


city, town, or village; commissioners of roads | 


and revenues; constables and all other execu- 
tive and administrative officers who were by 
law elected to office prior to the rebellion by 
the people of any city, county, town, village, 
or. parish, the general duties of whose office 
were restricted in their purpose to such city, 
county, town, village, or parish; but the bene- 
fits of this act are not to extend to any per- 
sons, although included by the above specified 
classes, who resigned their seats as members 
of Congress, or as officers of the Army or 
Navy, and afterward joined the rebellion; nor 
to persons who voted for an ordinance of 
secession while members of a convention of 
any State which adopted such ordinance. 

Mr. PERCE. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania whether this 
removes the disabilities from any but those 
included in the bill passed by this House, 
which is now pending in the Senate? 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not remove nearly 
as many. It applies to those persons elected by 
the people of their respective counties, towns, 
parishes, and villages to office, and where, 
before they entered upon the discharge of 
the duties of their offices, they were compelled 
to take an oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States. ‘The bill, as far as I ean 
learn, is entirely unobjectionable. It applies 
to those who in point of fact had no agency in 
bringing about secession. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. J think it is objection- 
able in the proviso, 

Mr. RANDALL, That is the only way in 
which we can get it through. 

Mr. CONGER. Willthe gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this bill provide that 
nll of these persons shall take a new oath of 
allegiance ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not. 

Mr. CONGER. Does it provide for their 
making any application to be relieved from 
these disabilities ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Tt does not. I have no 
objection if the gentleman will indicate the 
amendment which he would desire to make for 
that purpose. I wish the administration of 
affairs in the southern States to be in the hands 
of intelligent people, of men who, as it were, 
at the time were innocently dragged into the 
rebellion. 

Mr. CONGER. Task that the first part of 
the bill be again read. 

Mr. COX. Let the bill be read through, so 
the House may exactly understand what it is. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand the gentle- 
man gives way to me for the purpose of offer- 
ing an additional amendment in the nature of 
a proviso. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will hear the amendment 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That all persons relioved by 
this act shall take an oath of allegiance to the United 
States before the clerk of the United States district 
court in which said persons reside, and said oath 
shall be filed in said court, 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to accept- 
ing that proviso as a part of the bill if the gen- 
tleman from California will modify it so as to 
provide that the oath of allegiance may be 
mailed to the United States court and filed 
there, because otherwise it might require any 
one of these persons living in remote districts, 
and far away from the United States court, to 
go to the district court of the United States 
for the purpose of filing his oath of allegiance. 
Let the oath of allegiance be mailed and filed 
and the gentleman’s object will be fully accom- 
plished. 

Mr. SARGENT, 
tion of the proviso. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I accept the amend- 
ment as modified as a part of the bill. 

The question recurred on suspending the 
roles and passing the bill as modified. 


I agree to that modifica- 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 
98, noes 38. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the Constitu- 
tion require the yeas and nays on this bill, 
requiring, as it does, a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, but only 
requires that the Journal of the House shall 
show that two thirds voted for the passage 
of the bill, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill (H. R. No. 
1889) was introduced and passed. 


ALASKA FUR-BEARING ANIMALS. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and the bill (H. R. No. 
1342) supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing 
animalsin Alaska’’ be passed. 

The bill, which was read, provides in the 
first section that the Secretary of the Treasury 
be authorized to appoint one agent and three 
assistant agents, who shall be charged with the 
management of the seal fisheries in Alaska, 
and the performance of such other duties as 
may be assigned to them by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The agentis to receive ten dol- 
lars per day; one assistant agent, eight dollars 
per day; and two assistant agents, six dollars 
each per day while so employed; and they are 
also to be allowed their necessary traveling 
expenses in going to and returning from Alaska, 
for which expenses vouchers are to be pre- 
sented to the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury; such expenses, however, are not 
to exceed in the aggregate $600 each in any 
one year. And the agents are never to be inter- 
ested, directly or indirectly, in any lease of the 
right to take seals, or any proceeds or profits 
thereof, either as owner, agent, partner, or 
otherwise. The second section authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to erect a dwelling 
upon each of the islands of St. Paul and St. 
George for the use of the agents, the cost of 
both dwellings not to exceed $6,000. The 
third section empowers these agents to admin- 
ister oaths in any cases relating to the service 
of the United States, and to take testimony in 
Alaska for the use of the Government in any 
matter concerning the public revenues. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. J ask permission 
to say a very few words in explanation of the 


ill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks unanimous consent to make some remarks 
in explanation of the bill. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER,. This bill has been 
before the Committee on Commerce, and is 
recommended, I believe, unanimously by that 
committee. It has been drawn by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. The necessity for its 
passage grows out of the fact that the agents 
of the Treasury, who take care of the seal- 
fishery interests of the United States, which 
are now about three hundred and seventeen 
thousand dollars ayear, must be on the ground 
ona given day which falls in May. They can- 
not reach their destination in time unless they 
reach San Francisco to take a certain ship. 
The necessity for passing the bill now grows 
out of the fact that they cannot reach their | 
posts unless we pass this bill authorizing them | 
to go speedily. The bill, as I have said, was | 
drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury, and | 
J trast there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the gentleman yield | 
to me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether any new offices are created, 
or if there is any change in existing laws? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Thereisnochange ; 
in existing law. ‘The only change is tbat it | 
authorizes three assistants, who are deemed, | 
and doubtless are, absolutely necessary. { 


Mr. SARGENT. There is nothing affecting 
the rights of the persons interested in the seal 
fisheries? | 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. There is not. 

_ The roles were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the bill was read three 
times, and passed. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 
Mr. COX. Iam instructed by the Commit- 


tee on the Rules to report back, with the |} 


recommendation that it be adopted, the fol- 
lowing resolution, designed to facilitate the 
business of the House: 


Resolved, That the following be added to the rules 
of the House: X 

Rute —. Whenever the seats shall have been 
drawn no proposition shall be in order for a second 
drawing during the same Congress: Provided, That 
this rule shall not apply to the Forty-Second Con- 
gress. 


Mr. POLAND. Imove to amend by striking 
out the proviso. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How does this come up? 
Is it a report from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; itis areport from 
the Committee on the Rules. 

Mr. COX. Idemand the previous question. 

Mr. BIRD. I hope the previous question 
will not be seconded. 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question there were—ayes 75, noes 76. 

Mr. KILLINGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and the Speaker ap- 
pointed Mr. Cox and Mr. STARKWEATHER. 

Mr. BANKS. This is a privileged ques- 
tion, which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] can report at any time. I hope 
he will withdraw it to-day, so that we may 
transact some other business that is necessary. 

Mr. COX. I will say that this resolution is- 
introduced to-day for the purpose of facilitating 
business. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 86. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. [offer the follow- 
ing amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That the Clerk of the House do 
forthwith place in a box the name of each member 
and Delegate of the House of Representatives writ- 
ten upon a separate slipof paper; that he then pro- 
ceed, in the presence of the House, to draw fromthe 
said box, one at a time, the said slips of paper, and 


as each seat is drawn he shall announce the name 
of the member or Delegate upon it, who shall choose 
his seat for the present Congress: Provided, That 
before said drawing shall commence the Speaker 
shall cause each seat to be vacated, and shall see 
that every seat continues vacant until itis selected 
under this order, and that every seat, after having 
been selected, shall be deemed forfeited if left unoc- 
eupied before the calling of the roll is finished. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I offer that asa 
substitute, and will leave out the words ‘‘pro- 
vided further.’’ I move the previous question. 

Mr. BIGGS. Would it be in order to move 
to lay that on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It would. | 

Mr. BIGGS. I make that motion. — 

Mr. POLAND. Irise to a question of 
order. Is this amendment in order to a prop- 
osition to establish a standing rule of the 


House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to 
rule it in order. 

Mv. STARK WEATHER. I call the pre- 
vious question on the substitute I have offered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt 
whether the amendment can be offered as a 
substitute. The gentleman now proposes to 
offer it as a substitute for the resolution of the 
Committee on the Rules, and the Chair has 
doubts as to the practicability of his doing so. 
The proposition of the committee is to make a 
standing rule of the House, with a proviso. 
The gentleman can move a farther proviso. 
and then it would be clearly in order; but 
where there is a proposition pending to es- 
tablish a rule of the House the Chair doubts 
if a substitute proposing that a certain thing 
shall be done, which will be exhausted with its 
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Mr. STARKWEATHER, Then I will sub- 
mit my motion, in the form in which I first 
offered it, as an additional proviso. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains it 
in that form. There can be no doubt but that 
it is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As a substitute for the 
report of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. No; but as an additional 
proviso. There is now a proviso to the reso- 
lution that this proposed rule shall not apply 
to the Forty-Second Congress, and the gentle- 
man offers the further proviso, which is, that 
for the Forty-Second Congress there shall be 
an immediate drawing. The Chair has no 
doubt that that is in order. 

_Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move the pre- 
vious question upon the resolutionand amend- 


ment. k 
_ Mr. BIGGS. I move to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
78, noes 82. . 

Mr. BIGGS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brees and 
Mr. Dickey were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 89, noes 99. 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. HALDEMAN called 
for the yeas and nays. 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON-——THE FISHERIES. 


The SPEAKER. Some three weeks ago 
liberty was granted to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to make 
acertain report from his committee merely 
for reference, and this is the last day on which 
he can make that report. As the matter now 
before the House seems likely to occupy much 
time, the Chair asks that by unanimous con- 
sent it be laid aside until the gentleman from 
Massachusetts can submit his report. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. BANKS. Treport back from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, without amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. 488) to carry into 
effect the provisions of the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, signed in the 
| city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, 
relating to the fisheries. 

Upon consultation with gentlemen of sev- 
eral of the leading committees of the House, 
I move that the bill be printed, and inade the 
special order for the third Tuesday in March, 
after the morning hour, and from day to day 
thereafter until disposed of. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Would it not 
be well to fix some time to which the general 
debate shall be limited? 

Mr. BANKS. I would not like to limit it 
now. I will make it as short as possible. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think we had 
better limit it now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark 
that the business of the Committee on Appro: 
priations cannot conflict with this measure, as 
the rules can always be suspended to go into 
Committee of the Whole on their bills by a 
majority of the House. 

Mr. Baxxs's motion was then agreed to. 


CUNDURANGO. 


Mr. BANKS. I havea proposition which 
I think will heal the differences in the House 
upon this vexed question which is now before 
it, and that is, I present the correspondence 
of the State Department in relation to * cun- 
durango,” and ask that it be laid upon the 
table, and printed. [Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Itwill take 
a stronger drug than that to do it. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Would-it-be in order to 
ask for the reading of that correspondence? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman caa read 
it in print. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 
The House resumed the consideration of 


execution, would be in order. 


| the report of the Committee on the Rules, 
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the pending question being upon the motion 
of Mr. Bicas, to lay the whole subject on the 
table, upon which the yeas and nays had been 
ordered, 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cannot the gentle- 
man who offered this resolution withdraw it? 
The SPEAKER. By general consent he 
an. 
Š Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cannot the mover 
withdraw it anyhow? 
The SPEAKER. He cannot, as it is the 
report of a committee. i f 
The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 94, nays 104, not voting 
41; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Arthur, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, James 
G. Blair, Bright, James Brooks, Bullinton, Burch- 


ard, Burdett, Bonjamin F, Butler, Campbell, Conger, | 


Cox, Crossiand, Davis, Dunnell, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Charles Koster, Frye, Gartield, Garrett, Golladay, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Handley, Harmer, Harper, 
George B, Harris, Hay, John W. Hazleton, Hooper, 
Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, MeHen- 
ry, Mckee, Mercur, Merriam, Moore, Morphis, 
Niblack, Packard, Packer, Isane ©, Parker, Bli 
Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Price, Randall, 
Read, Kdward Y. Rice, Elis H, Roberts, Roosevelt, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Sheilabarger, Shorwood, 
Slater, Stoss, Worthington C. Smith, Spragno, Ste- 
vengon, Stoughton, Talfe, Lorry, Thomas, ‘Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Van Trump. Wakeman, Waldron, 
Wallace, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Wil- 
liams of Tudia, John T, Wilson, Winchoster, and 
Wood—O4. , 

NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Avorill, Barnum, 
Bell, Boveridge, Bigby, Bird, George M. Brooks, 
Buektey, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Carroll, 
Wiliam $, Clarko, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Comiugo, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Critehor, 
Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Hames, 
awards, Kidridge, Farwell, inkelnburg, Wilder 
D. Foster, Gols, dlancock, Hanks, Havens, Lawiey, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Hereford, Herndon, Hib- 
bard, How, Holman, Houghton, Ring, Lamport, 
Lansing, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Maynard 
MeClotland, McCormick, Metrew, McLlutyre, Me- 
dunkin, MeNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F, Meyers, 
Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parkor, Peck, Pondleton, 
Raines, John ML Rice, William R. Roberis, Robin- 
son, Rusk, Sargent, Sessions, Sheldon, Shober, Sto- 
eam, John A. Smith, Snapp. Thomi J, Speer, Mark- 
weather, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, Strong. Suther- 
jand, Washington Townsend, ‘Turner, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, Walls, Warren, Whit- 
thorag, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and YoungI04, 

NOT VO'UING-~Mossrs, Amos, Arsher, Barry, 
Braxton, Ceecly, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Bliott, 
Horker, IHoury D. Coster, Goodrich, Halsey, Ham 
bleton, John 't, Harris, Sil, Kellogg, Kendall, Kin- 
solla, Loneh, Lynch, MeCrary, Melxinney, Mitebell, 
Perec, Aaron I Perry, Potter, Prindle, Ritehio, 
Mogers, ycolold, Shoctwaker, H. Boardinan Smith, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, St. John, Swann, Sypher, 
Dwishe ‘Cownsend, Tathil, and Williams of New 
York—{1, 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

Mr, VAN TRUMP. Is it inorder to move 
to postpone the further consideration of this 
subject to some future day % 

ToeSPEAKIIR, ft is. 

Mr VAN TROAMDP. Then I move that it be 
postponed to Wednesday nexe at three o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that in order pending 
the call for the previous question? 

Mr STARKWEATHER. I called the pre- 
vious qnestion before the motion to adjourn 
was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stands cor- 
rected: the question is upon seconding the 
providus question, which must be disposed of 
vefore the motion to postpone will be in order, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 would ask, if gentle- 
men can hold out long enough, whether they 
can filibuster out this session? 

Mr. PETERS. Y desire to move that the 
rules he so suspended as to pass a resolution 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. NIBLACK. There are several gentle- 
mien absent from the Houge—— 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Is 
order? 

The SPEAKER. -Etis not. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. “Would-it be in order 
to move that the House now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Thea I make that 
motion. f s 

‘Mr, STARKWEATHER. I suppose those 


debate in 


į tion valid ang binding, as well as having been sanc- 


gentlemen who are desirous of introducing 
bills for -reference — 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
not debatable. ` 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. PLATT. Isnota motion to postpone 
tbis subject indefinitely in order under the 
rules of this House? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indi- 
cate the rule under which he desires to make 
his point? ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is the forty-second 
rule, fixing the order of motions. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read that 
rule, 

The Clerk read the forty-second rule, as 
foliows: 


“ When 2 question isunder debate, no motion shall 
be received but to adjourn, to lic on the table, for 
the previons question, to postpone to a day certain, 
to commit or amend, to postpone indefinitely; which 
several motions shall have precedence in the order 
in which they are arranged ; and no motion to post- 
pone to a day certain, to commit, or to postpone 
indefinitely, being decided, shall be again allowed 
ou the same day, and at the sume stage of the bill 
or proposition.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will per- 
evive that the motion for the previous question 
takes precedence of the motion to postpone. 

My. PIETERS. [move to suspend the rules 
in order to pass a resolution I have sent to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPHAKER. That motion takes prece- 
dence. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Of the call for 
the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The call for the previous 
question is made under the rules. The gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Perers] moves to 
suspend all rules, so as to pass a resolution 
which he has indicated. 

Mr. CONNER. Irise to a parliamentary 
inguiry, On a matter involving simply a ques- 
tion uf convenience, sech as drawing for seats, 
are not the territorial Delegates entitled to a 
vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprchends 
that, under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, they arenot. {Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Maine (Mr. Perens ] moves that 
the Lfouse suspend the rales and adopt the 
resolution which will be read. 


VALIDITY OF CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteonth amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States having been ratified by the number 
of Stato Legislatures necessary to make their adop- 


tioned by the most significant popular approval, the 
highest. patriotism and most enlightened publie 
policy dewand of all political parties and al} citizens 
au acquiescence in the validity of such constitutional 
provisions and such reasonable legislation of Con- 
gress as may be necessary to mako them in their 
letter and spirit most effectual. 

Mr. PETERS, I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules to adopt 
the resolution just read, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
precise parliamentary condition of the ques- 
tion, so that members may vote understand- 
ingly. The Committee on the Rules being 
authorized to report at any time, the report 
came in strictly under the rale. It is before 
the House, and will remain the unfinished 
business if the House should adjourn during 
its pendency. It must be disposed of in some 
way. But pending its consideration on Mon- 
day, motions to suspend the rules are in order, 
aud may be indefinitely made during the day. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I presume the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Peters] does not 
wish the yeas and nays on his proposition ; 
there will be no objection to it, I suppose. His 
object is, doubtless, to tire the House out. 

Mr. PETERS. Iinsist on the call for the 


yeas aud nays. 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. The gentleman 


the new draw he will get another just as good ; 
for I never knew him to have a bad seat, 

Mr. GETZ. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry, whether the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Perers] is germane to 
the question which was before the House a 
moment ago. 

The SPEAKER. It has nothing to do with 
it at all; it ig:a motion to suspend the rules. 
Such a motionon Monday takes precedence of 
all other business. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. T insist on my motion 
to adjourn, and call the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I hope we shall 
not adjourn. There are several bills which 
gentlemen wish to introduce, 

On the motion to adjourn there were—ayes 
72, noes 91. 

Mr. PETERS called for tellers, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. PLATI. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeus 60, nays 124, not voting 
55; as follows: 


YUAS—Messrs.Arthur, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, James 
G. Biair, James Brooks, Burdett, Campbell, Cross- 
land, Davis, Mdwards, Ely, Frye, Garrett, Golladay, 
Halderman, Handley, Harmer, Harper, George Ù. 
Harris, Kelley, Kerr, Keteham, Killinger, Lamison, 
Loach. Mercur, Merriam, Morphis, Niblack, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Isane ©, Parker. Peters, Platt, Price, 
Rainey, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis H Roberts, Saw- 
yer, Soeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Slater, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Taffe, Ferry, Thomas, Upson, Van Trump, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, Wheeler, Wil- 
lard, John T, Wiison, and Winchester—60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Asker, Adams, Ambler, Averill, 
Banks, Barber, Barnum, Bell, Beveridge, Bighy, 
Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Bright, George M. 
Brooks, Buckley, Bullinton, Burchard, Benjamin P, 
Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Carroll, Wil- 
liam T. Clarke, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Couner, Cotton, Crebs, 
Critcher, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, 
Duke, Dannell, Wames, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Rar- 
well, Finkcluourg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Fos- 
‘ter, Gets, Griffith, Hale, Hancock, Hanks, Hawley, 
Hay, Ways, Gerry W. Hazleton, Jobn W. Hazleton, 
Hercford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Hough- 
ton, King, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, 
Manson, Marshall, Maynard, MeCleliand, MeCor- 
mick, McGrew, Mellenry, MeIntyre, McJunkin, Me- 
Neely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, 
Moore, Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, 
Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Peek, Pendleton, Perce, 
Eli Perry, Porter, Randali, William R. Roberts, 
tusk, Sargent, Sessions, Sbhober, Slocum, John A. 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J, 
Speer, Starkweather, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Washington Town- 
send, Turner, Twiekell, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Walden, Walls, Warren, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
and Jeremiah M, Wilson—124, i 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Braxton, Cox, Creely, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, 
Miliott, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Good- 
rich, ILalsey, Hambleton, Join L. Harris, Havens, 
fill, Hoar, Hooper, Kellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, 
McCrary, MeKee, MeKinney, Mitchell, Aaron P, 
Perry, Poland, Potter, Prindle, Edward Y. Rico, 
ltitehic, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Scofield, 
Shanks, Sherwood, Shocmuker, Sloss, IL Boardman 
Smith, Snyder, R, Milton Speer, Stevens, St. John, 
Swann, Dwight Townsend, Luthill, Lyner, Williams 
of Indiana, Williams of New York, Wood, and 
Young—55. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Perens] to suspend the rules, for the purpose 
of introducing aud passing the resolution 
which has been read. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I ask the gentleman 
from Maine to let me offer an amendment, It 
is not autagonistic, but pertains to the question 
of drawing for seats. 

Mr. RANDALL. The resolution of the 
gentleman from Maine relates entirely to a 
different question. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. 
again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask the question whether 
we can have a division on that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mz. RANDALL. I wish to have it divided 
after the word “valid,” and between the words 


I ask the resolution be 


“valid”? and “ binding.” 
has a very good seat now, and I hope under i 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. I object. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


understanding about this matter. It. is now 
pefore the House, and ifthe drawing be ordered 
it would be entirely unfair to have it take place 
to-day, because no notice has been given mem- 
bers of the House who are absent so that they 
might be present when the drawing does take 
place. It is very evident that many members 
are absent, and therefore I suggest we let the 
matter of drawing for seats go- over until to- 
morrow, and then the House to-day may pro- 
ceed to some other business. 

Mr. PETERS. Let the gentleman move 
his amendment so as to require the drawing 
to take place on Wednesday or Thursday. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me call the attention of 
the gentleman to the language of the resolu- 


tion——- 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam willing to fix 
the day, but it is unfair to have the drawing 
to-day when so many members are absent. 

Mr. DICKEY. If gentlemen will agree that 
anew drawing shall take place, the House will 
consent, I have no doubt, that the drawing 
shall take place on Monday next. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I object to de- 


bate. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
there are as many members present to-day as 
there are likely to beon any other day. Tama 
man of frail constitution, yet I am here in my 
seat to-day, and those who are not present to- 
day would not be present on any other day, 
gave and except those on the select committee 
which has gone to New Orleans. This ques- 
tion is now before the House, and it had better 
be settled at once. 

Mr. BIGGS. It is apparent that the mem- 
bers of the committee which has gone to New 
Orleans would be unfairly dealt-with by having 
the drawing take place to-day. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; and we must not 
forget the members of the House on that com- 
mittee have gone to New Orleans by order of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] 
to suggest as a compromise that the question 
be postponed till Wednesday nest. 

Mr. BANKS. I agree to that. I havea 
resolution here calling on the Secretary of 
State—— 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. 


bate. 

Mr, W. R. ROBERTS. Has it been decided 
that the drawing for seats sball take place? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. We want that de- 
cided. If it is decided that this drawing for 
seats shall take placo, then I take it those in 
favor of it will consent to an adjournment of 
the question till Wednesday next, or some day 
next week, But we want it settled definitely 
to-day whether we are to have a drawing or 
not, and that has not yet been done. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I call for the regular 
order, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to pass 4 
little bill. 

Mr. SHELDON. I wish to inquire whether 


I object to de- 


the Seageant-at-Arms can be instructed to keep | 
the members on the outside tier of desks pres- 


ent until this question is decided? 

The SPEAKER. That is nota parliament- 
ary question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move the rules be 
suspended. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is not in order, as 
there is one motion pending to suspend the 


rules. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. J understand the gen- 
tleman from Maine will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no; you can make your 
motion afterward. 

Mr, COX, With the consent of the House, 
Lshould like to make a brief explanation. 
offered this resolution this morning without 
intending to take up the time of the House. 


Ton Tioma On Unres — Nn 52. 


It seems to me it | 
would be better the House should come to an 


. 


! Ely, Forker, 
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Mr. STRONG. Iobjecttodebáte; and call | 
for the regular order. 

Mr. WwW. R. ROBERTS. We must settle this 
question in some way, and it is better for us to 
settle.it to-day. 

Mr. PETERS. I demand the yeas and nays | 
on thé motion to suspend the rules. ji 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. T move that 
when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet || 
to-morrow at eleven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. There has been one motion 
to adjourn, and under the rules itis notin order || 
to entertain another motion to adjourn until 
the House has decided the question on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

The question was taken; and there were— ; 
yeas 125, nays 57, not voting 57; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, || 
Beatty. Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bufinton, Burch- |! 
ard, Burdett, Benjamin I’. Butler, Roderick R.Butler, || 
William T, Clarke, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Cox, Darrall, Dickey, Don- 
nan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Farnsworth, Farwell, |! 
Finkeinburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, | 
Garfield, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Harmer, George 
E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, 
Jobn W. Hazleton, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, 
Maynard, McClelland, McGrew,’ McJunkin, McKee, 
Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard | 
Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea 
W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, John A 
Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Ts fe, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron. Wallace, Walls, 
Wells, Wheeler. Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—12). 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beck, Biggs, Bright, Caldwell, Campbell, Comingo, 
Conner, Gritcher, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Hidridge, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
Herndon, Holman, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall, McHenry, Mcintyre, McNeely, Merrick, 
Niblack, Price, Read, Edward Y., Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, Slater, Sloss, Storm, Swann, Terry, Van 
Tromp, Vaughan, Voorhees. Waddell, Warren, 
Whitthorno, Winchester, and Young—5/. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs., Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, James Brooks, Car- 
yoll, Crebs,Creely, Dawes, De Large, Edwards, Elliott, 
Henry D. Foster, Halsey, John T, Harris, | 
Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Kerr, Kinsella, Leach, McCormick, McCrary, fe- | 
Kinney, Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Morgan, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Potter, Randall, 
William R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Scofield, Shober, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman 
Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, St. John, | 
Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Williams of 
New York, andWood—57. 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) | 
the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was adopted, 

During the | 

Mr. B. F. j 
paired with his colleague from Pennsylvania, | 
Mr. SHOEMAKER. | 

The result of the vote was then announced | 
as above recorded. l 

i 
ł 
| 
| 
{ 


call of the roll, 
MEYERS stated that he had 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the following reso- || 
lution: 


Resolved, That we recognize the last three amend- 


ments to the Constitution as valid parts thereof. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call the yeas and nays, 
on that motion. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me—— É 

Mr. COX. I object to debate. We have 
had enough of this sort of foolery already. 

Mr. HOAB. Will the gentleman from New | 
York [Mr. Brooxs] state in hig resolution | 
what those amendments are? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish to suggest that | 
he shall name them as the thirteenth, four- | 
teenth, and fifteenth amendments. | 

Mr, COX. I object to debate. We have | 
had a lot of demagoguery on this subject, and | 
I want no more of it, i 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I have no 
objection to modifying the resolution as sug- 
gested. H 


| Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. 


The SPEAKER. . The Clerk will report the 
resolution as modified. g 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That we recognize the thirteenth, four- 


teenth, and fifteenth amendments to th freee 
tion ag valid parts thereof. © Constitu 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Woulditbein order: 


i| to inquire if we recognize other parts of the 


Constitution as valid? .[Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. T object to debate. 

The question was on suspending the rules 
and passing the resolution offered by Mr. 
Brooks, of New York. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 166, nays 22, notvoting 51; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Bing- 
rooks, 


Wilder D, Eoster, Frye, 


Harper, 
ay, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazleton, Jobn W. Hazleton, Herndon, 


Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger 
Leach, Lowe, Lynch, M 
McClelland, McCormick, MeGrew, McIntyre, Me- 
Junkin, MeNecly, Mercur, Merriam, Merrick, Mon- 
roe, Moore, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Teano C. 
Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Bañdall, 

ob- 
erts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley. 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Slocum, John A. Smith, Worthington ©, Smith, 
Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Suth- 
erland, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Waddell, 
Wakeman. Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Wi 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, and Wood—166, 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Biggs, 
Conner, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Du Bose, Ham- 
bleton, Hanks, Hereford, Lewis, McHenry, Niblack, 
Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Terry, Voorhees, 
Winchester, and Young—22. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Austin Biair, Braxton, Caldwell, Freeman Clarke, 
Coghlan, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Elliott, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Halsey, Jobn ‘I, Harris, 
Hin, Kellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lansing, McCrary, 
McKee, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Morey, Morgan, Orr, Aaron F. Perry, Potter, Price, 
Rogers, Rusk, Scofield, Shober, Shoemaker, Stater, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smitb, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
Sprague, St. John, Taffe, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Whitthorne, and Williams 
of New York~—5l. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

During the roll-call, Í 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, said: My col- 
league, Mr. POTTER, is absenton account of the 


death of one of his relatives. If present he 


; would have voted ‘‘ ay.” 


Mr. LAMISON said: My colleague, Mr. 
McKrxney, is absent. If present he would 
have voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, Mr. Maynarp obtained the 
floor. 

SURETIES OF JESSE J, SIMPKINS. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1890) 
for the relief of the sureties of the late Jesse 
J. Simpkins, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, recommiited to the com- 
mittee, and, with the accompanying memorial, 
ordered to be printed. 

, DRAWING FOR SBATS. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I offer the, resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk; and shall 
move that the rules be suspended and the res- 
olution adopted. Before doing so I would 
like, by the permission of the Howse, to say a 
single word. 

Mr. STRONG. [ object. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Let us have a vote on 
the regular order. 


Mr MAYNARD. Then I move that the 
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rules be suspended 
tion be adopted : 

Resolved, That the consideration of the question 
of. drawing seats shall bo postponed until two o’clock 

hursday next, at which hour a vote shall be 
taken without dilatory motions on the proposed 
rule and the amendments now pending. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I desire to offer an 
amendment to that resolution. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that.one fifth of 
the members at least are absent. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has 
been demanded so often that the Chair must 
decline to. recognize any member except the 
one regularly entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McNEELY. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to modify his resolu- 
tion, so that when the names of those members 
who are absent by order of the House, as is 
the case with the committee at New Orleans, 
are drawn seats may be selected for them by 
their friends. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is right. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessée has the right to modify his resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. IL object to that modification. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Will the gentleman 
from Tennessee allow me to offer an amend- 
ment to his resolution? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman cannot 
yield for an amendment, as a motion to suspend 
the rules is not amendable; but he can modify 
his resolution before a vote is taken. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iam willing to yield to 
let the amendment be read. 

Mr. STRONG. . I object to the gentleman 
yielding for that purpose. 

Mr. MAYNARD. T agree to the suggestion 
ofthe gentleman from Ilionis, (Mr. McNrury, ] 
and will modify my resolution so that when the 
name of any member who is absent by order 
of the House shall be drawn a friend shall be 
permitted to select a seat for him. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Is it understood 
that if this resolution is adopted we are to 
proceed to draw for seats on Thursday? 

Mr. PLATT. I object to debate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. `The terms of the reso- 
lution are very plain, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York asks a very proper parliamentary ques- 
tion.as to the effect of the resolution. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The effect of the rego- 
lution, as I contemplate it, will be that without 
dilatory motions we shall proceed to vote upon 
the amendments and upon the report of the 
Committee on the Rules ou Thursday next at 
two o'clock. 

Mr. LYNCH. The modification to which 
the gentleman has assented assumes that there 
is to be a drawing. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. This resolation only 
proposes that we shall proceed to vote, and 
not that we shall proceed to draw for seats. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the resoln- 
tion would be that all further consideration of 
the pending rule and the amendments thereto 
would be postponed until Thursday at two 
o'clock, at which hour. the House would pro- 
ceed to vote without dilatory motions of any 
kind whatever, 

Mr. BLDRIDGE. 
that will be agreed to. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. 
osition to postpone the drawi 
pone the vote: : 

Mr. COX. Ihope there will be some reg- 
ularity about this matter out of regard to the 
publie business. 

„Mr. ELDRIDGE. My friend from New 
York [Mr. Cox] is responsible for the public 
business being interfered with. He brought 
this resolarion in here; he hasgot his tail in a 
trap and is now trying to get it out. Flau hter. 

Mr. COX. T desire to ae lear 
explanation. 


„and the following resolu- 


I hope no such thing as 


It is not a prop- 
ng, but to post- 


i because he was not successful the first time. 


; man from Wisconsin [Mr. ELpripce] I ought 


this, 
| had occurred between him and the Speaker, or 


| of public business. His appeal had a strong 


The SPEAKER. The Chair ‘cannot now 
hear the gentleman on a personal explana- 
tion. re j 
Mr. COX.. After the remark of the gentle- 


to be allowed to say something. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. STRONG. I object. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I hope the gentleman 
from Connecticut.[Mr. Strona] will allow the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to make 
an explanation. Idid charge him with getting 
us into this scrape, 

Mr. COX. I beg to say in bebalf of this 
House and of the business of this House, and 
I beg to say it against any objection, that at 
the request of the Speaker, and at the request 
of the Committee on Rules, for the purpose 
of stopping this reading of bills at length dur- 
ing the morning hour of Monday, and iti order 
to facilitate the transaction of the public busi- 
ness I have brought in a resolution perfectly 
justand fair, and one which should be adopted. 
And my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. ee 
RIDGE, ] for the first time in his life, is unjust 
tome in imputing a design to me which I never 
intended. It is time this puerility during the 
morning hour of Monday and in regard to the 
drawing of seats should cease. I want it 
ended. Let anyday be fixed and I am content. 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. A word in reply to my 
friend from New York, [Mr. Cox.] I madeno 
imputation against the gentleman, except that 
when he appealed to the House to allow this 
resolution with reference to a reselection of 
seats to go over in the interest of public busi- 
ness, I did say that he was responsible for all 
I did not know anything about what 


between him and the Committee on Rules. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Eiprinar] has no right to allude 
to the Speaker in that way. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] more than a month 
ago introduced this resolution, and had it reg- 
ularly referred to the Committee on Rules, 
That committee held a meeting and recom- 
mended the passage of the resolution. ‘The 
gentleman from Wisconsin, who is very familiar 
with the rules, the Chair trusts will see the 
impropriety of referring to the Speaker in that 


way. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Iam notresponsible for 
having done that; my friend from New York 
[Mr. Cox] is responsible for the reference to 
the Speaker. 

Mr. COX. I spoke of the Speaker as chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I only referred to the 
Speaker because the gentleman from New 
York had done so, and in the spirit in which | 


he made the reference, and not in any other | 


spirit. The gentleman appealed to the House 
in the interest of public basiness, which is al- 
ways a strong appeal to gentlemen who desire 
to facilitate legislation and to act in the interest | 


influence upon me. But the gentleman him- 
self is responsible for all this trouble to-day.” 
I have been upon the outside here; I have been 
away over in Alaska and around there, and I 
do not know but 1 have been going around the 
circle all the time here, so fur as seats in this 
Hall are concerned. I am very anxious for a 
new draw; J think we should have another 


is Opposed to it. 


no imputation whatever against him. I say let 
us have a draw; giveus another chance. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The gentleman has 
had one draw, and now he wants a second, 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I do, and for that reason 
alone. The gentleman himself was so much 
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divided on this question that some of his friends 
had to vote him the first time by force. | 
[Laughter. ] | 


| 


Mr. STARKWEATHER., I desire to say 
a word. I offered an amendmentto the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Cox.] : 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate on this 
subject. 

r; SPEER, of Georgia. That is nothing 
singular ; ‘the gentleman objects to everything, 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. When we get 
an amendment bya fair vote the gentlemen 
against us speak of our taking up the time of 
the House, yet we have been ready ever since 
any amendment was offered to vote. If they 
were ready to bring in their proposition. from 
the Committee on Rules and have us vote on it, 
we have a right to have a vote on our prop- 
osition also, and to have it now. Ta 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. MAYNARD, ] with a modification that. has 
been proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the consideration of the question 
of drawing seatsshall be postponed until two o'clock 
on ‘Thursday next, at which hour the vote shall be 
taken without dilatory motion on the proposed rule 
and amendments now pending; and that Messrs. 
Arouer of Maryland, SCOFIELD of Pennsylvania. 
Sariu of New York, Speer of Pennsylvania, and 

cCrary of Lowa, now absent at Now Orleans by 
order of the House for the purpose of investigating 
the political affairs of Louisiana, be, and are hereby, 
authorized to transmit their respective votes by 
telegraph [laughter] upon the resolution for tha 
redistribution of the scats of the House to the Clerk 
of the House. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. Oh no; not that. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. That is “too 
thin.” We do not want any postponement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the proposition just read, which is wholly 
inadmissible under the rules, to be the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. My proposition was that 
if a drawing should take place those gentlemen 
absent at New Orleans on business of the 
House should be permitted to draw by proxy. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. All this matter 
is ‘‘too thin’’ to deserve to occupy time. 

Mr. PLATT. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I would like to know whether a 
motion to adjourn would now be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. PLATT. I move, then, that the House 
now adjourn. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I think that is very 
unfair. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was understood to modify hia resolution 
so as to provide that when the names of tha 
gentlemen absent at New Orleans are drawn, 
some other gentleman may select seats for 
them, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Yes, sir. - 

The SPEAKER. The'same thing hag been 
done in previous instances when gentlemen 
have been absent by order of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman to 


i; include all absentees on leave. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I limitit to those absent 
by order of the House. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. Absentees ought 
to be here, 

The SPEAKER., There are numerous pre: 
cedents in favor of seats being drawn by some 
friend for those who are absent by order of 
the House. Of course such an arrangement 
is merely just, because the gentlemen are not 


| here to protect their rights, and are not on the 
chance. My friend from New York [Mr. Cox] ii gent 
8 op} c I simply referred to his ac- | 
| tion in this matter in that connection; I made | 


same basis as other absentees, 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. If the drawing 
is ordered to-day we will let those who are 
absent by order of the House have seats 
selected for them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not «vised 
of any other gentlemen absent by order of the 
House than those on the committee at New 
Orleans. ; 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. It seems that gentlemen 


|| who have eligible seats here stick to them 


closer than the Administration clings to its 


li political power, 


1872. 


Mr. HIBBARD. I wish to make a parlia- | 
mentary inquiry. I submit whether the pend- |) 
ing-motion, being in the nature of a motion to |; 
postpone, is not out of order, 

The SPEAKER. In what respect? | 

Mr. HIBBARD. On the ground that it pro- 

oses to accomplish by a resolntion that which, 
in the form of a.-motion, would be out of order. 

The SPEAKER, But the gentleman will 
observe that this resolution requires for its 
adoption a two-thirds vote, whereas an ordin- 
ary motion to postpone may be adopted bya} 
majority. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Speaker, what has become 
of my motion to adjourn? 

TheSPBAKER.: The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman as insisting upon that 
motion, ` i 

Mr. PLATT. Ido insist upon it. 

The question being taken on the motion, it 
was declared not agreed to. 

Mr, PLATT. Ical for the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided | 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 110, not voting 
49; a8 follows: a i 

YEAS--Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Beatty, |i 
Beck. Bigs. Austin Blair, James G. Blair, James | 
Brooks, Budinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin E. 
Butler, Campbell, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dun- 


i 
| 
nell, Edwards, Ely, Farnsworth, Frye, Garrett, Gol- | 
laday, Haldeman, fale, Handley, Harmer, Harper, i 
, } 


i 


George B. Barris, John W. Hazleton, Hooper, Kel- | 
Jey, Kerr, Ketcham Killinger, Lamison, Leach, į 
McHenry. Mereur. Merriam. A orphis, Niblack, į 
ackard, Packer, Isaac C. Parker, Kii Perry, Peters, | 
latt, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Read, John M. Rice, | 
Bilis. Roberts, Seeley. Shellabarger, Slater, Sloss, | 
John A. Smith, Worthington ©, Smith, Sprague, |} 
Stoughton, Tatfe, Terry, Thomas, Tyner, Upson, Van |: 
Trump, Waddell, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, 
Wells, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, John 
Y. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—80. 
NAYS—Mesers. Acker, Averill, Barnum, Bell, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, Bright, George 
M. Brooks, Buckley, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
Carroll, William T, Clarke, Freeman Ciarke, Cobb, | 
Coburn. Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, | 
Grebs. Greely. Criteher, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du 
Bose Daell. Duke, Eames, Eldridge, Farwell, Fin- 
kelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Getz, 
Goodrich, Griffith, Hancock, Hanks, Havens, Haw- 
ley, Hays, Hereford, Heredon, Hibbard, Hoar, Hol- 
man, Loughton, King, Lamport, Lewis, Lynch, Man- 
son, Marsnall, Maynard, McUlelland, McCormick, 
MeGrew, MeIntyre, McJunkin, McNeely, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Leon- 
ard Myers, Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Avron F. Perry, Porter, Price, 
Randall, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinsan, i 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, | 
Sherwood, Slocum, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Ste- | 
venson, Storm, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Swann, | 
Sypher, Washington Townsend,: Turner, Twichell, į 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Walden, Warren, Jeremiah M. | 
Wilson, and Young—10, ; 
NOT VOTING Messrs. Ames, Archer, Banks, } 
Barber, Barry, Braxton, Cox, Dawes, De Large, Bl- | 
ttt, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Halsey, 
Liambleton, John T. Harris, Hay. Gerry W. Hazle- | 
ton. till, eellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lansing,Lowe, | 
MeCrary, McKee, McKinney, Mitchell, Morgan, | 
Negley, Potter, Edward Y. Riee, Rogers, Roosevelt, i 
Scofield, Shober, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, | 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Starkweather, Stevens, | 
St. Joon, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill; Walls, White- | 
i 

i 


ley, Whitthorne, and Williams of New York—49. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on the motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. MAYNARD, ] to suspend the rules and 
pags the resolution offered by him. 

Mr. MOREY. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman to amend his resolution by substituting 
Wednesday for Thursday. 

Me. ELDRIDGE. We do not agree to that. 

The resolution was again read, 

Mr VAN TRUMP. Let me suggest an 
amendment, that the Clerk be directed toget.a 
larger box than the one we have been: using 
heretofore in the drawing of seats. | 

Mr. PETERS. Why? 

Mr VAN TRUMP. Because itis too small. || 
n 
| 
| 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Lovis- 
iana asks tbe gentleman from Tennessee to 
modify his resolation 80 asto make it. Wednes- 
day instead of Thursday. 

Me. ELDRIDGE. . Let us vote down the 
resolution; itis all wrong. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I desire to ask the 
Chair whether an amendment ie new in order? | 


l| Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 


i| Critcher, Davis, Dunnell, 


| Hawley, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, 


! Walls, Williams of New York, and Winchester—52. 


|! the rules were not suspended. 


| an appeal from the House sober to the House | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


835 


The SPEAKER. Itis not, butthe gentle- i 
roan who offers a resolution; if. there be no 
objection, is permitted to modify it. - i 

Mr. MAYNARD. . I find that while I might 
oblige one gentleman I would be disobliging 
many others, and therefore, Ido not consent 
to-any modification, but ask the vote be taken 
on my resolution as it stands. = 

Mr. PETERS demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. « ‘ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ae 
_ The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 107, not voting 
52; as follows: . 


YEAS—Messre. Ambler, Banks, Barber, Beatty, | 
Biggs, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Sames Brooks, j 
t F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Comingo, Creely, | 
rye, Garrett, Golladay, |; 
Haldeman, Hale, Handley, Harper, John W, Hazle- 
ton, Hooper, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Lynch, Maynard, Mercur, Merriam, Moore, 
Morphis, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Price, Prin- 
dle, Rainey, Randall, Read, Ellis H. Roberts, Sar- | 
gent, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Stoss, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Sprague, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Taffe, Terry, Thomas, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jobn T, 
Wilson, and Wood—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Averill, | 
Barnum, Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, | 
James G. Blair, Bright, Buckley, Caldwell, William | 
T, Clarke, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, 
Conger, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Crossland, Darrall, 
Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Edwards, 
Eldridge, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Getz, Goodrich, Gritith, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Hanks, George E. Harris, Havens, 
Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Herndon, Hoar, 
Holman, Houghton, Kelley, Kerr, King, Lamport, | 
[ansing, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Me- i 
Cormick, McGrew, McHenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, 
McNeely. Merrick, Beniamin . Meyers, Monroe, į 
Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Palmer, Hosea | 
W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Por- 
ter, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, William R, Roberis, | 
Robinson, Rusk, Sessions, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Siocum, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Storm, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Walden, Warren, Whitthorne, 
Jeremiah M, Wilson, and Young—107, 

NOT VOLING— Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Beck, Braxton, Carroll, Cox, Dawes, DeLarge, Duke, | 
Hames, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. | 
Foster, Garfield, ohn T, Harris, | 


i 


fe 


Halsey, Harmer, 


Kinsella, McCrary, McKee, eKinney, Mitchell, | 
Morgan, Potter, John M. Rice, Rogers, Roosevelt, | 
Scofield. Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, H. Boardman 
Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, St. John, | 
Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Voorhees, į 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thercof ) 


Mr. STEVENSON. I move to suspend the | 
rules for the purpose of passing the following 
resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That we recognize as valid and binding 
all existing laws passed by Congress for the enforce- 
ment of the thirteenth, fourtesath, and fifteenth | 
amendments to the Constitution, and for the pro- | 
tection of citizens in their rights under the Con- į 
stitution as amended. 

Mr: RANDALL. Some of those laws are 
unconstitutional. A 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I think we had better į 
take those cases to the Supreme Court. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 


86, noes 79. | 
Mr. STEVENSON demandod the yeas and | 
nays. 


The yeas aud nays were ordered. 
Mr, ELDRIDGE. This would seem to be | 
druak. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I rise toa parliamentary 
inguiry——_ p | 

Mr. DICKEY. Is it in order to move that | 
the House do now adjourn? : 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to 
modify his resolution so as to include all the. 
laws which Congress has passed during the past | 
ten years, all now in force. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the House now ad- !i 
journs, when will this pending resolution come 
up again? 


Ee 


| Ellis 


| MeGrew, McIntyre, 


| Worthington C. Smith, 
| hill, Vaughan, and Williams of New 


_ The SPEAKER.. At theclose of the morn- 
ing hour. ou Monday next. 

Mr. COX. Where does the resolution come 
from? It does not sound like good-sense. 

-Mr. MAYNARD. When does the amend- 
ment to the rules come up?.,.. TE 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as the 
unfinished. business. to-morrow, morning after 
the reading of the Journal; but if it be not 
concluded at half past one o’¢lock the bill from 
the Committee on. Education and Labor will 
then, under the order of the House, come up to 
the exclusion of all other business. 

The resolution, if not agreed to to-morrow, 
will come up the next day, and must be dis- 

osed of as unfinished business. 

Mr. DICKEY. I misunderstood the effect 
of the previous decision of the Chair. Thad 
supposed we would have had the whole of 
to-morrow for it. I withdraw the motion. to 


adjourn. f 

Mr. KILLINGER. I renew it. se 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 119, noes 65. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I demand the 
yeas and nays. I am opposed to adjournment 
for once in my life. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes forty-four; more than one fifth of the last 


i vote. 


So the yeas avd nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken ; and it was decided 
inthe atirmative—yeas 105, nays 85, not voting 
49; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Banks, 
Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair,J ames@. Blair, 
Bright, James Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burch- 
ard, Burdett, Benjamin F, Butler, Campbell, Com- 
ingo, Conger, Cox, Creely, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, 


! Dunnell, Edwards, Ely, Farnsworth, Garfield, Qar- 


rett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Hal- 
sey, Handley, Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, 
Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W . Hazleton, Hooper, 
Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, Leach, 
Lynch, Maynard, McHenry, Mercur, Merriam, Mor- 
phis, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Isaac C, Parker, 
li Perry, Poters, Platt, Poland, Price, Prindle, 
Rainey, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
T Roberts, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, Sprague, Stoughton, Taffe, Terry, 
Thomas, ‘fwicbell, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, 
Waddell, Wakeman. Waldron, Wallace, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams 
of Indiana, John T jlson, Winchester, and 
Wood—105. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Averill, Bell, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Bird, George M. Brooks, Roderick R. Butler, 


i Caldwell, Carroll, William T. Clarke, Freeman Clarke, 


Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, 
Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du, Bose, Duell, Duke, 
Eames, Eldridge, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. 
Foster, Goodrich, Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, 
Havens, Hawley, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hoar, 
Holman, Houghton, King, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, 
Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, 
McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Moore. Leonard Myers, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, 
Porter, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rusk, John A. 
Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stev- 
enson, Storm, Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, 
Washineton Townsend, Turner, Voorhees, Wal- 
den, Walls, Warren, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
Young—85. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Beck, Braxton, Darrall, Dasves, De 
Large, filiott, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. 
Foster, Frye, John T. Harris, Hibbard, Hill, Kel- 
logg, Kendall, Kinsella, MeCrary, McJunkin, Me- 
Kee, Mckinney, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, Negley, 
Perce, Potter, Read, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Scofield, Sessions, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 

i Snyder, R, Milton Speer, 
St. John, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
York—49 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the result of 
the vote, 

Mr. AMBLER. It seems to me that we. 
must come toa vote on this resolution. There 
is no object in taking up the morning hour to- 
morrow, and I suggest that by general arrange- 
ment a vote be had at two o'clockon Wednes- 
day. I hope that will be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The ‘gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. AxBLER] asks that there be unanl- 
mous consent to taking the vote on Wednes- 
day at two o'clock without dilatory motions. 

fr. ELDRIDGE. _I object. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I desire to offer, for ref- 
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erence to the Committee. of Claims, a bill for 
the relief of Christopher Green and Hugh C. 
Trainor. i 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
that there are more than fifty gentlemen who 
have been deprived of their right.to offer bills 
to-day, and who are now seeking an opportun- 
ity te offer them. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I hope the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDRIDGE] will not per- 
sist in his.objection. 

The SPEAKER. There are at least fifty 
gentlemen on the floor now for the purpose of 
asking consent to refer bills. The morning 
hour was destroyed this morning, and has been 
every Monday for four weeks past by gentle- 
men who desired to keep off the resolution for 
drawing for seats. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere further objection? 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

Mr. DICKEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I hope I will be per- 
mitted to introduce a bill. I was engaged on 


my committee when my State was called this 
morning. 

Mr. DICKEY. Asthe Chair has stated that 
there are more than fifty gentlemen desiring 
the same privilege, I must object. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (H, R, No. 1076) establishing certain 
post routes in Vermont, 

The result of the vote on the motion to 
adjourn was then announced as above re- 
corded, 

And accordingly (at four o'clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRTITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &¢., were presented 
under tho rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. ADAMS: The petition of John Pen- 
nington, late captain company A, forty-sev- 
enth regiment Kentucky volunteer infantry, 
for arrears of pay. 

Also, the petition of Captain Jackson Rob- 
erts, late of company B, forty-seventh regi- 
ment Kentucky volunteer infantry, for arrears 
of pay. 

Also, the petition and accompanying papèrs 
of James H. Tinsley, late adjutant forty-ninth 
regiment Kentucky volanteer infantry, for ar- 
rears of pay. 

Also, the petition of Mra. Margaret Stewart, 
of Clay county, Kentucky, for arrears of pen- 
sion. 


Also, the petition of R. G. Potter, as gaard- | 


ian of the minor children of Thomas Gibbs, 
late private company B, seventh regiment 
Kentucky volunteer infantry, for a pension. 
Also, the petition of Elizabeth Murphy, 
mother of Henry Murphy, private company E, 


seventh regiment Kentucky volunteer infantry, | 


for a pension, 

Also, the petition of Matilda Howard, widow 
of Captain J. G. Howard, for an increase of 
pension, 

By Mr. AVERILL: The memorial of the 
Grand Army of the Republic in St. Paul, Min- 


nesota, praying that soldiers may be allowed | 
to deduct their term of service in the late war | 


from the time required to complete a home- 
stead title to their lands. 

Also, the petition of the distillers aud deal- 
ers in liquor in St. Paul and Minneapolis, for 
a consolidation of the different taxes upon | 
distilled spirits. 

By Mr. BEATTY: The petition of S. 9. 
Bloom, of Shelby, Ohio, asking a change in 
the postal laws, 


By Mr. BEVERIDGE: The petition of S. 
W. Freeman and others, of Chicago, IHinois, 
remonstrating against any change of existing 
tariff laws upon such articles-as are success- 
fully produced in this country, and for the 
repeal of the duties upon tea, coffee, &e. 

Also, the petition of Justus F. Jones, com- 
pany E, seventh Iowa cavalry, for a pension. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Mrs. Malissa Burton, widow of William 
Burton, late private in company A, first Ten- 
nessee artillery, praying a pension. 

Also, the petition of Eleanor Crawford, 
mother of James A. Crawford, late a private 
in company A, first Tennessee artillery, pray- 
ing a pension. 

Also, the petition of Syntha J. Carmaek, 
widow of John H. Carmaek, late a private in 
company O, fifst Tennessee artillery, praying 
a pension. 

y Mr. CLARKE, of Texas: The memorial 
of the Galveston Chamber of Commerce, pray- 
ing the return of money collected as a tax on 
cotton. 

Also, the petition of D. C. Barmon, of Bra- 
zos county, George W. G. Brown, of Travis 
county, Noah Cox, of Starr county, G. M. 
Moaring, of Grimes county, L. H. Box, of 
Hidalgo county, James, H. Torbett, of Me- 
Lennan county, Samuel A. Stewart, of Starr 
county, and Robert M. Taylor, of Fannin 
county, Texas, for the removal of their legal 
and political disabilities. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of Wil- 
liam Cooper and 30 others, praying a law to 
secure the public domain to actual settlers. 

Also, a joint resolution of the senate and 
assembly of the State of California, instract- 
ing the Senators and Representatives from that 
State in Congress to urge the establishment of 
a mail route from Weaverville, Trinity county, 
to Trinity Centre, Trinity county, California. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Anne J. 
Mackey, for'a pension, 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Hon. 
C. Sanborn, publisher of the Delaware County 
Recorder, of Iowa, praying an amendment to 
the postal laws. 

Also, the petition of Captain W. V. Lucas, 
publisher of the Bremer County Independent, 
of Towa, on the same subject. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of J. B. Acker 
and 93 others, actual settlers onthe line of 
the San Joaquin and King’s river canal, in 
Merced county, California, protesting against 
a grant of each alternate section of Govern- 
ment land to said canal company, as they are 
now in possession of said land and desire to 
preémpt the same as soon as it is brought into 
market by the Government. 

Also, the petition of James Alexander and 
9 others, priuters and stationers of Charlottes- 
ville, Virginia, praying that the law allowing 
the Post Office Department to manufacture and 
sell envelopes at or below cost to the Govern- 
ment, and deliver the same through the mails 
free of charge, be modified so that the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall not come into 
direct competition with all envelope manufac- 
turers, printers, lithographers, stationers, and 
dealers throughont the country. 

By Mr. FARNSWORTH: The petition of 
cigar-makers in the second district of Illinois, 
for an increase of tariff on imported cigars, 

Also, the petition of Tyrrill and Archer, 
publishers of Kane county papers, and others, 
i Ilinois, for an amendment of the postal 

AWS, 

Also, the petition of soldiers of the late 
war, in favor of equalization of bounties. 

By Mr. FARWELL: The memorial of Chi- 


i| cago merchants, asking that the duties paid 


upon building material used in the barnt dis- 
trict in Chicago be refunded. 

Also, the petition of manufacturers of Chi- 
cago, for repeal of duties upon tea and coffee, 
and such other articles as cannot be produced 
in the “United States, and a remonstrance 
against changing the present law by which 


duties would be abated or abolished upon arti- 
cles successfully produced inthis country. 

Also, the petition of the Distillers’ Manufac- 
turing Company, praying a change in the rev- 
enue laws as regards distilled spirits. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The petition 
of soldiers of Grand Traverse, Michigan, ask- 
ing an amendment of the homestead: law of 
1870. 

Also, a petition to allow all soldiers $8 33 
per month for all time.actaally served in the 
Army, first deducting all bounties heretofore 
received by them. 

By Mr. HANDLEY: The joint memorial of 
the Alabama senate and house of representa- 
tives, asking the Congress of the United States 
to extend the time for selecting swamp and 
overflowed lands by the State of Alabama, 

Also, the joint memorial of the General 
Assembly of the State of Alabama, asking 
the Congress of the United States to relieve 
innocent purchasers of lands entered in 
accordance with an act of Congress approved 
August 4, 1854, . 

Also, the joint memorial of the General 
Assembly of Alabama, asking the Congress 
of the United States to grant a liberal donation 
of public lands to aid in the construction and 
equipment of the Mobile and Northwestern 
railroad, 

By Mr. HAY: The memorial of James R. 
Brown, esq., of Edwardsville, Ilinois, pray- 
ing that the one hundred and sixty-second 
section of the revised codification of the postal 
laws be amended. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The protest of the Rad- 
ical Reform Club, of Philadelphia, against the 
introduction of theological and religious tests 
into the preamble or body of the Constitution. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: ‘The memorial of the 
heirs and next of kin of Captain Casperus 
Congue, deceased, asking reimbursement for 
losses sustained during the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. LAMISON: The petition of Levi 
Harrod and 40 others, citizens of Auglaize 
county, Ohio, praying the abolition of pro- 
tective duties, and the enactment of a law pro- 
viding for a strictly revenue tariff. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of Warren H, 
Norris and 49 others, soldiers of the United 
States in the late war, for such legislation as 
will secure to all soldiers of the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion bounty at the rate 
of $8 834 per month for the time they served. 

By Mr. MeJUNKIN : The petition of Joseph 
Bowser, of Armstrong county, Pennsylvania, 
dependent father of Charles Ò. Bowser, who 
was killed in the war of the rebellion, for a 
pension. 

Also, the petition of Lieutenant Daniel C. 
Boggs, late second lieutenant in company G, 
fourth regiment Pennsylvania cavalry volun- 
teers. 

By Mr. MOORE: A petition signed by sun- 
ay citizeus of Cumberland county, Ifinois, 
asking for tariff reform. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Ed- 
ward Hedley, praying compensation for a mill 
burned to give light for movements of United 
States troops operating near Richmond in 1865. 

Also, the petition of E. P. Torrey and Wil- 
liam B. Tilton, for extension of patent for an 
improvement in door-springs. 

Also, the petition of William Marks, late 
first lieutenant company C, twentieth regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteer eavalry, praying 
that an act be passed for his relief, 

Also, the petition of Lewis Soistman, com- 
pany H, ninety-eighth regiment Pennsylvania 
volunteers, for arrears of invalid pension. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of 167 
workers in the Washington iron-works, Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania; also, the petition of 90 
workers in the Sligo iron-works, Alleghany 
county, Pennsylvania; also, the petition of 
104 workers in the Fort Pitt iron and steel 
works, Pittsburg, Pennsylvania; also, the 
petition of 109 workers in the Lewis Bailey 

alzell & Co, works, Sharpsburg, _Pennayl- 
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vania; also, the petition of & workers in the | industry and foster the interests of American 


steel-works of Miller, Barr & Parkins ; also, 
the petition of 42 workers in the Kensington | 
iron-works; also, the petition of 98 workers | 
inthe Lindsley & McCutheon rolling-mill, Alle- 
ghany, Pennsylvania; also, the petition of | 
100 workers in the Pittsburg iron-works, Pitts- | 
burg, Pennsylvania; also, the petition of 142 | 
workers in the iron-works of the borough of | 
MeKeesport, Alleghany county, Pennsylvania ; i 
also, the pe of 1,110 workers in the iron- | 
works of Ormsby borough, Alleghany county, | 
Pennsylvania. | 

Also, two petitions of 854 late soldiers and i 
sailors, for the passage of an act granting an || 


| 


equalized beunty of $8 834 per month to all 
late soldiers and gailors. 

Also, the remonstrance of 900 officers and 
crews of Ohio and Mississippi river tow-boats, 
against reducing the steam pressure ov said 
boats below one hundred and fifty pounds to 
the square inch. 

By Mr. PALMER: The petition of the in- 
habitants of Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying the 
consolidation of the taxes on distilled spirits. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of sundry 
citizens of Towns county, Georgia, praying a 
reduction or abolition by Congress of the tariff 
on salt, coal, and pig iron. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Dicey D. Fowler, | 
widow of James B. Fowler, late of company | 
A, first regiment Georgia volunteers, war of | 
1861, for a pension. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The report and resolu- | 
tions of the Chamber of Commerce of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petitions 


of Joseph A. Stewart, of Rockdale county, John || ; 


Jones, of Baldwin county, and J. W. Wells, of 
Lowndes county, asking the removal of their | 
political disabilities. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition and other 
papers in the case of Lieutenant W. A. Snod- 
grass, company E, thirty-ninth regiment Ohio 
volunteer infantry, praying arrears of back 
pay ane him. 

y Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of 
Charles Taylor, James R. Johnson, W. W., |i 
McColgin, Henry Bender, and 186 others, 
soldiers of the late war for the Union, praying 
an equalization of bounties. 

By Mr. STORM: The petition of Sarah 
Pugh, widow of George Dreher, late private 
in independent riflemen, Pennsylvania volun- 
teers, in the war of 1812, commanded by 
Captain Benjamin Stroh. 

Also, the petition of W. R. Thomas and 
45 others, citizens of Redington, Northampton 
county, Pennsylvania; remonstrating against 
any change in the tariff laws abating or abol- |i 
ishing duties upon such articles as are success- 
fully produced in this country, and praying 
the repeal of all duties upon tea and coffee | 
and such other articles of necessity and_com- 
fort as cannot be produced in the United 
States, and the encouragement of American | 
industry. | 

By Mr. SWANN: The memorial of Jennie | 
G. Larraey, guardian of the minor sisters of | 
William A. Larraey deceased, praying a pen- 
sion. 

By Mr. THOM 


i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


| 
AS: The petition of sundry | 
citizens of Craven county, North Carolina, | 
praying a uniform tax of sixteen cents on all: 
descriptions of manufactured tobacco. Also, || 
the petition of sundry citizens of Carteret |! 
county, in thesame State, ou the same subject. i| 
By Yie. WALDRON: The petition of Elliott i 
Elmer and others; Union soldiers of Wayne i 
county, Michigan, asking the passage of an | 
f 

j 


act giving a bounty of $8 83} per month for 
the time served, after deducting any Govern- 
ment bounty heretofore received. 

By Mr, WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
W.E.. Phillips and 120 others, citizens of 
Portsmouth, Ohio, and laborers in the Ports- 
mouth iron-works, praying the repeal of all 
duties on tea and coffee, and auch an adjust- 
ment of the tariff as will encourage home 


f 
i 
i 
i 
h 
i 
H 
i 


i 
| 


ł 


l 
| 


|| what we deem 


i! papers of merchants and 


labor. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill to establish 
2 post road in the State of Tennessee, from 
Livingston, in Overton county, via Sweet Gum 
Plains, Ward or Fox Springs, to Salina, in 
Clay county. 

By Mr. KING: A bill to establish a post in 
Lincoln county, Missouri, from Troy to Chan- 
tilly, thence to New Salem, thence to Cap-au- 
Gris, thence to Burr Oak Valley, thence to 
Dryden, and thence back to Troy, all in Lin- 
coln county, Missouri. 


By Mr. McNEELY: A bill to establish a | 


certain post road in Ilinois. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Indiana: A bill to 
establish a post road from New Garden, in the 
State of Indiana, to Arba, in said State. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 6, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. O. H. Tirraxy, D. D., of 
Newark, New Jersey. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of Spencer F. Baird, commis- 
sioner of fish and fisheries, communicating, in 
obedience to law, his report of operations and 
uiries prosecuted during the year 1871 in 


sea-coast and in the lakes of the United States ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. FENTON. I present the memorial of 


| over one thousand leading merchants and 


bankers of the city of New York. I believe 
no more important memorial has been pre- 
sented to this Congress, in respect to the char- 
acter of the memiorialists and the subjects of 
which they treat. Generally, in presenting 
papers to the Senate, I have made a brief 


-statement of the object ina single sentence, 
| but feel that I am justified in this case in 


making a fuller statement, and I cannot do 
this better than in the impressive and earnest 
langaage of the memorialists themselves. I 
hope the Senate will indulge me while I read 
what they say: ‘ 


“Wo, the undersigned citizens of the United 
States, having at heart the best interests of our 
country, above all party or selfish considerations, 
do most earnestly petition you, In such behalf, to 
give your earliest and most thorough attention to 
to be some of the most vital questions 
of the day, namely, the laws and regulations affect 
ing and governing the following subjects: 


? First. Appointments to and removals from public | 


offices. : sags . . m 

“Second. Salaries, perquisities, and moieties of 
public officers. 

e Third, Seizures 

“ We believe, and 
rience or observation know, 
ments gross 1 L 
able result of the various existing systems. 

“T'he considerations which should alone govern 
appointments to public office are capability, efi- 
ciency, and honesty. 

“Removals from office should occur solely upon 
proof of incapability, inefficiency, or, dishonesty. 

“he salaries of public officers should be com- 
mensurate with the quality of the men reguired and 
the duties to be performed. E 

“All perquisites and moieties to officers should 
be abolished, as the inevitable effect of either is to 
demoralize the service, corrupt itsservants, and even 
extend its pernicious influence to the business com- 
munity at large. ` 


of private books and papers. 
many of us from personal expe- 


! i nd examination of the books and 5 4 
The Lata (the Committee on Finance 


manufacturers, 23 DOW RU- 
thorized and practiced, is in effect placing in the 
hands of irresponsible persons the power to injure 
and oven ruin the business and character of citizens 
of the highest known respectability. An informer, 

upon his affidavit, based simply on his ‘belief,’ ean 
obtain the seizure of the private books and papers 
of any merchant, and cause their indefinite reten- 
tion, to the certain injury of his business and the 


in 
referenco to the decrease of food fishes on the | 


| Jess be brought 
| here to the evils most patent and of broadest effect. 


i Senators that the amnesty bill and the a 


| seems to me to concern the civ 
! T would inquire what committee of the Senate 
| is considering civil service reform ? 


public defamation of his name. “This power, in th 
ands of those who are interested in fren r,a fo 
_and forfeitures, may be, and frequently has been 
used for the persecution of innoeent men with the 
hope of intimidating them ‘into compromises and 
sdtttoraente of uefundad charges, as preferable to 

Iternative of expensive and time-c i 

lawsuits, . TREES, ak ne PETRA ed 
Laws authorizing such proceedings are sub- 
one of private rights, and unworthy of a freo 
“Other matters than these, pertaining to customs 


revenue laws Yequireyour atteotion, sn willdoubt- 
efore you. We confine ourselves 


to the reform of whi iti 
e arne AAN EATA for rece ne one 
favorable action.” 

As will be seen: this petition relates largely 
to the subject embraced in the customs service 
bill which I had the honor some time since to 
report to the Senate from the Committee on 
Finance ; but as there are some other subjects 
to which the memorialists refer that seem 


| proper for the consideration of the Finance 


Committee, I move that the memorial be 
referred to that committee. 

Jn this connection, Mr. President, if the 
Senate will indulge me one moment longer, I 
desire to call the attention of Senators to the 
fact that the bill to which I have alluded was 
made the special order for the 17th of last 
month; but owing to the general desire of 
or: 
tionment bill should be first considered, T did 
not urge the bill upon the consideration of 
the Senate at that time. I now give notice 
that when the amnesty bill shall have been 
disposed of I shall ask the Senate to take up 


i! the bill and act upon it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York gives notice that as soon as the 
amnesty bill shall be disposed of he will insist 
on the Senate considering the bill (S. No. 2) 
to regulate the service in the collection of cus- 


| toms at the various ports of entry in the Uni- 


ted States, &c., which is now the oldestepecial 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before that important 
petition is referred, I should like to inquire of 
my friend from New York whether he is right 
in referring it to the Finance Committee? It 
il service reform. 


Mr. FENTON. I believe the Judiciary 
Committee have the subject, so far as the bill 
introduced by the Senatorfrom Vermont (Mr. 


| Epmunps] 


| petition relates to 
|: and revenue service, 


ig concerned, under consideration. 
I have no choice in the matter. So far as the 
the customs: regulations 
the Committee on Finance 
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| of civil service reform, and 


have already acted upon the subject as pre- 
sented in the bill to which I have referred ; 
but, if it is deemed best by any Senator that 
this petition should go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I have no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. I merelycall the attention 
of my friends to the point. I haveno positive 
opinion upon it. I am ver, «strongly In favor 
should like to do 


ii anything to help the committee that is engaged 


itin considering it if I knew what committee it 


t x thatin all these depart- | 
and iniquitous practices are the inevit- | 


Judiciary are considering the general subject ; 
‘put this petition, as I understand, although F 
did not pay very particular attention to it, 
relates to the custom-house in the city of New 
York, and the management 0 


office. a 

Mr, FENTON. Part of it relates to eivil 
service reform. K 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was about to say that 
have ee dal 
ing the subject of the customs at New York 
menial, and have reported a bill which, 
it is hoped, will remedy some of the abuses 
that exist there, or all of them as the Senator 
from Ghio, I hefieve, thought, if it was enacted 
into a law; nd perhaps, as that particular 
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branch of the subject has been considered by 
that ‘committee, it’ is more proper that this 
‘petition should be referred there. The gen- 
eral. subject. of civil service reform is under 
consideration in ‘the Judiciary Committee.” I 
‘am indifferent as to which committee this peti- 
tion shall be referred to; bat it strikes me, as 
‘the Committee on Finance have been consid- 
ering this particular. matter, it might just as 
well take the direction indicated by the Sen- 
“ator from New York. : 

, Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
the Senator from New York that as the Com- 
mittee on Finance have reported, and the sub- 

. ject is now before the Senate, the petition had 
better be laid onthe table. 

Mr FENTON. I stated in my remarks 

that the petition embraced other matters be- 
sides that. which related to customs regula- 
tions, and as that portion of the petition not 
-embraced in the bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on. Finance is under consideration by the 
Judiciary Committee, I think it would be quite 
as well to refer it to that committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state, in response to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that it is not remembered 
at the desk nor by the Chair that any petitions 
on the subject of civil service reform,so called, 
have been specially introduced. Bills on that 
subject have been introduced, one by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, and perhaps by other Sen- 

‘xators, and the bill of the Senator from Vermont 
was roferred to the Committee on the Judi- 
eiary. Petitions on the subjoct, within the 
recollection of the Secretary and of the Chair, 
have not been presented until the Senator 
from New York presented this one, to which 
he has drawn the attention of the Senate. It 
is now for the Senate to determine to which 
committee this subject shall be referred. 

Mr. FENTON. Let it go to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York first suggested the Finance 
Committee, and now moves the reference of 
the petition to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave no objection to 
its going to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Like the Senator from Massachusetts, I am in 
favor of doing all that we can to purify and 
correct abuses in the civil service; and so far 
as I am concerned, if the petition is sent to 
the Judiciary Committee, I will promise to 
give it such attention as I can. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
dissent, the petition will bo referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Itis so referred. 

Mr. FENTON presented a petition of mem- 
bers of the Society of Friends, of Long Island, 
praying the adoption of a constitutional amend- 
mont rendering ineligible to Federal office per- 
sons who use intoxicating drinks as a bever- 
age, and making the use of such drinks by 
persons now in office a cause for impeachment 
and removal; which.wag referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 4 

He also presented the petition of Lysander 
Wilson, late private of company B, one hun- 
dred and eighteenth New York volunteers, 
praying the passage of an act that will enable 
nm to receive a pension from the date of his 
discharge; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr.. POMEROY presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Kaneag, late soldiers and sailors in the 
United States Army and Navy, praying that a 
bounty of $8 33} a month be granted to all 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors for 
the entire time served, and that the twenty-fifth 
section of the act of July 15, 1870, be amended 
80 as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amotat of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement. and cultivation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary A fairs. : E. 

He, also presented concurrent resolutions 
from. the, Legislature of the State of: Kansas, 
asking for the passage of an act granting a 


bounty-of $8 334.a month to all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors for the entire time 
served, and for an amendment to the twenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam also charged with | 
a memorial fromthe American Temperance 
Commission, a large and respectable organ- 
ization in this country, in which they set forth 
the necessity of some legislation, wherever the 
United States has jurisdiction, in regard to this 
matter. This subject has been presented in | 
several forms to the Senate previously, but as 
this memorial is something new and emanating 
from apublic body, signed by Mr. A. M. Powell 
as the president of the commission, and the | 
other officers, I content myself now by.moving 
that the memorial be printed and referred to 
the Committee on the Jadiciaiy. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. SUMNER. [present the memorial of 
citizens, residents and property-holders in 
the District of Columbia, some two hundred in 
number, every oneof whom, I understand, lives 
in his own house, in which they set forth the 
anxiety and alarm with which they regard the 
large increase of debt on the part of the Dis- 
trict government. ‘They say that the property | 
of the memorialists will be held accountable 
for these debts; they will be mortgages upon 
their property, and worse than mortgages, in 
this: iat they will take priority over all other 
mortgages of however old adate. ‘Chey ask | 
permission to call the attention of the Senate 
to the acts and resolutions of the Legislative 
Assembly at its first session, which accompany 
the memorial, and which show the extent to 
which the property of the District, as they say, | 
has been mortgaged—indeed to the amount of 
$13,000,000, constituting onc sixth of the value 
of the whole District of Columbia. 
memorialists set forth these important facts, 
and invoke the assistance of Congress to pro- 
tect them against what they regard as an abuse. 
They do not suggest any special remedy, but | 


they state their case, and ask for it the earnest |! 


attention of Congress. . They would like to 
have their memorial at least printed in the | 
Globe, so that Senators may see at once the | 
facts which it contains and also the moderation | 
of the statement. 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
desires that this memorial be priited in ‘the 
Globe. Is there objection? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I object simply because || 


it is setting 2 bad example, which, if once 
opened, will lead to others, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
its reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial | 
will be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. . ; 

Mr. SUMNER presented a memorial of 
€. B. Knight, president of the Worcester | 
Young Men's Christian Association, and other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying an amend- | 
ment to the Constitution providing that no! 
candidate shall hereafter be eligible to any | 
Federal office who is addicted to the use of i 
intoxicating liquors us a beverage; and that | 
drunkenness in any incumbent of such office | 
shall be deemed at any time sufficient cause | 
for immediate impeachment and deposition ; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. re i 
Mr. SUMNER. I also present a petition ; 

! 


Objection is 


I have no objection to 


from venerable citizens of Massachusetts, very | 
numerously signed, calling upon Congress at j 
last to pay their claims on France. Among | 
these names I find for instance as a specimen, | 
Anne S. Towle, aged eighty-four, granddiugh- | 
ter of George Makepeace, formerly merchant 


These || 


Task its reference to the |; 


of Boston ; Harriet Crowninshield, widow of 
the late Commander Jacob Crowninshield, of 
the United States Navy, heir to Captain: Ben- 
jamin Crowninshield, of Salem, and a large 
number of. others. * move that. this-petition 
Hie on the table. is ae 
The motion wag agreed:to, 


Mr. SUMNER presented “the petition of 


|| Henry Samuels, Edward Yeizer, William M. 


Clairborne, jr., and J. O.- Waters, in behalf 
of fifteen hundred others, ‘colored citizeas of 
Kentucky, praying the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 5 ‘. 

He also presented the petition ‘of Anios 
Bosely and forty others, of Raleigh, North 
Carolina, praying the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Frank 
Davis and four hundred others, of Little Rock, 
Arkaneas, praying the passage of the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

He also presented the memorial of residents 
of Salem, Massachusetts, praying indemnifica- 
tion for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the year 1801; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present concurrent res- 
olutions of the General Assembly of the State 
of South Carolina in relation to the repeal of 
the protective duty on rice. One of the resolu- 
tions instructs the Senators from that State 
and requests the Representatives to use their 
influence to secure the continuance of the pro- 
tective duty on rice, in view of the importance 
of the subject to a large portion of the people 
in that State. While disclaiming any desire to 
have a general high protective tariff, these res- 
olutions at the same time express a wish that 
while other articles are protected. rice should 
be one of them. I move the reference of these 
resolutions to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to, : 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
John Murratt, praying indemnity for spdlia- 
tions canines by the French prior to the 
var 1801; which was ordered to lie on’ the 
table. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of the 
Franklin institute of Philadelphia; -prayin 
compensation to Anna Peale, on account o 
the benefits derived bythe United States from 
the discoveries, inventions, and improvements 
in the processes and machinery used in the 
Mint of the United States, introduced and per- 
fected by her father, Franklin Peale; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Coleraine Tron Company's works, citizens 
of Redington, Northampton county, Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against a change of the 
existing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
upon such articles as are successfully produced 
in this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Joseph 
Brown and seventy-one others, citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying that a bounty 
of $8 833 a month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
time served, and an amendment to thetwenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and: cultivation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary A fairs. 

He also presented a petition of widows of 
soldiers of the war of 1812, and citizens of 
Baston, Pennsylvania, praying that the act 
of Congress approved February 14, 1871, 
granting pensions to the soldiers of the ‘war 
of 1812, and io the widows of such soldiers, 
may be so amended as not to exelude from its 
benefits the widows of such soldiers who were 
marricd after the treaty of peace; which ‘was 
referred to the Committec_on Pensions. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON presented a memorial of 
the National Tobacco Association, asking the 
passage of an act fixing a uniform tax o six- 
teen cents per pound on manufactured tobacco 
entering the market for consumption ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph 
Segar, of Elizabeth City, Virginia, prayingeom- 

ensation for the use of his farm by United 
States troops from May, 1861 to 1866; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Puget sound, Washington Territory, praying 
Congress to grant a charter and a liberal dona- 
tion of land for the construction of a railroad 
across the Cascade mountains to the head of 
Puget sound, at the most suitable point ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented a petition of J. B. Chap- 
man and others, praying the enactment of a 
law granting the right of way for a railroad 
from the head of Puget sound, in Washington 
Territory, across the Cascade mountains, by 
the forks of Columbia river, and thence to the 
Union Pacific railroad at Green river; which 
was referred to the Committee on: Public 


Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
Marie Smith, mother of Albion G. Smith, 
praying that she be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Amer- 
ican Temperance Commission, praying that 


Congress by appropriate legislation will here- | 


after prohibit, within the jurisdiction of the 
Government of the United States, the manu- 


facture, importation, and sale of all intoxi- | 


cating liquors to be used as a beverage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Ameri- 
can Temperance Commission, praying an 
amendment to the Constitntion of the United 
States providing that no candidate shall here- 
after be eligible to any Federal office who is 
addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors as 
a beverage, and that drunkenness in any in- 
cumbent of euch office shall be deemed at any 
time sufficient cause for his immediate impeach- 
ment and deposition; which was referred to 
the Comuittée on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, late colored soldiers in the 
United States Army, praying that a bounty of 
$8 33} a month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
time served, and an amendment to the twenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so as to allow soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
Hea Lands. 

Mr. WILSON. Lalso present a memorial 
signed by Lucy Stone, president of the Woman 
Suffrage Association, ulia Ward Howe, chair- 
man of the executive committee, Mary Grew, 
corresponding secretary, and Henry B. Black- 
well, recording secretary, asking that women 
may be allowed to vote and hold office in the 
Territories, and also that an amendment may 
be made to the Constitution of the United 
States to allow women to have the right to 
voto and hold office like men. `I move the 
reference of this memorial to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of 
Margaret G. Meade, administratrix of the 
estate of Richard W. Meade, deceased, pray- 
ing payment of the amount due him from the 
Spanish Government and assumed by the 

nited States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
J. G. Schaeffer, publisher of the Whitehall 
Forum, of Whitehall, Muskegon county, Mick- 
igan, praying for such an amendment to tlie 


| 


| 


f 


H 


|| peninsula of that State; which was referred to; 


|! in the case of James A. Forgey, of 


|| deducted from the term of five years’ residence | 


postal laws as will allow persons known as 
regular publishers and dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals to receive by mail such quan- 
tities of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly orin- part printed, and pay the 
postage thereon as received, at the same rates 
pro rata as regular subscribers to publications | 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in į 
advance; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Post Offices and Post: Roads. : i 

1 

| 


He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ontonagon, Michigan, praying the establish- 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented a 
memorial of John S. Beach and others, of New 
Haven, Connecticut, praying indemnity for į 
French spoliations committed between the 
years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I presenta joint 
resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey, | 
setting forth that whereas Congress, in view 
of the approaching centennial of American in- 
dependence, has provided for celebrating that 
day by holding a national exhibition of arts, 
&c., Congress should pass a law to purchase the 
Hall of Independence end the squere on which 
it stands in the city of Philadelphia, that it 
may be formally dedicated to the Republic of 
the United States on the 4th day of July, 
1876, the money to be expended by Philadel- | 
phig in erecting a suitable building for the | 

olding of this international exhibition. I 
move the reference of this resolution to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ment of another judicial district in the upper | 


Mr. WRIGHT presented additional papers 
Union | 
county, Iowa, for a pension ; which were | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 
Mr. WINDOM presented the memorial of | 
the Grand Army of the Republic, department ; 
of Minnesota, adopted at its annual meeting, 
for the modification of the homestead law so | 
that the time of service shall bededucted from | 
the time required by law for taking land under ; 
the homestead act, and also in favor of a lib- | 
eral increase in the payment of pensions to 
pensioners of the United States; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 
He also presented the petition of Frank | 
Nolen and others, citizens of Wilmington, 
Delaware, late soldiers and sailors of the Uni- 
ted States Army and Navy, requesting Con- 
gress so to modify the homestead law of 20th 
of May, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof, 
that thetime which the soldier or sailor serve 
in the Army or Navy of the United States 
during the war of the rebellion, afier two years’ 
actual residence upon his homestead, may be 


Pe 


which the act now requires before he can | 
acquire title thereto; which was referred to į 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

-He also presented the petition of Marshall 
Alden and others, late of the United States | 
Army, praying that the homestead law be so | 
amended that the time which the soldier or | 
sailor served in the Army, after two years’ ; 
actual residence upon his homestead, may be 
deducted from the term of five years’ resi | 
dence; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. VICKERS, it was 


dered, That the petition and papers of John A. 
swigkine be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and referred te the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. NYE, it was 


Ordered, That, the petition and papers of 3, Ae! 
Pepe be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 


and referred to the Committee on Post Ofices and 
Post Roads. he 
On motion of Mr. TIPTON, it was 


dered, That George Sims have leave to withdraw 
nie tition and papers from the files of the Senate. | 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, <9. 60° 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee: on 
Finance, reported a bill (8. No. 588) toamend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the 


‘redemption of the three per cent. temporary 


loan certificates, and foran increase of national 
bank notes,’’ approved July 12, 1870; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (S. No. 589)to prohibit the issue and 
use of notes or bills as currency in. certain 
cases; which was read and passed to the sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the bill: (S. No. 443) to provide for 
the opening of a military and post road from 
the mouth of Walnut river, in Kansas, to the 
mouth of the Main Cashe river, in. Texas, 
reported it with amendments. ee 

Mr. TIPTON. The Committee on Pensions 
have directed me to report back the bill (S. 
No. 314) for the relief of Martha J. Thurs- 
ton. Inasmuch as the husband died before 
the lievtenant’s commission issued to him, 
the committee ask to be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the bill. ` 

The report was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. A aoe 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Frederick Wheeler, 
praying to be allowed a pension, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the petition of Samuel 
Harper, praying to be relieved from the pay- 
ment of certain money collected for internal 
revenue stamps stolen from him on or about 
the 20th of March, 1867, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. ; 


Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 590) to charter the Puget Sound and Nor- 
folk Oceanic Continental. Air-line Railroad 
and Telegraph Company, and grant right of 
way; which was read twice by its title. : 

Mr. JOHNSTON. This billbas been handed 
to me to present to the Senate because it 
relatesto my State somewhat, Ido net, bow- 
ever, in presenting the bill, pledge myself to 
vote for it. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Me. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
591) for the relief of the inhabitants of the 
town of Arcata, in Humboldt county, Cali- 
fornia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COLE. Iwill remark in reference to 
this bill that it passed both Houses during the 
last Congress, but failed to receive the signa- 
ture of the President on account of some 
imaginary objection on the part of the Inte- 
rior Department. I now have some papers, 
which I present with the bill, that I wish the 
committee to refer to that Department and 
see if they have any real objection. 

The bill was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 


| No. 592) to aid the construction of the San 


Diego and San Bernardino railroad ; which 
was read twice by its title, yeferred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. f 

Mr, SPENCER asked, and-by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to iptroduce a bill (8. 
No. 593) for the relief of Charles W. Bisse, 
late second lieutenant eighty-second regiment 
Tlinois volunteers ; which wes read twice by 
ts title, referred to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, and ordered tobe printed. 

My. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous con- 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


840 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


504) to removethe disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment. to the Constitution 
upon Lafayette MeLaws, of Georgia; which 
was read twice by its. title, and referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities.. : : soo 

Mr. CRAGIN asked; and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
§95).to fix the pay of certain rear admirals on 
ike retired list of the Navy; which was. read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to. be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a, bill (S. 
No. 596).to amend. existing laws relating to 
the compensation of officers of the customs, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 597).:to authorize the Little. Rock, Pine 
Bluff, and Arkadelphia Southwestern Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge. over the Oua- 
chita river, at or near Arkadelphia, Arkansas ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 598) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to receive the funded bonds of the 
State of Arkansas in exchange for certain 
bonds now held by him in trust for the Chick- 
asaw Indians, and to issue the agricultural 
college scrip apportioned to that State and 
held by him as security for the payment of 
the said bonds; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committce on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 699) granting a pension to Julia Belle 
Dunlap; which was rend twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, an 
ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 600) 
to establish a certain post route therein named ; 
which wag read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. SAWYER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(8. No. 601) to create the tenth judicial circuit, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to ‘the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leavo to introduce a bill (S. No. 602) 
to. provide for the appointment of a district 

judge for the western circuit of South Car- 
olina, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to’ the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ORFORD, OREGON. 

Mr. CORBETT. -I offer the following res- 

olution, and ask for its present considera- 
ion: 
__ Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of War be, and hereby 
is, Instructed to causo to be surveyed as soon as prag- 
ticablo the harbor at Port Orford, Oregon, with the 
view of making it secure as a harbor of refuge, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This appears to 
be a resolution directory in its character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, . Ii ought to be referred 
to the Committees on Commerce; and I move 
its reference to that committee. 

The motion wag agreed to. 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. © 


Mr. EDMUNDS. ` Toffer the following res- 
olution, and ask for its present consideration : 


. Herolved, That the President ba requested, if no 

in his opinion incompatible with the Publie ir pot 
sat to communicate to the Senate any information 
in his possession respecting the alleged intention of 
the Government of Great Britain to revoke the treaty. 
lately concluded between that Government and the 
United States, unless the elaims of this Government 


|| ing that we had been struck by our mother 


arising under said treaty shall be presented tothe 
arbitrators at Geneva upon # principle and in.a 
manner agreeable to the other party. i 

There being. no -objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think 
it. extremely desirable that we should. have 
some information upon this subject.. Nobody 
feels more deeply than I do the value of peace 
between these two- Governments. I-think the 
people of this nation, when they surrendered 
what they considered to be a matter of national 
honor and national right, which ought not to 
have been submitted, as they thought, to any 
arbitration whatever. except themselves, were 
making a great concession in the interest of 
peace between nations, and this treaty, which 
we are told by the newspaper reports is now 
under discussion with a view to its revocation, 
was the product, as far as we are concerned, of 
this desire for peace. Every word in the 
treaty from beginning to end shows us that 
the people of the United States had given up 
what they considered to be valuable rights and 
privileges in the interest of arbitration be- 
tween nations for the settlement of their dis- 
putes; so that this treaty, which it is now said 
the Government of Great Britain proposes to 
revoke, or, as the newspapers perhaps more 
properly characterize it, repudiate, is the prod- 
uct of large concession upon our side. 

It is stated in the newspapers, as we all 
know, that the ground of this proposal to 
repudiate is that the case of the United States 
offered under the treaty to the arbitrators is 
one which makes pretensions for damage that 
we have no right to make; that is to say, that 
the claim for consequential damages for the 
acts of the British cruisers, called the Ala- 
bama claims, are not those which the treaty 
will fairly embrace, and are not those there- 
fore which ought to be allowed—one of the 
very questions which you might suppose would 
be proper for that tribunal to try. That was 
the object of having a tribunal, to try and 
decide something. 

But now, Mr. President, Jet us see whether 
this pretension is well founded. I hold in my 
hand the ‘case’? which has been made the 
subject of this complaint. It commences with 
a reference to the negotiations and protocols 
which took place in the founding of the com- 
mission out of which this treaty grew, and con- 
tains copious extracts from the daily proceed- 
ings of the commissioners on the one side and 
the other which go by the name of the proto- 
cols. In that I find quoted. from a protocol, 
which is also in print and I believe is public, 
the following : l 

“At tho conference hold on the 8thof March the 
American commissioners stated that the people and 
Government of the United States felt that they had 
sustained a great wrong, and that groat losses and 
injuries wore inflicted upon their commercoand their 
material interests by tho course and conduct of 
Great Britain during the recent rebellion in the 
United States; that what had oceurred in Great 
Britain and her colonies during that period had 
given rise to feelings in the United States which the 


people of the United States did not desire to cherish 
toward Great Britain”— 


‘That is to say, feelings of resentment, a feel- 


when we were in distress— 


“that the history ofthe Alabama and other cruisers, 
which had been fitted out or armed or equipped, or 
which had received augmentation of force in Great 
Britain or in her colonies, and of the operations of 
those vessels, showed extensive direct losses. in tho 
capture and destruction of a largo number of vessels 
with their gl seed andin the heavy national ex- 
penditures in the pursuit of the cruisers and indirect 
injury in the transfer of a large part of the American 
commercial marine to the British flag, in the en- 
hanced payments of insurance, in the prolongation 
of the war, and in the addition of a large sum to the 
cost of the war, and the suppression of the rebellion: 
and also showed that Great Britain, by reason of 
failure in the proper observance of her duties as a 
neutral, had become juty diable for-the acts of 
those cruisers and of their tenders; that the claims 
for the loss and destruction of private property 
which had thus far been presented amounted to about 
fourteen million dollars, without interest, which 
amount was liablo to be greatly increased by claims 
which had not been presented 3 that the costto which 
the Government had been putin the pursuit of crois- il 
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ers could easily be ascertained by certificates of Gov- 
ernment accounting officers; thatin ihe hope ofan 
amicable settlement no estimate was made of the 
indirect losses, without prejudice, however, to‘ the 
right to indemnification on their account in‘ the 
event of no such settlomont being made,” 

Here, then, you have from the official record 
of the proceedings of this commission, pre- 
liminary to the conclusion of this treaty, a 
complete and fair statement of the pretensions 
of the United States, coupled: with estimates 
as far as they could be made, and an excuse 
for not furnishing estimates as far as they 
could not be made, provided a treaty could 


| be concladed which should settle the contro: 


versy and square accounts between us.and her 
Majesty’s Government. Instead of conelud- 
ing such a treaty which would settle the con- 
troversy and make an end of it, it ended the old 
controversy in the form in which it stood, and 
opened a new one in the form of a civil litiga- 
tion, in the form of arbitration, consisting of 
persons mutually to be chosen, so that the 
right which we reserved without prejudice for 
their indemnification, unless we could agree 
then and there, was expressly reserved, 

It is stated also, beyond this plain provision 
in the protocol, in the treaty itself, which is 
perhaps the best evidence of what the parties 
intended to submit: 

’ t ARTICLE, 

“ Whereas differences have arisen between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, andthe Government 
of her Britannic Majesty, and still exist, growing 
out ofthe acts committed by the several vessels which 

ave given rise to the claims generically known as 
the ‘Alabama claims:? ”— 

And then follows the clause that her Majes- 
ty’s Government are willing to express in a 
friendly spirit her regret for the unfortunate 
occurrence, which I need, not repeat— 

“Now, in order to remove and adjust all com- 
plaints and claims on the part of the United States, 
and to provide for the speedy settlement of such 
claims, which are not admitted by her Britannic 
Majesty’s Government, the high contracting par- 
ties agree that all the said claims, growing out of acts 
committed by the aforesaid vessels, and generically 
known as the ‘Alabama claims,’ shall be referred 
to a tribunal of arbitration.” 

Here then, Mr. President, you have in ex- 
press language in the treaty itself the state- 
ment that all our complaints and all ‘our 
claims which we set up as growing out of the 
acts of these cruisers—that is, the necessary 
and natural consequences of them, as well as 
the acts themselves; not for the acts of the 
cruisers, but growing out of those. acts as 
consequences, should be submitted to this 
tribunal of arbitration and decided upon the 
principles fixed for their decision. 

This is not all, Mr. President. Beyond the 
plain and indisputable meaning of this lan- 
guage employed, it isa matter of public his- 
tory, notorious to all men, that our claims 
thus covered, did embrace all damages and 
losses arising from the natural and necessary 
consequences of the wrongful acts and omis- 
sions of the British Government.” That claim 
was stated by my honorable friend from Mas: 
sachusetts, [Mr, Sumner,] in a speech upon 
the preceding treaty with her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, and it was as well known perkaps 
to the English nation, possibly better known 
to the whole English nation, than any other 
discussion on any public subject in the United 
States since the Revolution, and perhaps in- 
cluding the Revolution. , 

This is not all, Mr. President. One of the 
statesmen of Great Britain, Mr. Cobden, in 
informing Parliament what responsibilities 
they were assuming in permitting those cruis- 
ers to escape, used this language on thé 13th 
of May, 1864, to be found in Hansard, volume 
five, page 173: 

“ With respect to altering our laws, the Attorney 
General has entered into a long argument to show 
that the law as it stands is effective for the purpose 
of preventing a breach of our neutrality, but Lean- 
not imagine a more cruel joke than the honorable 
and learned gentlenian’s speech must appear when 
it comes to be-read at. Washington. What is the 
fact?. You have been carrying on hostilities. from 
these shores against the people of the United States, 
and have been inflicting an amount of damage on 
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that country greater than would be produced by 
many ordinary wars. It is estimated that tho loss 
sustained by the capture and burning of American 
vessels hag been about fifteen million dollars, or 
nearly three million pounds sterling, 

small part of the injury which has been inflicted on 
the American marine. We have rendered the rest, 
of her vast mercantile property for the present 
valueless under the system of free trade by which 
the commerce of the world is now so largely carried 
on. If you raise the rate of insurance on the flag of 
apy maritime power, you throw the trade into the 
hands of its competitors, 

profitable for merchants or manufacturers to employ 
ships to carry freight when those vessels became 
liable to war risks. I have here one or two facts 
which I should like to lay before the honorable and 


But that is a | 


because it is no longer | 


learned gentleman in order to show the way in which |; 
this has been operating. When he has heard them | 


he will see what a cruel satire it is to say that our 
laws have been found sufficient to enforce our neu- 
trality. I hold in my hand an account of the foreign 
trade of New York for the quarter ending June 20, 
1860, and also for the quarter ending June 30, 1863, 


is made. I find that thetotal amount of the foreign 
trade of New York for the first-mentioned period 
was $9 000, of which $62,000,000 were carried in 
American bottoms and $30,000,000 in foreign. 

“ This state of things rapidly changed as the war 
continued, for it appears that forthe quarter ending 
June 3, 1863, the total amount of the foreign trade 
of New York was $88,000,000, of which amount 
$23,000,000 were carried in American vessels, and 
$65,000,000 in foreign: the change brought about 
being that while in 1860 two thirds of the commerce 
of New York was carried on in American bottoms, 
jn 1863 three fourths was carried on in foreign bot- 
toms. You see, therefore, what a complete revolu- 
tion must have taken place in the value of Ameri- 
can shipping ; and what has been the consequence? 
That a very large transfer has been made of Ameri- 
can shipping to English owners, because the pro- 
prietorsno longer found it profitable to carry on 
their business. A document has been laid on the 


table which gives us some important information on į 


this subject.” 


And then he goes into the details, bringing | 


the figures at that time, as you will perceive, 
down to 1868. ‘he hook which I hold in my 
hand, from which I read Mr. Cobden’s words, 
is a book which was published with a view to 
public information preceding this very treaty, 
and which was circulated everywhere, and of 
which I have no doubt not only the British 
Government but all her representatives here 
had copies before this treaty was considered 
and acted upon. 
of Mr. Beaman, which was printed in the win- 
ter of 1870-71, and covers the statement of this 
whole case. 


actual damage to our vessels as a ground of 
claim, but also all the indirect, as they are some- 
times called, but more properly called the direct 
natural and consequential damages growing 


out of these acta; and he states them much in | 


the way that Mr. Cobden does, only, perhaps, 
in amore summary and concise manner. 


grounds for claim-on the part of our Gov- 
ernment, I will read only one clause of this, 
because I am asking the indulgence of the 
Senate to make these remarks: j 

“The escape of and burnings by the Florida, Ala- 
bama, and other vessels greatly increased the hopes 
and expectations of the insurgents, and on that 
account the contest, was very much prolonged. That 
contest cost the United States $4,000,000 


"Vet any one think of that amount and make his | 


own estimate of.how, much less the United States 
would have been ubdliged to expend if the queen s 
proclamation of neutrality had never been issued. 
and if the Florida and Alabama had never escaped 
from Liverpool. 

“Tn this connection, remember that a large num- 


ber of United States war vessels were for four years | 
employed in seeking to prevent the escape of some || 


Florida or Alabama from a British port, or in vainly 
searching for her over the ocean ; and remember that 
ibese same United States vessels could have been 
nsed more effectually to close the southern ports, if 
they had not been needed for this other purpose. 

_ These damages to the nation can only be approx- 
imated at, but their existence is certain and the 
amount is monstrous. These are the words of Cob- 


en: 

Yon have beon carrying on hostilities from these 
shores against the people of the United States, and 
have been inflicting an amount of damage on that 
country greater than would be produced by many 
ordinary wars,’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont will please suspend his remarks. The 
morning hour has expired, and the untinished 
business is before the Senate, being the amnesty 
bill, 


f 
i 


It is the very valuable book | 


In this book of his he again sets ; 
forth, in the strongest language, not only the | 


e: 
states them as grounds for consideration and | 


i 


| 


| 


which is the last date up to which a comparison | 
i 


Í 


| 


| awe the jury through clamor and passion, 
| then the sooner that fact is known the bet- 


i 


| if the fact be as is asserted, for the British 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope my 
colleague will be allowed to finish his re- 
marks. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the unfinished business wili be passed 
over, subject to a demand for the regular order, | 
and the Senator from Vermont will resume į 
his remarks on his resolution. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This, then, is the record 
evidence we have which demonstrates beyond 


| any reasonable cavil net only thab. the letter 


and text of the treaty fairly includes the mak- 
ing of these claims—I do not say the paying 
of them, that is one of the matters which we 
agreed to arbitrate; it may be that they will 
be decided against us; that is another ques- 
tion. But the right to make these claims 
and have the fair and unbiased judgment of 
the tribunal of arbitration upon them, is found 
in the very letter of the treaty. It is found | 
in the fact that for years the English Govern- 
ment and nation had had notice of the fact 
that these damages were accruing; had had 
notice of the fact that they were a part of the 
claim and part of the ground for reimburse- 
ment which the people of the United States 
thought was a just and proper ground for 
reimbursement. 

Now, Mr. President, what does this mean? 
Tt would look almost like a pretext for revok- 
ing the treaty or a contrivance to exert an | 
external influence upon the arbitrators preju- 
dicial to our case before them, if the Govern- 
ment or Parliament of Great Britain were to | 
assume the attitude imputed to them by the 
press reports. If it be the first, then let us 
say amen and enter no more into treaties with 
Powers who are so ready and willing to break 
them, and be ready at the proper time to vin- 
dicate the honor and enforce the just claims of 
our country. Contrary to the plain meaning of 
this treaty on another topic, as well as to the 
universal understanding of the American Gov- 
ernment and people, the confederate loan has 
been made the subject of a claim on the part 
of British subjects before the commissioners 
sitting at Washington, and the judgment of 
that body has been taken upon it, happily, in | 
favor of our own Government; butit remains, 


Government to fly in the face of its most 
solemn stipulation because we make a claim 
which its own statesmen had pointed out, 
which our own statesmen had expounded and 
upheld, which had been made public every- 
where, and which was brought directly to the 
notice of that Government in these very nego- 
tiations, and which it had by unmistakable 
language in the treaty agreed to have tried 
and decided. 

But if the motive of the English nation in its 
supposed attitude be the other one Ihave men- 
tioned, namely, to exert an influence from 
withouton the minds of the tribunal at Geneva, 
and as it may be called to prejudice or over- | 


ter for all parties concerned. | 
I am reluctant, Mr. President, to believe that 
either of these alternatives exists, but in view į 
of the known history of these affairs it is 
almost impossible to imagine any other, if 
indeed the whole report is not a newspaper 
canard, as I trust in the interest of peace and 
honor it may be. If, however, upon obtain- | 
ing this information, which I hope we shall 
ask for, it shall appear that these reports are 
true, it will be a subject for earnest considera- 
tion, and steps of preparation and precaution 
should be taken in order that our honor and 
our just rights may be upheld. 1 hope, there- 
fore, that this resolution may be adopted at 
this time unanimously. . ARAI 
Mr, TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it is 
not my purpose in rising to discuss the ques- 
tions which have been discussed in a prepared 
speech by the Senator from, Vermont... Tt 
seemed to me that the resolution, as I heard 
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it read at the desk, carried an improper im- 
plication with it. I do not think we should 
adopt a resolution in this. body on the assump- 
tion that the British Government is going’ to 
repudiate a solemn treaty it has made. If I 
am correctly informed, Parliament has not 
yet assembled, and we have no information 
upon this subject, except some newspaper 
reports. Is the Government of- the United 
States or the Senate of the United. States 
to take action on newspaper reports, which 
the Senator tells us may be a mere news: 
paper canard, in reference to a solemn treaty ? 
And is the implication to be made by us 
in advance, before Parliament has assem- 
bled, on some newspaper report, that the 
British Government is about to repudiate its 
solemn treaty? Why, sir, if you wanted to 
bring about a repudiation of the treaty, one 
of the ways to accomplish it perbaps would 
be to charge upon your adversary that he was 
going to repudiate it before he had taken any 
acts indicating such a course, 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yield ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to make a 
single remark. If I am not mistaken, Parlia- 
ment meets to-day. 

Mr. SUMNER. To-day. 

Mr. THURMAN. If so, we shall have the 
queen’s speech to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then it will be time 
enough to take some action; but this is in 
advance of the meeting of Parliament; we 
have no information of the meeting of Parlia- 
ment, and all these remarks are based, as I 
understand, upon some newspaper reports. 

It strikes me that the latter part of the res- 
olution contains an assumption that is very 


offensive, It would be offensive if made toward 
us, and I think the phraseology of the resolu: 
tion should be changed if it is to pass. Ihave 
no reason to suppose, nor do I for a minute 
entertain the idea, that the Government. of 
Great Britain, after having solemnly entered 
into a treaty for the settlement of the diffi- 
culties that have been long pending between 
us, is in advance going to repudiate that treaty. 
If she does, let the responsibility be upon her ; 
but I would not in advance assume that 
that Government or any civilized Government 
would do such a thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am a little surprised 
that my good friend from Illinois should be so 
alarmed in favor of the British Government. 
My resolution proposes no assumption at all. 
It ig an ordinary resolution of inquiry asking 
the President, if compatible with the public 
interests, to tell us, in substance, what inform- 
ation he may have upon a subject that the 


British newspapers declare to be a subject of 
consideration by her Majesty’s Government, 
one not necessarily needing the action of Par- 
liamentat all, and which the British newspapers 
say is based on the ground that is referred 
to at the close of my resolution. The resolu- 
tion assumes nothing. It only asks the Presi- 
dent if these reports are true, if he is willing 
to tell us. That is all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish merely to call 
attention to the concluding lines of the reso- 
lution. It requests the President to com- 
municate certain information ‘‘respecting the 
alleged intention of the Government of Great 
Britain to revoke the treaty lately concluded 
between that Government and the United 
States, unless the claims of this Government 
arising under said treaty shall be presented to 
the arbitrators at Geneva upon! a principle 
and in a manner agreeable to the other party. M 
Mr. President, is not that an insult to any- 
body in reference to a case that you hava sub- 
mitted to arbitration, to assume that the oppo- 
site party will not submit to the arbitration he 
has agreed to unless you present your claims 
upon a principle and in a manner agreeable to 


| him? 
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-Mr. EDMUNDS, . Whereis the assumption 
in thesresolution?:. >- was ooh 

Mr TRUMBULL.: That isthe assumption, 
iMrs EDMUNDS.:: It is merely-asking what 
information he kaso o0 ooccesn s v aoe 
ioMn/BRUMBULL. It asks if he has inform: 
ation of ‘that character, which is..derogatory 
to any? Government, and the Senator from 
Vermont would: regard it go in reference to 
any other: nation that asked such.o. question 
of this, Government... Suppose. the British 
Parliament today were to pass a resolution 
of the same ‘character as to:this Government, 
to know whether the Government of the Uni- 
ted:States: had taken the:position that it would 


revoke a treaty unless the British Government | 


presented-its claims. in.a manner agreeable to 
the United States.. Would ‘the British .Gov- 
ernment assume any such position as that?. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido: not know. whether 
she would or not.: ee os ; 

Mr: TRUMBULL. I apprehend. not, and 
I apprehend such an imputation, until our 
Government had done something of the kind, 
would-be very disagreeable tó the Senator from 
Vermont; and it is just the way to givè rise 
to irritation and disagreement... I want to-see 
the treaty. which has been made between thèse 
Governments carried out. in good faith, and 
all irritating questions that havearisen between 
these peoples settled npon amicable and fair 
terms, that shall make these two great nations 
of the world friends for the future. I think 
that the adoption of a resolution worded as 
this is, is only calculated to do mischief, and 
that is the reason why I objected to it in ad- 
vance; before any action had been taken, based 
upon mere newspaper reports that the Sen- 
ator himself tells us may be mere. newspaper 
canards. ` Itis avery singular proceeding, on 
n: delicate. question of this kind; relating to 
matters which have- threatened the peace of 
the two great nations of the world, that- one 
of these nations should be.taking action upon 
mere newspapér canards; 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I wish ta ask my 
frienda question if he can subside long enough 
to enable me to do it. I wantto ask him if it 
will -be agreeable to him if I leave off what he 
saysis the assumption, andif he will be willing 
to permit. us:toask the President óf the United 
States. for tho information? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I have no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order:to get my hon- 
orable:friond from Illinois on. my side for once, 
1 will strike off-that part of the-resolution as a 
concession of peace between: two great men 
if.not.two great- nations, [Laughter.} 

Mrs TRUMBULL. [have no objection to 
the‘ resolution ofjnguiry. - 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be:so: modified. : : 

Mr. WILSON. E hope the Senator from 
Soath. Caroliva will-call up his bill. and let 
this meatier go over until to-morrow: . 

Mr. BDMUNDS. . There is no objection to 
this now.e: 2. ve Eon 

Mr. CAMERON.... I trust we shall not pass 
this. vegolution to-day. I cannot imagine that 
the. Government is in possession of any inform- 
ation such as this resolution. would. intimate 
that it: bas. I am not willitig tò believe: that 
any portion of the British Government enter- 
tain the. idea of repudiating any part of this 
treaty; and -L-will not be the first to suppose 
they. conld be guilty of such a wrong, dishonor, 
and disgrace to.themselves. I trust the reso: 
lution willie over for the present, 

ae ROBERTSON. I call for the regular 
order, - ue Ben ; saan ia 

Mr. CAMERON. T believe if this Goveru- 
ment bad any such information. in its posses: | 
sion, it. would immediately:send that. inform- | 
ation:to the Senate to beacted apon, . 

The VICE PRESIDEN... The. Senator 
from South. Carolina demands; the. regular 
order, whichis the amnesty bill.: The Secre- ! 
tary will first-report:the resolution:o£ the Sen- 
ator from Vermont,and then it will go over’ 


until to-morrow under the..demand?-for.: the 
regular order.: Se ee a 
ir. EDMUNDS. I give notice that -to-. 
morrow I-shall ask the. Senate’ to take it up 
and giye my friends:an opportunity to vote one 
way or the other. © coc cso o TA 
The Chief Clerk read the. resolution; .as 
modified, as follows: - r: 
Resolved, That the President -be requested, if not 
in his opinion incompatible with the public inter- 
est, to communicate.to the Senate any information 


in his possession respecting the alleged intention of 


the Government of Great Britain to revoke the treaty 
lately concluded between that Government and the 
United States. : 

. Lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution 
goes-over. Does the Senator from Vermont 
desire that it be printed? ed 

: Mr. EDMUNDS. Imove that it be 

The motion wag agreed to. 


“QUARANTINE AND HEALTH REGULATIONS. 


printed, 


resolution : 


and Retrenchment, now sitting in Now York, be 
instructed to inquire into abuses alleged to exist, 
and extortions said to be practiced, at the port ‘of’ 
New York upon iniporters, in connection with the 
quarantine and health regulations; and that said 
committes be further instructed to inquire mto the 
treatment of immigrants arriving at said port. _ 

-Mr FENTON. I wish to inquire, in ref- 
erence to this resolation of my colleague, if 
it is asked to be put upon its passage now, 
whether the quarantine and health regulations 
referred to are under the authority of the 
State or of the General Government; and 
whether the resolution does not go so far 
that we shall be inquiring into a department 
of the public interests exclusively under State 


control. 

Mr. CONKLING. ` Not as I understand it.’ 
The abuses ‘which are referred to are com- 
mitted, ns I understand, partly at least, by 
State authorities, and one object of the inform- 
ation is to know how far Congress by law 
should take jurisdiction of these subjects. It 
is largely for that very purpose that we ought 
to have the information whether it betrue that 
there'are crying abuses there. There can he 
no doubt whatever of the power of the com- 
mittee to investigate them, and no danger, I 
think, that it will go beyond its power in the 
investigation ; and, as Isay, one thing to be 
derived from the information obtained by the 
comunittee will be a knowledge of what legis- 
lation is required of Congress, if any. 

Mr. FENTON, “I have no doubt'about the 
abuses that my colleague refers to, ‘and that 
there: ought to be investigation and remedy of 


| them, "but Tsuppose the matter remainslargely | 


if not wholly within the jurisdiction of State 
authority. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. What objection is that 
to the resolution ? 

Mr. FENTON. | My colleague has offered 
this résolution, and I had made no inspection 
of the resolution when first offered. Of course 
i accept his explanation as correct, and make’ 
no objection. ai 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. . 


The. Senate resumed the coasideration of 
the bill (H. R. No..880): for:the removal of 


third section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, 
the pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. CARPENTER. to the. amendment of. Mri: 
SUMNER. nel ES ty 

~ The-amendment of Mr. Stmyrr was:to.add 
the following. additional sections: to-the: bill: 

` Src. —. That/no citizeri of the United States shall, 
by. reason of race; color, or previous condition of: 
servitude, be excepted or excluded from the fulland 
equal enjoymentof any accommodation, ‘advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished ‘by: inn-kéopers: by 


common carriers, whether on dand. or water; by 
licensed .owners,: managers, or, lessees of theaters, 
or other places of public amusement: by trutee 

commissioners, superintendents; teachers, and other: 
officers of common schools and other- publie institu- 


_ Mr. CONKLING submitted the following | 


Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation j 


it 


legal and political disabilities imposed by the | 


tions -of learning, the same being ‘supported by 
moneys derived from gencral taxation or author- 
ized by law; by trustees, and officers’ of church 
organizations, cemetery associations, and: benev- 
olent institutions incorporated:by national or State 
authority: But. churches, schools, cemeteries, and 
institutions of learning esfablished exclusively for 
white:or colored persons, and maintained respect- 
ively by the contributions of. such persons, shall 
remain according tothe terms of the original estab- 
lishment. © So set A : 
Sxc. —. That any person violating any of the pro- 
visions of the foregoing ‘section, or. aiding in their 
violation, or inciting thereto, shall, for éyery such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the person 
aggrieved thereby, to be recovered in on action on 
the case, with full costs and such allowance for 
counsel fees as the court shall deom just, and shall 
also, for every such offenso, be. deemed ‘guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall 
be fined not less than $500 nor more than $1,000, and 
shall be imprisoned not less than thirty days nor 
more than.one year: Provided, That the party ag- 
grieved shall not recover more than one penalty; 
and when the offense is a refusal of burial, the pen- 


‘| alty may be recovered by the heirs-at-law of the 


person to whose body burial has been refused. ` 

Src. —. That the same jurisdiction and powers are 
hereby conferred, and the same duties enjoined upon, 
the courts and officers of the United States; in the 
execution of this act, as are conferred and enjoined 
upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act to 
protect all persons in the United States in their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means of their vindica- 
tion,”’ passed April 9, 1866, and these sections are 
herebymade a part of this act; and any of tho afore- 
said officers failing to institute and prosecute such 
proceedings herein required shall, for every such 
offense, forfeitand pay the sum of $500 to the person 
aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an action on 
the ease, with full costs and such allowance for 
counsel fees as the court shall deem just, and shall, 
on conviction theréof, be deemed guilty of-a misde- 
meanor, and be fined not less than 
than $5,000. . ‘ 

Sec. —. That no person shall be disqualified for 
servico, as juror in any court, national or State, by 
reason of race, color, or previous condition of serv- 
itude: Provided, That such person possesses all 
other gualiications which are or may be by law pre- 
scribed; and any officer or other persons charged with 
any duty in the selection or summoning of jurors, 
who-shall exclude or fail to summon any person for 
the reason above named, shall, on conviction there- 
of, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined 
not less than $ . Ps 


$1,000 nor more 


1,000 nor moro than $5,000. - i 

„BEC. —. That every law statute, ordinanceireguli~ 
tion, or custom inconsistent with this act, or making 
any discriminations agajnst any person on account 
of color, by the use of the word ‘ white,” is here- 
by repealed and annulled. . 

Sec.—. That itsball be the duty of the judges of 
tho several courts upon which jurisdiction.is hereby 
conferred to give this act in charge to the grand jury 
of their respective courts at the commencement of 
each term thercof. : 


The amendment to the amendment was to 
substitute the following: 


Sxc.—. Whoever being a corporation or natural 
person and owner, or in chargo of any publio inn 
or of any place of foots amusement or entertain- 
ment for which a license from any legal anthorit; 
is required, or-of any line of stage-¢daches, railroad, 
or other means of public carriage of passengers or 
freight, or of any cemetery or other benevolent insti- 
tutions, or any public school supported at public 
expense or by endowment for. public use,. shall 
make any distinction as to admission or accommo-. 
dation therein of any citizen of the United States 
because of race, color, or previous condition of serv- 
itude, shall, on conviction thoreof, be fined. not 
less than $500 or more than $5,000 for each offenso, 
to be recovered by information filed by the district 
attorney in any court having jurisdiction, upon the 
complaint of any person injured, one bali tothe uso 
ofthe United States, and one half to the use of the 
complainant. Pk: 

Src, 2. That the offenses under tlds act may be 
prosecuted before any territorial. district, ‘or cireuit 


court of the United States, having jurisdiction. of 


| crimes at the place where the offense was charged to 


have been committed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I did not 
intend originally to participate in the debate 
on the amnesty. bill or on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
but the Senator from Wisconsin hag submitted 
to us an amendment which, as he claims, is to 


; carry out the purposes of the amendment-of 


the Senator from Massachusetts so far as they 


| are constitutional.” Ihave carefully examined 


these two propositions and am “elearly of the 
opinion that, with.a single doubt upon one sec- 
tion of thé amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, it is within our con- 
stitutional power, and that ‘the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin is far 
won being an improvenient upon that amend- 
MERG rpa stages ie 
The amendment suggested by the Senator 


from Wisconsin is a short criminal section 
punishing as a crime by a prosecution in the 
nanie of the United States the denial to any 

‘person on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition. of servitude, of. the right to 
stop-at an inn, to travel on a highway, to use 
the sergices of a commoti carrier, to partici- 
pate in theordinary public worship open to all 
other citizéns, and to exercise the common 
rights of citizens freely granted to all citizens 
except those of African descent. 


The first objection I haveto this amendment | 


is that the remedy is inadequate. The only 
way you can enforce an obligation to do justice 
to citizens is by giving a private right to the 
ivjured patty to sue. The only remedy pro- 
vided here in this act of Congress is a criminal 
remedy, a criminal progecution. 
much, in the absence of specific law, whether 
under the provisions of the fourteenth amend- 
ment, and under the provisions of this section, 
any person injured would have a right to sue 
in the courts of the United States. There is 


no express provision giving a remedy, a civil | 
action in a court of the United States, for an | 


injury of this kind, and without that. express 
provision I doubt whether the courts would 
entertain jurisdiction of cases of this kind. So 
that the only remedy of any person deprived 
of any right to stop at an inn, the right to be 
carried on a railroad, the right to go wherever 
any other citizen may freely go, is a crimina 
proceeding in the courts of the United States, 
now already overrun with business. It seems 
to me, with due deference to the judgment 
of my honorable friend, that this remedy is 
inadequate. 

Mr.CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There has been no 
discussion: on that point at all, and I should 
certainly have no objection to modify my 
amendment in that respect, by adding a sec- 
tion from. the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. My attention has 
not been called to that point at all, nor has it 
arisen heretofore in debate. I should have no 
objection to inserting such a section. 

The VICE PRESIDEN T. The Senator has 
power to modify his amendment now, if he 
chooses to do 80. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I will modify it in that 


I doubt very | 


| 
1 
| 


t 


$ 


respect, by adding a section of theamendment | 


of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Wisconsin modifies his amendmentas suggested | 


by.tbe Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the only difference 
between the first section of the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts and of the 


amendmeut of the Senator from Wisconsin, | 
as now modified, is this: that the amendment 
ef the Senator from Massachusetts prevents | 


a corporation organized asa church, where the 
services of the Christian religion are conducted, 
from discriminating against aman on accountof 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

Mr. CARPENTER. And my amendment 
does not regalate the jury system in the State 
courts, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is in another sec- 
tion. I speak now of the first section. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is still another 
difference. In the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts the ground of 
Federal interference is put upon the fact of 
an act of incorporation granted by the State 
or the Federal Government. In the amend- 
ment I have offered I put the right of the 
General Government to iaterfere on the ground 
that it is an institution supported by taxation 
or public endowment for public use, which | 
think a very important distinction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. « It would seem to narrow 
the difference between these two sections very 
much indeed. If anegro Has a right to stop 
at an inn, if he has a nght to be carried on a 
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railroad or on a navigable stream, if he has a 
right to attend school with white children, and 
these rights are tobe protected by law, why not 
pae him in the right to enter a church where 

od Almighty is worshiped? It seems- to me 
that to stop there is dividing hairs. If the 
church is a public-organization, created as.a 
corporation, thrown opén to the public, it 
ought to be open as freely to the black man as 
tothe white man. Any church association that 
would excludea man because of his color from 
worshiping God within its walls is a heathen 
church; it is not a Christian church. Why, 
sir, neither Catholics nor Protestants, nor any 
denomination of Christians in this land, would 
exclude any man on account of color, and 
they never did it that I know of. There are 
great numbers of Catholic black men attend- 
ing the Catholic churches in this city. You 
can see them in any church. I do not believe 
now that any church organization hasexcluded 
from within its limits men of the black race. 
If they do, they fly in the face not only of the 
old Scriptures, but of the new; they fly in the 
face of the fundamental principles of the 
Christian religion which regard all men as 
descended from a common ancestor and as 
entitled to an equal inheritance in a future 
state of rewards or punishments. I therefore 


do not see the difference between these two |} 


propositions, so far as the first section of each 
amendment is concerned. 

Now, in regard to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the only pur- 
pose of the first section of the amendment, if 
{understand it correctly, is to secure to a col- 
ored man or one of the Asiatic race the right 
to enter a public inn, which, by the common 
law, is the right of every British subject or 
citizen; the right to travel on your navigable 


waters, which by the Constitution of the Uni- | 


ted States are made free to all; the right to 
travel in cars on your railroads, which are 
works of public improvement, contributed 
largely to by the public funds; the right to 
enjoy the common privilege of going over 
the country; the right to participate in your 
school fund, which is collected alike of black 
and white; the right to enter a church dedi- 
cated to the worship of Almighty God. It 
seems to me these are the common rights of 
humanity, and that any State law or regula- 
tion which abridges these rights deprives a 


| man of that which by the common law he is | 


entitled to, and of rights secured to him by 
the Constitutiou of the United States. 


Perhaps before going further I may as well | 
| allude to the argument of my honorable friend į 


from Maine, [Mr. MORRILL, | whom I respect 
so much that I dislike to differ with him. 
seems to treat the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution as a rather immaterial pro- 
vision. He thinks it does not enlarge in any 
way the scope of the old Constitution or the 
old amendments to the Constitution. Now, 
what are the rights, privileges, and immunities 
of citizens of the United States? The four- 
teenth article declares that— 


“No State shall make or enforce any law which | 


shail abridge the privileges orimmunities of citizens 
of the United States.” 

What are the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties ofa citizen of the United States? Are they 
containedin this Constitution? Are they pre- 
scribed by the Constitution? Are they limited 
by the Constitution? Arethey given by the Con- 


| stitution? Notatall. The old Constitution has 


not the word “rights” in it. There is no pro- 
vision of the old Constitution of 1787 that has 
any bearing, direetly or indirectly, on this ques- 
tion, except that provision of the second section 
ofthe fourth article which declares that— 

ge iu agh State shall be entitled to all 
privileges and Aceianines of citizens in the several 
States.” ~~ l 

Tt was made one of the great objections to 
this Constitution, by the anti-Federalists of the 
school of Patrick Henry; that this Constitation 


He! 


was a Constitution of-powers and not of. rights; 
that it secured no rights to the citizen. The 
answer-of the Federalists. was that-the rights 
of the citizens were amply secured by:giving to 
the citizen of one State. the rights and. prvi- 
leges of the citizens of any other State p but 
| that was not satisfactory-to the: anti- Federal- 
ists, and they. insisted upon the: ald amend- 
ments to the Constitution which bristle allover 
with the word ‘‘rights,’’ and which do secure to 
the American citizen certain important rights. 
But these amendments to the Constitation 
do not define all the rights of American: citi- 
zens. They define some of them... The.Con- 
stitution itself amply secures some of the rights 
of American citizens, but the ninth-amensdment 
expressly provides that— 
ante enameration in the Gokatitution of certain 
ots sha, 0 © ni i z, j 
eine Ony or paap 
There are certain rights enumerated in these 
articles of amendment, but they are not ais 
the rights of the American citizen; very far 
from it. - Where do we find the record of those 
i| rights? . The fourteenth amendment. then 
coming in says :.- ` 
“No State shall mako or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges.or immunities of citizens 
of the United States.” ee vata 
What are those privileges and immunities? 
Are they only those defined in the Constitu- 
tion, the rights secured by the amendments ? 
Not atall. The great-fountain head, the great 
reservoir. of. the rights of an -American citizen 
|| is in the common- law, the old charters that 
i| were wrenched by our ancestors five hundred 
years ago and two, hundred years ago’ from 
English kings. Oar rights are not, limited +o 
those given by the Constitution....\Vhat are 
those rights? - Sir, they. are as innumerable 
| as the sands of the sea. You must goto the 
i common law for them,-the source from which 
| my friend can draw the inspiration of genius 
and of eloquence. Srp Lass 
Mr. CARPENTER.: Allow me to call’ the 
Senator's attention to the fact that the word 
“ rights” does not occur in that section of the 
|| fourteenth amendment at all, The distinction 
which I make, and the distinction which: the 
courts have made is, between the. privileges 
and immunities which belong to œ citizen as 
such, and which. under that section the State 
| cannot abridge, and: those political rights of 
voting, of holding office; of serving as a juror, 
&c., which may be taken away at thepleasure 
i! of a State even under the Constitution as now 
amended. : puke 
Mr. SHERMAN.. The distinction between 
rights and immunities and privileges is very 
narrow indeed. I know of no decision which 
| makes that distinction in the way that is now 
! suggested by my honorable friend from Wis- 


consin. ; : 
i Mr, CARPENTER. Thevery firstdecision 
ever made on the subject was a decision of the 
supreme court of Maryland, drawing that.dis- 
| tinction precisely, and saying that the right to 
i vote, for instance, was not one of the privileges 
or immunities ofa citizen ; that that language 
| was confined to the right to buy aud sell real 
| estate, to act as trustee, guardian, &e. ` 

l| Mr, SHERMAN. Let us. see what are the 
| privileges and immunities of a citizen. Is not 
i every man who is compelled to pay. taxes enti- 
tled to the fair and equal protection of the law? 
i That is expressly. provided: for. . That is:his 
| privilege as an American citizen. ‘The narrow 
| confinement of these words -‘‘ privileges and 
| immunities” is not the fair meaning of .the 
i Constitution by any means. gE s 
| Now, what are the rights tbat are secured 
|i by this amendment? Let .us see. They are 
i} the: common privileges of every English- sub- 
| ject and American Cruzen, however homblehe 
ii may be, and they arë classed as. privileges in 
| the old common Jaw. What is a public inn? 
|l Itis every man’s home. “i will- take: mine 
i gase in mine ima:'’ -any man: can say that in 
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England or in this country. It isa place of | 
public entertainment; and the only laws that 
can be passed to exclude any one from a pub- 
lie-inn-are laws which involve order, decency, į 
and ‘quiet; «not distinctions of race, color, or 
anything of that kind. So with the right to 
travel on your public highways. The Consti- 
tation declares that-all navigable streams shall 
be free. Towhom? -To black and white, to 
all. Tt is a privilege expressly given by the 
Constitution of the United States that-anybody | 
may navigate your public streams. How can 
he'do tbat unless he is allowed to navigate 
them in those public vessels and in that public 
mode in which all other citizens like himself 
aretogoand come? I say, theretore, the right 
to travel on your public highways, the right to 
travel on your public improvements, is a priv- 
ilege that belongs to him ag a citizen not only 
of the State, but of the nation. 

So of the public schools. If the right to 
attend the public schools is not a privilege, 
what is it? Is that aright? It is both aright 
and a privilege, and the narrow distinction 
that would call it a right and not a privilege I 
cannot perceive. . It is the privilege of every 
person born in this country, of every inhabitant 
of the country whether born here or not, of a 
certain age, to attend our public schools which 
by law are set aside for the publie benefit. 


Boys and girls go to the schools. It is the 
privilege of all, and declared to he so. All 
contribute to the taxes for their support; all 
are benefited by the education given to the 
rising generation; and therefore all are entitled 
to equal privileges in the public schools. 

When the Constitution’ says that no State 
shall abridge the privileges of American citi- 
zens, in my judgment that does protect them 
against on abridgement of their right to go to 
the common schools, their right to visit a pub- 
lic inn, their right to travel upon a public 
highway, their right to enjoy the services of 
a common carrier. If these rights are not the 
privileges of citizens of the United States, then 
what in the name of human rights are the 
privileges of citizens of the United States? 

The right to vote is not a privilege of a citi- 
zen of the United States or of a citizen of any 
country in tho world ; it is a mere regulation 
of the law; and that distinction is made broad 
and deep. I agree entirely with my honorable 
friend iu saying, as he did in a recent report, 
that the fourteenth amendment does notextend 
to women the right to vote, simply because the 
right to vote is apolitical privilege, and ig not 
a privilege that belongs to a citizen. 

nder the old common law of England, if 
the humblest subject of the British Crown was 
excluded from a. public highway, or from a 
public inn, or from the fair and just enjoyment 
of the privileges given and granted -by these 
public institutions which had their origin in 
the common law, he would have a right to sue 
for damages; and Ican make no distinction 
at all between such a cago and this case. 

Now io regard to churches, the proposition |! 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is that those 
who manage churches organized and incor- 
porated by law, whose lifo and organization 
are controlled by and the creature of law, shall 
not exclude any one from the doors of the 
public sanctuary on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. If I would 
vote against this provision at all, it would be | 
because-I do not believe it is necessary in this 
Christian country of ours to pass such a law. 
I do not know that people are excluded from 
churches because they are white or because 
they are black. Ifthere are such cases, and 
if organized corporations created by law do 
exercise this unchristian want of charity, I 
certainly would vote fora Jaw to prevent them 
from doing it, because the right to worship 
God according to the dictates of one’s own 
conscience is not only a right, būta privilege 


I therefore donot see the objections made 
by the Senator from’ Wisconsin to this first 
section ; not do Iseethe limited power granted, 
as is claimed by my friend from Maine. He 
says in his able speech which is now before 
me that this provision, ‘fno State shall make 
or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States,” is nothing more than a re- 
reading of an old clause of the Constitution: 

“The citizens of cach State shall be entitled to all 
pritileges and immunities of citizens in the several 

ates. 


One striking difference, I beg leave to sub- | 
mit to the Senator is this: under the old pro- | 


vision there was no power to enforce it, while 
that power is expressly given by the fifth 
clause of the fourteenth article. But, again, 


under the law of Georgia, a man because he | 


was black might be denied certain rights, and 


if a citizen of Ohio of that color went to | 


Georgia he could be denied the same rights, 
and yet they could claim that he was allowed 
to enjoy all the privileges and immunities of 
a citizen of Georgia. It was because a man 
might be deprived of these common rights of 
humanity in one State, and then all the people 
that came to that State from the other States 
would be deprived of the same right. That 
provision in the old Constitution was not oper- 
ative to secure the commonestright. That was 
the principle which Judge Hoar was sent from 
Massachusetts to try in South Carolina, where 
they took a citizen of Massachusetts and put 
him in jail because he was black, claiming 
they could do the same thing with a citizen 
of their own State, and therefore it was no in- 
fringement of the second section of the fourth 
article. The fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution was passed for the express pur- 
pose of correcting that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It created a national 
citizenship. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. So that the 
ordinary rights of citizenship, which no law 
has ever attempted to define exactly, the priv- 
ileges, immunities, and rights, (because £ do 
not distinguish between them, and cannot do 
it,) of citizens of the United States, such as 
are recognized by the common law, such as 
are ingrafted in the great charters of Eng- 
land, some of them ingrafted in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, some of them in the 
constitutions of the different States, and some 
of them in the Declaration of Independence, 
our fathers did not attempt to enumerate. 
They expressly said in the ninth amendment 
that they would not attempt to enumerate these 
rights; they were innumerable, depending 
upon the laws and the courts as from time to 
time administered, 

There may be sometimes great dispute and 
doubt as to what is the right, immunity, or 
privilege conferred upon a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States. 
from time to time by the judicial tribunals, 
and in determining it they will look first at 


i the Constitution of the United States as the ! 


ptimary fountain of authority. If that does 
not define the right they will look for the 
unenumerated powers to the Declaration of 
American Independence, to every scrap of 
American history, to the history of England, 
to the common law of England, the old de- 
cisions of Lords Mansfield and Holt, and so 
on back to the earliest recorded decisions of 
the common law. There they will find the 
fountain and reservoir of the tights of Amer- 
ican as well as English citizens. i 

The second section, I think, ought to be 
amended in one or two slight particulars, but 
they are matters of detail. I will not stop to 
point them out. 

The fourth section is one to which my hon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin objects. He 
says that the right to be summoned as a jury- 


which in a Christian country a man ought toen- 
Joy, and which onghtto be openand freetoall, 


man is not a privilege and immunity of an 
American citizen. At first view that appears 


That right must be determined | 
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to be plausible. It may be difficult to distin- 
guish between the right to yote claimed by 
some women of our country, because they are 
citizens, and the right to sit upon a jury, as- 
sumed to bea privilege under the fourth sec- . 
tion of this-amendment.. Perhaps a right to 

be summoned ona jury is not in strigt terms 
a privilege or an immunity which a man may 
claim as a matter of right; but that'is not the 
question. The right to-sit upon a jury is a 
right which no man will claim as a matter of 
right. Itis rather a burden, rather a duty. 

But there is another view in which this sec- 
tion becomes to my mind clearly constitu- 
tional. The Constitution of the United States 
declares that every man shall have an impar- 
tial trial by jury. That is a constitutional 
right. It is a right secured to him by the laws 
and by the constitutions of nearly all the States 
ofthis Union. It is a right older than ‘the 
present English monarchy. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator will 
allow me to interrupt him, is he not aware 
that that provision of the Constitution applies 
ouly to trials in the Federal courts, so decided 
by the Supreme Court times out of mind, end 
it can therefore give us no authority to over- 
haul the judicial systems of the States as to 
jury trials? i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I might answer that by 
saying that the same provision is contained in 
the constitution and laws of nearly every State 
in the Union; perhaps, with the exception of 
three or four, in all. > 

Mr. CARPENTER. Very well; we cannot 
legislate under the constitutions of the States; 
we must legislate under the Constitution of 
the United States, and that is confined in its 
operation to the Federal courts. ” 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Constitution of the 
United States declares that every man shall 
have a trial by an impartial jury—not of his 

eers, in the old language of the English Jaw, 

ut an impartial jury, The meaning is the 
same, The very word “jury” implies a trial 
by a man’s peers of the vicinage, of the neigh- 
borhood. Now, what kind of a trial would 
that be to which you would subject four mil- 
lions of the people of the United States in the 
southern States, where by the law of some of 
them every man of that race is excluded from 
sitting as.a juryman on a trial? Is that an 
impartial jury? fee 

Mr. CARPENTER. In the Federal courts 
we have already provided that colored. men 
shall sit.on the juries. We have, therefore, 
secured an impartial trial to every colored 
man in the Federal courts all over the United 
States. Now, it being well settled that that 
constitutional provision applies to nothing but 
Federal courts, how does it authorize us to 
legislate for the State courts? 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. To answer that question 
I would go back again to the fourteenth amend- 
ment; and I say that the right. of trial by jury 
isone of the privileges and immunities of every 
American citizen. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The right to be tried? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; the right to bo 
tried by an impartial jury is one of the priv- 
ileges included in the fourteenth amendment; 
and no State can deprive any one bya State 
law of this impartial trial by jury. ‘“No State 
shall make or enforce’ any law which shail 
abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States,’ and one of these 
privileges and immunities, as old as the com. 
mon law, is the right of trial by an impartial 
jury of-a man’s peers, That is the only 
answer I can make, because I have not ex- 
amined the cases to know exactly what dis- 
tinctions have been drawn by the Supreme 
Court. Whatever distinctions were drawn 
before the adoption of the recent amendments, 
here is this last voice of the public will, which 
we are bound to obey; which declares that 
every man shall have the protection of this 
immunity and privilege, : <i ; 


1872. 


Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator will per- 
mit me to remind him thet another right of 
every English subject by the common law isto 


office by a life tenure from tbe Crown. Is that 
one of the privilegesand immunities of Ameri- 
can citizens? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, because we have 
changed ihat by the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Webave not. We have 
expressly affirmed that no Federal judge can 
hold by any other tenure, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my friend wilt 
not be so troubled. [ say that in all mat- 
ters where the Constitution of the United 
States has not changed the common law, the 
rights and privileges of an Englishman are 
inherited by us. They sre enforced, sanc- 
tioned, and maintained by new 
In some cases old privileges and immunities 
granted to a few are taken from them and 
given to the many. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My friend will pardon 
me once more. The Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States has certainly not taken away from 
a citizen of a State the right to an impartial 
trial in the State and by a jadge holding by 
life tenure. 
under that provision—and I do not see why 
we cannot if it applies to jurymen—provide 
that no State court shall be held by any judge 
unless he holds by the life tenure? 

Mr. SUMNER, 
to call his attention to the last words of the 
section from which he read, as follows: 

“Nor shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property without due process of law, nor 
deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws?” 

Does not a State violate that provision 
when it excludes colored persons from the 
jury box ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It seems to me as clear 
as day, and the sophistry of my friend from 
Wisconsin cannot impair it, that if in any com- 
munity where a great number of black men are 
by law citizens, if a law of the State prevents 
those men from sitting on a jury because they 
are black men, such a law does deprive suc 

citizens of a privilege, an immunity which they 
have a right to enjoy in every part of this 
country as citizens of the United States. All 
the sophistry of my honorable friend cannot 
shake this couclusion. The very idea is absurd. 


Iam very glad to say that the eyilis imaginary, ij 
because, with the exception of the States of | 


Kentucky and Delaware, there is now no State 
which excludes black men from the jury-box. 


Perhaps I am making the statement too strong. | 


I do not know how many States yet refuse to 
allow a negro to serve on a jury because he is 


lack. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iunderstand the hon- 
orable Senator has referred to my State and 
made the impression that by law colored peo- 
ple are excluded from church associations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I did not say that. 
I said that I did not. believe there was a State 


or a church in the Union that would exclude | 
a black man from the sanctuary because of his į 


color, 

We come now to the question of jurymen. 
Does any State of this Union deny to a black 
man the right to be tried by a jury composed 
of one black man, even, of twelve? Is there 
such a State? 

Mr. MORTON. Kentucky. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Kentucky is coming up. 
Kentucky is a little slow, but I think she will 
be all right. She has only within, a few days 
given to negroes the right to testify; and we 
must remember that twenty or thirty years ago 
many of the northern States denied negroes 
that right; even the State of Ohio within thirty 
years has denied the negro the right to testify 
in any tribunal—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What other State? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nearly all the western 


rovisions. | 


Will my friend allow me į 


i 


Now, I want to know if we can | 


| 


i States, Indiana, Illinois, and nearly all of 
> them. 


: : | that category or not. 
have his case tried before a judge who holds | 


H 


| sidering 
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Ido not know whether Vermont is-in 


Mr. EDMUNDS. - She never was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no doubt that the 
common sense, the love of fair play, and the 
spirit of liberty which animate the great body 
of the people of the United States will cause 


| ali these distinctions. founded on the old law 


of slavery to melt away under the progress of 
our civilization. No man can defend the 
exclusion by law of black men from a jury-box 
when you try the black man byajury. If the 


! black man is too degraded to sit upon a jury, 


he is too degraded to be tried by ajury; he 
ought to be disposed of in some other way. 


| And so with the power to testify. 


Why, sir, according to modern ideas and 
modern science, we gather evidence from 
everything living and dead. The dead are 
made to speak by the power of chemistry and by 
scientific observations. The living are made 


i| to speak, young and old.. Any exclusion of 2 


man because he is a negro from the right to 
testify is simply absurd, and in every State it 
will gradually disappear. Take the right of 
trial by jury. With the single exception, I 
think, of Delaware and Kentucky, I do not 
know of any State where this exclusion is now 
maintained. If I am mistaken in this, I will 
acknowledge the error. In nearly all the 
southern States, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Georgia, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, 
Tennessee; in all these southern States the 
right to serve on a jury is extended to all, 


|| black and white, without distinction ; and this 
j| provision, about the constitutionality of which 


my friend from Wisconsin has some doubt, 
only applies to two States. It does seem to 


i| me, not that it is the right of a man to serve 


ona jury, but that itis the right of all men 
to have a fair law and rule by which men of 
their own race and occupation and color may 
serve ona jury. It is the right of the accused 
and not the right of the trier; it is the right 
of theaccused that is abridged by these State 
laws. When I see that that rightis guarantied 
by the Constitution of the United States in all 
the Federal courts; by the constitutions of 
nearly all the States in the State courts; by 
the common law, the fountain of our civil 
rights, we ought, where it is denied, to-correct 
it if we can by Federal legislation. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Will my hon- 


orable friend allow me to ask him a question? | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Do I under- 
stand him to argue that thatis a right belong- 
ing to a citizen of the United States—the right 
to sit upon a jury? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I soy it is the right 
of the person accused to have an impartial 
trial; that men of his own race, color, or con- 
dition shall not be excluded on that account. 
I pat it rather on the right of the accused, than 
the right of the juror. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
seems to confound the rights belonging to men 
generally and the rights which belong to an 
American citizen. My inquiry is whether the 
Senator pretendi that these rights we are con- 


citizens of the United Statesin virtue of their 
citizenship, or whether he claims them as 
belonging to men as men? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not claim them as 
belonging to man, but I claim that they belong 
to American citizens, under the common law, 
which prevails all over this country, inherited 
from England. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Now I ask the 
honorable Senator on that basis how it hap- 
pens that they are not applicable to women 
and children? They are all citizens. | 

Mr, SHERMAN. In regard to the rightof 
trial by jury as to women, it isa mere matter 
of municipal regulation. i 

Mr. M RRILL, of Maine, It is a matter 
of municipal regulation; but that raises the 


elong to all men who happen to be | 


precise question. It is matter of municipal 
regulation; and- can the Congress of. the 


| United States invade it? . That is.the point... 


{ 


Mr. SHERMAN. -So far aa the mere equity 
of the question raised by my. friend is con- 
cerned, E have no point to make. I never 
could give any reason that was satisfactory to 
my own conscience why an intelligent, edu- 
cated woman should be exeluded from the 
| jury-box. 

_Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. But. the ques- 
tion comes back whether the Congress.of the. 
United States may interfere. In my State 
there are no distinctions at all; black and- 
white all unite together at churches, schools, 
| and everywhere else; but undoubtedly my 
State could interpose, if it chose, and give 
women the ballot or put them in the jury- 
box; but it does not; and can. you do it? 
That is the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
not, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
doit? That is the point. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not desire to pro- 
long my remarks by entering into a discussion 
of women’s rights. : I ean only say that I never 
could give any good reason, satisfactory to my 
own conscience, why a woman should not. be 
allowed to vote or why she should not be 
allowed to hold office, or have the right to sit 
upon a jury, except that I would not vote to 
give them these rights, because I do not think 
it is best for human society, organized as it is 
on the basis of the family, to introduce such 
disturbing elements into the family circle, — 
which is even of higher obligation than the 
obligation of Government. 

There is one objection E have to make to 
the fifth section, in which, I presume, I shall 
not find much concurrence. The fifth section 
enlarges the naturalization laws, so that if 
this section passes, Japanese end Chinamen 
and West Indiamen and East Indiamen, mea 
from all latitudes and from al} climes, can be- 
come naturalized citizens of the United States, 
From the foundation of. our Government until 
a year or two ago it has been the policy of our 
Government to confine naturalization to the 
white races. Why? Because they assimilate 
rapidly with the races that people our contiaent 
and form the citizenship of the United States 
of America. Take aman from Sweden, from 
Russia, from Poland, from Germany, from 
Italy, or from any land peopled by the white 
race, lot him come here, and in five years he 
easily and rapidly assimilates with our insti- 
| tutions; his blood mingles with our blood. 
and on the whole: rather improves the stock. 
But that principle does not extend to the black 
or to the Mongolian races, and therefore it had 
always been the policy of the Government, 
until 1870, to exclude all the black races frora 
our naturalization laws, not to apply them te 
persons born in Africa, born in Asia, born in 
the remote regions. This was partly upon the 
basis that they were heathen races, wha, from 
their natare, from the tenor of their. minds, 
could not in five years be made good citizens 
of the United States, they having a different 
idea of the sanctity of religion, a different 
idea of the worship of God; their fundamental 
ideas are different, and you cannot make good 
republican or democratic citizens out of them 
in five years, and they cannot and will not and 
do not mix with the body of our population. 

I therefore do believe that it is not wise to 
extend the principle of our naturalization laws 
to any beyond the old limitation of white, not 
because I wish to make distinctions among 
our own citizens between white and black, but 
because, for reasons that are strong and oper- 
ative, I would not extend the privilege of 
naturalization, a mere privilege conferrad by 
an act of Congress, to: races so dissimilar: as 
ours. As for the blacks who-are in this coun- 
iry, and their descendants who have been 
brought here or born on our soil, who have 
lived here aud are now made citizens by the 


I am certain I would 


Can Congress 
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operations of war; E-am willing to give them | 
albthe xights and privileges.of citizenship; but 
that ‘is: no. reason why we‘sbould extend -Our 
naturalization laws to those.whodo:not belong 
toithe greatavhite races ofthe: world. : ie 

~Efvetblackeman is’ born-here he acqairés bis 
citizenship-by a. higher law tham we car. give: 
himj:but- if he is not born’ here;-it: is a mere: 
matter: of municipal -regulation whether we 
shall authorize him. to be naturalized ornat. 
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would become either general or-universal. It 
provided: that by a simple act of Congress, 
voted for by two thirds of each House, the 
disability imposed by that-amendment. might 
be removed; it might be done in wholesale or 
in retail.:- The debate on the amendment shows 
thatthe time was soon anticipated when the 
States; being all represented, amnesty would 
become first general and then universal. The 
party platform of the convention which nomi- 


So the law'stood until by the act approved July 
14, 1870; section’ seven; it:was provided— 

“Piat the naturalization laws Are horeby extended 
to aliensof African nativity .and to persons of Afri- 
can despent.)” epis é st eae 

„By this act:two years ago we for the. first 
time, extended the right. of naturalization to 
the. Hottentots of Africa, to all the races. that 
live in Africa, and yet.even now, under the law 
as it stands, an Asiatic, however ; intelligent, 
cultivated, and civilized or Christianized, can- 
not be admitted, while a heathen savage from 
the wilds:of ,Africa.can, after five years, apply 
for admission to citizenship... ; l ; 

Qn this. question of: naturalization: I would 
rather. take .a;atep backward than take a step 
forward... I:;would rather confine our natural- 
ization laws. to the white races, and not extend 
them to any of those who are foreign to’us in 
religion, in, language, and in race, as well as 
in color. But [ do not hope or expect that 
my honorable friend from: Massachusetts will 
yield this; and since Congress has extended 
the: naturalization law, cat I am hopeless of 
getting this seventh section of the act of July 
14,.1870, repealed, L cannot stand upon the 
logic which would admit an African to natu- 
ralization and would exclude a Japanese, or 
a, Chinese, or an Kast Indiaman. The law 
ought to. be uniform, to exclade the whole of 
those foreign heathen races, so dissimilar from 
us in every respect, or else exclude none. If 
no one else shall do sọ, I certainly will offer 
un.amepdment, to limis the operation of the 
fifth; section sa as to prevent any change in 
the naturalization law. . The language of the 
section ism- ‘ 

That covery law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or 

ustom. inconsistent with this act, or making an 
digerimindtions against any person on account o 
color, by tho use of the word “white,” is hereby 
repealed and annulled. | 

-If that section passes it will change the 
whole. -principle of your naturalization laws 
and extend the: seventh section of the act of 
1870:to-all- the: races of the world. Now, if 
the Senate desira.to do this, let them do it 
with their eyes open. My own impression is 
that we ought to confine this important amend- 
ment to the few objects that are distinctly 
understood, to secure to our black fellow- 
citizens of this country certain rights which 
are a necessary part of citizenship, and to go 
no.further until we know how far we do go. 

One of the objections made with most strength 
to this amendment is that it has not been sub- 
mitted to the-criticism of a committee. But 
with the exception. of this last section, all the 
rest of it has. been the subject of consideration 
and debate so long that we may fairly dispense 
with: the consideration of a committee. We 
have all been members of a committee of the 
whole Senate, that has considered it days after 
days; «but this last section goes beyond what 
appears on its face, and may make changes in 
our laws that we do not perceive and under- 
stand until at.some future time it is found that 
in this.ambiguous: phraseology of ‘striking out 
the word.“white” from all the laws of the 
United States, we may have done what we have 
not intended todo.. I hope, therefore, that this 
section will be stricken ont, and that our action 
may be based upon-the-other sections which 
we do all now understand and can. vote under- 
standingly upon. ; 

-So much for the amendment; While I am 
up-allow'me to.express my: surprise that.any 
further. opposition is made to amneaty.... Why, 
sir, the fourteenth. amendment anticipatedthat 


nated the- present President of the United 
Statés declared thatamnesty should be granted 
as soon as the public safety would allow. The 
course of public opinion in. this country has 
gone further and further in favor of amnesty. 
The House of Representatives have twice, by 
a vote unprecedentedly large, sent us two bills, 
the last more liberal than. the first, showing 
the march of opinion. They: are fresh from 
the people of this country. 

Speaking for the people of my own State, I 
can say that there is a general feeling that the 
limitations imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment. ought to be largely extended, Early in 
the recent canvass, where public matters were 
freely discussed, I stated my position in favor 
of a large extension of amnesty,.as. large at 
least as that proposed by the House bill, and 
I have never heard a murmur of disapproba- 
tion, I believe that the genéral sentiment of 
the people of our country is in favor of it. 
The President. of the United States, in his 
recent message, called your attention to the 
subject-matter, and expressed his opinion in 
decided language. From. every source of 
opinion, from the newspapers, this cry comes 
up. Why, sir, take the conversion of my friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr,] appointed to 
go to the South to examine the most hideous 
outrages that were ever committed against the 
form of hymanity. He reports to us that asa 
mere matter: of public policy, for peace and 
order in the South, this pretext for violence 
and disorder should be removed. This feel- 
ing has now become general, and I.do trust 
that the political campaign that is about to 
be inaugurated will be commenced by a lib- 
eral and generous act of amnesty. I would 
not make it universal. I believe that the 
House in the first. bill have substantially hit 
upon the proper medium. They have re- 
moved all disabilities except from those who 
were prominent in the rebellion: those men 
who violated their oath of office here in 
the Senate and in the House of Representa- 
tives and went. back, leaving our Govern- 
ment dishonored and. disorganized, and cast 
their fortunes with rebellion; those men who, 
educated -for the Army or Navy, who had 
sworn over and over again to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, educated at the 
public expense, and went forth with the skill, 
knowledge, and experience acquired in our 
service to carry them over to the publicenemy. 
Perhaps the exceptions ought to be extended 
to those who took the first initial step in seces- 
sion as members of the conventions. All told, 
probably five hundred men in the United States 
are excepted; all the rest are relieved from 
disability. Why not? The Representatives 
from the southern States, one of whom [Mr. 
SawyER] sits in the chair, ask this of you. 
Why shoulda man who held a post office or 
other local office in one of the southern States, 
and thereby was compelled to take an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States, 
be excluded from an amnesty which has been 
made so general? Whyshould he be deprived 
of the power to hold a Federal or local office? 
Is he more guiliy than his neighbors? Is 
the fact:that he was intelligent enough to hold 
& petty office a reason why he should be 
punished while all around him are free? 
The President of the United States states this 
objection strongly and well. No, Senators, my 
own deliberate conviction—and I rarely take 
partin this class of debate—is that we had. 
better-unite these two measares together, make 


the time would speedily come when amnesty | 


| the. amnesty large and liberal, and then in the: 


same law, passed by the same majority, give 
our sanction to a principle that will give every 
black man deprived of the common rights of 
citizenship. and equality the right to sue for 
his injury, and also the right to appeal to the 
criminal law: . Let amnesty and justice. go 
hand in hand. . : 

Sir, the great waris over. We have-almost 
recovered from the evils that grew out of it. 
The graves of our dead heroes are sinking now 
to the level of the-earth. Our debt, which 
hung like a hydra over us; is now in such a 
shape that it no longer need frighten the most 
timid man. Our finances are rapidly becom- 
ing in a settled condition. We have nothing 
to do but meet the interest of the public debt. 
Let us now at this moment, before we go to 
our people on collateral and political issues, 
settle so far as we can all the issues that grew 
out of the war. I appeal to those southern 
men who call themselves Democrats to take 
this general principle contained in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts; give 
to the four million black people in the south- 
ern States the right to ride in your cars, the 
right to stop at your inns, the right to go to 
your schools, and the right to. worship God in 
your churches, and take with it amnesty, ,to 
the great body of those who are now excluded 
from office in the southern States.‘ Why not? 
As sure as the earth rollsin its course, as sure 
as time advances, every negro man in the 
southern States will have every right secured 
by this amendment. You cannot resist it. 
The spirit of civilization and progress demand 
it. No law can be justified or maintained that 
deprives citizens of the United States of rights 
so common ang simple as those secured by 
this amendment. 

On the other hand, why should we keep 
up this discrimination between citizens who 
are no more guilty one than the other? 
Why should we continue now, seven years 
after the war, provisions made as a matter of 
temporary punishment? The debate on the 
fourteenth amendment shows that when that 
amendment was considered and acted upon 
and voted for in Congress it was supposed 
that when all the States were represented, 
when all the Senators were in their places, 
when every district spoke by the voice of- its 
member in the other House, all these meas- 
ures that grew out of the war would pass away. 
This provision of the fourteenth amendment 
was only a part of the scaffolding of-recon- 
struction. Reconstruction itself was but the 
temporary outwork within which the temple 
was to rise to the sky; and this clause of 
the fourteenth amendment about disabilities 
was a part of that scaffolding. Strike them 
away, and we havea magnificent country, with 
our power demonstrated, our wealth increas- 
ing, our industry prosperous, nothing. butto 
march forward with confidence, with hope in 
the future. 

Mr. THURMAN addressed the Senate: [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. MORTON. T shall detain the Senate 
but a few moments in asking attention to the 
meaning of the last clause of the first section 
of the fourteenth amendment. TI will not dis- 
cuss the question as to the right or power of 
Congress to provide for the admission of col- 
ored men into social clubs; but the question 
arises upon this clause of the fourteenth 
amendment as to what the power of Congress 
is in regard to the substantial rights and 
equality of people in the States. The conclu- 
sion of this section reads thus :- ; 
., Nor shall any State deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of law; 
nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the 
equal protection of the laws.” 

I desire to inquire what 1s meant. by “the 
equal protection of the laws’? which a State 
shall not deprive any, person of? To what 
does the word ‘protection’? refer? - Does it 
mean that the State shall not deprives man 
of the equal protection of the law for his per- 
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son? Will any one contend that it shall have 
a construction so narrow asthat? Will it be 
contended that it means that a State shall not 
deprive a person of the equal protection of the 
law for his property; that it shall be confined 


tothat? Tsubmit that when it declares that 
no State shall deprive any person of the equal 
protection of the laws, it means substantially 
that no person shall be deprived by a State of 
the equal benefit of the laws; that the word 
tt protection,” as there used, means not simply 
the protection of the person from violence, the 
protection of his property.from destruction, 
but itis substantially:in the sense of the equal 
benefit of the law; that it is intended to pro- 
mote equality in the States, and it refers to 
the laws of the States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin said this after- 
noon, in the course of the argument, that.the 
right of trial by jury under State law was not 

aarantied by the Constitution of the United 

tates. That is true. This clause of the 
Constitution refers to State laws, and provides 
that whatever law a State may have, the pro- 
tection and the benefit of that Jaw shall extend 
to all classes. Ifthe State of Wisconsin pro- 
vides for the right of trial by jury, then that 
right of trial must be extended to all persons, 
and so faras the benefit. of the right of trial 
by jury is concerned, it must belong to all 
persons; it cannot be cenfined to a class; in 
other words, the States cannot create inequal- 
ity by their own legislation. That is the mean- 
ing of that clause. It is not simply a matter 
of protection, of standing guard against phys- 
ical violence, against the burning of property, 
against riot; but it means that no State shall 
deprive any person within its jurisdiction of 
the equal benefit of the laws. The word 
‘protection’? is used, but it is used in this 
broad sense of which I have spoken. 

Now let meillustrate, Take the case of the 
State of Kentucky where colored men are not 
aliowed to sit upon ajury. A colored man is 
placed upon trial. He is to be tried by a jury 
of white men, perhaps for a wrong inflicted 
upon a white person. Heis to be tried by a 
jury that have prejudices of race against him, 
that are now especially, and have been fora 
few years past excited against him because 
he has beea attempted to be clothed with new 
rights. I ask if this colored man, to be tried 
by a jury of white men from which all colored 
men are excluded, can be said in any sense to 


have “the equal protection of the law?’ It 


seems to me that here we have a strong illus- | 


tration. Here are more than two hundred 
thousand people in the State of Kentucky who 
have no right to sit upon a jury, although one 
of their own color may be upon trial. I ask 
any impartial mind if it can be said that these 
two. hundred thousand people have the equal 
protection, the equal benefit of the law, or 

ave an equal right under the laws of Ken- 
tucky? To say that they have, it seems to 
me, is to utter an absurdity. 

It is not sufficient to say that the right to sit 
upon a jury is not a privilege that belongs to 
a citizen of the United States. That is not 
the question that we are discussing now. There 
was class legislation in some of the States when 
that amendment was adopted; there is class 
legislation now in several of the States upon 
this and other subjects; and it was intended 
to strike at all class legislation, to provide that 
laws must be general in their effects. If you 
say that a man shall not sit upon a jury unless 
he has so much property, you have a right to 
say that, because that applies to men of all 
races alike; but if you say he shall not sit 
upon a jury because he is a colored man, that 
becomes class legislation at once, and that 
class of people are not entitled and do not 
receive the equal protection or benefit of the 
aws. 

Tam willing to restthis whole question upon 
the construction of this clause of the four- 
téenth amendment. . 1 believe the power to 
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| it, that it was intended to promote equality in 


| people in a State are deprived of the right to 
sit upon a jury because of their color, are 


| protection of the laws? 2 f | 
Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, |! 


pass this bill can be derived from other sources, 
but it is sufficient to derive it from this. «so ~ 

„I have heard this clause of -the Constitation 
discussed on the. floor of the Senate as if the 
word “‘ protection '’ here, to which everybody 
was to -be’equally’ entitled, simply referred-to 
protecting a man against a riot, against assas- 
sination, against violence, or as if it simply 
meant protecting his property against destruc- 
tion—againsta Ku Klax outrage, if you please. 
_ Mr. THURMAN. © As my friend is discuss- 
ing this subject, I should like to ask him one 
question.- As-I understand-him he bases. his 
argument upon the last sentence of the first 
section of article fourteen, ‘‘ ner deny to any 
person. within its jarisdiction the equal protec- 
tion of the laws.” Am I right in that? 

Mr. MORTON, Yes, sir; I am speaking 
upon that point. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I ask the Senator 
whether the law of Ohio and thelaw, I believe, 
of his own State, which requires that a juror 
shall be an elector is a denial of the right of 
the persons in Indiana and Ohio who are not 
electors? Is it a denial of the right of aliens 
who are not: yet naturalized and who cannot 
be electors and therefore cannot sit-on a jury? 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I wish to call the 
attention of the Senator to the fact that this | 


right is notliniited to persons who are citizens. || 


The clause reads: ‘‘ Nor shall any State 
deprive any person ’’—whether a citizen or 


not—‘‘ of life, liberty, or property, without || 


due process of law; nor deny to any person 
within its jurisdiction ’’—whether citizen or 
not—‘‘ the equal protection of the laws.’ How, 


then, on the Senator’s argument does he keep |j 


an alien or a woman off a jury ? 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator misses the ; 
very idea involved in this amendment; he 
misses the idea of class legislation. Persons 
may suffer disabilities; they may sometimes 
suffer disabilities. under a State law for want. | 
of property; they may suffer it for want of | 
legislation; but still there is no class legisla- 
tion about it; there is no inequality about it. 


If we read the history of this amendment we |! 


shall waderstand precisely what was meant by 


1 
i 
the States, and to take from the States the ! 
power to make class legislation and to create | 
inequality among their people. Therefore it ; 
provides that no person shall be deprived in | 
the jurisdiction of the State of the equal pro- 
tection of the laws, of the equal benefit of the 
laws. 

So far as rights depending upon citizensbip | 
are concerned, that is another question not 
involved at all in this discussion, That de- 
pends upon other conditions. Theré are cer- | 
tain rights that do depend upon citizenship, 
political and civil rights; but they are not 
involved in this matter, nor do they amount te | 
class legislation. But I again put the ques- | 
tion, and with that I shall conclude what I 
have to say: where a quarter of a million of 


excepted from the equal benefits of the law | 
because of race, I ask whether it would not be | 
broad nonsense to say that they have the equal | 


I have a word to say in reference to the 
application of the amendment of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts to churches. In my judg- 
ment it is not wise for Congress to begin legis- 
lation on that subject; it is opening a crevice 
which may carry away all the barriers and | 
work destruction.. Governmental tyranny in 
former ages joined hands with ecclesiastical 
tyranny and by the unholy alliance rivers of 
blood Bowed. When our fathers established | 
this Government they determined: to destroy 
ecclesiastica! tyranny: by severing it from gov- 
ernmentail power. ad oy, ates: 
The fate that was made in relief of this 


| 


| 


tyranny was toleration, whichis a very- biffer- 
ent thing from freedom in religion, “Lotera- 
tion taxes all for‘an establishment; but suffers 
voluntary societies and conventicles, *Willidm, 
Prince of Orange, was the eatliest' and: most 
efficient supporter and: advocate of religious 
freedom, and in this country Roger Williams 
and-Lord Baltimore ‘disseminated and adyo- 
cated the great principle. Se ERS PES 
_ Qur fathers werenot indifferent to the Obris- 
tian religion: They knew its value; that its 
internal: restraints were essential-to free gov- 
ernment, and yet declared that religion'should 
be entirely free. ` In the Articles of ‘Gonfeder- 
ation you will find a provision that the States 
shall defend each other in their religion; and 
ia the Constitution we find’ a ‘provision that 
there shall be no religious test, atid ‘wherever 
provision is made for the administration: af 
oaths there is always the alternative of “ati 
affirmation.. From: the ‘earliest days of our 
history religion has been perfectly free. Every 
denomination, sect, or society, so long as it 
did not violate the peace of society or public 
morals, has been at liberty to adopt what rales, 
tenets, or doctrines it pleased. . And itis a 
cardinal principle of Christian churches that 
the head of the church is our Saviour; and 
in putting forward that great doctrine more 
than a theological truthisannounced; itteans 
that Government has no control over’ ‘the 
church. If I-should show presently that’ the 
provisions of this amendment infringe upon 
the doctrine of religious freedom, the’ Sén< 
ator from Massachusetts would join with me 
in striking such provisions from his amend- 
ment. 
The people of this country were not satisfied 
with the Constitution as originally formed, and 
no sooner was that instrument adopted than 


|! they added an amendment in these words: 


“Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting ‘the 
free exercise thereof.” These words do’ net 
mean that Congress shall pass no’ law regu- 
lating a man’s opinions or feelings, that tyranny 
could never do. Me EE 

The words of the constitutional amendment 
do not mean that Congress shall pass no law 
regulating man’s external condact, for that is 
morality. The ‘exercise of religion’” means 
worship. It can mean nothing else. So the 
Constitution provides that Congress shall pass 
no law prohibiting the free exercise of wor- 
ship. ow, the Japanese, in California, see 
proper to make nationality, we will suppose 
a part of their religion, and to exclude all 
who do not belong.to their people from their 


| worship; or, the Huguenots of South Caro- 


lina might form a religious society, and one 
of their regulations be that no one should“be 


| a member unless a descendant of the Hugue” 


nots; or, the Scotch Presbyterians might de- 
clare that none shall be connected with their 
church unless producing a certificate from the 
church at home; or, the Africans might form 
a church making emancipation an essential to 
membership. It is clearly a restriction upon 
the perfect freedom of religious worship to 
provide that in these cases there shall not 
be liberty to exclude those who do not. meet 
the requirements stated. If, in the cases that 
I have supposed, there is a right to exclude 
those who do not meet the description aud 
requirements laid down, then a like right of 
exclusion for other reasons incident to their 
peculiar views belongs to all other churches. 

In answer to this view of the subject it igsaid 
that the proposed amendment only applies to 
churches that are incorporated. Bat I ask 
whether that limitation is found in the Consti- 
tution? Does it say that Congress shall pass 
no law prohibiting the free exercise of religion 
to churches that are not incorporated, but may 
pass laws restraining that free exercise when 
the association is incorporated? If such had 
been the provisiom of the: Constitution all the 
churches would have been and would now be 
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outside the protection of the Constitution, for 
all. were and: are: incorporated. We may not 
thus.interpolate the Constitution. ... E 

-But farther, Mr. President, while I think the 
provision is:not:in accordance with the spirit 
of out-institutions or. with the Constitution, I 
look upon: it. as a most dangerous subject to 
open... Neither, sir, does it promote the inter- 
ests of society or the welfare of any class of 
the. people. When dealing with the subject 
of religion we have passed beyond. the limits 
of human law, and are dealing with: spiritual 
things that reach beyond time.. The benefits 
of religion are not to be enforced by penal 
enactments. These benefits have their origin 
and power in kindlier influences. They are 
eonferred from an appreciation of the great 
truth that God has ‘made of one blood all 
nations of men for to dwell on all the face of 
the earth,” from a recognition of the brother- 
hood of man and of our accountability at the 
bar of the great Fatherhood. 

Aside from the infringement upon the Con- 
stitution resulting from the disturbance of 
‘public worship by privileges not freely granted 
bein insisted on, it would be a scandal upon 
ovr Government for a white man to be per- 
mitted to maintain a suit under the laws of 
the United States because a colored commun- 
ion refused to permit him to enjoy the privi- 
leges which they in their lowliness and humil- 
ity desired to enjoy with those who, having 
been the victims of a common sorrow, could 
sympathize with them! The two great doc- 
trines of human progress and religious free- 
dom should not be antagonized, and we should 
hesitate long before passing the first law affect- 
ing in any manner perfect freedom in the exer- 
cise of religion. 

I desire to support the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and the ques- 
tion relating to jurors does not disturb me. I 
do not understand that it is the right of a man 
to be a juror, but that it is the right of a large 
class that their whole class shall not be ex- 
cluded from the jurybox. 1 can vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
if he will modify its provisions as to churches. 
We do not wish to bogie to legislate on the 
a of religion or of worship. 

r. EDMUNDS obtained the floor. 

‘Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. ‘There is 
some executive business which it is important 
to act upon, and, with the consent of my col- 
league, L move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. - 

The motioun was agreed to. : 


PRHSIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porter, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the bill (S, No. 487) to 
exempt the iron steam. ice-boats constructed 
by the city of Philadelphia from the inspection 
required by the act of February 28, 1871, enti- 
tled ‘An act to provide for the bettor security 
of life on board of vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam, and for other purposes.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one 
kour spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened, and (at five o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuxspax, February 6, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. 


by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G, BUTLER, 
The Journal of 


approved. 


Prayer 
D.D. 
yesterday was read and 


WILLIAM T. BERRY, 


- Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consen 
introduced a joint. resolution (H.-R. No. 96 
in favor of William T. Berry ; which was rea 


a first and second time, -referred to: the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and, with the accompany: 
ing papers, ordered. to. be printed. 

‘BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. HAY, by unanimous. consent, intro- 
duced a bill (E. R. No. 1392) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at St. Louis, in the State of Missouri ; 
which was read a first and. second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed, . 


MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE WITH AUSTRALIA. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. B. No. 1598) authorizing the 
establishment of ocean mail steamship ser- 
vice between the United States and Austra- 
lia; whieh was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PENSION SERVICE, 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced 
abill (H. R. No. 1394) to promote the economy 
and efficiency of the pension service of the 
United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


TRADE WITH BRAZIL. 


Mr. COX also, by ananimous?consent, intro» 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1895) to promote trade 
with Brazil, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is not thata subsidy bill? 
_ Mr. COX. No, sir, there is not a dollar 
in it, 

MARSHALL O. ROBERTS, 

Mr. COX also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1896) for the relief of 
Marshall O. Roberts; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF OAUSES. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1397) relating to 
the removal of causes into the United States 
courts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revision 
of the Laws of the United States, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


REPORT ON STATISTICS. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
referred. under the law tothe Committee on 
Printing : 

Resolved (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed seven thousand copies of the report of the 
chie! 
tariff legislation of the United States with, append - 
ixes; four thousand copies for the use of the House 
two thousand copies for the use of the Senate, and 
one thousand copies, bound, for the use of the Trens- 
ury Department. : 


IRON-SHIP BUILDING. 
Mr. STARKWEATHER, by unanimous 


consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1898) 


for the promotion of iron-ship building in the 
United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY R. GILSON. 

Mr. HAZLETON, of Wisconsin, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1399) for the relief of Mary R. Gilson, mother 
of Edward D. Gilson, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION. 


Mr, L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a-bill (H. R. No. 1400) to encour- 
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the Committee on Foreigu Affairs, and ordered 
to-be printed. 


W. F..GARDNER,. 


Mr. L. MYERS also, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1401) for 
the relief of Lieutenant W. F, Gardner; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETER MILLS. 


Mr. MONROE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No.-1402) to amend an 
act entitled “An act for the relief of Peter 
Mills,’ approved June 8, 1834; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, 


PARIS L. REED. 


Mr. MONROE also, by unanimous consent, 
intraduced a bill (H. R. No. 1403) for the 
relief of Lieutenant Paris L. Reed; which was 
read a firat and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


HAMILTON WOOLEN COMPANY. 


Mr. HOAR, by unanimous consent, intro: 
duced abill (H. R. No. 1404) for the relief of 
the Hamilton Woolen Company; which was 
reada first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. 8. WREN AND W, A. KELLEY. 


Mr. TURNER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1405) for the ben- 
efit of James 8. Wren and William A. Kelley; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GILBERT C. RUSSELL. 


Mr. TURNER, by unanimous consent, also 
presented a petition of the heirs of Gilbert C. 

ussell’s estate, for compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


MIAMI INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. LOWE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1406) to provide for 
the sale of Miami Indian lands in Kansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


CHEROKEE NEUTRAL LANDS. 


Mr. LOWE, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H, R. No. 1407) for the 
relief of actual settlers upon the Cherokee 
neutral Jands in Kansas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PENSIONS FOR BLACK HAWK WAR. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, by request and by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
| No. 1408) granting pensions to certain soldiers, 
| pilots, engineers, and other persons engaged 
in the Black Hawk war; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


BRIDGES ACROSS TIE MISSISSIPPI. 


age and promote telegraphic communication | 


between America, Asia, and Europe; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 


| Mr. COTTON. Atthe close of the morn- 
ing hour yesterday a bill was being read which 
I had introduced. I ask unanimous consent 
that. the further reading of the bill be dis- 


Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

No objection being made, the bill (H, R. 
No. 1888) to authorize the construction and 
maintenance of a bridge over the Mississippi 
river, between Carroll or Whitesides county, 
Hlinois, and Jackson or Clinton county, Iowa, 
and to establish the same as a post road, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. COTTON, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1409) authorizing 
| the construction of a bridge over. the Missis- 


j | pensed with, and that it be referred to the 
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gippi river at Muscatine, Jowa; which was 


| 


were recommitted to the Committee on the 


read a first and second time, referred to the || Judiciary; and also moved that the motion 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ARSENAL AT ROME, NEW YORK. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to report back from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations House bill No. 792, 
to authorize the sale of the arsenal at Rome, 
New York, and to appropriate the proceeds, 
and that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I suggest that this bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, as that committee already has the 
subject under consideration. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 


who introduced the bill conferred with me, and į 
suggested that the bill should go to the Com- | 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, be- 
cause the chief point of the bill was the con- 
struction of a building there. 
Mr. SLOCUM. ‘The Committee on Mii- 
tary Affairs have been considering the subject. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no 


objection to the reference of the bill to the |; 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
The bill was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
JOSEPH HILL AND SON, 
Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1410) for the relief 


of Joseph Hill & Son; which was read a first || 


and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 
C. GREEN AND H.C. TRAINER. 


Mr. COGHLAN, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1411) for the relief 


of Christopher Green and Hugh C. Trainer; | 


which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 
PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1412) granting pen- 
sions to certain widows of soldiers of the war 
of 1812; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IRA BUCKMAN,’ 


Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1413) granting a pen- 


sion to Ira Backman; which was read a first |i 


and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Iuvalid Pensions. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
unfinished business of yesterday, in relation 
to the drawing of seats. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


withdraw that call til] I can report a couple | 


of bills from the Judiciary Committee for print- 
ing and recommittal? . 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Iwill do so. 
COLONEL FRANCIS FIGO. 

Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee onthe Judiciary, reported 
back a joiut resolution (H. R. No. 74) referring 
the claim of the heirs and legal representatives 
of Colonel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court 
of Claims for readjustment; and the same was 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 

TAX ON INCOMES OF STATS OFFICERS. 

Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, 
also reported back from the Committee ou the 
Judiciary House bill Ne. 978, in reference to 
the Income tax collected from officers under 
State governments; and the same was ordered 
to be printed, and recommitted. ; : 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
votes by which the joint resolution and bill 
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i to reconsider be laid on the table. 

| The latter motion was agreed to. 

| MILITARY POSTS NOT NEEDED. 

| Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on Ap- 
| propriations, by unanimous consent, reported 
: 
i 
i 


sidered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to inform the House of Representatives what, mili- 
tary posts inthe United States may, in his opinion, 
be disposed of without injury to the service. 


} 
| ELECTION CONTEST—SCHENCK VS. CAMPBELL. 
` Mr. SHELLABARGER. 


i I ask unanimous 
| consent to present a memorial and to submit 
| a resolution, not for action, but for reference 
| to the Committee of Elections. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

| 


Resolved, That in the caseof the notice, b; 


; CAMPBELL, of the third district of Ohio, leave is 


ii hereby given to the said contestant, and to the 
: electors of said district who may desire to prosecute | 


i 
| said contest, within five days from this date to file 
| an amended notice of the ground of such contest, 
! and that the said sitting member shall make, ac- 
i cording to law, answer to such notice within five 
i days after service upon him, or his attorney, of a 
| copy of such amended notice; and the said party 
contesting shall have right to take testimony in 
said case during ten days after the expiration of said 
time for answer; and the sitting member shall have 
ten days thereafter to take testimony in answer 
thereto, and the said contestant shall thereafter 
have five days in which to take testimony in reply. 
„Mr. RANDALL. I object to this resolu- 

tion, in order to allow the sitting member 
[Mr. CAMPRELL] an opportunity to make a 
statement. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER,. 
privileged question ? 

The SPEAKER. Upon what ground is it 
privileged ? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. 
information. E 

‘the SPEAKER. Itisnota privileged ques- 
tion. The privilege of an election case is 
exhausted with its reference to the committee. 
Whatever the committee may choose to report 
is privileged, but not what a member may 
choose to offer for reference. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a new contest. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. It isnot a new 
contest. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
! new contest. : 

The SPEAKER. | On the call for resolu- 
tions on Monday morning resolutions of this 
| kind or for reference to other committees may 


Ts not this a 


I asked only for 


It isin the nature of a 


+, be offered. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope that my col- 
league will withdraw the resolution, and have 
the memorial and accompanying papers re- 


i 


li ferred to the committee, in order that I may 


| have an opportunity of seeing what they are. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Thatisall Ihave 
asked ; I have not asked to have the resolution 
: acted on now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I hold the 
right of petition to be most sacred ; and if any 
of my constituents have even at this late day 
| gent here a petition for the purpose of dis: 
turbing me in the enjoyment of my seat, or 
even if it were to the extent of asking that I 
i pe taken and hanged to the nearest lamp-post, 


I should insist upon the reception of the peti- 
tion and its reference to au appropriate com- 


l 
i 
i 
j 


mittee. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


| Ohio, in conuection with the resolution, pre- 
sents a petition which he desires to have 
referred. 


Mr, RANDALL. It is out of order, and I 


have objected. 
| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
| object to the presentation of the petition? 
H 


‘Mr. RANDALL. I have already objected. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not 
have objected tothe petition, because it had 


not been presented to the House. 


the following resolution ; which was read, con- 


Robert |: 
C. Schenck, of the contest of the seat of Lewis D. |! 


| 


t 


i 


i 


| striking out the proviso. 


Mr. RANDALL. Well, I do now: object. 
Let it come in in the usual form. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If my colleague-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’ from 
Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. AI desire is-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. He will permit me 


i| to make a statement in reply to my colleague. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. This matter is con- 

suming time, and we want to proceed to the 
regular order of business. 
_ Mr, SHELLABARGER. All thatwe desire 
is that this matter may be referred properly to 
the Committee of Elections; no action what- 
ever is asked upon the question now. I trust 
there will be no objection. . 

Mr. RANDALL. I have objected, and still 
continue to object. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
consent to introduce a bill. 
DRAWING FOR SEATS. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is de- 
manded. The House resumes as the regular 
order the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion, reported from the Committee on the 
Rules: 

Resolved, That the following be added to the rules 
of the House; 

Rute —. Whenever the seats shall have been 
drawn no proposition shall be in order for a second 
drawing during the same Congress: Provided, That 
this rule shall not apply to the Forty-Second Con- 
gress. 

To this resolution the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Potaxp] moved an amendment by 
The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] moved to 


I ask unanimous 


amend by adding as an additional proviso what, 
will be read by the Clerk. l 


The Clerk read as follows: 


~ Provided further, That the Clerk of the House do 
forthwith place in a box the name of each member 


and Delegate of the House of Representatives writ- 
ten upon a separate slip of paper ; that he then pro- 
ceed, in the presence of the House, to draw from the 
said box, one at a time, the said slips of paper, and 
as each seat is drawn he shall announce the name 
of the member or Delegate upon it, who shall choose 
his seat for the present Congress: Provided, That 
before said drawing shall commence the Speaker 
shall cause each scat to be vacated, and shall see 
that every seat continues vacant until itis selected 
under this order, and that every seat, after having 
been selected, shall be deemed forfeited if left unoc- 
eupied before the calling of the roll is finished. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on seconding the previous question, which was 
called by the gentleman from Connecticut, 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. | ; 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. I now withdraw 
my amendment, and renew it with the addition 
of the following proviso: 

And be it further provided, That the Sergeant-at- 
Arms shall, when their names are announced, select 
seats for Messrs. SCOFIELD, McCrary, H. BOARDMAN 
Surg, ANCHER, and R. Minton Srger, who are 
absent by order of the House. , 

I now renew the demand for the previous 
question. mnn 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. POLAND. J desire to move the post- 
ponement of this subject until Friday next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 

ending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend—— 

The SPEAKER, No amendment isin order 
pending the demand for the previous question, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gen- 
tileman from Connecticut whether he will not 
agree that before we draw seats the desks shall 
be rearranged? I understand the architect of 
the Capitol has a plan by which two rows of 
seats can be dispensed with, so that we can all 
be brought together within reasonable bounds, 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. We have heard 
before about that plan. These gentlemen have 
kept us from doing anything for four weeks, 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let it be done on 
Monday next.. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. I donot propose 
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to modify my proposition at all. First let us 
draw for seats; and then if gentlemen want to 
rearrange the desks it can be done. - s 

Mr. STEVENSON. If you consent to a 
rearrangement I will vote with you; other- 
wise, not. 3 . 

“The question being taken on ordering the 
previous question, it was declared agreed to. ` 

Mr. KERR. called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KERR and 
Mr. SraRKWEATHER were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers. report- 
ed—ayes 105, noes 89. ` 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I understand there is some 
arrangement in the House, or which can be 
made, by which individual members can take 
seats in the space between the desks. I wish 
to know whether that can be done without an 
order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been the prac- 
tice of the Chair to rule where members shall 
place their chairs. sos 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I understand it will 
affect the next vote, and that arrangements 
have been made among some of the members 
to fill the spaces with their chairs, so as to 
bring them nearer the Speaker. I wish to 
know whether that can be done without an 
order of the House, if it be objected to by any 
member? 

Mr. COX. It will depend very much on the 
size of the members. — 

~ The SPEAKER. If-an individual case was 
raised at the proper time the Chair would rale 
upon it, but as the previous question has been 
seconded, the Chair does not know how itean 
now be obtruded upon the House. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. As I have said, it will 
affect the next vote to be taken, and I insist 
that no one can do that if objection be made. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will per- 
ceive that ho presents a hypothetical case. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I move to lay the whole 
subject upon the table, 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, We are entitled 

` toa vote, and I hope we will be allowed to 
have it. i 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion to lay upon the table, and by the 
sound the ayes have it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
tellers. ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Burien of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. Speer of Georgia, 
were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 80, noes 96. : 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; andit was decided 
in the negative—yeas 90, nays 111, not voting 
38; as follows: 

YHAS—Mossrs. Arthur, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, James G. Biair, 
Bright, James Brooks, Buflinton, Burdett, Campbell, 
Conger, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dunnell, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Forker, Charles Foster, Frye, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Golladay, Haldeman, Hale, Ualscy, 
Handley, Harmer, Harper, George B. Harris, Hay, 
John W, Hazleton, Hooper, Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Lamison, Lynch, McKee, Mercur, Mer- 
riam, Moore, Morphis, Niblack, Packard, Paeker, 
Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Price, Prindle, Randall, Read, Ed- 
ward X. Rice, Ellis H. Roborts, Roosevelt, Sawyer, 
Seeley, Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, .Slater, 
Sloss, Worthington O. Smith, Sprague, Stoughton, 
Torry, Thomas, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump: 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jobn T. 
Wilson, and Winchester—99, 

NAYS—Mesars. Acker, Adama, Ambler, Averill, 
Barnum, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Bighy, Bird, Brax- 
ton, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, Ben- 
jamin. F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
Carroll, William T. Clarke, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Creely, 
Critcher, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, DuBose, Duell, 
Duke, Hames, Edwards, Eldridge, Farwell, Fink- 
elnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Getz, Goodrich, Grifith, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, John T. Harris, Ha- 
vens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Hereford, 


Herndon, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Houghton, King, 
i Lewis, Lowe. M. 


Perry, John M. Rice, Ritchie, | 
Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Sargent, Sessions, Slocum, 
John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Storm, Strong, Sutherland, Swann. Sypher, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Walden, Walls, Warren, Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, and Young—l11, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Comingo, Cox, Dawes, De Large, Elliott, Henry 
D. Foster, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, May- 
nard, McCrary, cKinney, Benjamin F. Mey- 
ers, Mitchell, Potter, Rainey, Rogers, Scofield, Shel- 
don, Shober, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, Sny- 
der, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Stowell, 
St. John, Taffe, Dwight Townsend, Tathil, 
Vaughan, Williams of New York, and Wood, —38. 

So the House refused to lay the question on 


the table. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to reconsider the vote just taken, and on that 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Is it in order 
for the gentleman to make any such motion, 
especially when he holds the seat he does 
from courtesy ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The dif- 
ficulty, then, is that the House drew for seats 
when I was absent, although my name drew 
the seventh seat. i 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from 
Massachusetts vote with the prevailing side? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I did; 
Ivoted no. Iam defending my altar and my 
hearth-stone as well as I can. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does he do that to facil- 
itate the public business, or for the purpose 
of filibustering and preventing the House from 
coming to a vote? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Borer, ] to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
motion J call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GETZ. Mr. Speaker, would it be in 
order to move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table? I rose for that purpose when 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bur- 
LER] made his motion to reconsider, but the 
Chair did not recognize me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Gerz] moves to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I protest against 
the occupying of the public time in this way 
by the minority ofthe House, [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER brought down the gavel. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS, (while the gavel was 
rapping.) If they think they will accomplish 


On that 


On that 


anything by this, they will find themselves 


mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who speak 
out of order must run a race with the gavel, 
{Laughter.] The Chair will not permit it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the 
motion to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider. i 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 75, not vot- 
ing 47; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beck, Bell, Beveridge. Bigby, Bingham, 
Bird, Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Car- 
rol, William T. Ciarko, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Critcher, 
Darrall, Dickey, ‘Donnan, Du_Bose, Duell, Duke, 
Eames, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Wilder D. Foster, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Grifith, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, John T. Harris, Ha- 
vens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Houghion, Kerr, 
King, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Mar- 
shall, Maynard, McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, 
McIntyre, McJunkin, McKee, McKinney, McNeely, 
Merrick, Monroe, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard My- 
ers, Orr, Palmer, Hosea, W. Parker, Peck, Pendle- 
ton, Aaron F., Perry, William R. Roberts, Robin- 


son, Rusk, Sargent, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, 
Shober, Slocum, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, 
Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Washington Townsend, 
Turner, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, Walls, War- 
ren, Wells, Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, 
and Young—117. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Barber, Beatty, Biggs, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Bright, James Brooks, 
Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, Conger, 
Crossiand, Davis, Dunnell, Ely, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Haldeman. Hale, 
Halsey, llandley, Harmer, Harper, George B. Har- 
ris, John W. Hazleton, Hooper, Kelley, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Lamison, Lynch, : McHenry, Mercur, 
Merriam, Morey, Negley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, 
Isaae C. Parker, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Poland, 
Porter, Price, Prindle, Randall, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Millis H. Roberts, Saw- 
yer, Slater, Worthington ©. Smith, Snyder, Stough- 
ton, Tatře, Terry, Thomas, Twichell. Lyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Wakeman, Wallace, Wheeler, W bite- 
ley, Willard.and John T. Wilson—75, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Barry, Comingo, Cox, Crecly, Dawes, De Large, 
Dox, Edwards, Elliott, Henry D. Foster, Hay, 
Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, Xinsella, Lamport, McCrary, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Platt, Potter, 
Rainey, Rogers, Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, Shel- 
don, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevenson, St. 
John, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Luthill, Vaughan, 
Waldron, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New 
York, and Winchester—47, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of half past one 
having arrived, the House resumes the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1048) to es- 
tablish an educational fund, and to apply the 
proceeds of the public lands to the education 
of the people. THe gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr DUNNELL] has the floor. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. L riseto make a parlia- 
mentary iuquiry. Is it in order to move to 
postpone the consideration of this order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to make a farther 
inquiry. Ifthe House should now adjourn, 
what effect would that have on the special 
order now pending, and on the business which 
just previously was before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House should now 
adjourn, this order would. entirely lose its 
place on the Calendar. There would be no 
day fixed for its consideration, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What would be the effect 
on the resolution in regard to the drawing of 
seats? 

The SPEAKER, That would come up 
again as unfinished business until disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, then, that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not on 
the floor. The gentleman from Minnesota 
has the floor. The Chair has recognized him, 
but the Chair is always ready to hear parlia- 
mentary inquiries. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield for a few min- 
utes to the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. 
Perce,] who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PERCE. I move to insert at the 
end of section eleven the following additional 
proviso : 

And provided further, That this bill shall in nowise 
affect any existing law for the disposition of the 
public lands, or the proceeds thereof, or any pos- 
session of such lands or proceeds, either by way of 
homestead reservation or grants to States or other- 
wise, or be considered as preventing any disposition 
which Congress may hereafter see fit to make. 

I desire to say but one word. The com- 
mittee do not think this amendment necessary. 
They do not think the billin any wise inter- 
feres with previous or subsequent disposition 
of the public lands, but apprehensions of that 
kind have been manifested on the part of some 
gentlemen. We deem it proper to put this 
proviso in the bill itself. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Let me ask the gen- 
tleman if this amendment is in favor of future 
land grants, and whether he had not better 
leave that out? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield for three minutes 
to the gentleman from Obio, [Mr. STELLA. 
BARGER, | 


1872. 
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Mr. SHELLABARGER. I was told by a 
number of members around me that a state- 
ment which I made the other day in regard to 
this bill was misunderstood, and Lam requested 
to make a statement in regard to it which I do 
with pleasure. 

I stated that this bill forever dedicated and 
set apart for the purpose of the education of 
the people the public lands of the United States. 
It was understood that thereby | meant to main- 
tain that the bill would withdraw all the public 
lands from the right of entry for homestead 
purposes and any and every other purpose to 
which Congress might devote the public lands. 
If | was so understood it was clearly an erro- 
neous understanding, as any gentleman will see 
who will read the provision of the second sec- 
tion. It provides that “the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause an account to be taken 
upon the close of each fiscal year, and ascer- 
tain the total receipts from the sale or other 
disposition of the public lands of the United 
States, including all fees received at the gen- 
eral and district land offices during such year, 
and the amount of expenditures incurred or 
occasioned by the survey, sale, location, en- 
try, or other disposition of such lands during 
the year,” &c. 
tion that it is the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands after the payment of expenses that 


are so dedicated, and tbat if any lands are |} 
‘| speaks of free education. | 
| pose to give a portion of this fand to schools | 


unsold, either because they have been taken 
under the homestead right or because they 
are taken under any other provision of law, 
there will be no proceeds of sales, and hence 
this bill, as it only relates to and confines 


itself to the matter of appropriating the net į 


proceeds of the sale, cannot affect any home- 
stead rights, or other appropriation of lands 
that may be made by law, which would with- 
draw the lands from the production of pro- 
ceeds. That, I think, is a full statement of 
all I desire to say. Tbe bill will neither 
affect homestead rights nor any other rights 
secured by law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont for a moment. 

Mr. POLAND. Iofferthe following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the first section: 


Provided, That this act shall not have any effect 
to repeal, impair, or suspend any law authorizing 
the preémption of public lands or entry of publie 
lands for homesteads, nor as limiting in any man- 
ner the power of Congress to alter or extend the 


right of homesteads upon such lands. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill now | 
under consideration received my sanction as jj 
a member of the Committee on Education and |; 
Labor, and I feel like supporting it here. I; 


shall do so by my vote. Some things, how- 


ever, have been said in the course of the dis- |; 
cussion of this bill to which I call attention, į} 
and if they are correct I should not feel like || 


supporting the bill, as I now desire to do. 


The gentleman from Obio (Mr. SBELLA- i 


it will be seen from that sec-" 


BarGer| this morning bas made an explana- | 


tion in relation to the remarks which he made 
the other day, and which I felt that he was 
bound to make, because this biil is not at all 
open to the construction which he gave to it. 
Simply the proceeds of th abli 
iands are dedicated for this purpose, to aid in 
all the States in the establishment of free 
education, I have myself never questioned 
but what it was in the power of Congress to 
dedicate the proceeds of ihe sales of the pub- 
lic lands for such a purpose. Years ago Gon 
gress by act gave to the new States. many of 
them, one section, and many others two sec- 
tions in each township for educational pur- 
poses. That provision of law was never ques- 
tioned, the constitutionality of it even at that 
time, nor is it questioned at the present time. 

Some amendments have been indicated here 
to which {wish to call the attention of the 
House for a moment. Some of those amend- 
ments, I think, should not receive the consid- 
eration and approval of this House. | If this 
bill is worth anything it is because if 1s 10 the 


e sales of the public | 


i 
t 
i 
f 
i 


ll stantially recognizing t 
i 
i 
H 
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interest of universal education, free education 
to all the children in the land, no matter what 
may have been their former condition, no 
matter what may be their color; their free 
education, because they are a part and parcel 
of the people of the country about which we 
are legislating, and in the interest of which 
we purpose to legislate. 

An amendment hag been indicated to this 


MelIvrvyre,] to the effect that the proceeds of 
the sales of these public lands should be used 
for the endowment of a university in each of 
the States to which this money shall go. Uni- 
versity education is well, but it in no way 
compares with a system of free universal edu- 
cation. Here in this House, in our judgment, 


education. I would say that university educa- 
tion reaches only the few. We purpose by this 
bill to reach the many. The many ought to 
claim our attention in legislation, and not the 
few. ‘The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
| Kerr,] who spoke in opposition to this bill 
the other day, made one point which I confess 
had its weight upon my mind. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman 
allow me one question? 
Mr. DUNNELL. Iwill. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. The gentleman 
Does this bill pro- 


of the different religious denominations; or 
does it purpose to exclude the different reli- 
i gious denominations from a participation in 
this fund? The gentleman speaks of free 
| education ; I wish to inquire if the schools 
! of religious denominations are excluded? 

Mr. DUNNELL. As such they are ex- 


uded. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Then this is not for 
free education. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The schools of religious 
| denominations as such are excluded from a 
| participation in this fund. They are in no 
| sense included in the income from the revenues 
‘derived from the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections under the laws as already passed. As 
| denominational schools they are excluded, for 
; they are not schools free to all, and if in their 
| organization these schools shut out a single 


cl 


| chiid, then they are in no way to be benefited 


taken. 
amended by striking out °°! 
ing in lien thereof *‘ 1874." 


| thereby be improved. . 
The same gentleman alluded to the billas sub- 
he doctrine of national 


| supervision. I see nothing at all in the bill 


ny of our States. 
; quently and tersely as the gentleman from 
| Jndiana, [ Mr. 

to express ) c i } 
| do in opposition to anything like a system of 
| national supervision of schools. I do not 
| believe in it. I believe that ia Minnesota we 
| can handle our schools very much better than 
the General Government can do. The schools 
in Indiana can be handled by them there bet- 
ter than the General Government can doit. I 


| do not support this bill upon any such theory, 


bill by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. | 


| common-school education should tower higher | 
: and immensely above anything like university | 


that recognizes the idea that the General Gov- | 
ernment shall interfere with school matters in | 
Tam unable to talk as elo- | 


KERR. ] but I haveit in my mind |; 
myself as empbatically as he can | 


f 

and if there were in this bill the slightest 
trace of what the gentleman objects to, then I 
would vote againstit. [ believe that these edu- 
cational institutions should be State institu- 
tions, emphatically, purely, entirely. But, Mr. 
Speaker, E see nothing in this bill which jus- 
tifes the construction which the gentleman 
puts upon it. 

Now, it cannot. be denied that there are in 
some portions of this country needs in the line 
of general education. I will not use language 
| here which shall offend anybody. I desire to 

take no partisan or local view of this question ; 
but the fact cannot be denied that in some 
parts of the country there are wants in relation 
to the matter of public education. No gen- 
tleman here can deny that in some of the 
States there is not what may be called a full- 
blown, vigorous, well-organized system of 
i| popular education. In many of the States 
‘of this Union the educational system has no 
head, no parts, no soul. 

I do not refer to this because those States 
| were once in rebellion. They are now back 
! again with all their rights and privileges. They 
are a part of this great Republic, and as such 
they are either elements of strength or ele- 
ments of weakness. If they have well-devel- 
oped systems of public education, whether 
North or South, amen. If they have not well- 
developed systems of public education either 
North or South, then should this Government 
feel a profound interest in the question, be- 
cause, as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] has well said, ignorance is blind- 
ness. We need all that general education can 
give us, whether in the North or in the South, 
| Mr. Speaker, in my judgment the wants of any 
| locality are the wants of the whole. If there 
be a State in the South that has not the means 
of building up a system of education, iet us 
help that State if we can. 

‘There are some who give this bill more im- 
portance than I do, yet Í consider it important 
enough to be entitled to my most cordial in- 
dorsement and support. What is this measure? 
The gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
|| ParkeR,] whom I respect, and who has the 
honor to represent a State in which there is 
less illiteracy than any other State of the Union, 
(such was its record in 1860; I do not know 
what the record is by the statistics of 1870,) is 
to be congratulated in that he represents such 
a State. The point which the gentleman from 
New Hampshire made the other day against 
this bill was that it would give to some States 
but a few thousand dollars. To Tennessee, 
| for instance, it would give forty or fifty thou- 
sand dollars. But no matter whatthe amount 
may be, if it be only $10,000, if that $10,000 
shall warm into life a system that shall ulti- 
mately culminate in a well-organized scheme 
of free education it will have done its work, 
and I will vote for it as readily as though the 
donation were half a million. With this educa- 
tional want staring me in my face, and with 
the hope and belief that that small sum might 
i| work that grand result, Iam unable to with- 
|| hold my vote. It needs sometimes just a little 
il sum of money to be the kernel, so to speak, 
i! from which there shall germinate and spring 
' into being a fall and well-rounded system. 
| Mr, PARKER, of New Hampshire. Wiil 
the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 
| Mr DUNNELL. My time is nearly ex 
hausted, and I have one or two other points 
which I wish to make. If the gentleman’s 
| question is & brief one, I will yield., 

: + Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Does 
the gentleman regard it as necessary to give 
i the northern States three dollars in order to 
| put one dollar into the possession of the south- 
| ern States? oo. 

| Mr. DUNNELL. Ido not consider it ne- 
|| cessary to give the northern States anything. 
| Mr. PARKER, of New Why, 
then, do you do it? 


Hampshire. 
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Mr, DUNNELL.. We do not want any of 
the money in our State. Thanks to the Gen- 
eral Government, we have received for educa- 
tional purposes two. sections of land to. the 
town line; and we have prospectively.a fund 
of $15,000,000. We guarded our educational 
fund by wise legislation; and uo part of our 
school lands has been sold at less than five 
dollars an acre, and none can.be. We donot 
want it... But suppose we were to put intothe 
bill.a provision. giving the proceeds of these 
public lands to a mere section of the country, 
then it would be argued that these lands be- 
long to the people, to. all of the people, and 
the proceeds must be divided according to 
population. f 3 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let me ask the 
gentleman a question. The bill says the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands are to be consecrated 
forever to the purposes of education. Does 
that mean that the public lands bereafter are 
all to be sold, and the proceeds kept for that 
purpose? 

Mr. DUNNELL, I do not understand that 
the bill interferes at all with the policy of the 
past, or with the policy of the future with 

- regard to the public lands. If I believed 
that by voting for this bill I should indirectly 
at any time lessen the liberality of our legisla- 
tion in regard to the actual settlers or the 
soldier, to whom I trust that Congress will 
grant a bounty, L would not vote for it. Nor 
would I vote for it if thereby Congress would 
be less ready to vote lands for needed internal 
development. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You say here that 
the proceeds of the public lands shall be forever 
consecrated to this purpose, What does that 
mean if it does not mean that all the public 
lands are to be sold? 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
entry, and location. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
ceeds of the public lands,” 
the public lands, 

Me. DUNNELL. The proceeds ás now 
reported to us from yearto yearby the General 
Land Office. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. If the public lands 
are not sold, how do you get any proceeds? 
This says “the public lands,” and that of 
course means all of the public lands, 

Mr. DUNNELL. The proceeds of so many 
of the publie lands as. may be sold are to be 
consecrated to the purpose of education. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to make one or two 
other points before 1 close. I support this 
Dill from the hope that it will furnish some 
good etimulus to the organization of public- 
school systems in those States where that sys- 
tem is most needed, The sum is said to be 
small; It may prove enough to bring about 
the needed organization. But £500 were given 
by Harvard, and out of it has sprang Harvard 
college. Buta small sum may do the work, 
One, or two, or five, or ten, or twenty, or forty 
educational people in those States may gather 
about this sum, und persevere inthe work of 
organization, and it will widen and spread, I 
hope, until we find in those States well devel- 
oped public-school systems. With this hope 
I support this bill, as voting nationally and 
not locally, We want universal education in 
this Republic. We want educated masses. 
Ignorauceis fearful. Itisto be dreaded every- 
where. . Let light go forth. Let education 
everywhere triumph ; free education, universal 
education. In this we trust, and in that is our 
only hope. 

l now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Burver. 

The: SPEAKER: For how many minutes 
does. the gentleman yield to. the gentleman 
from Tennessee? age 

Mr. DUNNELL. For fifteen: minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. Mr Speaker, 
I regret very much that the discussion on this 
Proposition has assumed the shape it has... I 


The proceeds of sale, 


This says “ the pro- 
‘Chat means all of 
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believe no proposition has-ever been offered 
to-this House which seemed to meet with such 
blind opposition. It seems-to be opposed by 
slandering the bill.and by misrepresenting 
every fact. ‘ i 

Now, sir, my colleague on the Committee on 
Education and Labor, the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. PARxER, ] made a state- 
ment on this floor which, inasmuch as he be- 
longs to the committee, demands some notice. 
He said the bill permits Congress to take pos- 
session of the State governments. Certainly 
he could not have intended to make that state- 
ment, It seems to me that, being a lawyer, 
his education would have been of that charac- 
ter which would have induced him to have in- 


vestigated this matter before going before this- 


House and telling his fellow-members that it 
was a proposition to grant the proceeds of the 
public lands for the purpose of taking posses- 
sion of the State governments. But it isin 


keeping with almost every statement which 


has been made against this proposition. 

It is not necessary for me to consume the 
time of the House in discussing that the past 
policy of this country has been in favor of edu- 
cation. In the North we see the results of 
education, while statistics on the other hand 
fearfully demonstrate the condition of the peo- 
ple in other sections of the country arising 
from lack of education. No one regrets it 
more than I do. Belonging to the southern 
country, born and raised there, spending my 
life there, and expecting to live and to die in 
that section of the country, it is with shame 
that I confess the illiteracy of my own State 
and of the adjoining States. It makes no 
difference how long and how well gentlemen 
may talk about the Democracy being in favor 
of education. Figures will not lie. The in- 
telligence of this country understands these 
questions. ‘Take the figures as they apply to 
the various divisions of the country. Take 
the northern division; how many illiterate are 
there in the northern States? ‘here are 
70,534. Now take the southern slope, take the 
southern States, that have always been con- 
trolled by the Democratic party—and I fear, 
Mr. Speaker, that- the same spirit, the same 
controlling influences that have always con- 
trolled the southern or Democratic States 
will continue to do so—in those States there 
are to-day 2,489,591 illiterate persons; and 
it is those States that have always been con- 
trolled by the Democratic party, since this has 
been a Government, 

Compare these figures with those shown by 
the States which have been controlled by the 
Republican party. Gentlemen may talk here 
to doomsday, and they will never convince 
anybody that the Democratic party has been 
in favor of edueation in this country. Neither 
is it necessary for me to answer my colleague 
on the committee from Georgia, [Mr. Meln- 
tyre, | when he states what Georgia has done 
for education. That gentleman’s State is a 
great State; itis the empire State of the South. 
The gentleman told us that his State govern- 
ment had passed from carpet-bag rule, that it 
was in the hands of the natives, and in the 
hands of patriots. It is not worth while for 
me to consume time here by talking about the 
patriotism of Georgia. The archives will show 
the number of regiments which that State— 
the empire State of the South—furnished to 
destroy this Government, not to build it up. 
But going to that gentleman’s State, the State 
of Georgia, we find that there are there 275,000 
illiterate persons—not negroes, but 275,000 
whites who are illiterate. And now, when it is 
shown that the southern States have 2,489,000 
white illiterate people, and when there is a 
proposition to assist us, to give us a little pub- 
lic aid toward providing educational facili- 
ties, I find that some of my own colleagues from 
Tennessee are opposed to it, I find that my 
colleague from middle Tennessee [ Mr. Brient} 
is opposed to this proposition, Let us go to 


our own State, to our own beloved : Tennes- 


i| see, and what do the figures show? There 


are 225,000 white people in our own State 
who are illiterate. And a proposition, sir, 
that will give to Tennessee 4 ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the the gentleman 
yield to:me for a moment? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. 
for a question only. 

Mr. NIBLACK.. As the gentleman is speak- 
ing about Tennessee, I should like him to far- 
nish some information in regard to the precise 
condition of the school fund in that State. — 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I will-tell 
the gentleman how that is. Your party stole 
$3,000,000, and our party stole $300,000 of it. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GARRETT. I wish to ask the gentle 
man one question. Did the school fund ever 
amount to $3,300,000? 

. Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. That wag 
while you were a member of the Legislature, 
and just before they expelled you from it. 

Mr. GARRETT.. 1 desire to say to. the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. 
further interrupted. 

* Mr. BRIGHT. Will.my colleague permit 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. GARRETT, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 


sa 
Mir, BUTLER, of Tennessee. One ata time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Buron- 
ARD inthechair.) ‘To which of his colleagues 
does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. To my col- 
league nearest the Chair, [Mr. Brian. ] . 
Mr, BRIGHT. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man if there were not $618,250 deposited in 
the national banks at Memphis, which amount 
was lost to the school fund, and whether it ig 
not the fact that only about two hundred and 
seventy thousand dollars of that fund have 
been recovered? That is my first question. 
Permit me also to ask another question. Did 
not the Democratic Legislature of 1870 assumo 
the responsibility of every dollar of the public 
school fund which was lost by the action of 
either party ? : . 
Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. When the 
war began we had $3,500,000 which the Gen- 
eral Government had deposited with our State 
for school purposes. The interest arising from 
that and some other sources gave us $118,000 
annually. When the war came on, Governor 
Harris and his friends ran off with it. They 
took it down South. The General Govern- 
ment captured it and brought it back. When 
it came back it was six hundred thousand 
dollars or thereabouts, in round numbers. 
‘Lhe $38,000,000 have been used up by the 
Democratic concern, and the balance went 
into the hands of a bank at Memphis. Our 
party then held possession of the State, and 
about half of that or a little more was lost by 
ihe Republican party. Ihave always said that 
the Democratic party stole about three million 
dollars and the Republican party about three 
hundred thousand dollars. [Laughter. ] 
_Mr. GARRETT. Irise toa privileged ques- 


Yes, sir; if 


I cannot be 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Borcu- 
ARD in the chair.) The gentleman will state 
his privileged question. 

Mr. GARRETT. My colleague from Ten- 
nessee charges me personally with having been 
expelled from the Tennessee Legislature. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I did not 
mean anything wrong, 

Mr. GARRETT. That charge is false and 
the gentleman knows it is false, because he 
was a member of the senate at the same time 
that I was a member of the Legislature—of the 
house. : 

Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman to order.. 
_ Mr. GARRETT. I would ask the gentleman 
if he was not a member of the Legisiature that 


vated to send that money down into Georgia? 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. 
want to be ene { Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. call the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr] to order, and de- 
mand that his words be taken down. [Cries 
of “Ob, nol? ] Well, I will not insist upon it, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I have 
always denounced the action of the Demo- 
cratic party as well as my own in regard to 
this fund. Now, my colleague asks me if the 
Legislature of Tennessee did not make it good. 
How did they make it good? They passed an 
act that they would make it good, but they 
have never levied a tax to make a dollar of it 
good, The State comptroller asked our Legis- 
lature to levy a tax of $1 20 on the hundred 
dollars to meet the liability to the schoo! fund, 
and instead of carrying out his recommenda- 
tion they levied a tax of only forty cents on 
the hundred dollars, ignoring everything of 
the kind he had recommended. The propo- 
sition now ig to give to Tennessee—what? 
Here is a statement of the Commissioner of 


the General Land Office, showing that in twenty į 


years the proceeds of the sales of the pubiic 
lands have been $57,000.000, although nearly 
ten years’ time was lost during the war and 
the incidents growing out of the war. Now, 
what is the number of acres unsold to-day? 
There are thirty-three hundred miliion acres 
of public lands unappropriated to-day. Sup- 
pose that in forty years one half of this land 
should be sold at forty cents an acre, and that 
one half of the proceeds are given to the 
States. Suppose that at the end of that time 
there should be forty-five States in this Union. 
What will be the amount given to each State? 
It will give to each State rising $5.000,000, 
after having annually had the interest accru- 
ing from the half of these proceeds. 

Gentlemen talk about this bill giving but a 
small amount to each State; that it will give 
the State of Tennessee but $45,000. Ten- 
nessee has ninety counties, and you give her 
by this bill that much each year, and at the 
end of forty years from the sales of this land 
cat forty cents an acre Tennessee would re- 
ceive $5,000,000. 

A moment to the constitutional objection 
that gentlemen make here to this biil coming 
from the side of the House where are sitting 
gentlemen who tried and fought to destroy the 
Constitution. When members come here and 
ask relief for ovr section of the country, 
down trodden and oppressed as it has been by 
this doctrine of States rights that stinks in the 
nostrils of every patriot in the South, when 


we ask that relief shall be extended to Ten- | 


nessee, who has 260,000 illiterate people that 
are to day crying for help, then gentlemen on 
this floor say it will be an infraction of the 
Constitution to pass this bill. 

Sir, let me say to them that it was no infrac- 
tion of the Constitution to give us $3,500,000 
for school purposes, The only infraction of 
the Constitution ig that your party stole 
$3,000,000 of that fund, and my party stole 
$300,000, and you cannot be indicted for that 
in the Federal court. 

It gentlemen baveany doubts about the con- 
stitutionality ofthis bill, if they have any doubt, 
then {say to them that they should give the 
benefit of that doubt to the poor children of 
the South, at least those of you who tried for 
yours to break up this Government and destroy 
this Constitution. Do not say now, wheu there 
is a proposition to give the southern people a 
portion of this heritage, ‘oppose it,” for itis a 
step in the right direction. Ji does not inter- 
fere with the location of military warrants, or 
with homesteads for actual settlers, All that 
is to go on as usual. Let the amount be great 
or small, whatever it may be at the end ofeach 
year, let ic be distributed. If we have to give 
to New Hampshire, who does not want it—if 
we have to give ber three dollars in order to 


obtain one dollar for ourselves, let her take it, i 


aud give us what we need so much. If Minne- 
sota, that received one million five hundred 


I do not | 


| 


| 
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thousand acres of public lands from this Gov- 
ernment for common-school purposes, does 
not want this fand, let her give it to some of 
the States that do want it, or use it for some 
other purposes. We only want for our section 
of the country what will come to us under 
this bill. 

We have no school fund that amounts to 
anything. There is not a well organized school 
system in all that country. Go to Kentucky, 
where they donot even provide for any schools 
at all for the colored children. My friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Carrcuer] alluded to the State 
of Virginia, my own native State ; and although 
I have resided in Tennessee for thirty years, I 
have lived upon waters that flow into and trav- 
erse the whole State of Virginia. The gentle- 
man speaks of the eminent men that Virginia 
has produced. It is true that she controlled 
the Government of this country for many years. 
Look at Virginia to-day ; she has four hun- 
dred thousand illiterate people within her bor- 
ders. Suppose she had her Washington, her 
Lee, her Randolph ; what does that do toward 
educating the hundreds and thousands of illit- 
erate children in that State to-day? They 
cannot live upon the ancient renown and glory 
of Virginia. No, Mr. Speaker, Virginia is 
passing away becanse the rich were able to 
educate themselves, as it was in my own State, 
and the poor were unable to have any educa- 
tion; and yet the Representatives from that 
State oppose this measure as an infraction of 
the Constitution. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I now yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan. [Mr. Brar. ] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it 
ig not my intention to enter into the discus- 
sion of this great measure at any considerable 
length. The time is insufficient, and the exi- 
gency does not demand it. The gentlemen 
of the committee who have so industriously 
and carefully prepared this bill have led us 
with signal ability and eloquence over the 
whole field of this debate. Iam satisfied with 
the reasoning, still better satisfied with the 
bill itself. 

It does not need, I am sure, that the Amer- 
ican Congress should be told of the benefits 
of education ina free Government or in any 
Government. Education is civilization; the 
absence of itis barbarism. I have not bere- 
tofore supported any of the projects for a 
national system of education which have been 


i brought forward here; not, however, on ac- 


count of any distrust of the advantages of edu- 
cation, but wanting confidence in the methods 
proposed, I have felt compelled steadily to 
oppose any turning over of the local schools 
of the country to the nursing of a national 
stepmother. 

I have certain old-fashioned notions about 
local self-government which refuse to yield to 
the newer theories. It is said now in very 
high quarters that the States have such rights 
as the national Constitution has conferred upon 
them, but according to my opinion, on the con- 
trary, they have all such rights as that Consti- 
tution has not taken away from them, and I 
intend that they shall keep them, too, so far as 
my vote goes. This is the explanation of my 
previous action upon the bills of the Commit- 
tee on Education. The present bill, however, 
steers entirely clear of any objection on this 
score. It offers assistance and holds out en- 
couragement to the States, leaving the control 
of the educational system with the local juris- 
dictions, where it properly belongs. The 
charge, therefore, that the bill is without con- 
stitutional authority cannot be sustained. It 
only proposes to do on a more extended scale, 
and in pursuance of a regular system, what it 
hag been the constant practice to do by special 
acts during the entire history of the Govern- 
ment. 

The new 3 r 

ress liberal grants of publie land in 
schools, colleges, and universities. 


States have all received from Con- 
aid of 


recently large grants were made to all the 
States for the establishment of agricultural 
colleges. There has always been a very great 
and commendable liberality in this direction, 
and I am confident that no use of the public 
lands has ever borne such rich fruits as ‘this. 
It would have been well, in my judgment, ifa 
system. of regular appropriations from the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands to encour- 
age the establishment of common schools in 
all parts of the country had been adopted in 
the organization of the Government itself. 

Ignorance is not only the most dangerous 

foe of liberty, but it is the source of every 
weakness. Of this the founders of the Gov- 
ernment were well advised, as all their acts 
and words will bear witness. That they did 
not make more thorough work in this matter 
was not for lack of good will. 
_ The practicability of universal education is 
in a large degree a modern idea, and though it 
does not tend to increase our republican pride, 
we have been very much taught in it by one 
of the aristocratic Governments of Europe. 
That Germany which has made such prodi- 
gious displays of power within the last few years 
as to astonish the whole world has been the 
first great nation to exhibit in practice a com- 
plete system for the education of the whole 
people. Atits results we have not yet ceased 
to wonder. Whether general education tends 
to make a people effeminate bas there had a 
most overwhelming answer. France will for- 
ever remain an uncontroverted witness upon 
that question. 

The time is fitting for our Republic to enter 
earnestly upon this great work. The great 
barrier which lay across our pathway has been 
removed. Slavery, the great nursing mother 
of ignorance, violence, and crime, has been 
driven from our borders never to return. The 
millions of the victims of that unspeakable 
oppression are calling loudly upon us for the 
only recompense we are able to make. The 
common dictates of humanity, as well as a 
proper regard for the public safety, combine 
to urge us to respond generously to this call, 
Its necessity is apparent; its wisdom no less 
so. I ask gentlemen who have taken ground 
against this measure to consider deeply its 
significance before they go further on that 
mistaken road. There are no politics in this 
bill; it is perfectly fair and equal toward the 
wholecountry. ‘Ihe moneyis to be distributed 
to the States according to the ratio of popula- 
tion, and upon conditions with which ali can 
easily comply. The great matter is that it 
“ sets apart and consecrates the net proceeds 
of the public lands forever for the education 
of the people.’’ There could be no more 
noble declaration than that. Who is there 
here that will say it shall not be done? 

Is has been said in the debate that the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands have already been 
pledged to the payment of the public debt, and 
therefore we must not pass this bill. But we 
all know that the Government has long since 
ceased to regard the public lands as a source 
of revenue at all. The homestead policy and 
the railroad land-grant policy have had the 
effect to bring about this result. ‘The House 
of Representatives has several times voted that 
these lands ought to be entirely withdrawn from 
market, and it is very evident that unless some 
such bill as this shall become a law all sates 
will cease within a brief period. Besides, it 
is equally clear that this pledge of the public 
lands, if it was ever of any value to the public 
creditors, has now entirely ceased to be such. 
The public credit no longer needs this sapporé 
as the lesson of the money market abundantly 
proves. We have added enough to the wealth 
of the nation since that pledge was made to 
enable us to withdraw it without injury to any 
one. 

Again, there isa fear expressed that the 
money will be wasted by improvident Legis- 
latures. Ido not share in this. All the great 


Quite || interests of the people, of a domestic char- 
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acter, are committed to the wisdom and patri- 
otism of the State Legislatures, and as a rule 
they have been safe ‘there. The strongest 
motives will operate to produce fidelity in the 
discharge of this great trust.’ Congress itself 
will be constantly on guard to see to it that 
the fand is not diverted from the purpose 
declared by law. i 

I have noticed some candid criticism of the 
bill in quarters entitled to respect. The bill, 
jt is said, is not perfect. Probably not. We 
are not doing much that is perfect, and if we 
wait for that the tarrying will be long. It is 
at least a good, brave beginning, and if experi- 
ence shall show us how to improve it there will 
be no objection. ; f 

Itis true that in some parts of the country 
the schools will sadly need much more assist- 
ance for a time than this bill will give them, 
while in other parts they do not much need 
any assistance at all. Nevertheless, we can- 
not safely discard the idea of equality in the 
distribution of thefund. The great advantage 
of the measure will appear, after all, not so 
much in the amount of assistance rendered, 
for that will not be great, as in the inducement 
it will give for local effort. It will form the 
groundwork of a school system where there is 
none, and will greatly encourage those who are 
struggling with weak beginnings without active 
sympathy in their localities. 

I bear it also objected by some gentlemen 
from the South that the bill provides for mixed 
schools, and therefore the scheme will be offen- 
sive in their section. But thisis a mistake. 
The provision is for the ‘ free education of all 
the children between the ages of six and six- 
teen years’? The manner of the provision is 
Jeft entircly to the people of the States, and it 
may be either in mixed. schools or otherwise, 
only so that all are educated. The fair con- 
struction of the bill will require the States to 


enter at once upon a system of general educa. } 


tion if they wish to share in the benefits of the 
fund, and nothing more. 

The most astonishing of all the arguments 
employed against the bill is, that it will re- 
quire the southern people to educate the igno- 
rant negroes, and rather than do that they will 
forteit their entire interest in the public lands, 
This charge, so disgraceful to those people, I 
utterly refuse to believe. There may besome 
who entertain such a bitter, unreasoning hos- 
tility to a lately subject race, but it is impos- 
‘sible that such cruel and monstrous sentiments 
should possess the minds of the great body 
of a civilized people. If there were no ques- 
tions of humanity involved, the safety of the 
State would forbid that a large portion of the 
laboring population should be designedly kept 
in dense ignorance. It would be the highest 
crime against good government, committed 
with malice aforethought. Against this we 


must array the national Government in every | 


lawful way. 

The national arm is strong, and it will by 
this good example and kindly assistance lift 
into vigorous growth many an enterprise now 
losing hope. Some who are burning school- 
houses in certain quarters will be likely to 
take timely warning when they discover who 
it is that is coming to the rescue. The weight 
of a very heavy hand will withont offense be 
laid in the scale on the right side. 

L hope the House will pass this bill with 
substantial unanimity. Nothing better than 
this can be done with the public lands. Itisa 
measure that menaces no section, no interest, 
no class of people, and can reasonably excite 
no hostility anywhere, It holds out the help- 
ing hand, which I trust will not be rejected. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I now yield ten minutes 


to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Costry.] | 


Mr, COBURN. Mr. Speaker, in this pres- 
ence, and in the short time that I have allowed 
me, it will be unnecessary to argue the bene- 
fits of education, and it will be equally unne- 
cessary to argue that this is not a political 
question, because a moment's. reflection will 


convince any one that the benefits of educa- 
tion cannot but extend to one party as well as 
to the other; and the mere method of provid- 
ing for education ought not to be a question 
of politics, but rather one for discussion and 
for judgment as among men, without reference 
to political preferences. But aside from this 
reflection, I find that gentlemen on the oppo- 
site side are very much disposed to find fault, 
as politicians, with this measure. I find that 
one of my own colleagues [ Mr. KERR] prefaced 
his remarks by claiming, in order to give some 
dignity to the argument he afterward submit- 
ted, credit to the Democratic party of Indiana 
as the particular friend of education. He said 
that they had provided in the constitution of 
1851 security for a fund, and indeed had estab- 
lished the basis of education in our State in a 
great measure. Now, if this be the case, { will 
say that as a native of the State, and one who 
has lived there for forty years, Í never heard 
of this before, and I will venture to say that 
many men of intelligence have never heard 
an assertion of that kind. The school fund 
of Indiana, which is greater than that of any 
other State, being over eight million dollars, 
comes from three or four sources, A portion 
of it comes from the congressional township 
fund which was provided for long ago, and 
consolidated by the Legislature of Indiana in 
1832 or 1838, or somewhere about that time, 
before even the Democratic party had a name, 
as it is now. This congressional township 
fund is from the sixteenth sections: but the 
largest portion of the school fand of Indiana 
accrues from another source, and that is the 
sinking fund which in 1834 was provided for 
by the charter of the State bank of Indiana. 
In that charter provision was made for borrow- 
ing $3,600,000 which was done by the State, 
and a sinking fund provided in this way. ‘This 
$38,000,000 was borrowed by the State and put 
as stock into the State bank, and the proceeds 
and profits of that stock were first devoted to 
payment of the interest on the $3,000,000, 
then to the payment of the $3,000,000 itself, 
and then the balance was to go into the school 
fund. It resulted in the accumulation by the 
State of about four million dollars, but the 
Democratic party had not anything to do with 
that. Why, the man who made the motion in 
the Legislature was John Beard, an anti-Jack- 
son man, a Whig, and a Republican, and no 
man ever thought of attributing to the Demo- 
cratic party the credit of the sinking fund. 
George H. Dunn, Calvin Fletcher, James 
Farrington, and Joseph G. Marshall were 
among the leading men in the Legislature 
who carried the measure tbrough, and were 
never jn any sense connected at any time 
with the Democracy. The bank prospered, 
paid its debts, and cleared for the State the 
sum | have named, and but for the Dem- 
ocracy would have been in existence to-day. 
Why, sir, I very well remember that when 
the constitutional convention of 1851 met it 
was the business of the Democratic party, 
lead by John Pettit, a prominent man, to dis- 
continue the State bank of Indiana, which 
had made this handsome sam of $4,000,000 
as a school fund for the State. If the Demo- 
cratic party of Indiana ever did anything it 
was to break down the system by which that 
great sum was accumulated. Had the State 
bank charter been continued, the sinking or 
school fund would have more than doubled 
by this time: But that Democratie conven- 
tion put an end to it forever. 

In addition to this there is a fund of a mil- 
lion or more dollars derived from fines and 
forfeitures. The Democratic party have con- 
tributed a little more to this fund than to any 
other. [Laughter.] I have no doubt they 
have contributed the larger portion of this 
fund derived from fines.and forfeitures. No 
man of any degree of intelligence, so far as I 
have heard, except my colleague, [ Mr. Kerr, ] 
has ever claimed that the Democratic. party 
were entitled to one iota of credit for doing 


anything else than this for the school fund of 
Indiana. The Democratic counties of Indiana 
are the most ignorant in the State, and are 
opposed generally to schools, and that party 
has made capital out ofits opposition to schools, 
But-I must return from this digression; I was 
only led into it by reason of the remarks of my 
colleague. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill does not pro- 
pose merely a distribution of the proceeds of 
the public lands; it-contemplates the educa- 
tion of the ignorant; it proposes to devote 
the fund derived from these lands to the edu- 
cation of the people who need it.. So far as 
its provisions contemplate that end, I am in 
favor of it. I am opposed to a general distri- 
bution of these funds among all the States 
according to population, but {am in favor of 
distributing the proceeds in direct proportion 
to the number of illiterate persons in the State, 
and in inverse proportion to the amount of 
school property and school funds that the 
States may possess. Let both these consider- 
ations be taken into account—in the first place 
the number of illiterate persons, and in the 
second place the amount of school funds and 
school property that any State may have. The 


‘States that have the least school funds and 


property and the largest number of illiterate 
persons should, in my judgment, have the 
greater portion of the fund. J cannot see that 
there are any politicsin such an arrangement; 
I cannot see why any southern man should 
object to it; I cannot see why any Democrat 
should object to it, unless he believes, as I 
believe, that the mortal enemy of the Demo- 
cratic party ig common-school education. I 
believe that when education prevails through- 
out the South, the great reserve of that party 
will be gone forever; and the party now in 
power must have for its antagonist some other 
one that may spring up, and organize an oppo- 
sition. i : 

There is a necessity for some measure of 
this kind. We see that there are in the South 
millions of people without education—pvor 
whites, poor blacks, who are the wards of the- 
nation. If ever there was a necessity at any 
time in the history of this Government for an 
act of this kind, that necessity is now pressing 
upon us. , 

Mr“ Speaker, I am well satisfied that the 
perpetuity of this nation cannot be secured 
merely by the action of any party. The Re- 
publican party is not able to save this country. 
There never was a party pure enough, and 
great enough, and comprehensive enough in 
its measures and principles to save the nation 
without education. War cannot do it; armies 
cannot do it; reconstruction cannot do it; no 
act of legislation or scheme of public manage- 
ment can doit. The perpetuity of the nation 
must result from the intelligence and liberality 
of the people; and these can only be secured 
by such a system as. is proposed in this bill. 
The money to carry out sach a system is not 
in the Treasury; but here are these lands, 
which we can reach, and reach regularly. 
Therefore I favora proposition of this kind 
more than I did the proposition introduced 
last year to tax the people for the support 
of the schools.~ The proceeds will afford a 
nucleus for the contributions by taxation for 
the people of the needy States; and being 
given to them on condition that they support 
schools a part of the. year, will secure their 
proper application. 

Ht is no sufficient objection in my mind to a 
measure of this kind that the States of the 
South which were in rebellion have squandered 
their funds. Undoubtedly they did wrong. 


| Many of the people are sorry for it; and 


whether they are sorry or not, it is the busi- 
ness of the nation to see that the schoolmaster 
goes among them. It is the business of those 
who saved this country to impart intelligence 
to the people of the South; and whether this 
be done by a compulsory system enforced _ 
through the power of the nation, or by a gentle 


aeei such asis proposed here, I am in favor 
of it. 

I say, sir, if it come tothe worst, rather than 
raise another army, rather than fight that peo- 
ple, I would say they should go to jail or go 
toschool. I would byall possible power com- 
pel intelligence. But the bill does not con- 
template this. It only devotes a sum for the 
ignorant and guards its application, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time 
has expired, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srons] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COBURN. J wish to indicate the 
amendments I shall offer. 

Mr. STORM. I am willing the gentleman 


shall have additional time, if we on this side | 


shall bave additional ume. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Pennsylvania to allow me to submit a propo- 
sition to amend in the nature of a substitate. 

Mr. COBURN. I have stricken out the 
third section of the bill—— 

Mr. STORM. Does this come out of my 
time? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. STORM. Then I must object. The 
other side bas had its half bour; and we on 
this side have but balf an hour. 
be extended, then I do not object. 

Mr. COBURN. 
upon the time of the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania. 
Mr. CAMPBELL rose. 
Mr.StORM. Lcannot yieldif it is to come 


out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With a view of having 
a vote on my proposition, I will move to re- 
commit the bill with pending amendments to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, with 
instructions to report back in lieu thereof the 
proposition which I willsendtothe Clerk’ sdesk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘hat motion is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I believe it has been 
entertained on several occasions. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was 


given that this discussion should proceed till} 


three o'clock, when the previous question 
should be considered as then moved and the 


main question ordered, and the House should į 


then take a vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will then move my 
amendment as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Asa substitute it will be 
in order 

Mr. 
now read, as I do not wish to consameunneces- 
sarily the time of my friend from Pennsylvania. 

Mr, STORM. Twill yield twelve minutes 
of my time to the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Hargis. J 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
Tam indebted to the courtesy of my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr, Srorm] for permis- 
sion to occupy fifteen minutes in the expres- 
sion of my views in opposition to this bill, 

Sir, all history teaches that war, succesful 
war, tends to strengthen government. All 
governmentsintimeot war, w hether republican 
or monarchical, gradually assume the form of 
despotisms. 
time and in our coun 
civilized world, that in time of war the com- 
mander-in-chief of the army and of the navy 
of a country is absolutely despotic, whether he 
be the commander-in-chief of the 
republic or a monarchy. We see men arrested 
and imprisoned. — Everywhere pubiic travel 
is controlled; all public conveyances are 
searched and examined; no citizen can move 
from hig own house to his neighbor's without 
the requisite pass; all the actions of the citi- 
zen are under control, and he can do nothing 
without showing military authority for i 


ments are despouc. 


I ask my friend from | 


If our time | 


I do not wish to trespass | 


It does, unless by unani- | 


er. 
CAMPBELL. Ido not ask that it be | 


Mr. Speaker, į 


We have not only seen in our | 
try, but throughout the | 


H 


i 
| 
| 
{ 


army ofa 


| 


Therefore I assert in time of war ail govern- | 


| yoke and kindly to submit to despotic author- 


| sorption of all the power of the people as well 


| carried his flag over his head on which was | 


! controls supremely the relations between itself; 
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may become educated to despotism; they may 
become educated te yield their necks to the 


ity. For four years our people from the Gulf 
to the lakes had such experience. They have 
been educated to submit to. central power, to | 
the will and dictation of one man. Congress, 
finding the people thus educated into tame 
submission, has from that day to this been 
making giant strides in fastening upon the 
people the idea of centralization and the ab- 


as of the rights of the States in the hands of 
the Federal Government. Many a gallant sol- 
dier—I refer not to the North or the South— 


emblazoned “liberty and the rights of the i 
people,” little dreaming that he was forging 
the chains with which he was to be fettered. 

Sir, when the war ended, this party now in 
power and the Congress of the United States, 
finding the public sentiment ripe for submis- 
sion, step by step undertook to deprive the 
people of the States of their rights and to 
transfer them to the central power of the Goy- 
ernment. First came their fourteenth amend- 
ment; then their fifteenth amendment; then 
their civil rights bill, the suspension of the 
writ of habeas corpus, the remodeling of the 
Supreme Court were all a part of that system ; 
and next we have this bill, one of the series 
designed to carry out the same object, of 
making the States subservient to the General 
Government. i 

There is one provision, sir, in this bill which 
strikes me as very singular, It is the section 
which provides that one half of the proceeds 


of the public lands shall be invested in United 
States bonds, the interest of which shall be 
paid annually to the States. What is the ob- | 
ject of that, sir? It has a twofold object. One | 
is the bolstering up or maintaining the credit | 
of the Government. The other is the making | 


the States dependent on the General Govern- | 


ment. Unlike every other creditor, who has | 
to a certain extent a control over the debtor, 
the Government, when it is a debtor, has the į 
control over the creditor. 
on for anumber of years, and let the States į 
in course of time have due them by the Gen- | 
eral Government millions and millions of dol- 
lars, and what will be the effect on the State 
governments ? They will feel that for the first | 
offense, either real or pretended, this fund will | 
be withheld from them. And the Government ; 


has been cautious not to provide any means | s 
< taxed heavily to support them. 


by which it can be sued. It is supreme and | 
and the States. Consequently, the States be- | 
come subservient to the General Government | 
because the Goverment holds the purse-strings 
and the States have no power to compel pay- 
ment. 

Then, sir, I oppose this bill for the reason | 
I have given, that one of the great objects of | 
it is to centralize the Government. It pro-| 
vides for the appointment of a school commis- 
sioner, or superintendent of education, who is 
to report to the Secretary of the Treasury ; and 


| upon his ¢pse dixit this fund is to be withheld jj 


from any State. Whereis the appeal? There 
is an appeal to Congress, and if the decision | 
of the superintendent is not reversed at the | 
next session the fund is forever lost to the 
State. The whole power of granting it to the 
States ig given to one man, that one man 
being appointed by a partisan President. ‘And | 
the appeal is to Congress, this central power | 
where for six long years they have been strug- | 
glug for centralization, to Judge whether any | 
State is to be entitled to the fand or not. For 
one Lam not willing to vote away the public | 
lands in which Virginia has so deep an inter- 
est, and then trust to Congress to do her jus- 
tice. Congress is to turn itself into a great 
school commission and to regulate the school 
system of the whole country. 


Let this thing go || 


with any of those conditions, the money is to 
be withheld, and the State is to forfeit her 
right. And, as to this, who is to be the first 
judge? The superintendent of education. 
And which is the court of last resort? This 
Congress. Hence, sir, it must be manifest to 
every man that this centralizes power more 
and more into the hands of the Government. 

I oppose this bill, Mr. Speaker, for the 
further reason that it undertakes to. force 
upon the country mixed schools. The gen- 
tleman, under the guise of friendship to the 
South, comes like a panther with his claws 
concealed beneath his soft down, and with 
gentle words and professions of love, under- 
takes to foree mixed schools upon an unwill- 
ing country. I prove it by the language of 
the bill, wherein it states that the schools 
“shall be free for the admission of all chil- 
dren between the ages of six and sixteen 
years.” Now, what will be the effect of this 
in Virginia, where we have separate free 
schools? A white school is not free to col- 
ored children, and a colored school is not 
free to white children; Virginia, under her 
present school system, would not be entitled 
to one dollar. She has at this moment a free- 
school system as good as any in the United 
States, the white and colored schools being 
separate and apart, each working in its own 
sphere, with its own teachers. To show how 
the system works, I shall quote a passage 
from the report of the superintendent of 
public instruction of that State. He says: 

“ I have not been able to discover any disposition 
on the part of school officers to discriminate against 
the colored people in their school arrangements. 
The officers were instructed to be careful to avcid 
everything that would even present the appearance 


of unfairness, and I believe that they have endeav- 
ored faithfully and impartially to execute the law. 


i| Many of the teachers of colored schools during 


the past y 
standing.” 

Again: 

Except in one district in which the colored peo- 
ple voted adversely, the question of laying a local 
tax for providing school accommodations has been 
carried by large majorities in every case in which it 
has been presented to the suffrages of the people. In 
one large and wealthy district of Henrico county, 
the colored people, who are in the majority, left the 
question of the school tax to be entirely decided by 
the whites who were the property-holders. | Not 
a colored vete was cast on the question, and the 
whites unanimously voted a tax of $1,600.” 


That is our system in Virginia. 


car were persons of the highest social 


We have 


! schools for the two races separate and apart 


from each other, each one getting its quota of 
the money. and the people are taxed, and 
Now, gentle- 
men want to force us to mix our children. I 
say it is wrong in principle, and contrary to 
the laws of God. He has drawn His mark, 
like the night from the day, clear and distinct. 
He has made an impassable gulf, which the 
gentlemen on the other side seek to bridge 
over with this bill. The gentleman who pro- 
poses this does not himself mix socially with 
the colored people. He admits that this 
question of social intercourse is a matter of 
free will and election. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me a moment longer? 

Mr. STORM. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I was going on 
to say that the question of mixed schools is a 
social one. What relation is so absolutely 
social as the mingling of children at school? 
They sit on the same seat, learn from the 
same book, recite the same lesson, drink from 
the same cup, and in every respect are as 
social in their relation as brother and sister. 
Test this doctrine at your own hearthstone ; 
offer your little children who are not influenced 
by party or revenge a social entertainment, 
and tell them they must invite as many black 
as white children, and see how quick God will 
speak through their innocent lips, “ Then | we 
will have no party, we will have no party. 

If, then, your children will not meet around 


This bill has many conditions in it, and says 


that, for the failure of any State to comply il the festive board with the colored race, do 


L assert farther, Mr. Speaker, the 


eardinal | 
fact that liberty is a thing of education. | 


Men 
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not force ours to meet and mingle with them 
around the mental board, where the fair- 
haired child must sit side by side with the 
negro children from six to sixteen years. 
Virginia will do justice to the colored man, 
but money cannot purchase her to the’ prin- 
ciples of this bill: Offer to return to her all 
the rich domain she gave you; lay at- her 
feet all the proceeds of the public lands and 
the wealth of the whole country as the price 
of social equality, and that grand old State, 
with majestic mien and escutcheon untar- 
nished, will’ proudly ‘say, ‘We give the col- 
ored race equal political and legal rights, but 
social equality, never! never! never)” 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STORM. Inowyield fora brief timeto- 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Cominco. } 

Mr, COMINGO asked and obtained leave 
to print remarks on the pending bill. {See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. STORM. I hope that if this bill does 
pass it will pass in the best possible shape, 
and I hope, therefore, that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, pro- 
viding that the instruction given in the schools 
which are to receive a share in this distri- 
bution shall be in the English language, will 
not prevail. We know, sir, that there are 
between five and six million people in this 
country speaking the German language. It is 
unjust to them, unjust to a class of industrious, 
sober, intelligent people, who have that lan- 
guage as the only medium by which they can 
realize the benefits of this bill. In the State 
of Pennsylvania there area great many schools 
in which the instruction is given almost entirely 
in the German language, and if the bill should 
pass with this amendment those schools and 
hat class of people will be deprived of the 
privileges of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we have not had in the course 
of this discussion an authoritative statement 


of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 


lands which will be distributed under this bill. 
I hold in my hand a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office in which he 
gives an approximate statement of what the 
net proceeds would be. The statement is for 
seven years ending with the lastof June, 1871, 
and the net proceeds in those years amounted 
to $8,618,877. From this, he says in his letter 
communicating the statement, must be deducted 
the five per cent. fund going to the land States. 
Here ig his statement: 


Acres. Proceeds, 
To June 30, wee 857,202.08 $748,426 35 
To Jano sy, « 888,245 561,299 97 
To June 30, 1867. 756,010.61 1,071,706 65 
To Juno 80, 1868.. 914,941.33 1,285,450 96 
To June 30, 1809.. 890,544.30 4,055,197 35 
Po June 30, 1870.. s 2,159,515.8L 3,123,677 39 
To June 30, I87heuse 1,389,982.57 2,389,982 37 


9,066,110.10 13,235,741 04 


iena 


Deduet expenses of district land 
seve $100,070 05 


offices: 

To June 80, 1865 
To June 30, 
To June 30, 1867.. 
Lo June 30, 1868.. 
Lo June 30, 1869.. . 
To June 30, 1370., « 161,88 
To June 80, 1871... 

Pro rata of the cost of 
survey, the expenses of 
the offices of surveyor 
general, and also ofthe 
General Land Office, : 
from 1865 to 1871.0. 3,727,274 19 


det 


j « 132,863 09 
99,601 24 


102 


4,616,863 74 
Not proceeds.cccseciveieeeseeeeeen + $8,618,877 80 


Now, saying nothing of salaries and other 
deductions, we would only have the sum of 
$1,175,000 annually... Under such circum- 
stances we cannot possibly have more to be 
distributed under this “bill. than $600,000. 
Those $600,000 would have to be divided 
among a population of more than thirty- 
eight millions, and it is a simple subject of 
calculation what would be the amount each 
inhabitant would receive. It would not be 
More than a gent and a half to each head.: 


Now, that is the humbug that is attempted to 
be palmed off on this House and the country 
asa ‘stimulus’? to- education. 

I want it understood that there are gentle- 
men here making the representation that the 
laboring classes of the country are asking for 
this legislation. -And I want the laboring 
classes to understand that if this bill passes 
in the present shape, all that each man,. 
woman, and child in this country would 
receive under it would be less than one and 
one half cent. 

It is said that this bill will ‘consecrate’? 
forever the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands for the education of the people. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SHELLABARGER] waxed 
eloquent on that subject. When I consider 
the past legislation of this House I am con- 
strained to believe that not only will this fund 
haye to be consecrated, but the hearts of some 
who have voted to give away a large part of the 
public lands will have to be consecrated also 
before you can protect this fund. I recollect 
distinctly that on the 21st of March, 1870, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] offered 
in this House the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That inthe judgement of this Houso 
tho policy of granting subsidies in public lands to 
railroad and other corporations ought to be discon- 
tinued.” 

That resolution was adopted by the unani- 
mous vote of this House. And yet within one 
year we see the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] and my colleague from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ‘Townsenp] voting to give away 
over sixteen million acres of the public lands, 
and the President signed the bill. If, then, 
gentlemen can repudiate solemn declarations 
like that within one year, what effect will 
the passage of this bill havein “ consecrating”? 
this fund for the purpose of free edneation? 
None whatever. It is perfectly farcical to 
talk about making this fund sacred by legis- 
lation. 

The gentleman speaks of that ‘dark’? and 
‘‘doleful’’ night. Sir, it was a dark night for 
this country when he voted to give away the 
largest body of public lands ever given away 
by Congress at any one time. The gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. SHELLABARGER] voted for 
that bill. It was a dark night, for such deeds 
require darkness because they are evil. Catiline 
and Macbeth preferred darkness too, 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Bur- 
LER] says that ihe people of his State are 
illiterate. Well, 1 will bave no dispute with the 
the gentleman uponthat subject. I will take it 
for granted that he states the fact correctly. 
I think it likely that itis so, and the Commis- 
sioner of Education says that illiteracy and dis- 
honesty go together; and if you are to believe 
the reports coming up from the courts of Ten- 
nessee, and from this district, ignorance is 


producing its legitimate results there. 

Tam informed—and if | am incorrectly in- 
formed the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Burier] can correct me—that he himself was 
a member of the rebel Legislature of Tennes- 
see in 1861, and that he voted to transfer the 
assets of the Bank of Tennessee to the State 
of Georgia, there being at that time in the 
vaults of that bank $800,000 of the school 
fund of that State. The rebels had that fund 
for four years, and then $650,000 of it was 
returned to the State of Tennessee. And 
the gentleman (Mr. BUTLER] and his party in 
less than two years did what the rebels, under 
the most trying circumstances, did not do— 
squandered the balance. 

Mr. Speaker, I contend that this bill does 
force mixed schools upon the South. The bill 
says the schools must be free. Should any 
State establish oue set of schools for the 
whites and another for the blacks, the Radi- 
cals of the country will denounce it as vio- 
lating the fourteenth amendment, which pro- 
vides in its first section that “no State shall 
make or enforce any law which shall abridge - 
the privileges or immunities of citizens of the. 


February 6, 


United States.” And the construction which 
this House placed upon this clause in the de- 
bate on the Ku Klux bill, justifies my assertion. 
In less than a year it will have to encounter 
Mr. Sumver’s supplementary civil rights bill, 
now ‘pending in the Senate, which will pro- 
hibit the separation of the races, either in the 
railroad cars; steamboats, churches, theaters, 
or schools. It provides: 


Sec.—.That all citizens of the United States, with- 
out distinction of race, color, or provious condition 
of servitude, are entitled to the equal and impar- 
tial enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished by common carriers, 
whether on land or water; by inn: keepers; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of public amusements; by trustees, com- 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, or other offi- 
cers of common schools and other public institutions 
of learning, the same being supported by moneys 
derived from geveral taxation or authorized Ly law; 
by trustees or officers of church organizations, ceme- 
tery associations, and benevolent institutions incor- 
porated by national or State authority; and this 
right shall not be denied or abridged on any pre- 
teng of race, color, ör previous condition of servi- 
tude. 

Seo. —. That any person violating the foregoing 
provision, or aiding in its violation, or inciting 
thereto, shall, for every such offense, forfeit and pay 
the sum of $500 to the person aggrieved thereby, to 
be recovered in an action onthe case, with full costs 
and such allowance for counsel fees as the court shall 
deem just, and shall also for every such offense be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon convic- 
tion thereof, shall bo fined not less than $500 nor moro 
than $1,000, and shall be imprisoned not less than 
thirty days nor more than one year; and any corpor- 
ation, association, or individual holding a charter 
or license under national or State authority violat- 
ing the aforesaid provision shall, upon conviction 
thereof, forfeit such charter or license, and any 
person assuming to use or continuing to act under 
such charter or license thus forfeited, or aiding in 
the same, or inciting thereto, shall, upon conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than 
$5,000, and shall be imprisoned not less than three 
nor more than seven years, and both the corporate 
and joint property of such corporation or association 
shall be held liahle for the forfeitures, fines, and 
penalties incurred by any violation of the first sec- 
tion of this act, 

Sec. —. That every law, statute, ordinance, regu- 
lation, or custom, whether national or State, incon- 
sistent with this act, or making any discriminations 
against any person on account of color, by the use of 
the word white,” is hereby repealed and annulled. 


Mr. Sumner, in his debate on this bill on 
the 16th day of January last, says separation 
implies one thing for a white man and another 
thing for a colored person ; a substitute with 
him is not equality, Here are his precise 
words: 


“Then comes the other excuse, which finds equal- 
ity in separation. Separate hotels, separate con- 
veyances, separate theaters, separate schools, sep- 
arate institutions of learning and science, separate 
churches, and separate cemeteries—these are the 
artificial substitutes for equality; and this is the 
contrivance by which a transcendent right, involv- 
ing a transcendent duty, is evaded; for equality is 
not only aright but a duty, 

‘Ilow vain to argue that there is no denial of 
equal rights when this separation is enforced, ‘Che 
substitute is invariably an inferior article. Doce 
any Senator deny it? ‘Therefore, it is not equality 

t best it is an equivalent only; but no equivalent 
is equality. Separation implies one thing for a 
white person and another thing for a colored per- 
son; but equality is where all have the same alike. 
There can be no substitute for equality; nothing 
but itself. Even if accommodations are the same, 
as notoriously they are not, there is no equal- 
ity. Inthe process of substitution the vital elixir 
exhales and escapes, It is lost and cannot be re- 
covered; for equality is found only in equality. 
*Naught but itself can be its parallel’ but Senators 
undertake to find parallels in other things. 

“The common school falls naturally into the same 
category. Like the others it must be open to all or 
its designation is a misnomer and a mockery. It is 
not a school for whites or a school for blacks, but a 
school for all; in other words a common school, 

[uch is implied in this term, according to which the 
school harmonizes with the other institutions already 
mentioned, It is an inn where children rest on the 
road to knowledge. Itis a publicconveyance where 
children are passengers. It is a theater where chil- 
dren resort for enduring recreation. Like the others 
if assumes to provide for the public; therefore it 
must be open to all; nor-can there be any exclusion 
except on grounds equally applicable to the inn, the 
public conveyance, and the theater.” 


Allof which the Radical party in this House 
are ready to indorse. 
Mr. Speaker, a few isolated instances were 


cited here in debate to prove that this -bill 
which gives away all the proceeds of the public 
lands and establishes a system of education in 


1872. 
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the States is similar to other acts donating 

ublic lands to certain seminaries and colleges. 
Prepent what I said before in my speech, that 
no authority can be found in the Constitution 


to support the position taken by the advocates | 


of this bill; but on the contrary, we find in the 
action of the Convention which framed our 
Uonstitution the following propositions to vest 
additional powers in the General Government, 
namely: 


To establish a university, 

“To establish seminaries for the promotion of lit- 
erature and the arts and sciences. 

“To establish public institutions, rewards, and 
immunities, for the promotion of agriculture, com- 
merce, trades, and manufactures,” —Journal of the 
Convention, page 261. 


Allthese were rejected by the Convention. 
Mr. Story, who, in his views on the powera of 
the Federal Government, was a Federalist of 
the Hamiiton school, in commenting on the 
rejection by the Convention of the last of the 
above-stated propositions, says: 

“Tt was a power much more broad in its extent 
than the power to encourage manufactures by the 
exercise of another granted power. In truth, it 


involved a direct power to establish institutions, 
rewards, and immunities forall the great interests of 


society, and wag on that account deemed too broad | 


and sweeping. It would establish a general and not 


a limited power of Government.” —Story on the Con- 


stitution, section 1094. 

Mr. Speaker, some things have been said 
in this debate which make it necessary for me 
to say somethin 
education in reniy. My colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] has the į 


very crudest conception of the true nature of 
education, His estimate of education is a 
mathematical one. His idea is that a man 
who is educated is worth about twenty-five 
per cent. more than a man who ig not, His 
idea, and it is a perfectly Yankee one, is that 
the object of education is to make a man 


ennning in diplomacy. artful and crafty in war, | 


that it teaches him how to take advantage of 
his neighbor, helps a man to office, and much 
more ot the same sort. 

Mr. Speaker, that idea of education is low 
and debasing. The idea of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is upto the idea of educa- 
tion in his own State. If education helps a 
man to take advantage of his neighbor's igno- 
rance, and at the same time keeps him out of 
the penitentiary, that man is called *“ smart a 
in and around Boston. If education is only 
to qualify a man for making good bargains. and 


get the better of his fellow man in a business 


transaction, the people wouid be as well off | 


The idea prevalent in the region | d 
: Com |; subject of capital and labor. Even the com- 


| mittee appointed to investigate this system of 
wrong were compelled to omit the names of 


without if. 


of country represented by the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts is that education is simply the | 


training of a man’s intellectual faculties; man 
as a moral and physical being is ignored. 
idea of education is that it must develop and 
cultivate all the moral, intellectual, and phys- 
ical faculties possessed by man, The system 
of education that simply crams a man’s intel- 
lectual capacity, and ignores his moral and 
physical being, is partial and one-sided. The 
result is infidelity in religion and physical 


deterioration in the race, two of the greatest | 
evils that curse the Commonwealih of Massa- | 


chusetts to- dap. y D 
Under the prevalent “notions”? prevailing 
there, infidelity has almost driven out the old 


ideas of Paritanism, and the doctrines of | 


‘Theodore Parker, who believed himself equal 
to Jesus Christ, (these gentlemen from the 
“hub” are great boasters,) are taking their 
place in the literary mind of Massachusetts. 
Infdel doctrines too gross even for the skep- 
tical mind of Germany, have found a congenial 
soil in Massachusetts. Many of her bighest 


insthutions of learning, her most influential | 
periodicals, and her greatest scholars are lend- | i ed 
a dogma destruc- i works eleven hours per day, except Saturday: 


ngs of the Bible. i 


iog their nid to the spread of 
tive of the most sacred teachi ) 
Hand in hand with this infidelity in religion 
goes a system of rationalistic philosophy born 


on the general subject of | 


My! 


on the banks of the Ganges badly imitated by 
Fichte in Germany and Carlyle in England, 
and by Emerson introduced into Massachu- 
setts. This philosopher, by whom the literati 
of Boston swear, denies that God is a being 
so called, but rather a supreme law or system 
of laws, destitute of what we call personality 
or personal consciousness, Yet these false 
systems of religion and philosophy are de- 
fended by persons whom the member from 
Massachusetts would call ‘intellectual’? men— 
men who have had their wits sharpened at the 
expense of their higher moral natures. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a sad spectacle for us 
to contemplate in this the latter half of the 
nineteenth century —at this time when infidel 
Germany and France are making mighty efforts 
to bring back the Philosophy of the Absolute 
into harmony with the great Being whom we 
call God, and whose attributes are infinite 
power, wisdom, justice, goodness, and love. 

An education that simply stores the mem- 
ory with facts, or enlarges the capacity of the 
judgment or understandiug, leaving the moral 
nature of man untouched, is but half edu- 
cation. Where generous impulses are not 
instilled into the soul; where high, manly vir- 
tues are not implanted; where magnanimity 
is not taught; where charity is wanting, there 
ig no true, genuine education. A member 
who enjoyed such a comprehensive education 
would not here in this House be continually 
magnifying the faults of sister States. Such 
an education causes the member from Massa- 
chnsetts [Mr. Hoar] to see with the eye of a 
vulture a whipping-post away off in Delaware, 
butrenders him as blind as an owl in the biaze 
of the noonday sun to the horrible abuses of 
the factory system in his own, 

In reading the report of the bureau of sta- 
tistics of labor made to the Legislature of 
Massachusetts on the Ist day of March, 1870, a 
state of things is brought to light the parallel 
to which can only be found in Mrs. Stowe’s 
Uncle Tom’s Cabin. When we recollect that 
this report is a statement of actual facts of 
every-day experience, made by Massachusetts 
men, anxious no doubt to defend their State, 
we are bound to admit that Mrs. Stowe does 
not make out so bad a case against slave- 
nolders as this report does against the factory 
system of Massachusetts. We have there set 
forth in detail the horrible condition of the 
working classes of that State. the equal of which 
can nowhere be found, It isasickening devel- 


opment of whipping and starvation ; of men, |) irele persons; 


women, boys and girls, discharged because | 


‘they attempted to utter their views on the 


| boastful character of this people, 


} Testimony of 


+ familiar with the 


the parties testifying before them in order to 


protect them from the cruelty of their mas- | 


ters. I give extracts from this report, that the 
country may see that I have not oversiated the 
facts. This report is found in the legislative 
document of the senate of Massachusetis for 
the year 1870. On page 140 of the report the 
bureau states: “Can it be possible in this Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, favored above 
States as she is, or as her people say she is,”’ 
&c.; we find in official form a statement of the 
and hope the 
State, before be attempts 
of the eye of the genile- 
will take the beam out 


gentleman from that 
to pull the mote out 
man from Delaware, 
of his own eye: 


an Overlooker of seventeen years’ expe- 
rience, five in this country and twelve in England, 
gn a cotion-mill. ; 
“Worked in England under the ten-hour law; is 
system of inspection IR England: 
has seen an inspector enter disguised as & laborer; 
he forbade any one jeave 
inspection; found thirty 

coutrary to law, for which the owner Was 


or more children workit 
fined. 


die room until alter the | 


thioks į 


there are many children under fifteen years of age? | 


according to the best of my knowledge, I believe 
there aro one hundred and fifty under that agein the 
room in which Dam employed; one, a girl, measur- 


men’s privileges are greater than here. 


! attended school at all.” 


| fifteen yearsofage, and 


ing four feet five inches high, weighing sixty-two 


pounds; another, about the same height, weighin 

sixty-four and a half pounds; think they are about 
eleyen years of age. These children are poor, ema- 
ciated, and sickly; none of them haveattended school 
during the past year. Six yearsago I ran night-work 
from six forty‘five p. m. to six a. m., with forty-five 
minutes for meals, eating in the room. The children 
were drowsy and sleepy; have known them to fall 
asleep standing. up at their work, Some of these 
children are now working in the mill, and appear to 
be under fifteen years of age. Ihave had to sprinkle 
water in their faces to arouse them, after having 


.spoken to them till hoarse; this was done gently, 


without any intention of hurting them.”’ 

ae Testimony of an Operative. 
_ “Had worked at Lawrence; discharged for agitat- 
ing the ten-hour movement. Wife and boy work in 
mill. There are very many children under ten years 
employed in mills at Persons boarding in 
factory houses must leave the house when they leave 
the mill, (This is at Lawrence.) Married women 
with families have been compelled to work over 
hours, and on refusal have been discharged. Came 
to United States because he expected to better his 
condition, but thinks the liberties enjoyed by a fac- 
tory operative are greater in England than here; 
and bis advantages are better, and there is more 
freedom and social intercourse among the work 
people, There the overseers, or overlookers, as they 
are called, are less authoritative and overbearing, An 
agent there is called ‘superintendent,’ (or ‘super,’) 
and the owner of the mill is known as the ‘master.’ 

‘Under a period of prosperity there the working- 
; : They have 
more liberty to.diseuss wages, grievances, &e. Their 
unions are acknowledged by capital. The secretary 
of the masters’ association corresponds with the sec- 
retary of the workmen's association, invites a meet- 
ing of committees of the two parties to discuss the 
points of dispute, and these are generally arranged 
by such committees. Men are never discharged for 
taking part in trades or labor questions, and this is 
agreed to und enforced by the constitution of the 
masters’ association. If discharged at all from one 
mill, workmen can go and work in any other mill 
in the same place; and for every hour lost by inter- 
ference of employer he is held responsible by law.” 
Testimony of Miss —. 

_ “In case of accidents the corporation pays nothing 
in support of the party injured, neither is the pay 
continued. Ihave known persons to be discharged 
for participating in labor-retorm movements, Lam 
liable to be discharged for coming here if itis known, 
Many years ago I worked fourteeu bours per day; 
have seen the time during the last five years when 
between five and six o'clock I could have lain down 
between theloomsand gone without my supper. ‘Lhe 
effect of faciory life upon children is bad; thcy grow 

oor. Lhaveseen children look like dwaris, stunted 

oth physically and mentally. Itdisqualifics women 
for household work. [think a reduction of the hours 
of labor to eight would resultin goodtoall, The only 
chance for a poor working girl, who is not married, is 
to work; and if she is sick and has no home sho may 
go tothe alms-house. The faciories are becoming 
more oppressive; they have just cut down the weav~ 
ers sevencentsonadollar. Lhe house where I board 
has eighteen rooms, consisting of the kitchen, one 
sitting room. two dining rooms, and fourtcen sleep- 
ing rooms. hereare fifty-three personsin the house. 
The largest sleeping room is sixteen by twenty feet, 
eleven foot post; it contains six beds, occupied by 
there is no stove and no water in the 
room. The attic is twenty-five by eleven feet, ten 
feet high in the highest part; it contains three beds 
occupied by six persons; ti is but one window in 


there 
the room, and that does not let down at the tap.” 
Testimony of ——. 

“Tam a superintendent of a cotton-mill, ofexperi~- 
ence in this country and Europe, employing a large 
number of operatives, several hundred of whom are 
children. There aroro more than one halt of the 
children that can write their names at all, and many 
of those who can do it but imperfectly. There is no 
system of schooling, and but a small portion have 


at this moment, spite of all law, children under 
some under ten, areemployed 
in factories all over the State eleven bours a day. 
‘And this is known from returns received by tho 
bureau of statistics of labor, wherein the fact is 

x confessedly too weak to 


R 


confessed, and the law 
teach and remedy thein ien” 

“Voxt we entercd aroom occupied by H—Me—-, 
wife, and three boys, at a rent of $l 23 a week. 
Here the plastering was broken down, the walls 
dark and damp, and no farniiure whatever In the 
room except a mattress and some trunks piled in a 
corner. The windows had been taken out to expel 
the tenants. the mau being out of work, Thewoman 
had beon sheltered by a friend in Cambridge, The 
father and three boys had siept on the floor during 
the stormy might of the 18th, and those of the 19th 
and 20th of December, without fire or covering 
except their own clothing.” a as a 

“Tn another room on 
over a cellar fall of stene 
wife. As yet, the ouly farnitare à } 
inthe corner, aud a little fire of wood in the fire- 
place. The woman asked us to look into the cellar, 
whieh we inspected by means oF a lighted roll of 
newspaper, but weresoon driven out by the stench 
and reeking damp and dirt. In the whole yard are 
thirteen families containing thirty-six persons, oc 
cupying twelve rooms,” 


slower floor, immediately 
hy water, wero a man anc 
they had was a bed 
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Another witness says: 


_*" There are several children in one of these facto- 
ries I visited lately under ten years of age, working 


their respective eleven and a half hours, which is 


covsidered. by the parents to be cruel; in winter get- 
ting out of bed at an early hour and starting for 
their work at six and a half on cold, mornings.” 

Let us examine for a moment the physical 
dégeveracy of this State. Diseases result- 
ing from a vicious course of life are. greatly 
on the increase, such as scrofulous complaints, 
dyspepsia, apoplexy, and neuralgia. “It shows 
itself, too, in another form, which should 
arouse the attention of every American cit- 
izen, and that is that the birth-rate in Massa- 
chusetts is constantly diminishing. In 1850 
the census returns the population of Massa- 
chusetts 994,514—Americans, 880,066; and 
foreign, 164,448. The registration reports of 
that State make the whole births 27,664— 
American, 16,189; foreign, 8,197, with 3,278 
mixed, most of which are of foreign descent. 
Here we see that while the native population 
exceeds the foreign by more than five to one, 
yet the birth-rate of the latter is double the 
former. The census taken by the State for 
the year 1865. returns the whole population 
inthe same State as 1,267,003—American, 
1,002,545 ; and foreigners, 265,486. The regis- 
tration report shows for the same year the 
whole number of births, 80,249—American, 
13,276 ; foreign, 14,180; and mixed, most of 
which were also foreign, 2,406. Here, again, 
we see that the native population outnumbers 
the foreign four to one, yet the number of 
births in the latter are actually greater than 
in the former. Yet the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has the ingratitude 
to say that these foreigners commit all the 
crimes in that State, and vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket! If it be a fact that they do 
vote the Democratic ticket, then my party 
has the credit, at least, of preventing a de- 
crease in the population of the old Common- 
wealth: for it is clear that were it not for 
the influx of a foreign population, Massachu- 
setts would to-day be on the decline, for it 
is conclusively shown by her own registra- 
tion reports, and other sources, that the num- 
ber of deaths among the native population 
exceeds that of the births! The birth-rate 
in Massachusetts is greatly behind that of every 
nation in Iurope. 

These considerations recommend themselves 
to every thinking mind at the present juncture 
of affairs, If Massachusetts has during the 
last ten years shaped the legislation of the 
country in regard to the southern States, let 
us now see that she does not fasten upon the 
young and rising Commonwealths of the South 
and West a system of infidelity and rational- 
ism; that the vices which are destroying her 
own people to such an extent that her native 
population is on the decrease, are not forced 
upon the other portions of the country. For 
when the whole country once reaches the limit 
that Massachusetts has, we have finished our 
carcer; there is nothing left for us to do but 
to die. When Greece and Rome failed to pro- 
duce men, they ceased to exist. We cannot 
escape their fate. 

Ido not wish to be understood, on this sub- 
ject of physical degeneracy, as reproaching 
Massachusetts, I have no doubt some of the 
other educated States, if the statisties were at 
hand, would reveal the same state of things. 
But it is humiliating to our national pride 
that there should be in the first century of 
our national existence a decrease in the native 
population of our most intelligent States. It 
is the duty of every statesman to address 
himself to this question and see wherein the 
difficulty lies. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of three o’clock 
has arrived, at which, according to the order 
of the House, the previous question is to be 
considered as seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered. 

Mr. PERCE. The amendment offered by 


the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Potanp] 
covers the point contemplated by my amend- 
ment, and is entirely satisfactory to me. 
therefore withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Under the arrangement 
which was agreed upon as to. the offering of 
amendments, I move to amend by adding to 
section one the following: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this section 
shall be held to limit or abridge the power of Con- 
gress over the public domain or interfere with 
granting bounty lands to the soldiers and sailors 
ofourlate war. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I move to amend see- 
tion eight by inserting at the end thereof the 
following : l 

Provided, That no moneys belonging to any State 


or Territory under this bill shall be withheld from- 


any State or Territory for tho resson that the law 
thereof provides for separate schools for white and 
black children or refuses to organize a system of 
mixed schools, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by add- 
ing to section two the following: 

Provided, however, That after the passage of this 
act no public lands of the United States shall be sold 
except mineral lands and town sites; and all the 
public lands of the United States adapted to agri- 
culture shall be reserved for actual settlers under 
tho provisions of the homestead laws, subject, how- 
ever, to land warrants and college scrip issued by 
authority of Congress, and the grants which Con- 

ress shall hereafter make in the Territories and new 
States for purposes of education. 


Mr. TAFFE. Ioffer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section : 

And be it further enacted, That nothing contained 
in this act shall be so construed as to affect in any 
manner the existing law and regulations in regard 
to the adjustment and payment to States, upon their 
admission into the Union, of five per cent. of the net 
proceeds of tho sales of the public lands within their 
respective limits, 

Mr. PERCH. 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, having 
reported the bill, is entitled to one hour after 
the seconding of the previous question. 

Mr. PERCE. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Keuter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
refer to the passing remark of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [ Mr. PARKER, ] that this 
was an effort to get three dollars for the North 
by giving one to the South. There is, so far 
as | am aware, no northern State that needs 
any measure of that kind. Certainly the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent 
does not. She has her school system, com- 
parable, I think, to any in the country. While 


I now rise to close the 


yet the South—yes, while yet Virginia, which, 


as one of her Representatives [Mr. Harris] 
told us, is educating all her children—made 
it a felony to teach a colored child to read. 
Pennsylvania, by the liberality of her citizens, 
had provided for a coliegiate education for 
colored people both at Pittsburg and Phila- 
delphia. Her munificent system of common 
schools is coextensive with the State and the 
munificent endowment of Girard college, 
wherein a thousand. poor white orphans are 
housed, fed, clothed, and advanced in the 
languages living and dead, and the higher 
mathematics—yet in addition to all this 
Pennsylvania has assumed the charge of those 
who should be the nation’s wards, the orphans 
of her soldiers—the sons and daughters of 
those of her citizens who died in hospitals or 
southern prisons, or on the field of battle, or 
who are yet to die from the effects of exposure 
or wounds. These are at the cost of $520,000a 
year, exclusive of the cost of the school system, 
cared for with motherly care, and educated to 
fit them for the most exalted duties of life. 
Having such provisions for the education of 
our children, we need not desire to rob the 
South in order to increase our educational 
advantages. This measure is not unjust to the 
South, but is one which, if fairly carried into 
effect, will populate, enrich, and bless her. 
Sir, in passing, I may remark, that the terror 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [ Mr. Harris, ] 


z 


excited by his fear of mixed schools, need 
not be so extreme. If, as he seems to appre- 
hend, such schools should be forced upon the 
people of his and other States, it will in the 
South be but temporary; for all men know 
that the sun and atmosphere of the southern 
States soon bleach the blackest African, both 
in hair and complexion, to the colors charac- 
teristic of the purest Saxon lineage. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him whether he is in favor of 
forcing mixed schools upon the people? 

Mr. KELLEY. Having but ten’ minutes I 
decline to yield. In May, 1867, it was my priv- 
ilege to visit many of the freedmen’s schools 
of Louisiana, Alabama, Georgia, North Car- 
olina, and of the gentleman’s own State of 
Virginia, and I found in each and all of them 
pupils of Saxon hue and Caneasian feature, 
with blue eyes, light hair, and Roman or Gre- 
cian nose. {said to the teachers of each school 
‘Tam glad you make no distinction of race, but 
open your schools to all,” and invariably re- 
ceived in substance the same answer. Yes, 
at the school in Danville the reply was the 
same as at Charlotte, Atlanta, Montgomery, 
and New Orleans: ‘We receive as pupils 
none but the children of freedmen; all of 
them were slaves and are remotely of African 
descent.” As the gentleman says there ig 
no intercourse between the children of the 
different races. because white children abhor 
it, I would like to learn the age at which the 
abhorrence ceases, or whether it is the effect of 
the climate of the South that so changed the 
complexion and features of those Virginians 
of African descent. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvauia whether he is in 
favor of forcing mixed schools on the people? 

Mr. KELLEY. In view of such facts as I 
have referred to, no man is authorized to say 
that the southern people abhor social inter- 
course between the races. The complexions 
of millions of people attest the falsity of the 
assertion. 

Mr. HEREFORD. But that does not an- 
swer my question, whether the gentleman 
is in favor of forcing mixed schools upon the 
country. ` : 

Mr. KELLEY. I cannot be interrupted. I 
say this measure will open.the South to settle- 
ment and development. She has advantages 
a thousand-fold greater than the Northwest. 
These have Jain there for a century, and the 
emigrant shuns them. The emigrants from 
all lands shun the sunny and fertile fields of 
the South. Why? Because ignorance curses 
that beautiful region. Its water-power is greater 
than that of any other section. Ithas mineral 
resources boundless in variety and extent, 
with which those of no other section can in 
either respect compare. Norfolk was the first 
commercial city of this country, and Virginia 
was the first State of the country and the mother 
of States. Where is Norfolk to-day as a com- 
mercial city? Where is Virginia in the list 
of States? Why do her mineral resources, 
why do her agricultural resources lie dead and 
unproductive? Why does her water-power, 
that might move more spindles than are in 
motion throughout the world, run to waste? 
It is because the South doomed the laborer 
to ignorance, and. made it felony to teach 
the laboring child to read the Lord’s prayer, 
or any one of the ten commandments. ‘There 
are no schools there to welcome the chil- 
dren ofthe multitudes of emigrants who leave 
their homes to settle where they may own 
homesteads, and by their well-rewarded labor 
add to the world’s wealth, while improving 
their own condition and that of their families. 
Give the people of Europe the assurance that 
common schools have been opened through- 
out the South, that. intelligence is permitted to 
prevail there, that intelligent indnstry and 
labor shall find companionship there, and you 
will drain New England of population. . You 
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will find your villages growing into towns, and 
your towns into cities, and with all your vast 
resources you will not cry oat, nor will the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. PARKER] 
make the plea for you, that New England, coid, 
barren, ice-bound New England, is so much 
-` more populous, that under a law of this kind 
the sunny South, with all its vast and varied 
resources, cannot tempt enough people to dwell 
within her limits to secure her a fair share of 
the fund. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEREFORD. Before the gentleman 
concludes I kope he will answer my question 
of forcing mixed schools on the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gen- 
tleman from Ohio yield five minutes for me 
to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr, KELLEY ?] 

Mr. PERCE. I now yield for ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In the ten min- 
utes given me I shall address myself to two 
questions. The first is: what do we propose by 
this bill to give to the cause of education? 
and the second is: how do we propose to give 
it? Is the gift itself wise, and is the mode in 
which we propose to give it wise? This 
arrangement will include all I have to say. 

And first we propose, without any change 
in the present land policy, to give the net pro- 
ceeds of the public lands to the cause of edu- 
cation, During the last fifteen years these 
proceeds have amounted to a little more than 
thirty-three million dollars. That is almost 
exactly one per cent. of the entire revenues 
of the United States, The gift is not great, 
but yet in one view of the case it is princely. 
To dedicate for the future a fund which is now 
one per cent. of the revenues of the United 
States to the cause of education is to my 
mind a great thought. and Iam glad to give 
it my indorsement. It seems to me that in 
this act of giving, we almost copy its proto- 
type in what God himself has done on this 
great continent of ours. In the center of its 
greatest breadth, where otherwise there might 
be a desert forever, He has planted a chain 
of the greatest lakes on the earth, and the 
exhalations arising from their pure waters every 
day come down in gracious showers, and make 
that a blooming garden which otherwise might 
be a desert waste. And from our great wilder- 
ness lands it is proposed that their proceeds, 
like the dew, shall fall forever, not upon the 
lands, but upon the minds of the children of 
the nation, giving them for all time to come all 
the blessing and growth and greatness that 
education can afford. That thought, I say it 


again, is a great one, worthy of a great nation, | 


and this country will remember the man who 
formulated it into language, and will remem- 
ber the Congress that made it law. 

The other point is one of even greater prac- 
tical value and significance just now than this 
that I have referred to. It is this: howis this 
great gift to be distributed? We propose to 
give it, Mr. Speaker, through our American 
system of education; and in giving it, we do 
not propose to mar in the least degree the har- 
mony and beauty of that system. If we did, I 
should be compelled to give my voice and vote 
against the measure; and here and now, 
we are inaugurating this policy, 
state for myself, and, as I believe, for many 
who sit around me, that we do here. solemnly 
protest that this gift is not to disturb the 
American system of education, but it is rather 
to be used through it and as a part of it, and 
to be wholly subordinated to what I venture to 
call our great American system of education. 
On this question J have been eompelied here- 
tofore to differ with many friends of educa- 
tion here and elsewhere, many who have 
thought it might be wise for Congress, in cer- 
tain contingencies, to take charge of the system 
of education in the States. I will not now 
discuss the constitutional aspects of that ques- 


when | 
I desire to} 


$ 


i 


tion; but I desire to say that all the philoso- 
phy of our educational system forbids that we 
should take such a course. And in the few 
moments awarded to me I wish to make an 
appeal for our system as a whole as against 
any other known to me. We look sometimes 
with great admiration at a Government like 
Germany, that can command the light of its 
education to shine everywhere, that can 
enforce its school laws everywhere throughout 
the empire. Under our system we do not 
rejoice in that, but we rather rejoice that here 
two forces play with all their vast power upon 
our system of education. The first is that of 
the local, municipal power under our State 
governments. There is the center of respons- 
ibility. There is the chief educational power. 
There can be enforced Luther’s great thought 
of placing on magistrates the duty of educating 
children. i : 

_ Luther was the first to perceive that Chris- 
tian schools were an absolute necessity. In 
a celebrated paper addressed to the municipal 
councilors of the empire in 1524, he demanded 
the establishment of schools in all the villages 
of Germany. To tolerate ignorance was, in 
the energetic language of the reformer, to make 
common cause with the devil. The father of 
a family who abandoned his children to igno- 
rance was a consummate rascal. Addressing 
the German authorities, he said: ` 

“ Magistrates, remember that God formally com- 
mands you to instruct children. This divine com- 
mandment parents have transgressed by indolence, 
by lack of intelligence, and because of overwork. 


“ The duty devolves upon you, magistrates, to call 
fathers to their duty, and to prevent the return of 


| these evils which we suffer to-day. Give attention 


to your children. Many parents are like ostriches, 
Contant to have laid an egg, but caring for it no 
onger. 

_ Now, that which constitutes the prosperity of a 
city is not its treasures, its strong walls, its beauti- 
ful mansions, and its brilliant decorations, The 
real wealth of a city, its safety and its force is an 
abundance of citizens, instructed, honest, and cul- 
tivated. Ifin our days werarely meet such citizens, 
whose fault is it, if not yours, magistrates, who 
have allowed our youth to grow up like neglected 
shrubbery in the forest? 

“Ignorance is more dangerous for a people than 
the armies of an enemy.” 

After quoting this passage from Luther, 
Laboulaye, in his eloquent essay entitled 
“ L Etat et ses Limites,” pages 204 and 205, 
says: 

“This familiar and true eloquence was not lost. 
There is not a Protestant country which has not 
placed in the front rank of its duties the establish- 
ment and maintenance of popular schools.” 

The duties enjoined in these great utterances 
of Luther are recognized to the fullest extent 
by the American system. Butthey are recog- 
nized as belonging to the authorities of the 
State, the county, the township, the local 
communities. There, these obligations may be 
urged with all the strength of their high sane- 
tions. There, may be brought to bear all the 
patriotism, all the morality, all the philan- 
thropy, all the philosophy of our people, and 
there it is brought to bear in its noblest and 
best forms. 

But there is another force even greater than 
that of the State and the local governments. It. 
is the force of private voluntary enterprise, that 
force which has built up the multitude of pri- 
vate schools, academies, and colleges through- 
out the United States, not always wisely, but 
always with enthusiasm and wonderful energy. 
I say, therefore, that our local self-govern- 
ment, joined to and codperating with private 


‘| enterprise, have made the American system of 


education what it is. , f 
In further illustration of its merits, 


I beg 


| leave to allude to a few facts of great signifi- 
The Governments of Europe are now || 
beginning to see that our system 1S better and || 


cance. 


more efficient than theirs. The public mind 
of England is now, and has been for several 
years, profoundly moved on the subject of edu- 
cation. Several commissioners have lately 
been sent by the British Government to exam: 
ine the school systems of other countries, and 
lay before Parliament the results of their invest- 
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igations, so as to enable that body to profit 
by the experience of other nations. 

Rev. J. Frazier, one of the assistant com- 
missioners appointed for this purpose, vis- 
ited this country in 1865, and in the following 
year made his report to Parliament. While 
he found much to criticise in our system of 
education, he did not withhold his expres- 
sions of astonishment at the important part 
which private enterprise played in our system. 
In concluding his report, he speaks of: the 
United States as “a nation of which it is no 
flattery or exaggeration to say that it is, if not 
the most highly, yet certainly the most gener- 
ally educated and intelligent people on the 
globe.” 

But a more valuable report was delivered to 
Parliament in 1868, by Mathew Arnold, one 
of the most cultivated and profound thinkers 
of England. He was sent by Parliament to 
examine the schools and universities of the 
continent, and after visiting all the leading 
States of Europe, and making himself thor- 
oughly familiar with their system of education, 
he delivered a most searching and able report. 
In the concluding chapter, he discusses the 
wants of England on the subject of education. 
No one who reads that chapter can fail to 
admire the þoldness and power with which he 
points out the chief obstacles to popular 
education in England. He exhibits the signifi- 
cant fact that while during the last half century 
there has been a general transformation in the 
civil organization of European Governments, 
England, with all her liberty and progress, is 
shackled with what he calls a civil organiza- 
tion, which is, from the top to the bottom of 
it, not modern. He says: 

“Transform she must unless she means to come at 
last to the same sentence as the church of Sardis: 
“Thou hast a name that thou livest, and art dead.’ 

“However, on no part of this immense task of 
transformation have L now to touch, except on that 
part which relates to education, but this part, no 
doubt, is the most important of all, andit isthe part 
whose happy accomplishment may render that of 
all the rest, instead of being troubled and difficult, 
gradual and easy.” *  *  * * BF, 

“ Obligatory instruction is talked of. But what is 
the capital difficulty in the way of obligatory in- 
struction, or indeed any national system of instruc- 
tion in this country? It is this, that the moment 
the working class of this country have this question 
of instruction really brought home to them, their 
self-respect will make them demands like the work- 
ing classes on the continent, public schools, and not 
schools which the clergyman or the squire or the 
mill-owner calls ‘my school!’ And what is the capiz 
tal difficulty in the way of giving them public schools? 
It is this, that the publie school for the people must 
rest upon the municipal organization of the country. 
In France, Germany, Italy, Switzerland, the public 
elementary school has, and exists by having, the 
eommune and the municipal government of the com- 
mune, as its foundations, and it could not exist with- 
outthem. But we in England have our municipal 
organization still to get; the country districts, with 
us, have at present only the feudal and ecclesias- 
tical organization of the Middle Ages, or of France 
before the Revolution.” Sheets = 

“Phe real preliminary, to an effective system of 
popular education is, in fact, to provide the country 


with an effective municipal organization; and here, 
then, is at the outset au illustration of what I said, 
that modern societies need a civil organization which 
is modern.” R 

In the early part of 1870 a report was made 
to the minister of public instruction by Mr. C. 
Hippeau, a man of great learning, and who 
in the previous year had been ordered by 
the French Government to visit the United 
States and make a careful study of our system 
of public education. In summing up his con- 
clusions, at the end of his report, he expresses 
opinions which are remarkable for their bold- 
ness, when we remember the character of the 
French Government at thattime; and bis rec- 
ommendations have a most significant appli- 
cation to the principle under consideration. 
translate his concluding paragraphs: 

“What impresses me most strongly as the result 
of this study of public instruction In, the United 
States is the admirable power, of private enter- 

rise in 2.country where the citizens, asking noth- 
ing from their Government, early adopted the habit 
of foreseeing their own wants for themselves; of 
meeting together and acting m concert; of com- 
bining their means of action; of determining the 
amount of pecuniary contribution which they will 
impose upon themselves, and of regulating its use; 
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and: finally of choosing administrators who shall 
render them. an account of the resources. placed at 
their disposal, and of the use which they may make 
of their authority. ne : 

-t Phis is not the occasion to insist on the advan- 
tages resulting from. self-government in what dop- 
cerns the relations between public officers chosen by 
election and citizens who consider such officers only 
as their servants... ©: - pa 

‘The. people of the United States are strangers to 
that servility which bows before a master; and on 
the other hand their officers are strangers to that 
insolent arrogance which treats with haughty con- 
tempt those whom they believe they have the right 
to command.” F * + + E E 

“Never has a greater example been given by an 
independent and free people; never has there been 
produced à more brilliant proof of the excellence 
of democratic institutions. ; 

“The marvelous progress made in the United 
States during the last twenty years would ‘have 
been impossible, if the national life, instead of 
being manifested on all points of the surface, had 
been concentrated in a capital, under the pressure 
of a strongly organized administration, which, hold- 
ing the people under constant tutelage, wholly re- 
lieved them from the care of thinking and acting 
by themselves and for themselves, Will France 
enter upon that path of decentralization which will 
infallibly result in giving a scope, now unknown. to 
all her vital forces, and to the admirable resources 
which she possesses? In what especially concerns 
public instruction, shal! we see her multiplying, as 
in America, those free associations, those generous 
donations, which will enable usto pluce public in- 
struction on the broadest foundation, and to revive 
in our provinces the old universities that will be- 
come more flourishing ns the citizens shall interest 
thomselves directly in their progress? 

* Fo accomplish this, our citizens must resolve to 
break resolutely from that apathy and indifference 
which little by little have surrendered to Govern- 

- ments all the affairs which thoy ought to manage 
themselves. But it will also be necessary that Qov- 
ernments, appreciating the wants of their epoch; 
shall with good grace relinquish a part of the duties 
now imposed upon therm, and aid the people in sup- 
porting the rigid régime of liberty, by enlarging the 
powers of tho municipal councils and of the coun- 
cils of the departments, by favoring nssociations and 
publio meetings, which cease to bo turbulent anc 

angerous. whenever they become a part of the 
national habits, by opening tho freest field to the 
examination and discussion of national interests; 

in short, by deserving the eulogy addressed by n 

man of genius to a grent minister of France : ‘Mon- 
scigneur, you have labored ton years to make your- 
self useless,’ 


l have made these citations to show how 
strongly the public thought of Europe is mov- 
ing toward our system of public education as 
better and freer than theirs, I do not now 
discuss the broader political question of State 
and municipal government as contrasted with 
centralized government, I am considering 
what is the best system of organizing the educa- 
tlonal work ofa nation, not from the political 
stand-point alone, but trom the stand-point of 
the school-house itself. This work of public 
education partakes in a peculiar way of the 
spirit ofthe human mind in itsefforts for eult- 
ure. Tho mind must be as free from extra- 
neous control as possible; must work under 
the inspiration of its own desires for knowl 
edge; and while instructors and books are 
necessary helps, the fullest and highest success 
must spring from the power of self-help, 

So the best system of education isthat which 
draws its chief support from the voluntary 
effort of the community, from the individual 
efforts of citizens, and trom those burdens of 
taxation which they voluntarily impose upon 
themselves. ‘The assistance proposed in this 
bill is to be given through the channels of this, 
our American system, The amount proposed 
is Jarge enough to stimulate to greater effort 
and to general emulation the different States 
and the local school authorities, but not large 
enough to carry the system, on, and to weaken 
all these forces, by making the friends of edu- 
vation feel that the work is done for them 
without their own effort. Government shall 
be only a help to them, rather thana com- 
mander in the work of education. 

In conclusion, I say that in this bill, in the 
pending bill, we disclaim any control over the 
educational system of the States. We only re- 
quire reports of what they do with our bounty ; 
and those reports brought here and published 
for the information.of the people will spread 
abroad the light, and awaken the enthusiasm 
and emulation of our people. This policy iain 
harmony: with the bill of 1867, creating the 


Bureau of- Education, aud whose fruits have 
already been so abundant in good results. I 
hopethatthe House will sets its seal ofapproval 
on our American'system of education, and. will 
adopt this mode of advancing and strengthen- 
ing it. BEN) pe ; 

Tere the hammer fell.] 

‘Mr. PERCE. I now yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. GooD- 


RICH. J- i 

Me GOODRICH, Mr. Speaker, theimport- 
ance of the proposed measure is such as to 
induce the wish for more time for its discus- 
sion than that now allotted to me. The ques- 
tion’arises between those who would devote 
the net proceeds of the public lands to any 
other purpose than that of education, and 
those who would devote it wholly to that great 
interest to the exclusion of everything else, 
and my own views incline me to affiliate with 
the friends of education. 

‘Sir; there is, in my opinion, no interest 
more vital to the development, wealth, strength, 
and security of our free, rational system of 
government than that general education of 
all.classes and conditions of people which itis 
the object of the bill now under consideration 
to secure through the schools already estab- 
lished or to be established in the several States. 
And while this isa measure well worthy of 
altention on general grounds, it is now called 
for and specially demanded in consequence 
of the recent enfranchisement of the colored 
race among us; a race which exhibits many 
bright examples of proficient scholarship in 
our midst—sufficient, certainly, to vindicate its 
capacity for culture; and yet, owing to the 
long denial to it of the means of culture, it is 
at the present tine almost universally without 
it. And, considering the cause for this lack 
of culture and education, and the relation the 
Government has stood to it, is there not reason 
for saying that the nation now absolutely owes 
education to the newly enfranchised citizens 
as a matter of strict justice to them? And 
how else but by securing it to them can the 
policy of their enfranchisement be carried out; 
for why enfranchise if you do not educate? 

But, sir, to say nothing of national obliga- 
tions to this uneducated part of our people, 
and looking at the question of extending to 
them the means of education simply from its 
influence on the general welfare, and still the 
measure should be undoubtedly adopted ; for, 
letit be bornein mind, these newly enfranchised 
citizens are not a mere handful: they form 
full one tenth of our entire population, and 
are so distributed in different States as to con- 
stitute an actual majority of population in 
some, (Louisiana, Mississippi, and South Car- 
olina,) and number approximating very nearly 
to that in several others. The bare statement 
sir, shows what a vital interest these States, 
must have in the education of this new voting 
element, which is hereafter to exercise so con- 
trolling an influence on their welfare. And, 
under the constitutional bond of affinity which 
prevails, their welfare is indissolubly con- 
nected with that of all; hence, the general 
welfare is concerned. 

Sir, in referring to the uneducated condition 
of our colored population, in connection with 
the cause for it, and their recent enfranchise- 
ment, as a special reason for some measure 
such as has been brought forward by thé Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, I must not be 


‘understood as in any manner asserting that, 


uneducated as they are, they have not, as a 
general thing, thus far exercised the newly 
bestowed franchise discreetly; nor that there 


j are not those of the white race, both in the 


States where they are principally distributed, 
and in all the other States, equally ignorant 
and in need of education as themselves. In- 
deed, the same cause acting in a measure on 
the white race has, in the late slave-holding 
States, reduced no inconsiderable number of 
them to the same condition-of illiteracy and 
ignorance. And, drawing from authentic 


sources of information, let me state that while 
in the States heretofore classed as free: States 
there is only about an average of five per cent. 
of the adult population that. cannot read and 
write, in the seventeen. States formerly classi- 
fied as slave States, including. New Mexico 
and the District of Columbia, the average per 
cent. is forty-four, and in several-of: these 
States as high as sixty percent. of. the whole 
adult population, and even higher. =.’ 

Mr. Speaker, the statement of facts now 
given brings me to one of the points in which 
I have felt constrained to dissent from the bill 
which has been brought forward by the com- 
mittee. That proposes to distribute :the net 
proceeds of the public lands among the States 
according to the basis of their population. 
Now, from information received from the 
Commissioner of the Land Office, it appears 
that for six years ending June 80, 1871, the 
average net proceeds of the cash sales of the 
public lands was annually a little over a mil- 
lion dollars. : 

And now if this sum be divided among the 
several States on the basis of population it will 
give, as will be seen, to the States heretofore 
denominated free States, which generally have 
large populations and but a small péercdntage 
of illiteracy, large dividends, and to the late 
slave States, with much smaller populations, 
but a greatly increased percentage of illiter- 
acy, only inconsiderable sums, scarcely suffi- 
cient to operate as an encouragement for the 
establishment or maintenance of schools for 
general education. For this reason, sir, { 
have moved to amend by substituting, as the 
basis of the division, the ratio of illiteracy in 
the several States, that being the real evil to 
be removed. i 

Sir, although this amendment, if adopted, 
will give less to the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, and. more to the 
States where more is needed, still, believing it 
to be the only true principle of distribution to 
be adopted, considering the end in view, and 
believing that my action will be fully sustained 
by the justice and magnanimity of my State, 
and meet with general approval on the part of 
all the States heretofore known as free States, 
I hope'it will be adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration 
should be amended, in my opinion, in other 
respects, which, however, the time allotted 
me will not enable me to point out.: And I 
can only add that if amended in the point to 
which the amendment I have submitted applies, 
I sbail, as a humble friend of the cause of 
popular education reaching to all classes and 
conditions of people, feei constrained to give 
my support to the bill, though in some respects 
it may be less perfect than I could desire, 

Mr. PERCE. Inowyield to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] for a short time. 

Mr. STEVENSON addressed the House. 
[His remarks will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. PERCE. Inow yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Suawxs] for five minutes, 

Mr. SHANKS. Tam in favor of the pas- 
sage of this bill, because it provides for a gen- 
eral system of education, so far as the amount 
of money to be derived from this source will go 
to that end. I wonld not be for it if it directed 
the sale of the public lands for the purpose of 
raising money to carry on the school system. 
I would not be in favor of taking away from 
the settler the right of preémption and bome- 
stead. I would not be in favor of opening a 
door to encroachments upon the rights of the 
Indians of this country to whom the nation has 
ceded lands. But itis because this bill does 
not interfere with any of these rights, and 
because it does provide for a general system 
of education that I am in favor of it. 

_ The gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Mr. 
Storm] has objected to the bill on the ground 
that the method of distribution proposed would 
be injarious to the landed system of the coun- 
try; but, sir, I believe that if this bill be 
passed and becomes a law, if it is understood 
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throughout the country that the net proceeds 
arising from the sale of the public lands are 
to go to the education of the people, there will 
be fewer acres of the public domain squandered 
in Congress by bills for the support of this 
or that project for private profit or public im- 
provement. I believe that when a Congress- 
man, in thus giving away the public lands, 
bas to cast his vote not only against the will of 
the people, but also against an appropriation 
of the net proceeds of those public lands for 
school purposes, he will hesitate. Thus a 
measure of this kind will be a protection 
to the public-land system, and will in fact 
save to the country that which it has been 
apprehended may be lost by the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I am utterly surprised that 
there should have been a word said in this 
House against the appropriation of any fund 
for the education of the people, and especially 
in those States in which millions of uneducated 
men hawe recently been called upon to dis- 
charge their duty to their country as citizens 
and voters. I am ready to vote not only for 
this measure, but for appropriations of the 
public money, if necessary, to carry on a system 
that shall secure education to those who with 
their ancestors for hundreds of years have been 
held in bondage, and yet are to-day called upon 
to participate in the management of the Gov- 
ernment. By the liberating policy of the nation 
these people have been raised from slavery to 
freedom and endowed with the right to partici- 

ate in the management of the Government. 

say that it is a wise act for the Government 
to spend money in educating these millions of 
people to whom education is necessary for the 
proper discharge of their duties to the country. 

Mr. PERCE. I now yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Daves. }. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, ten minutes 
will not suffice even for the simple purpose 
of gratifying the ambition expressed by the 

entieman from Ohio [ Mr. SHELLABARGER] on 
“riday last, in which | confess I am a sharer ; 
the ambition to connect one’s name with so 
beneficent a measure. I do not propose to 
advocate the details of the bill, but simply the 
general idea. It has not the scope which the 
gentleman from Ohio seemed to perceive in 
it, that of taking the whole public domain and 
consecrating it to this work. Sir, I wish it 
did that. Ll wish that every acre now unoccu- 
pied by the settler and unappropriated to the 
soldier were by this bill consecrated to so good 


and noble a purpose ag that coniemplated by | 


this bill. Those who have witnessed on this 
floor the manner in which the public domain 
has been preyed upon within the last ten years 
cannot, as they look back upon the disposition 
which has been made of it, fail to regret any 
omission on their part to resist the constant 
and greedy manner in which it has been spoli- 
ated upon the floor of Congress. With the 
exception of one or two main arteries of rail- 
road across the nation, L have voted contin- 
ually against the appropriation of the public 
Jands to railroad purposes; yet so far as 
they have been appropriated to the develop- 
ment and growth and population of the coun- 
try, I do not regret the appropriation, But 
such a large share of these lands has gone to 
other purposes ihat it is questionable whether 
as a whole the policy has not been bad. 

But, sir, the bill does not mean, as E wish it 
did, that the proceeds of the public ldnds are 
to be directed exclusively to the points where 
they are most needed. 1 recognize the defect 
in the bill which bas been suggested by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, [ Mr. Pinces] 
though not to the extent which he suggests. 
would like to overcome that objection if it were 
in my power, so as to concentrate the whole 
of these proceeds upon those points in the 
country where we feel there is most need of 
them. 

Sir, there is nothing that we are 80 slow to 
acknowledge in the growth and development 
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of this Government as that we are becoming 
a nation, not only in name, butin everything 
that goes along with and makes up a nation. 
Our friends on the other side attribute this to 
political advance in the administration of the 
Government. Sir, the concentration of power 
here at Washington, the making here year 
by year of this Government more and more a 
nation within the last ten years, has been the 
result of forces hidden in the very growth and 
development of this nation which nothing 
could hinder and nothing could stay. 

The railroads which traverse the country 
from one end to the other, the telegraph 
which makes a man who speaks here speak 
to the whole nation, the railroads which carry 
all trade from one side of the continent to 
the other—all of them make State lines, in 
spite of all that can be done, but imaginary 
lines; make us too much, Iam sorry to say, 
yet inevitably so, one people, one nation. In 
thought, in feeling, in purpose, in impulse, in 
action, in everything, we are becoming by 
means of these forces one people and one 
nation. And what has happened within the 
last ten years has been but precipitating re- 
sults which were just as inevitable in the 
naiure of things as this Government. would 
grow and avail itself of these. improvements 
in travel, in skill, in. communication, in traf: 
fic, in commerce, in thought, in speech, and 
in everything that makes a man grow and 
develop himself. 

I do not desire to hasten it. Ido not desire 
to do anything which will hasten this result. 
I only say it is our duty to recognize the exist- 
ence of these forces. And when we passed 
the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, 
when it became necessary as a result of the 
war for the national Government to undertake 
to regulate the franchise in this country, and 
to say who should and who should not have 
the ballot in this country, so that a ballot cast 
in Massachusetts or Arkansas, or upon the 
Pacific slope or in Pennsylvania, not only 
affected the locality where it was dropped, but 
the whole nation alike, it became absolutely 
necessary we should take upon us the burden 
also along with this constitutional enactment; 
that all we clothed with this power should also 
be furnished by us, for our own safety and 
protection and self-defense, with that intelli- 
gence which shali make the power in their 
hands a power for protection and strength, 
rather than for destruction and weakness.: We 
can no longer shut our eyes, we can no longer 
throw off the obligation we took upon ourselres 
when we clothed these people, four million at 
the South, and in all the States—when the peo- 
ple undertook here as a part of the great devel- 
opment to which I have alluded, and as one of 
the necessary results from it, that we would 
recognize the elective. franchise—from that 
moment it was one of the necessities of the 
Government. that those we clothed with the 
ballot should have the means of casting that 
ballot intelligently. Sir, “there is that seat- 
tereth and yet increaseth, and there is that 
withholdeth more than is meet, but it tendeth 
to poverty.”’ i, 

Mr. PERCE. Iwill now yield-for a min-. 
ute to the Delegate -from Arizona, [Mr. 
McCormick. ] 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Arizona, I had hoped 
the opportunity would be given me to say some- 
thing for the Territories of the United States; | 
but as I am to be allowed but a single minute, | 
I ask that I may be permitted to print what Í 
have to say on this most important question. | 

Leave was granted; and the remarks will be | 
printed in the Appendix. 

Mr, PERCE. Mr. Speaker, before pro- 
ceeding to the discussion of the bill itself, J 
desire to call the attention of the House for a 
moment to one or two amendments. In sec- 
tion four of ihe bill we provide that one half 
of the net proceeds of the public lands for the 
previous year shall be apportioned among the | 
several States and Territories and the Dis- į 
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trict of Columbia on the basis of population. 
The committee, in framing the bill, endeavored 
as far as possible to place the funds to be 
derived from the proceeds of the public lands 
in the places where they were actually needed ; 
but, in looking over the whole ground, we came 
to the.cqnclusion that the basis of population 
would be the only basis acceptable to the House. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Buren] bases this ap- 
portionment upon the population of the States 
and Territories between the ages of four and 
twenty-one years. When this amendment. was 
submitted, we referred the matter to the Cen- 
sus Bureau, and ascertained that these were 
census ages, and that such population ould 
be ascertained from the tables of the Census 
Bureau as easily as the entire population of 
the States. ‘The amendment will have this 
effect : that the fund will. be more largely dis- 
tributed where there are more children to re- 
ceive the benefits thereof. It is a fact ascer- 
tained by the census tables that we have more 
children in the South than there are in the 
North, ‘and:that there are more children in 
the West than there are in the Hast. We desire 
to place this fund-and to give the benefit of 
it to sections of the country where there are 
the greater number of children to be educated. 
So far, therefore, as I am concerned, I ask the 
House to sustain the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. BUTLER] ` 

We have, sir, another amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. PoLanp. } 
In framing the bill the committee desired to 
avoid all questions in regard to the previous 
distribution of the public lands,’ whether by 
way of bounty or through homestead laws, or 
otherwise. We had, as we believed, entirely 
escaped interfering, in any way, shape, or man- 
ner, with any of these laws. Neither did we 
intend to bind Congress, for that was impos- 
sible, as to. the future; but as some genile- 
men thought that would be the effect of it, I 
submit that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Vermont will cure any defect that may 
possibly exist in the bill in that regard. 

Another amendment to the bill, which is in 


accordance with my own individual views, is 


ihe amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Goopricu,] which provides— 


That for the first ten years the distribution of the 
said fund to and among the several States and Ter- 


ritories, including the District of Columbia, shal! be 
made according to the ratio of the illiteracy of their 
respective populations, as shown, from time to time, 
by the last preceding published census of the Unitee 
States. 

Upon the first blush this will appear to be 
a premium upon ignorance, but I know of no 
other means of giving any fund created by the 
United States for the purpose of stimulating 
education to such portions of the country as 
most greatly need it, other than the method 
offered by the gentleman from New York. I 
recognize in its full force the objection of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Par- 
KER] to giving this fund to the northern States 
where it is not needed. I know, sir, that in 
the northern States there are systems of public 
education thoroughly organized and far ad- 
vanced, but I also know that in the South we 
are new upon all questions of education; that 
we have a vast proportion of the population 
new-born to freedom, and just emerging from 
the ignorance and corrupting influences of 
bondage, and another portion of the popula- 
tion with all their mental and moral being still 
shrouded in the shadow of slavery, and resist- 
ing with all their power.and in every way (from 
the passive policy of keeping their children 
from the. public school up to the burning of 
school-houses and whipping and murdering 
teachers) the system of education, and that we 
must have some stimulus applied from outside 
the State government to infuse life into the 
school system, which the Republican party of 
the South are endeavoring to inaugurate M 
that section... As before stated, the basis of 
population seemed to the commitice, though 
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desirous -of applying the fund where most 
needed, as the one most likely to meet favor 
in the House. 1 am convinced, however, by 
the course of this debate, that the Representa- 
tives of the northern States are more just, more 
generous, than we gave them credit for. I 
believe it to be the general desire of the House 
to add to the boon of freedom conferred upon 
the colored man the blessings of education, and 
so believing I shall ask the House. to support 
the amendment offered-by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Goopricu.] The amendment 
‘of the gentleman from Tennessee makes the 
basis of apportionment the number of children 
of school age, and is intended to be as perma- 
nent as the grant itself. The amendment of 
the gentleman from New York is intended to 
meet the immediate pressing necessities and 
wants of the country, 

I ask the friends of the measure to support 
these amendments. After a careful examina- 
tion of all other amendments proposed, we 
cannot give them our support. _ Most of the 
points made by them were considered by the 
committee in framing the bill, and after care- 
ful discussion and reflection were rejected. 
We ask.the friends of the bill to steadily vote 
down all amendments’ save those referred to. 

In preparing the bill before the House I had 
no idea that it would be attacked on constitu- 
tional grounds. I could not conceive how a 
measure intended to stimulate, strengthen, and 
build up the educational system of the several 
States could be construed into an attack upon 
the rights of those States, but as such a course 
has been pursued and its constitutionality chal- 
lenged, I cannot consent to permit the argu- 
ment or the challenge to go unanswered. In 
submitting any remarks upon the right of the 
General Government to establish a national 
system of education, I. must protest they are 
not germane to the issues presented by the bill, 
but are entirely in response to arguments seized 
upon bythe other side of the House in want of 
better, They must say something, so the old 
changes are rang upon the rights of States. Sir, 
if there be in the English language a phrase, or 
if there be in political history or philosophy a 
principle, the people of this country havearight 
to loatheand detest, it isthe phrase State rights 
and the principle it distinguishes, when those 
rights and those principles have a Democratic 
interpretation. State rights was the ery of des- 
potism and slavery through seventy long years 
of Democratic rale, and the slave driver’s lash 
whistling through the air ever sung the song 
of ‘reserved rights and delegated powers.’ 
State rights, surrounded by ils immense ditch 
of t domestic institutions,’’ was the last strong- 
hold of slavery destroyed by the enlightened 
progress of freedom. State rights was the 
father of secession, and author of all the blood- 
shed, disease, death, and desolation of the 
rebellion; and now when the personal free- 
dom of the people throughout our whole coun- 
try is attained, and freedon of mind is attempt- 
ed, we hear the old war-cry of ‘State rights,’ 
“delegated powers,’ ‘reserved rights,” and 
“unconstitutional law,” from the mouths of 
the same party which so long has attempted 
to. block the progress of true liberty. 

While I say this much I do not wish to be 
anderstood as attempting opposition to the 
principle of. divided sovereignty distinguish- 
ing-our peculiar form of government. Prop- 
erly interpreted, it conserves the rights of the 
individual citizen just as surely as an erroneous 
interpretation did. attempt.the life of the na- 
tion. I can conceive other methods of securing 
civil and religious liberty, and thatisthe great 
end to be attained in all free Governments ; 
but L cannot say either-of:these other methods 
are so well calculated to: sustain and perpet- 
uate that liberty as by that peculiar form of 
divided sovereignty, where the power of the 
nation. and the power of the States, if either 
be assailed, and the rights of the individual. 
citizen of both: State and nation, at all-times 
are protected: by the paramount Constitution 


of the Jand. But, sir, when an attempt is | 


made to bar the elevation and enlightenment 
of mankind by arraying this peculiar form 
of government against them, I say the con- 
struction is erroneous or the principle is 
wrong, and against either will do battle to the 
uttermost. I proceed to examine more fully 
the arraignment of the Constitution made by 
the Democratic side of the House. I find by 
the preamble of the Constitution that its 
objects were: 

“To form a more perfect Union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for thecommon 
defense, promote the general wolfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity.” 

These were the great objects to be attained. 
If they are secured, the Constitution has ful- 
filled the intention of its authors; if not, it and 
the Government of which it is emphatically the 
foundation is a failure. In carrying out these 
objects we find the provision that— 


“The Congress shall have power” * * * s 
“to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.” 


And— 


“To make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by the Consti- 
tution in the Government of the United States, or in 
any department or officer thoroof,”” 


The great charter of our Government neces- 
sarily deals in general language. Its-authors 
were not creating an ephemeral law unto them- 
selves, but were building the foundation where- 
on to rest all the laws of a great and growing 
nation through alltime. They could notknow 
the wants or provide for the necessity of the 
unknown future by minute detail. The Consti- 
tution must expand with the growth of the 
nation, and hence, as is aptly stated by the 
court in the case of Martin vs. Hunter, 1 
Wheaton, page 804: 


_ “Its powers are expressed in general terms, leav- 
ing to the Legislature from time to time to adopt 
its own means to effectuate legitimate objects, and 
to mold and remodel the exercise of its own powers 
as its own wisdom and the public interests should 
require. 


This being the general formation of the 
national Government, let ps turn for amoment 
to the question of State government. There 
is no doubt that the division of this country 
into several States resulted from the accident 
of colonization, and is therefore to be attributed 
to the providence of the Supreme Ruler rather 
than to the wisdom of man. It becomes us, 
therefore, in investigating this subject to search 
for reasons why this accident should inure to 
our great good. The blessings of this forma- 
tion of our institutions do not followa blind, 
unreasoning love of place, paramount to the 
allegiance of the subject to the nation; the 
boasted allegiance of the southern citizen to 
the State of his nativity was nothing more, and 
resembled the unreasoning instinct of the 
beasts of the field following their leader to the 
slaughter-pen, rather than the thoughtful action 
of free citizens. If there be not philosophy 
in this divided sovereignty, then is it worse 
than useless. What, then, is the advantage 
of .the distinct rights of the State under the 
general Constitution? 

I assert, sir, it is that thereby the general 
principles and powers of the whole Govern- 
ment, State, and nation, through the ma- 
chinery of the government of each State, are 
carried into minute detail in accordance with 
the wishes and wants of every distinct local- 
ity; and in return the individual, through the 
organization of the several States with their 
town councils, county boards, State Legisla- 
ture, and the executive and judicial branches 
of government, is educated in the duties of a 
citizen of a free Government, made to com- 
prehend his responsibility as a citizen, and 
prepared to sustain his part in the social 
organism. Carried thus far, the doctrines of 
State rights-have ever proved a blessing; car- 
ried beyond this, they plunged the country into 
a fratricidail warfare, the results whereof no 
man can yet foretell. 

The powers I have cited as given in express 


terms- to the General Government are among 
the most comprehensive grants contained in the 
Constitution. President Madison declared that 
“the common defense and general welfare 
embrace every object and act within the pur- 
view ofa legislative trust ;’’ while upon the 
same subject, Alexander Hamilton said: 

“ The phrase (general welfare) is as comprehensive 
as any that could have been used, because it was not 
fit that the constitutional authority of the Union to 
appropriate its revenue should have been restricted: 
within narrower limits than thegeneral welfare, and 
because this necessarily embraced a vast variety of 
particulars which are susceptible neither of specifi- 
cation nor of definition.” 

Now, sir, I take it there is no one. bold 
enough to deny that education elevates and 
ennobles its possessors. It has been demon- 
strated by the history of the world from the 
earliest known dates to the present hour that 
as a people become more enlightened so do they 
become better citizens, more obedient in peace 
and more terrible in war. History is so full 
of illustrations of this fact that the proposition 
has become axiomatic. In a construction of 
the Constitution we are not bound to rules sim- 
ilar to those governing. the courts in expound- 
ing law under the Constitution; nay, the courts 
themselves are bound by entirely different rules 
in the construction of the Constitution as dis- 
tinguished from the laws under it, and have so 
held from the earliest days of the Republic. 
The intentions of the Constitution are expressed 
in its preamble, and being so expressed they be- 
come principles of the Government formed by 
that Constitution and control its construction. 
Every clause vesting power in the United 
States relates back to the principle stated in 
the preamble, and admitting that the intelli- 
gence of the people makes them more law- 
abiding, upright, peaceable, honest, and brave, 
you declare the necessity of providing for the 
common defense and promoting the general 
welfare by proper laws for the education of 
our citizens, 

I believe, sir, I have established the prop- 
osition that the education of the people comes 
within the express clause of the Constitution. 
But the power of the Government to establish 
an educational system does not entirely rest 
upon the express grant of power to Congress. 
On the contrary, I assert that the provision 
that “the United States shall guaranty to 
every State in’ this Union a republican form 
of government”? is amply sufficient, 

Under this section the subject ceases to be 
a constitutional question, and resolves itself 
into a question of necessity. The necessity 
proven, there is no doubt of the power. I do 
not believe there is a gentleman on the floor 
of this House who will assert that a republican 
form of government could be maintained by a 
people entirely ignorant; nay, with a majority 
of the people in ignorance. A republican 
Government, based upon the will of the people, 
expressed by them from time to time through 
appointed means, presupposes an amount of 
intelligence in-the citizen necessary to grasp 
the various questions presented to him for 
action. 

A Government republican in form goes be- 
yond a Government based upon the mere will 
of the people. The latter may be monarchieal 
in form, as claimed by.the late empire of 
France, while the American idea of a republic 
contemplates a constitutional charter dividing 
the powers into executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial branches, each independent of and dis- 
tinct from the other, elected by the people, or 
chosen as they may direct, at stated periods, out 
of and by the body of the people, every citi- 
zen having absolute equality in the exercise 
of his rights in making such choice. Such a 
republic can never exist without the education 
of all its children. Lacking such education, 
the State would be plunged into ignorance in 
a single generation. d 

I do not think it necessary to pursue the 
general question further. As I have before 


Stated, the question of the establishment of 
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a national system is not in issue. We pro- 
pose to aid and assist the educational sys- 
tems adopted by the several States. We rec- 
ognize the right and propriety of the State to 
provide for the teaching of its own children; 
and for myself, and I think for the entire com- 
mittee reporting the bill, I can say I believe 
it would be impolite, if not impossible, for 
the Federal Government to establish a general 
plan of edùcation fitted to all the variety of 
wants in the different States. 

The whole tenor of this bill is against it. 
We do not create a single new officer. We 
leave the control of the public lands where it 
now is, in the General Land Office. No offi- 
cer of the United States handles a dollar of 
the money. No officer of the Government 
applies any portion of the proceeds of the fund. 
It leaves the control of the United States the 
moment the apportionment is made by the 
United States upon the basis established by a 
general census, and immediately comes under 
the exclusive control of the State government, 
which, through its officers, distributes the fund 
as its Legislature shall direct in aid of the 
purpose of the grant. No bill could more dis- 
tinctly define the divided sovereignty than does 
the provisions of thisact. I have said thus much 
in deference to the statements, far-fetched and 
erroneous though they be, made by gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. 

In the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. McInryre] on offering his amend- 
ment to the bill, he used this language: 


“I feel safe in expressing my belief that there is 
intelligence and patriotism enough in the State of 
Georgia to-day to manage its proportion of this fund 
properly if it is turned over to the State. I believe 


there is sufficient intelligence and patriotism in 
every State of tho Union to carry out this object. 
I do not believe that the State of New York or 
Pennsylvania or any other State of the Union is so 
lost to virtue and patriotism as to be unfaithful in 
the disposition of this fund. I am willing to trust 
every one of the States in this regard. They have 
managed this matter for themselves heretofore, and 


I believe they can do it still,” 

Now, sir, I have no doubt the gentlefan 
from Georgia honestly believes every word he 
utters, and I honor him in his belief, but, 
unfortunately, the action of his State does not 
warrant his statement or sustain the theory so 
honorable to.the gentleman advocating it. I 
find, upon turning to the law of 1862, on page 
503, volume twelve, Statutes-at-Large, that 
the State of Georgia was entitled to receive 
under that act thirty thousand acres of land for 
each Senator and Representative in Congress, 
amounting to two hundred and seventy thou- 
sand acres of land, equivalent to $337,500 at 
$1 25 per acre, the stipulated minimum price. 
‘These lands were granted upon the express 
condition that within five years the State tak- 
ing the benefit of the act should provide at 
least one college, wherein the leading object 
of its teaching should be such branches of 
learning as are related to. agriculture and the 
mechanic arts. I find in that bill no less 
than seven special clauses, and a much larger 
namber of provisos which contain conditions. 
I find by the record that under a special act 
of Congress passed for the purpose of permit- 
ting her so to do, the State of Georgia accepted 
the grant, with all its provisions and conditions, 
on the 10th day of March, 1866; and yet, sir, 
on the 29th day of December, 1871, more than 
five years after her acceptance of the land, in 
a list of States which have not established 
State industrial colleges, but have accepted the 
congressional land grant of July 2, 1862, 
against the State of Georgia I find the fatal 
word “none.” Georgia does not stand alone 
upon this record of broken pledges. Alabama, 
Florida, Louisiana, Nevada, North Carolina, 
Oregon, South Carolina, and Texas have 
utterly neglected to fulfil the duties and con- 
ditions so solemnly assumed; while Connecii- 
cut, Virginia, Rhode Island, my own State, 
and, in fact, most of the States of the Union, 
have defrauded the fund created by the act by 
perverting it to the aid of the literary schools 
of the country. With such flagrant examples 
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before us, I submit, sir, it becomes us as legis- 
lators to insert in all bills granting lands a 
power to coerce the application of the fund to 
the purpose intended by the grant. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I find the bill attacked 
upon the ground that no one outside this Hall is 
asking such legislation. I hardly know what 
will meet the objections of a mind so consti- 
tuted as to make this. kind of opposition to any 
measure. Such profound ignorance of fact, 
coupled with such profound self-abnegation, 
ean hardly be found even ‘‘in this season of 
profound peace.” Sir, if gentlemen suppose 
the powers of Congress are circumscribed by 
the right of petition, they entirely misconceive 
the organization of the nation’s Legislature, 
its powers, and its duties. We do not sit here 
merely to pass judgment upon the prayers of 
petitioners like the justices of our couris. Our 
functions are of a higher and a nobler order. 
The heart of the nation throbs beneath the 
shadow of the dome of its Capitol, and with 
each pulsation its feeling, its thought, is car- 
ried to the remotest member. 

Gentlemen say no one asks for this legisla- 
tion. Sir,in response, I assert that I, a citizen 
of the United States, have the right to ask it. 
As the representative of one hundred and sixty 
thousand citizens to be benefited by its pro- 
visions, it is my duty to ask it; and although 
the sound may seem ominous to the future of 
the party, gentlemen representing the voice 
of nearly three million people in the South, 
now by the grace of God and the will of the 
Republican party clothed with all the honor 
and glory and power of American citizens, 
join in the demand. 

Let gentlemen turn to the tables of their 
last census, and they will find the petition of 
nearly. six.millions of wholly illiterate Ameri- 
can citizens demanding just such legislation 
as this in tones in comparison to which my 
voice is but the faintest echo of a whisper. 

The tables show that there are in the United 
States 5,660,074 persons who report them- 
selves illiterate. Addtothis the number who, 
froma commingling of pride and shame, report 
themselves able to read and write when in 
fact they are not; then add the number of 
those whose learning is of so limited a char- 
acter as to be of no practical value whatever, 
and the number will be swelled to over ten. 
millions, instead of less than six, as shown by 
the census tables. This mass of ignorance 
cries aloud for aid. It is a petition greater 
than has ever been presented to this House, 


To understand fully how the education of 
the people bears upon the common welfare 
of the country, we must study these tables 
and apply the statistics there gathered to 
every-day life. I find that in 1866 there were 
seventeen thousand persons in prisons. Sta- 
tistics on this subject are very imperfectly 
kept, but in the report of the Commissioner 
of Education there is a collection of facts in 
regard to prison life in New England, gath- 
ered from personal visitation and observation, 
which, by consent of the House, I will briefly 
state. Eighty per cent. of the crime of New 
England is committed by persons who have 
no education, or none sufficient to serve any 
valuable purpose in life, Twenty-eight per 
cent. of all the prisoners of the country are 
unable to read or write. From ten to twenty- 
two per cent. of the population commit all the 
crime, and less than one fifth of one per cent. 
ig committed by those who are educated. From 
eighty to ninety per cent. of all the criminals 
in the country have never learned any trade 


ninety per cent. connect their crime with in- 
temperance. Ninety-five per cent. of the offend- 
ers in juvenile reformatories come from idle, 
ignorant, and vicious homes, while almost all 
juvenile offenders did not attend school, or | 
commit the crime for which they are impris- 


| facts by casting slurs and 


oned while playing truant. 


I call the attention of gentlemen on the || 


other side of the House, who are so fearful lest 
some constitutional or reserved right of the 
State be infringed by the provisions of this 
bill, to these few statistics of the relation of 
ignorance and crime, and J ask them if these 
facts do not appeal to the House in stronger 
terms than any petition signed by thousands ? 
And I further ask them whether, if there. be 
means to correct this great and siartling evil, 
they would not come under that sweeping 
provision ef the Constitution of the Wnited 
States to provide for the common welfare of 
the country? 

I find, also, in thesame report, a tabular state- 
ment showing the public-school expenditure 
per capita of school population, and the as- 
sessed valuation of property per capita of total 
population in each State. By these tables it is 
shown to be an absolute fact that wealth fol- 
lows fast in the footsteps of education. Massa- 
chuseits heads the list of both columns, and my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. Hoar] did 
his noble State no more than justice in his 
eloquent remarks submitted. upon this bill. 
His State spends $20 66 per annum for every 
child of school age within her borders, and 
the assessed valuation of property per capita 
is $972, while Indiana, spending $5 15, shows 
only an average wealth of $394. If these were 
only exceptional instances, they would not be 
great evidence of the facts we assert, but if 
gentlemen will take the trouble to look over 
the list, they will find both columns diminish 
gradually and together, until we reach North 
Carolina, with its expenditure of forty-eight 
ean -per capita, and its average wealth of 

If we compare education and pauperism we 
find that nearly one half of the paupers are 
entirely uneducated and illiterate, while less 
than one seventieth part have received a supe- 
rior education. By the advanced sheets of 
the ninth census, we find there are 4,882,210 
native born illiterates, 777,864 foreign born 
illiterates, making a grand total of 5,660,074 
in the whole country. Of these, 690,117 native 
born and 665,985 foreign born reside in the 
northern States, while 4,117,589 native born 
and 72,383 foreign born reside in the southern 
States. In the northern States, with their 
illiterate population of 1,356,302, the statistics 
of crime show one homicide to every 56,000 in- 
habitants, including murders by Indians, while 
in the South, with its illiterate population of 
4,189,972, the same statistics show one homi- 
cide to every ten thousands inhabitants. I know 
that in the southern States the addition of the 
colored population swells the number of their 
illiterates, but I call attention to the fact that 
in tbe southern States with a population nearly 
8,000,000 less in number, there are 250,000 
white persons unable to read or write more 
than in the northern States, while in the whole 
country the number of white persons unable to 
read or write exceed the number of colored per- 
sonsby over ahundred thousand, Ido not know 
thatit is necessary to go further into these statis- 
ties they exhibit terrible and startling facts— 
facts demanding the immediate, earnest, and 
most statesman-like research and reform. 

I know that they do not present to the en- 
lightened world a favorable view of that sec- 
tion of the country which I have the bonor in 
part to represent, but in my judgment it is 
neither wise cor statesman-like to shrink from 
the exhibit, or endeavor in any way to sup- 
press the truth. To cure the disease the phy- 
sician must know the symptoms, and the sur- 
geon see the ulcer before he lays his knife at 
its root, On the other hand, I submit, sir, that 
the course of gentlemen who, through a false 
State pride, have endeavored to suppress the 
recriminations upon 
the friends of a measure tending to diminish 
this vast and horrible conglomeration of igno- 
rance, vice, crime; pauperism, and intemper- 
ance, is entirely unworthy of the position they 
occupy or the seats they fill in the balls of the 
Legislature of the nation. 
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‘It is singular to obsevve how the enemies of 
this measure have sought to shield themselves 
from the censure of the country and the en- 
lightened world, by statements favorable to the 
general tenor and tendency of the bill. Ihave 
carefully listened to the speeches made on the 
other side of the House, and have as care- 
fully perused them in the columnsof the Globe, 
and I find not one who does not declare him- 
self favorable to the general objects intended 
by the bill. But,'sir, while this is the fact, 
they apparently-have. formed themselves into 
a committee of the whole upon the question 
of how: not to do it. From New Hampshire 
to Georgia there has not been one solid argu- 
ment against the measure. 

The gentleman from Indiana and the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire and others in oppo- 
sition join in asking the committee why we do 
not give these lands entirely and freely to the 
States. In reply I can state to them that such 
a course would be entirely without precedent 
in all the grants of land. made to the States 
for educational purposes. The very term ‘‘grant 
for educational purposes’? implies a condition 
in and of itself; but additional thereto, in 
every case of such grant, specific conditions 
are contained in the bill, and even that partion 
received from the United States of the fund 
of the State of Indiana, of which such honor- 
able, and I may add boastful, mention was made 
by one of her Representatives, [Mr. Kern, ] 
was accepted upon conditions contained in 
the grant by act of the Legislature of that 
State. But, sir, we are not all in as good con- 
dition as they are in Indiana, ; 

In my own State tbe Republican party is 
endeavoring to build up the school system. 
We have, during the past year and a half, 
organized three thonsand schools, and have 
ninety thousand scholars attending them. Bat, 
sir, we have the united and stern opposition 
of every Democrat in the State. And there 
they do not, as in the North, oppose us only at 
the ballot-box; but they substitute the bowie- 
knife and the burning brand for the ballot 
against these poor and illiterate children of 
slavery. 

Mr, Speaker, 1 have not the time to further 
answer the objections made by the Democratic 
side of the House. The Republican party in 
striking from off the limbs of over four mil- 
Jions of its inhabitants the shackles of servile 
bondage, and creating them citizens of the 
most: glorious Government known to earth; 
has carved upon the tablets of time the noblest 
record inthe history of mankind, but until it 
has clothed these citizens, once ‘slaves, ‘with 
all the attributes of mental and moral free- 
dom, as it already has with personal liberty, 
that record stands incomplete, ‘The measure 
proposed goes far toward the attainment of 
this most desirable object, and I submit it to 
the judgment of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The hour allowed for 
closing debate has expired, 

Mi. HERNDON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe remarks he had prepared on the pend- 
ing bill. [See Appendix. ] ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope it is not 
proposed to vote on this bill to-night. By 
letting it go over, we will have an opportunity 
of examining, before we have to vote on them, 
the amendments, some of which have not yet 
been printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think the 
House might get through with part at least of 
the voting to-night. We.can vote on those 
amendments which are before us: 

Mr, PERCH. J call for the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
first amendment. : 

Mr. COBURN. | We cannot vote intelli- 
gently on part of these amendments to-night 
aud on the balance to-morrow." We want to 
look at them altogether. I think it would be 
better that-we had a night to consider over it, 
I move that the House do now adjourn, = 


Mr. HOAR. -I-desire to make a point-of 
order on the fiyst-amendment, and it would, 
perhaps, be as well-that we should dispose of 
that question. this evening. ; 

The SPEAKER. ` The Clerk will report th 
first amendment; which is the one offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. McNeety. | 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
` After the word ‘“‘persons,’”’ at the end of section 
oné, add the folowing: Š 

And atter the lst day of July next, printers’ types 
and ink, type-metal and printing-paper used for 
books and newspapers exclusively, imported from 
abroad into the United States, shall be exempt from 
duty and entitled to free entry. 

Mr. HOAR. Imakethe point of order that 
that amendment is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [I think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. And I make the further point 
that it interferes with the revenue, and there- 
fore must first be considered in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The last point is. the 
strongest. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts makes the point of order thatthis amend- 
ment is not in order:on two grounds: first, 
that it is not germane to the bill, and second, 
that being in the nature of a tax bill it must 
have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The 
second point is the stronger point, and on 
that the Chair rules thatthe amendment is out 
of order. 

Mr. McNEELY. Will my amendment be 
in order if I offer it to any tax bill that may 
come beforé the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never answers 
hypothetical questions. He decides questions 
as they arise. 

Mr. McNEELY. I desire to make another 
parliamentary inquiry, and it is whether when 
an appropriation bill is before the House it 
will be in order for me to offer this amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairnever answers 
hypothetical questions. He decides questions 
when they arise. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. [submit that the objection 
to this amendment, on the ground that itis not 
germane tothe bill, comes too late. The amend- 
ment was offered some time since. 

The SPEAKER.. It was never read in the 
-hearing of the House before so that the point 
of order could be made. It was printed, as 
were all the other amendments. Leave was 
granted that. amendments should be submit- 
ted and printed when unanimous consent was 
granted for the consideration of this bill on 
two days,and the Chair has given thatthe most 
liberal: construction, and entertained amend- 
ments, entirely regardless of the limitations 
which the rules apply to amendments, There 
are thirty or thirty-five amendments pending, 
but the Chair willhold thatif any one of them, 
when read for action, proves to be obnoxious 
to the rules of the House and liable to par- 
liamentary objection, he must sustain the 
objection. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
makes the point of order upon this amend- 
ment that it is not germane to the bill, and 
also that it proposes to alter a portion of the 
tariff laws, and therefore must have its first 
discussion in Committee of the Whole.. The 
Chair can have no hesitation in ruling the 
amendment out upon the latter point. 

It is now proposed that the remaining amend- 
ments which have been offered to-day, and 
which have not been printed, shall be printed 
before to-morrow morning, and that the sub- 
ject shall go over until to-morrow morning 
as unfinished: business.: If the House had 
adjourned: to-day before three o’clock, when 
the previous question was by general consent to 
be considered as operating, the bill would have 
been lost.and there would have been no point 
at which it could be regained on the Calendar; 
but as we have passed the hour of three o’ clock 
when the previous question became operative, 
this bill must be disposed of, even before the 


reached. That willcome up immediately after 
this. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then, if itis under- 
stood that the amendments are to be printed, 
Iwill move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion tothe proposition to have the amendments 
printed. a 

Mr. STEVENS. I have an amendment 
which I wish to offer to the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Kixa,] 
which he accepts. Si 

The SPEAKER. The Chair gave notice 
that after the time when the previous question 
became operative, and the gentleman who re- 
ported the bill rose to close debate, amend- 
ments could not be received, and the Chair 
so intimated to the gentleman from Iudiana, 
[Mr. Hotmay.] Ifthe House, however, gives 
its consent, the Chair bas no objection. 

Mr. HOAR., T object. 

Mr. STEVENS. My amendment is ac- 
cepted by the mover of the substitute, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Kine] cannot modify his sub- 
stitate after the previous question has oper- 
ated. He could do so at any time before that. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I ask universal con- 
sent of the House that my amendment may be 
entertained. 

Mr. PERCE. TI object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest that the amend- 
ments be also printed in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk suggests to 
the Chair that it would be impossible on so 
short a notice to print the amendmentsin both 

laces. They must go either to the Public 
rinting Office or to the Globe office. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Then let them be 
printed in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. If the House prefer to 
have them printed in the Globe it can be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we can examine 
them better and more intelligently if they are 
printed in the regular form. 

The SPEAKER. The order has been already 
made to print them in the regular form. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are all these amendments 
which have been ordered to be printed re- 
garded as pending? . 

The SPEAKER. They are. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Someten days ago, before 
I obtained leave of absence, I offered an 
amendment which was ordered to be printed, 
among a number of others. After consulta- 
tion with members of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, I desire to withdraw my 
amendment, 

The SPEAKER. That can be done only 
by unanimous consent, now that the previous 
question has been ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope there will be no 
objection. i 

No objection was made, and accordingly the 
amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the 
Chairif the amendments indicated by the gen- 
tleman. from IHinois (Mr. Stevens} and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] are to 
be considered as pending with the others that 
have been offered ? 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentlemanrefer 
to the amendments indicated by members 
since the close of the debate on this bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, a few minutes since. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Perce] to object to their being received; and 
as unanimous consent was- required pend- 
ing the previous question, they are not now 
pending. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I find I am recorded 
as not having voted on yesterday on the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Prrers].to 
suspend the rules and pass his resolution in 


resolution for the drawing of seats can be jl-regard to the validity of the thirteenth, four- 
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teenth, and fifteenth amendments to the Con- 
stitution. J voted against the resolution, and 
desire to have my vote so recorded. 

The SPEAKER. When the names are not 
read, after a call of tlie roll, it has been the 
habit to correct the Journal, when a gentleman 
subsequently states that his vote has been 
wrongly recorded. The correction desired by 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HERE- 
FORD] will be made. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. Farys- 
WORTH, | that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
{at four o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


1 insist upon the 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BIRD: The petition of Mrs, Susan 
T, E. Williamson, widow of Charles F. Wil- 


liamson, formerly captain in United States | 


Navy. 
By Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri: The petition 
of journeymen cigar-makers of the third cor- 


gressional district of Missouri, for increase ot’ | 


tariff on imported cigars. 

Also, the petition of a large number of tax- 
payers of South Carolina, asking a reduction 
of the tariff to a revenue basis solely. 

Also, resolutions of the Union Merchants’ 
Exchange, protesting against the passage of 
the Chicago relief bill. 


By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of Daniel | 


H. Workman, of Montgomery, Alabama, ask- 
ing the removal of political disabilities imposed 
by the third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution. 

Also, the petition of John M. Morrast, of 


Tuskaloosa, Alabama, asking Congress to make |: 


provision for the payment of claims against the 


during the years 1793 and 1801. 
By Mr. CLARKE, of New York: The peti- 


tion of merchants and bankers of the city of | 


Rochester, New York, in the interest of civil 
service reform. 

‘By Mr. DOX: The memorial of John Mor- 
rast, of Alabama, in behalf of himself and 
others, praying Congress to pass a law com- 
pelling the payment to claimants, from whatis 
known as the French indemnity fund, of the 
moneys to which such claimants are entitled. 

Also, the memorial of L, Brewer & Co., and 
many others, merchants and wholesale deal- 
ers inthe city of Mobile, Alabama, praying 
an amendment to the law imposing the taxon 
whisky and tobacco. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition of 
L.S. Hubbard and 65 others, citizens of 
Sandusky, Ohio, asking an appropriation of 


$30,000 for the improvement of Sandusky |) 2 : i 
| praying the repeal of all duties on tea, coffee. 


harbor. 


Also, the petition of 210 citizens of San- |! 
dusky, Brownhelm, and Vermillion, asking an | 
appropriation of $25,000 for the improvement |i ; 

i. every home industry and foster the 


of Vermillion, Obio, harbor. 
Also, the petitionof D, Garvin and 55 others 


| 
| 


ji 


| United States, and also for such adjustment 
į of duties as will encourage and defend every 
, home industry, and foster the honor and inter- | 
, ests of the American laborer. i 

t 


! Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the refund- 
French Government for property destroyed i; eee i 


Congress to vote for a bill providing for th | 
purchase of Independence Hall, Philadephia | 
ennsylvania, Á 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Elbridge 
Dunham and others, of the city of New York 
for impeachment and removal of Mark Ww. 
Delahay, judge of the district court of Kansas. 

Also, the petition of Samuel A. Knox, for 
extension of letters-patent. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Hon. 
Joseph Segar, praying compensation for the 
use and occupation ef his farm in Virginia | 
by the United States troops. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance of 
William D. Lambert and 118 others, workers 
of Sinking Spring, Pennsylvania, against the 
change in the tariff laws abating duties on 
articles successfully produced in this country, 
urged by the Kree-Trade League, and praying 
for repeal of all duties on tea, coffee, and such | 
other articles as cannot be produced in the 


_ Also, the remonstrance of 420 workers in | 
iron, of Perry county, Pennsylvania, against 
the reduction of duties on articles which are | 
successfully produced in this country, and 
praying the repeal of duties upon tea, cof- 
fee, and such other articles of necessity or 
comfort as cannot be produced in the United 
States. 

Also, the remonstrance of William Wharton, 
jr., and 32 others, workers in iron and steel 
railroad equipments, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, against any change in tbe tariff laws | 
abating duties on articles successfully pro- 
duced in this country, urged by the- Free Trade | 
League, and praying the repeal of all duties on 
tea, coffee, and such other articles as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and also 
such an adjustment of duties as will encourage 
and defend every home industry and foster the 
honor and interests of the American laborer. | 

Also, the petition of George Ritchie, of 


ing of internal revenue taxes paid by him on | 
whisky destroyed by fire while in bonded | 
warehouse. 

Also, the remonstrance of William H, Prick- 


I 
:| ett and 36 others, engaged in mechanical pur- | 
_ suits in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against |, 


i anv change in the tariff laws abating duties on | 


it 


Citizens of Fremont, Ohio, asking an appro- | 


priaticn forthe improvement of the navigation | 


of Sandusky river. 


By Mr. GAREFLELD, of Ohio: The memo- | 


vial of 246 citizens of the District of Columbia, 


setting forth the great inerease which has re- 


cently been made of the debt of the District, 
and asking Congress to prevent its further 
lncrease. 


Also, the petition of Warren Pierce, of | 


Garrettsville, Portage county, Obio, for an 

amendment to the postal laws. 
By Mr. HALSEY: A joint resolution of the 
New Jersey Legislature, instructing her Sena- 
tors. and requesting her Representatives in 
Enn ë Op. Vw. E a 
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| other articles as cannot be produced in the 


| and 20 others, workers in iron, &c., of Chel- 
| tenham, Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, 
| against any change in the tarif laws abating 
| duties on articles successfully produced in this 


articles successfully produced in this country, 


| 

f 
|| urged by the Free-Trade League, and praying |! 
i: the repeal of all duties on tea, coffee, and such |; 


United States, and also such an adjustment 
of duties as will encourage and defend every 
home industry and foster the honor and inter- 
ests of the American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of George L. Gayde 


country, urged by the Free-Trade League, and 


and such otber articles as cannot be produced 
in the United States, and also such an adjust: | 
ment of duties as will encourage and detend | 
honor and | 
interests of the American laborer. — l 
Also, the petitions of the type-founders of | 
Baltimore, New York, Brooklyn, and Wil- | 
Hamsburg, praying that the duties on type 
shall not be reduced, and that tin in pigs be 
put in the free list. , aA 
By Mr. LAMISON: The petition of Messrs. 
Emery & Savage, publishers of the Plaindealer, | 
a weekly newspaper published at Paulding, | 
Ohio, praying a change of the postal arrange- | 
ments for the transportation of newspapers 
through the mails. 6 | 
By Mr. LANSING: The peiition of Mary 
E. Walker. for compensation to women em- 
ployed in hospital duty during the rebellion. 
By Mr, LOWE: The memorial of Abelard 


a eI 


| Guthrio, for per diem and mileage as D 
| from Nebraska Territory to the Pity Seong 

Congress. 

_By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of 70 
citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the 
Army of the United States, praying the 
passage of an act giving to each honorably 
discharged soldier, sailor, and marine who 
assisted in the suppression of the late rebel- 
| lion, $8 334 for each month so served, and 
also to allow them to enter lands without the 
requirement of settlement and cultivation. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of E. 
Remington & Sons and others, of Ilion, Her- 
kimer county, New York, relative to civil ser- 
vice reform. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The petition 
of merchants and bankers of the dity of 
Albany, New York, in the interest of civil 
service reform. 

By Mr. PRINDLE: The petition of Maria 
S. Perlee, for a pension. 

By Mr. RICE, of Illinois: The petition of 


| P. A. and G. G. Farley, of Peoria, Illinois, for 


a change in the postal laws, 
Also, the petition of Mary H. Bartlett, of 
Woodburn, Lilinois, for a widow’s pension. 
By Mr. SHELLABARGER: The petition 
of William H. Blairs and others, electors, of 
the third congressional district of Ohio, asking 


| leave to take testimony in the contest of the 


seat of Hon. Lewis D. CAMPBELL, 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED, 


The following bill was introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the Post 


ii Office and Post Roads: 


By Mr. HARPER: A billto establish a post 
ronte from Old Fort, by Crooked Creek, Stone 
Mountain, Bear Wallow, Edneyville, and Blue 
Ridge, to Hendersonville, North Carolina; 
also, from Asheville, by Burnsville, Bakers- 
| ville, Boone, and Jefferson, to Sparta, North 


| Carolina. 


I IN SENATE. 


Wepnespay, February 7, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
| man, D. D. 
| The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 


| Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I wish 


to make a statement. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


i| from New York desires to make a statement 


to the Senate. ~The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I believe, after the 
| manner of the Senate, I ought to ask leave to 
make a personal explanation. Isend a news- 
paper paragraph to the Secretary and ask him 


to read it. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


| “Senators of the United States who indulge in 
‘ levity and indecorous personality during debate, 
and then suppressall record of the same upon the 
| Congressional Globe, have been brought to a sense 
| oftheir impropriety. On Monday Senator CONKLING 
| disturbed the debate by loud and persistent cries of 
| ‘Question,’ ‘Question,’ and Senator, Hain pro- 
| posed that the Senate unite in chanting ' Old Hun- 
dred.’ But both Senators, after the adjournment, 
i took pains to have the record of their disorderly 
conduct suppressed. Mr. SUMNER, however, bassuc- 
ceeded in placing the mutilated report on record 
by incorporating it in his own speech, The only 
really ugeful purpose of the Globe is that it serves 
asa check on certain Senators, who, not ashamed to 
be indecorous, have a dislike to see their indecorum 
on record, and hence that record ought not to be 


i mutilated.” , 
Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, this is 
from the Chicago Tri- 


an editorial paragraph 

bune of ae 31, 1872, itis not the work 
of a correspondent, but, I repeat, an edito- 
rial statement, and the Senate will see that it 
is a statement positive ia its character. I did 
not ask it to be read because it reflects on me 
personally. Had -that been its only scope, I 
should have suffered it to pass in silence with 
| the many other untruthful and sometimes seur- 
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rilous statements in the same paper. Its ob- 
ject is to impeach the verity of our record 
of debates, and thus to take from us the only 
means of disproving the perverted and fictitious 
statements’ sent- over the country in many 
newspapers of our doings here. To showhow 
much of truth this editorial assertion has, I 
send to the Secretary a note from the very 
accomplished reporter by whom: the debate 
and proceedings referred to were. taken down. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: ` 


SENATE GLOBE REPORTERS’ Room, 
FRIDAY, February 2, 1872, 
Three and a half o’clock, pe m. 


DsarSir: Owing to my having been engaged since 
.an early hour this morning in reporting testimony 
before a committee of the Senate, I have had only 
now placed in my hands your note of yesterday’s 
date. As I personally reported myself most of 
the debate referred to in the paragraph from the 
Chicago Tribune inclosed in your note, and bave 
had the original notes of the whole debate examined, 
Iam enabled to respond at once to your inquiries, 
The debate alluded to in the newspaper article 
is evidently that of Friday last, January 26, on the 
oneurrent resolution relative to final adjournment. 
n that debate your only participation was the ask- 
ing of two questions, which appear at the proper 
place in the second and third columns respectively 
of the sixth page of the Daily Globe of the 27th of 
January. Everything said by you in that debate 
was truly and accurately set down and published in 
tho Globe, without addition, alteration, or emenda- 
tion by you. No request, suggestion, or communi- 
cation touching the report, or any alteration of it, 
came from you or on your behalf. There was no 


alteration or suppression of anything you said ; nor’ 


was there any failure to report, as to you, anything 
that in fact occurred. 

As to any cries of " Question,” I oan only say that 
tho original notes fail to show any such ejaculations 
on your part; and if they had been “loud” and 
“persistant,” as the newspaper paragraph states, it 
is hardly possible that they should have escaped 
notico, The ejaculation, Question,” is one fre- 
quently heard in the Senate Chamber when propo- 
sitions aro offered to be voted on and Senators are 
not on the floor speaking. Whothor you at any time 
during the debate alluded to made such an ejacula- 
tion in your seat, I cannot say; but certainly there 
was an endeavor honestly to report.with accuracy 
overything that was said and dono; and you did not 
seo tho manuscript or proof of the report or make 
any suggestion whatever in relation to it; nor did 
any one in your behalf, directly or indireetly. 4 

Thero are insinuations as to the Globo reports, in 
the newspaper paragraph inolosed by you, which I 
deem unjust and improper; but this is not tho ocea- 
sion tọ noticethem., I believe E have fully answered 
your note, whieh L herewith return. 

Respectiully, your obodient servant, 

n D. £. MURPHY, 
Chief of Reporting Corns of the Globe 
Jor the Senute of the United States. 


Hon. Roscon Conkuing, United States Senate, 


Mr. CONKLING. ‘Lhe Senate will see that 
this is a full answer to the paragraph, and to the 
positive allegation that atter the adjournment 
1 took pains to have the record of my disor- 
derly couduct suppressed. Mr. President, I 
have called attention to this, despite a habit 
adopted long ago never to contradict news- 
paper statements merely personal to me, and 
Í call attention to it because the purpose is to 
strike at the last reliance that we have here, 
the record from which we may prove, if need 
be, the exaggeration or untruthfulness of state- 
ments which go out. 

The Senate will see that there is temptation 
here to comment upon the misrepresentations 
to which the Senate and its members are sub- 
jected; but I drop the subject, simply adding 
my own testimony to the testimony of the 
reporter, that this paragraph is in respect to 
me without foundation. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Maine desire to make a statement? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do, for the first time in 


my life in this body, and I think, six, it will be | 


the last, if I should remain here as many years 
as I have already been here. 

The other day when we were discussing the 
question of fixing the time of adjournment the 
Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. SUMNER] 
offered a large number of amendments, upon 
which we were called to vote, and the sense 
of the Senate, I thought, was very correctly 
in favor of the proposition before the Senate. 
He offered a last amendment, coupled with 
what I thought legislative buncombe: It was 


that we should not adjourn until we had acted 
upon a certain bill, so that there could go down 
to posterity, side by side, universal suffrage 
and universal amnesty. I thought the motion 
itself appropriate, but I thought so much of it 
as was ad captandum did not belong to a 
motion in the Senate, and I made the sugges- 
tion I did make for the purpose of rebuking 
such kind of motions; and I think I had 
the sense of the Senate that I did rebuke it, 
and I believe the impression of the Senate is 
that it did stop debate. 

On the next legislative morning, in my ab- 
sence from my seat, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts took the occasion to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that there was 
suppressed from the Daily Globe the sugges- 
tion which I had made. I did not see the 
occasion for that statement then; I confess I 
do not see it now, On the adjournment of the 
Senate on the preceding legislative day, sev- 
eral Senators came to me and said, “Mr. 
HaMLtn, it was rather severe; had not that 
better be left out in the publication of. the 
debates??? The accomplished reporter. who 
now sits before me will bear me witness that 
I said to him that at the suggestion of sev- 
eral Senators I submitted to his consideration 
whether it could be properly omitted, and if 
so that it might be. That is all I said. He 
told me subsequently that upon that sugges- 
tion he drew his pen across it. In an inter- 
view, the next day I think, he told me that 
when proofs had been sent to the Senator 
from Massachusetts for his inspection he 
found fault that it was omitted, and I imme- 
diately stated to the reporter that I had no 
desire to suppress it, and I asked that it be 
restored to the Globe. Every word of this 
the reporter will affirm. He subsequently 
informed me that the Senator from Massa- 
chuselts had been notified that it would be 
restored, and that I desired it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts desire to make a 
statement ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, the Senator refers 
to a resolution that E introduced as ‘‘legisla- 
tive buncombe.”’ Sir, I think that is on a par 
with the explanation which he now communi- 
cates, that after I, in the exercise of my duties 
as a Senator, had sought to call the attention 
of the Senate to an important measure for the 
vindication of equal rights, he should rise 
here and ask to sing Old Hundred. Sir, he 
renews his levity when he calls that measure 
“legislative buncombe.’’ 

Mr. HAMLIN. The motion, notthe measure. 

Mr. SUMNER. The motion legislative 
buncombe! I was seeking,-sir, to bring to 
the attention of the Senate the importance 
of securing equal rights to our colored fellow: 
citizens betore it resolved togo home. ‘‘ Legis- 
lative buncombe!” I was seeking to establish 
reconstruction ona permanent basis. ‘‘Legis- 
lative buncombe!” I was seeking to crown 
this great work of emancipation and enfran- 
chisement by a just measure applicable to all. 
“ Legislative buncombe!’”’ ‘‘ Let us sing the 
tune of ‘Old Hundred.’’’ I think the state- 
ment of the Senator makes his case worse. 

Sir, I have no desire to dwell upon this, I 
alluded to it with reluctance; and I rise now 
only because I am unwilling that a sincere 
effort in the cause of human rights shall be 
denounced as ‘‘ legislative buncombe.”’ 

The Senator then proceeds with what he 
calls a statement of facts. He says that the 
proofs were submitted to myself. I never saw 
the proofs. They were never submitted to me. 
Iknew nothing of the proposition to suppress; 
I did not imagine that anybody could make 
it, until on reading the Globe the next morn- 
ing I found that. the speech of the Senator 
was suppressed. I should have said nothing 
about it, he is perfectly welcome, any Sena- 
tor.is perfectly welcome, to suppress a speech 


that he makes if he thinks better of it after- 


ward, thinks he ought not to have made it, 
provided it does not render what follows unin- 
telligible. . In. point of fact, I mada observa- 
tions in direct reply to the speech of the Sen- 
ator; and what 1 said became. unintelligible 
through the act of suppression. Therefore I 
felt it my duty to. call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it; but [did not until I had a letter from 
the publishers of the Globe stating the precise 
facts, which I read to the Senate... I added 
nothing of my own. I contributed nothing 
of fact, of suggestion, or of criticism. Isim- 
ply read the letter of the publishers of the 
Globe; that was all. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is, I think, very much 
the practice of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in debates in this body to place Senators 
in positions which they do not occupy. He 
has sought to do so by myself upon the pres- 
ent occasion, and I only rise for the purpose 
of correcting myself and setting that Senator 
right. I said not one word against the meas- 
ure which he proposed to ask action on in this 
body, but it was the character and the nature 
of the motion to which I alluded, not the meas- 
ure. The Senator knows that I had already 
voted for that measure, as I propose to do 
again; but I did not care to see it then, and I 
do not care to see it now, dragged into this 
body and this body wearied in its patience by 
what I again declare to be legislative bun- 
combe. 

Again, I may have been mistaken as to the 
mode in which the Senator got his information 
in relation to what appeared in the Daily Globe ; 
but when I was informed by the reporter that 
he found fault, I immediately directed the pub- 
lishers of that paper to communicate to him, 
and they told me they did communicate to 
him, that it was my wish that the matter 
omitted should be printed in the regular edi- 
tion of the Globe. 

Mr. SUMNER, I will say that I never 
received any such communication. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of R. 
H. Hutchinson and others, citizens of the 
United States, praying an amendment to the 
Constitution providing that no candidate shall 
hereafter be eligible to any Federal office who 
is addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors 


ras a beverage ; and that drunkenness in any 


incumbent of such office shall be deemed-at 
any time sufficient cause for immediate. im- 
peachment and deposition ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of R. H. 
Hutchinson and others, citizens of the United 
States, praying that Congress, by appropriate 
legislation, will hereafter prohibit, within the 
jurisdiction of the Government of the United 
States, the manufacture, importation, and sale 
of all intoxicating liquors to be used as a bev- 
erage; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented the memorial of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, department 
of Minnesota, adopted at its annual meeting, 
for the modification of the homestead law so 
that the time of service shall be deducted from 
the time required by law for taking land under 
the homestead act, and also in favor of a liberal 
increasein the payment of pensions to pension- 
ers of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 
masters and owners of vessels trading to Es- 
catuaba and other ports on Green bay, pray- 
ing the establishment of a light on Poverty 
island at the entrance to Green bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of masters and 
owners of vessels trading to the port of Esca- 
tuaba in Michigan, praying that a red light be 
substituted for the white light on Sand Point; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a petition of masters and 
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owners of vessels navigating the waters of 
Lake Huron, praying that the fixed light at 
Point Aux Barques be changed toa fxedlight ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- i 
merce. 


He also presented the petition of J. W. Van || 


Tassen, publisher of the Van Buren County 
Press, of Paw Paw, Van Buren county, Mich- 
igan, praying for such an amendment to the 
postal laws as will allow persons known as reg- 
ular publishers and dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals to receive by mail such quantities 
of either as they may require, in bulk, whether 
wholly or in part printed, and pay the postage 
thereon as received, at the same rates pro rata 
as regular subscribers to publications weighing 
four ounces, who pay quarterly in advance; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a memorial 


of Rev. J. H. Lightbourne, Ellwood Garrett, 
Cyrus Pyle, and seven hundred and ninety- 
three others, citizens of Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, praying that Congress by appropriate 
legislation will hereafter prohibit, within the 
jurisdiction of the Government of the United 
States, the manufacture, importation, and sale 
ofall intoxicating liquors to be used as a bev- 
erage; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Rev. J. H. 
Lightbourne, Ellwood Garrett, Cyrus Pyle, and 
seven hundred and sixty-six others, citizens 
of Wilmington, Delaware, praying an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States į 
providing that no candidate shall hereafter be 
eligible to any Federal office who is addicted 

. to the use of intoxicating liquors as a bever- 
age, and that drunkenness in any incumbent 
ot such office shall be deemed at any time 
sufficient cause for his immediate impeach- 
ment and deposition; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FENTON presented a memorial of Dr. 
C. C. Dusenberry and others, citizens of New į 
York, praying the adoption of a constitutional 
amendment rendering ineligible to Federal 
office persons who use intoxicating drinks as a | 
beverage, and making the use of such drinks į 
by persons now in office a cause for impeach- 
ment and removal; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Daniel G. | 
Banks and others, citizens of New York, pray- | 

‘ing a prohibition of the manufacture, import- | 
ation, and sale of all intoxicating liquors to 
be used as a beverage within the jurisdiction 
of the Government of the United States; 


which was referred to the Committee on the |; 


Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society | 
of Friends of Long Island, praying a prohibi- | 
tion of the manufacture, importation, and sale 
of all intoxicating liquors to be used as a | 
beverage, within the jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; which was 


| 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented concurrent res- 
olutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
asking for an appropriation of $300,000 for 
the purchase of a lot and the erection thereon 
of a suitable public building at Trenton, New 
Jersey, for the accommodation of the post 
office, assessor's office, pension agency, and 
the United States district and cirenit courts; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. f 

He also presented concurrent resolutions of 
the Legislature of New Jersey, asking an appro- 
priation of $75,000 to be expended in the 
removal of certain obstructions to the navi- 


works, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against a change of the existing 


tariff laws abating or abolishing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 


this country; which was referred to the Com- || 


mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Birmingham iron-works, and citizens of 
Alleghany county; Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against a change of the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing duties upon such articles 
ag are successfully produced in this coun- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. : 

Mr. SCOTT. I present a petition of per- 
sons who state that they are natives of Ireland, 


j citizens and having the intention of becoming |! 
citizens of the United States, who say that |) 


they regard with deep concern the designs and 
efforts made to subvert the national policy of 
industrial protection that affords varied em- 
ployments, upon which over half a million of 
their countrymen depend for the means of 
support, and in this, their adopted country, 
they perceive the outcroppings of the same 
British policy that has ruined Ireland, under 
the guise of what is called “free trade’’ or 


“revenue reform,” and asking that addi- }! 


tional protection shall be given to all indus- 
tries which require it. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Al- 
mira H. Thompson, of Westfield, Chautauque 
county, New York, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 
workers in the Marietta iron-works, Wash- 
ington county, Ohio, remonstrating against a 
change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Newburyport, Massachusetts, being the 
representatives of original sufferers by French 
spoliations, praying that Congress will provide 
for their claims; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of colored citi- 


‘| zens of Mississippi, setting forth the outrages 


to which they are exposed and praying for 
the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SUMNER. Ialso present a petition 
similar to that presented by the Senator from 


New York [Mr. Fenton] yesterday, asking for || 


civil service reform, and specifying several 
details, assigning reasons and alleging out- 
rages which require remedy. This petition is 
extensively signed by the most distinguished 
mercantile houses in Boston, and also some 
others out of Boston, in Massachusetts. I 
move its reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. CONKLING presented a memorial of 
workers in the Buffalo Iron and Nail Com- 
pany’s works, citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
remonstrating against a change in the existing 
tariff laws abating or abolishing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. f 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
workmen in the employ of the Wrightsville 
Jron Company, of Wrightsville, York county, 
Pennsylvania, praying a repeal of the duties 
upon tea, coffee, and other articles of neces- 
sity, and for such an adjustment of the tariff 
duties as will protect home industry ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. _ 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the employ of the Lehigh Iron Company, citi- 
zens of Salisbury township, Lebigh county, 
Pennsylvania, praying @ repeal of the duties 
upon tea, coffee, and other articles of neces- 
sity, and for such an adjustment of the tariff 
duties as will protect home industry; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


_ He also presented a memorial of workers 
| in the Chestnut Hill Iron Ore Company’s far- 
| naces, citizens of Columbia, Lancaster county, 
| Pennsylvania, praying a repeal of the duties 
upon tea, coffee, and other articles of neces- 
| sity, and such an adjustment of the tariff duties 

| 

| 


as will protect home industry ; which was re- 

ferred to the-Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Edward 

; Hedley, praying compensation for amill burned 

i to give light for movements of United. States 

| troops operating near Richmond, Virginia, in 

| 1865; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

_Mr. NORWOOD presented a petition of 
citizens of Georgia, praying indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the French between 
| the years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered 
i to lie on the table. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented papers in sup- 
port of the bill (S. No. 634) to confirm the 
title of James V. Boughner to certain lands 
| therein described ; which were referred to the 
| Committee on Private Land Claims. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


i Mr. KELLOGG. Iask that the following 
| order be made: 


Ordered, That Mrs. H. L. Gates have leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the papersin 
| gs to the claim of the heirs of Colonel William 

ates. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Those papers have been 
used in this body and in the other House upon 
| her claim. They have been adjudicated, and 
an act of Congress bas been passed to pay 
i that claim or what was thought a reasonable 
; and proper allowance, and it has been paid. 
‘Now, I think in a case of that kind these 

papers, which are in effect the vouchers, ought 
i not to be withdrawn, 
Mr. KELLOGG, 


i 
| 
| 
| the case myself. 
j 
i 
H 
| 


i 
I know nothing about 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
| from Vermont objects, and the order will go 
i over until to-morrow. It is in the position of 
| a resolution, which can be called up by a vote 

of the Senate. ; ` 

On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 

Ordered, That the ‘petition of Obadiah B. and 

! Oliver S. Lathom be taken from the files of the 
i! Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
li On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, 
it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the 
papers now on file in the office of the Secretary of 
the Senate, in the case of the German Evangelical 
i! church of Martinsburg, West Virginia, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1830) to amend the thirty-second sec- 
| tion of an act entitled ‘An act to reduce inter- 
i nal taxes, and for other purposes,” approved 
' July 14, 1870, reported it with an amendment. 
i He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1388) to 
! amend section thirty-five of an act entitled 
i An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
|| purposes,’’ reported it without amendment. 

i.” He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. No. 552) to regu- 
| late the compensation of the clerks employed 
iin the several Executive Departments of the 
| Government, reported adversely thereon, and 
i movedits indefinite postponement; which was 
| agreed to. ; 
i 

d 


i 
| 


Mr. SH 


ERMAN. Iam also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
| bill (S. No. 575) to authorize the purchase of 
! secured obligations of the Real Estate: Bank 
|| of Virginia, to report it adversely. As this is 
l a bill introduced by the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia, [Mr. Jouyston,] in which he takes a | 
i personal interest, I ask that it be put on the 
‘Calendar with the adverse report, without 

action now. ce 
The VICE PRESIDENT. . The bill will be 
| placed on the Calendar with the adverse report. 
i* Mr. WILSON, fromthe Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
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No. 568) to authorize the transfer of Alonzo 
` E. Miltimore, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indéfinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. BOREMAN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom’ was referred. the petition of 
Mary “A. Ripley, praying compensation for 
money expended and services rendered as a 
nurse during the late war, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. j 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the petition of 
John Thompson Mason, praying the passage 
of a law relieving him from liability incurred 
as collector of the port of Baltimore, through , 
a defalcation of his clerk, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. He alsoasked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of the Uni- 
ted States Express Company, praying that the 
Secretary of thé Treasury be authorized to 
issue to that company bonds and compound- 
interest notes in lieu of bonds and notes 
destroyed by fire onthe 80th of January, 1866, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 
No. 603) for the relief of the United States 
Express Company. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
171) for the relief of Paymaster George I. 
Cutler, reported it without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No, 417) fixing the 
rank of professors of mathematics in the United 
States Navy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition and papers of Clara Morris, pray- 
ing compensation for property destroyed dur- 
ing the war, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was referred the 
petition of S. R. Wells, praying Congress to 
pass an act incorporating the National Bureau 
and Uomestead Money Exchange, Savings 
Bank, Loan and Trust Company, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 898) for the relief of Jacob Weart, col- 
lector of internal revenue, fifth district of 
New Jersey, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing petitions and memorial, asked to be 
discharged from their further consideration ; 
which was agreed to: 

The petition of W. C. Cameron and others, 
praying the passage of an act of incorporation 
of the Soldiers’ National Homestead Company; 

The petition of members of the Universal 
Peace Union, praying the repeal of the war 
clauses of the Constitution ; 

The petition of Abram F., Hines and Jesse 
Mann, praying the passage of a law to pre- 
vent the abduction of minors in the District 
of Columbia; ` 

The petition of General De Wemyss J obson, 
praying redress for acts of violence at the 
hands of one Sharpe, a United States marshal 
in New York ; 

The petition of the executive committee of 
the Settlers’ Protective Association of Kansas ; 
in behalf of settlers on Osage ceded lands; 

The petition of citizens of Georgia, praying 
the passage af the supplemental civil riehts 
bill, and for the passage of such laws as shall 
break up the Ku Klyx organizations; 

The petition of thé Common Cowncil-6f the 


city of Pensacola, Florida, asking legislation 
to protect stévedores who are citizens of the 
United States as against those bronght from 
foreign countries to load vessels in the harbor 
of Pensacola; f 

The petition of Sherman W. Adams, of Hart- 
ford, Connecticut, praying for such legislation 
as may establish general rules in relation to 
road-beds, tracks, gatiges, bridges, depots, rail- 
way maps and guides, the qualifications òfin- 
spectors and officers of railroads, the tates of 
carriage of passengers and freights, &c., and 

The memorial of Benjamin S. Brooks, Egbert 
Judson, and John Centre, praying the restora- 
tion to them of the Island of Yérba Buena in 
the bay of San Francisco. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. ` 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 


Committee on Appropriations, to whom. was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1071) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States forthe year 
ending June 30, 1873, to report it back with 
an amendment; and as it is a short bill and 
can be explained in two or three minutes, I 
ask unanimous consent to put iton its passage 
now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as. in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations was to add to the bill the following 
proviso: ` 

Provided, That the appropriations aforesaid for 
Navy pensions and the other expenditures under 
that head, shall be paid from the income ofthe Navy 


pension fund, so far as the same may be suflicient for 
that purpose. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will explain in a word 
what the state of this bill is. his bill appro- 
priates $30,480,000 for all classes of pensions, 
including those of the war of 1812. Between 
three and four hundred thousand dollars of 
that will be paid out of the income of the 
Navy pension fund, which now, at three per 
cent., 18 not quite sufficient to pay all the Navy 
pensions. ‘lhe appropriations for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1871, were just $30,000,000, and 
the appropriations for the current fiscal year, 
ending on the 80th of June next, amount 
to $33,550,000, including an appropriation of 
$4,500,000 that was made specially for the 
pensions of soldiers of the war of 1812. 

I have here a statement from the Treasury, 
showing, for the first quarter of the current 
year, how the last appropriation. is being 
expended, and which has the tendency to show 
that the sum required for the next year will 
be just about what this bill provides. Under 
the current year’s appropriation, for the quar- 
ter ending 80th September, 1871, there have 
been already paid for artificial limbs, which 
falls under this appropriation, and commuta- 
tation for them, $27,441 41; for invalid pen- 
sions, $2,639,555 86; for widows and depend- 
ent relatives, and all the classes falling under 
that head, $4,511,176 67; for the war of 1812, 
$117,579 87; for fees, $56,621 80; for com- 
missions. and compensation, $26,283 57; for 
additional compensation, $11,126 38, and for 
contingent expenses, $6,191 17; making a 
total expenditure out of the current appro- 
priation for the first quarter of the fiscal year, 
$7,395,975 73. With a statement of these 
figures, I received from the Treasury Depart- 
ment this letter: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
February 3, 1872. 

Sm: In compliance with your verbal request, I 
have the honor to inclose a statement of amounts 
actually disbursed at the several pension agencies 
during the first quarter of the fiseal year ending June 
20, 1872, (September 30, 1871:) also a statement of 
appropriations for payment of pensions for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1872. 

The expenditure for each of the three remaining 
quarters will not differ materially from that of the 
first quarter inclosed. 

Very respectfully, i 

GEO. S. BOUT WELL, Secretary. 
Hon. Georex F. EDMUNDS, . 
United States Senate. 


Tt seems then that this quarter is a fair aver- 
age, and almost an exact one, no doubt, of the 
next three quarters. Supposing that to be ao, 
there will be expended in tho current year 
$29,583,802 92; but the Commissioner of 
Pensions reports that in his opinion the ex- 
penditures for pensions under the act provid- 
ing for soldiers of the war of 1812 will be largely 
increased, §o that he thinks that in that de- 
partment of pensions there will be a deficiency 
on account of the great number of claims that 
are filed and the additional labor that is to be 
bestowed upon giving them a quick hearing. 
The result is that we think the appropriation 
provided by the Houso of $80,480,000 will 
probably be sufficient for this year, sabject to 
the possibility of claims for pensions for the 
war of 1812 running it somewhat over. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 


| amended, and the amendment was concurred 


in. The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Before the bill passes, I 
wish the Senator from Vermont, who stated 
that the Navy pension fund was not quite sufti- 
cient to pay the Navy pensions, would state 
the reason why itis not sufficient. Itis because 
it was the pleasure of Congress to cut down to 
three per cent. the interest on that money which 
belongs to the Navy, and was pledged to them 
in the beginning. Jf we paid the same inter- 
est for that that we pay for our other debts, 
there’ would be almost double enough to pay 
the Navy pensions. A 

Mr. SHERMAN. In reply tothat observa- 
tion, I will state that the Navy pension fund | 
is only a mode of keeping an account in the 
Treasury Department, ‘The Navy pension fand 
does not belong to the Navy any more than all 
the funds in the Treasury belong tothe people 
of the United States, That idea is a great 
mistake, a 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a fund that the 
Navy brought into the Treasury and that the 
Government solemnly pledged to the payment 
of Navy pensions; and therefore when the 
Government takes possession of that money 
and cuts down the income of it to only half 
what it pays for its. other debts, itis not the 
fault of the Navy pension fund that it does 
not pay the Navy pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is simply a mode of 
stating the account. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The reason stated by the 
Senator from Rhode Island is the correct 
one, The income from the Navy pension 
fund would be more than sufficient to pay 
the Navy pensions and the expenses in- 
cident to them, if it were invested at six per 
cent; but the Government has taken the 
money and deposited it at three per cent., 
the Government having the money. Ido not 
quite agree with my friend from Ohio, that we 
have the same right morally over this money 
that, we have over other money, because in 
the foundation of the Navy Department and 
of the Navy pension fund we provided in 
advance that one half of the produets of prizes 
taken by our sailors should forever be kept a 
sacred trust fund separate from the other funds 
of the Government for this purpose. By that 
I think Congress ought to feel, as it always 
has felt hitherto, bound. 

The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I am instracted by the 

udiciary Committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 570) transferring certain pow- 
ers and duties to the Department of Justice, 
and providing a seal therefor, to report it back 
with a recommendation that it pass with 
amendments, I ask the consideration of :-the 
Senate to this bill at this time. It isshort and 
will take but a moment, and I think there will 
betio objection to it. i 

By unanimous cousent the Senate, as in, 
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Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. ; 

The first section provides that all and singu- 
Jar the powers conferred and duties enjoined 
by existing laws upon the Secretary of the In- 
terior relating to the imprisonment or dis- 
charge of convicted offenders against the laws 


of the United States, or to the reform school į 


and jail in the District of Columbia, shall be 
transferred to the Attorney General of the 
United States. The second section 
that the seal heretofore provided for the office 
of the Attorney General shali be the seal of 
the Department of Justice, with such change 


in the device as the President of the United | 


States shall approve. 

The first amendment of the Committee on 
the Judiciary was to strike out in section one, 
lines eight and nine, the words ‘‘Attorney 
General of the United States,” and insert the | 
words ‘‘ Department of Justice.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was at the end of the 
second section to insert: 


And all books, papers, documents, and records 
in said Department of Justice may be copied and 
certified under the seal, in the same manner as those 
in the State Department may, and with the same 
force and effect. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only rise to ask my 
friend, the chairman, to explain what is trans- 
fe 


rovides | 


rred. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Secretary of the | 
Interior sent us a communication stating that | 


most of the duties appertaining to the Interior | 


Department connected with judicial matters 
had already been transferred to the Depart- 


creating the Department of Justice, the matter | 


of the imprisonment and discharge of con- 


| 
ment of Justice, but that now, under the law | 
i 


bia. 
Interior Department to the Department of 


} 
| 
| 
| 
Justice, because the Department of Sastiee | 
has jurisdiction of cognate subjects, and it | 
l 
{ 
} 
| 
| 


was thought advisable by the Secretary of the 


Jnterior, (and we thought so, too,) that they | 
should be in the same Department. The other | 
provision of the bill relates to the seal and the | 


certifying of records. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF NEBRASKA. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a concurrent reso- 


lution from the House of Representatives to | 


print one thousand copies of the official report 


of the United States geological survey of | 


Nebraska, have instructed me to report it 
back without amendment, and to recommend 
its passage. Before the vote is taken I wish 
to answer n question that the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. Spenman] put to me the other day, 
and which I was then unable to answer. 
Although the matter is not particularly in my 
department, I think it is just that the question 
should be answered. ‘The Senator from Ohio 
asked by what authority the report of the 
geological survey of the fortieth parallel had 
been printed, and I replied that I did not 


know; that it did not come under the saper- | 


vision of the committee of which Iam a 
member; but in the last Army appropriation 
bill is this provision: 

"And the Secretary of War is hereby authorised 
to have prepared and published the report of the 
result of the exploring expedition and survey of the 
line of the fortieth parallel: Provided, That the 
cost of the same shall be defrayed out of existing 
appropriations in the War Department: And pro- 
vided further, That the letter-press shall be done at 
the Public Printing Offiec.” 


Since this question was 


pu to me I have 
made some examination o 


ihat matter, and 


i! color, or previous condition of servitude. 
|! was impossible for anybody to walk there. 
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have made some inquiries of scientific men, 
and I have no doubt this is one of the most 
valuable, if not ‘the most valuable, source of 
information, as to the mining industry and 
resources of thig country that has ever been 
published. A moderate edition is published, 
and a yery large part of that is to go abroad 
in exchange for publications of other Govern- 
ments of egual or greater value which are sent 
to. the Congio nioan] Library. I think the 
Secretary of War or the chief of engineers, 
whoever had charge of it, was quite right in 
thinking the work should be printed in a way 
that would be a creditable specimen of Amer- 
can typography; and although I speak quite 
disinterestedly, as I had nothing to do with 
any responsibility in the matter, I think the 
work was well done,and the expense well 
incurred. 

The resolution was concurred in, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 


-printed and bound, with plates and map, one thou- 


sand copies of the final report of the United States 
geological survey of Nebraska; five hundred copies 
of which shall be for the use of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and five hundred copies for distribution by 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK subsequently moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was concurred in; and the motion to recon- 
sider was entered. 


APPROACHES TO THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. ANTHONY. While Iam up, as there || 


have been se many personal explanations 
made, I should like to know whose fault it is 
that the approaches to the Capitol in inclem- 
ent weather are kept in such a shameful and 
dangerous condition. 


mont] may say whose fault it is ? 

lf there is no money that can be constitu- 
tionally appropriated to keep the approaches 
to the Capitol in as good order as a man in 
Providence would keep a respectable peanut- 
stand, I am willing to contribute, or I am will- 
ing to take my hand at the shovel; but all last 


|) week during the inclement weather it was dan- 


erous to come to the Capitol. There was a 
ittle narrow path wide enough for two or three 
people to walk abreast, shoveled down the 
steps, and that was covered with bare ice; and 
on the north side the sidewalk, the plankway, 
and the brickway were given up entirely asa 
coasting-ground, where the boys were coasting 
in what may be called a positively constitu- 
tional way ; that is, without distinction of rato; 
t 
I 
think that if there is no officer charged with 
that duty, some officer should be charged with 
it, and if there is no money applicable to the 
purpose, I think the money should be appro- 


priated. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
say one word in response to the Senator from 
Rhode Island. I suppose that the architect 
of the Capitol extension has charge of the 
Capitol, but he has not been provided with 
sufficient help to take care of all the approaches 
to the Capitol in such a season as we have 
had forthe past week, when it has been freez- 
ing weather every morning for about eight or 
nine days—an unusual state of the weather— 
and it would be impossible with the force that 
he is supplied with to clear off all the ice in 
the several approaches to the Capitol. I 
merely suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that he wear India-rubbers and he will 
have no difficulty at all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. í would suggest to my 


| friend from Vermont, as he is a good protec- 


that human life is entitled to some 
> and on the score of economy it is 
the certain expense of clear- 
than to run the danger of 
expenses of Sen- 


tionist, 
protection ; 
cheaper to incur 
ing off the snow 
having to pay the funeral 
ators. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 


I do not know but that | 
my friend on my right [Mr. MornILL, of Ver- | 


{ 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a. bill 
(S. No. 604) to allow the Lake Ontario Shore 
Railroad Company to lay their track upon the 
pier at Oswego, New York; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to. the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 605) to establish a post route in Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY, (by request, as he stated, ) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a ‘pill (S. No. 606) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a commission on 
the subject of prohibitory legislation for the 
suppression of intemperance; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee oa 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
607) to establish the pay of the enlisted men 
of the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN CASE BEFORE GENEVA COMMISSION. 


Mr. WEST submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 


i; Printing: 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That there be printed thirty thousand copies 
of the work prepared by the State Department pre- 
senting the case of the United States to the Geneva 
commission, under the Washington treaty, whereof 
ten thousand copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
and twenty thousand copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives. ; 


COUNSEL FEES OF SENATORS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Investigation 
and Retrenchment be instructed to inquire whether 


any United States Senator has received money 
under color of counsel fees or otherwise from the 


Treasury of the United States, in violation of law, 
and to report the result of their inquiry as early as 
practicable. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HARLAN submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (S. No. 
547) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi river at or near the 
town of Clinton, in the State of Iowa, and 
to establish it as a post road; which was re- 
ceived informally and ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H, R. No. 
1329) removing the political disabilities of L. 
A. Sypert, Luke Tratton, A. J. Sisk, and John 


| Couch. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed the enrolled bill (H. 
R. No. 1076) establishing certain post roads 
in Vermont; and it received the signature of 
the Vice President. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, in response to a resolution of the 
16th ultimo, calling for information concern- 
ing the seizure and retention by force in Vén- 
ezuela of the American steamers Hero, Dud- 
ley Buck, Nutrias, and San Fernando, the 
property of the Venezuelan Steam Transport- 
ation Company, an American „Corporation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered'to ‘be printed. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
pill (H. R. No. 380) for the ramoval of legal 
and political disabilities 1m sed by the third 
section of the fourteenth e ofamendments 
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to the Constitution of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendment of. 
Mr, CARPENTER to the amendment of Mr. 
SUMNER. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Senator 
from’ Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] is entitled to 
the floor. ONT IN 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am ill this morning, 
and I shall yield the floor for the present to 
‘any gentleman who wishes to occupy it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Previous to the 
debate commencing, the Secretary will report 
the modified amendment to the amendment, 
the Senator frora Wisconsin having modifed 
his proposition since it was originally reported. 
' The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whoever, being a corporation or natural person, 
and owner, orin charge of any public inn; or of 
any place of public amusement or entertainment 
for which a license from any. legal authority is re- 
quired; or of any line of stage-coaches, railroad, 
or other means of public carriage of passengers or 
freight; or of any cemetery, or other benevolent in- 
stitutions, orany publicschoolsupported, in whole or 
in part, at public expense or by endowment for public 
use, shall make any distinction sg to admission or 
accommodation therein, of any citizen of the United 
States, because of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined 
not less than $500 nor more than $5,000 for each 
offense; and the person or corporation so, offending 
shall be liable to the citizens thereby injured, in 
damages to be recovered in un action of debt. 

EO., —. That the offenses under this act, and ac- 
tions to recover damages, may ho prosecuted before 
any territorial, district, or circuit court of the United 
States having jurisdiction of crimes at the placo 
Wuere the offense was charged to have been com- 
mitted, 


The VICE PRESIDENT., The question is 
on agreeing to this amendment to tbe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ibelieve the yeas and 
nays have been ordered on that question. 

_ . The VICE PRESIDENT. They were or- 
dered on the amendment as originally offered, 
but not on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then I call for the 
yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I stated a few moments ago 
in the Senate that I had already voted for the 
original proposition offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and should do so again. 
That statement needed a little qualification. 
Giving to the subject all that consideration of 
which I am capable, and taking the present 
aspect of the country into account, I am in- 
clined to vote, first, for the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the Senator from Wis- 
congin; and that failing, I shall still continue 
to vote for the original proposition, 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the vote is taken 
I wish the Senate to consider the difference 
between the two propositions, The substitute 
moved bythe Senator from Wisconsin is iden- 
tical in substance with the first section of 
whatisknown asthe supplementary civil rights 
bill, except that it is not applicable to churches. 
That is the single point of difference between 
the snbstitute of the Senator and the first sec- 
tion of my amendment. Now, sir, I feel it 
my duty to ask the Senate to consider whether 
they are. willing to make that exception; 
whether when adopting this crowning act they 
are willing to leave it incomplete, so that here- 
after there shall be other complaints, and we 
shall be called perhaps to legistate again. Why 
not do entirely the work we commence? 

. Against the completeness which I invite, I 
hear but a single objection, and that is that 
requiring equality without distinction of color 
in churches incorporated by law will impinge 
upon that provision of the Constitution which 
forbids a religious test. Ihave already said 
that.I could not see the weight of that consid- 
eration, Ido not see its application to this 
case. I do not see how the requirement of 
equality in all organizations incorporated by 
law can in any way interfere with the inhibi- 
tion apon’a religious establishment: - I do not 
understand it. I have reflected ‘upon it care- 
fully; I havo listened to what has been said 
on that question; but I still fail to°gee-the 


bearing of the objection: “I hope that Sena- 
tors before they vote on the proposed substi- 
tute will carefully consider whether they are 
willing to exclude churches from the opera- 
tion of the great rule of equality before the 
law. 3 cae page 

That, sir, is the first difference between the 
two propositions; but there are other differ- 
ences, both of substance and of machinery. 
The amendment introduced by me, as you are 
aware, contains besides its first section, an- 
other with reference to juries. Thatis omitted 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. It contains 
also another, invalidating ‘‘ every law, statute, 
ordinance, regulation, or custom inconsistent 
with this act, or making any discriminations 
against any person on account of color by the 
use of the word ‘white.’’’? That is omitted 
also in the substitute. Then, besides, is what I 
have called the machinery for the enforcement 
of the act. My amendment is called supple- 
mentary to the civil rights act.” Ittakes advant- 
age of that act, founds itself upon the same 
principle of constitutional law, and employs 
the machinery already devised. For instance, 
in the third section of the amendment, it is 
provided— 

That tho same jurisdiction and powers arehere- 
by conferred, and the same duties enjoined upon, 
the courts and officers of the United States, in the 
execution of this act, as are conferred and enjoined 
upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act to 
protect all persons in the United States in their 
civil rights, and to furnish the means of their vin- 
dication.” 

Now, I ask Senators whether they are will- 
ing to give up this machinery? It has been 
found valuable in the civil rights act. Will it 
not be of equal value in this supplementary 
act? Ifthere was occasion for it in the first, 
is there not equal occasion forit in the second? 
Isubmit that there is, and I hope Senators 
will not hastily set aside this important prac- 
tical way of enforcing the provisions of the 
law. You will see, therefore, that there are 
at least four essential points of difference be- 
tween my amendment and the proposed sub- 
stitute. ‘I'he firstrelates to churches; the second 
relates to juries; the third relates to the word 
i white’? wherever it occurs in ordinances 
and statutes; and the fourth relates to the 
machinery. Now, I appeal to Senators who 
are in earnest to provide for the security of 
equal rights not to adopt the weaker proposi- 
tion. Let us do our work not only well, but 
thoroughly, completely; and I submit that it 
ean be done in that way only by adhering to 
the amendment introduced by me. I hope, 
therefore, that Senators who are willing. to 
stand by the equal rights of their colored 
fellow citizens, will stand by the original 
proposition. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not desire to make any extended 
remarks, either upon the original bill or upon 
the amendment. For three years I have en- 
deavored to obtain a vote of the Senate upon 
the. question of the removal of political dis- 
abilities. The time has come now when it 
seems as if such a vote might be taken upon 
that bill unembarrassed by other, and not ger- 
mane, considerations. Because | desire to see 
that bill passed, hecause now the period has 
come when circumstances render it more likely 
that it may be passed than on any former occa- 
sion, I shall vote against every amendment to 
it, against the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and against the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and especially 
against these ameadments because they, in 
their very nature, are the deadliest enemies 
of the bill. 

_ No one either in this branch of Congress or 
in the other expects that the bill for the 
removal of political disabilities can be passed 
and become a law if either the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin or that of the 
Senator from Massachusetts shall prevail. I 
am endeavoring to legislate so as to make the 
bill for the removal of political disabilities 


become a law. When the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin 
shall bring their propositions before the Sen- 
ate in an Independent form, I will vote upon 
‘them according as my conscience shall pre- 
scribe; but here and now I cannot but regard 
them’as a betrayal of the bill for the removal 
of political disabilities. I cannot but regard 
the amendment: as offered here as an assassin 
of that bill, which stabs it in the back on the 
pretense of embracing it; and I do hope that 
every one who really wishes a general removal 
of political disabilities (for this bill goes no 
further) will-unite in excluding all amend- 
ments, and let us come to that question which 
has so long been before the country. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will it interrupt the 
Senator if I should ask him a question ? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. . Willthe Senator be kind” 
enough, for my instruction, to state his rea- 
sons for the conclusion he has been affirming? 
Why, as he once said, if this amendment were 
adopted, will the bill fail; and why does he 
deem this, in his very strong language, an 
attempt to assassinate the disability bill? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. As I re- 
marked before, Mr. President, I think every 
person understands that such is the constitu- 
tion of one of the branches of Congress between 
the two great political parties of the day that 
the bill for the removal of political disabilities, 
if incumbered with this amendment, cannot 
in point of fact become a law. 

Mr. CONKLING. Willmy honorable friend 
indulge me there for a moment? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Perhaps the difference 
of understanding between us grows rather out 
of a different understanding of the parliament- 
ary law than of the fact. The House by atwo- 
thirds vote has adopted the measure before us. 
Suppose we pass it, but before doing go, add 
an amendment to it. In the House the ques- 
tion will be on concurring in that amendment. 
The honorable Senator from Connecticut seems 
to suppose that a two-thirds vote upon the 

uestion of concurrence will be necessary in 
the House. Ido notsounderstand it. On the 
contrary, I understand Senators here ‘to have 
argued that the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, as likewise the amend- 
ment of my friend from Wisconsin, is especially 
legislative, so unlike the character of the 
original bill as to be hardly in order; not at 
all in order some have said; but I suggest to 
the Senator that the amendment being added, 
whatever may be thought of its merits, & ma- 
jority vote will carry it in the House ; and is 
the honorable Senator authorized to say, or 
ig he prepared to believe, that with a working 
majority belonging to the party to which he 
belongs, in the House, a proper bill insuring 
civil rights to all men will fail of a majority 
vote? f 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I disagree 
in the first place with the Senator from New 
York in reference to the parliamentary law. 
He may be more correct than myself, but I do 
not believe that this amendment can become a 
part of the bill in the House of Representatives 
and come back to the Senate adopted by that 
branch of Congress without a two-thirds vote 
of the House. But if I am in error in this 
respect I do understand that, as the House of 
Representatives is constituted, a majority of 
that House cannot be obtained for the passage 
of the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The Senator asks whether I am of opinion 
that a proper bill for the security of civil rights 
cannot pass Congress. That is a very different 
question. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, in my judgment, strikes down 
the very bulwarks of civil rights throughout this 
whole country. It takes away the foundation 
pincer upon which our Federal system rests 

y striking at the principle of local self-gov- 
ernment the most vital blow that it has received 
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since the foundation of the Government; and 
there may be those of the same political party 
to which I am proud to belong who would not 
fee] themselves justified, in view of their con- 
victions as to constitutional law, in voting for 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts when by their vote they were helping it 
to become a law. I will not say that as a mere 

arliamentary proceeding, if the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts were placed 
upon the bill for the removal of political dis- 
abilities by the action of the Senate, it might 


not be proper to vote for the bill as thus | 


amended in order that the bill might be kept 
alive, and having passed to the House of Rep- 


resentatives, again come back to the Senate | 


and be subject to its control; but to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as it now stands, with the idea of making 
that a part of the law of the land, would, as I 
said, in my judgment, be striking a fatal blow 
at the bulwarks of civil rights in this country. 

But, sir, 1 do not wish to go into this argu- 
ment. I have neither the strength nor the 
inclination to enter into a general discussion 
of the questions of constitutional law involved 
jn the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, or even into the questions of expe- 
diency involved in that amendment. I rose 
simply to speak somewhat earnestly in what 
little I did say upon the original bill itself, and 
to ask those who do sincerely favor the re- 
moval of political disabilities to save the bill 
from the stab which this amendment inflicts 
upon it. 

I was remarking when I was interrupted by 
the Senator from New York that the question 
of the removal of political disabilities has now 
become an old question. It is time that it was 
settled. It has confronted us for the last four 


years. It met the national Republican conven- , 


tion at Chicago, and that convention adopted 
a principle upon which we ought to have acted 
long ago. If we are true to our principles, if 
we are indeed such Republicans as sustain the 
national platform of our own party last adopted, 
we ought long since to have passed a general 
bill for the removal of political disabilities. 

Bills were offered here from time to time by 
different Senators. ‘They scarcely created a 
ripple in this body. 
the United States, receiving, as he must have 
done, during the last three years, the most 
widely extended information from all portions 
of the country, and especially from that por- 
tion of the country upon which the biil would 
particularly operate, recommends precisely 
such a bill for the removal of political disabili- 
ties as is now before the Senate in his annual 
message. 

Last winter we created a committee of this 
body to proceed to the southern States to 
make a careful and thorough examination of 
the condition of things there, especially to 
inquire into the outrages and violence said to 
exist there, and to report to us the facts and 
the causes and the remedies which were in 
tbeir judgment adapted to that case. That 
committee, after great labor, great expense 
of money and of time, comes back, and the 
chairman of the committee, whose mind as a 
judicial mind is not excelled in that charac- 


teristic by that of any other member of the | 
Senate, as a means, in part at least, of putting || 
an end to the existing unhappy condition of | 


things in the southern States, as chairman of 


that committee, with all the experience and 
informatiou he bas received, advises the pas- | 


sage of the present bill. 
Under these circumstances it has seemed to 


me from the beginning to be ungenerous to }: 


atttempt to attach to this bill en amendment 
whose only ultimate 
of the original bill; and I do not think that 
even the Senator from Massachusetts can dis- 
pute that during a part, at any rate, of the 
period while we have been discussing the bill 
now before the Senate that Senator has enter- 
tained, precisely the view which I have ex- 


At last the President of : 


result could be the defeat 
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the bill in the Senate, it would then go to the 
House and there be killed —— 

Mr. SUMNER. No; no; never. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Senator 
must pardon me, but I think it can be shown, 
not indeed in debate here, and yet not in pri- 
vate conversation, that language such as I 


Senate, then the removal of political disabili- 
ties is disposed of for the present and the Sen- 


| can be taken up and passed, for a majority of 
i| the Senate would then be committed to it. 
i 
| 


Sir, I like to legislate, as I like to do every- 
thing else, in a straightforward way. We have 
in the bill now before us a great public ques- 
| tion which ought to be settled on its own mer- 
|| its, and having settled that, then letus proceed 
i to inquire, first, whether in point of fact there 
H 


| 
i 


exist the evils which the amendment of the 


remove ; and in the second place if those evils 


| and I say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that if it shall be made to appear that a por- 
|| tion of the citizens of this conntry are subjected 
|| to wrong without a remedy, I will go with him 
| in finding some appropriate remedy; but I 
|! shall have to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
t 


|| what is the true and safe and constitutional 
|| remedy under our system of government, that 
| he, after his many years of experience here, 
1 will not stigmatize me, as I have heard him 
i| stigmatize other Senators, as false to every 
|i principle of human rights because we cannot 
agree upon the best way of maintaining human 


rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mor- 
‘nit, of Vermont, in the chair.) The ques- 
| tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
| Wisconsin to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, on which the yeas and 
| nays have been ordered. 
| Mr FLANAGAN. At the request of the 
` Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] I have 
agreed to pair off with him. If he were pres- 
ent he would vote ‘nay’ and I should vote 
ái yea’? 

Mr. VICKERS. My colleague [Mr. Ham: 
| ILTON] is necessarily absent in consequence of 
: a death in the family of Mrs. Hamilton. He 


: vote against the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Tennessee [dMr. 
ČoorER] to state, in case any important vote 
should be taken during his absence, that he 
was detained at home by the sickness of his 
wife and child. 

Mr. NYE. Iam paired on these questions 
with the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. Bayar, ] 
Íi whois absent. Ido not know that the pair 
| would reach this question, but for fear that I 


‘vote. I should vote ‘nay’? on this amend- 
|! ment. I donot kuow how he would vote. 

| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 17, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Anthony, Carpenter, Chandler, 


= Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 
f 7 Hitch- 


i 
i Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
į 
i 


|; cock, Morrili_of Maine, Pool, Ramsey. Seoit, 
and Wright—li. eae 
NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, |: 


, Cameron, Clayton, Davisof West V irginia, Edmunds, 
| Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite. „Harlan, Hill 
! Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Mor. 
! ton, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Rice, Robertson 
| Sauisbury, Sawyer, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague 
|i Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Trumbull, Vickers, 
West, and Wilson—34. | = ne 

ABSEN T— Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham 
Caldwell, Casserly. Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
| tucky, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, 
| Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Nye, Paxterson,Pratt,Sehurz, 
i Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and Windom—22, 


j 
| So the amendment to tae amendment was 
| rejected. 


pressed that if the amendment were put on | 


have just uttered has fallen from the lips of | 
the Senator himself—and coming back to the | 


ator’s bill which stands first on the Calendar | 


| Senator from Massachusetts is intended to | 


do exist, whether that isthe proper remedy; | 


i! setts, if I shall be compelled to differ from him | 
‘as to the mode of applying a remedy, as te || 


‘is paired with some member of the Senate | 
| whose name Itorget. If he were here he would || 


| might be considered as breaking it, I will not li 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
i| recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
|) Massachusetts. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I now offer the.amend- 
ments I suggested yesterday to the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. On page 
2, section two, lines six and seven, 1 move to 
strike out the words ‘‘and such allowance for 
| counsel fees as the court shall deem just.’”’ 
| Mr. SUMNER. Tacceptthat. The Senator, 
li I think, is right in his suggestion. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
ii from Massachusetts accepts the amendment 
i| suggested by the Senator from Ohio. 

, Mr. SHERMAN, I also move to strike out 
| the last section but one. I ask that it beread. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
| will read the words proposed to be stricken 

out. 

The Curr Clerk. The section proposed to 
be stricken out is: 


Src. —. That every law, statute, ordinance, regu- 
lation, or custom inconsistent with this act, or 
i| making any discriminations against any person on 
|| account of color by the use of the word "“ white” is 
| 
i 


hereby repealed and annulled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply state that 
neither the Senator from Massachusetts him- 
| self nor any Senator in this body can tell the 
scope of this section. I have already found 
out that it changes the policy of the natural- 
i| ization laws since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, and it may sirike in many places not 
only at the laws of the United States but at 
il the laws of all the States, so that we are grop- 
ing blindly in the dark in passing a provision 
+; so general as this. If there are any laws which 
| the Senator from Massachusetts can point out 
| where the word ‘‘ white” is used in violation 
| of the spirit of the Constitution, [ am willing 
to vote to repeal, modify, or change them; 
| but I am satisfied we ought never in any case 
| to pass so general and sweeping a provision 
‘| as this. I hope-we may have a vote upon the 
ii subject, and | shall be content with whatever 
| may be the judgment of the Senate. 

i Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from 
| Massachusetts will consent that this section be 
| stricken out without prejudice to his right to 
| put it on a proper bill; but it will be seen that 
we are now upon the question of the constitu- 
tional rights of citizens, . That isthe point that 
his amendment goes to. The effect of this 
section, and all its effect, so far as I know, is 
really to change the naturalization laws, which 
have nothing to do with the rights of citizens, 
Dut relate to a question of mere external pol- 
| icy. I think I should agree with him on the 
|; question when it arises In a proper form on & 
' Dill coming from a committee, and when all 
its aspects are seen. But to put it in this bill, 
i| which deals with the constitutional rights of 
| citizens, is a great deal more inconsistent than 
i! itis to have this amendment on the amnesty 
| bill which deals with the constitutional dis- 
i abilities of citizens. It opens an entirely aif: 
| ferent subject, and I think there is no occasion 
' for our making haste to legislate on that ques- 
tion at this time. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


i The section proposed to 
| be stricken out has one single object: it is to 
| bring the legislation of this country and its 
‘laws in all respects into complete harmony 
vith the Constitution of the United States. 
' There is no word of color in that text. How 
| can you introduce a word of coloria any legis- 
lation or law under the Constitution of the 
| United States? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The word“ 
the last amendment. 3 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator reminds me 
that the word *‘color’’ is in the last amend: 
| ment; but he knows well that it 18 introduced 
| there expressly for denunciation. The Con- 
stitution there sets itself up against any such 
diserimination. Jn its original text there is no 
i gueh word. That textis blameless. ‘Thelaws 
| of the land ought to be equally blameless. ; 
|| The Senator from Obio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 
i! asks me to indicate the particular instances 


color.” isin 
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which may need this remedy. Sir, there is no 
occasion to indicate instances. Ifthe word is 
introduced into any law or ordinance, whether 
of.the nation or of a State, it is contrary to 
the spirit of the national Constitution ; it ought 
to be eliminated ; and the object of this section 
is to do that very work. . 

But Senators find that it bears upon our 
naturalization laws. ‘That is the only case 
which has been mentioned; perhaps it is the 
only case where it is of particular importance. 
But now I put it to Senators, are you willing 
that that exception shall longer continue in 
your naturalization laws? Will you not at 
this great moment. of reckoning bring those 
laws, too, in harmony with the national Con- 
stitution? You are setting your foot upon all 
distinctions of color. Why recognize those 
distinctions in your naturalization laws? Al- 
ready you have enabled any person of African 
descent coming, it may be, direct from the in- 
terior of Africa, to be naturalized here and to 
enjoy the benefit of our institutions. Already 
the great gates are opened to all from Africa. 
Why keep them closed againstany? In doing 
so, you depart from the spirit of the national 
Constitution and from the great promise of the 
Declaration of Independence. That Declara- 
tion solemnly announces the equal rights of 
all men, not of all white men, but of all men ; 
and I submit that it is our duty, now that this 
question is presented, to see that it is settled 
in conformity with that great promise. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I simply wish to call the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to 
afact. He remarked that the only effect that 
that rection to which his attention had been 
ealled would have wasin reference to the natu- 
ralizgation laws, I called the attention of the 
$enate the other day to the fact that I thought 
it would repeal all State laws which inhibit 
marriage between persons of these different 
races or colors. I wish to ask the Senator if 
he does not think that would be the effect of 
the section? 

Mr. SUMNER. I would ask the Senator 
whether on that point he was not completely 
auswered at once by the Senator from Kansas, 
{Mr. Pomeroy?] {should like the judgment 
of the Senator from Georgia on the answer of 
tho Seuator from Kansas. Was he not com- 

letely answered? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I do not know that I 
understand what the Senator means by a com: 
plete answer. If the Senator from Kansas 
answered the point that I made, that Congress 
has not the power to abolish State laws regu- 
lating marriage, I did not hear him do-that, 
for he said nothing about it. He referred to 
the question of taste. I made my own reply 
to him, with which I am satisfied. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator inquire 
with regard to the power? Do I understand 
that to be his inquiry? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I inquired whether the 
Senator did not consider that that would be 
another effect of this section if it was passed 
into a law? 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; what if it is? 

Mr. NORWOOD. 1 simply asked whether 
that would not be the effect; and if the Sen- 
ator desired that effect to be produced? 

_ Mr, SUMNER, I desire that every word 
in the laws of this land shall be brought in 
harmony with the Constitution of the United 
Siates; and ifin that way the legislation, 
which the Senator now calls attention to, is 
repealed ov annulled, so much the better. 
Nor can I doubt the power of Congress. 
Congress has plenary power to bring all the 
TR this country in harmony with 

) Ral voustitutiou, especially since the 
recent amendments. Can the Senator doubt 
it? -Out of what has the-inhibition to which 
he alludes originated? The prejudice of 
color which was the very basis of slavery. 
Therefore in abolishing slavery Congress must, 
would it complete its work, abolish-all the off. 
shoots of slavery, all that grows out of slavery, 


It must do its work thoroughly. It must not 
allow anything of slavery to remain. But just 
so long as any legislation inspired by that 
original prejudice of color shall exist either on 
the statute-books of the nation or the statute- 
book of a State, slavery to that extent still 
continues, 

Sir, how often have I had occasion to say in 
this Chamber that slavery dies hard! It died 
hard on the battle-field; it dies hard in this 
Chamber; and we are now called to witness 
some of its final struggles. I hope Senators 
will have the courage to meet the issue and 
say that before this debate is finished slavery, so 
far as the Senate can do it, is finally abolished. 

Mr. CORBETT. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and then voted down by 
the Senate, was, as has been pointed out, in a 
very crude state. The Senator from New 
Jersey subsequently pointed out many of its 
imperfections, and I believe the Senator from 
Massachusetts himself agreed that there were 
in the amendment many imperfections which 
should be stricken out. I voted for the 
amendment then simply with a view to test 
the sense of the Senate as to the practicability 
of any amendment to this bill. I now desire 
to say that I supported the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, believing that that 
would cover all the necessities of the case as 
required at this time. I believe that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts goes much further than Congress is 
willing to go at this time. It is evident, I 
think, that the section proposed now to be 
stricken out by the Senator from Ohio ex- 
tends much further and wider than is intended 
and believed to be for the best interests of 
this country. For that reason, I hope that the 
section may be stricken out and the amend- 
ment perfected, if it is still persisted in, so as 
to be in such a shape that it may be effectual, 
and of some benefit to the colored popula- 
tion of the South, to whom, I understand, it is 
mainly intended to protect, and to give equal 
rights of citizenship. 

{trust the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
he expects his bill to pass by a two-thirds 
majority, will consent to strike out the section 
which the Senator from Ohio has proposed to 
strike out. It must be evident to him that it 
is impossible that his bill can pass by the 
requisite majority without that section being 
stricken out. It is evident that this amend- 
ment cannot be passed by the required major- 
ity. I hope, therefore, for the benefit of these 
people, and for the purpose of perfecting this 
amendment, the suggestion of the Senator 
from Obio may be acceded to, and this sec- 
tion stricken out. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
has reference to civil rights, reference to ben- 
efits to be conferred upon the colored people 
of this country, which may be classified as the 
common rights of citizens, and was not in- 
tended as l believe, to comprehend political 
rights. 

Jt is stated, and very truly, that if the section 
which the Senator from Ohio moves to strike 
out be adopted, it will change our natural- 
ization laws in a most essential particular. It 
will open the door for naturalization to all 
classes of people in the world. Inhabitants 
from the center of Africa, from the South Sea 
islands, from Asia, and all parts of the world, 
could come in here under that, and whether 
assimilating to our institutions or not would 
become citizens of the United States, on the 
same footing with those who originated in 
Europe and portions of the continent of 
America, who may be presumed to have some 
sympathy with our institutions, and who are 
similar to us in their origin, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Will the Senator from 
California allow me to ask him a question ? 


Mr. COLE.- Yes, sir. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to be informed | 
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if persons from the center of Africa cannot 
now be naturalized under existing law? 

Mr. COLE. They can under a special law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Existing law. That is 
a general law, is it. not, that authorizes any 
Hottentot to be naturalized? 

Mr. COLE. There is such a law, passed 
two years ago, I believe. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then we have already 
a law authorizing & Hottentot to be natural- 
ized. ; 

Mr. COLE. There was such a provision, 
embodied in some other bill, I think, without 
any special consideration of its consequences. 


| I would like the attention of the chairman of 


the Judiciary Committee to the fact that in the 
treaty which was made between this country 
and China some two years ago or more, a pro- 
vision was embodied against the naturalization 
of our people in China and the naturalization 
of Chinese to citizenship in this country. If 
this bill passes, it will, so far as our side of 
the treaty is concerned, nullify that provision. 
It is as follows at the end of article six: 

“ But nothing herein contained shall be held to 
confer naturalization on citizens of the United States 
in China, nor upon subjects of China in the United 


It ought to be well known, and doubtless is, 
that the people of China, born in China, have 
but very little comprehension of our institu- 
tions. They donot read our booksand papers. 
They do not come here, as arule, for the pur- 
pose of becoming permanent residents in this 
country; but all of them, or nearly all, with 
the expectation of returning. I know it may 
be said here that, therefore, they would not 
become citizens; butin the hands of designing 
politicians they might be for a temporary pur- 
pose induced to become citizens of this coun- 
try if this measure should pass. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator under- 
stand that the treaty with China has anything 
to do with the naturalization laws? Does it 
do anything more than provide that by virtue 
of that treaty neither citizens of the United 
States nor citizens of China shall be made 
citizens of the other country? Is not that the 
whole effect of it? Would it be any repeal of 
the treaty, or have anything to do with the 
treaty, if we were to provide that Chinese 
might be naturalized in this country? As I 
understand the treaty, it merely provides that 
by virtue of that treaty nobody shall be natu- 
valized. i 

Mr. COLE. Very well; it is provided in 
this treaty that natives of China cannot claim 
the right to become naturalized in this country. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ohno. It merely pro- 
vides that that treaty shall not do it; but it 
does not provide that we shall not do it. 

Mr. MORTON. It provides simply that the 
treaty shall not overrule the naturalization law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is all. It provides 
that the treaty shall not make a naturalization 
law, but it has nothing to do with the act of 
Congress. 

Mr. COLE. But it is very clear that the 
adoption of this bill as presented will open 
the door wide for the naturalization of Chi- 
nese. This provision of the treaty was directly 
intended asa declaration of policy on the part 
of the United States toward that class of per- 
sons who are found inthis country. It goesto 
that extent at least. If this amendment is 
adopted, that policy will be to that extent 
overthrown. - r 

Now, sir, I am of opinion that up to this 
time the door for the naturalization of persons 
born in other countries has been sufficiently 
open; that we have endangered our .Ustitu- 
tions to some extent by opening the door «20 
widely for the naturalization o persons borg 
in other countries into citizenship under the 
United States. Iam satisfied that if this ig 
adopted it will result in very great dissatisfac: 
tion in portions of the United States, They 


who are best acquainted with the character 
and progress of the Chinese population know 
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fall well their want of capacity for citizenship ; 
and I hope that this section will not be adopted. 
J was in hopes when the appeal was made 
to the mover of it that he would consent to 
withdraw this part of his amendment, leaving 
the bill to cover what it was the original inten- 
tion should be covered by its provisions, and 
not, under a cover of language which might 


not be construed to comprehend so much as | 


it really does, to give the bill wider scope 
than was intended by those who were favor- 
ing it. I hope, Mr, President, this part of the 
bill will be stricken out. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have 
listened to what Senators have said with great 
respect, and with a sincere desire to harmonize 
with them. Iam anxious for the substance 
of this great measure. I think it incomplete 
without the section which it is now proposed 


to strike out; but I Gnd that there is among | 


the friends of the measure very serious objec- 
tion to that section. They feel that it does 
open a question which, in their judgment, 
is somewhat inconsistent with the main object 
of the bill, or at least outside of the main object 
ofthe bill, Ihave been appealed to by friends 
of the bill to strike that section out. Senators 
know with what reluctance I should consent to 
strike it out, but I cannot resist the appeal that 
has been made to me. I have been so thor- 
oughly anxious for the bill in its substantial 
features that I am willing to make any reason- 
able sacrifice. I am willing to give up much, 
and I do giveup much, when I consent to ellow 
that section, whose object is to bring the legis- 


lation of the land in harmony with the Consti- | 


tution and the Declaration of Independence, 
to be struck out. But I cannot resist the ap- 
peal, and I accept the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, and consent to the striking out 
of that section. 

Mr. HARLAN, 
object to that. 
proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Sevator from Mas- 
sachusetts has a right to modify his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
T suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 
The motion is to strike out. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting the words just stricken 


I feel it to be my duty to 
I desire to bave a vote on that 


I have a right to renew it, 


out, 

Mr. POMEROY. I am notso very anxious | 
to have this section in this amendment if by ; 
having it there we are unable to pass the; 
I think it strange, however, that | 


amendment. 
any of us should think that we have already 
opened our doors too wide to foreigners. It 
seems strange to me that any one can think 
that a man born in this country is any better 
than if he was born somewhere else. I hold 
that a man is an American if he hasan Amer- 
ican heart in him, I do not care where he was 
born. For us to shut our doors against a mau 
because of the accident of his birth, seems to 
me to be not only anti-American but both 
foolish and wicked. Iam for that American- 
ism that embraces all true men all over the 
world who want to come here and identify 
themselves with us in developing on this con- 
‘tinenta great system of free government for 
man; but my friend from California wants to 
have them kept out if they were not born here. 
A mau born in China may be as true an Amer- 
ican as though he was born here. The Amer- 
icanism that I like is not contracted either 
by color or by lines of latitude or longitude. 
If he is a man with the capacity of a man, 
longing to identify himself with the people on 
this western continent who are exbibiting 
before the world a system of free government, 
he is my brother; he is the man we want, and 
Ido not take it that people will come here 
for any other motive; 
arms. wide for men who have American senti- 
ments in them, no matter in what country or 
clime they may have received the accident of 


and why not open our | 


ii 
| 


| 


l 
Í 
} 
| 
| 


i 


| 


| 


i offered hy the Senator from Ohio. 


—— 


birth? You and I were born here; but we could 
not help it; it is no virtue and no crime in us. 
We had not any control over the question 
where we should be born, nor have our friends 
on the other side of the globe. They see us 
making a grand experiment here for free gov- 
ernment, and they long to be with us, and now 
why do we want to shut the doors against 
them? If this word ‘ white” is in the natu- 
ralization laws and does prevent the nat- 
uralization of men of some color or other, then 
I want it out; it ought to be out; it isa dis- 
grace to us to have it in. But if this bill 
cannot pass with this particular feature in it, | 
I have no objection to the Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts amending his amendment. 
eo FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 

this—— | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Har- 
LAN] objected to the Senator from Massa- 
ehusetts accepting the proposed amendment | 
‘The yeas | 
and nays having been ordered upon thisamend- | 
ment, under the tenth rule the Senator from 
Massachusetts cannot accept the modification 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood the yeas and 
nays had not been ordered. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The yeas and | 
nays have been ordered on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. That pre- | 
eludes any modification of it except by the į 
consentof theSenate, and therefore the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Ohio must be! 
regarded as pending. i 

t 
| 


Mr. SUMNER. I had supposed it was | 
otherwise. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary | 
states that the yeas and nays were ordered on 
the amendment in full. | 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I was going to | 
say in reply to the remarks of the Senator | 
from Kansas that this is no occasion to dis- 
euss the great question of naturalization. As 
I look at the matter, naturalization is the only 
subject which cannot in some indirect way be 
made germane to this bill. Naturalization 
relates to foreigners and to them only. This 
is a bill to fix the rights of citizens, and it is 
not necessary to put out so many points of | 
objection to a bill that you want to pass as to ; 
be sure to defeat it; and therefore in voting | 
to strike out this provision or in the Senator | 
from Massachusetts accepting the modification ; 


to strike it out, I do not understand any one as | 


at all compromising his views on that subject, 
bat simply as expressing a desire not unue- 
cessarily to burden a measure which it is pro- | 
posed to pass. 

Mr. POMEROY. I agree with the Senator 
from New Jersey that I was not discussing the | 
naturalization laws; I was trying to reply ina 
very feeble way to the remarks made by the 
Senator from California. He thought we had 
opened the door too wide. I thought we ought | 
to let in everybody that chooses to come. That | 
is what I was trying to say. I was not going 
to discuss the naturalization laws. i 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, the Sen- : 
ator from Kansas says he is in favor of every | 
man who has an American heart and desires ; 
to become an American citizen, coming to | 
this country. I agree with him that we ought | 
to receive every man who we are satisfied has } 
an American heart, and whom it is safe, in ac- | 
cord with our institutions, for us to adopt into | 
the American family; and if be belongs to an | 
element to which we can extend these facili- ;| 
ties without endangering our own institutions, ; 
Tam in favor of such a policy, and I will join | 
with him on all proper occasions te extend | 
these rights to such men. This amendment, | 
however, may embrace an element with which | 
we are not thoroughly acquainted, and may i 
extend rights and privileges that some of the | 


States who are more thoroughly acquainted i 
with such an element may not think safe. | 
For that reason I believe the time has not yet | 


— 


come io attempt quite so greata leap until 


|| we shall bave ascertained more thoroughly the 


nature of the element that is presenting itself 
to this country at this time upon the other 
shore. I think it is nothing more than pru- 
dence, it is nothing more than right, that we 
should watch this element and properly guard 
our institutions. On the Asiatic continent 
there is a country differing greatly in. all its 
institutions from ours, containing four hundred 
aud fifty million people; and they are likely 
to immigrate to our shores in great numbers. 
It is our duty to watch this, and to see to it that 
no element creeps into our country that may 
be detrimental to us and to our institutions. 

All the European populations that come to 
this country are identified in sentiment, in 
feeling, and in ideas with our institutions, 
and, as the Senator from Kansas terms it, are 
Americanized in heart; and for that reason I 
am in favor of extending naturalization facili- 
ties to those people. 

‘There is on this continent a large element, 
native-born, of African descent. We have ex- 
tended to that race the naturalization laws. 
The people of that race have so large an 
interest in our country, being here in such large 
numbers, that it was thougbt best to extend 
the naturalization laws to others of that race, 
so that they might assimilate when they came 
here with their fellows in our country. 

Tt seemed proper to take care of that race, 
to protect them from being reénslaved. [ 
have no hesitation in saying that the people 
of the United States would never have con- 
sented to the extension of such great privileges 
as we have conferred on that class of persons 
without some preparation on their part for 
them, if it had not been for the fact that it 
seemed to be necessary to protect that people 
from being reénslaved. We must all acknowl- 
edge that they were not quite prepared; they 
were not quite up to the standard of education 
that we should like, and that they were not 
prepared to govern those States in which they 
have been placed in power; but it seemed to 
us to be necessary to do it. It was a question 
of choice between two evils. The point was 
whether we should leave those people in a 
condition where they could be reéuslaved, 
placed under their old masters again, or 
whether the ballot should be put in their 
hands and they allowed to assume the posi- 
tion and the rights of citizenship. We chose 
to take the risk of the latter alternative, and 
the result of the experiment has proved that 
they have behaved as becomes citizens; that 


‘| they have been deserving of the extension of 


these privileges. 

It may be that in some of the States these 
people have abused these privileges where 
they have been in power, or they may have 
been imposed upon. In those States where 
they have been accorded these high offices for 
which they were net prepared, they perhaps 
may have abused this trust. We believe thas 
the extension of universal education to them 
will give them the knowledge of our laws and 
institutions that will enable them in an 
enlightened manner to prove that they are 
capable of exercising those privileges in such 
a manner as shall be a credit to this nation, 
and shall prove the propriety of the laws 
which extended to them these privileges. 

But on the opposite shore of our continent 
ibere is pouring in an element with which we 
are not so thoroughly acquainted, and which 
may come here in large numbers, and I trast 
that we shail not encourage it too rapidly, that 
we shall not place ourselves jn @ position 
where we shall regret having extended to them 
laws and privileges the effect’of which we do 
not know or fully comprebend. 

Mr, WILSON. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator from Iowa will withdraw his objection, 
and that the proposition made by my colleague 
to strike out this section, for the purpose of 
strengthening the amendment, will be per- 
mitted. I agree with the Senator from Kan- 
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tas to welcome everybody that chooses to 
come voluntarily to the United States with an 
American heart in his bosom. I welcome 
every one who has a human heart in his 


bosom. 
Mr. POMEROY. What other kind could 
he have? -` ey 

Mr. WILSON. I would have our doors 
open to every human being on earth to come 
here and better his condition if he can. But, 
Mr. President, I remember this question was 
here once before; I remember we had a sharp 
controversy on a bill then under the care of 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Conxuine. ] 
I thought his bill one of the most important 
that I had ever been called to vote upon. I 
thought so then; I think so now. It was 
one of the most important measures we ever 
passed, and I voted against the proposition 
then relating to this question of race, and 
received very sharp criticisms for doing so. 
Now, I propose to-day, if I can help the 
amendment, to vote to strike out this section 
if we are forced to this vote. I am for the 
essential features of the original amendment. 
I am especially for that portion of the amend- 
ment which relates to traveling and to public 
houses. I think those essential portions of 
that amendment are extremely important, and 
are worth all the struggle that has been made 
to incorporate them into the law of the coun- 
try. There are evidences about us every day 
that justify this action. Iam always in favor 
of accomplishing to-day the work of to-day, 
and getting all wo can to-day that is right, and 
if we do not get all the right now, there are 
days before us for us or somebody else to work 
for the right. All the reformatory measures 
that have been carried during the last ten 
years have been carried in detail, a little to- 
day and a little to-morrow. 

Lhe first proposition we carried was brought 
in from the Judiciary Committee by the Sen- 
ator. from Ilinois, [Mr, TRUMBULL, ] to make 
froe the slaves of rebels that were put into 
their armies, and there was great hesitation 
about that simple proposition, So we went 
on, from one thing to another, until we have 
made a race formerly slaves citizens on equal 
rights with ourselves, and there is very little 
left to do, and most of that little is in this 
amendment proposed by my colleague. I be- 
lieve it ig necessary to pass its essential pro- 
visions, and if Senators who are in favor of 
those provisions feel doubt and cannot vote 
for this measure if this section is retained that 
my colleague has proposed to leave out for 
the strengthening of the whole, why not do it? 

Our doors are open on the Atlantic and on 
the Pacific, on the Mexican border, and on the 
lines of Canada, to those abroad who choose 
to come among us, and I am in favor of wel- 
coming everybody who individually chooses 
to come and behave himself among us, I 
would give them all the rights we give any- 
body else, protect them in all respects, give 
them the same protection we would give oru 
own families. 1 am equally opposed to a sys- 
tem that shall send the thieves of any part of 
the world to this country to get rid of them. 
T do not believe that any foreign Governments 
ought to do that, and I think we have the 
right to protect ourselves against it. Ido not 
believe in that policy which would gather up 
capital in this country and send it out on a 
tour through the world to secure cheap labor 
to bring into'this country to antagonize against 
the toiling men of our own land. That is too 
much like the old slave trade, and the mod- 
ern coolie trade. ..But to any man, African, 
Asiatic, European, who chooses himself to 
turn his facetoward our country, to come here 
to live among us, to share our fortunes, to do 
his part in life, I would treat. him like a man, 
aud an American citizen, and protect him in all 
his rights, and I have no fear of these men from 
any quarter of the globe. We bave difficalties. 
We have to take our chances in these matters; 
but I believe in the vital force of our repub- 


lican institutions, and that spirit of Chris- 
tianity which recognizes. the fatherhood of 
God and the brotherhood of humanity, and I 
have no fear for the future of the Republic. 
Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, 1 did not 


intend: to intrude upon the Senate again on | 


this subject; but as the time draws near for a 
vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] I. wish to say 
a word or two. : 

It seems to have become the fashion with 
the Senator from Massachusetts to talk of 
opposition to any bill which is offered by him 
on this great subject of human rights as com- 
ing from the spirit of slavery, which dies hard 
in the country, and especially hard in this 
Chamber. Now, Mr. President, if there is 
any one thing which seems to have stood out 
prominently in this debate, it is the purpose 


of the Senator from Massachusetts to place | 


everybody else in the Senate in the wrong if 
they do not accept his methods as the best 
methods. It seems to have been his purpose 
to say to every Senator who does not coin- 
cide with him exactly in his action upon this 
amnesty measure and upon the civil rights 
measure, that he is an advocate of injustice 
toward a large portion of our fellow-citizens. 
Time and time again since this debate com- 
menced has that sort of spirit manifested 
itself in the speeches of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. For one, I am tired of it. I 
am satisfied to go before the country with my 
action upon this measure and upon every 
other measure, and I hold that that Senator 
has no right to characterize the action of 
those who do not see fit to vote with him as 
to the mode of parliamentary action on this 
measure, or any other, as being hostile to 
the rights of man, or as being ministers of 
that spirit of slavery which dies so hard, as 
he says, in this Chamber. 

J announced in the beginning of this debate 
that [ should vote against the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 1 as dis- 
tinctly at that time announced that 1 was in 
favor of his bill; that I would vote for a bill 
having substantially the same principles un- 
derlying it, when it was presented as an inde- 
pendent measure; and yet, throughout the 
whole course of the debate, he has left no oeca- 
ston unimproved on which he could intimate 
that those who are voting as I propose to vote 
on this measure were opposed to granting 
equal rights to the colored race. Now, sir, Í 
think it unworthy that distinguished Senator 


lo take this course. I think the cause of equal | 


rights demands the exertions of all its friends 
on this floor and elsewhere, and Ido notthink 
he does his country or his cause justice, or 
does his country or his cause good, when he 
ostracizes those who choose different methods 
to arrive at the same result which he has in 
view, 

I have a large constituency whose rights 
are to be affected by the passage of -some bill 
like that which the Senator desires to append 
to this bill as an amendment. I desire to 
sce their rights secured. I desire to see 
those men stand up as men in the full dignity 
of the manhood with which they have been 
endowed by their Creator, and of the rights 
which have been secured to them in a large 
degree by the legisiation of the country, and I 
do not desire that that Senator or any other 
Senator should rise here in his place and say 
that lam false to the trust which they have 
imposed on me; and yet that is the practical 
inference to be drawn from his language dur- 
ing this debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will allow me 
aword, I have made no allusion to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has alluded to all those who voted 
against his amendment as an attachment to 
this bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have alluded to those 
who opposed giving civil rights to the colored 


H 


people. Ihave made no allusion to the Sen- 
ator. He certainly magnifies himself, Ihave 
made no allusion to him whatever, nor in the 
course of this debate, since I read the testi- 
mony from his own State, have I had the Sen- 
ator in my mind except with friendship and 
respect—never at all. The Senator makes a 
great mistake. f 

Mr. SAWYER.. I did not mean to intimate 
that the Senator pointed at me distinctly. 

Mr. SUMNER. - Distinctly I have never 
had the Senator in my mind at all. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is quite possible. I 
could hardly expect to rise to the dignity of 
being in that Senator’s mind. I ask the Sen- 
ator’s pardon. If I magnify myself, certainly 
I have had a good master here. If E did I 
have had good examples before me. I do not 
desire to magnify myself. Counting myself 
the humblest member on this floor, I yet hold 
that L have the right to act in a matter of par- 
liamentary tactics. here according to the dic- 
tates of my own judgment. 1 hold that I, like 
every Senator who sits here, have the right to 
judge for myself whether I will subject a meas- 
ure whose passage I desire to the hazard of 
requiring a two-thirds vote when I know it can 
be passed by a majority vote only, without 
having my motives impugned, or being sup- 
posed to be an enemy of justice and of the 
rights of a large portion of our fellow-citizens; 
and yet I say the current of the Senator’s 
remarks upon this question, from beginning 
to end, does tend to place those who vote as I 
do on this matter in the ranks of the enemies 
of the civil rights bill. 

I am not the only Senator who has felt that 
that was his position. We do not desire to 
vote against the bill of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. We desire, on the other hand, to 
see that bill passed. Had that bill come before 
the Senate first, I would have cheerfully voted 
for it first. It was not in the order of business 
first, but the bill in hand was the amnesty bill. 
It had been here for a long time; the country 
had been pressing it upon the attention of 
Congress. ‘The country may be said to have 
demanded the passage of an amnesty biil. 
The Senator thinks the country may be said to 
demand the passage of his bill. I admit such 
a demand; but it was not the bill in hand. 
The bill in hand was the amnesty bill, a bill 
which the country demanded, and which the 
necessities of the country required, which peace 
throughout the country required, a bill which 
should have been passed long ago; and the 
enemies of the amnesty bill, those who have 
from first to last been its enemies, come here 
and demand to attach amendment after amend- 
ment to it, for what? Under—I will not say 
the pretext, I will not say the pretence, but 
with the avowed purpose of strengthening it, 
when there is no Senator who, if he reflects a 
moment, cannot see that it is weakened by 
this amendment, while the bill. offered as an 
amendment is weakened also by the union. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It seems to me, after 
the vote just taken in the Senate, the Senator 
is not justified in making that remark. I am 
very clear that the amendment proposed by* 
the Senator from Massachusettsis to strengthen 
this amnesty bill. Every Democrat has voted 
with him, showing his preference for that over 
an amendment which contained only a part of 
it. Theyare forit evidently. It will strengthen 
this bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is more inm 
genious than sagacious, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I think he is right 


i| on both sides. 


Mr. SAWYER. 
and sagacious too. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 
_ Mr. SAWYER. He is more ingenious than 
ingenuous. [Laughter.] Idid not suppose any- 
body would seriously entertain the idea. Idid 


You think he is ingenious 
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notsuppose anybody would seriously assert that 
the amnesty bill was strengthened by the civil 
rights bil, or the civil rights bill strengthened 
by the amnesty bill. We believe the amnesty 
pill has 
in its favor. We believe, nay, I think we know, 
that the bill of the Senator from Massuchusetts 


has a majority of the votes of the Senate in its | 
Yet the Senator would couple together | 
these bills, which are perfectly safe by them- | 


favor. 


selves, in order to break down one or the other. 

Now, had the measure of the Senator from 
Massachusetts come from a friend of amnesty, 
the supposition would be that it was to lift the 
amnesty bill into favor; butit comes from one 


who has always voted agaist amnesty meas- ; 
All the warm advocates of the attach- |} 
ment of the Senator's amendment to this bill 
are those who have been persistent opponents | 


ures. 


of any measure of general amnesty, and yet 
we are stigmatized as hostile to the Senator's 
pill because, forsooth, we do not choose to 
bave this unnataral and unnecessary and unwise 
alliance. 

No, Mr. President, I do not propose to be 
put in that position. I am as earnestly in 


to the white citizens, to the colored citizens 
also, as the Senator from Massachusetts. 
order to obtain that object I wish to run no 


unnecessary risk, and therefore I shall feel | 


constrained to vote against the proposition to 


place the bill for the purpose where it fails if | 


it has not many more votes than are required 
to pags it alone. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


rush forward to make n personal issne with 
me. My relations with bim have always been 
kindly. 


from his own State, of colored fellow-citizens 
complaining of his course on this bill—never 


in the debates since that day, now somewhat | 
distant, have I made allusion to him; nor have | 


{bad him in my mind. This I say in no dis- 


respect. And why seeks he now to liberate his |! 
soal against me? Is it to gratify the colored |: say thi 
! majority vote, 


people of South Carolina? Does he think to 
win favor among them by striking at me while 
Tam laboring to serve them ? Fs that his object? 


The Senator is careful to remind rou, not, 
now for the first time, that he differs irom me |, 
: ingenuous. 


in method. I am sorry. I wish he would 
criticise me less. I wish L could lock for his 


support, [wish he would think of me less 
unkindly. In ts method which he enticises 


I follow sach lights as I am able to command, 
among them tnat of experience, which a great 
orator once said was the lamp by which he 
was guided. I have tried to follow this lamp. 
By its light I have walked. But the Senator 
follews a different lamp, leading away from 
the highway of equal rights inw a straggling 
by path. He seeks amnesty, and magnifies it 
at the expense of the colored fellow-citizens 
abounding in the State he represents. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. SAWYER. 


has just made is precisely one of t 


Certainly. 
The remark the Senator 


position with myself; and that is, that I mag 
nify amnesty at the expense of equal rights. 
How do I magnify amnesty at the expense o 
equal rights, when I am as willing to vote for 
equal rights as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? 

Mr. SUMNER. “By their works shall ye 
know them.’ ‘Tbe Senator speaks for am- 


senting a large colored population, is carn- 
est, eloquent, loud for amoesty 


two thirds of the votes of the Senate | 


Tn | 


Mr. President. I know not | 
why the Senator from South Carolina should | 


I have made no alinsion to him in | 
this debate except in kindness, and never : 
since I felt it my duty to read the testimony | 


a hose which | 
I think I have a right to complain of, and | 
every other Senator who has taken the same 


| 


i] 
f 


! 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Í 
| 


4 
| 
$ 


f i tice to the colored race. 


li amended? 


a chance to vote for the equal rights of the 
colored race on another bill at some other 
moment. that may never come then expect my 
vote’? Let the colored fellow-citizens of 
South Carolina take notice. Amnesty with 
the Senator is first and foremost. For thathe 
contends in season and out of season, and his 
opposition is especially aroused at an effort to 
unite the equal rights of his constituents with 
the amnesty for which he isso zealous. Why? 
Because it will endanger that amnesty which 
is the very apple of his eye. Let the colored 


with soft voice he says, “t Whenever I can get | 


people of South Carolina take notice that their || 


Senator instead of standing by those equal 


j 
rights in which they have a paramount interest |i 


pati always with plaintiveappeal for amnesty. | 
eis for generosity before justice. He would 
remove the disabilities of rebels who have 
warred upon the Republic, before removing 
the disabilities of fellow-citizens counted by | 
the million who never did us anything but | 
good. | 


And, sir, what is his excuse? He says that 
the measure of civil rights is endangered by | 


y | association with amnesty. Does the Senator | 
favor of securing all the rights which belong ‘| 
this? They may believe that he thinks so, but | 


think that his colored constituents will believe ; 


they cannot believe that their rights have suf 


; fered by any such effort. The case is plain, |) 

very plain. A majority of the Senate can place | 

ii Why will not the Senator help? Why will 
i 


my amendment upon the bill which is so for- | 
tunate as to have the earnest support of the | 
Senator. i 


that it can become a law without a two-thirds 


i vote? 

/ Mr.SUMNER. Imeanwhat Isay, namely, || 
that a majority of the Senate can ingraft my | 
amendment on the pending bill, and that a} 


majority of the House can do the same thing. 


I speak now of the amendment. H 


Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator mean 


A majority of the House can do the | 
same thing. What is to hinder it from becom- H 
mes ler i, lead in behalf of the people he represents. 

Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator mean |! 


i word. Let the Senator speak it; 


to imply —— 
Mr. SUMNER. Noimplying; Iam saying. 
Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator mean to 
say that if that amendment were put on bya 
thereafter only a majority vote 
would be required to pass the measure thus 


Mr, SUMNER. No; I say no such thing. 
Mr. SAWYER. Then the Senator is dis- 


Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par: | 


! don; I say no such thing. I speak only of «= 
Phe Senator knows that the |. 
bill can pass the Senate only by a two-thirds | 
he not know aiso that it will | 


the amendment. 


vote; but does 


be helped in this Chamber by an amendment į 


securing equal rights? 


Mr. SAWYER. I 


Mr. SUMNER. The Senator ought to know | 
this, and he ought to vote for the amendment 
agall hazards. At any rate he ought not to be 
so free against those who differ from him in 
thinking more of equal rights and less of 
amnesty. 

For one, I A 
of rebel disabilities unless accompanied by the 
removal of these larger disabilities affecting 
colored citizens; and F am not alone. 
Senators agree with me. 
be secured for that ) | 
Benator by making it also a measure of jas- 


4 
© 
2 
® 
> 
r$ 
= 


‘Taking counsel of his anxieties | 
he surrenders the colored race. 
his head. I wish to hear 


not see it so. 


Chamber. i 
Not content with 


i 
$ 
| 
constant warfare against | 


f I did I certainly would | Å ma et 
| action on this question in a false position, the 


shall vote against any removal | 


Other i 
Votes therefore will | 
amnesty so dear to the | I 
; State. 

The Senator does |; an 
i | Senator of the United States to do my 


i bring in a speech upor 


equal rights, always in the name of amnesty, 
he comes forward to make a personal issue 
with me. You cannot forget what he said or 
his manner in saying it. I cannot compre- 
hend the influence under which he is acting. 
I cannot imagine what he seeks to accom- 
plish. Is he striving to prop himself in popu- 
larity at home among the people he repre- 
sents? I simply know what he does. His 
way is strange. You have listened to his 
speeches, so eloquent, so earnest, so affecting. 
for the removal of rebel disabilities; so soft, 
gentle, and accommodating when he alludes 
to the larger disabilities of the colored race. 
! I desire from that Senator, who represents a 
i colored population, one good, earnest, gen- 
erous word for that race. That is what I 
desire. Is not thisreasonable? Instead, he 
| turns round upon me, who plead for them, and 
administers rebuke, as you have heard him 
to-day. True, most true, I do think more of 
equal rights than of amnesty. The measure 
of equal rights is of priceless value, especially 
as compared with the other. Language fails 
i to depict its vastness. Do you wish recon- 
| ciliation? By equal rights you may obtain it. 
‘Do you desire the establishment of justice 
throughout this land? Only through equal 
| rights can this be accomplished. How petty 
‘and mean is the other by the side of this 


infinite good. 


' he fall back upon what he calls “ methods,”’ 
and say thathe differsfrom me? Iam pained. 
Gladly would I follow that Senator if he would 


| Because the Senator from South Carolina will 
| not lead in this holy cause, so interesting to his ` 
| own people, I am obliged to enter upon this 
! service. Gladly would I resign it into his 
hands. Let him take it. But he must begin 
| by placing the colored race before rebels, and 
| justice to them before generosity to anybody. 
: Let him recognize this duty and become its 
i Sir, I wait for the generous 
let his col- 
ored fellow-citizens at last be heard through 
him, Let it go to them that after much delay 
! South Carolina may glory in a voice awakening 
echoes in this Chamber worthy of a regener- 
ated Republic. But this cannot be by speak- 
: ing in season and out of geason for a boou to 
rebels. The speech must be in another mood, 
' and with better humanity. Then will there be 
: justice on earth, and South Carolina will be 
i proud of a Senator speaking for a race that has 
suffered so much from the State he represents. 
Sir. I hope the Senator will speak. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, if I needed 
any proof as to the assertion which I made a 
| few moments ago that it was the purpose of 

he Senator from Massachusetts to place those 
who differ with him about the method of 


representative. 


| speech which he has just uttered is a full and 
‘complete one. He calls the people of South 
' Carolina to witness that one of their repre- 
` sentatives on this floor is false to his trust. 
use no euphemism; I speak plainly, The 
: Senator stands here in his place and with his 
voice gives utterance to the assertion that a 
representative from the Siate of South Caro- 
ina here is false to his trust with regard to a 
majority of his constituents. peed 
He speaks about my course being induced 
by a desire to prop my popularity in my.owa 
Sir, I do not desire to prop up My 
popularity with anybody. I stand here as a 
duty in 
can, 
and 


_ my place as honestly and ag well as, 
| do net make a speech upon cvil rights 


i the rights of all men before-the law on a ques- 


it is not-germane. I do not 
haman rights on every 
_ pill that is reported fom every committee. of 
ithe Senate. I do not think it necessary to 
| move an amendment 1m behalf of human 
| rights upon every measure of whatsoever char- 
| acter | ted here. That is not 
| acter that may be presented here. 


| tion to which 


> 
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my. way of doing business. I believe the 
proper way to do things is to do them one ata 
time, unless the work on one can be made to 
help, not hinder, the work on the other. 

I repeat, if the Senator’s bill had been the 
business in hand, if the Senator's bill had been 
before the Senate on the report of a commit- 
tee of the Senate and ready for the action of 
the Senate, [would have gladly stood by his 
side in voting for.it. He knows it as well as 
Ido. He may say tbat the attachment of his 
bill to the amnesty bill will secure votes to 
the amnesty measure, that there are Senators 
on this floor who will vote for the bill thus 
amended who would not vote for it without 
such amendment; but he knows, he must 
know, I think it almost an insult to his intel- 
ligence to doubt that he knows, that it will 
lose two votes by that attachment where it will 
gain one. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not know it, 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator does not, 
it is because his sight is dimmed by the obscu- 
vity of the glass behind which he persistently 
takes his stand, and through which he chooses 
to look, 

I think the Senator must know what the 
fate of this bill when so amended will be in 
the House of Representatives, I believe there 
ig nota Senator who imagines that the bill 
thus amended can receive a two-thirds vote in 
that House. 

I am persistent for amnesty because I believe 
it is required for the pacification of this coun- 
try, but not, as I have had occasion to say 
before, because I wish to be “generous” to 
rebels, or even ‘conciliatory’? to rebels. I 
refuse to employ the term ‘‘generous”’ in this 
connection. I refuse to talk about conciliating 
rebels by amnesty. I never placed my advo- 
cacy of amnesty upon any such ground, but 
have always placed it upon the ground of 
public policy. do not conceive that the 
rebels have done anything which makes them 
i deserve?’ amnesty. Ido not wish to give 
it to to them because they deserve, but simply 
because it is one of the best modes of pacifi- 
cating this country.. The Senator knows that 
I have never taken any other view, 

He says Ihave been in season and out of 
season for amnesty. That is true. And then 
he implies, almost asseris—I believe does 
ussert——that my voice has been feeble at all 
times for human rights. Mr, President, I have 
not that gift of speech which characterizes that 
Senator, Ihave not made it my life’s duty to 
stand before senates and parliaments and to 
become agreat and eloquent orator; but when- 
ever I have had an opportunity to say a word 
for the equality of all men before the law, I 
have said it with all the force of which I was 
possessed; I have said it with all the sincerity 
which characterizes the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. Whenever I have been called upon 
or kad an opportunity to cast a vote in behalf 
of human rights, in behalf of the equality of 
all men before the law, I have cast it consist- 
ently, regularly, never flinching on these great 
questions. Nay, sir, as I had occasion at an- 
other time to say, I have cast votes in that 
interest when that Senator has failed to do so 
from mortification or dissatisfaction that his 
methods had not been adopted; and yet the 
country has given the verdict that the Senate 
was right, 

Mr. President, this measure of amnesty, I 
repeat, is the business in hand. Let us do it. 
The measure of civil rights is a measure which 
has my earnest, warm, and hearty support. I 
believe I know it.cannot pass attached to this 
measure. I believe that three fourths of the 
Senate know it cannot-pass if attached to this 
measure. I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has said, not in his place in the Sen- 
ate, but elsewhere, that if, this. amendment 
were attached it would defeat amnesty.. I 
haye been grossly misinformed unless that is 
the fact. : 

` Mr, SUMNER, Had not the Senator bet- 


| 


| 


ter confine himself to what I say in debate, 
without attributing to me something of which 
he has no evidence? 

Mr. SAWYER. I will certainly take the 
Senator’s disclaimer. . 

Mr. SUMNER. I am sure that the civil 
rights bill cannot pass if its professed friends 
speak and vote as the Senator from South Car- 
oling. There I am discouraged ; but: let the 
Senator from South Carolina lead off now with 
a generous word—he has the floor—for the 
rights of his constituents, and I will be bound 
that it can become 4 law very soon. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator knows that 
it is utterly impossible, with my views, to do 
that on this bill. He talks about generous 
words for my constituents. TheSenator knows 
that I feel as keenly and as sincerely for the 
interests of my constituents ashe can. I know 
the wrongs which some of my constituents have 
been subjected to better than he does. [know 
the evils to be cured better than he does, be- 
cause I live among the people who suffer from 
them. I want apractical remedy, and I want 
to bring it about at the earliest possible mo- 
ment when it is practicable to accomplish it. 

But, sir, it is useless for me to stand here 
and speak further on this subject. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has chosen to con- 
sider the remarks which I made a personal 
attack upon him. They were intended in no 
such sense. They were intended as a com- 
ment upon the tonc which he has seen fit to 
use in this debate, in which he has thrown, as 
I conceive, altogether unmerited blame upon 
those who choose to vote against the adoption 
of his amendment. I still think so. Nothing 
that the Senator has said has changed my 
opinion in that regard. On the other hand, 
the remark which he has made to-day more 
than convinces me that this tone has been per- 
sistently and intentionally assumed. It is to 
break down all opposition on the part of other 
Senators to the particular method of doing the 
business which Fa desires to accomplish rather 
than to aid in passing this bill. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. President, 
I cannot vote for this amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, you have 
heard the Senator’s last apology for not sus- 
taining the rights of his constituents. He 
cannot do it. Amnesty was the business, he 
said; but is there not other business? Are 
not equal rights before the Senate also? The 
Senator shows precisely which of the two he 
prefers. He speaks zealously for the one and 
discountenances the other. He tells us that 
ae rights cannot be carried on the pending 
bill. I reply, it cannot be carried if its friends 
speak and act as the Senator. Let him seta 
different example and all will be safe. If the 
measure for equal rights fails it will be because 
professed friends act as the Senator from 
South Carolina. That will account for the loss. 
Only in that way can this great measure be 
lost. Jf unhappily lost, the Senator from 
South Carolina must be prepared to take his 
full share of the responsibility, 

The Senator misses no occasion to exalt 
amnesty, pleading for it at the expense of 
equal rights. Let him for one moment appeal 
for equal rights, even at the expense of am- 
nesty. Sir, I am for equal rights first; the 
Senator is for equal rights second, and in some 
strange, undeveloped way, by some method 


which he knows the secret of, but which others | 


do not. 

Mr. SAWYER. Pardon me; I am for the 
Senator’s bill; that is the method I point out, 

‘Mr. SUMNER. I never before heard the 
Senator was in favor of my bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senatorallow me 
one moment? 

Mr. SUMNER, Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to inform the 
Senator that if he had done me the honor to 
listen to me ‘on a former occasion—he has 
been good enough to inform me to-day that I 
was never in his mind—— 


| 


— 


Mr. SUMNER. I listened to every word 
of the Senator. 

Mr. SAWYER. I regret that I did not 
secure his attention to some remarks I had 
the honor to submit to the Senate in which I 
stated distinctly that I was for the Senator’s 
bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator used some 
generality in that connection which I will not 
undertake to quote, and if he refers to the 
printed speech he will- find it so. Ido not 
wish to criticise the Senator, but I invite him 
to refer to his speech in the Globe, and I think 
he will find that I have not done him injustice. 
I did listen to that speech, every word of it, 
and I regretted it; and I think the Senator 
will regret it. I do not complain of his injus- 
tice to me; but I remind him of it. I had 
said nothing of him beyond what was rigidly 
necessary in introducing the evidence com- 
municated to me from his State, and I said it 
with infinite reluctance. I gave him notice in 
advance, and told him I should add no word 
beyond what was necessary in stating the case. 
But the Senator sometime afterward came here 
with a written harangue which seemed to be 
composed largely with the idea of assailing 
me. It was an assault on me, for what he 
called my ‘‘methods,’? and be put forward 
the paradox that I was endangering the equal 
rights of the colored race. Did he expect to 
make his constituents believe that? Iknow | 
not why he should introduce it into his 
speech except on such expectation; but the 
Senator does injustice to the intelligence of 
his constituents. They will not believe what 
the Senator says when he asserts that the 
earnest effort I have been making in this Cham- 
ber has imperiled the cause of fhe African 
race. They are too intelligent to believe any 
such thing, even at the instigation of the Sen- 
ator. He cannot make them believe it. How 
strange that this should be put forth! Why, 
sir, the debate of the last few weeks has done 
more than all else to advance the cause which 
the Senator says I imperil. Never before have 
I been able to secure attention to the cause in 
the form it now assumes. Thank God! Itis 
at last before the Senate and the country, but 
no thanks to the Senator. 

I do not wish to protract this discussion. I 
should not have said a word except for this 
second assault the Senator has chosen to make 
upon me. We have had assault number one; 
here is assault number two. You will judge 
whether he has taken much by his effort. 
And now I appeal to the Senator once again 
to speak for equal rights. et him show him- 
self one tenth as earnest for this great cause 
as for amnesty; lct him give one tenth of him- 
self to equal rights instead of all to amnesty. 
That is the little I ask. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, Ido notrise 
for the purpose of entering into a general dis- 
cussion of this question. I have paid some 
attention to the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina, and some attention to the eriti- 
cism upon them by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I understand that the Senator from 
South Carolina represents a constituency where 
there is a desire on the part of many for the 
passage of the amnesty bill. I understand that 
he also represents a large constituency anx- 
ious for the passage of a civil rights bill, I 
believe the Senator from South Carolina to be 
aman of common sense. He understands that 
his constituency who need the benefit of the 
amnesty bill must be relieved by the passage 
of that bill by two thirds of this Senate or they 
fail, He knows that.that part of his constit- 
uency who are interested in the civil rights 
bill can go through the Senate with a bare 
majority of its votes. In my view, therefore, 
if he is the friend of the colored man, he must 
be anxious to save him from the necessity of 
lobbying the Senate until he has secured two 
thirds of all its votes.. If the Senator from 
South Carolina desired to turn his back upon 
the interests and the rights of his colored con- 


stituents, he could do so by saying to them, 


‘Gentlemen, you shall not get through this 
Senats until you secure two thirds of the whole 
Senato; you might get through with a bare 
majority, and that would be easy for you to 
obtain; but I say that I have so little regard 
for your interests that I will require you to 
earry not only a majority but two thirds.” 

Sir, I venture the assertion in the presence 


of the Senate to-day, that the intelligent, | 


anxious colored population of South Carolina 


will sustain that Senator in carrying them | 
through the Senate on a majority vote, and not |: 


compelling them to run the risk of getting two 
thirds, If 1 were a constituent of his who 
needed the benefit of a civilrights bill, I would 


tell him, “Sir, do not dare to tie my interests | 


up with a bill that has to carry a two-thirds 
vote ;’? and I would brand him as my enemy 
if he dared to do it. I believe that is a plain, 
ractical, common sense view of this question. 
But, sir, if I, as a Senator here, desired to 


defeat ihe cause of my colored constituents, |, 


and wished to do it without seeming to do it, 
{ would say to them, “ Gentlemen, L propose 
that you shall carry the heavier load, and then 
you will feel how comfortable and sweet it is 
to enjoy the privileges that you shall wring 
from two thirds, although you might have 
secured them from a majority.’ 

Mr. President, in my humble opinion the 
Senator from South Carolina is taking the 


very course that is stamped by common sense | 


and practical utility. Is there nothing to in- 
duce him to take this position? He says he 
is willing to vote for everything in the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Massachusetts that f; 
he believes to be in accordance with the Con- ; 


stitution. The Senator from South Carolina 
knows very well that the original civil rights 
bill, which I now hold in my hand, is supposed 
to cover the whole wants of the colored popu- 
lation of the country, with the advantage of 
an appeal to the courts of the United States 


to-day. The Senator from South Carolina ; 
knows further that the Senator from New): 


Jersey [Mr. Fretixcuuysen] has pointed out 


in the original amendment what he considers | 


to be dangerous if not very doubtful clauses. 


The Senator from South Carolina understands | 


with what ability the Senator from Wisconsin 


[Mr. CARPENTER] pointed out what he also | 


thought were unconstitutional provisions of that 
amendment, The Senator from South Carolina 
understands also how the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Cour] this morning entered his pro- 
test against a partof that original amendment. 
The Senator from South Carolina has a right, 
therefore, ifhe isable to comprehend anything, 
to suppose that there is more or less of danger 
lurking around the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts ; and therefore, having the 


interests of his colored constituents in his eye, i 
he desires to pass their bill with a bare major- | 


ity, which ho believes they have to-day on the | | i 
i i. excluded, but to couple that measure with one | 


floor of the Senate, and then to leave the ex- 


rebel to get his two-thirds vote in the Senate | 


if he can. If I were in the Senator's place, 
therefore, I would triumphantly and boldly go 
to my constituents and say, ‘‘] left you, my 
colored constituents, standing on your rights, 
to pass the Senate under a majority; I beld 
the men whom you fought on the battle-field 
to their legal and constitutional responsibili- 


ties, and left them to go through in such a way |; 
as they could under a two-thirds vote of the | 


Senate.” 


This, sir, is the view I have honestly held |, 


on the subject, and you have it. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax 
TRONY.) The question ison the amendment 
to the amendment. 
Mr. HARLAN. [should like to bave the 
yeas and nays upon it. 
e yeaa and nays wore ordered. 
Nr. NORWOOD. Irise to ask whether the 
objections of the Senator from Kansas were 
withdrawn ; in other words, whether the Sen- 
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ator from Massachusetts was allowed to accept 
ae suggested by the Senator from 
1 + 

|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts did accept the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, but 
the yeas and nays had been ordered upon it, 
and the Senator from Iowa objected to the 
| withdrawal, and the question must now be 
ji taken by yeas and nays. 
i. Mr. NORWOOD. 
| 


i tion came from the Senator from Kansas. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was the 


i Senator from Iowa. 


| the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. HARLAN. 


dissertation on this subject. The honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WiLsox] 
appealed to me to withdraw my objection to 
the proposition made by his colleague [Mr. 


understood him, that it would tend to strength- 
| en the bill. I wish to say on that point that it 


| 
| account I interposed my objection. I now 
i 


I 
understood also from his colleague that he with 
very great reluctance yielded his own judg- 


| would not strengthen the bill with him. 
| 
i ment, and acquiesced in that of friends who 
| 
{ 
| 


| appealed to him to accept the amendment. 
! As far, therefore, as I can learn from expres- 
sions of opinion around me in the Chamber I 
am induced to think the honorable Senator 
ii from Massachusetts is laboring under a delu- 
sion, in supposing that the acceptance of 


li this amendment would strengthen the bill. |! 


i| And this accords with my apprehension of 
ii the nature of the original bill itself. It is 
‘called an amnesty bill, but in point of fact 
wrongly named. It ought to be called a bill 
to enable certain classes of rebels, who are 
ow excluded under the provisions of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, to hold office. 
| If I understand the subject, that is all there is 

in the original bill—nothing else whatever but 
‘to enable certain classes of rebels to hold 


i of the Constitution of the United States; and 
i for à 
‘i heard here from day to day in favor of the 
| passage of the original bill without amend- 
iF ment. . 


{ 
i proposed by the honorable Senator from Mas- 
} sachusetts, (Mr. SCMNER 2] Not to defea' 
| the original proposition, not to prevent a mà- 
jority of two thirds of the Senate, if they 
should so desire, to relax the rule in relation 
| to holding office on the part of rebels now 


to secure equal justice toa large number of 
| citizens deprived of civil rights by the local 


of this bill. Ín granting a boon to criminals 
‘he would do justice to innocent citizens. Bu 


l! from South Carolina that if this measure of 
justice should be insisted on as an amend 
© mentto this bill, it will defeat the bill. How so 
Is it because the friends of amnesty to rebels 
|. are opposed to the protection of the civil right: 
of their innocent countrymen? 1f 
my mind an argument against the bill. I doubt 
whether rebels who are still opposed to è uality 
of civil rights between themselves and Uni 
i men ought to be relieved from only political 
disabilities under which they labor—the righ 
to hold office. 

That it may be clear that I do nct err on the 
main point as to the character of the otiginal 


| 
i 
et 
i 


I understood the objec- | 


i The guestion is on the į 
| amendment to the amendment, upon which | 
$ i 
l 


i Mr. President, it is not | 
| my purpose to delay the Senate long with a | 


Sumxen] to accept the amendment proposed | 
by ihe Senator from Ohio, on the ground, as I “ 


i} would not strengthen it with me, and on that | 


understand from the Senator himself, as ex- | 
; pressed in a quiet voice in his seat, that it : 


office who are now excluded by the provisions | 


this is called amnesty, and is the foundation ;; 
the earnest and pathetic appeals we have | 


What is the substance of the amendment | 


: laws in certain States, enacted and enforced i 
_ by the men whom it is proposed to relieve from ;; 
| their disability to bold offices by the passage | 


f we are admonished by the honorable Senator | 


If so, itisto | 2 é 
: | The amendment was rejected, ‘and the bill 
| became a law. 
nion | 


agm 


| bill itself, I desire to read the provision of the 
i, Constitution of the United States to which. I 
suppose it refers—the third section of the 
fourteenth article of the amendments: 


| “No person shall be a Senator or Representative 
i; in Congress, orelector of President and Vice Presi- 
| dent, or hold any office, civil or military, under. the 
| United States, or under any State, who, having pre- 
: viously taken an oath as a member of Congress, or 
i as an officer of the United States, or as.4 member of 
i| any State Legislature, or as executive or judicial 
il officer of any State, to support the Constitution of 

| the United States, shall have engaged in insurrec- 
li tion or rebellion against the same, or given aid or 
| comfort to the enemies thereof. But Congress may, 

: bya vote of two thirds of each Iouse, remove such 


disability.” 
Is not the whole object of the bill to ‘re- 
ii move such disability?’ The disability then 
: to be removed is the disability to be a Senator 
| or a Representative in Congress, or an elector 
for President or Vice President of the United 
| States, or to hold some other office, civil or 
i military. Itis not for the purpose of enabling 
them to vote. They possess that right now 
under existing laws. It is not to exempt them 
from punishment on account of the crime of 
i rebellion. They are not laboring under any 
i apprehension of such punishment. It is not 
|| for the purpose of enabling them to travel on 
i the highways in public conveyances, or to 
secure accommodations in public inns, or to 
‘attend the public schools, or to attend places 
of public resort, or to avail themselves of 
i any of the other public institutions of their 
' own States, or of the United States. They 
| are laboring under no such disabilities now. 
' It is not for the purpose of enabling them to 
engage in any of the ordinary avocations of 
: human life; to practice any of the learned 
| professions; to engage in merchandising or 
$in agricultural, mechanical, or manufacturing 
i, pursuits. ‘Chey are amply protected, it is sup- ` 
! posed, in all these rights now. It is nothing 
ii else but to enable certain classes of rebels to 
hold office; and that is called amnesty, and it 
s deemed to be of such vast importance that 
it would cripple the bill if you were to couple 
with it a proposition to’grant to other citizens 
' of the same States the exact rights that these 
i rebels are now enjoying without let or hin- 
derance. ‘They are laboring under no other 
i disability whatever but the disability to hold 
: certain offices—nothing else. There are mul- 
tiplied thousands of their patriotic countrymen 
|! who have never offended against the criminal 
laws who are laboring under some of these 
civil disabilities, and if I understand the object 
; of the amendment proposed by the honorable 
| Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner, ] it 
© is to putthem on the same platform of equality 
with these rebels in thesame bill in which you 
shall restore the rebels to the right to hold cer- 
tain offices. In my apprehension this amend 
| ment ought not to weaken such a proposition 
' in the American Senate. 
I know that bills are sometimes defeated by 
appending incongruous measures, and this is 
sometimes urged as a reason for the rejection 
" of an amendment in other respects unobjec- 
"| tionable. I have sometimes voted against 
propositions to amend, which my judgment 
approved, from such considerations. ; 
But a short time since in our legislative his- 
“tory a bill was pending in this Chamber to 
revent frauds at elections in the large cities, 
This was not its title, but that was its purpose. 
E The honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
proposed, as an amendment, ihe substance of 
this section, which he now agrees to abandon. 
I then believed its adoption would defeat the 
then pending bill. - I voted against it to save 
a measure of more immediate importance. 


I cannot, therefore, impugn 
the motives or the parliamentary discretion 
of any Senators who may vote against. this 
feature of the pending amendment now. if 
in their opinion tke retention of this clause 


| of the pending amendment would defeat the 
i bil—a bill believed 


by them to be of more 
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importance than this part.of the amendment— 
they would be justifiable in so recording their 
votes. Such a consideration may rightfully 
influence Senators to vote against a proposi- 
tion. which, under other circumstances, they 
would sustain. In my opinion itought to .con- 
tro! them ifin their opinion the main purpose 
ef the bill is of more consequence than the 
proposed amendment; but in my judgment the 
amendment is of vastly more consequence than 
the bill, and therefore I cannot conscientiously 
consent that it shall be struck out, or any vital 
portion of it abandoned. ` 

Now, one word on the subject of the clause 
which the honorable Senator from Ohio pro- 
poses to strike out. Its main purpose is ad- 
mitted to be to strike the word ‘white’ from 
the naturalization laws. This, itis said, would 
admit to the rights of citizenship people of 
every race and color. Bat, sir, if so, such 
emigrants would still be required to reside in 
this country five years as a condition-prece- 
dent to their application for naturalization, 
and then make the necessary proof of their 
attachment to our institutions and Govern- 
ment to enable them to become citizens. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And prove their good 
moral character, 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly; prove five years’ 
residence ; prove their attachment to the insti- 
tutions of this country; good moral character; 
obedience to our laws to the satisfaction of a 
court of record, before they can be admitted 
to citizenship. 

Now, I inquire of those who oppose equal- 
ity in this respect, if they expect by the defeat 
of this proposition to exclude these people of 
other races from our shores? Is that their 
purpose? Do they expect to supplement the 

- rejection of this proposition with a law which 
will exclude emigrants of thisclass from other 
countries to ours? If this is the object, I 
can understand the pertinency of the objec- 
tion; hut Iapprehend it is not. Itis expected 
that they will come to our country, that they 
will live here, that they will engage in all the 
ordinary pursuits of life as laborers, as miners, 
as mechanics, ag merchants, as scientists, aud 
in all other honorable and useful avocations. 

Now, if they are to come here, if they are to 
live among us, if they are to engage in all the 
ordinary avocations of life with us, what do we 
gain by depriving them of the right to become 
a citizen? You deprive him of the possible 
opportunity to have a voice in the selection of 
those who shall make and enforce the laws 
under which he is to live;. nothing more. 
You put them and their interests at the mercy 
of other more favored classes of men. 

As a practical proposition, we all know that 
no class of men ever were imposed on by legis- 
lators who had votes, who could exercise a 
voice in the selection of those who are to make 
and enforce the laws, Then you simply put 
this class of persons whom you expect to ad- 
mit to your shores, whom you expect to live 
among us, to engage in all the ordinary pur- 
suits of life among us, in a position where they 
cannot protect themselves and their interests, 
by aiding, in proportion to their numbers, in 
the selection of their rulers. 

Bat an objection to this clause of the amend- 
ment has been raised from the other side of 
the Chamber which is not new here. It is 
feared: that if this proposition to strike the 
word ‘‘white’? from our laws should prevail, 
it might effect. the repeal of provisions of 
the laws of certain States which inhibit 
intermarriages between people of different 
races, Weill, Mr. President, I suppose it is 
proper to discuss a question of this character 


on the floor of the American Senate or it | 


would not have been introduced. It has not 
been a very long: period in the history of the 
American Senate when you might have seen 
a gentleman presiding over its deliberations 
who lived openly with a member of that hated 
race ag husband and wife. By the laws of the 


State from which he hailed he was. unable to 
confer on her the honor of his name, and on 
the children, who were the recognized fruits 
of that union, the usual protection of law. 
In that case, in the person of a man who held 
the second office in the gift of the American 

eople, what was gained by such an inhibition? 
Dia it prevent the amalgamation of the two 
races? 
alliance to be in fact a great crime? If so, 
how could they have so honored the chief 
criminal? Is not such legislation a disgrace 
to the age? But, passing this illustration of 
the futility of such laws, let me inquire, is 
there nothing but a human criminal code that 
prevents the intermarriage of people of dif- 
ferent races? Is it only because man has 
pronounced it a crime? If such laws did not 
exist, would the black and white races intui- 
tively fall into each other’s arms? Is that the 
only thing which prevents a Senator from form- 
ing such connubial alliances? Is it only be- 
cause it is a crime under the law of his State, 
which if violated would send him to the peni- 
tentiary, which keeps them asunder? If that 
be so, it is clear to my mind that it does not 
violate the laws enacted by the Maker of the 
races of men thus inclined; and if such alli- 
ances are not prohibited by the laws of God, 
such human enactments will ever prove futile. 
I have always thought that there was some- 
thing more sacred in such alliances than the 
consideration of merely human enactments. 
Those whom God joins together cannot be 
kept asunder by human laws. 

Į have thought that such contracts have, 
and ought to have, a higher sanction, that 
ought to be recognized, and not prohibited, 
by legislation, Noone here, in my opinion, 
in his sober moments of reflection, will believe 
that such laws prevent such alliances. They 
make the father a nominal criminal, the mother 
a legal prostitute, and the children legal bas- 
tards in the arms of their recognized parents. 
They deprive the mothers and innocent chil- 
dren of the proper protection of the laws of 
their country, and nothing more. And this 
proposition needs no demonstration other than 
the every-day observation of cach member of 
this body. These State laws prohibiting the 
intermarriage of the two races do not prevent 
amalgamation, but encourage prostitution and 
abandonment ofoffspring, ‘They are, therefore, 
evil, and only evil. If, therefore, the enact- 
ment now under consideration would have 
the effect to repeal such laws, it would inflict 
no injury on any human being; but it would 
give many thousands of emigrants coming to 
our shores for permanent homes, the equal 
protection of the laws, and an even chance in 
the race of human life. 

It is said that these people are inferior in 
culture and capacity to native citizens. I can- 


not enter that field of argument now, further | 


than to observe that they are not greatly inferior 
I think to many thousands of those who now 
enjoy this right of citizenship. I noticed but 
a short time since, in one of our public journals, 
the statement that over seven hundred thou- 
sand of the adult white males of the population 
of the United States were unable to read and 
write i 

Mr. WILSON. Five million six hundred 
thousand. 

Mr. HARLAN. Not of the adult popula- 
tion; but 5,600,000, including, as Į infer 
from the honorable Senator's remark, females 
and minors, out of the gross population of this 
country. Under existing laws emigrants from 
Africa may be naturalized. There are many 
intelligent men living in Africa, doubtless. 
A few of them may immigrate to our country. 
But the mass of the population of the States 
in Africa are not any more cultured than many 
thousands of those who come from China and 
Japan. Sir, that is the older’ civilization. 
Those are the countries from which we have 
derived much of the learning of which we | 


Did the American people believe the | 


boast. Many of them are in their own lan- 
guage quite as cultured as we are in ours. 
‘They are in no proper sense our inferiors 
in learning and knowledge. In a knowledge 
of the exact sciences we surpass them; ina 
knowledge of the arts we are no more than 


| their equals. 


Now, Mr. President, before I close, I inquire 
for the great motive which prompts Senators 
to urge the passage of the original bill, with a 
view of comparing its importance with the im- 
portance of the amendment that the Senator 
from Massachusetts has proposed. I have 
listened with some attention to the speeches 
that have been made here on that subject, and 
if I understand their drift, they amount to 
about this: that in the States recently in rebel- 
lion, a considerable class of people who are 
cultured, who have had experience in govern- 
ment, and who pay the greater portion of the 
taxes, are now unable to hold office; that 
some of those State governments have been 
badly managed, the State debts have been 
augmented, life and property have not been so 
secure in some of those States as is deemed 
practicable, and therefore it is proposed to 
amnesty these recent rebel citizens, in order 
that the people may secure better government, 
greater security for life, liberty, and property. 
lt is proposed in this way to make available 
the superior learning and wisdom and wealth 
and experience of those who are now unable 
to hold office on account of their leadership in 
the recent rebellion. 

Let us analyze this proposition: have they 
no other motive prompting them to give wise 
counsels except the right to hold office? 
Would not security of life and liberty and the 
rights of property be quite as dear to them in 
the absence of that privilege as with it? Is 
the State and nation to lose all the benefits of 
their superior culture and experience and 
social position unless they are to be made the 
rulers of a nation, which, notwithstanding 
their supposed superiority, they so recently 
attempted to destroy? Is there no other im- 
pelling cause, nothing else to prompt them 
to give wise counsels, to exert mellifluous 
influences on the communities in which they 
live except the prospect of holding an office? 
I think no one will seriously contend that they 
are so utterly debased and abandoned as to 
refuse to be good citizens if not permitted 
to govern, And are we to presuppose from 
thisargumentthat none but cultured men and 
rich men can be safely trusted with the affairs 
of State? Hasit come to this in this country 
that the Government cannot be carried on 
safely in the absence of a certain measure of 
scholastic attainments, of acquired official 
experience, and a certain amount of acquired 
wealth? Are we to seriously debate a propo- 
sition of this kind? I am the last member of 
this body to disparage culture. I know full 
well, from experience and observation, some 
of the advantages that the cultured have over 
the uncultured in the race of human life; I 
know.something of the embarrassments grow- 
ing out of the want of culture. But let me 
say to the American Senate, and to the Amer- 
ican people, so far as they may notice one so 
humble, that successful civil government does 
not depend on any given degree of scholastic 
attainments or official experience. 

There is in man an inborn capacity for self- 
government. Unlettered men often become 
wise rulers. If none others could be safely 
trusted with civil power but the eultured and 


i the wealthy and experienced in civil affairs, 


free government would necessarily prove a 
failure. This was the objection recently urged 
against the enfranchisement of the colored 
race. They were deemed by objectors too 
ignorant to be safely trusted with the ballot ; 
but since their enfranchisement the objectors 
have been overwhelmed with the triumphant 
success of their experience. Of course the 
argument is no more potential when applied 


to a race of a lighter complexion, and a higher 
degree of acquirements. 

Sir, in my opinion, the success of free gov- 
ernment does nyt depend on scholastic attain- 
ments. Many ofthe greatest men, many of those 
who have exerted the greatest influence on 
their race, have been uncultured. General 
Washington, the first President of the United 
States, bad never lad the advantages of aca- 
demical or collegiate instruction ; and when you 
look over the list of gteat names that embel- 
lish American history, you will find that a very 
large percentage of them have come forward 
without such helps. Our institutions are 
founded on a totally diferent theory of man’s 
capacity. Under our form of government all 
our dearest rights are referred ultimately to 
the arbitrament of citizens, without regard 
to culture, social position, or experience in 
the management of civil affairs. ‘The Consti- 
tution provides that in civil suits where 
amount in controversy is over twenty dollars 
the right of trial by jury shall be guarantied, 
and in all criminal cases; and I find nowhere 
in this document a provision that a juryman 


shall be either cultured or rich, that he shall | 


be able either to read or write. It could not 
have been expected that twelve unlettered men 
would be more learned in the principles of 
Jaw or would be better able to analyze and 
apply testimony than the presiding judge ; and 
yet the framers of the Constitution doubtless 
believed that they would be safer custodians 
of human rights than the most learned jurists. 

These great men must have believed in the 
divine origin of our race ; in the inherent, in- 
born capacity of unlettered man to discrim- 
inate between right and wrong, justice and 
injustice, to comprehend and apply facts, to 
divest arguments of sophistry, and to deal out 
justice to their fellow-men, or they could not 
have invested them with the perfarmance of 
functions that underlie our system of jurispru- 


dence, without which our civil rights cannot i 


be secured and our criminal laws enforced. 
The duties of a voter or office-holder are no 
more important than the duties of a juror, and 
are not usually more difficult to perform. I 
conclude, therefore, that civil Government is 


the | 


| 


| 


possible in the absence of that high order of | 


culture which the argument favoring the pas- 
sage of this bill presupposes to be so largely 
characteristic of the recent rebels. But, sir, 
when tried by the facts it will be found that 
those disabled by the Constitution from hold- 
ing office constitute but a small per cent. of 


the intelligent people of the recently rebel | 


States. A great majority of the rebel element 


have heretofore been fully restored to ail their | I 


former rights. Those still unable to hold ofice 
are by comparison but a handful, and consti- 
tute those who have been supposed to have 
been most culpable for the rebellion. 


Then why should we be so anxious to bring } 


into the legislative and executive- councils of 


this country that comparatively small class of | 


men who are still deprived of the rightto hold 


office on account of their greater criminality? | i ; eg r y 
| By making the naturalization question not a: 


We cannot justify it on the assumption that 
civil governmentis impracticable without their 
aid. Such an assumption is at war with the 
theory of our institutions as well as our expe- 
rience. They may be men of great learning, 
of great experience, and of vast wealth: but 


these qualities do not atone for their great | 


crimes. Nor can they justly complain it the 
Rey tg à 
disabilities should never be removed. Such 


an inconvenience is slight compared with their |; 


offenses, Nor would the country seriously 
suffer if no one of them should ever be restored 


to the relief of individuals 

think it less liable to abuse; but I cannot con- 
acientiously as a member of this body vote io 
relieve them from these disabilities while I am 
compelled to believe from the arguments made 


f 


i| annulled. 
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fs N y 
ii in favor of that bill that these people them- 


| selves are unwilling that hundreds of thousands 
| of their own countrymen, who have uever 
| offended, shall enjoy equally the same rights 
| that they enjoy, merely because they are ignor- 
{ant and poor. 
| American legislation. 
| _ Ifthe friends of this biil are willing to put 
j 

i civil rights, I am willing to vote for the bill; 
| but if they have .not progressed thus far, if 
| their prejudices are now too intense to permit 


{| them to put all the people in their own States 
| on the same platform of equality in all these |! 


respects, I shail be compelled to believe that 
; from the disability to hold office. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I un- 
i of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


TRONY in the chair.) That is the motion. 


Mr. CARPENTER. 


take precedence of the motion to strike out? 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 
Mr. CARPENTER. 


amended in order to express the intention 
which the Senator from Massachusetts himself 
undoubtedly has. To illustrate: taking the 
naturalization laws of the United States, every 
law on the subject discriminates in favor of 
white men and against colored men by the use 
of the word ‘ white.” 


these great criminals on a platform of equality | 
with their innocent countrymen in respect to j 


This would be discreditable to |! 


the time has not yet arrived to relieve them | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 


I then desire to say | further; and I ask the attention of the Senator 


that in regard to this section I think it mustbe | from Massachusetts. 


| &c., which does that shali be repealed and: 


It is my belief and opinion that if | 


this section should pass in this form, there | 
would be no naturalization law for white or | 


! black. 


| and abolished. I move to amend the section 
Í so as to read: 


Every discrimination against any person on ac- :; 
count of color by the use of the word “white” in|, 


! any law, statute, ordinance, ot regulation, is hereby 
repealed and annulled. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us first take the vote 
on striking ont. If the Senate do not want 
the section at all, there is no use in amend- 
ing it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
| not want to repeal our naturalization laws, 
| but I do want to do what I tried to accom- 


I do want it. Ido 


| plish on a former occasion; thatis, abolish ail 


© pill, but by having a properly considered bill | 


| distinction in regard to naturalization. 


apply it indiscriminately to people coming 
| from every land, of every race and color. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Why should we not do 
: that all at once? 


thing out? 


i 
constitutional question, as it is made in this 


i on the stibject of rectifying the naturalization 
‘jaws. Let us put it on the universal basis of 
equality, subjecting it to the test of men all 
alike, ‘Chat is what I would like to do. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
| is required to accomplish that except to pass 
Unctions now existing in any statute on that 
subject by the use of the word ‘‘ white.” 
| accompiishes the purpose, and then allows 
| people of every nation and every color to come 


$ H ne 
here and be admitted as citizens of the United 
| States on complying with those requirements 
which our naturalization laws have enacted ; 


| and that I am in favor of now and always have 
been. 


Mr. HILL. h 
ask him a question? 


Will the Senator allow me to 
Do I understand him to 


| 

| 

| What the Senator intends, I suppose— | 
| indeed I know that is the intention—is to pro- ;| 
| vide that the discrimination shall be repealed |, 
t 

{ 

| 

| 

i 

i 


i Raise |) 
| the standard as high as you see fit, but then | 
i 


Mr. CARPENTER. By striking the whole i 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg my friend's pardon. | 


Nothing in the world i 


this section thus amended, and abolish all dis- : 


That : 


i 


í 
| amendment which I propose to offer. 
i 


{ 
| say that he provides in‘his amendment that the 
; repeal shall be of statutes and ordinances of 


i the United States, and not of any of the States? 
|! Does he limit it to statutes and ordinances of 


i the United States? 
Mr. CARPENTER. Iwill state again the 
a I move 
| to amend by striking out the word ‘ every ’’ 
where it first occurs, and inserting, ‘‘ every 
discrimination against any person on account 
of color by the use of the word ‘white’ in any 
law, statute, ordinance, or regulation.”’ 

Mr. HILL. “ Of the United States?’ 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not say that. 

Mr. HILL. Why do you not? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Because I donot want 
to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. ‘hat is a very grave point. 


| 1 
; Mr. CARPENTER. With this amendment, 


| which I am sure carries out the purpose of 
| the Senator from Massachusetts, I shall vote 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 


| : ; 
ii against striking out the section. 


i fen S ESIDING OF 
Wade order to mors The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 


to perfect that section; and will that motion | 


ment of ihe Senator from Wisconsin will first 
| be reported, and then the Chair will recognize 
| the Senator from Georgia. 

| Mr. CARPENTER. Let me add one word 


ə This amendment strikes 
out the words ‘‘or custom.” Ido not know 


t 
i| what can be meant by the word ‘ white” in 


| a custom. The word “white” may make a 
discrimination against colored men when used 
| ia any statute, ordinance, or law; but I do 


} p 4 | not know how the word ‘‘ white” can be used 
Now this section pro- | j 
i vides that ‘‘every law, statute, ordinance,” ; 


in a custom. I therefore move to strike out 
those words ; that is to say, striking them out 
is included in the motion 1 have made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin will be 
reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
| the section so as to make it read: 

That every discrimination against any person on 


i! account of color, by the use of the word ‘‘ white,” 


: in any law, statute, ordinance, or regulation, is 
: hereby repealed and annulled, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Senator 
' from Wisconsin that though his motion is 
| strictly in order, it always embarrasses a bill 
; to vote on double motions to amend. For 
` instance, it would have been perfectly in order 
for me to move tostrike out this section before 
a vote was taken on his amendment; but that 
| would have created complication. His mo- 
tion does the same. If the Senate is not dis: 
' posed to strike out the fifth section, then of 
| course it will be open to amendment, and any 
| amendment he may suggest will receive due 
attention. 
| Mr. CARPENTER. On the mere question 
; of striking that section out as itis, 1 should 
+ vote to strike it out because I do not want tc 
| repeal the naturalization laws; but if it can 
be amended, I shall vote against striking it 
out. Ittherefore seems to me to be necessary, 
in order to test the sense of the Senate on the 
real question, that we should modify the sec- 
tion so that it will express what it is intended 
to do, before we say whether we will strike it 
out or not. I should vote to strike it out as it 
s; I should vote against striking it out if it 
; be amended. 
© Mr. HILL, I rose to make the inquiry in 
` good faith of the Sevator from Wisconsin be- 
` cause I really thought, as I think now, that it 
"was a matter of great materiality in passing 
` such an act to limit the action of this section 
to the repeal of Federal statutes and not invade 
ithe States and say, as it would-be saying in 
| my own State, that where the word “ white” 
| may occur, for instance, inthe statute forbid- 
| ding marriages between whites and blacks, 
H 


that statute of the State of Georgia shall be 
repealed by this act of Congress. Does the 
| Senator believe that the Congress of the United 
| States has the power to repeal a statute of the 
i State of Georgia which is not obnoxious to the 


i 
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Constitution of the United States? He cannot | doned or so modified that the proposition will 


think so. He is too good a lawyer for that. 
Certainly, therefore, he would not extend this 
section beyond the point of repealing Federal 
statutes. Perhaps he would limit it, since that 
seems to be the object of his chief care, simply 
to the naturalization laws of Congress. : 

While I am up, I will make a remark in 
regard to the course that I, with others, have 
séen fit to pursue upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin which has been voted 
on this morning. I did not vote against his 
amendment because I preferred it less than 
I did the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, for I liked it better; but even 
with that amendment I could not support the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
as thus amended; and that being the case, I 
preferred to take the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in its totality, and Jet 
it be considered by the Senate on its merits. 
It certainly had the merit of having received 
years of careful attention from the astute and 
comprehensive mind of that Senator. Itis no 
new thing to the Senate. It was here in the 
form of a bill long ago. I proposed to leave 
the original proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the Senate just as it was, un- 
impaired in any particular, in order that the 
sense of the Senate might be expressed upon 
that proposition on its merits. I am disposed 
to do that still, Ido not’ wish to make any 
innovation on it. I do sce in a part of the 
amendment, as he has accepted modifications, 
still some things that I think would be very 
wrong. I think it would be very oppres- 
sive and very wrong that this clause should 
remain in it: “and any officer or other 
person charged with any duty in the selec- 
tion or summoning of jurors, who shall ex- 
clude or fail to summon any person for the 
reason above named’’—that is, on account of 
race or color— shall, on conviction thereof, 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeunor and fined 
in not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000.” 

Now, it so happens that in the State of 
Georgia by the constitution of the State jurors 
are selected from upright and intelligent per- 
sons, ‘That is the classification prescribed by 
the constitution. In some counties there are 
some colored jurors. In other counties there 
are none, because in the opinion of the pre- 
siding judges of the different circuits, who, 
together with the clerk of the superior court, 
the ordinary of the county, and the sheriff of 
the county, have charge of the jury-boxes, 
there are not in that class competent persons 
to serve as jurors. Now, take the case of a 
county where the officers to whom the super- 
vision of the jury-box is confided have determ- 
ined that there ig no colored man in the 
county who comes up to the requirement of 
the constitution, and therefore there is not the 
name of a colored man in the box. In crim- 
inal trials it almost invariably happens, if they 
are for offenses of high grade, that talesmen 
have to be summoned by the sheriff. ‘There 
the sheriff would be at his peril in going out 
to summon jurors, for he might be instructed 
by the judge of the court to summon no one 
whose name was not in the county jury-box, 
but if he meets an intelligent colored man, 
and could summon him and does not summon 
him, this section would give that man a right 
of action against the sheriff, and he might be 
mulcted in a fine of $1,000, or $5,000, or any 
intermediate sum. 

There are so many objections to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts which 
have occurred to my mind that I would not 
undertake to specify them all; bat I have 
insuperable. objection to the first section, and 
therefore I have not seen fit to vote to modify 
theamendment. I think it has been an unwise 
proposition from the beginning, and I do not 
believe that I shall vote for any amendment to 
it, no matter how consistent it may be with my 
own sense of right and propriety, unless the 
principle: pervading the first section is ában- 


commend itself to my support. 

I say this much in justification of the vote I 
shall give if we are compelled to vote on the 
proposition now before the Senate, to wit, to 
strike out the fifth section. I have been of 
the opinion that I would not vote to strike it 
out. Lest it should appear from that vote that 
I was in favor of the exercise of power by this 
Government to do the things which that sec- 
tion speaks of, I wish it to be understood by 
anybody who feels at all interested in the mat- 
ter that I hold that Congress bas no power 
whatever over the question so far as relates 
to the States. It may modifyits own statutes, 
of course, to any extent; but it has no right 
to invade the States and interfere with their 
regulations. i 

While upon this subject I will say that I 
have looked with considerable interest, since 
the incipient measure of the Senator from 
Massachusetts came here, to the effect of the 
debate and the various propositions that have 
been bronght to the attention of the Senate. 
If nothing else shall have been accomplished 
by the Senator from Massachusetts in bringing 
forward this amendment, however improperly 
he has brought it in connection with the 
amnesty bill, he has at least achieved one 
great purpose: he has presented himself more 
prominently, if possible, than he ever did be- 
fore to the entire colored race of this nation 
as their foremost, if not their exclusive cham- 
pion. It is a vain thing for any gentleman in 
this body, or in any other body, or in any sec- 
tion of the United States, to attempt to com- 
pete with the Senator from Massachusetts for 
honors with these people. Sir, he will make 
and unmake men by the dozen who try to do 
this thing. He will set his seal and stamp 
men as worthy of the confidence of the col- 
ored people of this country, or else he will 
ignore them and crush them at his pleasure. 

In short, as a political element it is a fact 
that the colored people of America belong 
to-day to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Who will dare dispute his sway? Is not his 
word law with them? When his proposition 
came here in all its original deformity it was 
shocking to the sense of the best lawyers of 
the Senate, including many lawyers of the 
Republican party, and the severest criticisms 
were applied to it; but, notwithstanding that, 
has it ever struck the colored mind in this 
country that there was a single defect in the 
original proposition of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts? No, sir. Wherever they have 
spoken of it atall, ithas been to give it unlim- 
ited indorsement. They care absolutely noth- 
ing for the strictures of the distinguished Sen- 
ators from Ohio, Wisconsin, and New Jersey. 
They look upon them as quasi enemies who 
would abridge the great rights that are as- 
corded to them under the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Sir, let him keep his proud preéminence. 
He is entitled to it. The day may come, per- 
haps, when if waited upon at his residence by 
a delegation of the colored men of the city of 
Washington, to congratulate him upon the great 
step which he has taken, he may say to them 
that even the Chief Magistrate of the nation 
himself, who claims also to be the friend of 
the colored man, did not step to the front 
as he has done, but that on the contrary, the 
Chief Magistrate had dared to insinuate a re- 
buke and to intimate that the Senator had no 
business to put his amendment on the am- 
nesty bill, and that he thought it unwise for 
it to go there. Ithink the President was right 
in that, but the coloréd men of this country 
do not think with me. They think with the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Sir, I do not agree with my friend from Ne- 
braska in regard to the potential voice of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. It is powerful 
to build up and it is powerful to crush and 
destroy. I will not insinuate that there are 


upon this floor those who tremble when he | 


nods. But it may be that it might be wise 
for such as there are here, those who would— 
“ Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
Where thrift may follow fawning,” 

to take counsel from the sage of Massachusetts. 
Sir, I am not in that line myself. Iam not in 
the habit of taking counsel, perhaps, as much 
as I ought from him or from any other Senator, 
I choose to follow where I think the path of 
duty and common sense and the Constitution 
of my country carries me, and not to be diverted 
from that track by clamor or by popular 
applause. : 

I leave the Senator in possession of the great 
field; and it is no insignificant one—the full 
possession of the control of the colored vote 
of this country. It is a power politically, and 
I am a fraid it is to be felt by its being solidi- 
fied and controlled by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. If his voice is to reach my own 
State, and if it is to alienate the entire colored 
mass from me because of the course I choose 
to pursue here, let it be so. It so happens 
that Iam under no very great obligations to 
them at present, and their displeasure is not a 
thing that will either frighten me or distress 
me very greatly, though I most certainly 
prefer their good to their ill will. I think L 
understand this thing. 

I had not thought once that I would say 
it, but I will now say that I believe the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would be more dis- 
appointed if this measure should carry before 
the Senate and before the House of Repre- 
sentatives than he ever was in his life; and 
I am afraid that with his disappointment there 
would be mingled a little regret, because the 
thunder would cease to roll, and the public 
mind would be done with this eternal agita- 
tion, and would then turn to something else, 
and this measure would no longer stand up 
in the councils of the country to frighten Sen- 
ators and Representatives from their propriety. 

I do not think I deal harshly when I ascribe 
motives like these to a politician. If they are 
unjust, the Senator will disclaim them. If it 
be true that he is willing that his laurels shall 
be garnered up, and that there shall be noth- 
ing in the future for him after he has redeemed 
this fallen and oppressed race, of which he 
says so much, let him say it; but I have been 
prone to think that agitation for the sake of 
agitation had much to do with the Senator’s 
movements. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, it seems 
quite evident that the vote cannot be reached 
to-day, and I am unwilling to ask the Senate 
to sit it out, for the reason that our friends, 
the Democrats, have a caucus to-night, and 
they will be compelled to be away ; but I will 
ask the Senate, provided no new amendments 
are offered, to begin to take the vote at three 
o'clock to-morrow. I ask unanimous consent 
to such an understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina asks unanimous con- 
sent that, provided no new amendments are 
offered, voting shall commence to-morrow at 
three o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isa provision which 
will enable any man to defeat the arrangement. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I think we ought to 
understand the amendments now offered. If 
other amendments are offered shaped differ- 
ently, but substantially the same, they will not 
be new amendments. The Republican party 
have a caucus to-morrow night, I understand, 
and that will prevent us sitting it out to-morrow 
night. I therefore propose that we begin to 
vote to-morrow at three o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me we can 
go on for an hour more to-day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. MORTON. Let us vote on this amend- 
ment now. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not propose to 
adjourn. : 

Mr. RAMSEY. There are several execu- 
tive messages on the table. — ; 
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< Several Senators. Vote; vote. 
"Mr, RAMSEY. Iam not certain that the 
‘Senate is prepared to vote. If I were, I would 
‘not interpose. I move that the Senate pro- 
` “geed tothe consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to—ayes thirty-one 
“noes not counted; and the Senate proceede 
‘to the consideration of executive business. 
‘After thirty-five minutes spent in executive 
“session, the doors were reopened, and the 
‘Senate (at four o’clock and fifty minutes p. 


m.) adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 7, 1872. 
“<The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
“The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
‘proved. 
a COPYRIGHT BILL. 
"My. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
_ «Printing, reported the following resolution: 
° Resolved, That five hundred extra copies of the 
copyright bill H. R. No. 470 be printed for the use 
ofthe House. ear 
Mr, COX. T introduced the bill referred to 
eresolution just read. I ask leave to make 
a verbal correetion in that bill before the extra 
copies of it are printed. 
: “Phe SPEAKER. That will be done, if 
“there be no objection. 
io: No objection was made. 
The resolution was then adopted. 


DOCUMENTS IN FOLDING-ROOM. 


“Mr. BEATTY, from the sime committee, 
so reported the following resolution ; which 
‘was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, Thatthe superintendent of the folding- 
om of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
the Ci directed to make out, under the direction of 


1¢ Committee on Printing, acomplete inventory of 
je public documents now on hand, and that he he 
rithorized to employ such additional force as said 
mmittee may deem sufficient to enable him to do 
ie work promptly. 


“PRINTING OF HOUSE JOURNAL. 
_ Mr BEATTY, from the same committee, 
‘also reported the following resolution : 


© Resolved, That the Congressional Printer is di- 
Fected to discontinue furnishing to the document- 
Toom of the House the Journal in sheets for the use 

“of members; this resolution not to be construed as 
-discontinuing the bound copies of the Journal farn- 
+ ished tö members at the close of each session. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think that resolution is 

‘very proper. So far as I know members have 

ot been furnished with the sheets of the Jour- 

from. day to day as they come in. I think 
-the resolution a very proper one, and should 

` Deadopted. 

-1 = Phe resolution was then adopted. 
iMr BEATTY moved to reconsider the 

votes by which the foregoing resolutions were 

adopted; and also moved that the motion to 

reconsider be laid on the table: 

- "Phe latter motion was agreed to. 

=) >. COLLECTION: OF CUSTOMS. 

rBURCHARD, by unanimous consent, 

“presented a memorial of the National Reform 
| Association suggesting corrections and modi- 

» fications of the laws relating to the collection 
“OF thé customs revenue, and the manner of 

-jaseertaining ‘values of imports; which was 
_¥eferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

‘and ‘ordered to be printed. 

“SURVEY OF CHEROKEE LANDS. 

. o Thë SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 

“laid before the House a communication from 
e Secretary of the Interior, asking for an 


oth 
“appropriation. to. pay the expenses of the sur- 
wey of the Cherokee strip adjoining the south- 
-= ern boundary of Kansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
to be printed. Pee 
CLAIMS FOR HORSES. AND MULES. 
_ Phe SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also 
-leid before ‘the House a communication from 


42p Cona. 20 Sess.-—No. 56. 


the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to a 
resolution of the House of January 80, 1872, 
in relation to the number of claims for pay 
for horses or mules lost by officers or privates 
while in the service of the United States during 
the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims; and ordered to be printed. 


MAJOR GEORGE W. BURCHARD. 


The SPEAKER. also, by unanimons con- 
cent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War in relation to Major 
George W. Burchard, late of the twenty-fifth 
Arkansas colored volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION CONTEST—-BOWEN YS. DE LARGE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House additional papers 
relating to the contested election of Bowen vs. 
De Large from the second congressional dis- 
trict of South Carolina; which were referred 
to the Committee of Elections. 


DUTY ON RICE, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a concurrent reso- 
lution of the General Assembly of South Car- 
olina, in relation to the repeal of the protective 
duty on rice; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in 
compliance with the acts of August 16, 1842, 
and August 18, 1856, a report on the commer- 
cial relations of the United States with foreign 
nations for the year ending September 30, 
1871; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. B. F. Meyers for ten days, 
to Mr. Rocers for five days, and to Mr. SMITH 
of Vermont, indefinitely. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. GETZ, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House 


apers in the case of Lieutenant Commander, 


rederick Pearson, of the United States Navy. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1414) authorizing 
the construction of a wagon and railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi river at Quincy, 
Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. ELDRIDEE. I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the House resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill reported from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, being bill (H. R. No. 
1043) to establish an educational fund, and to 
apply the proceeds of the public lands to the 
education of the people. eviou 
tion is operating. The first question 1s upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Potaxp, | which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ada to section one the following: à 
Provided, That this act shall not have any effect 


to repeal, impair, or suspend any law now authoriz- 


ing the preémption of public lands, or the entry of 
public lands for homesteads, nor as limiting iu any 
manner the power of Congressto alter or extend the 
right of homesteads upon such lands. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next question is upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. GrirritH,] which will be 
read. 


-nature of debate, which is not in. order 


The previous ques- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


_ At the end of section one add the following pro- 


viso: 

And provided further, That nothing contained: in 
this section shall be held to limit or abridge the 
power of Congress over the public domain, or inter- 
fere with granting bounty lands to the soldiers and 
sailors of our late war. Roped f 


Mr. PERCE. Is not the ‘substance of ‘this 
amendment embraced in the amendment of 
the gentleman from Vermont just adopted? 

-The SPEAKER. The two amendments will 


“be again read. 


The Clerk read the amendments, _ 

Mr. PERCE. I will inquire of: the Chair 
whether the two propositions are not substan- 
tially the same? Ee 


.- Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 


The SPEAKER, This inguiry:is in the 
The 
Chair, however, sees an essential differenc 


| between the amendments. : . 


The amendment of Mr. GRIFFITH was agreed 


to; there being—ayes ninety-eight, noes not 


counted. i 
The SPEAKER. The next question is upon 
an amendment offered by the gentleman from 
nage [Mr. Hotmay,] which the Clerk will 
read. me i 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section two the following: : ; 

Provided, however, That after the passage of this 
act no public lands of the United States shall be 
sold except mineral land and town sites, and ail the 
public lands of the United States adapted to agri- 
culture shall be reserved for actual settlers undor 
the provisions of the homestead laws, subject, how- 
ever, to land warrants and college scrip issued by 
authority of Congress, and the grants which Congress 
shall hereafter make in the Territories and new 
States for the purposes of education. , 


On agreeing to the amendment there were— 
ayes 78, noes 75. pa a 

Mr. PERCE. I call for tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. -> 

The question was taken; and it was décided 
in the negative—yeas 103, nays 107, not voting 
29; as follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler Arthur, 
Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Biggs, Bingham, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James 
Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Coghlan, Co- 
mingo, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Cross- 
land, Davis, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Eldridge, Bly, 
Farnsworth, FinkcInburg, Forker, Garrett, Getz, 
Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hancock. Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, John T, Harris, Hawley, Hay, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, Kerr, 
King, Lemison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, Melfntyre, 
McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Moore, , Morgan, 
Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker. Eli Perry, Potter, 
Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, 
‘Swann, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Van 
Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, 
Warren: Wols, Whitthorne, Winchester, Wood, and 

oung—103, ‘ 

NA YS—Mesars. Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, 
Bigby, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Bufinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, William T. 
Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Creely, Darra, 
Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Farwell, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George É. Harris, 
Havens, Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, Johna W. Hazle- 
ton, Hill, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe. Lynch, Maynard, 
McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monroe, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negiey, 
Packard, Packer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Perce, Aaron È. Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland Porter, 
Rainey. Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Seeley, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabargor, John A. 
Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, Thomas: J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Steugh- 
ton, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Taffe, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, ‘Tyner, Upson, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, ‘Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indians, Jeremi 
M. Wilson. and John T, Wilson—107.° 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames,’ Archer, ` Bell, 
Dawes, -De Large. Edwards, Eilott, Henry D. Fos- 
ter, Hambleton, Hooper, Kendall, Kinsella, Mc- 
Crary, Benjamin F eyers, Mitchell, Palmer, 
Pringle, Rogers, Sargent Scofield, Shoemaker, Slo- 
cum, H, Boardman Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
St. John, Sypher, Twichell, and Williams of New 
York—29, ê . sree 

So Mr. Houmay’s amendment was rejected. 
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Fhe question next recurred on tbe: amend- 
ment of Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, as follows: 

In fine six, section four, after the word ‘‘popula- 
tion,’’add,"‘of thesaid Statesand lerritoriesbetweén 
the ages. of four and twenty-one years ;”” so it will 


read: ie : Ee ; 
ii Bro. 4. That upon the receipt of the certificate of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as provided by sec- 
tion three of this act, the Commissioner of Educa- 
ton, under the direation ofthe Secretary of the 
Interior, shall proceed. to-apportion to the several 
States and Territories, and-to the District of Colum- 
bia, upon the basis of population of the said States 
‘and. Territories between the ages of four and twonty- 
ono years, one half of the not proceeds of the public 
lands for the previous year, together with the whole 
amount of the income of the said educational fund 
so certified, suoh apportionment to be according to 
the last preceding. general census of the United States. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. a 
The question. next recurred on Mr. Goop 
Ricw’s amendment, as follows: -x 
, Amend section four by adding thereto the follow- 


ings.: : ; ws 
Provided, however, That for the first ten yoars the 
distribution of the said fund to and among the sev- 
eral States and Territories, including the District 
of Columbia, shall be made according to the ratio 
of the illiteracy of thoir rospective populations, as 
shown, from time to time, by tho last preceding pub- 
lished census of the United States.” 
‘Lhe House divided; and there were—ayes 
eighty-five; noes not counted, 
Mr. BINGHAM demanded the yeas and 
nays, ae ` E 
_ The yeas and nays were ordered,- 
`i Thequestion was taken; and itwas decided 
in the affirniative—yeas 125, nays 82, not vot- 
ing 82; us follows: : 
YEAS~Messrs, Acker, Barnum, Barry, Book, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, Austin Blair, James G. 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, ‘James Brooks, Buckley, 
Burdett, Rodorick R. Butlor, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Carroll, Cobb, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, Crebs, 
Critchor, Crossland, Davis. Donnan, Dox, Da Boso, 
Duoll, Dake, Edwards, ly, Varnsworth, Farwell, 
Forker, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Grifith; 
Haldeman, Hancock, Handloy, Hanks, John T, Rar- 
ris, Hawloy, Hay, Hays. Gerry W. Hazleton, Here- 
ford, oradan, Hibbard, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lam- 
ort,” Lansing, Loach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
aynard, McClelland, McCormick, MeHenry, Me- 
intyre, Mchoo, McKinney, McNeely, Merriam, 
Merri ik, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, 
Packard, Hosea W. Parker, [sanc-(. Parker, Perce, 
Bi x Ory Platt, Porter, Potter; Price, Prindte, 
Rainey, Read, Ndward Y. Rico, John M, Rice, 
Ritohig, Ellis H. Roberts, William R, Roberts, Rob: 
inson, Roosavolt. Sheldon, Shorwood, Shobor, Slater, 
locum, Sloss, Snapp, Snyder, Thowaa J. Speer, Sto- 
r veng; Storm; Stowell, Swann, Fallo, Terry, Thomas, 
wight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Vaughan, Wad- 
dell, Wallace, Warren, Welle, Whiteley, Whit- 
-thorna, Winchester, Wood, and Young—I25, 
8~-Mesary, Ambler, Arthur, Avorill, Banks, 
Barber, Beatty, Binghatn, Bird, George M. Brooks, 
Buflnton, Barohard, Benjamin W. Butler, Wiliam 
Te Clarko,;Froeman Clarke, Conger, Cotton, Cox, 
Croaly, power, Dickey, Dunnoll, Ramos, Eldridge, 
Finkelnburg, Chartes Fostore Wilder D, Foster, Pre, 
Garfield, Halo, Harmer, Goorgo ls, Harris, Jobn W, 
Hazleton, Hill, Loar, Holum, Houper, Houghton, 
Koley, Kellogr, Ketcham, Killingor, Lowe, MeJan- 
kin, Mercur, Monroo, Leonard Myers, Neeley, Orr, 
Backer, Palmor, Peok, Pondioton, Aaron È. Porry, 
Peters, Poland, Ratidall, Sawyer, Secloy, Sessions, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, John A. Smith, Worthington 
‘G.Smith, Spraguo, Starkwoather, Stoughton, Strong, 
Sutherland, yoshington Townsend, Twichell,Lyner, 
Upson, Van Trump, Voorhees, Wakeman, Walden, 
Waldron, Wheolor, Witiard, Williams of Indiana, 
Jeremiah M, Wilson, and Jobn T. Wilson—82. ` 
NOT VOLING—~ Messre. Adains, Ames, Archer, 
Beil, Coghlan, Darrall, De Large, Elliott, Henry D. 
Foster, Jlalsey, Hambleton, Harper, Havens, Ren- 
dall, insella, Lynch, McCrary, McGrew, Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Mitchell, Rogers, Rusk; Sargent, Scofield, 
Shodmaker, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, 
Stevenson, St. John, Sypher, Walls, and Williams 
of New York~—32, 


| So the amendment was adopted. 
| Mri FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
thé vote by which Mr. Goopricn’s amendment 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion. 
to reconsider be laid on the table; 
Mr. BINGHAM. [hope that will not be: 
done, : | 
: The House divided 
114, voes 76. ae f 
Mr,. BINGHAM, „I demand the yeas and 
nays, because the object is to defeat the bill 
Mr. LYNCH called for tellers on ordering | 
the yeas and nays. eae ; j 
“:On ‘the question of ordering: tellers; there f 


y and there were—ayes | 


were—-ayes twenty-seven, nore than one fifth 
of a.qnoram, f e E 


So tellers were ordered; and. Mr... Farys- 


Wort and Mr, Lyxcu.were appointed. 


The question was again put on ordering the 
yeas and nays;.and the tellers reported—ayes 
thirty-four, a sufficient number. 

. So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and. it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 110, nays 88, not 
voting 41; as follows: f ; 


YEAS--Messrs: Acker, Adams, Arthur, Barnum, 
Barry, Beck, Bell, ‘Baveridgs »: Bieby, Biggs, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James: Brooks, 
Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Comingo, Conner, Crobs, Criteher, Crossland, Davis, 
Donnan, Dox, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Edwards, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Garrett, Getz, Golla- 
day, (foodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hay, 
Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Kerr, King, 
Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, May- 
nard, McClelland, McCormick, MoHenry, MeIntyro, 
McKinney, MeNeely, Merriam, Merrick, Morey, 
Morgan. ‘Niblack. “Packard, : Hosea W. Parker, 
Aaron. F. Perry, Eli Perry, Price, Prindle, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rico, Ritchie, Bilis H. 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Thomas 
J. Speer, Storm, Swann, Tafe, Terry, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waddell. Wallace, Warren, Wells, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Winchester, Wood, and Young—110. 
> NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, 
Buckley, Bufinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
E, Butler, Cobb, Conger, Cotton, Creely,. Dawes, 
Dickey, Dunnell, Wames, Eldridge. Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D.:Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George B. Harris, Gerry W. 
Hazleton. John W. Hazleton, Hitl, Hoar, Holman, 
Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lans- 
ing, Lowe, Lynch, McGrew, -Medunkin, Mercur, 
Monroe, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Nogley, Orr, 
Packer, Palmer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Porco, Poters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Rainey, Ran- 
dall, Secley, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, John 
A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stoughton, Stowell, Btrong, Sutherland, 
Washington ‘Townsend, Twichell, ‘Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Walls, 
Wheeler, Willard, and Williams of Indiana—ss, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, William 
T. Clarke, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Cox, 

arrall, De Large, Elliott, Henry D., Fostor, Hani- 
bleton, flavens, Ioughton, Kendall, Kinsella, Lam- 
port, McCrary, MeKeo, Benjamin F, Meyers, Mitch- 
ell, Moore, Potter, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Steyen- 
son, St. Johu, Sypher, Williams of New York, Jero- 
miah M: Wilson, und John T, Wilson—41. 


So the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House agreed to the amendment offered by 
Mr. Goopricu was laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER. The question is next on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas, [Mr, Lown: ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section four: 

Provided, ‘That whore any State under the laws 
thereof takes a-reguiur consus of its population at a 
period intermediate the regular periods for taking 
the United States census, the apportionment to 
such State, after such census. is taken, shall‘be in 
proportion to its population so ascertained until 
the next succeeding consus under the laws of the 
United States, K 

Theamendment was disagreed to—ayes three, 
noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is next’ on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
West Virginia, [Mv. Herurorp. } 

The Clerk read as follows: 

., Amend section eight by inserting at the end thereof 
tho following: 


Provided, That no moneys belonging to any State 


ov Territory under this act shall be withheld from 
any State or Territory for the reason that the laws 
thereof provide for separate schools for white chil- 
dren and black children, or refuse to organize a 
systom of mixed sehools. 
The question being put on agreeing to the 
amendment, there were—ayes 82, nocs 80. 
Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the. aflirmative—yeas 115, nays 81, not 


|| voting 43; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Beck, 


| Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James 


Brooks, Burchard, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Coburn, Coghlan. Comingo, Conner, © 


OX 
Crehs, Critcher,- Crossland, Davis: ; 


ox, DuBose, 


| Duke, Edwards, Nldridge, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, 


Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Goll day, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Hond 


ley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hay, 
Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, 
Killinger, ‘King, -Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall. McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, Me- 
Henry, Mcintyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, 
‘Moore, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack; Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac O: Parker, 
Eli Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, Roosevelt, Shanks,’ Sherwood, Shober, 
Slater.. Sloss; Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Storm, 
Sutherland, Swann,. Terry, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Lyaer, Van Trump. Vaughan, Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M.: Wilson, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young~115, i ' 

NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton; . Burdett, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Cobb, Conger, Cotton, Creely, 
Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dunneil, 
Eames, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Fos- 
ter, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Harmer, Gerry W. 
Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, Maynard, Mo- 
Junkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Negley, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, 
Platt, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 

awyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shellabarger, John A. 
Smith, Worthington O.. Smith, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
Thomast Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, 
and Willard—81. ma 

NOT VOTING — Messrs, Ames, Archer, Barnum, 
Bell, Bigby, Carroll, William T. Clarke, Freeman 
Clarke, De Large, Elliott, Hambleton, ‘George B. 
Harris, Havens, Hill, Houghton, Kendall, Ketcham, 
Kinsella, Lowe, McCrary. Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Peters, Poland, Rogers, 
Rusk, Sargent, Scofielt, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slo- 
cum, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton 
Speer, St, John, Sypher, ‘Taffe, Waldron, Williams 
of New York, and John T. Wilson—43, 

So the amendment was agreed to. ` 


Mr. HEREFORD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment.was agreed. to; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The next question is upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Percs,)] which will now “be 
read. |. E - 

The Clerk read as follows: © 00>, 

Add at tho end of section eleven the following: 

And provided further, That this ‘act shall in no 
wise affect any existing law for the disposition of 
‘tho public lands, or the proceeds theroof, or any 
portion ‘of such lands or proceeds, either by way 
of homestead reservation or. grant to the States or 
otherwise, or be construed as preventing any dis- 
position thereof which Congress may hereafter seo 
fit to make, . ; H 

Mr. PERCH. I withdrew that: amendment 
yesterday in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Poraso,] and 
the Chair so announced: : ; 

The SPHAKER. The Chair announced 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Haw- 
Lex] withdrew an amendment, but if the gen- 
tleman states that that was his understanding 
the Chair is always happy to carry out what 
members state to be their understanding. 

‘Mr. PERCE. © That was my understand- 
ing. My amendment is covered’ entirely ‘by 
that of the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
Ponanp. ] 

The SPEAKER. Then the amendment is 
withdrawn, and the Clerk will read the- next 
amendment. ae A aa 

Mr. CREBS. .Has the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi been voted on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi states that he withdrew the amend- 
ment: yesterday, although the Chair did not so 
understand. The Chair, of course, is in. the 
habit of carrying out hat members on their 
responsibility state was their understanding. 
> Mr. CREBS. I should certainly have ob- 
jected to the withdrawal of the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM, [understood the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to say distinctly that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. POLAND] covered everything in 
his amendment, and that he withdrew his,” 

The SPEAKER, The next question is on 
the amendment offered by-the gentleman from 


| Nebraska, [Mr. Tarrs, ] which the Clerk will 
| bowi read, o 0 u e 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill as a new section the following: 

Erc. ~ That nothin contained in this act shall 
be so construed as to affect in any manner the exist- 
ing laws and regulations in regard to the adjustment 
and payment to States, upon their admission into 
the Union, five percent, of the net proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands within their respective 
limits. 

The question was taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. ; 


Mr. TAFFE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to; and 
als moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

The SPEAKER. This completes all the 
amendments to the original text of the bill. 
There are now sundry substitates, which will 
be voted on in the order in which they were 
presented, and the first in orderis that pre- 
sented bythe gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Burcward,} which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read the substitute. 

Mr. MeINTYRE. 
that the substitute which I offered the other 
day was offered before the substitute which 
has now been read. f 

The SPEAKER. The clerks arranged the 
substitutes in the order in which they were 
presented ; but if there has been a mistake, and 
the gentleman offered his first, he has a right 
to have it first voted on. : 

Mr. McINTYRE. The substitute which I 
offered was upon the Calendar first. 

The SPEAKER... If that be so, the Chair 
will rule that it must be first voted on. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Irise to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry, and it is whether or not 
the substitute is now subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. HEREFORD. ThenI ask unanimou 
consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. POLAND. I object. 

Mr. HEREFORD. it is the same amend- 
ment I offered ‘to the original bill, I ask 
unanimous consent to offer it as an amend- 
ment to this substitute. 

“Mr. PERCE. I object. 

The SPBAKER. ‘There are six substitutes 
pending. The Clerk endeavored to make them 
up in the order in which they were offered, 
‘but there was a mistake, and the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MclIx- 
TYRE] will first be voted on. If one of these 
substitutes should be adopted in the ordinary 
process of parliamentary law that would end 
the matter, but inasmuch as the whole of this 
amendment has been by unanimous consent 
‘somewhat irregular, the. Chair will allow a 
vote upon each substitute. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Can a motion be made 
to lay all the substitutes on the table, and 
“would that motion carry the bill with it? — 

The SPEAKER. It would carry everything 


with it. . : ; 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then I makethat motion. 
The question was taken on Mr. BLDRIDGE'S 
_ motion, and there were—ayes 76, noes 86. 
Bo. the. House refused to lay the bill and 
substitutes on the table. i 
The. question recurred upon the following 
-substitute;-proposed by Mr, McIntyRE: 
. Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert 
the following: . ‘a $ 
` That the net proceeds arising from the sale, entry, 
location, or other disposition of the public lands o 
the United States be distributed in the manner here- 
inafter set forth. í pA 
“"@xo. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
causo an aceount to be taken, upon the close of each 
fiscal year, and ascertain the amount of expendi- 
tures during that year, incurred in or oceasioned by 
the survey. sale, location, entry, or other disposition 
of the public lands of the United States, including 
appropriations for the expenses ‘of the general and 
district land offices duriag such year, and the total 
receipts from the. sale, or disposition of such lands, 
including all fees received at such offices, and sball 
- certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the amount 
of.the net proceeds from the sale, entry, location, or 
other disposition of such lands as aforesaid, after 
“deducting such expenses and expenditures. 
Sro. 3. That upon the receipt of such certificate 
from the Secretary of the Interior, the Seerctary of 
the Treasury shall cause the net proceeds of said 


I respectfully suggest į 


sales. of public lands to be upportioned to th - 
eral States and Territories of the United Sister and 
to the District.of Columbia, upon the basis of popu- 
lation of the last preceding general census of the 
United States; and the amount so apportioned to 
said States, Territories, and said District of Colum- 
bia, respectively, shall be turned over and delivered 
to such agent or other ‘officer of said State, Terri- 
tory, or District, as may be designated or appointed 
by seid States, Territories, and said District, respect- 
ively, to receive said apportionment, to be used for 
educational or other public purposes, in such man- 
ner as said States, Territories, or said District may 
respectively deem best for the promotion of educa- 
tional or other public interests within their respect- 
ive jurisdictions. : : 
É Bae 

_ The question was taken, and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 77, noes 91. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. McINTYRE called for the yeas and 
| nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and. nays; and there were twenty-one in 
the affirmative ; not one fifth of the last vote. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. YOUNG called for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

The question was takén; and there were 
thirty-eight in ‘the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. ‘he vote for tellers is 
sufficient to order the yeas and nays, and if 
there be no objection the Chair will regard the 
yeas and nays as ordered. 
| No objection was made, and the yeas and 
nays were accordingly ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 76, nays 117, not 
voting 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Beck, Biggs. Bird, 
James Q. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Samer Brooks, 
| Caldwell, Campbell, Conner, Cox, Orebs, Crossland, 
Davis, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldridge, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
John T. Harris, ‘Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hol- 
man, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, McClelland, 
McCormick, McHenry, McIntyre McKinney, Mer- 
rick, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, 
Potter, Price, Randall, ohn M. Rice, Ritchie, 


Read, 
Slater, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Terry, 
Dwight. Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump Vaughan, 
Waddell, Warren, Wells, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young 276, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Arthur, Averill, Banks, 
! Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, William T. Clarke, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
} Coburn, Coghlan, Conger. Cotton, Creely, Dawes, 
| Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Eames, Ely, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Halsey. Harmer, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, Hill, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, Man- 
son, Marshall, Maynard, McGrew, McJunkin, Mer- 
riam, Monroe, Moore, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
| Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, 
Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, Etis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, 
i Shellabarger, John A. Smith, Worthington 0. 
| Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
i weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
| Swann, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 

Turner, Lwichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, 

“Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wil- 
i lard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
-John T. Wilson=117. : 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barnum, 
Bell, Bigby, Carroll, Comingo. Critcher, Darrall, 
De Large, Dunnell, Edwards, Elliott, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Hale, Hambleton, Georgo E. Harris, Ken- 
dal, Kinsella, Lansing, McCrary, MeKee, Mo- 
i Neely, Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Morey,. Palmer, Peters, Platt, Robinson, Rogers, 
| Scofield, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slocum, 
| Ff. Boardman Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, St. 
; John, Sypher, Voorhees, \Whitthorne, and Williams 
of New York—46. 

So the substitute. was not agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


i 
| A message. from the. Senate, communicated 
to the House by Mr. Gornan, its Secretary, 
‘announced that the Senate had passed with 
i an amendment, in which the concurrence 0 
the House was requested, a bill of the follow- 
ing title: d . 
A pill. (H. R. No. 1071) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of jinvalid-and other 
pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 80, 1873. 
The message. further announced that the 
i Senate had passed a bill of the 


William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Sherwood, Shober, | 


following title, | 


in which the concurrence of the House‘ was 
requested: g 

A bill (S. No. 570) transferring certain pow- 
ers and duties to the Department of Justice, 
and providing a seal therefor. ; 


EDUCATIONAL- FUND. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H: R; No. 1048) to establish an educa- 
tional fund, and to apply the proceeds of the 
public lands to the education of the people. 

The next question was upon agreeing to 
the following substitute, proposed by Mr. 
BURCHARD : 


Strike out all after the 
the following: 

That the net proceeds arising from the sale, entry 
location, or other disposition of the public lands of 
the United States are hereby sct apart and annually 
appropriated for the maintenance of common schools 
for: the free education of all the children in the 
United States of suitableschool age, which proceeds 
shall be distributed to each State and Territory, and 
to the District of Columbia, in proportion to its re- 
spective population as ascertained by thecensus last 
preceeding such distribution. ; 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause an account to be taken after the close of each 
fiscal year, and ascertain the amount of expendi- 
tures during the last preceding fiscal year incurred 
in or oceasioned by the survey, sale, location, entry, 
or other disposition of the public lands of the United 
States, including appropriations for the expenses of 
the general and district land offices during such year, 
and the total receipts from the sale or other disposi- 
tion of such lands, including all fees received at such 
offices, and shall, on or before the Ist day of Decem- 
ber of each year, certify to the Secretary of the In- 
terior the amount of tke net cash proceeds from tho 
sale, entry, location, or other disposition ofsuch lands 
after deducting sueh expenses and expenditures, 

Sec. 3. That upon the receipt of such certificate 
the Commissioner of Education, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, shall proceed to 
apportion, upon the basis of population, the amount 
so certified to the District of Columbia and Terri- 
tories of the United States, and to each State wherein 
provision is made by law for the free education of 
all the children thereof between the ages of six and 
fifteen years, and shall certify to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States such apportion- 
ment, and to the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each. State and Territory, or other officer 
empowered by the laws of such State or Territory to 
perform the duty herein enjoined, the amount so 
apportioned to such State or Territory. | 

“Suc. 4. That the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each State and Torritory, or such other officor 
as shall, by the laws of such State or Territory, bo 
requiredso todo, shall immediately, upon the receipt 
of such certificate, proceed to apportion the amount 
so certified to his State or Territory to the several 
districts therein which shall have maintained for at 
least three months during the preceding year % free 
school for all the children of such district between 
the ages of six and fifteen years, which apportion- 
ment shall þe upon the basis of the population o 
such district, and the amount so apportioned shall 
be solely applied in payment of teachers’ wages ; 
the said. superintendent or officer shall report his 
apportionment so made to tho Commissioner of 
Education, who thereupon, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall certify the same, 
or so much thereof as appears regular aud correct, 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and to such super- 
intendent or other ollicer designated as aforesaid. 
"Sua, 5. That the amount apportioned to the school 
districts of any State, and certified as herein pro- 
vided, shall be paid upon the warrant of the Com- 
missioner of Education, countersigned by the Segre- 
tary of the Interior, out of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, to the State or territorial treasurer, or 
to such officer as shall be designated by the laws of 
such State or Territory to receive, account for, anā 
pay over the same to the several districts entitled 
thereto under such apportionment, which treasurer 
or officer shall be required to report, on or before the 
Ist day of November of each year, to the Commis- 
sioner 0. 
payments made, and balance in his hands withheld, 
unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid, 3 

Sec.6, Taat in case any State or Territory shall 
misapply, oF allow to be misapplied, squandered, or 
in any manner appropriated or used other than for 
the purposes herein required, the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, 
or shall fail to report, as herein provided, through 
iis proper officers, the disposition thereof, such State 
or Territory shall forfeit its right to any subsequent 
apportionment by virtue hereof, until the fall 
amountso misapplied, lost, or misappropriated shall 
bave been replaced by such State or Territory and 
applied as herein required, and until such report 
shall have been made. i , 

Sac. T. That the Commissioner of Education shall 
be ex-officio superintendent of publieiustruction for 
the District of Columbia, and as such shall make 
ihe apportionment, returns, report, and certificates 
for said District of Columbia, in the manner and for 
the purposes and under the limitations prescribed 
in section four of this act, and the money thus ap- 
portioned in said District shall be paid out-of the 
Treasury of the United States to the proper officers 
entitled to receive, use, account for, or pay over the 
same, as may be provided by law. 


enacting clause and insert 


Education, a detailed statement of the . 
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- The question was taken upon. agreeing to 
the substitute ; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 79, noes 86... - aa $ 
‘Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. BINGHAM called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, but before they were 
appointed, . ae 

<Mr. AMBLER called for the yeas.and nays, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; andit was decided 
jn the negative—yeas.100, nays 108,- not voting 
81; a8 follows: l > 


an Clarke, Cobb, Conger, Creely, Darrall, Dawes, 
ickey, Dunnell, Hames, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D: Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Halsey, Har- 
mer, Hawley, Gerry ohn W. Hazle- 


ii Upson, Wakeman, W: 


Barnum, Bock; Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, James 
: i ks, Caldwell, 


Finkelnburg; Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, 
Gotz, Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, an- 
oock; Handley, Hanks, Hnrper, Geor o E. Harris, 
J ibbard, Hol- 


Intyre, McKinney, MeNeely, M 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 


barn, De Large, Eliott, Farnsworth, Hambleton, 

Havens, Hay, Hays, Hill, Houghton, Kendall, Kin- 

golla; MeQrary Benjamin Y. litehell, Moore, 

tusk, Scofield, Shoemaker, H, Board: 

e- 

venson, St. John, Williams of Now York, and Jore- 

miah M. Wilson--3L. 

So the substitute of Mr. BURCHARD was not 
agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER. The next question isupon 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Kixe,] which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: P 
+ Bett enacted by the Senate and Howse of Representa- 
tivea ofthe United States of America in Congress aagem- 
bled, "Lhat fifty per cent. of the net proceeds aris- 
ing from the sales of the public lands, for the period 
often yearsfrom and aftor the 30th day of July, 1872, 
aro hereby set apart and granted to the ten south- 
ern States, namely: Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississip i, Tonnesseo, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas, to aid in establish- 
ing and promoting publie schools in said States, 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
causo anaccount to be taken upon the close of each 
fiscal year, during said period of ton years, and 
ascertain the'total net proceeds arising from the 
gales or other disposition of the public lands of the 
United States, after deducting all expenses and ex- 
pénditures necessarily and lawfully incurred in the 
survey, sale, Location, ontry, or other disposition of 
said lands for said year, and shall certify, to tho Sec- 
retary of tho Treasury, the amount of the net cash 
proceeds from the sale, entry, location, or other dis- 
position of such lands as aforesaid, after deducting 
expenses.and expenditures, dc. . 

Seo. 3. That upon the receipt of such certificate 
the Secretary of the: Treasury shall cause fifty per 
cent, of the amount so certified, for each year of said 
period, to be distributed and paid over to the States 
above named, in’ proportion to the population of 
cach of said States respectively. 

Sec. 4. That when- the distributive share due to 
each of said States, for each of said years, shall be 
ascertained, as above provided, the Secretary of the 
‘Preasury-shall transfer and pay tho same. to such 
person or persons as shall be appointed or desig- 
nated by act'of the Legislatures respectively of said 
States for that purpose, upon ‘such person or per- 
sons executing to said Treasurer proper vouchers or 
receipts therefor. a 


., The question being taken on the substitute, 
it was declared not agreed to. rae 


Mr. KING. _I call for the:yeas and nays. 
- The yeas and nays were ordered. — 
The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 53, nays. 182, not voting 
54; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Arthur, James. Q.. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Pontings. Conner, Critcher, Crossland, 
Darral!, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Edwards, Garrett, Gol- 
aday, Hancock, Handley, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Bean ne townie haah ami. Macon 
MeHenry, McIntyre, McKee, McKinney, McNeely, 

orphis,. Hosea w Parker, Read, Jobn M. Rice, 
William R. Roberts, Shober, Slater; Sloss, Stevens, 
Storm, Sypher, Terry, Turner, Vaughan, Waddell, 
Whitthorne, Wood, and Young—53._ : 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barnum, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Bird, 
Austin Blair, George M, Brooks, Buckley, Bun- 
ton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin E. Butler, Roder- 
ick R. Butler, William T. Clarke, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger,Cotton,Creely, Davis, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Eldridge, Farwell, 
Finkeinburg, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D, Fos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Getz. Goodrich, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Harmer. Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, 
Holman, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Killinger, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, 
Maynard, McCleiland,McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, 
Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, Morgan, Leonard Myers, 
Nogley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Hli Perry, Peters, Platt, 

oland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Randall, Edward 
Y. Rice, Ritchie, Ellis H, Roberts, Roosevelt, Sar- 
ent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Strong, Ewana. Taffe, Thomas, Washing- 
ton Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Wakemar, Walden, Waldron, Walls, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams ot 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, 
and Winchester—132, : 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Beck, Boll, Bigby, Biggs, Cox, Crebs, Crocker, 
Dawes, Do Large, Dickey. Elliott Ply, Farnsworth, 
Hale, Hambleton, Hanks, Georgo E. Harris, Havens, 
Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, Houghton, Kendall, 
Ketcham, Kinsella, McCrary, Benjamin F. Meyers, 

itchell, Moore, Morey, Isaac C. Parker, Aaron 
F. Perry, Potter, Prico, Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, 
Seofield, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slocum, I. Board- 
man Smith, R. Milton Speor, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevenson, St. John, Sutherland, Dwight Town- 
send, Voorhees, Wallace, Wells, and Williams of 
New York—54, 


So the substitute of Mr. Kine was not 
agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The next smendment is 
in the nature of a substitute, offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Bricur.] 
The Clerk will report it, 


The Clerk read ag follows: 


A bill granting public lands for the endowment of 
a university in each State. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be granted to each of the 
States now composing the United States, and to 
each new Stato as it shall be admitted into the 
Union.of the United States, for the purposes here- 
inafter mentioned, one million acres of public land: 
Provided, That-no mineral lands shall be granted or 
selected under the provisions of this act. 

Ske, 2. That tho land aforesaid shall be surveyed for 
apportionment to the several States in sections or 
subdivisions of sections not less than `a quarter _sed~ 
tion; and should there be public lands in a State 
subject to sale at private entry at $1 25 per acre, 
the quantity of land to which such States shall he 
entitled shall be selected from such lands within the 
limits of such State; and the Secretary of the In- 
torior is hereby directed to issue to each of the States 
in which there may be no public lands, or in which 
there may not be the quantity of public lands 
subject to sale at private entry at $1 25 per acre 
to which the State may be entitled under the pro- 
visions of this act, land scrip to the amount of the 
deficiency of its quota, said scrip to be sold by said 
Sates and the proceeds thereof applied to the uses 
and purposes of this act, and for no other purpose 
Whatever: Provided, That no State shall bè per- 
mitted to locate said scrip within the limits of any 
other State or Territory, but their assignees may 
locate the same on any of the unappropriated lands 
of the United States subject to sale at private entry 
at $1 25 per acre or less, 

Sec. 3. That all the expenses of management and 
taxes, from the date of the selection of said lands, 
previous to their sales, and all expenses incurred in 
the management and disbursement of the moneys 
which may be received therefrom, shall be paid by 
the States to which they belong, out of the treasury 
ofsaid States, so that the entire proceeds of the sales 
of said lands shall be applied, without any diminu- 
tion, to the purposes hereinafter mentioned. 

Sec. 4. That all moneys derived from the sale of 
the land or scrip aforesaid by the States shall be 
invested in such stocks or securities by the States 
as will yield the largest amount of interest consist- 
ent with the security of the fund, and the fund so 


invested shall constitute a perpetual fund, the capi- | 


tal of which shall remain forever undiminished. and 
the interest. of which shall be inviolably appropri- 
ated by each State which may accept the benefit of 
this act to the founding, endowment, and mainte- 
nance of one State university within the limits of 
such State, for the teaching of all branchesof learn- 
ing usually taught in universitics: Provided, That 
each new State, as itmay be admitted into the Union 
of the United States, shall be entitled to alithe bene- 
fits and subject to all the conditions of this aet. 


Mr. BRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays. 

The House divided ; and there were ayes 
nineteen; not a stfficient number. 

Mr. YOUNG demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. n 

The House divided; and there were ayes 
thirty-seven. i : 

The SPEAKER. That is enough to order 
the yeas and nays, and they will be considered 
as ordëred if there be no objection. 

There was no objection ; and the yeas and 
nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 42, nays 145, not voting 
52; as follows: ie 


YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Beck, James G. 
Blair, Bright, Caldwell; Campbell, Comingo, Cross- 
land, Duke, Ely, Forker, Garrett. Getz, Hancock, 
John T, Harris, Herndon, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, McHenry, McIntyre, Morgan, Bli Perry, 
Price, John M. ice; Ritchie, William R, Roberts, 
Roosevelt, Shober, Storm, Terry, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, Whit- 
thorne, Wood, and Young—42. 

NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, B 


Moore, 
Orr, 
almer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, 
Pol Porter, 

Potter, Rainey, Randall, Edward Y. Riec, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer Seeley, Sessions, 
§ , Sloss, John 

Snyder, 


j ar, Houg- 
ton, Kendall, Kingella; Lamport, Marshall, McCor- 


erry, 
Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. B 


and Winchester—52,. 0 ; 
So the amendment, was rejected. : 
The question next recurred on Mr. Camer- 
BELL'S substitute, as follows: {2:0 °' 


A bill for the. education: of ‘the children of African 
descent in the several States wherein slavery ex- 
isted at the commencement of the late rebellion. 


Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of .Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That & sum equal to one half the whole 
amount of the tax.on cotton which has been paid 
into the Treasury of the United States under the 
‘provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide 
internal revenue to support the Government and to 
pay interest on the public debt,” approved July 1 
1862, shall be hereafter appropriated and so investe 
as to-constitutea perpetual fund, the capital of which 
shall remain forever undiminished, and the annnal 
interest thereon shall beregularly applied, without 
diminution, to the education of thechildren of Afri- 
can descent, in the several States wherein slavery 
existed at the commencement of the late rebellion, 

Suo, 2, That when the said sum of money shall be 
specifically appropriated by Congress forthe purpose 
aforesaid, the President shall appoint, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, a board of re- 
gents, consisting of five citizens of the United States 
of African descent, who, in conjunction with the 
Secretary ofthe Treasury, who shall bo ex: officio 
member of said board, shailinvestsaid fund in stocks 
of the United States or of the States, or some other 
safo.stocks, yielding not less than five per cent. on 
the par valueof said stocks; and the said five regents 
shall each receive an annual-salary of $4,000, and 
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shali giye bond in such sum and with such security 
as may berequired by the Attorney General for the 
faithful discharge of his duties under the provisions 
this act, f 

OF oe 3 That it shall be the duty of said board of 
regents to expend the annual interest accruing from 
said stocks for the purpose of educating the children 
of African descent in the several States in which 
alavery existed at the commencement of the late 
rebellion, exclusively, in such manner as in the 
yudgment of the board will secure the most rapid 
advancement of their moral and intellectual con- 
dition; and they shall annually, on the first Mon- 
lay of € 
ceedings, setting forth in detail the manner of 
their investments, the interest accruing thereon, the 
amount of money received, the amount paid out, 
and the purpose of each expenditure, and they shall 
transmit a copy of said report to the secretary of 
State and to the Governor of each of the States 
aforesaid. ; z i 

- Spo, 4, That the expenditure of said fund by said 
board of regents among the several States aforesaid 
shall be pro rata upon the basis of the children of 
African descent under the age of eighteen years in 
said States, according to the census of 1870, and of 
each succeeding census hereafter taken by authority 
of Congress. 


“Mr. CAMPBELL demanded the yeas and 


nays. - 
ite YOUNG moved the House adjourn. 
“The motion was disagreed to. 

“Phe yeas and nays were not ordered. 
‘The sabstitute was rejected. 


The question next recurred on Mr. Copury’s 
substitute, as follows: 


A pill to establish an educational fund, and to apply 
“the proceeds of the public lands to the education 
of the people. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the net proceeds of the public lands 
are hereby forever consecrated and set apart for the 
education of the people. , 

Src. 2. That the. Secretary of the Interior shall 

cause an account to be taken upon the close of each 
fiscal year, and ascertain the total receipts from the 
sale or other disposition of the public lands of the 
United States, including all fees received at the gen- 
eral and district land offices during such year, and 
the amount of expenditures incurred or occasioned 
by the survey, sale, location, entry, or other disposi- 
tion of such lands, including appropriations for the 
expenses of the said offices for said year, and shall 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the amount 
of.the net cash proceeds from the sale, entry, loca- 
tion, or other disposition of such lands as aforesaid, 
after deducting such expenses and expenditures. 
. Sec. 3. That upon the receipt of the certiticate of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Commissioner of 
Education, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, shall proceed to apportion, to the sev- 
eral States and to the District of Columbia, upon 
the basis of illiterate population, and the amount 
of funds and value of school property, the net pro- 
ceeds of the public lands for the previous year, such 
apportionment.as to population to be according to 
the last. preceding general census of the United 
States, and as to amounts and values according to 
the reports of State officers. In estimating the share 
to. which each State may be entitled, the Secretary 
ofthe Interior shall allot the same in proportion to 
the illiterate population, and shall also take into 
account the amount of school funds and the value 
of school property in such States, allotting to the 
States having the greater number of illiterate per- 
sons and the smaller amounts of funds and property 
the greater proportions of such moneys. | os 

Sec. 4. That each of the States and said District 
shall be entitled to receive its shareof the distribu- 
tion under such apportionment which shall, before 
the Istday of January, 1873, or within two months 
of the first meeting of its Legislature thereafter, 
have, by its Legislature, engaged that it will pro- 
vide by law for the free education of all its children 
between the ages of six and sixteen years, for at 
least a termof three months in each year, and will 
apply-all moneys which it shall receive under this 
actin accordance with its conditions. 

Suc. 5. That a sum not exceeding fifty per cent, of 
the amount received from the United States by any 
State, or by the District of Columbia, the first year 
of- such receipt by it, and not exceeding the amount 
of ten per cent, in any year thereafter, may be ap- 
plied, at. the discretion of the Legislature thereof, 
to:the maintenance of one or more schools for the 
instruction of teachers of common schools; said 
sum after the first year to he appropriated wholly 

othe payment of teachers of such schools. 

Suc. 6. That each State and said District shall be 
entitled to-réceive its share of every apportionment 
after the first which shall have complied with the 
following conditions: DA 

First: That it shall have made the provision for 
the: education of its children required in the fifth 
Section of this act. 

Secondly, That it shall have applied all moneys 
by it Bteviously received under this act in accord- 
ance therewith, 

pe tirdly. That it shall, through the proper officer 
: ereof, for the year ending the 30th day of June 
ast preceding such apportionment, make full re- 
bort-of the number of schools free to all the chil- 
ren thereof: the namber of teachers employed ; 
the numberof school-houses owned and the number 


December, make a full report of their pro- | 


of school-houses hired; the total number-of chil- 
dren taught during the year; the actual daily at- 
tendance; and the actual number of months of the 
year schools shall have been maintained in each of 
the several school districts or divisions of said State 
or District, and the amounts appropriated by the 
Legislature for the purpose of maintaining a system 
ot free public schools. - 

Aourthly, That such State or District shall have 
provided by law for the trial and punishmentof any 
person who may misapply, misappropriate, squander, 
or embezzlesuch fands,or knowingly consent thereto. 

Sxc. 7. That on or before the Ist day of Septem- 
ber in. each year the Commissioner of Education 
shall certify to the Seeretary of the Treasury, as to 
each State and District, whether it is entitled to re- 
ceive its share of the apportionment under this act, 
and the amount of such share, which shall thereupon 
bo entitled to receive the same. If the Commissioner 
shall withhold a certificate from either, its share of 
such apporiionment shall be kept separate in.the 
Treasury until the close of the next session of Con- 
gress, in order that it may, if it see fit, appeal to Con- 
gress from the determination of the Commsssioner. 

f Congress shall not at its next session direct such 
share to be paid, it shall be added to the general edu- 
cational fund. 

Sec. 8. That the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each State and of said District, or such other 
officer as shall by the laws of such State or District 
be required so to do, shall, immediately upon the 
receipt of the certificate provided in section four, 
proceed to apportion the amount so certified to his 
State or District, to the several school districts 
therein which shall have maintained, for at least 
three months during the precedingyear, one or more 
free public schools for ali the children of suchschool 
district between the ages. of six and sixteen years, 
which apportionment shall be upon the basis of the 
population of such district, or of thenumber of chil- 
dren of school age therein, or of the attendance upon 
said schools during the year preceding, as may be by 
law determined by such State, Territory, or District, 
and the amount so apportioned shall be solely 
applied in payment of teachers’ wages. 

Sec. 9. That the amount apportioned to the school 
districts of any State or Territory, or of the District 
of Columbia, and certified as herein provided, shall 
be paid upon the warrant of the Commissioner of 
Education, countersigned by the Secretary of tho 
Interior, out of the Treasury of the United States, 
tothe State, territorial, or District treasury, orto such 
officer as shall be designated by the laws of such 
State, Territory, or District to receive, account for, 
and pay over the same to the several school districts 
entitled thereto under such apportionment, which 
treasurer or officer shall be required to report, onor 
before the 30th day of June of each year, to the 
Commissioner of Education, a detailed statement 
of the payments made and balance in his hands 
withheld, unclaimed, or for any cause unpaid. The 
term ‘‘ school district,” as used in this act, shall in- 
clude cities, towns, parishes, or such other corpora- 
tions as by law are clothed with the power of main- 


taining schools. eee, i 

Sec. 10. That in case any State orsaid Districtshall 
misapply, or allowed to be misapplied, or in any 
manner appropriated or used other than for the pur- 
poses herein required, the funds, or any part thereof, 
received under the provisions of this act, or shall 
fail to comply with the conditions herein prescribed, 
or to report as herein provided through its proper 
officers, the disposition thereof, such State or Ter- 
ritory shall forfeititsright to any subsequent appor- 
tionment by virtue hereof, until the full amount so 
misapplied, lost, or misappropriated, shall have been 
replaced by such State or Territory and applied as 
herein required, and until such report shall have 
been made: and all apportionments so forfeited and 
withheld shall be added to and become part of the 
principal of the educational fund hereby created; 
Provided, Thatthe conditions herein prescribed may 
be subject to such modification or addition as Con- 
gress may hereafter deem necessary for the better 
accomplishment of the purposes of this act. 

EC. 11. Thatthecircuit courts of the United States 
shall have exclusive jurisdiction of all offenses com- 
mitted ‘against the provisions of this act, and shall 
have power. and authority by the proper writ to 
compel the performance of the duties herein required 
by any officer herein mentioned, and to restrain any 
undue and improper performance of such duties. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to move au amendment. 

Mr. PERCE. I object. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Let it be read. 

Mr. PERCE. [ object. . : 

The question was then taken upon agreeing 
to the substitute moved by Mr. Copury; and 
upon a division, there were—ayes 71, noes 87. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COBURN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 67, nays 146, not voting 
26 ; as follows: 


` YHAS—Messrs. Banks, Barber Barry, Austin Blair, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burdett, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Batler, Freeman 
Clarke, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Cotton, 
Parrall, Donnan, Duell, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Goodrich, Hale armer, George E. 
Harris, Havens, Hays, John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, 


Houghton, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, May- 
nard, McGrew, McKee, Morey, Morpiis, Orr, Pack. 
ard, Paimer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, Porter, 
Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon; Snapp, Snyder, Stowell, Sypher, 
Thomas, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Wakeman, Wal- 
lace, Wheeler, Whiteley,and Williams of Indiana—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams. Ambier, Arthur, 
Averill, Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, 
Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Cree- 
ly, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dickey, Dox, DuBose, 
Duke, Donnell, Eames, Edwards, Eldridge. Bly, 
Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hal- 
deman, Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
John T. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazleton,. 
Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Hooper, Kel- 
ley, Kellogg, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Lynch. Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Me- 
Cormick, McHenry, McIntyre, MeJunkin, McKin- 
ney, McNeely, Mercur, Merriam, Merrick, Moore, 
Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Poland, Potter. Price. Randall, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Shel- 
labarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, John A. 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Storm, Sicugbton, 
Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, Terry, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, 
Waldron, Wallis, Warren, Wells, Whittbornc, Wil- 
lard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and 


oung—146, : 

NOt VOLTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Bell, Bur- 
chard, Dawes, De Large, Elliott, Hambleton, Ken-. 
dall, Kinsella, McCrary, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Monroe, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Rogers, 
Scofield, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, 
R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, St. John, Williams of 
New York, and John T. Wilson—2. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. McCLELLAND said: My colleague, 
Mr. B. F. Mevers, is paired with my other 
colleague, Mr. SHOEMAKER. 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BurcHarp] was rejected. 

Mr. PERCE. And I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of, | think, 
higher privilege than the motion of the gentle- 
from Mississippi, [Mr. HARRIS. ] 

The SPEAKER. What is that? 

Mr. COX. I desire to move to reconsider 
all the votes which have been taken on the 
amendments to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot do 
business by wholesale in that way. 

Mr. COX. It bas been done before. 

The SPEAKER. Only by general consent; 
not otherwise. The gentleman must see that 
that would be evidently an unfair mode of 


li Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, 


bringing the House to a vote. How didthe gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Harnis] vote on 
the substitute of the gentleman from Hlinoig, 
[Mr. Burcuarp?] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. I voted on 
the prevailing side. I voted * no.” 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. COX. Andon that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. PERCE. And I move that the House 
do now adjourn. í 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 94, noes 88. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided 


in the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 94, not voting 
29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burehard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler; Roderick R. Butler, 
Freeman Clarke, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Conger, Cotton, Creely, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, 
Donnan. Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Edwards, Farns- 
| worth, Farwell, Charles Foster. Wilder D. Foster, 
i Frye, Garfield, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George B. 
i Harrys, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazleton, John azle- 
ton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 

i Lynch, May- 
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ner,.Ewichell,: Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Wallace,’ 


Williams of Indiana, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the result of 
the vote, 
CONTESTED ELECTION——OLSSNA VS. MEYERS. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, presented a report in the contested- 
election case of Cessna vs. Meyers, from the 
sixteenth congressional district of Peunsylva- 
nia, accompanied by the following resolution: 

Ltesolved, That Buxsamin F. Muyers is entitled to 
rotain the seat which he now holds as Representative 
from the sixteonth congressional district of Ponn~ 
sylvania, 

_ On motion of Mr. HOAR, the report was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

The. result of the vote on the motion. to 
adjourn was then announced as above recorded. 
, And accordingly (at four o'clock and forty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, BTC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: The memorial of J. W. 
Gillespie, publisher ‘of the Weekly Local, a 
newspaper published at Alliance, Stark county, 
Ohio, praying thatregular publishers and deal- 
ers in newspapers may receive in bulk through 
the mail papers printed in whole or in part, 
and- pay the postage thereon as received, at 
same rates as regular subscribers to publica- 
tions weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly 
in advance. 

‘Also, the memorial of Abraham Palmer, of 
Smithfield, Jefferson county, Ohio, praying to 
have refunded to him commutation money and 
fines which he was compelled to pay because 
of his being illegally drafted into the military 
service of the United States, on June 10, 1864. 

‘By Mr. BECK: The petition aud accom- 

panyiog papers of James M. Hanks, admin- 
istrator of Jobn F. Hanks, deceased, of the 
State of Arkansas, praying the restitution of 
a sum of money and interest, which is now 
withheld from the estate of the decedent by 
the Government of the United States. 
_ By Mr. BIGGS:. The memorial of D. H. 
Egbert, Wiliam- Dean, and others, citizens 
of the State of Delaware, praying an appro- 
priation to improve the navigation of Chris- 
tiana ‘river, from the village of Newport, on 
said river, to the town of Christiana. 

‘By Mr. COTTON: The’ petition of sundry 
citizens of the State of Iowa, praying the es: 
tablish ment.of a post route from Center June- 
tion; via Madison, to. Hale, in said State. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of the National 
Bureau of Migration, of which Horace Greeley 


is president, and Samuel R: Wells-secretary, 


consisting of fifty directors, including seven-- 


teen editors of as many newspaper publications, 
repiesentative men of nine different railroads 
having extensive land grants, and of eleven 
different States and Territories, for the incor- 
poration.of the bureau by act of Congress, and 
jù ‘connection therewith a national emigrant 
savings bank, loan, and trust company. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of Homer 
Foote and others, praying the abolition of 
moieties to informers. pis outs Fs 

By Mr. FORKER: The petition. of Charles 
Hewitt, Robert Aikin, William Keegan, and 
others, citizens. of Trenton, New Jersey, 
remonstrating against a. change of the exist- 
ing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties on 
such articles. as are successfully produced in 
this country, and for the repeal of all duties 
upon tea, coffee, and such other articles of. 
necessity or comfort as cannot be produced in 
the United States. 

By Mr. HALSEY: Concurrent resolutions 
of the New Jersey Legislature asking Congress 
to appropriate $15,000 to remove obstructions 
from the Delaware river. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the New 
Jersey Legislature in favor of a public build- 
ing at Trenton forthe proper accommodation 
of the post office, United States courts, &c. 

Also; the remonstrance of 70 workers in 
the steel-works of James R. Thompson & Co., 
Jersey City, New Jersey, against abating or 
abolishing the duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of James 
P. Chew, publisher of the Lawrenceburgh (In- 
diana) Press, praying more equitable postage 
on newspapers and periodicals, wholly or in 
part printed, when sent to regular publishers. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The memorial of Cyrus 
Pierce and others, citizens of Bristol, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion providing that no person shall hereafter be 
eligible to any Federal office who is addicted to 
the use of intoxicating liquors as a beverage. 

Also, the remonstrance of the type-founders 
of New York, against the reduction of the duty 
on type. 

Also, the remonstrance of the operatives in 
the bolt-works of Hooper & Townsend, against 
a change of the tariff abating or repealing 
duties on such articles as are produced in this 
country. 

Also, the remonstrance of Henry Berry and 
75 others, workers in the Glen Echo carpet- 
mills, of Germantown, Philadelphia, Peun- 
sylvania, against a change in the tariff laws 
abating duties on articles successfully pro- 
duced in this country, urged by the Free-Trade 
League. and praying the repeal of all duties on 
tea, coffee, and such other articles as cannot 
be produced ‘in the United States, and also 
such an adjustment of duties as will encourage 
and defend every home industry and foster the 
honor and interests of the American laborer. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Tread- 
well S. Ayres, for relief. 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of J. R. 
Morgan, of Gerardstown, West Virginia, ask- 
ing a modification of section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the revised codification of 
the postal laws. 

Also, the petition of Drusy A. Layman, of 
Marion county, West Virginia, for an increase 
of pension to ber minor children. 

By Mr. McJUNKIN: The petition. of 
Charles Hoffman, of Saxonburg, Pennsyl- 


vania, late a second lieutenant in the seventy- | 


eighth regiment Pennsylvania infantry volun- 
teers, for relief, &c. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The memorial of W. B. 
Beebe, of Mount Gilead, Ohio, praying Con- 
gress to grant equal privileges to the local press. 
with those granted to metropolitan journals, 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Rodney 
C. Barker, for reimbursement for money ex- 
pended in behalf of a wounded soldier. 


By Mr.. PLATT: The petition of Baxter, | 


| of the District. 


Nash & Co., William T; Harrison & Co., and 
others, citizens of Norfolk, Virginia, for a 
uniform rate of duty on sugars. i 

:By Mr. RAINEY: -A concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of South Carolina, praying 
the continuance of the protective duty on rice. 

By Mr: SAWYER: The petition of Bleme- 
hard & Arnold: and 70 others, citizens of 
Depere, Wisconsin, rémonstrating against a 
change of the existing tariff laws upon articles 
successfully produced`in this country. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The memorial and peti- 
tion of General :R- R. Daws and 51 others, 
workers in the Marietta, Ohio, iron-works, 
remonstrating against the repeal or abatement 
of tariff duties on articles which can be suc- 
cessfully produced in this country. 

By Mr. STARK WEATHER: The petition 
of Luke C. Reynolds, for a pension. 

By. Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of 
Thomas Gogins and others, of South Boston, 
in relation toappointments, and removals from 
public offices, salaries, perquisites, moieties, 
&c., and seizure of private books and, papers. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of T. S. 
Andrews, of Haddon, Michigan, asking that 
section one hundred and sixty-two.of the postal ` 
laws be so amended as to allow newspapers in 
part printed to be carried by mail to the pub- 
lishers at the same rates as are charged to reg- 
ular subscribers for publications weighing four 


ounces, 

By Mr. WALLACE: A joint resolution of 
the Legislature of South Carolina, asking that 
the duty on rice be not repealed. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


`The following bill was introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. COTTON : A bill to establish a post 
road, 


IN SENATE. 
Taurspay, February 8, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. Burer, Chaplain of 
the House of Representatives, 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1829) removing the 
political disabilities of L. A. Sypert, Luke 
Trafton, A. J. Sisk, and John Couch, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a me- 
morial of the Legislature of the State of Wis- 
consin in favor of the renewal of the grant to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from St. 
Croix river or lake to the west end of Lake 
Superior and to Bayfield; which was ordered 
to lie on the tables, and be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of John 
W. Stevenson. and one hundred others, of 
Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania, praying the pas- 
sage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I also present the peti- 
tion of Josephine S. Griffing, of the District 
of Columbia, a lady of great worth, who has 
done much for the poor, especially for the 
freedmen of this District, setting forth her 
services and asking some compensation, In 
aid of this petition is a petition of Dr. Purvis, 
and also of Judge Fisher, A. G. Riddle, and 
a large number of others of the best people 
I move that these petitions 
and the accompanying papers be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a memorial 
of Frederick A. Hill-and others, citizens of 
New Hampshire, praying to be indemnified 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 


1872. 
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it 


to the year 1801; which was ordered to lie on i that this petition, with the papers accom- 


the table. 

<Mr. WRIGHT presented a joint resolution | 
ofthe Legislature of lowa in relation to water | 
eommunication ‘between ‘the Mississippi river 
and Lake Michigan, by way of the Wisconsin 
and: Fox rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. Mo : 

He also presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Towa relating to the terminus 
of the Union Pacific railroad, and the viola- 
- tion'of its charter by the action of said com- 

pany; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I present also a joint reso- 
lution-of the Legislature of the State of Iowa 
asking an increase of pension for Charlotte 

-` Crocker, widow. of General Marcellus M. 

Crocker. I move that it be printed and re- 

ferred to the Committee on ‘Pensions, and I 

desire to say to the chairman of the Commit- 

tee on Pensions that I regard this as a most 
meritorious case, and I ask for it the earliest 
and most favorable attention. 

|The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a peti- 
tion of James W. Fales and others, soldiers 
ofthe United States Army citizens of Michigan, 
praying that a bounty of $8 334 a month be 
granted to all honorably discharged soldiers 


l! that these memorials be received and referred 


! panying the petition of last year, be referred 
| to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. I 
| move that that order be made. 

i The motion was agreed to. 


| Mr. HAMLIN. Ihave been charged with, 
| the presentation of three memorials from the 
State of Maine—one from the city of Portland, 
| one from the town of Bridgeton, and the other 
; embracing towns in various sections of the 
| State—all of a similar character, asking for 
| legislation on the following’ subjects: first, 
| appointments to and removals irom public 
i offices; second, salaries, perquisites, and 
| moieties of public officers; third, seizures of 
| private books and papers. There have been 
| sundry memorials, I believe, presented by 
l other Senators, of a like character. I move 
i to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I present a similar 
memorial, sigaed by Field & Wheeling, John 
! Nazro & Co., Smith, Chandler & Co., Blair & 
! Persons, and fifty-five others, business men 


and [ desire simply to say on this subject, 
| which I understand is the real grievance com- 
plained of, the seizure. of private books and 
papers, that I think Congress should turn its 
attention to that subject at an early day. I 
| believe our revenue laws are more oppressive 


and:sailors for the entire term served, and that || 


au. amendment be made to the twenty-fifth 
section. of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation ; 
which was. referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 
Mr. WINDOM presented ‘a petition of 
Andrew Crooker and others, late soldiers and 
sailors of the United States Army and Navy, 
requesting Congress so to modify the home- 
stead law of 20th of May, 1862, and the acts 
amendatory thereof, that the time which the 
soldier or sailor served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the war of the 
rebellion, after two years’ actual residence 
upon his homestead, may be deducted from 
the term of five years’ residence which the act 
now requires before he can acquire title thereto; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary ‘Affairs, - 
© He also presented a petition of Alexander 
Lynch and others, late soldiers of the United 
States Army, praying that the homestead law 
beso amended thatthe time which the soldier 
or sailor served in the Army, afier two years’ 
actual residence upon his homestead, may be 
deducted from the term of five years’ resi- 
dence; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
' He also presented a petition of Seth Weeks 
and others, late soldiers of the United States 
Army, and citizens of Penusylvania, praying 


that. the homestead Jaw be so amended that |; 


the time which the soldier or sailor served in 
the Army, after two years’ actual residence 
upon his homestead, may be deducted from 


the term of five years’ residence required by | 


law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

“Mr. CALDWELL presented a memorial 
of thé Legislature of Kansas, in favor of 


the equalization of bounties to soldiers and | 
sailors: who served in the late war; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr, RAMSEY presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Minnesota, asking for an 
appropriation to aid in the improvement of 
the harbor'of Duluth, in the State of Minne- 
sola; which was referred to the Committee 
ou Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
“Mr. WILSON. ` T present the petition of 
William. T. Eustis, of Boston, setting forth 
_ that he presented a petition at the last Con- 
press telative to assistance given to a Rhode 
sland brigade in the Revolution. He requests 


than there is any earthly necessity for, and 
that they are exceedingly grievous and bur- 
: densome in their operation upon the people. 
I move the reference of this memorial to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to state what I 
omitted before, that the memorials 1 presented 
from my own State are signed by many of the 
most worthy and intelligent merchants of the 


State. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have a similar peti- 
tion from the city of Chicago, which is signed 
by fifty of the principal business firms and 
| business men of that city. I entirely concur 
| in what the Senator from Wisconsin has said, 
í and think we should do more than simply 
correct the abuses arising from seizures, that 
we should reform in some way the system of 
appointments, as the memorialists pray that 
we should adopt some rules and regulations 
| in regard to appointments aud removals from 
| office, and also in reference to salaries, per- 
| quisites, and moieties, as well as in regard to 
| 


‘the seizures of books and papers. I move 
| the reference of the petition to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish this matter 
| to pass from the attention of the Senate on the 
| observations of my friends from Wisconsin and 
| Illinois with a wholesale and apparently unani- 
| mons condemnation of the existing laws on the 
| subject of seizures. If you are going to have 
li 


a revenue obtained by the imposition of duties 
| upon goods, if you are to protect honest im- 
porters, you must detect dishonest ones, and 
if you are to do that, you must employ the usaal 
machinery and the indispensable machinery of 
seizing their goods when there is.just ground 
of suspicion, and seizing their books and papers 
which are supposed to be fraudulent in order 
to try the question; an 
that it is only upon judicial process that these 
! seizures of papers and books can be made; an 


| order issued by a judge upon affidavit. S 
| unquestionably true that in the thousands of 
ceses that arise, some, perhaps many, are 
unjust seizures. It is equelly true, in the 
thousands of indictments uuder State laws 
| that arise, seizures of liquor, if you please, 
| her things in the administration 
| that a great many 
| but that 
| I hope, 
! therefore, we shall not at once con 
| laws for encouraging honest importing. 


d the law now provides ! 


It is | 


and prominent business firms of Milwaukee; |; 


i 


i 


t 


| porter, 


-Mr. HAMLIN. I want to corroborate every 
single word that the Senator from Vermont 
has uttered. Jt is a very important question 
beyond a doubt. The law as it now stands is 
open and subject to abuse. There can be no 
doubt upon that point; but if we wish to pro- 
tect honest importers, there must be an ade- 
quate power lodged somewhere for the purpose 
of following up and ascertaining who-are the 
dishonest importers, and it is a question about 
which the Judiciary Committee, when they 
investigate it. will find that there is a great 
deal to be said on both sides. That this power 
may be sometimes abused is undoubtedly true ; 
but I wish to state one fact for the cousidera- 
tion of the Senate: while I administered the 
revenues at the port of Boston, for thirteen 


| months, I made a seizure of papers in no case 


of which I now recollect where they did: not 
lead to a detection of violations of the revenue 
laws——not one. I will add that the books and 


i papers of some merchants were seized: and 


taken possession of who sustained as high 
reputation as any in the mercantile community. 
Jt is not, therefore, a question which ‘has its 
rights and equities all on one side. While I 
say that, I think there are limitations which 
may and ought to be placed upon the present 
law which will perbaps protect the honest im- 
If, however, we go to the extent of 
removing all power to seize evidence which 
may exist of dishonest: importations, in my 
judgment you will do more mischief to the 
community and incur more loss than even the 
present law may produce. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senate that by the twenty-fourth 
rule this petition has been referred of course 
without putting a question for that purpose, 
the reference of it not having been objected to 
by any Senator at the time the petition was 
presented. It is, therefore, now in possession 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and this 
debate has progressed by unanimous consent. 
The Senator from New York desires to address 
the Senate. 

Mr. FENTON. I ask. unanimous consent 
to say a word, ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irose before the paper 
left the hands of the Senator from Hlinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont, however, did not object. The rule 
states that— 

“Every petition, or memorial. or other paper, 
shall be referred, of course, without putting a ques- 
tion for that purpose, unless the reference is objected 
to by a Senator at tho time such petition, memorial, 
or other paper is presented.” ‘ 

Therefore, unless objected to, the paper: is 
referred, of course, without objection, The 
object of the rule, the Chair supposes, was to 
limit debate on the preliminary presentation 
of petitions. The Senator from New York 
will be allowed to proceed if there be no objec- 


tion. 
Mr. FENTON. These petitions presented 


| this morning embrace three subjects: first, in 


regard to appointments to and removals from 
office; second, the abolition of the system of 
moieties of fines, penalties, and forfeitures in 
the collection of customs; third, not to the en- 
tire abolition of the power to seize books and 
papers, but to a modification of the severity 
of the act of March 2, 1867, and throwing cer- 
tain restrictions around it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition has 
been referred. f s 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of lowa, praying a modification of the 
laws and regulations affecting and governing 
appointments to and removals from publie 
offices; salaries, perquisites, and moieties of 
public officers; and seizures of private books 
avd papers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Ce 

Mr. HARLAN. I present also the petition 
of B. & L. Halton, publishers of the Brighton 
Register, Washington, Iowa, setting forth that 
it has become a custom for a few years last 
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ast. of a large number of newspaper pub- 
ishers. to have their newspapers: printed in 
part in a centtal office, and afterward filled up 
atthe local office for distribution to subscribers, 
-gnd that according to the ruling of the Post 
Office Department such matter is now excluded 
from the mails. They.desire that the laws and 
regulations on-that subject. be so modified as 
to enablé them to transmit this matter through 
the mails. I move that the petition be referred, 


fo the Committee on Post Offices and Post 


Roads. | o7. , 
“The motion was agreed to. pidas 
::Mr. ANTHONY. Ipresent a petition iden- 


tical with those presented by many Senators this 
morning, from Providence, Rhode Island, pray- 
ing for certain reforms in the appointment of 
officers ; salaries, perquisites and moieties; and 
theseizures of private booksand papers ; signed 
by Congden, Carpenter & Co., B. B. and R. 
Knight:& Co., and two. hundred and: twenty- 
five others, © : : 

‘Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Before this 
is received I desire to ask.a question, as I see 
this is another series: of yellow-covered litera- 
ture. {Laughter.] I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor:from Rhode Island whether ho knows any- 
thing as to the manner in which these petitions 
are gotten up? While Lam in favor of remedy- 
ing the ‘abuses which they point out, I desire to 
have-him state if he knows anything about the 
manner in which these petitions are gotten up. 

Mr. ANTHONY. All I know about it is 
that [ happened to be in an office when I was 
last home in Providence, and a young man 
came around with a petition like this and said 
he was employed and got so much a hundred 
for. getting signatures. [Laughter.] I sup- 

ose it ig the same petition. I presume this 
is. the way petitions of tbis kind are always 
gol up  . } 

The petition was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 
Mrs. Charity Vance, widow of William Vance, 
a soldier in the Revolution, praying compensa- 
tion for services rendered by her husband dur- 
ing the revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

: He also presented the petition of Sarah M. 
Dove, asking for au increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented a petition of certain 
sailors and marines who have served in the 
war: against the rebellion, praying the pas- 
sage of a bill placing them on an equality 
with others who received .bounty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. He also presented the petition of Elizabeth 
S. Lathrop, widow of Captain Solon Lathrop, 
asking for an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SPENCER. I present a petition. of 
business men. of Mobile, Alabama, praying 
a modification of the laws relating to appoint- 
ments to-office, &c. -This petition is similar 
to. those presented by others this morning on 
the game subject, It is signed by nearly all, 
if not all, the leading business men of the 
city. of Mobile. .I move its reference to the 
Committee.on the Judiciary. 

: The motion was agreed to. 


“Mr. SCOTT. - I present the petition of Made- 
leine Vinton Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear 
Admiral Dahlgren, submitting a claim for com: 
pensation for the adoption and use by the Uni- 
ted States Navy of certain inventions of the late 
rear admiral, relating to ordnance. This peti- 
tion states at some length the number of inven- 
tions of Rear Admiral Dahlgren that have been 
thug in usé, and the service that has been 
rendered to the country by their use; the fact 
that the petitioner holds patent-rights for some 
of them, secured to her husband, which have 
still gome time to run; and that our Govern- 
ment has upon various. occasions extended the 
use of these ordnance inventions to. foreign 
countries to the entire detriment of the rights 
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of the patentee and his:heirs. 
attention of the chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee to this petition, Iask leave to read the 
purpose with which it is presented, and the 
prayer of the petitioner: : 

“One object your petitioner has in view, in pre- 
senting to your honorable bodies a claim looking to 


some just compensation in money, as an equiva'ent 
for the patent rights she holds, not. only as regards 
past use, but also as regards the future use. by thig 
Government—one main object is the great desire of 
your petitioner to meet the earnest wish of the late 
Rear Admiral Dahlgren, to have a suitable monu- 
ment in marble or bronze erected over the remains, 
and to commemorate the services, of his gallant son 
Ulric. This monument, which her late husband ever 
bore it in his heart to. erect, your petitioner. now 
desires shall serve as a double memorial for father 
and son; yet she finds herself utterly without means 
to carry this intention properly into effect.” 

The petition then states that estimates fur- 
nished from the Navy Department will show— 

“That the United States Navy has now in use an 
aggregate weight of metal cast. according to the 
models of these inventions, which, if estimated ac- 
cording to the customary allowance for a royalty or 
enhanced price paid to patentees, as in the case of 
the Rodman patent for a method of casting, would 
presont a claim of considerably over three hundred 
thousand dollars for past use of these inventions.” 

She does not ask that much, but proposes to 
surrender all further claim to these patents in 
consideration of compensation for their past 
use. I commend this petition to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to which committee 
I move that it be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 2 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a memorial of 
citizens of Shreveport, Louisiana, in relation to 
the arsenal grounds at that place; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition 
of Rose Pitchey, of Cumberland county, Ken- 
tucky, praying that she be granted a pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Mich- 
acl Girdner, praying compensation for property 
destroyed by the Indians in 1864; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of 
W. J. Freis, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the sureties 
of William Quillian, postmaster at Milledge- 
ville, Georgia, praying relief from the penalty 
of their bond; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania, instructing the Sen- 
ators and requesting the Representatives in 
Congress from the State of Pennsylvania to 
vote ‘for and urge the passage of a bill-grant- 
ing bounty land to certain persons engaged in 
the military and naval service of the United 
States from and after the 4th day of March, A. D. 
1861, introduced into the United States House 
of Representatives by Hon. L. D. SHOEMAKER, 
of Pennsylvania; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

e also presented a petition of William H. 
Green and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, 
late soldiers of the United States Army, pray- 
ing that a bounty of $8 334 a month be granted 
to all honorably discharged. soldiers and sail- 
ors for the entire term served, and that the 
twenty-fifth section of the act approved July 
15, 1870, be so amended as to permit soldiers 
or sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements. of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of M, F. White 
and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, late sol- 
diers of the United States Army, praying that 
a bounty of $8 333 per month be granted to 
all honorably discharged soldiers aud sailors 
for the entire term served, and that an amend- 
ment be made to the twenty-fifth section of 
the act approved July 16, 1870, so as to per- 
mit soldiers or sailors to enter the amount of 


land therein allawed without the requirements 


As I desire the 


February 8, 


of settlement and cultivation; whieh | was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of Jobn 
Butler Chapman, praying remuneration for 
services rendered and money expended in the 
Indian. service in the years. 1861 and 1862; 
which- wasreferred. to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs... >... ; i 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
compliance with a resolation of the Senate, 
information respecting the nature and extent 
of the raft in the Red river; above Shreveport, 
Louisiana; which was referred. to the on: 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Anne E. Boyle, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, borecommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 


Mr. CALDWELL. I submit the following 
order: $ 

Ordered, That Charles Ashburn, Joseph F. King, 
Joseph Grant, Samuel Barkan, James Clarke, Jesse 
Sutton, Ottawa Sutton, Joseph Mundell, S. W. Hil- 
dreth, George Amly, James Connel, and Gideon F, 
Hodson, have leave to withdraw-their petitions and 
papers from the files of the Senate. ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I should like to ask my 
friend from Kansas what those papers are; 
what they ask for. Are they claims for money, 
or merely claims for pensions or bounty? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Iwill state to the Sen- 

ator that I do not know. I present that paper 
at the request of Judge Lows, the Represent- 
ative from Kansas who has the papers in 
charge. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend 
to allow it to lie over until to morrow, and 
look into it. If they are claims for money 
perhaps the papers ought to be copied. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order pro- 
posed will lie over until to-morrow. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. LOGAN. Irise to make a request of 
the Senate at this time. I have been here 
several days when really it is not very well 
for me to be here on account.of the state of 
my health, and have desisted from asking the 
Senate to act on a matter that was before. ua 
some time ago; but I think it is time it was 
disposed of. I refer to the motion to recon- 
sider the bill that was passed by the Senate 
in reference to the relief of sufferers by fire in 
Chicago. Ifthe Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] is willing, without any consulta- 
tion on my part with any person in the Senate 
as to what the vote may be, I am perfectly 
ready to let the Senate take it up and vote 
without one word of discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us finish reports. 

Mr. LOGAN. I. do not want to. interfere 
with the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois asks unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the motion 
to reconsider the vote on the passage of the 
Chicago relief bill, stating that he will give 
way to morning business if itis taken up. Is 
there objection ? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to its 
being taken up the moment we get through 
with reports of committees. It ought to be 
disposed of. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
now call for reports of committees. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 518) for the relief of William 
Nixon, of West Virginia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill (S. No. 608) to 
correct an error in the act approved February 


. 1872. 
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24, 1871; which was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 

< Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill (S. No. 609) to 
yeduce the limits of the military reservation 
at Fort. Stanton, New Mexico ; which was 
réad, and passed to the second reading. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Ap- 

propriations, to whom were referred the bill 
(S.No. 340) fixing the salaries of certain 
Officers, and the bill (S, No. 412) to fix the 
compensation of the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, have instructed me to report both 
pills adversely. The committee are, I believe, 
unanimously of the opinion that the public 
service at this time does not require or justify 
the increasing of any salaries at all in any 
Department of the Government. When we 
get the service a little better regulated itis a 
matter that ought to be adjusted on a scale 
and in a way which shall act upon all branches 
of the service at the same time, and upon a 
proper adjustment of what it would be just 
and right todo. Fam therefore instructed to 
report back both bills adversely. 

“Mhe bills were postponed indefinitely. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred additional papers relative to the claim 
of Horace Clough for a pension, to report back 
the papers with the statement that we have no 
petition before us, and that the same claim 
was acted upon at the last session of Congress 
adversely by the committee, and they still 
adhere to that opinion. 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Pensions to report adversely 
upon the petition of George W. Thomas, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, with the state- 
ment that it is precisely the same case and 
upon the same evidence which we considered 
a year ago, and we reported adversely then. 
The committee are all satisfied with the rea- 
sons we then gave for the adverse report, and 
reaffirm them. 

“The conimittee were discharged from the 
farther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam also instructed by 
the Committee on Pensions to report adversely 
on the bill. (S. No. 280) for the relief of Wil- 
liam P. Russell. It appears that this gentle- 
man. already has a pension at the Pension 
Office, and this bill is designed to give him 
atrears, which we think cannot. be done. 

‘The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [am also instructed by 
the Committee on Pensions to report upon the 

. petition of citizens of Union county, Iowa, in 
behalf of James A. Forgey, praying that he be 
allowed a pension. It is evident from exam- 
ination of the papers in this case that taking 
the statement of the gentleman to be true, he 
is clearly entitled toa pension at the Pension 

Office. We therefore report that he have leave 
to withdraw his papers. 

The report was agreed to. 

_ Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the petition of Lizzie Gil- 
mer, postmistress at Pittsfield, Ilinois, praying 
relief for the loss of postage stamps through 
burglary, submitted a report thereon accom: 
panied by a bill (S, No. 610) for the relief 
of Lizzie. Gilmer, postmaster at Pittsfield, 
Illinois, 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

_ Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 

etition of Captain Charles H. Briggs, of West 

(irginia, for arrears of pension, a bmitted an 
adverse report; and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

He also, from the same committee, 


: : to whom 
was referred the petition of Lucy 
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widow of Robert Clancy, of the one hundredth 
and sixty-fourth regiment. New York volun- 
teers, praying for back pension, submitted an 
adverse report; and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of William J. Henry, 
praying to-be allowed an increase of pen- 
sion, submitted an adverse report; and the 
committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of. the petition. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee. on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R, No. 897) for the relief of Ira Buck- 
man, jr., reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 240) to amend 
an act to revise, amend, and consolidate the 
statutes relating to patents and copyrights, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 588). to amend an 
act entitled “An act to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the statutes relating to patents and 
copyrights,” approved July 8, 1870, reported 
it without amendment, 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 470) authorizing an increase 
of United States mail steamship service be- 
tween San Francisco and China, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOREMAN, from the Committee on 
Territories, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. .860) to establish the Territory of 
Ojibway, and to provide a temporary govern- 
ment therefor, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Committee on Com- 
merce have had under consideration the ques- 
tion of giving extended jurisdiction and power 
to local officers having charge of public im- 
provements, in order to facilitate the building 
of those improvements, and have directed me 
to report a bill on that subject and recommend 
its passage. 

The bill (S. No. 612) to facilitate the execu- 
tion of and to protect certain public works of 
improvement, was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition 
of Mary P. Jarvis, widow of Joseph R. Jarvis, 
late commander United States Navy, praying 
to be allowed a pension, reported adversely 


! thereon. , 
| Healso, from the same committee, to whom | 
i was referred the petition of Sarah Graffam 


Glover, of Maine, praying a pension as widow 
of Captain James Graffam, for services ren- 
dered by him in the war of 1812, reported 
adversely thereon. 

REPORT RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. VICKERS. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Scorr,] from the Committee 
on Finanee, reported adversely upon the peti- 
tion of John Thompson Mason. I now ask 
that that report may be recommitted, as Judge 
Mason has additional testimony to offer to the 
committee, and I am sure they will be very 
glad to hear i 


r it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom | 


Maryland moves to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate discharged the Committee 
on Finance from the further consideration of 
the petition of John Thompson Mason, and 
moves that it be recommitied to the commit- 
tee, with some additional papers. 
The motion was agreed to. 
SMITH AND SKINNER’S PATENT. 


Mr. WINDOM. The Committee on Patents, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1840) 


Clancy, || for the relief of Alexander Smith and Haleyon 


| report accompanyin 


es 


Skinner, haye instructed me to report it back 
without-amendment, and recommend its pas» 
sage. It has already passed the Honse, been 
reported -by the committee, and will give rise 
to no debate. - I think there is no objection to 
it anywhere, and I ask for its present congid- 


eration. ; ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous. consent to consider the bilt on the day 
on which it is reported. _The Secretary will 
read the bill, and afterward the Chair will ask 
for objections, if there be any. ; 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., Thatthe Commissioner of Patents 
be, andheis hereby, directed to granta rehearing of 
the application of Alexander Smith and Halcyon 
Skinner, for the extension of letters patent granted 
tothem on the 4th day of November, 1856,forimprove- 
ment in power-looms; and he is hereby authorized to 
revive and extend the said letters-patent forthe fur- 
ther term of seven years from and after the 4th day of 
November, 1870, notwithstanding the original term 
for which letters-patent was granted has expired, 
and the said patentecs had patented the said inven~- 
tion in foreign countries, and such foreign patents 
had expired before the 4th day of November, 1870, 
if, in his judgment, the said patentees were the orì- 
ginal and first inventors of tho invention described 
in the said letters-patent, and the invention is use- 
ful, and the patentees have failed, without neglect 
or fault on their part, to obtain from the use and sale 
of the said invention a reasonable remuneration for 
the time, ingenuity, labor, and expense bestowed 
upon the same, and the introduction thereof into 
use. And the said letters-patent, when so revived 
and extended, shall have the same effect in law as 
if it had been originally granted for the term of 
twenty-one years: Provided, That all persons who 
at the time of the passage of this act had constructed, 
or caused to be constructed, or used looms on the 
plan of the said invention, shall beat liberty, during 
such extended term to use and vend to others to use 
said looms so constructed or used. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this bill? 


"The Chair hears none. 


„Mr. SHERMAN. What is the title of the 


bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a House 
bill, authorizing the Commissioner of Patents 
to grant a rehearing in the case of a patent, 

Mr. WINDOM. It is reported by the Sen- 
ate committee, and has passed the House 
almost unanimously. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know anything 
about this particular case, but, upon general 
principles, I think it a great mistake to be 
granting these rchearings to have patents 
extended. The law gave parties for fourteen 
years originally, and now for seventeen years, 
the exclusive use of their patents. 1 think we 
ought not to sanction this coming to Congress 
to get their patents extended after the period 
has. transpired. I thought this system was to 
be stopped by a change of the law some years 
ago. We extended the time that the patent 
was to run originally from fourteen to seven- 
teen years, I think. 

Mr. WINDOM. There are peculiar cir- 
cumstances connected with this case which I 
think make it an equitable one, There is a 
the bill which is very 
brief and can be read if it is desired, or I can 
state the facts of the case. 

This is a patent for a powerloom for the 
manufacture of the American Axminster car- 
pets. It was issued in this country on the 
4th of November, 1856, and also in Europe on 
the 17th of October, 1856. On account of 
the expiration of the patent in Europe prior 
to its expiration in this country, the Commis- 
sioner of Patents refused to extend it, but 
gave that as the only reason why he did not 
extend it, and makes this statement in hig 


decision: 

* Tn this case I find a valuable and very ingenious 
invention, for which the inventors have not been 
adequately remunerated. Jfindthatthey have been 
diligent, and that the public interest would beserved 
in the grant of their extension, by fostering a new 
nnd valuable manufacture, now in its infancy, and 
requiring further time and protection for its full 
development. The only question which presents 
any difficulty arises from the grant of foreign pat- 
ents. In the cases of Ward and Boyer I held that 
the grant of a foreign atent before the issue of the 
American patent was fatal to the application for the 
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éxtension of the American patent, if the foreign pat- 
ent:expired before the original term of the patent 
sought ta.beextended.”” <- foie pici : 
~dIn-this casey owing to the ‘destruction of 
their- machinery by ‘two fires occurring at dif- 
ferent times; one in the year 1862 and ‘the 
other in the year 1864, the patentees were pre- 
vented ‘from: receiving any material benefits 
from their patent. Their. expenditures. are 
$112,000; ‘their ‘receipts; $16,000; I think 
they ‘have not been remunerated and ought to 
have an extension. 0 neoe 

Thé bill was réported to the Senate withoutan 
amendment, ordered -to:a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 7 
“BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 6183) relating. to. the issue of bonds by the 
authority of the District of Columbia, and to 
prevent the increase of the debt of the Dis- 
trict; which was read. twice by its title. . 

iMr: SUMNER.» In introducing ‘the bill I 
would say that I do not mean to assume any 
responsbility for it beyond brivging it before 


the Senate. I have. no firal judgment on the: 


important question which it presents. 

fhe bill was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed... 
«; Mr. AMES asked, and by unanimous. can- 
sent: obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
614) for the allowance of expenses incurred by 


marshals of the United States in certain cases ;. 


which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee onthe Jadiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHICAGO FIRE, 


Mr. LOGAN. I now ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the motion to 
reconsider the bill (H.R. No. 555) for the 
relief of sufferers by fire at Chicago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. Senator 
from Minois renews his request to proceed to 
the consideration of the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the Chicago relief bill was 

assed. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that motion is now before the 
Senate. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER, Mr, President—— 

The, VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
tom INinois [Mr. Logan] is entitled tọ the 

oor. 

Mr. LOGAN. My proposition was this— 
Ido not know whether the Senator desires to 
agree to it or not—that we take the vote on 
the motion without debate. If the Senator 
desires to debate the proposition further, of 
course at the expiration of the morning hour 
the bilt will have to go over again, as [ under- 
stand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
now maintain its place until one o’clock, and 
the Senator is himself entitled to the floor; 
but if he yields and the debate continues until 
one o'clock, it will then be superseded by the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. LOGAN.. If Senators desire to debate 
it further we shall not have time to dispose 
of it before the expiration of the morning 
hour. I donot understand whether they do 


or not. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I certainly do desire 
to submit some remarks on the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire, of course, 
to interfere with other business, but if this 
matter is to he debated so that it cannot be 
concluded this morning, I should like to have 
some understanding when we can dispose of 
it. “If the amnesty bill is voted on to-day I 
would ask that the Senate agree to take up 
this bill after that is disposed of. We have 
not.time, I know, to dispose of it now before 
the expiration of the morning hour if the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin means to debate it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As soou as the 
amnesty bill is conciuded, the next, and the 
only other rémaining ‘sptcial order, is the bill: 


in regard to:custom+houses, in which the’Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Fenton] appears’ 
to'be interested, and he has given notice that 
he will insist ‘upon itas the next bill to be 
considered: It-will be subject, however, to 
the vote of the Senate when called up. >The 
Senator from Tllinois now ‘being ‘entitled to 
the floor can move that this ‘bill be made the 
special. order, to take its rank behind this 
other remaining special order. 3 ; 

Mr: LOGAN.’ I-should like to have some 
definite action on this matter as speedily as 
possible. It seems to me a motion to recon- 
sider ought to be disposed of at some time.. 
It ought not to be crowded out all the time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I agree with the Senator 
from Illinois that that matter should be dis- 
posed of, and I, for one, will vote to take it up 
as soon as the amnesty bill is out of our way. 
Tt will be no'use, however, to take it up in the 
morning -hour now, and I hope he will give 
way to allow the passage of a bill which I 
think will not excite debate, and perhaps can 
pass during the morning hour. ; i 

Mr. LOGAN. I will give way certainly, 
because I do not insist 6n the consideration 
of this motion if gentlemen are to debate it 
until the expiration of the morning hour, and 
it is then to go over again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is now 
before the Senate, aŭd by a two-thirds vote 
can be. made a’special order, and will then 
only be ranked by the amnesty bill and the 
custom-house bill. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest ‘to my friend 
from Illinois merely to give notice, in which 
everybody will acquiesce, that as soon as the 
amnesty bill is disposed of he will move to 
take up this subject. Of course a vote of the 
Senate can set aside the bill of the Senator 
from New York. I am sure that we ought to 
dispose of this question. Itis but just to the 
people of Chicago and everybody else that we 
should do so. : 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I give notice that as 
soon as the amnesty bill, which is now enti- 
tled to precedenos before the Senate, is dis- 
posed of, I shall ask the Senate to take up and 
dispose of the motion to reconsider the pas- 
sage of the Chicago bill. 


AMERICAN CASH BEFORE GENEVA COMMISSION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. There is a resolution 
before the Committee on Printing to print a 
document which we have not possession. of, 
I therefore offer the following resolution call- 
ing for that document: 

Resolved, That the President of tho United States 

© requested to transmit to the Senate, if not incom- 

atiblo with the publio interest, the * caso of the 

nited States”? presented to the board of arbitration 
at Geneva, under the treaty of Washington. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


TUREE PER CENT. CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(5. No. 588) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the redemption of the three per 
cent. temporary loan certificates, and for an 
increase of national bank notes,” approved 
July 12, 1870. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be ne further morning business,-and the 
bill can be taken up by a majority vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall not 
take up the funding bill nowin the ten minates 
left of the morning hour. 

Mr.SHERMAN. It isnot a funding bill 
at all. It is to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on account of a doubt as to a pro- 
vision of law passed a year or two ago, to pay 
off three millions per month of the three per 
cent. certificates. I supposed myself he had 
the general authority to pay off the three per 
cent. certificates whenever he thought it was 
for the interest. of the public to do it; but 


-off whenever he thinks’ the 


it seems the construction put upon the law 
which was passed to increase the bank circu- i 


lation by pointing’ out a mode in which the 
three per cent. certificates may be’ retired, is 
held to restrain his genéral power to pay them 
publie interest 


Ts that all there is in 


demands it. - 

Mr TRUMBULL. 
the bill? >: l er l 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isall there iš inthe 
bill. Brae eek 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

`The motion was agreed'to, and the bill (S. 
No. 588) was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Wholé. ` It pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
redeem and cancel an amount of three per cent. 
temporary loan certificates, issued under the 
acts of March 2, 1867, and July 25, 1868, to an 
amount not exceeding $3,000,000 per month, 
in addition to the amount which he is author- 
ized to redeem and cancel by virtue of the act 
to which this isan amendment. He is to give 
notice to the holders, by publication or other- 
wise, that certain certificates (which shall be 
designated by number, date, and amount, ) shall 
cease to bear interest from and after a day to be 
designated in such notice, and that the certifi- 
cates so designated shall no longer be avail: 
able as any portion of the lawful money reserve 
in possession of any national banking associa- 
tion; and after the day designated in such 
notice no interest shall be paid on such certifi- 
cates, and they shall not thereafter be counted 
as a part of the reserve of any banking asso- 
‘ciation. : 

Mr. COLE. I should like to know some- 
thing more about this bill. Iask whether it 
is intended to increase the ‘amount of bank 
circulation? The act of July 12, 1870, I think, 
authorizes the issuance of some fifty-four mil- 
lions in addition to (he $300,000,000 of na- 
tional bank circulation then existing. I should 
like to know if this authorizes any increase of 
that. If there is to be any cancellation of the 
indelteduess of the United States, it seems to 
me it ought to be some indebtedness that bears 
a larger interest than three per cent., the lowest 
rate of interest of any of the securities of the 
Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The bill onits face shows 
distinctly that it has nothing to do with. the 
question of bank circulation. It so happens 
that the Jaw which authorized the increase of 
bank circulation directed the Secretary of the 
Treasury to retire these three per cent. certifi- 
cates as rapidly as the new bank circulation 
was issued. At that time it was supposed the 
additional bauk circulation would be taken up 
more rapidly than it has been taken up; and 
that clause is held to be’a restriction of his 
right to pay off the three per cent, certificates, 
Now, it is the general opinion, perhaps the 
universal opinion, that the three per cent. cer- 
tificates ought to be paid off as rapidly as pos- 
sible; aud this bill simply directs.him to do it 
at a rate not to exceed three millions a month. 
Tf there is any doubt about the passage of the 
bill, it would be as to the limitation of three 
millions a month, for at three millions a month 
it will take about six months to pay off the 
whole of them, and there is a general Opinion 
that the three per cent. certificates ought to be 
paid off, that is, it is to the interest of the pub- 
lic at large to pay them off. This bill is only 
intended to remove the doubt as to his power 
of paying them off, that doubt growing out of 
the Jaw to which this is an amendment. 

Mr. COLE. That law, if I remember it 
correctly, authorized the canceling of these 
certificates as fast as the circulation wag taken 
up by the establishment of new national banks, 
and I suppose they have been canceled to an 
extent equat to the amount of issue under that 
law to new national banks. I understand that 
about half the amount of $54,000,000 bas been 
already taken up by national banks, and I do 
not see really any necessity—perhaps the Sen- 
ator does—for canceling them any faster than 
was authorized by that law. ° : 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The only answer is that 
inthe opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and.[ believe.it is the opinion of nearly every 
one, the three per cent, certificates ought to 
he rapidly paid off. The bonds of the United 
States can only be gotten now at par in gold, 
while any holder of these certificates may at 
any:moment call on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury.to pay the whole of them. That kind of 
liability ought to be at once paid off. It isa 
kind of security that, if we resume specie pay- 
ment, may at once be demanded in gold. It 
js, therefore, a weight, and a weight that ought 
tobe relieved. They would have been paid 
off long ago but for the doubt as to the pewer 
of the Secretary to pay them off in advance of 
the operation of the incréase of national bank 
circulation, I think any Senator will at once 
see the scope of the question and can form his 
opinion. 

“Mi. CONKLING. 
stituted for these certificates as they are paid 


of? 

"Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, 
greenbacks take their place, and there can be 
no other reserve for the banks but greenbacks. 
‘Ag it-ig now, the United States Government is 
paying three per cent. interest. on certificates 
that are held in the vaults of the banks as part 
of their reserve. There is now, with a super- 
abundant revenue, with a sufficiency of money, 
ample means in the way proposed by this bill 
to pay off these certificates. 

Mr. MORTON. How many are there now? 

. Mr. SHERMAN. About $23,000,000. 

Mr. COLE. If I understand the Senator 
‘these certificates are now all held as reserves 
in the banks; and of course if they are to be 
aid-off it will require the taking of so much 
of the United States notes from circulation to 
supply their places in the banks as a reserve 
fand, which, of course, will reduce the amount 
of. United States notes in circulation. I sup- 
pose that is the object of it. My first point is 
that I think if any. securities of the Govern- 
ment. should be canceled, they should be se- 
curities. bearing a larger rate of interest; for 
instance, United States bonds bearing a gold 
interest. of six per cent. 

--The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, 

„Mr. MORTON. If I understand the effect 
of this bill, it is to allow the three per cent. 
certificates to be paid off at the rate of three 
millions per month, although additional bank 
currency may not be taken up and issued to 
a like amount, the effect of which will be to 
contract the currency to the extent of the 
excess.of these certificates paid off over the 
national bank currency issued. When the bill 
of. 1870 was passed, the theory of it was that 
there should be new national banks instituted, 
and that the three per cent. certificates should 
be paid off'as fast as new national bank cur- 
rency should be issued, so that the equilibrium 
of the currency should be preserved, that the 
amount of the currency should not be dimin- 
ished, If, now, $28,000,000 of these certifi- 
cates:should be paid off, without the issue of 
$23,000,000 of national: bank currency to new 
banks, there would be a contraction of the 
currency to that extent. I think that would 
be unfortunate. 

«Mr; CORBETT. I havea statement from 
the Statistical Bureau showing that the specie 
increase im this country from 1866 to 1871 is 
$56,000,000. . Theactual increase of the specie 
in this country in-the banks and in the Treas- 
ury of the United States is just about fifty-six 
million dollars, aceording to the statement I 
have before me, and that of itself will more 
than-eover double the amount of the with- 
drawal of these three per cent. certificates. It 
seems to me that it is highly important that 
they.should be withdrawn and that that specie 
should. beheld in the banks rather than be 
sent out of the country. ; 

«The bill was ordered. to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read tha third time, and passed. 


Is anything to be sub- | 


GILBERT MORTON, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to take the onë 


minute that is left-of the time before the 
amnesty biH comes up, to ask the Senate to 
consider the bill for the relief of Gilbert Mor- 


ton, reported by the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. It authorizes the President’ to reap- 
point him in the Navy. It passed last year 
unanimously on the report of the committee, 
but was not reached in: the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I should like to have it passed, as 
he is & very worthy officer and was dealt by 
unjustly. The bill gives the President power 
to restore him. I move to take up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
(S. No. 820): to authorize the restoration of 
Gilbert Morton to the naval service was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the President of the 
United States to nominate, and, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
reappoint Gilbert Morton an ensign in the 
Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have instructed me to report a bill (S. 
No. 611) to continue the act to authorize the 
settlement of the accounts. of officers of the 
Army and Navy. ‘There are only two or three 
linesto it, and, ifthere be no objection, I should 
like to put it on its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was read 
three times, and passed. It continues iu force 
for two years from June 28, 1872, and no 
longer, theact to authorize the settlement of 
the accounts of officers of the Army and Navy, 
approved June 23, 1870. 


ILLINOIS COURT RECORDS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. We had up the other 
day a bill to supply the records at Chicago in 
which the United States is interested to a con- 
siderable extent. I have changed it so that 
I think there will be no objection. It was 
objected to before by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Carrenter] and the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Coxxuinc.] They have seen 
the amendment. I think it can pass in a 
moment, and it is somewhat important that 
it should pass at an early day if it pass at all. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as iu 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 853) to restore the 
records of the United States courts in the 
northern district of Ilinois. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask that the substi- 
tute I fave proposed be read. ; 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed substi- 
tute, as follows: 

That in proceedings to restore the records of the 
circuit and district courts of 
of Illinois, destroyed by fire on the 9th of October, 
4871, under the act of March 3, 1871, entitled. “An 
act relating to records of the courts of the United 
States,’ the notice required by said act may be 
served upon any non-resident of said district any- 
where within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
or in any foreign country, the proof of the service 
of such notice, if made in & foreign country, to be 
certified by a minister or consul of the United States 
in such country, under bis official seal, o, 

Sac. 2 That a certified copy of the official return 
of the district attorney, clerk of the circuit or dis- 
trict court or the marshal of the northern district 
of Lilinois, made in porum ot pe pond Pao 
in the Department of Justice, relating to an 
in either of said courts to which the United States 


any case in which the names of the parties, and the 
date and amount of the judgment or decree shall 


ERI x > a 
aike s. that it shall be the duty of the district 
attorney for the northern district of Illinois to take 
such steps as may be necessary to restore the records 
and files of the circuit and district courts of said 
district which wore destroyed by fire on the Sth of 


| October, 1871, and in which the United States is 


the northern district |) 


i ized to 


| urging the amendment 


interested, so far as the judges of said courts respect- 


ively shall deem it essential to the interests of the 
United States that said records and files be restored 5 
and the judges of said courts respectively are author- 
i irect such steps to be-taken.as in their opin- 
ion shall. be deemed advisable to vestore the judg- 
ment dockets and indices ‘of said courts, and, for 
that. purpose, may direct the performance by: the 
clerks of said courts, and. by the United States attor- 
ney for said district, of any duty incident thereto, 
and said clerks and said district attorney shall be 
allowed such compensation and disbursements for 
services rendered under this section (in cases. where 
no compensation. is, now provided by law for such, 
services) as may be allowed by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and certified to be just and reasonable by-the: 
judge of the court in which said services are ren~ 
dered, and the amount so allowed shall be paid ont 
of the judiciary fund: Provided, however, That the 
gum allowed the clerks of said courts shall not.ex- 
ceed the sum of $12,000, and the entire compensa- 
tion of the United States attorney for such services 
shall not exceed the sum of $6,000. à 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Y g p 

The bill was reported: to the Senate as 
amended ; and the amendment was. concurred 
in, The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 880) for the removal of 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
third section of the fourteenth ‘article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the. Uni- 
ted States. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] to strike out the 
fifth section of the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner. ] 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, as I remarked yesterday, I shall vote 
against this as against other amendments. 
But with regard to this one in particular I 
have a special objection, for the amendment 
which the Senator from Ohio offers is placed 
before the Senate upon the one specific ground 
that if the section which he moves to strike 
out remain in the bill, our naturalization laws 
will be extended go as to embrace the Chinese 
within the scope of their operations. do 
not believe that the present discriminations 
in the natnralization laws are wise or just. J 
believe that the tendency of those discrim- 
inations is to exclude a most valuable immi- 
gration into this country. I believe that the 
one great necessity throughout the central 
regions of the West and along the Pacific 
coast is the advent of labor for the purpose 
of developing the resources and constructing 
the vast internal improvements of that region, 
and I think that any act of the Seuate.of the 
United States, which must inevitably be con: 
strued as. in hostility to the immigration of 
such labor, is hostile to the best interests of 
the country. 

Now, placed as this amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is upon thissole ground, so far 
as the argument hitherto has gone, that the 
section as it is will have the operation of ex- 
tending the naturalization law, so asto embrace 
the Chinese within their scope, I cannot con- 
sent to the amendment without thereby con: 
senting to an expression of opinion upon the 
part of the Senate which I believe would be 
unwise and unjust. And I must confess my 
surprise that Senators who have urged and are 
of the Senator from 
Massachusetts upon the Senate on the broad 
ground of human rights alone, should consent 
to abandon this section which in its scope more 
widely reaches and affects human rights than 
all the rest of the amendment together. 

But enough, sir, perhaps, upon the subject 
of the amendment of the Senator from. Ohio. 


I was led yesterday into a general expression 


|| of opinion in reference to ibe amendment of 


the Senator from Massachusetts, and this hav- 
ing occurred I desire:now as briefly as I can 
to give the reasons why I think thatthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts does, 
as I said yesterday, strike at the very bulwarks 
of civil liberty in. this country. I. regard .it 
not asanamendmentin favor of human rights, 
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because I believe if adopted it willleave human 
rights iñ this country upon a more insecure 
basis than they have ever hitherto reposed. 
The great security for the life, liberty, and 
property is. and. ever has: been local self-gov- 
ernment; and while the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and those who think with him, speak 
as-earnestlyas I do in behalf of local govern- 
ment, their acts tend to: its overthrow. The 
‘amendment proposed by that Senator and the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin alike,-are argued here upon principles 
which are fatal tothe rights of the people of 
the States as citizens of ‘the States, and which 
tend directly to consolidate all authority in 
this nation into one imperial government.’ 

Now, sir, getting away for a moment from 
abstract considerations, and from the generali- 
ties with regard. to privileges and immunities 
and rights which have been indulged in here, 
let us go directly to this measure as itis and 
see what it is that it proposes, The first. two 
clausés relate to the enjoyment by citizens of 
the United States of the “facilities, accom- 
modations, and privileges’ furnished by com- 
mon carriers and by innkeepers; and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, in the commencement 
of his argument weeks ago, was at pains to 
demonstrate that: by the common law the de- 
nial of these facilities to any citizen of the 
United States of any color was a civil injury for 
which he already possessed a right to bring his 
action for damages, and I add that in every 
State of the Union the denial of the facilities 
furnished by innkeepers and by common car- 
riers to. any citizen, no matter what his color, 
is a wrong for which that citizen could recover 
in the State courts the damages which he had 
suffered thereby. So that in reference to com- 
mon- carriers ahd innkeepers, the Senator from 
Massachusetts by ‘his amendment proposes 
only to give a remedy in addition to the rem- 
edy already provided by the common law of 
the States for a wrong that may be inflicted 
upon any citizen of the United States; and 
how does he propose to do it?. . 

Why, from the very foundation of the com- 
mon’ law this denial of accommodations or 
facilities by common carriers or innkeepers 
has been regarded simply as a civil injury 
that the party wronged thereby might pursue 
in his action for damages in the courts having 
appropriate jurisdiction. But now the Sen- 
ator makes it both a civil injury and a misde- 
meanor punishable by fine and imprisonment. 
Heretofore the civil injury inflicted bya com- 
mon carrier or an innkeeper: of the kind 
specified could be pursued by a citizen of a 
State against another citizen of the same State 
only-in the courts of that State; but now it is 

` to be made a crime cognizable in the Federal 
courts, while the individual who has. suffered 
the wrong may also bring his civil action in 
the Federal courts. 

The jurisdiction of this class of cases, be- 
tween citizens of the same State, is taken 
out of the State courts and transferred to the 
Federal courts in civil actions, and a new 
species of misdemeanor is created to be pros- 
ecuted and punished by the Federal courts. 
And see; sir, at.what a strange conclusion we 
arrive, if the amendment becomes apart. of the 
law of the land. If I am denied by an inn- 
keeper or a common carrier in my State any 
facility or advantage such as is described in 
the amendment because. even of direct malice 
against me, itis no misdemeanor on his part, 
it is no crime punishable by fine and im- 
prisonment ; the Federal courts have no juris- 
diction of the “wrong inflicted upon me; I 
must go. only to the. courts of my own State 
where the. injury has been inflicted, and there 
Tam to find redress ; but if the denial of the 
facility: or advantage is made on account of 
ray color, then forthwith the same act becomes 
a misdemeanor, for which the party may be 
indicted: bythe grand jury. in the Federal 
courts, and by the: sentence of those courts 
subjected to fine and imprisonment, and also, 


‘ination of color, but provided for the educa- 


may be prosecuted by me in. the same courts | 
in a civil action. z : 

Now, sir, itis of but little consequence whether 

the use of the facilities and advantages offered 
by inu-keepers and common carriersare rights, 
immunities, and privileges such as are de- 
scribed ir the fourteenth amendment or not. 
They exist by the common law of. all the 
States; and the Senator will only depress the 
powers and funetions of the States and elevate 
the power and functions of the Federal Govern- 
ment by his amendment. . But. the other. cases 
are of a different character. He next would 
punish owners of theaters if they. refuse to 
allow admission into their places of entertain- 
ment to any person on account of color. IfI 
attempt to entera theater in. Connecticut, and 
am excluded from any motive personal to my- 
self except color, upon the theory of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I must. resort to my 
action in the courts of my State; but if I am 
excluded on account of my color I may go to 
the Federal courts, and the owner is guilty 
of a misdemeanor cognizable in the Federal 
jurisdiction. 
. But, sir, I deny entirely that it is an injury 
to a party refused the purchase of a ticket to 
a theater, for which he may maintain an action 
against the license or manager of that theater. 
If the manager sells him a ticket, then all the 
privileges purchased by that ticket he has a 
right to, and if they are refused he may main- 
tain his action against the manager; but the 
amendment creates an entirely new class of 
civil injuries as well as misdemeanors in 
making the manager of the theater liable if 
he refuses to sell tickets to such persons as 
may choose to demand them. The amend- 
ment next provides that trustees, commission- 
ers, superintendents, and other officers of the 
common schools and other public institutions 
of learning in the several States, shall be for- 
bidden to make any discrimination on account 
of color, and be punished by fine and impris- 
onment or by civil action for damages, at the 
option of the person who claims to have been 
injured. 

While so far as the State which I in part 
represent is concerned this is a matter perfect- 
ly immaterial, for the children dwelling in that 
State, whether white or black, ever since my 


remembrance, have been accustomed to attend | 


the same schools, and I never knew or heard 
of a denial of the privilege either by law or 
custom, yet at the same time with respect to 
our school system we are tenacious; with re- 
spect to our rights over that school system we 
aretenacious. It has been our pride from our 
foundation as a Commonwealth. Our fathers 
began by making provision for the edgcation 
of every child, ant I have often read the re- 
cords in the old town record-books ; and even 
in those days the fathers made no discrim- 


tion of every child within the township; and 
as generations and centuries have passed away 
and we have seen the blessed influences of 
our educational system upon ourselves and 
upon those who have gone out from usto build 
up communities in other portions of the land, 
we have grown still more and more tenacious 
of that system, and of our power of control 
of it as we ourselves may see fit. And: we 
do not like that Representatives from distant 
States should assist us in the control of our 
school fund, or in the distribution of. the 
school moneys provided. for the education 
of the youth of the State. It is because this 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu: 
setts exerts. Federal- authority . over. the 
schools and the school officers of the States 
that the provision which the Senator has 
placed in it is most objectionable. Iam not 
certain that the same general rule of expe- | 
diency extends to all the States of the 
United States, but this I am certain of, that } 


ifyou give to the Federal Government power 
to interfere in the regulation of the schools 
of the different States upon one subject, I do 


not see how you are to restrain that power 
in reference to other topics relating to éduca- 
tion; and so we see and hear now continually 
more and more of efforts-made to bring the 
Federal Government into. direct. control of 
the school systems of the States. 

The amendment goes on to subject trustees 
and officers of church organizations to finesand 
imprisonments and to liabilities for damages in 
civil actions unless they shall furnish to all per- 
sons without discrimination of color, accommo- 
dations in their churches alike. I believe that 
clause in the amendment to be in violation of 
that amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States which protects religious.liberty 
in this country; but I do not care to argue 
whether it does or not. In my judgment, the 
Senator from Massachusetts was not aware 
when he placed this clause in his amendment 
how sensitive a topic he was approaching. In 
my judgment, he was not aware how tender 
a chord may be touched in the hearts of the 
people of this country by any interference by 
ihe Government of the United States with the 
church organizations and the churches of the 
land. It is not now an offense, nor is it now 
a ‘civil injury, for the officers of a church 
organization to exclude whom’ they please 
not members of that organization from the 
edifice in which the society meets to worship; 
but by the amendment. of the Senator from 
Massachusetts we have the strange offense 
created by which one who refuses to partici- 
pate in his religious exercises with another, is 
thereby to be subjected to fine and imprison- 
ment by the sentence of the judicial tribunals 
of the United States. 

Sir, I have no hesitation upon this subject 
ersonally, and I think the people of my State 
ave not. I will_goto the house of worship with 

the humblest negro in the land; I will kneel 
by his side at the sacramental table; but in 
that solemn hour I want the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to stand back with his human laws, 
for the laws that bind our communion there, 
take bold beyond the vail where there Master 
has gone before; and I think these are feelings 
which are deep in the hearts of the people of 
this country. ; 

The only pretense for this strange power 
which the Senator invokes the Federal Gov- 
ernment to exercise, is that the churches of 
the land are incorporated organizations, and 
that their charters of incorporation are created 
by the laws of the States, as if the laws of the 
States conferred a favor upon the churches by 
giving them leave to be. 

Sir, the churches. have their being before 
and back of any laws of incorporation. The 
churches confer upon the States and upon the 
United States benefits which no man’s imagin- 
ation can measure. If you were to withdraw 
the support of your laws of incorporation from 
the churches with the idea that thereby the 
churches would fall, never would disappoint- 
ment be more complete than yours. If you 
were to suffer your. churches: to fall, if you 
were to suffer the thousands of spires that all 
over this land are pointing our people the way 
to heaven to topple down, you would strike the 
deadliest blow, ay, sir, a fatal blow at self- 
government and republican liberty, at virtue, at 
society itself. 

The, State gives to the churches power to 
incorporate themselves because.upon the State 
those organizations confer such enormous ben- 
efits. The State cannot stand withont them; 
for without them anarchy would overwhelm 
every State. And now the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts proposes to take advantage of the 
laws of the States authorizing the incorpora- 
tion of ecclesiastical. societies. to put. in there 
the finger of human law to regulate the liberty 
wherewith Christ hath made His people free. 
Sir, the people will. not endure it. . You may 
pass a thousand such amendments: as this, but 
the people will not endure that, you shall inter- 


| fere with the regulation of the mode. and the 


associations in which they shall worship God. 
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But, sir, the Senator is not content with 
‘this. Through all the business ramifications 
“of society he follows the citizen, taking away 
from him the shelter of State law, and impos- 
‘ing upon, bim penalties of new. crimes and 
‘misdemeanors created by Federal law. He 
enters the sanctuary of God with unholy hand, 
‘and he follows the citizen to the grave and 
says that he shall not lie there side by side 

only with those whom he shall choose to be 
his companions in his last resting-place. And 
what for? What is the need of all this? Ido 
not care to talk about constitutional questions, 
articularly upon this part of the amendment. 
Who has been harmed throughout this broad 
land by the denial to a citizen of a plate of 
sepulture in a public cemetery? 1 listened 
carefully to the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts and to bis array of evidence, 
and.I do not remember that anywhere any 
wrong had been committed in reference to the 
administration of ecclesiastical organizations, 
except that he said somewhere a coiored sol- 
‘dier had. been refused the sacrament. Sup- 
pose he had; suppose it wasa wrong ; that he 
was fitted. to communicate, are we, the Con- 
gress of the United States, to dictate to the 
churches whom they shall receive to the com- 
munion of the body and blood of the blessed 
Lord? God forbid it, sir. And yet the only 


evil inflicted by an ecclesiastical organization 
which the Senator recited in bis long array of 
wrongs, as he termed them, was that. 
With regard to cemetery associations I rec- 
ollect nothing except that he read a letter from 
some one who stated that in Rhode Island, while 
the funeral service over the remains of 3 col- 
_ored woman was being performed in the church 
her. body was left in the vestibule. I have 
seen that done with white persons, and never 
“deemed it was because of their color. This is 
the grievance upon this branch of the amend- 
“ment which the Senator from Mississippi in- 
‘yokes the Federal power to restrain! Sir, it 
is an absurdity. 
"Wherever there is a wrong enumerated in 
this amendment the law of every State pro- 
vides already an adequate remedy. The 
„Senator from Massachusetts says that negroes 
“are turned out of the cars. Let them briu 
their action, and in every State in the Unite 
States the law is so that they have got the same 
“rights that I have. A little while ago one 
negro had courage enough to bring his action 
inan old slave and rebel State, and he recov- 
ered damages for being excluded from the cars. 
Llistened to the Senator’s letter from Mr. 
“Cardozo, of. South Carolina, invoking this 
species of Federal legislation, aud yet the law 
of South Carolina makes every citizen of that 
_ State equal, in rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties, in railroad cars, theaters, inns, and every- 
where else. Mr. Cardozo, in that letter, giv- 
ing his reasons for the invocation of Federal 
authority, said that in their State courts judges 
‘and juries were so prejudiced that they could 
not hope for justice. Judges and juries so 


prejudiced in South Carolina, where the negro 
majority is thitty thousand, where they control 
the executive, legislative, and judicial depart- 
ments-of the goveroment! Sir, I fear that 
there aré agitators in the colored race as well 
as inthe white race, and | fear that many of 
the communications which the Senator from 
Massachusetts read had for their object some- 
_thing more than the rights of the colored race. 
With regard to cemetery associations and 
schools and ‘churches, Iam clearly of opinion 
that the Federal Government ought not to in- 
tetfere: | I think it best to leave those matters 
which are cognizable by human laws to regu- 
‘lation by the States. Why, sir, the other Sen- 
“ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wirsoy,] a 
few-days since, in‘some brief remarks that he | 
made on. this subject, rejoiced that in that | 
‘Commonwealth they had got over all these old | 
prejudices whereby these injuries were inflicted | 
upon the colored race; and how did they get | 


over them? Did they get over them by creat- 
ing new crimes, new penalties, and new courts? 
They left it to the slow operation of time and 
of human nature and of the law of God, as 
preached from the thousand pulpits of Massa- 
chusetts, and it has bronght them out right. 
Better far so to do than attempt the species of 
legislation which is embodied in the amend- 
ment, 

But, sir, after all the impulse that I have 
felt upon me to speak on this matter has been 
created not so much by the legislation embod- 
ied in thisamendment as by the principles upon 
which that legislation has been attempted to 
be justified before this body. In. substance 
the principle is the same, whether it is enun- 
ciated by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Sumer, ] the Senator from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Morton, } or the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
CarpPenter.] That principle substantially is 
this: that by the adoption of the three most 
recent amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, our old system of Government 
bas been subverted. You may undertake to 
draw a line short of the position assumed by 
tbe Senator from Indiana, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin did attempt, but it will be in vain. 
Your reasoning upon this bill carries you to 
the full length of giving to the Federal Gov- 
ernment complete legislative authority over 
every interest affecting the life, liberty, and 
property of every citizen of the United States, 
and leaves to the State Legislatures absolutely 
nothing. 

Now let us see. Senators have based their 
arguments upon the fourteenth article of 
amendment to the Constitution. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts based a part of his 
argument upon the thirteenth article—a stretch 
of construction so extravagant that no one has 
followed him therein; deriving from an amend- 
ment that says not one word about color, that 
has not a suggestion of discriminations about 
color in it, an amendment that only prohibits 
slavery and authorizes Congress,to enact laws 
to enforce the prohibition, the power to enter 
into the churches and schools of the States 
and create crimes and misdemeanors and in- 
flict fines and penalties because of discrimina- 
tions of color. It seems to me that the state- 
ment of the claim thus set up by the Senator 
from Massachusetts in relation to the thir- 
teenth amendment is its own refutation. But 
the claim made with regard to the fourteenth 
amendment is more plausible. It is under 
the following three clauses that the Senators 
insist upon the right to enact the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts: 

“No State shall make or enforce any law which 
shali abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens 
of the United States; nor shall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property, without due 
process of law; nor deny to any person within its 
jarisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” 

Now, it is said in regard to all three of these 
clauses that, without waiting for any action on 
the part of the States, considering simply the 
subject-matter to which the three clauses refer, 
Congress has the right to enact affirmative laws 
to the full scope of the subjects embraced in 
them, so that upon this reasoning Congress 
may enact laws to secure the privileges and 
immunities of citizens of the United States ; 
may enact laws for the protection of life, lib- 
erty, and property; may enact laws giving to 
all persons the equal protection of the laws at 
least concurrently with the States; and upon 
the principle of this amendment, if State laws 
are already in existence on the subject, and 
Congress is of opinion that the sanction of the 
State laws is insufficient, Congress may add 
additional sanctions by fine, imprisonment, 
and the like. So that if a State shall enact a 
law making robbery, which deprives a man of 
property, an offense punishable by ten years 


imprisonment in the State prison, and Con- |) 


gress shall deem that insufficient, under author- 
ity derived from the fourteenth amendment to 
protect citizens in life, liberty, and property, 


. of twenty years’ imprisonment. 
-crime which deprives a man of life. „Hitherto 


it may enact. laws inflicting a punishment 
Murder is a 


the States have enacted laws. for its. suppres: 
sion; but, upon the theory of Senators, Con- 
gress, under the fourteenth amendment, has 
full power to enact laws for the protection. of 
life, and if it deem, as many deem, the penalty 
of death now inflicted by the Jaws of most of 
the States too.severe, Congress may change 
that, and make the penalty of murder impris- 
onment for life, and all State laws are abro- 
gated instantly thereby. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Will I disturb my 
friend if J ask him a question at that point? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Not-at all. 

Mr, CARPENTER. | This subject is so ex- 
ceedingly important and the Senator is discuss- 


| ing it with such great ability and clearness that 


I desire to put this exact.question to. him, be- 
cause I want to hear his view of it. Suppose 
the State of Mississippi to-morrow should pass 
a law repealing all punishment for murdering 
a black man, and in that state of things the 
matter comes to knowledge of Congress. The 
fourteenth article of the Constitution says that 
“no State shall deny to.any person the equal 
protection of the laws.’ ‘The State of Missis- 
sippi has done it by abolishing the statute 
which punishes murder if committed upon a 
black man. The last clause of the fourteenth 
amendment is that ‘‘ Congress shall have power 
by appropriate legislation to enforce this, arti- 
cle.” Now, how is that to be done unless 
Congress in such a case shall pass a law to 
punish the murder of black men in Missis- 
sippi? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The case 
which the Senator supposes is.not one arising 
within the principles upon which this amend- 
ment has been argued from beginning to end. 

Mr. CARPENTER. No; I concede that. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. If a State 
actually enacts a law depriving a citizen of the 
equal protection of the laws, I will not under- 
take to say that under the fourteenth amend- 
ment Congress may not legislate; nor will I 
aver that under the fourteenth amendment it 
may legislate. I will simply leave that as a 
question to be decided when the exigency shall 
arise. It may turn out to be a casus omissus, 
or it may be a proper matter for legislation by 
Congress under the fourteenth amendment. . 

But what I am considering, and have been 
considering all the while, is the principle upon 
which this particular amendment has been 
argued, going so far as to say that preliminary 
to, and utterly regardless of, all State legisla- 
tion, State authority, or State function, Gon- 
gress by virtue of the fourteenth amendment 
has full, complete, and sweeping jurisdiction 
to enact laws for the security. of the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of the citizens of the 
United States and of the several States to the 
fullest extent to which State legislation has ever 
been enjoyed by the States during the whole 
history of our country. Congress, upon the 
theory advocated by the Senator from Indi- 
ana—and the Senator from Wisconsin must 
pardon me, but [cannot see the distinction in 
principle between that theory and his own, 
alihough he reprobated, and I think deserv- 
edly, the theory of the Senator from Indiana— 
Congress, upon the theory that itis necessary 
to give to all citizens the equal protection of 
the laws, that itis necessary to secure all cii- 
zens in the right to life, liberty, and property, 
may go into every city, town, borough, and 
hamlet in the United States and cnact ordi- 
nary police laws, and put a Federal officer to 
keep guard over your streets. 

Now, where are we going toland? I agree 
with the Senator from Wisconsin that this is 
an exceedingly important question. ‘We are 
diving down now to those deep questions which 
underlie the Government, and we are to decide 
for ourselves and posterity, for to-day and for 
all time to come, what are the changes made 
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oTf€they mean all. that the Senator: frou. Massa- 
chusetts:says, God help-us; the foundations 
of civil-liberty are ‘stricken: away from ‘under 
“ays, <Weishall not fall at once; communities 
‘never’ do.” Usurpations. are never’ made. as 
usurpatidns—~are néver made with an ostensibly 
wrong object; usarpations:-are “always made 
“under the pretense.of doing good, and usurpa- 
‘tions ate always made under old forms: - 
‘Sir; I come from .a portion of my country 
where I gee all around me diffused the benefi- 
cent ‘effects and influences-of local. self-gov- 
ernment.:* Beginning inour little townships, 
extending’ to the State Legislative Assemblies, 
‘everywhere’ there for two hundred years we 
have:been governing ourselves, “Go into the 
Parliamentof England ‘and listen to the: de- 
bates 3: one day they are discussing what they 
“shall do to maintain the “poor; go in another 
day and they are attempting to build up a sys- 
tem of national education; go in-anothér day 
and they are ‘talking of ecclesiastical estab- 
‘lHshments; and the propriety of keeping them 
up or-overthrowiug them. Gointo a New Eng- 
land town meeting; and the whole community, 
New-England farmers and mechanicsand mer- 
chants and lawyers and ministers are gathered 
there, and they are enacting their local laws 
for educating their children, for taking care 
of their poor. «And when they gather together 
to worship God by the simplest form of eccle- 
siastical organization, they possess themselves 
of the rights of a corporation under the State to 
‘takecare of their ecclesiastical establishments. 
It has been going on for a century and a half; 
‘and now, sir, go all-over this wide world and 
find if you: can a community where there is 
equal general intelligence, culture, virtue, and 
prosperity as in New England. Follow out 
the linesof herparallels across the Alleghavies 
and the Mississippi to the Pacific, and every- 
where where the footsteps of her children have 
trod have the church and the school-house 
gone np side by side, and the love-of liberty 
‘burned brightest in the breasts of the men that 
dwell there; and allthis comes from oursystem 
‘of local self-government. - 
: The Senator from Massachusetts may talk 
‘loudly and eloquently of human'rights. [agree 
with him sin the advocacy of human rights; 
but, sir, I would protect. and buttress human 
‘rights in this land by the salvation of those 
local institutions which have made those rights 
‘so sacred to ws, and which have made them 
now at last dominant over the continent.” It 
is because this amendment is an instdious 
entering: wedge to overthrow these. bulwarks, 
and because 1 believe that if the construction 
which the Senator and his associates have put 
upon the new amendments to the Constitution 
bo received as the law of this country we may 
bid farewell fo our hopes of American liberty 
‘for the generations to comig, that I'oppose it. 
No, sir, no. If there be in any State citi- 
zens of the United States who, to use the lan- 
‘guage of the Senator from Massachusetts, are 
insulted; outraged, wronged, by being expelled 
from ears or inns, let them bring their actions 
in“ the courts of the States where the: injury 
is inflicted, or, if they be residents ‘of other 
‘States, in the Federal courts; and that ig all 
that I can ‘do, that is all that the Senator from 
Massachusetts’ can do, and he and ‘they and 
I will alike ‘find reparation for our’ injuries 
affordedto us therd. “If that remedy is insuffi: 
‘cient, go aud work and labor and toil. with the | 
Legislatures ‘bf the States as that Senator’ has | 
‘80 fearlessly, 86 faithfully, so gloriously toiled į 
tor twenty years‘in the great cause of liberty 
and equality The Senator mourned that‘even 
Massachusetts was not spotless in this respect, 
because ho said that at midnight of an inclein 
‘ent day in the capital of Massachusetts a 
negro’ wag refused adurission to any hotel. 
Was it so? Then go to: the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, “ask her to right her ciizen 


‘ern’ States. f 
of the southern States here, “ What are your 


| who, you gay, has thus been outraged; do not 
-come here and trample down every other right 
-öf Massachusetts in order that you may obtain’ 


that justice to one of her citizens -which she 


ris ready. and willing herself to afford: 


But it is said it may not be so in some south- 
I-have:asked ‘the representatives 


laws?? and I find the laws of those States to 


“bein accord with the common law in: regard 


to the injuries for which this amendment is 
expected to furnish a remedy; and the Senator 
must wait somewhat for the operation of time 
to accomplish all the results whose beginnings 
are found‘in the war in which we have -been 
involved. : ; : ‘ 
‘My. President, I have spoken longer an 


-perhaps more earnestly than I ought’ to have 


done; but Edo not wantto be misconstrued in 
reference to the position which I take regard- 
ing this amendment, and-I am anxious that 
Senators should remember that there is some- 
thing yet in the functions of the States which 
is sacred and which ought to be preserved 
‘sacred, and which is absolutely essential to 


‘the perpetuity of free institutions on this 


continent. a 
Mr. KELLY. ‘Mr. President, before this vote 


tis taken I wish to: express my own views upon 


the question: I think the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Sumysr] is intended to work only and 
solely for the benefit of those whose cause he 
has espoused. At the present time, as has 
‘been so eloquently said by the Senator who 
has just taken his seat, all the wrongs that 
have been or can be inflicted on the colored 
race, In most of the States at least, are now 
remedied in the local tribunals, and I will 
take his own State of Massachusetts as an 
illustration of all. There, as be states, all the 
rights that his bill is intended to protect have 
been guarantied to the colored citizens of that 
State equally with the whites, and they have 
for the infraction of those rights the privilege 
and the right to go into the’ State courts, and 
they have some nineteen or twenty county 
seats where those wrongs may be redressed. 
But suppose the Senator’s bill becomes a law 


zand is held: to bea constitutional enactment 


under the Constitution of the United States, 
where are these colored: persons to go in 
order to have their wrongs redressed? The 
bill itself provides: ye 


The same jurisdiction and powers avo hereby 
conferred, andthe same duties enjoined upon, the 
courts and ofiicers of tho United States, in the execu- 
-tion of this act, as are conferred and enjoined upon 
such courts and officers in sections three, four; five, 
‘Seyen, and ten of an aet entitled ‘An act to protect 
all persons inthe, United States in their civil rights, 
and to furnish the means of their. vindication,’ 
passed April 9, 1860, E 


By the third section of that act all offenses 
against it are made cognizable in the district 
and circuit courts of the United States, and it 
is there declared that they shall have exclusive 
cognizance of all those cases. ‘So, then, if a 


colored man be excluded from a car or from a 


theater, the circuit and district coarts of the 
United States are to have cognizance of the 
‘action brought on’ account of the ‘exclusion. 
Therefore, if a colored man should be deprived 
of these rights in one of the western counties of 
the State of Massachusetts, in Berkshire; he 
is compelled in order to obtain redress to go 
to Boston where the. United States courts are 
‘holden. oe i 
We know, too, Mr. President, how the busi- 
ness in the United States courts has been 
increasing within the last few years. The 
bankruptey and the adniiraliy jurisdictions 
bring there a large number of causes, and then 
all the cages that arise out of infractions of the 
revenue lawsare decided in thosé courts; and 
yet with all the business crowding upon -these 
courts, colored men. are to be compelled to go 
from one’ extreme of a State to another, in 
‘order to have redress for their wrongs, You 
take away the State jurisdiction; you deprive 


e 


` 


these menof the privilege of going into those 
courts where for two hundred years they have 


‘had their wrongs redressed, you send them 


off to a distant locslity, you send them to but 


Fa single court in w State. 


This isthe effect of 
the amendment. Is that a benefit to the col- 
ored people?’ Is it not rather a gross injury ? 
- Mr. President, if this measure be constitu- 


‘tional, then 80 far as the’ United States courts 


assume that jurisdiction, go far are the States 
deprived of it ; and’ thus it becomes an utter 
destruction of Staté ‘rights to that extent. 


-Every colored man is precluded from going 


into the State courts to have his wrongs re- 
dressed. 

When the fourteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution was adopted, was it intended by the 
States that gave their'assent to it to thus sur- 
render up their jurisdiction in civil’ matters? 


: Did Massachusetts at the time she assented to 


: be heard in‘her local: tribunals? 


it agree that her colored citizens should not 
Must they 


-go into a court where the judges are not of 


their own selection? ‘I think there is not a 
single State of the Union which intended when 
it assented ‘to’ the fourteenth amendment to 
give up this jurisdiction ‘to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. In Massachusetts the railroad facil- 
ities are great and in territorial extent it is 
but a small State; people can go rapidly from 


one portion of it to another; men can go to 


Boston, where the Federal courts are holden, 
without any difficulty; but look at the other 
States which are larger. Take the State that 
I have the honor in part to represent. From 
the eastern boundary of that State to Portland, 
where the United States courts are holden, itis 
a distance of some four hundred miles.’ That 
has all to be traveled by land in certain seasons 
of the year, and two hundred miles of it at least 
is land travel all the year. It costs twice as 
much to make that journey as itdoes to go from 
here to Chicago, and it takes twice ‘as long. 
Ate witnesses to be brought ‘that distance to 
testify in cases like this of such small import- 
ance as those resulting from depriving a man 
of the right to ride in a railroad-car or, ina 
stage-coach? All this expense must be en- 
dured. A single court in Portland, in the 
State of Oregon, is to try a case that may be 
brought from four hundred miles’in one direc- 
tion and three hundred miles in‘another. That 
State in its territorial extent is greater than the 
States of New York and Pennsylvania com- 
bined; and yet every man who is deprived of 
these rights must go to that single court to 
have ‘his wrongs redressed. I say it is a wrong 


‘to. the person who ig compelled to prosecute 


his case in that court, and itis a greater wrong 
to the man who is charged with an offense of 
this kind to take him from his home, four 
hundred miles of, and compel him to answer 
that which he could better meet in his own 
county and near his own home. 

_ The bill of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
as I have said, provides that the Federal 
courts. shall try all these cases; but even if it 
did not, if it be constitutional the Federal 


‘courts would take this jurisdiction, and if they 


do take it. the States cannot have it. And yet 


-in every State in this Union, I suppose, where 
a maŭ was improperly ejected from a car on 


account, of race or color, he could maintain an 
action. It has been done. ` I myself have 
ridden with colored men in cars and in stage- 
coaches, and I know that they-have, in so far 


“d& those rights are concerned, the same that 


T have—no more, no less. 


2 Jf their rights 
are infringed, they can go to the State courts 
and have redress just the same as I can .my- 
self. It is true that in the matter of schools 
it may.be different. Most of the States have 
schools for colored. children and separate 
schools for white children. ; 

-; Again,.itis provided ‘that any person vio- 
lating any of the. provisions of the foregoing 
section, or aiding in their violation, or inciting 
thereto, shall, for every such offense, forfeit 
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and pay” a certain sum of money. If white 
school children, for instance, have a difficulty 
with colored children who may be in the 
school, they are to be punished by indictment 
in the Federal courts. Instead of going to a 
police court, where such cases are properly 
cognizable, an indictment is to be framed, they 
are to be tried, they are to be punished by the. 
Federal courts, and taken for that purpose 
from one extreme of the State to another. 


The honorable Senator from Massachusetts j 


himself, I think, will admit it to be a settled 
principle of law, that if the Federal courts 


have cognizance of these cases, the State courts | 
cannot have; so that for every little petty mis- | 


demeanor of school children the State courts 
ean afford no redress. Or suppose an indi- 
vidual is excluded from a theater; it may be 
“on account of his color or it may be for any 
other cause, yet that matter is to be decided 
in the same way, in only one court in a State, 
and that a Federal court. Now, I submit that 
it was never intended that the right of the 
States to control and adjudicate such ques- 
tions should be given upin that way. Remem- 


ber, that if the fourteenth amendment to the | 


Constitution has taken away the right of the 


States to regulate their own domestic concerns | 


in their own way, and conferred this jurisdic- 
tion upon the Federal courts, a mere repeal of 
this law would not afterward give that right 
back to the States. If the Constitution has 
given it to the Federal Government it cannot 
be taken away, and the States are forever 
deprived. of this right. If the United States 
can, under the fourteenth amendment, punish 
white people for infringing the rights of colored 
people, why can they not punish white people 
for infringing the rights of white people? Cer- 
tainly they have a right to protect all classes, 
and if they ean protect the colored people, and 
if the right belongs exclusively to the United 
States to protect colored people, it belongs in 


an equal degree to the United States to pro- | 


tect the white people also. So the Federal 
Government may assume the entire control of 
this matter; it may punish for all offenses, 
wherever they may arise and whoever may be 
injured. It is because of this infraction of 
State rights ; it is because it takes away the 
privileges that the States have had from time 
immemorial; it is because it confers these 


rights upon a distant tribunal, that 1 oppose | 


the proposition before the Senate. 

Bat, Mr. President, there is another reason. 
Why will these colored people not go where 
they have laws to protect their rights, and 


have the offenders punished: when their rights | 
I beg to call attention | 


may be transgressed ? 
to a letter that was read the other day by the 


honorable Senator from Massachusetts to show | 


-that all these wrongs are merely imaginary. 
This. is the letter: 


“Hon, CHARLES SUMNER, United States Senate: 

“Dearsin: I ama colored man, resident of the 
State of Arkansas. 

“T have seen and experienced much of the dis- 
abilities which rest upon my race and people from 
the mere accident of color. Grateful to God and the 
Republicans of this country for our emancipation 
and the recognition of our citizenship, Lam never- 
theless deeply impressed with the necessity for fur- 
ther legislation in order for the perfection of our 
rights as American citizens. 

“T am also thoroughly persuaded that this needed 
legislation should come from the natioual Congress, 

| Localor State legislation will necessarily be par- 
tial and vaciliating. Besides, our experience is to 
the effect that the local State governments are unre- 
liable for the enforcement of execution of laws for 
this purpose. 

“In Arkansas, for example, a statute was enacted 
by the General Assembly of 1868 for the purpose of 
securing the equal rights of colored’ persons upon 
-steamboats, railroads, and public thoroughfares gen- 
erally. The provisions of the statuée.were deemed 
good, if not entirely sufficient; yet to the present 
time gross indignities continue to be perpetrated 


| of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


upon colored travelers, men and women, while those : 


charged underoath to see the laws faithfully exe- 
cuted look on with sceming heartless indifference, 
‘while the law remains a dead letter on the statute- 
ebook.” 

It-seems that here is the State of Arkansas, 
that has a Legislature, a Governor and judges, 
‘all of the Republican party, and there are 


Senators here representing that State on the 
floor of the Senate. Since 1868 that State has 
been, as I say, entirely under the control of 
the Republican party. A Republican Legis- 
lature passed these laws; they have judges of 
their own selection; and yet they say thattheir 
own people will not enforce these laws. Now, 
ean they have any right to call upon us? Have 
they a right to call on the State of Massachu- 
setts to surrender up her local legislation and 
her own laws, merely to -afford them redress 
when they will not do it themselves? Why do 
they not administer their laws? Will it be 
any better for themif the United States courts 
take cognizance of cases of this kind? Sup- 
pose this measure become a law, are the col- 
ored people of Arkansas any more protected 
than now when their own jadges are amenable 
to the voters there? Why cannot these col- 
ored people go and bring suits in their own 
State courts? 
properly? Are the jurors of that State false 
to their trust? If so, you cannot correct the 
evil by sending all such cases to a single Fed- 
eral court in a State, and making every col- 
ored man for an infraction of his rights go to 
that court and there prosecute his case. They 
must do something for themselves. Ft will not 
do for them to call on Jupiter for assistance 
and yet not lend any aid themselves. ‘They 
ought to study the fable, that he who will do 
nothing but pray can never expect that his 
wrongs will be redressed. He must do some- 
thing for himself; he must remember that— 

“Who would be free, themselves must strike the 

blow.” 

Not that they should go to warfare, but they 
should do something; they should see that their 
officers of whom they complain are turned out 
and better ones put in. 

The very fact that the State of Arkansas 
passed those laws in 1868, when the fourteenth 
amendment was adopted, shows really that 
they supposed they had a right to redress 
those wrongs in their own local tribunals. It 
was not then their belief that the Federal 
Government alone could take cognizance of 
cases of this kind; else why did they pass that 
statute? I have been told by a Senator from 
Louisiana that the same laws are there; and 
go in South Carolina. ‘he Senator from Mis- 
sissippi who is now absent, the other day, in 
bis argument, said they had the same laws 
there. Now, I again put this question: why 
should every State in the Union that enforces 
these laws and accords tocolored people equal 
rights with the whites, give up all those rights, 
give them up forever, merely to accommodate 
a few persons who may be indifferent to their 
own rights at home? . 

Yhese are the objections I have to the bill 
It takes 
away from the people the right to decide ques- 
tions in their local tribunals. Instead of the 
courts that act being amenable to the people, 
amenable to those who are injured, they are 
distant; the Federal courts are away from 
them. When avyoneis iujared he cannot call 


Will their judges not decide j 


to account those whom he selects to ofice. | 


But if on the other hand these. wrongs are 
punished and redressed. in the State courts, 
then when any one is injured he sees to It that 
the officet is displaced and that a new one 18 
elected who will discharge his duties better. 
When the colored people have all this power 
in their own hands, why will they not exercise 
it, if indeed its exercise be really needed ? 


Lam unwilling, for these reasons, Mr. Pres- | 
ident, to give up the rights that the States have | 
Í ihink, | 


merely to redress imaginary Wrongs. 
for the reasons L bave stared, it will be seen 
thatthe colored people themselves are nol to 
be benefited by it in any way, while a great 
injary will be inflicted on the people wherever 
these laws are in force in the distance they 
wiil have to travel to the courts, in the ex- 
pense they will necessarily incar in the pros- 
ecutions, and above all in allowing this enter- 
ing wedge to be made whieh will in time take 


away and destroy all. the right that the States 
now have to punish wrongs in their own courts. 
They had that right and they ought to have it, 
unless some good reagon can be given why we 
should take it away. Á . 

A question was propounded by the Senator 
from Wisconsin of this kind to the Senátor 
from Connecticut: suppose the State of. Mis- 
sissippi should pass a law abolishing aH pun- 
ishment for the crime of murder, would it not 
be the duty of the United States to interfere 
to protect the people there? Mr. President, 
it is hardly proper for that honorable Senator 
to suppose a case of that kind, to suppose 
that a State will at once abdicate all its rights 
as a State, to suppose that it is not going to 
protect its own people from wrong of that kind. 
It is a thing which we have not the right to 
suppose at all. When has any State abdicated 
these rights of self-government? Is there any 
State that has ever abolished all punishment 
for murder or for any other crime? Notone; 
and I think it is unjust to suppose any of the 
States will everdo it, But if the State-of Mis- 
sissippi should be so far forgetful of its duty to 
its own citizens ds to abolish the punishment 
for the crime of murder, they themselves must 
suffer the wrong, they themselves must learn 
in time to redress the wrongs of their people. 
The Government of the United States bas: no 
right in that case, simply because one State 
neglects its duty, to pass a general law for the 
punishment of crimes in every State. We must 
remember. that our laws are to. be uniform 
throughout the United States. If Congress 
has the right to punish crime in the State. of 
Mississippi, it has and it is the duty of this 
body to pass a law making that crime punish- 
able in every other State. We cannot select 
one State and say that the Constitution of -the 
United States applies to punishing crimes in 
one State and not in another. The laws must 
be uniform everywhere, and they must be car- 
ried into effect in the State of New York and 
the State of Massachusetts as well as in the 
State of Mississippi or elsewhere. I say even 
on the supposition that any State would be 
derelict in its duty and fail to pass a law, it 
would not justify the United States in making 
a general criminal code for all the States. 

There is another ground of objection. 
There cannot be any divided jurisdiction. in 
this matter. In regard to all crimes made 


| punishable by the Federal Government, the 


State courts necessarily must cease jurisdiction 
over them. There is no councurrent jurisdic- 
tion. The Federal Government cannot punish 
and the State courts punish too; and if the 
Federal courts undertake to punish these 
crimes, then, at once, the jurisdiction of the 
State couris ceases. Are we now prepared to 
accede to the doctrine that in case the United 
States courts punish for riot, as it seems a law 
passed at the last session of the present Con- ` 
gress authorized, necessarily the State courts 
have no right to do that? The Constitution 
itself provides that in all cases,. where the 
jurisdiction arises under the Coustitution, the 
Federal courts have exclusive jurisdiction over 
offenses of that kind. So l say that if the 
Federal courts have a right to punish riot, if 
they have a right to punish murder, if they 
have a right to punish any other crime, so fac 
the State courts have ceased their jurisdiction, 


| so far State rights have been abrogated, so far 


they have been annulled. Itis because of this 
conclusion, it is because Congress is assuming 
jurisdiction in so many cases, that I think we 
should pause before we go further. 

We see bills here presented authorizing the 
United States to take cognizance of the edu 
cation of the youth of the country. We sce 
bills presented and reported here authorizing 
the United States courts to have cognizance of 
alleorporations. ftis proposed to pass corpo- 
ration laws,to pass education laws, and there 
have even: been petitions presented that we 
shall take cognizance of the selling of liquors 
and the granting of licenses to sell liquors tn 


-896 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 8, 


the States. . That is all:to:be taken away from 
the States:and to be conferred-upon the. Fed- 
_ €ral-courts and Federal Legislature. It is 
because, of this evident tendency that I do 
object to the-passage of laws of this kind, and 
fusist. that’ the States should be sovereign and 
supreme. in: local legislation, and that the Fed- 
eral: courts: and: the Federal laws should be 
confined to casesthat are of national, cogni- 
wance. ‘That, it seems to me, is the proper 
distinction you should observe; and because 
‘the “bill of the ` Senator from Massachusetts 
infringes upon these rights, I ‘shall vote 
ainst it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is'on-the 

‘motion.of the: Senator from. Wisconsin [Mr. 
CARPENTER] to. perfect the portion of the 
‘amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts proposed to be stricken out by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. : 
The Cuter CuerxK, It is proposed by Mr. 
SHERMAN to strike out the. fifth section of the 
amendment: of Mr. Sumner in the following 
words: 

Sec.. That every law, statute, ordinance, regu- 
lation; or custom inconsistent with this act, or mak- 
ing any disorimination against ally person on account 
of color by the use of the word “white,” is hereby 
repealed and annulled. 

It is proposed by Mr, Carpenrer to amend 
that section so as to make it read— 

That every discrimination ngainst any person on 
account of color by the use of the word “‘white,” in 
any law, statute, ordinanco, or regulation, is hereby 
repealed and annulled, f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
:tion'is on this amendment of the Senator trom 
Wisconsin. - 

Mr.SUMNER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The yeas 
‘and nays have been ordered, I believe. 

Mr. SUMNER. | Letthisamendment of the 

‘ Senator from Wisconsin be adopted. It is 
merely to perfect the original proposition, not 
to change ‘its‘character. 

Mr. FURRY, of Connecticut. I did not 
observe what the amendment, was, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin is with a 
view of perfecting the section proposed by the 
Senator trom Ohio. to be:stricken out. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I have no 
objection to:that. I recollect it now. 

The PRE ADING OFFICER., If there is 
no objection, the order for. the yeas and nays 
will be reseinded.. ‘he question is on the 
amendment of the Senator trom Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion regurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mv. SureMay,] to strike out the fifth 
section of the aniendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER, ] being the sec- 
tion just amended; and on this question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. T'he Sec- 
retary will report the words proposed to be 
stricken out. 
` The Curr Cumrx. The section, as amended, 
now reads: : 

That every discrimination against any person on 
account of color by the use of the word * white” in 
any law, statute, ordinance, or regulation, ig hereby 
repealed and annulled. 

Mr. SUMNER.. Yesterday, supposing that 
the original amendment introduced by me was 
still within my own control, not knowing that 
the yeas and nays had been ordered, I yielded 
to the pressure of friends, and said that Í would 
consent to drop that section. I did it with 
great hesitation and reluctance; but now that 
we are to vote on it-formally, that other Sen- 
ators insist upon a vote,1 feel that I cannot 
record my name against it, 

Mr, COLE.. I will simply remark that I do 
not suppose that the form of the section as it 
a9 now. with the amendment ofthe Senator 
from Wisconsin; alters the effect of it all, but 
it 1s equally obnoxious to the principal objec- 
on now as before, ; 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The- Senator from Mary- 
land (Mr. Hamruros } was called away two or 
three days ago by the extreme illness of a 
relative of bis family, and I agréed to pair 
with him upon all: amendments, he being 
opposed to all amendments and I-being in 
favor of some amendments. I do not know 
how. he would vote upon this particular ques- 
tion, but I think myself bound in honor to him 
to withhold my vote, although I should vote, 
if I felt free, in favor of striking out this 
clause. s 

Mr. STEVENSON. My colleague [Mr. 
Davis] is confined to his bed by sickness. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays; 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 84; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, Cole, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Ere- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hill, Hitchcock, Jobn- 
ston, Kelly, Norwood, Nye, Pool, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Seott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
‘Lipton, and Vickers—25. 

N —Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay ton.Conkling,Cragin, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Hamilton.of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan. Kel- 
logg, Logan, Morrill ot Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ramsoy, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Trumbull, West, 
Wilson. Windom, and Wright—32. - 

ABSEN’I—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Howe, Lewis, Osborn, Pratt, 
Sprague, and Stewart—14, 


So the motion to strike out was not agreed 


0. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COLE, I move to amend the section 
on which the vote was just taken, in the third 
line of the fourth page, by striking out the 
word ‘‘ person,’ and inserting in place thereof 
the word ‘* citizen ;” so as to read: ‘‘ or mak- 
ing any discrimination against any citizen on 
account of color by the use of the word 
‘white ;’’? and I hope that it will be sustained 
by the Senate, as this matter is not properly 
within the scope of the original proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That part of 
the section to which the Senator refera has 
been stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it is rather too 
late now to move the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What the Sen- 
ator now alludes to has been inserted, and 
the words inserted by vote cannot be stricken 
out except by including with them in the mo- 
tion other words. f 

Mr. COLE. I bad not before me at the 
time the section as it has been amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is not the word ‘“‘ per- 
son’ in the section ? ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only way to reach 
it is by a proviso. 

Mr. COLE. Is the bill in committee or in 
the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in the Sen- 
ate, and has been forsome time, where there is 
no review-afterward of amendments acted on. 

Mr. SHERMAN: It can be done by a 
motion to reconsider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. SuMNER. } 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I moveto strike 
out on the eleventh and twelfth lines of the 
first section the words “of church organiza- 
tions,” and in the fourteenth line the word 
*‘churches.’’ Ihave already given my rea- 
sons why I think this amendment should be 
made. J do not understand that it is now 
within the power of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to accept the amendment, the yeas 
and nays having been ordered on his proposi- 
tion; and therefore I make no application to 
him. My reasons, Mr. President, briefly are 
that I see no necessity for any such provision. 
I listened attentively to the testimony adduced 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, and there 
is no complaint in reference to the privileges 


t 


I look upon it as an infringement of the Con- 
‘stitution and a8 dangerous to commence legis- 
-lation on that subject. These are my reasons 
for making the motion to strike out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Jersey moves to amend the amendment 
by striking out from the first section the words 
“church organization,’’ in the eleventh and 
twelfth lines, and the word ‘churches’ in the 
fourteenth line, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I am 
opposed to all these amendments, and am in 
favor of an amnesty bill, and-1 have regretted 
very much the efforts which have been made 
that only lead to embarrassment in the passage 
of such a bill. I intend to vote against all 
amendments that are offered to the bill. Now 
an attempt is. made by the Senator from New 
Jersey to strike out of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts what he says is 
unconstitutional. I think some other. parts 
of the amendment, when these words are 
stricken out, will be just as unconstitutional 
as this feature is; and therefore I am not for 
aiding the Senator from New Jersey in his 
motion to strike out these particular words for 
the purpose of securing his vote to the ori- 
sinal amendment, I hope the entire amend- 
ment will be voted down; and when I vote 
against these different amendments, as I intend 
to do, 1 vote without reference to the particu- 
lar merits of the amendment which is offered, 
but for the purpose of defeating all amend- 
ments. I would make this amendment just 
as obnoxious as I could, because I think it is 
offered here, or the effect of its being offered 
here is, to defeat amnesty, and we have been 
discussing this amendment for weeks, instead 
of the bill which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. We have had bill after bill from 
the House of Representatives; they have re- 
mained on our table for months. I think this 
bill that we are now considering came to us 
nine months ago. We could not consider it 
at the last session of Congress, and now when 
we take time to consider it, efforts ure made 
to put upon it first one amendment and then 
another; and 1 have made up my mind, for 
one, without respect to the merits of any 
particular amendment, to vote against all 
amendments. I merely wish to say this that 
my reasons for voting “no” upon particular 
amendments may be understood. ivote “no” 
without regard to the merits of the particular 
amendment which is offered, as I am against 
them all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I do not 
desire tu protract debate on this question. I 
have already expressed myself fully upon it. 
To my mind, it is important to the unity of 
this measure that the prohibition. should be 
applicable to churches as to schools ‘and insti- 
tutions of benevolence. I do not feel the ar- 
gument of my friend from New Jersey, which 
he presented so persuasively the other day. 
To my mind this is simply a proposition to 
apply to an incorporated association the great 
principles of our Government, and it does not 
in any respect interfere with religion, or tend 
in the least in that way. So it seems to me ; 
and having that conviction, 1 cannot myself 
by auy act of mine allow that part to be sacri- 
ficed; but it is ail in the hands of the Senate. 
They will do as they think best by their votes, 
and I shail submit; but I think, sir, that our 
votes ought to be recorded, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and. nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I quite 
agree with the Senator from New Jersey that 
the provision in the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts which he moves to 
strike out is unconstitutional: I entertain-no 
serious doubt upon that subject. If that were 


of churches not being extended to everybody. li the only uncoustitutional provision in it, and 


